CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


OONTAINING 


THE PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES 


OF TIE 


FIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


VOLUME XIX. 


WASHINGTON: 814 
GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


1888. 


SURPLUS - 1 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
DUPLICATE 


qJ W 


VOLUME: XTX, PART V. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 


FIFTIETH CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


r 


4001 


worker as well as the farmer. Taking it item by item, we find this 
astounding result: That for every dollar of reduction of duties in the 
iron schedule, $26 are added to the burdens of the public, already too 
onerous to be borne. Instead of reducing taxation, as advised by the 
Administration, instead of checking the flow of the people’s money 
into a Treasury already dangerously full; instead of relieving a tax- 
ridden people clamorous for relief; instead of following in line with 
the declarations of every public oflicer this Government has ever had, 
that when we were collecting more money than was needed, taxes 
ought tobe reduced; this bill actually proposes to increase them. Tak- 
ing the home consumption statement from the Bureau of Statistics, 
which gives the importations and rates of duty for 1887, it will be found 
that about sixty-seven items are left by this bill in the iron schedule 
with rates unchanged; that upon about fifty-six items rates are re- 
duced, and upon about forty items rates are increased. But an exam- 
ination of the changes discloses the startling fact that the aggregate re- 
ductions amount to but $353,000, while the increase of duties on iron, 
etc., proposed by the bill, aggregates over $9,000,000. It is not drawn 
in the interest of the Southern farmer, for among other things raised 
are cotton ties, on which the planter is taxed $158,910 more than before, 
besides the consequent tribute on those of domestic manufacture. It is 
not intended to benefit the Western and the Northern farmer, for fence- 
wire, rods, etc., by this bill are made to pay over a million and a half 
more than under the present law. 

It is not devised to help the suffering consumers of tin-plate, whether 
it be canners of fruit, meat, fish, or vegetables, or the consumers of 
canned goods, for they are taxed for the useless can and the implements 
of cookery, and for the very roof over the kitchen, over $6,000,000 more 
than at present. The manufacturer of steel rails is no better off under 
the bill, for the duties on imported ingots, from which he makes his 
R are raised nearly half a million, while his rails are reduced to 

14 per ton—a cut both ways. In short, this bill benefits nobody and 
injures everybody. It finds the duties on iron and steel on an average 
of about 40 per cent. and it raises them by 50 per cent. or to nearly 60 
per cent. ad valorem. From whatever point you look at it, it is a mis- 
begotten, ill-shapen, portentous, unjustifiable monster, with no excuse 
for existence and no purpose in its life but to obstruct the Democratic 
party and todelay the justice which the country demands. [Applause. ] 


COLONIAL DUTIES, 


Mr. Chairman, during this debate I have listened with a great deal 
of interest to gentlemen on the other side of the House, who have so 
glowingly referred us to the fact that Washington, Hamilton, Jefferson, 
Madison, and their compeers were the fathers of protection in this coun- 
try. Sir, the first duties upon imports established by the Colonial Gov- 
ernment after our independence, were substantially as follows: There 
were but few articles selected, namely, liquors, sugar, tea, coffee, cocoa, 
molasses, and pepper. Under the head of liquors, Madeira wine, at 
that period of our history the beverage of the rich, and Jamaica ram 
consumed by the great masses of the people of that day, covered the 
liquor schedule. Upon Madeira wine was imposed an import duty of 
twelve-ninetieths of a dollar per gallon; Jamaica rum, four-ninetieths 
of adollar; Bohea tea, used by the wealthier classes, six-ninetieths of 
a dollar per pound; other teas, twenty-four ninetieths of a dollar, the 
latter being the heaviest tax imposed. Upon all other articles imported 
5 per cent. of their value. 

After the Constitution of 1789 had been adopted, it was James Madi- 
son, of Virginia, who brought into the House of Representatives the 
first tariff bill, and who urged its passage. He then read the import 
duties of 1783, added a clause or two on tonnage, and urged the com- 
mittee to adopt it or at least to make it the basis of a temporary im 
The first proposition was that the mass of goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise coming in from foreign ports should be taxed 5 per cent. on their 
value; but in the list of articles on which special duties were to be laid, 
the bone of contention, sir, appeared to beon Jamaica rum. Two du- 
ties were suggested, one of 15 cents and one of 12 cents a gallon, which 
soon divided the Committee of the Whole. And before this question 
was settled the debate turned on the good and ill effects of low and 
high duties; but finally Jamaica rum was taxed at 10 cents a galon: 

en a duty of 8 cents per gallon was proposed on molasses, e- 
diately every member from Massachusetts arose and protested. It was 
too much; the people would never bear it. They shouted, sir, that 
the capital engaged in the business of distilling ram in Massachusetts 
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out of this molasses summed up halfa million of dollars. Let it was now 
proposed to destroy this great industry which contributed so much to 
the prosperity and welfare of the nation, and with such persuasive 
earnestness, sir, did they plead, that the Committee of the Whole con- 
sented to lower the duty to 24 cents per gallon. Some articles were 
thrown out and some were taxed without discussion, but a few gave 
rise to sharp debates. The greater part of two days was spent wrang- 
ling over salt. The bill then under consideration was reported to the 
House, but, sir, wool, and tin in pigs and bars, were on the free-list, 
and in three weeks thereafter became a law by the approval of Presi- 
dent Washington. Under the tariff of 1783, eight articles were speci- 
fied subject to impost duty. The numberof articles named and taxed 
under the tariff of 1789 did not exceed thirty-two, all others being cov- 
ered by the 5 per cent. clause. It is this tariff of 1789, introduced by 
Madison, approved by Hamilton and Jefferson, the average import du- 
ties of which did not exceed 7} per cent., that the gentlemen on the 
other side of the House tell us to-day the fathers of the Republic in- 
augurated, as protectionists, namely, a tariff in which the duties aver- 
aged 74 per cent. ad valorem in 1789, with a bankrupt Government, 
which could not borrow a dollar, and to-day, one hundred years after, 
with $150,000,000 in the Treasury over our wants, the average duty is 
47.7 per cent. ad valorem. 

But, Mr. Chairman, what was our policy in 1852, with other na- 
tions, when we believed in trading with the outside world? In March, 
1852, the United States sent a fleet tocompel the Japanese, a great na- 
tion numbering 35,000,000 people, to open their ports to the commerce 
of the world, and the thing was done; and in 1858 a treaty of amity 
and commerce was signed between the two nations. Regulation 7 of 
that treaty provides for the following duties on imports into Japan: 

Class 1. All articles in this class shall be free. 

Class 2. A duty of 5 per cent. shall be paid on the following articles imported 
into Japan, namely, all building material, rigging, or repairing, or fitting out 
of ships, whaling r of all kinds, provisions salted, bread and breadstuifs, 
living animals, coals, rice, steam machinery, zinc, lead, tin, and raw silk, 

lass 3. All intoxicating liquors, a duty of 35 per cent., 

Class 4, All other goods, 20 per cent. 

And now, should the Japanese station a fleet off San Francisco or 
New York to demand open, fair, and unrestricted trade with us, in 
the name of civilization, what answer could we make to them that 
they might not have made to us? 

THE PURPOSE OF THE PRESENT BILL, 

But, Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration has not been framed 
entirely upon the principles I have stated. The majority of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means realize and appreciate the condition of affairs 
existing in the country to-day; and however desirous they might be to 
extend that full measure of relief to the wage-worker and the great ag- 
ricultural classes of the country, to which they are so justly entitled, 
invested capital has its claims upon them. They appreciate the fact 
that during the past twenty-five years, under the present system of 
protected industries, immense sums of money haye been invested in 
the various manufacturing industries of the country, and that any bill 
which the committee might introduce should have due regard for the 
capital invested in such manufactures; that it would be unwise for any 
great political party having the power to do so to atonceattempt to re- 
adjust the conditions of to-day, which would undoubtedly cause serious 
loss to those who had invested their capital under a previous condition 
of affairs. Keeping these objects in view, we sought, first, to relieve 
these manufacturing industries by placing on the free-list, as far as we 
possibly could, such articles asare essentially n to them to enable 
them to compete, not only in their home markets, but in the markets of 
the world. Secondly, in the revision and readjustment of the various 
schedules, under the existing tariff, to leave ample duties on all merchan- 
dise that could possibly be imported from abroad in competition with our 
home products, and to protect our home manuficturers and the labor em- 
waver by them; and, as the best evidence of our efforts in this direc- 
tion, I can only compare the average rates of duties under the existing 
tariff with what they would be under this bill if it should become a 
law, namely, the average ad valorem duties on dutiable goods under 
the existing tariff of 47.7 per cent. ad valorem, and the average under 
the proposed bill of 40 per cent. ad valorem. This shows a reduction 
under the present bill equal to 7.7 pence ad valorem, 

A tabulated comparison of the difference between existing duties 
ae those proposed under the bill now before the House would show 
as follows: 


under the existing tariff, with the changes and modifications proposed by 


the bill under consideration. 
Importations of 1887. | Average ad valorem 
Free-list. 
Values. Duties. Present. Proposed. 
Wood, salt, hemp, chemicals, metals, eto. . — — 22.1, 672, 120.42 | $16,799, 450. 75 vas 2.24 ee 
PCC TIALS ODES LIE BRAT -| 18, 206, 987.97 | 5, 390, 054.73 29, 60 |.. 
Total free-list. z s 79, 879, 108.39 | 22,189,595. 48 | 77. 78 — 
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Recapitulation and comparison of the duties collected upon imported goods under the existing tariff, ete.—Continued. 


Schedules (dutiable). 


Importations of 1887, Estimated— 98993 
Amo 
1 


Per cent. Per cent. 


T 717171717 ENE R DATE ͤ ... $5, 050, 325,28 82, 012, 120. 51 S1, 183, 818. 8 88878, 273,73 39.84 
E .| 10,492, 067.82 | 6,920,108.16 | 5, 155 $20.44] 1,756, 287.72 65.96 82 
0. 16, 152. 780.21 8,450, 847.20 6. 876,374.70 1, 480; 472.59 52.35 42.19 
D. 889, 558. 58 307, 805. 13 260, 217. %5 47, 587.18 34. 60 29.25 
E 68, 897,102.27 | 56,515,601.67 | 45,223,513.73 | 11,292, 087. 94 82.04 65.64 
E 26, 441.00 21, 567.00 10, 064. 60 11,502. 40 81.57 38.06 
G. 3,335, 987.68 | 1,711, 805.92 | 1,380, 320. 92 331,485.00 52. 89 42.65 
J. 2.423.588. | 1, 233, 599, 57 955, 989. 28 277,610, 29 50. 90 40.00 
J. 17,434,514.05 6. 28.310. 41 4. 18.881. 2 2,042, 355,79 35.72 24.01 
E. 42, 448, 127.04 29, 256,442.90 16, 925,861.70 | 12,330, 581.20 68.92 39.87 
X. Books, papers, eto 57, 298. 01 12, 982. 25 10, 425.35 3,536. 90 24.40 18.19 
N. car dra 3 11, 221,253.04 |. 4.81, 888.33 3,905. 775. 33 1.079, 141. C00 44.42 34.79 

Total dutiable 663,127.14 31,530, 941. 74 65.98 
Total free-list.. 189,506. 48 . . . e 22, 189,505. 48 e 

258, 208, 157.11 | 139, 852, 632. 62 53, 720, 447.22 54.16 


According to the foregoing schedule the proposed reductionof du- 

ties on T1 ͤ —. PAE EEA E AIE IERA $53, 720, 447. 22 
And acco! 17 5 the estimate of Joseph F. Miller, Commissioner 
. of Internal Revenue, the reductions of internal revenue under 

the proposed PHN WAN: OEE EE NE E 24, 455, 607.00 


Or a total reduction of. . .. 0 PP 78, 176, 054. 22 


Of the 853, 720, 447. 22 reduction of duties on imports under the pro- 
posed bill, should it become a law, 822, 189,505. 48 are derived from 
articles placed upon the free-list, leaving the sum of $31,530,941.74 as 


the gross reduction made or proposed by the committee, applicable to 


all our varied industries; and yet, sir, the majority of this House and 
of the committee are charged with being free-traders! 

The estimated amount of money that will be in the Treasury of the 
United States at the end of the present fiscal year, ending June 30, 
1888, over and above all liabilities of the Government due at that date, 
is $150,000,000. Since the Secretary of the Treasury has resumed the 
purchase of bonds this month (May) the amount offered and purchased 
daily will not equal even the surplus of the daily taxes collected from 
the people after paying therefrom the daily expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

The bill now under consideration has been formed for the double pur- 
pose of reducing the surplus and relieving the country of needless tax- 
ation, The changes made, the majority of the committee believes, will 
accomplish these objects; but let it be clearly understood that the in- 
terests of labor have been steadily held in view at every stage of our 

and we believe that this bil? furnishes that protection to 
bor which our opponents profess to give, but to which 3 is 
directly o The effect of this bill will be, not to reduce his 
wages, but to lessen to him the cost of the necessaries of life, and to 
decrease his dependence upon the employer. Extreme poverty and 
liberty never exist ther. Starving men and women can not be free. 
Dependent upon the employer for the opportunity of earning bread, 
and frequently for the roof over his head, the steadiness of his work 
dependent, not upon the law of supply and demand, but upon the will 
of the trast, the employé in protected industries becomes the personal 
and political slave of his employer. It is the condition of this class, 
who must necessarily be either a menace to liberty or its bulwark, 
that the committee has primarily sought to better. Protection, so 
will add no penny to the wage-worker’s pay or give one day’s 
additional labor in the year, but it will rob him out of an undue pro- 
portion of his earnings to purchase the necessaries of life and keep him 
a trembling dependent, since the recent history of this country shows 
that the tendency of the protected industries is toward combination in 
the form of trusts, under which production is arbitrarily suspended, 
raising prices to the consumer and throwing the workman out of his 
job. Monopoly more terrible, more dangerous to the liberties of a 
country, more oppressive to the laborer, can not be imagined. 

This y, soulless and remorseless, is totally unlike that which 
exists abroad under the patents of the sovereign. ‘The members of the 
latter draw their stated incomes from fixed sources and redistribute 
them among the people in the expenses of their living. But the mem- 
bers of our plutocracy, the plutocracy of subsidy, the monopolizers of 
American markets, are continually changing, by the operation of their 
own will, the objects and the volume of the taxation which they levy 
upon the public, and the proceeds go to swell the fortunes of advent- 
urers, which, when combined together, threaten the political subjuga- 
tion of the public. Their exactions are limited only by their desire to 
take or by the ability of the masses to pay. 


THE FARMING CLASS. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, in my opinion upon no class of our people do 
the present fiscal burdens of our country bear so heavily as upon the 
farming class. It is not in the power of the Government, by any pol- 


icy that can be adopted, to protect the farmer in what he raises and 
has to sell; but the Government can impoverish and virtually pauper- 
ize him and his family by not only imposing a high duty upon every- 
thing he consumes, which is or may be imported, but also by prohibit- 
ory duties upon commodities made in this country and necessary to 
his comfort, which place it in the power of the home manufacturer, by 
combinations and trusts, to charge what he pleases for his wares. 
What a mockery of protection the Republican tariff of 1883 is for the 
farmer! Inaspeech made by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Bun- 
Rows], referring to the advantages that the protection theory gave the 
farmer, he used the following language: 

Among th: tages 
int derived trou e dikes protection to the produces of his Bee ood the ean: 
tries incident thereto, as shown by the following table: 

(Referring to the duties upon farm products under the existing tariff:) 
Beef and pork, 1 cent per pound; hams and bacon, 2 cents per pound; 
butter, 4 cents per pound; lard, 2 cents per pound; cheese, 4 cents per 
pound; wheat, 20 cents per bushel; oats, 10 cents per bushel; corn 10 
cents per bushel; rye, 15 cents per bushel; live auimals, 20 per cent. ad 
YEON; wheat flour, 20 per cent. ad valorem; corn-meal, 10 cents per 

I claim, sir, that notan article named in the foregoing schedule would 
be imported into this country in competition with the American farmer, 
if they were all upon the free-list, with the exception of wheat, which 
conid only come from Canada, and if every bushel of wheat raised in 
Canada should be sold in the United States it would not affect the price 
of the American wheat one-tenth of 1 cent per bushel [applause], but 
the country would be the gainer if it were sold here, so far, at least, as 
the cost of transportation and commissions for storage and selling ac- 
crued to our railroads and commission men. The home price of our 
wheat, corn, beef, pork, butter, lard, and cheese, and of all the products 
of the farm produced in excess of home consumption, and which have 
to be exported to Enrope to find a market, is determined by the price 
of the commodity in the markets of the world, plus the cost of trans- 
portation. This is beyond controversy. 

I will also avail myself of a portion of the tables submitted in the 
speech of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] in reiation to 
the farm products of this country, and the quantities exported, for the 
fiscal year of 1886-1887, as follows: 


Production. Exportation. 
Products, 
Farm value. 


Farm value. Per cent. 


Export value, 


314, 226, 020 


Why the tariff of 1883 did not contain a duty upon the importation 
of cotton into this country I do not understand; for most assuredly, 
sir, if the duties provided for under the tariff of 1883 gave protection to 
the products of the Northern farmer, the same theory ought to have 
given it to the cotton planter of the South; at least it would be justas 
consistent, practically applied, when we consider the exportations of 
the farm products of the whole country. 

If the products of our farms could have been sold at home for 
the one thirty-second part of 1 cent more than the export price, not 
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one pound would have gone abroad; and every pound consumed at 
home would have been exported if it had commanded abroad one-half 
of 1 per cent. in value more than the home price; for the home price 
is governed by the price the surplus exported will command in the 
foreign markets. One of the strong arguments that the protectionist 
makes to the farmer is the home market that protection is alleged to 
insure for his produce. It is a fallacy and a fraud, and intelligent 
farmers will not be longer deceived by it. 

Let us suppose a case in my own State: Let us take, say, the Edgar 
Thomson Steel Works, located at Braddock, on the Pennsylvania Rail- 
road, 10 miles east from Pittsburgh and 478 miles from Chicago, em- 
ploying a large number of men. Contiguous to these works lives an 
industrious farmer with a hundred acres of land. His products con- 
sist of wheat, corn, oats, hay, hogs, and cattle. His proximity to 
these extensive works, where his surplus produce can be delivered in 
an hour, and where thousands of hungry mouths areready to consume 
it, surely gives him an advan’ us market, according to the protec- 
tionist’s theory. But let us see, let us take one of the products of the 
farm as an example of the others, for they all come under the same 
law of supply and demand and price. The man in the iron works can 
not eat wheat; it must first be reduced to flour; so the farmer takes a 
load of 33} bushels of wheat, just 1 ton, to the miller, who is also on 
the railroad and near the steel works. 

Now, let us see what controls the miller in making a price to the 
farmer: first, self-interest, to purchase it as cheap as he can; second, to 
buy the farmer’s wheat at a price which after being ground into flour 
will enable him to sellit to the mill-men in competition with flour sold 
by the grocery-man at the corner, which has been manufactured at St. 
Paul or Minneapolis, Minnesota, leaving him (the miller) a margin or 
profit for grinding and his labor. Surely the miller can not pay the 
farmer any more for his wheat because it was raised on land adjoining 
the steel works; he can only pay what he would pay for the same 
quality of wheat in the Chicago market, plus the cost of transportation 
to his mill. The miller explains the situation to the farmer and gets 
his wheat for that price, or probably less, because the farmer’s market 
is restricted practically to the local mill. But where does Chicago 
wheat come from? Where is it grown and what law of values deter- 
mines its selling price? It comes from the great regions of the North- 
west; is grown upon the rich and fertile prairies of that section, upon 
land that can be had almost for the asking, or at most at a cost of from 
$3 to $15 per acre, upon land requiring no barnyard to make a crop, 
and where the straw is burned in the fields as the easiest and cheapest 
way of getting rid of it. The price in the Chicago market is deter- 
mined day by day, if there is not a corner“ in wheat, by the price 
at Mark Lane, London. 

The farmer at Braddock, after selling his wheat, returns to his home 
and family. He had bought his farm at a cost of $100 per acre, made 
a payment in cash upon it, from the savings of years of toil and labor, 
secured the deferred payments by a mortgage, hoping that by his in- 
dustry and Jabor upon his farm and its favorable location he would 
make money enough to meet the interest and pay off his mortgage at 
maturity. He has sold his wheat at 90 cents per bushel, grown upon 
land which cost him $100 per acre, sown and harvested this wheat by 
labor for which he had to pay from $15 to $18 per month and board, 
and after the taxes upon theland and his help are paid, and other debts 
connected with the raising of his crop are settled, he finds that both 
ends will not meet; that the price he has received for his wheat will 
not cover cost of production. 

Discouraged, but not disheartened, the farmer arises the next morn- 
ing before the sun is up; hitches up his team and drives to town. He 
needs an iron or steel beam for some purpose on his farm, and goes to 
the steel mill to buy it; and upon asking the price is told that he can 
have it for 3.3 cents per pound, or at the rate of $66 per ton; and he 
is further informed that 3.3 cents per pound for steel beams is the uni- 
form price at all the steel mills in the United States. Now, the farmer 
protests that 3.3 cents per pound for steel beams appears to him to be 
an exorbitant price; that his boy works in the steel mill, in the beam 
department, and that in figuring over the cost of making steel beams 
last night with his boy they could not make them out to cost more 
than $29 or $30 per ton at the mill; that $66 per ton gave the steel 
works a profit of $36 per ton; and that he thought something must be 
wrong; what it was he did not just understand, but yesterday he 
brought into town 33} bushels of wheat, just one ton, and he could 
only get 90 cents per bushel for it, or 14 cents per pound, the equivalent 
of $30 per ton, and that this price did not pay him the cost of raising it; 
in fact, he lost money on it instead of making $36 per ton profit, as the 
steel works did on the beams, to meet the interest and pay the mortgage 
on his farm; thathe could not understand why he should be obliged to 
raise and sell 73 bushels of wheat, or over two tons, to enable him to pur- 
chase one ton of steel beams, costing less than $30 per ton to produce and 
make. The answer of thesteel-man was, that this condition ofafiairsall 
grew out of the pauper labor of Europe, and the necessity of protecting 
home labor, and to make a home market for the farmer’s wheat, oats, 
corn, cattle, and hogs. The farmer being unable to refute this unan- 
swerable argument, paid 3.3 cents per pound for his beam and departed 


a wiser man. In the evening the son returned, and with the father 
began to discuss the transactions of the last two days, endeavoring to 
ascertain why the farmer’s wheat would only command 1} cents per 
pound at the -works, while the farmer had to pay 3.3 cents per 
pound for his steel beams. The farmer feared he had made a fatal mis- 
take when he bought the farm; but he had been influenced in the pur- 
chase by a speech he had heard in the fall of 1884, delivered by a very 
distinguished statesman, one Mr. KELLEY, at the opera house in Brad- 
dock, in which that gentleman ably set forth the advantages of protec- 
tion to home labor, and eloquently dwelt on the home marketit would 
create for the products of the farm, while enhancing the wages of the 
mill-hands. But the son could not see the advantage of Mr. KELLEY’s 
kind of protection, either to himself, the mill-hand, or his father, the 
farmer. The price of the latter’s product in the home market being 
regulated by the price in Mark Lane, London, he was of course trading 
in an open market, and took nothing whatever by the so-called protec- 
tion. As to his own wages in the mill, if he got any share of the tariff 
subsidy in the form of wages, it was so small as to be inappreciable 
and to count for practically nothing as against the prices he was made 
to pay for the “‘tariffed’’ necessaries of life; but considering the em- 
ployer’s share, and the necessities of a protected employer’s life, 
he was not so surprised that the boss,“ as alleged in the newspapers, 
could rent Cluny Castle, in Inverness-shire, Scotland, to spend hissum- 
mers in; and as he believed that the net profits of Carnegie Brothers 
on the two items of steel rails and steel beams alone, throwing out ot 
account all other items of their production, were, on 30,000 tons of 
steel beams, $1,000,000, and on 192,998 tons of steel rails, at $10 per ton, 
$1,929,980, or a total profiton these twoitems alone of nearly $3,000,000, 
the son, with an eye to factsand figures, declared his extreme amazement 
at the proposition of Carnegie Brothers to reduce wages 10 per cent., for 
the wage- workers of that establishment thought they might decently 
leave this pitiful percentage in the hands of that labor in whose name and 
for whose alleged benefit they receive the enormous bounty extorted from 
the consumers of the United States upon those two capital articles; 
and that while the employés not only thought they were justly enti- 
tled to this 10 per cent. they were yet fighting for a principle dearer to 
them than mere dollars and cents. It wasa principle involving not 
only the great economic problem of this age, but of past ages, and must 
be the great problem of the future—a fair division between labor and 
capital; and if the wage-worker at Carnegie Brothers’ works could be 
forced into subjugation by Pinkerton special detectives, their just rights 
denied them, and the imported pauper labor of Europe could be util- 
ized as a means for the subversion of their rights, he could see vary lit- 
tle hope in the fature for the wage-worker in this country. 


IRON AND STEEL, AND THE EDGAR THOMSON STEEL WORKS, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I propose, if I can, to prove that the boy’s 
conclusions in regard to his own wages are correct. In 1886 Hon. 
Daniel Manning, then Secretary of the Treasury, issued circulars to the 
various manufacturing industries of the country, asking them for cer- 
tain information in regard to the cost of manufacturing, including labor 
and material, the object of the circular being to gather together certain 
data tolay before Congress in connection with a revision of the tariff. 
Among others to whom this circular was sent was the ‘‘American Iron 
and Steel Association,’’ with offices at Philadelphia—an association 
representing, I may say, the entire iron and steel industry of this 
country. This association sent out to the various manufacturing indus- 
tries that formed the association a circular letter, asking that the 
information desired by the Secretary of the Treasury should be re- 
ported to them, and that they would forward it to the Department. 
Among the replies received by the association was the following com- 
munication from Thomas M. Carnegie, chairman of Carnegie Brothers 
& Co. Limited, Pittsburgh, Pa.: 
Notwithstanding your able argument in favor of reporting details of cost of 
1 of iron and steel, as requested by the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
n a less objectionable form by yourself, Iam of the opinon that our interest 
would not be served by making such returns as vou indicate. (See page 373, Re- 
rt of the Secretary of the Treasury on revision of the tariff, with accompany- 

g documents, 1836.) 

Iam prepared to supply a portion of the information desired by the 
Department, and which Carnegie Brothers & Co. Limited declined to 
give, taken from their own books. 

I hold in my hand, sir, a copy of a contract, executed under seal, which 
I saw copied from the original myself, of the schedule of wages as awarded 
by the board of arbitration, selected by the Knights of Laborand the Ed- 
gar Thomson Steel Works, fixing the wages of the employés of that com- 
pany in the steel-mill department for the year 1887; and from this con- 
tract I submit a statement based upon the absolute amount of money 
paid to these employés in connection with the steel-rail department of 
thatcompany. They are not theoretical figures; they are the absolute 
results in dollars and cents, and fully and clearly set forth the earnings 
of the wage-workers working in that company. 


STEEL RAILS. 


Under the terms and conditions of this contract the following is the 
cost of manufacturing a ton of steel rails, of 2,240 pounds, at the Edgar 


4004 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 11, 


Thomson Steel Works, located near Pittsburgh, Pa., during the year 
1887, one of the largest establishments of the kind in the United States: 


Market price of 1 ton of No, 1 Bessemer pig-iron at the mill . $18. 
Converting same, per ton... pee ie OND: 
Blooming, per ton 72 
Finishing, per ton aes „ S 
1} tons Connellsville coke, average $1.35 per ton ..... . .. .. 1.62 
23.71 
Add for net loss on material, first to last, 13 per cent . . 3. 08 
C71... ñðᷣͤ ß,, ̃ñĩͤ .,., PIIA AS E R E E LAA 26.79 


Divided as follows: 


Material and waste.. 


The percentage of labor cost to the cost of production is 15.26 per 
cent. The percentage of labor cost to the average selling price of steel 
rails, namely, selling price of rails, $37.50; labor, per ton, $4.09, is 
10.9 per cent: The present rate of $17 per ton duty on steel rails is 
equal, under the present tariff, to an ad valorem duty of 85 per cent. 


STEEL BEAMS OR STRUCTURAL IRON, 


The principal difference in cost of making a ton of beams or struct- 
ural steel and a tonof steel rails is abont 30 per cent. additional in 
the cost of labor: 


%%% vox — ⁵¾ ]»... ank —— ß ĩͤ ß TEE S 
The value of steel beams imported into the United States in 1887 at 
foreign ports of shipment was 1.2 cents per pound, or $26.83 per ton, 
and theduty upon the same under the present tariff is 1} cents per pound, 
or the equivalent of $28.88 per ton, or 102.75 per cent. ad valorem. 

These estimates of cost in the United States represent net cost, with- 
out profit or allowance for interest on or depreciation of plant, or for 
fuel for steam power, or Spiegeleisen, or manganese, the cost of steam- 
power and Spiegeleisen adding very little to the cost per ton. 

The cost of labor paid for the manufacture of a ton of steel beams, 
based upon the cost of production per ton, namely, labor $5.33, cost 
$28.02 is 19 per cent. The percentage labor received based on the 
selling price ofa ton of steel beams, namely, $5.33 for labor and $66 
per ton selling price, is 8.7 per cent. 


The total output of steel rails, blooms, ingots, and beams at these 
works during the year 1887, was as follows: 


Tons of 2,240 pounds. 
`.. 192, 998 


220), 235 
211.874 


The number of men employed in producing the above, classed as 
skilled labor, and the actual wages paid them per day, asawarded by 
the board of arbitration of the Knights of Labor and accepted by the 
managers for the year 1887, were as follows: 

CONVERTING DEPARTMENT. 

Seventy-six men working on turnsof eight hours, requiring for twenty- 
four hours 228 men: Gross amount paid 76 men per turn, under contract, 
$230.02; average daily wages of each man in the converting department, 
$3.02. 


BLOOMING DEPARTMENT. 

Twenty-seven men working on turns of eight hours, requiring for 
twenty-four hours 81 men: Gross amount paid 27 men per turn, under 
contract, $76.02; average daily wages of each man, $2.81}. 

RAIL DEPARTMENT. z 

Forty-two men working on turns of eight hours, requiring for the 
twenty-four hours 126 men: Gross amount paid 42 men per turn, 
under contract, $126.89; average daily wages of each man, $3.02. 

FINISHING DEPARTMENT. 

One hundred and nineteen men working on turns of twelve hours, 
requiring for the twenty-four hours 238 men: Gross amount paid 119 
men for twelve hours, under contract, $230.01; average daily wages 
of each man, twelve hours, $1.93. 

Total amount of skilled labor employed, 673 men. Average daily 
wages paid 673 men, $2.58. 

The number of tons of steel rails produced per man at the Edgar 
Thomson Steel Works during the year 1887, the number of days em- 
ployed not being taken into consideration, was 286.77 tons per man per 
annum. 

As the total output of the entire force of men engaged in the Edgar 
Thomson Steel Works in 1887, in the converting, blooming, rail, and 
finishing departments, was: ingots, 241,874 tons; blooms, 220,235 tons, 
assumed to be represented by the steel-rail product of the mill, namely, 
192,998 tons, as the total output of the steel rails in the United 
States, according to the official statements, was 2,049,638 tons for the 
year 1887, this would, by inference, make the total number of skilled 
employés engaged in this industry in the United States, during the year 
1887, 7,147 men. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, let us ascertain from these figures, if we can, 
what it costs the people of this country under the protectionists’ theory 
and the existing tariff of to-day for steel rails alone, to equalize what 
they claim to be the difference between labor and material in England 
and labor and material in the United States, and then to ascertain, it 
we can, what proportion of this protection, claimed for the equalization 
of labor, labor receives. In producing a ton of steel rails, we started 
with the Bessemer pig-iron. The average price per ton of No. 1 Bes- 
semer pig: iron during 1887 did not vary materially from $18 per ton in 
Pittsburgh, and the average price for the same quality of iron in Eng- 
land during the same period was $12.50 per ton, or a difference of $5.50 
per ton. 

As I have shown, the cost paid for the labor to produce a ton of steel 
rails at the Edgar Thomson Steel Works was $4.09, and allowing a dif- 
ference of even 50 per cent. in labor between England and the United 
States, which is excessive, to protect the wage-worker in this country 
engaged in the steel-rail factory against the so-called pauper labor of 
England, it would require $2. These two items of the difference in 
cost of pig-iron and the difference in labor would equal $7.50; and a 
duty on steel rails, therefore, of $7.50 per ton would cover every claim 
upon which the theory of protection is based. But it costs something 
to get a ton of steel rails from Liverpool to our seacoast, and the aver- 
age freight and insurance during the year 1887 from Liverpool to New 
York was abont $2 per ton, which is the equivalent of so much more 
protection to the producer in this country, and this, if deducted from 
the $7.50, would still further reduce the necessary duty, even under 
their own theory, to $5.50 per ton. But let us be liberal with them; 
let us call the freight and insurance 50 cents per ton, and then a duty 
of $7 per ton, under their own claims and theories, would be ample. 
The present duty is $17 per ton, and, if I am correct in my figures, 
510 per ton in excess of what is absolutely necessary, as they claim, 
not only to protect home labor, but to cover the difference in the cost 
of pig- iron. 

I have shown that the cost to produce a ton of steel rails at the Edgar 
Thomson Steel Works in 1887 was $26.79; and surely a profit of $5 
per ton on the number of fons of steel rails produced in the United 
States ought to satisfy the most avaricious manufacturer, and this 
would bring their selling price up to $31.79 per ton, just about the 
average price in the United States to-day, namely, $31.50 to $32 per 
ton at the mill, and $5 ton profit on the output of steel rails for 
1887 would be the equivalent of $10,248,190 of profits divided be- 
tween ten or twelve establishments engaged in this ind in this 
country. But, sir, the average price at which steel rails sold for in the 
United States during the year 1887 was $37.12} per ton, or $5.33 in 
excess of the price to-day, or $10,924,570.54 additional profit on the 
output of 1887, or an aggregate profit of $21,171,760 to be divided be- 
tween ten or twelve steel-rail mills in the United States; and, sir, I 
am satisfied that this is not very much out of the way. 

When we come to structural iron and steel beams, although the out- 
put is much less than steel rails, yet the figures are more astounding. 
A fire-proof building can not be erected in the country that structural 
iron and steel are not a material part of its cost. Itis a large part of 
the cost in the railway and highway bridges of the country. Its use not 
only adds to the durability ofall structures, but in our large cities lessens 
the chances of conflagrations and reduces the rates of insurance. Ihave 
shown that the cost of a ton of structural steel produced at the Edgar 
Thomson Steel Works during the year 1887 was about $28.02. But let 
us call it $33. You can not to-day buy a ton of steel beams for less 
than 3.3 cents per pound, or $66 per ton. 

It is well known, sir, that the steel-beam industry of this country 
to-day is in a trust; and I have further shown that the average price 
of these steel beams imported into this country during the year 1887, 
upon which duties were levied, was 1.2 cents per pound, or $26.88 
per ton, and that the duty upon them under the existing tariff is 1} 
cents per pound, or $28.88 per ton, the duty exceeding the value of the 
imported article $2 per ton. The output of these steel beams at the 
Edgar Thomson Steel Works during the year 1887 averaged about 100 
tons per day, or 30,000 tons per annum, and the difference between the 
cost of its production, $33 per ton, and $66 per ton, the selling price, 
leaves a margin of $33 per ton, or $1,000,000 profit on this one product 
alone; and I ask this House and the country whether or not the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means is justified in reducing the duty on steel 
rails from $17 per ton to $11 per ton, and on steel beams from 1} cents 
per pound to six-tenths of 1 cent per pound, which leaves the duty on 
steel rails under the proposed bill equal to 55 per cent. ad valorem, in 
place of 85 per cent. ad valorem under the existing tariff, and on steel 
beams at 44} per cent. ad valorem, in place of 102 per cent. under the 
present law? 

Mulhall, in his History of Prices, in referring to wages, page 127, 
says that the percen of wages paid of the value of manufactures 
produced in the United States since 1850 was: In 1850, 23.3 per cent. ; 
in 1860, 21.2 per cent. ; in 1870, 19 per cent., and in 1880, 17.8 per cent. ; 
and that the British tives earn, as a rule, in wages from 30 per 
cent. to 33 per cent. of the value of the manufactures they produce, 
while in the United States the workman gets only 17.8 per cent. On 


1888. 


Rees the years 1840 and 1880 was as follows: 


France, | England. 


Per cent. 


Cotton spinners «. 


COST OF PEAMS IN OTHER MILLS, 


Mr. Chairman, I also have before me a pamphlet entitled “The Edgar 
Thomson Steel Works,“ dated 1887. It is an authentic pamphlet, 
furnishing certain data, which could have only come from the proprie- 
tors of the company. I will only quote an extract from the last page: 

To keep the works running, on an average daily output of 1,400 tons of iron 
and manganese and 800 tons of rails, requires the dling, by loading and un- 
loading, of 7,920 gross tons of material daily, namely, 2,00 tons of iron ore, 1,450 
tons of coke, 670 tons of limestone, 1,460 tons of pig-metal, 1,000 tons of cinder, 
800 tons of rails, 300 tons coal, sand, brick, molds, refractories, ete., a greater 
tonnage for these works alone than the entire cotton crop of the United States, 

If, sir, the proprietors of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works were in- 
dicted before a United States grand jury for obtaining money under 
false pretenses, namely, as parties to the tariff act of 1883, if this ad- 
mission would not convict them, then I am at loss to know what would. 
With an average output daily of 1,400 tons of pig-iron and 800 tons of 
steel rails, their total consumption of coal is so insignificant as to be 
included in the items of sand, brick, molds, refractories, ete.,’’ at 
300 tons total of these articles; and the number of tons of coke con- 
sumed, 1,450 tons, which, at the market price of to-day, figures $1.10, 
would make a total cost per day of $1,595, equal to a cost for fuel of 
only 724 cents per ton on an output of 1,400 tons of pig-iron and 800 
tons of steel rails, and in which estimate no allowance is made for 
natural gas. 

Comparisons are always odious, but the latter part of this extract 
says: 

A ter tonnage for these works alone than the en 
3 ge e e entire cotton crop of the 

I will endeavor to make some approximate estimates and compari- 
sons, which this pamphlet has failed to provide. One of the members 
of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, Limited, admitted to me within 
the past month, within 200 feet of where I now stand, that a state- 
ment, made by myself in the fall of 1886, was correct, namely, that 
he drew out of the company as dividends in one year the sum of $1,500,- 
000, the equivalent of $5,000 per day for three hundred days in the 
year, and this was but one member of the firm, with no statement 
of profits undivided. No intelligent business man will put the profits 
of this company at less than $5,000,000 in prosperous years, and we will 
allow them to employ 7,500 wage-workers. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish distinctly to state here that I believe it to be 
the duty of every man to accumulate every dollar possible in fair and 
open competition with his fellow-men; and that the dollar so accumu- 
lated by his industry, energy, and economy is entitled to its due share 
of protection by the Government without discrimination as between 
the rich and poor. I care not how many millions of dollars any man 
may thus accumulate; but, sir, what I protest against is that while the 
great masses of the people are weighed down in their struggle for exist- 
ence the favored few are permitted to rob them, under the pretense of 
protection to home industry and home labor. [Applause. ] 

COTTON. 
4 ae us find out if we can what the cotton-planter of the South is 
oing: 


27.50 


Profit to planter per bale for interest on plantation and for supervision... 15.00 

This sum, $15 per bale, on 6,500,000 bales, yield of 1886, would be 
$97,500,000. The total plantation value of the cotton crop of 1886 
re $269, 989,812, equal to a gross return for each acre cultivated of 

75. 

The Commissioner of Agriculture, in his report of 1886, page 417, 
Says: : 

The planters of the Southern States are selling the cheapest cotton in the 


world and buying all supplies at enormous prices, a practice with which only 
fertile lands, abundantcrops, and persistent industry can save from bankruptcy. 


PROTECTED AND UNPROTECTED INDUSTRIES, 


According to the pamphlet referred to in connection with the Edgar 
Thomson Steel Works, they represent that their whole area of ground 
is 154 acres, and we will concede that they employ 7,500 wage-work- 
ers—which they do not—in their various industries, According to 
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official returns ot the Agricultural Department, there are now under cul- 
tivation in the production of cotton 18,000,000 acres, and a fair esti- 
mate of the number of adults employed in cultivating these fields, al- 
lowing four bales to an adult, is 1,625,000 wage-workers, and allowing 
each one to represent a family of five, it would give a total of 8,125,000 
of our people dependent upon this industry for a support and a living. 
I have estimated the net profits of the entire cotton crop of 1886 at 
$97,500,000, which represents the interest on the cost of the 18,000,000 
acres of land and the supervision and other contingent expenses and 
liabilities to the planter. 

Assuming thatmy statement that thesaid company’s net profits in thr 
most prosperous years are $5,000,000, I would be pleased to have some 
mathematician work out for me the relative comparative profits real- 
ized by the protected industries of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, 
employing 7,500 men, with an estimated capital of $20,000,000, occu- 
pying 154 acres of land and improvements on same, and the profits 
realized by the unprotected planters of the South, cultivating 18,000,- 
000 acres of land, and employing 1,625,000 adults in this industry, sup- 
porting 8,125,000 of our population. Yet, sir, when the committee 
introduced this bill into the House and proposed to put the cotton-ties 
in which this cotton had to be baled for exportation on the free: list, 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House denounced it as a dis- 
crimination against home industries and the theory of protection. 

GRAIN REGIONS OF THE NORTH. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, when we turn from the cotton-fields of the 
South to the grain regions of the North, we find that the condition of 
the latter is no better than that of the former. I shall not attempt to 
go into any detailed discussion as to why this is so, but will simply 
call the attention of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], and 
submit to him an interrogatory, which he need not reply to until he 
has had an opportunity of seeing and conversing with the farmers of 
his own State, when, undoubtedly, he can do so more intelligently 
than now. According to the agricultural returns from the State of 
Michigan for the year 1885, we find the following cereals were pro- 
duced: . 


Indian corn. 
Wheat 
Rye.. 
Oats.. 


We also find that it required 4,690,304 acres to grow them; that the 
total value of the crops was $64,445,697; and that the gross yield per 
acre averaged $13.74; that under the census of 1880, the number of per- 
sons in that State engaged in farming was 240,319; and I would ask 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], after he has ascertained 
from the farmers of his State what they in the way of profits 
from these cereals, to compare their percentage with the profits of the 
protected industries of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, as illustrated 
in connection with the cotton crop, and to give me his conclusions regard- 
ing the discrepancy. z 


NATURAL GAS, 

And here, in immediate connection with this illustration, drawn from 
the Edgar Thomson Works, of the operations of a monopoly duty, swell- 
ing the profits of the manufacturer into most unreasonable, and even 
appalling figures, whilst adding nothing to the wages of labor, either 
common or skilled, and at the same time restricting the market of the 
farmer for his produce, though simply pillaging him upon his purchases 
of implements and apparel, I beg to call the attention of this House, 
and of the country, to the new and natural force, which is, in my opin- 
ion, destined to revolutionize, indeed, has already in large degree revo- 
lutionized some departments of American manufactures. I allade to 
natural gas. Itis used at the Edgar Thomson Works; butit appears 
that the economy of its use has not as yet enabled the proprietors to 
reduce the price of their product, or to add anything to the wages paid. 

It is, sir, the cheapest and most effective fuel ever discovered or in- 
vented by man. The world can not show its equal. The Almighty 
has placed it in apparently inexhaustible quantities in the very heart- 
center of our so-called protected industries; and the applications ot 
which it is capable are innumerable and unlimited. It needs not to 
be mined; it transports itself; it may be piped anywhere; it requires 
almost no labor to handle it, and it leaves no residuum or débris to be 
removed. It is the ideal fuel, and so hastens, cheapens, and improves 
the quality of production as to place ultimately every manufacturer 
within reach of its incalculable advantages beyond any possible com- 
petition of foreign rivalry, What then do the manufacturers, so for- 
tunately situated, require to enable them to ‘‘take the start of this 
majestic world and bear the palm alone?“ Nothing, sir, but free raw 
material, open markets around the globe, no unnecessary restrictions 
here or there, cheap food, cheap raiment, and cheap blankets. Western 
Pennsylvania, Eastern Ohio, and large areas besides, which are soon to 
be supplied with this marvelous agent, would, if they understood their 
true interests, and in a brief time will, exchange the pitiful cry of more 
subsidies for the most thriving industries on earth, for a thundering de- 
mand for freedom of exchanges and cheap supplies. 

ACCUMULATED WEALTH OF THE UNITED STATES. 

The truth, sir, can not be too often stated, nor falsehood too often 

exposed. Gentlemen on the other side of the House have frequently 
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referred to our immense strides in the accumulation of wealth between 
1850 and 1880, and this I admit; but, sir, they claim that protection 
has done this in the building up of our man industries. I 
will take their own figures, upon which they base this claim. I sub- 
mit the following official table, which tells its own story: 


The wealth of the United States and its development from 1850 to 1880. 
{Compiled from the reports of the United States Census.] 


True value of real estate and personal property. 


E 2 3 
F Distributi Total. F. FB 
8 ution. 00 r 2 8 

2 

À À |À 
culture ........| $4, 967,343,580 | $171 | 69.61 
$308 ufactures ..... 533, 245, 351 23 | 7.47 
296, 260, 128 13 4.15 
1,338, 931,168 | 101 | 18.77 
7, 980, 493,063 | 254 | 49.39 
514 1,009, 855, 715 32| 6.5 
1. 134, 452, 909 38 7.02 
«| 6, 034,814,381 | 192 | 37.34 
8, 899, 966, 997 231 | 37.00 
624 1, 694, 567, 182 4| 7.04 
1, 682, 980, 616 42| 6.79 
11, 827,300,041 | 307 | 49.17 
12, 104,081,440 | 241 | 27.74 
870 2. 790, 272, 606 56| 6.39 
4.112, 367,175 82 9.42 
24,635, 278,779 | 491 | 56.45 

Increase during decade. 


Second. That the percentage of gain in manufactures in the decades 
named was as follows: 


Between 1850 and 1860, low tariff. 
Between 1860 and 1870, high tariff. 
Between 1870 and 1880; high tariff... 
Third. That the percentage of gain in farming lands and personal 
property on same was as follows: 


Between 1850 and 1860, low tariff... 
Between 1860 and 1870, high tariff... 
Between 1870 and 1880, high tariff... — 

Fourth. That had the agricultural resources of the Guney between 
1870 and 1880 maintained the same relative gain shown between 1850 
and 1860, the latter period being under a tariff for revenue and the 
former under a protective tariff, the increase would have been $2,125,- 
000,000 more, or within $665, 272,606 of the total value of capital in- 
vested in manufactures in the United States in 1880. 

Fifth. That the percentage of manufactures to the wealth of the 
country accumulated in thirty years is only 6.18 per cent. 

I would also refer, here, to the fact that between 1860 and 1880, the 
number of immigrants that arrived in this country, was 5,093,333; the 
larger proportion of which, it is reasonable to suppose, in agri- 
cultural pursuits. 

It is also claimed that the balance of trade in our favor since 1873 
is the result of the protective theory. From 1873 to June 30, 1887, our 
exports exceeded our imports by $1,611,973, 748. 

Our total exports for the year 1886 were $665,964,529, of which 
$484,954,595 were derived from agriculture; and the exports of cotton 
and cotton-seed oil, represented in the latter item, were $207,201,616, 
or nearly 50 per cent. of the agricultural products exported, and the 
ratio of agricultural products exported to the total exports was 72.8 
per cent. “If, sir, the same ratio is applicable to the balance in our 
favor between the years 1873 and 1887, it will show that of this balance 
the non-protected industries of this country 


Years 3 „F rane 
I 23 %%% 1,611,973, 748 
Š 2 8 COAL MINING. 
— And now, Mr. Chairman, permit me to refer to another great indus- 
Agriculture ... 8 013. 149, 62.66 8110 | try in my State, coal-mining; an industry, sir, which protection does 
13 476, 610, 89. 3 | not protect, and then compare the wages paid in the Thomson 
55 = Steel Works with the of the skilled miner. 


Per capita, 


Agriculture 85 013, 149, 


60. 66 8110 

Manufactares..| 476,610, 89.39. 18 
Railroads. 888. 192. 781 232.94 31 
All other... 4. 68, 88. 212 350.72 172 
Agrioniture ~.. 8, 932, 623,417} 79. 17 127 
n 1.161, 21, 801 217.78 37 
Railroads... 1,336,720, 451.20 43 
All other. 110, 488, 368, 758.69, 338 
Agriculture .....! 7, 136,737, 143.68 199 
Manufactures..! 2, 257, 027, 423.26 63 
Railroads... 3, 816, 107, 288.09 107 


O47 1. 
All other. == 23, 296, B47, 6101, 780. 
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Nores.—Gold being at a premium of 25 in 1870, the data for that year reported 
by, the United States Census have been reduced to gold value. 
Agriculture” represents the value of the farms, farm — and ma- 
chinery, and of live-stock. 
uſuctures represents the capital invested in manufactories. 
Railroads represents the cost of constructing the io. 
WM. SWITZLER, 

Chief of Bureau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF Statistics, May 4, 1888. 


The principal facts to be remembered in connection with the foregoing 
table, are: 

First. That of the gross accumulations of wealth between 1850 and 
1880, as shown by the census, namely, 836,506, 219, 722, 


Per cent. 


Farm lands and personal property on same, gave. . 19.55 
Capital invested in manu — RENTS E = 8 6.18 
All other industries and suburban property. . . .. 63. 8 

100. 00 


Under the tariff of 1883 the following products manufactured in this 


20 | country, if imported, are subject to the following equivalent ad valorem 


duties: 


Twelve or fifteen miles from the F Edgar 8 Steel Works, on 
the Youghiogheny River, at Scott Haven, is located the mines of the 
Youghiogheny River Coal Company, a large coal-mining property, em- 
ploying a large number of men. Coal from these mines for years 
past been shipped to a greater or less extent to Havana, Cardenas, Ma- 
tanzas, Sagua, and other West India ports, in competition with the coal 
produced by theso-called pauper labor of England. It is exported largely 
to Canada; it finds a market as far South via the ocean as Galveston, Tex., 
and as far North as Boston, Mass. I submit, sir, the names of and the 
actual wages earned by and paid to forty skilled miners working at 
these mines between April 1 and December 1, 1887, in comparison with 
the wages paid the skilled workmen in the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, 
the latter industry protected by duties averaging from 50 per cent. to 
102 per cent. ad valorem, as follows: 


Statement showing the earnings of a number of miners regularly employed 


at the Youghiogheny River Coal Company’s mines from April 1 to Decem- 
ber 1, 1887. 


Number Total Average 
Name. of days | amount daily 

worked. earn gs. 
Daniel Harrington.....s.essesssiseesoooossocesececvosoecosoeoses 168} $636.17 $3.78 
John Wolff. A 1744 780.05 4.48 
Fred. Walters 1747 529. 36 3.01 
John B. Miller. 176} 632,18 3.59 
Joseph Southe 176 751. 32 4,26 
ter Beck. 1705 564, 52 3.32 
Adam Darr...... 152 477.09 8.13 
Patrick Nolan. 166 418. 80 2.52 
Valentine Naw. -149 565, 05 8.79 
James Farrow. 177 625.75 3.53 
James Robinson 178 921.00 5.17 
Thomas Seddon... 163 407.03 2.50 
Peter McAlinden..... 174 489. 46 2.81 
George Doerhaver. — 150 485, 28 3.23 
Hugh Donnelly 153 678.72 4.43 


1888. 
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Statement showing the earnings of a number of miners, ete.—Qontinued. 


Number [Total | Average 
Name. of days | amount daily 
worked. earned. earnings. 


Isaac John 172 $450. $2. 61 
Robert Cain 167 473.83 2.83 
Charles Mort! 163 451.76 2.77 
Robert Herniman: 179 543. 3.03 
George Fein 170 576.70 3.37 
Robert Carrol! 171 564.57 3.30 
David Edwards. 151 515. 90 3.41 
Charles Metz. 157 484.09 3.08 
Robert White 156 376. 2.41 
John NMellville 157 511.01 3.25 
John Gibson 167 413. 2.47 
ohn Donnelly. 166 519.76 3.13 
oseph W. 167 435. 67 2. 90 
Sampson 8 150 530. 05 3,53 
Robert Davis. 165 629. 97 3.81 
David Lake......... 661.47 8.85 
James Aberorom 426, 55 2. 86 
Patrick Curran... 430. 26 2.79 
Frank Herniman.. 644. 84 3.79 
Geo Ashoff...... 553. 98 3.28 
John Dick........ 678. 51 2.97 
William H. We 488.73 2.99 
John Robertson... 569,42 3.48 
nne 3.34 


Average earnings of each miner for period, $551.12, 


The wages paid the foregoing skilled miners, selected as a fair rep- 
resentation of that class, were highest daily wages for eight hours’ work, 
$5.17, and the lowest, $2.41. Average wages earned per day by them, 
$3.34 per man, and the average total amount earned by each man for 
the same period, was $551.12. Of the total number of all grades of 
labor, skilled and unskilled, including boys employed in and about the 
7 7 51 namely, 757, the average wages earned per day per man was 


According to the official report of the Secretary of Internal Affairs of 
the State of Pennsylvania for the year 1884, the number of miners em- 
ployed, wages paid, and tons of coal produced, was as follows: 


Miners. | Wages paid.| Coal. 


Tons. 
$29, 906,262 | 25, 651, 664 
18, 084, 941 


44, 659,048 | 43,736, 605 


83, 316 
38, 906 


122, 223 


From a practical experience of over one-third of a century in the coal 
mines of my State, both anthracite and bituminous, I am justified in 
stating that the wage-worker receives for his labor, directly and indi- 
rectly, from 70 percent. to 85 percent. of the selling price of the coal at the 
mines, as against the 8 per cent. that labor receives at the Edgar Thom- 
son Steel Works, on the selling price of a ton of steel beams ! The tariff 
does not protect the coal-miner, but robs him in just so far as it in- 
creases the cost of what he consumes by the imposition of duties the 
Government does not need to meet its requirements. And, Mr. Chair- 
man, if time would permit, I could submit factsin connection with the 
prices of labor in the various industries of this country, not confined to 
my own State, but in the States of Iowa and Illinois, proving beyond 
any question, from the pay-rolls I could submit, that the average wages 
received by the wage-worker of the country outside of the protected in- 
dustries show that protection does not benefit the wage-worker in the 
protected industries of the country. 

WOOL, 

I turn now, sir, to another vexed question—wool. When I call it 
vexed, I do not mean that it is not clear or easily solved upon correct 
principles, but only that our friend, the Bourbon, takes his stand upon 
wooland howls the more lugubriously, albeit more unreasonably, than 
on anything else, because he hopes thereby to delude the farming in- 
terest to his support. This bill puts wool on the free-list. It does so, 
Imake bold to maintain, not only in the interest of the woolen man- 
ufacturer, but in that of sheep husbandry itself. 

In referring to the woolen schedule and its effects upon the people of 
my own State, it is fair to infer that relatively it will, haye the same 
effect upon the people of the other States of the Union. I am com- 
pelled to refer to the census of 1880, and to resort to statistics, which 
are not as interesting to the general reader as the latest novel, but may 
be moreinstructive. According to the Agricultural Report of 1886, the 
number of sheep in Pennsylvania was 1,189,481; number of farms in 
the State (census of 1880) 213,542; averagenumber of sheep to the farm, 
5.5; pounds of wool clipped, 5,645,984; average weight of fleece, 4} 
pounds, which, at the estimated market price of to-day, 32 cents per 
pound, would give a total value of $1,806,714.88. Should the bill as 
reported by the Committee on Ways and Means become a law, the re- 
sult upon the people of my State would be as follows: First, upon the 


farmers: The 213,542 farms produced, as stated above, in 1886, 5,645,- 

984 pounds of wool, equal to 26 pounds of wool to the farm, and the 

duties upon foreign wools of the same quality, unwashed, under the 

present tariff of 10 cents per pound would amount to 8564, 598.40. If 
making wool free would cause the value to decline equal to the duty 

now imposed, which it would not, in my judgment, it would show a 

gross loss to the 213,542 farms of $2.60 each, or a total of $564,598, 

Per contra, the per capita consumption of domesticand imported woolen 

and worsted goods, according to the census of 1880, was $6.50, which 

multiplied by five, the estimated average number in a family, would be 
$32.50. 

The proposed reduction in the woolen schedule is 29 per cent. from the 
present tariff, or 29 per cent. of the costof the woolen goods consumed, 
which would be an equivalent Saving of . . . . .eieeseee neuen suren 

The pro; reduction of the duties on sugar, namely, $11,000,000 on the 
imports, and $1,000,0C0 reduction on the cost of home production, would 


be $12,000,000, or the equivalent of 20 cents per capita on a population 
of 60,000,000, or on a family of five.......... AAE AR AEE A CENIA E PARAS L 


From which deduct the estimated loss to each family of . . . .. .. 2. 
It would on these two items alone show a saying to famil 

Stale of Pennsylvania of. ...... ..... . . . 

The profit and loss account of the bill under consideration to the peo- 
ple of the State, based on the population of 1880, namely, 4,282,891, 
would show a saving of $1.56 each, or $6,681,309.96 on these two items 
alone, and not taking into consideration the savings that will 
accrue to them from the other proposed reductions under the bill. But, 
sir, let us examine the woolen schedule as proposed in the bill, from 
the standpoint ofthe Pennsylvania manufacturer of woolen and worsted 
goods, and which I claim is applicable to the woolen manufacturers of 
the whole country. According to the census of 1880 there were in the 
en of Pennsylvania manufacturing establishments of woolen goods 
as follows: 


Number of mills or factories producing— 


Woolen we S24 

— B 

— 28 

Total. 375 

Total amount of capital invested... 743 

Cost of material used for one year, M5 

Gross wages paid 273 

Pounds of wool consumed, grown in the United States. . . . . . 28, 556, O77 

Imported wools, pounds ese ©, 005, 271 

Total consumption Of WOO] . . . .. . . e- pounds... 33,561, 318 
Total value of the manufactured articles produced for the year 

PPVLLN ASCE OU T 0k cavncp nh BZontastncnions A A $44, 182. 590 

Average number of hands employed: 

Wee n˙Unwüii cand ccncssisecns E EEEE f — 10,790 

Females above fifteen... ssa „477 

CEMA eee. 8,571 

Total number of persons. — 23. 833 


Average wages paid per hand per year, $287.20, 

Tt will be seen, Mr. Chairman, that while Pennsylvania consumed 
33,561,348 pounds of wool in her mills in the year 1830, she only pro- 
duced within the State, in 1886, 5,645,984 pounds, or 16¢ per cent. 
of the quantity required in 1880, and that there were employed in this 
industry 23,838 of her population. It is hardly necessary to discuss 
the importance of cheap raw material to such an industry. Wool, 
sir, is the purest raw material, if any commodity known to trade can 
be designated as raw material. That it is to a very great extent the 
product of the soil and climate where it is grown is unquestionable. 
Now, the entire fleece of no animal can beused, as a rule, in the manu- 
facture of the same kinds and qualities of cloth. In other words, the 
wool grown on different parts of a sheep not only has a different value 
but is adapted to different purposes, and while the unwashed wools of 
South America lose from 66 per cent. to 70 per cent. of their weightin 
washing, those of Australia show a shrinkage of but from 52 to 60 per 
cent., and the English and the Irish wools show a shrinkage of but 
from 33 to 35 percent. Under existing conditions the home man- 
ufacturer isunable tosupply his mills with foreign wools, and the large 
importations of woolen to which I will refer, is the result. To 
enable the manufacturer of this country to compete in his home mar- 
ket and to export a surplus abroad, he must be able to purchase his 
wool as favorably not only as to price but as to selection of qualities 
and kinds as does his foreign competitor. 

The estimated total production of wool in the United States in 1886, 
according to the best authorities, was 300,000,000 pounds, and the es- 
timated amount required, or its equivalent in woolen or worsted 
to meet our necessities was 600,000,000 pounds. It will beseen, there- 
fore, Mr. Chairman, that we did not produce in 1886 within 300,000,- 
000 pounds of wool necessary for our home consumption. The importa- 
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, were 23,000,000 pounds, 
which would leave an estimated deficit of 277,000,000 pounds. We 
can best ascertain how this deficit in our requirements is made up by 
referring to the importations of manufactured woolen and worsted 
goods for the year ending June 30, 1887, which amounted to $42, 448, - 
127.04, upon which there was collected by the Government a tax of 
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829. 256,442.90. Not one pound of American wool was used in the 
manufacture of the woolen and worsted goods covered by these large 
importations, nor did an American wage-worker receive one dollar in 
connection with their manufacture; anditis a conceded fact to-day that 
of all our industries not one is so depressed as the woolen industry. If 
there can be an exception, it is thatof the carpet manufacturers, which 
can be accounted for from the fact that the duties on the wools used 
by them are merely nominal, while on the higher grades they are prac- 
tically prohibitory. The present duty of 10 cents per pound on un- 
washed wools is equivalent to30 cents per pound on scoured wools. 

No better illustration of the results of moderate duties or free raw 
material can be pointed to than the carpet industries of this country. 
Russian carpet wools, grown in Southern Russia, bordering on the Black 
Sea, practically scoured, are largely imported into the United States 
for the manufacture of carpets. A fair average price for these long 
combing wools at Black Sea ports is from 17 cents to 20 cents per 
pound, our currency. The duty upon same, under our existing tariff, 
is 5 cents per pound. Wool, scoured, suitable for the manufacture of 
men’s wear, under the present tariff, pays 30 cents per pound. To- 
day, owing to this low duty on carpet wools and the superior genius of 
our American workmen, and notwithstanding the higher wages paid 
in the United States, I am credibly informed that if this 5 cents per 
pound is removed from Donskoi and other carpet wools we can com- 
pete with the world on carpets, and keep our home market. 

But another important factor meets the manufacturer in the purchase 
of his wools: it is those artificial restrictions and resulting complica- 
tions which deprive him of the mastery of his own business, and often 
makes the difference between complete success and total failure; and 
in this connection it may be well to inquire how the tariff of 1883 has 
affected the woolen and worsted industries of the country, particularly 
in connection with our home market, which the protectionists are so 
desirous of keeping for our home manufacturers. A statement of the 
cost of ucing a pound of worsted yarns in this country and in 
England, under the existing tariff, taking the yarns as the basis of the 
cost of the manufactured article, may perhaps account for the present 
condition of our woolen and worsted industries and the large impor- 
tations I have referred to; and I submit, sir, the following tables: 


TABLE No. 1.—Cost of making 1 pound of 30s yarn out of English wool 
under the present tariff in the United States. 


Wool, cost in London IId. or in United States currency.... 
Commissions, freight, and charges, 2 


— $0.22 
02 


Sax ((( Ä 


Duty. eee eee eee sone eves: — — 

r . 0 80. 00 
. o 
Eighty pounds, costing $34, equals 42} cents per pound clean, or 100 poun: 141 60 

Deduct value of noil made, 10 pounds, at 25 cents. 3 E 
Divide by top produced, 90 pounds,......csssrssssersssecseresereneneen 3 „40. 00 
uals 44 cents, cost of top. = 
Take 1 pound of top, ng. 44 
Spinning to 30s, including w: 2 28 
Cost of 1 pound yarn under existing tariff... . .. . ... . . . ... . v. 72 
— 
Market price of this yarn in England, 1s. 8d., or.. 40 
Add duty, 12 cents and 35 per cent. ad valorem... 20 
Commission, freight, and 04 
Total. . . . —— — — — . 7⁰ 


This table shows that under the tariff of 1883 you can import 1 
pound of 30s yarn, manufactured in England, for 2 cents per pound less 
than it ean be made in the United States for, out of English wool im- 
ported into this country. 

TABLE No. 2.—Cost of making 1 pound of 30s worsted yarn out of Eng- 
lish wool, under the bill under consideration—tcool free. 


100 pounds of wool at 22 cents. 
Commissions, freight, and charges 


80 pounds costing $24 = 30 cents pound, clean, or 


eee eee — 


100 pounds costs 
Deduct value of noil made, 10 pounds at 25 cents. .... . .. — — 


Divide by top produced, 90 pounds. . . . . . . .... ...... .. .. . 
Equals 30 cents cost of top. 


Take 1 pound of top costing...... 
Spinning to 30s, including waste. 


Cost of 1 pound yarn under present bill. . . . .... .... .. . . . . . .. 58 
Market price of this yarn in England, 1s. 8d. or. 40 
Add duties, 40 per cent. ad valorem . . 10 
Commissions, freight, and 04 
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This table shows that under the proposed bill 1 pound of the same 
yarn made from English woo! can be made in the United States for 
over 2 cents per pound less than it can be imported from England for, and 
the cost of production reduced 14 cents per pound less than it costs 
under the tariff of 1883. 


TABLE No. 3.—Cost of making 1 pound of 36s fine worsted yarn out of 
Australian wool, under tariff of 1883. 
Wool cost in London 11d., or in United Stat 


8 freight, and charges, say 
uty, 


Take, say, of wool.... 
Which will shrink 55 per oe 
/// (TT 


45 pounds, costing $H=75 cents per pound clean, or 100 pounds, costs 
Deduct value of noils made, 18 pounds, at 45 cents. 


Divide by top produced, pounds. . . . . .... .. . eee senses sonene 
Equals 82 cents, cost of top per pound. 


Take i pound of — costing 
Spinning to 36s, including waste 


Cost of 1 pound yarn under existing tariff. . . . . . . 1.17 
Market price of this yarn in England, 2s. 5)d., or. 
Add duties, 18 cents and 35 cent, ad valorem 
Commissions, freight, and e 


Dial. AA —— — . —— 


1.02 

This table shows that it costs 15 cents per pound more under the 
tariff of 1883 to make 1 pound of fine worsted yarn in the United 
States, out of Australian wool, than what the same yarn can be made 
for in England and imported into the United States: 


TABLE No. 4.—Cost of making 1 pound of 36s fine worsted yarn out of 
Australian wool, under the bill now before the House - toool free. 


100 pounds of wool, at 22 cents. . sees 3 . 00 
Commissions, freight, and charges 

n a OEN TEA E E E TETENG 
45 pounds, costing $24=53 cents per pound clean, or 100 pounds, costs.. 53.00, 
Deduct value of noils made, 18 pounds, at 45 cents. . — 8. 10 
44.90 

Equals 55 cents cost of top per pound, 

——— 
Take 1 pound of top, costing. „ 5S 
Spinning to 36s, including waste. . . .. . . eee eee .35 
Cost of yarn under proposed bill. . . . . . . . . . . . . 90 
S ——̃— 
Market price of this yarn in England 28. 5}d., or ... 59 
Add duties, 40 per cent, ad valorem . 24 
Commissions, freight, and charges. ... . .. ... . . . . . . sonees 01 
c —T—T—T—T—T—T—T—TT—TXTT—T—T—T—X—T—V—T—X—T—T—V—V—V————————————— 87 


This table shows that under the proposed bill it will cost 3 cents per 
pound more to make 1 pound of yarn of the same quality and wool in 
the United States, than it can be imported from England for, but that 
the proposed bill reduces the cost of manufacture in the United States 
and the import price 15 cents per pound less than it now costs. 


TABLE No. 5.—Cost of making 1 pound of 36s yarn out of Australian 
cross-breds under the present tariff. 


Wool, costing in London 14d, or in United States currency 
88 freight, and „Say 
uty. 


$0. 28 
-02 


Take, say, of Wool 
Which Would shrink 30 per cent 
R/ sboccbanck asccescevensech OTENE 


70 pounds, costing 810 57 cents per pound clean, or 100 pounds cost .. $57.00 
Deduct value of noil made, 15 pounds at 35 cents.. * 5,25 


Divide by top produced, 85 pounds... .... . . . . ... . eee 31.75 
Equals 61 cents cost of top. 

— — 

Take 1 pound of top costing.......... oe -6L 

Spinning to 36s including waste... od 3 


Cost of 1 pound yarn under existing tariff... . . . . 90 

> = 

Market price of this yarn in England, 2s. 2d, or.. .52 
Add duty 18 cents and 35 per cent. ad valorem s. -37 
Commissions, freight, and charges. . .. — 04 
Total. ——(———ͤ——————Q—dK 5 —9ꝗÄ—ç—99ꝗ9çꝙ— . ose one 93 
This table shows that it costs 3 cents per pound more under the 


tariff of 1883 to make 1 pound of this yarn in the United States out of 
Australian cross-bred wool than what the same yarn can be had for in 
England and imported to the United States, 


1888. 
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TABLE No. 6.— Cost of making 1 pound of 368 yarn out of Australian 
cross-breds under the bill now before the House. 


100 pounds of Wool, at 28 ents. .. .. . . .... ... ..... .. ... .. . ..... resser $28. 00 
Commissions, freight, and charges. . . . . . . . ... .. . . . . .. . . - 200 


r conevssvonsents soonve syscnvens seocsesce eesopververe neseensesheowee 30. 00 

— —ͤ— 

70 pounds, costing $30= 43 cents per pound clean, or 100 pounds cost. 43.00 

Deduct value of noils made, 15 pounds, at 35 cents . .. .. . 5.25 

Divide by top produced, 85 pounds. . . . . . .. . . . . ... erence 37. 75 
Equals 45 cents cost of top. 


Take 1 pound of 45 costing. 45 
Spinning to 36s, including waste -35 
Cost of 1 pound of yarn under proposed bill. .. . . . 80 
b_i 

Market price of this yarn in England, 2s. 2d., or. -52 


Add duties, 40 per cent. ad valorem. 
Commissions, freight, and charges. 


A e E E EE suchen sbeaee 77 


This table shows that under the proposed bill it will cost 3 cents per 
pound more to make 1 pound of yarn of the same quality and wool in 
the United States than it can be imported from England for, but that 
the proposed bill reduces the cost of manufacture in the United States 
and the import price 16 cents per pound less than it now costs. 

The aim of the majority of the committee has been, first, to read- 
just the duties upon woolen and worsted goods so as to enable the 
manufacturers not only to pay the same wages they are now paying 
but to cheapen goods, thus enabling them to command the home mar- 
ket, which they are largely deprived of, and to compete in the foreign 
one. Freeraw wooland the duties proposed on the manufactures of wool 
will accomplish that object unless we are grievously mistaken. ‘ But 
what,” cries the politician, of the flock and the flock-owner; will not 
the removal of the duty reduce the value of the fleece by just that 
amount?” No, sir; in my judgment, it will not. Even if it did, the 
average flock-owner, in common with all other husbandmen, would 
gain more than his loss in the reduced cost of the necessaries of life pro- 
vided in this bill. But let us see the probable effect upon the value of 
wool, should wool pass to the free-list. Wool, like every other com- 
modity, is governed by the law of supply and demand. We now pro- 
duce in this country about three hundred millions of pounds less than 
we require, as is clearly shown by our consumption of imported wool- 
ens. Immediately wool is free, our manufacturers begin to draw upon 
the markets of the world for raw material to meet the American demand. 
The result is an advance in wool in foreign markets, and an advance 
abroad would advance the price here, tariff or no tariff. And this, sir, 
is no mere speculation; it is the known history of wool under the cir- 
cumstances supposed. Albert Gallatin, as far back as 1832, stated the 
facts as follows, and precisely as any reasonably informed economist 
would state them to-day: 

The object of the wool-growers is that that market should be enlarged, but 
this can not be done effectually unless the domestic manufacture is firmly es- 
tablished; and for that purpose it is necessary that the raw material should be 
obtained on reasonable terms. To enhance its price by persevering in the ex- 
isting exorbitant duties is not less inconsistent with sound policy than with 


justice. * * è The value of the hides and raw skins imported free of duty 


and consumed in the United States has for the last nine years exceeded $1,800,- 


000 a year. It is evident that if in order to pects the 5 American 
eattle by giving an additional value to the hide a high duty had been laid on 
those ao ape the domestic manufacture of leather in all its branches, instead 
of being in its present flourishing state, would have been most materially in- 
jured, and we should have been obliged either to import from Europe or to pur- 
chase at exorbitant prices all those articles which it now supplies at a moderate 
rate. 

The reduction in England of the duty on foreign wool to 4 cents a pound has 
caused a fall in price of the woolen goods without injuring the wool-grower at 
home. The free introduction of the species not ruised here would, by encour- 
aging the manufacture generally, ultimately enlarge the market for the do- 
mestie wool, It is the only way to introduce the manufacture of blankets and 
to reduce the price of home-made flannels and of the coarser species of cloth. 


We produce in this country some wools equal to any in the world, 
but most of them are the coarser and cheaper grades, which are best 
adapted for the filling of the manufactured goods; while the long-fibered 
wools of England, America, and Australia are specially adapted forthe 
warps. The wools of Texas, the Territories, and the Pacific Slope, 
where the sheep are largely pastured on the Government domain, or 
vast stretches of Jand comparatively valueless, are the lower grades. 
They can not be used without admixture of the higher grades, and were 
the manufacturer able to import these higher grades free, the circum- 
stances would immediately enlarge the market, and raise the prices of 
domestic wools, a proposition not in the least doubtful, but borne out 
by our experience in the past. 

OUR MERCHANT MARINE, 


No people, Mr. Chairman, can be a great people who do not go 


down to the sea in ships.“ With longer coast lines than any other 
nation in the world, producing a greater quantity of sea-borne tonnage, 
if we eliminate coal, we are yet dependent upon other nations for 
ships to do our carrying. But for the energy and enterprise of the 
English people during the past thirty years it would be impossible 
' for us to find transportation for the commodities we produce in ex- 
cess of our own requirements for exportation, and we are dependent 


upon the foreigner to-day for the marketing of our surplus, produced, i 


by the way, almost exclusively by our unprotected industries. 
portation enters so largely into the cost of sea-borne merchandise as to 
average 10 per cent. of the value of the commodity transported; and 
while England and her colonies owned 58 per cent. of the sea-going 
tonnage of the world, according to the returns of 1883, the proportion 
of the United States was 4.5 per cent.; and it can hardly be denied 
that the profits of England from this source will far exceed the ap- 
parent diference between her exports and imports, as shown by her 
trade reports. 

What has brought about this state of affairs? If we go back to 1860, 
we find that of our own exports and imports, American vessels carried 
67 per cent. as against 33 per cent. in foreign bottoms, and that in 1882 
we carried 16 per cent. as against 84 per cent. in foreign bottoms; and 
the Annual Report of the Chiefof the Bureau of Statistics, for 1887, page 
59, says: There was a decline in the proportion of value of commodi- 
ties carried in our own vessels, from 75 per cent. in 1856, to 14 per cent. 
in 1887. Prior to the year 1860, the ships of the world were constructed 
of wood, and the great sea- carrying trade of the world was done by sail- 
ing vessels. The great pineries of the State of Maine and the white oak 
of the swamps of Florida could not be combined into a trust. Amer- 
ican ingenuity and enterprise were free to exert themselves in any di- 
rection that led to prosperity. In 1860 the sea-borne tonnage of the 
world flying the American flag was about equal to that of England. 
We were the second if not the first maritime people in the world. 
At that date the relative population between England and the United 
States was, England 28,730,000, and the United States 31,440,000. Ac- 
cording to the census of 1880, our population exceeded that of England 
by 15,760,000 and the relativesea-borne tonnage of the world was, Eng- 
land 58 per cent. and the United States 4.5 per cent.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, I think I hear some of my Republican friends 
ask, What of the AlabarhaandtheShenandoah?’’ And they will tell 
you, sir, that the war of the rebellion exterminated the flag of our trade 
from the ocean. I will admit, sir, that the war of the rebellion was the 
cause of American ship-owners transferring their wooden ships to foreign 
flags; and, sir, if in these transfers they received a fair equivalent of 
their value at that time, from a pecuniary and commercial point of 
view, the country ought to have been a Jarge gainer by the transaction. 
The wooden sailing ship was doomed in the year 1860, and the iron and 
steel ship, propelled by steam, was destined to supplant it upon eco- 
nomic grounds. The life of an iron ship and the cost of maintaining 
it, as compared with a wooden ship, its ability to carry 20 per cent. 
more cargo than a wooden ship of the same custom-house tonnage, the 
utilization of the compound engine, followed by the triplicate, and to- 
day the quadruple engine, bringing the consumption of fuel down to 
a minimum, and making steam absolutely cheaper as a propelling 
power than the winds, all combined to doom the wooden ship. The 
construction of the Suez Canal left it no longer optional as to what 
the ship of the future wasto be. Can it be claimed, sir, that the peo- 
ple of this nation could not and would not have adjusted themselves to 
this changed condition of affairs, had not unwise legislation prevented 
them from doing so? What is a steel or iron ship, sir? What pro- 
portion of its cost consists of structural iron orsteel beams? And how 
was it possible for the individual enterprise of this country to en 
in the construction of iron ships when steel beams could be bought in 
England for $26.88 per ton, while the same beams cost in the United 
States 3.3 cents per pound, or $66 per ton? What has brought us to 
this low state? The policy of restriction. Protecting a few sickly 
ship-yards, we turn out an occasional vessel for the coastwise trade. 

Under this policy, sir, cruel, barbarous, Bourbon, our magnificent 
foreign merchant marine has sunk into insignificance, and that semi- 
nary of dauntless sailors, that sure reserve of national defense, which 
once excited the admiration of Burke and of Chatham, has disappeared 
under the blight of your illiberallaws! Werank, in consequence, far 
down, not merely in our capacity to carry on the seas, butin our ability 
to light on them. And because we have ceased to be a respectable naval 
power, we hear to-day the proposition to empty the Treasury upon land 
ear to take the place of the sea defenses you have blindly de- 
stroy i 

£ THE THEORY OF PROTECTION. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I will briefly state what I understand to 
be the theory of protection as advocated by the Republican party, and 
what that party claims to be the practical results of such a policy upon 
the country, as shown by the last thirty years, in its favor. 

First. That a tariff for protection has given and will give the wage- 
workers working in the protected industries of the country higher 
wages, steadier work, and cheaper living. 

Second. That the duties imposed on the agricultural products of the 
country protect the farmer, give him a home market at an enhanced 
price for his produce, and lessen the burdens he would otherwise be 
subject to. 

Third. That the policy of protection has made the country rich and 
prosperous whenever high protective tariffs have prevailed, and that 
the reverse has been the case under moderate tariffs for revenue with 
incidental protection; and the protectionists point to the immense ac- 
cumulations of wealth in the United States in the three decades be- 
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tween 1850 and 1880, namely, $7,135,780,228 in 1850, and $43,642,- 
000,000 in 1880, or an increase of $36,506,219,722 in thirty years. 

This is all that is claimed for protection. 

If, sir, these propositions can be demonstrated to be true by practical 
results, I pledge myself to vote with the gentlemen on the other side 
of the House. 

I claim that I have shown by the facts submitted that even the 
skilled wage-worker employed in the protected industries of the country 
receives no higher and often not as high wages as the wage-worker in 
the unprotected industries of the country, That while undue protec- 
tion does not increase the wages of the wage-worker employed in the 
manufacturing industries of the country, it adds enormously to the 
cost of his living, as well as to that of the minister of the gospel, the 
doctor, the lawyer, the carpenter, the mason, the blacksmith, the widow 
and the orphan, and that large class of our people living upon limited 
incomes, those too old to work; and upon no class is its effects more 
disastrous than upon the agricultural classes; that the home-market 
theory to the farmer is a fallacy; that if the census of 1880 is reliable, 
and that 17,392,099 of our population were engaged in the five great 
classes of occupations, that of the agricultural products produced and 
ipa in the United States the relative consumption would be as 
follows: 


Per cent. 
ture.. „670, 493, or 44.1 
Professional and personal servi 4,074, 238, or 23.4 
‘Trade and tra tation 1, 810, 256, or 10.4 
Mining and engineering. 1,104,517, or 6.4 
Man hy in ATOA . 2,732,595, or 15.7 
Total.... 5 S bosses sedunsspoeve sapeousesone bones son 17,392,009 100.0 
Which would show, sir, that the farmers and those dependent upon 
them were consumers to the extent of 44. 1 per cent. of what they pro- 


duced themselves, while three classes named consumed 40.2 per cent., 
leaving only 15.7 per cent. for those engaged in manufacturing. 

That the protection theory has exterminated our shipping from the 
seas of the world; that the tables submitted, showing how the accu- 
mulated wealth of the United States has been made between the years 
1850 and 1880, demonstrates that protection to home industries had 
little or nothing to do with it. 

THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY. 

We are here, sir—we, the majority of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, and of this House—in defense of American industry. We alone 
offer it protection; we seek alone the independence and aggrandizement 
of domestic labor by liberating it from unnatural restraints and allow- 
ing it the undisturbed possession and the complete enjoyment of its own 
earnings, The other side offer it—what? A monopolized market in 
which to buy the necessaries of life on the one hand, and on the other 
a labor market subject to the caprice of trusts! In short, they promise 
it the inestimable boon of working in the protected industries, where 
noshare of the bounty alleged protection affords is allotted to labor, and 
of bearing in common with the rest of the people of the United States 
the terrible exactions of the protective system to enrich the privileged 


Will laboring men accept that generous tender and vote with the 
monopoly party under coercion of the employer? If they do, the hid- 
eous disaster, foreseen by Jefferson, as the natural result of the restric- 
tive and subsidy policy, will rush down upon us, and the Government 
of the Union will pass into the hands of those who openly propose to 
pervert its powers and employ them to plunder the people for their 
own enrichment. I do not believe, sir, that American liberty is des- 
tined to be extinguished in this ignominious fashion. Surviving, as it 
has, armed assault, and every form of intrigue, it will not perish of 
the base corruption of subsidy, it will not be throttled by mere greeds 
or smothered by vile monopoly. 

As to the spirit of this side of the House, the spirit in which we enter 
this struggle for the very life of the Constitution and the emancipation 
of American labor, I can not better express it than in the language of 
Andrew Jackson, the illustrious Democrat and beloved patriot, who, 
like our Presidential leader of to-day [applause], summoned the people 
to the reclamation of precious rights, slowly and almost imperceptibly 
filched away by the money power in a long course of years. No, 
said the immortal hero: > 

No; the ambition which leads me on,is an anxious desire and a fixed deter- 
mination, to return to the people, unimpaired, the sacred trust they have con- 
fided to my charge—to heal the wounds of the Constitution and preserve it 
from further violation; to persuade my countrymen, so far as I may, that it is 
not in a splendid government, 1 by powerful monopolies and aristo- 
cratical establishments, that they will find happiness, or their liberties protected, 
but ina plain system, void of n and granting favors to none 
dispensing its blessings like the dews of heaven, unseen and unfelt, save in the 
freshness and beauty they contribute to produce. It is such a government that 


the genius of our people requires—such a one only under which our States may 
remain for ages to come, united, prosperous, an & 


[Prolonged applause. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the following colloquy 
occurred: 

Mr. BAYNE. Will my colleague [Mr. Scorr] permit a question? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will yield for a question, provided the gentleman 
does not attempt to answer it himself. 

Mr. BAYNE. My colleague stated a few moments ago that wheat 


is produced on land in Dakota, where landis worth almost nothing per 
acre; and that it is also produced by the farmer on lands near Carnegie 
Brothers’ mills, where land is worth $100 anacre. Now, ifa plant such 
as that of Carnegie Brothers were placed out in the Territory of Dakota, 
will my colleague explain whether the rise in the value of the lands 
surrounding that plant, to $100 an acre, would not be an advantage to 
the people of Dakota and to the farmer who would produce wheat on 
the adjacent land? 

Mr. SCOTT. I will answer my colleague very briefly. The value 
of any property is not in what it costs, but in what it will produce. I 
may put up a magnificent building upon which I may spend a million 
dollars, and yet I may have to go to the poor-house to live, so far as the 
income from that building is concerned. The question is, what is the 
value of that farm to enable the farmer to live and raise his crops ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Or to sell his land for other purposes and realize a 

rofit. 
Š Mr. SCOTT. Suppose his Jand was sold under an execution by tho 
sheriff at a loss. But my colleague must excuse me. I would give 
way to him, but I can not. The House having kindly extended my 
time, I must not trespass upon its kindness. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, when one hour had ex- 

ired, 
£ Mr. MILLS said: I ask unanimous consent thatthe gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] be permitted to conclude his remarks, 

There being no objection, leave was granted. 

Mr. SCOTT resumed and concluded his remarks as already given. 

Mr. GEAR obtained the floor. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. The gentleman from Michigan will not 
object, I am sure, to yielding me the floor for one minute to announce 
that I will define my position on the subject of the tariff about half 
past 2 o'clock to-morrow afternoon. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. After the gentleman from Mississippi has 
had some of the experience I have had to-day he will discover that he 
may lose his place and not be able to define his position at all. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States, in his 
annual communication to Con at the present session, disregarded all 
those questions which every other Chief Magistrate of the country has 
discussed, with the exception of a single one, and that was the question 
of the reduction of the tariff. In his aggressive attack upon all tho 
manufacturing producing industries, and upon all the labor engaged 
in them, he has made the tariff by his message the underlying ques- 
tion of the day. It is now soan to go to the American people to deter- 
mine by their votes whether they will stand by the Republican party, 
which for the past twenty-seven years has, by its wise legislation, in- 
augurated and carried forward to a high degree of prosperity the ma- 
terial interests of the country, and whether they will continue tosup- 
port a policy by and under which we, as a nation, have become pow- 
erful and wealthy; a policy under which we, as a nation, are accumu- 
lating wealth and tho means of supplying comforts as well asnecessities 
more rapidly than any other people in the world, or whether they will 
reverse that policy by following the dogma of free trade. 

Mr. Chairman, nearly three-fourths of all the voters of this country 
to-day came into the possession of the right of suffrage under the Mor- 
rill tariff law. This question has not been discussed at all, and I for 
one am glad to have it discussed now, so that it may be perfectly un- 
derstood by the present generation of voters. It may be that the de- 
tail of statistics may be dry and uninteresting, yet they are of great 
importance and value to the people who are called to act upon the im- 
portant issue of protection or free trade, which has been presented to 
them for their determination. It is, Mr. Chairman, to that class of 
men who are deeply interested in the pending tariff discussion that I 
propose chiefly to confine my remarks. I want to show to them that 
where a fairly protective policy has been the rule our country has been 
prosperous in a high degree, and that when the contrary policy of free 
trade or a tariff for revenue“ has been adopted that financial em- 
barrassment and a marked depression in the priceof labor and produce 
has immediately followed. 

The student of history can not but have observed that the revolu- 
tion, which resulted in the birth of the American Nation, had its origin 
not only in the intense desire which the people of the thirteen colonies 
had for political freedom, but also in the oppressive course of the British 
Government regarding the industries and traffic of our people. 

Much of the sentiment in favor of the revolution was the result of 
an intense desire on the part of the people to free themselves from the 
commercial thraldom to which they had for many years been subjected. 
This struggle for political and commercial liberty on the part of the 
colonists was intense and prolonged for seven years, at theend of which 
afull acknowledgment of our rights was conceded by Great Britain. The 
termination of that struggle was an epoch in the world’s history, mark- 
ing as it did the birth of the American Nation—a nation founded on the 
will of the majority of the people and with the right to administer its 
own affairs as might best ‘‘promote the general welfare” of all. 

The question of the constitutionality of levying imposts for the pro- 
tection of American industries was settled by the First Congress, which 
had among its members many of those who had sat in the constitutional 
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convention. Each and all of those great patriots are on record as to the 

constitutional right of the Government to enact what may be called a 

tariff for the protection of American manufactures and American labor. 

Thesecond act of the First Co was enacted not only to raise rev- 
enue, but it was also declared in set terms that it was enacted for the 
purpose not only of raising revenue, but for the *‘encouragement and 
protection of manufactures.” The duties levied under this act were 
all small, but it stimulated the industries of the new nation, and we 
at once began to manufacture to a great extent. While, as I have said, 
the duties levied under this act were not large, yet the protection theory 
as stated in the act itself gave confidence to our people and at once 
stimulated our infant industries, and American manufacturers attained 
a position on the commercial map of the world. 

- The question arises, what has our tariff policy been, and what has 
been its result? As J have shown that eee entered largely into 
the first tariff act; a degree of protection believed to be ample, as shown 
by the debates. This principle underlay all the legislation up to the 

option of the compromise act of 1833. Many of the duties, itis true, 
proved inadequate; others became so in the course of time. The wars 
which followed the French revolution gave much of the carrying trade 
to this country. This trade was rendered precarious by reason of the 
British orders in council and the decrees of Napoleon, each declaring 
paper blockades of the ports of our country. Protection was to some ex- 
tent necessarily afforded while the embargo, which followed, compelled 
our people for awhile to rely upon the products of our own country. 
Nevertheless, with all these incidental aids to industry, the war of 1812 
found us deplorably unprepared. The country, having no woolen man- 
ufactures, could not clothe its soldiers; not even a blanket could be 
made. An eminent writer, Dr. Bushnell, says: 
We had been free-traders, buying all such things because we could buy them 


cheaper, but we now discovered that we might better have been making the 
blankets at double the cost for fifty years. 


The same was true of saltpeter, guns, cannons, swords, and iron and 
steel ont of which to make them. 

We began also to discover that the very insignificant article of salt 
coming short in the supply was made a dead necessity, and manufact- 
uring it for ourselyes at double the cost would have been a true ad- 
vantage. We very soon discovered in the facts referred to the lowness 
of our organization and the very incomplete scope of our industrial 
equipment. Infact, Americans began to see the justice of the world’s 
criticism that we did not amount to much, that we could not do any- 
thing for ourselves, A manufacturer of Birmingham, England, in view 
of the war then anticipated, prophesied that on its breaking out ‘‘the 
crops of the United States would be devoured with vermin, because 
there was not skill enough in America to manufacture a mouse-trap.’’ 

A fine opinion our British cousins had of us! And practical free 
trade seemed to justify their estimate. At the close of the war the 
country was fairly flooded with British goods, and although a small 
measure of protection was accorded by the tariff of 1816, yet, owing to 
the cheapness of labor across the ocean, the decay of the manufactures 
which had been encouraged into being was steady. Some disappeared 
entirely; especially was this true in regard to the manufacture of earth- 
enware, glass, and red and white lead, while that of iron was barely 
. 

t me place on the stand in regard to the condition of the country 
at the time a Democratic witness, a gentleman standing high in the 
councils of his State and still higher in the councils of his party, when 
he became the nation’s Chief Magistrate—James Buchanan, the last 
Democratic President before the present one. When he was in Con- 
gress in 1824 he said jn regard to this period of depression: 

Afew years ago the traveler going into the mountain districts of Pennsylvania 
qq. A tat s O eae 

e „ 
around them. These eee N best and ee marker to the 
neighboring country for the products of agriculture. Thus they diffuse wealth 
mong the people, money circulated freely, and the manufacturer, the operator, 
and the farmer were equally benefited, The present aspect of those districts 
present a melancholy contrast to that which I have just described, It is a just 
comment upon the policy of that country which will not afford a onna nt e 
tection to its own domestic industries, and therefore give to foreigners a d ed 
preference in its markets. Although that portion of Pennsylvania abounds with 
ore, with wood, and with water power, yet its manufactures generally sink 
into ed and exist only as a standing monument of the false Dolley of the Gov- 
9 and their laborers have both been thrown out of employ- 
ment, and the neighboring farmer is withouta market. Again have we sosoon 
forgotten the lesson which experience taught us during the war with Great 
Britain? Our foreign supply was then cut off and we could not manufacture in 
sufficient quantities for the increasing domestic demand. The price of the arti- 
cle e extravagant, and both the Government and agricultarist were com- 
pelled to pay double the sum for which they might have purchased it had fits 
manufacturer before that period been encouraged by proper protection policy. 

If it be true that history repeats itself, are we not now liable, in the 
event of the Democratic doctrine of the Mills bill prevailing, to have a 
recurrence of the picture so graphically presented by Mr. Buchanan? 

The general decay of our manufacturing interests caused great dis- 
tress and much complaint, the result of which was the election of a 
Congress in favor of a greater degree of protection, and this Congress 
enacted the tariff of 1524, under which there was a general building 
up of the manufacturing interests. 


Webster said of Hamilton’s policy of protection that by it we smote 
the rock of the national resources and abundant streams of revenue 
gushed forth. ‘This was amply proven by the tariff act of 1824; so 
beneficial was its result that it was followed up by the tariff of 1828, 
which was still more protective in some features, but less so in others. 
The years that followed the tariff of 1824, up to 1833, were among 
the most prosperous the country has ever known. The industries of 
the country were prosperous, the national debt was paid off, and a 
surplus accumulated in the nation’s Treasury. A large share of this 
surplus was loaned to the States, which loans exist to this day. Then, 
as now, a large portion of the Democratic party were clamorous for 
“free trade.“ The debates in Congress were lengthy and bitter, and 
their reading will well repay the student desirous of information on 
this question. 

The contest culminated in the compromise act which went into effect 
July 1, 1833. This compromise made a gradual annual reduction of 
the duties on manufactured goods. Its evil results soon became man- 
ifest, for almost at once began another period of decadence of American 
manufactures, The accumulations of the country, which had grown 
to alarge amount by years of protection, sought other channels of in- 
vestment; speculation spread everywhere; lands far beyond existing 
settlements were platted in town lots and sold and resold at wondrous 
figures; shinplaster banks, under the fostering policy of General Jack- 
son depositing the Government funds in them, sprung up all over the 
country, and everybody was getting rich on paper. Meanwhile the 
solid wealth of the country was slipping away and being rapidly drained 
to pay for imports. The immediate catastrophe came, and the financial 
crash of 1837 will ever remain as a monument to the improvidence of 
free trade“ or tariff for revenue. 

Then followed the tariff of 1842 with the same result of reinvigor- 
ated industries, revived commerce, and renewed activities. Then came 
the tariff of 1846. The period during which this tariff was in opera- 
tion is sometimes claimed by free-traders (or those who know least 
about it) as an era of remarkable prosperity and as evidencing the 
beneficent effects of free trade. The real facts in regard to this tariff 
are, first, that while the tariff of 1846 was not satisfactory to the pro- 
tectionists it was by no manner a free-trade tariff, and second, while 
the period was one of great prosperity (due to causes altogether foreign 
to the tariff, as I shall show), it also caused that era of remarkable ad- 
versity second only in iis disastrous sweep to that of 1837. 

The tariff enacted by the Democratic Congress of 1846 was, as I have 
said, partly protection; that is, the protection idea was not abandoned. 
The Calhoun wing of the Democratic party wanteda tariff that utterly 
eliminated all idea of protection to American manufactures, a tariff 
that levied its duties solely on articles not raised in this country. The 
administration, for instance, of which Mr. Polk was the chief, wanted 
an import duty levied on tea and coffee. (In this respect the Demo- 
cratic party of to-day, are in accord with that party of 1846). But suf- 
ficient Democrats under the leadership of John Wentworth, of Illinois 
(who is living to-day in better political faith, however), united with 
the protectionists to defeat this measure. The result was that in the 
bill protective duties (to a certain extent) was levied on many arti- 
cles of manufacture. I have said the Calhounists wanted duties levied 
on articles not produced in this country. I shall except one thing, the 
Southern product sugar. This was protected efficiently by this so- 
called free tariff. 

The vice of that tariff was in its adoption of the system of levying 
duties by percentage of value instead of an absolute amount of duty 
per pound. Thus, by the percentage rule, when goods were cheapest 
abroad, they would pay the least duties, and thus came into competi- 
tion with our manufacturers when they could do them most harm. 
When this tariff was adopted English iron, then being a glut in the 
market, was put down to $40 per ton in New York. The American 
iron had been selling at $60 per ton. The duty now being lowest, the 
American who could not compete was driven to the wall, and forge 
after forge was closed, until the amount of home production was largely 
reduced and the industry became unprofitable. 

Some say, Well, well, we got the iron cheaper.“ This was true until 
the American producers were driven out of the market, when the price 
was put up to $80 per ton. If the duty now collected had been made 
specific, so that no matter what the value of the goods it would have 
paid the same duty, the American industry could have survived and 
become profitable. But dependent on these prices, consequently the 
duties fluctuated, and on the fluctuation of the foreign market and 
such combination as the foreign producers could readily enter into, 
there was little or no encouragement to investors of capital in manu- 
factures. i 

Again, when the tariff of 1846 was enacted, Ireland was suffering 
from famine and Europe generally from shortnessof crops. There was 
consequently a great demand for American breadstuff. This great de- 
mand had hardly fallen to a normal condition when the discovery of 
gold in California (which had accrued to us under the war with Mexico) 
started a monetary revolution, some of the effects of which yet endure. 
The influx of $4,000,000 worth of bullion per month gave an impetus 
to business and enabled us to go on buying the productsof foreign looms 
and forges, which the free-traders said our goods and products would 
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pay for. We paid the manufacturers of Europe with our coin and bull- 
on in place of produce. 

Sir, in all those years the balance of trade was against the United 
States. From the enactment of the tariff of 1846 up the 1861 we ex- 
ported to settle the balance of trade two hundred and seventy millions 
of coin and bullion. And our Democratic friends call that era a pros- 
perous one. 

Next, as if still further to help out the free-traders, came the Crimean 
war, which gave American grain the monopoly of the European mar- 
kets and run up prices of wheat, corn, and farm products to an unpar- 
alleled figure. But all these adventitious aids only served to postpone 
the evil day. 

In 1857 the tariff was again reduced. Six months later came the 
crash. Nearly all the banks then in existence suspended specie pay- 
ment and most of them failed entirely and values were wiped out. And 
on whom did the loss fall mainly? Mr. Chairman, on the labor of the 
country. Produce went to low prices and general distress prevailed. 

Many of you who hear me will remember the embarrassment and 
suffering that attended that great financial earthquake. But I have 
not time to dwell upon it. Suffice it to say that the depression it 
brought about continued untilsome time after the breaking out of the 
cival war. When that deplorable event occurred much had to be pro- 
anrea abroad which now, under a more provident system, is produced 
athome. 

In 1861 a Republican Congress enacted what is known as the Mor- 
rill” tariff, which in the main has been adhered to up to this time. 
Under this tariff our manufactures have grown and developed until 
now, and instead of being compelled to go abroad forsome of the most 
necessary things, we are supplying the world with them to a large ex- 
tent. Under this tariff we have, as a nation, developed in a wonderful 
degree, and are increasing in wealth at a rate per annum far surpassing 
that of any other nation inthe world. Yet we find, after a quarter of a 
century’s prosperity under the workings of the Morrill ” tariff, a large 
proportion of the Democratic party clamoring for free trade” or a 
‘* tariff for revenue only.“ Disregarding entirely the lessons of our past 
history, they are trying to educate the people to the idea that under 
free trade or revenue tariff” the people will prosper in a still 
higher degree. Let me call your attention to the folly of this - 
ment. They claim that the benefits of protection are reaped mainly, 
if not wholly, by the employers. I have yet to see the free-trader who 
has attempted to refute the argument of Mr. Dickinson, the noted sta- 
tistician, on this question. In a recent article he says: 

Most telling illustration, that of a great cotton-mill with a capital of $1,000,000 
producing 17,000,000 yards of sheeting each year at 6} cents per yard, and em- 

loying 950 operatives, The same work would uire 95,000 men with the old- 

ioned spinning-wheels and hand-looms, and the product would be a coarse 
and inferior article, to be had only by the few who could afford to pay the high 
price necessary to be charged forit. But of the whole cost of production in this 
mill $940,000 is paid in wages, $15,000 represent taxes, and $145,000 include cost of 
supplies, transportation, salaries, and, , profits, which a liberal calculation 
fixes at $60,000 a year. 

This argument, in my mind, settles the question in a nut-shell. As 
it is with the wages of making cotton cloth, so it is in the manufacture 
of all raw materials. The labor of the country is paid the largest 
amount of money in the shape of wages and (that the rule, almost with- 
out exception) to the manufacturer the small profit. But let us con- 
sult British authority on this subject. In 1880, the London Times, re- 
viewing speeches made at a banquet of the free-trade Cobden Club, held 
July 10, said: 

The United States have seen not the error of their ways. It is doubtful if 
they are in the road for seeing them. England has gone on for the last four- 
teen years or so repeating that America could not long put off adopting free 
trade. There is not, our Philadelphia correspondent declares, the slightest 
sign of the fulfilment of this long-standing prophecy. The United States donot 
a oor the question from the same standpoint of view as ourselves. The 
object of their statesmen is not to secure the large amount of wealth for the 
country generally, but to keep up by whatever means the standard of com- 
fort among the laboring classes.” 

Long may it be, Mr. Chairman, the object of the American statesmen 
to keep up by whatever means the standard of comfort among the labor- 
ing classes. When this is lost sight of it will be a bad day for the 
American people. It would appear from the English authority quoted, 
that the guiding object of our statesmen of the protection school was 
to make the condition of our country the very reverse, we might say, 
of that melancholy one bemoaned by Goldsmith, that poet of the peo- 
ple, when he wrote: 

III fares the land, to hastening ills a prey, 
Where wealth accumulates and men deca y. 

And in view of the doctrine advanced by the London Times, free- 

traders may ponder the following from the same poet: 
Ye friends to truth, ye statesmen who sway, 
The rich man's joys increase, the poor’s decay; 
Tis yours to judge how wide the limits stan 
Between the splendid and the happy land. 

Let us consult another English authority. The general manager of 
the Staffordshire Iron Works, Belonging to the Earl of Dudley a Mr. 
Casson, when visiting this country a few years ago, said to a represent- 
ative of the Pittsburgh Gazette: 

I find that in many respects you have the advantage of usas regards mechan- 


ical appliances, while in others we are greatly ahead of your manufacturers. 


We can manufacture iron at just one-half the so far as the price of labor is 
See I find that your rate of wages is about exactly double what we have 

The whole burden of the English song is the high wages paid to the 
American laborer, and, as I have shown, they are urgent that we reduce 
th price of our labor to a level with theirs. From their standpoint, 
this would bring prosperity. 

Mr. Chairman, if by any act of ours we reduce the price of Ameri- 
can labor to a level with English labor, I imagine that, loud as are the 
complaints of our labor to-day, we shall hear a still louder wail from 
every hamlet in the land in denunciation of this measure. 

But the testimony of the Clark Thread Company, running houses at 
Paisley, Scotland, and Newark, N. J., may be called conclusive 
on this point. In a letter written in 1882 that company furnishes 
astatement of the wages it paid. I will condenseit. What are called 
spoolers, reeders, and cop-winders got at Paisley $3.60 per week; at 
Newark, $8. Twisters were paid at Paisley $2.35; at Newark, $5.50, 
Slippers got at Paisley $1.65; at Newark, $3; and cleaners at Paisley, 
$1.50; at Newark, $2.50. So much for women's wages. What did the 
men get? At Paisley, carpenters and mechanics got $7.25; dyers, $7; 
bleachers, $6.50; firemen, $6 per week. At Newark the carpenters got 
$17; 3 $18; dyers, $15; bleachers, $13.50, and firemen, $12.50 
per w 

It is proper to say at Paisley the hands worked only fifty-five hours 
in a week; at Newark, fifty-nine; a difference of four hours in favor of 
Paisley. Nevertheless, making full allowance for the shorter time, the 
wages at Newark were better than those paid at Paisley by from 164 to 
113 per cent. in the case of the women, and by from 101 to 138 per cent. 
in the case of the men, or an average throughout of just doike. 

To like effect is the testimony of the agents of the Grafton (Mass.) 
Linen Thread Mills, who have mills also at Johnston, Scotland. They 
say that the operators at the former place get twice the wages they get 
in Scotland, while the cost of living is not 50 per cent. higher. But 
there is yet better evidence on this head from official statistics. Car- 
roll D. Wright, now head of the national Labor Bureau, was, prior to 
his appointment to his present position, for many years chief of the 
bureau of labor statistics for Massachusetts, and as such published many 
valuable reports concerning the industrial classes. 

One of the most valuable of these appeared in 1883; it was a history 
ot wages and prices, and covered the period from 1752 to 1883, inclu- 
sive, and embraced also a comparison with the wages paid in Great 
Britain. I find by this table that from 1880 to 1883 was the period of 
highest wages for the following occupations: Agricultural 3 
81.37 per day, or 62 cents more than the average ſor the 130 years; 
blacksmiths, $2.28, or 85 cents more than the average; bookbinders, 
$1.91, or 48 cents more than the average; butchers, $2.03 over the 
average; carpenters, $2.42, $1.08 over thé average; carriage-makers, 
$2.40, 51 cents over the average; clock-makers, $2.30, 76 cents over 
the average; cotton-mill operators, $1.47 over the average; laborers, 
$1.48, 71 cents over the average; machinists, $2.49, 52 cents over the 
average; masons, $2.79, $1.29 above; metal-workers, $2.16, 62 cents 
above; nail-makers, $1.84, 66 cents above; painters, $2.32, 74 cents 
above the average; paper-mill operators, $1.71, 58 cents above the 
average; printers, $2.18, $1.61.above; shoemakers, $1.87, 57 cents 
above; stone-quarrymen and cutters, $2.33, 63 cents above; tanners 
and curriers, $2.09, 61 cents above; woolen-goods makers, $2.28, 82 
cents above; woolen-mill operators, $1.31, 24 cents above. 

From this same work I learn that the average increase of wages from 
1860 to 1863 was 28.36 per cent., while the increase in the cost of gro- 
ceries was only 10 per cent., and in fuel less than 10 per cent., while 
the enhanced cost of provisions on the other hand was 35.30. The same 
work makes a comparison of the wages paid in Great Britain and Mas- 
sachusetts between 1860 and 1883. From this I gather in ninety indus- 
tries the average wages in Massachusetts was 75.40 per cent. higher 
than in Great Britain. Comparing manufacturing and mechanical in- 
dustries the difference in favor of Massachusetts was 73.02 per cent, 

Mr. Wright sums up his conclusion thus: 

We find that on any basis of yearly expenditure the prices of articles enter- 
ing into the cost of living were, to the average, 17,29 per cent. higher in Massa- 
chusetts in 1883 than in Great Britain; that in this igure 11.49 per cent. was due 
to higher rents in Massachusetts, leaving 5.80 per cent. as indicative of the 
higher cost of living in Massachusetts, as compared with Great Britain, as re- 
gards the remaining elements of expense; this with from 75 to 100 per cent, 
greater wages. 

Can any fair-minded man want any stronger evidence that the bene- 
fits of protection accrue mainly not to the employer, but to the em- 
ployé? Where else in the world is labor in the aggregate as well paid, 
or enjoys in the same degree what we deem the comforts of life, and, 
I might add, the luxuries, as in the United States under the protective 
policy of the Republican party as maintained for the last quarter of a 
century ? 

Again, it is a common argurfent with free-traders that the duty 
levied on any imported article raises by so much the price of that article; 
so if it were taken off the same could be aftorded for muchless. It is 
true that a duty levied on sugar, tea, coffee, spices, and many articles 
not the growth of this country increases the price of the article by 
the amount of the duty; and it is also true that a tariff, when first 
levied, before the manufacture of the article is in successful operation, 
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does increase the cost to the consumer, but the experience of the past 
twenty-five years has demonstrated the fact that when our manufact- 
ures became well established the duty operated against the foreign 
manufacturer alone. 

It has been well said that— 

No economical law is more capable of demonstration than this, that manu- 


factured articles are invariably cheapened in the cost of production and in the 
prices at which they are afforded to consumers as the home demand for them 


enlarges. 

Take nails, worth in 1840, $6; in 1861, $3.50; and in 1883, $2.40; 
and in 1888 less than $2 per hundred pounds, Their average value for 
the past eight years, or since gold and silver became of equal value, 
that is, from 1878 to 1887, was $45.45 per ton, while the average price 
of nails for the eight years prior to 1861 was $62.08 per ton, the fig- 
ures ranging from $80.50 per ton in 1854 to 848 in 1860. Taking pig- 
iron for the same length of time, we find the average from $36.87} in 
1854 to $22.25 in 1858, while under protection the average was 
ranging from $28.50 in 1880 to $17.875 in 1885, The price of bar-iron 
averaged for the same period $71.83, ranging from $91.33 to $58.75, 
while in the latter period it averaged $51.21, the highest being $61.41 
and the lowest $39.37 per ton, during the protection period being lower 
than the lowest under free trade. In woolen goods the prices have 
fallen from 30 to 60 per cent. lower than they were 1860. From 1820 
to 1850 common salt ranged in price from $8 down to 75 cents per 
bushel. I refer my distinguished friends on the other side to the 
speeches of Thomas H. Benton on this question. Nearly all the salt 
during those years was imported, only a few thousand barrels being 
made annually in West Virginia and a small amount in New York. 

Again, according to the statements of our free-trade friends, salt 
should be sold at a higher rate by the amount of duty imposed on it. 
Under the protection given the salt manufacturers the production of 
the salt-works in New York and Michigan has developed to an enor- 
mous degree, nearly one hundred salt-works being in operation. The 
tariff has been reduced time and again, and the amount of duty on 
this is now only 22} cents per barrel of 5 bushels, or 4} cents per 
bushel, and the result is that the price of salt has steadily declined, 
being quoted at 61 cents at the works and 85 cents in Chicago, and it 
is retailed all over the West at $1.20 to $2 per barrel, according to the 
transportation charges. Are not our free-trade friends in error iu claim- 
ing that the tariff increases the cost of salt to the consumers ? 

If it be true, as claimed by the free-traders, that the consumer pays 
the tariff duty, why is it that muslin, prints, and many classes of cot- 
ton textile goods, on which the tariff is from 24 to 4} cents per yard, 
are not worth any more in this country than in England? Yet, as a 
matter of fact, a dollar in any country store in Iowa, 1,000 miles from 
a cotton-mill, will buy as many yards of muslin or prints as in any store 
in England—a statement which can be verified by the reports of the 
English papers. Furthermore, by the superior quality of our cotton 
fabrics we are successfully competing with England for the Japan and 
Chinese markets for this class of goods. 

If it be true that the tariff increases the cost of manufactures, why 
do we find the English papers full of advertisements of American stoves, 
organs, pianos, fixed ammunition, cutlery, axes, hoes, and other agri- 
cultural implements, on all of which there is a tariff, which are just 
as cheap and much better in style and quality than those made abroad? 
It is said that an Englishman's house is his castle.“ Notwithstand- 
ing the so-called burden of protection Americans seem to be in a fair 
way to storm the castle. 

Mr. Chairman, I was very much interested the other day when I 
heared the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
LMr. MILLS] speaking in regard to the great burden in the shape of a 
tax which was placed on ‘‘the poor man’s blanket.“ He talked so pa- 
thetically in regard to this subject that I wondered whether what he 
said could be true. I recollected that we had out in my State a woolen 
mill or two, and I concluded to send out to that State for a pair of blan- 
kets. I have those blankets here, and I ask that two of these page-boys 
take those blankets out into the area in front of the Clerk’s desk that 
members may see them. [The blankets were exhibited in accordance 
with Mr. GEAR’s request.] Sir, there is a pair of blankets as good as 
can he made in England oranywherein America, They weigh 5 pounds 
and 2 ounces, and it required for their manufacture 11 pounds of wool. 
They are made of Iowa wool in an Iowa mill by Iowa employés. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

The gentleman from Texas spoke of $2.50 as the cost in one case and 
$2.70 as the cost in another case of a pair of 5-pound blankets; and re- 
member, each of these blankets is just 5 pounds. The gentleman from 
Texas said that the duty on those blankets would be $1.90. per pair, 
and that this was the amount which the manufacturer put in his pocket. 
Now, sir, to manufacture this pair of blankets which the House has 
before it took 11 pounds of wool, at 27 cents a pound. 

Mr. STRUBL Where were they made? 

Mr. GEAR. At Bonaparte, Iowa, in my district. Now, 11 pounds 
of wool at 27 cents per pound would be $2.97; to that add 61 cents, 
which the gentleman from Texas says is the cost of making, and the 
amount will be $3.58; add to that the duty on blankets, 41.90, and 
the amount is $5.48. Now, if it be true that the amount of the tariff 


duty is added directly to the cost of the American blanket, the cost of 
these blankets should be $5.48; and, allowing the retailer a fair profit, 
they should sell at $6 per pair. But, sir, I have a certificate from the 
manufacturer certifying as to the quality and price. The wholesale 
price is $4.50; and the retail price at any store in Iowa, the cash dis- 
count paying the freight, is $5 per pair. [Applause.] 

I want to call attention to the fact that my friend from Texas in his 
illustration does not give the price at which the American blankets he 
talked about are sold—not at all; and I want to call attention also to 
the fact that the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, when 
they revise the tariff, and, as they say, take the tax off the poor man’s 
blanket,’’ do not take off one penny in favor of the poor man. They 
impose an ad valorem tax on all kinds of blankets, and the poor man’s 
blanket” pays the same ratio of taxation that the rich man’s blanket 
does, Yet our Democratic friends are posing around this country as the 
sole and only friends of the poor man. 

The manufacturer of those blankets, who lives in my district, isa 
gentleman who does not vote the Republican ticket; he is a good, old- 
fashioned Democrat. 

Mr. WARNER. But he will vote the Republican ticket hereafter. 

Mr. GEAR. I do not know, but one of the most prominent Demo- 
crats in my town told me this morning that if the Mills bill should 
pass no Representative in Congress from the State of Iowa who voted 
for it could come back to Congress. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] I ask the Clerk to read the letter and accompany- 
ing bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(Once of Isaiah Meek, successor to Meek Bros., proprietor of Bonaparte Woolen 
and Flouring Mills, and dealer in wool and grain.) 


BONAPARTE, Iowa, May 4, 1888. 


This is to certify that I sold to Jonx H. Gran blankets as per bill attached; 
that they are all wool; that at present the wholesale price is 90 cents per poun 


and retail price 81. 
ISAIAH MEEK. 
BONAPARTE, Iowa, May 4, 1888. 


Mr. Joun H. Gear, Washington, D. O., bought of Isaiah Meek, successor to 
Meek Bros., proprietor Bonaparte Woolen and Flouring Mills: 


One pair blankets, 5 pounds, $L........000-.ssoccssecsesrseesverercseoncassesovearsesesion 


Received payment, 
ISAIAH MEER. 


Mr. GEAR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this 
House to the fact that the passage of the pending tariff bill will not 
only seriously injure the wool-grower of my State, but it will also close 
up the mill where that blanket was made, and put out of employment 
the labor engaged in its manufacture. 

In controverting the theory that manufactures are made higher to 
the consumer by protection, let me take the article of cutlery. 

Professor Wayland’s Political Economy, published in 1842, page 140, 
contains this proposition: 

We aheavy duty on cutlery in this country, while not a tho d 
of the cutlery need ja monde hers, It would W cheaper ay pay. —.— 


sufficient to raise all the cutlery made im this country to its present price, and 
it would be for aught I suggest as good for the cutler, 


But had this sage counsel, intended to discourage the infant manu- 
facturers, been followed we would not have the cheap cutlery we have 
to-day, While we would have been dependent on foreigners for most we 
use instead of now obtaining our supply almost wholly from American 
workshops; and, furthermore, those American workshops would not 
now be flooding the markets of the world with their products and 
crowding those of Britain at the very threshold of her factories. 

But, broadening our view, let me make some comparisons between 
protective and free-trade periods. In 1860 our manufactures aggregated 
only $855,000,000 on an invested capital of $1,001,000,000. Employ- 
Ment was givento 1,311,946 person, to w how waapaillin wages ETa NA 
996, or an average of $290 each per year. The product was $1,972,755,- 
642, and in 1880, 2,752,595 operators were paid $947, 953,795, or an aver- 
age of $346 per year. In the mean time the cost of living had not mate- 
rially changed. I take a table from the report of the Director of the 
Mint, 1881, giving prices in 1860 and 1880: É 


Articles. 1860. | 1880. 
$5.19 | $4. 
18. 09 13. 
s 11. 


. 
— 


S 3 8885 


All will remember that in 1880 there was a strong tendeney to high 
prices, by reason of the general prosperity of the country; in 1860, on 
the other hand, as older people will recollect, there was a general de- 
pression in prices, following the disastrous panic of 1857. Consequent] 
the cost of living ought to have been lower in 1860 than in 1880. It 
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will be observed the difference, if any,was rather in favor of the latter 


year. In 1860 our steel uction was 11,838 tons; in 1880 it was 

1,397,015 tons. Copper in 1860 was produced to the amount of $2,- 

288,182; in 1880 it was $8,849,961. A fallin price attended the increased 
uction ranging from 6} to 8 cents. 

In Iowa the augmenta from 1860 to 1880 in manufacturers was 
as follows: Number of lishments, from 1,939 to 6,921, or over 250 
per cent.; in capital invested, from $7,347,886, to $33,987,886, or more 
than 350 per cent.; in hands employed, from 6,307 to 25, 382, or about 
350 per cent.; in wages paid, from $1,922,000 to $9,725,962, or about 400 

cent. The average pay increased from $304.87 to $343.65 per annum. 
increase in value of products, thatis,after deducting value of materi- 

als employed, was from $5,359,066 to $22,741,615, or almost 300 per 
cent. The aggregate value of products was $71,045,926. In the former 
years 36 per cent. of the product went into wages; in the latter year, 43. 

The first cast-steel establishment, or at least the first to endure, was 
founded about 1860, 

So well did the tariff of 1861 do its work that in a dozen years the 
steel manufacture of Pittsburgh alone amounted to more than the en- 
tire importation of steel, while the remainder of the country manufact- 
ured almost as much as was imported (and these figures do notinclude 
Bessemer and steel-headed nails). This product was furnished to con- 
sumers at from 2 to 3 cents a pound Jess than it was ever furnished for 

ior to the establishment of the American industry, even though the 
5 on the foreign article was now three times as great as under former 
tariffs, and to-day American manufacturers of steel have taken the con- 
tract in successful competition with those of Great Britain for the steel 
for our new armored cruisers and steel guns of caliber equal to those of 
any European power. 

en the first Bessemer-steel works were undertaken in America 
the price of steel rails purchased for American railroads and delivered 
at English ports, when the present duty was imposed, was $155 a ton 
in gold. Now American mills furnish them at $31.50 to $33.50 per 
ton, giving the English manufacturer not over $15.50 per ton after pay- 
ing the duty to pay freight, if any, and all the costof raw material and 
labor. Does anybody believe that without American competition their 
Tails would have been furnished them for twice the money? 

I quote from a recent number of the Industrial World: 


How im 
the Ran 


steel rails large importations of Engl 
FC 


~at Eastern mills for, aay $31.50 per 
products here the — E 
facturer only $15.50 per ton, according to the point in this country at which they 
are delivered, and assuming they may come across the ocean as ballast. 

But were manufactures alone thus benefited? By no means. Dur- 
ing the period from 1860 to 1880 the production of Indian corn in- 
creased over 100 per cent., that of wheat more than 150 per cent., the 
total of cereals 120 per cent., and the wool product 260 percent. Dur- 
ing this time the population increased only about 50 per cent., and man- 
ufactures, as before indicated, showed an increase of about 125 per 
cent., so that agriculture got its full share of the enhanced prosperity 
by protection. The trath is that protection duties encouraged the pro- 
duction of these goods at home, so that we have the ucts of both 
home and foreign markets to select from, instead of being compelled, as 
otherwise, to depend on the foreign market in which to make our pur- 


However beneficial free trade may appear to be on paper, I have yet 
to find the first country that has under it. Iam aware that 
the example of Great Britain may be cited; that country has done better 
than any other under the system. But there the mutterings of discon- 
tent are gathering in volume until they can be heard across the ocean. 
What is known as the “‘fair-trade’’ party, an organization growing in 
the number of its adherents rapidly, is hostile to free trade; while 
Ireland has certainly not been benefited by it. But whether success- 
ful or not, what kind of preparation for free trade was therein England ? 
Its manufactures were built up under a comprehensive system of pro- 
tection, combined with vigorous repression, as in the case of Ireland and 
in the American colonies, where needed for the furtherance of the object. 

An early act of the English Parliament specially offered all cloth- 
workers of other lands safety and protection carrying into England, 
Scotland, Ireland, and Wales. In after years Ireland received less 
consideration, or rather more of it, but of a less favorable kind. An 
act of Edward IIT made it a felony to export wool until otherwise or- 
dered by the king and council. -Another act prohibited everybody not 
of the royal family wearing any cloth thereafter brought into what is 
now the United Kingdom, unless the same was made therein. And 

* merchants, by another act, were prohibited from bringing cloths into 
England. Another act of the same reign prohibited all merchants 
from carrying any manner of wools, leather, wolfels (skins with wool 
on), or lead to the seacoast for shipment, on pain of penalty and loss of 
member and forfeiture of all property. Although this was repealed in 
the same reign, the exporting of wools and wolfels, etc., was prohib- 
ited by later enactments. Another act prohibited for a time bringing 
any card for wool into England or Wales. The preamble to this bill 


Brna ree for its passage, in the quaint style of the time, reads 
us: 


Whereas thousands of woolen card-makers and card wire-drawers of 
London, Bristol, Gloucester, Norwich, Coventry, and of many other of His 
Highness’ cities and towns, have heretofore lived and well maintained them- 
selves, their wives, families, and children by the benefit and use of their and 
faculty of card-making and drawing of wire within this realm; and now, of late 
time, by reason of the common bringing in of foreign cards for wool out of 
France and other foreign ports, the Said eard-makers and card wire-drawers 
have been so much impoverished that scant the twentieth person that has here- 
tofore lived by the said trades is now maintained and get work thereby. 

Free trade worked then about as it does now, it appears. 

Parliament went at one time so far in its determination to uphold 
the woolen manufacturers and discourage the importations of foregn 
linen, as to require the dead to be buried in nothing but woolen cloth- 
ing, and in a coffin lined with no other material. 

An act towards the close of the seventeenth century, haying in view 
the enhancement of England’s interests, prohibited the exportation of 
wool or wolfels, or woolen manufactures, from Ireland to any place but 
England; and the same act forbade the woolen manufacturers of the 
English plantations in America, as the colonies were called, from being 
exported out of the plantation where produced to any other plantation, 
or to any other place whatsoever; that is, they might be used where 
produced, but nowhere else, lest they should conflict with English man- 


Various acts of Parliament were passed especially aimed to improve 
the business of England at the expense of the colonies. No su, 
cotton, wool, indigo, ete., grown in the English colonies, were allowed to 
be exported except to England. Ships in the colonies were required 
to bring them to England. Nothing grown or manufactured on the 
continent of Europe could be sent to the colonies but by way of and in 
English ships. This was afterward modified so as to allow ‘servants, 
horses, and victuals,’’ as the act puts it, to be imported from Scotland 
or Ireland; salt for the fisheries, and wines from the Azores. No hats 
or felts were allowed to be rted from any of the colonies to any 
other. In 1750 Parliament forbade the erection in America of any 
mill for slitting iron, or plating forge to work with a tilt-hammer, or 
furnace for making steel, and British statesmen are at the same busi- 
ness to-day—in another way, however. 

I am aware that it may be said that these were the enactments of 
hardier ages. This is true; but they built up British manufactures, 
and their enduring effects enable the Island nation to sustain as gal- 
lantly as she does the losing cause of free trade. 

With our soil and our resources there is no excuse for our not pro- 
ducing everything which can in reason be produced in our immense 
territory, and our legislation should be shaped so as to assist in freeing 
our nation from commercial thraldom to other lands. What we ean not 
produce, such as tea and coffee and sugar, let us get as cheaply as pos- 
sible, ig let no duty enhance their cost. [Applause on the Republi- 
can side. 

This is, in my opinion, the true policy for a nation; a policy which 
will best promete the general prosperity of the American people. The 
great advantage of the protection system to the agriculturist is that it 
gives him a uniform market. Chief-Justice Story, nomen clarum et 
venerabile, says on this question that 

A large and uniform market at home for a nation's products has a tendency 
to prevent those many rises and falls in prices which are so deeply injurious to 
the farmer and planter, 

The ‘‘Cobden Club,” of England, an association composed of rich men 
who are largely interested in manufactures, which is supplemented by 
its honorary members in high places here, is to-day sowing broadcast 
through this country ‘free-trade’? pamphlets in order to persuade the 
American people that free trade is n tous. Why this is 
being done may well be asked. The answer is, if they can toa degree 
break down the American manufacturer, and thereby force our operatives 
into agriculture, they can then monopolize our markets for goods at their 
own prices and take their pay in American produce at prices fixed by 
themselyes. The question is well stated by Chief-Justice Long: 

Is America ready to give everything to Europe without any equivalent, and 
take in return whatever Europe may choose to give us on its own terms? 

Could the results of “free trade” be more clearly stated? 

We should ever bear in mind that in all ages there has been an irre- 
pressible conflict between monarchical and republican forms of govern- 
ment. This has been well expressed by Missouri’s great Senator, 
Thomas H. Benton, who said that— 

Foreign interference and foreign influence in all agesand in all countries had 
been the bane and curse of free government. And that such interference and 
influence are far more rous in the insidious intervention of the moneyed 
power than possible invasion of fleets and armies. 

Should not this interference on the part of the ‘‘ Cobden Club“ be 
considered by our people as an ‘‘insidious interference of the moneyed 

wer?“ 

While it is true that we have much in common with the English peo- 
ple, yet the Government and the interests of the two countries are in 
direct opposition of each other. Lord Robert Cecil, in a debate in the 
English Parliament, explained exactly the relations between England 
and the United States when he said: 

They were rivals politically,rivals commercially; again we are both manufact- 
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penned people, and in every port as well as in every court we are rivals to cach 
Other. 

In this conflict between free trade and protection we have on our 
side the interest of the manufacturer, the artisan, the laborer, and the 
producer of America; on the other, a large portion of the Democratic 
party backed by the whole monetary interests of England. Of this 
foreign influence we as Americans should be especially jealous. The 
passage of the Mills bill in the interest of free trade” is a victory for 

itish commerce. For this kind of victory is a prostration to our 
American and producing industries, and I must confess that I see but 
little difference between being subjugated by British commerce or by 
British cannon. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Nature has been bountiful of her gifts to the American people. In 
addition to the mines of precious metals, she has given them vast đe- 
posits of iron, copper, lead, coal, and other base metals in a lavish de- 
gree in many portions of the country. A 

To utilize these requires labor, which alone can develop all this vast 
amount of raw materials into implements and the manufactured arti- 
cles in order to enable us not only to live in comfort but to supply 
the wants of other nations. She has also given a kindly climate and a 
fertile soil, which is adapted to the growth of most of what we consume. 
In fact, no other nation is so well fitted by its natural conditions to 
maintain itself almost absolutely independent of foreign rations and 
influences as we, the American people, 

Bearing these facts in mind, is it not for the best interests of our na- 
tion to adapt its policies in such manner as to give the ‘‘ greatest good 
to the greatest number,” and to do this is not protection to our home 
labor an absolute necessity ? y 

Sir, we are told in the Good Book that ‘‘He that provideth not for 
his own honsehold hath already denied the faith and is worse than an 
infidel.” What are we, Mr. Chairman, as a nation but an aggrega- 
tion of households? And is not the divine command as imperative on 
usas on an individual? Is it not our bounden duty to so legislate as 
to provide for our own people rather than for those of other countries? 

Mr. , there are many glaring inconsistencies in this bill. 
Itis cunningly drawn so as to command the support of that portion of 
the country which the Democratic party counts on for its main sup- 
port, the solid South;’’ and it is also a direct blow at the industrial 
and agricultural classes of the Northern States from which come the 
Republican majorities. 

Let me illustrate. Takerice; the bill leaves rice, produced in South 
Carolina and Louisiana, with a duty of nearly 100 per cent., and also 
increases the duty on uncleaned rice, which is not only in the interest 
of the Southern rice producers, but will inevitably drive out of the busi- 
ness cleaning-mills of New York City and elsewhere. Why not make 
the duty on rice as it was before the war and thus give the consumers 
of this country, who use 250,000,000 pounds annually, the benefit of 
this cheap and desirable food? 

Again, the bill reduces the tariff on sugarabout 22 per cent. Why, 
may I ask, would it not be a sound policy to take off entirely the fifty- 
eight millions of tariff revenue on sugar? Sugar is an article of abso- 
lute necessity for all. Why levy what is a direct tax of over a dollar 
per capita on all our people for the benefit of its few raisers in the South? 
Sugar-cane, Mr. Chairman, is not indigenous to this country; it is an 
exotic with us, easily injured by frost or bad weather. Even the re- 
fuse stalks, or ‘‘ bagasse,” owing to climatic influences, can not be util- 
ized for fuel as it is in Cuba without a large expenditure for a peculiar 
kind of furnace to burn it in. 

Let me call the attention of the committee to the small area of land 
in the cultivation of sugar in the United States as compared with the 
acreage of corn in any Congressional district in my own State. 

In 1879 there were but 181,592 acres in sugar-cane in Louisiana, and 
the United States but 227,776 acres. In the seven counties comprising 
the district I have the honor to represent on this floor, there were in 
cultivation the same year 481,126 acres in corn over twice as many 
acres as there were in sugar-cane in the whole United States, And, sir, 
the agricultural products of those seven counties are three times the 
value of the sugar crop of the United States, and yet we are taxed 
er ee for the direct benefit of the sugar-planter. Think 
of it 

And yet after nearly half a century’sprotection there is not as much 
sugar grown to-day as there has been in times past. This country does 
not produce over one-tenth of the sugar we use; and yet the people of 
the United States paid during the past year nearly $26 an acre in the 
tariff on sugar as a rental on the 227,776 acres in the cultivation of 
cane. Is it not better by far for us to pay a bounty of $20 a hogshead 
on the sugar raised in the United States in 1887, which would amount 
to about $7,000,000, or about 2 cents a pound, and thus save $49,000,000 
which will be paid this year in the shape of a direct tax on the breakfast 
and tea table of every family in the land? 

This would be a practical relief to the Iaboring. classes whom our 
Democratic friends on the other side of the House are so loud in their 
9 to mid 

unty of the kind I have suggested, coupled with the proviso that 
this should not apply to countries that levy 5 export tax i AE 
N 


ported to this country, would, in my opinion, stimulate not only the 
growth of cane sugar in the South, but would also at the same time 
give an impetus to the production of sorghum and beet-root sugar, 
which our Western prairies and California are so well adapted to pro- 
duce. The result would be that eventually we would produce all the 
sugar that.the people of this country have use for. 

All the interests of the reliable Democratic States are cared for in 
this bill. The sumac of Virginia is protected, and cement, which was 
first reported to be put on the ‘*‘ free-list,’’ is now left with a protection 
of 10 per cent. because of the fact that in Democratic Kentucky is found 
not only one of the largest cement manufactories in the country, but 
it is also the banner State of Democracy. 

The lead of Missouri is but slightly reduced, and even the peanut in- 
terests of North Carolina are looked after with care. In the draughting 
of the bill by the majority of the Committee of Ways and Means the inter- 
ests of those States, a large number of whose members sit here elected by 
methods well known tothis House and the country, have been tenderly 
touched where touched at all. Again, Mr. Chairman, this bill aims a 
blow at the prosperity of the agriculture of the North, the West, and 
the Pacific Slope by the fact that it places on the free-list many articles 
grown in Canada and other foreign countries, which will be an injury 
to our home producers of those articles. 

Take one agricultural industry in my own State of Iowa for illus- 
tration. Flax isa fairly remunerative crop in that State under the pro- 
tection now given to it and its product, flaxseed-oil. Let me show you 
how it works. A poor man comes to Iowa to make a home for himself 
and family. He buys 160 acres of land on long credit, with interest on 
the deferred payments, and this accounts for a large amount of the 
mortgages we hear so much about. In the olden time it took a whole 
season to break up a portion of his land to be ready to sow grain in the 
second season; since we have had a fair duty on flaxseed he commences 
to break up his Jand in the spring and as fast as he has 10 acres broken 
he puts it in flax. By the 1st of July he has 50 acres broken and sown 
in flax, from which he can realize five or six hundred dollars the first 
year, and in addition have his ground ready for wheat or corn the suc- 
ceeding season. The result is that he is able to make his payment on 
his land and support his family during his first season. 

In addition we have in Iowa eleven oil-mills, costing alarge amount 
of money, and employing many men in their operation. This raising 
of flax in the West has been the means of the erection of these oil-mills 
and has reduced the price of oil, as was shown by my colleague, [ Mr. 
HENDERSON], to a much lower price than it has ever been bef re. 

By putting flaxseed and its product on the free-list you accomplish 
two things, you place the Iowa flax-raiser in direct competition with 
the ryot laborer of the East Indies and drive the oil-mills of the countr 
into ‘‘ innocuous desuetude,” and when this is done our people will in- 
evitably pay higher prices for oil than now. 

Again, wein Iowa have hoped that in the near future we would have 
factories erected in our State to uiilize the lint of our flax fields into 
thread and linen. That hope, if this bill is to pass, will never come to 
fruition. The lint will rot on the ground where it is thrashed. 

Again, the raising of potatoes under the existing protection isa fairly 
remunerative business in Iowa, the people of that State shipping to 
Chicago from five to seven hundred thousand bushels annually. This 
bill nominally retains the tariff on potatoes at 15 cents a bushel, yet 
really admits them free. I have no doubt that under this definition 
potatoes will be admitted free, thus letting in the Canadian potatoes by 
the cheap water transportation, while the small farmers in Iowa have to 
pay freight on their crop on two to four hundred miles of railway trans- 

tion. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are only a few of the inconsistencies of this 
bill. Time will not permit me to elaborate its many injuries to the 
manufacturing, agricultural, and laboring interests. 

But it may be well to inquire who has asked for the enactment of 
this proposed law. I have failed to hear presented on the floor of this 
House any petitions, nor have I seen in the RECORD any petitions ask- 
ing us to pass this bill; but, on the contrary, from all parts of the 
country have come hundredsof petitions, not from manufacturers alone, 
but those who eat their “ bread in the sweat of their fazes,” pro 
against its passage. From the East, from the North, from the great 
West, and the States of Oregon and California the people have protested 
against its passage. Shall we close our ears to their protests? 

I have personally been in receipt of many petitions and of letters by 
the score from my own State, trom manufacturers, wool-growers, arti- 
sans, farmers, and laboring men, protesting against the bill. Sir, the 
people of my State believe in a fair degree of protection to American 
industries of all kinds. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we in Iowa have not timber enough to build a 
fleet of canoes, yet I, in common with my colleagues, have been in re- 
ceipt of many letters and petitions from the laborers of that State, yea, 
from the Knights of Labor, urging us to vote for a subsidy to American 
vessels, so that the American flag may again be seen on the waters of 
the ocean as it was in the days of yore. 

The last revision of the tariff was made by the Republican party. 
Since that revision the Democratic party has been in the ascendency 
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in the lower House of Congress, which alone has the right to originate 
a measure of revenue; they have signally failed in adjusting the reve- 
nues to the constantly increasing surplus in*the Treasury. 

It is to the Republican party that the country must look for a proper 
adjustment of these economic questions. If a revision of the tariff is 
needed let us revise it by all means, but let it be done in such a man- 
ner as will not prostrate the industries of the country, as has been done 
by the Democratic party in the past; for it should be borne in mind 
that any revision of the tariff which will tend to throw out of their em- 
ployment American laborers can but prove disastrous to the best inter- 
ests of all, for labor, when employed at fair wages, is always contented. 
Drive labor out of employment by free trade or by any other method 
and at once it becomes demoralized and restless. [Applause. ] 

Sir, we are entering on one of the most remarkable political cam- 
paigns this country has witnessed—second only in interest to that of 
1860. Already the millions of voters are arming, not with swords and 
bayonets, not with cannons and muskets—the time for that, thank 
God, is past—but with 

A weapon that comes down as still 
As snow-flakes fall upon the sod; 
But executes a freeman’s will, 
As lightning does the will of God. 

Sir, in this contest the candidate of the Democratic party is already 
known. The President has so dominated his party that they can not 
nominate any one else. On whom the choice of the Republican party 
will fall I do not know, but this I do know: he will be one well worthy 
to lead the Republican hosts to victory in that conflict. On the ban- 
ner of the Democratic party will be inscribed free trade. Sir, behind 
that banner will follow all who believe in that fallacy, backed up by 
all the power and influence of the Cobden Club of England. On the 
Republican banner will be emblazoned protection to American indus- 
tries, a fair ballot, and an honest count. Under the Republican 
banner will march all who believe in the progress and upbuilding of 
the American nation. On this issue we make the fight, and of its 
result I have no fear, for, Mr. Chairman, it is said that coming events 
cast their shadows before. When the result is known it will be found 
that the American people have pronounced in unmistakable tones their 
condemnation of the principles underlying the Mills bill. And that at 
the close of that election day we shall hear from Lake to Gulf, from 
Maine to the Golden Gates“ of the Pacific pœans of victory welcoming 
the return to power of the Republican party, which has, by the policy it 
inaugurated, done so much for the moral and material elevation of the 
American people, and that for another quarter of a century in the 
future American interests will be as carefully guarded as they were 
from 1861 to 1883, 

During the delivery of Mr. GEAR’s remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I ask unanimous consent that my 
colleague be permitted to proceed for ten minutes longer. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the gentleman will be permitted to go on 
until he has concluded his remarks. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. If the time is extended it is simply taken 
from the time of somebody else. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to proceed 
for five minutes longer any how. 

Mr. GEAR. I can probably conclude my remarks in that time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request for an extension 
of the time of the gentleman from Iowa for five minutes? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GEAR then resumed and concluded his remarks. 

[Mr. DIBBLE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. HAUGEN addressed the committee. 

He was interrupted in his remarks by the arrival of 5 o’clock, when 
the Chairman stated that under order of the House the committee must 
rise. 
Mr. HAUGEN. How much of my time remains? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has fifty minutes of his time re- 


maining. 
The committee rose; and Mr. McCrEAry having taken the chair as 
8 er pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of the 
ole House on the state of the Union had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 9051) and had come to no resolution thereon. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under previous order the House now 
takes a recess until 8 o’clock to-night. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House at 8 o’clock p. m. was called 
to order by Mr. McCreary, who directed the reading of the following 
communication: 

SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. G, May 11, 1888. 
J. B. reside as Speak at 
VVV 
JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jonx B. CLARk, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 


os of the Whole House for the consideration of bills under the special 
order. P 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (II. R. 5961) to increase the pension now paid to Mrs. D, P, Woodbury. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask unanimons consent that the Clerk may read 
the titles of the bills in their regular order on the Calendar, and unless 
some member present calls the bill up for consideration it shall be 
passed over, not losing its place on the Calendar. 5 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 


JOHN KALBFLEISCH. 


The first pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. GROSVENOR) was the bill (S. 331) granting a pension 
to John Kalbfleisch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Kalbfleisch, Company A, One 
hundred and sixteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, at the rate allowed for loss of 
leg above the knee. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as followe? 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 331) 

nting a pension to John Kalbfleisch, having examined the same, report it 

ck with the recommendation that it do pass, and in support of this action 

adopt and make part hereof, as containing the facts of the case, the report of 
the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is as follows: 


Senate Report No, 63, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 331) granting 
a pension to John Kalbfleisch, private in Company A, One hund and six- 
teenth Ohio Volunteers, have examined the same and report: 

That John Kalbfleisch enlisted on August 22, 1862, in Company A, One hun- 
dred and sixteenth Ohio Volunteers, in the war of 1861; that while in the sery- 
ice and in the line of duty, on or about the 24th day of February, 1864, in jump- 
ing from a train of cars in motion, he sustained a serious injury to the right leg, 
resulting in amputation, which operation was Pestoemed in the field hospital in 
camp at Sleepy „West Virginia, where his company was stationed, per- 
forming guard duty for the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad. 

“He was honorably discharged on the 15th of May, 1865. He was pensioned 
March 27, 1869, to date from May 15, 1865, and dropped from the roll by order of 
the Secretary of the Interior of date June 18, 1877, upon the theory that the disa- 
bility was not received in the line of duty; and this is the only question in the 


case. 

All the evidence, from the filing of the original application for a pension 
down to the date of the last spomi for a restoration of Kalbfleisch to the rolls, 
shows that he was a good soldier, obedient, attentive, and faithful from the be- 
ginning tothe end of his long service. 

»The officer in command at Sleepy Creek testifies that on the day on which he 
received his injury he issued to him and two comrades a pass to toa place 
called Hancock to procure sole-leather to repair their shoes, which were ly 
worn, This statement is corroborated by several other members of the com- 
pany to which Kalbfleisch belonged, who had personal knowledge of the fact, 

he thus issued required the return of Kalbfleisch and his comrades at 4p. 
m. They walked to Hancock, about 5 miles distant, and returned on the rail- 
road ina freight train, which arrived at the camp a little before the hour at 
which the would expire, 

“The road track was practically in the camp, and when the train arrived at 
its Bx gid place for stopping, although they should have remained on the train, 
which they did not, they would have been in fact in the camp, amenable to its 
rules and regulations, subject to its discipline, and entitled to its privileges. It 
was usual for the train to stopat that point, but on this particular day it did not. 

“The two comrades of Kalbfleisch jum from the moving train and were 
uninjured. Kalbfleisch — . 8 or was caught by his clothing or in some other 
way on the door of the freight-car in which 3 were riding as he was about 
to jump, and fell from the train, his right leg being drawn under the wheels of 
the car and crushed. He was immediately surrounded by his comrades in the 
camp and at once carried to the field hospital. There are a number of affida- 
vits by these men, and there are affidavits by the comrades who 1 
nied him to Hancock, and who jumped from the train before him without in- 
jury, to the effect that Kalbfieisch was not intoxicated—not perceptibly under 

he influence of liquor, although it was admitted by himself and comrades that 
one of these latter had SP liquor at Hancock in his canteen, and that all 
of eee drank moderately of it. 

“ But 


them, 
from „ of himself if it was all drank by them, or by either of 
them, toget 
of this theo: support, nor 
is it believed by the committee that the soldier was strictly outside the line of 


duty. 

‘The testimony shows that he went only 4 or 5 miles away from the camp; 
that he went on à proper and necessary errand in the line of duty and by au- 
thority of his commanding officer; that he was mindful of this duty to return 
at or before the hour named in his pass, and that rather than be absent beyond 
the appointed time for him to be in camp, as he necessarily would have been if 
he 5 . be oa by on the train, he risked his life in jump- 
ing from it while in rapid motion. 

Ke was actually in the camp when the accident occurred, and but for his 
injury would have been ready for any duty required of him. He did immedi- 
ately receive as a soldier in the line of duty the firstand highest privilege of the 
camp, namely, service in the field hospital of the camp. He received 

erwards the s certificate of disability on account of the accident ‘ re- 
ceived while in the line of duty,’ and after that an honorable sprees E on ac- 
count df the disability resulting from such injury while in the line of duty. 

„The committee are unanimously of the opinion that John Kalbfleisch should 
be restored to the roll, and they recommend the passage of the bill,” 


1888. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. I think no stronger statement of this case can 
be made than the statement embraced in the report of the committee, 
and unless some member of the committee desires to oppose the pas- 
sage of the bill, I will say nothing further, but will submit it on the 
statement here made. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


REBECCA E. SHOEMAKER. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for considera- 
tion (by Mr. WILLIAMs) was the bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name 
of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker, widow of David R. P. Shoe- 
maker, deceased, late a private of Company E, Eleventh Ohio Volunteers, on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. YODER) was read, as follows: 


Rebecca E. Shoemaker is the widow of D. R. P. Shoemaker, late a corporal in 
Company E, Eleventh Ohio Volunteer en: 

Said D. R. P. Shoemaker died on ad day of October, 1877, from disease of the 
liver. The claimant made application for pension on the ground that said dis- 
ease was contracted by the deceased while in the Army in the line of service. 
The claim was rejected on the ground that the disease was not due to his mili- 
tary service. The evidence filed in the case is very contradictory, but an anal- 
ysis of it gives the following well-established facts, to wit: 

D. R. P. Shoemaker enlisted in Company E, Eleventh Ohio Volunteer Infan- 
try; was promoted corporal; was captured at the battle of South Mountain; 
confined in Libby prison; was exchanged, and returned to Ohio in feeble 
health; was trea! for liver disease by Dr. Debra; returned to ment De- 
cember 22, 1862, and was p ah ae on surgeon’s certificate of disability Decem- 
ber 31, 1863. and was treated for liver disease in 1864. He was a man of fine ed- 
ucation, of good habits, and physically sound prior to his enlistment. The 
evidence is OA as to his habits from 1872 to the date of his death, and 
the Pension Office decided the doubt against the claimant; but from the evi- 
dence, carefully examined, the committee are of the opinion that the soldier 
died from contracted while a prisoner of war, and do therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN E. LEWIS. 


T he next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for considera- 
tion (by.Mr. LANE) was the bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John 
E. Lewis. , 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John E. Lewis, a private, late 
of Company F, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred House bill 7665, 
submit the following report: 

John E. Lewis, the soldier in this case, made application to the Pension Office 
for a pension, and the claim was rej on August 17, 1882, on the ground that 
the soldier was not mustered into the United States service. The facts are, as 
appear from affidavits on file and the record in this case, that the soldier en- 
listed August 12, 1862, and was discharged September 1, 1862, before he was 
mustered into service, and that on the 28th day of May, 1830, his declaration for 

nsion was filed with the above result. ‘ 

here are several aftidavits on file with this committee in support of this claim. 
Dr. I. B. McNutt swears that he knew the soldier personally since 1865, and has 
treated him ever since, and that the soldier has scrotal hernia of the left side, 
and that he treated him in August, 1887, for a very distressing disease of the 
lower bowels as well as stomach, which the doctor believes was the result of a 
strangulation caused by the aforesaid hernia in the scrotal sack until it set up 
an irritation of the stomach and bowels, and that affiant considers the disability 
one-half of his time by reason of said injury. 

The claimant testifies that he enlisted in Company F, One hundred and fif- 
teenth Regiment Illinois Infantry, for three years, on the lith day of August, 
1862, and immediately went into 5 in Illinois. and was assigned to 
duty in said company, and for more than one month discharged the duty of a 
soldier; stood guard and did post duty along with the other members of the 
company, and w clothing and rations, and answered roll-call as long as he 
was able. Some thirty days after his enlistment he was ordered to assist a 
teamster in turning aloaded army wagon in anarrow 8 the wagon fell 
on him in turning in such a way as to producea rupture in the leftside or groin, 
producing scrotal hernia of the left side, and thereof he was unable to 
perform any more military duty, and was discharged by order of the post sur- 
geon about the 13th day of September, 1862. 

Affiant further testifies that when he went into Camp Butler he was exam- 
ined by a board of 8 and accepted, and that he had been discharged on 
account of the above ury, and that he has, since said injury, been disabled 
at least three-fourths of his time, and that his age is now fifty years. 

W.T. Linn and George A. Henderson, two members of said company, on their 
oaths fully indorse the statement of the said soldier, as above set forth, as to his 
enlistment and 1 a 

Charles H. Griffith, captain of the company, testifies that the soldier enlisted, 
as above set forth,and was a member of said company; that the soldier, acting 
under the order of Colonel Fanning, who had charge of the post, assisted in 
turning an army wagon; the wagon tipped and fell on the soldier, which caused 
n rupture, or what is called scrotal hernia, of the left side, which so disabled him 
that he was unfit to perform further military duty, and was examined, in a de- 
nuded state, by the post surgeon and held not to be able to perform military 
labor or duty, and was discharged. 

The consideration of all this testimony, as well as the papers on file in the 
Pension Office, leads to the conclusion that the soldier enlisted and was injured 
while in the service in line of duty, but before he was mustered into the serv- 
ice, and was examined then and there by the post surgeon, and his injury then 
and there received was pronounced by said surgeon to disqualify and disable 
said soldier from military duty, and in view thereof the committee recommend 

that said bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
nendation that it do pass, 
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LEMUEL R. REA. 


Mr. ROGERS. I desire to ask a favor of the House. Under other 
circumstances I would not do it. I have had a sick family for two 
weeks. I have come here to-night rather under protest. There is a 
single claim I am interested in—the case of a man totally blind. I 
desire to leave the House as early as possible. I have not asked the 
House to consider a case this session and should be glad if that favor is 

nted to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Arkansas? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I think I must object. 

Mr. ROGERS. If my wife were not sick I would not ask to inter- 
fere with the business of the committee. As I said, I came here to- 
night under a protest. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I shall not object, but I do not want 
this to be regarded as a precedent for calling up any other bill outside 
of the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Arkansas. z 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I call up the bill (S. 2419) granting a pension 
to Lemuel R. Rea, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lemuel R. Rea, late a private in 
Company I, Second Illinois Cavalry. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 
After the word “cavalry ” insert at $10 per month.” 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) was read in part. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent to dispense 
with the further reading of the report. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2419) 
granting a pension to Lemuel R, Rea, have had the same under consideration, 
and beg leave to adopt as their own the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions, which is as follows: 

“This claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that the disa- 
bilities alleged by the claimant—blindness, piles, and lung disease—did not re- 
sult from the service. Rea enlisted August 6, 1861, in Company I, Second Regi- 
ment Illinois Cavalry, and was d August 11, 1864. 

The testimony shows that at enlistment he was ‘remarkably healthy,’ and 
that he ‘took great pride in his ability to endure hardship and undergo fatigue.’ 
James S. McCullough, who knew him from boyhood, testifies that the claimant 
was ‘a strong, healthy young man’ at enlistment, and adds: 

“*Living on a farm adjoining his father’s home enables me to state without 
3 what I am sure is a fact, namely, that he lost his health after entering 
the service. 

“The claimant alleges that while in camp at Camp Massac, near Metropolis 
air III., in October, T861, he had an attack of the measles, which induced piles 
ani lung disease, and which occasioned weakness of the eyes that finally, in 
1881. resulted in total blindness. 

“That he did so suffer from measles is shown by an abundance of testimony. 
There was a very heavy rain, that flooded the quarters, and he got very wet.’ 
The next morning was very cold, and on account of the measles his comrades 
were ongen to remove him to a neighboring house; they did not think he 
wou! ve. 

Anthony Coyle, a comrade, who was detailed to attend Rea and several others 
who were suffering from the measles, testifies that he complained frequent): 


about his suffering’ is recovery, ‘particularly from bleeding piles an 
weakness in his eyes.’ On account of the disabilities that result rom this 
sickness he was often excused from duty. All the boys knew he was weakly, 


so he was never pushed hard while on fatigue duty.’ 

Walter E. ice, a comrade, testifies: 

have seen him when on scouting duty grow pale and almost fall from his 
horse; at such times he has told me he was suffering with the piles. His eyes 
were weak when he had those bad spells, That his weakness resulted from his 
wounds I have not a doubt.’ 

„S. S. Irwin, another comrade, testifies that 


Rea had a cough and was generally regarded as eee d He also suf- 
fered with his = There was a time that he wore goggles. He was ap- 
pointed farrier of his company, to make his duties easier.’ 


“That the claimant has never since ceased to suffer from piles is abundantly 
shown. Ona special examination the examiner in his summary said: 

That the claimant bad measles in the service, and that, most probably re- 
sulting therefrom, his eyes became diseased, there is no doubt in m mind, 
Granting “soundness ” at enlistment, he certainly contracted pfles in the serv- 
ice, and been disabled thereby more or less since his di y 

In 1879 Rea had a 8 spell of sickness, saat on his weakness 
and general debility; in 1881 he had another attack, and this time erysipelas set- 
tled in his eae igma eae and permanent blindness. The Pension Office 
then seized on the prox’ te cause of the blindness (erysipelas) and disregarded 
the former weakness of the eyes and general weakness of the system, which 
might naturally enough have induced the erysipelas, and rejected the claim not 
only for blindness, but also for piles, which was overwhelmingly established. 

“The mant comes of an excellent family, is a reputable and worthy citizen, 
is totally blind, has a family of nine children, and is in sore need of help,” 

Your committee believe the claim to be meritorious, and therefore return the 
bill with the recommendation that it do pass, amended, however, by inserting 
after the word “cavalry,” in line 5, the words “at $40 per month.” 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the amendment of the 
committee will be agreed to. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word about that 
amendment. 

Several MEMBERS. It is not necessary. The bill is all right. 

Mr. ROGERS. What I desire to say is very brief, and if the com- 
mittee do not sanction it I shall have no more tosay. I understand 
that the regular rate of pension for tdtal blindness is $72. The report 
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of the Committee on Invalid Pensions does not state why they propose 
to reduce it to $40 in this case, and I think the amendment ought not 
to pass. J think this man ought to have whatever pension is allowed 
to other persons who are totally blind. With these observations I 
submit the case. If the Committee of the Whole think he ought to 
have but $40 a month, of course I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. LYMAN. You say the man is totally blind? 

Mr. ROGERS. Totally blind; the report so states—totally and per- 
manently blind. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the bill simply places 
the applicant on the pension-roll subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws. 

Mr. ROGERS. That is exactly what I desire. I do not care to have 
any sum fixed in the bill. 1 desire that the Pension Office shall rate 
hi 


m. 
Mr. SPOONER. What rate does the committee’s amendment pro- 
9 


Mr. ROGERS. Forty dollars. 

Mr. SPOONER. By whom was the bill reported ? 

Mr. ROGERS. By Mr. WALKER, of Missouri, who is not present, 

Mr. SPOONER. I submit that there must have been some reason 
for the amendment. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, does the report state that this 
man is totally blind? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Then it seems to me that it would be ridiculous 
to make the pension for total blindness in this case $40 a month, when 
the law fixes the rate at $72. We ought to be consistent in these 
matters. 

Mr. CASWELL. Will the Chair please have read again that portion 
of the report which speaks of this man’s blindness? 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The claimant comes of an excellent family, is a worthy and reputable citi- 
zen, is totally blind, has a family of nine children, and is in sore need of help. 


Mr. CASWELL. Why do the committee propose to reduce the pen- 
sion to $40? 

Mr. ROGERS. They do not state the reason in their report, and I 
know of no reason. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
from the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. What is the provision of the bill now, 
that the man shall be placed on the roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension law? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to thank the committee for 
its courtesy. 


The question is upon the amendment reported 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up a bill which I introduced at the request of an officer of the Pension 
Bureau. Itis not for anybody in my district. I shall not be here 
for the next week or two, and therefore I ask that the bill be now 
taken up. 

Mr. FORD. That is just my fix. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. _Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SHERMAN]? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. THOMPSON] ob- 
jects. The Clerk will report the next bill. 

HENRY L. POTTER. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. SPINOLA) was the bill (H. R. 7857) to increase the pen- 
sion of Henry L. Potter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bett etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter, late colonel of the 
Seventy-first Regiment of New York State Volunteers, to $72 per month during 
his natural life, together with a from January 4, 1876, the date of mak- 
ing his application, to June 17, 1878, at per month, and from June 17, 1878, at 

per month, in lieu of the pension heretofore paid and now received by him. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The record of the claimant is as follows: He entered the service as lieutenant- 
colonel of the Seventy-first New York Volunteers, July 18,1861; he was granted 
thirty days’ leave of absence November 25, 186l,on the ground of disability, 
resulting from a severe contusion of chest and injury to spine, caused by his 
horse falling with and upon him; wounded in action August 27, 1862, in battle 
at Bristoe m, Va. ister of commissioned officers shows him severely 
wounded in the left hand at date and place aforesaid. 

Under date of October 29, 1862, he was granted thirty days’ sick leave on ac- 
count of this wound. The surgeon’s certificate shows that the wound of hand 
had not yet healed, and there remained a fistulous 2 through which 

rulent matter discharged. Mustered in as colonel y 1, 1863. On August 

» LESS, — was granted sick leave for twenty days upon the following surgeon's 
certificate: 

I have carefully examined this officer, and find that he is suffering from gas- 
tro-enteritis, nephritis, dysen causing general debility, besides contusion of 
ba ty che nag ankle, caused by a piece of shell striking the part at the battle 
of Gettysburgh. „ 

He was finally discharged, to date December 31, 1881. 


Colonel Potter is now in receipt of pension at the rate of $30 per month, or 
total in rank, on account of gunshot wound of Jeft hand and wrist, gunshotand 
shell wound of left leg, chronic diarrhea, and injury to chest. 

The wound of hand alone entitles this officer to total in grade, or $30 per 
month, because of the anchylosed condition of the wrist. The wound of knee, 
according to the report of the examining surgeons, is 7 inches from knee, and 
has the appearance of having been severe in character, The disability is of a 
muscular character. The other injury of the leg is confined to fts inner side. 
The cordicle is highly discolored. The muscles of the leg are flabby, and the 
measurements around are decidedly less thari those of the right. The concus- 
sion incident to the injury serves to explain the numbness, muscular inability, 
and swollen condition of ankle. Disability from wounds of leg one-half total. 

In addition to the wounds above described, Colonel Potter is now and has been 
suffering for many years with lung affection as well as its usual sequel, disease 
of heart. The medical referee of the Pension Office, under date of December 30, 
1886, admits the latter to be-the greater of the disabilities under which Colonel 
Potter is laboring, but gives it as his opinion that the same are not shown to be 
chargeable to the militaryservice. In this view he was sustained by the Secre- 

of the Interior on March 26, 1887. 

he Secretary says: “The appellant claims that his disabilities are so great 
as to require the constant aid and attendance of another person, but, even ad- 
mitting this to be true, he has not shown that all his disabilities are due to the 
incidents of service. Colonel Potter is now receiving the highest pension of 
his rank, for the proved disabilities, that can be allowed under the law. It 
remains for him to make his claim by presenting the necessary evi- 
dence * * *” In other words, were it shown to the satisfaction of the Pen- 
sion Bureau that disease of heart and Jungs are chargeable to the military serv- 
ice, Colonel Potter would be allowed a pension of $50 per month, 

It would seem that the severe injury to chest, which is a matter of record, and 
which disqualified Colonel Potter for along time for the performance of mili- 
æy duty, should afford ample explanation of the present condition of lungs 
and heart. But your committee find that the fact that he has been suffering 
from these diseases ever since discharge is established by lay and medical tes- 
timony the reliability of which is not questioned. Theattending physicians at- 
tribute this condition to the combined effects of the wounds, injury, and diar- 
rhea, all conceded to have their origin in the service and line of duty. There 
is much evidence presented to the committee, all tending to show that this of- 

„because of combined disabilities, is dependent upon the personal aid 
and attendance of others daily to administer medical relief and for other pur- 


Colonel Potter was a most gallant officer, on many occasions by his personal 
and daring efforts turning a nt defeat into glorious victory. His bravery 
and daring on many fields of battle was duly recognized by Generals Sickles, 
Hooker, and others, who invariably assigned him and his gallant command to 
where the greatest r threatened, He is now a complete wreck, and hav- 
ing served his country well, should not be left to suffer in his old age. 

Vhile the committee is fully impressed with the justness of the relief asked 
for, yet neither the rules of the committee nor of the House would warrant to 
aceede to all the provisions contained in the bill under consideration, but un- 
hesitatingly agree to afford such relief as precedents will warrant; and there- 
fore report favorably on the bill and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by 
striking out all after the word volunteers,“ in line 6, and inserting therein in- 
stead the words to $50 per month.” 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELISHA GRISWOLD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar called up for consideration 
(by Mr. CHIPMAN) was the bill (S. 835) for the relief of Elisha Gris- 
wold, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elisha Griswold, formerly of Com- 
pany F, Third Michigan Cavalry. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 835) for 
the relief of Elisha Griswold, agree with the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions as to the facts. 

The said report is as follows: 

“The a entered the service January 23, 1864, in Company F, Third Mich- 
igan Cavalry, and was di i February 12,1866, He filed his application 
for a pension January 20, 1880, claiming that in January, 1866, he fell from aswing 
in a building occupied as a barracks and struck on h ead and shoulder, sus- 
taining injuries that have proved painful and materially interfered with his 
performance of manual labor. His statements as to the circumstances of the 
alleged injuries are substantiated by several comrades, and the examining sur- 
geon gave him a one-half rating and the examining board a three-fourths rating. 

**Hisapplication was rejected December 18, 1885, on the ground that the alleged 
injuries were not received in the line of duty. 

The soldier received his injury while engaged in recreation in the barracks 
where he was quartered. Notwi' nding, your committee are of opinion that 
such recreation is a necessary part of a soldier's life, and therefore recomm 
the passage of the bill.” 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. ENLOE. I wish to ask consent to have a bill taken up ont of 
its regular order. It is a bill granting a pension to a constituent who, 
from all the information I have, will probably live but a very short 
time. The report is not long. If the House is willing to take up the 
bill, I would like to have it done at once, as I am scarcely able to be 
here this evening, and desire to retire. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California. I call for the regular order. 


LEWIS DAVIS. = 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5903) for the 
relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war of 1812. 
Mr. FINLEY. Lask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to place the name of Lewis Davis, of Laclede County, 
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Missouri, a soldier of the war of 1812, on the pension-roll, at the rate of $33.83} 
per month. 
The report (by Mr. Biss) was read, as follows: 

‘The record shows that the claimant served in Capt, William Wallser’s com- 
pany. Thirty-ninth Infantry, from October 26, 1813, to October 26, 1814, in the 
war of 1812 with Great Britain. 
14, 1571, at the rate of $3 per month. He isaged about ninety-two years. The 
committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the words 
“thirty-three and a third dollars,” wherever the same may occur in said bill, 
and substituting in lieu thereof the words “twenty dollars,” and that the bil so 
amended pass, 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee, to strike out ‘‘ thirty-three and one-third dollars“ wherever it 
occurs in the bill and substitute 520,“ it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. KINCAID, 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7719) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to George W. Kincaid. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask that this bill be considered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, e'c., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations ofthe pension laws, of George W. Kincaid, war of 1812, to $50 per month. 

The report (by Mr. FINLEY) was as follows: 

The committee find the facts to be as stated in Senate Report No. 1373, Forty- 
ninth Congress, first session, which report is hereto annexed and made a part 
of this report, and is as follows: 

The committee have examined the papers in this case with very great in- 
terest. It is an application for increase of pension by a soldier of the war of 
1812, and who is now fast verging to the close of a century of life, having been 
born in 1790. 

The claimant enlisted on the 28th of December, 1812, and was discharged on 
March 15, 1815, upon the certifiente of Surg. T. Watkins, by reason of disabili- 
ties incurred by diseased liver aud pulmonary affection. 

“The claim was rejected on the ground that no certificate could be found on 
file, and that there was no evidence identifying the claimant as the soldier per- 
forming the service alleged. 

“The claimant for increase is already a pensioner under the acts and supple- 
ments thereto giving pension to soldiers of the war of 1512. 

“He is utterly and entirely destitute, and for many years has been wholly de- 

ndent upon his neighbors for care and subsistence, as the evidence discloses 
Ta petition signed by numerous citizens and herewith appended as a part of 
this re 


“To ths honoradle the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates: 

“ The petition of the subscribers, citizens of Richland County, Ohio, respect- 
fully showeth that George W. Kincaid, whose residence for a great many years 
has been Belleville, Richland County, Ohio, was a soldier of the war of 1812; 
that his only means of support for many years has been the pension of $8 per 
month granted to the soldiers of that war. They further represent that in con- 
sequence of his great age, being now about ninety-six years of age, he has be- 
come so helpless that he requires the constant care and attendance of a nurse; 
that for several years this additiona) expense has been borne by his neighbors, 
as he has no family or relatives able to suppers him. In view of his services to 
his country, and his great age and helplessness, we respectfully ask that his 

ion be increased to $30 por month, which will barely pay the expense of 
is support for the remainder of his life. 

“And asin duty bound, we will ever pray, etc. 

“a5 F. Hines, Wm. Gerloch, H. Farber, H. L. Maury, O. E. Oberlin, Irwin 
Fisher, R. J. Hubbill, II L. Hess, Reuben Evarts, Ben. O. Smith, O. S. Hawley, 
Gustav Etz, J. M. „ Wm. Long, U. F. Armstrong, C. V. Morrow, Wm. C. 
Beattie, T. A. Swonger, A. W. Lewis, J. J. Charles, Wm. Le Fever, Leroy Le 
Fever, J.M Alexander, J. R. Tennan, D. A. Lanehart, J. H. Burkholder, E. 
L. Garber, Wm. H. A. Raudebaugh, C.J. Brown, E. A. Brown, C. A. Lafferty, 
John Winemiller, S. B. Donel Sharp, J. C. Potts, C. B. Waters, C. Strome, 

-E, Shafer, Cyrus Gatton, B. Scott. W. A. Black, Cyrus Day, Wm. F. Mad- 
den, B. J. Levins, A. M. Young, C. N. Ink, W. H. Batterson, D. M. Teeter, A. 
G. Fans, J. C. Nelson, Charles Etz, J. P. Walsh, B. F. Greely, J. Jay Dean, 
R. W. Bell, J. W. Kelly, O. H. Gurney, A. Cunningham, Bent Charles, O. 
Howard, Henry Spain, Daniel Walker, W. H. Smith, II. O. Sheidley, Chas. 
Purcell, Jacob Winemeller, Wm. F. Charles, J. F. Greely, Aaron Leedy, J. 
S. Garber, John Gatton, J. W. Rhinehalt, Calvin Robinson, D. L. Young, George 
Rhein, B. C. Brown, Dr. W. T. McMahon, A. Fitz-John, J. E. Howard, Frank 
Shafer, A. J. Fiaharty, M. L. Bonar, J. V. Oberlin, H. L. Canfield, D. J. Rum- 
mel, II. C. McCiuer, 

“tn hisown sworn statement made before Hon. John Meredith, probate judge 
of Richland County, Ohio, on the 20th day of January, 1861, the veteran claim- 
ant qualifies csto his own identity as the same Kincaid who was a sergeant in 
Captain Barnard’s company, Fourteenth United States Infantry, during the war 
with Great Britain declared in 1812. That his disabilities were incu: in Sack- 
ett's Harbor, N. Y., while in the line of duty, from which he has never recov 
ered. For three years after his discharge he resided in Baltimore, and was 
treated for said disease of the liver by Surgeon Watkins, long since deceased. 
‘That he lived at other places for short intervals, and has been treated by other 
physicians, but received no benefit therefrom. 

~i His first application for the required increase of pension was made in 1861, and 
he testifies that the long delay in seeking aid from the Government arose from 
his ignorance of the rules of the Department and the law. In June, 1852, for 
some unknown reason, not stated in the records on file in the Pension Office, 
the further progress of tho case was suspended. He comes now before Congress 
for the relief which, in the opinion of the committee, he should have had long 


rs ago. 
in farther proof of his identity the records of the Third Auditor's Office for 
September, 1835, the accounts of Paymaster Dobbin, United States Army, show 
George William Kincaid to have been asergeant of Captain Barnard’s company, 
Fourteenth United States Infantry, the dates of his enlistment, di „and 
the reason for the same. 

Further, the following certificate from Captain McIlvaine is to the minds of 
the committee conclusive : 

do hereby certify upon my word and honor as s late officer and a gentle- 
man that I know George William Kincaid, and that he served in the Fourteenth 
Regiment United States Infantry faithfully and honestly in the late war, and 
that he was under my command as an attendant at the recruiting headquarters 
in Baltimore, and that I left him doing duty in the office under Colonel Lane 
and Captain Cummings in 1814. 

“WM. McILVAINE, 


Late Captain in the Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry. 
“*Wuire HALL, BALTIMORE County, July 18, 1835,’ 


He is now a pensioner under act of February” 
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“Samuel B. Hugo, a surgeon’s mate in the war of 1812, certifies to his personal 
knowledge as to the service of the claimant in that war. 

In January, 1861, Drs. H. O. Mack and S. M. Chandler made a personal ex- 
amination of the claimant's condition, and found him suffering from chronic 
derangement of the liver, and by reason of this and a combination of diseases 
to be totally disabled from obtaining a living by manual labor. 

In view, therefore, of the foregoing testimony, which is conclusive to the 
committee as to the merits of the ease, and from the great age of the claimant, 
they recommend the pposay pamare of the bill.” 

The committee therefore adopt said Senate report as the report of this com- 
mittee, and recommend that the accompanying bill do paan, with the following 
amendment: In line 6 strike out the words “fifty do! and insert in lieu 
thereof the words “thirty dollars.” 

The amendment reported by the committee, to strike out, in line 6, 
the words “ fifty dollars” and insert in lieu thereof ihe words thirty 
dollars,” was agreed to. 5 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 


the recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM COMPTON. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6574) for the 
relief of William Compton. > 

Mr. FINLEY. Icall for the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, of follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay William Compton, a soldier in the regular Army, 
in the Thirty-ninth Tennessee Infantry and other regiments, from 1814 to 1819, 
£25 a month, instead of $8 a month, as at present allowed and paid him. 

The report (by Mr. FINLEY) was read, as follows: 


The official records show that William Compton was duly enlisted on the 30th 
of June, 1814, and served in Capt. Richard H. Bell's company, Thirty-ninth Regi- 
ment United States Infantry, and was transferred to the Seventh United States 
Infantry, and after the treaty of peace he was sent in command to Creek Nation 
and was discharged at St. Mark’s, Fia., June 29, 1819, from Captain Blackstone's 
company, Seventh United States Infantry, thus serving five years, being the en- 
tire time for which he enlisted. 

On the ist day of March, 1871, he filed an application for pension, and was 
allowed a pension of $ per month, commencing February 14, under the 
service-pension act of that date. On the 2d day of April, 1887, the pensioner 
applied for an increase, alleging blindness, deafness, nervousness, and gen- 
eral disability on account of extreme old age, being unable to perform any kind 
of manual labor. 

As the service-pension act fixed the rate of pension at $8 a month, and no pro- 
on being made for any increase over that amount, bis application was re- 

jected, 

The soldier now appeals to Congress for relief, and asks that his pension be 
increased from $8 per month (the rate he is now receiving) to $25 a month. 

He is now nearly ninety years of age; has no property; no one to care for 
him, and is totally unable to perform any kind of manual labor. 

In view of the foregoing facts and in consideration of the soldier's long, faith- 
ful, and honorable service in behalf of his country, his extreme old age, his 
feeble condition, his poverty, and his high standing asa citizen, your commit- 
tee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


HANNAH H. LATHAM. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8506) for the 
relief of Hannah H. Latham; which, as no member called for its con- 
sideration, was passed over. 


W. A. LEMASTER. 


The next business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 647) for the re- 
lief of W. A. Lemaster. 

Mr. FINLEY. I call for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to W. A. Lemaster, of Iconium, Iowa, the whole sum of the pen- 
sion due to George Lemaster, d , at the date of the death of said George 
Lemaster, to wit, June 23, 1573, said pension having been erroneously withheld 
from said George Lemaster from March, 1861, during and up to June 23, 1873: 
Provided, That said W. A. Lemaster shall first make proof satisfactory to said 
3 that he is the sole surviving heir of the said George Lemaster, de- 
cease 

Mr. MATSON. Imake a point of order against this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. MATSON. At these Friday evening sessions the business is 
expressly limited to the consideration of bills granting pensions. This 
bill is in the nature of a claim against the Government, and is not 
now entitled to consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN (after examining the bill). The Chair is clearly 
of opinion that, in accordance with thespecial order under which these 
Friday night sessions are held, this bill can notbe now considered. It 
is in the nature of a claim; and the special order confines the business 
of these Friday evening sessions to bills granting pensions. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the bill be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. This bill was considered in the Senate 
by the Committee on Pensions, and in this House, after a reference to 
the Committee on Pensions, it has been reported favorably. I make 
the point that under the circumstances any rule which might have ex- 
cluded this bill from consideration has been waived, and that it is com- 
petent now for the Committee of the Whole to consider it, 

The CHAIRMAN. Within the recollection of the Chair, a similar 
point to the present was made in the Forty-ninth Congress, and it was 
rben held that bills of this character were not in order at Friday night 
sessions. The question is now on the motion of the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. MATSON]. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, is it necessary that this 
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bill should be reported back to the Honse with the recommendation 
that it be referred to the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I make the point of order that if it is not proper 
for the Committee of the Whole to consider the bill, it is not compe- 
tent for them to make any order whatever with reference to its dispo- 
sition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the motion is in order. 

Mr. ADAMS. Undoubtedly the motion is in order. It will rest, of 
course, in the discretion of the House whether the bill shall take the 
course proposed. The bill, having been considered and reported by the 
Committee on Pensions, is properly on the Calendar. - The point of or- 
der may be well taken that it can not be considered this evening; but 
it does not follow that the bill must be referred to any committee. 

Mr. PERKINS. It should retain its present position on the Calen- 
dar. 

Several MEMBERS. Certainly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. That was the point I was making on 
the motion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the Chair will allow me, I should like to be 
heard on this point. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 
Mr. MATSON. I apprehend the motion is perfectly in order, but 


I do not wish to hamper the gentleman who has charge of the claim, 
and therefore withdraw it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The motion having been withdrawn, it is not 
necessary for me to say what I intended to say, that the motion is 
clearly out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, after a full investigation of 
this question, that it occurs to the Chair if the bill is properly on the 
Calendar it ought to remain there. 

The Chair is advised differently, though, by a number of gentlemen, 
but thinks, after all, that it should remain on the Calendar, and if we 
have no jurisdiction of it, that weshould not disturb it at all, Hence 
it will remain where it is. 


HENRY C. RICHARDSON, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (called up by 
Mr. FINLEY) was the bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry 
C. Richardson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry C. Richardson, late of Com- 
pany K, Fifth Kentucky Volunteers. 


Mr. FINLEY. This bill, if passed, will only give this man a pen- 
sion of $2 a month for the loss of a finger; and as the report is lengthy, I 
ask consent to dispense with the reading of it. 

Mr. MATSON. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


Henry C. Richardson was enrolled asa private in Company K, Fifth Kentucky 
Infantry Volunteers, October 15, 1861, and was discharged November 4, 1864. 
On April 13, 1885, he hiled in the office of the Commissioner of Pensions a claim 
for pension on account of the loss of the third finger of the left hand on the 8th 
of October, 1862, near the battle-field of Perryville, Ky. This claim was rejected 
October 16, 1886, upon the ground that claimant had declared his inability to 
3 evidence showing that the alleged injury was received in the line of 

ut y. 

The certificate of Claiborne J. Walton, M. D., shows that the claimant has lost 
the third finger of his leſt hand at the metacarpal joint. 

In an aflidavit filed April 1, 1886, the claimant states that his finger was shot 
away by the accidental discharge of his gun; that he was sitting upon a fence 
with his gun in his hands when the rail upon which he was sitting broke and 
threw his weight on the hammer of the gun and caused the discharge by which 
his hand was injured. He states that he does not now remember any one who 
was present when his injury was received. 

In an affidavit filed January 21, 1886, the claimant states that the captain in 
charge of his company at the time is now dead, as are also the lieutenant and 
first sergeant. The claimant states also that he was injured as alleged about 4 

m. October 8, 1862; that when so injured he was in the rear upon leave granted 
b his captain; that at the time he was suffering from chronic diarrhea, and 
that his captain had told him to go to the rear, and to remain there “until he 
got better, and when able to do so to rejoin his company,” 

The records of the War Department furnish the following information touch- 
dag claimant's service: 

September and October, 1862, absent; accidentally wounded at Pe: lle; 
now in Louisville, Ky.; same to December 31, 1862; January and Fubruary, 
1863, absent; sick in Hart County, Ky., October 20, 1862; the claimant returned 
to duty April 6, 1863; July and mags dong 1863, on detached service as teamster 
and so eontinued, so far as shown by company records on file, until May, 1864, 
when he was reported sick at Nashville, Tenn. ; he was mustered out of service, 
with detachment, November 4, 1864.” 

In response to a letter from the Pension Office, John D. Brent, late captain of 
Com pany K, Fifth Kentucky Volunteers, under date of September 23, 1836, says: 

“Henry C. Richardson lost his A a! on or about the battle of Perryville, in 
1 by the accidental discharge of his gun. He was a faithful soldier and did 
his duty when able.” 

D. T. Moneypenny states under oath that he knows that the claimant— 

Was wounded at Perryville, Ky., in the Jeft hand, by the loss of his third 
finger; said finger was shot off close to the palm of the hand, leaving no joints; 
saw him a short time before he was wounded; also saw his wound dressed,” 

P. T. Richardson, a member of claimant’s company, states under oath that 
the claimant— 

“Was wounded at Perryville, Ky., in the left hand, by the loss of his third 
finger; said finger was shot off close to the palm of the hand, leaving no joints, 
He also says that he saw him at time he was wounded.” 
$ „ of these witnesses is reported good by the postmaster at Mun- 
ſordville, Ky. 

In view ofi the fact that claimant did faithful service for more than three e 
more than two years of which service was rendered after he received the injury 


of left hand, and in view of the fact that said injury was undoubtedly received 

while he was in the service, although he is unable to furnish evidence showing 

3 line of duty,“ your committee recommend the passage of the bill for 
is relief. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM BURK. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. 
R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk. 

Mr. FINLEY. I ask the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. FORD. Irise to a question of order. Do I understand that 
the order made this evening contemplates that any member present ean 
call up a bill when it is reached on the Calendar? For instance, that 
a member of the Committee on Invalid Pensions could call up his own 
bills or bills reported-by him as they are reached, although the mem- 
bers who may have introduced them are not present to call them up 
for themselves? 

The CHAIRMAN. Any member has the right when the bill is 
reached on the Calendar to ask its consideration under the order made 
to-night, 

Mr. FORD. Whether interested or not? 

The CHAIRMAN, Yes. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eté., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to all the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws of the United States, the name of William 
Uurk, late lieutenant of Company D, Thirtieth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
United Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) was read, as follows: 


The claimant filed a claim for pension in the Bureau of Pensions April 19, 
1875, which was rejected upon the ground that at the time when the claimant 
5 the alleged disability he was notin the military service of the United 

States, 

The records of the War Department show that the claimant was mustered 
into the service as first licutenant of Company D, Thirtieth Kentucky Volun- 
teers, to date May 2, 1864. 

The claimant alleges that about the month of December, 1863, he was called 
to fill the poston of first lientenant of said Company D,” and that about the 
month of February, 1864, at Monticello, Ky., he contracted rheumatism, which 
has totally disabled him for the performance of manual labor. 

Notwithstanding the fact that the records of the War Department fail to show 
that the claimant was in the service in said company and regiment, there is 
abundant evidence on file to show that the claimant was, at the time when he 
alleges he contracted the disability, with the company, and was engaged in the 
performance and discharge of the duties of a soldier, and did contract rheuma- 
tism, which affected his leftlegand ankle. The evidence on file establishes also 
the continuance of said disease to the present time. 

The medical examinations show that the claimant's left leg has wasted away, 
and that there existsanchylosis of the hip, knee, and ankle joints. The evidence 
filed by claimant satisfactorily shows that prior to his service in said company 
and regiment the claimant was free from rheumatism, It appears from the 
evidence that the claimant is in destitute circumstances, 

Your committee would recommend that the bill be amended by striking out 
the word united!“ in the seventh line thereof, and by substituting therefor the 
word mounted; and by inserting, afterthe word “ infantry,” in the eighth line 
thereof, the words “and to pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month,” 
and when so amended that the bill do pass, 


The amendments recommended by the committee were adopted. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. . 


ABIGAIL SULLIVAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. FINLEY, was the bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pen- 
sion to Abigail Sullivan. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to all the limitations, 
restrictions, and provisions of the pension laws of the United States, the name 
of Abigail Sullivan, widow of the late William Sullivan, late of Company G, 
Tw Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
on granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and respectfully report: 

William Sullivan, husband of Abigail Sullivan, was a soldier in Company G, 
Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, from October 15, 1861, to Feb- 
2 20,1863; that he was discharged on account of disability contracted in the 

rvice in January or February, 1862; that his disability continued from date of 
disc! until his death in 1876, gradually and continuous! wing worse ; 
that in his lifetime he applied for pension on account of raced disability, which 
was not allowed until rhis death; that after his death his widow applied 
for pension as his, the soldier’s widow, which was rejected on the ground that 
soldier did not contract the disease of which he died in the service, but that he 
died from pneumonia, 

This conclusion of the Department must have been reached from the testi- 
mony of Dr. Baugh and Mary Ann Meisser. The former was not present and 
did not see soldier during his last sickness, and Mary Ann Meisser was not a 
pores and only gives her opinion. Dr. Baugh gave his opinion from what 

ne had heard of the case, but testifies that soldier was sound when he entered 
the service; was in feeble health and not able to labor at date of and after dis- 
charge; that prior to his death soldier had been sere feeble, was suffering from 
general prostration of nervous system, and his lungs were affected from colds 
and disease contracted in the serv: Itis also shown by other reliable wit- 
nesses and by the record that soldier was partially paraly: and suffering from 
rheumatism at date of discharge and suffered from same until his death, having 
a bad cough and complaining of severe pain in his left leg, hip, side, and breast. 

The committee deem it unimportant as to whether pneumonia was the dis- 
ease with which he died or not, since it is, in the opinion of your committee, 
evident from the proof before them that soldier contracted such bodily disability 
in the service of the United States and in line of duty as continued vp to aad 
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must have invited and necessitated the disease of which he died, and besides, 
the proof as to the soldier's disability prior to and at time of death constitute 
n state of case 3 to, and most probably did, result in pneumonia. 


The committee, after a careful consideration of all the facts presented to them 
in the records in the Interior Department and other proof, are satisfied this is 
a meritorious case, and recommend that the bill pass. 


The biil was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


PENELOPE MORTON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky, was the bill (H. R. 3690) 
granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow of Lieut. James Morton. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll 3 to the provisions aud 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Vene 4K orton, widow of James 
3 late lieutenant Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers, 


Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. This bill, Mr. Chairman, or rather a 
bill identical in all respects with it, was passed by both Houses of Con- 
gress at the last session, but failed to receive the approval of the Pres- 
ident. 

Mr. MATSON. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


A bill was introduced in the Forty-ninth Congress to t a pension to 
=r ered pol late lieutenant Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky 
olunteers. 
The appended report, which the committee adopt, clearly and fully sets forth 
the evidence in the case: 


House Report No. 3265, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


“James Morton was mustered into Company F, Twenty-second Kentucky 
Volunteers January 10, 1862, and resigned February 18, 1863. 

The claim was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of no record, 
and that the disability did not make its fy ee until after his resignation. 

The claimant states: December, 1862, he was detailed for picket duty ; that 
it rained all night, and he became thoroughly wet and chilled, and was forced 
to march next morning without breakfast, and that night slept on some palings 
taken from a fence to keep out of the water,and the following morning was 
chilled throughand stiff, and caught a severe cold, which lasted until he arrived 
home. The alleged rheumatism did not make its appearance until a few days 
after his arrival home, which was in March, 1863. 

Pr. Charles W. Secrest states that he became acquainted with claimant in 
1857, and saw him up to his enlistment, and knows that he was an able-bodied 
man in every respect. 

J. W. Fulton states that he was a physician in early life, and knows claimant 
was a sound man and free from rheumatism at enlistment. 

“W.J. Worthington, colonel of claimant's regiment, states that he knew 
claimant well prior to and at enlistment, and there was not a more robust man 
in the command until claimant contracted rheumatism,near Vicksburgh, by ex- 
posure to almost continuous rain and having to lie on the damp ground with- 
out shelter, and adds that this claim is certainly a meritorious one. 

F. C. Robb, adjutant of claimant's regiment, states that he has known claim- 
ant for about twenty-five years, and knows that he was a sound, stout, and 
healthy man when he entered the service, and believes his (claimant's) rheu- 
matism was the result of exposure to er w. in service, 

“Thomas Bush, comrade of claimant, states that— 

“* Claimant was very sick after the charge on Chickasaw Bluffs, and vomited 
n great deal. They were out in the swamp of Mississippi River without tents 
= exposed to bad weather, and believes claimant's rheumatism resulted from 
said exposure. 

„Capt. John L. Goodman testifies that 

When theclaimant went intoservice he was uncommonly strongand healthy, 
and free from any disease; that in the latter part of December, 1862, the men 
had to lie on the wet ground while the army was moving from the mouth of the 
Yazoo River to Chichasaw Bayou, and on the day the was made claimant 
complained of sickness and looked sick: that he gave out during the charge 
and was poet eyes to lie down on the battle-field, and from that time on com- 
plained of being sick, claiming it to have been brought on by exposure and lying 
on the wet ground.“ 

“John Pratt, claimant's comrade, testifies that 


“*at the charge on Chickasaw Bluffs claimant was taken sick, and affiant 
knows that it was in consequene of claimant being ex to the weather.’ 

“A. S. Davis, another of claimant's comrades, testified substantially as above. 

“ Lieutenant-Colonel Worthington states that claimant has never recovered 
from the rheumatism contracted during service, and is now hopelessly and per- 
manently 8 

“Adjutant Robb states that since claimant came out of service he has been 
disabled by rheumatism. 

“J. W. Fulton, who in early life was a physician, states that he has seen the 
claimant off and on since his discharge, and that he has suffered continuously 
from rheumatism, first of an inflammatory character, and then chronic. 

Dr. Secrest states that he saw the claimant in 1867, and he was then notable 
to help himself on account of rheumatism. Up to 1881 claimant was one-half 
disabled, and since that time he has been totally disabled until about six months 
ago, when claimant was able to go on crutches, 

“John Moran states that in June or July, 1863, he was working with the 
claimant, and claimant was then complaining of rheumatism in one of his legs, 
and had to quit work on account of said disease, and knows claimant has had 
it every year since. 

„Mathew P. Stewart states that he was at claimant’s house in 1863, and claim- 
ant was then complaining of rheumatism, and was suffering from that disease. 
Affiant boarded with the claimant from 1964 to 1866, and knows claimant suffered 
from rheumatism more or less during the time he staid with him. 

Voluminous testimony from the most influential and upright citizens in 
Greenup County, Kentucky,and Scioto County, Ohio, testify to claimant being 
aman of honor, standing high in the estimation of all to whom he is known; 
that claimant at one time a large property, but has consumed it all on 
account of his disease, and while it lasted would not appeal to the Government 
for help, and a consideration of his claim would not only be appreciated by the 
claimant, but by all the old soldiers in his community. 

“The claimant is well known to Hon. W. H. Wadsworth, member of the 
Kony ee Congress, who can say that the claimant is a deserving and reputa- 

e citizen. 

“ Your committee, after an examination of the case, find the claim to be a mer- 
itorious one. They therefore recommend the passage of the bill, amended by 
striking out lines 6 and 7 and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘of James 


Morton, late lieutenant Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers.““ 

Before said bill was finally acted on the said James Morton died. A bill was 
then introduced in the Forty-ninth Con granting a pension to Penelo; 
Morton, widow ofsaid James Morton. This bill both Houses late in the 
session and was sent to the President for his approval, but not in time for his 
examination, and the bill failed for want of approval. Said bill is hereto at- 
tached and referred to. The bill under consideration is the same as passed and 
referred to above. à 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


During the reading of the report, 

Mr. WILLIAMS said: I move to dispense with the further reading 
of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The gentleman from 
Kentucky has stated that this bill passed both Houses of Congress at 
the last session, but failed to receive Executive sanction. If there be 
no further objection, the reading of the report will be dispensed with, 
and it will be ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report is printed above. r 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JANE BROWN DUNN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. MATSON, was the bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pen- 
sion to Jane Brown Dunn. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jane Brown Dunn, daughter of 
William II. H. Dunn, late a private in Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteers, and Company L, Fourth Indiana Cavalry, and to pay her a pension 
of $12 per month from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8159) 
granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn, submit the following report: 

William H. IT. Dunn wasa pic in Company A, Sixth ment Indiana 
Volunteers, and in Company L, Fourth Indiana Cavalry, in which service he 
died on the 4th of December, 1863. His only child, Jane Brown Dunn, then a 
minor, was pensioned at the rate of $8 per month, commencing June 4, 1864, und 
ending by limitation December 5, js 

She now represents that she is prostrate and utterly helpless from spinal dis- 
ease; that the death of her father left her without relatives and entirely depend- 
ent upon strangers upon whom she has no claim, and she prays for the passage 
of a special act for her relief. 

Respectable citizens of Hanover, Ind., the home of the petitioner, make the 
following statement: 

To our knowledge she has been for over a ear entirely prostrated, so as not 
to be able to raise herself in her bed, and we are sure the granting of a pension 
to her will meet the approbation ofall who know the helpless condition in which 


she is placed, 7 
2 “J. B. SARUTE 
W. A. RANKIN 


erci 
“DAVID ENNIS, 
“ Late Captain Company A, uaa capers 4 aes: Volunteers, 


“ Postmaster, Hanover, Ind. 


“L, II. JONES, 
Late Private Company I, One hundred and forty-fifth Indiana Volunteers.” 


Dr. E. L. Conklin, of Madison, Ind., makes oath that Jane B. Dunn is and has 
been under his professional care, and that she is a confirmed invalid from curv- 
ature of the spine. 

‘The pension laws do not apply to the case of this helpless and dependent 
daughter of the dead soldier. t there are precedents for extending relief by 
— enactments in cases of this kind. The committee therefore report the 
bill favorably, and recommend that it do pass with an amendments triking out 
the word “twelve,” in line 9, and inserting ‘‘ eighteen.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


CHARLES W. SANBORN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
was asked by Mr. DINGLEY) was the bill (H. R. 362) to increase the 
pension of Charles W. Sanborn. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn, late a 
private in Company H, Seventeenth Maine Regiment, by 3 said Sanborn 
a oe rating for right inguinal hernia, as an additional disability to those for 
pat a he is now pensioned, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 362) 
to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn, having considered the same, re- 
port as follows: 

Claimant was a private in Company H, Seventeenth Maine Volunteers, and 
was pensioned for chronic diarrhea and gunshot wound of the foot, but failed 
to include hernia in his eee Soldier subsequently made application 
for an increase on account of hernia, which claim was rejected by the Depart- 


ment. 

The evidence on file in this case conclusively shows that before soldier was 
disc „and while at home on furlough and dangerously sick, a hernia ap- 
peared. On this point Dr. Albion Cobb testifies in these words: 

“Lam ong and physician, and as such have, from time to time, since my 
return from the Army, attended Charles W. Sanborn. Said Sanborn has, and 
had at the time of his discharge from the service of the United States, a scrotal 
hernia on the right side, in regard to which I have repeatedly given advice and 
treatment; that being a medical officer in the same division with said Sanborn 
Iknew him while in the Army at the front, and knew that he was sick with 
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chronie diarrhea, and thereby reduced to an extreme 2 of debility, and I 


he violent straining 


believe and have no doubt that the debility, together wi 
rattan g and exciting cause of said 


oon st a by said diarrhea, was the p 
ernis. 

Tuts claim was specially examined, and the special examiner found as follows: 

“I have no doubt but the hernia resulted from weakness, as is alleged. The 
surrounding eircumstances were such that the witnesses could not well be mis- 
taken as to the time they saw the hernia, as the soldier required the same care 
as an infant. As to his emaciated and feeble condition for at least eight months 
there can be no doubt, I think the claim meritorious, and recommend its ad- 
mission.” 

It need only be added that soldier before discharge was for a long time so sick 
as to require constant and unremitting care, and that during that time the her- 
nia appeared, unquestionably due to extreme. debility and the results of strain- 
ing at stool, and t the hernia was seen and examined by many persons dur- 
ing that time, including one physician. Your committee are fully persuaded 
that a mistake was e in not allowing this claim in the Pension Office, and 
therefore report the bill back fayorably, and recommend its passage. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
RAPHAEL FOWLER. 


The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. WEBER) was the bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to 
Raphael Fowler. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the name of Raphael Fowler bo placed 2 55 the pen- 
sion-roll of the United States as the dependent father of Raphael S. Fowler, late 
a private in the Fifty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) is as follows: 


That it satisfactorily appears from the evidence in this case that Mr. Fowler, 
the beneficiary, is now a man seventy-three years of age, and is now living with 
and su by one of his sons; that in the fall of 1360 his wife died, leaving 
him ths eight children, five sons and three daughters, the oldest then being 
twenty-three years of age, and the youngest being three years of age; that in 
the fall of the same year he, with three of his children, was taken sick, and one 
of the children died. He was then compelled to break up his family, placing 
the younger ones with relatives. 

I ly on the breaking out of the war of the rebellion his oldest son 


labor, and is now entirely de- 
a others for his support. That all his children are in poor circum- 
stances, families bg — 4 4 upon them for support. 

The commitiee think that this poor old man, baying given to his country the 
service of himself and three of his sons, and the life of one of them, and now de- 

ndent upon others for his support, is justly entitled to the relief given by this 
Bin, and they therefore recommend that it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
EVELINE M. ALEXANDER. 


The next pension business on the Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4578) 
granting a pension to Eveline M. Alexander, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. 
Andrew J. Alexander. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the gentleman is not present who introduced 
the bill I ask that it be considered. 

Mr. WEBER. Let me state to the gentleman from Alabama that 
Mr. SAWYER is necessarily absent. 

Mr. WHEELER. At the suggestion of some gentlemen around me, 
that the gentleman from New York may desire to be present, I with- 
draw the request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over informally, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar, 

ELIZA ANN SHAVER. 
The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 


asked by Mr. SEYMOUR) was the bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to 
Eliza Ann Shaver. 


The bill is as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 


limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Ann Shaver, as mother of 
ei aa Shaver, late of Company E, Twenty-second Regiment New York 
State ry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
891) | phig a a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver, have had the same under consid- 
eration, ae y beg leave to submit the following report: 

Eliza Ann Shaver is the foster-mother of Benjamin N, Shaver, who enlisted 
in Company E, Twenty-second Regiment New York Cavalry, December 18, 1863, 
and died November 6, 1864, while a prisoner of war, at Salisbury, N. C. 

The soidier, as shown by the evidence, was adopted by the claimant at the 
age of three weeks, and was taken care of and provided for by her until enlist- 
ment at the Roe seventeen years, She was a widow at the adoption of the 
soldier, and remained so ever since. Was never of any real 
estate, while her personal pro y does not exceed in value the sum of $125, 
For many years, and up to within a short time, she was supported by a son-in- 
In his death has cut off this avenue of support, and at the age of seventy- 
six is now left without means of adequate support. The evidence also shows 
that the soldier contributed to the claimant's support during his service. She 
3 nape before the Pension Bureau, because the law provides for natural 


But Congress having in similar cases granted relief, and believing from the 
evidence presented that the case under consideration is meritorious, your com- 
mittee report favorably on the 8 bill and ask that it do pass, 
amended, however, by inserting after the word “as,” in line 6, the word “ fos- 
ter,” and also after the word “cavalry,” in line 8, the words “and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


EDMUND RYAN. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. BELDEN) was the bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension 
to Edmund Ryan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary ofthe Interior be, and he 3 author - 
ized and directed to place on the pénsion-roll the name of Edmund Ryan, de- 
arg father of Michael an, late of Company K, Twelfth Regiment New 

ork Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension under the provisions and lim- 
itations of the general pension law. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill R. 
7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

und Ryan is the father of Michael Ryan, who was killed in battle at Bull 
Run, Angust 30, 1862, while serving as private in Company K, Twelfth Regi- 
ment New York Volunteers. 

The father applied for pension October 2, 1878, but his claim was rejected by 
— rhein in cc on the ground that he was able to support himself at time of 

e son's death. 

About 1859 claimant and his son, the soldier, contracted for the purchase of a 
salt block in Onondaga County, New York, and in security ‘or mortgaged 
a house and lot, all the property the father owned. The son’s enlistment ne- 
cessitated the employment of a laborer, which reduced the profits in the works, 
and gradually the business began to run down, until the mortgage upon the 
house and lot was foreclosed. Claimant was thus left without means of sup- 
port except that derived from his daily labor. For a time he was employed at 
the salt-works at a salary of $25 per month, but old has compelled him to 
abandon all work, and, at the age of eighty- two years, he is dependent upon the 
charity of others. 

The soldier left neither wife nor child surviving him. His mother died before 
ORRE ai liberall, ded made by d den 

n, ways rally respon to e epen: t par- 
ents of deceased soldiers, who, under the provisions of existing laws, are pre- 
vented from a successful prosecution of their claims before the Pension Bureau, 

The case under consideration a to be meritorious and coming within 
the well: ents. Yourcommittee therefore report favorably on 
the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, j 


EMELINE C. YOUNG. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consider- 
ation (by Mr. BELDEN) was the bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to 
Emaline C. Young. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Eemaline C. 
Young, widow of Roswell Young, late of Company D, One hundred and forty- 
ninth New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension law. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 5 strike out Emaline” and insert “ Emeline.” 
Amend the title so as to read: "A bill granting a pension to Emeline C. Young.” 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read in part. 

Mr, SPINOLA (interrupting the reading). I ask unanimous consent 
that only the findings of the committee be read, and that the report be 
printed in full in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pe to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6049) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young, have had the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of Roswell Young, who enlisted in Company D, 
One hundred and forty-ninth New York Volunteers, Se ber 5, 1862, and was 
discharged the August 15, 1865. He received a shell wound of shoulder 
at the battle of Chancellorsville, Va., May 3, 1863, for which he drew a pension 
at date of his death, February 8, 1885. 

The widow's claim has been ‘Fa pyran by the Pension Office on the ground 
that in the opinion of the med referee the death-cause is not shown to be 
chargeable to the soldier's military service. 

Dr, Erastus S. Mumford, the attending physician, and who made a post-mor- 
tem examination of the body, testifies : 

“ Attended the soldier about a month in spring of 1883. ad severe pain in 
left side, extending from the shoulder into the back and hip. Had high fever 
and vomiting. It was difficult to diagnose the case, but attributed the trouble 
to the wound of shoulder. In July and August, 1883, soldier was confined to 
bed, suffering from the same symptoms. 

From that time until November, 1884. aMant treated soldier more or less for 
the same trouble in a milder form. On December 26, 1584, found soldier in bed, 
weak, vomiting, pain in side, with hardened condition of stomach and liver, 

and continued to treat him until his death, February 8, 1885. Post-mortem 

found an enlarged liver scirrhus, extensive disease of stomach and pancreas. 
The whole upper part of the abdominal cavity was broken down, and the 
organs contained therein in a state of 3 There is no history of can- 
cer in the family, and it was affiant’s opinion that the disease was induced by 
‘oe aoe and chronic inflammation which had supervened from the wound of 
shoulder.” 

The wound was evidently a serious one, as soldier was under treatment for a 
long time after its receipt and transferred to the Invalid Co: There is also 
record of treatment for chronic rheumatism while in the ee. 


Claimant was married to the soldier in 1844. After the receipt of kis wound 
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she went tothe hospital in which he was treated and remained there as nurse 
giving much of her time to the care of other wounded soldiers. She is now ol 
and left without friends or means of support. a 

The soldier's death-cause is known, but the origin of the fatal disease must 
necessarily be more or less involved in doubt; but the sworn statement of the 
attending physician, who stands high socially and professionally, would seem 
to justify your committee in solving the doubts in the case in favor of this old 
and poor widow, and therefore return the accompanying bill with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


The amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 

JESSIE M. BARTHAUER. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was the bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pen- 
sion to Jessie M. Barthauer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sec of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jessie M. Barthauer, widow 
of William C. Barthauer, late private of Company A, One hundredth Regiment 
New York Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read in part. 

Mr. CHIPMAN (interrupting the reading). I suggest that only the 
letter part of the report be read, containing the recommendation of 
Commissioner Black. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have had presented for their considera- 
tion, under the joint resolution of May 29, 1830, through the honorable Secretary 
of the Interior, a letter addressed to him by the honorable Commissioner of 
2 recommending favorable consideration of the pension claim of Jessie 


uer, 

From this letter and the files of the Pension Bureau it appears that Jessie M. 

Barthauer is the widow of William C. Barthauer, who served as private in Com- 

ny A, One hundredth New York Volunteers, from Augast 22, 1862, to May 8, 
18885 At the assault at Fort Wagner, July 18. 1863, he received a serious wound 
of left band resulting in nearly total loss of same. He also received a gunshot 
wound of left thigh. From these wounds he suffered more or less the rest of his 
life, The pains became excruciating, often depriving him of sleep. He had ne- 
orosi of the bone of left wrist, and an open ulcer; the thumb had been ampu- 
tated and the four fingers were stiff and entirely useless. 

In the left thigh there was atrophy of the muscles, and an injury to the sciatic 
nerve. To relieve the suffering due to his wounds, morphine was taken under 
medical advice, increasing the doses as his sufferings me more intense. 
For the six days preceding his death his pains had been so severe that he could 
not sleep, but he abstained from the use of morphine until the night before his 
death, when he purchased ten half-grain pills. The next evening the attending 
physician was called in and found in coma. The patient did not recover 
therefrom, dying six hours later. 

The ner of Pensions says: 

“This claim is recommended for the action of Congress for the reason that 
the deceased had no suicidal intent, but resorted to the use ofthe narcotic which 
caused his death for the purpose of relieving the intense suffering caused by the 
wounds received in the service.” 

Your committee concur in the recommendation of the 88 and there- 
fore submit a bill for the relief of the widow, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
JAMES LUCAS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. CLARK) was the bill (S. 1096) granting a pension to 
James Lucas. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Lucas, late a private in 
Company H, One hundred and eleverih Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read in part. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I request that the further reading of the report 
be dispensed with, and that it be printed in full in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1096) 
granting a pension to James Lucas, have i the same and re $ 

The full statement of facts contained in the report of the Senate Committee 
on Pensions, which is hereto attached and made a A ae hereof, induce the com- 
mittee to believe that this is a meritorious case, and they therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass. 

“ The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 
to James Lucas, have examined the same and report: 

“A bill to pension this claimant passed the Forty-ninth Congress. The report 
was full, showing clearly that he was entitled to a pension. That report wus as 
follows, and is adopted: 

“ The claimant was a private in Company H, One hundred and eleventh Regi- 
meut Ohio Volunteers. His military record is without blemish. In the begin- 
ning of the year 1881 he applied for a pension, alleging his disability to be rheu- 
matism, incurred in the service. The Pension Office rejected him ‘on the ground 
that the disease alleged. rheumatism, had not disabled him to such an extent as 
to entitle him to a pension, as shown by the evidence.’ 

“The claimant appealed from this decision, and the Pension Office was sus- 
tained by the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, which, like the first decision, 
is based entirely on the report of the medical examining boards. 

The committee do not agree with the conclusions of the Pension Office and 
the Assistant y, but assume that there is ample testimony to show that 
the man is disabled and has been so since his discharge. 

John W. Smith, captain of his company, says, of his own knowledge, claim- 
ant incurred the disability alleged, rheumatism and pains in the back, which 
still (April, 1881) exist. 

In April, 1851, Dr. Bishop, of Fond du Lae, Wis., the claimant's home since 
the war, swears that he treated him periodically the last previous ten years for 
pain in the left side and for rheumatism, which at times was so severe as to to- 


tally disable him. This, as medical testimony, is more reliable than that of the 
examining boards, before which, after three examinations, all of which did not 
probably consume an hour, he is dismissed with the information that there is 
nothing the matter with him, only that he was a broken-down old man. i 

“James H. Pease, of Fond du Lac, has known the claimantsince 1870, during 
all of which time he has been afflicted with weak back and joints, and rheuma- 
tism; that he has been unable to labor to any extent, and often not at all— 
sometimes confined to his bed. Nine respectable citizens of Fond du Lac tes- 
tify that they have known the claimant many years, some of them since he re- 
turned from the war, and that he has been continuously afflicted with rheuma- 
tism and unable to labor to any material degree. Here, then, we have the evi- 
dence of the captain of claimant’s company, who also has a good record; that 
of a respectable and regularly attending physician, and nine reputable citizens, 
most of them known to the Senator who makes this report, agu the reports 
of 5 examining boards, one of which says, when pressed for a careful exami# 
nation: 

“The muscles and tendons appear normal and healthy. He is 5 fect 6 inches 
high: actual weight, 124 pounds.’ 

“The committee can not reconcile the statements that he is a broken-down 
old man, reduced by emaciation to 121 pounds, with ‘muscles and tendons in a 
normal and healthy condition.’ 

75 The committee report the bill favorably, with a recommendation that it do 
pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
BASILE CHAMPAGNE, 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr, CASWELL) was the bill (S. 801) for the relief of Basile 
Champagne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the visions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Basile Champagne, late private ia 
Company B, First Wisconsin Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read in part. ; 

Mr. SPINOLA. Lask that the further reading of the report be dis- 

with, except the recommendations of the committee, and that 
it be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 801) 


for the relief of Basile Champagne, have examined the same, and report: 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions in this case, hereto attached 


and made a t hereof, makes a very full statement of the facts in this case and 
ep exc case to the committee, and they therefore recommend that the 
o pass. 


“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 801) granting 
a pension to Basile ares gr nae have examined the same, and report: 

“The claimant enli September 14, 1861, in Company B, First Regiment 
Wisconsin Volunteers, and he was March 2, 1883. Prior to enlist- 
ment he worked in the northern pineries in his State, and the evidence shows 
that he was a healthy, hardy youngman. He was discharged for disability in- 
curred in the service, and the surgeon calls his disease hepatizaticn of the right 
lung. The claimant disayows any affection of this character, but says he was 
treated for diarrhea and kidney trouble. He says the diarrhea was cured, but 
the kidney disease has gradually in „and that its severity is and for a 
long time been such as to disqualify him for manual labor 

The claim was rejected—that for chronic diarrhea, on the ground that he had 
not suffered from this cause since discharge; and that for kidney disease, be- 
cause the War Department has no record that he was so afflicted, and because 
the claimant is unable to furnish evidence of its origin and existence. It is true 
that the War Department has no record that he and was treated for kidney 
disease. Such accurate information is not furnished, nor can it be expected 
from this source, The Adjutant-General, however, does report that— 

From enrollment to April 30,1862, he was present. and June, 1862, ab- 
sent without remark. Return for June, 1862,sick at Shel ile. Return for 
July, 1862, ame. Return for September and October, 1862,in hospital at Bowl- 
ing Green, Ky. So reported to February 28, 1863. March and April, 1863, dis- 

at Bowling Green for disability.’ 

It is well known that the Department resources for information in pe: 
cases v 5 tradictory,and seldom satisfactory. It is some- 
thing in this case t 1 show that he was sick and required care and medical 

hospital. He probably did have diarrhea, for it was 

3 among soldiers, but he admits candidly that he recovered from it. He 

nsists pertinaciously upon being pensioned for kidney disease, and there is 

evidence that he had it in the service, has it now, and has had it in the interval 
between the time of his discharge and the present time. 

“Two witnesses, who are not im ed, swear that they were well nc- 
gocen with claimant from 1856 until he enlisted, and know that he was a 
sound man. 

“Two of his comrades swear that they were with him in hospital; that he 
was treated for diarrhea; that he had a Jame back, and they were informed it 
was from kidney disease. 

“Another comrade, who was in hospital with him, says he was told that he 
had trouble with his kidneys, and he knows that he complained a great deal 
of his back and bad to go to the sink very often. 

On examination by the ial examiner, who is trying to make the witness 
contradict himself as to kidney disease, this witness says: 

I do not really know that it was kidney disease, but I heard him complain 
of a lame back and said he had a pain there.’ 

i We 8 e pete nies Ling birds hen discharged. I weighed 

We were two pretty-looking bi wW we were di weig 
about 90 pounds and he about the same.’ 

Here is what Dr. Cooper, a respectable citizen of Green Bay, says: 

I have lived and practiced medicine in Green Bay and vicinity for the last 
thirty years; was surgeon of the Seventh Wisconsin Infantry; have known 
Basil Champagne, who is claimant for a pension, since the year 1865; have at- 
tended him and his family; he has been afilicted with general disability, a 
manifest disease of the kidneys, which will terminate in Bright's disease; ho 
has been under treatment most of the time; I have kept no memorandum, but 
have considered his case hopeless.’ 

“There are three medical reports of surgeons directed to examine the daim- 
ant by the Pension Bureau, no two of which agree. The board at Fond du Lac 
report that there are no signs of kidney disease; that he is not well nourished; 
papua appearance is not good; the lungs are sound, but they found a severe 

‘ol 5 itis, causing cough and expectoration, which seems to indi- 
cate that re is inflammation in the e from the throat to th e stomach, 

“The examining surgeon at Fort makes a very superficial report, 
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He says examination does not reveal ari particular disease of the kidneys. 
The symptoms point to some functional disease of the bladder, involving the 
ureters and perbaps the kidneys to some extent. From hat he can learn from 
general appearance clai:nent is able to perform ordinary manual labor. 

“ If this doctor had explained that there are two ureters, one on each side, 
that they are the excretory ducts conveying the urine from the kidneys to the 
bladder, he would have shown that they are both discased and that they are a 
severe and sympathetic cause of suffering. 

Dr. Reeve, examining surgeon at Appleton, says: 

Applicant is, in myad ment, suffering from chronic nephritis, manifested 
by pain and tenderness in the region of kidneys, particulariy the left one, by 
frequent urination, and by general weakness. And he rates him three-fourths 
disabled. Nephritis is in common terms inflammation of the kidneys.’ 

The claimant was rejected by the Pension Office, and on appeal he had hon- 
estly admitted that his diarrhea was cured, bat persisted in claiming that he 
had kidney disease, incurred in the service; and on this he is rejected on the 
ground that the War Department furnishes no evidence of it. In the opinion 
of the committee there is suficient evidence to establish the incurrence and the 
existence of the disease. 

“Tt is urged against him, in the rejection by Interior Department, that he de- 
layed his lication fifleen years. It is a well-known fact that soldiers post- 
pous application from adread of encountering the delays and difficulties attend- 

g the prosecution of aclaim. He may have been tardy in claiming the com- 
2 he earned and needs, but it lacks but two months of nine years since 

e filed his application, only to be rejected after having, in the opinion of the 
committee, established his claim by competent proof. 

The bill is reported favorably with the recommendation that it do pass.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


DAVID A. SERVIS, 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. GUENTHER) was the bill (S. 820) granting a pension 
to David A. Servis. 

The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred above bill (S. 820) 
granting a pension to David A, Lewis, submit the following report: 

This is a peculiar case. The claim was at the Pension Office on the 
ground that the injury was not due to the service. A case similar to this has 
reveived the favorable report of the committee at this session. 

The facts as established in the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, 
hereto attached and made a part hereof, present a case which by that commit- 
tee and former committees have been favorably reported upon, and they there- 
fore recommend the passage of this bill. 

“The claimant was a private in Company B, Twenty-first Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, and he claims a pension for injury to his eyes by the accidental discharge 
of acartridge. The testimony shows that while at sen a Ala., acting as 
hospital nurse, one of his comrades filled a large pipe which claimant was in 
the habit of smoking with powder, placing a thin layer of tobacco on top; 
that claimant, ignorant of the trick, lighted pipe, which exploded and blew 
him half across the tent. There is no record testimony in the case, nor does it 
appear that any notice was taken of this wanton act of his tent-mate. 

“The application was rejected on the ground that the injury, to whatsoever 
extent it exists, was not due to the service. It was incurred in the service. It 
was due to the willfal and reprehensible act of a soldier, for whose conduct the 
military brunch of the Government was responsible. If he had killed thisclaim- 
ant, his wife would have been pensioned. That he death and incurred 
injury to the most sensitive and valuable organ of his physical structure does 
not exempt the Government from the obligation of compensation and relief. 
Surely the Government is as responsible in this case as is the corporation that 
by accident destroys life or limb, and upon which the decisions of the United 
States courts have repeatedly im pecuniary penalties. 

“The committee believe that the claimant should be pensioned to the extent 
of the existing damage to his eye-sight, and report the bill favorably with a 
recommendation that it do pass.” 


The CHAIRMAN (Mr. PERKINS). The Chair requests the attention 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER.] In the report the 
applicant in this case has a different name from what appears in the 
bill. Which is correct? 

Mr. GUENTHER. At this moment I do not know. I suppose the 
name David A. Servis, as it appears in the bill, is correct. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MELVINA GREENWOOD. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration was the bill (S. 805) granting a pension to Melvina Greenwood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place onthe pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Meivina Greenwood, widow of 
William B. Greenwood, late a private in Company B, of the Sixteenth Regi- 
ment of Wisconsin Volunteers, 

part. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read in 

Mr. SPINOLA (interrupting the reading). I ask that the further 
reading of the report be dispensed with, except the conclusion. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as-follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 835) 
granting a pension to Meivina Greenwood, submit the following report: 

They have carefully examined the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions on above bill, and which is made a part of this report: 

Tue claimant is the widow of William B. Greenwood, private Com y B, 
Sixteenth Wisconsin. She claims that he died of disease contracted in the serv- 
ice, and the Pension Office sets up the objection that he was diseased before en- 
listment, 

“The Army doctor who issued the discharge certificate says he is unfit for duty 
by reason of heart affection, superinduced by rheumatism prior to entering the 
service, He was examined, pronounced sound, and accepted as sound at the 
time of enlistment. He was put on guard duty at Camp Randall, Madison, 
2 — by severe exposure, it is claimed he incurred the disease of which 

e 


: hysicians who knew him well, testified 


“Twelve witnesses, some of them 
vow the superinducing cause of rheu- 


that he was entirely sound, and all d 
matism. 


“The examiner who briefed the case rejects on the ground that Katharine K. 
Armstrong testifies that before enlistment the soldier was compelled to seck a 
change of climate. This witness, who was his elder sister, and in his youth sup- 
plied the place of a mother, says that when he was a boy he took cold easily; 
that he went to Buenos Ayres, remained four years, and came back sound aud 
healthy. But the examiner, tenacious to reject, says: 

It is presumed that even if the heart disease did not exist prior to enlist- 
ment, the foundation for it was laid.’ 

And the widow is deprived of her pension on the presumption of a possible 
but not probable ‘foundation.’ 

“A large proportion, if not a majority, of the pension cases appealed to Con- 
gress are rejected by the Pension Office on the ground of prior existence of dis- 
ease. In the opinion of the committee this is not good ground for rejection, 
beeunse it is au implied admission of the inefficiency of the Goverument's agents 
to determine soundness, and a repudiation of the obligation ensuing the exami- 
nat on and acceptance of the soldier. In this case the committee do not accept 
the fact of the existence of d before enlistment, nor the presumption that 
the soldier in his youth laid a foundation for it. 

“The bill is reported favorably. with a recommendation that it do pass.” 

They have also carefully examined the papers on file in the Pension Office, 
There was no dispute about the fact that the soldier had the heart disease while 
in the Army and died from that disease, or that the beneficiary was the lawful 
wife of the soldier, 

The claim was rejected mine ae onthe ground that the causeof the disease 
which produced death existed prior to enlistment. The only evidence upon 
which this was based, aside from the statement in certificate of discharge that 
the disease existed prior to enlistment, was contained in the affidavit of his 
sister, “that jn his boyhood he was subject to coughs and liable, upon exposure, 
to cold; that she 3 at one time that his lungs were affected, and a change 
of climate was advised; that on account of such advice he left the State of Wis- 
consin and went to Buenos Ayres, in South America; that after a Japse of four 
and one-half years he returned eee pelea healthy, and that she never 
heard him complain of heart disease or of any affection of the heart; that he 
was always, after his return. strong aud hearty and able to and did work at his 
trade as a carpenter and at farming.” 

The evidence shows the soldier was properly examined by the United States 
examining surgeon and received into the service. 

Dr. James J. Brown testifies that during the year 1864, and at the time the 
soldier was discharged, he was assistant physician at the hospital where the 
soldier then was and from which he was d arged, and that he had reason to 
suppose that the soidier was under his care; that he does not know, and did 
not know at the time of his examination, that the disease on which the soldier 
was discharged was superinduced bofore enlistment by rheumatism or any 
other disease, and that he believes sucha statement in his discharge may be 
unjust to the soldier and without proper knowledge of the fact. 

A large number of witnesses, his acquaintances, Saving oy rtunities for know- 
ing, testify as to his soundness pridr to and at the time of his enlistment. The 
agent of the Government examined him and pronounced him sound. The evi- 
dence further shows that while on duty in the service he was exposed to storm 
and rain with poor protection against cold and rain; was soon taken sick with 
the measles and sent to the hospital, where he remained until transferred to 
another hospital and d therefrom with the heart difficulty. 

The committee are of the opinion, from all the evidence in this case, that the 
evidence strongly corroborates the declaration of the surgeon examining him at 
the time of his enlistment, who then pronounced him sound and healthy, and 
they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


EMMA VON BERNEWITZ. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for considera- 
tion (by Mr. CLARK) was the bill (S. 1717) grantinga pension to Emma 
Von Bernewitz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of a Von Bernewitz, a nurse in 
the Medical Department, United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read in part. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iask that the further reading of the report be 
dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1717) 
granting a pension to Emma Von Bernewitz, submit the following report: 
Pe Committee on Pensions in the Senate made the following report on this 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred a bill granting a pension 
to Emma Von Bernewitz, have examined the same,and report: 

“Mrs. Von Bernewitz served as nurse in the Medical Department nearly three 
years, She made application to the Pension Office and filed proofs, but the 
Commissioner of Pensions informed her that her only resource was by s 
legislation. It is not questioned that she performed the service claimed, nor 
that she is entitled to relief. 

The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass,” 

The committee would further state that from the evidence in the case, from 
the reportof the Surgeon-General’s Office, it appears that she was in the service 
of the United States as army nurse at general hospital at Quincy, Ill., from Sep- 
tember, 1863, and the certificate of the surgeon, United States Army, at Quincy 
aforesaid, dated May 31, 1865, grants her an honorable discharge at that date. 

Dr. F. W. John Rittler, in his affidavit, states— 

Ile has been a practicing physician, practicing medicine at Quincy, III., since 
before the war; had known Mrs. Von Bernewitz since 1859, and knew her and 
saw her while acting as nurse. When she entered the hospital as nurse in fall 
of 1862 she was a strong, healthy woman, with apparently sound eyes. She de- 
voted her energy, strength, and health in taking care of the sick and wounded 
in this hospital. When she was honorably discharged from the service of the 
United States she returned a broken-down woman physically, and with a dis- 
ease of the eyes, contracted, no doubt, by coming in contact with contagious 
diseases while in the United States service. affiant has known said Emma 
Von Bernewitz ever since he met her in 1859, and she has not been able since 
leaving said United States * to perform any manual labor, nor could she, 
on account of her weak eyes, any position in an office, which, with her edu- 
cation, she could otherwise have filled. She has since earned a living by giving 
music lessons. Afliant states these facts from personal knowl — 

This testimony is fully corroborated by the testimony of two ladies who knew 
her when she entered said hospital and while there and ever since, and show 
her present condition to be a woman broken down in health, with sore e; 
which has continued since her service in the hospital, and that she is com 
to earn a living by giving music lessons. 
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4 The committee believe this a meritorious case, and recommend that the bill 
o pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM HEALY. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 806) 
granting a pension to William Healy, reported adversely from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. ° 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the bill was indefinitely postponed. 


JAMES M’CAFFREY. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension 
to James McCaffrey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be directed to place on 
the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 
the name of James McCaffrey, dependent father of Edward McCaffrey, late first 
ee of Company A, One hundred and sixty-fourth New York Infantry 

olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The claimant is the father of Lieut. Edward McCaffrey, of Company A, One 
hundred and sixty-fourth New York Infantry, who was killed in the battle of 
Cold Harbor, The mother of the soldier died prior tothe war. The application 
for pension was rejected on und that the father at the time of his son's 
death was able to support himself by manual labor, though it is shown that he 
had comparatively no property at that time and that the son contributed gen- 
erously to his support. e father is now sixty-six years of age, so crippled by 
rheumatism that he can perform no labor, and without means of support. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JAMES H. DARLING. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consider- 
ation (by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to 
James H. Darling. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the posen laws, the name of James H. Darling, late of Company 
G, Seventy-third Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


Claimant was a private of Company G, Seventy-third Ohio Volunteers, hav- 
ing enlisted November 19, 1861, and was d December 12,1862. On June 
18, 1879, claimant filed his application for a pension, alleging that he contracted 
rheumatism at Camp Logan, Ohio, about January 20, 1862; his claim was rejected 
because “the evidence failed to show the origin of the alleged disability in the 
service and line of duty,” and the claimant alleging his inability to furnish the 

uired proof as to origin. 
ic es neighbors, who had known claimant for thirty years, testified in 1881 
that he was a stout, able-bodied man, able to do all manner of farm work be- 
fore his enlistment, and know that claimant had no such thing as rheumatism, 
It is shown by the testimony of Comrades McKee and Makinson that claimant 
broke down with rheumatism at Camp Fetterman, West Virginia, and was sent 
home about February 1, 1862, on account of his disability. In corroboration of 
this the report of the adjutan neral, United States Army, shows: 

“Claimant reported on roll for March and April, 1862; at home, on sick-list. 
May and June, 1862; absent without leave, July and August, 1852; desert 
March 5, 1862. Charges of desertion and absence without leave are removed; 
he went to his home in Jackson County, Ohio, by proper military authority, 
some time during March or Apri; 1862, where he remained sick and unable to 
travel to December 12, 1862, when he reported at Columbus, Ohio; he was dis- 
charged at that post December 12, 1862, on surgeon’s certificate of disability.” 

It is shown by the evidence that claimant has been a sufferer from rheumatism 
since his discharge, at times being compelled to usecrutches. Two medical ex- 
aminations by examining surgeons of the Pension Office, dated March 7, 1881, 
and March 22, 1882, show him to be disabled by rheumatism, and the affidavit 
of ae 2 Campbell, of Cherrydale, Kans., dated March 24, 1886, shows him still 
disabled, 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a recommen- 
dation that it do pass. 
MARY MONTI. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for considera- 
tion (by Mr. Rice) was the bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary 
Monti. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Monti, widow of Ferdinand 
Monti, formerly an employé in the Quartermaster’s Department of the United 
States Army during the war with Mexico, and pay her a pension from the date 
of the death of her husband. 


The report (by Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina) was read, as 
follows: 


Ferdinand Monti, the deceased husband of the petitioner, was a pensioner by 
special act of Congress at the date of his death, which, the testimony of his 
physician shows, was accelerated by the loss of his leg. 

It is shown in the evidence on which the special act was allowed that he 
served from 1816 to December, 1848, as a wagon-master in the Quartermaster's 
Department, during the war with Mexico, and that while in the line of duty at 
Vera Cruz, en in removing quartermaster stores and arms from that city, 
he was shot in the left leg above the knee, and in consequence of which his leg 
was amputated. 7 

He also participated in the battle at Pueblo, and for gallant conduct during 
that engagement and for meritorious services to the Government he was pre- 
sented by Congress, through General Lane, with a silver medal. (See Report 


170, vol. 4, H. R. Reports, second session, Forty-third Congress.) 


His widow would be entitled to a pension under existing laws if her deceased 
husband had been an enlisted man, or his name mentioned in any public act of 
Congress, or the one under which the medal was awarded to him, which act 
was of a general and not of aspecific character. Mrs. Monti is poor and depend- 
ent upon her own exertions for a living, and is over sixty-two years of axe. 

Your committee respectfully recommend that the bill herewith reported be 
amended so as to strike out the words ‘‘and pay her a pension from the date of 
the death of her husband,” where the same appear in lines 8 and 9, and that it 
do pass as amended. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
a recommendation that it do pass. ` 


CHARLES GLAMANN. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consider- 
ation (by Mr. LYMAN) was the bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to 
Charles Glamann. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to Rg upon the pension-roll the name of Charles G 
mann, late of Company C, Ninety-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 


Charles Glamann was a private of Ne O, Ninety-second Illinois Volun- 
teers. His claim for pension was rejected e Pension Office npon the ground 
that the injury to his left arm, upon which his claim is founded, was not in- 
curred while in the line of duty within the meaning of the general pension law, 

The soldier seems to have been somewhat unpopular with some of his com- 
rades, and while in camp with his company, and engaged in cooking for his 
mess, a brick or part of a brick was thrown by a comrade, James Malarky, 
with whom he had previously had some difficulty, which struck Glamann’s derb 
arm near the elbow, producing a serious injury, from which he is yet suffering. 
Glamann does not appear to have been at fault or engaged in a quarrel at the 
time. i 

Dr. James Bradley, an examining surgeon for the Pension Office, gives tho 
following description of injury and its results: 

“The injury above named is a fracture of the olecranon process, a separation 
of the fractured ends, by putting the arm in semi-flexed position, as applicant 
states, a ligamentous union as à result. Arm can not be entirely straightenéd, 
and supination is limited, the arm possessing that quality to one-half or two- 
thirds the extent of the sound arm.” 

Under rulings of the Commissioner, the Pension Office holds that where a 
soldier has sustained injury, however serious, by the assault of a comrade, even 
if such assault was without fault upon the part of the soldier, no pension can be 
granted under general law. k 

Your committee and Congress have, however, frequently relaxed the rule, 
and granted pens on for injuries and disabilities incurred in such circumstances; 
and, considering this case as one within the lines established by many prece- 
dents and fairly entitled to such recognition, recommend the passage of the bill 
with an amendment, by inserting in the fourth line of the bill, after the word 
25 ag e the words, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws,” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. x 


LEWIS FICHTHORN. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. SPOONER) was the bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension 
to Lewis Fichthorn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lewis Fichthorn, 
late a privare in Company K, One hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania In- 
fant Volunteers, and in Company F, T'wenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania 
ove ry Volunteers, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

aws. 


The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 


Your committee find that Lewis Fichthorn was a private in Company K. One 
hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, and in Company F, 
Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry Volunteers. 

Jlis claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground that 
the evidence failed to show satisfactorily that tho soldier's disability—bronchitis 
and lung disease—originated in the service. 

The testimony in the case is voluminous, including testimony taken by 
special examiners of the Pension Office, and is conclusive in showing that the 
soldier at the time of and prior to his enlistment was an unusually sound, vig- 
orous, and healthy man. It is equally clear and conclusive that he is now, and 
for years past has been, suffering from serious throat and lung diseases of con- 
tinnously-increasing severity, entirely incapacitating him for any manual labor. 

Upon the question of incurrence of said disease there is some unreliable and 
contradictory testimony on file, but, rejecting all that seems of doubtful char- 
acter, there remains the testimony of neighbors, employers, and comrades to 
establish to the satisfaction of your committee that the claim and statement 
under oath of the soldier are true, and that his name should be placed on the 
pension-roll. 

‘The original cause of the soldier's disease was a cold contracted while on 
guard at barracks in Philadelphia in March, 1864, resulting in temporary loss 
of voice, bronchitis, and lung disease of varying but increasing severity thence- 
forth to the present time, accompanied from time to time during a number of 
years past by hemorrhages,as the result of which the soldier has become a 
ee emaciated invalid, almost entirely disabled, and growing feebler day by 

ay. 

The evidence c.early establishes that he was a good, faithful soldier, serving 
his country with loyal devotion, and as a result of which service we find him 
to-day a helpless invalid, and clearly demanding the recognition from his coun- 
55 which he now asks. 

your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. . 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ELLIOTT JOHNSON. 
The next bill on the Private Calendar called up for consideration (by 


Mr. Tuomas H. B. Browne) was the bill (H. R. 8285) to remove the 
political disabilities of Elliott Johnson. 
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‘May 11, 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, clo., That the legal and political disabilities imposed by the four- 
teenth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, by reason of 
ticipation in the late rebellion, be, and they hereby are, removed from Elliott 
Johnson, of Accomack County, in the State of V 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


DELILAH VANDEVENDER,. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. Matson) was the bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to 
Delilah Vandevender. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject tothe provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Delilah Vandeven er, dependent 
mothor of Jacob Vandevender, late of Company D, One hundred and forty-ninth 
Regiment Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The petitioner is an applicant as dependent mother of Jacob Vandevender, 
who was a private in Com „ One hundred and forty-ninth Regiment In- 
diana Infantry, who died at tsville, Ala., August 29, 1865. The Commis- 
sioner of Pensions rejected the lication on the ground of non-dependence 
at the time of the son's death, and on the admission of the father that for a 
riod subsequent to the son's death he was able to work and su port his y. 
There is no attempt to conceal the latter fact. The father work and sup- 
Pea I aval , and there was no effort to obtain a pension until he became 

ysically 

Under a rigid and arbitrary construction relief might be denied these people 
in old age, infirmity, and need on the und assumed by the Pension Office, 
that there was no dependence at the time of the son's death; but the fact re- 
mains that there is now and for a long time has been dependence; that both are 
dependent, and that this condition of distress might not exist if the son was alive 
to aid them, now that they are old, poor, and in It may be that no legal 
« (gation exists to extend to them the very small and inadequate relief pro- 
A for in this bill, but the committee are of the opinion that the moral obli- 

on will be recognized, and that Congress will freely extend the aid that can 
conceded from no other source, 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 


ed, as is proven by medical and other evidence, and they were 


WILLIAM SCOTT. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consider- 
ation (by Mr. CHEADLE) was the bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension 
to William Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it er eee Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and to place the name of William Scott, of Kokomo, Howard 
County, Indiana, a ial surgeon at hospital number 14. Nashville, Tenn., and 
then surgeon of the Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, upon the pen- 
sion-roll, subject to the rules and regulations governing the Pension Depart- 
ment. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


This bill is for the relief of Dr. William Scott, who alleges that he eontracted 
chronic diarrhea while on duty as surgeon at hospital No. 14, Nashville, 
Tenn., acting under appointment of Governor Morton, of Indiana, and before 
he was comm surgeon of the Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volun- 
teers. The claim was rejected by the Pension Department on the ground— 

Because it is shown by claimant's own statements as well as by the records 
filed at the date of origin he was not mustered in the service of the United States, 
but was under appointment of Governor Morton." 

Dr. Scott's military service, as shown by the records of the Surgeon-General’s 
Office, is as follows: 

“Dr. William Scott entered into contract for services as acting assistant sur- 

n, United States Army, June 3, 1863, at Murfreesborough, Tenn., and was on 

ty with Ninety-fourth Ohio Volunteers to August 10, 1863, and at Cumberland 

General Hospital. Nashville, Tenn., from Au 11 to August 81,1863, when his 

contract was annulled on account of the ill health of his family. He is next 

reported on duty with his regiment, the an ace eR Indiana Volunteers, as 

assistant surgeon from December, 1864, to February, 1805; and as surgeon from 
February, 1865, to July, 1865, when m out of service.“ 

The 8 eral’s Office also contains the following: 

* The records of this office show Dr. I. C. Johnson and Scott to have re- 
ported to the medical director, Department of the Cumberland, July 9, 1864, 
under special appointment from Governor Morton. Dr. I. C. Johnson was or- 
dered same day to report to surgeon in charge No.1, general hospital, Nash- 
ville, Tenn. Dr. Scott was ordered same day to report to the surgeon in charge 
general hospital No. 14, Nashville, Tenn.” 

Charles R. Greenleaf, major and surgeon, United States Army, under date of 
Washington, July 12, 1887, in reply to an inquiry of Dr. Scott, says in regard to 
his service as contract surgeon in hospital No. 14, Nashville, Tenn., in June, 
July, or August, 1804: 

“I am instructed by the Surgeon-General to say that the records of this office 
show that under date of Nashville, Tenn., July 9, 1854, Dr. Scott having 
reported under special appointment from Governor Morton, will report with- 
-r on to Surgeon S. E. Fuller, United States Volunteers, for duty at hospital 

o, 14. 

There is abundant proof that Dr. Scott was in active service of the United 
Slates at Nashville in June, July, or August, 1864, as stated, and that the incur- 
rence of the disability for which he asked a pension took place as stated in his 

plication; that it continued and was aggravated daring his term as surgeon 
lbs Eighty-ninth Indiana, and that ho still suffers from its effects. 

The committee are therefore of the opinion that said William Scott was reg- 
warly inthe service of the United States at the date above mentioned, that his 
disabilities occurred while in the Army and in line of duty, and so believing, we 
submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill with the fol- 
lowiug amendment: In line 8 strike out all after the words “subject to the” and 
insert the following: provisions and limitations of the pension laws." 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


BENJAMIN F. BYERS. 


The next business on the Calender called up (by Mr. CHEADLE) was 
the bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Byers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Benjamin F. 

tyers, of Frankfort, Clinton County, Indiana, late a private in Company F of 

the One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, subject tothe rules 
and regulations governing said Pension Office. 


The report (by Mr. Matson), which was not read in full, but was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HI. R. 5574) 
granting a pension to Benjamin F. Byers, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and now submit the following: 

Benjamin F. Byers was drafted and afterward had the privilege of enlisting, 
which he did, and was enrolled on the Mth day of February, 1865, in Company 
K, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Infantry, and was honorably 
discharged on the 14th day of August, 1865. 

On the lst of November, 1834, he made application for pension, alleging that 
while in the military service and in line of duty—performing squad driil—he 
hurt or sprained the left leg. He admits that his leg was not as stout asthe other 
before going into the Army, but the examining surgeon, Dr. L. B. Gentry, who 
examined him for admission into the Army, had been his family physician for 
many years before this, and knew of his defective leg, yet he accepted him as 
a sound, able-bodied man. 

After his discharge and return home his leg has increased in disease until his 
condition is now diagnosed clephantiasis, He received no hospital treatment, 
but received medicine a few times from Dr. L. B. Gentry, brigade surgeon, above 
named. There is medical evidence on file, and the claimant admits that his 
leg was diseased to some extent before he was forced to enter the Army. His 
claim was rejected by the Commissioner of Pensions on the ground that the al- 
28 1 disability, clephantiasis, existed prior to enlistment. 

n the opinion of the committee it is satisfactorily proven that the soldier re- 
ceived the hurt in his left leg as alleged, that he was excused from further duty 
at that time by the officer in charge, and that he was unable for further service 
by reason of said injury, and was excused from the same until he was mustered 
out; that the disease has continued to increase constantly ever since he re- 
turned home, until it has culminated in elephantiasis, as above stated. 

The committee believe that this is a meritorious case, and therefore submit a 
favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend the bill by striking out the 
words ‘‘subject to the rules and regulations governing said Pension 
Office,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words ‘‘subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the ion laws.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


FLETCHER 8. DEWEY. 


Mr. MATSON. The next business on the Calendar is the bill (H. R. 
2215) granting a pension to Fletcher S. Dewey. It has been reported 
adversely, but I move that it be reported to the House with a recom- 
mendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. My colleague [Mr. HOLMAN], who introduced the bill, informs 
me that there is a desire to present additional evidence. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the bill will be reported 
to the House with the recommendation stated. The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

JAMES FERRIS. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the next bill on the Calendar, House 
bill 366, granting a pension to James Ferris, which has been reported 
adversely, be reported back to the House with the recommendation 
that it lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HEMAN RANKINS. 


The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. DINGLEY) was 
the bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the pension laws, 
the name of Heman Rankins, late a private in Company B, First Maine Coast 
Guards Volunteers. i 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


Claimant was a private in re B, First Maine Coast Guard Volunteers, 
and was discharged for disability. He made application for pension, allegin 
disease of liver and kidneys, due to a severe cold contracted at Fort Foote, M 8 
Soldier was unable to furnish medical testimony to establish his claim in con- 
sequence of the death of physicians, but there is on file the sworn affidavits of 
six comrades, who are certi to as men of credibility, showing that the cold 
was contracted as all and that it resulted in malarial disease. 

There has been with the committee a petition signed by 105 citizens of 
Camden, Me., representing that claimant is eighty years of age, in poor health 
and destitute circumstances, and that in their judgment he is justly entitled to 

nsion. His last medical examination shows that, in the opinion of the med- 
Leal examiner, he is suffering from chronic lumbago and sciatica, which disease 
can rnai re recognized as a result of malarial poisoning, having its origin in 
a severe cold. 

Your committee are of opinion that the weight of testimony is largely in favor 
e the claimant, and hence report the bill back with a favorable recommenda- 
tion. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ANASTASIA WALTER. 


Mr. GUENTHER. Iask unanimous consent that we go back to a 
bill on page 57 of the Calendar, which, by mistake, I overlooked when 
it was reached in regular order. 
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There being no objection, the Committee of the Whole proceeded to 
Lact consideration of the bill (S. 816) granting a pension to Anastasia 
ter. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete» That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amastasia Walter, widow of Peter 
eh af 2 a private of Company G, of the Twenty-sixth Regiment of Wiscon- 

olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER), which was not read in full, but was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 


The facts in this case are very fully set forth in the report of the Senate com- 
mittee, which is made a part hereof, and they lead the committee to believe that 
the beneficiary is entitled to the relief asked for, and they therefore recommend 
that the bill do pass, 


Senate Report No. 197, Fiftieth Congress, first session. j 

“Peter Walter, the husband of the claimant, was a private in Company G, 
Twenty-sixth Wisconsin Volunteers. He was wounded at the battle o: Gettys- 
burgh; was pensioned at the rate of $88 a month, which was afterwards increased. 
His widow claims that the wound ultimately caused his death; produced con- 
siderable testimony in support of this theory, which the Pension Office denied. 
The claimant appealed, the office decision was sustained, the Secretary holding 
that the issue was purely one of * pathological sequence.“ 

“The certificates of medical examination show that the disability was from a 
gunshot wound of the hip-joint. The effects described are stiffness of the joint, 
atrophy of the muscles, weakness, and partial paralysis of the leg. 

“ There is evidence showing that the wound was very severe and caused the 
soldier continuous suffering, which increased to the time of his death. On this 
point Dr. Hallock, his family physician, says: 

Ile was wounded in the left hip and was unable to do manual labor. He 
complained to me very often of the wound. It would swell up and then break 
open and discharge bloody pus. The said wound might have caused his death 
from blood poisoning or embolism, as he died very sudden.“ 

“ Philander H. Lewis testifies to his intimate acquaintance with the soldier, 


and that he died very sudden.“ 

“Dr, Hallock again testifies: 

“t Knew the soldier during the last six years of his life; was his physician 
during that time. He often complained of his wound. He was very nervous, 
and always afraid it would break out again. He was partially deranged for a 
few months before his death, induced, as I believe, from effects of his wound 
and worry over it.’ 

“P, H. Lewis testifies that he was well and intimately acquainted with the 
soldier, being near neighbors, and saw him nearly every day for at least ten 
years before his death; that during the last three years they occupied the 
same building; that during all this time he eomplained of his wounds; that 
during the six months prior and upto his death he complained of suffering 
pa agony and pain; that from the best knowledge and belief of affiant, Peter 
ee died from the effect of his wound. His reasons for this belief are as fol- 

WS: 

acs the last month prior and up to the time of his death affiant had fre- 
quent conversations with him, and he stated to affiant that he thought the pain 
and suffering he endured from his wound would end his life in a short time. 
This afllant was also a soldier.’ 

“John G. Hilderman testifies that he was intimately acquainted with Peter 
Walter, being neighbors, and saw him every day for five years, a portion of 
which time ey lived in the same house; that he complained of 8 
that during three months prior and up to the time of his death he suffered $ 

ony and pain, and from the best of his knowledge and belief he died 8 
the effects of his wound. 

“Dr. Hallock in testifies that Walter died of congestion of the brain, 
brought on by pains and worry. 

Without taking into consideration the opinions of the doctors as to the con- 
nection between the injuries the soldier received and the death cause, there does 
nota to be pa deer rego in the conclusion that congestion of the brain 
was directly traceable to the cause of his constant and prolonged suffering. 
His wound, as shown by his honest and disinterested bors, gave him pain 
and agony, and it does not require a knowledge of surgery to trace fever, irri- 
tation, and congestion to acute and constant suffering from an incurable wound, 
the admitted effect of which has been to produce ‘ stiffness of the joint, atrophy 
ofthe muscles, weakness, and partial paralysis of the leg.’ It is in evidence 
that a short time prior to his death it had become red, inflamed, and painful. 
Here was a man in poverty receiving a pension of $10a month, looking for death 
and the expectation of leaving his family helpless. All of these conditions were, 
in the opinion of the committee, enough to produce congéstion of the brain, and 
arre Aa traceable to the service and the strict line of duty. 

“The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

MRS. ABBA E. JACKSON. 

The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. DINGLEY for 
Mr. REED) was the bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba 
E. Jackson, i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Abba E. 


Jakon, late a nurse in the Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mon 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER), which was not read in full, but 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 


Pension in this case is asked on the ground of services rendered as a nurse in 
Armory Square Hospital, Washington, during the war of the rebellion. The 
annexed memorial of the petitioner fully explains the circumstances and the 
extent of the charitable work she did for the Government, 


“ To the honorable the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States in Congress assembled : 


«The undersigned respectfully represents that she isthe widow of Rev. E. W. 
Jackson, who during the war of rebellion was chaplain'of Armory Square Hos 
ital, Washington, D.C. Early in 1862 the wards were ready, and were soon 
led to repletion with the wounded from the battle-fields o Bull Run, Chan- 
tilly, Groveton, etc., and from that hour till the close of the war Armory Square 
was the receptacle of ‘stretcher cases’ and the more severely wounded. All 
who died in transitu were brought there for burial. This added greatly to the 


labors and responsibilities of the chaplain, and he was probably the only chap- 


lain in the de ment who had charge of the ‘dead house.“ By ial orders 
of Dr. Bliss, the head surgeon, the chaplain had all care of the soldier from his 
death till his body was delivered to the ambulance drivers for burial, and all 
correspondence with relatives and friends of deceased soldiers was turned over 
to him for attention. 

Jour petitioner was living in a house erected at their own expense near 
the hospital, and was able to literally give her time and strength to ber coun- 
try’s cause in nursing the sick and wounded and supplying them with the little 
home comforts not always to be obtained in the regular routine of hospital life. 
From 500 to 1,000 sick and wounded were to be fed, nursed, and cared for day 
and night. Many will still remember the shelter and sympathy they found at 
our bumble home, when overwhelmed with grief as they came to see sick or 
wounded Joved ones and found them cither in the dead-house or buried at 
lington or the Soldiers’ Home. 

“Another branch of the hospital work which the chaplain superintended 

personally was the preparing and sending to their homes the bodies of officers 
and soldiers (sometimes thirty or even a greater number in a mouth), besides 
exhuming, embalming, and fo: ing many who, in the absence of orders to 
the contrary, had been buried in Washington. In all these cases, without 
money and without price, she attended personally to those little details where 
the tenderness of woman’s care does much to assuage the bitterness of sorrow, 
and often with her own hands lined or upholstered the plain soldier cofin, mak- 
ing it more presentable to the friends at home, who were unable to p a 
better one than the Government provided, 

In all these labors, particularly in writing letters for soldiers,she was as- 
sisted by her sister, Miss Mattie McLellan, of blessed memory to many soldiers, 
who gave her life toher country’s cause. After a service of two yearsand eight 
months in hospital life. in July, 1865, borne on a stretcher by soldiers through 
the cities of Washington, New York, and Portland, she was laid in her bed at 
her childhood home in Gorham, Me., from which she went out no more till in 
September, 1967, when she rested in 7 

“In all those months and years of weary toil they neither asked nor received 
any compensation from Government except her husband's pay as chaplain, 

“Since the death of her husband, in June, 178, she has worked diligently 
with her hands and taken care of herself, but is not able to do so any longer. 
She therefore respectfully asks for some remuneration from Government in 
1 of honorable services faithfully performed for the brave who suf- 
fe and died in the wards of Armory Square Hospital. And as in duty bound 
will ever pray. ` 
“ABBA E. JACKSON.” 


When Chaplain Jackson resigned in July, 1855, Dr. D. W. Bliss, the head sur- 
geon, gave him a letter, highly complimenting him for his valuable services, 
counsel, and advice, making mention of his wife in the following words: 

“JI can not close without paying a slight tribute to the benevolentand Christian 
labor of your devoted wife, who has been untiring in her devotion to the sick 
and wounded, and in providing comforts and shelter for their friends, She has 
always labored with unostentatious Christian devotion forthe living, and with 
her own hands prepared and arran; the soldier's shroud, and placed the flow- 
ers of affection around his cold and lifeless form. In the absence of dear friends 
she has tenderly vee the part of the Christian mother and sister, which 
has won for her the love and esteem of all.“ 

Numerous additional certificates are on file setting forth Mrs. Jackson’s valu- 
able and unselfish services, and also representing that her health was seriously 
impaired thereby. Her home was literally a hospital, and those less fortunate 
than herself freely shared her food and money. Among those who have so 
testified are ex-Governors Perham and Robie, of Maine; ut. Col. Henry R. 
Millett, of the Fifth Maine Volunteers, and several soldiers who received her 
bountiful charity and kind care. 

The case is certainly one deserving of special consideration, and 
aites therefore report the bill back favorably, with a recommenda’ 

o pass, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
CAROLINE PAUTEL. 


The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. CASWELL) was 
the bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline Pautel, widow of Fred- 
erick Pautel, late of Company D, Thirty-second Regiment of Wisconsin Volun- 
teers. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER), which was not read in full, but was 
ordered to be printed in the RecorD, is as follows: 


Caroline Pautel, the beneficiary, is the widow of Frederick Pautel, late private 
in Company D, Thirty-second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers, who en] in 
the Army August 21, 1862, and was discharged June 12,1865. He was granted 
a pension for chronic rheumatism in 1884, commencing June 13, 1865. 

is last examination by the pension examining board was March 17, 1886, and 
the surgeons describe his condition at that time as follows: 

“ We find this applicant very much reduced, emaciated, and debilitated; skin 
shrunken, sallow ; there is muscular atrophy, with irritability of muscles, every- 
where. Trunk drawn to the right, movements of all kinds imperfect and ap- 
pear painful. We regard this condition as the result of general muscular rheu- 
* We regard him nearly totally disabled for the performance of manual 

r.“ 

Upon this report soldier's pason was increased to $14 per month. The sol- 
dier died September 15, 1886, leaving surviving him the beneficiary, his widow, 
and four children, now under sixteen years of age. The soldier was shown to 
be a man of character. 

The widow made an application for a pension, but the same was rejected on 
the ground that the soldier's death was from disease of liver, not duc to chronic 
rheumatism. for which he was pensioned. The only medical evidence in the 
case as to the soldier's last sickness, and as tothe disease from which he died, 
is contained in the affidavit of Dr. W. D. Reid, a physician of over thirty-seven 
years’ standing, and was for several years holding the 8 of examinin 
surgeon under appointment of the Commissioner of Pensions, showing 
high personal and professional standing. We qnote his affidavit nearly in fall: 

“That I was acquainted with Frederick Pautel from October, 1881, when I ex- 
amined him by order of the Pension Department, until his death, September, 
1886, seeing him frequently as his family physician after April, 1884. That when 
I examined him for pension in 1881, in addition to the chronic rheumatism certi- 

ed to upon which pension was claimed, a jaundiced appearance of the skin was 
noticeable, which I attributed to malarial poisoning, and which he claimed had 


been more or less prominent for years. That when first called professionall 
April, 1884, he was confined to his bea; the symptoms of rheumat 1 


our com- 
ion that it 
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of the hip, were much worse than when examined for pension in 1881. The 
jaundiced appearance continued, and in addition pain, tenderness over the re- 
gion of the liver, with severe gastric symptoms, retching, vomiting, with pain 
and flatulence of the intestines. That these symptoms of rheumatism and of 
the visconia continued, sometimes better and sometimes worse, with constantly 
increasing emaciation and debility, until his death. 

“T regarded his 5 as scirrhosis of the liver, but as there was no post- 
mortem dissection the exact pathological condition is not known. The heart 
may have been at fault and produ or contributed to the dropsy. Certainly 
the rheumatism continued to the end. That as there is no history of alcoholic 
intemperance, syphilis, or gout, the usual causes of scirrhosis, and as there is a 
well-marked and long-standing history of rheumatism, which is an occasional 
cause and always an auxiliary when present in an indirect manner, by impair- 
ing the vital power and damaging the heart, it is reasonable to suppose, and it 
is my opinion, that the rheumatism was the cause, at least an auxiliary, in pro- 
ducing the fatal result.” 

The committee believe from the testimony of the physician who attended 
the soldier dang the last years of his life, including his last sickness, that the 
disability for which the soldier was pensioned so far contributed to and was so 
far the cause of the soldier's death that his widow is entitled to the relief granted 
by this bill, and therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA BURRIDGE, 


The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. BELDEN) was 
the bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Lydia Burridge, 
mother of Edwin Durrides, Iste of Company E, Third New York Light Artil- 
lery, and pay her a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
general pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER), which was not read in fall, but was" 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 


Lydia Burridge is the mother of Edwin Burridge, who died of chronic diarrhea 
while 8 private in Company E, Third Regiment New York Light Ar- 
tillery. Mrs. Burridge lost two other sons and a son-in-law by reason of disease 
contracted in the military service during the late war. Her application for pen- 
sion has been rejected by the Pension Bureau use at the time of the son's 
death her husband was able to and did support the claimant. It appears that 
at that period the husband had asmall gery assessed at $850. This place was 

urchased with the help of the sons. It is admitted that at the time of the son's 
Heath the husband was in fair health, and at the age of fifty-three years was able 
to do a fair day's work. He is now seventy-seven years of age, and conse- 
quently bas passed the period of manual labor. 

‘The claimant has been sick much of the time in late years, thus increasing the 
expenses of the household. Old of the husband compelled him to ex- 
change his small farm for a house in the village, which affords him a residence, 
but no income, 

Claimant is now seventy-eight years of age, and while she has no title toa 
pension under the proas law for reasons heretofore stated, your committee aro 
3 of opinion t her present condition clearly brings her within the more 
liberal practice of Con, this class of cases, and therefore report favorably 
on the accompanying bill, and ask that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY F. HARKINS. 


The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. CASWELL) 
was the bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary F. Harkins, widow of —— 
Harkins, late of Company E, First Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER), which was not read in full, but was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, was as follows: 


The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of John Harkins, who en- 
listed in Company E, First Wisconsin Volunteers, October 1, 1862, and was dis- 
charged June 8, 1865. He was granted a pension, which he received up to the 
time of his death, which occurred Ma 
the beneficiary, his widow, and two 
and one, John, born November 25, 1875. 
shot wound of right foot. 

Of his last examination, made March 26, 1881, A. Farr, the examining surgeon, 
reports as follows: 

The scar extends from the second metatarsal bone near the tarsal end across 
the foot to the fifth metatarsal bone near its tarsal end. The scar is 3 inches 
long and one-half inch wide. It is very tender to the touch; at times it in- 
flames. I have treated him several times when the foot and leg were very 
much swollen and tender; appeared to be inflammation of the I treated 
him soon after his discharge, and as often as once a year since. Cramps fre- 
quently take him in the foot when walking.” 

The soldier died from rupture of the heart.” 

The widow made application in behalf of the minor children and in her own 
behalf for a pension, which was rejected by the Pension Office on the ground 
“that the immediate cause of death, rupture of the heart, was not due to wound 
for which soldier was pensioned.” 

The only medical evidence giving any light upon this matter is given by Dr. 
Farr, holding the position of examining surgeon under appointment from the 
Commissioner of Pensions, which is sufficient indorsement of his high per- 
sonal and professional character. 

His statement as to condition of soldier at time of his last examination is above 


uoted, 
s In his affidavit, made after soldier's death and sworn to July 26, 18%, he 


In 1875 I attended John Harkens for neuralgia of the head and heart. It was 
caused by a wound in theleg. The cicatrix was painful and irritable, so much 
so that his nervous system was greatly affected by it. I have no doubt but it 
was the remote cause of his death, Ihave always been his family physician.” 

In his affidavit, sworn to March 26, 1883, he states that he knew John Harkins; 
that he was his family physician. 

“That the said John Harkins had been treated by this deponent for a wound 
in the foot, which he received in the Army, more or less every year since he re- 
tarned from the Army. This wound in his foot was a source of trouble and 
uneasiness to the said John Harkins. It made him irritable and neryous, I 


5, 1882. He died, leaving surviving him 
Idren—one, George, born June 10, 1875, 
The soldier drew a pension for a gun- 


verily believe that said wound in his foot made and affected his whole nervous 
system, and produced and was the direct cause of his death; that it affected his 
nervous system to such a d that it caused and brought on heart trouble, 
That said John Harkins died on the 5th day of May, 1882. from rupture of the 
heart, caused by the bursting and parting of the fibers of the right ventricle. 
That said John dropped dead suddenly, That I gave said John Harkinsa pre- 
scription a short time before he died for neryousness."’ 

In another affidavit he states: 

That to the best of his knowledge and belief said rupture of the heart was 
brought on by the nervous effect which said wound had on the system.” 

In view of this evidence the committee believe that it can be truthfully said 
hat the procuring cause of the soldier's death was the gunshot wound received 
in the service, and that the widow is entitled to the relief granted by this bill, 
and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Mr. CASWELL. I move that the blank in the bill be filled by in- 
serting the word John.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


LYDIA D. HOLTZ, 


. The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. THOMAS, of 
Wisconsin) was the bill (S. 811) granting a pension to Lydia D. Holtz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the penston- roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia D. Holtz, widow of William 
E 1 late a private in Company G, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 

ofantry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER), which was not read in full, but was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 


They have carefully examined the report of the Senate Committee on Pen- 
sions on this bill, made a part hereof, and have also examined the papam on file 
in the Pension Office,and they think that when the wife by the advice of 
friends” commences an action for a divorce from her husband “for her per- 
sonal safety,” and on account of his cruel and abusive treatment," and obtains 
a divorce, she can hardly claim to be his widow. ‘The evidence fails to convince 
us that the divorce was obtained against her protestation. 

They then report adversely upon said bill and recommend that it do not pass. 


„Senate Report No. 284, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


“William F. Holtz, husband of the claimant, was a private in Company G, 
Fourth Minnesota Volunteers. Sheapplied for a pension as his widow, and was 
rejected on the sole ground that the parties were divorced some two or three 
months before her husband died, 

“It is apparent from affidavits and communications in the possession of the 
committee that the husband of this woman, from some cause unknown, made 
her life a burden to her, She was constantly liable to and did receive from him 
cruel and abusive treatment, which she bore to the endangerment of her life. 
Some seven months prior to her husband's death, by the advice of friends, they 
jointly made application to the court for a divorce, which proceeding they very 
soon mutually tted, 

They appealed to the court tostay the proceedings, to which appeal no heed 
was paid. The wife was forbearing, the husband was penitent; both dreaded 
the sundering of their matrimonial ties. In token of his determination to do 
better the husband wrote a promise to maintain her, not to strike or threaten 
any personal abuse, and in matters upon which they could not agree to submit 
to the advice of his Lutheran clergyman or to Judge Heminpe. 

“ Pending the 8 for divorce, the wife says her husband frequently 
came home promising each time better conduct. ‘A few days before the time 
for a final hearing he came home, and we both became reconciled and mutu- 
ally agreed to end the divorce ings.’ Ier husband gave her money, 
and she went to town to proclaim the fact of their reconciliation. The jadge 
angril tostop the proceedings, and against their mutual remonstrances, 
and after their reconciliation, they received their divorce papers. 

“The simple story is that this suffering woman, for her personal safety, felt 
compelled to submit toa divorce; that the step was taken reluctantly by both; 
that as it pi and aseparation became inevitable neither of them could 
endure the thought; they became reconciled and ordered the proceedings to be 
stopped; that finally they were divorced in spite of themselves, the officers of 
the law disregarding their mutual protestations. In the opinion of the com- 
mittee a divorce so accomplished should not have recognition, and so far as it 
affects this woman's claim to a pension we think it may properly be regarded 
as null and void, and that she should have all the rights in the adjudication of 
her pension case as though no 1 ings had been had. 

“The bill is reported favorably with an amendment, striking out all after the 
word ‘infantry,’ in line 8, with a recommendation that it do pass.“ 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that itdo pass. 


ELLEN SEXTON. 


The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. Rick) was the 
bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton. 
The bill was read, as follows: > 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Sexton, widow of Daniel 
Sexton, late a private in Company K, Tenth Regimentof Minnesota Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL), which was not read in full, but was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, is as follows: 


The claimant in this case is the widow of Daniel Sexton, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Tenth Minnesota Infantry. Soldier enlisted August 13, 1862, and was 
disc! June 11, 1864. He died May 29, 1875, of consumption. 

‘The case was rejected on the ground that the fatal disease was not due to dis- 
ease contracted in line of duty. The captain of his company testifies that the 
soldier was in good health at time of enlistment, but while in the Indian cam- 
paign, in the winter of 1862-63, he was taken sick and was transferred to the In- 
valid Reserve Corps; and was discharged in June, 1864, having consumption 
and being unable for duty, said dleka Dalag brought on by exposure and bard- 
ships incident to the campaign., 

. certificate of disability upon which he was discharged, dated June 11, 1881, 
recites ; 

“He is incapable of performing the duties of a soldier because of preat weak- 
ness and constant aching pains in all of the extremities. Thetibia in both legs 
is covered with nodes, and the muscles wasted away. He is salivated most of 
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the time and has dyspe and he has not done any duty for the last four 
months and has been sick a and he is unfit fer military duty in the Vet- 
een — ed Corps, In my opinion the disease was contracted since the last 
enlistmen 

“ (Signed by J. W. Danicls, surgeon in charge of hospital.)” 

The soldier filed an application for pension immediately upon discharge. 

Dr. C. D. Williams es that he treated him in 1865 for hemorrhage of the 
bowels, and that it was a severe and dangerous case. 

James King swears that the soldier enlisted in 1862 in good health, and that 
he saw him when discharged, and to all appearances he was a broken-down 
man and unable to make a living by manual labor, apparently suffering from 
consumption, 

Christ Connolly and others substantiate the foregoing. 

The adverse testimony in this case, and upon which the case was rejected in 
the Pension Office, is that the claimant contracted a disability in the service 

rough his own vicious habits, which may have contributed to n his 

eath, It is not in the power of any man to determine the degree to which 
each cause contributed to cause the death of the soldicr. 

In cases similar, where your committee have been utterly unable to decide 
the cause of death, they have invariably given the widow the benelit of the 
doubt, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ` 


ADA PIATT, LEOTA PIATT, AND JESSIE PIATT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 4743) 
granting a pension to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, and Jessie Piatt. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the peo laws, the names of Ada Piatt, Leota Pigtt, and Jessie 
Piatt, minor children of Josiah Piatt, deceased, late of G Company, Eighty- 
ninth Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and to pay to their lawfully con- 
power aes for them, a pension, to take effect from the date of their 

ther's deat 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out the following words in the bill: 0 
“And to pay to their lawfully constituted guardian for them a pension, to take 
effect from the date of their father’s death,” 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4743) granting a pension to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, and Jessie Piatt, submit the 
following report: 

The parties named in this bill are the minor children of Josiah Piatt, deceased, 
late of Com y G, apy Sateen Regiment Illinois Volunteers. The mother 
of these children is dead. They are aged, res vely, fourteen, nine, and seven 
years. The soldier applied in 1865 for a pension for heart disease resulting from 
an Sy received in the service, The pension was granted and at the time ot 
his de: the soldier wasin receipt of the pension. The application of the chil- 
dren was rejected on the ground that the death of the fatber was not the result 
of the disease for which he was receiving a pension. 

The only evidence submitted showing the cause of death is that of Dr. George 
L. Lucas, who testifies— 

“That he was called to see the soldier April 29, 1882, and found him suffering 
from acute pneumonia and heart disease; that owing to above disease of lungs 
and heart he died on the 3d day of May, 1882; that, in his opinion, if he had not 
had disease of the heart he might have recovered from the disease of lungs, but 
owing to the complication, might rather be said to have died from heart disease 
and pneumonia.” 

The doctor further says that owing to the fact that N Rey lived 16 miles 
from him he was able to see him but three times du: is last illness, 

No one will ever be able to determine what the actual cause of death but 
your committee feel that the helpless orphan children of this faithful soldier, 
who for two years served his country devotedly, should have the benefit of the 
doubt, and therefore recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment 
striking out all after the word volunteers,“ in line 8. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


JOHN H. ROUNDTREE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5759) 
granting a pension to John H. Roundtree. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 

ized to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the 

ion laws, the name of John H. Rountree, late of Company G, Thirty-fifth 
egiment Iowa Volunteers. 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. SPooNER) is as follows: 


‘The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5759) granting a pension to John H. Rountree, respectfully 8 hy 

John I. Rountree was a private in Company G, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa 
Volunteers. He was discharged the service upon surgeon's certificate of disa- 
pu a of scrotal hernia,” it also being stated in said certificate that the 
soldier i 

That for some months before Peres he had pain and occasional swelling 
in the left side of the scrotum; that while drilling at Camp Strong, Iowa, the 
latter part of August the pain became intense and the swelling much in- 
creased, He has been in hospital and under treatment most of the time since, 
and done no daty.” 

His claim for pension was rejected by the Pension Office apon the ground that 
the soldier’s disability existed Bee to enlistment, presumably on account of the 
above-recited statement in said certificate being considered a record, and as such 
not to be disproved by any oral testimony, 

The soldier personally made oath to his physical soundness at the time of and 
prior to his enlistment, and to the incurrence of said disability in the service; 
and the same facts are sustained and verified by the following testimony: 


Dr. Staples testifies that he first became acquainted with the soldier in 1856, 
at which time he to practice in his father’s family, and knew him contin- 
uously until his enlistment in 1862; never had occasion to be consulted for him, 
and did not know but he was of sound health. 

J. L. Wilson, who has known the soldier since 1856, and worked with him for 
years, including work breaking prairie with him in the spring and summer of 
1862, prior to his enlistment, and went in swimming with him quite often, tes- 
tifies that until after the soldier's discharge from service he never heard him 
complain or knew of his having any physical disability. x 

David H. Gill and William C. Long, who have also been intimate acquaint- 
ances of the soldier since 1856, corroborate the fact of physical soundness of the 
soldier prior to enlistment; and the latter testifies toseeing the rupture or vari- 
cocele when visiting the soldier at Camp Strong, when he was told by Rountree 
that he had been ruptured in a battalion drill a few days previously. 

N. Gaskill, a comrade, of soldier's company, testifies to soldier coming to him 
at night after battalion drill and saying something was wrong with him, and 
showing the place of injury, which Gaskill told him was a rupture. 

In the light of all the testimony on file, including the certificates of the exam- 
ining surgeons, your committee are of the opion that the fact of the parekoa 
soundness of the soldier at the time of his enlistment is sufficiently established ; 
that the soldier is and has n afflicted both by hernia and varicocele, two dis- 
tinct disabilities, and that itis probable that only some moderate symptoms of 
varicocele prior to his enlistment, if anything, gave occasion for the statement 
mentioned in said certificate of disability, which disease, if not incurred in, was 
undoubtedly greatly aggravated and increased by his military service, and 
should not be confounded with nor affect the claim of soldier based upon hernia. 

Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


STEPHEN SINGLETON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 860) grant- 
ing a pension to Stephen Singleton. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, directed 
to place the name of Stephen Singleton, late a puree in Company G, Eighty- 
seventh Indiana Volunteers, on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. SPOONER) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 860) 
granting a pension to Stephen * respectfully report: 

Stephen Singleton was a private in Company G, Eighty-seventh Indiana Vol- 
unteers, and was e mie 10, 1865, after nearly three years’ service. 

His claim for pension, upon injuries received and disease contracted 
in the service, was rejected by the Pension Office because of absence of record 
evidence of such injury or disease and lack of evidence required by the strict 
rules of the Pension Office. 

The testimony of his family physician, Dr. Harris, and of his neighbors, Fal- 
conberg, three of the name of Kennedy, and Lewis Beagles, show that the claim- 
ant was a strong, healthy man prior to his enlistment. 

Lieut, George Urquhart, of his company, states that while in line of duty, being 
detailed as teamster with the wagon-train near Sav: „Ga. ut December 
26, 1862, the claimant was thrown from his horse and severely injured, several 
of his ribs being fractured, in consequence of which said officer was called upon 
to detail another man to take his place, Lieutenant Urquhart was not an eye- 
witness of the injury, but knewof it as an officer of claimant's company and saw 
claimant soon rwards. 

Assistant Su n Gould, of claimant's regiment, testifies that he saw Single- 
ton after his injury (a day or two after, he thinks); that three or four of his ribs 
were fractured; that the injury was followed by severe pleuritic inflammation, 
and continued to give him trouble in od the time of his 3 

His comrades, Graves and Culp, whose good reputation: s tully verified, tes- 
tify that claimant was much exposed to rain and snow at Camp Rolling Fork, 
Kentucky, in October, 1862; that he became quite lame from rheumatism ; was 
treated therefor by one of the army surgeons; never had the disease before 


t. 

His neighbors testify that since the soldier’s return from his army service in 
1865 he has suffered from rheumatism; and that he has been and is largely in- 
capacitated for labor. 

r. West, who treated him from his discharge, died in the spring of 1868; but 
Drs. Grabam, Marsh. and Meredith have all treated him since for pains in side 
or rheumatism, Dr. Graham commencing such treatment soon after soldier's re- 
turn from service. 

The lack of direct medical evidence of soldier's physical condition at the time 
of and immediately after his di occasioned by the death of Dr. West, is, 
in the 1 of your committee, supplied be Alacer testimony of neighbors, who 
are certified to be credible witnesses, corroborated by the testimony of Drs. 
Graham, Marsh, and Meredith, above referred to. $ 
Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported. to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


SALLIE T. WARD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8574) 
granting a pension to Sallie T. Ward, widow of the late W. T. Ward. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I give notice I will demand a quorum on this bill. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. BYNUM. Lask the bill be passed over, to retain its place on 
the Calendar. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


MARY A. WELLS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5792) 
granting a pension to Mary A. Wells. 

Mr. DONNELL. LI ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Mary A. Wells, 
a resident of Marshall, Mich., at the rate of $25 per month, on account of disa- 
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bility resulting from disease contracted while serving as a hospital nurse dur 


ing the war of the rebellion. 
The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out, in line 6, the word “twenty-five” and insert the word “twelve.” 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. Onrr AN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells, submitted the following report: 

The bill F abaya to place Mary A. Wells on the pension-rolls at the rate of 
$25 a mon She was appointed a nurse in April, 1964, by Miss L. L. Dix, super- 
intendent of the Western Sanitary Commission. James E. Yeatman, president 
of the commission, certifies to her great skill and fidelity, and to the efficiency 
of her service. Miss Dix and many others with whom she came in official con- 
tact describe her asin all respects a valuable and faithful coadjutor in their 
humane work. 

She was pecuniarily well off when she entered the service, but is now poor 
and eighty-five years of nge. Her age, her services, her necessities ali appeal 
to the Governnient for kindly recognition, The good women who nu the 
sick and cared for the wounded have a strong place in the affection and respect 
of their countrymen. It s very hard to contemplate one who was so full of 
charity and patriotic devotion in her vigor now destitute in her age. 

We recommend that the bill do pa; but that it be amended by substituting 
“twelve” for “ fifty’ in the sixth line. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ELIAS SHAFER, > 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6907) 
granting a pension to Elias Shafer. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the ae subject to the provisions and 
limitations of law, the name of Elias Shafer, late of Company K, Twenty-third 
Michigan Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 815 per month, in lieu 
of the sum he now receives. 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
‘The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6907) granting an increase of 3 to Elias Shafer, ha ve had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Elias Shafer was a private in Company K, Twenty-third Regiment Michigan 
Volunteers, and is now a pensioner at $36 per month for loss of right leg above 
the knee, from wounds received at the battle of Resaca, Ga., May 14, 1864. From 
the files of the Pension Bureau it further ap that in August, 1863, while 
crossing the Cumberland Mountains, pensioner became ruptured on right side. 
This fact is established to the satisfaction of the Pension Bureau, and on Decem- 
ber 10, 1887, a new certificate was issued to him including this additional d 
ability, but because the combined disabilities are not of such a character as to re- 
ue the regular aid and attendance of another person, that bureau is estopped 

m nting a on above that provided for the loss ofa leg above the knee. 

Medical examinations in the case show the following as to rupture: He has 

a complete inguinal hernia of the right side. External rin, relaxed and 
enough to admit two fingers, e strapping of the limb necessarily in- 
terferes with wearing of the truss and increases the irritation, 5 

Claimant's power of locomotion is necessarily more impaired by this com- 

ication than it would be by the loss of the limb only. In consequence of his 

nability to take ular exercise he has become broken down in health and 
emaciated. At a height of 5 feet 10 inches his weight is only 124 pounds. 

Congress has always liberally responded to calls for relief in this class of 
cases, and the one under consideration being particularly meritorious, your 
committee report favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


LEWIS C. KECK. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 7577) 
granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck. 
Mr. O’DONNELL. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and instructed to place on the pension- roll the name of Lewis C. Keck, 


invalid son of David Keck, deceased, late a private in Company I, Sixth Michi- 
gan Heavy Artillery, SAA pension to be at the rate of $18 per month, 
SEC. 2. t this act take effect from and after its passage. 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck, report: 

Keek was the son of Daniel Keck, deceased, who wasa privatein Company I, 
Sixth Regiment Michigan Heavy Artillery. He was p on pension-rolls 
until he was sixteen years of age, his pension number being 143483, and the 
pension ceased November 18, 1876. 

Petitions and aflidavits filed with the committee show that he is deaf and 
dumb, has poor eye-sight and stomachie difficulties, and utterly incapable of 
self-support. He is dependent on a step-father, who is very poor, and that 
whether he can continue to receive this support is very doubtful. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
FREDERICK BENO. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 39) to 
grant an increase of pension to Frederick Beno. } 
Mr. HERMANN. Lask for the consideration of that bill. 
Mr. MATSON. I ask that it be passed over informally. 


Mr. HERMANN. Thope that will not bedone. There is not a more 
meritorious case on the Calendar. This man is entirely paralyzed, ab- 
solutely unable to move, and confined to his bed. 

Mr. MATSON. What is he drawing now? 

Mr. HERMANN. Fifty dollars, but he is compelled to have the serv- 
ice of one or two assistants. He is poor, destitute, with no means to 
employ assistants, 

Mr. MATSON. Very well; let it go. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and required to increase the pension of Frederick Beno, of East Port- 
land, Oregon, to $72 per month. 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will þe 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. Tnoursox, of California) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 39) to 
grant an increase of pension to Frederick Beno, bave had the same under con- 
sideration, and beg Jeave to submit the following report: 

A careful examination of the files of the Pension Bureau discloses the fact 
that claimant's disabilities are of such a character that the relief asked for should 
be granted without hesitation, and therefore respectfuliy return the soona: 
nying bill, and ask that it do pass, the committee taking the liberty of adopting 
the report of the Senate committee in the case as their own, which is as follows: 

That said Beno was a private in Company F, Twelfth Missouri Infantry, and 
was severely wounded in thigh and arm at the battle of Vicksburg, May 22, 
1863, and was only pensioned first at $1 a month; afterward increased to $50, 
and is clearly entitled to $72, as fully appears by the inclosed letters. 

“All the papers in the Department clearly establish this claim, and your com- 
mittee recommend the passage of the bill, with an amendment, inserting com- 
pany and regiment in which he served. 


“HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
“ Washington, D. C., December-6, 188—. 

“Dear Sm: I desire to especially call your attention to the pension case of 
Frederick Beno, certificate No. 131076, who desires to have his allowance in- 
creased from $50 per month to $72 per month, the full sum which I understand 
can be given for a total disability. 

“I desire to state, on my own personal knowledge, that Mr. Beno is totall 
disabled, being unable to walk and haying no use of his arms or legs. He suf- 
fers intensely, and his neighbors frequently hear him several hundred yards 
away eg peg. m is mise He is compelled to take morphine from six to 
twelve times a day, and has done so for years, to suppress his pain. From the 
use of morphine his body has become poisoned, until sores have appeared all 
over him, scarring his body almost completely. 

“Itis n to haye some one by him all the time to attend him. Both 
testicles have 1 ompa 5 aes wife a . — por 
sesses no property mt is asu 0 ty upon his vi ends, an 
neighbors, is pain causes him to become delirious at Conan: bac I have seen 
him in a perfectly insane and raving state; in fact, he is frequently insane, and 
when in that condition is us to handle, for he then appears to have the 
power to strike wildly with his arms. 

“In his sane moments I have conversed with him regarding his service in 
the war, and strange to say, notwithstanding his terrible condition, he becomes 
enthusiastic over the fact that he has sacrificed everything in defense of his 
country; and I have im say he would do it all over again rather than to 
see his country destroyed. 

If there was ever a case that possessed true merit for a full allowance for to- 
tal disability it is this one. : 

Fours, truly, 


Hon. W. W. Dupixy, Commissioner of Pensions.“ 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PESSION OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., September 18, 1886, 

Stn: In response to your inquiry of recent date relative to the pension claim 
of Frederick Beno, lace of Company F, Twelfth Missouri Volunteers (certificate 
No, 131076), I would state that I have caused the evidence to be carefully exam- 
ined and have personally considered the case. 

“Claimant's physical condition, as set forth in your letter, would seem to en- 
title him to the highest rate of pension conferred by law, but the act of June 
16, 1880, granting an increase from $50 to (Spe proye only for those who were 
receiving or, as liberally construed by this office, entitled to receive $50 at date 
of the passage of said act. 

As claimant was notin receipt of $50, and as the evidence does not show his 
condition to be such as to have entitled him to said rating at that time, it is eyvi- 
dent that he is not entitled to the benefits conferred by said act, and there is no 
provision under the law by which his present rating can be increased. 

“Very respectfully, 
, Commissioner, 


“W. B. TAYLOR, Esq., East Portland, Oregon.” 
“ Easr PORTLAND, OREGON, October 21, 1887. 
„Sin: I have the honor to make the following report relative to Frederick 
Beno, Company E, Twelfth Missouri Volunteers. ave this day carefully ex- 
= him and find him a complete and total wreck, both physically and 
mentally. 
“ He can not stand on his feet. 
almost helpless. 
“ Respectfully, your obedient servant, 


“M. C. GEORGE, 


He can not dress or undress himself. He is 


“W. W. ROYAL, 
“Hon. Joun H. MITCHELL, 8 
United States Senate.’ 


— * 


“ HEADQUARTERS SUMNER Post, No. 12, 
“ DEPARTMENT OF OREGOX, G. A. R., 
“East Portland, Oregon, November 3, 1887. 

“GENTLEMEN: We wish to draw your attention to the case of Frederick 
Beno, late private Company E, Twel Missouri Infantry, who, from the na- 
ture of wounds received in the late war, is not only rendered mentally and 
physically helpless, but a constantand suffering charge to others, Theamount 
of his pension ($50) is barely sufficient to meet the expenses of attendants, to say 
nothing of his support and medical attendance. Death has lately deprived him 
of his most vigilant and loving attendant (his wife), thus leaving h:m doubly 
dependent on others for care and comfort. 

“You will readily perceive that with daily medical attendance and constant 

rsonal attendant, together with the amount necessary for his support, that 
Bo per month is entirely inadequate to meet the demands. 


* 
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“ We ask, therefore, that you use your utmost endeavors to have his pension 
increased to an amount sufficient to meet his daily expenses, until death, the 
only cure, shall relieve him from further want. 

“We send herewith a surgeon's certificate of the patient's personal condi- 
tion and disabilities, S 

“ Hoping you will give this matter your attention and support at the earliest 
sana period; er 

We remain yours, o ently, 
C. E. BARTON, 3 
“ Post Adjutant, 
“FELIX R. NEAL, 
Post Commander, Sumner Post, No. 12, Dept. of Oregon, G. A. R. 

“To the United States Senators and Representative from Oregon, Messrs. 

MITCHELL, DOLPH, and HERMANN,” 
“STATE OF OREGON, County of Multnomah: 

“On this lith day of November, 1887, personally appeared before me W. W. 
Royal,a 8 physician, residing in East Portland, county and State afore- 
gaid, who, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he has this day carefully 
examined Frederick Beno, an applicant for increase nk ponp and found him 
a complete and total wreck, both physically and mentally; that he is unable to 
stand on his fect; can not dress or undress himself, and is almost helpless. 

W. W. ROYAL, M. D. 

“Subscribed and sworn to this day and year first above written. 

“ [sear] W. F. CREITZ, 

“Notary Pullic in and for the Slate of Oregon.” 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ADVERSE REPORT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2840) 
to pension Winemah Riddell. 

The CHAIRMAN. What disposition will be made of this adverse 
report? : ‘ 

Mr. FINLEY. Task that it be allowed to remain upon the Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. 

SUSAN JONES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3125) 
for the relief of Susan Jones. 2 

Mr. BYNUM. Lask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Jones, widow of Marion 
Jones, formerly a member of the Thirteenth Missouri Volunteers. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out in line 7 all after the word “of” and insert Company C, Thir- 
teenth ois Volunteers.“ 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. MATSON) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3125) 
for the relief of Susan Jones, have had the same under consideration, and now 


submit the following report: 

The applicant for relief under this bill is the widow of Marion Jones. The 
military history of the said Marion Jones, as gleaned from the papers before the 
committee, is as follows: 

The records of the Adjutant-General’s Office show that 

“Marion Jones was emolled 9 1, 1861, as a private in Company © 
Thirteenth Illinois Volunteers, which regiment was augers rasa designated 
the Twenty-second Ohio Volunteers, to servethree years, and was present with 
his company from enrollment to April 30, 1862, On the muster- rolls of the com- 
pany from April 30, 1862, to October 31, 1862, he is “absent, sick in hos- 

tal at Corinth ;"" on subsequent rolls to A 31, 1863, “ present;” on rolls 

r September and October, November and December, 1 “detached in 
Eleventh Ohio Battery ;” on subsequent rolls to June 30, 1864, “‘ present;”’ on 
roll for January and February, 1864, re- enlisted as a vetern volunteer, February 

1864;”’ on roll for en f and August, 1864, “absent on veteran furlough since 
July 22, 1864;"" on roll oi Company B, same regiment to which transferred, for 
September and October, 1864, sick in Columbus, Ohio;“ on the roll for Novem- 

November 28, 18641;” and on the muster-out 
y, dated August 28, 1885, Little Rock, Ark., “deserted Novem- 
ber 20, 1864, at umbus, Ohio.“ 

The widow in her Geer says that her said husband served continu- 
ously until the month of July, 1864, in which month, he being then stationed at 
Little Rock, Ark., left that place for Columbus, Ohio, for the purpose of procur- 
ing a furlough, since which time she has never heard of him, and she believes 
that he died or was killed while on the road from Little Rock to Columbus. 


Gritten, who was a private in Company L or T, Seventh Regiment Indiana 
Cavalry, who died May 15, 1869. 

The record shows that the said Marion Jones was a faithful soldier duringa 
three-years’ enlistment, and that when his term expired he re-en asa 
veteran, and that at the time of his rang KETE there was no cause why he 
should have deserted. The committee believe that now, after the of 
twenty-three ps it is ſuix to presume he was either killed or died while on 
his way from Little Rock to Columbus. 

The committee believe this is a meritorious case, and therefore submit n 
favorable report, and recommend the of the bill with the following 
amendments: In line 7 strike out all r the word “the” and insert Com- 
pany C, Thirteenth Ilinois Volunteers.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

ANN V. FERGUSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R..7944) 

granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson. 


Mr. BYNUM. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
- The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Ann V. Ferguson, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., a nurse in the United States Army during the late war of the rebellion at 
Hospital No. 1, Murfreesborough, Tenn., and other places, upon the pension- 
rolls, and that she be paid a pension during the remainder of life at the rate of 
$20 per month. 


TheCHAIRMAN. The committee recommend strikingout twenty“ 
and inserting twelve dollars per month.“ 

Mr. BYNUM. I think the committee have heretofore pensioned 
nurses at $20. 

Mr. SPOONER. The ordinary rate is $12. 

Mr. BYNUM. Then I do not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. Matson) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7944 
granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson, have examined the papers on file, an 
par goed ena report: 15 “a 558 i 

n V. m was regularly appointed as an army nurse by the sanitary 
commission of Indiana for the United States armies, She nursed at the Hos- 
pital No.1, Murfreesborough, Tenn., and other places until the close of the war. 
Capt, Theodore W. McCoy testifies that claimant came to the army at Mur- 
freesborough, Tenn., as a volunteer nurse, the first one that within his knowl- 

came to that part of the Army; that from the time she came she labored 
diligently, and rendered invaluable service as nurse in the field and general 
hospitals in and around eee e, She became the head of the volun- 
teer nurses in one of the general hospitals, and remained there until the army 
moved in June, 1863. Her services are further attested by affidavits of persons 
who knew her and the valuable services she performed during the war. 

The claimant is now sixty-nine years of age; in needy circumstances; broken 
in health, and physically unable to do anything for her support. There is no evi- 
dence that she received any compensation for her services as nurse, but, on the 
contrary, that she contributed from her own means in alleviating the suffering 
of our sick and wounded wal 2 She is alone in the world, her husband 
having died at Murfreesborough, Tenn., while lookingafter the interests of the 
soldiers by the request of the sanitary commission of Indiana, 

Your committee favor the passage of the bill, and recommend it do with 
the followingamendment: Strike out “twenty,” in line9, and insert twelve.” 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

LIEUT. JAMES G. W. HARDY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8281) 
for the relief of Lieut, James G. W. Hardy. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Task for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, nu- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the general pension laws, the name of James G. W. Hardy, late 


second lieutenant Company K, Eieventh Regiment of Indiana Cavalry Volun- 
teers, to commence from date of d k 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. MATSON) is as follows: 


The facts in this case are these: James G. W. Hardy enlisted in Company H, 
Sixty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteers, in August, 1862; transferred to com- 
pany B in 1863, and in October of that year detailed to recruit fora new regi- 
ment of cavalry. January 9, 1864, he was mustered as second lieutenant of com- 
pany K, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Cavalry. He resigned, to take effect Feb- 
ruary 4, 1865, upon the following ce: $ 
“GRAVELLY SPRING, ALA., January 22, 1865, 

“Lieut. James G. W. Hardy, of Company K, One hundred and twenty- 
sixth Regiment (Eleventh Cavalry) Indiana Volunteers, having sopua for a 
certificate on which to ground a resignation, I hereby certify that ave care- 
fully examined this oflicer, and find him with fracture of right humerus of ten 
months’ standing, which, not having been properly adjusted, disables him so 
that be can not mount a horse from the und, or draw a saber, in consequence 
of which he is, in my opinion, unfit for duty. He is, in my opinion, physically 
disqualified for service in the Veteran Reserve Corps, 

“SAMUEL H. BUSHNELL, 
“ Assislant Surgeon Eleventh Indiana Catalry.“ 

The manner in which this injury was incurred is thus stated in Pension Of- 
fice letter of rejection : 

On or about January 15, 1864, he was traveling on the railroad from Indian- 
apolis to La Fayette, Ind., on business connected with astray 3 for his regi- 
ment, and near the former place he raised the window by which he was sitting 
and put his right elbow on the sill; while in this position his arm was struck 
by some object outside car, and was fractu: and otherwise injured.” 

While a strict construction of the law concerning “ contributory negligence ” 
would deprive Lieutenant ears by eo his right of against the railroad 
company, and might justify the Pension Office in its adverse action, your com- 
mittee regard it as a case clearly within the duty of Congress to grant relief. 
Lieutenant Hardy’s arm was broken and permanently disabled while in the 
service, zealously and effectively 5 the interests of the public service, 
and we recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MATSON. I move to amend by striking out that portion which 
provides the pension shall begin from the date of di b 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


pass. 
ENOCH WEATHERS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6973) 
for the relief of Enoch Weathers. : 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Iask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
, thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll 


or be, and he is hereby, au 
e . — of Enoch 8 
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late captain of a company of Indiana militia during the Morgan raid, subject 
to the Fonditions and limitations of the pension laws. $ 3 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. Matson),is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 
6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers, have considered the same, and now sub- 
mit the following report: 

Enoch Weathers enlisted in a volunteer militia company formed in Crawford 
County, Indiana, in July, 1863, called the Marengo Light Guards, organized ex- 
pressly for the purpose ot suppressing the Morgan raid.“ 

The organization was in conformity to the militia law of Indiana, approved 
May 11, 1861, and it is proved thatsaid company elected its officers and was mus- 
tered into the Indiana Legion, and that each member thereof took the oath of 
allegiance. The said Enoch Weathers was elected captain of said company, and 
was duly commissioned by Governor Oliver P, Morton. He asks that Congress 
pass a special act for his relief on the ground that while acting asa member of 
said company, and in lineof duty, about the 17th day of July, 1863, at New Al- 
bay, Ind., while assisting in bringing a cannon on board of a boat paras rupt- 
u in the right side by being severely struck with the tongue of m- cur- 
riage. He has made no spelen for pension for the reason that the Pension 
Department do not consider claims arising from injuries received by persons be- 
longing to State militia organizations. 

Lee wood testifies that he was the family physician of the claimant for 
twenty 228 prior to the rebellion, and was personally acquainted with him, 
and had good reason to know that he was a sound, able-bodied man, and free 
from hernia of any form when he joined the Union forces at the time of the 
Morgan raid in 1863. He also testifies that on or about July 20, 1863, claimant 
called at his office asking for advice and medical treatment, On examination, 
he found that he was badly ruptured—inguinal hernia of the right side; that 
he reduced the hernia and applied a truss, which answered the purpose for the 
time; that claimant said this rupture was caused by aiding and assisting in mov- 
ing artillery at New Albany, Ind. He also says he knows from observation 
that said hernia continues to exist, and has gradually pone worse, disabling 
him more or less each year since 1863, and by reason of said hernia he is not 
able to perform manual labor over one-third of his time. 

i Dr. William B. Ballington, acting surgeon of said organization, testifies as fol- 
ows: 

“That on or about the 17th day of July, 1863, while in line of duty, in the Mor- 
gan raid at New Albany, Ind., Enoch Weathers was severely ruptured in the 
3 side and was under my treatment for the same for some one or two days. 
f know these facts from personal knowledge,” 

Nathan N. Morgan, acting colonel, testifies as follows: 

“I was the acting colonel of the Home Guard forces that marched after the 
Confederate John Morgan when he made his raid in 1863. Enoch Weathers was 
a duly commissioned captain of the Marengo Light Guards and served under 
me in the raid. At New Albany, Ind., I ordered him to put a cannon on board 
a steam-boat in order to transport same to Leavenworth, Ind. While assisting 
to get the cannon on board the boat he was jerked violently and injured, Isaw 
him a few minutes after the accident and found him very sick, and he told me 
he had been ruptured by being jerked by the cannon. He continued indisposed 
until the forces were disbanded at Leavenworth, Ind.” 

John House testifies; 

“IT was a member of claimant’s company; that on or about the 17th July, 
1863, while helping to pet ® cannon on a boat at New Albany, Enoch 
Weathers was injured in form of rupture, which disabled him from duty. I 
know these facts from personal knowledge, being present at the time.” 

Jacob Hutzlar, Michael R. Tucker, and William T. Vance all testify that they 
have been personally acquainted with Enoch Weathers for over thirty years; 
that prior to 1863 he was an able-bodied man, and that since that time to the 
present he has been 5 rupture. 

The evidence fully establishes the that the claimant enlisted, was mus- 
tered in, and served asa soldier as above set forth; that he was a sound, healthy 
man, free from horoia gar toand at the time of his enlistment; that he was 
ruptured as claimed; t said rupture was incurred in the service and in line 
of duty; and that said hernia or rupture has continued since its incurrence up 
to the present time. 

After a careful examination of all the evidence submitted, the committee are 
of the opinion that this is a meritorious case, and so believing they submit a 
favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass, 
ANNA M. THIELE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 6976) 
for the relief of Anna M. Thiele. j l 
Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to reinstate the name of Anna M. Thiele on the pension- 
roll, and pay to her the same amount of pension to which she was entitled, and 
for which she was rated as the widow of Peter Simonson, deceased, late captain 
of the Fifth Indiana Battery, and chief of artillery on the staff of General Stanley. 


The CHAIRMAN. There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 
The report (by Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele, submit the following report: 

Claimant was the widow of Peter Simonson, who was commissioned in Sep- 
tember, 1861, as a captain of the Fifth Indiana Battery, and for meritorious serv- 
icés was promoted chief of Aar Gap General Stanley’s staff, and from his pro- 
motion until the time of his death he served in that ition; that while in the 
service and in the line of duty he was instantly killed while engaging the enemy 
on the 16th of June, 1864, before Pine Mountain, near Atlanta, Ga. As the widow 
of said Peter Simonson she was pensioned from the death of her husband until 
her marriage with Herman Thiele, October 28, 1870. 

Claimant lived with her second husband for several years, when he abandoned 
her after having got possession and control of what little property she had re- 
ceived from her first husband, and leaving her without any means of E 
with an aged father 3 upon her. That her second husband died at 

r 2, 1882, leaving no estate. She now seeks to have 


Portland, Oregon, Octo 
nsion-rolls as the widow of Peter Simonson at 


her name replaced upon the 


the same rate she was entitled to and received up to the date of her remarriage 
with Herman Thiele, 

It is an established rule of this committee where a husband has been killed in 
battle while engaging the enemy to recommend such class of cases to the favor- 
able consideration of Congress. This claimant is advanced in years and is in 
destitute circumstances, and relies upon her own exertions for support. Her 


second husband squandered all her means and abandoned her, leaying her in 
her old age destitute. We therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY T. BRIDGES. 


Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee rise. 

Mr. PERKINS. Before that is done I ask unanimons consent, at 
the request of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE], who was 
unable to remain in the House, to call up the bill (H. R. 6545) to in- 
crease the pension of Henry T. Bridges. This soldier is in a dying con- 
dition, and the bill ought to pass. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to grant an increase of pension to Henry T. Bridges, late 
a soldier of the United States in the war with Mexico, and to pay him, from and 
after the passage of this act, $30 per month. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There being no objection, the report will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

The report (by Mr. BLIss) is as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 6545) to in- 
5 the pension of Henry T. Bridges, have considered the same, and report 
as follows: 

The claimant, Henry T. Bridges, served in the Mexican war in Company B, 
Second Tennessee Volunteers, from the 4th day of June, 1846, to the 25th day ot 
May, 1847, a period of nearly one year, as shown by the records of the War De- 
partment. He applied for pension in 1856, claiming that while in the military 
service, and especially while at Vera Cruz, where he participated in a battle, 
aud at Cerro Gordo and Jalapa, Mexico, in the spring of 1817, he contracted a 
severe illness, for which he was treated in hospital, and which necessitated his 
being carried in a wagon on the march to Jalapa, and that, although he some- 
what recovered, he suffered a relapse on his return to the United States. 

In this declaration he did not state the exact nature of his diseases, but in the 
testimony filed therewith (in 1856) it appeared that the diseases were of the 
lungs and rheumatism, one comrade stating that near Tampico, Mexico, one of 
claimant’s ankles became swollen,so that he was carried in an ambulance. 
The hospital records not having been preserved, and the testimony of a com- 
missioned officer not having been furnished,the claim,upon the death of the 
claimant's attorney, was abandoned, and not reopened until about 1876. 

Jn April, 1883, the claim was allowed for chronic bronchitis, and pension has 
been paid for that disease alone at the rate of $8 per month from January 24, 
1876, to January 28, 1885, and $16 per month thereafter. 

In addition to the chronic bronchitis, for which claimant is pensioned, there 

also a claim for rheumatism and dyspepsia on file among the pension papers, 
and it appears that the disability from these latter diseases, with the bronchitis, 
have rendered claimant a confirmed invalid and permanently disabled him for 
performing manual labor, Upon this point the examining board of three 
physicians at Cairo, Ill., May 19, 1886, report as follows: 

“The claimant is anemic and weak; chest is flat, with ribs and clavicle very 

prominent; pornos notes are dull over both lungs; the respiratory murmur 

feeble, and is accompanied by sibilant and mucous rales vary: in d 
and position; has frequent cough; throat and fauces are red and inflamed. 
The right elbow-joint is enlarged and partially stiffened; can not be fully ex- 
tended by about 15 degrees. Both knees are enlarged and stiffened by plastic 
deposits, neither can be fully extended or flexed by 10 or 15 degrees, 

“These joints do not seem tender to moderate pressure. There is an exosto- 


sis as large as a hen’s egg 2 inches below upper end of left fibula; it appears 
tender, The left tibia is enlarged nearly one-half throughout the shaft of the 
bone. There is an exostosis about 1 inch in diameter elevated three-fourths of 


an inch near spine of right tibia, and another about 3 inches above knee-joint 
of posterior side of femur. The instep in both feet is depressed, producing 
slight talipes valgus. We consider this man permanently disabled for the per- 
formance of any manual labor.” 

Ata previous examination by Examining sca! ie J.T. Jones, of Jackson, 
Tenn., the claimant was found to be severely affected by dyspepsia as well as 
bronchitis and severe disability from rheumatism, 

From the claimant’s statements to these surgeons, it appears that about 1870 
the rbeumatism began to assume its severe form of enlarged joints and the 
growth of bony tumors, and Dr. D. S. Laws, a reliable physician, testifies to 
the continued existence of that condition ever since, and gives itas his opinion, 
after studying the claimant's d for twenty years, that the rheumatism, 
bronchitis, and dyspepsia grew from the same cause. 

The claimant has presented to your committee reliable testimony showing 
that he was affected by rheumatism, as well as piles and bronchitis, at his re- 
turn from the service in 1847, and that said diseases have continued to affect 
him ever since that year. There is also testimony in the pension claim which 
establishes the existence of rheumatism and dyspepsia (or diarrhea) visite the 
soldier's military service, and of the continuance of dyspepsia since that time 

Your committee are well satisfied that the rheumatism, which constitutes 
claimant's chief affliction and which confines him to his house, prevents him 
from performing manual labor and renders his existence almost unendurable, 
had its commencement in the winter of 1847, near Tampico, Mexico, whero 
claimant's “ankles were swelled,” as was sworn to by his comrade, John M. 
King, in an affidavit filed in the pension claim more than thirty years ago. 

The soldier served a long period of service, endured the privations incident 
to an army in an enemy’s country, participated in battles, and is now in his old 
age rendered helpless by diseases in that way incu 1 

our committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and return it to 
the House with that recommendation, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 

House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Lask that the bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension 
to Mary Ann Lang be taken up for present consideration. 

Mr. MATSON. I must insist upon the motion, as we will not have 
more than time to pass the bills already acted upon. 

The motion wus agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCCREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. DocKERY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse, having had under consideration the Private 
Calendar under the special order, had directed him to report sundry 
bills to the House with various recommendations. 


1888. 
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BILLS PASSED. 

The following bills, reportad from the Committee of the Whole, were 
severally considered and ordered to be en for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, were accordingly read the, third time, and passed; 
namely: 

A bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension- roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 

A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieut. James Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 8520 granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 

A bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey; 

A bill (H. R. 720) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 

A bill 85 R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 

A bill (H. R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandevender; 

A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins; 

A bill (H. R. 1875 granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel; 

A bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 

A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 

A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Roundtree; 

A bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 

A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 

A bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 

A bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele; 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension to Henry T. Bridges; and 

A bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons. 

The following bills reported from the Committee of the Whole with 
amendments were severally considered, the amendments concurred in, 
and the bills as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
aud being engrossed, were accordingly read the third time, and passed, 
namely: 

A bill (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Heury L. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 


- of 1812; 


7 
A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Georgo W. Kin- 
caid; á 

A bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

A bill tr R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver, 

A bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti; 

A bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamarn; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Beyers; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. 4743) granting pensions to Ada Piatt, Leota Piatt, and 
Jessie Piatt; 

A bill (H. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells, 

A bill K. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; and 

A bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young; the 
title of the latter being amended to conform to the amendmentsin the bill. 

The bill (H. R. 8285) to remove the political disabilities of Elliott 
Johnson was considered. 

Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE. I move to amend this bill by mak- 
ing it read Johnston,“ as the name is incorrectly spelled. 

e amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to bo engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed 
(two thirds voting in favor thereof). 

The following Senate bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
were considered, ordered to a third reading, and being read the third 
baa me passed; namely: 

A bill (S. 331) granting a pension to John Kalbfleisch; 

A bill (S. 2419) granting a pension to Lemuel R. Rea; 
A bill (S. 835) for the relief of Elisha Griswold; 
A bill (S. 1096) granting a ion to James Lucas; 
bill (S. 801) for the relief of Basile Champagne; 
ill (S. 5 granting a pension to Anastasia Walter; 
ill (S. 820) granting a pension to David A. Servis; 
ill (S. 805) granting a pension to Melvina Greenwood; 
ill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Emma Van Bernewitz; 
bill 811) granting a pension to Lydia D. Holtz; 


PP > > > > 
soos 


A bill (S. 860) granting a pension to Stephen Singleton; and 

A bill (S. 39) granting an increase of pension to Frederick Beno. 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


XIX—253 


| table. 


RECOMMITTED. 


The bill (H. R. 2115) granting a pension to Fletcher S. Dewey was 
reported back with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

_ The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole was concurred 
in. 
ADVERSE REPORTS. 


The bill (H. R. 366) granting a pension to James Ferris was reported 
back with the recommendation that it be laid on the table. 

The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole was concurred in. 

The bill (S. 806) granting a pension to William Healy was reported 
from the Committee of the Whole with the recommendation thatit be 
indefinitely postponed. 

Therecommendation of the Committee ofthe Whole was concurred in. 


ANNA MERTZ. 


Mr. CANNON. Task unanimous consent to call up from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (S. 1237) granting a pension 
to Anna Mertz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna Mertz, the widow, and the 
minor children of Charles A. Mertz, late a captain of Company K, Sixty-second 
Ilinois Volunteers. ` 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 

The committee to whom was referred the bill (S, 1237) beg leave to report that 
they have considered the same, and adopted the report of the Senate on said 
bill as their own report, which is as follows: 


Senate Report No. 448, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1237) grant- 
ing a pension to Anna Mertz, widow, and the minor children of Charles A. 
Mertz, have examined the same, and report: 

“The claimant is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, deceased, who was a captain 
in Company K, of Sixty-second Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the 
war of the rebellion. The husband was mustered into the service as captain, 
April 10, 1862, and resigned June 7, 1863. It appears from the certificate of Dr, 
Jahn W. Cameron, surgeon of the regiment, dated Jackson, Tenn., 6th day of 
January, 1863, that he was suffering from disease in such manner as to require 
a furlough of thirty days, and furlough was recommended for that time, He 
returned, however, to the regiment at Jackson, Tenn., but on the 17th of May, 
1853, the surgeon of the regiment again certified that he was wholly unfit for 
duty, and that thore would be no probability of his recovery in less than six 
months, if at all. Upon this he tendered his resignation, and the same was ac- 
cepted. He returned home, but never recovered. 

It appears from the testimony of his comrades and neighbors on file that he 
was a sound. healthy man before he enteredthe Army, It is shown that he was 
attacked while in the service, from the labor and exposure incident thereto, with 
chronic intermittent fever, followed by acute dysentery, which debilitated him 
to the extent that he was wholly unfit for duty. Upon his return home, as ap- 
pears from the evidence of his neighbors, and Dr. Keneper and others, he was 
continuously affected with chronic diarrhea, catarrh, and intense pains in the 
head. ‘To case his suffering, he frequently took laudanum and morphine under 
the advice of physicians. This relief was, however, temporary. Me never ap- 
plied for a pension, although he constantly attributed his complaints to his army 
service, He worked occasionally at his trade, but was subject at auy time to 
attacks of very severe diarrhea, accompanied with acute catarrhal pains in tho 
bead and face. 

“ On the Ist of December, 1884, he died from the effects of an overdose of mor- 
phine taken to alleviate his suffering. ‘The evidence does not show that he had 
@ prescription from a physician upon the occasion of the fatal dose. It shows: 
that he had, under medical advice several times given him, taken the samo 
medicine, and was in the habit of taking itwhen attacked by his disease. Wo 
think the death clearly traceable to the disease as its primary cause. 

“The widow is very poor; has two children of this soldier, offsprings of her 
marriage with him, depending upon her support. 

“We 1 of the bill, amended by inserting captain! in sev- 
enth line in place of private, which is a misdescription of the deceased.” 
er of the facts of this case the committee recommend that said 

ill do pass, 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 3 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider bo laid on the 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MATTHEW H. REYNOLDS. 


Mr. FORD. Iask unanimous consent to call up from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pen- 
sion to Matthew H. Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to put the name of Matthew II. Reynolds, late private of 


Company B, First Michigan Cavalry, on the pension - roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4774) granting a pension to Matthew H. Reynolds, having considered the same, 
beg leave to rt as follows: 

Reynolds enlisted August 25, 1861, as a private in Company B, First Regiment 
vice oar Cavalry, and was discharged November 27, 1862, on account of rheu- 
matic eness of the back and shoulders, with acute pain through the lungs.” 
The certificate of disability for discharge further stated 


fore his enlistment, and has suffered from injury nearly all the time since.” 
On July 1, 1879, Reynolds filed an application for a pension, and all that 
while in the line of duty near assas, Va., an ph em e in shoeing a 
young horse, he me injured and coni rhe ia is was 
ected July 15, 1884, on the ground that claimant’s alleged rh is 
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From the testimony submitted to the committee it can not be doubted that, 
at the time of his enlistment, Reynolds was a sound, able- Albert 
Hoag and Daniel Fraser, in a jo! 
nolds prior to his enlistment, and that poy ge fino . Ed- 
ward M. Watson testifies that he enlisted at the same mega with ynol „ and 
in the same company, and that he distinctly remembers Reynolds as a sound, 
healthy man, and that— 

Reynolds was one of the first men 2 on duty as company blacksmith, 2 
during tt the year that I remained with his company don’t think he was awa 
unable for duty. In fact, I do not hesitate tostate that in 1861 he (Reynolds) 
no visible ailments that lever of, and I was acquainted with 8 


eral years 8 to the war.“ 
Edward N. Negus, late first sergeant of tect Gar company, testifies that he 
knew Reynolds at the time of his canh Jagr that he was then, to all ap- 
as sound and healthy as an n the regiment. That Reynolds, 
company eee, in that 
capacity until discharged. 1sé2— 


pearances, 
upon enlistment, was at once appoin 

Reynolds was shoeing one of the company horses, it being a colt that had 
been captured a few days before; the horse struggled and threw Reynolds, and 
wrenched his back, from which hurt = 3 recovered while in the service.“ 

Dr. Lonis D. Cyr, of Marquette, M es that he knew Reynolds for 
four or five years before he enlisted. a and that he then seemed to be strong 
and vigorous and not suffering from any disease. 

In an affidavit dated the of March, 1858, and which has been submitted to 
the committee, the claimant, Reynolds, emphaticall and positively denies that 
he was ever injured by a load of logs falling upon him; that he never had any- 
thing to do with logs or logging prior tothe war; that he never was on or near 

a load of logs; that before enlistment he was engaged in mining in the iron re- 
8 of Northern Michigan; that the surgeon must have © a mistake in 
certifying zm he (Reynolds) was injured before enlistment by a load of logs 

upon him; that the surgeon evidently confounded him (Reynolds) with 
another blacksmith named Hutchins, who worked at the forge, but who could 
not shoe horses or ride in the saddle on account of some w: iess or inj cog to 
his back, And he ft says, “It is my belief that the surgeon has mixed his 
(Hutchins) case with mine.” 

This recent affidavit is hereto 5 and made a part of this repo: 

Reynolds is now an inmate of the Michigan Soldiers’ Home, ane 6 ering to 
his injury, isina eee ary “ery 5 

The coommend that the bill do pass. 


a or aoa, County of Kent, ss: 
In the matter of the claim for original invalid pension of Matthew H. Rey- 
egiment Ce 


nolds, of Compan First È Michigan Cavalry Volunteers. 
yop N otary 5 in — for aforesaid county and 


Michigan, reputable and entitled to credit; and 1 who, being duly sworn, de- 


— 5 15 Tan aart iS load fa 5 
near hy 00 ogs; never an ogs or 

in the iron business and was living mining 

Jef Northern Michigan. I would respectfully call 3 to the fact 


that Capt. E. L. Negus, in Seaman OF Se Spec pens. DAS MON Gwenn INLE WAR 
„„ enlistment, in A 1861, as any man in the regiment; 
and has also to the very time when I was Prat ty me pee 
treville, Va., in August, 1862, while at work shoeing a wild colt which had bee: 


captured from the enem y- 
2 attention to the fact that I shod horses overa year in all 
sorts of weather—often in the m 


day. My wi anera Watan Tosoni Hertie 

a day. y witmesses—. atson, 

3 Moloney, Malthus HATAYA -DAO SRON 
There was another 


the 
who worked at the forge, but — not shoe horses or ride the sad 
count of some or 8 and it is mb belief omy be 


H. REYNO: 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; = 

Derg Se it was accordingly read the third time, and 
RD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

ELLEN M. THIERS. 

Mr. O'DONNELL. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the 
Private Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 5789) grant- 
ing a pension to Ellen M. Thiers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cle., That the 3 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to a to ger hoy the pension-roll the name of Ellen M. Thiers, 
a resident of Battle Creek, Mich., at the rate of $25 per month, on account of 
disability resulting from disease contracted while serving as a hospital nurse 
during the war of the rebellion. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

Jn line 6 strike out 25 and insert 512.“ 


The report (by Mr. Cutpm An) is as follows: 


duty at Paducsh, Ky., and served in the hospital 
ar in sa She had the general supervision of two wards, and 


We recommend that the bill be amended by inserting twelve“ in lieu of 
“twenty-five” in the sixth line, and as amended, passed. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DONNELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
y | pared; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 p. m. having arrived, 
the House, pursuant to order, stands adjourned until 11 o'clock a. m. 
to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DINGLEY: A bill (H. R. 9922) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Eliza N. Cromwell to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DUNN: A bill (H. R. 9923) for the relief of Samuel F. David - 
son—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 9924) for the relief of James P. 
Chase—to the Committee on War 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9925) for the relief of James P. Chase—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LAIRD: A bill (H. R. 9926) for the relief of James Pace— 
to the Committee on Military Aftairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9927) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of P. Dunphy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 9928) for the relief of Julia Ann 
Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 9929) for the relief of Sam- 
uel B. Horne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 9930) granting a pension to Joseph 
B. Reed to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, a referred as follows: 

By Mr. B : Petition of Adam Girten and 90 others, citizens 
of Shelby County, Indiana, in favorof amendment of the postal laws— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 3 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Dr. A. J. Purdy and 72 others, cit- 
izens of Benton County, Indiana, for the establishment of a :oldiers’ 
home in Indiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COX: Memorial of the Century Association of New York, 
3 by a letter from Hon. John Bigelow, in favor of the rec- 
ognition of literary property and its rights—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of J, N. Franklin, De Kalb County, Ala- 
bama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FULLER (by request): Petition of C. W. D. Lathrop, in ref- 
erence to the adjustment of his salary as fourth-class postmaster—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of the Moorestown Grange, No. 8, of New 
Jersey, in favor of pnre feod—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Protest of certain citizens of New Albany, Ind., 
against the reduction of the tariff on window-glass—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By tos MEDLET Poni. of Local any No. 6824, age 
of Labor, of Youngstown, against civil pensions—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of John Black, of Edward Collins, of Jane 
Ann Clapsaddle, of estate of Abraham Brein, of Emanuel Wherley, of 
Sarah Patterson, and of John Bushman, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Petition of 30 citizens of Nebraska, for the or- 

of Oklahoma—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of John M. Kimbrough, Monroe County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his case to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Soyer rok 

By Mr. OUTHWAT tion of privates of hospital corps, for in- 
crease of salary—to the Committee on Military “Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Evidence in support of House bill 9691, for the 
relief of William L. Lenan—to the Committee on Military Afairs, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of heir of Mrs, Fereby Johnson, of 
Rutherford County, ‘Tennessee, for reference of his case to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROGERS (by request): Petition of certain citizens of the Choc- 
taw Nation, for relief—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also (by request), petition of certain citizens of Hot Springs, Ark., 
acy vi ag feo right as to certain lots—to the Committee on the 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of Samuel B. Horne, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Petition of J. H. Haviland and 21 others, 
citizens of Rock County, Wisconsin, against any in the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, and in favor of pure food—to the Committee on 


sin Se ra 
y Mr. TOOLE: Petition of the Montana Society Civil Engineers, 
for the passage of the pending Cullom-Breckinridge bill to establish a 
3 of harbors and water ways to the Committee on Rivers and 
rbors. 
By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of James H. Yarborough, and of 
C. W. Hengley, of Davidson County, Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally. re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
=i By Mr. BAYNE: Of A. C. Walker and other druggists of Sewickley, 


a. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Of George W. Allen and others, citizens of 
South Boston, Va. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of druggists of Claysville, Pa. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Of James M. Griffin and of John J. Gallagher 
& Bro., of Wilmington, Del. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 


1 
By Mr. PUGSLEY: Of J. B. McLanghlin and 72 others, citizens of | 


Ross County, Ohio. Z 
By Mr. SAYERS: Of sundry citizens of Austin, Tex. S 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 


ure, by the meansof certainimport duties, was received, and referred to | 


the Committee on Ways and Means: 
By Mr. PHELPS: Of citizens of Bergen County, New Jersey. ~ 


The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. BELMONT: Of ex-Union soldiers of Suffolk County and of 
Queens County, New York. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
-ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 


By Mr. FORNEY: Of M. E. Dozier, George F. Gaither, and Patrick 
Tucker, committee of organized labor in Alabama. 
By Mr. LIND: Of66 citizens of Brown and Rock Counties, Minnesota 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 12, 1888. 


The House met nt 11 o’clocka,m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W- 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House bills of the Senate of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were severally read twice, and referred to the com- 
mittees indicated: 

The bill (S. 269) to grant to the Fort Smith and El Paso Railway 
Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other 

urposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 449) for the erection of a monument to the memory of 
pal: Gen. Henry Knox at Thomaston, Me.—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. i 

The bill (S. 658) for the erection of a public building at the city of 
Beatrice, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1322) providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Hastings, Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1507) providing for an additional associate justice of th 
supreme court of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

The bill (S. 1725) for the relief of the legal representatives of Lewis 
W. Washington, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1813) for the relief of Susan B. Hopkins, widow of Arvah 
Hopkins, late of Tallahassee, Fla., deceased—to the Committee on 


The bill (S. 1929) to authorize the purchase of five manuscript vol- 
umes (being letter-books) of William Vans Murray, formerly minister 
at The Hague and at Paris—to the Committee on the Library, 


The bill Si 2024) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the 
Mississippi River at or near Clarksville, Mo., and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on Commerce. z 

The bill (S. 2536) granting to the Oregon Railway and Navigation 
Company the right of way through the Nez Pereé Indian reservation— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2542) toreimburse certain persons who expended moneys 
and furnished services and supplies in repelling invasions and suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities within the territorial limits of the present State 
of Nevada—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

The bill (S. 1430) to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted for the 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SAWYER, for Saturday and Monday, on account of important 
engagements. 9 s 

To Mr. DARLINGTON, until Tuesday, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

To Mr. GAINES, for ten days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. O'DONNELL, by unanimous consent leave was 
given to withdraw from the files of the House papers in the case of 
Nelson Green, Forty-rinth Congress, without leaving copies, no adverse 
report having been made thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the 8 er signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 339) for the relief of J. E. Pilcher; 

A bill (H. R. 671) for the relief of the heirs of John 8. Fillmore, 


2 

A bill (H. R. 1473) authorizing the President of the United States 
to arrange a conference between the United States of America and the 
Republics of Mexico, Central and South America, Hayti, San Domingo, 
and the Empire of Brazil; and 

A bill-(H. R. 6831) to detach the county of Audrain, in the State of 
Missouri, from the eastern, and attach it to the western, judicial district 
of said State. 

PORT OF NEW ORLEANS, 


Mr. LAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the House Calendar and put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 3376) to 
extend the limits of the port of New Orleans, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, otc., That the limits of the port of of New Orleans, La., 

shall be, and the sameare hereby, extended so as to include that portion of tho 

of Jefferson lying between the Mississippi River, Lake Pontchartrain, the 

upper line of the parish of Orleans, left bank, and a line running nel thereto, 

commencing at the Mississippi River at a point 2 miles above the upper line of 
the said of Orleans, and extending to Lake Pontchartrain, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Louisiana? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I think there ought to be somo 
explanation of that bill. 

Mr. LAGAN. Mr. Speaker, the Southern Pacific Railroad having 
been extended through from Texas, they found it necessary to procure 
space for wharves at New Orleans. They could not be accommodated in 
the city within the limits of the port, and in consequence they had to 
purchase property beyond, and they now wish to have the limits of the 
port extended so as to take them in. 

. Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Is this concurred in by tho 
Secretary of the Treasury ? 

Mr. LAGAN. Yes; they are working now under permission from 
him to receive 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. 
Speaker. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LAGAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pessat; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
tahle. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, EMPORIA, KANS. 
Mr. RYAN. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table the bill (H. R. 1913) and put it on its passage. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will send for the bill and will recognize 
the gentleman later. 


OLD UNITED STATES COURT BUILDINGS, UTICA, N. Y. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the farther consideration 
of the joint resolution (H. Res. 103), and thatit be now put upon its 
passage. 


I have no objection, Mr. 
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The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, ete., That the Department of Justice be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to transfer and relinquish to the city of Utica, State of New York, 
all the right, title, and claim of the United States to the rooms in what is de- 
seribed as the city hall,in said city of Utica, which were formerly used for the 
United States courts. and officials thereof under a deed or lease executed on the 
25th day of May, 1857, the same having been entirely abandoned by the said 
courts and officials thereof, a new building having been erected by the Govern- 
ment for the convenience and occupancy of said United States courts, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from New York [ Mr. SHERMAN]? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Will the gentleman explain 
the object of the bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The letter of the Attorney-General at the end of 
the report covers the whole case. I ask the Clerk to read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, February 13, 1888. 

Sm: Your letter of the 9th instant has been received, transmitting House reso- 
lution 103 respecting the rooms of the United States at Utica, N. Y., leased for 
court purposes. In reply, you are informed that the De ment has long had 
no use of the rooms for the purpose mentioned. They have been annually a 
source of some expense to the Department in its official supervision of the same 
through the marshal of the northern district of New York, and some other slight 
ex 3. In my annual report to Congress, December 1, 1887, legislation was 
recommended to dispose of the interest of the United States in the rooms. 

It is understood that there is no probability of a future need for them by the 
courts. I therefore renew my recommendation that Congress shall d of 

them in such a manner as it shall deem proper, and, in my judgment, the action 
8 by the ioma resolution is appropriate. 
Jery respectfully, 
= A. H. GARLAND, 
Attorney-General, 
Hon. J, R. NEAL, 
House of Representatices. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
passed. ; 12 

Mr. SHERMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


A. M. ANDERSON AND OTHERS. 


Mr. COWLES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of A. M. Anderson and others. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States be, 
by, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas- 


enacted, 
and he is here 
ury not othe appropriated, an amount sufficient to adjust and settle the 


necounts of A. M. Anderson, Hall Caldwell, A. C. Bryan, and C. C. Crumpler, 
special deputy collectors employed by J. J. Mott, then collector of the sixth col- 
lection district of North Carolina, during and for the months of January and 
February, 1879, to each, or to his legal representative or heirs at law, the pay 
of a special deputy collector for the two months above mentioned, they having 
been employed by the said collector of the district on said duty, and never hav- 
ing eee any compensation therefor. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from North Carolina? 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. COWLES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 

; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the bill to which I re- 
ferred a while ago is not on the Speaker’s table. I wish to remind the 
Chair that I called it up some days ago and asked unanimous consent, 
but my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] suggested that I should 
let it lie on the Speaker’s table until I could find an opportunity to 
bring it up later. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the nature of the bill? 

Mr. RYAN. It is a public-bnilding bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I must object to that bill. 

Mr. RYAN. Itis not quite necessary for the gentleman to object 
just yet. Iam merely informing the Speaker of the status of the bill. 
I understand that by a mistake it was referred to the committee, al- 
though it was intended that it should remain on the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair remembers the circumstances. It was 
to have been retained in the hands of the Chair, but it was inadvert- 
ently sent to the committee. The Clerk will read the bill, after which 
the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9770) for the erection of a public building at Emporia, Kans. 

Mr. MILLS. Do I understand the Chair to say that that bill is now 
before the House? 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous con- 
sent that it be now considered. 

Mr. MILLS. I stated that I objected to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentleman. 


Mr. MILLS. Five days have been granted for the consideration of 
public-building bills, and besides that other days have been set aside 
for that purpose. I am willing to have unanimous consent to go on 
with other business in the morning, but I am unwilling that public- 
building bills shall absorb any more of the time of the House. 


THOMAS MATHEWS AND OTHERS, 


Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others, 
and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to investigate the claims of Thomas Mathews, for the sum 
of $54.50; H. A. Crane, for the sum of $37.80; William McChesney, for the sum 
of $20.20; John K. Post & Co., for the sum of $324.20; E. W. Rathbun & Co., for 
the sum of $585.20; Irwin P. Sloan, for the sum of $611.40; C. C. Morton, for the 
sum of $103.20; Charles H. Getman, for the sum of $115.20; Edward Monen, for 
the sum of $124.60; Smith, Murdock & Co., for the sum of $197.60; Daniel L. 
Couch, for the sum of $142.80; Failing and Pratt, forthe sum of $71.40; Failingand 
Rundell, for the sum of $45.60; L. A. Card, for the sum of $75.20; E. L. and 8. 
Thornton, for the sum of 885.80; Feige Fairchild & Co., for the sum of $64; D. 
P. Fairchild, for the sum of $55.20: O. X. Bond & Co., for the sum of $49.20; I. 
P. Wetmore, for the sum of $32; Ross & Co., for the sum of $72,60; Bond and 
Jenkins, for the sum of $23.20; Crane, Belden & Co., for the sum of $46.20; Bond, 
Kinyon & Co., for the sum of #8,40; Kinyon, Wright & Co., for the sum of $41.80; 
Charles O Harra, for the sum of 310.40; Page & Co., for the sum of $7.20; Hogoman 
and Murdock, for the sum of $35.60; Cheeney, Ames & Co., for the sum of 810.80; 
now or formerly importers in the customs district of Oswego, N. Y., being the 
several amounts of fees alleged to have been unlawfully collected of them re- 
spectively, by collectors of customs at the port of Oswego, N. Y.,from the Ist 
day of April, 1873, to the 3ist day of December, 1882, inclasive, under section 
2654 of the Revised Statutes of the United States (second edition); and in case he 
shall be satisfied that euch claims or any part or parts thereof were unlawfully 
collected, he shall refund the same to the said firms or parties, or their legal rep- 
resentatives, out of any money in the Treasury of the United States not other- 
wise appropriated. 


The report (by Mr. BURROWS) was read, as follows: 


That the Committee on Ways and Means of the Forty-eighth Congress made 
favorable report of this bill after referring the claims therein provided for to 
the Secretary of the Treasury for consideration, and after due investigation this 
committee adopt their favorabie refon and append hereto a recent letter from 
the retary ofthe Treasury in relation thereto. 

The collector of customs at the port of Oswego, N. Y., from the Ist day of April, 
1873, to the 31st day of December, 1582, inclusive, demanded and collected of the 
persons and firms hereinafter named the several sums set opposite their re- 
spective names, These several sums are made up of fees collected by the col- 
lector at said port during the time named for certificates claimed to be of the 
character autho and covered by section 2654 of the Revised Statutes (sec- 
tion 2, act of March 2, 1879, Statutes at Large, vol. 1, page 706, 

The legality of these several payments was tested in the case of Cochrane v. 
Schell, Supreme Court of the United States, October, 1882, term, in which de- 
cision it was held that the stamp affixed to consular invoices (on importations 
similar to those made by the persons named in the bill) was not such a certifi- 
cate as warranted the collection from the importer of a fee of 20 cents. In alet- 
ter from the Secretary of the United States Treasury concerning the subject- 
matter of this bill and the fees therein mentioned, dated December 19, 1834, the 
Secretary disposes of the whole matter. Following is a copy of the letter: 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
** Washington, D. C., December 19, 1884. 


“Sim: In response to a communication made under your direction on the 24th 
of June last to the Secretary of the Treasury, submitting for his consideration 
H. R. 7106, a bill for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others, I have the honor 
to return herewith a copy of a letter under the date of the 10th instant from the 
collector of customs at Oswego, N. V., advising the payment to Thomas Mathews 
and the other persons named in the bill of the amounts set opposite the several 
names of the same persons in his letter. The claims to these sums arise under 
a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States procured at the October 
term, 1882, in the case of Cochrane rs. Augustus Schell, in which decision it was 
held that the stamp affixed to consular invoices (on importations similar to those 
made by the persons named in the bill) was not such a certificate as warranted 
the collection from the importer of a fee of 20 cents. The sums named in the 
letter were for fees of this character exacted under the supposed authority of 
section 2654 of the Revised Statutes (section 2, act of March 2, 1879, Stats. at Large, 
vol. 1, page Accompanying the letter are detailed statements of the sums 
collected from each person named in the bill, with the date of collection as taken 
from the records of the collector’s office. 

“The claimants would seem to be justly entitled to a refund of the amounts 
exacted of them. 


“CHAS, E. COON, Acting Secretary. 
“Hon. H. A. HERBERT, = 


“Of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
House of Representatives.“ 


The following is a list of the persons and firms affected by this bill and covered 
by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury and the letter of the collector of 
the port of Oswego, N. Y., to wit: 


Charles H. Getman. ............... $115.20 | Irwin P. Slona.......... $611. 40 
J. K. Post & Col. . . 324.20 | Edward Monen 124, 60 
E. W. Rathbun & Co. 8 585.20 Smith, Murdock & Co, 197. 60 
Kinyon, Wright & Col 41.80 Hogoman & Murdock. 35. 60 
Paige, Fairchild & Co 64. 00 10. 40 
Cheeney, Ames & Co. 10. 80 age 7.20 
William McChessney........... 20.20 | Bond, Kinyon & Co.. 8.40 
Crane, Belden & CO.. 46. 20 C. C. Morton . 103. 20 
Bond & Jenkins =h 23.20 | Thomas Mathews . 54.80 
O. M. Bond & Co. 49.20 | E. L. & S. Thornton 35.80 
Failing & Pratt. 71.40 | Failing & Rundell.. 45. 60 
Ross & Co. 72.60 | D. P. Fairchild .... 55. 20 
L, A. Card. 75.20 I. P. Wetmore. . . .. ae 32.00 
H. A. e. — — 37. 80 — — 
Daniel L. Couch.. . as 142. INU S ESSE E E A 60 


These su there is no doubt, were collected without authority of law, and 
in the opinion of your committee ought to be returned to the parties nam 
These several sums are now in the Treasury of the United States. 


"TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 9, 1888. 
"Sır: The Department is in receipt of a letter, dated the 6th instant, from Mr. 


1888.- 


— 


Henry Talbot, clerk of your committee, in which he incloses bill H. R. 4531, en- 
titled A bill for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others,’ and requests that 
you be advised whether the Department has any information in the matters re- 
ferred to in the bill since the date of its communication to Mr. Herbert, of the 
Committee on Ways and Means of December 19, 1884, which is embodied in the 
report of the committee on the bill in Forty-eighth Congress (ReportNo. 2608), 

“In reply, you are informed that the Department has no knowledge of any 
facts or matters which have occurred in connection with the claims set forth in 
the bill since the date of its said letter which would throw any further light 
upon the merits thereof, 

“Tt would seem, however, upon reading said letter of the 19th December, 1884. 
that the Department failed to call the attention of the committee to the fact that 
the customs fees in question, which the bill proposes to refund to Mr. Mathews 
and the other parties mentioned, were paid at the custom-honse at Oswego, dur- 
ing the period stated, without protest and appeal, and consequently that under 
the provisions of the fifteenth section of the act of June 30, 1864 (U. S. Statutes 
at Large, volame 13, 202), now section 2932 of the Revised Statutes, the de- 
cision of the collector of customs at Oswego, in exacting such fees, became ‘final 
and conclusive.’ 

“Respectfully, yours, 
J. H. MAYNARD, 
Assistant Secretary. 
“Hon. J. C. Burrows, 
“Committee Ways and Means, 
United Slates House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.“ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
They are embodied in the bill, as printed above. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en, and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. NUTTING moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FORT SMITH AND EL PASO RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, being called away from the House last 
evening by illness at my home, I requested the Clerk not to permit a 
Senate bill in reference to right of way through the Indian Territory 
to be laid before the House until I could be present to-day. As Ihave 
been detained in reaching the House this morning, the bill to which I 
allude has been taken up and referred. It is the bill (S. 269) to grant 
to the Fort Smith and El Paso Rail way Company a right of way through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be now taken up and putupon its passage. A House 
bill identical in its terms with this Senate bill has, by a unanimous 
yote of the Committee on Indian Affairs, been favorably reported in 
this House. The bill simply grants the right of way from Fort Smith 
to El Paso through the Choctaw and Chickasaw country and one or two 
Indian reservations. $ 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Did the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] 
state that this bill has been unanimously reported? 

Mr. ROGERS. It has been in both Houses; and it contains all the 
restrictions heretofore agreed on by Congress in reference to grants of 
right of way through the Indian Territory. 

‘There being no objection, the reading of the bill was dispensed with. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


I ask unanimous consent that the reading of the bill 


ed. 

Pr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
er and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, House bill No. 9582, 
similar in terms to the Senate bill just passed, will be laid on the table. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


Mr. NELSON. Task unanimous consent for the present consider- 
ation of the bill (H. R. 2572) authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River 
and Southwestern Railway Company. 7 ; 

2 * no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the . 

Mr. NELSON. This bill has been favorably reported by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. With the amendments recommended by the 
committee, the bill is in the usual form for bridge bills. I ask unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill at length. 

There being no objection, the reading of the bill was di with. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments reported by the Committee on 
Commerce will be read. 

The Clerk read às follows: 

At the beginning of section 2 strike out the words: 

‘That the said bridge shall be constructed as a pivot draw-bridge, and shall 
be so constructed that a free and unobstructed passage may be secured to all 


water crafts, rafts, or logs navigating said river at the point aforesaid.” 

And insert the words: 

That the bridge authorized by this act shall be constructed as a pivot draw- 
bridge, with a draw over the main channel at an accessible and the best navi- 
fable point, and with spans giving a clear width of water way measured at the 

owest stage of water known at the locality, of not less than 80 feet in the clear 
on each side of the central or pivot pier of the draw, and the bottom chord of 
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said bridge shall not be of less elevation than 1 foot above the plane of the 
highest known flood at the locality; and provision shall also be made in the 
location and construction of abutments aud approaches to allow the free pas- 
sage of flood water; and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel to and the 
bridge itself at right angles to the direction of the current of said river. And 
said corporation shall provide, at iis own expense, such sheer-booms, guide- 
piers, and other devices as may be necessary to facilitate the safe passage of 
boats or other water-craft through the spans of said bridge.” 3 

In line 26 of section 2 strike out the words Secretary of War“ and insert the 
words Light-House Board.” 

After the word “bridge,” in line 9of section 4, insert and equal privileges in 
the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph companies.” 

Add as a new section the following: 

“Sec, 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bri 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof.“ 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the hill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LYDIA D. HOLTZ. 


Mr. MILLS. I now demand the regular order, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] 
desires to call attention to an error in reference to the bill (S. 811) 

ting a pension to Lydia D. Holtz. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The bill just mentioned by the Chair was reported 
adversely from the Committee on Invalid Pensions by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SAWYER], but by inadvertence it appeared upon 
the Private Calendar as if reported favorably, the Calendar not show- 
ing that there has been an adverse report. In consequence of this fact, 
the Committee of the Whole House last evening, acting under a mis- 
apprehension as to the nature of the report which had been made, laid 
the bill aside to be reported favorably to the House; and later in the 
evening it was passed by the House and the motion to reconsider laid 
on the table. I now ask unanimous consent that the action of the 
House in passing the bill be reconsidered, and the action of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House in favorably reporting it be vacated so that 
the bill shall remain on the Private Calendar for future consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Missouri? 

There being no objection, the order requested by Mr. DOCKERY was 
made. 

CONVICT LABOR. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill 
(H. R. 9932) to prevent convict labor from competing with organized 
labor, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 


MAJ. JAMES BELGER. 


Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 9196) for the relief of Maj. James Belger; which was 
laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back, in the nature of a 
substitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 9933) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire Maj. James Belger with the rank and grade 
of colonel; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLS. I now demand the r order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. x 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the morning hour for the presentation of 
reports be with, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to present may hand them in at the Clerk’s desk for reference to 
the appropriate Calendars. 

The SPEAKER, If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue. ` 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House atcordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation 
and to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. HAUGEN], 
whose remarks yesterday were interrupted by the rising of the com- 
mittee, is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HAUGEN resumed and concluded his remarks, which are now 
published entire, 
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Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, if it were not for the surplus, 
the Democratic party would, indeed, be in dire distress for an argument 
upon which to base their claim to continuance in office. Four years 
ago their rallying cry was Cleveland and reform.” It would be sheer 
mockery to repeat that cry in the coming struggle, for not even the 
saintly Mugwump is any longer capable of sustaining the President as 
a reformer. The President himself by his silence on the subject admits 
that ‘‘civil-service reform” no longer occupies that prominent position 
it did in the balmy autumn days of 1884. Public office” has become 
a ‘‘ Democratic trust, and nota ‘‘ public trust, and is rapidly coming 
to deserve the scondemame nation as those other unholy combinations 
which prey upon the public under the misapplied name of ‘‘trusts.”’ 

There is no longer, thinks the President, that supreme danger in ac- 
cepting a second term of the highest office in the gift the American 

ple, of which he was so apprehensive in his letter of acceptance. 
fh his immaculate hands no danger of abuse lurks in the great power of 
appointment to effect the goal of personal ambition. 

The view changes before the Presidential vision. The public trust“ 
of 1884 has given way in 1887 to the ‘‘surplus,’’ with the vicious, in- 
equitable, and illogical tariff? heaving intosight. We were on the very 
brink of ruin, according to the President’s message, on the 5th of De- 
cember, 1887. He starts out with saying: 


You are confronted at tne threshold of your lative duties with a condi- 


tion of the national finances which imperatively ds immediate and care- 
ful consideration. 
And further on— 

It will not do to neglect this situation because its dangers are not now palpa- 
bly imminent and apparent. zey exist none the less certainly, and await the 
unforeseen and unexpected occasion when suddenly they will be precipitated 
upon us, 


The danger, he tells you, is there, although“ not now palpably im- 
minent or a t.“ Queen Elizabeth, in like manner, was in the 
habit of tellmg the House of Commons when that body clamored for 
administrative reform in England, that she knew best what was for the 
welfare of her subjects, and that they better attend to those duties He- 
Majesty graciouslyassignedthem. History records no such supreme in- 
sight into affairs not palpable or apparent? to the citizen or legisla 
tor since the days of Good Queen Bess until the reign of Grover the 

- First. 


But the alarm seems to have faded away as gently as the last echoes 
of the Presidential message. While his fellow-partisans took up its 
sad refrain and carried it to every nook and corner of the land, the peo- 
ple of the United States, confident in the strength and stability of their 
institutions, refused to be convulsed. The public mind and business 
confidence are certainly as composed as at the date of the message. As 
a prophet of evil the President is a failure. 

Even this Democratic House betrays by its masterly inactivity its 
failure to appreciate the warning signal of impending danger, for, al- 
though the alarm note was sounded in early December, no remedy is 
proposed by the Democratic Committee on Ways and Means, the only 
source from which it could originate, before the middle of April. Sus- 
picion might suggest that Democracy fears to meet the issue recklessly 
precipitated upon it by the President without first 3 from its 
nominating convention in June, and that the interval has pur- 
posely bridged over by inaction. The next few weeks will disclose 
whether this is well founded. > 

The bill before us, Democrats say, is intended to meet the danger of 
an accumulated surplus in the Treasury. I believe as firmly as any 
Democrat that no more revenue should be collected than necessary to 
meet the expenses of the Government economically administered. But 
parsimony is not economy. I would pay the nation’s just debts and 
moral obligations as well. I would at least make an honest effort to 
fairly, equitably, and liberally compensate the heroic veteran volun- 
teer soldiery, whose prowess in its death throes preserved the nation’s 
life and integrity. I would consider with liberality, without waste- 
fulness, the imperative needs of our internal and improve 
our greatnational highways, recognizing that to the interior portions of 
the country the navigability of our lake and river routes furnishes the 
surest against extortionate railway charges. 

The President entertains different views. He vetoed the dependent 

nsion bill, as well as the river and harbor appropriation bill passed 
by the last It might well be asked, was there premeditated 
malice in this? Had he signed those bills, as Congress by its well- 
considered action said he ought, and the needs of the country demanded 
that he should, the excess of our income over our expenditures during 
the last fiscal year would not have added alarmingly to the surplus, 
and, what is of more importance, it would have been an act of humanity 
in the one case, relieving thousands of sufferers, and in the other 
would have cheapened the cost of transportation of-every bushel ot 
grain carried from interior and Western States to the seaboard. For 
some inexplicable reason—unless he considered it necessary to create a 
surplus, so that he might have some pretext on which to base his at- 
tack upon the protective system of the country—he failed to meet the 
reasonable expectations of his countrymen. Now, using this surplus, 
for which he is individually largely responsible, as a shield, he proceeds 
to launch against the enterprise, the genius, the thrift of the people 
the venomous darts of free trade by parading in his m the sur- 
plus as the necessary result of what he is pleased to term the vicious, 


inequitable, and illogical tarif.” And to his stubborn resolution his 
party bows in abject submission. 

The President in his message expresses doubt as to whether the law 
authorizes the payment of the bonded debt out of moneys now in the 

in advance of its maturity. By the unanimous vote of this 
House he was relieved of his doubt, not even Democrats having the ef- 
frontery of upholding him in this misconstruction of a plain law. Had 
the President continued the policy of his own and former Secretaries 
of the Treasury he would have had no surplus to point to. This doubt 
never occurred to his mind until some $17,000,000 had been paid out 
of the Treasury by his Secretary. Then first did it occur to the Pres- 
ident that there was danger that he would be deprived of his dear sur- 
plus. Had he continued to obey the law as he started in, the money 
locked up in the would have been restored to its legitimate 
soe of trade and the interest on the bonds purchased saved to the 
people. 

It is made apparent in this prolonged discussion that harmony does 
not altogether prevail in the ranks of the 3 of this bill. They 
are all agreed that a protective tariff, in the language of the President, 
is vicious, inequitable, and illogical,’’ except where it has breathed the 
spirit of lifeinto some industry in the district of a Democratic member. 

SUGAR, 

The Democratic sugar of Louisiana, costing the people of my State 
some $2,000,000 per year of unnecessary and vexatious taxation, with- 
out a redeeming feature, which it has been repeatedly demonstrated 
has failed of the only legitimate object and purpose of protection, that 
of stimulating an industry in order that it may eventually meet the 
wants of our own people, and thus by force of home competition lower 
the price; has been treated more tenderly by the Mills bill. 

Ifthere were any reasonable hope that continuing the protective duty 
on sugar would result in production approximately commensurate with 
our consumption, I for one should object to its abolition; but after a 
trial of twenty-seven years, and a cost to the people of this country of 
hundreds of millions of dollars in vain efforts to encourage and stimu- 
late an industry which refuses to respond, it does seem that the sugar 
tax ought to be abolished. 

Sugar is certainly one of those articles commonly called the neces- 
saries of life, used by the poor and rich alike, and the abolition of this 
duty would cheapen sugar to the consumer and would insure a decided 
and material relief to the Treasury by cutting off one of the principal— 
indeed, the very largest—source of revenue. But the sectionalism of 
the bill is apparent at the very outset, and the planter of Lonisiana 
need have no fear. His special interest will receive no harm at Demo- 
cratic hands. There is but little relief offered in this direction by the 
majority of the Ways and Means Committee, considering the oppor- 
tunity here presented to accomplish their avowed purpose of materially 
reducing the surplus. 

During the fiscal year 1886 and 1887 we imported sugar to the value 
of $68,897,102.27, the duty collected thereon amounting to the enor- ` 
mous sum of $56,515,601.67. 

Including with the tariff on sugar the $1,496,836 collected on im- 
ported molasses gives a total of $58,012,464 paid out for the encourage- 
ment of this industry, which has so far failed to furnish one-eleventh 
of our consumption. 

While I do not admit the general proposition so frequently laid down 
by the other side, that the price of an article is increased by the amount 
of the duty where the subject of the duty is an article which is capable 
of development to the extent of our demands, I do admit that where 
so small a part of our consumption is of domestic culture and manufact- 
ure as is the case with sugar the proposition is approximately correct. 

So that, according to the favorite Democratic method of illustration, 
whenever a poor laborer takes his hard-earned wages and at the gro- 
cery invests them in sugar, for every dollar's worth of sugar purchased 
he is taxed by the rich planter and refiner an additional 82 cents. 
This robber tariff, to quote the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, enables the monopolistic ‘‘sugar trust” and sugar barons 
to take out of the consumer’s pocket $1.82 for that which, were the 
duty removed, would cost him $1. 

We produce only about 9 per cent. of the sugar consumed in this 
country, and the expense of this duty to our people is even greater 
than the amount collected, as the same rule of increased cost must be 
similarly applied to the Hawaiian sugar admitted free of duty, and 
which last year amounted to $9,255,351, as well as to domestic sugars. 
It would likewise affect the price of molasses and sirups. Of these we 
imported last year 38,007,700 gallons, valued at $5,355,475; 113,574 
gallons of this being admitted free under the Hawaiian treaty. The 
duty is 4 cents per gallon on the lower and 8 cents on the higher grades. 

It is proposed by my ambaa friends, I believe, to substitute for 
this duty a bounty to be paid directly to the producer. On principle 
a bounty does not strike me favorably. Once established any effort to 
decrease or abolish it would encounter the most determined opposition. 
But I do not propose to set my judgment up against the intelligent 
opinion of my party. Very few menare able tosustain successfully or 
profitably to their constituents the rôle of independents, and I have no 
such conceit or inclination. I was elected as a Republican by a Re- 
publican constituency, which has the right to expect to find me in the 
Republican column. I do not intend to disappoint them. 


1888. 
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It is satisfactorily demonstrated that the proposed plan to repeal the 
duty on sugars and grant a bounty instead, retaining only sufficient 
duty to meet the cost of this bounty, will save to the people about 

- $50,000,000 per year, and at the same time leave the producer as fully 
protected as under the present law. This will certainly recommend 
itself to every citizen earnestly desiring a reduction of income, and to 
whose political ambition the surplus scarecrow is not absolutely es- 
sential. The planter ought not to object, for his protection remains 
intact. The consumer certainly will not, for he will be saved $50,000,- 
000 per year. The Democratic politician alone will feel that his chief 
ocenpation, that of berating Republicans for heaping up the people’s 
money in the Treasury, will be gone. : 

In this connection it is proper to say that the new diffusion process 
which seems to have been successfully introduced in Kansas, holds out 
the hope that we are on the eve of a revolution in the sugar industry, 
and that the sugar necessary for our consumption may still be pro- 
duced by our own labor and prove profitable to the agriculturist, and 
result eventually in reducing the price tothe consumer. If this desir- 
able result can be attained, the broad, rich prairies of Kansas, and fer- 
tile fields of Wisconsin as well, now producing cereals, will be largely 
turned into cane-fields, thus reducing the oversupply of grain, and 
giving to our people sugar of our own production. As the grain crop 
of one State competes with thet of every other in the common market, 
the effect of transforming to any considerable extent the grain-grower 
into a cane-grower will be an advantage to both. 

RICE, 

Rice is another Democratic product—I dare not say Southern, for 
fear of being accused of sectionalism, admitting, however, that I love 
the North better than the South, my own State better than any other, 
even in the North, but my adopted country as a whole better than any 
other country on this or on the other side of the Atlantic, not excepting 
that land of pine-clad mountains, laughing water-falls, and beautiful 
fiords, with a history humble as a nation, but of heroic individual- 
ism—the Land of the MidnightSun. [Applause.] 

A duty was placed upon rice in 1846, and it has since remained du- 
tiable. It is a crop to the production of which, as hitherto to sugar, 
nature seems to have fixed a limit. It is healthful and nourishing, 
and a duty enhancing its cost to the consumer and failing to encourage 
its production to an extent influencing in any perceptible degree the 
market price, is indefensible with a large surplus in the Treasury. The 
following statement of the crops raised, prices prevailing, and duty will 
illustrate my argument: 


Rice crop of the United States before and since the war. 


~ Years, Pounds. Tanes per 

= Cenis. 
1840... 63,948,000 | 2łto 4 
1845... 71, 492, 400 2p to 4? 
1850 112,237,800 | 2} to 84 
1855 70, 872, 000 2} to 
1860 119, 344, 800 3 to 4f 
1865;.. 5, 000, 000 9} to 14 
1870... 52, 892, 400 9} 
1875 85, 000, 000 8 
1880 122, 000, 000 8 
1885... 000,000 


ig 


Years. Rate. 
.| Free. 
Free. 
20 per cent. ad valorem (average 


t cent per pound). 
..| 15 per cent. ad valorem (average } 
cent per pound), 


Cleaned. Uncleaned.] Rough. 
Per 23 Per ter Per cent, 
3 2} 2 1} 
2} l 14 


Cleaned, ad valorem, lacteaned, ad valorem. 


Cents. Cents. 
Duty at present. 2} = 90 per cent. 1} = 75 per cent. 
Duty as posed... 2 = 80 per cent. 14 = 67 per cent. 
Duty 1} = 45 per cent. 1 = 33 per cent, 
Duty Highest 20 per cent. 


. 2 rice much higher than now, hence specific duty was less per cent. 
on value, 


Yearly consumption per head, England (1886), 103 (10.76) pounds. 

Yearly consumption per head, United States (1386), 4 (4.02) pounds. 

3 eo 3 ou per pound, cleaned in New Orleans, nets planter on planta- 

Forty-four bushels (10 barrels clean), per acre, low yield, $22, 

Sixty bushels (16 barrels clean), per acre, average yield, $35. 
Eighty bushels (20 barrels clean), per acre, not unusual yield, 818. 

Better than wheat. 

The last two rice crops have not varied materially from that of 18835, 
about 150,000,000 pounds. We imported in 1887, 94,686,659 pounds. 
With cheaper rice it is safe to say a much larger amount of this food 
product would be consumed per capita, as the table shows is the case 
in England. In their search for raw and unmannufactured material” 
to be placed upon the free-list why did not the Democratic committee 
include in their proposed bill rough and uneleaned rice? 

LEGITIMATE PROTECTION. 

Unlike a bounty, a protective duty works its own repeal when im- 
posed on legitimate objects; that is, such as are capable of development 
to the extent of our wants. A bounty remains stable, and its expense 
increases with the increase of domestic production. Under a proper pro- 
tective duty, when home production approximates a point commensu- 
rate with the demand, prices, by the very force of domestic competition, 
gravitate to their natural level, the tax fading away without the least 
disturbing or alarming effect upon business. ‘The price of many arti- 
cles of clothing used by the laborer and artisan is no higher here than 
in England, showing thatas to those goods protection has effected its pur- 
pose. From personal experience as to prices, [remember myself that in 
the latter part of the sixties a pair of ducking overalls, such as was then 
commonly used by lumbermen, cost $2.50; reduced to a gold basis, not 
less than $1.75. This sum will to-day buy a whole suit of the same 
material, and bettermade. A pairof driving-boots, costing at that time 
$10, costs to-day $5. Instead. of ducking, the lumberman now uses 
woolens, paying for a Mackinaw suit $5, finding it cheaper and more 
comfortable. 

The cost of a lumberman's outfit going into the woods in Wisconsin 
at present, may be stated as follows: 


ß BED 

1 Mackinac eoũt . 2.50 

2 pairs socks, at 75 cents. 1.50 

2 pairs drawers, at $1.25. 2.50 

2 undershirts, at 81.25. 2.50 

1 pair mittens ......... 75 

2 overshirts, at 81.75 . sse . 3.50 

1 pair boot packs or rubber shoes. — 2.75 
e A E A e A A 18.50 


These goods are of the very best material, and are principally manu- 
factured in St. Paul and Minneapolis. The wearing-apparel is wool. 
The above is a complete outfit for winter use and wear. 

And reduced to gold his wages are now higher than they were 
twenty years ago. Even the poor man’s blanket, which is giving our 
friends on the other side so much concern, and with which they have 
been vainly trying to cover the hideous skeleton of free trade, is little, 
ifany, dearer here than in England. 

The cost of a pair of five-pound woolen blankets in England is $4.45. 
American blankets of P the same weight and quality cost $5.20. 
The duty is $4.25 and custom-house fees 65 cents. If the free-trade 
argument, that the cost is increased by the amount of the duty, were 
true, the poor man’s blanket should cost $9.35 instead of $5.20, and 
that without allowing anything for transportation and incidental ex- 
penses of exchange. x 

But the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], whom I do 
not see in the House, whose figures submitted here a few days ago I 
have examined, would go at it in this way: 

E ORAE ave Fes Rave SS DAENT — —— 
Price of one pair poor man's blankets 
—Congressional Record, page 3947.— 

He would have you believe that under free trade a pair of blankets 
could be bought here for 25 cents. This is exactly the process of his 
deductions in figuring up the ‘‘gain’’ on necessaries under this bill. 
The proposition is too absurd for further comment. That gentleman" 
also seems to labor under the misapprehension that an ad valorem duty 
is imposed on the article at its retail value here, for he quotes salt in 
his list at $3 per barrel (which is more than twice its value, even in 
Minnesota) and the duty at $1.20. The gentleman’s statement will 
need a great deal of salt to preserve it through the sammer months for 
use in the fall campaign. 8 and laughter. ] The same gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, in his over-anxiety to strengthen his case by 
large figures, includes among the necessaries of life ‘‘ manufactures of 
silk” (page 3942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD). On this article he says 
$15,540,301 duty was collected last year, a great share of it, no doubt, 
ruthlessly abstracted from the toiling farmers of the Third Minnesota 
district. The gentleman nicely discriminates between silks and dia- 
monds, classing the former as necessaries, but the latter as ‘‘luxu- 
ries. The evolutionary process seems at nt to be resting at 
*‘silks’? in the gentleman’s district. When he returns he may, how- 
ever, find his farmers reaching out for diamonds. He is a Ruskin in 
his tastes, who claimed that the true policy was to cheapen luxuries 
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so that the poor might afford them as well as the rich, and he will easily 
catch up with the procession. 

The statement made on this floor that common cotton prints can be 
bought here as cheaply as in England has not and can not truthfully 
be disputed. In some cases the duty is as high and even higher than 
the selling price here. The more expensive cotton fabrics are somewhat 
higher here than in England, owing to the fact that more labor enters 
into them and that our laborer demands and receives better wages than 
his European brother; but even in those the difference in price is not 
equal to the duty. 

The report of the Bureau of Statistics on our foreign commerce shows 
that of $32,275,935 worth of cotton goods imported in 1887 a relatively 
small part consisted of goods entering into the clothing of the laborer’s 
or farmer’s family, allowing, of course, that common grades entered 
largely into the consumption of all classes. The statementis as follows: 


Articles. Quantities, Values, 
Cotton, manufactures of: 
Cloths— 
Not bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, 
or printed. stens, SQUATE yards. 
Bleached, dyed, colored, stained, painted, or 
printed ards 


Clothing, ready-made, and other wearing-ap- 


pared, not including knit goods. . . . . . . craves 436, 356 
Embroideries lacings, insertings, trimmings, 

and lace window-curtains. .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 10, 467, 073 

Knit goods: 

Stockings, hose, half-hose, shirts, drawers, 
and all goods made, fashioned, or shaped 
on knitting machines, or frames, or knit by 

PERU Se A T ET ANAA, 6, 910, 104 

919, 994 

6, 871, 244 

Total cotton, manufactures of. 28, 940, 353 


In this table the largest item, nearly one-third of the whole, consists 
of luxuries. The next largest wouldjalso, in a modest community of 
laborers or farmers, be considered in that class, for very few of these 
people wear imported stockings, hose, half-hose, &c., of which this 
item consists. How few luxuries enter into the item ‘‘all other,” it 
is impossible to say. The cotton goods entering mainly into the cloth- 
ing of the laborer and farmer are contained in the three first items and 
amount to only the sum of $3,771,938, while 60,000,000 people neces- 
sarily use of these common good,—necessaries to every family—hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars’ worth a year. To the question whence 
these goods are supplied, the answer is, from our own manufactories. 
Home competition in the common cotton fabrics has reduced the price 
until it has successfully closed the door to foreign competition. Sup- 
plying all our wants it has lowered prices uutil these goods are cheaper 
than at any previous time. Protection has effected its purpose. The 
modester the attire the less is the tax imposed on the wearer under 
a protective duty. 

This ought to set at rest the oft-repeated charge that the tariff bears 
most heavily on the clothing of the poor, as far as cotton goods are 
concerned at least, 

SALT. 

Salt has been laid down in Milwaukee within the last three years at 
53 cents per barrel, wholesale. The empty barrel costs between 20 
and 25 cents. Calling it 20 cents, would leave 33 cents per barrel for 
the salt. The tariff is 12 cents per hundred-weight, or 36 cents per 
barrel of 300 pounds. According to the Democratic argument ad- 
vanced here that the wicked Republican tariff increases the price of 
an article by the amount of the duty thereon, salt ought to be given 
away in Chicago and Milwaukee, and 3 cents per barrel paid the pur- 
chaser for taking it away, or, in other words, the price of a barrel of 
salt should be that of the cost of the empty barrel, less 3 cents. This 
refers to Michigan salt. Removed from water transportation, the value 
of an article as heavy as salt is rapidly increased by railway charges, 
and the price to the consumer at inland points may be many times its 
original cost where produced. But at Jake ports it costs as much to 
haul a barrel of salt from the dock to the residence as the price of the 
salt amounts to. r 

An examination of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD containing this de- 
bate leads me to the inevitable conclusion that, even in the minds of 
those gentlemen who have most vehemently urged the passage of this 
bill and their free-trade views upon the country, there lurks after all 

a suspicion that dire results may possibly follow should it become a law. 

Each one carefully guards the special interest of his district. They 
impliedly admit the danger of the experiment by their anxiety to try 

its effect upon Republican communities first. If free trade is such a 

good thing, why not tear down the walls surrounding the Louisiana 

sugar-planter and give him the advantage of the world’s market? If 

Louisiana is for protection let her declare it by her vote. If she be- 


lieves in the theories of President Cleveland give her a practical trial 
of them. No Republican State is here asking to have the duty on wool 
removed, and they represent the large majority of wool-growers in the 
country. They have knocked in vain at the door of the Committee on 
Ways and Means to be heard in opposition to it. 

Under the Mills bill the Democratic sugar, rice, coal, iron, and 
whisky of the South are left untouched or but slightly interfered with, 
while the Republican wool, lumber, salt, and farm products of the 
North are subjected to the experimental dissecting-knife of these Dem- 
ocratic tariff-tinkering quacks, 

Irefer in this connection to several speeches coming from Democratic 
supporters of the Mills bill upon this floor. During the remarks of the 


-gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], a Democratic member of 


the committee reporting this bill, a question was raised by the venerable 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] as to whether a certain 
clause in the bill might not be so construed by anti-protective Treasury 
officials as to put iron ore and coal upon the free-list. My genial friend 
from Virginia [Mr. O'FERRALL], in whose district, by the way, coal 
mining is quite an important industry, became very much alarmed. 
Put coal on the free-list? Never! says my friend to himself. Jam a 
free- trader, it is true, but not in Virginia coal. I am a follower of the 
Presidential policy of putting raw materials on the free-list, but the 
President meant Republican wool, not Democratic coal.“ He rose in 
his seat and interrupted the gentleman from Tennessee, but being in- 
formed that no such intent had ever possessed the Democratic end of 
the committee, and that if it should appear that any such danger lurked 
in its terms the bill should be so amended as to remove all question, 
the gentleman from Virginia found peace for his troubled soul and 
quietly and serenely let the discussion goon. (Page3599, CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD.) 

A few days later my much-esteemed friend from Virginia with elo- 
quence earnest and fervid, denounced the Republican robber tariff and 
1 himself unqualifledly for the Mills bill. Coal troubled him 
no longer. 

Even the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], whose 
kind heart would shut out no labor and no product of labor even 
the much-abused and long-suffering Chinaman finds awarm nook 
in his affections—has a tender regard for rice. Butrice is a product of 
South Carolina. I do not desire to misquote the gentleman, and will 
therefore use his very words: 


[Page 3575, CONGRESSIONAL Recorp.] 

Mr. Davis. Do you approve of those features of this bill which put wool on 
the free-list and yet protect rice? 

Mr. HEMPHILL, I approve of this bill from beginning to end. 

A few minutes latter he announced the oft-repeated Democratic doc- 
trine that he believed in buying where we can buy the cheapest, un- 
doubtedly with a mental reservation as to rice, and was again inter- 
rupted as follows: 

Mr. Perxrss. If we should be permitted to buy where we can buy the cheap- 
est, why should we not be permitted to hire where we can hire the cheapest? 

Mr, HxurniLL. Exactly. I think that is right. 

California Chinamen will please take notice that South Carolina is 
extending to them a hearty welcome. [Applause and laughter] 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] will support the Mills 
bill, but thinks the glass-blowers of his district deserve more considera- 
tion than it gives them, and may be expected to ask to amend in that 
particular. It has a bitter taste to him on that account, but should he 
fail he will try to swallow the pill and smile. (RECORD, April 30). 

My friend from Michigan [Mr. TARsNEy] favors the bill, of course, 
as a Democrat in good standing should; but we may look for an earnest 
effort from the gentleman to restore salt to the dutiable list. On the 
whole that gentleman prefers ‘‘a sliding scale,’’ and, inferentially at 
least, must be opposed to this sudden and abrupt placing of wool, lam- 
ber, salt, etc., on the free-list. He is more of a believer in the late 
Hon. William R. Morrison, of horizontal’? memory, than a disciple of 
Mills. (See CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 3643). 

And last, but not least, the wool interest finds a defender in the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. LANHAM], who dissents, it would seem, 
from his colleague, the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, 
and thinks that even on the boundless prairies of the Lone Star State 
free wool is not just the thing. He is contented, however, with an 
ad valorem duty of 25 per cent.; thinks that amount about right fora 
Texas sheep. (Page 3914, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD). 

It is safe to say, however, that these gentlemen will all eventually 
vote for the Mills bill. Not that they believe in it, but it follows 
closely in the line of the President’s ukase, and party discipline de- 
mands their support. Their Moses has spoken and they are preparing 
to follow his lead into the wilderness for another weary tramp of twenty- 
four years. 

Of our Northern Democrats it is unnecessary to speak. They are 
humble followers, not leaders, in the Democratic procession. They re- 
ceived such a castigation only a short month ago at the hands of their 
valorous Southern leaders for following out the wishes of their con- 
stituents in supporting the bill to refund to the States the direct war 
tax, amounting to some $17,000,000, that it is with fear and trembling 
they now approach the Democratic altar to solemnly declare with their 
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hearts in their throats that they are forthe Mills bill just as itis, and they 
are, oh, so sorry that they acted as they did in laying their unsanctified 
hands upon the sacred surplus. [Laughter.] Why, the indignation of 
my distinguished friend and neighbor from Minnesota [Mr. MAcpon- 
ALD] rose to such a pitch at the outrage of haying some sixty men of 
this House filibuster to prevent that just measure to restore to the peo- 
ple of this country $17,000,000 of war tax from passing that he rushed 
into print and in one of the daily papers of this city denounced such 
infamous proceedings whereby the will of the majority was thwarted, 
not even hesitating to thereby censure (by necessary implication) his 
learned colleague [Mr. Witson], whose more perfect party training 
had tanght him that Democracy means Southern supremacy, and who 
had early got himself into line on that basis. [Applause] 

Not three days had passed after this public explosion on the part of 
my friend before lie, too, became convinced that it was dangerous to re- 
duce the surplus by $17,000,000 just before election, even to pay just 
debts, when the money would largely go to the loyal States of the 
North. I did not expect him to consider the $446,000 which Wiscon- 
sin would havo received, but did think he would stand by his colors 
for Minnesota. But he and his fellows have learned, what Mr. Cleve- 
land discovered in the early summer days of 1885, that the majority 
and controlling element of their party being at the solid South, the 
wishes of that section must be respected. Had the outcome of the war 
resulted in defeat to the North, no one can say what the feeling of that 
section would have been. But if theSouthern sympathizers with our 
unsuccessful cause had, after the restoration of peace, bowed in that 
servile submission to our dictation, which is now evinced by the North- 
ern Democrats to their Southern masters, they could only have pro- 
voked the contempt the brave soldier entertains for the cowardly de- 
serter. 

THE FARMER AND TIE TARIFF. 

Much has been sa’ 1 about the farmer and whether he is benefited by 

rotection. The farmer in my part of the country is decidedly a laborer. 

e is almost universally a small land-owner, small as compared with 
the farmer of the prairie States west of the Mississippi. The number 
of farms in Wisconsin in 1885, was 136,108, or about one farm to 
each 11} inhabitants, the population being 1,563,413. The aggregate 
value of farms was 8568, 187,288, averaging $4,174 each. The value ot 
farms is governed largely by their distance from cities and manufact- 
uring towns, showing that their productive value increases accordingly 
as the market is accessible. 

While lumbering still holds the first rank, considerable progress 

towards other manufacturing in various branches has of late been made, 
and quite a number of woolen mills have been built, nearly all, how- 
ever, thus far in the southern part of the State, 
The State has been largely settled by men whose only capital was 
industry, intelligence, economy, and perseverance. It has been an al- 
most unbroken rule that in new settlements the farmers have spent 
their winters in the logging-camps, which have offered steady employ- 
ment at fair wages, As the pine receded to the north before the wood- 
man’s ax new settlements followed, and the same thing was repeated. 
This continues until a time when the development of the farm and in- 
crease of his stock demands the whole time and attention of the owner. 
But the advantage of the proximity of the lumber camp and mill 
does not cease with his ceasing to be a wage-worker. The market they 
afford has always taken a goodly share of his surplus produce. The 
advantage of his location has insured the husbandman good prices, be- 
sides the ready sale of produce which would not bear transportation to 
distant city markets. Since the extension of railways into our pine 
belt, carload after carload is, during the logging season, shipped from 
Southern and Western Wisconsin, from Minnesota, Iowa, and Illinois, 
and even from more distant Dakota, to supply the loggers with hay, 
ert corn, butter, lard, cheese, beef, pork, beans, peas, and milling 
stu 

The lately developed Gogebic iron range, with its 15,000 people set- 
tled in there within the last three years, also makes a constant and re- 
liable market. Goods shipped to the camps and mines are, as a rule, 
purchased directly from the country dealer along our railway lines. 

How well the advantages of an easily accessible market is understood 
ond appreciated by our farming communities was made very apparent in 
the western counties of Wisconsin three years ago. A proposition was 
submitted by a railroad company having in contemplation the construc- 
tion of a railroad from Chicago to St. Paul to build upon a designated line 
provided the towns through which it would pass would raise a specified 
amount of money to assist in the construction. This proposition re- 
ceived universal appreval by the farmers along the line whose farms 
lay so close to it that they had reason to expect to receive any bene- 
fit from the new conveniences to reach the market. 

The recognition of the advantage of a home market is universal. 
Many farm products do not bear long transportation, and they are fre- 
quently those most profitable with a near market and make up the im- 
portant difference between profit and loss. 

DIVISION OF LABOR AND TRANSPORTATION, 

The home market saves transportation, charges of middlemen, and 

consumes articles which would otherwise swell the volume to be ex- 


ported, and which would, if exported, help to reduce prices by flooding 
the foreign market. Besides all that, the home market is somewhat 
within the control of the seller. If he does not receive fair treatment 
and fair prices the causes are within reach of his own investigation. 
Every farming community gives welcome greeting to any kind of man- 
ufacturing whose establishment it can secure, from a saw-mill down to 
a cheese factory, and willingly taxes itself to get it, wisely considering 
such contribution money well invested. 

With the new division of labor which yearly takes from the country 
population to add to that of the town, it is made more essential than 
ever before that the distance bet ween the producer and consumer should 
be reduced. Protection has effected this largely for New England, and 
I confidently believe will do the same for the West and South if we 
are permitted to continue the good work commenced. The farmer is 
more dependent on the mechanic and manufacturer than at any previ- 
ous period in the world’s history, for he receives nearly all his goods 
ready-made. 

The fact that he is relieved from many cares in this manner enables 
him to more closely devote his intelligent energy to his special calling. 
The tiller of the soil of half a century ago had to be somewhat of a car- 
penter, not a little of a cobbler, and frequently something of a blacz- 
smith. But these avocations have disappeared from the farm. The 
hum of the spinning-wheel and stroke of the loom are legends to the 
young American housewife of to-day. Even the farmer’s clothing is 
no longer made at his home. It is cheaper bought ready-made, just as 
good in quality, and does not distinguish him from his brother laborer 
in the city. He has more interest in the city and town than formerly, 
for work not connected strictly with agriculture is done in the centers 
of popalation, and his sons and daughters hie thither for employment 
when not needed on the farm. 

This is the natural outgrowth of the use of machinery. It belongs 
to the evolution of ourage. In the industrial race individual labor 
can not compete with the mill where one engine or water-wheel moves 
thousands of spindles and scores of looms, and where the workman by 
constant attention to one duty acquires the quick precision of the ma- 
chine he attends, by his very efficiency cheapening the product. More 
produce has to be sold off the farm than formerly when muchof the work 
now substituted by articles ready made was done on the farm. Even 
in Wisconsin I think it true that the population on farms constitutes 
but littleif any more than half of the total population, andthatof the 
products which leave the farm two-thirds never cross the State line. 

Eliminating from the computation the counties within easy reach of 
Chicago, and a much larger proportion is consumed in the State. But 
as to those counties, Chicago is a home market and a most valuable one, 
I hope to see the day when Southern cotton will pass directly North 
from the cotton-fields to reach the markets of the Upper Mississippi Val- 
ley, and relieve us from the extra cost of roundabout transportation of 
1,000 miles to Eastern cotton mills. And if you can not send it to us 
manufactured, let us haveit raw, and we will manufacture it ourselves, 
provided you do not by continual threats of disturbing the whole in- 
dustrial system of the country keep timid capital from making the nec- 
essary investment. 

TRANSPORTATION WASTE OF FORCE. 

All unnecessary transportation is a waste of energy, and our develop- 
ment ought to tend in the direction of reducing it to the minimum, 
Of all things Iam impressed with the importance of supplying our own 
necessaries of life. With our vast area, offering every variety of soil 
and climate, every dollar expended in the development of our latent 
possibilities raises the wall of defense against possible foreign foes, and 
largely serves the purpose of naval and military expenditures, 

Transportation only consumes; it does not create. It is a tax on 
every article carried, and should be avoided as far as possible, and the 


‘forces now going into its wasteful service released for more profitable 


and productive labor, or at least not increased unnecessarily. This can 
only be done by encouraging the building up of home markets, As 
we are legislating for this country and not for any other, the first step 
is to relieve our people from dependence upon the foreign market. 
Every bushel of wheat consumed here is a bushel less added to the 
foreign surplus, and every acre of land taken from wheat-growing and 
applied to other purposes means so much less wheat for an already 
overloaded foreign market. We largely control the grain prices in 
Liverpool by the quantities we send there. 

Wheat bears transportation better than any other cereal, having tho 
greatest value proportioned to its weight; and still, at present prices, 
wheat raised 300 miles or more west or northwest of Chicago pays one 
bushel out of every three to transportation companies between the place 
of its production and Liverpool. Every third bushel is given away 
for the transportation of the other two. A considerable part of the 
price received for the other two bushels is paid for carrying back such 
articles as the farmer needs. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the industrial and commercial system Demo- 
crats promulgate when they want ‘‘to tear down the walls in order 
that our farmers may have the open markets of the world.“ The Re- 
publicans, on the contrary, teach the doctrine that articles at present 
imported shall be manufactured in this country as far as nature has 
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provided us the means and facilities for manufacturing them. The 
farmer may well pray Heaven that he may be released from the foreign 
oe by an home market that wiil still further supply its 
2 THE THEORY OF BARTER 

We are told that unless we buy from England, England will not 
buy from us, ete. But according to the Democrats themselves, Eng- 
land, being a free-trade country, does what they say we should do—she 
„buys where she can buy the cheapest and sells where she can sell the 
dearest,” without consulting what will most please us. 

I venture to say that the English consumer never asks where the 
flour he uses comes from, or whether the wheat he buys grew in In- 
dia, Russia, Asia Minor, or the United States. The free-trader pict- 
ures to himself an American farmer with a sack of wheat on his 
shoulder entering an English clothing store, offering it for sale. The 
English merchant tells him that he can not buy American wheat un- 
less the farmer will buy his woolen goods; he is willing to barter, but 
pay out his English shillings for No. 1 hard Dakota wheat, never. 

ow this ridiculous and much-repeated *‘you-buy-of-me-and-I-will- 
buy-of- you“ ment is the merest theoretical vapor. Modern bus- 
iness is not conducted in that way. 

The grain merchant of England is much like his American brother. 
He, too, has been thrown into one specific line of business. He deals 
in grain and nothing else. By the time the grain product reaches the 
English consumer he does not know whether to credit it to India, Rus- 
sia, or the United States, and it is very likely that he does not care so 
that he gets it at a reasonable figure. 

We buy very freely of Brazil, our imports from that country during 
1887 amounting to $52,953,176, nearly three-fourths thereof being 
coffee, while our exports to Brazil amounted to only $8,071,653. But 
not even a free-trade Congressman would refuse his morning decoction 
of coffee because the balance of trade was in Brazil’s favor, Such a 
question as that never occurs to the American coffee merchant, and it 
is fair to e that his English cousin still bears some slight resem- 
blance to him. Neither one permits Democratic free-trade theories to 
obscure his business vision. 


THE HOME MARKET THE BEST, 


The home market now is the farmer’s best market. It consumes 
nine-tenths of his yearly product, leaving for export only one-tenth. 
If the exports could be reduced to half of their present volume the re- 
sulé would no doubt be enhanced prices. 

Each country brings from other lands only what is necessary to sup- 
ply deficiencies in its own productions. If the cropsare good in west- 
ern Europe, the wheat bins of India, Russia, and America are drawn 
on very lightly, and the American wheat-grower suffers a decline of 

ices. When the European crops are 


is the most unsatisfactory and uncertain to the farmer, and is that 
market from which he mostly needs to be emancipated. England pur- 
sued a strongly protective policy, not for twenty-five years, merely, 
which Democracy thinks ought to have set our industries upon a sure 


footing, but for centuries, and thereby built up and diversified her in- | 


dustries until she proudly claimed to be the workshop of Europe. She 

is now endeavoring through the free-trade party inthis Congress to re- 

gain in the United States that supremacy which she lost a century ago. 
HOME TRADE, 


The fact that commerce is guarantied by the Constitution to always 
remain free between the States gives the American producer a constant 
accessible market to meet the wants of sixty million customers. This 
is a world in itself, and worth more to all classes of producers than all 
other countries combined many times over. 

Our soil and climate are as divers as those of all Europe. We may 
not be able to supply the products of the tropics, but there is no reason 
why we should lean on Europe for any of our necessaries. He would 
be a mean man indeed who would not lift a finger or pay a cent to aid 
in securing for his own town, city, or village a mill, a factory, ora 
farnace which would increase the number of consumers of some articles 
and the producers of others. And he who would pass by his home 
merchant for a more distant market would be no better. As a rule it 

ys well to trade with the home merchant, even if his prices are a lit- 
tle higher than those of a more distant market. 


LABOR PRINCIPAL PART OF ALL PRODUCTS. 


Wages are lower in England than in the United States, and capital 
commands a lower rate of interest. When we consider that the value 
of any manufactured article consists almost wholly of labor, our pres- 
ent w: certainly could not be maintained were we put in open com- 
petition with England. 

In computing the amount of labor in a given article I dissent most 
emphatically from the method adopted by the distinguished chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee, who proceeds upon the theory that 
the labor entering into a coat is only that bestowed upon it by the 
tailor. I should commence with the care, attention, and labor which 
the farmer bestows upon his flock, and follow the sheep until the shear- 


poor the demand for our wheat | 
and that of our competitors increases. But at best the foreign market 


ing. I would follow the wool through its various manipulations until 
the coat was handed over the counter by the salesman, and add to the 
whole a small sum for the use of the farm for grazing purposes, upon 
the theory that the farm represents the owner’s accumulated labor, 
upon which he is entitled to a fair return. The labor of developing it 
and putting it in condition for grazing purposes and raising the neces- 
sary fodder, besides furnishing shelter for his flocks, should most cer- 
tainly be included, and all this labor receives its share of protection, 
under properly adjusted duties. Wool may be the manufacturer's 
‘raw material,” but it is the farmer’s finished product. It is the re- 
sult of his patient toil and care. Lumber is the raw material’’ of the 
eabinet-maker, but it is the finished product of the saw-mill, logs be- 
ing the finished product of the woodsman. From the time the first 
blow is struck to build the camp until the last stroke of the painter’s 
brush the value of lumber is constantly enhanced by the labor expended 
upon it. As there is no duty upon logs, shingle-bolts, and stave-bolts, 
the protection upon lumber applies to it only in those stages where labor 
forms its principal value. 
RESOURCES OF WISCONSIN. 


When I stop to consider the vast natural resources of the State that 
honors me, her rapidly-growing manufacturing industries, her mines, 
which are just being developed, and her advantageous natural location, 
with the two most extensive water-way systems known to internal 
commerce touching her eastern, northern, and western borders, I feel it 
my duty to protest upon this floor against that spirit of vandalism 
which would not only retard hertriumphal march toward more diversfied 
industries, which she is rapidly attaining, but which would make her 
further progress impossible. 

If it were not for the constant threats of the enemies of protection 
to overturn that system to which we largely owe our economic success, 
investments in manufacturing enterprises would long ere this have 
reached a degree which would have nearly if not quite supplied this 
people with the ordinary necessaries of life now imported. 

CRITICISMS, 

I can not permit this opportunity to pass without making some com- 
menton the peculiar position of my distinguished friend from Minnesota 
| [Mr. NELSON], whose anxiety to explain his position on this question led 
him to argue the case before it was in court, and to discuss the tariff 
while addressing the House on the Indian appropriation bill. I will 
not dwell on his new terminology of high tariff, low tariff, and rev- 
enue tariff,” for which he is kind enough to promptly furnish a glos- 
sary, evidently recognizing the necessity of one. 

My friend commences and closes his argument with protestations 
that he is in favor of protection, but spends an hour in denouncing its 
policy. He gives it credit for nothing, but lays many sins at its door. 
Our Democratic friends crowded about him in great glee, chuckling 
over the supposed new convert. There was more rejoicing over this 
one sinner than over the one hundred and fifty-odd Democratic wor- 
| shipers of the English idol. [Laughter.] Moved by the esprit de 
| corps of his Democratic surroundings, the spirit of free-tradeism vis- 
| ibly affected the manner of his delivery, and when in closing his dis- 
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course by introducing some personal correspondence breathing a spirit 
, harmonious with his own, he laid particular stress on the phrase, Let 
| the bill pass, and it is the Waterloo of protection’’—the writer refer- 
| ring to a bill introduced by the gentleman himself, not to the Mills 
| bill—I say when he read that phrase no man watching the joyful 

countenances of his Democratic admirers and their hearty applause of 

this sentiment could have any doubt that their purpose is to destroy 

the protective policy of the country entirely. Waterloo to protec- 
tion! is their aim; and, like Samson of old, they have laid their hands 
upon the very pillars upon which the temple rests. 

Why my friend should introduce this letter with such apparent ap- 
proval of its sentiments I do not comprehend if he is in favor of pro- 
tection. Neither do I see the application of the Waterloo to protec- 
tion! which it applies to the bill referred to, which had been introduced 
by the gentleman himself early in this session. There is no consist- 
ency between the gentleman’s bill and his speech. The letter referred 
to must have encouraged my friend to make the speech, for the general 
reduction which he advocates in his address in order to reach what he 
calls “a low tariff” finds no place in his bill. That proceeds upon the 
Republican theory of placing a few articles on the free-list, leaving the 
rest untouched. But it may be that he found it more difficult to give 
his “‘low- ’? views practical shape in a bill than a theoretical air- 
ing ina speech. [Laughter.] In his bill he proposes to place upon 
the free-list sugar, rice, salt, coal, lumber, manilla, jute, and sisal grass; 
perhaps, also, some minor and less important articles. He advocates 
in his address both the propositions embraced in his own bill and his 
general reduction theories, and suggests that he will, as a compromise, 
take the internal revenue off tobacco. I take no issue with the gen- 
tleman's bill. 

As to the more important additions it proposes to the ſree- list I agree 
with it, but those who have so indiscriminately praised the gentle- 
man’s speech and his bill can not have read both, forno man would 
by comparing them suspect them of the same authorship. His bill is 
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the very opposite of the Mills bill; and although so warmly 
enthusiastic Democrats as the lost lamb they had just discovered, I 
will not do the gentleman the injustice of even ing him of fa- 
voring a bill so injurious to his section of the country and mine as the 
bill under discussion. It is safe to say no believer in the Mills bill 
would vote for my friend’s bill. If the gentleman’s views are presented 
in his bill he is not in favor of a Waterloo to protection,“ and I pre- 
fer to judge him by it rather than by his enthusiastic speech. 

There is a characteristic streak of Minneapolis enterprise and hay- 
ing an eye to the main chance about the letter he reads from Mr. Pills- 
bury. Mr. Pillsbury first proceeds to renominate my friend to his 
present en in which he so well guards the interests of his dis- 
trict, as em), but comes very soon to what to a Minneapolis 
miller is the milk in the cocoanut, in this manner: 

I hope, whatever is done, that the duty on jute cloth will be removed. There 


is only one manufactory in the country that I know of that manufactures the 
jute cloth, and they make it direct into the seamless bags. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. And he is incorrect about the number of mills, 
too. 


greeted by 


Mr. GUENTHER. Democrats are generally incorrect. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Les, but that is only the usual free-tradeinaccuracy. 
Mr. Pillsbury is one of the largest mill-owners in Minneapolis, aud 
“seamless bags“ appear to him more important than any other article 
on the protected list. He takes a kindly interest in my ſriend's dis- 
trict, getting a large supply of his wheat from that section, and, while 
an honorable gentleman, has never been suspected of figuring the price 

id for his wheat down to the nicety of the duty on the seamless 
Bags” in which he ships his flour. 

Jubilant Democracy, intent upon fostering my friend’s infant in- 
dustry of free-trade speech-making, has ordered 200,000 copies of his 
speech for circulation among the farmers of the Northwest, as I learn 
from a free-trade Scandinavian paper published in Chicago. 

As false have been industriously circulated as to the senti- 
ment of the people of the Northwest on this great question, I too (al- 
though my time is very limited) will pause long enough to read a 
single letter, not from a millionaire mill-owner, for I count, unfortu- 
nately, no millionaires among my correspondents, but I shall take a 
man from the great body of my constituents, alaborer. My correspond- 
ent belongs to that sturdy race which, after creating a Wilhelm and a 
Bismarck, has under their leadership built up the strongest, most inde- 
pendent, and most patriotic nation of modern Europe, and at whose 
martial tread all Europe trembles. [Applause.] Not only is hea rep- 
resentative German, but a patriotic American, having risked his life 
in our late war to preserve an unbroken Union. 

Here is his letter: 

BUFFALO Ciry, March 23, 1888. 
Dran Ste: I received several CONGRESSIONAL RECORDS, together with some 
seeds from United States Department of Agriculture, for which please accept 
my heartfelt thanks. 
The speech of Hon. O. H. PLATT, ‘Is the President a Free- trader?“ is a good 
one, and the Republicans in this vicinity endorse every word the Senator says 


in regard to it. The speech of Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON is a W pec 
and also meets the a e of the Republicans up here, and all the old sol- 
diers of all parties. e want no fooling with the ta: 

dustry and labor protected, ially that can be produced in this country, 
and if we are getting too much money on hand, why, good Lord! I think we 
have use for it if we look at our coast defenses and our ships of war. I think 
we could spend more money for a good pu than we have to spare at 

ent. Then there are the old soldiers of t te war that the Government did 
not do justice to. Give them more liberal pensions, equalize the bounties, ete. 
‘The Government did well by the bondholders; why can it not do equally well 
by the men that made it ible that there isso much money on hand now? 
But let the Government do with the surplus money whatever it is a mind to, 
but for Heaven's sake do not tinker with the tariff. Protect the American work- 
man from the pauper labor of the old country, 
With my kindest regards and best wishes for your welfare, I remain sincerely 


ou 
W JOS. N. SCHNEIDER, 
Buffalo City, Buffalo County, Wis. 


ff; we want American in- 


Hon. N. P. Havueen, M. C., 

Washington, D. C. 
[Applause.] 

There is no ‘‘seamless bag“ over the head of Mr. Schneider; no Min- 
neapolis flour in his eyes. {Laughter and applause. ] 
In order to protect, the wall must be high enough to retard the 
enemy’s progress and defeat his attack, and I believe in raising it to 
that height wherever n to protect American labor in the mine, 
in the factory, or in the field. That is the very purpose of protection, 
and agreeing to that, as Republicans do there is no opportunity 
to bandy words as to whether its baptismal name shall be ‘‘low tariff” 
or “' high tariff,” and I leave it to my friend to use any term his æsthetic 
taste may suggest. [ Laughter. 
The term free trade with incidental protection,“ is to me paradoxi- 
cal. To the extent that a duty is protective it fails to furnish revenue, 
and to the extent that it furnishes revenue it fails to protect. 
Every ton of steel rails produced in the United States takes the place 
of a ton which but for its production here would be imported. Ir 
our planters would supply our needs in the sugar line; our wool grow- 
ers, woolen and cotton mills in the clothing line, and if our mines and 
furnaces would supply the n steel and iron, there would be a 
deficiency under the present rate of duties instead of a surplus. I 
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know it is impossible to attain that goal at once, but with proper encour- 
agement the tendency would be in that direction, and our income, 
except from articles like sugar, which has so far proved that the magic 
wand of protection ean not infuse it with sufficient life-force, would de- 
crease in proportion to the increased home production, 

ARE OUR MANUFACTURERS OVERPROTECTED? 

The fact that duty upon many imports of manufactures brings in a 
large income is an evidence either that they have not yet reached that 
stage of development when the duty ought, in justice to our home in- 
terests, to be lowered, or that the American manufacturer of those arti- 
cles is not overprotected. I fail to see where his profits come in when 
the Englishman furnishes the goods, for there can be no profits without 
sales. The tenacity with which American salesmen hang to a customer 
or a market once secured does npt suggest the abandonment of either 
to foreign competitors until the smallest margin of profit is eliminated. 
A market once lost is too difficult to recover. Our manufacturers are 
not guilty of the folly of keeping prices at such a figure as to drive their 
customers into the English market. Admitting their cupidity, they 
have never been thought guilty of such stupidity as that. There is 
plenty of capital seeking investment in this country, even at a low rate 
of interest, if assured against loss. If manufacturing isas profitable as 
Democrats say it is, why does not capital seek investment there ? 

Had Ithe wealth of some of my Democratic friends and believed as 
they talk on this subject of profits to the manufacturer, and was as 
anxious to turn an honest penny as I know them to be, I do not think 
I should allow such splendid opportunities to double my money pass. 
The fact undoubtedly is, that there is no such profitin manufacturing 
as represented, Fi are manipulated here to prove assertions which 
when examined have the lie stamped upon their very face. * 


LUMBER, VALUE, WAGES, ETC, f 
The following article throws light on the relative value of lumber 
in the Northwestern States, and as to whether the laborer profits by 
advanced prices, as is so frequently denied here. It is from the North- 
western Lumberman of March 24, 1888: 


A majority of the arguments in fayor of freo trade or against it are neither 
solid nor convincing. 

Something approaching sound sense on the tariff orion might be looked 
for in the columns of a paper of the standing of the New York Evening Post. 
Such a paper should let alone the tricks of ed ponios politicians and confino ` 
itself to facts, or. if facts can not be obta then certainly to age Pra inves 


the 
reat Lakes, and the profits of the owners are to them by a tariff of $2 
5 e which we must not disturb, forsooth, because Canadians are not 


As bearing on what the New York calls the advance in the price of 
lumber, we have gathered the car, r of No, 2 common boards and strips, 
and joists and scantlings in the cago market for a term of sixteen years. 
The price of each for every year was obtained for May,soon after the opening 
of navigation; for August, when the season was about half over; and for De- 
cember, immed yp the close of navigation. In the table followin 
the range of prices is given. The New York “ free-lumber " editorial writer 
at liberty to understand that Chicago is the leading white-pine market of the 
of the output of the mills of the 

that therefore a similar range of prices 
section. 


Northwest; that it receives about a pyrene 
three white-pine producing States, an 


this 


would apply to other markets in 
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If the editor who writes such absurd stuff as is quoted from the Evening Post 
can gain any consolation from the figures herewith printed nobody will be- 
it. he had been to the pains to have talked five minutes with any 
ew York lumberman of experience he would have learned that lumber has 
not been “rising.” ‘That, however, we fear, would not have answered the pur- 
pose. It is reasonable to suppose that but comparatively few of the readers of 
the Evening Post are lumbermen or acquainted with the history of the lumber 
market, The great majority of its readers are ignorans on the subject; there- 
fore the false statement is given to them with expectation that it will be 
2 fi draftsmen risenin rti of ot.” 
Have the wages of loggers an en pro; ion? ‘course n 
Well, of course they have, and in greater proportion. ‘The figures composing 
the table below are taken from the books of one of the largest manufacturing 
companies in Michigan—a company that for nearly ten years has cut from 50, 


4044 a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


May 12, 


000,000 to 75,000,000 feet of lumber yearly, and may therefore be considered rep- 
resentative: X 
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CANADIAN LAWS AS TO LUMBER, 


In order to throw some further light on this question of lumber I de- 
sire in this connection to add that the spirit with which any step in 
the direction of free lumber is met in Canada is sufficient reason why 
the duty upon lumbershould for the present be retained. Canada has 
a heavier import duty upon lumber than we, her duty being 25 percent. 
ad valorem. But in addition to this she has put an export duty upon 
logs and shingle-bolts, which weadmit free. Imake the following ex- 
tract from the Revised Statutes of Canada of 1886, volume 1, page 411: 

EXPORT DUTIES. 
> 816. Shingle-bolts, per cord of 128 cubic feet, $1.50. 
817. Spruce logs, board measure, $1 per 1,000 feet. 
818. Pine logs, board measure, $2 per 1,000 feet. 

The governor in council is authorized to increase this export duty on 
pine logs to $3 per 1, 000 feet. This is the kind of Canadian reciprocity 
we meet with when we put lumber on the free-list. Modern legisla- 
tion, except that proposed by the Democratic free-trade party, is in the 
direction of self-reliance and independence of each country of the re- 
sources of any other, and Canadians legislate, and very properly, for 
Canada and not for the United States. 

REDUCED INCOME NOT THE RESULT OF REDUCTION OF DUTY. 

In 1883 the duty on wool was materially reduced. We had then 
50,000,000 sheep. The shock given to wool-growing by the reduction 
of the duty in 1883 has resulted in reducing the number of sheep, ac- 
cording to the report of the Agricultural Department of January and 
February, 1888, to 43,544,755. 

The importations of wool and woolens have increased more than 
enongh to balance the lower duty, and we are receiving on those articles 
under the lower present duty more revenue than under the higher duty 
preceding 1883, showing that lowering the duty does not reduce the 
surplus, but is very likely to increase it, as it stimulates importation. 
The Mills bill puts raw wool—the farmers’ product—on the free-list, 
depriving it of all protection. So far we would undoubtedly reduce 
our surplus income, if that was the only thing to be kept in view. But 
this bill also reduces, to a greater or less extent, the duty on manu- 
factured woolens, and judging by our experience under the law of 1883, 
this will in all probability increase instead of diminish the revenue, 
thus defeating the declared object of the bill. 

IMPORTS OF AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS. 

Of farm products, other than wool, we imported during the year 
ending June 30, 1887, the following, amounting in all to $22,084,529 
in value: : 


WORT YOY i costes ccncesecans picts ccvecscpunacnoceoseseonecsoqnncssosasoeseess ushels... 10,355, 594 $6,173, 208 
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3,302 
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3, 138, 201 
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Meat products of all kinds. 434, 853 
Butter 


toes, 
Pickles, e 387,1 
All other vegetables in natural state.. 516,319 
All other vegetables in prepared state.. 295, 911 
OURS non eck series 2, 350,351 


Most of these articles were imported from Canada to compete directly 
with our farmers in their own market. Without protection or with a 
lower duty a much larger volume of these products would undoubtedly 
have crossed our northern borders, and with sufficient protection, a much 
less. I would so increase the duty on these farm products as to give this 
market to our own agriculturists rather than to those who do nothing 
to support our schools, build our highways, sustain our General Goy- 
ernment in war and peace, and feel no interest in maintaining and up- 
lifting our standard of citizenship. If those who claim that the farmer 
receives no benefit from protection, which I do not admit, honestly de- 
sire to give it to him, let them, instead of taking away the protection 
the present law affords, extend it by increasing the duty on the above 
articles. Twenty-two millions of dollars is no small matter to the 
farmer within reach of Canadian competition, and the influence of these 
importations reaches beyond those narrow bounds. You can not im- 
prove the market of the New York farmer without sending a healthy 
thrill throughout the whole agricultural system of the country. Our 
market ought to belong to our own farmers, and I am in favor of giving 
it to them, 

To show the keen interest the German farmer feels in the preserva- 
tion of his home market, I read the following extract from a late report 
by Minister Pendleton. It also shows the keen appreciation the Ger- 
man peasant feels in the independence of the empire and its ability to 
be self-sustaining, and is interesting for that reason aswell. Itis from 
a petition of the ‘‘German Peasant Association’’ directed to Prince 
Bismarck, and contains 5,414 signatures from 616 localities. After 
asking for increased protective duties on agricultural products, it pro- 


We trust that your highness will intervene, not only for our sakés, but for 
the sake of the empire, for your highness knows better than we thatan em- 
pire which does not live on the products of its own land is always in a dan- 
gerous condition, because it is in an important manner dependent on foreign 
countries, and in times of war can easily be lost. 

We therefore pray that your highness will take measures to shut the door 
against all foreign grain and meat-stuffs for the present, or to make the impor- 
tation so difficult by reason of increased taxation that cultivation of grain and 
the 1 of cattle may again be remunerative with us, or that at least we 
shall be relieved by the amount of taxes from the burden of taxation. 

This would be useful not only to us peasants, but also to the inhabitants of the 
cities, for the wages of the inhabitants of the cities would rise, whilst breadand 
meat would probably be influenced as little in price as heretofore by the price 
of grain and provisions. 


And this is the tendency in all countries. Market after market is 
closed against our farmers, and yet they are told that they must rely 
on the foreign market. ` 

MILLS BILL OPPOSED TO INTEREST OF FARMER, 

The Mills bill puts on the free-list beans, peas, vegetables, seeds, 
meats, game, poultry, flax and linseed-oil, and very probably potatoes, 
under the phrase vegetables not specially enumerated.” With cus- 
tom-house officials whose political free-trade bias has led them, in vio- 
lation of law, to undervalue imported goods in the past, the potato would 
undoubtedly escape the duty. 

Each of these articles, taken separately, may seem unimportant, but 
agricultural imports form a respectable and quite surprising aggregate 
even under the present duty, as we have seen. 

DIVISION OF BENEFITS UNDER PROTECTION. 

Free-traders contend on the one hand that all the profits of manu- 
facturing go to the employer and none to the laborer. In the next 
breath they propose to give the manufacturer cheaper raw material, so 
that he may be enabled to pay higher wages. It is strange how free- 
trade sophistry makes a philanthropist out of the same employer who 
under protection takes all the profits to himself. I have not reached 
the point where I can go to either extreme. It is fair, I think, to say 
that the employer and laborerare both benefited. The American laborer 
demands better wages, better food, and better shelter than his European 
rival, and he gets them. The community is benefited by helping those 
who neéd it most, and they are always the working classes. We have 
fewer dependents upon public charity according to our population than 
has any other civilized country in the world, 

= IMMIGRATION THE TRUE INDEX TO THE CONDITION OF LABOR. 

It is urged with apparent sincerity upon this floor that the American 
laborer is not benefited by protection, and that his condition here is no 
better than thatof the laborerofEurope. Ifsuch is the fact, the move- 
ment of population from Europe to this country can not be explained. 

During the last eight years 4,377,940 immigrants have arrived in 
our ports. They have come here because they knew they could better 
their condition by so doing. The cry of the Democratic party that the 
protective tariff had ruined our industries and robbed the laborer of 
his hire they knew before leaving their native homes was false. Nine- 
teen out of every twenty of them, it is safe to say, belong to the labor- 
ing class. They are the sober, intelligent, liberty-loving laborers of 
Europe. They are patient and economical, and take kindly and quickly 
to our institutions and customs. It is a rare exception that the trans- 
planted laborer or peasant becomes dissatisfied with the change, That 
is reserved for those who belong to the so-called better classes and who 
cling to European class distinction. These latter I would advise to 
remain at home, for they form the grumblers and discontented croak- 
ers of our foreign-born population, unable to adapt themselves to our 
popular institutions and methods. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4045 


But let one hundred frugal peasants or laborers start from any por- 
tion of western or northern Europe and land them in the United States, 
and you will find that within three years they will have laid by, if wage- 
workers, a goodly sam with which tó secure independent homes. Mis- 
sives of love go back to dear ones left behind, telling them of the better 
outlook for the poor man, the laborer, the farmer, the artisan here than 
in the fatherland; how much better they are fed, clothed, and housed, 
and how much better they are treated by their employers—the latter 
not an unimportant matter. The ocean mails are full of these mes- 
sages, frequently accompanied with the necessary bills of exchange to 
carry some friend or relative to the same haven of promise. Nothing 
to my mind more closely records the temper of our wage-working citi- 
zens than does the volume of immigration, and as a large percentage of 
our wage-workers are of foreign birth it is a fair indication of the state 
of Teeling, satisfactory or unsatisfactory, of the laboring classes. The 
fact that last year more than halfa million people were thus attracted to 
cur shores is conclusive against the argument, so often repeated during 
this debate, that the laborer of this fair land does not have any share 
in our industrial prosperity. 

These people know better before they leave their beloved though 
humble homes the true condition of the laborer in America than do 
the Representatives on this floor, for they get their information di- 
rectly from the laborer and not from the employer, nor diluted through 
a labor bureau. They know the troubles and hopes and aspirations and 
inspirations of their brethren, as they are only known to persons of the 
same social conditions in life. No immigration bureau and some States 
have such no agent of land or transportation companies could induce 
these people to leave their homes were not the reports from friends gone 
before favorable. I call as witnesses on behalf of the Republican party 
and the protective policy it has so wisely inaugurated and fostered, and 
the industrial prosperity thereby created, these millions of foreign- 
born citizens, and with their united voice I impeach the Democratie 
slanders uttered in this Chamber that Americans are the oppressors of 
labor, and America the nursery of industrial despotism. [ Applause. ] 

Being an imported article? myself I claim the right to speak upon 
this subject. [Applause and laughter.] Having been a wage-worker 
upon the farm, in the mill, and in the pineries of my State, Iam familiar 
with the habits of thoughtof these men and the treatment they expect 
and demand of their employers, 

The farm hand of Wisconsin takes his meals at his employer’s table, 
and should an effort be made to turn him off to shift for himself with 
a peck of meal, 5 pounds of bacon, and a quart of molasses per week, 
to be cooked by himself, as I understand is the customary way of pro- 
viding the farm hand in many portions of the South, he would most 
indignantly protest. And he ought to protest. 

Only a few days ago representatives of Southern States held a con- 
vention in Hot Springs, Ark., for the purpose of encouraging immigra- 
tion into the South. Let me say to the people of the South: If you de- 
sire immigrants treat your employés like men of equal rights with your- 
selves, and no conventions will be needed to induce them to come. [Ap- 
- plause.] Honor labor and it will honor you. [Applause.] But until 
you do, all advertisement of your vast resources and invitations con- 
tained in formal resolutions will avail you nothing, for the first comers 
will be disappointed and immediately report the fact to their friends. 
In Europe the condition to which a laborer or tis born clings 
to him through life. It is about impossible for him to better his con- 
dition by a change, no matter how strenuous effortshe may make. He 
may have to receive assistance from friends to emigrate; but he comes 
to uswith a fervent desire to better his condition and become the equal 
of his formor associates, and refuses to be relegated to the position of the 
slave—a worse condition than that from which he fled. 

LABORERS’ CONDITION AT THE NORTH, 

The laborer in the Northern States at least is treated better than the 
laborer of Europe, and no Democratic manipulation of figures can dis- 
prove it, and statements to the contrary are as ridiculous as they are 
ignorant. He receives better pay with us than in Europe; his labor 
furnishes him with more comforts of life, talk as you will about the 
high prices which protection compels him to pay for his purchases. 
The little luxuries known to the American farmer and laborer are un- 
known to the same class in Europe. In Europe he would never dream 
of a carpet on his floors or pietures on his walls. And such a thing as 
being the proud possessor of an organ or a piano never enters his 
thoughts. I am proud of a country in which the laborer and farmer 
and mechanic can boast of the luxuries, even, that they are enabled to 

rovide for their family, and I am unwilling to abandon a policy which 
so far proved so much to their interest. 
WHO PAYS THE DUTY? 

On the question as to whether the importer or the consumer pays the 
duty the fact that many articles of the same quality sell at the same 
price in England and the United States shows that the consumer suffers 
nothing. But even if the price in some instances is somewhat en- 
hanced the purchasing power of American labor so far exceeds the pur- 
chasing power of European labor that the advantage is largely in favor 
of the former. d 

Sir Charles Tupper, minister of finance of Canada, in a speech de- 


livered in the Canadian house of commons on the 10th of last month 
on the fisheries treaty which he had been trying to negotiate with 
this country, congratulated Canada on the prospects of the passage of 
the Mills bill, and in referring to it used the following language: 
Modified it may be, but Iam inclined to think the amendments will be still 
more in the interest of Canada than as the bill stands to-day. We may con- 
gratulate ourselves upon securing the free admission of our lumber, upon which 
was paid during the last year no less than $1,215,450. On copper ore, made free 
by the Mills bill, we paid, or there was paid—to make it mect the views of the 
honorable gentlemen opposite more correctly—$96,945. On salt, $21,992 duty 
waspaid, This is rendered free by the Mills bill. Iam sorry to find,as I hoped 
would be the case from the first copy of the bill that came to me, that potatoes 
were not included amongst vegetables, I am sorry to find there isa doubt as to 
whether the term “vegetables not specially enumerated”’ will not exclude pota- 


The statement of Sir Charles is that we’’—the Canadian importer— 
paid the duty, and not the American consumer. His Democratic friends 
here, from whom he hopes so much—fer Canada—maintain just the 
reverse. 

TRUSTS. 

In the early part of this session several bills and resolutions were in- 
troduced to inquire into the causes and suggest a remedy for the abuses 
of combined capital monopolizing commerce and forcing upon the con- 
sumer unreasonable prices, and to inquire whether our customs duties 
were in any way responsible for this condition of affairs. If, as is claimed 
by the other side, the tariff is responsible for the trusts itis fair to pre- 
sume that those committees, composed in every instance of a majority 
of Democrats, would have been only too anxious to have reported the 
fact, so that they might have used it in this debate. 

A majority of the members on each of the committees having this 
subject under consideration belonging to the Democratic anti-protection 
wing of this House, it is justifiable and right to infer from their silence 
that they are unable to ascribe the formation of trusts to our protective 
system. That is repeatedly charged upon this floor, but the commit- 
tees have not the hardihood to officially so declare. After industrious 
inquiry and patient investigation they remain silent. They can not 
fail to ize the fact that the largest and most formidable trusts 
are not in protected articles at all, as ‘will witness the Standard Oil 
Trust, the Anthracite Coal Trust, the Coffee Trust, ete. Here again is 
apparent the kindly feeling of our Democratic friends for the sugar in- 
dustry of Louisiana. The Sugar Trust is one of the most abominable 
of all monopolistic efforts to rob the consumer by an enforced increase 
of prices. But the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE} in his late refer- 
ence to this subject in the Senate does not include it in his list of 
trusts; and my friend from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD], as I was 
naturally led to expect, in his enumeration of diabolical trusts con- 
veniently forgets this Beelzebub of all trusts. 

I have examined the records of other Democrats, and, with rare ex- 
ceptions, I find that they cautiously tip-toe around the sleeping mon- 
ster with finger to their lips, lest they mightawaken him. [Applause.] 
They are silent on the sugar trust. Let the gentlemen having those 
matters in propose the remedy for this new evil in our indus- 
trial system and I promise them my support. But trusts are not un- 
known in other lands, and it seems to me far preferable to contend 
with them within the jurisdiction of our own legislation and courts 
than to be subject to the impositions of foreign trusts beyond our juris- 
diction. The common-law maxim, There is no wrong without a rem- 
medy,” will not fail to provide the proper restraining force in to 
trusts. It is idle to lay all the ills that flesh is heir to to the tariff, as 
s so glibly done. 

PROTECTION THE OUTGROWTH OF CIVILIZATION. 


The drift of intelligent thought in all civilized countries is towards 
protection. The fact that wages in Germany and France are lower than 
in 2 is no argument against protection. Germany has not yet 
seen the close of her first decade under a protective policy, and France, 
within the same period, finding her protective duties too low to effect 
theirpurpose, increased them. These countries have therefore not yet 
had time to receive its beneficial results to their full extent. Official re- 
ports show that wages are better in Germany now than under free 
that there are fewer men idle, and that the tax forthe support of those 
dependent upon society—the poor-tax—has materially decreased. 

The leading nations of Europe (except England) have all adopted 
the protective system of duties, and the smaller ones are fast following. 
Switzerland within the last few months, to the great chagrin of Mr. 
Boyd Winchester, consul-general, appointed by this administration to 
preach the gospel of free trade to the liberty-loving mountain dwellers 
of that country, and whose late report is my authority, has adopted a 
a highly protective tariff. Germany has lately increased her protective 
duties; so have Russia and several States of South America. With an 
extended suffrage, Scandinavia, which the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] erroneously puts on the free-list, is fast getting into 
the protective ranks. Protection was the issue in last year’s election in 
Sweden and carried by a majority so strong that the King felt ob 
to reorganize his ministry upon the basis of a protective duty on im- 


And here let me say that at an international exposition held in 
Vienna about flve years ago of school exhibits and methods of teaching 
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and at which this country was represented, this same country of Swe- 
147 took i first medal. Intelligence and protection go hand in hand. 
Applause. 

* has not fully recovered from the shock of her ministerial 
crisis of a few years ago, which resulted in the impeachment of the 
then ministry, But Mr. Johan Sverdrup, who led the progressive forces 
in that fight to a successful issue, and who is the present prime minis- 
ter of Norway, is a decided ionist, and it may reasonably be ex- 

ed that in the near future she will follow the example of the sister 
gdom. Of Denmark it is unnecessary to speak, as the present revo- 
lutionary ministry, in order to maintain itself against the attacks of 
the liberal wing of the legislative body, has resorted to repeated pro- 
rogations and prevented any financial legislation for years. 

The following, from the pen of Emil Schalk, is a pertinent exposé of 
the relation of protection to our advanced civilization: 

THE LOGIC OF PROTECTION—THE DISTINGUISHING FEATURE OF CIVILIZATION, 
sphere of 


is 
man to higher planes of civilization, It reduces the dangers 
struggle for life. Society charges itself with guarding the individual against 
dangers and difficulties by which he coreg Sey beset. 

In the natural state each individual to fight hunger and thirst, the in- 
clemencies of „and his mortal enemies besides, who are 
ever plotting his destruction. It is by means of protection that the life of man 
differs from that of the animal; for protection is the result of man's highest in- 
tellect, of his faculties of reflection and forethought. We build houses to pro- 
tect ourselves by day and night from the inclemencies of the weather. We 
make clothes to suit the season, now to shield us from the scorching rays of the 
sun, and then to protect us against the oana winds of the north. We culti- 
vaite fields and erect storehouses; we raise e and collect provisions to ward 
off starvation; we create insurance companies against accident and fire; we 

insurance the brood should the 


create life to wage-earner die; we cre- 

ate savings-banks to prevent want in ourold and thus through every phase 

ae life protection may be traced like red threads in the ropes of the 
navy. 

Governments, laws, institutions, are but so many arrangements for the pro- 
tection of the individual in his life, limbs, ons, and in his right to enjoy 
life and happiness, Civil laws define his courts protect him in them. 

inal laws are to shield society from the efforts of the wicked; po- 
lice courts are there to enforce and navies serve no 


Arm 

other purpose caan to protectnations against other nations. But the protection 
ion to-day accords the individual goes far beyond that of life and 
th ts, writings, inventions, 
gi goods or merchandise 
And among civilized nations some go still further and accord 
protection in their occupations, their means of earning a living 
aga inroads made by individuals of other These countries take 
to heart Shylock's words: 
“You take my house when you do take er” it 

That doth sustain my house; you take my life 

When you do take the means whereby I live.” 


HOPE FOR THE SOUTH. 

With the civilizing influence which a freer discussion of public ques- 
tions and fairer elections would bring to the South, may we not hope 
that she too will fall into line with the most enlightened thought of 
the age? Ifexample is worth anything it points conclusively towards 
protection. 


REPUBLICAN PROPOSITIONS. 

It is proposed by the Republicans of this House to repeal the inter- 
N tax on alcohol used for medicinal purposes and in the arts, 
as well as that upon tobacco, except, I believe, cigars. These are 
purely war taxes,” and the income from these sources amounts to 
over $30,000,000 per year. I do not defend the use of tobacco. It 
may be a “‘luxury’’ to some, but it has become a necessary to very 
many. This tax is as heavy on the poor as on the rich. 

Whether tobacco be a luxury or not matters little to the family. A 
man with the habit well fixed upon him would deny himself and family 
many a comfort and even necessary of life rather than to go without his 
tobacco. A saving to him in the cost of tobacco means more comforts 
for the family. 

The repeal of these internal-revenue taxes and of the duty on sugar, 
and increasing the duty on farm products sufficiently to protect them 
against Canadian competition, would make a certain reduction of our 
onr income of more than $80,000,000 per year. This would be sure 
and effective and go as farin the direction of reduction as our pres- 
ent income warrants. The excess of our income over our expendi- 
tures is variously estimated at from $60,000,000 to $100,000,000 per 
year. Gentlemen on the other side having this matter in charge are 
not fully agreed as to that. Iam also in favor of placing on the free- 
list all other articles which there is no reasonable hope that we can suc- 
cessfully produce ourselves to the extent of our wants, and of generally 
readjusting the duty on the basis of the difference between the cost of 
3 here and the cost of the same article of foreign manufacture 

d down in our market. I would do this with a view to the protec- 
tion of our own labor, treating it with that liberality its enlightened 
citizenship gives it a right to demand. I would treat it liberally, not 


stingily. 
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The Mills bill does not give reasonable hope of half of the reduction 
proposed by the ublicans. It is an insidious attack upon the in- 
dustrial system of country, and diseriminates against the North; 
and I hope it will be defeated. I should protest just as earnestly did 
the East propose legislation which, to my uind, would work as in- 
juriously upon my section of the country as will be the effect should 
this bill become a law. 

We have embarked upon a prosperous voyage, and our strength lies 
in our union. Our position, covering largely the temperate zone of a 
vast continent, our boundless area of fertile lands, our inexhaustible 
mineral wealth, our cosmopolitan population composed of the enter- 
prise and vigor of all the nations of Europe, and blending rapidly into 
harmonious homogeneity, all tend, with a proper direction of our ener- 
gies, to make us the most intelligent, the most independent, the wealth- 
iest, the happiest people upon earth. [Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, the issue presented by this bill 
has been often misstated in thisdebate. It is not that of protection or 
free trade. No one insists upon such a statement of the issue except 
some desperate Western Republican Representative who is forced by 
the party lash to betray his constituency in opposing a measure which 
will bring relief to his own people from the curse of unjust and op- 
pressive taxation. This he does with a hope that he may find an ex- 
cuse which will shield him from the wrath of those who sent him here. 
It is well known that there are no advocates of free trade at this time 
in Congress; even those who in theory believe free trade preferable to 
protection concede that the amount of the public debt and pensions 
render free trade at present impracticable. But the false arguments of 
such unfaithful Representatives will fail to deceive the country or their 
outraged constituents. A leading Republican newspaper of the North- 
west, the Chicago Tribune, tersely states the issue, and gives timely 
warning to Western that by such arguments they deceive 
none but themselves, as will be seen by the following extract froma 
leading editorial of that paper: 

The real controversy is between those of all parties who want high taxes for 
rate Ed E eye? 
DOSA local issue hich tenor te be indefinitely postponed or obscured 13 


„ must be met now and in accordance with the interests 
of his constituents. 


I especially commend this clear statement of the issue by this great 
Republican organ to Republican members from the Northwest, and ad- 
vise them to revise their speeches before distributing them where the 
Tribune circulates, by striking out the phrases which charge that this 
bill presents the issue of free trade against protection, and the charge 
that the President advocates free trade in his message. I give this 
friendly advice that their constituents may not arraign them for du- 
plicity as well as subserviency to Eastern monopolists. The message 
ot the President expressly refutes such a charge when he used in his 
message the following language: 


Our a ae towards a wise conclusion will not be improved by dwelling 
upon the theories of protection and free trade. This savors too much of bandy- 
ing epithets, It is condition which confronts us, not a theory. lief 
this condition may involve a slight reduction of the ad 

home uctions, 


Eaa E ahd — ion are schemes of so-called ers, is 

mischievous and far removed from any consideration for the public good, 
Senator SHERMAN in 1867, when discussing the tariff, rebuked this 

reckless and demagogical use of the term free trade when he said: 
In considering so complicated a subject as a tariff, nothing can be more d 


tive than the application of such eral phrases asa“ protective tariff,” “a 
revenue tariff,” “a free-trade Exer law imposing a duty on imported 


Sunes and snle of DOLIA A Lo preven’ avery Toonai 
0 an n 
The expression, a free-trade tariff” involves au ty; + 4 è = 

The only issue raised by this bill is whether we shall reduce the high 
taxes created during the war, which are wholly unnecessary now, and 
which produce distress among the masses of the people, and, if so, upon 
what subjects of taxation the reduction shall be made? An examina-. 
tion of the bill will show that out of the two hundred and seventeen 
millions of tariff taxes collected last year it only proposes a reduction 
of less than fifty-four millions. If it becomes a law it will still leave 
tariff taxes aggregating one hundred and sixty-three millions. It will 
only reduce the present rate of tariff taxes from 47 to 36 per cent., be- 
ing a reduction of only 11 per cent. 

Now, sir, Senator SHERMAN, the probable Republican candidate for 
President this year, said in 1867 it was simply an absurdity to talk 
about a free-trade tariff, and to talk about a protective tariff is un- 
necessary, because the wit of man could not possibly frame a tariff that 
would produce $140,000,000 in gold without amply protecting our do- 
mestic industry.“ If he is good authority on such a subject, and he is 
so held by the Republican party, this bill still leaves twenty-three 
million more on the tariff list, than, as stated by Senator SHERMAN 
will afford ample protection to our manufacturing interests. 

Sir, this bill, in my judgment, does not go far enough; it does not 
asfar as the President in bis m indicated it should go; nor as 
as Senator SHERMAN has declared it might safely go; yet it does af- 

ford great relief to an overtaxed and distressed people, and therefore 
it shall have my cordial support. The principle upon which this re- 
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vision is based is right; it is a conservative and judicious modification 
of the tariff upon a fair husiness basis; it does no injustice to any in- 
terest, and if adopted will prove to be beneficial to all. The protec- 
tionists should be thankful that a more radical measure is not de- 
manded by the majority, and I warn them now that if this fair and 
reasonable proposition is fejected the people will send those here who 
will enact a far more radical measure. 

Tu his annual message to Congress the President informed us that 
the present rate of taxation exacts from the people over one hundred 
million annually more than is needed to meet the n expenses 
of the Government, and it is ascertained that on the first day of July 
next we shall have over one hundred and sixty millions surplus in the 
Treasury. Last year we collected a tax of two hundred and seventeen 
millions from four hundred and sixty millions on dutiable imported 

from foreign countries, which is an average rate of taxation of 
47 percent. Think of it, sir! Forty-seven dollars of taxes on each 
$100 worth of the actual value of these imports. State taxesare thought 
to be high when they are 47 cents on each $100 worth of property ata 
low valuation, and yet the Government is demanding this enormous 
rate of taxation and collecting at least one-half more tariff taxes than 
we have use for. 

And in the face of these facts, when the President and the Demo- 
cratic party propose a moderate reduction of about one-fourth the 
amount collected from these articles, our effort is opposed—with one 
exception—by every Republican member of this House. The taxes 
we propose to reduce are collected from sugar, molasses, woolen and 
cotton goods, glass and #lassware. manufactures of ironand steel, lumber, 
salt, and many other of the necessaries used by the people in their 
homes, on their farms, for wearing apparel and for food. The princi- 
ples and policy advocated by the President, and which are ingrafted 
in this bill, are not novel; they are such as have received the sanction 
of every Democratic national convention held in the past; they are the 
teachings of the Democratic fathers, and are in accordance with the 
assurances he gave the people when he waselected. In proof of these 
assertions I will call attention to the expressionsof Democratic leaders 
and Democratic platforms, which were incorporated in a speech that I 
made in this House in 1884 on the tariff bill then pending, and which 
I will attach as an appendix at the end of my remarks. 

REPUBLICAN AUTHORITY von TIE PRESIDENT'S RECOMMENDATIONS, 

Several of the advocates of the protected monopolists have asserted 
in this debate that this movement for tariff reduction emanates from 
the South; that this bill is prepared solely by Southern men in the iñ- 
terest of Southern States; that it is inspired by those who were en- 
gaged in the rebellion.. The gentleman from Kansas has gone to the 
ridiculous extreme of reading from the constitution of the defunct 
Confederate States in support of these intimations. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it may be that there are some voters on the Kan- 
sas prairies simple minded enough to believe such absurd assertions. 
I will therefore present the views of some of the most influential and 
ablest of the Republican leaders, who, as it will be seen, have indorsed 
every principle and line of policy maced in the President's mes- 
sage and in this bill. This was done before either of them 
were written. They have already repeatedly received the most em- 
phatic, unequivocal, and authoritative indorsement by representative 
bodies and representative officials and members of both the Democratic 
and Republican parties. The spirit of the document is 
in that one of its concluding paragraphs which declares that— 

The simple and plain duty which we owe to the is to reduce taxation 
to the necessary nses of an economical operation of the Government and 
Soad iyimi ͤ evemutacatial ovine, | These tabtion aan ated 
should bance wih „ danger to the t- 
tunity for remunerative labor which our workmen need, and with to 
them and all our people, by cheapening their means of subsistence and increas- 
ing the measure of their comforts, 

This is, as has been suggested, a Incid exposition of existing financial 
and economic conditions, and is a terse presentation of a practical remedy. 
It is a wise and just consideration for existing rights and is an earn- 
est deprecation of any legislation‘inimical to the true interests of either 
labor or capital. Its temperate ions were entitled to receive, 
and in any era of disinterested patriotism and morality would have re- 
ceived prompt acceptance by both parties, whom it simply challenged 
to an honest fulfillment of their repeated promises. 

‘The Democratic members respond to that challenge by undertaking 
with unanimity the accomplishment of tariff reform, to which the party 
has so often pledged itself in national conventions. 

The message is the acid which has demonstrated the baseness of the 
coin of Republican pledges of tariff reform; and the Republican party 
responds to its challenge not by denying, but by deliberately repudi- 
ating the pledge contained in the platform of its last national conven- 
tion and the formal messages, reports, and utterances of its own Pres- 
idents, Secretaries, and distinguished members. ‘That party whose 
Presidential sapiani now sneer at the President’s allusions to the dan- 
gers threatened by a vast and increasing surplus wrung from the people 
in superfluous taxes, in the platform of 1884 denounced the Fan: 
cratic party (though for twenty-four years it had been out of power) 
for having failed completely to relieve the people of the burden of 


unnecessary taxation by a wise reduction of the surplus.’? And then 
in its own behalf it added this solemn promise: 

The Republican party pledges itself to correct the irregularities of the tariff 
and to reduce the surpius. 

From that day to this with characteristic insincerity it has urged no 
correction of tariff irregularities and ne reduction of the surplus, but 
has devoted all its energies to the defeat of tariff correction and to the 
squandering of the surplus. 

For venturing to courteously invite them to a fulfillment of that 
pledge the President is hysterically denounced as a free-trader and 


the enemy of American industries by the absurdly inconsistent party, - 


every one of whose elected Presidents since 1872 who ever sent a 
message to Congress, has at one time or another made official recom- 
mendations identical in spirit and almost identical in phraseology with 
these which are now denounced by menopoly-ridden zealots as little 
better than free-trade blasphemy. 

In his annual message in 1873 President Grant said: 

I would recommend a revision and codification of the tariff laws. 


And renewing the discussion more at length in 1874, even when recom- 
mending a necessary increase of revenue, he said: 

Those articles which enter into our manufactures and are not produced at 
home, it seems to me should be entered free. Those articles of manufacture 
which we produce a constituent part of, butdo not produce the whole, that part 
which we do not produceshould be entered free also. I will instance fine wool, 
dyes, ete. = * There are many articles entering into home manufactures 
which we do not produce ourselves, the tariff upon which increases the cost of 
producing the manufactured articles. 

President Arthur repeatedly recommended tariff-reform. His mes- 
sage in 1881 declared: 

The tariff laws also need revision, but that a due regard may be paid to the 
conflicting interests of our citizens important changes should bemade with cau- 


President Arthur also recommended the Tariff Commission, the “ ab- 
stract and brief chronicle ’’ of which shows that, packed instrument of 


monopolists though it conceded the propriety of a reduction 


protected 
of 20 per cent. in tariff duties, then ‘‘paltered with us in a double 
sense’? by submitting a schedule which justified Democratic criticism 
by producing no reduction, but increased taxation instead. In 1882 
he deprecated a total abolition of excise taxes because it— 
would almost inevitably prove a serious if not an insurmountable obstacle to a 
thorough revision of tbe tariff snd to any considerable reduction in import 
duties, * * I recommend an re eae = mandra Karer Oe * * asim- 
plification of fhe complex and inconsistent schedule of du certain 
manufactures, particularly those of cotton, fron, and steel, and A awe a peas 
duction of the duties upon those articles and upon sugar, molasses, silk, wool, 
and woolen goods. 

In his final message in 1884 he had the temerity to indicate a yearn- 
ing after the markets of the world in the following paragraph: 

Asia, and Africa should 
wares as wenor 
tes thus enabling ourselves to 
obtain in return a better . food, of raw materials, and 


Even more notable is this identity of sentiment between President 
Cleveland and those eminent ican fiscal Lincoln’s last 
of the Treasury, Hayes’s only Secretary of the Treasury, and 
Arthur’s two Secretaries of the 3 
In 1868 Secretary McCulloch, holding over from Lincoln’s second 
Cabinet, declared: 

The indications are decided that the more enlightened sentiment of the coun- 
try demands that the tariff shall hereafter be a tariff for revenue and not for 
I and from it 
an 
econ 
faith, the gradual extin; 


Mr. JOHN SHERMAN, whose versatility of opinion has inspired his 
friend and biographer, Judge Lawrence, to commend him on sympa- 
thetic grounds to the support of every variety of American voters, as 
being politically a sort of conjurer’s inexhaustible bottle, with every 
variety of sentiment on tap, declared in 1868 that— 

advance toward a free of commodities is — 
FCC 
spirit which planted castles upon the Rhine to plunder peaceful commerce; 
every obstruction to commeros is a tax upon consumption ; every facility to a 
exchange cheapens commodities, increases trade and production, rs | 
motes — (Report on International Monetary Standard, June 9, 
page 

In 1867, when enormous revenues were required to meet current ex- 
penses and interest on the vast public debt, and when no surplus re- 
stricted the volume of circulating media, Mr. SHERMAN declared, as I 
haye already stated, that— 

The wit of ld not ibly frame a tariff th ld — 
000 in gold withou ee our e eee £ i por pt pes 

Yetnow legislation which would “ frame a tariff that would produce 
nearly 170,000, 000 is stigmatized by Mr. SHERMAN as being free 
trade.’ 

In 1882 Secretary of the Treasury Folger’s annual report said: 

It is believed that the time has arrived when a reduction of the duties on 
nearly all the articles in our tariff is demanded and feasible. 


In 1884 Mr. McCulloch, the last Republican Secretary of the Treas- 
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ury, as!“ relief from the present burden of taxation, urgently and justly 
demanded,” recommended: 


First. That the existing duties upon raw materials which are to be used in 
manufactures should be removed. 

Second. That the duties upon the articles used or consumed by those least 
able to bear the burden of taxation shall be reduced. 

As lately as 1870 Senator ALLISON had this to say of the Democratic 
Walker tariff of 1846: 


The tariff of 1846, although confessedly and 
was, so far as regards all the great interests of 
any that we have ever had. 


He further said: 

But I may be asked how this reduction shall be made. I think it should be 
made upon all leading articles, or nearly all, and for that purpose, when I can 
get an opportunity in the House, if no gentleman does before me, I shall move 
that the pending bill be recommitted to the Committee on Ways and Means 
with instructions to report a reduction upon existing rates of duty equivalent 
to 20 per cent. upon the existing rates, or one-fifth reduction, Even this will 
not be a full equivalent for the removal of all the internal taxes upon manufact- 
ures. 

Now, if Senator ALLISON thought that the tariff on import duties in 
1870, when the rate was less than 47 per cent., could be safely and 
wisely reduced 20 per cent., is it unreasonable or dangerous to the 
manufacturing interests if the policy of the President should be adopted, 
as provided in this bill, which reduces the rate from its present amount 
of 47 per cent. only 11 per cent., which is 9 per cent. less than Senator 
ALLISON advocated ? 

When I first saw the assertion in the report of the Committee on 
Ways and Means that the abolition of the tax on wool and reduction 
on woolen goods would benefit the woolen manufacturer and not injure 
the wool-grower, I supposed that idea was original with that commit- 
tee; but upon examination I find that it is likely they derived the idea 
from Senator ALLISON, and upon a further examination of the debates 
in past Congresses I find that Senator ALLISON might have obtained the 
same idea from Daniel Webster, who was the great advocate of protec- 
tion in the closing years of his life, although he was originally a reve- 
nue reformer. A similar expression will be found in his speech on the 
tariff in 1824. Senator ALLISON used this language in speaking of the 
wool schedule in the tariff bill of 1870: 


Such a reduction (on wool and woolens) would benefit the consumer and not 
injure either the wool-grower or wool-manufacturer, 


Then he proceeds at length to explain why a reduction of the tax 
on wool and woolen goods will—as substantially asserted in the report 
of the Committee on Ways and Means—inure to the advantage of the 
wool-grower and the manufacturer of woolens, (See volume 81 of 
Congressional Globe of 1870, Appendix, page 194.) 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLY ] and the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas] vigorously assailed the majority of the 
Committee on Ways and Means with the charge that they had placed 
bituminous coal on the free-list. They both seemed to fear that this 
bill would destroy the bituminous coal interests of Pennsylvania and 
Maryland, and close a majority of the coal fields of this country. It 
is true the word coal can not be found on the free-list of this bill, but 
they have argued themselves into the belief that by the repeal of some 
provision of the revenue law the bill does by indirection accomplish that 
result. 

It is strange, Mr. Chairman, that the Democratic members of this 
House, even if it were true, which it is not, had so placed bituminous 
coal on the free-list, should be charged with high crimes and misde- 
meanors by gentlemen on the other side, when the records of Congres- 
sional debates will show by such action they have simply stepped in the 
footprints of prominent Republicans now in the United States Senate. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me a moment, as I hap- 
pened to enter the door just as I heard my name mentioned ? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. I had the honor of having put anthracite coal on 
the free-list, because it was always harped upon that I was advocating 
coal in the interest of Pennsylvania. I had it put on the free-list by 
my own motion and labor. 8 

ow, I say that the bill known as the Mills bill“ does, in a round- 
about way, but most effectually, put it there, because it perfectly re- 
peals the duties on coal and iron ore, while it comes with a protesta- 
tion that it has not repealed either. 

Coal and iron ore are crude minerals unwrought, and the bill puts 

_ crude minerals unwrought on the free-list. It omits to put into the 
bill the provisions by which the duties are now imposed on coal and 
ore; and in its last section it provides that all matters conflicting—I 
forget the precise language used—with the provisions of the bill are 
hereby repealed. So that in three separate patches the bill makes ef- 
fective work of the duties on coal and iron ore. 

Now, the argument made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MocMILLIN], when I insisted that this was the legitimate and only 
proper construction of the bill, was that ‘‘if it was so,’’ they would 
put on such amendments as to make the construction unquestionable 
and in express terms, and I want them to do so and not stand plead- 
ing hereaiter that the courts or the Departments have given an un- 
expected construction when they give the only one which can he given 


rofessedly a tariff for revenue, 
e country, as perfect a tariff as 


to the third clause, namely, that coal and iron ore being crude min- 
erals the duty was repealed. 

Ido not care whether they repeal or retain it; I only wish they would 
say which they are going to do. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I was not present when the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLAN] discussed that subject, and therefore do 
not know what he said. I am informed, however, by those around 
me that he did state that if the construction put upon the bill in refer- 
ence to bituminous coal by the gentleman from Pennsylvania was a 
proper one, he would be in favor, and the Committee on Ways and 
Means would be in favor, of so amending the bill as to leave coal where 
it is to-day. 

Mr. KELLEY. Coal and iron ore? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. And iron ore also. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iam glad I happened to come in as my name was 
mentioned. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 
me to suggest that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] 
demonstrated that the bill was not liable to the objection suggested by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. KELLEY. I thought I had demonstrated it was. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania and the gen- 
tleman from Maryland should dismiss the fears they have expressed 
with regard to the intentions of the Democratic party as to coal. But 
I want to say this: I do not understand why it is a crime for a Demo- 
crat to ask for free coal when the gentlemen who to-day give direction 
to and are the most potent among the leaders of the Republican party 
have demanded that all coals should go upon the free-list ata time 
when the rate of tariff taxation was less than it is to-day. 

I have before me minutes which I have made from the record, which 
show that in 1871 General Garfield, the man for whom the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania voted for President and whom your party elected 
President, voted to put coal and salt on the free-list. So did Senator 
FRYE, of Maine. So did Senator HALE, of Maine. So did Senator 
DAWEs, of Massachusetts, and Senators CULLOM, HAWLEY, ALLISON, 
and the late General Logan voted to put coal on the free list. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois pardon me a mo- 
ment? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. AndIremember that as a protectionist I stood within 
a few feet of where I am and denounced the men who wanted protec- 
tion for everything their States produced and wanted free trade in 
everything that other States produced. So I do notdispute with you 
about that. But let me say a word about the dead Garfield. 

: 17 TOWNSHEND. I will remind the gentleman that my time is 
imited. 

Mr. KELLEY. Your time can be extended. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Very well; with that understanding I yield 
to the gentleman. 

Mr. KELLEY. I refused to vote for General Garfield as Speaker 
when he was the nominee of the caucus of my party on account of my 
lack of faith in his protection doctrines. But after the visiting states- 
men, as they were called, of whom I was one and General Garfield was 
another, made our visit to New Orleans and visited Mr. Lawrence’s 
sugar plantation and sugar factory I never doubted General Garfield’s 
complete and thorough regeneration from all the sins of the Cobden 
doctrine. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let me ask the gentleman in what year that 
visit was made? > 

Mr. KELLEY. In 1876. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. At what time? 

Mr. KELLEY. You know when we went down there. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I think it was in November. I want the accu- 
rate dates. 

Mr. KELLEY. It was in November. General Garfield went with 
the proprietor of the estate and some of the laboring people all over that 
sugar plantation, and in the afternoon we were dining. There were 

robably thirty people at the table, and when it came to be General 
arfield’s time to respond to a sentiment, he said: 


Ishall 3 surprise some of the gentlemen who hear me. I know one 


who wil ly surprised at what I am about to say; for I am prepared to 
avow myself an humble disciple of the leading advocate of the protective sys- 
tem in the American Congress. 


And walking from his seat, at one end of the table, to mine, at the 
other, he ped my hand and in that presence said, Henceforth I am 
your humble disciple on questions of economy connected with the reve- 
nues of our Government; my abstract opinions have vanished before 
the material facts with which I have become acquainted here to-day. 
I am, with WILLIAM D. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, a protectionist 
henceforth.” 

Therefore, as a protectionist, I voted, for President, for the man I 
had refused to vote for as Speaker, when the caucus of my party had 
nominated him, because I believed him to bea free-trader. I want 
to say I do not regard it as a crime to repeal a duty; I only think it ¢ 
matter of bad judgment. * 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. Now, will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. At what time did General Garfield make that 
declaration which bound you to him so closely and affectionately ? 

Mr. KELLEY. In New Orleans. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. In November, 1876? 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe it was in November, 1876. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It does seem to me the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania has got his dates greatly mixed. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. It may have been December. The public papers 
will fix the date. It was during the visit to New Orleans of what were 
called the visiting statesmen of both parties. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The memory of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania must be treacherous. 

Mr. KELLEY. No, sir; not on that point. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman states he voted against Gen- 
eral Garfield when a candidate for the Speakership because he believed 
him to be a free-trader, and yet he says General Garfield changed his 
opinion on that question a year before he was nominated by the Repub- 
lican caucus as candidate for Speaker, and a complete reconciliation 
had occurred between them. 

The gentleman was at New Orleans, as I well remember, in the fall 
of 1876. General Garfield was put in nomination by the Republican 
caucus for Speaker in the fall of 1877, and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] voted against him. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. He had been a candidate for Speaker before that. 

Mr. TUWNSHEND. Why did you vote against him in 1877 when he 
‘was again nominated by the caucus for that position? 

Mr. KELLEY. Because I preferred another for Speaker. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The man who opposed him was Mr. Ran- 
DALL, He was the Democratic caucus nominee and Garfield was the 
nominee of the Republican caucus, of which the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was a member. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. RANDALL was not a candidate before the cau- 
cus of my party. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I remember well that when we were debating 
the tariff bill of 1882 I arraigned the gentleman here as having aban- 
doned his convictions and yielded obedience to the dictates of a caucus 
of the Republican party in regard toamendments on the then pending 
bill, and he admitted that he had yielded his convictious upon those 
important economic questions in obedience to the mandate of the cau- 
cus, and said he felt it to be his duty as a party man to obey the action 
of the caucus of his party; yet he now confesses that in 1877, a year 
after he was convinced that Garfield was no longer a free-irader, he re- 
fused to obey the action of a Republican caucus which commanded him 
to vote for Garfield as the caucus nominee of his party. 

Mr. KELLEY. That may beas you will; but there are from twenty to 
thirty witnesses to establish the occurrence of the scene I have recited, 
among them gentlemen of both parties. Whatever may have been 
my deviations from party rectitude or party discipline, there still re- 
mains the fact, which can be established by many witnesses, that 
there was an avowal of an absolute conversion by James A. Garfield— 
an avowal made at a dinner party on the plantation of Mr. Lawrence, 
which plantation is now owned, I believe, by Governor Warmoth, 
who was present on the occasion. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. My friend has not yet made it clear to me what 
were his reasons for disregarding the action of the Republican caucus 
a year after that, when the same Garfield had been nominated by the 
caucus in which he participated. 

Mr. KELLEY. What right have you to interrogate me asto my per- 
sonal relations and personal reasons? [Derisive laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] There are other questions than tariff in the world. There 
are sometimes personal questions. On all political questions I will an- 
swer you as fully and frankly as I can, but when you attempt to probe 
my personal convictions and feelings I tell you they are sacred. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have no desire to pursue this controversy 
with the gentleman further, Mr. Chairman, but 

Mr. KELLEY. I helped to elect Garfield in 1880, and, as my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] says, in common with my party I 
was satisfied with his letter of acceptance and with hig inaugural ad- 
dress and message. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I of course accept the explanation made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania without impugning his sincerity at 
all; but if hedid not vote against Garfield in 1877 because of a mistrust 
of his loyalty to the cause of protection, it does seem strange to me 
that he and his colleague, Mr. BAYNE, and several others of his Repub- 
lican colleagues from Pennsylvania, refused to vote for Garfield at that 
time, and it is also very singular that the question was raised in Penn- 
sylvania, and the loyalty of the gentleman and his colleagues to their 
party was impugned because they failed to vote for Garfield in 1877, 
and so strongly was the accusation made against their party fealty that 
one of them, Mr. Killinger, was compelled to publish a circular in his 
defense, in which he assigned as a reason for his action that the gentle- 
man and Mr, BAYNE and himself and other Republicans of Pennsyl- 
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vania had no faith in the sincerity of Garfield’s loyalty to the doctrine 
of protection. 

Mr. KELLEY, In 1877 the protest against making Garfield Speaker 
was—— j 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But Garfield had made his confession and re- 
ceived his absolution from you a year before that. [Laughter on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. KELLEY. The protest was because persons who assumed to 
control the Republican party announced that it had been determined 
that Garfield should be the candidate for Speaker before gentlemen 
had an opportunity to be heard in the caucus, There was the real ques- 
tion. 

Now, sir, Lam not speaking for myself; Iam speaking ſor other people. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to consume 
my time in pursuing this controversy any further with the gentleman. 
I desire to say now that I understood from the gentleman from Nevada 
[Mr. WOODBURN] when he was on the floor the other day that it was 
denied that General Garfield ever was a member of the Cobden Club, 
and afterwards, when my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs] was 
on the floor arraigning the Speaker of this House for being a member 
of the Cobden Club, I asked him the modest question whether the 
Speaker had joined the club before Garfield had joined it, and he 
answered me, or I understood him so to answer, that Garfield had 
never sought election to that club, had never accepted its election to 
membership, and had repudiated it. And yet, Mr. Chairman, I have 
in my hand a circular with which I know the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] must be familiar, because it was circulated 
through the State of Pennsylvania in 1877, in which General Garfield 
was charged with being a member of the free-trade Cobden Club, and 
which denied that he had ever repudiated his connection with it. 

These declarations excited my curiosity. I was puzzled by the con- 
trariety of opinion on that side of the House, and in order to satisfy 
my mind I wrote to Mr. David A. Wells, who was a personal and inti- 
mate friend of General Garfield, for a statement of the facts. I have 
received an answer from him which I hold in my hand. In this letter 
he explains fally General Garfield’s connection with the Cobden Club, 
and I wish to show by it that the gentlemen who have been reflecting 
on Mr. CARLISLE and Mr. Cox not only supported a Cobden Club mem- 
ber for Speaker of the House, but afterwards zealously supported his 
election to the Presidency of the United States. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. I have never denied that Garfield was a member of 
the Cobden Club, nor that until 1876 his tendencies were all toward 
free trade. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Upto 1876? 

Mr. KELLEY. Yes; and therein you have the cause of several of the 
coolnesses that occurred with some publicity between Mr. Garfield and 
myself when we were both members of this House; but that he avowed 
himself clearly, squarely, and broadly as a protectionist against all 
other faiths in connection with our system of revenue I can produce 
a score of witnesses to testify. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have been quite liberal in allowing the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] to use my time, and I trast 
he will see that the House gives me a sufficient extension to cover the 
time which I have given him. 

Mr. KELLEY. I trust the House will extend the gentleman’s time. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I now ask that the letter of Mr. Wells be read 
by the Clerk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Norwicn, Coxx., May 8, 1888. 

Dear Str: In reply to your question concerning General Garfield’s connec- 
tion with the Cobden Club, I would say that he was elected a member of the 
club in 1869, at the same time and in company with Edward Atkinson, Ralph 
Waldo Emerson, E. P. Whipple, John Quincy Adams, and William Lloyd Gar- 
rison, of Massachusetts, and William C. Bryant, Henry Ward Beecher, and 
David Dudley Field, of New York; that he acknowledged the compliment and 
accepted the membership in a letter to the secretary of the club, and that his 
membership continued, without any revocation on his part, until the day of his 
death. And I will further add that it was not then the custom of the club, nor 
has it since been, to elect any person to their membership as an honorary rec- 
ognition of their literary or political distinction, or without an assurance pre- 
viously given, either directly or through friends, that the person nominated 
desired an election and accepted the principles of the club as expressed in the 
motto imprinted upon all its correspondence and publications, namely, “ Free 
trade, peace, good-will among nations.” 

I also assert that President Garfield, of my own certain knowledge, was a be- 
liever in the principles of free trade down to a period as late as a year previous 
to his nomination for the Presidency, and that it was in no small part through 
intercourse and discussion with him in 1867 and 1868 that I abandoned my orig- 
inal belief in the doctrines of protection, and becoming a free-trader, subse- 
quently (in 1870) acoepted a membership in the Cobden Club. 

In making these statements I prefer no accusation of disingenuousness or 
hypocrisy against General Garfield, and neither do I think him fairly open to a 
suspicion of such conduct. He probably accepted the definition of Canning, that 
true statesmanship consists in finding the line of safe change in public policy; 
and while accepting the principles of free trade and looking forward to the day 
when they will constitute the basis of commercial intercourse between all na- 
tions, he at the same time held that such a result in this country could be 
and most speedily attained through gradual and tentative reforms, and that in 
the then temper of the American people the advocacy of radical measures was 
both 3 and aseos SUT 

am, * 
N DAVID A. WELLS. 

Hon. R- W. TownsHeEnD, M. C. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call special attention 
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to the fact, which has now been conceded, that General Garfield was 
amember of the Cobden Club, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
bears testimony to the fact that General Garfield entertained free-trade 
opinions as late as 1576. I wish farther to call attention to the testi- 
mony given by Mr. Wells—— 7 

Mr. CANNON. Will my colleague allow me—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The gentleman will be kind enough to wait 
until I get through with my statement on this point. I wish to call 
attention to the testimony given by Mr. Wells, that General Garfield 
never retracted his acceptance of his election to that club; and so far 
as we are able to judge to-day he died a member of the Cobden Free- 
Trade Club. Not a scintilla of evidence has been produced to the con- 
trary. There have been some bald assertions that he repudiated any 
connection with that club; but in the absence of testimony justly en- 
titled to credence I will still entertain the belief that General Garfield 
was a member of the club when he died, as testified by the letter of 
Mr. Wells. Now I yield to my colleague. 

‘Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I think it makes but little differ- 
ence if General Garfield, at one period of his life, entertained the apin- 
iims which gentlemen here undertake to impute to him. The views 
which different individuals entertain on questions of this kind are a 
matter of growth, experience, business expediency ; and David A. 
Wells himself was at one time a protectionist. We know that Gen- 
eral Garfield accepted the Republican nomination for the Presidency, 
and by that acceptance, as well as by speeches long before that nomi- 
nation, he declared himself a sound protectionist. That his reaching 
of these conclusions was a matter of progress does not, I think, prove 
anything. 

Take my own case. When I commenced my public life in this 
House and my investigation of the questions upon which I was called 
to vote. my leanings were substantially toward revenue reform ’’ from 
my colleague’s standpoint. Through the years intervening until the 
present time, I have experienced on these questions a growth, until I 
presume I am now recognized as a pretty sound protectionist. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope my colleague will not take up my time 
by making a speech. 

Mr. CANNON. And I expect to see my colleague [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] forsake his present theories and gravitate toward protection. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no! [Laughterand applauseon the Republican side. ] 

Several MEMBERS. That is expecting too much. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I do not expect ever to change 
my present convictions and abandon the position I now oecupy on this 
tariff question so long as my conscience permits me to bea faithful rep- 
resentative of the agricultural interestsof the West. Whenever I shall 
have reached that point when under the party Jash I can be forced to 
betray the interests of my constituents to the monopolists of this country 
Imay abandon my present pesition and join the company of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. With personally good feeling toward 
gentlemen who come here from the West, and without personally im- 
pugning their motives, I say that no member, whether he be sincere or 
not, who represents a Western agricultural district can under present cir- 
cumstances, with such a tariff system as that now in existence, vote 
against measures for the reformation of the tariff without betraying the 
interest of his constituents, 

Mr. KERR. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not complain so much of those Represent- 
atives who live in Massachusetts and Pennsylvania, and whose con- 
stitutents are being enriched out of the hard earnings of the farmers 
of the West; but, sir, I can not look upon the conduct of represent- 
atives of the agricultural districts of the West in favor of protection in 
any other light than a betrayal of the best interests of the people who 
sent them here. 

Mr. KERR. Now may I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Will my colleague allow me—— 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not impute anything improper personally 
to these gentlemen; they may be deluded; but even if they are sincere 
in their advocacy of protection, I tell them now that they are sadly 
deluded, and deluded to such an extent as to obstruct what is for the 
best interests of the people who have placed them in this House. 

Mr. KERR. Do you repudiate the pledge contained in your last 
national platform, that you would raise all your revenues by a tariff? 
Do you repudiate that now? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. There is no such provision in the platform. 

Mr. KERR. It is in your platform; and a gentleman on your own 
side—the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY], who spoke the 
other day—said that upon that platform there was no room for an in- 
ternal-revenue system. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I deny that there is any such declaration in the 
platform. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman irom Michigan read it, and made that 
statement, and he was a member of the platform committee. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my colleague allow mea word? He has used 
pretty strong language when he accused his colleagues and friends here 
of betraying the interests of their constituents. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I concede to my colleague honesty of conviction and 
purpose, and I claim the same for myself. If he will allow me—— 


Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I was proceeding, when inter- 
rupted, to show that the record of proceedings of this House bear me 
out in the statement that the policy and principles recommended in 
the President’s message have been previous to its preparation indorsed 
by prominent Republican leaders. I hold in my hand a memorandum 
of some references which I desire to submit as follows: 

On January 31, 1870, my distinguished predecessor in Congress, Hon. 
S. S. Marshall, offered a resolution favoring a revenue tariff. A mo- 
tion was made to lay it on the table but the present Senator ALLISON, 
and Senator CULLOM, of Illinois, refused to vote in the affirmative; they 
voted in the negative and thereby indirectly indorsed the doctrine of a 
revenue tariff. 

On the 14th of March, 1870, Judge S. S. Marshall offered a resolu- 
tion indorsing the principles of the Walker bill which those on the other 
side call a Democratic free-trade tariff, and on a motion to lay it on the 
table General Garfield and the present Senators ALLISON, HALE, and 
HAWLEY voted in the negative, thereby showing their sympathy with 
the Walker tariff bill. 

On the 23d of February, 1870, Senator ALLISON, Banks of Massachu- 
setts, CULLOM of Illinois, Senator Dawes of Massachusetts, Senator 
HAWLEY, and Senator Logan all voted in favor of free coal on the reso- 
lution offered by Mr. Ward of New York. 

On June 6, 1870, on & resolution of Mr. Ward in favor of free coal, 
Senator ALLISON, General Banks, Senators CULLOM, DAWES, HALE, 
HAWLEY, and the late Senator Logan voted in the affirmative. 

On April 30, 1872, on Judge Lyman Trumbull’s amendment to place 
coal and salt on the free-list, General Garfield, Senators HAWLEY, 
HALE, and FRYE voted in the affirmative, and at the same session Sen- 
ator HALE offered a resolution to place salt and coal on the free-list. 
In the House March 14, 1871, Senator EUGENE HALE moved to put 
salt on the free-list. HALE, FRYE, Garfield, and HAWL£y voted in the 
afirmative. Atthe same session, on Farnsworth’s motion to repeal the 
duty on foreign coal, among the ayes were DAWES, FRYE, Garfield, 
HALE, HAWLEY, and Tyner. 

In 1888 Mr. Blainedenounced any reduction of the tariff when its aver- 
age rate of tax is over 47 per cent.; yet no longer ago than 1883, in his 
“Twenty Years in Congress, Mr. Blaine had this to say of the so- 
called Democratic free-trade or revenue tariff of 1846, when its average 
rate of tax was 23.2 per cent., or less than half as extortionate as that 
which now annually wrings from labor and puts into the Treasury more 
than $200,000,000 and then puts into the pockets of pampered and pro- 
tected monopolies $550,000,000 more. Says Mr. Blaine: 

The tariff of 1846 yielded abundant revenue. Money became very abundant 
afler the year 1849; large enterprises were undertaken, speculation was preva- 
lent, and for a considerable period the proepenity: of the country was genuine. 
The principles embodied in the tariff of 1816 seemed for the time to be so en- 
tirely vindicated and approved that resistance to it ceased not only among tho 
people but among the protective economists, and even among the manufact- 
urers to a large extent. So general was this acquiescence that in 1856 a pro- 


tective tariff was not suggested or even hinted by any one of the three parties 
which presented Presidential candidates, 


In 1857 nearly all the Republicans in Congress, including such men 
as Hamilton Fish, Charles Sumner, and Henry Wilson, voted for the bill 


which then reduced the duties even lower than wa’ provided in the 
Walker tariff of 1846. 

On that bill 18 New England votes were cast for the bill, and only 
9 against it. (Ses Report 12, Senate, Forty-eighth Congress, first ses- 
sion, page 298.) 

I cite the action of the gentlemen mentioned because when less rad- 
ical action is recommended by President Cleveland and by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means in the bill before us, they are denounced 
as guilty of disloyal tendencies, of yielding to the dictation of South- 
ern sentiment, of advocating free trade, and a desire to destroy home 
manufacturing industries. 

Of course the Republican Senators mentioned had a right to advo- 
cate Democratic views on the tariff and to change their former opinions. 

Sir, why have so many of these eminent statesmen abandoned such 
strong convictions and denounce to-day what they so firmly, patriot- 
ically, and eloquently advocated a short time ago? It may be they sin- 
eerely changed their convictions or it may be because the party to which 
they belong is dominated by the shylocks of monopoly, who demanded 
that they should sacrifice allegiance to the country when in conflict with 
allegiance to party. Monopoly is indeed a cruel master. From the 
proofs that I have presented it will be seen that the President has not 
only followed the dictates of his conscience and the demands of the duty i 
imposed upon him by his high office, but obeyed the teachings of the 
Democratic fathers and proven his loyalty to true Democratic principles. 

Had he sat supinely in the White House, and ignored the evils 
which produce the distress now prevailing in the land, and the threat- 
ened direfal disasters to the business and prosperity of the country, 
then might the party which placed him in power and the people of 
whose interests he is the guardian have accused him of dereliction of 
duty; but by his m he has done what common sense, common 
honesty, and humanity demand. He has done what the leaders and 
platforms of the Democratic party have demanded; he has advocated 
what Republican Presidents and statesmen have advocated at a recent 


period. 
THE USE OF MONEY IN ELECTIONS. 
From the reckless demagogues who advocate protection we often heat 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-H OU. 


4051 


the assertion that Pritish gold has been used to promote the cause of 
free trade in this country and to aid in the election of members of 
Congress in that interest. 

Such false statements are really too contemptible to notice here. I 
do not believe that English statesmen desire free trade in this country. 
England's prosperity depends mainly on her supremacy upon the seas 
and the control of foreign markets. They see how effectually protec- 
tion has annihilated our merchant marine and swept nearly the last 
vestige of it from the seas, and how effectually it bars the market of the 
world against us. The interest of England is benefited more by pro- 
tection than by free trade in this country; but I have alluded to this 
false cry for the purpose of asserting that, whilst there is no proof of 
such use of British gold, we have evidence that those who have filled 
their coffers by this system of legalized robbery are guilty of using 
money to prevent the election of revenue-reform Democrats to Con- 


By the use of money it is believed they caused the majority of more 
than one Democratic member of this House to be reduced at the last elec- 
tion, and [have no doubt the defeat of some others can be traced to the 
use of money by the protective monopolists, This will probably be an 
easy year for the managers of the Republican party to raise a large cam- 

ign fund, for I have no doubt the monopolies and trusts, for whose 
interest that party in Congress and in State conventions is zealously 
working, will furnish a very liberal campaign fand to prevent the 
election of tariff reformers to the next Congress. They can well afford 
to do this, and no doubt will do so. Indeed, they have already opened 
the campaign by the distribution of documents among the farmers of 
the West, as will be seen from the following editorial in the Bulletin, 
the organ of the iron aud steel association: 

966,413, 

This is the exact number of tariff tracts published by the Industrial League, 
of Philadelphia, which were distributed from the office of the American Iron 
and Steel Association from the Ist of January last to the close of business on the 
6th of March. On the 28th of February the president of the Industrial League, 
Mr, Joseph Wharton, paid to Allen, Lane & Scott, for printing tariff tracts, one 
bill tr amounted to $2,638.36. 

In a later issue it said: 

657.487 TARIFF TRACTS. 

From the 15th of January until the close of business on April 25, 1888, the 
American Iron and Steel Association distributed gratuitously 657.437 well-printed 
tariff tracts, published by the Industrial League, of Philadelphia. 

We think that we know the exact influence which caused the suspension 
of Mr. Philpot’s free-trade newspaper, The Million, at Des Moines, Iowa. In 
1886 the Industrial League, of Philadelphia, sent 72,556 protective-tariff tracts to 
Iowa, and down to the Ist of November in the present year it had sent 37,062 to 
the same State. These were distributed among the farmers and other voters of 
that State. The Million could not live under this steady fire of hard facts and 
common sense. 

REPUSLICANS ADMIT SURPLUS MUST BE REDUCED, 


It is conceded by prominent Republicans in this debate that the enor- 
mous surplus revenue flowing into the Treasury must be stopped by re- 
duction of taxation. I quote, as follows, from the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]: 

That the accumulation of such a surplus must be averted there can be no ques- 
tion A constantly-accruing and operon! surplus not only invites to 

flizacy, but insures swift financial disaster. There can be, therefore, no con- 
Rice of opinion, but that there must be such a modification of our tax laws as 
will insure a reduction of revenue to the basis of probable governmental expend- 
iture. But a reduction of the revenue is not the only, nor indeed the chief 
end to beattained. The method by which that reduction is to be accomplished 
has become the main point of controversy, and indeed the only point about 
which there is any serious conflict of opinion. 

A Republican Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], in speaking of the 
President’s message, said: 

However much we may differ in respect of the methods of reduction, we 
doubtless will all agree that the annual revenue of the Government should be 
reduced. Itis not wise nor just to collect more revenue is needed for the 
proper 8 of the Government. We are doing this unwise and unjust 
thing. This ought not to continue. How can it be stopped? By amending 
the revenue laws. 

Senator WILSON said further on, as follows: 


We are collecting about $69,000,000 more revenne each year than the expend- 
itures of the Government require. How are we to rid ourselves of this condi- 
tion? Ofcourse, 1 the aggregate of taxation; and the President gave 
usas ion in his message of the proper line of policy to be pursued in ef- 
fecting this reduction. 

7 THE REAL ISSUE. 

It is true, as the gentleman from Michigan has said, that the method 
by which that reduction is to be accomplished has become the main 
point of controversy. The President and the Democratic party de- 
mand that this reduction shall come from the thousands of articles of 
food, clothing, household goods, and things used in the workshops and 
on the farms. The potent Republican leaders demand that the reduc- 
tions shall be confined to whisky and tobacco. The position of the two 
parties is clearly illustrated by their past and present course on this 
subject in Congress. 

HISTORY OF PRESENT TARIFF SYSTEM. 

Before proceeding further with what I have to say, let me briefly 
state that substantially the present system of Federal taxes was created 
about the beginning and during the war. When the Democratic party 


went out of power in 1861 the rate of tariff taxes was less than 20 per 
cent., which was so adjusted as to realize about $50,000,000 per annum. 


Shortly thereafter the Morrill tariff bill was adopted, and before the 
close of the war the rates of tariff duties were enormously increased. 
That war legislation, so far as it relates to custom duties, with some 
modification, has substantially remained in force eyer since. 

The reasons urged for the enormous increase of the tariff taxes were 
that the war rendered it necessary that taxes should be increased in 
order that sufficient revenue might be raised to purchase supplies for 
the Army and defray the general expenses of the war; and as an inter- 
nal-revenue tax of 5 per cent. upon the gross products of manufactures 
had been laid in order to increase their profits, and as a compensation 
to the manufacturers for this tax, very heavy duties were imposed upon 
imports. At the time this system was adopted it was declared and 
promised by the Republican leaders, who had charge of the tariff legis- 
lation, that when the war should end and the special internal-revenue 
tax upon the mannfactures that I have mentioned should be repealed, 
then the high rates of tariff duties on imports should be reduced. 

Other internal-revenue taxes were laid also during the war, such as 
taxes on bank stock, bank checks, and bank deposits, and tax on in- 
comes, on tobacco, alcoholic spirits, etc. The reasons for these high war 
taxes seemed plausible, and the people acquiesced; but the cunning agents 
of monopoly, shielding themselves behind these patriotic pretenses, so 
framed the law that it yielded $5 of private taxes to the manufacturing 
monopolies whilst it put only $1 of revenue inthe Treasury. Thus not 
only were the people required to pay vast sums of public taxes to the 
support of the Government, but, through the medium of this cunningly 
devised scheme, were forced in a fivefold degree to enrich the mann- 
facturing monopolists of Pennsylvania and New England, thus proving 
that there is much trnth in the saying of Dr. Johnson that ‘‘the first 
refuge of scoundrels is in patriotism.” 

When the war ended, when peace had been declared, and the vol- 
unteers had been discharged and returned to their homes, no more 
money being required to furnish rations, equipments, arms, ammuni- 
tion, and other supplies for the vast army of the Union volunteers, and 
the special tax on manufactures having been repealed, then the Demo- 
cratic party demanded that the promises made when the high rates of 
tariff duties were laid should be kept, and that the heavy burden rest- 
ing upon the people for the enrichment of the manufictiring monopo- 
lies should be reduced. Some Republicans like Senator ALLISON, Gen- 
eral Garfield, and others of that party seconded the demand of the Dem- 
ocratic party in 1870. 

It was conceded by the real managers of the Republican party that 
taxes could be safely reduced, but that taxes of this kind should not 
be disturbed; they said they were willing to take the internal-revenue 
taxes off of banks, incomes, etc., but were unwilling to any material 
extent to take off the tariff duties on imports. They said that whilst 
the war-tariff taxes were not then needed for governmental purposes, 
yet they desired to maintain them in order to foster and protect home 
manufactures; in other words, they proposed to leave the high taxes on 
the poor and to only relieve the wealthy and the corporations. _When 
the Democratic party demanded free Bibles they refused, but gave free 
playing cards; when it demanded a reduction of taxes upon woolen 
blankets they gave a reduction of the taxes upon whisky; when it de- 
manded a reduction of taxes upon the absolute necessities of the poor 
they freed bank checks and bank deposits from taxation. 

The positions of the two parties on this question then became clearly 
defined. The Democratic party was shown to be the champion of 
popular rights and of the poor; and the Republican party was shown 
to be then, as now, the champion and protector of monopolies and capi- 
talists. A great issue was then formed between the two great parties, 
which has continued to divide them ever since. This issue has to a 
considerable extent been obscured until very recently by the artful 
introduction of false issues by the leaders of the Republican party. 
They have revived and attempted to keep alive the dead issues which 
were settled by the war, and by appeals to passions and prejudices 
engendered by the war. It is with a view to deceive the people and 
to obscure the real issue that gentlemen on the other side, whenever a 
tariff bill has been brought up for discussion in this House, have en- 
deavored to divert the public mind by picturing the horrors and sin- 
fulness of African slavery, bloody-shirt arguments about the senti- 
ments of the Southern people, and vilification of the purposes of the 
Democratic party. They have in this way diverted the attention of 
the masses of the Republican party from the injustice practiced on the 
people under the guise of protection of labor. 

Whilst the public gaze has been kept on the South the monopolies 
have been filching from the pockets of the people their hard earnings. 
The Republican party having been converted into a supple agent of 
protected monopolies, they have furnished that party with much of its 
campaign fund and the specious arguments with which the people have 
been deluded. 

CHANGE IN THE ORIGINAL CHARACTER OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY. 

That party in its origin was a party of principle. Among those who 
breathed the breath of life into it were some of the noblest characters 
in the history of this country—brave and patriotic men. The names 
of Seward, Chase, Blair, Trumbull, Palmer, Greeley, Sumner, Curtin, 
and Wells will ever be honored. 

But, sir, after slavery had been abolished and the Union had been 
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maintained, and the great ohjects for which that party was created had 
been accomplished, it passed under the control of a spoils-hunting band, 
and it was prostituted to base purposes. When this became apparent 
the great men whose names I have mentioned abandoned it, and nearly 
every one of them became affiliated with the Democratic party. The 
Republican party in its present aspirations and policy is a buccaneer 
among political organizations; it has been sold by its leaders to the 
monopolists; like the soldiers of fortune of old, it has hired its sword 
for lucre; it has enlisted itself in the cause of monopolistic piracy. 

I do not believe that the people can longer be deluded by the false 
issues under which this great question of tariff reform has been buried. 


RESULTS OF DEMOCRATIC ADMINISTRATION. 


Fortunately the Democratic party came into power three years ago, 
and after a fair trial the country has been convinced that all the pre- 
dictions of evil made against it by its foes are false. The people can 
no longer be deceived by charges against its loyalty or its capacity for 
safe administration of the Government. They know full well that no 
rebel claim has been paid, that no negro has been re-enslaved, that no 
soldier has lost his just right to pension, that the business interests of 
the country have not been endangered, that the public moneys have 
not been squandered in extravagant appropriations, and that the purity, 
wisdom, and patriotism of the administration of Grover Cleveland has 
been equal to any that has existed in the past. 

The people can no longer be misled by the lies and slanders of self- 
ish demagogues; and now when the demand is made for relief from 
the high protective war taxes the people can not be deceived by bloody- 
shirt speeches over issues settled over twenty yearsago. The bombast 
of Western Republican members in regard to the defunct Confederate 
constitution and the mournful dirges of the Pennsylvania politicians 
in regard to negro slavery will be unavailing in the face of the distress 
suffered by their constituents under the operation of this scheme of 
plunder. The West will no longer be deluded by her false and un- 
faithful representatives. The truth will be told on every stump in the 
coming campaign. 

And the people will see as clearly as we see here, that this is not an 
issue between free trade and protection, but that it is an issue for a 
fair, just, and honest adjustment of the tariff taxes. They will see 
that the charges that the Democratic party is hostile to legitimate 
manufacturing interest, or that it is a free-trade party, are untrue. 
They full well know that the policy of our party is to continue to levy 
taxes on imports, and whilst it opposes protection for the sake of pro- 
tection, and insists that no more taxes shall be taken from the people 
than are necessary for governmental purposes, it does agree that the 
tariff taxes shall be so adjusted as to afford encouragement to the legit- 
imate manufacturing industriesand labor. For the first time since the 
war the real position of parties on this question has been clearly seen 
by the masses, 

THE OBJECT OF PROTECTION. 

The object, and the only object, of protection, as claimed by its can- 
did advocates, is to give prosperity to manufacturing industries and pro- 
vide better wages for the laborer employed in these industries. This it 
does by laying such high taxes upon foreign imports as will restrain 
them from coming into competition with domestic productions. 


PROTECTION OF LABOR. 


One of the most glaring false pretensesof the Republican party is that 
it advocates protection as a benefit to labor. 5 

High Republican authority as to the ability of American labor to 
compete with foreign labor and as to the ability of the United States 
to exclude foreign manufactures is afforded inthe letter of Hon. W. M. 
Evarts, Secretary of State under Mr. Hayes, transmitting the con- 
sular reports on the state of labor in Europe to the Speaker of the House 
of Representatives, May 17, 1879 (Forty-sixth Congress, first session, 
House Executive Document No. 5, pages 36, 37, 38. 

Says Secretary Evarts: 

The average American workman performs from one and one-half to twice as 
much work in a given time as the average European workman. This is so im- 
portant a point in connection with our ability to Sore with the cheap labor 
manufactures of Europe, and it seems at first thought so strange, that I will 
3 you with somewhat lengthy quotations from the reports in support 

creof. 

For the first time our manufactures are now assuming international propor- 
tions, Ata timeof universal depression we have met those nations which held 
a monopoly of the world’s markets, met them in their strongholds, eto. * + 
Within the last fifteen years we have demonstrated our ability by the brilliant 
development of our own resources to exclude by honest competition foreign 
manufactures to a large extent from our shores. 


In striking contrast with the present Republican fashion of sneering 
depreciation of the importance of foreign markets, Secretary Evarts 
continues: 


The question which now peremptorily challenges all thinking minds is how 
to create a foreign demand for these manufactures which are left after supply- 
ing our home demands, We can not stand still, for the momentum of increase 

1] soon become so great that it will push us outward anyway; to push us 
safely and profitably is of so much importance as to almost overtop all other 
public questions of the hour. This question appeals equally to the selfishness 
and patriotism of all citizens, but to the laborer it appeals with tenfold force, 
for without work he can not live. and unless we can extend the markets for our 
manufactures he can not expect steady work, and unless our manufactures can 
wudersell foreign manufactures we can not enlarge our foreign markets, 


But with this intelligent glimpse of the importance of the external 
universe and its value as an outlet to the accumulating surplus of 
American manufactures his vision suddenly narrows to the restricted 
area visible from the protectionist point of view, discovers that the true 
method of cheapening prodacts so as to enable American manufactures 
to undersell in the markets of the world, consists not only in the ob- 
viously sensible and humane process of cheapening raw materials, but 
in the uniform protectionist process of cheapening labor. Quotha: 


The first great truth to be learned by the manufacturers and workingmen is 
that the days of sudden fortunes and double wages are gone. We must realize 
the fact that ocean steam communication has annihilated distance and brought 
the nations face to face. This drawing together of the nations means saiia. 
tion in trade, profits, wages, etc., the advantage being with those who soonest 
accept the situation. In the near future the workingman of New York can not 
expect twice or thrice the wages of his fellow-workman in Europe while all 
other things, food, rent, clothing, ete., are on an equality. 

Under no consideration must we have strikes; under no consideration must 
our factories lie idle. If our manufacturers can not run their establishments 
profitably—and capital will no more remain permanently invested unprofitably 
than willlabor work for nothing—and pay the prevailing wages, our working 
people must help them to make profit by consenting to a reduction of wages! 


The assertion of Secretary Evarts that the double efficiency of the 
American workingman and the “individuality ” and “ inventive gen- 
ius in mechanical appliances“ of the American people have enabled 
us to a great extent to exclude foreign manufactures, and his sugges- 
tion of the ‘‘overtopping’’ importance to us of finding in the markets 
of the world an outlet for our surplus manufactures, are in absolute 
harmony with Democratic views; but his conclusion that the cheap- 
ening of our manufactured products shall be accomplished by a re- 
duction of wages,” instead of by a reduction in the cost of raw mate- 
terials, is anti-Democratic, though quite in accord with the sentiment 
which has prompted protected industries to import cheap foreign labor, 
instead of trying the experiment of importing free and therefore cheap 
raw materials. 

Prosperity to American industries and American labor is to be won, 
not, as Secretary Evarts, one of the eminent champions of high pro- 
tection, suggests, by ‘‘ equalizing’? the“ wages’’ of American and for- 
eign labor, but by equalizing the cost of the materials used by the 
American and foreign manufacturers. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], who is so greatly dis- 
tinguished for his accomplishments and eloquence, has furnished evi- 
dence which exposes the hollowness of the pretension that protection 
is desired for the benefit of labor. He said: 


The gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] this morning read an appeal 
from the ple of California that Congress should not take the tax 8 
because ay were entitled to so much stumpage, $2 a thousand, and so much 
on the boards; and he said it would be the grossest act of injustice to those peo- 
ple, tothe employés and to the men who owned the lumber, to take the tax off. 

Now, I want to say that that is strikingly illustrated in a little production 
which I chanced to find the other day in a Philadelphia paper, and another in 
an Eastern Maryland paper. One of the gentlemen whose views are set forth 
here is talking on the subject of the tax on lumber, and I may remark in 
ing that no ple in the country are more interested in that question than the 
people of Mississippi, because we have in that State the grandest pineries in the 
world, While those in Michigan and the other Northwestern States have been 
used up by manufacture and destroyed by prairie fires, we have in Mississippi 
pine forests almost inexhaustible in quantity and in a virgin state, yet we are 
not going to quarrel with the bill of the Committee on Waysand Means because 
it happens to touch upon that industry of our people. That, however, is the 
Sars upon which the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow] opposes the 

ill—that it would take off a poroa of the tax on lumber. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The people of Michigan are buying up those Missis- 
sippi timber lands. 

r. HOOKER. I know it, but we have just stopped you by resolution. 

have got enough of the public lands. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Kerr. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. Hooker. I have not the time now. I have read the views of this gentle- 
man who is named here as Mr. Blanchard, of Chicago. 


“THE TARIFF IN A NUTSHELL. 


“ Mr. Blanchard, of Chicago, in a short speech a few days ago, said more to 
show up the evils of a high-tariff system than others have done in labored 
speeches and ponderous volumes. . Blanchard is a refreshing sample of a 
protected operator who is willing to tell the truth and shame his demoniac- 
majesty, and furnishes a beautiful illustration of the utter selfishness that governs 
the beneficiaries of a high protective tariff. He says: “Iam high tariff on lum- 
ber, but low tariff on copper, iron, wool, cotton, leather, glass, ete. I will tell 
you why. I own timber lands and sell stumpage; besides, I operate largely 
myself, and this tariff puts money into my pocket. Iget $2 per 1,000 feet for my 
stumpage, and $2per 1,000 for my boards. I have just sold 5,000,000 feet of lum- 
ber. Now, $2 per 1,000 on 5,000,000 feet is just $10,000, That is the difference to 
me between hightariffand freelumber. lam high tariffon lumber, Iam. The 
blessed tariff, they tell us, is all for the benefit of the American laborer. What 
do you soppa 1 did with the $10,000. Divide it among my workmen? Nota 
bit of it. I put it right into this calfskin wallet, I did.“ [Laughter.] 

“Of all my workmen I am the only protected American laborer. Wages de- 
pend upon supply and demand, my friends, and not upon taxes.” [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

When you see two men after one boss wages are low; when you see two bosses 
after one man w: are high; and that is the whole of it—the theory, princi- 
ple, and practice.“ From the Easton (Md.) Ledger. 

I read now an abstract from the Philadelphia Telegraph, entitled 


“THE TRUTH ON THE QUININE TARIFF, 


“To those who think that whatever is is right, and therefore should not be dis- 
turbed, and that the tariff is a thing existent and therefore not to be altered in 
any manner whatsoever, we heartily commend the history of the duty on qui- 
nine, which six years ago was virtually prohibitory. It will be remembered 
that a hard fight had to be fought to secure the repeal of the duty upon this im- 
portant medicinal agent. Atthe time of the repeal of the duty there were five 
firms manufacturing quinine in this country. Three of them were in this city, 
and all declared throngh the columns of the Evening ets gir h, either by 
their ofrepeal passed 


You 


own letters or in interviews with reporters, that if the bi 
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707 would be compelled to discontinue the manufacture of quinine. The price 
of the article was then $3.50 per ounce, or $2.95 less than when the duty was on. 

Neither of the five great firms which N er J manufactured quinine has 
since discontinued its manufacture, and all are, it is fairly to be assumed, mak- 
ing satisfactory profits from its manufacture under the reduced price. The 
mening of quinine in this country six years ago was a monopoly, from which 
individual fortunes represented by millions of dollars were realized, It is but 
just to say, however, that there has been a large increase in the growth in the 
einchona bark from which the medicine is made, and the added supply of raw 
material has helped tolessen the price of the product. 

There are other great monopolies to-day in the country which could and 
should be destroyed by the reduction of the excessive duties on their manufact- 
ures, The worst of them all is the sugar trust, a monopoly which oppresses 
every consumer in the land. The quinine experiment should be tried upon it.” 


The following table, prepared by Mr. Henry J. Philpot, of Des 
Moines, lowa, will illustrate the hypocrisy of the claim that the war 
tariff must be kept up to benefit labor. Its effect in reality is to give 
the lion’s share to trusts and iniquitous monopolists. This tariff system 
is building up in this country a powerful, unscrupulous plutocracy. 
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Other laboring men as well as farmers have discovered that the 
Democratic party is the workingman’s best friend, and that through 
the success of that party lies the roadway to relief. The local papers 
of the past few days contain evidence of this, as will be seen by refer- 
ence to the following paragraph : 

WORKINGMEN AIDED BY DEMOCRATS, 

The Federation of Labor held an open meeting at Hilton Hall last night, at 
which addresses were made by E. W. Oyster and Paul T, Bowen. Mr. Oyster 
made the first address, and in it reviewed the history of labor legislation in this 
country. He showed conclusively that all the bills passed by Congress which 
were oppressive to the workingmen been by the votes of Repub- 
lican members, while the slight relief that the workingmen had since obtained 
by legislation was due to the efforts of the Democrats. 

The same tariff that plunders all other consumers also plunders the 
laborers in the factories which are so highly protected. 

EFFECT OF PROTECTION ON THE FARMER. 

I do not concede that protection is of any real benefit to any class of 
laborers; butif this claim is admitted toits fullest extent, no matter how 
great may be the benefits to the manufacturer and the laborer employed by 
them, the intelligent students of political economy who are not biased 
by partisan prejudices will confess that protection confers no benefit 
upon the grain-growers, the provision-producers, and farmers generally, 
but, on the other hand, that policy does increase the cost of all that he 
buys upon which tariff taxes are laid. Now, when we remember that 
tariff taxes are laid upon about four thousand articles, including nearly 
everything that the farmer buys, that is used on his farm, or in his 
house, or he has on his back, and that the rate of this taxation is 47 
per cent., it will be seen that they are very heavily oppressed by that 
system of taxation, and that those who are engaged in agricultural pur- 
suits, if no good reason can be furnished for its retention, are entitled 
to insist that the policy shall be abandoned. - 

I regard the claim that the farmer is benefited by protection as the 
most untenable of all the propositions advocated by protectionists, and 
that it is a most audacious misrepresentation and can only be used for 
the purpose of deceiving them and inveigling them to vote the Repub- 
lican ticket. My friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] is too good aman 
to be charged with willful misrepresentation, but I must insist that he 
is sadly deluded when he urged that the farmer was benefited and pro- 
tected by the tarifftaxes on wheat, corn, vegetables, and other farm prod- 
ucts. As proof of his error I will call attention to what a Senator from 
his own State, who I understand to be his first choiceas a candidate by 
the Republican party for President next fall, has said upon this very 


point. When discussing the tariff bill then pending, on March 24, 1870, 
Senator ALLISON said in this Hall; 
The agricultural interest, it will be seen, is much the largest interest in its ag- 
gregate product as well as in the number of persons employed. I believe no 
one will claim that this large interest is directly protected. It is true that under 
customs laws there is a small duty upon wheat, barley, oats, and other agricult- 
ural products, but it does not afford sar protection to the great wheat and grain- 
producing regions of the country. The gentleman from Ohio[{Mr. Wilson], in 
discussing this question yesterday stated that the cost of wheat in New Eng- 
land is about $1.70 per bushel, while in Illinois, Iowa, and Wisconsin the price 
is about 65 cents per bushel. The Canadian wheat is the only wheat that comes 
in competition with our own. Canada being nearer New England than the 
lana lo States more than makes up the duty in the reduced cost of trans- 
0 1 . 
Pw hat. is true of wheat is equally true of other grains. Therefore the farmer has 

ractically no protection at all, and whatever benefit he derives is from what the 
home market furnishes for home products. Unfortunately for the farmer, the 
market price of wheat is fixed by the price which the surplus will bring abroad, 
or the price of wheat in London or Liverpool, At that market, where the surplus 
is sold, and which fixes the value of the whole crop, he comes in competition 
with the grain produced in the Crimea, in Hungary, and in the region of the 
Baltic, 3 fields cultivated by what is known, in comparison to our own, as 

u 8 
nuf I — told we must so legislate as to furnish a home market for all our 
agricultural products, and this can only be done by high tariff. Any one ex- 
amining the subject will see that our agricultural products increase more rap- 
idly than our population, so thatif we do not export these products in their nat- 
ural condition, we must do so by converting them into manufactured articles 
and export these articles. But this can not be done under a high tariff, for al 
nations will buy manufactured products where they are the cheapest, and the 
nation selling the cheapest Will control the market. This rule excludes our 
highly-taxed manufactures made from highly-taxed materials from the mar- 
we of the world, although we have natural advantages possessed by no other 
n. on. 

So fully has Senator ALLISON answered his follower on this floor 
that it is unnecessary for me to dwell longer upon this point, and I 
would not do so were it not for the fagt thata number of other gentle- 
men representing Western constituents, have advanced the same views 
as my friend from Iowa. 

THE TARIFF A BURDEN AND OF NO BENEFIT TO THE FARMER, — 

An examination of the facts will demonstrate that the tariff in 
every sense is a burden, and not a benefit to the farmer. In the 
first place let us ascertain whether it brings him any good by laying a 
tariff upon his products. There is a tax upon corn of 10 per cent.; 
now, if you will examine the statistics of 1885, you will find that we 
exported from this country and sold in foreign markets, nearly fifty- 
three million of bushels of corn, and yet only forty-five hundred bushels 
were imported into the country. 

Where is the man so’stupid as to suppose that any rate of tax upon 
corn can advance its price in this country one mill? We are the corn 
producers of the world. We have no need to import corn, for the rea- 
son that we raise more than we can use and are compelled to seek a for- 
eign market for the surplus which is not needed by our own people; and 
the price obtained for that surplus in foreign markets fixes its value here, 
The amount of corn that we exported probably realized 525,000, 000. 
The corn that we imported did not cost us but little over $2,000. But 
they have insisted that wheat is protected also, and there is a tax on 
wheat of 20 per cent. 

Now let us see what the statistics of 1885 show with regard to wheat; 
we exportedin that year 132,851,835 bushels of wheat, being over one- 
fourth of our whole crop, and weimported only 212,311 bushels, which, 
as all know, was imported by the mills on the Canadian border, in 
order that they might have the profits of grinding it into flour mainly 
for exportation to the markets of the world. In addition to the wheat 
exportation of that year, we sent abroad $52,000,000 worth of wheat 
flour. I have no statistics showing what amount of flour—ifany—was 
imported into this country, but I doubt if any considerable quantity 
was imported, for we make the best flour and sell it at the lowest price of 
any country on theglobe. I will not pursue these statistics any further. 
It can not truthfully be claimed that protection ad vances the price of 
farm products, because their pricesare regulated by whatthey will bring 
in foreign markets; and if wheat and corn were placed upon the free- 
list, without any tariff taxes whatever upon them, they would not be 
affected to the extent of one mill in their market value. 

This will be more clearly seen by examining the New York market 
reports and comparing the prices of grain in that market during the 
period when the so-called free-trade Walker tariff was in operation 
from 1850 to 1860 with the prices realized in that market under the 
present tariff during the past ten years. I read from Spofford’s Ameri- 
can Almanac for 1838. 


Highest prices of corn and wheat in New York from 1851 to 1860. 
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Highest prices of corn and wheat in New York from 1877 to 1886. 


7 
F 


. EEE 
SssS 888888 


pa 


My colleague [Mr. CANNON] has called attention toa time in IIlinois 
and Iowa before the war when the crop was very abundant and the 
facilities for cheap transportation would not enable the farmer to get 
his surplus to the New York market. Under these circumstances corn 
was no doubt for a short time sold for 10 cents a bushel. This would 
have occurred again in Illinois and Iowa at times during the past few 
years if the facilities for rtation had not enabled the farmer to 
market his surplus corn in the foreign markets at very low freight 
rates. That low price has, at one time at least, prevailed not far from 
that gentleman’s home since the war. 


A CONTRAST OF THE EFEECT OF PROTECTION IN THE EAST AND THE WEST, 


As an evidence of the benefits of the tariff to the manufacturing 
classes and of its evil effects upon the farmers it is well for us to con- 
trast the condition of these two classes. The gentleman from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. ALLEN], who represents one of the largest manufacturing 
districts in the United States, has given us a graphic description of the 

rosperity and happy condition of those employed in the factories in 
chusetts, which I will quote below. He said: 

IfI desired to inflict tables of figures upon you, I could show you conclusively 

that under this system our working people are better paid and live almost as 

ply as in other countries even as it is, while the immense advantage they 

derive in their dress, their habits of life, the education of their children, their 


little homes, their accumulated savings in our banks all over the land, tells a 
story of richness, happiness, contentment which figures would not begin to ex- 


press. 
* * * * * * * 


I wish I could take this body of men to the heights opposite the city of Lowell, 
Mass., where, with one glance of the eye sweeping, up and down the stream, 
would be literally seen miles of cotton-mills, 8 the finest in the world, 
equipped with the most ingenious labor-saving machinery known to this won- 
der-working age, and filled from basement to roof with a thinking, throbbing 
army of intelligent and skillful men and women. 

* * * * * 


* * 
Standing upon this in the early evening as the sun goes down, you would 
n another of the thousands of windowsthe lights flash- 


see first from oneand 
ing out; twinkling and flashing asthey are reflected from the bosom of the flow 


river, they rival in brilliancy the stars of an October night. Listen, and the 
bells ring out their peal, the gates fly open, and from them issue thousands of 
working men and women, well clothed, well fed, well housed, pleasant to look 
upon, happy and contented, moving quietly to their own homes in many cases 
the ideal ring wage -earners of a New England manufacturing city, 
The gentleman from Massachusetts has confined his description to the 
condition of the working classes; he has not told us of the immense 
wealth which has been accumulated by the owners of the factories in 
which these people work; he has not called attention to the palatial 
mansions in which they live, the luxuries which their families enjoy, 
and the immense incomes they receive, which guard them against care 
and anxiety for the wants of this world. My friend from Iowa [Mr. 
‘HENDERSON ] seemed desirous of rivaling the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts in describing the condition of the farmers of the West. One 
would imagine from what he said that the farmer is to-day very pros- 
perons, that his home is filled with luxuries, and that he enjoys a life 
of ease and pleasure, as will be seen by the following remarks that I 
quote. He said, speaking of the present condition of Western farmers: 


The “log cabin” has disappeared. Comfortable homes, a good carpeted 
room, a spring wagon, a barn, a buggy or carriage for the trip to church or the 
town,a country paper, and often a good daily, books. plenty to eat and wear; 
these are the fruits of protection that the farmer enjoys to-day. This is the rule 
in the great Northwest, and pinching poverty is the exception. 


Sir, I am sorry that I am unable to confirm the truthfulness of the 
description which he has given of the Western farmer; I have lived 
among them for thirty years; I was born on a farm and spent the early 
years of my life there, and most of all that I have in this world is in- 
vested in farming lands and real estate in one of the most fertile and 
. agricultural States in this Union; and I therefore feel that 

have a right to claim that I know as much of the condition of the 
Western farmer as my friend from Iowa. 

First, I will say, that whilst I know the life of a farmer is more in- 
dependent, and better calculated to make good men, and good women, 
than those reared in any other station, better soldiers are found on the 
farm in time of war, and better citizens are found there in time of peace. 
It is a nursery for the most upright, biggest brained, broadest minded, 
and the largest souled people in the world.. Anarchists are not reared 
on the farm, socialism and communism do not exist there, more Christ- 


2 honesty, and patriotism are found upon he farm than anywhere 
else. 


In truth, the agricultural classes constitute our bulwark against in- 
fidelity and social disorder. Agriculture is the basis of all wealth, 
private and public. For these reasons I feel that it should be the pur- 


pose of legislation and of the administration of the Government to fos- 
ter and encourage agriculture, and as far as practicable lighten its bur- 
dens. I must say, however, there is more hard work and privation on 
the farm than will be fonnd among those who are engaged in any other 
occupation. ‘The farmer works more hours per day, is exposed more 
frequently in bad weather, and gets less pay for his labor than any other 
class of workingmen. 

There is now much distress and hard times among the agricultural 
classes of this country. High and unjust taxation and the low prices 
obtainable for crops have proved disastroustothe farmers. So faras the 
Western farmers are concerned, I must confess that many of them are in 
debt, as will be seen from a statement of the mortgages which exist upon 
the farms of the West. They pay larger rates of interest, more, perhaps, 
than those engaged in any other class of business. The following is a 
statement of the amount of the mortgages which exist to-day against 
the farms in the States that are named in the following list, published 
in the Binder, a farmers’ organ, at Marion, III., in my Republican col- 
league's [Mr. THomas’s] district. 

MORTGAGES ON OUR FARMS, 
The amount represented by the faces of the farm mortgages in Ohio, Indiana, 


Illinois, Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, Iowa, Nebraska, Kansas, and Mise 
souri are: 
on... A eee e 1. 000, 000 
In Indiana 398, 000, 000 
In Illinois... * 620, 000, 000 
In Wisconsin.. re 250, 000 
In Michigan, —— seve stecntenee 850, 000 
In Minnesota 000 
000 
000 
000 
000 


Mr. J. Burrows, the President of the National Farmers’ Alliance, 
writes in the Farmers’ Voice of the 11th ultimo: 


J regret as much as any man living the poverty and dependence of farmers 


which exist at this day to an alarming extent, though denied by some, 

Why does this distress exist among the farmers of the West? Of 
course failure of crops and insects have had much to do with it, but 
far less than the onerous, unfair, and dishonest taxes which are laid 
upon them, not only for governmental purposes, but for the purpose of 
furnishing bounties to other favored classes inthis country. It is be- 
cause an average tax of 50 per cent. is levied upon all the cotton goods 
that they buy in order that wealth and prosperity may exist among the 
owners and employés of the cotton mills in the district of my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. ALLEN], and an average of 47 per cent. is col- 
lected from them on all the necessaries and comforts they buy in order 
to furnish bounty-money to those engaged in manufacturing industries, 
It is because they are impoverished in order that other classes may be 
enriched; because they are preyed upon by the manufacturing monop- 
olies, and by the infamous trusts or dishonest combines which have 
been recently formed. 

Let me call attention to some of the many taxes that are laid upon 
the farmer in order to benefit the manufacturing classes. It must be rec- 
ollected that the amount of taxes collected by the Treasury on the 
articles mentioned represents only one-fifth of the amount which goes 
into the pockets of the manufacturers through the legerdemain of our 
protective tariff system, for where one dollar goes into the Treasury 
under this system, four dollars go intothe pocket of the manufact- 
urer, The following is a list of some articles the farmer uses: 


TAXES ON THE KITCHEN, 


The iron the stove is made of..... 
Hollow ware, pots, and kettles... 
Copper and brass utensils, if any 
Crockery, of the commonest kin 
Glassware, of the cheapest kind 
Table cutlery and spoons. . . 
8 or salted fish „ee. 

. ese 


TAXES ON THE PARLOR. 


Carpet, if made of druggets. 
Carpet, if made of tapestry . 
Furniture eee 


Looking-glass . . 
Ornaments or knickknacks. esses. 
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TAXES ON THE WARDROBE, 


Anne,... povqcesieonsohegectes egeausech feosene = 
Woolen hosiery and undershirts $43 
Cotton hosiery and undershirts. 
Woolen hats and caps 
Gloves. Š 
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TAXES ON SUNDEIES, 


25 

45 

20 

25 

45 

Castor oll. 102 

Castile soap. 56 

A dose of 30 

Insect po 2 

Salad 3¹ 

80 

51 

z 35 

Roofin OSE 30 

oe 31 

53 

A hand-saw ... 40 

| teaser a 8 

. 40 
Combs and brushes 


farmer may need, average of . 
and all tinware 


ASS Lpasses 


It is ont of the sweat and privations of the farmer of the West that 
the vast fortunes enjoyed by many of the millionaires of the East haye 
been created. The Vanderbilts and the Goulds, in the transportation of 
his products to market and his supplies for hishome, have accumulated 
hundreds of millions of dollars, and the protective manufacturers who 
have levied contributions on his clothing and food and tools and arti- 
cles of nearly every description that he uses have enriched themselves 
to the extent of thousands of millions of dollars. And now, when his 
friends come and ask for a reasonable and fair reduction of this enor- 
mous burden upon him, they are denounced, vilified, and slandered by 
the subsidized agents and press of the great monopolies. * 

Sir, I admire the candor, if I can not admire the unjust doctrine of 
the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. ALLEN] when he says, speak- 
ing of the benefit of protection to his district: 

looks Jess 
Phadnis wiht pron wenn ig peg rc getu eg pated, cl, mgm LEEN 
deeper int perhaps, than to any other measure presented or likely to be 
presented at this session of 

I see the fortunes of my own people in this measure, and my interest is natural 
and intense, [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, oo if Massachusetts was to divide to-day upon the ques- 
tion of protection or trade, the number of people in favor of protection 
would outnumber its opponents by a vast majority not easily computed in fig- 
ures. I am surein my own Congressional district such a division would re- 
sult ina majority of more than 10,000 in favor of the champion of the protective 
eS ee en ane e say that even such an estimate would fall be- 

figures. 


This question of a tariff is the one great topic of conversation to-day among 

the people in all the industrial sections of the country. These men know their 

own interests as only pie dg hs ean, and they are watching the course of their 
tatives upon this issue. 

I have tried to ress the feelings 

Ishould be remias 


country, the continu- 
have and 
bright prom- 


blican members 
Republican dis- 
tricts in the West were faithfully represented on this floor we would 
strike down the infamous features of the tariff which are a curse to them, 
and they might again bask in the sunshine of prosperity which beams 
so beneficently upon protected classes in the Eastern States. 

Some of the advocates of the protectionist sneer at the efforts of farm- 
ers and other friends to secure reform in our tariff system, and belitle the 
interest which they have in it. Now let us see whether the farmer is 
not affected, and has a right to inquire into the operations of our tariff 
system. From the statistics that we are able to obtain it is believed 
that out of the sixty million of population of the United States nine 
million of them are farmers, who, with those connected with them, 
constitute over thirty million, or more than one-half of the entire pop- 


ulation. They own five million of farms worth $11,000,000,000; the 
products of their farms amount to three billion, and they own over two 
billion and five hundred million worth of live-stock; their implements 
of husbandry amount to $600,000,000, and their improvements and 
fences to one hundred and fifty million. 

These figures would indicate that he is very deeply interested in this 
subject and that he is entitled to have his interest considered as well 
as other classes when a bill like this is under consideration. As we have 
seen, protection is of no advantage to him; he is the victim of protec- 
tion; he is injured by it. Consider for a moment the arguments used 
by the friends of protection on this floor, They say that unless the 
high rates of duty now existing are maintained some of the flourish- 
ing factories in this country will be forced to close and their business 
perish because protection forces people not interested in these factories 
to buy goods from them at a higher price than they can obtain them 
from foreigners. 

These factories, they say, can not prosper, if, for instance as this bill 
proposes to do—we reduce the tariff from 54 per cent. to 15 per cent. 
on the bagging in which the farmer sends his wheat to the Liverpool 
and other markets, domestic and foreign. That the factories engaged 
in making bagging in this country may fail because the farmer or his 
agent might exchange some of his wheat at Liverpool for bags which 
he can buy for far less money than he can in this country. Now, in 
order to maintain the prosperity of the home bagging factories they de- 
mand that we shall prevent the farmer from so doing by forcing him to 
pay 54 per cent, tariff duty on the bags when they come into this coun- 
try; or, in other words, on each $100 worth of bags that he may buy in 
Liverpool, or exchange his wheat for, it is necessary to make him pay 
a penalty of $54 for doing so. 

In this way, although he is forced to sell his wheat in the cheapest 
market of the world, you compel him to buy his supplies at home, in 
one of the dearest markets of the world. By this method you deny him 
the right to purchase his bagging and other supplies from his own cus- 
tomers, and compel him to purchase them fromsome folks in this coun- 
try who manufacture the bagging and supplies, and who will add nearly 
all the tax which is laid upon the supplies to the other profits they make 
in manufacturing them. This is called protection to the American bag- 
ging manufacturer. Of course, it can be plainly seen that what is pros- 
Perity and advantage to the American bagging factory is an injury and 
disadvantage to the farming classes. 

Now, if the farmer should say this is not right; that he is forced to 
sell his surplus wheat at Liverpool in a free-trade market, because he 
can not sell it af home for as much as he can obtain there, and if he 
shall insist that he ought to be permitted to buy his supplies where he 
can obtain them the cheapest without paying such a heavy penalty, and 
that it is an outrage and dishonest to compel him to contribute so much 
of his wheat money to enrich and protect the American bagging manu- 
facturer—lI say, if the farmer should make complaints like these, and is 
a resident of the district of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], 
the gentleman for whom he probably voted as a candidate for 3 
would call him a free-trader and insist that he was disloyal; he 
be told by that gentleman, ‘‘ You have no need for a foreign market; the 
domestic market is good enough for you, and you should content your- 
self with such prices as goni products will bringin the home market.” 

Such a farmer would be told by his Representative that notwithstand- 
ing he is compelled to compete with the half-starved and half-naked 
farm laborers of India, whose wages are only 6 cents a day, yet it is right 
and it is to his advantage that he should be forced to contribute a large 

rtion of his wheat money to the owners of our manufacturing estab- 

ishments and the workmen engaged therein in order that they may be 
prosperous. 
THE FATE OF A SYSTEM SUPPORTED BY THEFT AND LYING. 


Mr. Chairman, in my judgment the time is past when the intelligent 
farming class of this country can be deceived by such fallacy and absurd 


arguments as are used by the advocates of protection. They will say 


by their votes next fall that a business that can not be maintained with- 
out theft or lying ought to perish; and that when they see that we mean 
to reduce the bounties that they pay to the bagging factories from 54 
down to 15 per cent., and on an average that we propose to reduce the 
tariff taxes on all the necessaries and comforts of life from 47 to 36 per 
cent., they will say by their votes at the polls, the Democratic party 
is right, and that the incidental protection afforded by the tariff rates 
provided in this bill is sufficient to give encouragement to all legiti- 
mate enterprises and afford fair wages to the workmen employed in 
them, 

The operation of the high taxes which arelaid upon the agricultural 
classes of this country, without any returning benefits to them, have 
at last induced a very large portion of them to organize in associations 
for their own protection. The Farmers’ Alliance is one of them; the 
Wheel Association in the Southwest is another of them, and in my o wn 
State an organization known as the Farmers’ Mutual Benefit Associa- 
tion has been formed. Allof these associations denounce the principle 
of protection, and have declared it to be their determination to oppose 
the encroachment of all forms of monopoly. The Farmers’ Mutual 
Benefit Association, to which I have alluded, has adopted as its creed 
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or platform principles and doctrines which have been in the main advo- 
cated by the Democratic party from its foundation to this day. 

Among them is opposition to protective tariff, opposition to the na- 
tional-bank monopoly, a forfeiture of the land grants which haye un- 
justly robbed the American citizen of his heritage in the public domain. 
The records of Congress will show that the Democratic party has con- 
sistently and bravely battled for all these reforms. When we came 
into power three years ago we found that nearly 200, 000, 000 acres had 
been given away by the Republican party to the railroad corporations 
of the country; in fact, we found that nearly all the fertile lands on 
which homes could be made had been stolen by the railroad corpora- 
tions through the agency of their lobbyists in and outside of the halls 
of Congress. 

Among the first achievements of the Democratic Administration and 
the Democratic majority in the lower House of Congress was to restore 
many millions of acres of these lands back to the ownership of the peo- 

e, and we shall not cease to labor in that direction until we have 

eited every acre of the land to which the railroads have not already 
acquired such a title as we will by legislation have no power to disturb. 

In regard to the national-bank monopoly I feel that the day is not far 
off when its end will be at hand, It is not a Democratic institution, 
and, in my judgment, we should without delay pass a bill which will 
take its circulation from it and substitute in lieu thereof Treasury notes. 
Jam unable to conceive why the Treasury note, which costs the Gov- 
ernment nothing but the paper and ink that is used in printing it, 
does not furnish as safe a circulating medium as a national-bank 
note, which has been so expensive to the people. That monopoly, 
however, if not ended by legislation, will before very long be ended by 
the payment or retirement of the public debt. I know that the friends 
of the national-bank monopoly, led by a Republican Senator [Mr. FAR- 
WELL] from my own State, are proposing measures to continue the ex- 
istence of the national-bank monopoly by fixing as a basis for it other 
securities than those of Government bonds. But Ihave no apprehension 
that they will succeed in their efforts as Jong as we have a Democratic 
President in the White House. I have introduced a bill for the pur- 

of substituting Treasury notes for national-bank circulation which 
7 5 may have favorable action before this Congress adjourns. 

The protective tariff creates monopolies and trusts; it makes tramps 
of men and paupers of women; it breeds discontent among the work- 
ing classes and causes strikes and derangement of business. It is well 
that the farmers have been aroused and are organizing to protect them- 
selves from the evils of this dishonest and ungodly system. 

OUR ADVANTAGE IN CONTROLLING FOREIGN MARKETS, 

In connection with what has been said by the protectionist against 
the extension of our foreign market, I desire to say that a foreign mar- 
ket is of more importance and ought to bring more wealth to this coun- 
try than to any other on the globe. Our situation is better than any 
other and we can more effectually control the trade of the world. China, 
Japan, and the islands of the Pacific Ocean front our western shore. 
Fronting our eastern shore are Europe and the islands of the Atlantic. 
The southern countries, rich in natural resources, are on the coast- 
line with us. 

Lying between the two great oceans, occupying the midway ground 
on the lines of transportation of the commerce of the world, we have 
power to control the trade between the peoples of the Atlantic and 
Pacific Oceans. It must pass either through our hands or must dis- 
advantageously pass around us. Our people are the most enterprising, 
our farmers and mechanics are the most skilful in the world. We 
should have no fears of competition with any people on the globe. We 
certainly possess advantages doubly greater than any other nation; our 
flag should be found above the decks of our ships laden with commerce 
in every port, in every sea. The statistics of the world should show 
that there is a larger tonnage of American register bearing the products 
of our farms and workshops than can be shown by any other nation in 
the world. 

And, sir, it would be so if it were not for the narrow policy of pro- 
tection which has erected a Chinese wall around our land and closed our 
ports against the riches of the world’s commerce—the fell spirit of the 
policy of New England which, whilst it has enriched that section, has 
impoverished all others in the country and blasted the American mer- 
chant marine. In 1858, under a revenue tariff, the prosperity of our 
merchant marine was one of the proudest boasts of the American citizen. 
Over 73 per cent. of our exports and imports were carried in American 
vessels. 

Since the Republican party came into power under the baleful influ- 
ence of the protectionist of the East, they enacted our oppressive tariff 
system, and our shipping has gradually grown less and less, until last 
year less than 14 per cent. of our imports and exports were carried on 
American vessels. Our tariff system may have been a blessing to New 
England and Pennsylvania, but it has also been a blessing to Old Eng- 
land. It has made her the mistress of the seas. Our western port of 
San Francisco is in comparison with the distance to England at the 
door of China, and yet England monopolizes the trade with China. Out 
of the nearly three hundred millions of foreign commerce year before 
last with China we had but twenty millions of it. Weare on the coast- 
line of southern countries, and yet out of about seven hundred millions 


of commerce there, England has three times as much of it as the United 
States. 

Sir, but one thing is needed to enable us to take the scepter of the 
seas from England, to make our country the master of the trade of the 
world—it is to abolish the protective tariff and the substitution of a 
revenue tariff, with such incidental protection as it will justly afford. 
I beg leave to quote the following from my remarks on this subject 
in my speech of May, 1884: 

AGRICULTURE OUR DEPENDENCE FOR NATIONAL WEALTH, 

We are now sending but very few manufactured articles abroad. If it were 
not for our farm products, which constitute 77 per cent. of our products, the 
balance of trade would be against us and we would soon become pauperized, 
notwithstanding we have every natural advantage for manufacturing over any 
nation on earth. 

ś * * * * Dd * 

WHY ENGLAND OUTSTRIPS US IN TRADE. 

We have all the raw materials in inexhaustible abundance within our own 
borders, the best and most intelligent workmen in the world in our midst, yet 
the little storm-beaten island of England, 3,000 miles away, has outstripped us 
in all the markets of the world in the sale of manufactured articles. She under- 
sells us everywhere, She sends her ships to our She buys cotton of our 
planters, transports it back to her shores, manufactures the raw material into 
articles of commerce, then comes right to our door and undersells us in Mexico 
Central America, and South America; yea, even passes contemptuously beyon 
us to the other great ocean and wrests from us the trade of the Pacific. Why is 
itso? Is it because the Englishman is more enterprising or energetic than the 
American? All the world knows that is not true. It is 3 she has estab- 
lished friendly commercial relations with the world; she has cast down all her 
barriers ot protection and opened her market to the products of every country, 


REMEDY FOR OVERPRODUCTION—MARKET FOR OUR PRODUCTS. 

Seeing the ation in our own trade and the danger of overproduction 
upon us, I turned my thoughts as a legislator some time ago to the question of 
devising a policy for extending our markets abroad. y attention was di- 
rected, of course, to the rich countries that lie south of us, Mexico, Central 
America, and South America. It seemed to me that with such an advantage of 
position and juxtaposition we could control that grand market, 

We have now one railroad in operation and are building other lines which 
will penetrate to the very heart of the ancient dominion of the Montezumas. 
The Boston merchant may ship his goods by rail without breaking bulk to the 
City of Mexico, exchange them if he will for the rich products of that land which 
are so much needed in this country; whereas the English merchant must brave 
the perils of the sea fur 3,000 miles, then reship his goods by rail at Vera Cruz. 
Our communication with Central and South America is not as close and easy as 
that with Mexico, but it is still far better than the communication with Europe. 

The similarity of our political institutions naturally produces a greater desire 
on the part of those countries for trade with us than with the monarchies of the 
Old World. -The products of the southern countries, inthe main being different 
from our own, are just such as are needed by us,while our agricultural and me- 
chanical products are equally as much needed by those countries. This makes 
itof mutual advantage for trade with us. Berg tne facility for supplying 
them with all they need, I have no doubt we ought to and can control that 
market to the exclusion of all other countries. An examination of the official 
statistics will show that the annual foreign commerce of these countries amounts 
in the aggregate of exports and imports to $653,701,000. They will further show 
that England imported into those countries $88,520,000; France imported $62,- 
771,000, and that the share of the United States amounted to only $36,044,000; 
that even Germany's e rts to those countries outstripped ours. 

Now, why has England taken from us this trade which is within our reach? 
The answer is easy. It is because commerce with England is free, while that 
with the United States is shackled and hampered by our accursed tariff system, 


AMERICAN CUSTOMS UNION, 


In order that we might reform this blight on our commerce and secure that 
market for the surplus of our own workshops and farms I introduced in Janu- 
ary last a joint resolution of which the following is a copy: 

“ Whereas the establishment of free commercial intercourse among the nations 
now existing upon the continent of America will promote the friendly political 
relations, internal commerce and industry, and sccure a more extensive market 
for the surplus products of each of said nations: Therefore, 


“Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States oj 
America in Congress assembled, That the President of the United States be, an 
he is hereby, requested to invite the co-operation of the governments of the 
American nations in securing the establishment of a commercial league by and 
between the said nations, to be known as the Customs Union of America, the 
arrangement of a common basis of import duties from other countries than 
those which may com said league, and that the commercial intercourse 
among the people of all the American States may be freed from the payment 
of any customs or other dues whatever; and that a common system of weights 
and measures may be also established for the purpose of facilitating such inter- 
course. 


It will be seen that this joint resolution looks to the establishment ofa customs 
union with a common basis of duties as against all other countries and the 
establishment of free trade among the nations on thiscontinent. Such a prop- 
osition is no doubt acceptable to protected manufacturers as well as to the ad- 
vocates of free trade in this country, for while it establishes the same freedom 
of trade with these countries that now exists among our own States, great ad- 
vantage would flow to our manufacturers in having an exclusive market pro- 
tected against competition from all other countries, Our own manufacturers 
surely can have no fear of competition with manufacturers in the southern 
countries, for they haye no manufacturing establishments of any consequence 
located there. 

If that market could thus be secured then the danger of overproduction would 

away, andevery mechanicand farm laborer who is idle to-day would find 
constant and remunerativeemployment. Thus would the marvelous resources 
of this continent be developed and the busy hum of prosperity be heard on 
every hilltop and in every valley of our land. This joint resolution, if adopted, 
would accomplish for the American nation what the customs union or Zoll- 
4 1 5 — of Germany has accomplished for the prosperity and trade of the people 
0 ermany. 


I reintroduced the same proposition in the present Congress in the 
shape of a bill, with some elaboration and providing an appropriation 
of $100,000 to carry the same into effect, and I am happy to say it has 
been adopted with some modification by both Houses of Congress, and 
only waits the President’s signature to make it a law. It will be a 
grand consummation if we shall witness, as we shall during the next 
year, a zollverein congress including representatives from all the repub- 
lies of this continent and the Empire of Brazil, establishing free trade 
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among the nations of the western hemisphere, and I shall be always 
gratified that I am the originator of this very important proposition. 

Now, in conclusion, let me say the line of demarkation between the 
two great national parties is clearly defined in this bill, Those who 
are not in favor of the policy announced in the President’s message are 
in danger of finding themselves in the camp of the enemy. It is the 
only vital political issue before the country, and, as I have shown, the 
President stands where Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, Polk, Douglas, 

and other great leaders of the Democratic party stood. He stands 
upon the principles announced in every national platform of the party. 
If there should be any one in our council whois inclined to disagree with 
us upon this issue, I commend to his consideration the patriotic course 
of George M. Dallas, then Vice-President, ‘who was a Pennsylvanian. 
His State then, as now, regarded protection as of paramount importance 
to its localinterests. But, sir, he was not a mere local politician, looking 
ſor a seat in Congress; he was a statesman of broad views; the range of his 
vision extended beyond State lines and embraced the whole country. 
When he found that the voice of the majority of his party was in favor of 
the Walker tariff bill of 1846, he surrendered his local prejudices and 
local considerations, and gave his vote to his and his country. 
The bill for which he voted reduced the tariff rates to the basis of 22 per 
cent. By his act on that occasion he set an example worthy of imita- 
tion of all the Democrats similarly situated to-day, when we have a 
bill under consideration that does not bring the tariff down to a lower 
rate than 36 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have seen that the sole issue presented by 
this bill is whether we shall reduce the taxes on the necessaries of life— 
on food, raiment, and shelter—or whether we shall make the reduction 
only upon whisky and tobacco. Whether we shall aid in giving more 
comfort, prosperity, and happiness to the poor man’s home, or despoil 
it by increasing the temptation for drunkenness, poverty, and woe. 
On one side stands the Democratic party under the leadership of the 
President, all those who would avoid calamitous financial disaster by 
reduction of the surplus, and all who are opposed to monopolies and 
trusts and the greed of capital. On that side lies the interest of nine- 
teen-twentieths of the laboring men of America, -Humanity, justice, 
and common honesty are there. 

On the other side of this great issue are arrayed the Republican party 
under the leadership of one who has been repudiated by the people at 
the polls. On that side will be found the great monopolies and trusts, 
who with their ill-gotten wealth will no doubt furnish large sums of 
money in order to perpetuate their grasps upon the earnings of the peo- 
ple. With them stand the lovers of free whisky. 

On this great vital issue the Democratic party is content to go to the 
country and abide its fate atthe polls. Withsuch an invincible leader, 
with such a glorious cause, wecan not fail. Every true Democrat will 
rally around the standard of his party; they will bury personal ani- 
mosities, will form intoline of battle, will face the enemies of the rights 
of the people, and will strike and spare not. [Applause. ] 

APPENDIX. 
[Extracts from speech delivered by R. W, TOWNSHEND on May 6, 1884. 
RECORD OF DEMOCRATIC PARTY ON TARIFF, 

I will now present the record of the Democratic party on this question 
as made by the declaration of its founders and the enunciation of its principles 
in its national and State platforms. 

In the beginning of our Government when our fathers had just emerged from 
the despotism of England's rule, which prevented the establishment of manu- 
factures in the colonies, a justification exi if any could ever exist, for lay- 
ing duties with a view to protection. We had then no manufacturing interest 
of consequence. The antipathies to England were very great, and, together 
with the great necessity of building up our home manufactories, which were in 
aged in their infancy, the fathers had strong temptation to advocate protec- 

on. 

MADISON'S VIEWS. 

But, sir, in the first Congress that assembled under the Constitution, in 1789, 
Mr. Madison, who has been quoted by some gentlemen as favoring the doctrine 
of protection, defined his position, which is decidedly antagonistic to every 
principle of the heresy of modern protection. It is as follows: 

In the first place, I own myself friend to a very free system of commerce, 
and hold it as a truth that commercial shackles are generally unjust, oppressive, 
and impolitic. It is also a truth that if 8 and labor are leſt to take their 
own course they will generally be directed to those objects which are the most 
productive, and this in a more certain and direct manner than the wisdom of the 
most enlightened legislature could point out. Nor do I think the national in- 
terest is more promoted by such restrictions than that the interest of indrvid- 
uals would be promoted by legislative interference directing the particular ap- 
plication of its industry. 

“For example, we should find no advantage in saying that every man should 
be ie to furnish himself, by his own labor, with those accommodations 
which depend on the mechanic arts, instead of employing his neighbor who 
could do it for him on better terms. It would be of no adyan to the shoe- 
maker to make his own clothes to save the expense of the tailor’s bill, nor of the 
tailor to make his own shoes to save the bed Neat of procuring them from the 
shoemaker. It would be better policy to suffer each of them to employ his tal- 
ents in his own way, The case is the same between the exercise of the arts and 
agriculture—between the city and the country, and between city and town— 
each eo of masing particular articles in abundance to supply the other; 
thus are benefited by exchange, and the less this exchange is cramped by 
Government the greater are the proportions of benefit to each. The same argu- 
e good between nation and nation, and between parts of the same 

on. 
mavho can doubt if Madison was sitting with us to-day he would not denounce 
the present system of protection and vote to reduce our protective duties? 
JEFFERSON'S VIEWS. 

The farthest verge in the direction of protection to which Mr. Jefferson ever 

went, and this was in the infancy of our manufacturing industry, was when he 


“Agriculture, manufactures, commerce, and navigation are the most thriving 
when left most free toindividual enterprise. Protection from casual embarrass- 
ments, however, may sometimes be reasonably interposed.” 

Jefferson wrote to Mr, Giles in 1825: g 

“Under the power to regulate commerce they 

The Federalists— 
“assume indefinitely that also over agriculture and manufactures, and call it 
regulation to take the earnings of one of these branches of industry, and that, 
too, the most depressed, and put them into the pockets of the other, the most 
flourishing of all.” 

JACKSON'S OPPOSITION TO PROTECION. 


Now let us see how Andrew Jackson stood on this question. In his eighth 
message, at a time like the present when a large surplus existed in the Treas- 
ury, that apostle of Democracy declared: 

The influence of an accumulating surplus upon the legislation of the General 
Government and the States, its effects upon the credit system of the country, 
producing dangerous extensions and ruinous contractions, fluctuations in the 
price se — tty, rash speculations, idleness, extravagance, and a deterioration 
of morals, have taught us the important lesson that any transcient mischief 
which may attend the reduction of ourrevenue tothe wants of the Government 
is to be borne in preference to an overflowing Treasury.“ 

Again he said: 

“The safest and simplest mode of obviating all the difficulties which have 
been mentioned is to collect only revenue enough to meet the wants of the Goy- 
ernment, and let the people keep the balance of their property in their hands 
to be used for their own profit,” 

3 his farewell address (1837) the Sage of the Hermitage, as his parting advice, 


said: 

“The taxes which it“ 

The United States— 
“lays upon commerce—being concealed from the real payer in the price of the 
article, they do not so readily attract the attention of the people as smaller sums 
demanded from thenr auen by the tax-gatherer. But the tax imposed on 
goods enhances by so much the price of the commodity to the consumer, and 
as many of these duties are imposed on articles of necessity which are daily 
used by the great body of the people, the money raised by these imports is drawn 
from their pockets.” 

POLK OPPOSED TO PROTECTION. 


Mr. Polk is sometimes charged with being a protectionist. Read his declara- 
tions and see how shamefully he has been slandered. 


“[Polk’s first annual message, December 2, 1845.] 


“The attention of Con; is invited to the importance of making suitable 
modifications and reductions of the rates of duty imposed by our present tariff 
laws. The object of imposing duties on imports should be to raise revenue to 
pay the necessary expenses of Government. Congress may undoubtedly, in the 
exercise of a sound discretion, discriminate in arranging the rates of duty on 
different articles, but the discriminations should be within the revenue stand- 
ard, and be made with the view to raise money for the support of Government.” 


PRESIDENT PIERCE OPPOSED TO PROTECTION, 


I will now ask the attention of the House while I read an extract from Presi- 
dent Pierce’s annual message, December 4, 1854: 

“I therefore renew my recommendation for a reduction of the duties on im- 
ports. The report of the Secretary of the Treasury presents a series of tables 
showing the operation of the revenue m for several successive years; and 
as the general principle of reduction of duties with a view to revenue and not 
protection may now be regarded as the settled policy of the country, I trust 
Kas ae difficulty will be encountered in settling the details of a measure to 
that e = 

My time is too limited for further quotationsfrom Democratic leaders. I will 
now invite your attention to the creed of the party, to itsarticles of faith as found 
in its national and State platforms. 


DEMOCRATIC NATIONAL PLATFORMS ON THE TARIFF, 


The first declaration of principles which can be called a platform for the party 
was that of a Congressi caucus, which was known as Republican at that 
day as distinguishing it from Federalist, adopted at Philadelphia, on which 
Jefferson was first elected to the Presidency. It declared for— 

“6, Free commerce with all nations, political connection with none, and little 
or no diplomatic establishments.” 

The next Democratic platform was that of 1838, adopted by our first national 
convention for nominating candidates for the Presidency and Vice-Presidency, 
It was the platform on which Van Buren was elected. It declared 

“ Hostility to any and all monopolies by legislation, because they are viola- 
tions of the ap rights of the ple. 

The true 
citizen in his person and property and its management. 

The next Democratic platform was that of 1840, adopted by the Presidential 
convention at Baltimore, which contains these resolutions: 

“4, Resolved, That justice and sound policy forbid the Federal Government to 
foster one branch of industry to the detriment of another, or to cherish the in- 
terests of one portion to the injury of another portion of our common country. 

5. Resolved, That it is the duty of every branch of the Government to enforce 
and practice the most rigid economy in conducting our public affairs, and that 
no more revenue ought to be raised than is required to defray the necessary ex- 
penses of the Government.” 

The Democratic convention of 1884 reaffirmed the fourth and fifth resolutions 
of the convention of 1840. 

i Resolved, That the fruits of the great political triumph of 1844 have fulfilled 

15 e fruits of the great po um ve 
the hopes of the Democracy of the Union in the bobis: impulse given to the 
cause of free trade by the repeal of the tariff of 1842 and the creation of the 
more equal, honest, and protective tariff of 1846, and that in our opinion it would 
be a fatal error to weaken the bands of a political organization by which these 
great reforms have been achieved and them in the hands of their known 
adversaries, with whatever delusive appeals they may solicit our surrender of 
that vigilance which is the only safegard of liberty.” 

The Democratic convention of 1852— 

* Resolved, That it is the duty of every branch of the Government to enforce 
and practice the most rigid economy in conducting our public affairs, and that 
no more revenue ought to be raised than is uired to defray the necessary ex- 
poe 3 the Government and for the gradual but certain extinction of the pu! 

ic debt. ~ 

“ Resolved, And to sustain and advance among them constitutional liberty by 
continuing to resist all monopolies and exclusive legislation for the benefit of 
the few at the expense of the many.” 

In 1856 the Democratic national convention— 

“ Resolved, That justice and sound policy forbid the Federal Government to 
foster one branch of industry to the detriment of another, or to cherish the in- 
terests of one portion of our common country.” 

It also repeated verbatim the first resolution quoted above of the convention 
of 1852, and then it— 

“ Resolved finally, The time has come for the people of the United States te de- 


foundation of republican government is the equal rights of every 
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aS ene in favor of free seas and progressive free trade throughout the 
world. 

In 1860 both the Douglas and Breckinridge platforms reaffimed the resolutions 
,of 1856, quoted above. 

In 1872 the Democratic convention (so called) at Baltimore—which was, in 
fact, a Greeley, and not a Demoeratic convention at all—did not adopt any Dem- 
ocratic resolutions, but indorsed the platform of the Liberal Republican con- 
vention beld at Cincin which contained the following curious declaration, 
making the tariff a issue! * * “We remit the discussion of the 
sub; ect (protection and free trade] to the people in their Congressional districts 

4 ee ecision of Congress thereon, wholly free from executive interference 
or dictation,’ 

This is the only hiatus in the chain of assertions by the eee g . of 
the doctrine of a tariff for revenue only. It resulted in the shameful defeat 
—.— candidate supported by the party in defiance alixe of principle and of 
policy. 

In 1876 the Democratic convention spoke with no uncertain voice: 

“We denounce the present tariff, levied u nearly four thousand articles, 
as a masterpiece of injustice, inequality, and false pretense. It yields a dwin- 
dling not a yearly rising revenue. It has impoverished many industries to sub- 
sidizea few. It prohibits imports that might purchase the products of American 
labor. It has degraded American commerce from the first to an inferior rank on 
the high seas. Jt has cut down the sales of American manufactures at home 
and abroad and depleted the returns of American agriculture—an industry fol- 
lowed by half our le. It costs the people five times more than it produces 
to the Treasury, acts the processes of production, and wastes the fruits of 
labor. It promotes fraud, fosters smuggling, enriches dishonest officials, and 
bankrupts honest merchants, We demand that all custom-house taxation shall 
be only for revenue.“ 

In the Democratic platform of 1880 the old doctrine was tersely reproclaimed. 

“Home rule, honest money, consisting of gold, silver, and paper convertible 
on demand; the strict maintenance of the public faith, State and national, and 

a tariff for revenue only.” 


DEMOCRATIC STATE PLATFORMS, 


Now read the platforms of the Democratic conventions in the States, and I 
call thespecial attention of certain Democrats in some of those States who have 
not only departed from the faith of the fathers on this great question but also 
from the authoritative declarations of the national Democratic conventions and 
of the conventions of their own We will begin with Maine. 

Maine.—1#69: We reaffirm our adherence to the doctrine of free trade.“ 
1870: “ Free trade is the right of the people.“ 1875: Tariff for revenue. 

New Hampshire.—1876: We favor a tariff for revenue only.” 1878: Simple 
revenue. 

Vermont,—1876: A tariff for the purpose of revenue only.” 

Massachusetts.—1870: ** Except so far as the legitimate wants of the Govern- 
ment may uire, free trade is the true policy of the country.” 1871: _“ We de- 
mand a for revenue only.” 1877: St. Louis platform, 1834 rms 
Cincinnati platform 1880. * è * “ Believing that the present enormous sur- 
plus in the national revenues is demoralizing and dangerous; that it should be 
cut down without further delay, not by increasing public expenditures, but by 
lessening the burden of taxation; thut the burden should be removed from the 

of life and notfrom whisky and tobacco, and that the policy of tax- 
ing imports, not for the pu of ing revenue but of obstructing trade, is 
unsound and must ultimately be abandoned.” 
mnecticont.—1870; “A tariff for purposes of revenue only.” 1871: Denounces 
the Republican wg “because it has failed to reform the abuses of the tariff. 
permil still principle of protection and favoritism to override the idea of 
revenue,” 1874: Declared it was “opposed to unjust and unequal systems of 
taxation, which tend to favor one class atthe expense of other classes of the peo- 
ple, „ * and to all erg yrares which operate to the benefit of privileged 
persons and classes. 1876: tariff law should be adjusted for the purpose 
of reyenue only,” 1884; Cali for Democratic convention, issued by Connecticut 
State central committee, April 2, 1884, who are opposed to the processes of ring 
combinations and the eontinuance of a war tariff in ge Sg gon by which the 
e 0 


people are plundered, are cordially invited to act with cratic organi- 
nin selection of and the election to follow.” 
Rhode —1876: “ for revenue.“ 1878: Saint Louis platform of 1876. 


New York,—1s871: “ t should lay no tax on vapori except for rev- 
enue purposes.“ 1874: Federal taxation for revenue y.” 1876: “ We are 
in favor of a tariff for revenue only.” 1877: “A tarifffor revenue only.“ 1880; 
“A tariff for revenue only.” 

New Jersey.—1871: Taxation upon luxuries and the abolishment of taxes 
~ upon the necessaries of life.” 1875: “Tariff for revenue.” 1876: “Tariff for 
revenue.” 1877: Saint Louis platform of 1876. 

— N to raise revenue and not to favor special classes.” 

Moyyland.—1873: “ Revenue alone.” 1875: “ Only asufficient revenue for gen- 
- eral uses. 1877: Saint Louis platform of 1876. 

South Carolina.—1876: Saint Louis platform of 1876. 

West Vi —1890 : Indorsed Cinciunati platform of 1880. 

Ohio.— : “A tariff based upon revenue principles alone, upon the closest 
2 proximation to free trade.“ 1870: No candidate for Congress nor 

or any r office is worthy of support who is not in favor of a low revenue 
tariff which closely approximates to free trade.” 1871: ‘‘ We are in favor of a 
strictly revenue tariff.’ 1875; “A tariff ſor the sole ag) 3 of raising revenue.” 
1876: We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only.’ : “A tariff for revenue 
only.” 

Tadiana.—1870: “ We are in favor of a tariff for revenue only.” 

Iilinois.—1871 :“ Taxes should be levied solely for the supportof Government,” 
1878: “Revenue only." 1880: “No tariff for protection.” 5 

Michigan.—1874: ‘We demand a tariff for revenue only.” 1882: Aggressive 
revenue reform in ti e direction of free trade.” 

Jowa,—1877 : “A tariff for revenue only.” 1878: A tariff for revenue only.” 
1833: “A tariff for revenue only.” 1884: St. Louis platform of 1876 and Cincin- 
nati platform of 1880. 

Minnewola.—1874: A tariff for revenue only.” 1876: “A tariff fer revenue 


only.” 1883: “ e 

TE “A tariff for revenue only.” 1876: “A tariff for revenue 
only. 

Kansas.—1878: A tariff for revenue only.” 


Xebraska.—1874: A tariff for revenue on 
dom, wherein we may sell where we can se! 
buy the lowest.“ 


ae 1878: Perfect commercial frec- 
the highest and buy where we can 


sary expenses of the Federal Government.“ 1882: “ Astrictrevenuestandard.” 
California.—1876: A tariff for revenue only.” 
Colorado.—1378: Opposition to all monopolies and class legislation.” 

Foy. py tye ct “A tariff for revenue only.“ 1878: “A tariff for revenue 
"Rentucky.—1876: A tariff for revenue only.” 
Louisiana,—1876: St, Louis platform of 1876. 
Arkansas.—i878: * Revenue alone.” 
Alabama.—1830 : Denounces a protective tariff. Favors a simple revenue 


Tennessee,—1870: „No candidate is worthy of 1 who is not in favor of 
a low revenue tariff which closely approximates free trade.” 1874: “Solely 
with a view to collection of the necessary revenue.” < 

Texas.—1882; ‘* A tariff for revenue only.” > 


The following proceedings occurred during Mr. TOWNSHEND’ Sspeech: 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
TOWNSHEND] has expired. - 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] be allowed to conclude his question. 

Mr. HOOKER. And that the gentleman from Illinois on this side 
[Mr. TOWNSHEND] be allowed time to reply. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. What is the request of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. MOKINLEY]? f 

Mr. McKINLEY. That the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
be allowed to conclude his question, and that his colleague [Mr. TOWN- 
SHEND] be allowed ample opportunity to reply. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I beg my friend from Ohio to remember that 
I yielded to the interruptions of my friend from Pennsylvania with the 
understanding that my time should be extended. As a considerable 
part of my hour has been occupied by these interruptions, I now ask 
that my time be extended until I finish the discussion of other points 
I desired to present. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I will yield five minutes of my time to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. TowNsHEND]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], 
who is next to be recognized, states that he will yield five minutes of 
his time to the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Five minutes, Mr. Chairman! 

: 2 705 O'NEALL, of Indiana, Is the gentleman from Maine to speak 
0-day ? 

The CHAIRMAN. He is next to be recognized. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. If he yields a portion of his time, I make 
no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine yields five minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois. The gentleman from Illinois will pro- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, Mr. Chairman, that is not fair to the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Before I accept the courtesy of the gentleman 
from Maine, I desire to ask fair play of the House. I yielded to in- 
‘terruptions under a promise of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
my time should be extended. If I had anticipated that this courtesy 
would be denied me, I would not have consented to yield the length 
of time I have yielded to these different gentlemen to inject their 
speeches into mine. 

Now, I say, sir, in view of the liberality we have heretofore extended 
to members on both sides of this House, lam entitled to justas much 
an as I have lost by the interruptions by gentlemen on the other 
side. 

Mr. REED. Gentlemen on this side do not ohjeet, but the objection 
comes from the gentleman’s own side. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. It makes no difference from whom the objec- 
tion comes. I yielded out of a spirit of courtesy to interruptions, and 
Iam fairly entitled to as much time in addition to what has been al- 
lotted to me as was consumed by the interruptions. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentleman from 
Illinois be allowed to proceed with his remarks without limit as to 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request made by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY]. 

Mr, O’NEALL, of Indiana. I regret very much to object, but my 
friend from Illinois unnecessarily yielded to others, and in that way 
his time was consumed. 

Mr. CANNON. I move that my colleague’s time be extended for 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Will I be permitted to occupy but two sec- 
onds of time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MIGLIKEN] 
has yielded ten minutes of his time to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I thank the gentleman from Maine for his 
courtesy; but I will occupy only two seconds of time in saying that no 
one shall hereafter speak longer than one hour during this debate, I 
do not care where the request comes from, and I do not care who has 
made the objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Our side does not object to the gentleman proceeding 
until his speech is concluded. 

Mr. ADAMS, of IIlinois. That is not fair on the part of my col- 


Mr. HOOKER. Ido not care whether it is fair or not; I shall ob- 
ject. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not care whether the objection came from 
this side of the House or not, I shall hereafter object to all oxtensions 
of time, and I will adhere to it. ; 

Mr. SPINOLA. Thegentleman from Illinois ought to be permitted 
to conclude his speech. It is only fair to him that it should be done. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHL- | in Southern Illinois will be broken, and the sound of the hammer and 


BACH], who is to speak to-day, and is entitled to the floor during the 
afternoon, asks by unanimous consent to yield fifteen minutes of his 
time to the gentleman from Illinois. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. [Applause. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Now will my friend permit me? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I have but fifteen minutes and shall need it 


all. x 

Mr. CANNON. I think it is only just you shonld give mea minute 
after what you have said. A 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ihave said that I imputed no improper per- 
sonal motive to any gentleman on that side, but that on the contrary 
it was a misapprehension of duty rather than a refusal to perform 
what they conceived to be their duty. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘Then the whole thing is a mere difference of opin- 
ion, according to the gentleman—— 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will now 
withdraw his remark that he would object to everybody asking for an 
extension of time hereafter. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will accept the kindness extended to me by 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH] with thanks, and 
will withdraw the remark I made about objecting hereafter to exten- 
sion of time to others, 

The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will proceed in the fifteen minutes yielded to 
him by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Has not a member entitled to an hour the right 
to yield any portion of that hour if he pleases without asking unani- 
mous consent? : 

The CHAIRMAN. He has the right to yield when he has been 
recognized, but not before. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLI- 
KEN], who is entitled to the floor next, has the right to yield, as time 
is an important element in the matter. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Before proceeding with my remarks I desire to 
yield two minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I only want to say that when I meet 
my colleague [Mr. TOWNSHEND] personally, man to man, he and I get 
along very well together. When I listen tohim in his speeches on this 
floor, however, and sometimes interrupt him in the House, it occurs 
to me his habit and his highest ambition is not to discuss a question 
upon the broad ground of principle and public policy, but to delve 
back into the past and try to establish his cause by showing that some- 
body who disagrees with him now agreed with his views at some former 
time. Why, Mr. Chairman, Saul of Tarsus was a Jew, brought up at 
ra feet of Gammaliel; but he was stricken down and became a Chris- 
Now, even John C. Calhoun, the great apostle of the gentleman’s 
views, in early life and in the American Congress, was an avowed pro- 
tectionist, but afterwards a free-trader, because he thought he foresaw 
that it was necessary if he would champion and maintain the cause of 
slave labor in his section that heshould be in favor of that policy. But 
that proves nothing. It is no argument to apply here. A child ora 
youth, a boy in his early manhood, a college-bred young man, may 
easily believe one thing, but from the broad standpoint of experience 
may believe and recognize another which is antagonistic to the first. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, to live long enough, respecting my friend as 
I do, to serve long enough in this or some other Congress with him 

Mr. PERKINS. How long will that be? 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). Tosee him wake up and discuss these 
e ps upon the broad ground of principle, as he is so competent to 


A MEMBER. Is that a joke? 

Mr. CANNON. If he could only get his mind out of the rut of de- 
nunciation, which means nothing. I say I hope to live long enough io 
see this change. 

Set STEELE. How long do you hope to live? [Laughter and ap- 
plause. 

Mr. jern. Oh, that is only Illinois politeness. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, right upon that point, and I believe I have a 
little of my time remaining 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Iwill yield you more time. 
should make niy than make it myself. 

Mr. CANNON. I will not take more than a minute. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Go on. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman said I misrepresented my constitu- 
ents, my farming constituency, in the interest of Massachusetts and 
the bloated bondholders and manufacturers of the East. Let us see 
what there is in the gentleman’s statement. 

Sir, Illinois to-day, born to the Union in 1818, has more wealth and 
property than Massachusetts has at the close of her more than two hun- 
dred and fiftieth anniversary. Illinois to-day, with her magnificent, 
8 Chicago and her hundred growing young cities, springing 

ike giants into prosperity and population, is of equal importance or 
greater importance in its manufacturing interests than Massachusetts. 
And some of these days the Rip Van Winkle sleep that overspreads 
the business interests of the district which my friend now represents 


I would rather you 


the hum of the spindle will be heard, to the joy of his farmer constitu- 
ents, and then I know the gentleman will be converted. [Applause.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairmrn, I do not expect to inflict myself 
upon the House during the entire hour granted to me under the rule, 
because I find my voice in such condition that I doubt my ability to do 
so even had I the inclination. I purpose to give a portion of my time 
to my old friend from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN], who represents a dis- 
trict filled with industries, where both natives and foreigners are at 
work, both classes living side by side in comfort and ty under 
the present tariff, none of whom who have come to that district from 
foreign communities being now desirious of leaving it and going back 
to better their condition, as we must suppose would be the case were 
there any soundness in the arguments of gentlemen upon the other 
side. 

Now, my friend from Ilinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] who has just taken 
his seat, seemed to be greatly troubled about a leader who he said 
had been repudiated by the people. It is very wonderful that a gen- 
tleman in a foreign land, troubling nobody, pursuing his own business, 
taking no part in American politics except to be interested, as every 
patriotic American should be, in the magnificent progress of our coun- 
try, should be such a source of anxiety as he seems to be tosome of our 
friends on the other side of the House. 

He says he was repudiated by the people, but the statement is not 
true. He was repudiated by certain Democratic methods which pre- 
vented, in certain sections of this country, the people from speaking 
their voice through their ballots and having those ballots returned truly 
and counted in the election. And I say to the gentleman to-day 
neither he nor his party dare to accept the honest verdict of the people 
of this country. Ay, if he knew that-the honest verdict throughout 
the land was to be accepted he would have no more hope of the elec- 
tion of his candidate than he would hope to climb to the heavens on a 
rainbow, or to to heaven himself, holding the political tenets he 
holds to-day. Taucher Intimidating voters, committing frauds 
at the ballot-boxes, making false counts and false returns, resort- 
ing to every kind of iniquity to put their candidates into office has 
become as much a part of the 23 of the Democracy as holding con- 
ventions and voting at the polls. Many of their brightest lights and 
most effective workers are in penitentiaries for their assaults upon the 
franchise, but altogether too many of them are still running at large. 

So much in reply to the gentleman; and now I will turn to the sub- 
ject before the House. 

During the debate upon this question most everything has been dis- 
eussed that has entered into the imagination of man. Gentlemen on 
the other side of the House have talked of the crushing weight of 
Federal taxation, as if some taxation were not absolutely necessary to 
sustain the Government; asif they expect to run the Government with- 
out it, and relieve the people.of that burden. Of course they expect 
nothing of the kind. 

They have declaimed against the maintenance of a surplus, which 
has accumulated during a Democraticadministration, and harangue like 
men denouncing to the people somebody who designs to rob them. 

Now this is all absurd nonsense, or something worse. No member 
of this House is so stupid or bigoted, I believe, as to think that any 
party or person desires to make the necessary evil of taxation more than 
necessarily burdensome, and I know no one who does not that 
the surplus should be disposed of by a reduction of the revenues of the 
Government. 

HOW SHALL THE REVENUES BE REDUCED? 

But how shall the revenue be reduced is the question? It does not 
follow that I am opposed to the reduction of the revenue of the Govern- 
ment and distributing the surplus among the people because I do not 
favor the Mills bill. bed 

I may think I have proposed a better method of doing it. Indeed, 
I think I have in a bill which I introduced early in this session of Con- 
gress, and which has been smothered in the Committee on Ways and 
Means, the Democratic majority of which brought forth, after much 
secret labor, the Mills bill now before us. There are two ways of re- 
ducing the public revenue. One is to so doit as not to disturb the 
business nor injure the industries of the country. The other is to make 
the new tariff bill an instrument for the destraction of property and a 
disaster to American workingmen. Mr. MILLS and a great majority 
of his party in this House have chosen the latter method. In this I 
can not stand with him. 

A FRIEND TO EVERY LEGITIMATE INDUSTRY. 

Iam a friend to every legitimate industry in this country, wherever 
located. I would no more rnin by vicious and partial legislation the 
rice-grower of South Carolina than the lumberman of Maine. Both 
should be tendered the friendly hand and neither receive a smiting blow 
from the General Government. And I would give aid, s and 
dignity to labor in Texas as readily as in New England. I would help it 
in both and injure it in neither. Legislation inimical to industrial in- 
vestments and labor in America is not necessary to effect a reduction. of 
our revenues, nor for any other commendable purpose. 

THE MOIS BILL WORSE THAN THE TWO MORRISON BILLS. 
But the Mills bill, worse than its two predecessors in the Forty- 
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eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses, is formed upon a different theory. 
The two Morrison bills were fair in one respect at least, that they re- 
duced the duties in all parts of the country alike. They surrendered 
the profits of our industries and the wages of our workmen to the for- 
eigner, as this bill does, but they treated all to the same dose of poison. 

The Mills bill, however, seeks to reduce our revenues not only by 
surrendering the vantage ground which Americans occupy in the fields 
of labor and industry, but it selects certain sections of the country for 
particularly severe punishment. — 

HOW THE MILLS BILL AFFECTS MAINE. 

Look at my own State, Maine, forinstance. That is neither a Demo- 
cratic nor a doubtful State; and the Mills bill aims a fatal blow at almost 
all its great industries. Maine has $10,000,000 invested in lumber, In 
its forests, on its rivers, in its mills, and upon its vessels, carrying its 
lumber to the markets of the world, thousands of its people are em- 
ployed, and immense sums are paid forlabor. Yet the Mills bill would 
consign this industry to New Brunswick. Our great stone industry, 
nearly as large, capable of indefinite ion—for the raw material 
is exhaustless—an industry in the cost of whose products 95 per cent. 
is for labor, it relegates to the same foreign province. 

It coolly directs our wool-growers to slaughter their flocks and go out 
of business, and let those parts of their land which is adapted to nothing 
but sheep grazing lie idle. It informs our starch-makers, our cattle- 
raisers, our growers of potatoes and vegetables that they must sell their 
products as cheaply as their poorly paid Canadian neighbors, who live 
with small comforts and no luxuries, or be driven out of the markets 
of their own country. And the Democratic party which, under the 
inspiration of the Cobden Club, the Parsee merchant, and British in- 
fluences, has labored and brought forth this bill, have taken measures 
to bind us in truculent, unjust, and dishonorable bonds to Canada un- 
less we shall place fish on the free-list; and the same British-American 
combination are endeavoring to repeal the wise laws enacted by our 
forefathers, which protect the last vestige of our ship-yards and make 
it possible to create an American marine and provide sailors to man an 

Now what do you gentlemen leave to Maine after making sure the 
destruction of her lumber, stone, wool, potatoes, and starch industries; 
her fisheries and her ship-yards ? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. We have left you your potatoes. 
We have not put them on the free-list. 

Mr. MILLI You have put vegetables“ on the free-list, and 
the dictionary defines the potato as a vegetable. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Oh, you have been looking up 
definitions. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. And I don't believe you would have left us our 

toes if Massachusetts had not wanted to get them. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. No doubt we are glad to have free 
trade with Maine, it being largely to our advantage; but your Repub- 
lican colleague [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] proposes to have free trade with 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, I do not agree with Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
I have always known, though, that it was to the advantage of Massa- 
chusetts that she has had free relations with Maine. 

Mr. JACKSON. This bill gives the Canadians free trade with us, 
but we must pay to get into Canada. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Itgivesmost everybody free trade with us. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I repeat the question: What does this bill leave Maine? 

You answer: Her manufactories, do you? No; you so curtail the 
duties upon such goods as they produce that her mills will have to 
stop, her workshops will be shut, and her immense water-power al- 
ready occupied will run to waste and the enterprises now seeking to 
further utilize it will be arrested. 

WHAT ADVANTAGES ARE TO BE REAPED BY SACRIFICING OUR INDUSTRIES? 

And what advantages are to be reaped for the sacrifice of these great 
industries not only in Maine but in all the northern tier of States? 
Shall we get cheaper lumber, or wool, or fish, or ships? Do not gen- 
tlemen realize that when we shall have destroyed our own industries, 
besides the effect upon the market of taking out of it our immense 

ucts, the foreigner will enter it, having a monopoly of it? Will 
e then sell to us cheaper than our own people competing with him 
and competing with each other sell to us now? No; he will do as he 
has always done under similar circumstances. He will charge us all 
he can get, not what he can afford to sell for, and the house-builder, 
the ship-buyer, and the consumer of our wool and starch will each send 
his money out of the country and pay a higher price for these articles 
than he now pays to his own countrymen who produce them from our 
own raw material and by the labor of our own workmen. 
THE MILLS BILL ATTACKS NORTHERN AND REPUBLICAN INDUSTRIES. 

But why does this wonderful child of foreign and native parentage, 
the Mills bill, attack so savagely these particular industries? Why 
does it leave rice to pay 113 per cent. duty and sugar more than 75 per 
cent.? Do our people need sugar and rice less than they need monu- 
mental stone, wood-pulp, and fish? Why are the latter, which pay 
very low duties, put on the free-list, and the former left protected by 
almost the highest duties in the schedule? 


Indeed, the committee have gone so far as to repudiate their free 
Taw material professions by leaving coal and iron ore well protected. 
Why have they done this? Sugar is a product of Louisiana and Texas, 
rice of South Carolina and Georgia, and the bituminous coal fields and 
iron mines of West Virginia, Alabama, and other Southern States, 
scarcely opened, are, in the committee’s view, sadly in need of protec- 
tion to insure their development. The anthracite coal of Pennsylvania 
is already on the free-list. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I hope my friend from Maine 
will allow me to say that my heart has been greatly cheered this morn- 
ing by the explanation of the ‘‘ father of the House,” the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], that under the Mills bill coal and 
iron ore are both put on the free-list, and I object to the gentleman 
from Maine taking the words out of the mouth of the man who gives 
tone to the tariff discussion on his side of the House. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I desire to say to my friend from Massachusetts 
that I was not here when the father of the House made that state- 
ment, so that, as between him and me, my statementis original. But 
I am greatly gratified to know that the heart of my friend from Massa- 
chusetts is cheered. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not know which ' father of the House” the 
gentleman from Massachusetts refers to; but one of the fathers of this 
bill, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], assured the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] that neither iron nor coal 
were placed by it on the free-list, on which assurance the gentleman 
from Virginia said he was in ſavor of the bill. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I rely upon the father of the 
House” on this side [referring to the Republican side, on which Mr, 
RUSSELL was sitting]. He has explained the matter thoroughly this 
morning; and I have been much comforted thereby. I trust the bill 
will pass without any further amendment. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I desire to say to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that Iam not the descendant in the most remote degree of the 
father or the grandfather of this House, and that I do not accept any 
responsibility for what the father of this House“ says. pat eg I 
do not know to whom the gentleman from Massachusetts refers; but I 
know I have no paternity within these walls. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I refer to the venerable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], who occupied the floor here 
during the speech of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND]. 

Mr. REED.. And the only one who did occupy it during that pro- 
ceeding. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I was not present to hear the statement of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, and therefore can not discuss it with 
the gentleman from Massachusetts, for before expressing an opinion 
upon it I should prefer to hear it from the gentleman himself rather 
than accept the gentleman’s version of it, however honestly rendered. 

THE BILL SECTIONAL AND POLITICAL. 


The bill is sectional and political. It was not framed to reduce the 
surplus and equalize the duties upon imports, nor as a just measure of 
relief to the people, but to favor Democratic States and make votes in 
doubtful districts; and that is the reason why, when examined as a 
measure of revenue reform, it appears to be so complete a monstrosity. 


FREE RAW MATERIAL, 


But the proposition of free raw material which the President makes, 
which is in every Democratic speech made in this House, and which is 
a continual song in the mouth of the free-trader, is about as absurd as 
any part of the free-trade argument. What is raw material? Noth- 
ing that has been made valuable by human labor; nothing that has 
been wrought or developed by the skill or muscle of man. But free- 
traders make their classification to suit themselves. Some place raw 
material at one stage of manufacture and some at another, and when 
an article has been wrought to the condition next to the last degree of 
perfection, so that they would not protect any workman except him 
whose labor has been applied to the last process of production, most 
of our free-traders cease to call it raw material. 

It requires the wool-grower, the carder, the weaver, the spinner, the 
transporter, and the tailor to make a suit of clothes. When the suit 
is finished the free-trader talks of wool as the raw material in it; and 
yet in its production no one has done more work than the wool-grower, 
Why should not he, as well as his colaborers in producing that suit of 
clothes, be protected? 

The construction of a building requires the work of the brickmaker, 
the bricklayer, the lime-quarryman, the lime-burner, the lime-cask 
maker, the transporter, the mortar-maker and hod- carrier, the lumber- 
man, and mechanic. Our free-trade Democratic friends call bricks and 
lime the raw material; and yet while 90 per cent. of the cost of the build- 
ing is for labor, more than 95 per cent. of the cost of bricks and lime is 
in the labor which has brought them out from the clay-bank and the 


uarry. 
a Aud why should not they who did the first work in the constructing 
of this building be as well protected as he who did the last work, or 
the work at any intervening stage of its construction? This free-raw- 
material proposition of the free-trader is a deceptive one. It is an 
attack upon protection which gentlemen on the other side think will 
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be the more effective because it is plausible and taking. There is no 
really raw material upon which any duty exists. 
Idesire to append here the following speech and resolutions of Hon, A. 
S. Hewitt, now Democratic mayor of New York City, made at a work- 
ingman’s meeting some time ago: 
[Extract from Mr. Hewitt's speech.] 

Protection to American manufacturers, but protection to labor and laborers. 
The value of every manufacture is made up entirely of the wages paid to pro- 
duce it. Coal and iron in the mines cost nothing. They are the free gift of 
God. But they are excavated by the pick and shovel of the workman; by him 
22 are wheeled, earted, boa to market; by the workman they are carried 
to the mill; by the workman the furnace is heated and charged; by him the 
iron is puddled, rolled, put up for market, carried thither, and sold. It is labor, 
labor, labor that constitutes every addition to the value of the article, and it is 
the man who bestows that labor who should enjoy all the fruits thereof. It 
should not be divided, as in aropa; and thegreat partgiven toa kingora lord, 
but the whole of it belongs to and should be enjoyed by the men who make it. 

Mr. Hewitt continued that he was not a Whig, but a Democrat; still he went 
for protection now, and should ps ae General Taylor because he would sign 
a bill to protect American labor. He did not ask for any unreasonable duty. 
He ref asked for a duty equal to the difference between American labor and 
English labor, so that American rolling-mills might employ their workmen at 
American wages instead of stopping work. 

The following is from the series of resolutions which Mr. Hewitt offered: 

“t Resolved, T. this meeting, composed of men who depend for their liveli- 
hood upon the labor of their own hands, hold the following facts and principles 
to be undeniably true, namely: 

That natural wealth is the fruit of individual labor. 

That, therefore, is the best government and the best policy which secures to 
the hand that earns it the largest possible return for its labor. 

“That the superiority of free institutions and economical government is 
proved by the fact that in the United States the average wages of labor are from 
three to four times as 1 xen under the monarchical governments ot Europe. 

“That while ee labor is paid at this price it would be worse than insanity 
to adopt any policy by which the w of our own labor should be reduced to 
the same level, because it would be throwing away all the advantages secured 
to us by a free and economical government. 

“That if the whole productive industry of the country were employed in pro- 
ducing the articles which we sell abroad, which are mainly breadstuffs and pro- 
visions, cotton, rice, and tobacco, we should produce a much larger quantity 
than we could sell; fore markets would soon be glutted with these articles; 
the price of them would fall; the labor that produced them would, as a matter 
of course, receive less remuneration than it now does; the only stopping point 
in the decline of wages would be the starving point, and the inevitable result 
would be that we should be forced to give equal labor for equal labor, instead of 
one day’s labor for four, as we have been doing for many years. 

“That, therefore, if we would keep up the price of labor we can not employ 
the whole productive labor of the country in raising such articles as we export; 
and the farmers, of all men in the community, are most interested in employ- 
ing in some other way that amount of labor which, if devoted to agriculture, 
would produce a glut and a consequent fall in prices in the foreign markets; 
and that the only way in which such surplus r can be employed is in pro- 
ducing certain manufactured articles, which can be bought cheaper in foreign 
countries, not because it takes less labor there to produce them, but because 
that labor is paid at a less price. 

That hence arises the necessity fora tariff which, properly devised, is merely 
asystem whereby the price of labor, which naturally results under a free and 
economical government, is prevented from being reduced to the pauper level 
of labor which just as naturally results under governments where the first fruits 
of labor, instead of being secured to the hand that earns them, are filched away 
in order to maintain the costly splendor of thrones and the idle extravagance 
of an enervated aristocracy, 

“That as the tariff should be designed to guard the interests of labor, no 
matter how employed, but most immediately the farmers’ interests, justice 
to the whole community requires that duties should be imposed only upon such 
articles as can be produced here with the same amount of human labor as in 
foreign countries; in other words, upon such articles for the production of 
— our natural advantages are at least equal to those possessed by foreign 
nations. 

That the amount of duty imposed upon such articles should be the exact 
difference between the amount of the wages of labor paid for their production 
here and the amount required for their production abroad. That the opera- 
tion ofa tariff which does not im sufficient duty to cover this difference in 
the price of labor must necessarily reduce the price of such labor, or force it into 

cultural pursuits, whereby those who are consumers of breadstuffs become 
producers, resulting speedily in the accumulation of a large surplusand a con- 
sequent fallin prices; in other words, a fall in the price of the labor which pro- 
duces them, and in the average wages throughout the country in every de- 
partment of industry.” 
Mr. Speaker, I commend this speech and resolutions, from so high 
Democratic authority as Mr. Hewitt, to the thoughtful and prayerful 
consideration of the free-trade Democracy to-day. 


THE PRINCIPAL ATTACK OF THE DEMOCRACY IS UPON WOOL, 


But why the wolfish craving to get at the throat of the American 
sheep which appears in the Mills bill? Why are all the Democratic 
dogs set upon him? Why the desire to destroy him? He certainly 
has been regarded as an inoffensive, non-combative creature; and yet 
our free-trade friends appear to think him worthy of theirsteel. What 
has he done to so call down their vindictive wrath upon him? 

Let us see what he has done. His numbers have increased until in 
1883 50,000,000 of sheep could be counted in our American flocks, He 
has improved in quality until now he furnishes fine food for the people 
and the finest fleeces upon the globe, amounting to 350,000,000 of 
pounds annually, and worth more than $75,000,000. The American 
sheep sold for mutton amount each year to nearly 15,000,000, for 
which the farmer and sheep-raiser receive more than $30,000,000. 
There are 700,000 people engaged in wool-growing. They employ 
500,000 people in that industry. These men and their families, who 
depend upon sheep-raising for their living, number at least 4,000,000 
persons; and the sheep are often pastured upon poor, rough, and hilly 
lands, which is fit for nothing else, and they do more to restore to fer- 
tility old and worn-out lands than any other domestic animals. 

In 1883 the duty on wool was reduced, and the result was the loss of 


6,000,000 of sheep from our American flocks. Now the plan of the 
Mills bill is to entirely repeal the duty of from 10 to 12 cents per pound 
on wool. Will that not entirely destroy American sheep-raising? And 
for whose benefit? The farmer? No; he wishes to continue to produce 
wooland mutton ata fair profit. Thepeople? No; they want the wool 
to wear and the mutton to eat. Who, then? Why, the foreign sheep- 
raiser in South America and English colonies, who will rush his cheap 
wool into our markets until he has caused the slaughter of our flocks, 
and then, having stopped this great annual American supply of 350,- 
000,000 pounds of wool and 15,000,000 of sheep, and having complete 
control of our markets, he will make us pay more for wool and mutton 
than we pay now. So we shall have destroyed a great industry of im- 
mense benefit to our people, driven 1,200,000 people out of employment 
to crowd other avocations, only to pay higher prices for our blankets 
and clothing. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Do I understand the gentleman 
to say that there are 1,200,000 people supported by wool-growing in 
this country ? j 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I mean to say there are 700,000 wool-growers 
and that they employ 500,000 men. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I understood the gentleman to 
say that there were something like 1,200,000 people supported by this 
industry. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, 7 and 5 make'12—at least in the arithmetic 
of protectionists, perhaps not in the arithmetic of free trade. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I wish to remind the gentleman 
that the whole product of wool in this country is only a little more 
than $70,000,000; so that these persons supported by wool-growing 
would need a much higher rate of protection in order to enable them 
to live. The gentleman’s calculation would allow them something 
like $70 a year each. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. We believe they do need a higher rate of pro- 
tection. We believe that the reduction made in 1883 in the rate of 
duty upon wool was wrong; we desire to put the duty back where it 


was, 

Mr, RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. One of the glaring absurdities of 
the wool argument on the gentleman’s side of the House is the as- 
sumption that 2,000,000 or more of people are making a living upon 
$70,000,000 of product, which would give them about $35 or $40 a 

ear each to live upon. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the wool product is double what the gen- 
tleman says it is. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. How many sheep are there in the 
„country? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am speaking of the amount in dollars and 
cents; your statement gives only about one-half of the real amount. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. It has been stated that there are 
44,000,000 sheep in this country; and does the gentleman mean to say 
that the wool product is at the rate of $2 per sheep? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. More than that. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Well, I have sheep and I do not 
find the wool product to be at any such rate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Your sheep, I presume, are a poor breed. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have simply to say to the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts that his statements are incorrect; and besides, in other parts 
of the country people live more cheaply than they do in the sublimated 
parts of the State of Massachusetts, such as the gentleman inhabits. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. If they live on $35 a year each, 
I pity them. : 

Mr. MILLIKEN. They do nothing of the kind. The wool product, 
as I have already stated, is $75,000,000, while the product of sheep sold 
is annually $30,000,000. Besides, many of them are farmers and en- 
gaged in other avocations. 

Now what avocations need or desire these one million two hundred 
thousand men. Does the farmer who complains of low prices for his 
products, the coal and iron miner who says his ranks are crowded, and 
that he gets poor wages and can not work on full time, the workers in 
factories and shops, at the forges, and on railroads—do these or men of 
any other employment wish this accretion to their numbers and the 
consequent lower prices for wages which would surely follow? 


PROTECTED INDUSTRIES. 


Gentlemen talk of the protected industries, and the President says 
that but 2} millions of our seventeen millions of laborers enjoy the 
fruits of protection; thatis, they are engaged in protected industries. 
What a narrow and absurd view of the subject. The protection and 
maintenance of one industry helps all other industries. It not only 
increases the market for their products, but every avocation discontin- 
ued must send out its employés to compete with workingmen in other 
avocations, or into idleness and poverty. Hence every industry is in- 
terested that every other industry should live and flourish. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman permit a question? Does he not 
know that the President in his message says also that, though there is 
only a small proportion of the labor of the country employed in pro- 
tected industries, that portion is entitled to protection as much as if it 
embraced every laborer? 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. I agree with the President upon that; and if he 
were as sound on everything else he would be a good Republican. 

Why, suppose our manulacturing should cease to exist, as the Mills 
bill provides, where would the millions of men employed in it go? 
Some other avocations would have to be crowded with them or support 
them fn the poor-houses of the country. And yet this debate has de- 
veloped the fact that our manufactories are the chief objects of attack 
in this bill. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY] arraigned 
tho six New England States and New York, Pennsylvania, and New 
Jersey for having advanced under protection beyond the other States. 

If this be true, it has come from the fact that these nine States have 
availed themselves of the advantage which a protective revenue system 
has given to the wholecountry alike; that they have used their advan- 
tages like good and faithful servants, while the complaining States 
have, like the sluggish servant, hidden their talents, that is, their op- 
portunities, in the ground; and it is equally true that these American 
manufnetories have furnished to our people goods at a price 30 per cent. 
lower than they formerly got them from foreign manufactories. A de- 
nial of this, and the claim that these American manufactories have 
flonrished by making goods cost more to the consumer than was paid 
to English manufacturers during the days of low duties, is a denial of 
the patent facts of history; but our Democratic friends say they have 
unduly prospered under protection, and the system must, therefore, 
be abolished. 

TUE FREE-TRADE DEMOCRACY SAY NEW ENGLAND IS GETTING TOO RICH. 

Yes, they say we are getting too rich, and that our manufactures are 
giving too good markets to our farmers, who are getting too profitable 
returns for their products; that our farm lands are becoming too valu- 
able; that our workingmen are receiving too great wages; that our man- 
ufactories are building up too many beautiful and thrifty towns; too 
many comfortable and cozy homes; erecting too many publie school- 
houses for poor and rich alike; affording too many opportunities for in- 
dustrious hands and busy brains to convert the fertility of our soil, the 
power of our rivers, the treasures of our forests, and all our manifold 
resources into that which gives comfort and joy to mankind; and that 
all this thrift and happiness must be blasted by the smiting hand of 
free trade because, forsooth, the laggard, the slumberer, and the scoffer 
have not entered into their enjoyment. 

What an indictment against protection to say that it has given so 
pa thrift and conferred so many blessings upon the States which 

ve made use of its advantages; and what a reason for introducing 
that policy of free trade which would stop our mills, close our facto- 
ries, drive our fishermen from the ocean, and paralyze all our indus- 
tries. 

Oh, yes; you proclaim that you would rob New England of her pros- 

rity; that the Mills bill is designed for that, because you say the 

ds of her busy toilers under the benign shield of protection have 
made her streams to hum with turning spindles, her quarries to re- 
sound with thousands of workmen's hammers, and flocks and herds to 
fatten upon her hillsides, 

Would you not be more patriotic and humane should you decide to 
avail yourselves of the same advantages which are offered to you as to 
us and build up industries and gather wealth thereby, and so raise your- 
selves to our level of prosperity, rather than attempt, as you do in this 
dill, to transport our advantages across the waters to the foreigner and 
let him fatten by reducing us to your own professedly poor condition ? 
Your policy is even worse than that of the dog in the manger; for he 
sought to drive the cattle from the food he could not eat, while you envy 
us the advantages which are held out to you as well as to us, and which 
you may use, but will not make the exertion to do so. 

But you are going to have them. They will be forced upon you. 
This un-American, pro-British bill will not become a law. There is 
too much patriotism in Congress and among the people to so disgrace- 
fully and stupidly surrender our birthright to the emissaries of foreign 
powers. ‘The rich resources of the South are beginning to be known; 
and assured and stimulated by protection, she will soon see hives of 
industry all about within her borders, and the miner and the farmer, 
and the lumberman, will anathematize him who does not support the 
American rather than the British revenue system in America. 

She will soon realize that it isa condition and nota theory that con- 
fronts her,” and she will throw overboard her old free-trade theory to 
adequately meet her condition. 


THE ADVANTAGES OF PROTECTION GO TO LABOR. 

But some of our friends on the other side reiterate the stale old cry 
that the advantages of protection go to the manufacturer and not to 
the employé. Do these gentlemen know how many employés have be- 
come employers? But the savings-banks in the manufacturing States, 
with their enormous deposits and many depositors, make answer to the 
statement. And, moreover, the fact that so many people from the Old 
World come to these nine manufacturing States to find employment, 
while none go back to better their condition, shows where the working- 
man finds his best chance in the world. 

LADOR STRIKES, 

Oh, but you have labor strikes in the nine manufacturing States, say 

our free-trade friends. Yes, and in some others. Why have not you 
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had such strikes? Do you know? Iwill tell you. It is because your 
laborers have been so oppressed that they have not had the power and 
self-reliance tostrike. They have not had among them sufficient money 
tosustainastrike, They suffer wrongs that the Northern laboring men 
would not endure fora month. They are peaceable laborers; peaceable 
as dead men. They do not even protest against being robbed of the 
primary rights of an American citizen—the right under the Constitu- 
tion to exercise the electoral franchise and receive the benefit of a fair 
result of their ballots. 

More than forty members of Congress hold their seats against the 
wishes of a majority of voters in those several States and districts, be- 
cause these peaceable laboring men are too much crowded down and 
crushed to claim and secure their rights guarantied to them in the or- 
ganic law of their country. It requires some power, courage, and hope 
to strike for justice. Strikes prove always an unsatisfactory condition 
of affairs, but not the worst condition, nor even necessarily a worse con- 
dition than that next preceding it. Why have there not been so many 
strikes in the past? Why did they not occur during the dark oppres- 
sive agesof Europe? Why did not the slaves strike for freedom? Be- 
cause the heel of oppression was too heavy, and the oppressed too weak 
to assert their rights. It is because the workingmen in our Northern 
States, nourished by protective laws, have become strong in intelli- 
gence and money to sustain themselves, and, as a consequence, in will 
and purpose, that they stand up, the unbent images of God, their faces 
as high as their employers’, and demand their rights. 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] says that it is 
not the laboring man but the protected industries which are being par- 
alyzed by protection. And soit goes. Gentlemen have to administer 
all kinds of nostrums to their free-trade patient to keep him alive and 
give him character. The gentleman from Missouri, where the power 
of the labor organizations have been felt, affirms that protection en- 
riches the manufacturer and gives nothing to labor; while the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts, where great manufacturing establishments 
exist, declares that it is the protected industries that are paralyzed by 
being protected. 


BOTH CAPITAL AND LABOR REQUIRE PROTECTION, 


Now, the fact is that both capital and labor in America want that 
control of the American market which protection gives. They can not 
afford to share its profits with all the world, nor be entirely robbed of 
them by the free admission into this country of the products of poorly 
paid labor. Let them—I mean both the employer and the employé— 
have the benefit of this market, the best market on the globe; let its 
profits be assured to them and not given away to the foreigner, and 
they will settle between themselves what shall be the share of each. 
The first point to be gained—and protection alone can secure this—is to 
give them the shilling which the American market affords, rather than 
the sixpence which they will get if the products of cheap European 
labor come in freely to compete with them; and then they will take the 
shilling rather than the sixpence and make their own division of it. 

LABOR WILL GET IT3 SHARE UNDER PROTECTION, 


And labor will not fail to get its share. As J have before intimated, 
the laboring organizations in America have becomestrong. Protection 
has given them the advantage to make them so, and they are all the 
time growing stronger. Capital and corporations may establish trusts 
and make their combinations, but for the first time in the world’s his- 
tory, and in our country, almost alone, labor is combining with the 
strength which comes with intelligence and thrift; and it will have, 
because it has the power to command it, a just portion of the combined 
profits of capital and labor. He who doubts this doubts the advancing 
intelligence of the people, and is blind to the signs of the times. 

But if there are no profits the laborer’s share, as well as that of the 
employer, will be nothing; or, if the profit be small and scant, as it 
is in those countries whose pauper-made goods our Democratic friends 
would admit freely to our market to compete with the products of our 
own labor, then the share of each must be scant and small as it is there. 
The free admission of the products of European labor to our markets 
will subject American workingmen to the same price for their toil as 
European laborers obtain. All must fare alike where all have equal 
admission to the same board, and equal prices for the toil of American 
and European workingmen must resultin like conditions of life. 

The comfortable homes of which so many of our workingmen may 
boast, the children at school instead of in the workshop, the decent 
clothing, the respectable position of their wives and families, and the 
manly independence and self-assertion of the American workingman 
can not exist with the scanty pittance which is paid to labor abroad. 
And worst of all would be the idleness and consequent poverty, misery, 
and crime which could not but follow the glutting of our markets with 
cheap foreign goods, and the consequent expulsion from them of Ameri- 
can productions. 

TILE FARMER, 

And where would this leave the farmer, him to whom, together with 
the laboring man, every demagogue appeals, in a way that is an insult 
to hisintelligence? Now, I desire to promote by every rational and 
honest means the prosperity of the farmer and workingman. First, 
because I have been both, and know how to sympathize with them; 
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and, secondly, because I regard the farmers as the great conservative ele- 
ment of our people, and because the workingman is he whose strong arms 
and sturdy will turn our crude resources into materials for the comfort 
and happiness of mankind. But the professional farmer and laborer, 
he who with hands as soft as a kitten’s ear, never having done aday’s 
manual labor in his life, and who knows not enough about farming 
toset a hen, who goes about giving us theories upon labor and shout- 
ing his love of the workingman and farmer from the house-top, is not 
a character that inspires my confidence or commands my respect. 


OUR HOME MARKET, 


The farmer wants the best market for his produce and the workingman 
wants the same for his toil. They have it now at home; but whatever 
gives away the American market to the foreigner, as free trade proposes 
to do, is inimical to both farmer and toiler, and to every producer ot 
whatever pursuit in the land. 

Yes, our home market is the best in the world; the best for the 
farmer, because he sells in it to those whose earnings enable them to 

y him the most for his products; the best for the laborer, because 

e works for those whose profits enable them to pay him the most for 
his toil; the best for the manufacturer, because he therein sells his 
goods to a more thrifty nation of consumers than can anywhere else 
be found. This home market with all its unrivaled advantages the 
Democratic free-traders propose to open and share with all the pro- 
ducers upon the globe who choose to come to it to sell their pauper-made 
goods. And will they not come to it? Ay, they are looking through 
and over our fence of protection to it as eagerly as hungry flocks and 
herds ever looked from barren pasture lands into fields of rich blue- 
grass and clover, 

The protectionists say that these rich fields are our own; that their 
fertile acres are for our own people, those who live under our flag, fight 
our battles, pay our taxes, develop our resources, enhance our indus- 
tries, and contribute to the greatness and glory of our country. We 
say to the honest and industrious foreigner, *‘ You may come in through 
the gate and enjoy with us, but you shall not reach over or through 
and gather our substance while you remain on the other side of the 
fence, and are neither with us nor of us nor for us.“ 

The Democratic free-trader says, on the other hand, it costs some- 
thing in the way of taxes to keep up this fence, and while we are all 
benefited by the enjoyment of our great advantages we are not all 
benefited alike. Some who are more industrious than others get more 
than an equal share of these blessings; therefore we will throw down 
the fence and let all the world reach in and despoil our fair fields of 


prosperity. 
OUR CARRYING TRADE, 

And gentlemen who have for years refused to vote even the smallest 
subsidies to our shipping have the temerity to say that protection has 
demolished our carrying trade. Somebody the other day quoted James 
Russell Lowell upon this subject. That gentleman is not good au- 
thority in New England. He began life pretty well, but, as George 
Francis Train once said of Lord Brougham, ‘‘ He has been a sort of cu- 
cumber politician—best when he was green.’ He has become so gal- 
vanized with the notionsof Old England that New England can hardly 

ize that he is one of her sons, and is beginning to be sorry for 
the fact that he is. 

It is not the tariff that has affected our carrying trade unfavorably. 
Its decline began in 1855, long before the present tariff was instituted. 
Afterwards, from 1861 to 1865, our ships were swept off the ocean by 
Democratic cruisers of English build, and Democratic hostility to pro- 
tective legislation for our foreign carrying trade has completed its ruin. 
Our domestic carrying trade, which has had the benefit of protection, 
is ina fairly flourishing condition. But even that our free-trade Democ- 
racy wish to surrender to the foreigner. 

NOW, WHO ASKS THAT THIS RUIN BE WROUGHT? 

Gentlemen tell us that a great cry comes up from the people for it. 
And whom do they call the people? Why, certain free-trade news- 
papers, members of the Cobden Club, college doctrinaires, and Demo- 
cratic politicians. But what of the Knights of Labor? Have they been 
at the doors of the Capitol urging the passage of the Mills bill, that 
great work of the greatest committee of the House? No. Onthe con- 
trary, their protests against it have been many and loud. What of the 
merchants, and workingmen, and farmers, and all men who earn their 
bread in the sweat of their faces? Where are their petitions? In the 
petition-boxes, presenting a picture of the disaster which they believe 
this bill will work. 

A few men anxious to surrender our markets as they are to give up 
our ship-yards, our fisheries, and our manufactories to foreign posses- 
sion, and a few British-inspired newspapers, and a flood of circulars 
from the Cobden Club, make a great noise, and it is called the voice 
of the people. They will hear the voice of the people, the real, living, 
actual people of this country, if this bill shall pass, when the working- 
man, deprived of labor, or shorn in the rate of his wages; when the 
farmer, seeing the departure of his home market; when the manufact- 
urer, looking upon his untenanted mills; when the merchant, realizing 
in diminished returns for his goods, the pinching poverty of his cus- 
tomers, shall let their ballots speak at the polls, 


Their petitions are herenow. They havecome upfrom the working- 
men in almost every industry in the country, but they have been un- 
heeded by the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, and they 
are not such workingmen as Henry George; not the theoretical work- 
ingmen; not they who swell up and ery out, Look at me; big Injun 
workingman; workingmen’s great friend and advocate,” but practical 
workmen who put their hands to labor, who do work and not talk it 
simply, and who know from the best of all teachers, hard experience, 
what the workingman’s interest is. And they do know it better than 
any free-trade theorist or college doctrinaire can tell them. They have, 
many of them, known enough to come to this protected land of plenty, 
and those who knew not before are fast learning what it is that gives 
them houses here whereas they had none in the lands they came from, 
what gives them comfort and education for their children here while 
they had none there. They know it is not the free-trade Democracy 
which, While with loud speech pretending to be the laboring man’s 
friend, has for generations held him down under the heel of absolute 
despotism in one section of the country and deluded him with specious 
promises and pretensions in the other, but that great Republican party 
which broke the shackles of bound and fettered Jabor in the South and 
now maintains a wall of protection to it all overthe country; which 
has never bought and sold the man and woman who toil in any land, 
and will not consent that they shail be prostrated and swept down by 
a deluge of cheap products of pauper labor from Europe now. 

That party which gave to the poor people of the country the home- 
stead law ; to the freedman schools and the ballot, and has fought al- 
ways, as now, to give high wages and the means of intelligence to those 
who toil and to their children, that is the party which has been the 
friend in fact, and not simply in speech, of the workingman, which ree- 
ognizes labor as the magician that, with the wand of toil, touches our 
country’s resources and summons them forth in forms of usefulness 
and beauty; which sees in the thrift of the laborer the prosperity and 
progress of the people, and which has treated him with respect, never 
despising nor oppressing him at any period of our history in any sec- 
tion of our land. 

WHO SUPPORT THIS BILL? 

Who are the supporters of this bill? The men who a few years since 
did not believe in the Republic and do not believe in protecting its in- 
dustries now; they who wrote in a new constitution of a new Confed- 
eracy which they attempted to set up within the domain of the Union 
these words: ‘‘ Nor shall any duties or taxes on importations from for- 
eign nations be laid to promote or fosterany branch of industry.“ These 
men dominate the Democracy to-day as they did prior to the war. They 
were then and are now recognized in England and here as free-traders; 
they are now, as then, the American pets of the British free-trade aris- 
tocracy. They and their Northern followers constitute the present 
Democratic party, and they support this bill for the destruction of 
American industries as they did the measures taken for the destruc- 
tion of the American Union twenty-five years ago; and I confidently 
predict that their present project will fail as completely and fortunately 
for the country as did their former one. 

Let it be admitted, if you please, that they were honest in their un- 


dertaking then, but the conflict which it precipitated was none the less 


terrible for that; and their success, had they been victorious, would 
have produced consequences no less disastrous. If they be honest in 
their present purpose they are no less deluded now than then; they no 
less fail to comprehend the right and wrong of the situation; and their 
success, could they achieve it, would bring ruin hardly less complete 
to the nation. 

Secession and free trade were born of the same parentage and reared 
in the same school. The one has had its day and died, smothered in 
the blood it caused to flow and amid the throes of a civil war which 
it created. God forbid that such 2 calamity shall be in store for us as 
that the other shall ever have its day in thiscountry, Ifit shall have 
it, then it will meet with a like defeat; but what patriotic man does 
not deplore the wrecks it must necessarily make in the mean time? 

A BETTER WAY TO REDUCE THE REVENUES. 

There is a better way than that proposed in the Mills bill to reduce 
the revenues and prevent the continual accumulation of a surplus in 
the Treasury. Weare now paying duties amounting to $58,000,000 
annually upon imported sugar. I introduced early in the session a bill 
to repeal this sugar duty, and to pay a bounty equal to the present rate 
of duty upon sugar raised in the country. The bounty would amount 
to not more than 86,000, 000; so that $52,000,000 of taxes would be saved 
to the people and the surplus reduced to that extent. This would de- 
stroy no American industry. It would leave sugar protected justas it 
is no and be sure to reduce the surplus, something that the Mills bill 
will not do, because it is very certain to increase the revenues by in- 
creasing importations as much as it curtails them by its free-list. 

But you fear the word bounty.“ Then, let us reduce the sugar 
duty to $8,000,000 per year, and let that sum, or so much of it as may 
be necessary, be paid to the American sugar-planters to equal the rate of 
duty now upon the sugar they produce. This will be as much a duty 
as if we collected the $58,000,0C0 which we now do. It will remedy 
all the trouble about the surplus and harm no one. Indeed, it will do 
more to stimulate experiments in making sugar from sorghum and 
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beets as well as from cane than #duty as now imposed. The sugar 
interest of France, Germany, and Italy has been developed by direct 
bounties, and several States of our country have resorted to this method 
with good results and no harm done to any one, This policy would 
more than anything else quicken the efforts of our people to invent new 
processes of manufacture as well as to try new materials for the produc- 
tion of sugar. 

And this plan would not be sectional in its effects. Sugaris consumed 
equally in all parts of our country. It is an article of prime necessity 
in every State and town in the land, and it equally affects all classes. 
The use of sugar is confined to neither poor nor rich, nor workman nor 
employer. It is the largest food charge in every family, and there is 
no article of consumption the cheapening of whose cost would be so 
generally and sensibly felt. The reduction of the duty would be very 
large, the present tariff being 76 per cent., and therefore be a greater 
saving to the people than could be made upon anything else. Indeed, 
it would carry more comfort to more American homes than any change 
in our revenue laws which can be made, 

IT WOULD BE IN THE LINE OF PROTECTION, 

And this plan also would be entirely in line with the protective prin- 
ciple. The industry is to be protected. It is not proposed to protect it 
by a high duty, because the prime object of a protective duty, namely, 
the growth and expansion of the industry protected, and the competi- 
tion arising therefrom, can not, at present at least, be secured in the case 
of sugar. Thesugar-growing territory of our country is limited, and we 
produce no more sugar now than we did thirty years ago. The bounty 
will stimulate the experimenter and inventor, and when he shall have 
found the process of producing an unlimited amount of sugar in our 
country ata fair cost, the duty may be repealed if it shall then be found 
to be desirable to have it done. The repeal of the sugar duty and pro- 
tection of the sugar industry at the same time, in the manner which I 
have stated, is American in its policy. It does not sacrifice any in- 
dustry to the foreigner, nor any one industry to any other industry or 
interest in our country. 

OUR POWER TO PROTECT LABOR, 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker] when he argues that 
‘t we have no power to protect labor,” mistakes the plan and purpose 
of protectionists. We do not seek to protect one product of our own 
country against another, butall of them that require and deserve it from 
foreign competition. And this has proved successful beyond measure. 
It has raised the price of labor; has given us a splendid home market 
for our products, diversified ourindustriesand made us as independent 
industrially as we are politically; it has stimulated the creation of new 
industries, caused competition among our own people, and reduced 
prices to the consumer below what he heretofore has paid for goods from 
abroad; it has developed our resources and given labor to our workmen 
and brought to us a prosperity never before realized by any people 
among the nations of the earth. 

Under protection we have recovered from the destructive ravages of 
a great war; have paid thousands of millions of indebtedness and in- 
terest on the same; covered our land with thriving towns, fertile farms, 
and great cities; and quadrupled our national wealth. Under this 
policy ours has become a land to which every enterprising mind looks; 
to which every strong arm and bold heart endeavors to come; to which 
hundreds of thousands do come every year; and from which none go 
away to find better returns for investment and labor elsewhere. 

FREE TRADE OR PROTECTION THE ISSUE. 

But to conclude, let me say that the issue is now fairly and clearly 
made between the great parties of the country, the Democratic free- 
trader and the Republican protectionist, and lam glad it is so. We 
see no more such dodging of this question on the part of our Democratic 
friends, as they have hitherto attempted with such success as their 
skill obtained by long experience in that art entitled them to. The 
President’s message, the Mills bill, and the tariff debate in this House 
have done one good if no other. They have disclosed to the country 
that the Democratic policy is free tradeand nothing short of that; and 
if the present bill goes not quite to that length, its advocates do; that 
is sustained upon free-trade ground and no other, and that the Demo- 
cratic party only awaits a convenient opportunity to come out of its 
already broken shell into as fully fledged a champion of free trade, pure 
and simple, as the most ardent of its leaders or the most radical English 
member of the Cobden Club, to which it has contributed so many ad- 
herents in this country, could desire. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] in his recent 
very eloquent speech puts himself in that attitude; the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] says he is ready for it, and every 
argument yet made for the passage of the Mills bill is an argument for 
free trade. 

The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. DIBBLE] made, to be sure, 
a speech with much good protection doctrine in it, especially as ap- 
plied to rice. Had he applied his logic to lumber, wool, building 
stone, and the great Northern industries, it would have been a first- 
class high-tariff speech worthy of the best protectionist in the land. 

NO RIGHT TO PROTECT LABOR. 
The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER], as I have already 
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stated, says that we have no right to protect labor. Well, I should 
say it is not very well protected in his State. It has there no rights 
which white men feel bound to respect, and no representative in Con- 
gress because it is trodden under the despotic heel of those who do not 
believe in protecting the workingman in the independent and dignified 
position which he holds in the North, and which the Republican party 
of protection intends he shall continue to hold. The question, then, is 
simply whether we shall so reduce the revenues as not to harm Ameri- 
can industries and prostrate American labor in the interest of foreign 
capital; or shall we refuse to save to Americans the fruits of American 
advantage? 

The Democratic party propose to surrender to the foreigner our farms, 
our manufactures, our fisheries, our ship-yards, our carrying trade, our 
lumber, and the opportunities of our workmen to sell their toil at a 
fair price. We propose to maintain the standard of American wages 
for American workmen, the American price of products for American 
farmers, and diversify our industries, as we have been doing, building 
towns and cities, and pushing forward the prosperity of the country 
under the encouragement of protective duties. On this issue we are 
to go to the people. I have too much confidence in their intelligence 
to doubt the result. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr, Chairman, it is unfortunate for the country and 
for the proper consideration of the tariff that this bill had its birth in 
secret and its cradle in a partisan caucus. A revision of the tariff more 
than any other measure affects the vastly extended industries of the 
country, both labor and capital, in all their ramifications. No uni- 
versal changes should be made in the system without giving a hearing 
to the interests affected and receiving their explanation of the practical 
results of such legislation. This was done at the last revision of the 
tariff, and the changes made therefore produced no shock or disaster to 
business, 

I only enter into this debate as a business man, and with a view to 
represent fairly the varied interests of my district. I know that I voice 
the opinion of a majority of business men when I say that a tariff bill, 
originated as a party measure, discussed as a party measure, and en- 
forced by a party caucus, can not win the contidence of the people of 
this country. 

This bill is generally believed, in its taxing provisions, to have been 
the work of an alien-born resident of the United States, himself en- 
gaged in no productive industry or labor whatever, a mere representa- 
tive of middlemen interested in the importation of foreign goods. 

It is farther understood that the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Meansadopted his propositions with only the modifications necessary 
to get sufficient Democratic support to pass the bill. But whatever its 
origin or manner of completion, it is nothing else than a bill to increase 
the quantity of foreign goods imported and used in this country, This 
also means a less amount of American goods manufactured and used 
here. This, in turn, means less capital employed here in industry, 
fewer laborers finding employment, more money sent abroad in pay- 
ment for imported goods, less money accumulated at home, and a serious 
check to American enterprise and development. For agriculture it also 
means fewer mouths to feed or less wage-money to buy with and dimin- 
ished home consumption; less money for wool and death to the sheep, 

The bill has already had the effect of diminishing by one-half the 
number of operatives employed in one of the largest carpet manufact- 
ories in the State of New York. They could not proceed in the accu- 
mulation of stock while threatened by their own Congress with ruin 
for the benefit of their English competitors. Other industries of the 
country are for the like reasons hedging against the apprehended inva- 
sion of foreign goods, 

There is another reason, Mr. Chairman, why our people in all the 
great industrial States feel alarmed from the presence of this bill in the 
House. Its chief advocates do not come from the industrial districts, 
from the regions where coal and iron, wool and cotton are converted to 
the uses of man, and where capital, invention, and enterprise have 
given great development to national wealth, where industry and diversi- 
fied employment sustain millions of men. 

They have not visited the great workshops of the United States. 
Their ears do not know the meaning of the roar of the furnace, the clang 
of the trip-hammer, the hum of the spindle; their eyes have not seen 
the early morning march of the tin-bucket brigade; as they go to earn 
the daily wage which gives them daily bread and makes them honored 
and respected laborers instead of wandering tramps. 

We feel, therefore, that their judgment upon a tariff measure with- 
out practical knowledge of our national industries and of the vast and 
inseparable interdependence of one industry upon another for its lifeand 
support, is unsafe and untrustworthy. The reason put forward for this 
attack upon our industries is the necessity of preventing the accumula- 
tion of a surplus revenue. There are three ways to diminish thisreve- 
nue. 

One is the total abolition of the duties on a given article; another the 
reduction of the duty on articles of which we consume only a fixed 
amount; and a third is the laying of a duty so high as to prohibit im- 
portation. The authors of this bill haye not pursued any of these 
methods except in some minor articles. They have reduced the rates 
on articles of unlimited consumption. They call this a reduction of 
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the revenue. Yet it is known and admitted that this bill will lead to 
increased importation, and therefore it is pure assumption tosay that on 
these classes of goods there will be a reduction of revenue, In propor- 
tion as they destroy our domestic production these importations will 
increase. On the other hand, we maintain that the necessary reduc- 
tions should be effected by the total abolition or of a part of the inter- 
nal revenue and by a reduction on such imported articles as sugar, of 
which the annual consumption is a fixed quantity and chiefly supplied 
from abroad. This will facilitate instead of disturb or destroy our 
home industries, and will effect a precise and known reduction of our 
revenue. 

These results appear to me so plain that this whole anti-protection 
movement can not be considered so much an attempt to reduce the reve- 
nues as to force Representatives on this floor to sacrifice the interests of 
their own constituents in order to give an indorsement to the President's 
free-trade message. In other words, they are promoting the interests 
of the Democratic candidate for the Presidency by an attack on the 
labor and industries of this country in favor of foreign manufacturers 
and traders. i 

Mr. Chairman, the United States are greater consumers of the prod- 
ucts of labor than any other nation on the globe. It is therefore the 
best market on the globe. They not only consume more, but they pay 
better. Europe would rather get control of this market than of any 
other entire continent, save herown. By our American system of pro- 
tection we have built up this market and now largely control it. This 
bill is the first step to give it up to England, from which we rescued 
it in 1789, when our Constitution established the Union and a sovereign 
Congress with power to encourage and protect home industries. It is 
our control of this market which has built up our vast industries and 
given employment not only to our native laborers but to vast numbers 
who have come to us from abroad. They have indeed come to us in 
such numbers that many can not find employment to-day. 

What will you do with the surplus labor? Every bale or ton of ad- 
ditional goods imported in competition with our own means a bale or 
ton less manufactured by our own labor. We can not pay for thesame 
thing wages to the American laborer and to the English laborer; one 
or the other must givelway and go hungry. I wish both might be fed, 
but as long as only one can eat it is our duty to see that Americans 
earn the wages and eat the bread. Norcan you buy this additional 
bale or ton without paying for it. That means that you are sending 
money out of the country instead of spending it in the country. This 
signifies not only less home capital to use, but less home capital to tax. 

In fact it isa question simply whether we shall enrich a foreign country 
and people or enrich our own. 

A patriot can not long hesitate where his duty lies. It is an ad- 
mitted duty of every government, so far as legislation can do it, to pro- 
vide a system which shall maintain all classes of its population in em- 
ployment and in the meansof comfortable living. I find in this proposed 
legislation the first step in the contrary direction, and my people would 
not justify me in giving such a measure my support. 

The American system of fostering and protecting home industries is 
in direct contrast and antagonism with the English system of a tariff 
for revenue only. The struggle between them has been going on for 
twenty-five years and more. The former system has prevailed here 
for a quarter of a century, and with results which have caused the 
wonder and won the admiration of the civilized world. The census 

rtrays the result better than I can do it. The revenue tariff only 
fai prevailed during that period in England and Ireland. The result 
there is also known to the world. Has it proved a benefit to Ireland? 
Let her people, escaping by the million to this and other shores, answer 
for her. What do Englishmen say for themselves? They certainly are 

` com t witnesses in their own affairs. For years they have been 
bewailing the losses and ruin which have come to their agriculture, 
both in reduced productions and reduced prices. The depression in 
manufactures and trade have become so public and serious that a par- 
liamentary commission was recently appointed to inquire into its causes. 
That commission in its report declares that the industrial crisis in Eng- 
land has continued since 1875, which was the year when the remark- 
able prosperity of the United States became evident after the passage 
of the act for the resumption of specie payments. This commission 
gave as the reason for the depression the low profits of manufacturers. 

An English writer, from whom I shall quote further presently, com- 
menting on the commission’s report, says: 

That low profits mean reduced wages of labor or the employment of ales 
number of laborers and less consumption by the worker. 

Low profits forthe Lancashire and Birmingham manufacturers mean nar- 
rowed circumstances in this country. 

For many decades we have not seen such a cheapness of wheat and manu- 
factured goods as we see now, and yet we are suffering from a crisis. 

I call the attention of the Democratic lovers of the English system to 
this notable admission. You are struggling, you say, for cheaper goods 
and cheaper means of living in this country. They have had both in 
England, the country whose policy you would imitate, and yet their 
crisis and their sufferings have come upon them and continue to-day. 

It ought to open your eyes, for it shows that cheapness does not mean 
2 it proves how much better it is to buy what you want, even 
dearly, and have the money to pay for it, than it is to be able to buy 
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cheaply and have no money to pay for it. This last is the condition of 
England to-day, and upon their own testimony. 

At the very time the Committee on Ways and Means were reporting 
this bill in aid of English manufacturers, and for the introduction 
of the English system into this country, Prince Kropotkin, an eco- 
nomic writer and reformer of England, published an article in the 
Nineteenth Century Magazine upon the industrial condition of Eng- 
land. His article is entitled The Breakdown of our Industrial Sys- 
tem.“ The very title should induce the President and his adherents 
in this House to call a halt in their crusade against the American sys- 
tem, which protects our own industries and ourown labor. While you 
are urging us to abandon these interests in favor of the British system 
of a tariff for revenue only, this writer addresses his article to English- 
men, showing them how their system has already broken down. He 
says workmen have become 
mere flesh-and-bone parts of some immense machinery. 


Even the agricultural laborer will become— 
A tramp who will never again see the field he has harvested once in his life, 
cae demands a reform which shall improve the condition of the la- 
rer 


Where each aggregation of individuals large enough to dispose of a certain 
variety of natural resources—it may be a nation, or rather a region—produces 
and itself consumes its own agricultural and manufactured produce. 


You will observe that in this manner he describes exactly the object 
which the American system has so largely promoted in this country. 
He adds, speaking of England, that— 


‘has present industrial system already bears in itself the germs of its proper 
ruin. 


And affirms that— 

Each nation must be her own agriculturist and manufacturer. 

The samearticle reviews the industrial condition of different nations 
of the world, and when he turns from England to Belgium, another 
revenue-tariff country, he simply says: 

Wor immense factories at Verviers are silent; the Belgian weavers are misery- 
stricken. 

While carefully avoiding any recommendation of the protective sys- 
tem, he shows the industrial condition of different countries entering 
into competition with England, and speaks particularly of the growing 
industries of Germany, Austria, Italy, Russia, and Spain, all of which 
countries have protective tariffs. He then adds: 

Finally, a terrible competitor to all European manufacturing countries has 
grown up of late in the United States. * * * Manufactures must win the 
States; and they are growing at such a speed—an American s —that in a 
very few years the now neutral markets will be invaded by American goods. 

While this alien but far-sighted English writer sees that our system 
has already prepared the way for invading the neutral markets of the 
world, our Democrats are telling us that we must change that system 
and suffer adversity instead of prosperity before we can compete in for- 
eign markets. This is strange logic, that we must be embarrassed at 
home and our home system broken down by the politicians before we 
can prosper abroad, No better explanation can be given of the law 
and method of our American prosperity than the following statement 
which he gives as to the general law of development: 


As soon as any industry has taken firm root it calls into existence hundreds 
of other trades, and as soon as first steps have been made and the first ob- 
Kena have been overcome the growth of industries goes on at an accelerated 
rute. 


In that sentence is written the industrial history of the United States. 

I need not go farther for testimony touching the break-down of that 
English system for the introduction of which Tat our country this bill 
is the opening wedge. Every business man of our commercial cities 
knows that the condition of England is that described by the Parlia- 
mentary commission, and so vividly stated by Prince Kropotkin. 

It is true, and it is natural, that the President’s message and this 
bill should be hailed by Englishmen as the dawn of a better day for 
them, but will it be the dawn of a better day for our country? It be- 
tokens for the United States, in my judgment, rather the gloom of a 
threatening night. It will open a wider market for British goods, but 
by just so much it narrows the market for American products; by so 
much as it gives employment to British labor it takes employment 
from American labor; it abandons the elements of our existing pros- 
perity and introduces the elements of English adversity; for industrial 
upbuilding it substitutes industrial break-down. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to those 

resent that their perfect attention will not embarrass me in the least 
Flanghter), nor will occasional demonstrations of approval of what I 

ave to say be objected to. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, I am not 
here to lecture on manners, but I will take this occasion to say that I 
do not think it good form for gentlemen to be sitting around read- 
ing, writing, and talking when a gentleman is trying to instruct them. 
Mr. Chairman, I approach the discussion of this question, on which so 
much has been said in this House within the last few weeks, with 
much of embarrassment anddiffidence. But, sir, there are some views 
in connection with the pending matter that I desire to present. 

I have listened with great interest to the discussion that has been 
had up to the present. I trust we are nearing the end of this great 
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debate. I have endeavored to give a fair and impartial hearing to 
what has been said, Iwas told early in this discussion, and have been 
told all through it by the opponents of tariff reform, that we of the 


South came here bound and hampered by prejudice, and I was anxious 
to be enlightened, and if the logic of the question was contrary to the 
views I entertain I was anxious to be righted. 

I have heard from some gentlemen opposing the bill reported by the 
Committee on Waysand Means some as arguments as can be made 
in behalf of a bad cause. 

I have heard a great many as poor and illogical arguments as could 
be made in any cause. Many of the arguments against this bill re- 
mind me of the discussion between Mr. Baps and Mr. Toots and Sir 
Barnet Skettles, given by Dickens in Dombey and Son. Mr. Baps 
solemnly and seriously propounded the question to Mr. Toots: ‘‘ What 
are you going to do with your raw materials when they come into your 
ports in return for your drain of gold?” Mr. Toots, to whom the 
question seemed perplexing, replied that he'd cook em. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

But Mr. Baps did not seem to think this would do, and when he 
mèt Sir Barnet Skettles he propounded the same interrogatory to him. 
Sir Barnet had much to say upon the question and said it, but it did 
not appear to solve the question, for Mr. Baps retorted, ‘‘Yes, but 
suppose Russia stepped in with her tallows,’’ which struck Sir Barnet 
almost dumb, for he could only shake his head after that and say, 
“Why, you must fall back on your cottons.” [ Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the solution of this great question, and of many 
questions that have been presented here by gentlemen who have spoken 
against the Mills bill, is about as satisfactory as this discussion be- 
tween the gentlemen to whom I have referred. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the condition with which weare confronted? 
An overflowing Treasury, an overtaxed people. Itis not my purpose, 
gir, to speak of thesurplus or of its corrupting, corroding, and debauch- 
ing influence. The Government amply and liberally, if not extrava- 
gantly, provided for in all its departments—the legislative, executive, 
and-judicial, the military, the naval, the Indians, the Agricultural and 
the State Departments—all with all the money they need; with a 
Pension Bureau as largeas a department of the Government, distribut- 
ing eighty-odd million dollars annually for pensions, and yet we will 
have in the Treasury by the close of this fiscal year more than $150,- 
000,000 for which the Government has no use. Withdrawn from the 
avenues of commerce and trade, it lies here to excite the cupidity of 
jobbers and corruptionists, and isa constant temptation to extravagant 
legislative schemes. 

Mr. Chairman, the great question with governments in the past has 
been how to raise the necessary revenues; the question of taxation has 
been one that has engaged the attention of statesmen in all ages of the 
world, and has often produced revolution and drenched nations with 
blood. What then, sir, would you suppose would be the greatest pleas- 
ure of the representative of a free people confronted by the condition 
which we have before us? It seems to me that it would be the reduc- 
tion of taxation and the lightening of the burdens of the people. Mr. 
Chairman, when I embarked in politics and statesmanship I looked 
forward with more pleasure to the accomplishment of some such good 
as this for my constituency than to any personal triumphs, What is 
the trouble here? It seems to be to devise ways and means to prevent 
taking the burdens of taxation off the people, instead of how to reduce 
taxation. I had always understood that taxation was an evil to be 
borne because it was necessary, and that unnecessary taxation was some- 
thing of which every representative of a free people would be glad to rid 
them; but sir, it seems I am mistaken, and what are the arguments 
against the reduction of taxation? What interest is it that stands 
here to thwart every proposition to reduce the revenues to the actual 
needs of the Government? 

It is the immense capital engaged in manufacturing. The mannfact- 
urers of America—the richest and most powerful in the world—are 
here through their representatives and their agents with their bureaus 
and their li resisting every effort to reduce taxation to the needs 
of the Government, I have listened for some definite proposition from 
the opponents of the bill reported here by the majority of the Ways 
and Means Committee as to what we should do to avert the disasters 
that the present condition threatens, They tell us the tariff should be 
revised, but they say it should be by its friends, and they are its friends. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, they must excuse me if I decline to wait on them 
to doit; we want it done this century, and I trust and believe they will 
not be intrusted with power in that time. I would as soon think of 
sending to the jail to get a jury to try the criminal docket as to depend 
on the defenders of the present system to reform the tariff and reduce 
taxes. 

Besides, sir, what proposition do they present? No two of them are 
agreed. One says he would reduce taxation by repealing the internal 
revenue; another says he op: taking the tax off of whisky; another 
says he would take it off of sugar; but the fatherof the protectivesystem 
[Mr. KELLEY], who gave us to understand to-day, in relating the con- 
version of Garfield to the theory of protection, that protectionists re- 
garded themselves as followers or disciples of himself, insists that it 


would be a crime to take the duty off of sugar. Others take the posi 
tion that taxation should not be reduced at all, and that the proper 
thing to do is to increase expenditures, and various schemes are pro- 
posed for spending the surplus. Some of them insist that much of it 
might be paid out in pensions. It does seem to me, Mr. Chairman, that 
eighty-odd millions of dollars annually for pensions ought to satisfy the 
most enthusiastic friend of the soldier. 

Iam aware that we of the South are accused and probably suspected 
of being influenced by improper motives in our opposition to increas- 
ing this amount; bnt I appeal to you gentlemen of the North to con- 
sider that this money is collected from all parts of the country and dis- 
tributed almost exclusively in one section. You can see how essential 
it is to us that some limitation should be put to this tax that goes out 
from us, but never returns. There are other suggestions for increased 
expenditures, but, sir, I have heard no complaint from the masses of 
the people in this country that we are not spending enough. I have 
heard no demand from them for increased expenditures. On the other 
hand, they think as I do, that the expenditures might and should be 
curtailed. 

Others say that the Government should devote this surplus, as it is 
now doing, to the purchase of Government bonds. This is, I grant, 
the best we can do with the surplus after we have it; but the question 
is, is it good statesmanship to tax the people whoare paying themselyes 
8 and 10 per cent. interest on money to raise money for the Govern- 
ment to anticipate its debts and purchase at enormous premiums, as it 
is now doing, its bonds that are drawing only 4 or 4} per cent.? The 
Government is now having to pay more than 26 per cent, premium in 
order to take up its 4} per cent. bonds, and within the last few weeks 
has paid out nearly $4,000,000 in premiums on the purchase of bonds. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said, I have been anxions to be informed 
about this matter and to know just exactly what the truth of the mat- 
ter was. I have listened, as I said awhile ago, to gentlemen over there; 
and how do they begin the discussion of this question? How do they 
propose to go about enlightening me as to whatI should do? Iam told 
that coming from the section Ido, coming from the section the majority 
of the Ways and Means Committee do, bound hand and foot by the 
ideas engendered, as they tell us, by slavery, more than thirty years 
ago, that we have no business to be tampering with this question. 

I have practiced law some, Mr. Chairman. I always found that 
when the lawyer had a very bad case on the merits his scheme was to 
befog and becloud the issue, and to side-track the jury. .I have known 
some lawyers, shysters, who had one particular branch of the law in 
which they thought they were perfect, and every case they ever had 
they attempted to run in that line. For instance, I know a shyster 
who won a case once on the doctrine of estoppel; he never had a case 
since but he attempted to draw it into estoppel. I know an old gen- 
tleman in Mississippi who won a case on a demurrer, He was not a 
lawyer. But he was sued again after that, and he wrote to his lawyer, 
Please send me a couple more of thosedemurrers ” [laughter]; ‘‘ these 
fellows have sued me in two more cases. His great idea was that a 
demurrer was the thing that knocked every case out of court. 

You have all heard of the doctor who threw all his patients into 
fits because he said he was sheol on fits. [Laughter.] Now the gen- 
tlemen who opened this debate on that side, the two first, and a great 
many smaller lights who have followed, have put this into a ques- 
tion of slavery. They had won a case on slavery, and they think if 
they can throw the tariff into slavery they will be all right, for they 
were sheol on slavery. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, the father 
of the protective system [ Mr. KELLEY], told us here on this floor how 
he fought slavery, and then he associates every effort to reform the 
tariff with slavery. Slavery is hisdemurrer. Slavery is his estoppel. 
I have no doubt in his day and in the days of slavery he was a power. 
It was the same with the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ene 

And then my neighbor and good friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE], one of the disciples of the old father, the other day in the 
heat of debate got into this slavery business. I do not blame him much 
for that because I do not think there was any malice in it; I think it 
was a case of emotional insanity., [Laughter.] When the gentleman 
was descanting on the beauties of protection in Allegheny County, and 
he was asked by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] 
about the strike in the Edgar Thomson Steel Works, where the Pinker- 
ton detectives were keeping out the laboring men, the gentleman flew 
off, and insisted on talking about slavery in the South. There was no 
malice aforethoughtin that. If he hadcommitted murder underthose 
circumstances he would haye been acquitted on the ground of emo- 
tional insanity, for if anything drives a Pennsylvanian insane when tall- 
ing about protection it is to speak to him about strikes and Pinkerton 
detectives. [Laughter and applause. } 

And I now desire to give some attention to the gentleman from Ohio, 
Mr. FORAN, et tu Brute! [Laughter.] He too read the South alecture, 
and told us much about ourselves that we did not know—another in- 
stance in which I had to go from home to get news. I wonder where 
he learned all he knows about the South! [Laughter on the Domo- 


cratic side.] I win tell him now, and I believe it is true, that if he 
knows no more about the doctrines of protection and free trade than 
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he knows about the South he ought never to speak on those subjects.. 

Mr. FORAN. I learned something about the South in 1864. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
is your demurrer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAN. Well, it was an estoppel, sure enough. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, the gentleman learned something 
about the South in 1864. He says that he isa Democrat, but that the 
Republicans are the fathers of this high protective tariff which he ex- 
tolled so highly, and which he says has made better men and more of 
them than any other system. 

Mr. Chairman, if he has found a perfect system of government which 
makes better men and more of them than any othersystem, and which, 
he says, js doing the country so much good, and if he clings to the 

rejudices of 1864, with which so many other gentlemen in the Repub- 
Tisa party seem to be afllicted, in the name of common sense how does 
he get to bea Democrat? [Laughter.] It seems to me that he would 
cast his lot with that party which inaugurated the system he admires 
so much, and which he tells us has made better men and more of them 
than any other system, and that tries to keep itself alive on the preju- 
dices engendered in 1864 which he seems to desire to keep alive. 

But, Mr. Chairman, let us see what he says about the South, and 
then we will look at what he says about himself: 


The fact is, the South, because of the curse of slave labor, found herself at a 
disadvantage, as compared with the North, in diversified industrial pursuits 
Slave labor was adapted to only one industry, agriculture, and that being the 
‘ease it was of course to the advantage of the South, at least for the time being, 
to purchase those manufactured goods she needed in the cheapest market she 
could obtain, while she sold her staple products in the highest market she could 
obtain. It will therefore be seen that the free-trade sentiment in this country 
was the outgrowth of ullar conditions and peculiar environment, and per- 
haps nowhere in the history of the world is the tenacity of prejudice more 
strongly exemplified than in the fact that this sentiment continues a quarter ot 
a century after the conditions and environment which gave it birth have passed 
away and no longer exist. Many gentlemen upon this floor can not help being 
free-traders. They were born so. Itis rather the result of congenital causes 
than conviction based upon research and investigation. 

And again, speaking of the bill under discussion, he says: 

It came from gentlemen whose knowledge of the great labor problem was de- 
rived from tableaux and object lessons. Ring up the curtain, behold the lights 
of other days, free-trade days; at the front of the stage an uncovered pine table, 
upon whieh i alighted tallow candle, and farther back, in the shade, is a black 
man couchant and a white man and a rawhide rampant. 

I do not say these things in bitterness; I only refer to them toshow how very 
difficult it is to break away from the prejudices that are born with us, or to 
break through the environment of conditions that have influenced most of our 
lives. One of the test evils the curse of slavery brought upon our kinsmen 
of the South was creation of a caste, because it has outlived all the other 
evils which flowed from this Pandora box. There is no so cruel and 
harsh as the despotism of caste. It is supersensitive to any intrusion into its 
fancied realm, and anything whose tendency is to ennoble and elevate human 
dignity and indefendence always encounters its fiercest hostility. 


Mr. Chairman, we are very much obliged to the gentleman from 
Ohio for the assurance that he says these things about us out of a spirit 
of loving-kindness. If he had been bitter in this talk it would really 
have hurt our feelings [laughter], but his kindness of heart when he 
undertakes to lecture us really overcomes us. 

That is the picture the gentleman gives us of the South. These are 
the things he attributes to us. Let us now hear him speak of himself. 
He has told us what rg td poopie these Southerners are. Now, let 
us hear him tell about A 


Oh, yes; that is your estoppel; that 


Iknow of but 
pe my official as well as — conduct, and that 
is the light which comes from my inner, moral consciousness—by this light my 
e right and duty are formed; and ifthe time should ever come when 
pey or oy other kind of prejudice becomes stronger than my pym 

find that the courage will be ready 


Be ready, gods, with all your thunderbolts 
Dash me to pieces, 

Well, Mr. Chairman, as the old darkey said about me one time in 
Mississippi, when he was following me ina speech, the gentleman 
recommends himself so much higher than anybody else can recommend 
him it aint necessary forme to say anything more about him.” [Laugh- 
ter.] But I want to call the gentleman’s attention to the lesson taught 
by a teacher who is recognized as good authority in the henighted 
South. He will find it in about the eleventh verse of the eighteenth 
chapter of Luke, where he may read: 
| The Pharisee stood and prayed thus with himself, God, I thank Thee, that I 
am not as other mon. 

Mr. FORAN. Is it the Pharisee that is occupying the floor now? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, sir; the Pharisee is the man who 
erects such a high standard for himself as the gentleman from Ohio 
does, and discounts so much the honest convictions and judgments of 
other people. Letme remind the gentleman that that pharisaical per- 
formance was not commended by the teacher to whom I ha ve referred. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] demonstrated the other 
day, if anything is capable of demonstration by testimony, that pro- 
tection does not enhance w: in this country; that the difference be- 
tween the price of labor in this country and the price of labor in Europe 
is not the result of protection, but arises from the fact that the labor 
\of this country is more productive; that it does more work for the 
money, makes more pairs of shoes for the same money, makes more 


yards of prints for the same money than labor in Europe does. He 
showed by indisputable proof thata pair of shoes, the making of which 
cost 34 cents in England, cost only 25 cents in Massachusetts and that 
a pair that cost 50 cents to make in England only cost 33 cents in Mas- 
sachusetts, and he illustrated it with print cloth and other things; no 
one has been able to meet this. It was shown that American labor 
earned more wages, but because it accomplished more and not on ac- 
count of the tariff. 

But the gentleman from Ohie [Mr. Foran] attempted to reply to the 
gentleman from Texas, and what was the argument to which he was 
finally driven? Why, sir, it was that money in this country is worth 
more than moneyin Europe. That was about all he got out of his ar- 
gument, that the tariff served to protect money in this country and 
give it a larger return than money in Europe will bring. 

I here insert a table that will show how utterly fallacions is the 
claim that labor gets the benefit of the protective tariff: 


Table, compiled from Tenth Census, showing value of various manufactured 
products, per-cent. of labor cost, rate of duty existing and proposed. 


3 
2 
Industrles. os 
of 
— 
. 
seta Per cl, Per 5 
Cotton goods.. = 50 40 
Bolts, nuts, etc... 8 59 35 
22.3 43 34 
13.5 70 35 
6.8 194 97 
4.4 54 21 
20.9 50 35 
22.2 54 40 
16,1 70 40 
16.9 68 40 


It will be seen from this that the present tariff or protection is more 
than double the whole cost of the labor; so that if the labor in other 
countries cost nothing at all no such tariff as this would be necessary 
to protect labor here, nor does the proposed reduction in the Mills bill 
bring it down to the cost of labor in any case here given. 

You all heard Mr. Scott, of Pennsylvania, in his speech tell us about 
the stockholder in the Edgar Thompson iron and steel works who told 
him their profits were $5,000,000 annually. That this one man’s prof- 
its were one and a half millions annually, or $5,000 a day. You also 
heard from Mr. Forp, of Michigan, where the chancery suit in his State 
developed. That the Jackson Iron-Mining Company on a capital of 
$300,000 had declared dividends to the amount of $5,355, or 89} per 
cent. annually, beside largely increasing their plant, 

I wish I had the time to demonstrate this fully. I here insert an 
article from the San Francisco Examiner that shows where the bene- 
fits of protection go: 

WHERE THE MONEY GOES, 


That there is a good deal of dissatisfaction in the United States with the way 
the annual industrial product of the country is distributed is not to be denied. 
The amount of this product as marketed is put by 5 1 — Nimmo, jr., Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics, at $9,900,000,000; by Edward Atkinson, including prod- 
ucts unmarketed, at $10,000,000,000, Both add for items omitted, 8100, 000, 000. 
The working force—that is, the wage-earners and small farmers of the coun- 
try—number 16,200,000; the workers of a higher grade, managers, directors, 
superintendents, and so on, paid by salaries and fees, number 1,600,000. 

r. Atkinson and other cconomists agree on 8132 as the avorage annual carn- 
ings of wage-receivers as above defined. This will include what they consume 
of their own unmarketed product, Next, the services rendered by en- 
gaged otherwise than in production (physicians, domesticservantsin cities and 
so on) reach an annual value of $1,200,000,000. tents, which stand for the sery- 
ice rendered by fixed capital, reach $300, 000,000, Thus the total annual value of 
the produce of all the labor of every kind in the United States, including the 

rofit on all the jobs and schemes and pools and trusts,is fully $12,000,000,000. 
br this amount the wage and salary earning classes together 8 17 
300,000) receive 88, 100, 000, 000; leaving as the annual profit of mere capi 
“operators,” and so on, the sum of $3,900,000,000, 
nus the owners and controllers of wealth receive at least 32} per cent. of the 
total product of the country, Other estimates make the proportion 37} per 
cent. Wage-receivers save a sum which, while it looks important in savings- 
bank returns, isa mere nothing—a vanishing quantity—in the enormous figures 
of actual annual production. An annual saving, an annual addition to existing 
wealth is in fact made which averages 8000, 000, 000, and it is made almost exclu- 
sively out of the share of total product captured by pre-existing wealth. Thus, 
while it is not true that the poor are growing poorer as s class, it is strictly 
a bine area ean true that only the rich are growing richer. - San Francisco 

aminer 


If I have the time, Mr. Chairman, I think I can demonstrate, as I 
shall endeavor to do, that the protection we have in this country is pro- 
tection to money, to capital, and not to labor. 

I am sorry my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who 
usually sits upon my right, is not here to-day, for I listened with great 
interest to his voluminous figures upon the resources of New England. 
I have no desire to enter into any contrast between the South and New 
England. I have nothing in the world to say against New Englan 
except that I do not think it exactly the right thing for New Englan 
after having gobbled up in the way of taxation all we of the South had 
to then brag to us about her wealth and taunt us with our poverty. 
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Really I do not know whether that is exactly the right thing to do 
under any circumstances. But the gentleman from New Hampshire 


filled after pages of the RECORD with figures and statements, 
showing the wonderful resources, the vast capital that New England 
had engaged in manufactures; and while he did not figure out the re- 
sult of his statement in every instance, I have taken occasion to figure 
out some of the results; and where he gives us the amount of capital 
invested, the amount of wages paid, the quantity of raw material of 
every description which is bought, the result shows an average of more 
than 20 per cent. interest or annual income upon this immense capital; 
and the half of the capital of New England is not engaged in manu- 
factures either. 

I give here some of his figures, from which it will be seen that the 
profits of the carpet industry are more than 20 per cent. net to capital. 

In the entire country there are about two hundred and sixty thousand man- 
ufacturing establishments of all kinds, employing two million seven hundred 
and fifty thousand people, The total capital invested in 1880 was nearly three 
billions of dollars. The total value of all material used was about three and one- 
half billion dollars, while the aggregate annual value of the ucts thereof 
wasover five and one-half billion dollars. Theshare thatthe six New England 
States, with less than one-thirteenth of 8 of the country, take in 
this combined manufacturing industry of the Union is that of about thirty-five 
thousand manufactories, or over one-eighth of all, and they employ six hundred 
and fifty thousand people, more than one-fifth of all. 

Of the total capital invested they employ within their own borders over six 
hundred and fifty millions, more than one-fifth of all; of the total value of ma- 
terials used they consume nearly seven hundred millions, over one-sixth of the 
whole; and they yield in products of manufacture nearly twelve hundred mill- 
ions of dollars, about one-fifth of all. And yet it is coolly proposed by hostile 
legislation to strike down this t dis NSN, © a ok nag ofour 
country, the section from which came the money to bind the Eastern States to 
the Pacific Ocean with bands of iron, which out of her abundance has built 
Western rai and Western cities, and which to-day stands with open hand 
and generous purse ready to help rehabilitate the South whenever in good faith 
she is invited so to do, 


And again: 

The manufacture of carpets in the United States has been largely developed 
during 8 of the high tariff. We now successfully compete with the 
best man turers of Europe, in Brussels, ingrain, Wilton, Axminster, Ve- 
netian, tapestry, velvet, cottage, and Dutch carpets, as well as rugs, druggets, 
lastings, and serges. The country has invested a capital of twenty-two millions 
of dollars in these manufactures of wool, which give employment to twenty- 
eee people, whose wages are upward of seven 
nually, 

The materials used include thirty-five million pounds of foreign wool, two 
million pounds of domestic wool, twenty-five million pounds of scoured wool, 
inclusive of waste and shoddy, besides about fifty million pounds of mohair and 
camel's hair. These materials, together with chemicals, dye-stuffs, ete.. cost 
the manufacturers about twenty millions a year, and the finished product sells 
for about thirty-three millions of dollars. 

In this industry the New England States have invested eight millions of dol- 
lars, more than one-third of the whole, and they give employment to five thou- 
sand people, paying them over three millions of dollars annually. They use 


nearly one-half of the foreign wool, thus being the heaviest tariff payers, and 


also use almost one-half of the scoured wool. Their annual production is worth, 
at wholesale prices, over ten millions of dollars, or nearly one-third of the total 
product of the country. 

The gentleman tells us, also, that New England has much of her 
capital invested in railroads in the South, and then he winds up by 
telling us that with all this capital which her people have in savings- 
banks, ete., they are now ready, when invited in good faith, to come 
South and invest it there; that is, to let us have it to build up our re- 
sources. If he were here, I wanted to ask him whether they were go- 
ing to let us have this capital without interest, because from what I 
know of New England I suspect that if this capital is permitted to 
come South, they will expect a very good return for it, and we shall 
have that to pay. [ Laughter.] : 

Mr. Chairman, I have his figures here. I have not time to refer to 
them in detail. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. As the gentleman is speaking of New England, 
of which I happen to be in small part a representative, will he allow 
mea word? Can he cite to us instances where New England has ac- 
cumulated great returns from her investments in the South? And can 
he not cite to us some very conspicuous instances where New England 
has lost all her investments in the South by reason of repudiation by 
Southern States and by people of the South of debts which they hon- 
estly owed to New England for money which New England people had 
honestly invested there? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
to repudiation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Well, repudiation is a pretty sad thing for the 
man whose debts are repudiated; it may be nice, it may be a joke for 
the repudiator, but it is a pretty earnest thing for us. 

Mr, ALLEN, of . How much did you ever invest in the 
South? [Laughter.] I will pay your part of it now, and that will 
settle the matter between you and me. You may draw upon me this 
evening for whatever may have been the amount of your investments 
that have been repudiated by the South. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. There are friends of mine who had a good deal ot 
money invested in your State, and who never realized a cent from it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Well, I will tell you why your people 
never got their money. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It was because your people repudiated the debt. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. The case is like that of a man who 
bought some mules at a very high price, and before they were paid for 


ons of dollars an- 


Trying to befog the issue by going back 


took the benefit of the bankrupt law. The fellow who sold him the 
mules came along and said, I can not afford to lose all this money,” 
„Well,“ said the debtor, ‘‘you ought not to have sold your mules so 
high.“ [Laughter.] Ifyou people of New England had not charged 
so much interest on your money, you might have got it back; but you 
wanted too much; we could not pay your demands; you bankrupted 
and broke us. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But my friend has not answered my question. I 
asked him to specify cases where the South has paid usury to New 
England. I would like to know the individual instances. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. We are paying them all the time; we 
are paying them now upon the railroad investments down there and 
other investments in the South. ‘ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman can not particularize. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to speak 
further of the statements of the gentleman from New Hampshire when 
I was led off by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN], who never 
fails to lead off. [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from New Hampshire, after reciting the acquisitions 
of New England, which are marvelous, says that the New land hen 
lays more eggs than the Southern hen [laughter], and the New Eng- 
land cow gives more milk than the Southern cow. I do not know ex- 
actly how the fact is. They say that the New England hen is not pro- 
tected against the pauper hen of Canada. Some gentleman here told 
us about how many dozen eggs were broughtin from Canada last year; 
the number, I believe, was fourteen million dozen or fourteen hundred 
million dozen, I do not remember which; and what is a difference of a 
few hundred million dozen eggs in a debate like this? [Laughter. ] 

I have been trying to figure it ont how the New England hen did so 
much better than the Southern hen. I understand they have gota 
patent hen-nestin which they deceive the hen into laying a great many 
more eggs. [Laughter.] You have heard of the patent hen-nest where, 
after the hen has laid an egg, they have the nest so arranged that the 
egg slips out of sight, and the hen gets up, looks round, and not seeing 
any egg goes back and lays another. [Laughter and applause.] That 
is the only way in which I can figure it out that the New England hen 
does so much better than the Southern hen. But I will tell you about 
our Southern cows and our Southern hens, that the they do lay 
and the milk they do give are genuine eggs and milk, [Laughterand 
applause.] No fiction about it, we practice no fraud on our hens. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when I heard the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] on New England, felicitating himself about 
the condition, there, it reminded me of a correspondence I was reading a 
few days ago between Miss Anastasia Pugsley and Miss Gemima Mor- 
grige, in which Miss Anastasia, felicitating herself upon the domesticity 
of her surroundings, said she was never in her life sg happy as in the 
contemplation of drinking her own milk, and fattening her own calves, 
and laying her own eggs. [Great laughter and applause.] She would 
125 75 eee to enter the Home Market Club of Boston. 

ughter. 

By the way, I will say to my friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY), 
just in front of me, who has visited the Home Market Club of Boston, 
redently that I received a circular from it a few days ago from that 
club. I wish to call the attention of the committee to it. It is an 
3 document. I think I have it here somewhere. Yes; here 


I will read it. It is from the Home Market Club of Boston, and I 
suppose we have all received a copy. And I wish to say right here, if 
there is anybody who is not posted on the subject of the tariff and the 
effect this sort of legislation is going to have on the infant industries of 
the country, he is without excuse, for if the same diligence and the 
same effort were made to convert the heathen by sending out gospel 
tracts and pamphlets that have been resorted to by the friends of pro- 
tection we would have had the millennium long before this. [Laughter. ] 

What are the objects of the Home Market Club of Boston? Let me 
read: 

The object of the executive committee has been to arouse the attentidn of the 


public to the dangers surrounding the all-important interests of New England 
sustained by the protective tariff. 


The all-important industries of New England! If the gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. FORAN] would lend me that poetry of his I would say 
No pent-up Utica contracts our powers, 
The whole boundless New England is ours. 

That is New England. [Laughter.] What is the object of the 
Home Market Club? 

Mr. FORAN. If the gentleman would confine himself to my speech 
he would get along a good deal better. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. In exposing the absurdities of the gen- 
tleman’s speech I could spend several hours, but I do not wish to take 
up that time, as I do not think the gentleman’s speech made much im- 

ression. 
ki Here is another extract from that Home Market Club circular: 

The dinners given by the clubatthe Hotel Vendome to Senators FRYE, HOAR, 
and SHERMAN, and Congressmen MCKINLEY, GOFF, and BUTTERWORTH have 
been widespread in their influence, and the public meeti. which have been 


held in many of the State have been equally su in arousing public 
sentiment to importance of the issue before the country. 
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I want to warn you, gentlemen, about those dinners. [Laughter. ] 
The same mail which brought me that circular brought me the record 
with the letter of Mr. Murat Halstead apologizing for being a mem- 
ber of the Cobden Club. He said he was at a whitebait dinner over 
there which got him into it. [Laughter.] I have his apology here, 
and will read it. 


Hon. C. A. BOUTELLE, 
House of Representatives: 


The story that I am a member of the Cobden Club is correct. One night in 
London with ay Sy Field, a personal friend of Cobden, I boarded a small steam- 
boat at Westminster and was carried toGreenwich. There we had a whitebait 
dinner, twelve courses of fish and as good cold champagne as was ever drank in 
Maine, It wasa lovely dinner. There was a distinguished man in the chair 
and a toast-master who whooped things up and made them lively. I made a 
8 about the white wings of commerce on the ocean and the large rivers in 

merica, and the distance Cincinnati was from salt water, and the indifference 
of her people on the tariff question, 


He gives that as his excuse for getting into the Cobden Club. [Laugh- 
ter.] I expect in the course of a few years, when this policy of protec- 
tion, of which the gentlemen who visited the Boston Home Market Club 
are such devotees, has been exploded, we will find them excusing them- 
selves with the same sort of excuse that Mr. Halstead gives; they will 
excuse their speeches there by charging it to that splendid dinner the 
club gave them. Why, we learn from Mr. KELLEY that General Gar- 
field’s conversion to the doctrine of protection took place at a dinner in 
New Orleans. It is wonderful, the effect of these dinners. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman speak from his own expe- 


rience ? 
Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I speak from the experience of Mr. 


Halstead and of General Garfield, and the statement of the Home Mar- 
ket Club, all of which has been given. 

Mr. Chairman, there are many other things I would like to say, but 
I find my time is rapidly drawing to a close. Ido want, sir, however, 
to call the attention of this House, not in arrogance, not in a spirit of 
boastſulness, but in all sincerity, to a few points about the South. I 
wish I had time to have read to those gentlemen who have been talk- 
ing about the South here a letter written by a distinguished citizen 
of my own State on the South, in which he defends it against some 
charges that have been made on this floor. I refer to Dr. B. F. Ward, 
of Winona, Miss. Here is what he says. I wish I had time to give you 
the whole of the letter. He is replying to a letter Prof. Tillett, of Nash- 
ville, Tenn.: 


No careful observer will probably deny that among the wealthy and fashion- 
ableclasses at the North there is more idleness and extravagance, more foliyand 
a ce, more dissipation and vice, and a more impassable barrier between 
rich and poor than ever existed in the most opulent social circle of slave-holders. 
For however aristocratic they may have been, they were always courteous and 
refined. In the North the tendency to divide ema A on financial lines has 
grown with constantly increasing intensity for more than half a century, until 
now it is almost definitely established. The very rich and very poor are as 
widely separated as Divesand Lazarus. Inthe old South, on the contrary, there 
were processes constantly at work, effecting a gradual and steady diffusion of 
wealth, which preserved in a great measure the homogeneity of society, 

Prominent among the agencies were the matrimonial alliances so often con- 
tracted between the families of the rich and r. In fact, it was the rule for 
the active, intellectual, ambitious young men from the poorer families to marry 
the daughters of wealthy planters. Instead of attempting to restrain these alli- 
ances they were generally encouraged by wealthy parents with a view to pre- 
serving the physical and mental vigor of their families without sacrificing their 
estates. To employ a homely but expressive phrase, *‘ brains and money were 
constantly combining” to build up and preserve in the old South the finest so- 
ciety in the world, to the exclusion of those twin evils, the millionaire and the 


tramp. 

The fine moral and intellectual organization of Southern children has hereto- 
fore been largely due to the fact that their mothers were exempt from the hard- 
ships of physical drudgery and the depressing effects of impending want. The 
poorest man in the South supported his family with comparative ease, because 
of the gently rising gradations in society and the universal liberality of the 
stronger toward the weakest. How is it in those countries so long freed from 
the “curse of slavery,” but where mechanical invention is £ vely in- 
8 the congestion of wealth and stimulating luxurious living among the 
rich, while it alarmingly swells the ranks of the hungry laborer, the socialist. 
and the pauper? Take Massachusetts, the“ hub” of free schools. free labor, and 
boasted intelligence, as a fair representative. The average expenses of labor- 
ing men, who are the heads of families, in Massachusetts amount to $754.42, 
while their earnings average $558.68. In other words, the workingman falls 
short of a support for his family $195.74, or 32 cent. It is wrung from the 
toil of the mother and children, not through the discharge of the ordinary do- 
mestic duties of woman's sphere, but in the wages mill. Again he says: 

‘One-third of the enterprises of great pith and moment, rather than the nursery 
of seribblers. She has made history for others to write and sell. She has carved 
with the sword the pathway of the pen and made America the stronghold of the 
Anglo-Saxon race. The first resolutions declaring the right of the colonies to 
be free and independent“ were introduced into a Southern Legislature by a 
Southern man, The first resolutions to the same effect were presented in the 
Colonial Congress by another Southern man, and took form and consistence in 
the Declaration of Independence, under the matchless genius of still another 
Southern man. A Southern man led the patriot armies to victory, and estab- 
lished the possibilities of the proudest nation on the earth. A Southern man 
was prime mover of the convention that framed the Constitution. When the 
Government been created, its organic law was still an unexplained book, a 
ponderous oar in unskilled hands, 

It was left for the greatest legal mind of the age, a Southern Chief-Justice, to 
analyze and stamp upon it the construction which will be accepted as long as 
the Constitution is respected. A Southern man framed the ordinance for the 
organization and government of the t Northwestern Territory, an instru- 
ment second in importance only to the Constitution of the United States. A 
Southern man was the author of the Republican theory of popular government 
which prevailed during the sixty years ot our greatest prosperity, peace, and 
happiness, Of the fifteen Presidents of the Continental Congress, eight were 
from slave States. From 1789 to 1853, a period of sixty-four years, embracing 


eleven administrations, the slave States furnished eight Presidents, whose terms 
of service covered fifty-two years. 

During the same time the free States furnished three Presidents, whose com- 
bined terms covered twelve years. Of twelve Vice-Presidents, four were from 
slave States. Under these eleven administrations, the slave States supplied 
fourteen Secretaries of State, eleven Secretaries of War, six Secretaries of the 
Treasury, nine Secretaries of the Navy, and eight Postmaster-Generals. Of 
fifty-five Presidents pro tempore of the Senate, thirty-one Speakers of the House, 
twenty-two were from slave States. Of five Chief-Justices, two, and the only 
two of great eminence, were from slave States. Of twenty-nine Associate- 
Justices, seventeen were from slave States. Of twenty-one Attorney-Generals, 
fourteen were from slave States, Of one hundred and eighty-five public minis- 
ters to foreign countries, ninety-nine were from slave States. 

Without going further into exhaustive details, for which material is abundant 
and overwhelming, we afirm, without fear of decent denial, that along the lines 
of these fifty-two years are ran all the broad and lofty conceptions of states- 
manship, all the bold and fruitful enterprises, all the grand and comprehensive 
achievements from which have evolved the pride, the power, and the glory of 
the American people. 

The war of 1812 was scarcely less important in its results than the war of in- 
dependence. The one left us an embryonic nation; the other developed full- 
grown power, wiping out the results of twenty-five years, planting our flag 
upon the ocean and dissolving ev doubtin the minds of foreign powers that 
we were a government, de facto, and entitled toa place in the front rank of na- 
tions. This war, weare told bya Northern an, “(was a Southern measure 
for the protection of Northern interests; yet it was inaugurated and pi 
to a triumphant issue under the administration of a Southern slaveholder, sup- 

rted oa solid South,” in the face of the almost solid 1 of the 
States. ho were the master spirits of that struggle? Such men as Clay, Cal- 
houn, Monroe, Grundy, Lowndes, and Crawford; while only five Senators 
north of the Delaware voted to sustain it. 

In the gloomiest and most critical days of the conflict, New England, which 
“ writes allthe books,” was holding a secession convention, denouncing the war 
and intriguing with the emissaries of Great Britain. As à consequence, when 
England sent her powerful fleet to invest our ports, she exemp the coast of 
New England from the operations of the blockade. When the success of the 
war had established its popularity in the free States, a Southern man formulated 
the financial policy which extinguished its immiense debt in less than twenty 


Under these same slothful and demoralizing” auspices of slavery the great 
Indian wars were fought, their magnificent country opened to white settlement, 
the savages removed, and measures adopted for their civilization. Florida was 
acquired from Spain, and from France that vast domain, the Louisiana Terri- 
tory, comprising more than one million square miles, greater in extent and 
richer in resources than the whole territory of the then existing United States, 
and giving us the sole ownership of the Mississippi River from its sources to the 
Gulf. This one achievement, conceived and accomplished by a Southern Presi- 
dent, through the supreme skill and courage of a Southern diplomatist, over- 
shadows in its stupendous proportions, outweighs in the vastness of its results 
every national measure presented by Northern statesmanship and secured by 
Northern enterprise since the landing at Plymouth Rock. It was this far-reach- 
ing stroke of Southern diplomacy which elicited from the great Napoleon the 
prophetic remark that the “acquisition of Louisiana forever strengthens the 
power of the United States and gives to Englanda maritime rival that willsome 
day humble her pride.” 

he war for the independence of Texas and the administration of its 
ment by its Southern Presidents was another manifestation of the slot 
ergies” of the dependent idlers and “overseers.” The war with Mexico and 
the annexation of Texas were assailed by the free States with the same vehe- 
ment opposition which they had presented to the last war with England; but 
a Southern President again held the helm, the pluck and patriotism of the gen- 
tlemen idiers” once more prevailed, and Columbia took in her embrace the 
giant of whom it has been graphically said: If Texas were laid on the face of 
Europe, with the head resting on the mountains of Norway, one palm coveting 
London and the other Warsaw, it would stretch across the kingdom of Den- 
mark, across the empires of Germany and Austria, across Northern Italy, and 
bathe its feet in the Mediterranean.” 

It is capable of producing 12,000,000 bales of cotton and will have a cattle range 
left larger than the whole State of New York. This war, prosecuted by the ener- 
vated, non-progressive ** overseers," hered into the national domain also the 
Territory of New Mexico, itself larger than the Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Ireland; extended the national boundary to the Pacific, and opened to the world 
the Golden Gate of California. 

Mr. Tillet, in his haste to elevate the new South by degrading the old, forgets 
that most of the representative men of the new South, her Senators, Congress- 
men, Cabinet officers, governors, judges, jurists, leading journalists, college pro- 
fessors, eminent divines, and successful men of business in every line were 
born and educated under the ‘‘ curse of slavery.” There is no new South. The 
term isa misnomer and a myth. Itis simply a phrase costume in which old 
prejudices masquerade through modern prints, seeking to pervert the educa- 
tion of Southern children into the conviction that their ancestors, if not criminal, 
were little more than a race of idiots.“ blunderers, blockheads, and failures, 
But the present orfuture generations will never find reason to be ashamed of 
the brainwork of the old South. 


But I want to take a little time to talk about the constituency I rep- 
resent here. Our great staple product, Mr. Chairman, is cotton. We 
raise cotton for sale, and we sell it in the markets of the world. The 
Government fixes no price and makes no law that requires any man 
to pay more for that cotton than we can get for it in Liverpool. 

I wish I had time to explain fully to some of you gentlemen who 
have not seen it the process of making cotton. Wecommence getting 
ready for it in January, and we get through with the crop about 
February in the next succeeding year. We bed the ground, put the 
seed in, and the cotton comes up. 

First the cold nights come and nip it, then the cotton becomes “‘ pos- 
sum eared,” then it takes sore-shin,“ then it gets ‘‘lousy ” [laugh- 
ter]; the cut-worms cut it down, and it does seem in spite of all the 
planter can do that he is going to lose his crop of cotton. Then after 

ing through these trials grass begins tocome and he has to Work 
it out, and he has the greatest trouble in the world in saving a stand. 
If he gets it through this stage then he has got the dreught and the 
flood, the cyclone and the simoon, to contend against; but if he gets 
through these difficulties and he gets his cotton up, then it begins to 
“rnst,” the red rust or the black rust; then it begins to blight; then 
comes frenching and the shedding of squaresand forms; then comes the 
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“army-worm,’? and then the boll-worm;“' then if it escapes all these, 
when it begins to open the rains and winds come and knock it out and 
it dirty; that injures the price. Now, with all these difficulties to 
encountered, it can readily be seen that he has great difficulty in 
reaching what he started ont in the spring to get. He never makes as 
much as he thought he would or ought to make. 

But, then, if he escapes all these and gets through with it, he begins 
to gather the cotton in the fall. I wish I had time to tell you about 
how these crops were produced just after the war; with what sort of 
horses and tools we made the cotton out of which you gathered that 
$68,000,000 now lying in your Treasury as the cotton tax. I know all 
about it, for with these ‘‘lily-white hands“ I helped to make it. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

But then the man who has gone through with all of these things 
takes his children, after the crop is open, and gathers it; and he hauls 
it to the gin-house and gins it and packs it into bales and takes it to 
market. A few bales only he gets, for the best he can do, the result 
of his own labor and that of his family for a whole year, is from three 
to five bales, which will be an average yield for a small family, and it 
brings him from $40 to $50 per bale, or $150 to $250 for his crop. Now, 
gentlemen, tell me is it exactly the right thing to say to that man 
when he takes that cotton to market, Sir, you must contribute 47 
per cent. of what you buy, or 25 per cent., or any other per cent.—I do 
not care what it is—to enable the capitalists in New England to get 22 
per cent. on their investment?“ 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question for in- 
formation? I do not wish to interrupt him 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. If I can have my time extended I 
should be very glad to do so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope the gentleman’s time will be extended. 
I desire to ask him a question upon this very subject of the New Eng- 
land manufacturers, and to whom he says the cotton producers pay 40 
or 47 per cent., which he alleges to be extorted from them. Isit not 
true that the goods that your Southern people buy from these man- 
ufacturers are sold to them to-day at a reduction of 30 per cent. from 
what they were a few years ago, and for less than they bought them 
before the tariff was imposed? And do they not get a much better 
price for their cotton than they got for it before the war? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Let me give you a little statement. 
You all say that the tariff makes cheaper goods? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It is an absolute fact. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. And they tell us in the next breath 
that it is necessary to keep up the tariff to enable the manufacturer to 

a better price for his goods and to enable him to pay higher wages 
or his labor. Now, I have no doubt a statesman can see through that; 
but just to a common country fellow like myself, you know [laugh- 
ter]—‘‘now you see it and now you don’t see it“ [laughter]—there is 
a great deal of thimble-rigging about that tomy mind. Lou must 
keep up the tariff to keep up prices; but the tariff brings down prices.“ 
I do not see the logic of that. If the tariff brings down prices what 
do the manufacturers want with a tariff? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Because you are color blind. 

Mr. KERR. Is it not a fact? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Well, you say it is, but Jean not see it. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Read history and you will find it is so. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, it is like most of the facts you 
give us upon this subject. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to say we have been told, and told here upon 
this floor, here in this debate, that the tariff has made New England 


what it is, and is ing to give you people in the South, whenever you 
ge all the benetici 
to Now England.” 


provisions, all that great prosperty that pertains 

To hear these gentlemen talk you would suppose 
that they put the tariff upon the same ground as the plan of salvation; 
it is a thing you have to accept in order to get the benefitofit. [Langh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] r 

Now, we have been going on with this thing for the last fifty years. 
Wher these men take their cotton to market and the man gets back 
home, and his wife and little children gather around him and ask, 
„What did you bring us back for this cotton we helped to make?” 
„Well,“ he says. not much, because I had to pay my debts and my 
taxes, and then I had to pay 47 per cent. of my cotton crop to enable 
the manufacturer of New England to get 22 or 25 or 50 per cent. on 
his capital invested in manufacturing.” 

Take the figures produced here by the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] and say if he did not show by those figures 
what I am now stating. If the statistics do not show that they do not 
show anything. And gentlemen are ready enough to rely on the cen- 
sus and other statistics when they are in their fayor. 

Mr. FORAN. Allow me to say—— 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. You have had your say. I do not yield. 

When the little girl of that cotton-planter retires at night do not you 
reckon she prays, ‘‘O, Lord, be merciful to the manufacturer of New 
England — hasten the day when he will get enough to allow us to 


have some of the proceeds of our cotton to bring home at Christmas 
time to buy a few of the luxuries of life?” 


[Laughter. ] 


Mr. BAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 


Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. My time has nearly expired. 

Mr. BAYNE. We will extend your time. Is the price of cotton 
fixed at London or at Boston? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. It is fixed at Liverpool. 

Mr. BAYNE. Does not the British manufacturer treat you in the 
same way as the Boston manufacturer? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes; but he does not levy any tariff on 
us. Itis the Boston man who gets the tariff, not the British man. [Ap- 
plause.] Ifthe Boston man gave us any more for our cotton than the 
en it would be a reasonable exchange, but he does not. [Ap- 
plause, 

Isaid a while ago they have been telling us all along for years and 
years back, all this is going to come back to you after a while; we will 
give you a home market and your money will find its way back to your 
pockets. Well, gentleman, let me tell you about that, Ihada letter 
yesterday morning giving me the names of several old veterans in my 
State who fought in the Seminole wars, who fought in the Indian dis- 
turbances and Mexican war, and whoare now veryold. Oldman Hiram 
Richardson, Capt. Benjamin Lorridge, old man Johnnie Phillips, Mr. 
Sam Ross, Mr. Thomas Cunningham whole lot of old men down there 
who fought the battles of your country years ago, and are now old and 
some ofthem poor. They have been paying out their money for the 
benefit of New England for fifty years, and are going to die before it 
gets back to them. Would it not be a little better to allow these old 
men to keep their own money ? 

A MEMBER. They can not take it with them. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, they can not take it with them, 
as the gentleman suggests. That is the trouble. But they might have 
some of the pleasures and some of the benefits while they are here—if 
they could keep what they work for. But gentlemen on that side say 
it is going to come back. These old men and their sons and daughters 
have been deprived of the advantages they might have had but for the 
iniquities of the tariff. It will never get back. My doctrine is to let 
eyery man keep his own money and spend it as he pleases, unless it 
is necessary for the support of the Government. 

Js it exactly the right thing to do to take that money away from 
these people to add to the profits of capital? You talk to me about 
capital. I have no prejudice against capital. But a gentleman passed 
me here the other day with a petition in his hand protesting against 
the passage of the Mills bill, and he said there were 320 names on it, 
representing $350,000,000. And that has been heralded here asa reason 
why this bill should not pass. Suppose I had brought here a petition 
signed by 320 poor honest citizens of my district—I could have brought 
one signed by 20,000 of them. Suppose I presented such a petition; no 
one on that side would have attached any importance to it. But Isay, 
for my part, I care more for the capital of the man whose capital is his 
sweat, whose capital is his muscle, whose capital is his energy; I say 
that appeals more to me than the petition signed by 320 names repre- 
senting $350,000,000, making a protest against this legislation, and de- 
manding more of the blood, more of the sweat, more of the energy of 
the toiling masses of this country than they have been getting already. 
When such a petition comes I spit upon it with contempt; 320 men 
having $350,000,000 can afford surely to rest on moderate profits. 
[ Applause. | m 

Now, Mr. Chairman, they tell us to“ Hold on, hold on; this thing 
will come out all right. It is a little hard on you people now, bat it 
is the making of the home market; itis the making of New England.” 
It reminds me of the old chestnut—yon have all heard it—but it illus- 
trates the point as well as a new one would, of the young fellow who 
took his daddy out to help him train his dog to be a bear-dog. The 
old fellow acted as the bear; the puppy got the old man by the nose 
and was giving him fits, when he shouted to the boy, Help, come take 
him off.) Oh, said the boy, daddy, hold on, stand it, it is hard 
on you, but it is the making of the pup. [Laughter and applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Mississippi be extended, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Iam very much obliged to the com- 
mittee, because, although I do not wish to tire the gentlemen present 
or to trespass upon the time of those who are to follow me, there are 
one or two other things that I do wish to call attention to in connection 
with these protests that have been received from the manufacturers 
against the passage of this Mills bill. I remember that afew years ago 
when our people, many of them, were shaking with chills and malarial 
fever, because they were not able to buy quinine at $3.50 an ounce, a 
proposition was made here by some benevolent gentleman to give them 
free quinine. ‘The subject has been referred to before in this debate 
but I want to bring to the attention of you gentlemen whose hearts are 
moved by the appeals that are coming in from the manufacturers the 
circumstances surrounding that quinine legislation. 

When that bill was before the House it gave rise to some discussion, 
and I find that one gentleman [Mr. BINGHAM] said: ‘It is a bill 
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that ought not to pass.“ Mr. Chairman, what was the condition of 
affairs at that time? Quinine was selling at $3.50 an ounce, and the 
duty upon it was 20 per cent. What is the condition now? Why, sir, 
it is selling, I believe, at from 35 to 50 cents an ounce. Now, if I were 
to adopt the protectionists’ mode of argument, I would ascribe this en- 
tire reduction from $3.50 to 50 cents an ounce to taking off the duty, 
but I will not indulge in any such absurdity. In passing I want to 
say a word about the arguments of the protectionists. I commenced 
my speech by saying that I thought taxation was a curse, to be re- 
sorted to only asa matter of necessity, but if the protectionists are 
right, all my early training and ideas on that subject are at fault. 
I was reading some time ago that beautiful but depressing story writ- 
ten by Dr. Johnson, Rasselas, Prince of Abyssinia.” Dr. Johnson 
begins the tale, you remember, by saying: Ye who listen with cred- 
ulity to the whispers of fancy and pursue with eagerness the phantoms 
of hope, who expect age will perform the promises of youth, and that 
the deficiencies of the present day will be supplied by the morrow at- 
tend to the history of Rasselas, Prince of Abyssinia.” 

Then he goes on with the story and tells how the prince escaped from 
the happy garden and wandered off all over the world and visited all 
the wise men of the earth in search of the true secret of perfect hap- 
piness and prosperity. He went everywhere, and finally came back to 
the happy valley feeling like Solomon of old, that all was vanity and 
vexation of spirit. 

But, sir, what a pity it is that he had not met a modern protection- 
ist! The whole question would have been solved for him at once. He 
would have asked: What is the secret of universal happiness and 

perity ?’’ and the answer would have been, Taxation! Taxation!“ 
That answers the whole question. Every good that has come to the 
people of this country is ascribed to tariff taxation. Tell me of a 
single solitary benefit that they do not attribute to protection. There 
is not one. But I started out to tell yon about the quinine. [Laugh- 
ter.] Mr. BINGHAM said it is a bill that ought not to pass, but a 
vote was taken on the bill. 

Before that vote was taken, however, the quinine people sent in their 
protest, and that is what I want to call attention to now. I have here 
the original protest sent to the Committee on Ways and Means with 
the autograph signatures of the quinine manufacturers predicting what 
would be the results of the enactment of the bill. I wish gentlemen 
could read it all. It is on the stereotyped plan of the protests of the 
manufacturers of to-day who are sending their protests against the 
Mills bill, gotten up very much like the protests against the reduc- 
tion of the duty on curled hair, very much after the order of the pro- 
tests against the reduction of the duty on bone-black, and other such 

tests that have come here from time to time. 

Now, what do these gentlemen (the manufacturers) say about quinine? 
They ask: 

Why should objection be made to a duty of 20 per cent.? Why should the 
chemical industry be singled out to be ruined? 

They are going to be ruined, you see. 

Will the consumer be benefited? We assert most bead ape ey he will not. 
Prices will fluctuate; average rates will be as high or higher than they have 
been during the existence of the protective tariff. But even should the whole- 


sale price be as low as now at times, a consumer using itin small quantities will 
get no benefit from it. In whose interest, then, isthe duty to be reduced? 


And so they go on and say that it will close their works, that it will 
be the last of the quinine industry in this country, and that the peo- 
ple of this country will then haye to pay a good deal more for their 
quinine than they are paying, and they figure out exactly how the in- 
crease will be made and how the people will have to pay a great deal 
more. Well, I see by the RECORD that some gentlemen were“ taken 
in” by that appeal. I see that my neighbor from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] voted against free quinine. Isee that Mr. BINGHAM voted 
againstit. Tsee that Mr. Burrows voted against it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliament- 
ary inquiry. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, but I wish to 
inquire of the Chair if the time of the gentleman from Mississippi was 
extended without limit. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was extended without any limit being made, 
which, in the absence of any other understanding, would mean that it 
was extended for one hour. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 
soon. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, to continue this quinine case. I see that Mr. 
O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, voted against free quinine; I see that Mr. 
PHELPS voted against free quinine, a gentleman who, I noticed in the 

«papers this morning, made a few disinterested remarks the other day 
to the colored men in favor of protection, and urged them to stand by 
protection for the sake of their colored brethren in the South. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Is it not a fact that the cinchona hark from which 


I will put a limit on it myself pretty 


quinine is made is not and can not be produced in this country, and 
that when quinine was put on the free-list, except in so far as the man- 
ufacture was concerned, it was like putting coffee and tea on the free- 
list, or any other article that we can not produce here? And, that being 


so, was it not an act directly in the line of the protective policy te put 
quinine on the free-list? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, sir; they manufacture quinine 
here from the bark; and here is the protest of these protectionists against 
reducing the duty on quinine, because it would destroy that industry 
in Ton so many men were engaged and which such good wages were 
paid. 
Mr. MILLIKEN. But is the bark produced here ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, sir. But the duty was not on the 
bark; it was on the quinine, the manufactured article. [Laughter]. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, But there would have been no duty on quinine 
if the bark had not existed. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Now, is not that a wise answer? 
„There would be no quinine if there were no bark.’? That is about 
on a par with the protectionist’s ordinary ideas. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you dispute the proposition ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, sir. 

Mr. DAVIS. As the time of the gentleman from Mississippi has 
been extended, will he allow me a question ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Oh, yes. g 

Mr. DAVIS. I understood the gentleman to take the position that 
his constituents are very much burdened and oppressed by the in- 
creased cost of dry goods—cotton cloth. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Weare on quinine now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. DAVIS. I know you are on that now, but you were on the 
othera whileago. Idonot know much about quinine, because I am out 
of the medical business now, but I know some little about cotton cloth. 
I wish the gentleman to state whether he has any idea how much his 
people are oppressed by the tariff on cotton goods—how much more 
the gentleman pays for his cotton goods than the Englishman pays at 
his own home. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Does quinine hurt you, doctor, that 
you want to get me away from it? [Laughter.] : 

Mr. DAVIS. I suppose the gentleman understands my question. I 
will let him stick to quinine, if he prefers it. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Very well; I prefer it. 

Mr. KERR. In regard to quinine, is it not true that since the re- 
moval of the tariff on this article there has been discovered a process 
of obtaining the bark without killing the tree, as was formerly done? 
Is not that the fact? , 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. It is the fact, as I understand; but 
that is not the thing I am talking about. Lam talking about the asser- 
tion of these people engaged in manufacturing quinine thatif the duty 
were removed we would kill the industry and thereby deprive of em- 
ployment and wages the laborers engaged in that manufacture. Iam 
not talking about killing the tree; that was not the objection which 
was made. 

Mr. DAVIS. Will the gentleman allow me now to turn to the ques- 
tion of cotton goods ? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Iam not through with quinine yet. 

Mr. DAVIS. Oh, very weli. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will the gentleman from Mississippi 
allow a namesake and friend to make a suggestion? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Will not the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi limit his time so far as to decline to allow his remarks to be broken 
in upon by farther questions? I ask this in behalf of gentlemen who 
have an interest in being heard after the gentleman from Mississippi 
has concluded. 

Several MEMBERS. That is fair. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I hope the gentleman will limit him- 
self, and not allow anybody to interrupt him. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I shali not occupy, I think, more than 
fifteen minutes. Of course, if I want to give some part of that to Mr, 
DAvis or some other member, there will be no objection. 

I want to say something further in regard to this quinine business. 
Senator MORRILL, who, as gentlemen know, is an authority on the 
3 of tariff, said, when this bill taking off the duty was passed in 
the Senate: 


Then, Mr. President, it is manifest that the parties concerned in this busi- 
ness have already engaged a large amount of raw material. They will be 
closed at once, although the duty is but 20 per cent. on the article, 

Now, here is the moral in this thing; I want you all to bear it in 
mind. The quinine manufacturers sent their protest here, i 
that if this duty of 20 per cent. upon quinine were removed their fac- 
tories would be closed and their men thrown out of employment and 
the price of quinine would be higher. The friends of protection in the 
House and the Senate made the same declaration, that the effect would 
be toclose that business. Now, I want you gentlemen to take in this 
point: If this prediction, made by those who desired the duty on qui- 
nine continued, was not fulfilled; if the manufacturers went on and in- 
creased their business in spite of the removal of the duty; if thus the 
gentlemen who voted against putting quinine on the free-list were mis- 
taken, may they not be mistaken about curled hair and black bones 
and other things? [Laughter. | 

Is it exactly the right thing fora man who has been so badly mis- 
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taken about quinine to set up his judgment now as infallible in regard 
to the effects of a reduction upon other branches of business, and to 
protest against any reduction of the tariff? Why, sir, here are Powers 
& Weightman, who, we are told, would be thrown out of business, whose 
employés, we were informed, would be turned loose; why, sir, as the 
history of this industry shows, their factory was burned out soon after 
this removal of the duty, yet they have prospered to such an extent 
that they have rebuilt their factory, the labor engaged in the manu- 
facture of quinine has increased, and wages have not diminished. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Is the gentleman quite sure that the statement 
he has just made is correct? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. That is my understanding. 

Mr. GUENTHER. It may be your understanding; but I do not 
think you are right. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I know that the firm is still in business, 
for I had a circular from them a day or two ago. 5 

Mr. GUENTHER. They are in business; but the gentleman must 
bear in mind that they manufacture a great many other articles than 

uinine. 

a Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. 


ness. 

Mr. GUENTHER. To some extent, certainly. But I know of one 
establishment that removed their factory to Cassel, in Germany, in 
consequence of the abolition of the duty. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. And several others were set up herein 
its place. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I want to ask the gentleman whether he as- 
cribes the lowering of the price of quinine to the removal of the duty. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Not wholly. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Well, I am glad the gentleman does not. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I do notascribe it to that cause wholly, 
because 20 per cent. would not take off $3 from $3.50. But here is the 
thing I have been trying to impress upon the gentlemen—this removal 
of the duty did not break up the business, 

Mr. GUENTHER. To some extent it did. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. No, sir. The business is better than 
it was before; there are more people engaged in it, and more money is 
paid out for wages. 

Mr. DAVIS. As an economical question the tariff on dry goods is far 
more important. There are hundreds of millions of dollars of capital 
invested in their manufacturein New England. Now, how much does 

our proposed tariff impose upon the Mississippi planter or the laborer 
iy the tariff on cotton goods? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. I do not know; but I do know the 
gentlemen on that side of the House deny it imposes any, and here is the 
thing I told you some time ago I could notunderstand. If it does not 
make the price higher what in the nameof common sense do you want 
protection for? [Applause. ] 

Mr. DAVIS. I wish to ask you the extent of the burden which is 

ut upon the Mississippi planter or laborer by the tariff on cotton goods. 
P'would like him to answer, if he knows, the amount of that burden. 
If not, with his permission I will state the extent of it, as shown by the 
comparison made by Mr. Carroll Wright, the Commissioner of Labor, 
of the comparative cost of dry goods in Massachusetts and Great Britain: 


Dry Is.—From the high, medium high, medium, medium low, and low 
ices for dry goods, we secure two percen both in favor of Great Britain. 
all s in all grades are compared we nd that d goods were 13.26 per 

cent. higher in Massachusetts in 1883 than in Great Britain. If the comparison 

is made on the basis of all goods in the medium, medium low, and lon prado, 
from which workingmen obtain their supplies, the figure in favor of Great 

Britain is .9, or less 1 per cent, 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 

This is the cost in Great Britain and Massachusetts, respectively. It 
would cost something of course to get those goods across the water. 
That is the cost, and with the revenue tariff the cost to the consumer 
should not be higher here than there. 
` Mr. OUTHWAITE. How about the other 4,000 articles in the 
tariff? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. You see, doctor, the trouble is we are 
forced to buy them from you people. But I do not wish to lose my 
time, as I have a great many other things to say; and I wish especially 
to make some remarks about the practice of forming ‘‘trusts.’’ Gen- 
tlemen say they form trusts in reference to things not protected. That 
is true; and those are commodities of this country alone. But they 
form trusts on things which are protected. And right here I will 
take a minute or two to refer to the gentleman from San Francisco 

[Mr. Morrow]. I believe he sent up a wail here the other day about 
the failure of Coleman & Co., whose borax production was about to be 
interfered with by this tariff bill, Because of that he said they had 
failed. I have the thing right here and would like to refer to it. 

Now, here is one of the complaints against the Mills bill. The 
failure of that firm is attributed as a result of the Mills bill. I see it 
stated in the public prints that Mr. Coleman had signed an agreement 
for his firm limiting the total production of borax from 3,800,000 tons 
to 1,200,000 tons, under which arrangement the price had risen from 3 
cents to 6 and 8 cents. 


But they are still in the quinine busi- 


is Mr, MORROW. Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima ques- 
on? 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. MORROW. Before the native article was produced in the 
market the price for forty years was never less than 28 cents, and from 
that they have reduced it to 64 cents. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Before it was produced in the market. 
Who produced it? God produced it. It does not need any protection. 
It is mined and taken out of the earth. It is not produced. 

These gentlemen who had the control of this borax production have 
formed trusts and agreed, as I have said, that only so much shall be pro- 
duced in order to keep the price up. But it seems that the Mills bill 
has struck that down in some way. Isay, Go for them, every mother’s 
son of them.” [Laughter.] And if there can be no worse charge made 
against the Mills bill than that it has destroyed these trusts and every 
man engaged in them, I say it has done a grand good wook. Only go 
on and keep doing the same thing, and when all these trusts have been 
broken down we will have a general revival of business all over the 
country. I wish I had words with which I could burn them on the 
language of Mr. Touts I would cook 'em. [Laughter and applause. ] 

But let us see how this firm of Coleman & Co. have been broken 
down by the Mills bill. The assets of the firm are stated to be $4,500,- 
000, and their liabilities at $2,000,000. I wish you would break me 
to-morrow in the same way. [Laughter.] Yet these people are com- 
plaining of the injury done to the production of borax, while the poor 
laboring people in the country are oppressed with taxation and demand- 
ing relief from that taxation. 

Ah, gentlemen, this may be a menace, it may be a menace to the 
trusts of this country, and I thank God it is; but it is a menace that 
every honest consumer and every tax-payer will hail with delight. I 
wish, Mr. Chairman, I could say all that I feel on this subject. I here 
give you a table of the protected interests that have formed a trust to 
put up prices on the people. It will be seen that the average protec- 
tion which the tariff allows these eighteen trusts is 30 per dent., wqile 
the average cost of labor is 24 per cent., which gives them a bonus of 
6 per cent. after paying for all the labor: 
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Salt trust 
Earthenware trust... 
Bessemer-steel trust. 
Plow-steel trust. 
General steel trust 
Nail trust. . 
General iron trust 
Copper trust.. 
Zinc trust. 
Tin trust. 
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This speech has been made pursuant to some notification which I gave 
on yesterday, but in the disconnected and disjointed way in which I have 
talked I am afraid it will pan out very much like the speech of a friend 
of mine. He telegraphed me that he had made a speech, and forme to 
buy the papers the next morning and that I would find out about it. 
The papers had always been very kind to my friend, and I had no 
doubtthey would have a good word to say for him, so I ponents paper. 
It was not very comforting. [Laughter.] It said he had been ed 
upon at a public meeting to make a speech, but he was evidently not 
prepared. [Great laughter. ] 

I had intended in speaking about the cotton culture, and what the 
cotton planters of the South had done for this country, to show, I have 
the statistics here, something of what these people—the conton-plan- 
ters and the laborers of the South—have done for the country in plant- 
ing and rearing cotton. Why, sir, they have produced more than 
one hundred million bales of cotton since the close of the war, and 
brought into this country the enormous sum of nearly $5,000,000,000 
from exports, besides furnishing to the manufactories of New England 
the sinews with which to carry on their immense manufacturing en- 
terprises. Think of it that these thriftless Southern cotton planters, as 
you are pleased to call them, have furnished for export nearly $5,000,- 
000,000 worth of cotton since the war. This has kept the balance of 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4073 


trade in favor of this country, it has filled your Treasury with gold and 
enabled your Government ina most critical financial period to resume 
specie payment. I wish I had time to read you some interesting sta- 
tistical tables I have prepared on this subject. 

Do they not deserve some consideration? Are they to be turned out 
of this Hall with the statement that they come from a race of people 
that are bound hand and foot by prejudice? Ah, sir, I wish I had 
time to go into that whole question, but I do not desire to detain the 
House further. I only wish to say that I do not care in which end of 
the Capitol the gentleman stands up to say it, but for the people of the 
South I assert that he who intimates or charges that they have any as- 
pirations inconsistent with the honor and the glory of this country, 
or the prosperity and the welfare of all of its people, he either does not 
know whereof he speaks, or he willfully and maliciously perverts the 
truth, and slanders a brave and honorable people. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

We can not, sir, have all the wealth of New England, and while we 
glory in their wealth and their prosperity I must say that when I am 
told about it I feel a little like the man who said that he saw but little 
consolation to him to be told that he and Jay Gould had a hundred 
millions of dollars if Jay Gould had all of it. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] And while the prosperity of New England is a great thing, 
and a thing to be bragged about and all that, it is a poor consolation to 
know that New England has all the wealth and the prosperity and we 
are constantly being twitted with our poverty. 

Why, what are the Southern people? Theyare a people who would 
like to avail themselves of all the privileges that are within their reach. 
Gentlemen are attempting to make them out asa stubborn people, and 
a people who will not reach out their hands and take what is offered. 
When I hear the gentleman from New Hampshire and the gentleman 
from Ohio coming up here and making love to each other, billing and 
cooing, it reminds me, and if I had my voice I would give it to you in 
song, of the cooing of Bettina and Pippo in the Mascot, when New Eng- 
land says: I my factories love,” and Ohio responds. And I my 
sheep, and New England says, When they make their biggest gob- 
ble, gobble, gobble [great laughter], and Ohio says, When they 
softly bleat, bah, bah. [Renewed laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I will not trespass further upon the time of the 
House. New England hens may Jay more eggs than ours, the New 
England cows may give more milk than ours, but, sir, we of the South, 
thank God, though we have not much of this world’s goods to brag 
about, we may not be able to boast of that intelligence in book-writ- 
ing capacity that some other sections of the country have, but, sir, we 
have many of the prettiest, many of the best, and the noblest and 
truest, most virtuous women on God’s green earth; and we have got 
some of the grandest, bravest, best, and most generous men in the 
world among us. [Great applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if in the course of these few feeble and hurried 
remarks [laughter] I have said anything that is calculated in the least 
to reflect on or wound the tender sensibilities of the New England hen 
or the Ohio sheep, I ask pardon now, sir, and trust it will be granted. 
[Prolonged applause. ] 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, the many speeches already de- 
livered and yet to be delivered on this question, abounding in figures, 
tables, and calculations in which the general and local interests of the 
country have been so ably discussed, have determined me, in the brief 
time that I shall take, to make only observations, without going into 
details, as to what would be the general result, in my judgment, if 
this bill should become a law, and what immediate effect it would 
have on the people whom I represent. 

If we, in the deliberation of this important measure, which it is con- 
ceded by all involves the welfare of all the people, would thoughtfully 
examine each section when under consideration and vote thereon un- 
controlled by the dictation of a caucus and uninfluenced by party policy, 
each member being governed by individual judgment obtained from 
his own personal observation and from the evidence and arguments 
advanced, then even this bill might be so perfected that its results 
would be beneficial. 

Right here let me say that in my votes on the different propositions 
as they come up I shall not allow myself to be controlled by partisan 
spirit, but shall vote on each one according to my best judgment after 
being convinced that the vote so cast will be conducive to the interests 
of the whole people. I recognize that the masses of the Democratic 
party, who differ so radically with us on this question, are just as pa- 
triotie and just as much interested in the welfare, advancement, and 
glory of our country as those who belong to the party of which I am a 
member, and that they, in advocating the principle of non-protection, 
are actuated by pure and patriotic motives. While I have always been 
considered, and have always been, a firm believer and advocate of the 
Republican cause, yet I have never allowed party feeling so tosway me 
that I would not concede to my opponents a love of country and an 
honesty of purpose. 

The President of the United States in sending his message to Con- 
gress and placing before the country the issue shall the customs levied 
for revenue be so collected as to foster and protect home industries? 
and by ranging himself and his party squarely against this proposition, 


has taken away all the possibilities of a deceptive campaign by his 
party in the different manufacturing States of this country. For this 
action he deserves the unqualified praise of every Republican. For 
years the Democratic party has deceived the people of my district, at 
least, as to the true status of their party on this question. Even my 
immediate predecessor, a Democrat, was proclaimed throughout the 
district a protectionist, and that it was not inconsistent but in accord 
with the principles of Democracy for him to be so. In vain will the 
political managers of the Democratic party in the manufacturing States 
again attempt to inaugurate their dishonest methods of campaign. The 
President of the United States, a Democrat, has effectually, by his 
message, proclaimed that it was dishonest to blow both hot and cold 
on this question. All honor to him for that! 

Some of the Democrats from the manufacturing States of the North 
have comforted themselves by what they consider a fact, that this bill is 
not in the interests of free trade. From the majority of the speeches 
made by the members advocating the of this bill, in which they 
so glowingly set forth the deplorable condition of the country, attrib- 
uting the same to the protective feature of the present law, and follow- 
ing closely their arguments, the result which will follow the 
of this bill will be free trade. Henry George, who is certainly one of 
the keenest observers of events, as he is also a close reasoner, says, in 
relation to the discussion in Congress of the bill, or the speech of Mr. 
MILLS, as follows: 

Mr. MilLs's speech in opening the tariff debate, as printed in full in the CON- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, justifies the impression produced by the telegraphic re- 
rts. Itisa manly, vigorous, and most effective free-trade speech, al din 


po! g 
with telling points that go to the very heart of protection. It ought to be largely 
circulated as a campaign document. 


Also of the speech of Mr. McMILLIN, he says: 


If there remained in the mind of any one a lingering doubt lest the issue be- 
tween the two giant parties should be belittled into a mere question of tariff 
tinkering, Mr. MCMILLIN’S h on the reopen nE of the debate on Tues- 
day last should dispel it. I would be gratified,” said the Tennessee Congress- 
man, to have any man — the justice of requiring one man to contribute 
a tax in order to make another man’s vocation.” This is not talking tariff re- 
duction. It is talking free trade. 

Mr. Chairman, I am a protectionist, and am so because from observa- 
tion I am satisfied that the results of a protective tariff are beneficial to 
the people. Let me give to this committee an uncolored statement of the 
condition of the people of one of the largest manufacturing districts, 
whose welfare would be jeopardized by the passage of this bill. Essex 
County constitutes the Sixth Congressional district of the State of 
New Jersey. The city of Newark, located in this county, has a popu- 
lation of 165,000, and out of this number there are employed in the 
different trades nearly 49,000. The city of Orange and the townships 
have a population of about 50,000, and the number of employed is 
estimated at 10,000. It has often been asked of me what was manu- 
factured in my district, but the question what was not manufactured 
there, would be more easily answered. a 

We manufacture thread, leather, hats, jewelry, clothing, sewing-ma- 
chines, buttons, trunks, corsets, shoes, brass goods, celluloid, engines, 
boilers, harness and saddlery, paper boxes, pottery, fertilizers, tin-ware, 
iron and steel, silk, hardware, tools, smeltings, cutlery, sash and blinds, 
carriages, undergarments, shirts, bags and satchels, straw hats, iron 
moldings, files, shades, zinc, chemicals, cigars, saws, locks, varnish, 
skates, coach-lamps, wall-paper, clocks, faucets, smoothing-irons, lime 
and cement, brushes, all kinds of machinery, tacks, licorice, needles, 
pianos, organs, awnings, carbon lights; and so I might continue to 
enumerate. 

The present bill, if passed in the shape in which it now is, would 
materially affect many of the different industries of my constituents 
and the almost immediate result would be a reduction of the wages of 
the individuals employed in these industries. The present duty on - 
most of the articles manufactured in my district represents about 
the difference between the wages paid to those employed in this country 
and those paid in Europe. It would be impossible to arrive at the 
conclusion, from careful observation of the existence of matters in my 
district, of those advocating the passage of this bill, that the protective 
tariff results only in the enormous profit of the manufacturer and the 
downtrodden and deplorable condition of the wage-worker. 

Without fear of contradiction I make the assertion that manufact- 
urers and employers, Democrats and Republicans alike, would pro- 
nounce such conditions founded on theory simply ridiculous, because 
in practice they do not exist. The average wages in all branches of 
trade in my district are from 100 to 150 per cent. higher than the 
wages paid in England. A large percentage of the mechanics of my 
district emigrated to this country from England, Scotland, Ireland, 
Germany, in fact from all nations of Europe. They left their mother 
country for the purpose of enjoying the blessings of free institutions 
and to better their condition. Let us see if they have accomplished 
their purposes. 

If the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, or any other 
doubting Thomas who has in so glowing phrases sounded the glories 
of free trade, will accept my invitation I will take him to my district 
and will ocularly convince him that his theories and calculations are 
all wrong. I would take him first to the different sections of the city 
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of Newark and show to him entire wards built up with comfortable 
and substantial dwellings owned and occupied by the mechanics and 
operatives employed in the various factories. 

There are in Newark about thirty thousand dwelling-houses, and 
very few people own more than the house in which they live. Twenty- 
four thousand of these are owned by individual owners, the large per 
cent. by fur being mechanics and wage-workers. I could point ont to 
him many a mechanic who works at the bench adjoining that at which 
his employer is also busily engaged, who is, financially, in as good and 
oftentimes far better condition than the employer, who comes under 
the class so severely and unjustly denounced on the floor of this House 
as a bloated monopolist. 

Mr. Chairman, it has always been a matter of pride to our city that, 
with the exception of a few industries the nature of which requires an 
enormous capital, the manufacturing industries are run in small es- 
tablishments, the proprietor in almost all cases having been himself 
for years an employé, and whose share of the profits in comparison 
with the wages paid makes the result practically co-operative. Iwould 
further take him to the savings-banks of our city and show to him 
that our wage- workers have laid aside for a rainy day the sum of nearly 
$10,000,000. [Applause. ] 

There are many organizations which are in their nature beneficiary, 
acting in the capacity of life-insurers, which are supported by these 
mechanics. Then I would take him to the different building and loan 
associations, the bulk of whose members again are wage-workers, and 
show him their prosperous condition. But this is not all. I would 
then take him to the farming districts in mine and the adjacent coun- 
ties, and the farmers there will tell him that they find a ready and a 
very profitable market for their productions. 

From what I have seen, Mr, Chairman, in the different manufactur- 
ing cities throughout this country, the conditions existing in my dis- 
trict are not exceptional; and are we, by our votes, called upon by the 
Ways and Means Committee of this House to break down this system 
that has been so beneficial in its results? No. What they should strive 
for, and what the intelligent mechanic demands, is not the establish- 
ment of a policy that means to him a reduction of wages, but such leg- 
islation, as far as it can be had, that shall give to the individual worker 
a fair and just remuneration for his labor. 

Do not, in your discussion of this question, gentlemen of the Ways 
and Means Committee, think that you will be able to deceive the peo- 
ple. They well know that your monopolists and your millionaires 
have not been created by following manufacturing pursuits, for in 
these the intelligent wage-worker has, and will see to it that he shall 
receive his share of the profits, leaving but a reasonable recompense for 
the capital invested. No! they have heretofore been created by cor- 
rupt legislation, enacted in part here in the Halls of Congress and by 
the Legislatures of the different States, almost without exception, where 
designing men had succeeded by corruption and bribery to enact laws 
which enriched them and robbed the public. It should bea matter of 
congratulation that at last the American people have become aroused, 
so that political death will strike the man who will knowingly lift up 
his voice or give his vote for the passage of laws which have for their 
purpose the personal enrichmentof one individual orset of individuals. 

Mr. Chairman, when the people shall be fully informed of the manner 
in which their petitions have been treated by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, and how their representatives have been denied the right of 
appearing before the committee to urge that justice should be done to 
their interests, they will become justly indignant. I introduced a bill 
which was referred to the Ways and Means Committee, in behalf of an 
industry which is now suffering from competition with the convict labor 
of the Austrian prisons. There has been no relief given in the Mills 
bill, and I am compelled to say to those engaged in that industry that 
a committee of the House refused to give a hearing, denying the right 
of explanation to their representative. 

I am informed that all the petitions presented to this House and re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means for consideration, signed 
by probably hundreds of thousands of workingmen, are filed up un- 
read, unconsidered, and thus treated with contempt. This ignoring 
of the right of petition of the people will not do in a republican form 
of government, and they will resent the insult offered at the polls. In 
the opening of my remarks, I said that if the members would consider 
each section of the bill, and vote thereon uncontrolled by the dictation or 
a caucus, and governed by individual judgment obtained from their own 
personal observation and from the evidence and arguments advanced, 
even this bill might beso perfected that its results would be beneficial. 

But there can be no hope that the bill will be so considered. The 
Democratic majority of this House—and I am now speaking of them as 
a party, not as individuals—has proven itself to be incompetent to enact 
pror legislation. I say this with the experience of the past few days 

ore me. A more preposterous and outrageous piece of legislation 
than was the passage of the river and harbor bill never better deserved 
the unmitigated condemnation of an intelligent people. A bill appro- 
priating nearly $20,000,000 this House, leaving out sufficient 
appropriations in cases where the necessity for improvement was great, 
and full of schemes which are questionable, to say the least of them, 
and placed there, it will be so considered by the people, for the pur- 
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pose of catching votes, is rushed through, under a suspension of the 
rules, in thirty minutes, no opportunity for amendment being given. 

Iam much afraid that the remaining appropriation bills will be 
brought into the House and the endeavor made to pass them too, with- 
out due consideration. If the Republicans were in the majority and 
were responsible for such pernicious legislation, what a howl of indig- 
nation would be heard throughout the length and breadth of the land 
from the Democratic press. Asin the river and harbor bill, the sec- 
tions of this bill show that it was constructed for the purpose of obtain- 
ing votes. Salt is put on the free-list, an article cheap and the consump- 
Mons of which forms but an inconsiderable item of expense in the house- 

old. 

Take sugar, one of the heaviest expenses in every household, and we 
shall find the reduction but slight. Was the majority of the Waysand 
Means Committee casting their nets for the Louisiana vote? The speak- 
ers on the other side advocating the passage of this bill, have appealed 
to our patriotism to consider this question in an unpartisan spirit, and 
having done this they show their own inconsistency and the shallow- 
ness of their own patriotic motives by framing this bill in committee, 
from which the Republican members were excluded, and by calling a 
caucus inviting the members of their own party to propose such alter- 
ations andamendments which, if adopted by their caucus, are to bind the 
member to cast his vote for the passage of the bill. When the bill shall 
have thus been perfected they will bringié into this House and ask the 
Republican members to swallow, out of sheer patriotism, the nauseous 
dose which they have concocted, = 

Mr. Chairman, the only sure method of reducing the revenue is to 
place articles, if thought politic, on the ftee-list, or by reducing or abol- 
ishing the internal-revenue taxes. These taxes are the cause of the 
establishment of the most dangerous monopolies which we have in this 
country. The whisky ring is interested in keeping up the tax which 
prevents the man without capital from becoming a competitor. The 
tobacco interest is opposed to the total abolition of the taxes, because it 
would enable many skillful workmen with small means to start in busi- 
ness for themselves, and thus directly benefit the consumer both as to 
the quality and the cost of the article. 

It is further unequal taxation, because the consumer pays the tax, and 
why should I, who do not smoke or use tobacco in any form, be thus 
exempted from my fair contribution to the expenses of the General Gov- 
ernment? 

In conclusion, I would say that the differences between capital and 
labor will soon be determined by the intelligent wage-workers, and 
while it is true that there have been and that there still will be strikes 
and lock-outs until these differences are adjusted, yet the conditions 
in this country, as depicted by the advocates of this measure, are over- 
drawn and exist only in their own morbid imagination. Few Demo- 
cratic votes will be gained, but thousands will be lost by statements 
made on the floor of this House that the generation is even now here 
which wili behold the Southern auctioneerstanding in the market places 
of our Northern cities and selling the products formerly manufactured 
there in sight of the farnaces from which the smoke is no longer curl- 
ing—articles which must be produced, and can only be so produced by 
underpaid labor; but this state of affairs, I predict, will never come 
to pass. Whenever the people of the South shall be able to produce 
articles which require in their manufacture skill and intelligence, the 
labor which is employed will by the peaceful revolution now going on 
receive its fair and just compensation; and in this fight the intelligent 
mechanic of the North will never submit to be reduced to the condi. 
tion of his fellow-worker, white or black, at the South, but by combi. 
nation and by powerful organization he will elevate to his own leve 
his Southern brother. 

Mr. Chairman, if this bill is considered, as all actions indicate it will 
be considered, in a partisan spirit, then I trust it will never pass this 
House. Weshould not let our actions be controlled by the effect is 
might have in the coming election. If in the coming election side 
issues are forced upon the Republican party, and questions purely social, 
moral, and religious in their character, belonging exclusively to the con- 
science of the individual, the home, the school and the church, are inter- 
jected, then the result even in our manufacturing State might be consid- 
ered doubtful. If, however, this is made the only question at issue, as I 
think it should and will be, then my district, and I believe the State 
of New Jersey, will rebuke the men who have sought to cripple their 
1 by the overwhelming defeat of the Democratic party, it being 
responsible. 

If this question was not of the most vital importance to my constitu- 
ents, I should have contented myself with offering such amendments as 
their welfare demands when the biil comes up for consideration, but I 
should have thought myself derélict in my duties if I had not entered 
my formal protest against this legislation, the results of which would 
be disastrous. [Applanse.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. LEHL- 
BACH] reserves the remainder of his time. $ 

Mr. HOOKER. I move that the committee rise, if no gentleman on 
that side desires to speak this afternoon. : 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 


/ 
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Mr. NELSON. I understand that the 5 o'clock adjournment rule 
5575 not take effect until we get through the general debate on the tariff 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. 

Mr. NELSON. Under the existing rule, as I understand, the time 
for adjournment is not reached until half-past five. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the order adopted yesterday the time for 
the adjournmentat 5 o’clock does not arrive until after the conclusion 
of the general debate on this bill. This day being Saturday, the time 
for adjournment would be 5 o’clock p. m., unless otherwise ordered by 
the House. The gentleman from Mississippi moves that the committee 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union haying had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) had come to no resolution thereon. 


JOHN FLETCHER, 


Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of 
John Fletcher. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to pay to John Fletcher, of Franklin, Ind., out of — | money 
in the Treasury not otherwise approp. , $3,450, for loss of cattle while in the 
paneer pe of the United States, in the year 1870, by the Cheyenne and Arap- 

oe ians. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. ADAMS. Let the report be read. 

Mr. MATSON. The rtis lengthy. I can state the facts. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let the gentleman make the statement. 

Mr. MATSON. ‘This bill is for the reimbursement of a gentleman 
who was under contract to deliver certain cattle to a fort in one of the 
Territories; while under the orders of the officer supervising the con- 
tract, and while his were moving from one point to another, they 
were stampeded by Cheyenne and Arapahoe Indians, and he lost his 
cattle. The loss as found by the committee is placed at $3,450, 

The matter has been repeatedly investigated in every recent Con- 
gress, beginning with the Forty-fifth. The bill has been reported 
favorably nine times by the House committee, and by the Senate com- 
mittee as often. In the last Congress it passed both Houses, but did 
not reach the President in time for his signature. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? e Chair hears none. 

Mr. MATSON. Ifany further explanation is desired, the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, is prepared to give it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and k 

Mr. MATSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that tke motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

E. B. EDDY. 

Mr. MOFFITT. Icall up from the Private Calendar, for present 

consideration, the bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of E. B. Eddy, of Hull, 
ehec. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of Bisse, being the amount of customs duties improperly collected 
from said Eddy at the custom-house at Morristown, N. Y. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en ed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

Mr. MOFFITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE OVER TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. FORNEY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill H. R. 8623. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, ‘after which the 
Chair will ask for objections, if any. 

The bill was read by its title, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee 
River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes, 
with amendments by the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. FORNEY. Lask unanimous consent to dispense with the further 
reading of the bill. It is recommended by the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments, and is in the usual form. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to dispensing with 
the further reading of the bill? 

Mr. ADAMS objected, but subsequently withdrew his objection. 

wre being no further objection, the reading of the bill was dispensed 
with. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


Mr. FORNEY. There are amendments to be acted upon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the amendments will 
be voted on in gross. 

The amendments were adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr, FORNEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


FIRST NATIONAL BANK OF MARION, IOWA. 


Mr. KERR. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private Cal- 
endar for present consideration the bill S. 1795. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 1795) for the relief of the First National Bank of Marion, Iowa, 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of 8450 to the First National Bank of Marion, Iowa, as interest from 
October 1, 1880, to January 1, 1883, on United States 4 per cent. coupon bonds 
numbered 205 and 22703, for each, and numbered 16847, 22136, 22138, and 
5442, for $1,000 cach, the coupons representing the interest on said bonds, for 
the period above indicated haying been destroyed while detached from the 
bonds and in the custody of the United States postal authorities: Provided, how- 
ever, That a satisfactory bond of indemnity shall be filed with the Secretary of 
the Treasury before said payment shall be made. 2 

There being no ohjection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. h 

Mr. KERR moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
BRIDGE NEAR CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7564) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, 
Tenn., and that the bill be put upon its passage. I will state that it 
is drawn in the usual form, contains the usual provisions, is approved 
by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War, and bas been re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on Commerce. I ask unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is there any amendment recommended? 

Mr. NEAL. Yes; there are one or two amendments. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 

In section 2, line 11, after the word “ bridge,” insert “and equal advantages 
in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all telegraph companies.” 

In lines 23 and 24 strike out the words Seeretary of War” and insert“ Light- 
House Board.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. NEAL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill as 
amended was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SURVEY OF CERTAIN HISTORIC GROUNDS, ETC. 


Mr. STEELE, by unanimous consent, reported from the Committee 
on Military Affairs the bill (S. 354) to provide for the survey of certain 
historic grounds, locations, and military works. 

Mr. ROMEIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of that bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
jection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized and 
directed to cause to be made, by an officer of the Engineer Corps, in co-opera- 
tion with the Maumee Valley Monumental ation, an examination and in- 
spection of each of the following-named historic grounds, locations, and mili- 


ar works, to wit: 
1 burial- place on Put - in · Bay Island of the sailors of the Navy in the war of 


Fort Industry, at the mouth of Swan Creek, on the Maumee River. 
os ero on the north and west side of the Maumee River, 7 miles above 

‘ort Industry. $ 

Fort Meigs, and the burial grounds of the soldiers of the war of 1812, near the 
same, on the south and east bank of the Maumce River, 10 miles above the 
mouth of Swan Creek, 

A suitable portion of the battle-field of Fallen Timber, on the north and west 
bank of the Maumee River, 4 miles above Fort Meigs, where Anthony Wayne 
defeated the allied Indian nations under Turkey Foot, August 20, 1794. 

Fort Deflance, at the confluence of the Auglaize and Maumee Rivers, erected 
by General Wayne in August, 1794. 

Fort Wayne, at Fort Wayne, Ind., at the confluence of the St. Joe and St. 
Mary's Rivers, which was erected by General Wayne in October, 1794. 

And he shall cause to be made a survey and full report to Congress of the lo- 
cation, situation, and condition of the same, and the amount of grounds heces- 
sary for the proper protection and improvement of the aforesaid works, forts, 
battle-fields, and burial places in and near the same, as well as the probable cost 
thereof; and the said report shall be accompanied with the necessary maps and 


SEC. T gaa the sum of $150 is gepropriated, ook ot any monay in — Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the expense e examination and inspeo 
tion provided for in this ack.” 2 


The bill will be read subject to ob- 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. OATES. Ido not know that I am opposed to the bill, but I 
would like to havea little further opportunity to examine it before 
being called on to consider it. 
one: STEELE. What is the amount of money appropriated by the 

Mr. ROMEIS. Only $150. The Senate has passed the bill twice. 

Mr, STEELE. Mr. Speaker, this bill has been before the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs in two Congresses. It merely provides that an 
engineer officer shall go out there and define the lines of the property 
owned by the Government, with a view to any steps that may be taken 
hereafter for its protection or improvement. 

Mr. OATES. If thatis all the bill provides, I have no objection 
to it. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROMEIS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The House bill (H. R. 1738) was laid on the table. 


REFUND OF DUTIES TO THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 


Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1692) to refund duties paid by 
the State of New York on arms imported in 1863, and that the bill be 
put on its This bill was before the House some weeks ago, 
and objection was then made to its consideration by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON] because he wanted it amended by strik- 
ing out the provision allowing the Statea premium on the gold. That 
amendment has been adopted by the committee, and I think there can 
be no further objection to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill, after 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas an act entitled “An act to remit duties on arms imported by States,” 

proved July 10, 1881, and the act PORRADA thereto, approved July 25, 
1361, haye expired Bz limitation: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to refund, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 

wise appropriated, the duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported 

in 1863, amounting to the sum of $42,796.87, which sum includes the premium 

d in the purchase of gold for the payment of said duties: Provided, That the 

ry of the Treasury shall be satisfied that the said arms were purchased in 

goog faith for the use of the troops of the State of New York organized to aid 
suppressing the then existing insurrection against the United States, 


: The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
ows: 


Strike out all from the word “ three,” in line 7, to the word! Provided,” in line 
10, and insert the following: Amounting to the sum of $30,943.96." 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

A MEMBER. I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, from what committee does 
this bill come? 

Mr. TRACEY. It is reported from the Committee on War Claims. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 

That this claim was presented to the oped eh Congress, and a report was 
made in regard to it by the Committee on War Claims on the 23d of March, 
1886. As the examination by your committee has led them to the same results 
with those arrived at by the committee of 1886, they do not think it necessary 
to recapitulate the facts, but refer to that report, and therewith annex a copy 


for information, 
Your committee therefore recommend that the bill referred to them do pass. 


House Report No. 12, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5011) to 
efund duties paid by the State of New York on arms imported in „ having 
examined the same and mee ag Soy Bane per submit the following report: 
This claim is for duties paid the te of New York on arms imported in 
1863, and used in arming troops that were mustered into the service of the United 
8 


tates. 

The foreign cost of the arms has been repaid by the United States, but the 
cost of importation has never been refunded. The application made by the 
State thatit might be released from paying the duties was denied, for the reason 
that the act to remit duties on arms imported by States, approved July 10, 1861, 
— the act supplementary thereto, approved July 25, 186 expired by lim- 
itation. 

It is evident that the foreign cost of the arms having been repaid by the United 
States, that part of their cost that the State was compelled to pay to the United 
States should also be refunded. 

It seems to your committee that the duties paid were quite as much a part of 
the = 8 and expenses to the State in arming the troops as the original 
cost of the arms. 

The duties were paid in gold, and at a time when the premium on gold was 
very high, which, of course, increased largely the expense to the State. 

Your committee therefore recommend t said State of New York be reim- 
bursed the amount of said duties paid on arms purchased by said State in 1863, 
and thus used in arming troops which were mustered into the service of the 
Federal Government, and that said bill do pass. 


Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Subject to the right to make objection, 
I would like to inquire why this bill did not go to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, as it relates to the subject of refunding duties. I 


would like to know also whether there has been any correspondence 
with the Secretary of the Treasury, in which he has recommended this 
legislation, 

Mr. TRACEY. Yes, sir; there isa letter from Mr. Secretary Folger, 
in which he recommends the refunding of the money, but does not 
commit himself on the point of paying a premium on the gold. That, 
however, is now stricken out. ‘That was the feature of the bill which 
was objected to by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. JOHNSTON], and 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], and which has heretofore 
delayed the passage of this bill through Congress. There is also a letter 
from Acting Secretary of the Treasury Fairchild reaffirming the state- 
ment made by Mr. Folger, and saying that he sees no reason to dissent 
from his conclusion. : 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. Has the bill ever been before the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means? f 

Mr. TRACEY. Itwas before the Ways and MeansCommittee in the 
last Congress, but my understanding is that, under our rules, it had to 
go to the Committee on War Claims in this House. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. What was the action of the Ways and 
Means Committee? 

Mr. TRACEY. The Ways and Means Committee reported the bill 
favorably to the House, but it never was acted upon. That is my un- 
derstanding. I was nota member of the House at the time. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. On the question of jurisdiction, why does 
the gentleman insist that the Committee on War Claims has jurisdiction 
over this matter? 

Mr. TRACEY. I understood it was the opinion of the Speaker that 
it should go to that committee under the rules of this House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. The refunding of duties isa matter which 
come distinctly under the jurisdiction of the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Mr. TRACEY. Well, Mr. Speaker, this is a matterin which I have 
no personal interest, and if the gentleman chooses to object, I suppose 
the bill must go over. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I dislike very much to object to a bill 
which the gentleman assures the House is entirely just and proper; 
but the claim is a considerable one, and the gentleman does not seem 
to present at this time any clear recommendation from the Treasury 
Department on the subject. 

Mr. TRACEY. Ihave a number of papers here seers, Ae the claim, 
but as I did not anticipate any objection I did not think it necessary 
to read them. 

Mr. TURNER, of Georgia. I should certainly feel bound to object, 
unless the claim were clearly made out. 

Mr. TRACEY. With the permission of the House, I will read alet- 
ter dated February 7, 1884, from Charles J. Folger, then Secretary of 
the Treasury: 

‘TREASURY DEPARTMENT, February 7, 1884. 
Sır: Iam in receipt of your letter of the 4th instant, in toa claim pend- 
ing before your committee, for the refunding of duties paid on arms purchased 


by the Stateof New York in 1863 and used in arming the State troops, which are 


stated to have been mustered into the service of the Federal Government; the 
State of New York being represented in the matter by J. B. Stonehouse assist- 
ant adjutant-general of the State. 

A letter was addressed by this Department to the Speaker of the House of 


Representatives on January 12, 1882, transmitting papers connected with the 


matter, 

In addition to what was stated in that Letter and its inclosures, I may add that 
on July 27, 1861, Congress passed an act directing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to the 
governor of any State or its duly authorized agent, the costs, and ex- 
penses properly incurred by such State for enrolling, subsisting, clothing, sup- 
plying, arming, equipping, paying, and transporting these troops, ete, 

he arms referred to in this claim were imported for the use of the State of 
bate fot ta equipping Federal troops, on which the State was compelled to 
pay the duties. 

understand that so far as the cost price of the arms is concerned, the State 
has been in t at least reimbursed under authority of the act referred to, but 
that the duties have not been refun 8 

It seems to me that the duties paid were quite as much a part of the cost, 
charges, and expenses to the State in arming the troops as the original cost of 
the arms aud freight paid thereon, 

These arms were 8 and the duties paid at a time when the premium 
on gold was very high, which of course increased largely the expense to the 


State. 

Whether any claim for the enhanced expenses on this account should be al- 
lowed is for the committee to consider. 

I therefore recommend an allowance of the claim in such an amount as may 
be proven to the satisfaction of the committee to be propa: 

I may add that the arms in question were not, as I understand, imported 
within the time specified in the acts approved July 10, 186l,and July 25, 1861 
(12 Statutes, pages 255,274), and so authority for refund of the duties in ques- 
tion 8 not one by the act last mentioned. 

ery res; 
5 CHAS. J. FOLGER, 
Secretary. 
Hon, ABRAM S. HEWITT, 
Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 

Mr. BLAND. Inasmuch as the session of to-day must, under the 
standing order, close in a few minutes, I think we may as well adjourn. 
I make that motion. > ; 

Mr. CANNON. I wish the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
would allow me to have a bill involving only $100. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. BLAND that the 


House adjourn, it was not agreed to. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4077 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the consideration 
of the bill which has been read ? 

Mr. RANDALL, I would like to ask one or two questions in regard 
to this matter—in the first place, whether any claim of similar nature 
has ever been allowed? 

Mr. TRACEY. Les, sir. Let me read a communication on the sub- 
ject from the Commissioner of Customs: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE or COMMISSIONER OF CUSTOMS, 
Washinglon, D. C., February 12, 1858. 


Sre: In answer to your verbal request of this morning, I can see no objection 
to stating that the amount of $29,833.50, duties paid on imported arms by the 
Sate of New York, was refunded to that State in 1851 under the act of July 10, 


Refunds were also made under similar circumstances to the States of Massa- 
chusetts and Pennsylvania. 
pectfully, yours, 
JOHN S. McCALMONT, 
Commissioner of Customs, 
General J. G. FARNSWORTH, 
Arlington Hotel, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. RANDALL, I understand that this claim arose during the war. 

Mr. TRACEY. Les, sir; in 1863. 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no recollection that such a claim as this 
has ever been passed by the House, though I may be entirely in error. 
If the gentleman has any instance to cite, I would be glad to have him 
do so, because this may be a precedent for other claims. 

Mr. TRACEY. The duties in this case were paid under protest; 
and the chief of ordnance for the State of New York, in his report 
made at the end of that year, stated that it was fully understood the 
money paid for duties would be refunded. 

The SPEAKER ro tempore. The Chair must state that the hour 
fixed by the standing order of the House for adjournment on Saturdays 
has arrived; and it is the duty of the Chair 

Mr. CANNON. I do not understand that the rule to which the 
Chair refers operates until the close of the general debate on the tariff. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order now operating the 
House on Mondays and Saturdays must adjourn at half past 5 o’clock. 
The order fixing the hour of adjournment at 5 o'clock does not take 
effect until the close of the tariff debate. In pursuance of the stand- 
ing order, the Chair is now compelled to declare the House adjourned 
until 11 o’clock on Monday next. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 5 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9934) for the relief of Mary Ann 
Hough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 9935) to increase the pension of Isaac 
Hurd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9936) granting a pension to Elijah D. Powell—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9937) granting a pension to Ephraim Erb—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: A bill (H. R. 9938) for the relief of George W. Wil- 
burn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: A bill (H. R. 9939) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth G. B —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 9940) granting a pension to Rosina B. 
Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 9941) granting a pension to St. 
John H. Piero—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 9942) granting a pension to 
William McDowell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 9943) to grant a pension to John Car- 
lock—to the Committee on Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. SPRINGER: A bill (H. R. 9944) granting a pension to Robert 
Bivans—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 9945) for the relief of Henry C. 
Withers—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 9946) granting a pension to 
Enoch B. Vice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 9947) to pension John Mor- 
rison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 9948) for the relief of William H. 
Campbell—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BACON (by request): Petition of citizens of Corvallis, Meagher 
County, New York, to preserve mineral lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of the citizens of East St. Louis, 
through the mayor and city council, for the erection of a public build- 
ing in that city—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, resolutions of workingmen’s mass meeting at Cooper Union 


May 8, 1888, in opposition to the Mills tariff bill—to the Committee - 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Protest of the farmers of Crosswicks, N. J., 
against any reduction of the duties on agricultural products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CASWELL: Petition of 46 citizens of the First district of 
Wisconsin, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the Select 
Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of A. Dartner and other brush manu- 
facturers of Detroit, Mich., against reduction of duties on brushes—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DUNN: Paper in the claim of Samuel F. Davidson, of Phil- 
lips County, Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of Bennet W. Bonner, of Carroll County, 
Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of citizens of Gainesville, Tex., forthe pay- 
ment of Indian depredation claims on the frontier—to the Select Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS (by request): Petition of the Woman's Na- 
tional Industrial League, for an appropriation of $1,500 forthe Working 
Women’s Home in the District—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. T. D. JOHNSTON: Petition of James M. McMinn, of Hender- 
son County, North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Parker County, and of Palo 
Pinto County, Texas, for payment of Indian depredation claims of cit- 
1 5 on the frontier to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 
Claims. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of John B. Burroughs, for estate 
of Mary W. Ashton, of Fauquier County, Virginia, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LIND: Memorial by the Montana Mineral Land Association 
against the conveyance of mineral lands to the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Joseph Brown and 14 others, for reduc- 
tion of postage on seeds, etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of Charles E. Woody and 37 others, of Boston, 
Mass., against bill to create a national bureau of harbors and water 
ways—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SAYERS: Petition of citizens of Medina County, Texas, for 
the payment of Indian depredation claims of citizens on the frontier— 
to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims, 

By Mr. SYMES: Memorial of citizens of Colorado, in favor of reser- 
voirs—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Petition of citizens of Mitchell County, 
Kansas, for payment of claims for Indian depredations to citizens of 
Kansas—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER: Petition of William H. Campbell, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Newton Hackworth and of Caroline 
E. Ryan, widow of John Ryan, of Jackson County, Alabama, for ref- 
e of their claims to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 

laims. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Sydney P. Lytle, of Augusta County, 
‘Virginia, son of Lydia V. Lytle, deceased, of Loudoun County, Vir- 
ginia, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: A 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of Dr. J. M. Saunders and others, druggists, 
of Georgia. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BACON (by request): Of 11 citizens of Stony Point, N. Y. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Of John D. Ellis and others, of Beverley, N. J. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. CANNON: Of C. M. Douglas and others, of Sumner, III. 
> By Mr. GROUT: Of John Carbel and 31 others, citizens of Canaan, 

t. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. BACON (by request): Of 143 citizens of Rockland County, 
New York. 

1 Mr. HOLMES: Of 232 citizens of Greene and Crawford Counties, 
wa, 
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By Mr. LANHAM: Of 26 citizens of Donley County, Texas. 
By Mr. STEELE: Of 76 citizens of Adams County, Indiana. 


The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads: 5 

By Mr. WALKER: Of citizens of the Fourteenth district of Mis- 
souri. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 14, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 

The J onal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of April 17, 1888, an estimate of the cost of removing a sand-bar 
recently formed at the entrance to the harbor of Block Island, R. I.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of War, transmitting, in answer to a resolution of March 27, 1888, cer- 
tain information as to the necessity of fortifications upon Puget’s Sound; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee 
on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Seeretary 
of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of Mareh 27, 
1888, certain information as to the appropriation necessary to carry 
into effect the joint resolution directing the Secretary of the Interior 
to investigate the practicability of constructing reservoirs for the stor- 
age of water in the arid regions of the United States, ete; which was 


read, 

The PRESIDENT, pro tempore. What disposition does the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] desire to have made of the communica- 
tion? k 

Mr. STEWART. Let it be printed, and I will look atit. I think 
it ought to be referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 7 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it should be referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 2 

Mr. STEWART. It looks to an appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. But the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry 
will have to pass upon the question. s s 

Mr. PADDOCK. Primarily it belongs to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 2 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think it belongs to the Committee on 
Agriculture. I would say with regard to it that a joint resolution has 
passed Congress at the present session directing the Secretary of the 
interior, through the Geological Survey, to make investigations as to 
the arid regions of the United States, with a view of locating reservoirs 
and promoting irrigation. j 

Mr. PADDOCK. Is not that in the interest of agriculture? 

Mr. STEWART. I think that it is dealing with the public lands. 
If the communication is to be referred to a committee, I think itought 
to go to the Committee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Very well. 3 

Mr. STEWART. It deals with the question of public lands. It 
may be in shape, however, to go to the Committee on Appropriations 
as it is, but I suggest that it be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the com- 
munication will be referred to the Committee on Publie Lands and 
printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the senate and 
house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, praying 
for legislation which will prevent the immigration and importation into 
the United States of convicts, lunatics, idiots, and other persons liable 
to become a public charge; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also presented the petition of Charles E. French, of Boston, Mass., 
praying that the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized to refund and 
exchange bonds, with a view to the reduction of the public debt; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of A. D. Tansey, late postmaster at 
Plainfield, N. J., praying payment of the amount that was found due 
him by the Government on a readjustment of his salary, under the act 
of 1854; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Mercer County, 
Illinois, praying for the of the per diem rated service-pension 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


He also presented a memorial of citizens of Edwards County, Illinois, 
remonstrating against any change in the Bureau of Animal Industry, 
as at present constituted, etc.: which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BUTLER presented a memorial of the Chamberof Commerce of 
Charleston, S. C., remonstrating against the passage of Senate bill 1448 
to create a national bureau of harbors and water ways; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Charles- 
ton, S. C., praying that a law be passed which will provide for a re- 
duction of letter postage from 2 cents to 1 cent an ounce; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Bankers’ Club of the city 
of Chicago, praying for the passage of House bill 1527 to make bills 
of lading conelusive evidence; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate, Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Transportation of the 
State of Nebraska, praying for the passage of House bill 8367, provid- 
ing for the regulation of the rates of railroad companies chartered by the 
United States by the States or Territories through which such railroads 
run; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented a petition of citizens of Wallingford, Vt., 
praying fora more efficient protection of agriculture by preventing 
fraudulent importations of eattle; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of citizens of Tombstone, Ariz., 
praying that provision be made for the settlement of claims for Indian 
depredations; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of George E. Jones, late postmaster 
at Boonesborough, Iowa, praying to be paid earnings as computed un- 
der the act of 1854, in the office of the First Assistant Postmaster-Gen- 
eral; which was referred, with the accompanying papers, to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Nr. FAULKNER. I present a memorial of the Farmers’ Alliance 
of Yellowstone County, Montana Territory, remonstrating against any 
change being made in the Bureau of Animal Industry as at present con- 
stituted, ete., and a memorial of the St. Louis (Mo.) Butchers’ Union, 
eonsisting of 500 members, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Palmer bill for the extirpation of pleure-pneumonia and other 
infectious diseases among cattle, and also thanking the Senators from 
Missouri and Ka: Mr. Vest and Mr. PLUMB, for the facts so clearly 
set forth on the floor of the Senate in the debate on this bill. I move 
that the memorials lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of John Sunderland and 21 
other citizens of Macon County, Missouri, remonstrating against the 
passage of the Palmer bill for the suppression of pleuro-pneumonia and 
other cattle diseases; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of Anson H. Baker and 21 other 
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens of Chesaning, Mich. ; and the pe- 
tition of James A. Meviele and 19 others, ex-Union soldiers and sailors, 
and Carrie E. Wilson and 17 others, members of the Ladies’ Relief 
Corps of Chesaning, Mich., praying for the passage of the per diem rated 
service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented the petition of J. S. Hilton, H. G. Drew, J. H. Cas- 
sady, and 11 other citizens of Dundee, Mich., praying for the 
of Senate bill 283, for the better protection of the Yellowstone National 
Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Butchers’ Protective Association, 
of Detroit, Mich., signed by Thomas Barlow, president, and John I. 
Mason, secretary, praying for the continuance of the Bureau of Animal 
3 as at present organized, etc. ; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. = 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a memorial of over 1,000 employés of the 
Globe Woolen Company, of Utica, N. Y., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Mills tariff bill, and in favor of Congress adhering 
to the past policy of protection for American productions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, CHANDLER presented the memorial of A. M. Wilkins, J. N. 
Prince, C. D. Trow, and Henry C. Day, officers of Sonhegan Grange, 
No. 10, Patrons of Husbandry, of Amherst, N. II., remonstrating against 
the passage of the Mills tariff bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

Mr. SAWYER presented a memorial of J. H. Haviland and 36 other 
citizens of Rock County, Wisconsin, remonstrating against any change 
being made in the Bureau of Animal Industry as at present constituted, 
ete.; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TURPIE presented the petition of Warren O. Harold and 100 
other ex-Union soldiers, citizens of Marion County, Indiana, praying 
for the establishment of a national soldiers’ home at Indianapolis, Ind.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of citizens of Stockholm, Wis., 
praying that there be inserted in the river and harbor bill an item a 
propriating the sum of $15,000 for continuing the improvement of the 
harbor at that place; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. S 

Mr. CAMERON presented two petitions of citizens of Tionesta, Pa., 
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raying for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law class- 
lug 3 as liquor dealers, ete.; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 8 8 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens 
of Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the passage of the per diem rated 
service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I present a petition of the board of transporta- 
tion of the State of Nebraska, over their official seal, suggesting the 
fact that by the claim of the Union Pacific Railway Company, and other 
companies chartered by act of Congress, they are not subject to State 
conirol or legislation, and asking that proper legislation be had to pro- 
duce the result that they shall be under such control. 

As the petition is very short, but a few lines, and comes from one of 
the State boards of Nebraska, I ask that it be printed in the RECORD 
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The petition was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


OFFICE OF BOARD OF TRANSPORTATION OF THE STATE OF NEBRASKA. 


To the Senators and Representalives in Congress assembled, and to the 
Senators and Representatives from the State of Nebraska in particular : 


It is known to you that the transcontinental railroads, and especially the 
Union Pacific Railway, chartered by act of Congress, claim that by virtue of 
such Federal act or acts of incorporation they are not subject to State control 
and legislation, 

The rd of transportation does not concede this claim, nor in any manner 
admit the same, but, on the contrary, contends and believes that Congress did 
not intend to create, and did not in fact create a corporation or corporations 
within the State limits superior to the State governments themselves, and not 
subject to police ulation and the local laws the same as domestic corpora- 
tions, and that the hest judicial authority will ultimately so hold. Yet, nev- 
erthiess, as Congress rese to itself the power to amend each and every 
one of theseveral charters granted to these transeontinental corporations, it may 
be the shortest and quickest solution of this question to declare by Federal en- 
actment the law upon this subject. 

Such an act has been prepared and introduced in the House of Representa- 
tives by Hon. Knute NELSON, of Minnesota, a copy of which accompanies this 
communication. Therefore we, the board of t of the State of Ne- 
braska, respectfully request and urge that you and each of you 
ure yourcordial support, It is right and just and in accord with the spirit of our 
institutions and free government, and as in duty bound will ever pray, 

Witness our hands and the o of the of transportation of the 
mae 5 this 26th day of April, A. D. 1888. 

SEAL. 


ive this meas- 


H. A. BABCOCK, 
G. L. LAWS. 

WM. LEESE. 

t C. H. WILLARD. 
JOSEPH SCOTT. 
Be it enacted, ete., That where any railroad company heretofore chartered or 
neo: hich be chartered or incorporated by act of 
Congress, bas built or constructed and operates, or shall build, construct, or 
operate a railroad through, across, or into the territorial limits of any State or 
Territory of the United States, the tolls, rates, and fares made or charged for the 
transportation of property and passengers over or upon such road or roads for 
traffic within the limits of a State or Territory, and the tariffs and schedules 
thereof, shall be subject to the Jegislative control of and by the several States 
and Territories through, across, or into which such or s are con- 
structed, built, or operated, anything in the charter of, or acts of Congress creat- 
ing such, company or eee de or any law of any State or Territorial Legisla- 


ture enacted in pursuance of such charter or act of incorporation, to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 


Srcrion 1. That section lof this act shall be limited in its operation, and shall 
apply only to the carriage and t tion by such company or companies 
of and property wholly by railroad or partly by railroad and partly 
by water (when both are used undcr a common management, control, or ar- 
ran ent), from one place or station to another place or station, both being 
within the territorial limits of one and the same State or Territory, andshall in 
no 2 apply to any commerce between the States, Territories, or into foreign 
coun 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and 
sailors, citizens of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of Capt. John Cowdon, praying 
that so much of the river and harbor bill as refers to the improvement 
of the Mississippi River be referred to the Committee on Improvement 
of the Mississippi River. I present the petition in duplicate, and I ask 
that one copy be referred to the Committee on Commerce and the other 
to the Committee on Improvement of the Mississippi River. I will 
state in connection with the petition, without any special knowledge 
in re; to the matter at issue, that in view of the fact that it is asub- 
ject of very serious discussion, I hope that one committee, or both, will 
arrive at some definite conclusion which will relieve Congress from this 
perpetual doubt as to whether the improvement which is being carried 
on is after the proper plan or not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
gested, if there be no objection. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a memorial of Cadmus Grange, No. 350, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Cadmus, Kans., and a memorial of the Man- 
hattan (Kans.) Grange, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
8 5 Palmer pleuro-pneumonia bill; whieh were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the mayor and city council of the city 
of Parsons, Kans., praying for the passage of a general law providing 
for the erection of Government post-office buildings in every city and 
village of the United States containing 3,000 inhabitants or over; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Osage County, Kansas, 


The petition will be referred as sug- 


nn —ͤ ͤ—ͤ—1— 4àͤã.... a a- 


praying for the enactment of such statutes as shall provide for the ade- 
quate punishment of crime against women and girls; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of 40 citizens of Erath County, 
Texas, and a petition of citizens of Callahan County, Texas, praying 
that an appropriation be made for the payment of Indian depredation 
claims; which were referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BOWEN presented a petition of 12 male citizens of Colorado 
Springs, Colo., and a petition of 21 male citizens of Longmont, Colo., 
praying for the better legal protection of women and girls within the 
Territorial, admiralty, and maritime jurisdiction of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. Charles Ambrook, on behalf of 
the Boulder (Colo.) Medical Association, praying for the removal of 
duties from medical books, surgical instruments, ete.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to report favorably, with amendments both in the body of the bill and 
the title, the bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms 
of the United States courts in the district of Minnesota, and I return 
with it a paper which was not before filed here, being a petition on the 
subject which was laid before the committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar and the accompanying paper will lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 905) to incorporate the District of Co- 
lumbia Suburban Railway Company, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1051) to amend the act giving the approval and sanction of Congress 
to the route and termini of the Anacostia and Potomac River Railroad 
in the District of Columbia, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. STEWART. Iam directed by a majority of the Committee on 
Military Affairs to report an original bill, accompanied by a report. 

The bill (S. 2918) to reimburse the State of Nevada for moneys cx- 
pended or obligations incurred by said State and the Territory of Ne- 
vada and afterwards assumed and paid by said State in the suppression 
of the war of the rebellion, and for guarding the overland mail and 
emi t route, was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I wish to state that several members of the 
Committee on Military Affairs do not concur in the report just submit- 
ted by the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. I stated that it was a majority report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 157) for the relief of Newton S. Murphey, reported it with 
an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2919) to define 
the routes of steam railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2727) authorizing the pur- 
chase of a site for a building for the accommodation of the Supreme 
Court of the United States, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the petition of the Bennington Battle Monument Associa- 
tion, praying that an appropriation of $22,000 be made to complete 
that monument, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a bill (S. 
2920) relative to the Revolutionary battle-field of Bennington; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BOWEN, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 111) for the relief of William M. Keight- 
ley, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2403) to adjust the accounts of the Department of 
Sannes reported it withont amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for 
the erection of a public building at Winona, Minn., reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1404) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, and to establish it as a post-road, reported it with 
amendments. s 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over the Missouri 
River at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr., reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(II. R. 8343) to authorize the construetion of a wagon and foot-passen- 
ger bridge across the Noxubee River, at or near Gainesville, in the 
State of Alabama, reported it with amendments. 
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Mr. CALL, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 2941) to incorporate the 
national academy of dental science; which was read twice by its title. 

0 MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills and 
joint resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey; 

A bill (H. R. 328) for the allowance of certain awards made by a 
board of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky; 

A bill (H. R. 50 to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 

A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 

A bill (E R. 882) to correct the muster of and for the relief of George 
W. Davenport; 

A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 

A bill tr R. 21740 granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 

A bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 

A bill (H. R.2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann; 

A bill te R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti; 

A bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and 
Southwestern Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 3376) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieutenant Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others; 

A bill (H. R. 4743) granting a pension toAda Piatt, Leota Piatt, and 
Jessie Piatt; 

A bill (H. R. 4774) granting a pension to Matthew H. Reynolds; 

A bill 5 R. 4831) granting a pension to Delilah Vandevender; 

A bill (H. R. 5212) for the relief of Andrew J. Nugent; 

A bill (H. R. som for the relief of A. M. Anderson and others; 
A bill (H. R. 5574) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Beyers; 
A bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 
A bill (H. R. 5759) granting a pension to John H. Roundtree; 
A bill (H. R. 5789) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thiers; 
. R. 5792) granting a pension to Mary A. Wells; 
5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the war 
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6245) for the relief of William Burk; 
6545) to increase the pension to Henry T. Bridges; 
. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 
. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 
6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 
6949 granting a pension to Emeline C. Young; 
6973) or the relief of Enoch Weathers; 
e200) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele; 
R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
11150 granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 
A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 
A bill (H. R. 7564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. 
A bill (H. R. meas} granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 
A bill 85 R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of E. B. Eddy, of Hull, Quebec; 
A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Kineaid; 
A bill (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 
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A bill (H. R. wis granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins; 

A bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 

A bill (H. R. soe granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 

A bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; 

A bill (H. R. 8285) to remove the political disabilities of Elliott 
Johnston; 

A bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 

A bill (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 


Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes; 
` A bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 

A bill (H. R. 9673) for the relief of the counties of the Territory of 
Arizona, and to legalize the indebtedness thereof and provide for fund- 
ing the same; 

A bill (H. R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equipments to 
the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 103) authorizing and directing the Depart- 
ment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occupied by 
the United States courts and officials to the city of Utica, N. Y. 

7 ae message also announced that the House had passed the following 


A bill (S. 39) granting an increase of pension to Frederick Beno; 
A bill (S. 269) to grant to the Fort Smith and El Paso Railway Cofi- 
pany a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill E 331) granting a pension to John Kalbfleisch; 

A bill (S. 354) to provide for the survey of certain historic grounds, 
locations, and military works; 

A bill (S. 801) for the relief of Basile Champagne; 

A bill (S. 826 granting a pension to Melvina Greenwood; 

A bill (S. 816) granting a pension to Anastasia Walter; 

A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to David A. Servis; 

A bill (S. 835) for the relief of Elisha Griswold; 

A bill (S. 860) granting a pension to Stephen Singleton; 

A bill (S. 1096) granting a pension to James Lucas; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Anna Mertz; 

A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Emma Van Bernewitz; 

A bill (S. 1795) for the relief of the First National Bank of Marion, 
Iowa; and 

A bill (S. 2419) granting a pension to Lemuel R. Rea. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 347) to provide for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Youngstown, Ohio, with amendments in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
= resolution; in which it requested the concurrence of the 

nate: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House the bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer, for the purpose of correcting the same. And 
the Clerk of the House is e authorized and directed to rt in said bill 
the word unexpected“ instead of the word unexpended.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the Mouse had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 339) for the relief of J. E. Pilcher; 

A bill (H. R. 671) for the relief of the heirs of John S. Fillmore, 
deceased ; 3 

A bill (H. R. 1473) authorizing the President of the United States 
to arrange a conference between the United States of America and the 
Republics of Mexico, Central and South America, Hayti, San Domingo, 
and the Empire of Brazil; : 

A bill (H. R. 6831) to detach the county of Audrain, in the State of 
Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial district 
of said State; E 

A bill (H. R. 7348) granting to the city of Grand Forks, Dak., the 
right to build two free bridges across Red River; 

A bill (H. R. 8464) for the relief of Merchants’ National Bank of 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y.; an 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 148) to print 12,500 copies of the eulogies 
on Seth C. Moffatt, late a Representative in Congress. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. VANCE. A petition was presented some time ago, praying that 
a pension be granted to Minerva Tilley, of North Carolina, for services 
rendered the United States Government in the Florida Indian war; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions and reported ad- 
versely upon by that committee. I asked that it be laid on the table 
in order that I might introduce a bill so as to secure the sense of the 
Senate upon the propriety of granting the prayer of the petition. I 
now introduce a bill granting a pension to Minerva Tilley, which I 
ask may be read the first and second times, and placed on the Calendar 
in Nerina with the adverse report on the petition upon the same 
subject. 

The bill (S. 2921) granting a pension to Minerva Tilley was read 
twice by its title, and ordered to be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2922) setting aparta tract of land 
to be used as a cemetery by the Alvarado Cemetery Association, of 
Georgetown, Colo.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2923) for the relief of Mrs. Josephine 
D. Hellyer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2924) to increase 
the pension of Sterne H. Fowler; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2925) in relation to cadets at 
the Naval Academy; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2926) for the relief of Madison 
V. Boeitnight; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2927) to provide for the redemp- 
tion of lands sold under trust deeds in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 
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He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2928) authorizing the issue 
of 2} per cent. fifty-year bonds, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move that 50 extra copies of the bill be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choc- 
taw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Hie also introduced a bill (S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw 

and Little Rock Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red 
River at or near Hooks’ Ferry, Red River County, Texas; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2931) to provide 
for a commission to determine the location of steam-railroads and 
depots in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 2932) granting a pension to the 
minor children of Levi M. Hunter; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2933) for the relief of Hall & Gregory; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2934) granting a pension to Mary 
Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 2935) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at the city of Elmira, N. Y.; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committeeon 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 8 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2936) granting a pen- 
sion to George Fosgate; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2937) to prevent con- 
vict labor from competing with organized labor, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to 
James McDonald; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2939) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet E. Adamson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2940) to provide in certain cases 
for the regulation of railway companies chartered by the United States 
by the several States and Territories in which the railways of such com- 
panies run and are operated; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 81) providing for 
the poces of five hundred copies of Scribner’s Atlas for the use of 
the Department of State; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Library. 


THE VETO POWER. 


Mr. STEWART introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 80) proposing an 
amendment to subdivisions 2 and 3 of section 7 of Article I of the 
Constitution of the United States; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. STEWART. The joint resolution proposes to reduce the vote in 
the two Houses requisite to pass a bill over the veto of the President 
from two-thirds to a majority. I think the time has come when a ma- 
jority vote ought to be sufficient to pass a bill over the veto of the Pres- 
ident. I ask that the joint resolution be printed and lie on the table, 
and I shall at a convenient time call it up and make some remarks 
upon the subject. 
nae PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will lie on the 

e. 
AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. : 

Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was ordered to lie on the 
table and be printed. 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain 
claims for stores and supplies taken and used by the United States 
Army, as reported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the 
act of March 3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. FRYE submitted amendments intended to be 

proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor appropriation 
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bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. ` 

Mr. MANDERSON submitted amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill, appropriating $100,- 
000 for improving the Missouri River at Omaha, Nebr., and $50,000 for 
improving the Missouri River at and near Plattsmouth, Nebr. ; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BROWN. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the river and harbor bill. The amendment pertains to the com- 
pletion of the existing project at Romerly Marsh, on the coast of Geor- 
gia. A ati that it be referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SAVANNAH HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. BROWN. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed by 
me to the river and harbor bill, which I desire to have read for informa- 
tion. I shall then move to refer it to the Committee on Commerce, 
and I desire to submit a few remarks in support of the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. On page 10, line 217, strike out 590, 000 and 
insert alter the word ‘‘improvement’’ the words: 

On poa for securing a channel 28 feet deep at mean high water, from the 
city of Savannah to the sea, $250,000. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I move the reference of the amend- 
ment just offered to the river and harbor bill, for an increase of the ap- 
propriation made in the House bill for the harbor of Savannah, to the 
Committee on Commerce, and I respectfully ask that the Senate in- 
dulge me while I submit a few remarks on the motion at this time, 
and I especially ask the attention of the Senators who are members of 
the Committee on Commerce, to whom the amendment is to be referred. 
It is no part of my purpose to make any assault upon the river and 
harbor bill as it passed the other House, on account of the liberal a 
propriations it makes to harbors connected with other cities. I wi 
them all good success and prosperity, and hope that all obstacles may 
be removed as speedily as possible which may stand in the way of their 
commercial growth. My object is not to ask that less be done for other 
Southern cities, but to ask that some measure of justice be extended 
to the city of Savannah. 

The great Central Railroad system has its offices and its terminal at 
Savannah. It controls over 2,200 miles of railroad, and has intimate 
business relations and connections and exchanges business with several 
thousand additional miles. The Central system, and the Savannah, Flor- 
ida and Western system, and the East Tennessee system, in connection 
with the steam-ship lines that run from Savannah to New York and 
Boston, comprising about 5,000 miles centering at Savannah, pour into 
her lap an immense commerce, which is increasing in tonnage with great 
rapidity every year. The only thing that has prevented an enormous 
growth has been the want of sufficient depth of water to accommodate 
the sea-going commerce. That has been in some measure remedied, 
and every foot additional depth that is given to the harbor causes a 
large commercial increase in the business of the city. When the esti- 
mate for the last project by the Secretary of War for getting 28 feet 
depth of water shall be carried out, the commerce of Savannah will 
reach annually several hundred millions of dollars. But I will refer 
more particularly to that project after a little while. For the present, 
I desire to call attention of the Senate, and especially of the Committee 
on Commerce, to the unjust and unreasonable discrimination which 
has been made against Savannah in the river and harbor bill. To show 
this I have prepared some figures and tables giving the amount pro- 
posed to be appropriated to each of several cities for the current year, 
and also giving the commerce of the city as reported by the Chief of 
Engineers and the Secretary of War. Take first the city of Charleston. 

CHARLESTON, 
The estimate for completion of the work of improving the harbor is 


$3,000,000. Appropriations already made, $1,482,500. Balance to be 
Sink sip under the project, $1,525,000. (See page 1132, volume 2, 
part 2. 
Commerce: 
S%//ö§Äöͤ E E ̃ꝗ -u N TES — 817, 410, 000 
%% cs aasssousta-sehasecepst pal eters aay FFT E E S E 635, 000 


18, 045, 000 

Proposed to be appropriated under the House bill for this year, 
$350,000. 

MOBILE. 

By reference to Senate Report No. 1884, second session, Forty-ninth 
Congress, page 79, I find the imports and exports of Mobile to be put 
down at a little less than $3,000,000 for 1886. The project is to have 
a channel 23 feet deep. The estimate is $1,500,000. 

The appropriation proposed by the House bill for the present year is 
000. 


* 
CUMBERLAND SOUND, 


Page 1191, volume 2, part 2: 
Oost OF Work, mee 33 
AI SRE QT OTE MASE MRES ease openhe pacocatenpe oper pressecssya-nceprys vee rsovsaeve ead 


* = 
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Amount proposed by this bill for the current year, $112,500. 


SRE DIEM TE m ͤ P A NAS — $3,034,595 
10% ͤͤd T . A A 
Total commerce for 1856 (see page 1188). . . . .. 4, 600, 185 
TEXAS. 
Sabine Pass (page 1385, volume 2, part 2): 


Appropriated to the present time 


There are no commercial statistics of this port in the last report of 
the Secretary of War, but by reference to the Senate Report No. 1884, 
Forty-ninth Congress, second session, it will be seen that the commer- 
cial statistics are given to the 30th of June, 1884, the latest attain- 
able, to wit, lumber, wool, cotton, hides, and assorted merchandise, 
of an aggregate value of $125,434. The amount proposed by this bill 
to be appropriated for Sabine Pass for the current year is $250,000. 

Aransas Pass and Bay up to Rockport and Corpus Christi (page 191, 
volume 2, part 1): 


Amount spent up to June 30, 1887. .. . .... .f · 25 ny 
Amount proposed to be appropriated in the present bill .. .. 
So far as I can find, the report of the Secretary of War gives no com- 
mercial statistics, for the reason, I suppose, that there is not a heavy 
commerce to report. X 
Galveston (page 1416, volume 2, part 2): 
ee cost ver oaa ee 
t appropri base 
N kame commerce of the port 73, 874, 701. 00 
The amount proposed to be appropria’ ecurrentyearis $500,000 
and $100,000 for improving the ship-channel in Galveston Bay, making 
$600,000 for the ship-channel and the entrance to the port. 


SAVANNAH, 


According to the report of the Secretary of War for 1887, volume 2, 
part 1, page 145, the appropriations for the harbor of Savannah from 
1874 to 1881, inclusive, amounted to $482,000. In 1881 the Secretary 
of War was directed by statute to have an estimate made of the cost 
of deepening the channel to 22 feet. The engineers estimated that it 
would cost $730,000 to accomplish the object. In 1882, two hundred 
thousand was appropriated; in 1884, two hundred thousand, and in 
1886, one hundred and fifty thousand, leaving one hundred and eighty 
thousand balance of the estimate for completing the channel to 22 feet 
in depth. It is now proposed to divide the one hundred and eighty 
thousand into two installments. On account of the failure to pass the 
river and harbor bill at the last session of Congress, and on account of 
the unfinished condition, there has been much filling in, and it is very 
important that a sufficient amount should be at once appropriated and 
let the work be completed. 

But in this connection it is proper that I should refer to the act ap- 
proved August 5, 1886 (see House Executive Document No. 57, first 
session Fiſtieth Congress). The Secretary of War was directed to have 
a survey and estimate made of the cost of improving the harbor of Sa- 
vannah, from the Cross-Tides above Savannah to the bar, with the view 
of obtaining 28 feetof water in the channel. The engineer reports that 
including 10 per cent. for engineering, the total cost is estimated at 
$6,660,000 (page 2, letter of Secretary of War transmitting engineer’s 
report). Of course, the execution of this project would takea number 
of years, and it would enhance the commerce of Savannah in much 
greater proportion than it has ever been enhanced by the opening of 
the channel to the depth of 22 feet, which in its unfinished condition 
has almost doubled the business in a few years. The Chief of Engi- 
neers also estimates that $600,000 of this appropriation can be profit- 
ably expended during the current year (General Gillmore’s annual re- 
port for 1887, Appendix N, page 1058). : 

Now, in view of the liberal amounts appropriated to the other South- 
ern cities to which reference has been made, for the improvement of 
their respective harbors, I ask that the sum of $250,000 be appropri- 
ated to complete the old project and begin the new, in the harbor of 
Savannah. 

While this would not meet the requirements, as estimated by the 
Chief of Engineers, and would be only about one-third of the amount 
that could be profitably expended this year, still the $250,000 would 
complete the old project, and in connection with it, commence the 
dredging that would be made in deepening the ship-channel to 28 feet, 
so as to accommodate vessels of heavy draught; and it would be expected 
that it wonld take a number of years to complete this improvement, 
but when completed the position of Savannah as a first-class port would 
be assured, and an immense commerce would be conducted through 
that port. 

But a word, Mr. President, in reference to the present commerce of 
Savannah as compared with the other cities to which the House bill 
makes most liberal appropriations. 

COMMERCE OF SAVANNAH, 


By the same report of the Secretary of War, volume 2, part 2, page 


s. $8, 478, 000. 00 
1, 778, 000. 00 


1164, it will be seen that the exports through the port of Savannah 
during the year were $51,028,190 in 1886. Tho imports through the 
harbor were $51,118,524, making an aggregate of imports and exports, 
which passed through the harbor by water, of over $100,000,000. The 
above statement does not include receipts and shipments by rail, nor 
does it include the value of domestic trafic, local manufactures, ete., 
but isconfined strictly to the volume of exports and imports which have 
a direct connection with the water-way transportation of the city and 
harbor of Savannah. 

I have here a table annexed to letter from O. M. Carter, first lienten- 
ant in the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, addressed to Colonel 
Gillmore, giving the comparative commerce, exports and imports, of 
Charleston, Savannah, and Norfolk for fifteen years from 1870 to 1885 
inclusive, by which it will be seen that the commerce of Norfolk, ex- 
ports and imports, forthe fifteen years was $140,548,164, the commerce 
of Charleston for the like period amounted to $292,068,325, while the 
commerce of Savannah for the like period amounted to $408, 276,869, 
showing the commerce of Savannah for the period above mentioned to 
be almost as great as that of Charleston and Norfolk together. 

Mr. President, I do not come before the Senate to ask favors for the 
city of Savannah, I come to demand at least the semblance of justice 
in her behalf, and to enter my protest against the favoritism and par- 
tiality contained in the House bill as it comes before the Senate. It 
seems to me that the bill as it stands would be subject to the objection 
that its purpose is to serve local interests, and promote local prosper- 
ity for a few places, at the expense of others of much greater commer- 
cial importance, 

The commerce of Savannah, as I have already shown, is greater than 
the commerce of Mobile, Cumberland Sound, Sabine Pass, Aransas 
Pass, and Galveston all combined. There is no other harbor in the 
United States where each dollar appropriated does more to improve a 
harbor and build up a thrifty commerce than the harbor of Savannah. 
Still the House bill appropriates to the five harbors mentioned, which 
all combined have less commerce than Savannah, $1,312,000 for the 
current year, while Savannah with a greater commerce than all of them 
combined is to have but $90,000. There is no justice, there is no rea- 
son, there is no equity in such discrimination. To do the same meas- 
ure of justice to Savannah that is done to the other cities mentioned 
the appropriation ought to be $500,000, but I am only asking two hun- 
dred and thousand, the same sum given to Mobile, the same sum 
given to Sabine Pass, less than half the sum given to Galveston, and 
one hundred thousand less than Charleston. Mr. President, I desire to 
be understood as submitting the earnest protest of Savannah against 
the favoritism and injustice of the House bill. But I can not doubt 
that the Committee on Commerce of the Senate will so amend the bill 
as to grant this reasonable request on the part of one of the most im- 
portant commercial ports of the Union, and the most important 
on the South Atlantic coast, with more extensive and complete rail- 
road connections than any Southern seaport city. In addition to this, 
and in connection with her other rapidly growing trade, it is a well- 
known fact that Savannah does the largest business in naval stores of 
any port on the face of the earth. 

Mr. President, to show the unjust discrimination made by the bill 
as it passed the House in favor of other Southern harbors against the 
harbor of Savannah, I append to my remarks the following tabular 
statements, which I trust will command the attention of the Senate, 
and convince the judgment of Senators that it is their duty to correct 
the error and redress the wrong done to the city of Savannah by the bill 
as it passed the House of Representatives. 


Table showing amount proposed to be appropriated, exports, imports, and- 


total commerce. 


cu. A 25 


1,023,190 851, 118,524 8102, 146,714 
17,410,000 | 635,000 | 18, 045, 000 


Aransas Pass, ete. aan 
Galveston. . ... . . . . ... . . 


Less than $3,000,000, 


Savannah has had appropriated since 1874, $1,034,000; estimated for 
Savannah to get 28 feet of water, $6,660,000. Galveston has had ap- 
propriated $1,778,000; estimated for Galveston, $8,478,000—estimatoe 
for Galveston $1,818,000 more than the estimate for Savannah. Esti- 
mated to give Savannah 28 feet of water, $6,660,000. Balance of es- 
timate not yet appropriated to give Galveston 25 feet of water, $6,700,- 
000.—Forty-ninth Congress, second session, Report No. 1884, page 84. 

I will here remark that I think the commerce of Charleston and Mobile 
are imperfectly reported, but I have given the best estimates that are 
in my reach. 

One more short table and I have done. 


Mobile. 
Cumberland 
Sabine Pass. 


From the above it will be seen that while Savannah, whose com- 
meres amounts aunually to $102,146,714, only gets $90,000 appropria- | 
tion, the five ports mentioned receive $1,312,000, or over twelve times 
as much, while their aggregate commerce, according to the Engineer’s 
reports, amounts to only $31,660,320, or about $20,000,000 less than 
that of Savannah alone. What justice is there in this absurd proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. President, I move that the amendment be printed and referred | 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

The motion was agreed to. 


IMPORTATION OF LEAD ORES. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution, which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate without delay if there is any regulation of his Department 
under which lead ores which contain gold or silver are admitted free of duty. 
If so, under what law are lead ores put on the free-list because they contain 
other valuable mineral besides lead; and also to inform the Senate what amount 
of lead ores have been imported into the United States during the past ten 
months of the present fiscal year, and what amount of silver ore has been im- 
posea into the United States during the same period, and what percentage of 

ead, ifany, was contained in such silver ore. 


THE MEAT PRODUCT, 


Mr. VEST. I offer a resolution which I ask may be read, lie on the 
table, and be printed, giving notice that I shall call it up to-morrow, 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to examine fully al questions 
touching the meat product of the United States, and especially as to the trans- 
ion of beef and beef cattle, and the sale of the same in the cattle mar- 

ets, stock-yards, and cities, and whether there exists or has existed any com- 
bination of any kind by reason of which the price of beef and beefcattle have 
been so controlled or affected as to diminish the prices paid the producer with- 
out lessening the cost of meat to the consumer; that said committee may hold 
ita sessions during the recess of the Senate at such times and places as it may 
determine, and shall have power to send for persons and papers and also to em- 
ploy a stenographer and a sergeant-at-arms, the necessary expenses of said 
committee to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and said com- 
mittee shall make report to the Senate at its next session by bill or otherwise. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
sorora read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
A bill 82 R. 215) granting a pension to James McCaffrey; 


A bill (H. R. 362) to increase the pension of Charles W. Sanborn; 
A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; 
A bill (H. R. 891) granting a pension to Eliza Ann Shaver; 
A bill (H. R. 2116) granting a pension to Johanna Eckhardt; 
A bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 
A bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann; 
A bill (H. R. 2529) granting a pension to Mary Monti; 
A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 
A bill (H. R. 3125) for the relief of Susan Jones; 


A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow of 
Lieutenant Morton; 


A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 
A bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 
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A bill (H. R. 6907) granting an increase of pension to Elias Shafer; 
A bill (H. R. 6949) granting a pension to Emeline C. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 
A bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele; 
A bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill i R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 

A bill (H. R. 7577) granting a pension to Lewis C. Keck; 

A bill (H. R. 7665) granting a pension to John E. Lewis; 

A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Kincaid; 

A bill (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 

A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins; 
A bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 
A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 
A bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 
A bill (ir R. 8281) for the relief of Lient. James G. W. Hardy; 
A bill (H. R. 5 5 for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 

A bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; and 

A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of John Fletcher; 

A bill (H. R. 328) for the allowance of certain awards made by a board 
of claims to certain citizens of Jefferson County, Kentucky; ; 

A bill (H. R. 4581) for the relief of Thomas Mathews and others; 

A bill (H. R. 5222) for the relief of A. M. Anderson and others; and 

A bill (H. R. 5215) for the relief of Andrew J. Nugent. 

The following bills from the House of Representatives were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Commerce: 

A bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and South- 
western Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 3376) to extend the limits of the port of New Orleans; 

A bill (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the 
Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes; 


and 

A bill (H. R. 7564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn. 

The bill (H. R. 8285) to remove the political disabilities of Elliott 
Johnston was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. i 

The bill (H. R. 9673) for the relief of the counties of the Territory 
of Arizona and to legalize the indébtedness thereof, and provide for 
funding the same, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 882) to correct the muster of and for the relief of 
George W. Davenport was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (H. R. 7675) for the relief of E. B. Eddy, of Hull, Quebec, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 103) authorizing and directing the De- 
partment of Justice to transfer certain rooms which have been occu- 

ied by the United States courts and officials to the city of Utica, N. 
V. was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

ANCIENT AND HONORABLE ARTILLERY. 

The bill (H. R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equipments to 
the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be now put on 
its passage; and I ask that it be read for information, and call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] to it. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

it 5 

epg SE A heey eens geri ope 
tillery Company of Massachusetts one hundred and fifty rifles and equipments, 
belts, bayonets, scabbards, and cartridge-boxes, for use at the celebration of the 
two hundred and fiftieth anniversary of that company, to be returned in good 
order on or before the Ist day of July next. 

By unanimous consent the bill was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. = 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT YOUNGSTOWN, OHIO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (8. 347) to provide for the 
erection of 4 public building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio. 

The first amendment was, in line 2, after the word purchase,” to in- 
sert acquire by condemnation:’’ so as to read: 

That the Seeretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, anthorized and di- 

to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise provide a suitable 
site, and cause to be erected thereon, at the city of Youngstown, in the 
Ohio, a substantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vault, for 
the use and accommodation of the post-office, internal revenue office, 
oftice, and for other Government uses, 
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Mr. SHERMAN. Imove that that amendment be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out one hundred and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’? and in line 
15, before the word thousand,” to strike out one hundred” and in- 
sert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 

The site, and the building thereon when completed according to plans and 
specifications to be previously madeand approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shall not exceed the cost of $75,000; and the site purehased shall leave the 
building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space 
of at least 50 feet, including streets and alleys; and for the pu herein 
mentioned the sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any moneys in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


The amendment was concurred in. 


HEIRS OF SOLOMON SPITZER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
resolution from the House of Representatives: 
Is THE HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, May 11, 1888. 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate gracing ke That the Presi- 
dent be requested to return to the House the bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of the 
heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer, for the purpose of correcting the same; and 
the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed to insert in said bill 
the word unexpected“ instead of the word *‘ unexpended,” 


The resolution was concurred in. 
REPRINTING OF A REPORT. 


Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent that the memorial of George 
Ticknor Curtis, remonstrating against any action on the part of Con- 
gress against the awards made by the Government of Mexico, ete., be 
reprinted for the use of the Senate. It was ordered to be printed the 
other day, but there was a mistake made in the heading, and itis very 
important that it should be in proper shape. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the order to reprint will be made. 


SENATOR FROM INDIANA. 


Mr. HOAR. I rise to make a privileged report. Iam directed by 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom was referred cér- 
tain resolutions of the joint convention of the two houses of the Legis- 
lature of the State of Indiana concerning the election of DAVID TUR- 
PIE as United States Senator, and sundry other memorials, to report 
thereon. I suppose the report should be read at length. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read at length, if 
there be no objection. 

Mr. HOAR, Ifthe Senate desires to proceed to other business, I shall 
consent to have the report printed without being read at this time. It 
will take, I suppose, about five minutes to read it; but it can be printed 
and lie over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. 
swer the purpose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections be printed in 
the RECORD. That order will be made if there be no objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections, to whom were referred certain 
resolutions of the joint convention of the two houses of the State of Indiana 
concerning the election of Hon. Davip TURPIE as United States Senator, and a 
memorial signed by F. Winter and seventeen others, members of the Legislature 
of said State, protesting and remonstratingagainst the admission of Mr. TURPIE 
as a member of the Senate of the United States from the State of Indiana, and 
a communication signed by F. Winter and John M. Griffiths, in behalf of a com- 
mittee appointed by the joint convention of said assembly of said State, for the 
purpose of presenting to the Senate of the United States the facts attending the 
election of DAVID TURPIE as aforesaid, have considered the same, and respect- 
fully report: 

Nr. TURPIE received a certificate of his election from the governor of Indiana, 
which constitutes a prima facie title to his seat, and has been admitted there- 
pon to take the oath, 

The two houses of the Legislature of Indiana having failed to concur in the 
appointment of a Senator, met in joint convention, and after sundry ballotings, 
in which no person had a majority of the votes cast, a ballot was had in which 
Mr. Turpte received two more votes than all others. A quornm of said joint 
convention and a quorum of house was present and voted. The proceed- 
ings were in all respects regular, and resulted in a valid election of Mr. TURPI] 
unless the facts which the remonstrants offer to prove constitute a valid obje 


Let it be printed in the Recorp. That will an- 


tion. 

They offer to show, first, that there Dati a vacancy in the office of lieutenant- 
governor, Hon. Robert S. Robertson was uly elected to fill such vacancy, and 
thereby became entitled by the constitution and laws of Indiana to preside over 
the senate; but that on the meeting of the senate on the 6th oy of January. 
1887, being the first day of the session of the Legislature at which said alleged 
election of Mr. TURPIE took place, one Alonzo G. Smith usurped the office and 
function of such presiding officer, was supported and maintained in such usur- 

tion by a majority of said body, excluded Mr. Robertson from said office and 

unction and continued so to preside and so to exclude Mr. Robertson during 

all the sessions of said senate, including its attendance on said joint convention, 
until after the said alleged election of Mr. Turrie. 

Second. That before said alleged election the senate wrongfully and for the 
purpose of obtaining a majority for said TURPIE iu said joint convention, declared 
two mem who had been duly and lawfully elected members thereof, not 
entitled to their seats, and declared two other persons, who had not been dul 
and lawfully elected, to be entitled to such seats, and thereupon seated suc 
Ss: and that this was done without right, without evidence, and without 

earing or debate, and that said persons so seated thereafter were present and 
voted for Mr. Tunrin in said convention, and that without such votes said TUR- 
PIE would not have received a majority. 

The committee are of opinion that the facts offered, if proved, will not war- 
rant the Senate in declaring the sitting member not entitled to his seat, There 


can be no doubt that the body in question was the constitutional senate of In- 
diana. The journals of both houses of the Legislature of the State have been 
submitted to us, It bs N that the body was recognized as the senate by the 
governor and by the house of representatives. Statutes to which its constitu- 
tional assent was necessary were enacted and have become part of the law of 
the State. It seems to us that, without entering upon the question whether 
there wasa vacancy in the office of lieutenant-governor which Mr. Robertson was 
duly elected to fill, the recognition of Mr. Smith by a majority of the senate 
as its lawful presiding officer and the recognition of the senate as a lawfully or- 
ganized body by the other house, as well as by all its own members, who re- 
mained and took part in its legislative proceedings, and by the executive de- 
partment, require us to consider it as the lawful senate, lawfully organized so ~ 
far as to be entitled to take part in the joint convention which elected a Sen- 
ator of the United States. 

We also think that the judgment of the senate of Indiana as to the title of 
Messrs. Branahan and McDonald, the two members in question, to their seats 
is binding upon the Senate of the United States. This body is made by the Con- 
stitution the judge of the election, qualifications, and returns of its members. 
The senate of Indiana is likewise the judge of the election, qualifications, and 
returns of itsown members. We must determine all questions arising out 
of the proceeding. of the electors. But who sustain the character of electors is 
to be determined by the legislative body of the State. We can not inquire into 
the motive which controlled its judgment. In rendering that judgment, whether 
it shall give a hearing to parties, permit debate, examine witnesses, act upon 
evidence or without evidence, are matters within ils own discretion. If that 
discretion were exercised in the manner charged by the remon-trants, a majority 
of the committee think that a great public crime was committed, for which the 
offenders are responsible to the people of Indiana, but we can not try the ques- 
tion, A majority of the committee do not mean to be understood as now com- 
mitting ourselyes to an opinion upon the question whether the Senate can not 
refuse to admit toa seat a claimant who owes his election to a] tive body 
which is itself the result of fraud or crime, which has overcome the true will of 
the people, even if it has d itself of legislative authority and of the 
technical evidence of a rightful character, or whether the judgments of such a 
body as to the title to seats of its individual members are entitled to any respect 
whatever. If that question shall hereafter unhappily arise, it will be dealt with 
on its own merits. The committee ask to be dischatged from the further com 
sideration of the several memorials. 


Mr. HOAR. The report isa unanimous report of the committee, 
asking to be discharged from the further consideration of the memo- 
rials, thereby confirming the title of the Senator in question to his seat. 
I suppose there should be a vote of the Senate accepting that report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be received and the 
committee discharged, and the report printed in the RECORD, if there 
be no objection. 


Mr. SHERMAN. There should be no action taken until it is 


printed. 
Mr. HOAR. I shall call it up to-morrow morning. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report, then, will be placed on 


the Calendar, and the order informally announced by the Chair as to 
discharging the committee will be vacated. 


p OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 9711. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Haw ey in the chair). The 
Chair ought to ask if the morning business is completed. If there be 
no further morning business the Senator from Iowa moves to proceed 
to the consideration of the bill moved by him. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9711) making an appropri- 
ation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Government 
and the Bureau of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, in- 
cluding the National Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, 
to participate in the centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley and Cen- 
tral States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October 27, 


1888. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this bill is an appropriation to ena- 
ble the Executive Departments to be represen at the centennial 
exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, The Committee on 
Appropriations recommend sundry amendments. I ask unanimous 
consent that the formal reading of the bill may be dispensed with so 
far as to allow the amendments to be considered as they are reached 
in the regular reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. a 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 6, after the 
word“ Fisheries,“ to insert ‘‘ under the direction of the President of 
the United States;“ so as to make the clause read: 

That the head of each of the several Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment, the Commissioner of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian Institution, in- 
cluding the National Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, under 
the direction of the President of the United States, be, and they are hereby, 
authorized and directed to 333 and make suitable exhibits at the said cen- 
tennial exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at Cincin- 
nati, beginning on the 4th of July and closing October 27, 1888. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was to strike out from line 13 to line 23, as fol- 
lows: 

That there shall be appointed a committee of Congress composed of nine mem- 
bers, three to be appointed by the President of the Senate and six by eee 
of the House of Representatives. Said committee shall constitute an advisory 
board to confer with the managers of said exposition and the heads of the sey- 
eral Executive Departments and bureaus in reference to the character, extent, 
and conduct of the governmental exhibit provided for herein, Said advisory 
board is authorized and directed to visit said exposition and make such report 
to Congress in that behalf as they may deem needfal and proper, 


The amendment was agreed to. 


If there be no objection, it will be so 
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Mr. ALLISON. After the date 1888,“ at the end of line 12, there 
should be a colon instead of a period, so that the proviso will fit in and 
come immediately after ‘‘ 1888.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 23, after the word“ that,“ to strike out said committee“ and 
insert the President;’’ in line 24, before the word ‘‘discretion,’’ to 
strike out its“ and insert his; and after the words ‘‘ custody as, 
in line 30, to strike out said committees may provide and insert he 
may direct;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


Provided, That the President may, in the exercise of his discretion, allow such 
documents and exhibits as relate to early settlement at 1 and the 
establishment of civil government in the territory northwest of the Ohio River, 
to be taken to Marietta and exhibited during the time from July 15 to 19, 1888, 
inclusive, under such restrictions and custody as he may direct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 37, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out fifty and insert ‘‘forty-five;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

That to enable the several Executive Departments of the Government, the 
Department of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian Institution, including the Na- 
tional Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in said ex- 
3 to be held as aſoresaid, there is hereby appropriated, out of any money 

the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $145,250, apportioned as follows. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was to strike out line 54 as follows: 


For expenses of advisory board, $5,000. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 55, after the words ‘‘that the,” to 
strike out said advisory board“ and insert President;”’ in the same 
line, after the words if in,” to strike out their“ and insert ‘‘ his;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


That the President may, if in his judgment it shall be deemed necessary and 
expedient in order to secure the best results with greatest economy, transfer a 
rt of the fund hereby apportioned to one Department or bureau to another 
partment or bureau. e term bureau wherever used herein shall be con- 
strued to include the Agricultural Department and the Smithsonian Institution. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. In line 61 I move to strike out the word and,“ 
and after the word Institution“ to insert and Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries;’’ so as to read: 


The term bureau“ wherever used herein shall be construed to include the 
32 Department, the Smithsonian Institution, and Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
line 63, after the word authorized,“ to strike out “and requested; ” 
80 as to read: 

That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to detail an offi- 
cer of the Pay Department of the Army or Navy to disburse the fund appropri- 
ated by this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 67, after the word effect, to strike 
out of, and in line 69, after the words and a,” to strike out: 

Board of audit composed of not less than three persons, one of whom shall be 
appointed by the committée of Congress: however, That payment of 


the expenses incurred by the advisory board shall be made on vouchers ap- 
proved by the president of said board, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Person to be designated by the President to make final audit of said accounts, 
So as to make the clause read: 


The payments on account of expenses incurred in carrying out and into ef- 
fect the provisions hereof shall be made on itemized vouchers approved by the 
representatives of the Department incurring the liability and a person to be 
designated by the President to make final audit of said accounts. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 88, before the word “ officer,’’ to 
strike out ‘‘ committee; so as to make the clause read: 

That no officer or employé appointed as aforesaid shall be paid extra or ad- 
ditional compensation by reason of services rendered in virtue of such employ- 
ment; but nothing herein shall be so construed as to prevent the payment of 
the just and reasonable expenses of any officer or employé appointed or em- 
ployed under and by virtue of the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 77, after the word ‘‘ agriculture,’? I move 
to strike out the word and,“ and after the word “Institution” to in- 
sert and Commission of Fish and Fisheries;’’ so as to read: 


That the head of each of said Executive Departments, and of the Department 
of Agriculture, Smithsonian Institution,and Commission of Fish and eries, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 5, on page 2, after the words ‘‘National 
Museum,” I move to insert a comma, and the same in line 33, after 
National Museum.’? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. That correction will be made. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As it is very important to have the amendments 
acted upon as soon as possible in order that the Government may be 
represented in the exposition which is to convene early in July, I hope 
the Senator from Iowa will ask for a committee of conference now on 
the amendments, so as to expedite the business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair omitted to put the ques- 
tion on the adoption of the preamble. 

The preamble was agreed to. ~ 
Mr. ALLISON. In view of the suggestion made by the Senator fro: 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and request a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 

and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAweEs, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, oneof his secretaries, announced that the President had on the 
11th instant approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 70) appro- 
priating $30,000 for the International Exhibition in Brussels, Belgium. 

The message also announced that the President had this day ap- 
proved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 

An act (S. 2614) to authorize the Batesville and Brinkley Railroad 
to build a bridge across the Black River, in Arkansas; 

An act (S. 1828) to provide for a light-house at Newport News, Mid- 
dle Ground, Va.; 

An act (S. 2506) ſor the establishment of a light-house, ſog-signal, 
and day-beacon in the vicinity of Goose Rocks, Fox Island Thorough- 
fare, Maine; 

An act (S. 2458) to amend an act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac River, at the foot of 
Pennsylvania avenue east; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 68) authorizing the Secretary of War to re- 
ceive for instruction at the Military Academy at West Point José An- 
drés Urtrecho, of Nicaragua. 

BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

Mr. FARWELL. I move to take up for consideration at this time 
Calendar number 938, being the bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Balti- 
more and Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate 
for railway purposes in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
if the Committee on the District of Columbia has not also taken action 
in regard to the other railroad company, and whether it has not re- 
ported a bill in regard toit. I should much prefer, so far as I am con- 
cerned, that we should consider the bills together. I do not think it 
is just to pass this by itself, and I can not give my consent to taking 
up one of them unless the other is to be taken up also. 

Mr. FARWELL. I can inform the Senator that the committee 
have taken action upon the other matter, but it does not interfere with 
this in the least, and does not include this. The committee instructed 
me to report this bill, and to ask for its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Has the other bill been reported? 

Mr. FARWELL. Yes, sir, to-day. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But is it not to be considered in connection with 
this? 

Mr. FARWELL. No, sir. The committee instructed me to report 
this bill as it is; and all it does is to authorize the Baltimore and Poto- 
mac Railroad Company to condemn land to the south of Maryland and 
Virginia avenues, for railway purposes only, and to enable them to get 
to a square of land which they own, near the Long Bridge. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What does the other bill do? I should like to 
have the whole question settled when it is up. 

Mr. FARWELL. The other bill permits the Baltimore and Ohio 
Railroad Company to enter at the Boundary and E streets and tunnel a 
mile and a half or a mile and a quarter, and then go along by the Balti- 
more and Potomac tracks to Sixth street, and then come in on this side 
of Sixth street at a point opposite the present station. In addition to 
that, it authorizes the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company to lay a 
railroad track on the North side of the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
to the Long Bridge. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is the difficulty I see about the matter: If 
we give one company vested rights down there and it condemns property, 
and the other company in order to getto the depot should want to occupy 
= same ground, there would be a controversy, and they would never 

ijust it. 

„Mr. FARWELL. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that so far 
as having a station opposite the present Baltimore and Potomac station 
is concerned the latter company raises no objection. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. How will it be about the property condemned ? 
How is the Baltimore and Ohio Company to run its road across the same 


property? 

Mr. FARWELL. Not at all. They come in on the north side all 
the way. There is no conflict at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the whole matter settled 
together. That is the only point with me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and 
the bill is before the Senate. 

Mr, VANCE. The bill has not yet been taken up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did say that he understood 
unanimous consent was given, but the Chair will put the question. 

Mr. FARWELL. Is there objection ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, somewhat hastily per- 
haps, announced that he had heard no objection. 

Mr. FARWELL. Is there objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators say they did not hear. 

Mr. FARWELL. Is there any objection? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair now asks the question, is 
there objection to the present consideration of the bili? 

Mr. VANCE. LIobject. It is manifestly proper that the bill which 
has been reported from the committee this morning should be acted on 
first so as to let both these great lines come into the city on an equality. 
If we give one line all it wants, it seems to me we may have difficulty 
in the way of the other bill. I think it is manifestly proper that the 
bill just reported should be acted upon first. 

Mr. FARWELL. There is no conflict whatever between the bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. VANCE. I have objected once or twice already. 
mean to take any more of the time of the Senate at present. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. J think this bill ought to go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware objects. 

Mr. FARWELL. I move, then, to take up the bill notwithstanding 
the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 19, noes 13; 
not a quorum voting. : 

Mr. FARWELL, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I desire to appeal to the Senator from Illinois not 
to press this motion this morning. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. FAULKNER], who is in charge of another bill with which the Sen- 
ator from Illinois and myself are perfectly familiar, is absent, and he 
has some interest in this. I think perhaps it will be better policy to 
take up and consider first the bill that I suppose was reported this 
morning by the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. FARWELL. The Senator from West Virginia agrees to this 
bill. He does not object to it. 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam awareof the fact that the committee has reported 
this bill, and I do not wish the Senator to understand that I am in any 
sense antagonizing the bill; but I think perhaps it will be better pol- 
icy to consider the other bill first, or consider them both, so that one 
shall follow immediately after the other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] to take up the bill, on which 
the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GORMAN]. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MOREILL], whom I do not see in 
the Chamber, but feeling satisfied that he would vote nay on this 
question if present, Ishall so vote. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I 


I do not 


vote ven.“ 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBsoN], and therefore shall not vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. CHACE. My colleague [Mr. ALDRICH] is paired with the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. DAVIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I am paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE], who has not votéd, 
and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. QUAY. Iam informed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FAR- 


WELL] that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] is in 

favor of this bill. That being the case, I vote yea.“ 
Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative). The Senator 

from Alabama [Mr. Mond Ax] not being in his seat, I withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 19; as follows: 


YEAS—21. 
Allison, Chandler, Paddock, Sherman, 
Blair, Cullom, Plumb, Spooner, 
Bowen, Dolph, Quay, Stewart. 
Brown, Farwell, Riddleberger, 
Cameron Hiscock, Sabin, 
Chace, Ingalls, Sawyer, 
NAYS—19, 

Bate, George, Pasco, Vest, 
Berry, Hamptor, Pugh, Wal 
Call, Hi 4 Wilson of Iowa, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Saulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Vance, 

> ABSENT—36. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Hearst, Palmer, 
Beck, Eustis, Hoar, Payne, 
Blackburn, Evarts, Jones of Nevada, Platt, 
Blodgett, Faulkner, Kenna, 
Butler, Frye, McPherson, Stanford, 
Coke, Gibson, Manderson, 
Colquitt, Gorman, Mitchell, Teller, 
Danjel, Gray, Morgan, Turpie, 
Davis, Hale, Morrill, Voor! 


So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 2615) to authorize the 
Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real es- 
tate for railway purposes in the District of Columbia, the pending ques- 
tion being on the amendment proposed by Mr. VANCE, to add to section 
2 the following proviso: 

Provided, That the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company shall be re- 


quired to remove their track and depot from the public grounds which th 
occupy and locate them upon the lands so acquired. E PIPET, 


Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, for some years past the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company has occupied the publie mall in front of the 
Capitol and erected its depot on Sixth street, and, without any rent or 
charge, it has occupied that ground for a Jong period of time. 

The proposition of the bill which the Committee on the District of 
Columbia reported this morning to the Senate, which will be before 
this body for its consideration very soon, is to give the Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad Company like privileges to come in upon the north and 
easterly side of the track of the Baltimore and Potomac road and enter 
the mall on the opposite side of Sixth street, and build its depot almost 
directly oppésite the depot of the Baltimore and Potomac Company. 
That amounts to a destruction of the Mall for the purposes for which 
it was originally intended, and it will have to be abandoned as a place 
of pleasure and of public resort by the citizens of the capital. 

My proposition, therefore, is to compel the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company to withdraw its depot and tracks and locate them 
upon the land which this bill authorizes the company to acquire just 
outside the Mall. If that were done we should then have an end to this 
obstruction and occupation of the public grounds in the city. If it is 
not done, equal and similar rights and privileges can not be refused to 
any other corporation that desires to come in and avail itself of the pub- 
lie of the United States. For that reason I have offered this 
amendment, which I hope will meet with the concurrence of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senate is perfectly familiar with the magni- 
tude and the ability of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. It has 
probably the best managed railroad system in the country, if not in the 
world, ma with a large spirit. Wherever it has had an oppor- 
tunity it has displayed public spirit and patriotism. I have no sort of 
feeling of hostility to it or criticism of it. The model civil service of 
the country, if not of the world, is to be found in the organization of 
that concern. But I do regard it asa national misfortune that the road 
was permitted to come in upon that magnificent mall in the way that 
it was; and that without a dollar of compensation the company was pre- 
sented with the most valuable piece of land in the city of Washington, 
and it has proceeded to extend its privileges to occupy, to the practical 
exclusion of the public, one of the fine streets of the city. It is now 
proposed virtually to sanction and to perpetuate this, and to permit 
another railroad company to come in by the side of it. 

If there be power enough in the public sentiment of the country and 
the Congress of the United States I trust it will, at least in the last 
emergency, provide some limit for these companies so that they may 
not extend their machine-shops and warehouses down even to the Mon- 
ument, covering this fine piece of ground, 

I do not blame them, in one sense, for taking all that is given them; 
but it strikes me that the course of Congress in presenting this magnifi- 
cent property to this company is most extraordinary, I feel obliged to 
vote against the whole proposition. 

Mr. FARWELL. The question of the removal of the passenger sta- 
tion is not considered in this bill at all. It was considered before the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and was unfavorably consid- 
ered. It was not agreed to. This bill does not touch or involve the 
question of the location of the depot or its removal. It simply pro- 
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vides that to enable the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to 
transact their freight business with some comfortand take the cars out 
of the streets they may condemn land south of Virginia and Maryland 
avenues. That is all the bill does except in addition to that it per- 
mits the company to go onto a block they own near the river and near 


the Long Bridge. That is all the bill proposes. 

I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I hope the bill will not pa I think 
Washington City with its parks and public grounds and buildings al- 
ready laid out and made should be the model city of the world, and 
the convenience ofthe people and those who come here should be con- 
sulted in all respects where it can be done without detriment to the 
beauty and the plan of the city. 

I have no doubt that the Baltimore and Potomac depot should be 
removed from its present location, and that the whole magnificent boule- 
e or park on the river should be thrown open to conveyances of every 

ind. 

I should have no objection if it was necessary to giving this or any 
other railroad company a site at the cost of the people of the United 
States wherever it could be found without destroying the beauty of the 
magnificent front on the river, which ought to be extended and ought 
me 5 without being interrupted by a railway-crossing ofany 
railroai 

There is no convenience of the people of Washington which requires 
that that railroad company should have its depot immediately upon or 
adjacent to Pennsylvania avenue. It might as well be a quarter of a mile 
or a full mile removed. The depot might as well be on the banks of 
the Potomac River, or it might as well be further down the river, with 
our present facilities and our increasing facilities for rapid transit. The 
little time consumed in reaching the depot would be infinitesimal, while 
to permit this corporation to continue running its tracks across one ot 
the most beautiful parks of any city, capable of being made so. a nec- 
essary lung of the city, and with the improvements which the Govern- 
ment has made there, is, in my judgment, altogether wrong, and not 
to be itted by any wise consideration of public policy. 

Forone, I shall vote against this bill and any bill to locate the depot ot 
any railroad company in immediate proximity to Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President, the proposition made by 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] would destroy interests 
far more important than the streetsof Washington City. It isa bigger 
question than running a railroad from Virginia avenue down to alittle 
brick house near Pennsylvania avenue, where perhaps somebody’s 
horse will be frightened. Adopt the suggestion of the Senator from 
North Carolina and there can be no traffic, freight or passenger, from 
North to South unless it shall pass through a tunnel to the Long Bridge; 
and if the Senator from North Carolina does not know that it certainly 
is his misfortune. The practical result would be to make all Virginia 
west of the Blue Ridge a part of West Virginia, and all of Southside 
Virginia a part of North Carolina. 

His amendment tends to that effect. The pending bill is one which 
I can indorse thoroughly. With the amendment put upon it proposed 
by the Senator from North Carolina I suppose I could console myself, as 
a more distinguished Senator once said when he told his colleagues that 
he could go from Washington to Chicago in the light of his own effigy. 
This bill, if passed with this amendment, would destroy, so far as we 
are concerned, the entire interstate-commerce act; and the amendment 
is only intended—I am not a searcher of hearts, but when I use the 
word intended“ I think that is the effect—to destroy this measure 
by one method or another; that is, to make everything go back out to 
corporations and destroy the only one that gives the western part of 
Virginia any line of freight and passenger connection. 

I beg pardon for not being able to make myself very well understood 
on account of the condition of my throat. 

I submit to the sound judgment of the Senate whether, according 
to the suggestion I have made, it is proper to consider such a proposi- 
tion at this time. This is my nineteenth year in legislative life, and 
in that time I have had some interest in questions relating to railroad 
matters in the South, and in that time I have listened to every railroad 
president from here to the Gulf, and this is a renewal of what I knew 
twelve years ago. I ask the Senate to stop and consider if it is not 
better to pass the bill of the Senator from Illinois without the amend- 
ment now proposed, not as a political factor, but as an industrial one. 
There is, without making any reflection, something under this. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, I could not very well hear what the 
Senator from Virginia said, but I should be glad to be informed by him 
or any one else how the location of the depot on the public grounds on 
Sixth street, at the corner of Missouri avenue, would answer all the 
purposes of opening up Southern traffic and travel, as he seems to de- 
sire, and how the change of that same depot a few blocks south of the 
Avenue would have the opposite effect. 


SESSION WITH CLOSED DOORS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business.. The Sergeant-at-Arms will clear the galleries and close the 
doors of the Senate. 

After three hours the doors were reopened. 


RUDOLPH LODBSIGER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senateand House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State relative to the claim 
of Mr. Rudolph Lobsiger, a Swiss citizen, against the United States, and recom- 
mend that provision be made by law for referring the matter to the Court of 
Claims for examination on its merits. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. © 


Execuriye Maxsiox, Washington, May 14, 1888, 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accompanied 
a report of Mr. Somerville P, Tuck, appointed to carry out certain provisions 
of section 5 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the ascertainment of claims 
of American citizens for spoliations committed by the French prior to the Sist 
day of July, 1801," approved January 20, 1885. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive MANSION, Washington, May 14, 1888. 
AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River, to whom was referred the amendment to the river and 
harbor bill submitted by Mr. BOWEN, proposing to appropriate $25,000 
to enable the Geological Survey to investigate the extent to which the 
arid region of the United States can be redeemed by irrigation, the segre- 
gation of the irrigable lands, the selection of sites for reservoirs, etc., 
reported it favorably and moved its reference to the Committee on Com- 
merce; when, on motion of Mr. STEWART, the proposed amendment 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2762) to provide for the erection of public build- 
ings for post-offices in towns and cities where the post- offlee receipts for 
three years preceding have exceeded $3,000 annually; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. CALL and Mr. SABIN submitted amendments intended to be 
proposed by them, respectively, to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
were 3 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. f 

Mr. BLAIR and Mr. PADDOCK submitted amendments intended 
to be proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor appro- 
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 2942) granting a pension to Samuel 
Burwell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2943) granting a pension to Henry 
Chamberlain; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (2944) granting a pension to Mrs. Lizzie 
G. Parker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2945) 
which was read twice by its title, an 
Pensions. 


ting a pension to J. 8. May; 
referred to the Committee on 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That Carrie V. Miller have leave to withdraw from the files of the 
Senate the papers in her case, there being no adverse report. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 2 minutes p. m.) 
we Perot adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 15, 1888, at 12 
0 m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 14, 1888. 
MELTER OF MINT. 
John W. Browning, of Colorado, to be melterof the mint of the United 
States at Denver, Colo., vice William Stapleton, resigned. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY—POST-CHAPLAIN. 
232 
PROMOTION IN ARMY. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavatry. 


First Lieut. William Davis, jr., to be captain, May 10, 1888, vice 
Smithers, retired from active service. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


. MONDAY, May 14, 1888. 


The House metat 11 o' clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. ; 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. WEBER, from Monday, May 14, toSaturday, May 19, inclusive, 
on account of important business. ; £ 

To Mr. DE LANO, forten days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Matson, until Saturday, on account of important business. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. ANDERSON, of 
Kansas, to print in the RECORD certain remarks on the bill (H. R. 
9600) to declare the duties, enforce the obligations, and regulate the 
service of railroad companies as carriers of interstate commerce, and for 
other purposes. [See APPENDIX. ] 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled a bill of the following 
title; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 8464) for the relief of Merchants’ National Bank of 
Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 


LOAN OF CERTAIN ARMS AND EQUIPMENTS. 


Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the House Calendar and take up for present consideration the bill (H. 
R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equipments to the Ancient 
and Honorable Artillery Company. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That thé Secretary of War is hereby authorized, under such 
regulations as he shall deem proper, to loan to the Ancient and Honorable Ar- 
tillery Company of Massachusetts one hundred and fifty rifles and equipments, 
belts, bayonets, scabbards, and cartridge-boxes, for use at the celebration of the 
two hundred and fiftieth anniversary of that company, to be returned on or be- 
fore the Ist day of July next. 

The committee recommended the adoption of the following amend- 
ment: 

Inthe ninth line, after the word “returned,” insert “in good order.” 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and i 
Mr. LONG moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


EXTENSION OF TARIFF DEBATE, 


Mr. MILLS, I desire to submit a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That general debate in the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union on the bill (H. R. 9051) entitled “An act to reduce taxation 
and to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue,” shall close 
on Saturday, Muy 19. s 

Mr. MILLS. If there be no objection, I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 


GEORGE W. DAVENPORT. 


Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 882) to correct the muster of and for the relief of George 
W. Davenport and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read subject to objection. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to correct the muster of George W. Davenport, late second lieuten- 
ant of Company C, Eighth Michigan Cavalry, upon the records and rolls of the 
War Department, so as to show said Davenport as mustered into the military 
service as second lieutenant of Company C, Eighth Michigan Cavalry, on De- 
cember 15, 1862,and honorably mustered out on April 30, 1865; and the Secretary 
of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to pay said George W. Dav- 
enport, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, a sum of 
money equal to the pay of a second lieutenant of volunteer cavalry from De- 
.cember 15, 1862, to April 30,1865, first deducting any sum or sums which said 
Davenport has received on account of his services in the war of the rebellion 
during the time mentioned aforesaid. 

The committee recommend that the bill be amended as follows: 

In line 9 strike out the words “ December fifteenth, eighteen hundred and 


sixty-two,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ January fifteenth, eighteen 
hundred and sixty-three.” 

In line 10 strike out the words “April thirtieth” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ Jan sixteenth.” 

In lines 15 and 16 strike out the words December fifteenth, eighteen hundred 
and sixty-two,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “January fifteenth, eight- 
een hundred and sixty-three.” 

In line 16 strike out the words “ April thirtieth” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words January sixteenth.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendments 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and 8 i 

Mr. FORD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ANDREW J. NEWGENT. 


Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 5212) for the relief of Andrew J. Newgent, and put it upon its pas- 


sage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to 
5 Newent: of Jaskeon 5 Missouri, the — OF Pew or so ——5 
thereof as max be n out of any money in the Treas not otherwise 
appropriated, in full payment for two horses taken from said Newgent by the 
Confederate forces, while he, the said Newgent, was lieutenant-colonel com- 
manding the Second Batallion Missouri State Militia, the said horses being the 
private property of said Newgent. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be en- 

and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WARNER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I now demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the regular order is the call 
of States and Territories for the introduction and reference of bilis and 
joint resolutions. Under this call resolutions and memorials of State 
and Territorial Legislatures, and also resolutions of inquiry addressed 
to the heads of Departments, are in order. 


REPEAL OF CERTAIN SPECIAL TAXES. 


Mr. LAWLER introduced a bill (H. R. 9950) to repeal certain spe- 
cial taxes on retail dealers in liquors, retail dealers in malt liquors, and 
dealers in manufactured tobacco; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed, 

POSTAL TELEGRAPH SYSTEM. 

Mr. LAWLER also introduced the following resolution; which was 
read and referred to the Committee on Rules: 

Whereas petitions bearing the signatures of more than 2,600,000 citizens of the 
United States request Congress to pass the bill and provide for the establish- 
ment of a postal telegraph system: Therefore, 

Be it resolved. That the Committee on Rules be, and they are hereby, requested 


to set apart a day, to be a continuing order, for the consideration of House bill 
No. H04, reported by the Committee on Commerce. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, CHICAGO. 


Mr. LAWLER also introduced a bill (H. R. 9951) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Treasury o cause such changes and improvements to 
be made in the United States custom-house, post-office, and subtreas- 
ury building at Chicago, Ill., and erect such additions thereto as in 
his judgment may be necessary to provide sufficient accommodations 
for a post-office in said city; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


ELECTRIC WIRES UNDERGROUND. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 9952) to 
provide for placing the electric wires connecting the several Depart- 
ments of the Government at Washington, D. C., under ground; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 9953) 
to provide for placing the wires used by the District of Columbia un- 
der ground; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT RENO, NEV. 


Mr. WOODBURN introduced a bill (H. R. 9954) for the erection of 
a public building at Reno, Nev.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 


1888. 


PROFESSIONAL CRIMINALS OF AMERICA. 


Mr. CUMMINGS (by Mr. Cox) introduced a joint resolution (H. 
Res. 166) authorizing and directing the Secretary of State to contract 
for the purchase of copies of the publication entitled Professional 
Criminals of America, for use in the United States consular Service; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT HORNELLSVILLE, N. Y. 


Mr. DAVENPORT introduced a bill (H. R. 9955) for the erection 
ofa public building at Hornellsville, N. Y.; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 


Mr. BROWER introduced a bill (H. R. 9956) for the relief of certain 
soldiers and sailors of the late war; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

EDUCATION BILL. 

Mr. BROWER also submitted a resolution requesting the Committee 
on Education to report Senate bill 371, being the bill to aid in the 
establishment and temporary support of common schools; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education. 


COAL. 

Mr. SMITH, of Wisconsin, introduced a bill (H. R. 9957) to provide 
for the discovery, location, and reservation of coal on the public lands; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MILWAUKEE, LAKE SHORE AND WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. HUDD introduced a bill (H. R. 9958) granting to the Milwaukee, 
Lake Shore and Western Railway Company the right of way through 
the Lac de Flambeau Indian reservation in the State of Wisconsin; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


CADETS OF NAVAL ACADEMY. 


Mr. WADE introduced a bill (H. R. 9959) in relation to cadets at 
the Naval Academy; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


ST. PAUL’S LUTHERAN CHURCH, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ATKINSON introduced a bill (H. R. 9960) to discharge the 
St. Paul’s Evangelical Lutheran Church, in the District of Columbia, 
from the payment of certain taxes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

TERMS OF PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. NEAL introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 167) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States changing the terms 
of office of the Presidentand Vice-President of the United 8 which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on "the Ju- 
diciary, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the business which may be 
called up by the Committee on the District of Columbia. If the day 
is not claimed by that committee, then the regular order is the call of 
committees for reports. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the call of committees for re- 


rts. 

The motion was agreed to, two-thirds voting in favor thereof. 

Mr. MILLS. I make the usual request that all gentlemen having 
reports to make be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

There was no objection. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 4505) granting a pension to Vincent Bowlin; 

A bill (H. R. 7345) for the relief of Samuel J. Jackson; 

A bill (H. R. 6503) for the relief of Benjamin F, Samuel; 

A bill (H. R. 5941) granting a pension to Nicholas Klock; 

A bill (H. R. 3544) granting a pension to Joseph W. McConnell; 

A bill (H. R. 6371) granting a pension to Jane M. Stillwell; 

A bill (H. R. 8705) granting a pension to Mary G. Adams, widow of 
Elsey G. Adams, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 4501) granting a pension to Jesse M. Stillwell; 

A bill (H. R. 133) to increase the pension of Samuel Lilly; 

A bill (H. R. 8698) granting a pension to Ida Richards; 

A bill (H. R. 7483) granting a pension to Barbara Murphy; 

hildven: (H. R. 9194) granting a pension to Alice Mullinand her minor 
0 

A bill (H. R. 5100) increasing the pension of Eliza J. Houck, widow 

of Phillip Houck; 
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A bill (H. R. 5414) granting a pension to Catharine Falvey; 

A bill (H. R. 4500) granting a pension to Melvin Seward; 

A bill 1 Hf. R. 2165) for the relief of Benjamin Burtram; 

A bill (H. R, 5575) granting a pension to James J. Snyder; and 
A bill (H. R. 6505) for the relief of Charlotte Fredrick. 


SENATE BILLS REPORTED ADVERSELY. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the same committee, reported back adversely 
bills of the Senate of the following titles; which were severally referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and the 
accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (S. 1007) granting a pension to John S. Coleman; 

A bill 8. 2447) granting a pension to Mary J. Goslee; 

A bill (S. 2330) granting an increase of pension to William Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 766) granting an increase of pension to John Moore; and 
4 A bill (S. 2084) to restore to the pension-roll the name of Joseph 

ewis. 
ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back biils of the following titles; which were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 1330) to repeal all acts of limitation as to the begin- 
ning of ions; 

A bill (H. R. 1359) to define the time when pensions granted under 
the invalid-pension laws shall take effect; 

A bill (H. R. 1377) to amend an act making appropriations for the 
payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Congress approved 
January 25, 1879, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1384) granting arrears of pensions; 

A bill (H. R. 1393) to amend section 2 of an act entitled An act 
making appropriations for the payment of arrears of pensions granted 
by act of Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes, 
approved March 3, 1879, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1412) to amend section 2 of an act making appropria- 
tions for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Con- 
gress, approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes, approved 
March 3, 1879; 

A bill (H. R. 1457 granting arrears of pension; 

A bill (H. R. 1543 to remove the limitation in the payment of ar- 
rears of pensions 

A bill (H. R. 1453) to grant arrears of pensions in certain cases; 

A bill (H. R. 1556) to remove the limitation in the payment of ar- 
rears of pensions; 

A bill (H. R. 1633) to amend section 4718 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 1717) to repeal the proviso of section 2 of the act of 
March 3, 1879, making appropriations for the payment of arrears of 

ions; 

A bill (H. R. ten to remove the limitations in pension cases; 

A bill (H. R. 1824) to extend the provisions of the arrears-of-pen- 
sion act approved March 3, 1879, to pensioners under special acts of 
Con; and to repeal the limitation of arrears act; 

A bill (H. R. 3350) to amend section 2 of an act making appropria- 
tions for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of Con- 
gress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes, approved 
March 3, 1879; 

A bill (H. R. 3429) to remove the limitation in tlie payment of ar- 
rears of pensions; 

A bill (H. R. 3431) to amend section 2 of chapter 187, United States 
Statutes at Large, 1877 to 1879, entitled? An act for the paymentof the 
arrears of pension granted by act of Congress approved January 25, 
1879,“ and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 5068) to amend section 2 of an act making appropri- 
ations for the payment of the arrears of pensions granted by act of 
Congress approved January 25, 1879, and for other purposes. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 9961) relating to the arrears of 
pensions; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. ` 


NATHANIEL FRANCIS. 


Mr, MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (9795) granting a pension to Nathaniel Francis; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JULIA BRYAN. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to Julia Bryan; 

which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SUSAN SINGLETON, 
Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9130) granting a pension to Susan Sin- 
gleton; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 


4090 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Max 14, 


the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
LYDIA HEINY. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 9034) granting a pension to Lydia Heiny; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

LOUISA ROGERS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the biil (H. R. 8549) granting a pension to Louisa Rogers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. LAURA HOOPER DENBY. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1760) to increase the pension of Mrs, Laura 
Hooper Denby; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JEPTHA A. JONES. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1173) increasing the pension of Jeptha A. 
Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

r JULIA A. RHOADS, . 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 842) granting a pension to Julia A. 
Rhoads; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES W. BOWMAN. 
Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 2449) granting a pension to James W. 
Bowman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
BENJAMIN A. BERTRAM. 
Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back favorably the bill (S. 1762) granting a pension to Benjamin 
A. Bertram; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
E . CATHARINE M’QUADE. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2448) granting a pension to Catha- 
rine McQuade; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES WHITE. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2520) granting a pension to James 
White; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY CURTIN. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2653) granting a pension to Mary Cur- 
tin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

inted. 
sa MRS. CATHARINE K. WHITTLESEY. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Catharine K. Whittlesey; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

CATHARINE BUSEY. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 333) granting a pension to Catha- 
rine Busey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

ELIZABETH A. SOUTH. 
Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6848) for the relief of Elizabeth 
A. South; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
SAMUEL PIERCY. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3710) grantinga pension toSamuel 


Piercy; which was referred to the Committes of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 

ALBERT O. ROBB. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

pores back favorably the bill (H. R. 9399) granting a pension to Al- 
ert O. Robb; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
JOHN TAAFFE. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 6220) granting a pension 
to John Taaffe; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS. JUDITH DEIG. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9314) granting a pension to Mrs. Judith 
Deig; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

CHARLES s. BAKER. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9792) to increase the pension of 
Charles 8. Baker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed, 

MILTON MERWIN. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9649) continuing the pen- 
sion of Milton Merwin; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

PHEBE A. ROMAINE, 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back fayorably the bill (H. R. 7321) granting a pension to Phebe A. 
Romaine, widow of Joseph Romaine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. : 


RUSSELL’ L. DOANE. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

back with amendment the bill (H. R. 2507) granting a pension 

to Russell L. Doane, of Sanilac County, Michigan; which was referred 

to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LOVINIA A. MARSH, 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3761) granting a pension to Lo- 
vinia A. Marsh; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered io be printed. 

HIRAM R. ELLIS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 881) granting a pension to Hiram 
R. Ellis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

THOMAS STRODDER. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. S087) for the relief of Thomas 
Strodder; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NATHANIEL M. BERRY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 1856) granting a pension to Na- 
thaniel M. Berry; which was referred to the Committee of the Who e 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 

ELLEN J. SNEDAKER. 


Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
orted back fuvorably the bill (S. 2313) granting a pension to Ellen J. 
usa which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
WILLIAM c. WALLACE YOUNG. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1575) granting an increase of pension 
to William C. Wallace Young; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
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ERNST HEIN. f 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2413) granting an inerease of ion 
to Ernst Hein; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with tho accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ALEXANDRIA, LA. 


Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildingsand Grounds, 
reported back the bill (H. R. 1482) to provide for the construction ofa 
public building at the city of Alexandria, State of Louisiana; which 
was laid on the table. 5 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a substi- 
tute for the foregoing, a bill (H. R. 9962) for the erection of a public 
building at Alexandria, La.; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

DAVID A. YEAW. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9595) granting a pension to David A. 
Yeaw; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

CYNTHIA J. CARLTON. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 154) restoring to the pension-roll the 
name of Cynthia J. Carlton; which was referred tothe Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

D. G. SCOOTEN. 
Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
gene back favorably the bill (S. 2435) granting a pension to D. G. 
ten; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed, 
MARTHA V. COLEMAN. 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back with amendment the bill, (S. 1264) granting a pension to 
3 ha V. Coleman; which yez referred to 2 Committee of the Whole 

ouse on the Private Calen and, with the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 2 4 
ELEANOR S. LAWSON. 


Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
back favorably the bill (S. 175) granting a pension to Eleanor 
Lawson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
JOHN D. JONES, 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 775) granting an increase of 
pen to John D. Jones; which was referred to the Committee of the 

ole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 


MES. NANCY E. SPENCER. 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
pare back favorably the bill (H. R. 783) granting a pension to Mrs. 
ancy E. Spencer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 
EDWIN E. CHASE. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
on back favorably the bill (S. 2571) granting a pension to Edwin 
Chase; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 
MES. EMILINE ANDERSON. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (S. 2366) granting a pension to Mrs. 
iline Anderson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 
ELVIRA M. DORMAN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2830) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elvira M. Dorman; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZA M. SCANDLIN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

pre back favorably the bill (S. 2779) granting a pension to Eliza 
Scandlin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 


on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
JOHN G. MERRITT. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension 
to John G. Merritt; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ALLEN DLETHEN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2700) granting an increase of pension 
to Allen Blethen; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 

H. H. RUSSELL. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2609) granting a pension to H. H. 
Russell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

: NATHAN B. BARICK. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2578) granting a pension to Nathan 
B. Rarick; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, PEORIA, ILL. 

Mr. POST, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9059) appropriating $12,000 for 
the completion of the public building at Peoria, III., and increasing 
the limit of the cost of said building; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 8573) granting a pension to William 
Partlow; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension to Philip Curran; and 

A bill (H. R. 7915) granting a pension to Eliza E. Peterson. 

I. H. CORN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of I. H. Corn; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALBERT WATSON. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9824) for the relief of Albert Watson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE s. THWING. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2240) for the relief of George S. Thwing; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH J. FOY. 
_ Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Sarah J. Foy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
ROBERT H. STURGESS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 767) granting a pension to Robert H. Stur- 
gess; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

DAVID H. LUTMAN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2206) granting a pension to David H. Lut- 
man; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 


WILLIAM COLLINSWORTH. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1122) granting an increase of pension to 
William Collinsworth; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 
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MARGARET M. MILLER. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1500) granting a pension to Margaret M. 
Miller; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ELIZA J. MAYDEN. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1254) granting a pension to Eliza J. Mayden; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SALLIE R. ALEXANDER. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1009) granting an increase of pension to 
Sallie R. Alexander, widow of Lieut. Col. Thomas L. Alexander, United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF PATRICK FRAWLEY. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to the widow 
and minor children of Patrick Frawley; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

LYDIA HAWKINS. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2655) granting a pension to Lydia 
Hawkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Caiendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JOHN LEARY, DECEASED. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1076) granting a pension to the widow 
of John Leary, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

AUSTIN P. COX. 


Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 6067) for the relief of Austin P. Cox; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 6530) for the relief of Manual Mason; 

A bill (H. R. 4563) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to refund 
money wrongfully paid for duties on imports by Daniel Marcy; and 

A bill (H. R. 7619) for the relief of John P. Clam. 

THOMAS G. MACKIE. 

Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6069) for the relief of Thomas G. Mackie and 
the heirs at law of William A. Hyde, deceased; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM H. TABARRAH. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
‘with amendment the bill (H. R. 948) for the relief of William H. Ta- 
barrah; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. > 

R. D. BABCOCK. 

Mr. CAREY also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of R. D. Babcock; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

IRREGULARITIES IN COMPENSATION OF GOVERNMENT OFFICIALS. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Treas- 
ury Department, reported back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 
164) for the appointment of a joint committee of both Houses of Con- 
gress to inquire into existing irregularities, if any, in the compensation 
of the officers and employés of the Executive Departments and bureaus 

| of the Government; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
GRANT OF CERTAIN LANDS, WYOMING. 

Mr. WHEELER also, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 850) granting certain lands in th 
Territory of Wyoming for public purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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THE TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. HATCH rose and was recognized. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] may have an extension of his 
time, not exceeding thirty minutes, if he so desires, in order to con- 
clude the remarks which he is about to make to the committee, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, Iam very much obliged to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. PAyson ] and to the Committee of the Whole for 
the courtesy extended to me. Nothing less than the magnitude of the 
interests involved in the pending bill and its effects upon the pros- 
perity and welfare of the people of the whole country would induce me 
to trespass upon the patience of the House at this time. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, I feel that I would be faithless to my own convictions, derelict in 
my duty to the people I have the honor to represent upon this floor, 
and disloyal to the interests confided to the Committee on Agriculture, 
of which I have the honor to be the chairman, if I refused or neglected 
to spen earnestly and plainly 3 75 what I consider a legislative crisis 
in the history of the country. I shall offer no apology to this House, 
as I have never offered one anywhere, for speaking in behalf of the agri- 
culturists and of the agricultural interests of the country. 

Agriculture is the oldest and the most honorable occupation of man. 
Itis the foundation ofour earliest civilization, and its development marks 
the periods of the passage in the history of the world ‘‘ from savagery to 
barbarism and from barbarism to civilization.’’ It is to-day the foun- 
dation of all commercial and material progress in this country. It 
marks in every age of the world the steps of civilization as clearly and 
distinctly as the posts mark the miles on the road. The history of the 
world teaches us that in all ages, in every country, agriculture has 
borne more than its fair proportion of the burdens of government. 

Whether taxation has been exacted from it in kind, or under what- 
ever system taxes have been levied, agriculture has always borne more 
than its just proportion, and too often, as in our own country, has 
been the prey of skillfully devised systems of taxation for the benefit 
and enrichment of some favored class. This, Mr. Chairman, is partic- 
ularly true in the nineteenth century and under our republican form 
of government in the year 1888. 

No system of taxation can be devised which benefits one class of the 


people in a country that does not bear with equal hardship upon some 


other class or classes. It is utterly impossible to devise a scheme of 
taxation that will inure to the benefit of one class without imposing a 
corresponding burden upon other classes. Under our system of taxa- 
tion the largest proportion of the money exacted from the people by the 
Federal Government comes through the custom-house. It is either 
levied upon articles that are not manufactured in this country, in which 
case the Government gets the sole benefit of the tax, or it is levied upon 
articles that are manufactured in this country as well as in foreign 
countries, and in all such cases the Government gets its proportion of 
the tax, while the manufacturer of the protected articles is also bene- 
fited by the tax; and the proposition which has been stated upon the 
floor of this House by more that one gentleman, that a tax upon an 
article manufactured abroad and brought into this country through 
the custom-house does not add to the cost of the article to the con- 
sumer is too ridiculous to be met by argument. 

A gentleman who can persuade himself to believe that proposition 
certainly could not be convinced by argument, even if one should rise 
from the dead. The idea that a tax upon a manufactured article does 
not add to its cost to the consumer is as ridiculous as the idea that the 
freight charges added to the cost of an article transported 1,000 or 
3,000 miles does not add to its price to the consumer. No tax can be 
levied upon a manufactured article that does not benefit the manufact- 
urer, and a long line of the ablest writers and speakers upon this ques- 
tion, covering a period of a hundred years, have stated time and again 
that the manufacturer alone receives the benefit of such taxes, And, 
Mr. Chairman, within the last few years there has been added to the 
roll of illustrious authorities who have declared this to be a maxim in 
political economy the name of the distinguished gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. LODGE], an extract from whose life of Hamilton was 
read upon this floor by the gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. WII- 
son] the other day, in which it is stated that the tariff tax inures to 
the benefit of the manufacturer alone. 

Now, sir, if that proposition be true, the agriculturists and the great 
mass of consumers of this country certainly have no share in the profits 
made by the manufacturers, and therefore no share in the benefits re- 
sulting from this species of taxation. 

Mr. Chairman, there has been enough written and said upon this 
subject within the last week or two in the House of Representatives to 
deter almost anybody from attempting a set tariff speech at this stage 
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of the discussion of the pending bill. History has been ransacked, li- 
braries have been overhauled, and everything of interest upon the ques- 
tion that has been printed within the last hundred years has been 
quoted upon this floor. 

I have been looking through the RECORD at some of the printed 
speeches, and they remind me of one of those new-fangled patch quilts, 
some of them crazy-quilts“ at that. They are patched all through 
with quotations and tables, and again quotations, in a manner which 
must appal the reader (and which certainly does appal the speaker), 
who is to follow their publication. I do not, therefore, expect, and do 
not undertake, to say anything new upon this subject; but I do wish 
to call the attention of the House and, as far as my words can reach, 
the attention of the country to the proposition I have laid down, that 
a tax which enriches the manufacturer impoverishes the farmer. We 
have seen in this discussion a good deal of skill and ability on the part 
of our friends on the other side in the manner in which they have con- 
ducted their part of it, so as to lead not only the minds of the mem- 
bers on this floor, but the minds of the people throughout the country, 
into a discussion of the principles of taxation, as if we were undertak- 
ing here to inaugurate a brand new system of tariff. 

J wish it were true. Iam ready for that contest whenever it comes. 
I do not believe in the present system. I do not believe in the princi- 
ples on which the present system is based. But what is the bill under 
discussion and pending before the House to-day? Is itadeparture from 
any principles involved in the Morrill tariff act? Not at all; it pre- 
serves, I am sorry to say, every principle and feature of that law. It 
is simply a proposition of modification and reduction. It does not touch 
a principle involved in whatis knownas the Morrilltariff act. I wish 
we had a bill pending before the House to-day based entirely upon a 
principle of equality and fairness—better and deeper than we can get 
in the present measure. But I do not intend to be led off by the adroit- 
ness and skill of our friends on the other side into discussing the prin- 
ciples involved in this bill. They are fastened upon us; and all wecan 
hope to do, and all that this bill seeks to do, is simply to reduce under 
the present system the amount of taxes now collected by the Govern- 
ment and put into the Treasury; that is all. 

What is the condition of the Treasury of the United States to-day 
under the present tariff law? What is the attitudeof the Government 
of the United States contrasted with that of all the other nations of the 
earth in regard to this subject of taxation? Let uslook for a moment. 

At a meeting of the National Institute of Statistics, held in Europe, 
a detailed comparison of the revenues and expenditures of seven of the 
leading states of Europe was given by M. Cerboni, superintendent of 
accounts, or perhaps I should rather say auditor-general of the King- 
dom of Italy. The total receipts and expenditures for these different 
nations for the year 1885-86 were as follows: 


With the exception of France, not one of these seven countries I have 
named levies $1 of tax upon its people over and above the amount 
needed for the ordinary and extraordinary expenses of the Government. 


Not a single European country to-day exacts more tribute from its 

ple than it needs for the expenses of its government; and I say here 
8 that there is not a kingdom in Europe that would dare to ex- 
act of its people 5100, 000,000 a year in excess of the needs of the gov- 
ernment. Suchan exaction would produce a revolution in any country 
in Europe. There is not a government upon the face of this earth, ex- 
cept the United States, that is strong enough to lay the heavy and hard 
hand of the taxing power upon its people in excess of the wants of that 
government. But under the system which has been fastened upon us, 
what have we been doing? In 1885~’86, the year referred to in the 
figures I have read, the gross receipts of our Government were $336,- 
000,000, in round numbers, and the expenditures $221,000,000; in 1886- 
87 the receipts were $371,000,000; actual expenses, $244,000,000; dis- 
bursements for all purposes, only $267,000,000, showing a surplus 
revenue in 1885-’86 of nearly $94,000,000, and in 1886-87 nearly 
$104,000, 000. 

Under the present system the Government of the United States is ex- 
acting from the people of this country nearly a hundred million dollars 
a year more than it needs. For what purpose is this tribute levied? 
I propose to undertake to show for what purpose it is done. It is done 
to enrich favored classes that have fastened their fangs upon the legis- 


lation of this country. It is done to enrich one class of people at the 
expense of the masses. The wholes ystem was conceived in greed and 
avarice, and it has been maintained from that day to this by misrepre- 
sentation, corruption, and frand. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will my friend from Missouri allow me toask hima 
question ? 

Mr. HATCH. With great pleasure. 

Mr. PLUMB. Are any of the European countries which have been 
named by the gentleman engaged in paying their public debt? 

Mr. HATCH. I answer, yes, sir; some of them are paying their pub- 
lic debt, and some of them are paying interest on their public debt. 
France is paying part of her publicdebt. But the gentleman knows as 
well as I do that the United States Government to-day is not in a posi- 
tion to pay its public debt; and it has been placed in that same position 
by the same political party that inaugurated the system of legislation 
that exacts tribute from one portion of the country for the benefit of 
another. 

But over and above all the needs of the Government beyond every 
dollar that the Government of the United States can use legitimately 
to-day, except to take the surplus and go into the open maket and pay 
an exorbitant price for these bonds, we are exacting from the people, 
taking from the arteries of trade and commerce, nearly $100,000,000 
that ought to be left in the pockets of the honest people of the country. 

Mr. PLUMB. I would like to ask one more question, if the gentle- 
man pleases. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly. 

Mr, PLUMB. Does not section 3693 of the Revised Statutes pro- 
vide that the interest-bearing debt of the United States may be paid 
whenever bonds bearing a less rate of interest can be sold at par in coin; 
and if so, why not pay the public debt? 

Well, my triend, I am one member of this House who bas stood 
here for nine years pleading for the payment of this public debt. 

Mr. HERBERT. We paid all that we could pay under the law, and 
now we are buying it. 

Mr. HATCH. Wepaid every dollarthat was dueand are glad to do it, 
and if I have received any one instruction more emphatic than another 
from the people whom I have the honor to represent upon this floor, it is 
that I should always vote to pay the public debt. I have never seen 
occasion to vary from that principle. We are willing to be taxed for 
that purpose; but we are not willing to be robbed day after day and 
year after year to put money into the coffers of bloated monopolies and 
favored manufacturers of the country. That is the position the agri- 
cultural community of this country assumes to-day; and right here the 
gentleman’s question reminds me of what I had intended to refer to 
later on, but shall take occasion to call attention to now. 

If gentlemen on that side would read history, if their memories were 
not so treacherous, if they would learn the lesson which experience 
would teach from what transpired on this floor in the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress, they would accept with avidity and gladness the bill tendered 
to them by the Democratic party to-day. 

My friend from New York sitting near me [Mr. Cox] remembers 
it, all gentlemen around me remember it, when in the Forty-sixth 
Congress Mr. Fernando Wood, of New York, then chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, reported to the House what was known as 
the Wood refunding bill, where he offered to the national banks, through 
the measure then presented, a bond, I believe, if my memory dges not 
deceive me, of 3 per cent., and when what was known as the Car- 
lisle amendment was put on the bill and passed the House and Sen- 
ate; but the national banks, in the exercise of their arrogant power, in- 
duced the President of the United States to veto that bill; and yet 
within less than twelve months afterwards they would have given 
$10,000,0000 to have had it passed. 

Never from that day to this has there been a time when as liberal a 
bill in their interest could be passed through the House of Represent- 
atives; and if gentlemen on the other side would learn a Jesson from 
the experience of the past they would not only take this bill now be- 
fore them, but they would take it by a unanimous vote upon that side 
and be glad to get it; for I tell you, gentlemen, if it is rejected now, 
within less than twelve months you will be willing to give millions of 
dollars to get as moderate a reduction of taxation as we now propose. 
In my judgment, if this bill is not passed by this Congress the voice of 
the people sweeping over the length and breadth of the land will place 
a membership in the Fifty-first Congress that will take this system, 
and, instead of simply reducing it as we propose to do, will bring it 
down to a point where it will do equal and exact justice to all the in- 
terests of the country without regard to favored classes or sections. 

We have had some very remarkable statements made during the 
course of this debate, I think one of the most eloquent, easily and 
gracefully delivered speeches that I have ever had the pleasure of list- 
ening to was delivered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
Rows]; and one of the most laudatory of his own section that was ever 
delivered was delivered by the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER]. I propose to notice a few of the statements maile by 
these gentlemen. The figures that I propose to embody in my remarks 
have been verified by the statistician of the Agricultural Department, 
and I believe they are exact and absolutely correct. 
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Now, it has been stated, and no man denies it, that since 1850 this 
country has grown in wealth and in prosperity at a ratio unprecedented 
in the history of any nation onearth. Notwithstanding the four years 
of the civil war, notwithstanding the destruction of property during 
that period—from 109p anata hier pad grown to an extent 
almost startling when we contemplate it. It has grown up into the 
billions. I know it to be true; the figures state it. Gentlemen upon 
the other side as well as upon this side have quoted them, and I believe 
them to be correct. But where has that money been concentrated? 
What favored class, if any, in the United States have reaped the benefit 
of that great accumulation of wealth? Has it been equally and evenly 
distributed throughout the land? No. Has it, in any single State or 
section of the country, been distributed to all classes alike? No. Has 
one class solely got the benefit of it? Yes. Now, look first at the gen- 
eral figures before I come down to itemizing some of them. 

The nearest estimate that can be made of the value of the agricult- 
ural wealth of this country is based upon the valuation of farms, farm 
animals, farm implements, and machinery. The ownership of the land, 
its improvements, the ownership of all the stock upon the farm, the 
ownership of all the tools andmachinery necessary to run it, consti- 
tute the farmer’s capital. In 1850 the farmers of this country owned 
83.967, 343.580 of property. In 1860—mark this—they had increased 
their te wealth from the sum named to nearly eight billions, 
or, to be more exact, $7,980,493,063, a little more than doubling the 

capital in ten years, and showing by calculation a net increase 
of about 101 percent. In 1870 they had increased from $7,980,493,- 
063 to $11,124,958,747; not quite 40 per cent. In 1880 they increased 
from $11,124,958,747 to $12,104, 001,538, or only about9 per cent. Be- 
tween 1850 and 1860 we had the lowest tariff and the lowest rate of tax 
collections that we have had in this country for the past seventy years. 
Between 1870 and 1880 we have had the highest we have ever had. 
Between 1850 and 1860 the farmers of the country more than doubled 
their wealth, and between 1870 and 1880 they accumulated but 9 per 
cent. increase. 

I append an exact and verified table of the figures. 


| 1870. | 1880. 
| 
+» $3, 271, 575, 426 88, 645, 045,007 89, 262, 803, 861 610, 197, 096, 776 
644, 180,516 | 1, 089, 329, 915 | 1,525, 276, 457 1,500,384, 707 
151, 587, 638 246,118,141 |" 336, 878, 429 406, 520, 055 


Farm animaizs..........| 
Farm implements — 
| 8, 967, 343, 580 | 7. 980, 493, 063 11, 124,958, 747 | 12, 104, 001, 538 


While I do not claim that the high tariff since 1861 is the sole cause 
of this decay in the industry of more than half our people, I do most 


earnestly contend that in that fact is to be found the secret of one of 


the most potential causes of the terrible blight and depreciation of 
values which has befallen American agriculture. 

If this is not true, why is it that during the same decades, and fos- 
tered and protected by this system, the manufacturing districts have 
so enormously increased in wealth? There is but one answer. Pro- 
tection benefits the manufacturer alone, while it oppresses and levies 
tribute upon all other classes. 

Now, contrast the statements made and the figures given with the 
following table of the wealth per capita of the nine manufacturing 
States with that of all the other States, from 1850 to 1880 inclusive: 


Wealth per capita according to census estimate of true valuation. 


For the nine manufacturing States, 
Maine to Pennsylvania, inclus- 


ive. 

Years. 

True value of 

"seal Popula- Per 

pine to Hon capita. 

| 
1850 .....| $3, 130, 989, 851 | 8,628, 851 $363 
1860 .....| 6,591, 607,424 | 10,594, 268 528 
1870.....| 15, 290, 032, 687 | 12, 298, 730 1,243 
14, 507, 407 1,853 


1880. . 19,630, 000, 000 


This shows that the wealth per head was nearly as much in other 
States as in the Eastern and Middle States in 1850 and 1860, while 
in 1880 it was twice as much per capita in the nine manufacturing 
States named. 

The population of that region had increased 68 per cent., and wealth 
627 per cent. The population of the other States had increased 145 

cent., and their wealth 500 per cent.; i. e., the increase of wealth 

the manufacturing States is greater with an increment of 68 per 
cent. of population than in the other States, which show an increase 
of 145 per cent. in population. 

But the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], who, 
I am sorry to see, is not in his seat this morning—I do not know that 
I could make any impression upon him, but I would like him to hear 
what I have to say the gentleman from New Hampshire, with a pride 
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that was very commendable and an eloquence that is not excelled by 
that of any gentleman on this floor, gave us a graphic picture of the 
six New d States, how much they had gained in wealth, and 
he claimed that this prosperity was due to the present tariff laws, and 
I agree with him, as it is a complete vindication of my own poanion, 
Now let us see what proportion and what classes of the people of the 
six New England States have accumulated this property, and with | 
what consummate tact and skill these gentlemen attempt to with- | 
re from their constituents at home and from this House the real 

ts. 

Oh! they fight the West as an agricultural producing region and not 
a manufacturing one; and they say we are sectional if we undertake to 
reform the tariff because it is in the interest of the West. I want to 
find out whether the agriculturists of the six New England States be- 
tween 1870 and 1880 received their equal, fair, and just proportion 
of this immense accretion of wealth. In 1850, in the six New Eng- 
land States, the total value of the farms, farm animals, implements, 
etc., the wealth of the agriculturists of the six New England States, 
aggregated the amounts shown in the following table: 


Total values of farms, farm animals, implements, cte., of the six. New 
England States. 


1870, | 1880. 

, 295, $88, 715,693 
131, 128,193 | 123,805,039 
168,506,189 | 130, 811. 400 
138, 482, 801 164, 288, 956 

25, 496, 24 29, 039, 046 
145,083,019 | 185, 185, 834 


| 661,467,417 | 707,942,439 671, 846, 053 


In 1880, after more than ten years of profound peace and unexampled 
prosperity, ten years of the largest accumulations of wealth that New 
England has never seen, the wealth of her agriculturists fell off from 
$707,000,000 to $671,000,000, a loss of over $36,000,000; while the 
same figures demonstrate the fact that the largest relative or percen- 
tage gain in agricultural wealth was during the low-tariff period be- 
tween 1850 and 1860. 

This system, merciless as death itself, robs alike the neighbor and 
the stranger; robs a portion of their own people as it does the people 
of the Mississippi Valley. The agriculturists and people to-day are 

, relatively, than they were in 1870; and the censas of 1890 will 
show that the decrease has been greater since 1880 than in the decade 
that I have named. 

Mr. HERBERT. Illustrating the value of the home market they 
talked so much about. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill come to that presently. I want the two gen- 
tlemen from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT and Mr. RUSSELL], whom 
I see before me, who are representatives of this agricultural interest in 
New England, and my friend from New Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY], 
during this coming campaign to hold up to the farmers of New Eng- 
land this fact, that while New England has grown rich the farmers of 
New England have grown poor. In spite of their home market, in 
spite of the advantages of large cities and manufacturing towns and all 
the blessings that flow from this high protective tariff, as stated by our 
friends upon the other side, the agriculturists of New England are 
poorer than they were ten years ago. - 

Some gentleman upon the other side has spoken of the three great 
States of New York, Pennsylvania, and New Jersey, the other three 
manufacturing States. From what has been said you would suppose 
that the agriculturists had grown very rich. What do the figures show 
in regard to those States—New York, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania? 


Value of farms, farm animals, farm implements, and machinery. 


1870. 1880. 
New York... $1,494,738, 190 | $1, 216, 637, 765 J 
New Jersey.. 286, 854,830 | ` 212, 678, 330 
Pennsylvania. 1. 184. 788, 853 1. 095, 45, 324 
Total 2. 978, 379, 873 2, 824. 721, 419 


A loss of over four hundred and fifty millions in the last-named dec- 


e. 

Mr. BLAND. Of farm values? 

Mr. HATCH. This statement includes farm values, improvements, 
stock, and farming implements. They include the entire capital and 
wealth of the farmers of those States. And Pennsylvania, the most 
favored of all the States under the present system, with her myriad of 
highly protected industries, her unexampled accumulation of wealth 
in the hands of favored classes, her long role of millionaires laid the iron 
hand of protection upon her farmers, and in the name of American 
industries“ robbed the agriculturists of $99,381,529 in the decade be- 
tween 1870 and 1880, and it is still going on in an increased ratio. 


1888. 
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What a picture the little State of New Hampshire cuts in this table, 
the State that was so extolled by my friend [Mr. GALLINGER]. He 
held it up in contrast with Southern States and showed how much 
more money they were making than could possibly be made in the ag- 
ricultural States of the South. How, then, stands New Hampshire in 
this race? In 1850 the agriculturists of that State had avalue of $66,- 
432,023; in 1860, $83,297,400; in 1870, $99,295,801. In 1880 they had 
lost nearly eleven millions of dollars, having only $88,715,693. 

Now if this system of protective tariff piles up this immense amount 
of money, which has been stated, in the New England and other man- 
ufacturing States, I ask again, who gets it? As stated by the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts in his history of Alexander Hamilton, the 
manufacturer alone gets it. But they say to us in the West, if you 
will simply build up manufactories and diversify your industries you 
will grow rich as we do. But, my friends, we do not want to grow 
rich as you do. Public sentiment in the West is upon a higher plane 
than robbing one portion of its own people to enrich another portion. 
[Applause.] Whenever you devise a system of taxation that will bear 
equally upon all the people of the West then we want to support it. 
But when you present to us a proposition that we shall rob nine men 
out of ten in the Mississippi Valley simply to make one man rich we 
reject it with scorn and contempt. And that is what you are doing. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr, CHEADLE. I understood you to say, in stating the evidence 
of wealth of the farming class, that it consisted in their lands and stock. 
Do you take into consideration the money they have on deposit at in- 


terest? - 

Mr. HATCH. Well, my friend, between 1850 and 1860 the farmers 
had some surplus money at interest; but since your party has been 
robbing them under the existing tariff system they have not any sur- 
plus money left. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman now permit me to state just 
one fact? 

Mr. HATCH. I can not yield for the gentleman to make a speech. 
If he wants to ask a question 

Mr. CHEADLE. As a representative of an agricultural district, I 
want to make just one statement of fact 

Mr. HATCH. Let the gentleman get his own time. I cannot yield 
for a statement. . 

Mr. CHEADLE. I only desire to say 

Mr. HATCH. I decline to yield to the gentleman for his statement. 

Mr. CHEADLE, while Mr. HATCH was proceeding with his remarks, 
endeavored to make himself heard. 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, yes, I will stir you up worse than that before I 

t through. You gentlemen who are here representing agricultural 
fistricts in the West and are opposing this bill will find a storm of in- 
dignation when you go home that will be as much as you can meet. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] I know whereof I speak. 

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. HATCH. The misfortune of the gentlemen over there is that 
whenever any one on this side of the House undertakes to make a point 
on this tariff bill they try to break the force of it; not with argument, 
but by undertaking to ask questions. They are living, breathing in- 
terrogation points. [Laughter.] There are some gentlemen over there 
who never take the pains to expend time and labor in the preparation 
of a speech of their own, but are always trying to get their names into 
somebody else’s speech. They remind me very much of what I heard a 
distinguished Presbyterian divine of Kentucky say once when he re- 
ferred to the fact that the greatest of English poets had stated that 
some men are born great, others achieve greatness, and others have 
greatness thrust upon them. If the poet had lived in this day and 
generation and been acquainted with the House of Representatives he 
would have added a fourth class—the class of men who are continually 
thrusting themselves upon greatness, [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Only a question. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill yield to the gentleman fora question, if he 
will not make a speech. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I wish to ask whether it is entirely be- 
coming for the 5 from Missouri to make that charge against 
this side of the House, in view of the fact that we have extended his 
time half an hour, although there are many gentlemen here still de- 
sirous to speak ? 

Mr. HATCH. That has nothing in the world to do with the ques- 
tion I have stated, for I have patiently sat in my seat during this en- 
tire debate and have never interrupted a gentleman on either side by a 
question. Iam notin the habit of doingso. When a gentleman has 
anything to say on this iloor let him say it in his own time; and if I 
want to reply I will take my own time to do it, and not try to force 
myself into his speech. Iwas under the impression that the extension 
of time was given to me and not to gentlemen who seek to consume it 
with questions. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE] 
asked me whether I included in my statement the money owned by 
the farmers. So far as was possible to get at that matter in taking the 
census of what the farmers own their money is included. ‘This is a 


statement of the agricultural wealth of the country. But I want to 
state here, without the fear of successful contradiction, that the bank 
deposits by farmers in the agricultural districts of the country have 
been steadily going down, growing beautifully less” under this tariff, 
ever since 1860. I know a bank in my own county to-day which was 
in existence between 1850 and 1860; and you know it (addressing Mr. 
Braas, who sat near Mr. HATCH); you borrowed many a dollar from 
it with which to handle stock —I refer tothe old Branch Bank of the 
State of Missouri, at Palmyra. It still exists under a different name. 
Between 1850 and 1860, in Paris and Palmyra, the county seats of 
Monroe and Marion Counties, and other large agricultural counties, 75 
per cent. of the stock of the local banks and of all the money depos- 
ited therein belonged to the farmers. Is not that true? 

Mr. BIGGS. Itis; I know it to have been the fact. 

Mr. HATCH. And to-day 75 per cent. of the loans of those banks 
are made to the farmers, That is the way the tables have turned. I 
challenge the statement of the gentleman from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GALLINGER] when he says that one-third of the deposits in the savings- 
banks of New England are made by farmers. I deny that statement; 
and I challenge him at any time during this discussion to produce any ~ 
statistics to show that any such proportion of the farmers of New England 
are depositors in the savings-banks. I know that the farmers are get- 
ting poorer every year. 1 know it by personal experience; I know it 
by personal interconise with leading farmers in the West; I know it by 
statistics which no man can gainsay. And it is perfectly natural that 
it should beso. The burden of this tariff taxation falls upon them; 
they pay the heaviest proportion of it. Everything that they buy is 
taxed, and everything that they sell is free. 

I see the distinguished gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] 
in his seat. I want to refer to a very singular statement made by him 
and a table printed in hisspeech. On page 3895 of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD that gentleman, with a facetiousness that has never been 
equaled on this floor except by one or two other distinguished gentle- 
men, undertook to ridicule the idea that the farmers are not protected 
under our existing tariff legislation; and he gave a list of the imports 
of farm products—— 

Mr, GUENTHER. Do you propose to protect the farmers? 

Mr. HATCH. Do I propose to protect them? Well, if you will 
just listen a few minutes, you will hear my answer to that question; 
I will show you how I propose to protect them. I propose to protect 
them simply by keeping them from being robbed, that is all. I want to 
protect them against robbery, but not against fair competition in the 
open markets of the world. 

But the gentleman from Wisconsin prints a list of farm products im- 
ported into the country, and under tke head of breadstufſa he has placed 
barley; and then in a note—— 

Mr, GUENTHER rose. K 

Mr. HATCH. Let me get through my statement. You will be more 
uneasy before [am done with you. According to the gentleman’s state- 
ment nearly $6,000,000 worth of breadstuffs were imported in three 
months, and over $4,000,000 worth consisted of barley. Barley is 
brought from Canada to Milwaukee and Rochester and Detroit, and 
made into beer, every bushel of it made into beer. I ask, then, is bar- 
ley a breadstuff? Does the gentleman claim that barley isa necessary 
of life? 

Mr. GUENTHER. It is to some persons. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HATCH. But, Mr. Chairman, I want to show the skill with 
which these gentlemen try to mislead the people. They talk about 
the imported ‘‘ breadstuffs,’? when four millions out of the six millions 
are barley for beer! And the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. GUEN- 
THER] makes a great speech about that. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Is the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
aware of the fact that in the report on Commerce and Navigation bar- 
ley is classified as breadstuffs? 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, yes, I know it is; and the man down there that 
classified it in that way knows as little about it as my friend from Wis- 
consin [Mr. GUENTHER] or the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. GUENTHER. We know as much in Wisconsin about agricult- 
ure as they know in Missouri. 

Mr. HATCH. Then the gentleman says wheat is protected. Wheat 
protected! Oh, yes. They say, We protect the farmer by putting a 
tariff of 20 cents per bushel on Wheat.“ What farmer in Wisconsin is 
so ignorant that you can palm that off on him? What farmer lives to- 
day in the Mississippi Valley, who grows a bushel of wheat, that you 
can palm off on him the proposition that he is protected by a duty on 
wheat? Gentlemen talk about wheat coming over the Canadian line; 
and that duty was laid upon wheat to protect a few farmers upon the 
Canadian border. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Will the gentleman permit me 

Mr. HATCH. I can not yield further. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Then the gentleman should not assail me. 

Mr, HATCH. Ido not propose to assail the gentleman. I assail 
pearing’ ates The gentleman has had his time, and I did not inter- 
rupt hi 

Mr. GUENTHER. Will the gentleman allow me one question? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes; ask me a question, if you want to. 
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Mr. GUENTHER. Do you know the difference between the price 
of wheat in Canada and the price of Wheat in Wisconsin? 

Mr. HATCH. I do, and I am going to tell you. Iwill give you all 
that inſormation. Just hoidstillforaminuteortwo. Iknowit hurts. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side. ] < 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, no, it does not hurt me. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Chairman, iu 1887 the United States pro- 
duced 456,000,000 bushels of wheat, that is, we were the largest wheat- 
producing country in the world. In the same year Canada produced 
36,000,000 bushels. And yet we, producing 456,000,000 bushels, are 
afraid of Canada with her little 36,000,000 bushels! If you take out of 
the Canadian product one-ninth, or 4,000,000 bushels, for seed, that 
leaves Canada only 32,000,000 bushels to feed her own people and for 
export. And yet gentlemen tell the farmers of the United States that 
they are protected because we levy a duty of 20 cents a bushel on 
wheat! Gentlemen, you do not deceive anybody by that proposition. 
There was a time when wheat was exported from the United States to 
Canada. I heard the Hon. Frank Hurd, at Trenton, N. J., on the 27th 
of January, 1887, make the statement I am about to read, and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT] heard it, too, and it has 
been published. Mr. Hurd said: 

I remember the time when this country shipped millions of bushels of grain 
annually toCanada, A number of firms in our city of Toledo, Ohio, grew rich 
out of the trade with Canada under the reciprocity treaty. Now Canada has a 
orice ta of 25 cents a bushel on your wheat, avowedly for the purpose of 
rei . 


Oh, yes, Canada has put a duty of 25 cents a bushel on American 
wheat, and the American farmer, when he wants a few bushels of Cana- 
dian wheat or barley to improve the quality of his grain or to get a 
new variety, has to pay a tariff of 10 or 20 cents a bushel on it. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, I have waited very patiently for 
the gentleman’s answer to my question about the difference between 
the price of wheat in Canada and the price of wheat in Wisconsin, or 
Minnesota, or Michigan. 

Mr. HATCH. I have got that table here, and when I come across 
it I will give the gentleman the figures. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I thought you knew it. I thought you knew 
everything about agriculture. 

Mr. HATCH. How much is it? Can the gentleman state it him- 
self? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Lou state it. This is not my speech. 

Mr. HATCH. No; but if this was his speech the gentleman would 
cut a much better figure when he goes back to Wisconsin in the next 
campaign. [Laughter on the Democratic side,] 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the gentleman whether 
he has not taken up enough of my time. I am afraid he is in the con- 
dition of the infant he described here the other day, and that he is cry- 
ing for peppermint. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, no; my stomach is in excellent condition. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. HATCH. Now, gentlemen talk about the price of wheat, and we 
have heard a great deal on that subject. The gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr.Scorr] gave an illustration the other day that ought to be an 
answer to every gentleman upon the other side on this question of the 

rice of wheat. The value of wheat is fixed in the markets of the world. 

he value of every bushel of wheat or grain in Canada, in Kansas, in 
New York, in Massachusetts, or in any State, is fixed by the markets of 
the world, plus the cost of the transportation that is necessary to take 
it to the center of trade. The price of wheat in Canada is controlled 
by its quality or grade and the locality at which it is offered for sale, 
just as it is in this country. 

Mr. MORGAN. And the center of trade is where the surplus goes, 

Mr. HATCH. There is where the surplus goes. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], in the very eloquent 
and classical speech that he made a few days ago, stated that only 
about 10 per cent. of the products of the farmers of this country were 
exported. Yes; we do not export much of the peas and strawberries 
and ‘‘ goober’’ peas, and all that; but why is not the gentleman can- 
did and frank enough in his statement to say to the House and to the 
country what proportion of the great cereal crops are exported? Mr. 
Chairman, three-tenths of all the wheat grown in this country is ex- 
ported. Between 1876 and 1880 one-third of the entire crop was ex- 
ported. A little over one-half of the tobacco crop is exported; and 
about seven-tenths of the entire cotton crop. Of all meat products, 
from 8 per cent. to 10 per cent.; and of pork products alone 15 per 
cent. is the average for the last twenty-five years, and within that time 
it has reached a total export of 25 per cent. We have exported in one 
year the product of seven millions of 

There are a good many things in that table that never were raised for 
export; they are strictly for home consumption, and a very large pro- 
portion are for consumption in the immediate family that raises them. 
A very small proportion of perishable vegetables and fruits go abroad. 

But the point that I want to emphasize right here is this: That the 
farmers of Missouri and the Mississippi Valley have the price of their 
great products fixed by what that surplus bringsin the markets of the 
world. Liverpool fixes the price of wheat for the world; and it amuses 
me to find gentlemen upon the other side, almost with tears in their 
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eyes, pleading for protection from pauper labor of Europe in behalf of 
their rich manufacturers. Have you ever heard one of them say a word 
about the pauper labor of Europe as it affects the agricultural classes of 
this country? 

Mr. BIGGS. Not one. 

Mr. HATCH. Not one, says my friend from California. I know it; 
not one. Not one word is uttered or one thought given in behalf of 
the great masses of our people who are the bulk of the laborers of this 
country, the agricultural masses of our community, And what sort 
of competition do they have to meet? 

Mr. Chairman, here is a table embodied in a crop report, No. 46, of 
the Department of Agriculture, and on page 590 I find a tabulated list 
of the wages of agricultural laborers in some of the countries producing 
wheat. Listen to it. India, that produced in 1887. 239,000,000 bush- 
els of wheat to throw upon the markets of the world, in 1886 paid for 
wages (reduced to dollars and cents in our currency) $2.38 a month, 
and in 1884 it was just $2 a month. 


The wages of agricultural labor were equivalent to $2.28 per month in 1876, 
$2.01 in 1884. and if the same nominal rate in 1887, the reduction in value of the 
rupee would make $1.81, r nearly 7 cents per day for twenty-six working days. 
The rupee is rated at 43.6 cents in 1876, 38.6 in 1854, and 34.6 in 1887, 

The following statement shows the interior average prices of wheat, and also 
the wages of egricultural labor. 


8 = Wages, per month, 
Provinces, 
1876. | 1884. 1876. 1884. 
Cents. | Cents. R. 4.“ R. A.* 
Northwestern Provinces 51 56 4 3} $1.83 8 13 | $1.46 
. 53 3 5 1.44 2 151.13 
Punjab. sese 45 514| 2.56 6 2 2.35 
Central Provinces . . .. . . . 4i 45| 1.88 4 5| 16 
Bombay. 7 8 4| 3.60 8 13 3.35 
Bengal 68 6 8 6 0| 2.30 
Assam. 88 
British B 128 
Mysore. 108 
Madras. 92 
Central India... 59 
el yee —r... beekeees 63 
FE COCR oars rss TEE cakes 63 
Average 


In rupees and annas; 16 annas to the rupee. f Rupees and decimals. 

Think of it ſor a moment: 7 cents a day the laborer in the wheat flelds 
of India gets; and our friends who are in favor of this system of build - 
ing up the industries of the country, of piling up the money in the 
pockets and coffers of the manufacturers, never look beyond that man- 
ufacturing interest or have a word to say when they are confronted 
with the proposition that the American wheat-grower comes into com- 
petition with foreign labor that can live on $2.38 a month or as low as 
7 cents a day. It is all right for the farmers to compete with the cheap 
and most degraded labor of the world, but it is terrible if the Ameri- 
can artisan and machinist and mechanic have to come into competition 
with the skilled and cheaper labor of Europe. 

I here append a table showing the wheat supply of the world for the 
years 1880 to 1887, inclusive, that those interested may examine care- 
fully the condition and price of the labor with which the American 
wheat-grower must compete in raising this most valuable and impor- 
tant cereal. 


Europe. 1. 270. 000, 000 | 1, 183,000,000 | 1,108, 000,000 | 1, 245, 000, 000 
000,000 | 23857, 000, 00% 457,600, 00% 158, 000, 000 

000,000 47. 000. 000 38,000,000 | 36, 000, 000 

000,000 | 13,000,000 | 13.00, % 13.000, 000 

000,000 | 25,000,000 | 29.000.000 | 34, 000, 000 

000,000 | 299,000,000 | 258,000,000 | 239, 000, 000 

000 | 237,000, 000 22,000, 400 235, 000, 000 

rn enen 130,000,000 | 134,000,000 | 130. 000, 00 190. 00, 000 
r 2. 293, 000, 000 2. 005, 000, 000 | 2,055, 000,000 | 2,188, 000, 000 


| 
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But to continue the line of thought I was pursuing. I am sorry the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] is not in his seat. I think 
the climax of absurdity was reached in that gentleman’s remarks when 
he said of the woolen industries of the United States—and I want to 
quote his exact words as I find them on page 11 of the printed speech. 
He says: 

The great wool-growing interest of the country, a matter of prime interest to 
all civilized people, only in the infancy of its development. 

The wool industry of the United States only in the infancy of its de- 
velopment! We have heard a good deal of ‘infant industries,“ but 
this is carrying it further than I thought a gentleman would have the 
temerity to do on this floor. I want to put into my speech in the REC- 
ORD, so that the gentleman will read it and learn the facts, a reference 
to some of the early lessons of his childhood that he will find taken from 
the Bible. As far back as the fourth chapter of Genesis we find, in the 
second verse: 


And Abel was a keeper of sheep. 


And when he has digested that and familiarized himself with the 
flocks of Abel, I want him to turn to the twenty-first chapter of Gen- 
esis and read the verses, 21 to 31, inclusive, where Abraham presented 
Abimelech with sheep and oxen. 


And Abraham set seven ewe lambs of the flock by themselves. 


That they might be a witness and a commemoration of his having 
digged the well in dispute. 


Wherefore he called that place Beersheba. 


And if he is not satisfied with that, let him turn to the thirty-second 
chapter of Genesis and read there verses 9 to 20, inclusive, where Jacob 
makes the peace-offering to Esau, including two hundred ewes and 
twenty rams; a larger flock perhaps than any farmer owns in the dis- 
trict represented by the gentleman from Michigan. 

Wool-growing an infant industry! The oldest in the history of man, 
coming down to us consecrated by ages, marking the very footsteps of 
civilization and the pathway of progress. Shepherds throughout the 
world have been caring for their flocks since the oldest history of man; 
and yet the gentleman talks about it and about wool-growing as an 
“ infant industry l : 

I have not time to go into all that I had intended to say upon this 
wool question; but as a representative of the Western farmer, a wool- 
grower myself to about the same extent as probably an average of ninety- 
nine farmers out of one hundred in the Mississippi Valley, I declare that 
the farmers of the Mississippi Valley to-day, almost unanimously, arein 
favor of free wool and a corresponding reduction upon the manufact- 
ured woolen goods of the country. Give usa reduction of manufactured 
woolen goods; give us the open markets of the world in which to sell 
our products, and the American farmer will undertake, wherever it can 
be profitably done, to grow wool in competition with any other country 
in the world. Except upon the plains of the Territories and States of 
the far West the growing of wool as a matter of profit is not an indus- 
try; it is simply an incident upon the farms. 

The farmers in the Mississippi Valley keep small flocks of sheep for 
their value in the market as mutton, and the wool crop is simply an 
incident to that industry. 


In support of these positions Iwill append two articles from the Chiegngngns777)7ʒ//‚/ĩri?3xù — 


Tribune of recent date, carefully prepared, ably written, and strength- 
ened by unquestioned facts and figures: 


UTTER FAILURE OF THE HIGH WOOL TARIFF. 


The chief reduction effected by the Mills bill is in putting wool on the free- 
list. Noother ape item of the bill, save that on sugar, would lead to a reduction 
of over $2,000,000 of revenue, while the free-listing of wool will of itself cut down 
the surplus revenues over $12,000,000 and lead to the cheapening of clothing 
more that one hundred millions a year. Free wool, therefore, must be consid- 
ered the distinctive feature of the bill, and the ultra protectionists who have 
made this provision of the measure their strongest attack should be encouraged 
to continue the fight on the nd of their own 8 

No tariff is more unjustifiable than that on raw wool, and the pretense that the 
levy o tes to protect and benefit ers is already disproved by incontro- 
vertible facts. Eagerly seeking to make a handle of the wool tariff, because this 
tax was imposed ostensibly for the protection of farmers, the Soau Oey 
advocates now find they have caught a Tartar, but they should not be permitted 
to shift the ack ba cia and abandon the ground of their own selection. Free 
wool is the chief provision in any genuine tariff-reform bill, and on that main 
issue the contest must turn. 

As the Tribune has tedly shown from the official record, the number of 
sheep in the States of Ohio, Michigan, Pennsylvania, New York, Indiana, Illi- 
nois, Wisconsin, Iowa, and Minnesota decreased during the period of high wool 
duties between 1867 and 1882 from 29,879,222 to 14,761,150, or a Joss of one- — a 
frightful decline ofa product in so short a time, and so highly protected. Wool- 
growing was better maintained during the period of high protection in Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio than in any other States east of the Missouri, but even in these 
exceptional States the loss was heavy. The Pittsbugh Post prepared the 
following table on wool- wing in New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio, the 
aeure being taken from census of 1860, the agricultural report of 1887, and 

e Treasury 


report on wool prices: 
1860—XNO TARIFF. 


1887—HIGH TARIFF, 


Sheep in Pennsylvania 
Sheep in Ohio. 

Sheep in New York 
Prices fine. 


sehe one 


SOME OF THE RESULTS, 


tion 559,060 
Decrease in prices—fine wool.. 23 to 25 cents 
Decrease in prices—medium wool . Stol2cents 
Decrease in prices—coarse wool EN 7 cents 


If such results as these had followed a reduction of duties ox the placing of an 
article on the free-list the lamentations of the high-tariff monopolies would con- 
tinue without ceasing; but they must now face the fact that the wool tariff failed 
to secure even for sheep-growing farmers the results promised, and that even in 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Ohio wool-growing declined disastriously under 
high protection. What was promised at the time this tariff wasadopttd? Mr. 
eng 8 the most active and influential person in devising the wool tariff 
0 T, Said: 

Give us the needful protection and we will engage that sheep husbancey will 
increase and be remunerative, while woolen manufactures will expand and di- 
versify, affording a market for the raw material and rescuing the 
their dependence on foreign lands for their clothing, which they w 
procure permanently at home at less cost than abroad.” 

How completely each of these promises has been falsified! Instead of sheep 
husbandry being extended and made remunerative it has dwindled away and 
fallen off fully 50 per cent. in the States east of the Missouri, and but for the 
value of sheep as mutton none of the animals could now be raised at a profit in 
this portion of the country, Instead of woolen manufacturing being expanded 
and diversified factories can be found all through the manufacturing sections of 
the East that have been standing idle for years or working only on half time, 
and, as a leading woolen manufacturer recently said, an advertiser who would 
offer to buy a woolen-mill at 50 per cent. of its cost would have more answers 
than if he wanted a bull pup.” 

Instead of having a home supply of wool, nearly one-half the wool used inthe 
United States is imported, notwithstanding a 41 per cent. duty, and the raw wool 
and that embodied in woolen goods brought into thiscountry from abroad with 
duties added on both, cost the poopie at least $60,000,000 per annum. The tre- 
mendous burden of a high tax and incident bounties on an article of prime 
necessity nsed by every man, woman, and child been endured for twenty 
years without producing any of the benefits promised to the farmer, the wool 
manufacturer, or the wearer of woolen goods. 

Mr. Colwell said at the time the high wool tariff was adopted, The protec- 
tionists only asked that their policy should receive a fair trial,” and pointed 
to the other industries wherein their promises were fulfilled.” The trial was 
granted, and after twenty years the experiment has proved a wretched failure 
to the growers of sheep and an onerous burden to the people. All persons 
concerned in wool-growing, as farmers, manufacturers, or consumers, have suf- 
fered great injury, and benefit has accrued to no one except a handful of wealthy 
ranchmen who have great flocks of sheep on the Government and cheap lands 
of the far Southwest herded by sheph dogs and the underfed Mexican greas- 
ers on nominal pay. And it is the underselling of these ranchmen that has 
broken down the wool market and almost ruined the sheep-growing business 
east of the Missouri. 

As the flocks of sheep steadily decrease under the coddling of a high tariff of 
41 cent. protection in all the States east of Western and Nebraska, west 
and south of the ninety-seventh parallel of longitude, in the ranch country, the 
number of sheep increases, It isthe competition of this t area, where sheep 
can be raised for almost nothing, that is killing our wool-growing in all the old 
Western, Central, and Eastern tes. The following table exhibits the average 
size of flocks in 1880 and the per cent. of increase to 1885 in the competing sec- 


ple from 
be able to 


tions: 
g 73 
E af 
States. g 5 8 
Ô <= S 
Per cent, 
Nebraska. 2,119 157 135 
3,804 216 30 
2,001 282 8 
1,067 428 18 
4,605 560 90 
4,326 | 1,430 11 
128 1,465 60 
406 | 3,075 l4 
137 | 3,400 67 
97 | 4,000 68 
814 5,450 13 
390 9,480 11 
44 | 13,600 33 
35 | 23,220 74 


The increase here has been, from 1880 to 1884, from 17,710,351 to 25,319,877. 
Nothing has checked it. 

The high wool tariff enables these States and Territories to undersell and 
seize the American market for wool; and yet scores of Congressmen whose 
constituents are going out of the wool-growing business refuse to vote to give 
their people cheaper clothes by z placing wool on the free-list. Who are they 
cha en any way? Certainly not the people living east of the Missouri 

ver. 


These gentlemen from the East, who talk so glibly about a home mar- 
ket for the products raised upon the farm and what a value it is to the 
farmer if he has got a market at his door, do not understand the con- 
dition of things in the Mississippi Valley, where farming is upon a 
broader scale than raising products from little truck patches. There 
the farmer is dependent not alone upon his home market, but upon ag- 
riculturists in other sections of the country and the markets of the 
world. Where does the farmer of Missouri go for a market for the sur- 
plus mules and horses that he raises? Tothe South. He goes to the 
cotton-planters and 3 and rice-planters of the South. The 
very best market that the Western farmer has to-day ſor the surplus of 
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the grain upon his farm he finds when he goes to the Southern planter. 
He goes to him to sell his stock and his bacon. The farmers of the West 
are as much interested in the price of cotton as the cotton-planter him- 
self. Ifcotton isd , if there isa short crop at the South, there is 
a low market for the mules and the horses and the surplus produce of 
the farms of the West. All this boastful talk about the home market 
for the farmer has been so often exploded that I will not take up the 
time of the House to go into it further, except simply to affirm that, 
with the facilities of transportation we have to-day, the farmer of New 
England has got to sell all but the perishable products he raises in com- 
petition with the other sections of the country. 

I say the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BURNETT], who is said 
to be the owner and proprietor of the model dairy farm of New Eng- 
land, to-day can not sell the surplus butter produced in that dairy in 
2 except at a price fixed by the creameries of Iowa and Northern 

inois. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. That is true. 

Mr. HATCH. I know it to be true. Transportation and facilities 
of exchange have obliterated distances in this country; and except for 
the little truck which perishes in a day and must be marketed at once, 
no farmer is benefited by a home market; because when he takes any- 
thing worth raising into the market to sell he has got to have the price 
fixed for it by the markets of the country. - 

Now, what burdens are imposed upon the farmers of the country un- 
der the present system. And how moderately and modestly the ma- 
jority on this side of the House propose to reduce them at this time! 

katsalt. Every farmerin the United States is bound to have salt. 
He can not raise his stock withoutit. There are two hundred and sixty- 
eight salt manufactories in the United States, according to the census 
of 1880; and now they are all under one trust. The entire product is 
fixed by a trust. There are two hundred and sixty-eight manufac- 
tories, with a capital of $8,225,740, and an average number of hands of 
4,289; and sixty millioris of people every day of their lives pay tribute 
to these two hundred and sixty-eight manufacturers of salt. Every 
head of stock in the United States, as it licks its little daily portion of 
salt to preserve its life, pays tribute to two hundred and sixty-eight 
manufacturers of salt, 

The farmer buys his piece of land and undertakes to improve it by 
building a house, and every single article he wants to put into that 
house is taxed in the interest of a monopoly his lumber $2 a thousand; 
his window-glass 61 to 68 per cent. for the smaller sizes and 94 to 108 
per cent. for larger sizes of window-glass. Now, there were fifty-eight 
manufacturers of window-glass in 1880. I have understood there was 
a convention of them held heresome time this winter, and they num- 


- bered seventy-two, but in 1880 there were fifty-eight protected by an 
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average of about 65 per cent. for the small sizes of glass, and sixty 
million of people, as they look out of their windows on the bright light 
of heaven, have to pay tribute to fifty-eight manufacturers. Every poor 
man starting in the struggle of life, who tries to build a shelter for his 
family; every poor man starting in the race with an ambition to owna 
home of his own—in my judgment the grandest ambition that ever 
took possession of a young man—before he can puta light into his win- 
dow must pay 65 per cent. tribute to these fifty-eight manufacturers. 
And they come and tell us, If you remove this exorbitant tax, or even 
cut it down, you will destroy our industry; and they tried to frighten 
my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] when on the floor by shak- 
ing the red flag of window-glass industry at him. 

Why, my friend, if you people in Maryland who are engaged in the 
manufacture of window-glass are not unlike all the other citizens of 
Maryland, when you tell them that sixty million people are paying 
tributes to these few glass man they will stand by yon in 
your vote upon this bill. Stop their industry? Ido not believe a 
word of it.. But suppose it does stop it; if it has got to be subsidized 
with the blood and the labor of sixty million people, let it go; let it 
stop. Tell your fifty-eight manufacturers to go and engage in some 
honorable industry that does not have to be subsidized by the people to 
make it profitable. Gentlemen talk here about this little industry and 
that little industry having to stop if we do not subsidize them. Then, 
in God’s name, let them all stop. Let them stop, and go and engage 
in some honorable business that does not have to take money out of 
the pockets of the rest of the people in order to make it profitable. 
That sort of argument has no terrors for me—none in the world. I 
never could see any sense in robbing one hundred men to make one 
man rich, and it is nothing but robbery. 

Grindstones—there is nota farmer in the United States that can 
run his farm without a grindstone, and that is taxed, too. Grind- 
stones are taxed about 15 percent. Linseed oil, which the farmer needs 
to paint his house and his other buildings, is taxed 54.79 per cent. 
There is a tax of 76} per cent. on vinegar, and they call that a pro- 
tection to the farmer. Some gentlemen on the otherside of the House 


have set forth in their speeches tabular statements in which they in- 


clude vinegar as a farm product or industry, but I can tell those gen- 
tlemen that Yankee industry has wrought a wonderful change of late 
ears in the manner of producing vinegar. It is nowa manufacturing 
dustry and in 1880 had 506 establishments in full operation. Vine- 
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gar made upon the farm has entirely disappeared from the commerce 


of iie HIRES. i 

Mr. Can the gentleman explain to the House upon his 
principles how it happens that the poor man that he talks about buys 
his window-glass now under this oppressive system cheaper than 
he bought it under the tariff which was in force in 1861? 

Mr. HATCH. Oh, well, if that is true—if the tariff does not in- 
crease the price to the consumer—why do you want to keep it on? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But if it does not hurt you, why do you want 
to keep it off? 

Mr. HATCH. But it does hurt us; and if you were not afraid you 
would let us take it off. You want to keep the tariff on because you 
know that it enhances the profits of the glass manufacturer. If that 
is not true, what is the sense of keeping it on? 

Mr, Chairman, I am admonished that my time has nearly expired. 
I have a word to say to my political brethren on this side of the House 
before I close. Gentlemen upon the other side who are opposing the 
passage of this bill are offering nothing in its stead for the relief of the 
people. They are divided among themselves upon every proposition, 
as has been fully explained to the House. They would not dare to vote 
to-day to repeal the entire internal-revenue taxes. They will not go 
before the country upon a platform of free whisky and free tobacco, 
and taxed clothes and taxed window-glass, taxed lumber and taxed 
salt., I know they will not do it, and it is all hypocrisy and cant to 
pretend that they will do it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. We will try them on it. 

_Mr. HATCH. Itis all hypocrisy and cant, for hypocrisy and cant, 
like injustice and oppression, find congenial shelter under this robber 
flag of protection. But, my friends, we are advancing rapidly. In the 
Forty-eighth Congress a tariff bill had been introduced by the chair- 
man of the Committee on Waysand Means, and on the 6th day of May, 
1884, after it had been in Committee of the Whole for awhile, the 
enacting clause was stricken ont. Gentlemen would not even wait for 
the perfecting of the bill under the five-minute rule, but voted to strike 
out the enacting clause. Again, in the Forty-ninth Congress, they 
voted against going into Committee of the Whole to even consider a 
tariff bill. But now we have not only got a tariff bill under discussion, 
but there is a fair prospect of its passing the House. Moderate and 


conservative as it is, it will give some relief. It will pass, and I believe 


that when it comes to the final vote, every Democrat on this side of the 
House will vote for it. 

The gentleman from Michigan, with an assumed irony which I have 
never heard surpassed, undertook to break the force of that sentence 
of the President’s message which states that it is a condition and not 
a sentiment that confronts us. Yes, my friends, it is a condition. It 
is the condition of the agricultural masses of the country that I have 
undertaken in my feeble way to lay before the House. It is the con- 
dition of the great mass of the laboring and producing classes of the 
country. Itis that condition which confronts us to-day; it is one of 
bondage to these manufacturing establishments; and the time is com- 
ing, and that very soon, when the bands of that bondage are to be broken 
by the action of this House. 

Mr. Chairman, for eighteen hundred years that which, more thar 
anything else, has given to the Christian hope and strength in his 
struggle with the enemies of Christianity has been that grand declara- 
tion of Paul to the Phillippians, when he said that every knee shall 
bow and every tongue shall confess the divinity of the Saviour and the 
fundamental truth of the Christian religion. As a Democrat, believing 
in the power of Democratic principles to relieve our people from this 
great oppression, I rejoice to-day with exceeding t joy that the time 
is coming and coming quickly, coming with the first bright days of 
June, when every Democratic knee in the United States shall bow to 
the decrees of the overwhelming majority of the Democratic party, and 
every Democratic tongue shall confess revenue reform as the fundamen- 
tal principle of the Democratic party. [Loud applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr.SYMES, Mr. Chairman, the so-called tariff question has been dis- 
cussed more in this country|thananyother. Eversince Alexander Ham- 
ilton, the greatest genius of the American financial and industrial policy, 
made his report in 1789 to the First Congress upon raising and collecting 
the revenue, the tarif has been the leading topic of discussion and a lead- 
ing question in the division of political parties. All parties have agreed 
in the past, and still agree, that the collection of duties on imports is a 
legal and proper mode of raising the ordinary revenues for the support 
of the Government. All parties have in the past agreed that direct tax- 
ation or internal revenue should be resorted to only in times of great 
emergencies and when the demands of the Government are greater than 
it is practicable to levy or raise by taxing foreign imports. The lead- 
ing American thinkers and statesmen who have risen above the behests 
of local demands or the temporary exigencies of a political campaign 
have always held to this fundamental principle of American revenue 
and taxation. I can not, in my limited time, take a view of and cite 


from the history of these questions. 
But it will not be denied that the statesmen of both parties have 
never advocated resorting to internal taxation in this country except 
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in pressing emergencies, and such taxes have been immediately re- 
moved when the extraordi demands that gave rise to them have 
ceased. Internal or direct taxes have been im upon the Ameri- 
can people only three times in the history of the Government. The 
first time was in 179192, and it lasted until 1801. President Jeffer- 
son, in his first message to Congress, specially recommended the repeal 
of these internal taxes, and they were repealed. In his second message 
he spoke of internal taxation as extraordinary, and only to be resorted 
to in great emergencies. The war of 1812 with England created such 
an extraordinary demand on the Treasury that internal taxation had to 
be again resorted to. So soon as that emergency was over President 
Monroe in 1817 specially recommended its repeal. No other internal 
or direct taxes were levied until the war of the rebellion, when they 
became n to assist in the preservation of the Union. So it ap- 
pears that all internal taxes have been immediately repealed when the 
demands of the Government made it practicable, with the single ex- 
ception of the large internal-revenue taxes which have been continued 
during the past fifteen years. 

The repeal or material modification of the present internal taxes has 
been and is now opposed by the Democratic party. In this, as in many 
other things, we find the Democrats advocating a policy contrary to the 
judgment and opinions of the great statesmen from whom they pretend 
to derive their political principles. Under the leadership of the Pres- 
ident they are endeavoring to fasten permanently upon the people of 
this country a system of internal or direct taxation which is at war 
with the true theory of the American system. They insist on keeping 
up this direct tax, with its inquisitorial methods and its 4,000 officers 
scattered over the country, after the extraordinary emergency under 
which it was adopted by the Republican party had passed away. Al- 
though the demand for this direct taxation seemed imperative when 
the same was adopted during the war, still it must be doubted whether 
the people of the country would have indorsed such a system, or Con- 
gress have enacted it, if it had even been supposed it was to be a per- 
manent direct-tax system engrafted upon the institutions of this coun- 
try. It has heretofore been the pride of the American people that they 
had no inquisitorial direct-tax system characteristic of the governments 
of Europe; that, having no standing armies in time of peace, the de- 
mands for a direct-tax system could only arise tosupply deficiencies in 
time of war or other great emergencies. 

Mr. Chairman, there is good reason and the best of causes for 
this American system of taxation, and the policy of raising substan- 
tially all the revenues of the Government in time of peace by duties 
on imports and resorting to direct taxation only when necessary to meet 
the extraordinary demands of the Government in time of war. This 
is the only method by which stability and permanency can be given to 
the commercial, financial, and industrial interests of the country. 

All must, concede that a very high tariff, a very low tariff, or a 
medium tariff will result in establishing, building up, and giving pros- 
perity to or causing the decline or destruction ot, as the case may be, 
many leading industries of the country. If the tariff is to be made 
by Congress very high or very low, according to temporary emergen- 
cies of the Government, it will overthrow all the future prosperity and 
permanency of our manufacturing and industrial interests. Such a 
vacillating policy of legislation, depending upon real or imaginary 
contingencies, or on the opinions of some politician who tem ily 
occupies the Executive chair, must necessarily subvert and destroy the 
industrial American system, which. supplies the ordinary revenues of 
the Government, protects American labor, and gives material prosper- 
ity to the whole nation. 

Mr. Chairman, a change in the permanency of this Ameriean sys- 
tem, will remit. us to those dark and bankrupt times from 1846 to 

1857, brought upon the country by the. Democratie party after they 
had succeeded in defeating the father of the protective system, Henry 
Clay, by falsely pretending before the people in the Presidential cam- 
paign of 1844 they would not repeal the tariff of 1842. The history or 
that campaign and the course of the Democratic party seems to be re- 
peating itself. The revenue reformers in the last campaign insisted 
they did not propose to so revise or change the tariff as to interfere 
with the wages of American workmen er with the great industrial and 
manufacturing interests. But immediately after the election of the 
first Democratic President in a quarter of a century, a combined effort 
is made to so lower the import duties and so add to the free · list thatit 
must result in a great reduction of wages to the laboring men and in 
the overthrow and destruction of many of the industrial interests of 
the country. The result of raising the ordinary revenues for the sup- 
port of the Government by duties on foreign imports must be that 
many manufacturing, mining, and other industries which furnish raw 
material to the manufacturers will be protected from foreign competi- 
tion. 

A confidence in the permanency of such a system of taxation has 
caused hundreds of millions of money to be invested and expended in 
the erection of permanent plants for manufacturing, mining, and other 
industries closely allied to them. Millions of artisans and skilled 
laborers in these protected industries have become dependent vpon the 

rity of these factories for the support of themselves and their 
ies. This state of things has continued for a long series of years. 
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ufacturing and kindred industries have become permanently es- 
tablished, The capitalists, owners, and operatives in this great system 
of industries have staked their capital, their enterprise, and their 
energy upon the permanency of this American system of protection by 
tariff which has existed for so many years. It can not be said those 
protective tariffs which have built up these industries were, to any con- 
siderable extent, war taxes. It can not be said that those interested 
had any reason to suppose the new unheard of and untried policy pro- 
claimed by the President and the Democratic party at this time, of re- 
ducing the surplus and the revenues by the repeal of the tariff taxes 
instead of by the abolishment of the internal-revenue system, could 
have been apprehended. The history of all political parties from the 
origin of the Government seemed to demonstrate that no such radical 
spango in the American system of finance and taxation would be enter- 
tain 5 


The extraordinary demands of the Government for the revenues col - 
lected both ſrom the tariff and internal taxes have ceased. The war 
has long since ended. The great national debt created by the war has 
been nearly paid off. <A large surplus is accumulating in the Treas- 
ury, which must be disposed of, and the revenues of the Government 
must be reduced. All concede this. There is no conflict ot opinion 
between the two parties upon the proposition that the surplus and the 
revenues must be reduced. This is the question that confronts us to- 
day. 

Mr. it is the same question which confronted the Gov- 
ernment and the people when Jefferson was elected President in 1801. 
It is the same question that confronted the people and the administra- 
tion after the election of President Monroe in 1817; arid it is the same 
question that has been before this country practically since the elec- 
tion of the first Democratic House of Representatives in 1874. The 
Republican party had a majority in the Forty-seventh Congress, and 
made a revision and reduction of both the tariff and internal taxes. 
A small portion of the Democratie party since 1874 have advocated 
that the internal revenues should be reduced as well as the tariff taxes. 
But after the election of President Cleveland the avowed policy of the 
party is to maintain permanently the internal-revenue and direct-tax 
system, and to make such a reduction in the duties on imports and by 
adding to the free-list that the revenues derived from tariff taxes added 
to the internal-revenue receipts shall be only sufficient to support the 
Government. 

President Cleveland in his last onslaught upen the protective sys- 
tem and harangue in favor of free trade, by courtesy called his third 
annual message, specially urges the retaining, permanently, the in- 
ternal-tax system and the reduction of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment by the repeal of tariff taxes. 

The Republican party advocates the repeal or modification of the in- 
ternal-tax system, because.a war measure, and the maintaining of such 
tax on imports as will not interfere with the prosperity of the manu- 
facturing and other kindred industries depending upon them, and such 
as will not affect the employment or lower the wages of the American 
workmen. 

The paon of the President and his party is entirely impracticable, 
if we should admit that it was politic. The Republican party claims 
that the tariff should be equitably and properly revised, and some re- 
ductions made so as to correct the inequalities and suit it to the indus- 
trial changes that have taken place since the Republicans Jast revised 
it in the Forty-seventh Congress. But they are opposed to making 
such a reduction of the tariff as would reduce the surplus in the Treas- 
ury and the revennes to the ordinary needs of the Government, with- 
out also a large reduction of the internal revenues. 

To attempt to reduce the tariff taxes to the extent of seventy-five 
millions a year, which is necessary, if noreduction of internal revenue 
is made, would destroy American industries and impoverish American 
labor. Only theoretical free-traders, Bourbon Democrats, or those as 
deficient in information upon these economie subjects as the President 
seems to be, would proclaim such a policy or attempt such a task. 

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the revenues of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year 1888 to be $383,000,000 and the actual expend- 
itures at $316,000,000, Of this the receipts from customs are two 
hundred and twenty-eight million, from internal revenue one hundred 
and twenty millions, and miscellaneous thirty-five millions. How can 
a reduction of seventy-five millions be made in the two hundred and 
twenty-eight millions of import duties without so reducing protective 
duties as to flood the country with the products of cheap foreign labor, 
close many manufacturing and kindred industries, and throw millions 
of laboring men outofemployment. We have listened to and we have 
heard. many free-trade revenue reform speeches to learn how it was 
proposed to accomplish this object so urgently recommended by the 
President aud his followers in Congress, but it has rot been pointed 
out in any practicable way. 

FREE RAt MATERIAL. 

Mr. Chairman, what is raw material? If there is a phrase in the En- 
glish language that has been and now is abstractly and deceitfully used, 
it is free raw material. Congress and the people have been treated 
to an exceedingly largesupply of very freeand very raw material on this 


tariff question of late. It has certainly been free enough and raw enough 
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to suit the most ultra free-trader. 


For the past three weeks it has come 
forth in this Hall like the outbursting of a fountain from the earth, 


with original, spontaneous, and native force.“ It has issued forth as 
free and as raw as the whisky that oozes through the worm of the illicit 
distillery in the most reliable Democratic free-trade districts. 

The President insists upon free raw material. He says: 

The radical reduction of the duties upon raw material used in mannfacture 
or its importation is, of course, an important factor in any effort to reduce the 
price of these articles. It would not only relieve them from the increased cost 
caused by the tariff on such material, but the manufactured product being itself 
cheapened, that part of the tariff now laid upon such products as a compensa- 
tion to our manufacturers for the present price of raw material could be accord- 
ingly modified. Such reduction or free importation would serve largely to re- 


duce the revenue. It is not apparent howsuch a change can haveany injurious 
effect upon our manufacturers. 


The President here shows his want of comprehension of the whole 
tariff system. In one paragraph he persuades the farmers that the 
tariff which protects the manufacturer is a great wrong to them. In 
another paragraph he attempts to show the manufacturer that he will 
be benefited by putting what he calls ‘‘raw material” upon the free- 
list. The President forgets or ignores the fact that putting raw ma- 
terial ” on the free-list would ruin many of the great agricultural, min- 
ing, and other industries of this country. 

The President and his party claim that their special object is to re- 
duce the revenue without injuring any of the great industries of the 
country. Ifall the dutiable articles now imported, generally referred 
to as raw material, were put upon the free-list it would reduce the rev- 
enue only about twelve millions. The following table shows the 
amount of duties collected on the different dutiable raw materials im- 
ported during the year 1886: 

. + $522, 686 „ $217,917 
525, 193 
229, 672 


706, 324 
867, 849 


— 88, 900 
— 5,126,108 


Place all of these articles upon the free - list and it would almost de- 
stroy the wool, flax, hemp, and jute industries of the farmer, greatly 
depress the trade and production of lumber, and depreciate the value of 
the iron and copper mining and coal industries, Still it is claimed that 
the paramount object is to reduce the revenue. Then, why does not 
the Mills bill put sugar on the free-list and pay a bounty to the pro- 
ducers? The revenue collected on sugar and molassesamounts to about 
sixty millions per annum. It is a necessary articleof food to 60,000,000 
people. Here 60,000,000 people are taxed about $1 per head to protect 
a very small industry. I would build up the sugar industry in this 
country. I would pay such bounties to the producers of sugar from 
cane, from sorghum, and from the sugar-beet as would make it profit- 
able and an object to build up this industry for the future benefit of 
this country. ButI wouldnottaxanecessary article of food 868, 000, 000 
per annum for this purpose. I would at least reduce the tariff on sugar 
until the revenue collected should be only sufficient to pay bounties to 
insure its production and build up the industry. If there were no other 
purely revenue and direct taxes that could be repealed sufficient to re- 
duce the revenue to the required amount for the economical adminis- 
tration of the Government I would put sugar on the free-list and pay 
the bounty direct from the Treasury. Putting sugar on the free-list 
or so reducing the tariff as to derive only a sufficient revenue to pay 
bounties on the American production will reduce the surplus revenue 
$40,000,000 more than putting all raw materials on the free-list. 

The more we examine this bill the more we are forced to the conclu- 
sion that its object is to bring about free trade more than a reduction 
of the revenue, The more it is scrutinized in detail the more it will 
be found that the duties on the articles which produce mostly a reve- 
nue tariff are not so diminished as to reduce the revenue in a material 
degree. It is simply an attack upon the protective system and goes as 
far in the direction of free trade as its authors dare go with any hope 
of passing the measure. 

The free-trader says, England and other European countries admit 
raw materials free.“ So they do, because they have not got and can 
not produce the quantities of raw material they must have, These 
free-traders will not understand the breadth and the illimitable extent 
and variety of the resources of our country. To buy raw material 
abroad when it is found to an unlimited extent at home because Eng- 
land and other European countries are compelled to buy it for want of 
a sufficient quantity accords with other free-trade fallacies. Our coun- 
try produces nearly every kind of raw material, and the few classes 
which can not be produced here are now on the free-list. They seem 
to forget that our country produces every article that flourishes between 
the torrid and frigid zone, from the orange of Florida and California to 
the lakes of ice in Maine and Minnesota; that the traveler in our coun- 
try may now in the course of a few days, by the agency of steam, gather 
samples of every variety of fruits, and mineral productions 
which he could formerly find in a voyage around the world. It would 


be folly to try and enforce a material and industrial policy upon this 

country because it has been followed by the government of an island 

that might be laid down within one of our States or Territories. It is 

only the Bourbonism of the free-trader or the Anglomania of the col- 

lego professor and Mugwump that could seriously contemplate such a 
icy. 

po y FREE TRADE HAS INJURED ENGLAND. 

Mr. Chairman, it might be supposed from the continued statements 
of the free-traders, by courtesy called-revenue reformers, that the manu- 
facturing and agricultural classes of England had been benefited and 
had prospered under free trade. Our large importing merchants, who 
make great fortunes by bringing into this country the products of cheap 
foreign labor and sellingit in competition with the products of our better- 
paid labor, refer us to England as illustrating the benefits of free trade. 
That class of capitalists who represent English capital and seek invest- 
ments in the character of business enterprises which are aided and made 
monopolies by the grants of special privileges and franchises from both 
our State and National Governments, and who receive unduly large prof- 
its and dividends which are sent across the ocean to enrich English 
pal eae all cite you to England to show the benign influence of free 

de. 

All those college professors and theoretical free-traders who obtain 
their ideas and thoughts from English free-trade writers, who know 
nothing of the practical workings and results of free trade in England 
or of protection in this country, cry out for free trade, and refer to 
England to prove their theories, Every Bourbon Democratic poli- 
tician who has slept a Rip Van Winkle sleep for the last quarter of a 
century, and has learned nothing from the actual workings and re- 
sults of the protective policy in this country, or of free trade else- 
where, flippantly asserts that free trade has worked beneficially in 
England. 

Mr. Chairman, the fact is that free trade in England has proved very 
injurious, and has blighted the former prosperity of her industrial and 
laboring classes, 

There are many reasons why a protective tariff should exist in this 
country above all others. The institutions of our country, the politi- 
cal status and equality of all men, whether laborers or millionaires, the 
diversified and illimitable character of our natural resources, the va- 
riety of climate and products, and the necessity that our working 
classes should receive much higher wages than those of other countries 
make a protective policy indispensable, Still it can be shown that a 
universal free-trade policy has injured England and Ireland, and given 
to their continental neighbors important advantages over them. 


DEPRESSION OF TRADE IN ENGLAND, 


Mr. Chairman, in 1885 a royal commission was appointed to inquire 
into the depression of trade and industry in England. It was composed of 
thirteen prominent business men, economists, and statesmen. It made 
an exhaustive inquiry into the causes of the depression, and examined as 
witnesses leading economists and business men, It extended its inqui- 
ries through its foreign service to all countries. It made from time to 
time, during the year 1886, reports of the testimony of witnesses and ofthe 
answers of laboring and commercial organizations to its questions. The 
last report was made in December, 1886. The whole work consists of five 
parts and of over 2, 000 large pages. It covers the entire field of British 
trade and industry and their relations to other countries. The conclu- 
sions of these very able commissioners set forth in their final report on 
the causes of the depression and continued decline of British trade and 
industry should be studied by every free-trader. 

I obtained this report in parts, as it was issued from time to time in 
1886. J examined it with care. I wanted to find out why it was that 
the country to which we are always referred by college professors, 
Bourbon Democrats, Mugwumps, and other free-traders as the model 
of industrious and commercial prosperity admitted such a continued 
depression and languishing of its trade and manufactures as to require 
a special commission to expend much time and money in investigating 
the causes. The commissioners assign among others two special causes 
of the depression: the protective tariff which they say has built up 
the manufacturing industries of the United States, and toa ex- 
tent excluded foreign importations; and the protective tariffs of Ger- 
many and other Euro: countries, which have not only excluded 
British goods, but have also resulted in large importations of manufact- 
ured goods into England from Germany, Austria, and other countries. 
They conclude that not only has England’s foreign market been par- 
tially taken away from her by protective tariffs, but that her home 
market is being seriously injured by the foreign competition of nations 
whose industries have been built up by protective tariffs. 

The commission says in its final report: 


We are to think that one of the chief cies which have tended to 
perpetuate this state of things is the protection licy of so many foreign 
countries which has 


become more marked during the last ten 8 than in any 
previous period of any similar length. The high prices which protection se- 
cures the producer within the protected area naturally stimulates the produc- 
tion and impels him to engage in competition in foreign markets. 


The commission also speaks of foreign competition in their home 
market as one of the causes of depression, and says: 


1888, 
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An effect of a similar kind, though less in degree, has been produced by the 
increased competition in our own market of foreign manufactured and partly 
manufactured ç oo ls, the importation of which appears to grow ata more rapid 
rate than population. 


In dealing with the results ot the depression the commission says: 


We have observed above that the complaint proceeds chiefly from the classes 
who are more immediately and directly concerned in production, and there can 
be no doubt that of the wealth annually created in the country a smaller pro- 
portion falls to the share of the employers of labor than formerly. The dimi- 
nution in the rate of profit obtainable from production, from agriculture and 
manufacturing, has given rise to a widespread feeling of depression among 
the producing classes. It is from these classes, and especially from the employ- 
ers of labor, that the complaint chiefly proceeds. 

Those, on the other hand, who are in receipt of fixed salaries, who draw their 
incomes from fixed investments, have comparatively little to complain of. 
Those classes of population who derive their income from foreign investments 
or from property not directly connected with foreign industries, appear to have 
little ground of complaint. On the contrary, they have profited by the remark- 
ably low prices of many commodities. 


Mr. Chairman, it is the capitalists, the monopolists, the importing 
merchants, and those who derive large fixed incomes from bonds and 
other investments who are and who have always been clamoring for free 
trade in this country. It is from the employers of labor, from the 
workingmen who produce the products and build up the industries of 
the country that the demand comes fora protective tariff. We can 
not quote further from this very able report or cite the testimony which 
supports its conclusions, When leading English statesmen and econo- 
mists and manufacturers describe as two of the prominent causes of the 
admitted depression and declining state of England’s trade and indus- 
tries to be foreign tariffs and bounties and foreign competition with 
continental nations as the result of those tariffs, why do Democrats ig- 
nore these facts and ask for free trade? 

We have also learned from this report that it is not alone English 
competition that demands a protective tariff in this country. If Eng- 
land, with her advantages as a manufacturing nation, and considering 
the condition of her laboring people as compared with that of the Amer- 
ican workingman, is being injured by competition with the products ot 
European and Asiatic labor through her free-trade policy, how can Amer- 
ica open her markets to the manufactures and labor of Germany, France, 
and other European nations? If England suffers from freeimportations 
of the continental nations, what will me of America when subjected 
to the same foreign competition? 

Sir Edward Sullivan, a member of the British Parliament, has writ- 
ten a very able and practical work upon the destructive effects which 
foreign competition by free trade has brought upon English industries. 
The English laboring classes occupy somewhat an intermediate position 
between the American and those of the continental nations of Europe. 
The result has been that large importations into England of the prod- 
ucts of cheaper lahor have greatly depressed English manufactures, Mr. 
Sullivan states this result as follows: 


The labor problem in this country (i. e., in England) is easily stated; but its 
solution is another matter. A, B, C, D, E, and F are industrial communities, all 
having the same or nearly the same advantages of material, machinery, etc., 
but in B,C, D, E, and F wages are from 20 to 50 to 70 per cent. lower than in A; 
and moreover, the workmen in B,C, D, E, and F work much longer hours an 
are more thrifty than the workmen in A, and consequently most manufactured 
articles are produced cheaper in B. C, D, E, and F than in A. 

If therefore B, C, D, E, and F are allowed to send into A’s markets, duty free, 
anything they can produce cheaper than A can, it is evident they must under- 
sell A and the employment of A's workmen will be destroyed. There can be 
no mistake about this; it must be so and it is s0. Itis just what is happening. 
In France, Germany, Austria, Belgium, Holland, Russia, Egypt, and India the 
workers work for from 20 to70 per cent. less wages and about 20 per cent. longer 
hours. * è Theresultisthat, all other conditions being equal, they can pro- 
duce almost everything cheaper than we can. And this they are doing; and 
our free-traders, in illustration of the warning that a certain person “always 
finds work for idle hands to do,” are working night and day to devise further 
means to enable them to deliver their cheap goods in our markets at the lowest 
possible cost, and their efforts are completely successful. Every year the deliv- 
ery of foreign goods enormously increases, and every year the employment of 
our workers enormously diminishes; and this is very simple. 

It would happen to France, Germany, ete., if they were fools enough to fol- 
low our example. * * * The less fitted our working people are by habit, 
by education, and example to hold the lists of cheap labor against the world, 
the more important becomes our duty to protect them. It isnot indeed a ques- 
tion whether we wish to do so or not. We must do so. Our workers must 
have work. It is childish nonsense talking about theory and appealing to 
figures and returns in a case of this sort, when the wolf is at the door. There 
is the fact that is patent to all the world that there are half n dozen industrial 
communities who can all produce their goods cheaper than we can, and owing 
to bonuses and preferential railroad rates, advocated by our free-traders, 
can actually deliver them in our markets at less cost than we can produce them. 
Now, whatare we todo? Are we to listen to the dictates of common sense, of 
self-preservation, of national duty, of natural affection, and protect the indus- 
tries of our work-people and prevent them being pauperized and forced to leave 
the country, or are we to listen to the blatant folly of the free-trade popes ard 
let the industrial interests of our workers slide? No one can come near your 
free-trader for selfishness and want of sympathy. 


Mr. Chairman, this is the clear and consummate statement of an En- 
glishman upon the blighting effects of free trade on the industrial in- 
terests of England in her relation to her continental neighbors. The 
same statement applies with greater force as to what would be the re- 
sults upon this country of free trade with England, and in a greater 
degree of free trade between this country and the continental nations 
of Europe. 

Mr. Sullivan says that in England there are 34,000,000 people—30, - 


000,000 who are dependent on work, and 4,000,000 who are dependent 
on capital; that no doubt— 

protection to labor, that is, protection to the 30,000,000 who live by labor, will 
make things dearer to the 4,000,000 who live by capital. But which most 
concerns the prosperity, even the existence, of the whole community of 34,000,- 
000; that the 30,000,000 should be employed and able to live and thrive, or that 
the 4,000,000 should live in greater luxury and that the 30,000,000 should starve 
or leave the country? It is only free-trade enthusiasts who could entertain the 
question; but they do. A duty of 10 per cent, on the production of 
foreign workers would give work to 30,000,000 of workers. Perhaps,“ say the 
free-traders, but then our poor capitalists would have to pay 20 per cent. more 
for their luxuries.” 

Mr. Chairman, some of our free-trade statesmen had better study the 
actual result of free trade in England before they try to impose its curses 
upon this country. The free-trade theorists say that we must have free 
trade to supply a foreign market. Do not these American free-traders 
know that the production of the world exceeds the consumption of the 
world; that the old countries of the world are overcrowded with tho 
products of cheap labor; that if it were not for the protective tariff our 
country would be flooded with these products; thatmany classes of our 
manufacturing industries would cease, and our laboring people be thrown 
out of employment; that there would be no room for the hundreds of 
thousands of foreign immigrants to find work, and that our country 
would be filled with tramps to a greater extent than it was after the 
panic of 1873? i 

The protectionists in America, France, Belgium, Germany, and Aus- 
tria, state as a premise that the production of the world exceeds the 
consumption of the world and therefore they must take steps to pre- 
vent their markets from being swamped by the surplus productions of 
the world. In other words, they must protect their industries against 
the foreign competition of the world. It is the first duty of a nation 
to protect its own laboring people and its own industries from the com- 
petition of the outside world. A nation that will not do it must suffer 
the consequences. 

Mr. Sullivan again says: 

In ev industrial country in the world except England it is recognized that 
the first duty of a government is to promote the employment of the people; in 
other words, to protect their industries. In every other industrial count but 
England the industries of the people are protected. Is it so certain that all the 
whole world is wrong and England only right? In every country except Eng- 
land it is allowed that the interests of those who both produce and consume are 
greater than the interests of those who consume: In every industrial commu- 
nity out of England it is allowed that employment is of more importance than 
mere cheapness. In England alone it is maintained that cheapness is of more 
importance than employment. 

Mr. Chairman, I commend this statement of this very able and 
learned English economist to the Democratic free-traders in this coun- 
try. Will they learn nothing from the experience of other nations? 
Will they not recognize the fact here stated that free trade does not 
exist in any country except England and Ireland? Do they not know 
that the protective policy has been adopted by the statesmen of Ger- 
many and other nations of Europe as absolutely necessary to their in- 
dustrial and material prosperity? Will they not recognize the fact 
that Germany, Austria, Russia, Belgium, and France have been watch- 
ing and protecting the industrial and manufacturing interests of their 
countries, especially during the last few years, wherever they were 
likely to be injured by competition with others? Do they not know 
that so soon as the manufacturing and industrial skill and enterprise 
of America produce any particular character of goods so as to be able 
to compete in a limited degree with the markets of Germany, of France, 
and of Autstria, that when it is made known in those countries, such 
protective import duties and regulations are immediately adopted as 
to prevent the American foreign competition? This is the foreign pol- 
icy which has been and is being adopted, and it should satisfy the free- 
traders that relying upon a foreign market exists only in theory and 
can not exist as a fact. 

PROTECTION HAS LOWERED THE PRICE OF MANUPACTURED GOODS TO THE CON- 
SUMER, 


The free-traders are continually stating that import duties are a tax 
upon the consumer alone, and that all manufactured articles or raw 
materials which are protected result in advancing the price to the ex- 
tent of the tax collected. The President, exhibiting his sublime want 
of knowledge upon this subject, states in his message that 

These laws (tariff laws) as their primary and plain effect raise the price to the 
consumer of all articles imported and subject to duty precisely the sum paid for 
such duties. Thus the amount of duty measures the tax paid by those who 
purchase for use these imported articles. 

The gentlemen upon the other side of the House haye stated and 
even assumed this to be true in the face of all the facts to the contrary. 
After the above statement by the President, we can not help but ad- 
mire what he says shortly afterwards in the same message to the effect 
that— 

This reference to the operation of our tariff laws is not made by way of in- 


struction, but in order that we may be reminded of the manner in which they . 


impose a burden upon those who consume imported articles and create a tax 
upon all our people. 

It is fortunate that one who shows such an entire want of knowledge 
upon the subject does not make his assertions ‘‘ by way of instruction’’ 
to anybody, because instruction from such sources could not fail to mis- 
lead all who relied upon it, 
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Many illustrations to show the error of this position can be made. 
I will refer to only a few. 

Russian sheet-iron sold at 18 cents per pound in this country for 
many years before its manufacture in this country; under a protective 
duty of 24 cents per pound manufactures for American sheet-iron were 
established and put into competition with the Russian. Russian sheet- 
iron has fallen to 9} cents per pound and American sheet-iron is sold 
for still less. Theskilled workmen employed in this industry are paid 
very high wages. The Russian workmen are paid very low wages. 
Thus, the American consumer saves 8} cents per pound on every pound 
of sheet-iron he buys. But, according to the statement of the Presi- 
dent and his followers, the 2} cents per pound should be added to the 


2 before the tariff and sheet- iron would sell for 20} cents per pound. | —.- = ꝛĩð?!½ĩñ eee 


the tariff tax were taken off and the American sheet-iron factories 
closed the product of the low wages of Russia would again flood the 
country and prices would advance, because there would be no local 
competition. 

The lead-mining industry furnishes another strong illustration that 
the protection which baile up and prospers important industries, at 
the same time creates a competition with the foreign articles, which re- 
duces the price to the consumer. ‘The following table, from The Min- 
eral Resources of the United States for 1886, shows the production of 
lead in the United States from 1825 to 1886: 
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1875 .. -| 59, 640 34,909 | 699 58.5 
1876... A 64, 070 87, 649 26, 421 58.8 
1877 . Sl. 900 50, 748 31, 152 62.0 
1878 4 91, 000 64, 290 26,770 70.6 
1879 | 92, 780 64, 650 28,130 69.7 
1880 ... a 97,825 70,135 27,690 71.7 
1881 cone 117, 085 86, 315 80,770 73.7 
1882... 5 890 103, 875 29,015 78.3 
1883 143; 957 122, 157 21, 84.8 
1884 139, 897 119, 965 19, 832 86.4 
1885 129, 412 107, 437 21, 975 83.0 
1886 .. .. c iced Nese le Mla 135, 629 114, 829 20, 85.0 


It will be seen from this table that the production was unimportant 
for many years. It was only 1,500 tons in 1825. It only reached 
25,800 tons in 1872, and it increased to 97,800 tons in 1880, and to 
135,600 tons in 1886. This wonderful increase in the production of 
Jead caused by the great development of the mining and smelting in- 
dustries in the Rocky Mountain States and Territories resulted in a 
great reduction in price to the consumers. Although the consumption 
has increased 300 per cent. in the past fifteen years, and although a 
very large proportion of the price paid by the consumers is absorbed by 
the railroad and transportation companies, the price has been reduced 
to the consumer about 30 per cent. 


The following table shows the average prices of lead in New York 
from 1870 to 1886, inclusive: `~ 


Highest and lowest prices of lead at New York City, monihly, from 1870 to 
1886, inclusive. 
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From this it will be seen that in 1870, when this country produced 
only 17,830 tons of lead, the price was $6. 25 per hundred in New York, 
and in 1884, when the production was 139,897 tons, the average price 
in New York was from $3.65 to $3.57 per hundred. The consumption 
of lead has almost kept pace with the great increase in production. 
With the exception of 1878 and 1879, when considerable quantities of 
lead were sent to China, the export of lead has been small as compared 
with the home consumption. 

The tariff on lead since the act of March 3, 1883, has been $2 per 
hundred on lead in pigs, bars, and blocks. 

By the Mills tariff bill this is reduced to one and one-quarter cents 
per pound or $1.25 per hundred. The margin of profit on lead ore and 

smelting, and partienlarly on lead and silver ore which produces de- 
silverized lead, is very small. This reduction of three-quarters of a 
cent per pound, $15 per ton, would enable the Spaniards with their 
cheap labor and cheap mining and smelting of lead to glut the Amer- 
ican market and greatly cripple, if not practically destroy, the great 
lead industry of the United States. 

The value of the lead production of the United States has increased 
from about $3,000,000 in 1872 to about twelve millions in 1887. This 
industry has been built up in a part of the United States that before 
was almost a desert. It has quickened and vitalized the agricultural, 
commercial, transportation, and other kindred industry of a 
nent nature in the Western and Rocky Mountain country. Vast re- 
gions of the public domain would have remained undeveloped on ac- 
count of inaccessibility and distance from seashore markets hut for the 
building up of this great industry. It has added to the wealth of the 
nation. It is estimated that it has added to the wealth of the nation 
asum almost equal to the principal which has been paid on the na- 
tional debt. The lead industry supplies a better market for the prod- 
ucts of the manufacturer, the farmer, and every industry west of the 
Missouri than any other interest. It has supplied to railroads and 
transportation companies an amount of freight trafe without which 
they could not have paid interest on their bonds, Forty dollars per 
ton is deducted in Salt Lake City from the New York price of lead, 
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which the railroads and the Eastern refineries absorb. The following 
table shows the amount of transportation and freight created by the 
ore-producing lead and smelting industries in the Western and Rocky 
Mountain region: 


Railway tonnage of the Union Pacific system in the mountain country, the 
Utah Central Railway, and the Denver and Rio Grande Western Rail- 


way for 1887. 
| Tonnage. Percent. 
Pounds, 
Merchandise, ete., received 1, 831, 581, 647 94. 895 
dise, ete., forwarded 1,718,453, 429 75.895 
Ores and bullion received 98, 535 5.105 
Ores and bullion forwarded... 414, 759, 273 24.135 
Ores, bullion, and merchandise 

and mining stations . vee: 1. 018, 338, 893 55.599 

Ores, bullion, and merchandise forwarded from smelt- 
ing and mining stations 1, 304, 505, 166 75.909 


Grand total of merchandise, etc., ores, and bullion received and forwarded 
from all stations, 4,063,376,384 po 8. 


Grand total of merchandise, ete., ores, and bullion received and forwarded 


from smelting and mining stations, 2,322,844,059 pounds, or 57.140 per cent. 

A glance at this table shows that a great depression in or a partial 
destruction of the lead-mining industry of the Rocky Mountains would, 
in a great measure, destroy the prosperity of that region. 

It has caused the construction of thousands of miles of railroad across 
the desert, through the cafions, and over the mountains. As the vol- 
ume of the production has increased it is shown that the price has 
fallen. The average w. to miners and laborers in the lead mines 
of Utah, Colorado, and other portions of the Rocky Mountain country 
is $3 per day, while the lead-miners of Spain, with which the reduc- 
tion of the tariff would bring them in direct competition, is about 50 
cents per day. 

It is nota raw material in any correct sense of the word. The ore 
from which the lead is smelted lies in the mountains as valueless as the 
ordinary stone until millions of dollars are invested in the sinking ot 
shafts, the erection of mining machinery, pumps, and the costly plants 
of the great smelting works. The plants and machi at the large 
lead and silver producing mines in Colorado, Utah, and other places 
cost more money than many of the greatest manufacturing establish- 
ments in the East. The great smelters of Denver and Pueblo in Colo- 
rado, of Salt Lake and other cities of the Rocky Mountains are among 
the most expensive establishments in the world. The United States 
consumed, in 1887, 164,000 tons of lead, which, at $70 per ton, amounts 
to over $11,000,000. If the proposed reduction of the tariff on lead is 
made a large portion of this sum would have to be sent abroad in gold, 
for the lead would be imported from countries with which we have little 


trade. 
PLATS-GLASS, 

In 1864 a duty was imposed on plate-glass of from 3 to 60 cents per 
square foot. It was a duty for revenue only because no polished plate- 
glass was produced in this country prior to 1870. The cost to con- 
sumers before this was from $2 to $2.50 per square foot for such pol- 
ished plate as was generally used in this country. Between 1868 and 
1875 extensive manufactories were established at New Albany, Louis- 
ville, Butler, Pa, and Crystal City, near St. Louis, and others, on ac- 
count of this tariff. The home competition by the building up of this 
industry has reduced the price to consumers about $1 per square foot, 
or about one-half Still, the President asserts in substance that the 
duty on plate-glass must make it cost to the consumer over 50 per cent. 
more. Before the industry was created in this country the plate-glass 
trade was controlled by a few importers in New York, who, in com- 
bination with the foreign manufacturers, maintained a monopoly upon 
it. Mr. Sullivan, in his work on English free trade hereinbefore re- 
ferred to, shows how the free importation of plate-glass from the Con- 
tinent has destroyed that industry in England; and he points ont how 
it is one of the most beneficial industries to any community or country. 


IMPORTING CHEAP- GOODS IS POVERTY TO THE IMPORTERS. 


The theory that a country or people may prosper or profit by buying 
the products from foreign: countries because they can be produced 
cheaper abroad is an absurd free-trade fallacy. The revenue reformer 
says: Why, if these foreigners can sell us their manufactured goods 
cheaper than we can produce them, we can profit by buying them and 
importing them. This doctrine ignores the fact that the more diver- 
sified the industries of a community or country are the more it will 
prosper and the richer it will grow. It ignores the fact that money 
sent out of a country to pay for imported goods, with a few exceptions, 
makes that country so much the poorer. 

Suppose a community has been manufacturing and selling in the 
home market $1,000,000 worth of goods at a fair profit, because there 
was a protective tariff of 20 per cent. on the article. This tariff is re- 
pealed and the same million dollars’ worth of goods is imported and 
sold for $800,000. The free-trader says that the community has saved 
$200,000 by purchasing these goods. Let us see. In the first case one 


hundred men were employed in the factories. This directly increased 
the population of the village over 300. Many small farmers in the 
vicinity prospered by furnishing these operatives with garden stuff 
and farm products. The erection of the factories in the first place 
doubled the value of their farms and additional shops of all kinds have 
been opened. The tailor, the shoemaker, and the bonnet-maker, and 
any number of trades prospered directly and indirectly by the manu- 
facture and sale of this $1,000,000 worth of goods. 

The owners of the factories, perhaps, live in the neighborhood, and 
their 10 per cent. profit of $100,000 a year is expended there ; twenty- 
five thousand in living expenses and seventy-five thousand by invest- 
ing in real estate, in building improvements or extending their facto- 
ries, and in employing more labor. The owners and operatives pay a 
share of the taxes to support the village school, the county, State, and 
municipal government. Suddenly the free-traders repeal the 20 per 
cent. tariff. The operatives can not accept low enough wages to com- 
pete with foreign goods. The factories are closed, and one hundred men 
are thrown out of employment. The farmer has no market for his 
“truck.” The tailor, the shoemaker, and the bonnet-maker shops are 
closed. The owners of the factories take what capital they can save 
from the wreck and go elsewhere seeking investment. The little farms 
depreciate 50 per cent. in value; town lots, houses, and shops are almost 
worthless. The community becomes suddenly bankrupt, its people 
seattered, and some of them tramps looking for an existence. 

They complain that the repeal of the 20 per cent. tariff has ruined 
their industries and them. The free-trader says, No; you do not 
understand the true principle of political economy or you would see 
that buying the million dollars“ worth of articles that were manufact- 
ured in the foreign country actually saves to the people $200,000, be- 
cause the million dollars’ worth of goods now actually costs only $800,- 
000 to the consumers.“ But,“ says the intelligent American opera- 
tive, that $800,000 has gone to the laborers of a foreign land. We 
are deprived of the means of subsistence and the country is $800,000 
poorer. You may say that we can buy these and other kinds of goods 
a little cheaper but we have nothing to buy with. We are seeking 
work at reduced wages and can find none. The free-trader says again, 
Fou must seek employment in another trade or business where for- 
eign competition and the low wages of other countries can not compete 
with and destroy your industries.” 

If the Democratic free-trader can succeed in reducing the tariff as they 
propose, it will overthrow and destroy the manufactures, the industries 
of our country, pauperize the laboring classes, and impoverish the 
whole country in the same manner as when applied, by illustration, to 
this little community. 

FREE TRADE IS SIMPLY FOREIGN COMPETITION. 


As Mr. Sullivan says in applying the subject to England: 


Freed from the cloud of words, the platitudes, theories, and egy by which 
it will be assailed, the Ee eS before the country is simply this: Can a manu- 
facturing country like England, whose products are excluded from the markets 
of Europe and America, continue to admit, duty free, the manufact produets 
of those countries without interfering with the general employment of our 


e? =*= »The bankers, the merchants, the brokers, the agents, the ship- 


pers, and those who deal with money and with exchaogesin the sale and trans- 
portation of foreign goods will say “yes ;” and so will those with realized and 
fixed incomes, the drones of the community, the consumers of silks, of satins, 
and light wines and a thousand and one articles of luxury that we get from 
abroad. But if you ask the great body of producers, the capitalists, who have 
invested their money in manufacturing and similar enterprises, the great em- 
sployers of labor, the operatives, the toilersand moilers, the working bees ot our 
teeming hives of industry, they will say “no.” ` 

This statement is specially applicable to the condition of America. 
Can we, after having under the protective policy built up maufactur- 
ing industries and when our products as fast as they come into compe- 
tition with the products of other nations in foreign markets are ex- 
cluded therefrom by the protective tariffs of those countries, admit, 
duty free, the products of those countries without interfering with the 
general employment of our people? The prosperity of a community 
mnst depend upon the general employment of its people and the rate 
of wages paid. As said, general employment and good wages mean 
contentment, sobriety, self-respect, and the general progress and im- 
provement of the working classes. The wantof them mean the reverse 
ofall this. General employment at good wages is what creates indus- 
trial prosperity and adds to the wealth of a country. It is far more 
important to a community than cheap goods of any kind. 1 

The destruction of a ſew great manufactures by repealing the tar ff on 
their products causes many other industries to languish. The pros- 
perity of a few great industries causes many others to prosper. The 
industries of a country are so closely connected and interwoven that 
yon can not injufe a few of them without injuring a great many of 
them. Any system or policy that will injure the manufacturing in- 
terests will injure the agricultural interests, the mining interests, and 
the great trade of internal commerce. These great industries must 
stand or fall together. By free trade and foreign competition thcy will 
fall. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN ] made 
the statement that the question narrowed itself to a contest between 
the drunkard’s appetite and the poor man’s back, attempting to con- 
vey the idea that the poor man had to pay a higher price for a suit of 
clothes than before the tariffs of 1861-—’62, but that the tax on distilled 
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spirits was not a tax on the poor man. He ignores the fact that of the 
sixty millions of tax paid on distilled spirits every year, it is estimated 
that about thirty millions is for alcohol and other spirits used in the 
industries, fifteen millions of which is consumed in chemical manufact- 
ures. Here is a tax on raw materia] used in domestic industries 
larger than the total duty paid on all foreign raw material. There is 
no doubt that the consumer pays this. England takes the tax off of 
spirits when used in the industries. Germany refunds it all, and 
France a part, when it is used under the same conditions. Industrial 
alcohol is used free in Italy and Austria. 

But the American free-trader requires these useful industries to pay 
over $95 for a barrel of spirits, more than four times its intrinsic value, 
which would be less than $20 if the tax was removed from this raw 
material. The poor man pays this when he buys anything at the family 
drug-store. The principle of taxing liquor which is used as a beverage 
is not opposed; but no one but a blind free-trader bent upon ruining 
the manufacturing industries would insist on continuing the tax on 
alcohol and other spirits used in the arts and industries. The poor man 

ys less per yard for a good class of American cassimeres to-day than 

e did for a r quality of English cassimeres before the tariff. A 
stated and balanced account will show that the wages of a laboring man 
would buy him and his family 50 per cent. more of the necessaries and 
luxuries of life in the American market than they would in 1859-60. 
The same account stated and balanced correctly shows that an equiva- 
lent amount of farm produce will purchase for the farmer and his family 
50 per cent. more of the necessaries and comforts of life than it would 
in 1859-’60. Such statements as those made by the gentieman from 
Tennessee are only calculated to deceive. 


THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF BENEFITS THE FARMER. 

Mr. Chairman, it is continually stated that the farmer gets none of 
the benefits and bears an undue proportion of the burdens of protection. 
The President, in his annual onslaught on the tariff, by courtesy called 
his annual message, attempts to sympathize with the farmer. He 
says: 

The farmer and iculturist, who manufactures nothing, but who pays the in- 
creased price aia the tariff imposes upon every agricultural 3 
upon all he wears, on all he uses and owns, except upon the increase of his 
flocks and herds and such things as his husbandry produces from the soil, is 
invited to aid in maintaining the present situation. 

The free trade that first existed, which it was supposed would bene- 
fit the farmers, was the repeal of the tariff on wheat, corn, and provis- 
ions by England, known as the corn law. Every free-trader and Cob- 
den Club man in England said that this would greatly benefit the labor- 
ing man, thereby giving him a cheap loaf, and every one of their blind 
followers in this country said that it would prove of immense benefit 
to the American farmer by enhancing the price and furnishing a for- 
eign market for his grain and provisions. It did open the markets of 
England and Ireland free to the products of the American farmer. 
What has been the result? During the last ten years there has been a 
continual decrease in the amount of wheat exported and the export 
price has continually depreciated, The following table from the report 
of the Bureau of Statistics shows the number of bushels of wheat ex- 
ported from the United States and the export price for the seven fiscal 
years from June, 1879, to June, 1886, inclusive: 


Bushels. 


Years. 


Onr decrease in exports during this period, according to the report of 
the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, is as follows: 


Years. | Bushels. | Value, 


| 

159,565, 477 | $167, 698, 485 

57,759,209 50,262, 715 
— 


Derr! OEN DEA NGA ESAN E | Se | 117, 435, 770 


So that the free-trade policy of England which was to create an un- 
limited market for the wheat of the American farmer and advance its 
price has proved untrue, In seven years our exports of wheat from 
this country decreased over 92,000,000 bushels and the value of the 
exports fell off over $117,000,000. In other words, the farmers of the 
United States received $117,000,000 less for the wheat exported in 1886 
than for the export of 1879. This was a loss of over 61 per cent. in the 

amount of wheat exported, and of over 70 per cent. in the value of the 
exports. The export value of a bushel of wheat in 1881 was over $1.24 
and in 1886 it was only 87 cents. 
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During this time there has been no export duty in this country orim- 
port duty in England on wheat. Absolute free trade has existed be- 
tween these two countries so far as grain is concerned, and the resultant 
facts are apparent to every one. : 

This ought to show the American farmer that British free trade and 
Cobden Club laws have not and will not furnish him a foreign market 
or a high price for his products. What is the special cause of this fall- 
ing off in the amount of exports and the depreciation in the export price 
of wheat? It is that England, by her policy towards her colonics, has 
imported her wheat from Indiainstead of from America. England has 
expended almost hundreds of millions of money in building up the agri- 
cultural industries of her possessions in India. She has built thousands 
of miles of railroad and aided in the construction of hundreds of miles 
of irrigating canals, which has resulted in a very large increase in the 
production of wheat in India, The Indian ryots, as the small wheat 
farmers of India are called, who work for about 10 cents per day, are 
brought into competition with the labor of the American farmer to such 
an extent that they can produce wheat cheaper than the American farmer, 
notwithstanding the great advancement in agriculture and agricultural 
machinery in this country. 

The following table, from the report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Statistics for 1886, shows the amount of exports of wheat from India and 
the export price from 1579-’80 to 1885-86, the same period covered by 
the table above showing the exports of American wheat: 


From this it will be seen that while the exports of American wheat 
for seven years have fallen off from 153,000,000 bushels in 1879 to 57,- 
000,000 in 1886, the exports of wheat from India have increased from 
4,000,000 bushels in 1879 to over 39,000,000 bushels in 1886. The 
American exports of wheat have declined over 69 per cent. The India 
exports of wheat have increased over 900 per cent. 

The American farmer can not rely in the future upon a market for 
his wheat in England. The continued decline of exports from this 
country and the continual increase of exports from India will drive the 
wheat of the American farmer entirely from the British islands during 
the next decade. 

Mr. Sullivan, in the work referred to, has pointed out the great de- 
cline in English agricultural interests since the imports of wheat from 
India began under her free-trade policy. He has incontrovertibly shown 
that the agricultural interests of England are being destroyed by this 
policy, but the moneyed classes and the capitalists of the British Em- 
pire of England and of India are being benefited. The English free- 
trade policy is governed by the money princes and capitalists of the 
world. Their policy is to build up a foreign commerce and a foreign 
import trade, because from it they accumulate their millions. In con- 
ceiving and originating legislation they adopt and enforce a policy 
which they think will advance the interests and increase the accumu- 
lations of these classes. I believe that if the policy of England, which 
has been somewhat destructive of the agricultural interests of Ireland 
and of England, had not been compensated for, in the eyes of English 
statesmen and capitalists, by the trade and commerce created by the 
imports of wheat and other products from India, the tariff on Ameri- 
can wheat would have been readopted in England years ago. 

If the American farmer can not depend upon England as a foreign 
market for his wheat or produce when his home market is destroyed 
by the decline or overthrow of the manufacturing interests and the in- 
crease of agricultural products, where can he look? In what part of 
the world must he seek a market? 

Mr. Chairman, comparatively asmall amount of wheat has been im- 
ported into Germany and other continental nations. At different pe- 
riods, when there was a foreign war, or a drought around the Baltic 
or upon the plains of Russia, there would be a demand for some Amer- 
ican wheat, and America would supply the deficiency. During the last 
few years, since the export has so greatly diminished, some wheat has 
been exported to South Germany. What is the result? A short time 
since, to cut off this import of wheat from America, a new tariff was 
established on wheat in Germany. This new tariff is $1.19 on 220 
pounds, or about 30 per cent. ad valorem, The New York Nation, in 
commenting upon this action of Germany, says: 


The object of it is to exclude American wheat from South Germany and to 
compel Bavaria, Raden, and the Rhine country to buy Prussian wheat exelu- 
sively. But it is much cheaper to supply the South German people with Amer- 
ican wheat from London. Moreover, the Sonth Germans are accustomed to 
American wheat; they even like it better than Prussian wheat. On the other 
hand, Prussian wheat is very conveniently situated for the English market, and 
very inconveniently for the South German market. Accordingly, a bill has 
been introduced in the Reichstag to enable North German merchants to ex- 
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port wheat to England and to import an equivalent amount of American wheat 
to South Germany free of duty. In order to make the swap casy and friction- 
less, it is pro that the exporter of North German wheat shall have the right 
to sell his permits of importation just as he would sell a bill of exchange. The 
drollery of all this cireumlocution, by which the consumer is sacrificed to the 
producer, has not penetrated the German mind to any great extent, but there is 
much suffering in South Germany in consequence of the deprivation of Amer- 
ican supplies of food. Why do not some of our high-tariff men, who are such 
fast friends of the American farmer, propose a measure of retaliation? 

What a prosperous time the American farmer will have when by such 
devices he is entirelyshut out of foreign markets, and our Secretary of 
State, a member of the Cobden Club, is trying to enforce retaliatory 
measures in his behalf, 

The Nation is a very high-toned free-trade organ, but it has here 
stated a few facts showing the extreme measures the German Govern- 
ment has resorted to to exclude American farmers from German mar- 
kets. Germany has lately adopted custom-house regulations and tariffs, 
as I am informed by men who have been exporting meats and the prod- 
ucts of animals, which practically prohibit the importation of American 
food-products into the German Empire. Still the President and his 
free-trade followers point out how the farmer is injured by American 
protection and how a free-trade policy in this country would be to his 
benefit. ; 

We now import annually over $60,000,000 worth of food supplies, 
and this bill proposes to add more of these agricultural products to the 
free-list. If the object is, as avowed, to protect the American farmer, 
why does not this bill provide for protecting the farmers’ products 
against foreign competition? It is building up a home market by man- 
ufacturing and diversified interests that will advance the farmers’ pro- 
duce and add to the value of his real estate. In 1771 Dr. Franklin 
wrote from England, where he had been watching with his masterly 
mind the growth of her industries, and said: 


Every manufactory encouraged in our country makes part of a market for 
provisions within ourselves and saves so much money to the country as must 
otherwise be exported to pay for the manufactures he supplies. Here in En- 

land, it is well known and understood that whenever a manu ry is estab- 

ished which employs a number of hands it raises the value of land in the neigh- 


boring country all around. It seems, therefore, the interest of our farmers and 
owners of land to encourage our young manufacturers in preference to foreign 
ones. 


The first and greatest statesmen of the Republic wrote to the same 
effect, that it was only by building up a horae market that the Amer- 
ican farmer could look for prosperity and wealth. Why is it not pro- 
posed by the bill to remove the tax from tobacco? Has not the farmer 
as much right to conduct a tobacco farm as a corn or wheat farm? 
Such inconsistencies in this Mills bill, the authorship of which remains 
in mystery, shows that its object is free trade, pure and simple. Dis- 
guise it as they may, this bill means free trade and unrestricted for- 
eign competition. 

This bill puts wool on the free-list. This is an unjust blow to one 
of the most important agricultural industries in this country. The 
President in one paragraph of his message pretends to sympathize with 
the farmer. In another he recommends taking the tariff off wool, be- 
cause, he says, it is raw materia]. It is the finished product of the 
farm. Ask the farmer who has invested all his means in a sheep farm 
which is still encumbered by a mortgage if it is raw material to him. 
He has watched his flocks grow and increase by expending all histime 
and en and that of his family in herding them in summer and feed- 
ing them in winter. During an unexpected hard winter he has run in 
debt to buy grain to save them from the severities of the storm. 

The following extract and table show how the wool industry has 
been injured by the reduction of the tariff in 1883: 


The wool-growers have Sy eee reasons at this time to appeal totheir brother 
farmers for support. At a time when their industry is depressed as it hardly 
ever has been 2 by 3 competition, permitted by a reduction of duties 
in 1883, by Treasury rulings since, and by systematic frauds in foreign ports, the 
President proposes in his annual message the repeal of all duties on wool. In 
the two years before the change of duty, and in the past two years, the imports 
for consumption were as follows: 


Year. Quantities, | Duties. | Year. | Quantities, | Duties. 
Cents. ts. 

1881 7.20 107, 910, 549 4.75 

TESS soi eee bee 6.11 114, 404, 174 5.16 

Average. 65, 216, 868 6.65 | Average... 111,157,361 4.95 


Under efficient protection the production of wool rose from 60,000,000 pounds 
in 1860 to 308,000,000 pounds in 1584, the year after the change of duty. It has 
since declined to 285,000,000 pounds in 1886, and according to estimates of the Ag- 
Yieultural Bureau to 265,000,000 pounds in 1887. Meanwhile the stocks of domestic 
wool unsold at the close of 1887 are greatly increased; 31,974,000 pounds are on 
hand, an increase of 6,620,157 pounds at Boston alone. To the mischief done by 
reduced duties there is added, first, the great fraudulent importation of Donskoi 
and other washed wool, under pretense that it is unwashed, a systematic fraud 
by which the United States consul at Odessa reports to the State Department 
that the Government has been defrauded for years out of more than $15,000,000 
in duties. Each pound of foreign wool thus fraudulently imported, already 
scoured aud shrunken, takes the place of 2 to 4 pounds of American woo! in 
natural condition. 


The importations of wool have nearly doubled, while the American 
wool-growers have been going to bankruptcy to aid the Australian wool- 
farmers. The wool-growing industry, as is well known, can not exist 


in the United States to any considerable extent in open, unrestricted 
competition with wool production in Australia, South America, and 
other countries. In 1883 the wool-clip of the United States was 320,- 
000,000 pounds; in this year only about 260,000,000. 

The agricultural interests must stand or fall together. The Aus- 
tralian and other foreign wool-growers are now brought into direct 
competition with the American wool-growers. The American wheat- 
farmer is brought into competition with the Indian ryot, who hires 
his labor for 10 ten cents per day. Many large wheat-farmers will be 
compelled in a few years to diversify their industry by keeping flocks 
of sheep to fertilize an impoverished soil. There are large tracts of 
land in the West and Rocky Mountain country fit only for raising 
sheep. Shall this great industry be destroyed or shall it be protected, 
so that America will grow all the wool required for American manu- 
facture, 

As has been so well said: 

Price is one thing, ability or means with which to pay is quite different. 

Diversified industry gives prosperity and means to purchase neces- 
saries for all. Low prices and cheap goods are only a mockery to those 
whose business has been so depressed by foreign competition they have 
no means to buy at any price. 

Destroy the sheep industry of this country, turn 200,000 people out 
of employment and the million dependent on them for support; then 
the foreign wool-growers will put up the price, American manufacturers 
will have to buy their wool abroad, woolen goods will advance, and we 
shall have another practical illustration of free-trade theories. 

WE SIIOULD HAVE A NATIONAL REVENUE POLICY. 


Mr. Chairman, I am for what Henry Clay called the American sys- 
tem. Iam as much opposed to importing any revenue or tax system 
from England or other European countries as I am to importing their 
products of cheap pauperized labor. I am fora national as opposed to 
an international system of political economy. This is in accord with 
the progress of the times as well as with the distinct and peculiar con- 
dition of the material and political institutions of our country. Since 
Germany has adopted her national system of protection to her own in- 
dustries and products, as against the former free-trade policy, she has 
built up her own industries as against England, in spite of all her dif- 
ficulties. International free trade is not only impracticable, but it is 
impossible. There can be nosuch a thing as universal free trade except 
by reciprocity treaties between the commercial nations of the world. 
Every country in the world except England is now pursuing to some 
extent the policy of a national protective system. 

The royal commission on the depression of British trade find asa fact 
that the protective policy which has been adopted to a great extent by 
the continental nations of Europe during the last ten years is one of 
the great causes of England’s industrial decay. 

During the last few years, whenever it is discovered by the states- 
men of Germany, France, Austria, Russia, and other nations that the 
imports of any particular class of products by foreign competition are 
destroying the profit of their own industries, they immediately proceed 
to legislate or pass decrees which prohibit such foreign competition. 
Germany has within a short time practically excluded our wheat, our 
meats, and other provisions from her market. Prominent witnesses 
who testified before the royal commission said that the policy of other 
countries had become such that they saw no other way for even Eng- 
lund to protect her industries except by a protective tariff against the 
importation of goods from the continental nations. 

I have no time here to refer to the testimony or to the conclusions 
of the able commissioners upon this subject; but it can not be denied 
that the general tendency throughout the commercial world during 
the past two decades is to establish a national as distinguished from an 
international system. It is what the able German writer, Frederick 
List, calls the national as distinguished from the cosmopolitical econ- 
omy. He says that— 

The actual workings and results of a national . as distin- 
guished from the international free-trade policy are being adopted the world 
over, g 

Notwithstanding the dogmatic and theoretical assumptions, the free- 
trade system is necessarily built upon the basis of international reci- 
procity. 

How can there be such a thing as free trade when nine-tenths of the 
nations of the world are adopting and enforcing a national protective 
policy? J. B. Say demands as a premise for the comprehension of his 
free-trade theories a universal republic and peace the world over. The 
political economy of Smith, Say, and others means cosmopolitical or 
world-wide economy. The theories of the advocates of free trade in 
America are built upon this international system; that is, they are 
built upon a myth. They ignore national boundary lines. It is not 
necessary to discuss whether universal free trade, by the abolition of 
protective tariffs and revenue laws the world over and the blotting out 
of all national boundary lines, so far as trade and commerce are con- 
cerned, would be beneficial to the human race. Such a thing is impos- 
sible. If a free-trade policy were adopted by us, and by the importa- 
tion of cheap raw material and cheap laborers from China and Europe 
the price of labor greatly reduced, and goods were manufactured so 
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cheap that we could compete in the foreign markets, the protective tar- 
iffs of other countries would prevent their exportation from this coun- 


try, but could not prevent the flooding of this country with the cheap 
goods of foreign nations and the closing of American factories. 


SOUTH AMERICAN TRADE. 


Mr. Chairman, I would, asa part of this system of American po- 
litical economy, reach out after a foreign market and build up a foreign 
trade where practicable. We ought to be able to build up a large 
South American trade. If the proper policy was pursued we could 
soon export large quantities of manufactured goods to our South Ameri- 
can neighbors. They areournatural commercial allies. If we should 
pursue the policy of England and Germany towards these South Ameri- 
can countries, we could in time take from them a large portion of the 
trade. They built up this trade by paying largelsubsidies to the lines 
of ships that created it. Here is the one opportunity we have where it 
is practicable to build up a foreign market, and the Democratic free- 
traders prevent it. The Republicans have many times attempted to 
subsidize steam-ship lines between America and South American ports 
to build up this trade, and such subsidies have been as many times de- 
feated by the free-trade Democrats. They have even refused to vote 
liberal pay for carrying the mails to incidentally aid in building up 
this American commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, our political institutions, the future material welfare 
of our country, the freedom and equality of our citizens all demand 
the permanent establishment of a national system of political economy 
entirely free and independent from the commercial and industrial as 
well as from the political institutions and policies of other nations. I 
would make the protection of American labor from foreign competition 
he keystone in the arch of this American industrial system; I would 
extend the wgis of that national protective system to all the industries 
and productions of our broad land; I would protect from foreign com- 
petition the cotton, rice, fruits, sugar, oranges, peanuts, and bananas 
of the Southern planter, as well as the corn, wheat, meats, and other 
provisions of the Northern farmer; I would protect the almond, the 
olive, the grape, and raisin culture of California, as well as the lum- 
ber and other interests on the Northern boundary; I would protect 
the t lead, iron, coke, and coal-mining interests of the South, 
of the Rocky Mountains, and of the Middle States; I would protect 
the great 8 interests everywhere, South as woll as North, 
East as well as West; I would proclaim to the world that we propose 
to protect our home markets and our home labor from the competition 
of cheap foreign goods and pauperized labor everywhere. And, sir, I 
would henceforth protect our laboring men and their families from the 
importation and immigration of contract and pauperized laborers as 
well as from the importation of the products of their work. I believe 
the time will come when this will be imperatively necessary. As 
President Garfield said: 

It is our glory that the American laborer is more intelligent and better paa 
than his foreign competitor. Let Americans deyote themselves to the welfare 
of America, 

Mr. Huskisson, in the England Parliament, said: 

To enable capital to obtain a fair remuneration labor must be kept down. 
e say, to enable labor to obtain fair remuneration wages must be 

pt up. 

Lord Brougham said in Parliament: 

n d can afford to incur some loss on the exports of English for 
as 8 of destroying manufactures in their cradle. x sou 

The protective policy has prevented the destruction of our manu- 
factures against the wish of American statesmen. The law prohibit- 
ing the importation of Chinese labor has assisted in preventing the deg- 
radation and poverty of the American workingmen. Many guotations 
could be made to show the irreconcilable differences between the En- 
glish and the American policy. The English capitalist and statesman 
indorses and approves the President’s message and his free-trade pol- 
icy! Others during this discussion have cited from the comments of 
the English press and statesmen in favor of that un-American docu- 
ment. The intelligent American laborers of this country are protest- 
ing against it and the industrial policy it advocates. These American 
workmen will put their protests into practical form next November, 
when they will deposit their ballots “as silent as snow-flakes in the 
valley at midnight.” But they will establish the permanent policy 
of national protection, and they will remove from positions of power 
and influence the free-traders and the authors and advocates of free- 
trade bills. 

The American nation is devoted to industry. Its origin and history 
have been industrial and not warlike. Its conquests and advancement 
have been made through the arts, sciences, and industries. The Amer- 
ican armies are armies of workingmen. On their banners are not writ- 
ten the names of cities sacked, countries pillaged to enrich our own,” 
but the names of inventors, civilizing influences, labor-saving machin- 
ery, and the independence, education, and elevation of the laboring man. 

Mr. Chairman, the blindest policy of all is the attempt to array the 
West and South against protection. The West and South need a pro- 
tective tariff more than the East. The New England States, even 
with the vacillating protection they received before 1861, built up a 
manufacturing and diversified industry and accumulated wealth that 
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gave them a commanding position over the Middle, Western, and 
Southern States, When the high tariff of 1861-62 was enacted the 
manufacturing industries crossed the Alleghany Mountains and spread 
over the great Middle and adjoining Western States. It diversified 
their industries and built up their manufactures until they exceeded 
those of New England. Commerce and the wholesale trade followed 
the manufactures until the great cities of the Ohio and Mississippi 
Valleys and the Lakes far exceeded those of New England in wealth 
and commerce. 

Next came the efforts of the Democratic party in the Forty-fifth, For- 
ty-sixth, Forty-eighth, Forty-ninth, and now in the Fiftieth Con- 
gresses, to break down the protective system. The persistent and able 
opposition of the Republican party, aided by a few Democrats, defeated 
the passage of the free-trade bills in the Forty-fifth, Forty-sixth, For- 
ty-eighth, and Forty-ninth Congresses. This defeat caused the manu- 
facturing industries to advance across the plains and mountains of the 
far West, and to penetrate and invade the Southern States, The re- 
sult is we see the iron and steel and lead mining and manufacturing 
industries of Colorado, Alabama, and Tennessee. We behold the trade 
and commerce and manufactures of Kansas City, Omaha, Denver, Pueb- 
lo, Atlanta, Birmingham, and other cities fast growing ahead of their 
rivals in the Eastern and Middle States. Ispeak of the South in con- 
nection with the West because their interests in this industrial advance 
are identical. The Eastern and Middle States with their enormous 
capital and accumulated wealth can do much better without protection 
than we of the West and South. 

Westward [and southward] the course of empire takes its way; 
The four first acts already past, 

A fifth shall close the drama with the day; 
Time's noblest offspring is the last. 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the last and noblest drama of industrial offspring 
will be that of the West and South. And when this free-trade bill 
shall be defeated, and the people put their seal of condemnation upon it 
next November; then will begin an era of manufacturing and commer- 
cial growth in the South and West before unheard of. One of the ablest 
of Euro writers on economies and protection relates the fact that 
Washington, on the day of his inauguration, wore a suit of home-man- 
ufactured cloth, in order, in the simple and impressive manner so pe- 
culiar to this great man, to give all his successors in office and to all 
future legislators a memorable way in which the welfare of this coun- 
try is to be promoted. 

How this lesson has been lost upon President Cleveland and the 
Democratic party. 

Mr. Chairman, I caution any gentlemen or any 8 not to 
attempt to overthrow the American protective system. e oe sup- 
poses that system had its origin or continuance in legislative statutes 
is ignorant of its history or does not grasp its import. It is the result 
ofagrowth. It is the crystallized sentiment and opinion of the Ameri- 
can people. It has been evolved from the necessities and conflicts of 
our industrial system as much as our national unity has been evolved 
from the necessities and conflicts of our political system. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, the di ion of the tariff question 
has already been long drawn out, the mine has been thoroughly worked, 
and there is but little that can be added on either side of the question 
without repeating what has already been brought to theattention of this 
House. Were I an attorney in the case I would certainly be willing to 
rest the cause of protection on the evidence already adduced. This, 
however, is a case in which not only the cause at issue is being tried, but 
the litigants themselves are expected to go on the stand and give the 
reason for the faith that is within them. This is my only apology for 
my ap’ ce at this time. I am for American interests as against 
the ce of the world. 

Ifany provide notforhisown * * * he is worse than an infidel, 

However much my heart may go out for the unfortunates in the Old 
World, my first duty is to my own countrymen. Therefore, I am a 
protectionist in the full sense of the word. I would protect our coun- 
try against foreign invasion, whether it be armed troops to lay waste 
our happy land or the manufactured products of half-paid labor to 
cripple our industries and destroy the occupation of our laboring people. 
Mr. Chairman, I am not here to-day to plead for the protection of any 
special class or interest as against any others that are equally worthy. 
The policy of the friends of protection should be to build up and main- 
tain a system which reaches out and includes every man, whetherrich 
or poor, whether living on the plains of the West or among the hills of 
New England; whether on the lakes of the North or the orange groves 
of the South; a system which builds up and sacredly protects every 
honest industry in which an American citizen secures employment or 
invests a dollar; a system which benefits not only those who are di- 
rectly engaged in the protected industry, but all others who have the 
good fortune to be American citizens. 

A tariff bill based on any other principle is one-sided and dispro- 
portioned, and ought to be honestly adjusted, or otherwise permitted 
to perish in its own narrowness and selfishness. Protected coal for 
Virginia and free wool for Ohio is not a protective system. Protected 
sugar for Louisiana and free salt for Michigan is not a protective sys- 
tem. Protected rice for South Carolina and free lumber for Oregon is 
not a protective system. Protected wheat for Minnesota and free fruit 
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for California is not a protective system.. Such ascheme is little-souled, 
narrow-minded, partisan and sectional, and unworthy of a place among 
the plans of statesmen. Such is, indeed, the character of the bill which 
we are called upon to consider at this time. It bears the ear-marks of 
the politician in its partiality to those States the Democratic party 
hopes to carry at the next Presidential election. It exhibits the ac- 
customed contempt of the Democracy for the interests of the agricult- 
urist and the mechanic by placing many of the productions of their 
toil on the free-list, while, by reducing the duty on many articles only 
just enough to increase their importation and keep up the revenue, it 
blunders as to its method of reducing the surplus. 

Whatever may have been the design of its framers, the sure result 
can only be the destruction of many of our industries in which thou- 
sands of laborers find honest employment and great amounts of capital 
a legitimate investment. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
RUSSELL], whom I do not see in his seat, well saysin his speech of the 
29th of April. 

8 are going in the same track that our predecessors followed in 1857 and 


The gentleman doubtless spoke more wisely than he knew. I agree 
with him fully, and to assist him in proving his case I will read an ex- 
tract from President Buthanan’s message to Congress dated December 
8, 1857, in which he says: 

We have possessed all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and 

notwithstanding all these advantages our country in its monetary interests 

at the present moment in a deplorable condition. In the midst of unsur- 

passed 1 in all the productions and in all the elements of natural wealth 

we find our manu res suspended, our public works retarded, our private 

enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers 
thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 

The able gentleman from Massachusetts speaks for his party when 
he says we,“ and he utters the fact, whether he knows it or not. There 
can be no doubt of the intentions of the Democratic party to retarn to 
their old beat of 1857. The same sad prospects, the same outlook of 
social misfortune and industrial desolation await the unfurling again of 
their free-trade banner. It brings to usa vision of the past—the silent 
wheels, the smokeless stacks, the deserted workshops, the widespread 
want of 1857. [Applause.] These calamities seem to have a charm 
for the average Democrat equaled only by the charm of wild-cat banks, 
half-paid labor, and cheap foreign goods. As to the question of labor 
in these haleyon days of Democracy, I speak from personal knowledge 
when I say that the strongest and best of laborers were hired on the 
farm in those days at $125 to $150 per year, and boarded themselves, and 
the same class of hands are to-day receiving from $250 to $300 per year. 

What is true of farm laborers, as relates to increase of wages, is true 
also in all other branches of industry. No man who has the least 
knowledge of the fact will deny that the laborer of to-day is paid an 
increase of from 40 to 65 per cent., according to occupation, over what 
he was paid in 1857 to 1860. I desire here to submit a table, which is 
the result of careful study and investigation by the Springfield (Mass. ) 
Republican, showing the per cent. of advance of wages of employés 
since the period before the civil war to the present time: Railroads, 35 
per cent.; cotton, 50 per cent.; woolen, 65 per cent.; paper, 55 per 
cent.; buttons, 55 per cent.; cigars, 50 per cent.; whips, 44 per cent.; 
domestics, 65 per cent.; iron, 64 per cent.; wool, 64 per cent.; day 
labor, 40 per cent; average of the whole, 52 per cent. But the elo- 
quent and able gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum] would tell us, 
as he did in his address to this House on the 26th of last month: 

That labor is as much a commodity selling in the market as the materiais to 
be worked up. If the demand is great wages will go up; if the demand issmall 
wages will go down. 

Does the gentleman stop to reflect that it is protection which creates 
the demand for the labor? 

No one, even of the most radical free-trade convictions, has asserted 
on this floor that protection does not build up and sustain manufact- 
ures and other industries which demand the labor of many thous- 
ands of men. It is the creator of demand for labor, and therefore the 
creator of wages, high or low, as the tariff itself is high or low. No 
one who admits that demand tes wages and that a tariff createsthe 
demand can arrive at any other conclusion. There is but one side, 
then, of this question for the laboring man, and that is the side that 
gives him the wages. That free trade or a duty for revenue only will 
create a demand for labor no one upon this floor has had the temerity 
to assert. That point has been studiously avoided by all who have 
maintained the free-trade side of this question. It is the missing link 
in their chain of argument. 

What is to become of the laboring man when the demand for his 
services is superseded by foreign labor expended upon imported goods 
is a question of graver importance than that of a few cents on a bolt 
of cloth or a barrel of salt. The labor question has become a most im- 
poran factor in our system of government and no innovation should 

made which in any way affects this question without carefully 
ascertaining beyond a peradventure that the change will be in accord 
with the labor interests of the country. Yet it is proposed by this bill 
now under consideration to remove the protective duties in whole 
from many important industries in which thousands of our country- 
men are employed, and to materially reduce protection on others, the 
inevitable result of which will be the destruction of those industries 


and shutting out of employment thousands of men who are now earn- 
ing a comfortable living. As a reimbursement for all this loss and in- 
dustrial disturbance they are told that a limited number of manu- 
factured articles which they may desire to buy can be purchased a few 
cents cheaper in consequence of the adoption of free-trade principles. 

Do gentlemen ever reflect that the question of cheapness is not the 
all-important question with the laboring man? The question of em- 
ployment at good wages is of far greater importance to him. None are 
less inclined to higgle over prices than he. None are more willing to 
live and Jet live than he. Something to buy with is what concerns 
him most. Goods may be cheap, they may be offered at half p but 
what advantage is that ta the man who is out of employment and out 
of money? The fact that goods are cheap only adds to his aggrava- 
tion. No gentleman on the free-trade side of this question, who has 
referred to the protection on farm products, has failed to assert that the 
duty on them does not add to their market value, except in the single 
case of wool. If this be true, then the laboring man can expect no re- 
duction in the prices of articles that go upon his table. If this be true, 
beef and pork and bread and butter and all other articles of like kind, 
which make up the most expensive part of his purchases, will remain 
the same as to-day, while, if the most that is claimed for free trade be 
true, he may expect to obtain his wearing apparel a few dollars cheaper 
per year than under protection. 

But this can not apply to cotton goods, for they are already cheaper 
in this country than in any other part of the world. In any event, the 
proposed reduction must be confined to woolen goods. Now, if it be 
true that free wool is the which shall cure all his ills, the 
sovereign and only remedy provided for his relief, let us see how great 
that relief will be. The present duty on wool is about10cents. Ina 
suit of woolen goods there are from 3 to 7 pounds of wool. If all be 
true that the free-traders say, the suit costs about 50 cents more than 
it should under free trade. Allowing two full suits each year, $1 would 
be saved to the laboring man by free wool. And to save this $1 he is 
asked to join in a crusade against the manufacturing interests of the 
country, by which his wages will be reduced at least one hundred 
times that amount, and most likely he will be thrown out of emploment 
altogether. 

It has been uniformly urged on the other side of this House that the 
manufacturer absorbs all the benefits of protection and that. he does 
not permit them to extend to the Jaborer. Might we not right here 
urge with equal force that in ease the duty is removed from wool the 
manufacturer will absorb all the benefits and that he will not permit 
them to extend to the purchaser, so that after all the $1 to be saved may 
prove to be only a myth? While I do not want to be understood as 
saying that free wool alone would bring about this reduction in wages, 
I do want to be understood that whenever you strike down one of the 
great protected industries of this country all others must go with it. 

The American system of protection is one wherein every industry is 
interrelated with and interdependent upon every other. Each indus- 
try stands as a pillar in a structure. Let some free-trade Samson pull 
down one of these pillars and the whole temple of American industry 
must fall. When this American system is destroyed labor in Europe 
and in this country must stand on the same level as to wages. 

In this connection I submit a few tables taken from a most valuable 
book, entitled Wages, Living, and Tariff,” by E. A. Hartshorn, to show 
what that labor level will be. The current wages paid in flax and hemp 
spinning mills in Great Britain and in this country are: 


New York. | England. 


Per day. Per day. 
Spinners, women... $1.00 . 30 
Twisters, women 85 -28 
Rovers, women.. -75 28 
Spreaders, wome: 1,00 . 30 
Card ſeeders, women 85 .30 
6 —— —— ESEA 3.00 1.40 
lers, men 2.00 „85 
C TUSDA ER EA LS A E M E 40 08 
Newark. Paisley. 
Per week, Per week. 


Cop-winders ...... 
Finishers .... 
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New York, | Scotland. 


3.50 to 4.00 1.50 
380. 00 16.50 
13.50 7.50 
10.00 3.75 
85.00 15. 00 
7.50 3.75 
8.00 3.75 
7.50 3.75 

New York. | Bolton. 

Per week. Per week. 
Card-grinders, MED. .ccrccccesnssscesevcevonssessecnsssssseecestecessees $8.28 $5.59 
Card-strippers, men... 5 7. 86 5.59 
Slubber-tenders, girls. 6.00 4.36 
Mule-spinners, men 10.50 5.95 
Frame-spinners, girl 4.50 2.31 
Wrappers, girls 6.00 4.22 
S SIVGEN, TOP JOON TRER E subvonsval cncossseebaped teveds 1.30 
Weavers, girls, per loom, $3 or 3 
Loom jobbers, men „s... 12.25 9.00 
Mule overlookers, m 18.00 10. 22 
Mechanics, average. 13.00 7.54 
Engine drivers...... 18,00 10. 22 
Firemen, average... 8.40 5.00 


Comparative rates of weekly wages paid in Europe and in the United Slates in 1878. 


[Condensed from the Report of the Secretary of State on the State of Labor in 
parce. Tereg from facts reported by the United States consuls, Washing- 
n, 1879. 


United States. 
Occupations. A 3 a 7 
E — 8 8 
E 3 — * 
E| 7 È £ 
2 

ó Š S Z 8 
Bakers. . sesos . 55 T {$3.90 80. 50-86. 0 85-88 88. 00-812. 00 
Blacksmiths .45 | 3.55 ! 3.94 | 7.04- 8.12 | 10-14 | 9.60- 12.00 
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Mr. Chairman, I hardly need follow this branch of my subject further, 
only than to anticipate the charge which may be made that in the last table 
the industries mentioned are but little, if any, influenced by the tariff. 
That is true so far as relates to a direct influence, but the indirect in- 
fluence of the protective system is in many instances greater than the 
direct. Asan illustration: A woolen mill is started and a thousand men 
employed at good wages. Their benefit is direct, because that industry is 
protected. But the butcher who feeds them finds a ready market at 
good prices, and he too is benefited, though his business is not enumer- 
ated on the tariff schedule. So, also, with the carpenter who erects the 
building, thé workmen who dig the foundation, the artist who does the 
painting, the blacksmith who repairs the tools, as also the baker, the 
grocer, the hotel-keeper, and hundreds of other avocations not men- 
tioned in the tariff list. These all receive an impetus because of the men 
employed, and their benefits are indirect. Nor do the benefits of that 
woolen mill just mentioned stop with those who are benefited seconda- 
rily. It continues to others who move up and take the places of those 
employed, and so on until many thousands are favorably affected. 

When three hundred thousand mills and manufactories of all kinds, 
as there are to-day all over this great country, are put in motion, the 
effect is felt in the most distant parts and becomes the nourishing life- 
blood of the whole people. Nor are the benefits confined to those who 
perform manual la or. The school-teacher is better paid, because so 
many find employment in other business than his. The doctor finds a 
wider scope for his practice, because so many have chosen callings other 
than his. The lawyer and the preacher the same; and all are better 
paid, because so many others have something to do and something to 
pay with. 

Mr. Chairman, after all we have heard from the gentlemen on the 
other side of this Chamber about the deplorable condition of our peo- 
ple under what they have chosen to call a robber-tax, we instinctively 


turn to them and survey their condition. We find a greater number 
of the laboring people owners of their owns homes than in any other 
country upon the face of the earth. They wear better clothes and are 
supplied better at their tables, and are better educated and paid than 
the laboring people of any other country. We can not exaggerate by 
saying that the American laborer has the comforts of life as well as 
many of the luxuries in larger quantities than any other working peo- 
ple. When their families are encountered in the churches or in the 
schools or in any of the walks of life no one can determine by their 
appearance to what class they belong—whether poor or rich. They do 
not look like a people who were robbed. They themselves know to 
the contrary, as their votes in the industrial States have always testi- 
fied. And when we behold the nation’s progress in wealth ‘and all 
the elements of civilization during the last twenty-five years we are 
indeed lost in amazement. 

I shall not attempt to repeat the facts here; suffice to say that even 
within the last eighteen years it has been more than double that ofany 
other nation in the world. And all this has been done notwithstanding 
the so-called robber-tariff tax of which we hear so much. The gentle- 
man from Texas, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
says it has been done in spite of the tariff. Does any man, even the gen- 
tleman from Texas himself, believe it? Does any man believe that with- 
out protection the mining interestsof iron ore would have increased 110 
per cent. since 1870, coal 66 per cent., and many other industries in like 
a pags ? Does any man believe that under free trade any judicious 

usiness man would have put a dollar into manufacturing enterprises 
in this country while he could have carried on such industry in England 
at a labor cost of 25 per cent. to 100 per cent. less than here? The cost 
of ocean transportation can not be offered as an obstacle in the way of 
English competition. If I have been correctly informed, the rocks that 
pave the streets of New Orleans were brought from England as ship- 
ballast in ships used in the cotton trade. 

I have no doubt that the English manufacturers would gladly lay 
down their in our country free of the cost of transportation. 
They could well afford to do it, for the monopoly of the American mar- 
ket would amply reimburse them. Every American citizen should 
spurnit. I for one do not want it. I would rather see the skies of 
Tennessee and Pennsylvania darkened with the smoke of their fur- 
naces; I would rather hear the clatter of their machinery and behold 
their industrial classes employed at good wages than to have English 
goods thrown upon our shores at any price, however cheap. And now, 
Mr. Chairman, as to the farmer, who seems to be made the burden of 
complaint by the gentlemen on the other side. Why all these tears for 
the farmer? Why this lamentation, while at the same time you persist 
in removing the duty on foreign wool? Wool is the only farm product 
which you admit to be enhanced in value by the tariff. I want to say 
to you, gentlemen, that the farmers are asking none of your sympathy. 
They know your hands are against them, and the only favor they ask 
of you is not to insult their intelligence with the specious assumption 
that they are so ignorant as to believe in your theories or trust to the 
promises which you hold out to them with one hand while you tear 
down their industry with the other. Put up the duty on wool instead 
of taking off what it now has, and you will give them some reason to 
believe in your wisdom and sincerity. The farmer is not dead to his 
interests. He knows better perhaps where they lie than the men who 
are assuming tochampion his cause. Butlittle if any complaintcomes 
from him of the high prices alleged to have arisen by reason of the 


Of all the petitions which have reached my table in the last four 
years, not one has come from a farmer asking for the reduction of the 
tariff on wool or on any other article. He knows there is not an arti- 
cle of clothing or machinery or tools for the farm that is not cheaper 
to-day than it was in the free-trade days of 1860. He knows, too, 
that there has been a gradual and continuous cheapening of goods and 
manufactured articles of all kinds from 1860 down to the present time. 
He knows that the lives of our fathers and mothers, which were so full 
of toil at the loom, the spinning-wheel, and other tedious, dreary forms 
of labor, have, through the fostering care of our protective system, been 
rendered comparatively happy and easy, so that where once was heard 
the monotonous clinking of the shuttle are now heard the sweet tones 
of the organ and the piano. Books and newspapers have taken the 
place of knitting-needles and spinning-wheels, The farmers of the 
country have taken their places upon a higher and better plane of cult- 
ure, from which they do not propose to be lured by the siren notes of 
the free-trader. 

We hear but little complaint from them of high prices of things which 
they have to buy. 

A first-class double-spring-seated farm wagon finished, in better style 
than were the carriages of our fathers fifty years, ago now sells at $65 
retail; Fitchburg cassimere, 85 cents per yard; cashmerets, 35 to 38 cents 
a yard; best standard sheeting, 8 cents per yard; good calicoes, 4} to 64 
cents per yard; nails, 3 cents per pound, and all others of the real nec- 
essaries of farm life at the same low rates. Thanks, gentlemen, re- 
strain your sympathy; bestow it where it will be more appropriate and 
better appreciated. What the farmer most desires is a good market. 
What he has to buy is not a question so serious with him as what he 
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has to sell. If you will only give him a good market in which to sell 
his products, make his. market as easy of access and as convenient as 
are his places of purchase, he will ask no odds in the battle of life. 
This is fast becoming the case now under the benign influences of the 
American system of protection. The great cities of Chicago, St. Louis, 
and Kansas City are fast becoming the leading markets of the world. 

The great State of Illinois is one vast work-shop. Missouri, with her 
rich mines of iron, coal, and zine, is only held back by the mirage of 
free trade. Kansas is rapidly following with her smelting furnaces, 
glass factories, foundries, and machine-shops. The farmer of the West 
welcomes them as the best friends of his interests. In them he sees a 
market which is far preferable to that of London, 4,000 miles away. 
Engaged in these industries he sees thousands of consumers employed 
who are his customers, and who, if not so employed, would be his com- 
petitors in agricultural pursuits, thus doubling the productions of the 
farm, which must necessarily result in an over-supply of the home 
market of all such commodities as the farmer produces. Thus his home 
market is destroyed, his production doubled, and he driven to markets 
beyond the sea, where with a vast surplus he must come into compe- 
tition with the cheapest labor of the world. Gentlemen tell us that 
the London market governs the price of our farm products. London 
can fix the prices of our products only so long as she pays more than is 
paid in America, 

The American market has to gain but 4 per cent. on the farm pro- 
ductions of the country to make the home demand equal to the home 
supply, and then not London but our own home demand will control 
the prices of all home products. The farmers of this country want to 
hasten that time. Every interest impels them to it. Every patriotic 
impulse urges it upon them. They want neither English markets nor 
English goods, and will hai] with delight the day when weshall have 
only American markets and American goods. [Applause.] I for one 
am ready to put up the fences around the outside and nail up the gates. 
Gentlemen have talked upon this floor about giving the farmers the 
world’s market as if our protective tariff had shut them out from 
the markets of the world. Such talk is absolutely silly. We haveno 
export duty. The products of this country can leave our shores with- 
out the least obstruction. The markets of the world are before them, 
such as they can get into. 

But we find an economicsystem much like our own surrounding every 
country in Europe except England, and even she is not absolutely free, 
for she collects $100,000,000 annually. Were we toadopt absolute free 
trade not a single market of the world would be freer to us than it is 
to-day. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM], in his remarks on 
this floor on the 26th of April, declared that our tariff rendered manu- 
factured products so expeusive that we cannot sell them at competitive 
prices in foreign markets, Is the gentleman aware that many of our 
most valuable products, such as steel, ete., are taken in the raw state 
from the mines and that nothing but labor is employed to convert them 
into manufactured products, and the fact that the articles when manu- 
factured have protection does not prevent them being sold in foreign 
or home markets just the same as if unprotected ? 

To be more explicit, if a home manufacturer have a crate of pottery 
worth $90, and there is a duty of $10 a crate on pottery, which added 
to the $90 would make the selling price $100, that would not prevent 
the home manufacturer selling his crate in a foreign market at its 
actual value, which is $90, if he chose to do so. The gentleman’s 
argument is in a great measure fallacious, for it can not apply to those 
products into which nothing but labor enters, nor can itapply to goods 
manufactured from cotton or other materials of which we are export- 
ers, as the duty on such materials does not affect the price. Mr. Chair- 
man, England is the only nation in Europe that makes any pretense to 
free trade. Does any one believe she adopted that policy through any 
feeling of brotherhood for the balance of the world? Does any one be- 
lieve that she did so through any feeling of brotherly love for America? 
To say so would be to stultify the history of that people in their rela- 
tions to this country. 

For eight hundred years England maintained the most inflexible bar- 
riers of protection; and not protection only, but in many articles their 
exclusive policy amounted to prohibition, preventing entirely the im- 
portation of such things as came in competition with her own indus- 
tries. Even while the American colonies were dependencies of Great 
Britain she prohibited the exportation of American sugar except in En- 
glish vessels, which were compelled to discharge their cargoes in English 
ports; and so jealous was she of her own colonies that she made it a 
capital offense to transport sheep from England to America, in order 
that she might keep down the American wool industry. 

Skilled mechanics were prohibited under penalty of death from emi- 
grating to America. The shipment to America of looms and other ma- 
chinery for manufacturing the various textiles was prohibited under 
heavy penalties. Lord Chatham declared at one time that the Ameri- 
cans ought not to be permitted to manufacture even so much as a boot 
nail; and the English Parliament, that great body to which English- 
men delight to point, came within three votes of passing a bill by which 
8 industry was to be laid waste by English soldiery, and 
all this while the American colonies were still British possessions, Does 


any man believe that a nation guilty of these flagrant outrages against 
her own colonies would have her conscience aroused with sentiments 
of benevolence and philanthropy after those colonies had become an in- 
dependent power and had stricken off the galling restrictions and pro- 
hibitions of the mother country? Are gentlemen so stupid as to su 
pose that England has changed her policy as a measure of brotherly 
love for us? . 

England does nothing for love; she does all things for money or other 
substantial gain. When she had finally converted her whole island 
into a workshop; when she had become an industrial giant, capable of 
competing with the balance of the world; when she discovered that 
she must import food products valued at $800, 000, 000, and raw material 
for manufacture to the amount of $650,000,000; when she became aware 
that she needed a market abroad of $1,200,000,000 annually for her 
manufactured products; when she knew that to ship manufactured 
products to England would be like carrying coals to Newcastle,” 
then it was, and then only, Mr. Chairman, that she found it to herin- 
terest to abolish her protective system and ask the balance of the world 
to do likewise. England accumulated her wealth and strength under 
a protective tariff régime. Free trade as yet is not her settled policy. 
It is but an experiment, and it is one, too, against which many of her 
wisest statesmen are opposed. Sir Edward Sullivan a few years ago 
said: 

Thirty years ago England had almost a monopoly of the manufacturing in- 
dustries of the world; she produced everything in excess of her consumption, 
other nations comparatively nothing. The world was obliged to buy from her 
because it could not buy anywhere else. i 
mensely increased the demands and the purchasing power of the world, and 
consequently the demand for the products of England. Her wealth increased 
by leaps and bounds that were bewildering; she was intoxicated with success ; 
with her immense accumulated wealth, her machinery, her coal, her iron, her 
insular position, she thought herself unassailable; she laughed at the possibility 
of foreign competition; she offered to fight the rest of the world with her right 
hand tied behind her back. She said to the world. I will receive anything you 
can send me without duty,” adding at the same time an ange of hope 
they would in turn receive her goods. But they said, “No; we gladly avail 
ourselves of your kind offer of admitting our go ; certainly we will send vou 
all we possibly can. At present, unfortunately, we have nothing to send; we 
can not yet supply our own wants, but when we have more capital and your 
machinery and workmen, we hope to have a large surplus to send you.” Well, 
that was thirty yearsago. Now, France and America and Belgium have got 
our machinery and our workmen and ample capital, and they are sending us a 
yearly increasing surplus that is driving our own goods out of our own market, 
and every year they are more completely closing their markets to our goods, 


The language of Lord Sullivan is the language of thousands of other 
Englishmen who believe that England’s interests require the readop- 
tion of a judicious protective policy in order to maintain the industrial 
supremacy which she has achieved. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, about the so-called robber tax on the poor. 
man’s blankets. If there is one thing in this discussion which has re- 
eeived more attention than another by the Democrats of this House it 
is the tariff on blankets. They have abused it more than the tariff on 
any twenty other articles on the schedule. The opprobrious epithets 
of the English language have been exhausted in denunciation of that 
tariff. One would suppose to hear this tirade that a Democrat 
such tariff as surpassed in enormity only by outright murder. But 
when we turn to the bill under consideration, which comes from the 
Democratic majority of the Ways and Means Committee, and which 
they ask us to vote for, we find they have placed a tariff of 40 percent. 
on blankets. If the tariff on blankets is robbery, why this robber tax 
of 40 per cent.? Why does this Democratic committee put but 50 
cents on a gallon.of wine and $1 on a $2.50 blanket ? 

This shows the insincerity of their pretensions. It shows either that 
they do not believe what they say, or believing they themselves are 
the willing robbers. Why did they not take all the duty off blankets 
and put it on whisky and tobacco, if they are sincere in‘their assertion 
that those articles should bear the burden of taxation? 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard so much about tariff taxation upon 
the people one would almost suppose that all our State and school and 
road taxes were the result of the tariff, while the fact is, there is not 
one penny levied upon any man or his property by the tariff outsideof 
the importer of foreign goods. You may say the results are the same 
as a tax on the people, but it is not a tax on the people; and we think 
we are prepared to show that neither the results nor principles involved 
are thesameasatax. Noone, I presume, disputes the right of the Gov- 
ernment to levy a duty upon imported goods for purposes of revenue, 
for the protection of American manufactures, for the regulation of com- 
merce with foreign nations. ‘The first and second divisions of these 
propositions are sanctioned by the plain language of the Constitution 
and by acts of Congress passed during its first session, while nearly all 
were yet living who had been members of the constitutional conven- 
tion that framed our present national compact, while many of these 
makers of the Constitution were also members of Congress, and, too, 
while Washington, who had been president of the constitutional con- 
vention, was also President of the United States. 

Surely in this presence the institution of the protective system 
which has been fortified by legislative enactment from the inception 
of our Government down to the present time, can not fail to be in ac- 
cordance with the very genius and spirit of the American institutions, 


‘The discoveries of gold and steam im- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4110 


Z 


May 14, 


In connection with the, third division of this proposition it is impor- 
tant to note a valuable item of history, cited by Hon. John A. Kasson 
in a recent article in the Forum, according to which, in the year 1766, 
ee Franklin, when before a committee of the English Parlia- 
ment, said: g 

Inever heard any objection made in Amorica to the right of Parliament to 
levy duties to regulate commerce. 


The payment of duties to regulate commerce was never disputed. 

These early constitutional and legislative predilections show that the 
principle was fundamental in our organic compact, and that the origin 
and development of the foreign-commerce clause of the Constitution 
were perfectly normal and necessary. I may say, however, that the 
right under the Constitution to levy duties is not now and here a dis- 
puted question. 

This right is reinforeed by a principle which obtains in many of the 
States and nearly every incorporated city. The corporate authorities 
of the city say to all outsiders, ‘‘We have built the city at great ex- 
pense; these streets have been paved at the expense of our people; these 
magnificent halls and parks are the fruits of the taxation of our persons 
and property; everything you see comes from our toil; our merchants 
and citizens have borne their share of all this expense; thousands of 
people are located here; it is unsurpassed as a market; but before you 
can drive in your wagon loaded with the same kinds of goods that are 

ced by our artisans or sold by our merchants, and before you can 

i to run up ared flag in front of their doors you must 

pay money into the treasury of this eity for the acquisition of priv 

eges which we only have secured at great sacrifice, labor, and ex- 
L 


Mr. Chairman, this is protection for the city and for the citizens of 
the city, and for the arts and artisans of the city. No one questions 
this right; no one regards it as a tax on the people of that city. The 
Republican party of America stands precisely in the relation of the city 
and its citizens to the outside world. It says to Europe and to all 
cheap-labor countries, We have here the best market in the world. 
It was established through the toils and hardships of our fathers. It 
has been built up and is now maintained by the magnificent pluck and 
energy of our people. We make more money and spend it faster than 
any other nation of equal magnitude on the face of the earth. But be- 
fore you, who have no interest whatever in our country; you, whose 
hands are rather against us than for us, before you can be permitted 
to run in your cheap foreign goods and compete with our own citizens, 

must pay money into the Treasury of the United States.“ ‘This, 
Mr. Chairman, is protection to our citizens and to our industries. Do 
you call that a tax on the people? 

But you say The amount paid for the adinission of the goodsisadded 
to the price of the goods, and that the consumer pays it, and this isa 
tax.’ 


I know a certain county wherein the farmers believed they were pay- 
ing too much for goods. They organized a co-operative association, 
rented a house, hired a foreman and clerk, and obtained their goods 
at a price a large per cent. below what they had been paying for them. 
Dare any one say that because the hire of the foreman and clerk and 
the rent of the house were computed in fixing the selling prices of 
the goods those items were a tax on the stockholders? Any business 
man would say that those items were a part of the in a busi- 
ness transaction for saving or making money. In 1861 the people of 
this country, through the National Government, entered into a business 
arrangement wherein they proposed to lay duties on all foreign goods 
which came into competition with our own productions. 

Under that system such goods have gradualiy grown cheaper, year 
by year, until an average reduction in prices of 28 per cent. has been 
reached. Our own manufacturing enterprises have been stimulated 
and developed, a higher degree of skill has been attained in every de- 
partment, and as a result of this American system we have this mag- 
nificent reduction in the prices of our own home manufactures. Dare 
any man call that a tax? It would be the sheerest nonsense, and I 
have no better name than twaddle for such tirade. It falls beneath 
the dignity of argument. We are told, however, that the reduction in 
the p of goods is due to the invention of machinery. Do gentle- 
men stop to reflect that the progress of invention is the result of a de- 
sire to cheapen production rather than to secure a patent? The pro- 
tective tariff is as great a stimulant to the inventor as it is to the man- 
ufacturer. 

Will any man assert that the recent discoveries and inventions for the 
manufacture of sugar from hum would have been made had there 
been Se on sugar? I know something of the gentleman to 
whose efforts we are indebted in a greas measure for the development 
of the sorghum-sugar industry. I w that he spent a fine fortune 
of his own and risked all that he could get from others, and as a last 
resort came to Congress and through the committee of which Iam a 
member got further assistance. Will any one tell me that that man 
would have done and risked all I have mentioned had sugar not been 
on the protected list? It was because itwas there and because he had 
faith in his countrymen that it should remain there; in other words, 


because he believed that there was a fortune for him in the manu- 
facture of sugar, that this work has been accomplished. Thus it will 
be seen that a protective tariff stimulates invention. Under its influ- 
ence the greatest proficiency has been attained in machinery and sav- 
ing methods. 

Mr. Chairman, men have almost recklessly invested their money in 
manufacturing enterprises during the last twenty-five years. They 
have done so because of their belief that they would have not so much a 
high market to sell in as a fair and steady market, and that their Gov- 
ernment would stand over them with the shield of proteetion by which 
at no time could designing capital of Europe crush them by a combined 
movement. Under this benign influence millions of dollars have been 
invested and millions of men employed direetly and indirectly. One 
invention has been added to another, waste and loss have been reduced 
to a minimum, and by the progress of invention every particle and frag- 
ment have been utilized for some beneficent purpose. Competition has 
sprung up on all sides. Wages have gone up and prices of goods have 
gone down. Asa manufacturing people we are to-day making such 
rapid strides that unless some untoward misfortune, such as is implied 
in the Mills bill, overtake us we shall within a decade lead all the na- 
tions of the earth. 

That a frightful surplus is accumulating in the Treasury no one will 
deny. So far asit has accumulated through the duties on foreign im- 
ports it is the result of our natural relations to the balance of the world. 
It could not be otherwise unless we choose to forego all advantages 
arising from our isolated condition, the value of our country to foreign- 
ers as a market, and the the general prosperity of all who trade with us. 
To stop the flow of money to the Treasury would be like stopping the 
flow ef blood to the heart and the result much thesame. The remedy 
for theaceumulation of a great surplus is in sending it out again through 
proper channels to perform its functions among the people; not by 
spending it like silly children, but by wise and judicious investments. 
What would a good business man do were he so fortunate as to accu- 
mulate in his safe a few thousand dollars more than he needs for cur- 
rent outlay? If he were doing business in a rented house he would 
probably put up one of his own which would be an honor to himself 

an orrament to his town and the erection of which would give 
employment to the laboring men of his community. 

The Government is to-day doing business all over the land in rented 
post-office buildings, many of which, even in cities of great impor- 
tance, are inferior wooden structures, liable to burndownat any moment, 
and for which, too, exorbitant rents are often demanded. ‘The Gov- 
ernment should at once begin the erection of suitable] buildings 
for post-offices and other Government purposes in every town 
where the Government business has attained any considerable magni- 
tude. 

Fortifications should be erected on our seacoast to protect our cities 
in case of war. I do not believe in war, and as a means of disco 
ing war I want to put ourselves in. such condition that no nation w 
consider it safe or profitable to make war upon us. I would build a 
navy worthy of the great people that we are, and I would be 
to demand that all international differences be settled by peaceable ar- 
bitration. I would encourage and foster the merchant marine by grant- 
ing bounty for every league steamed or sailed in carrying the United 
States mails. I would make the bounty sufficiently ample to carry our 
mail and establish our trade in every nook and corner of the earth. I 
am sick of this cant about the tariff destroying our carrying trade and 
thus our merchant marine. Onur carrying trade to-day is, acco to 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, $1,400,000,000 annually, 
whereas it was but $500,000,000 in 1890, an increase of nearly 300 per 
cent. 

Mr. Chairman, the carrying trade is all right. The only trouble is 
that it is carried in British vessels. The British built and armed and 
equipped rebel privateers during our civil war, and under the guise of 
Confederate cruisers and under the protection of the Confederate flag 
they burned, or drove under foreign flags, the whole of our merchant 
marine; and they are now exacting from this country 8150, 000, 000 an- 
nually for having thus successfully usurped our carrying trade. Mr. 

i Iwant to see the national Treasury respond liberally to the 
demands made upon it to build up and foster our merchant marine, 
which, by proper encouragement, would be able to do its full share of 
the world’s traffic and secure its full proportion of the world’s wealth 
and lay it down at our doors. 

I would see every soldier who served our country in the hour of her 
dire distress, or his widow, placed upon the pension-roll at fair rates 
for the remainder of life, [Applause.] 

After what I have now enumerated, or even half of it, in the way of 
appropriate expenditure has been provided for, there will be no occasion 
to destroy our great economic system to get rid of the surplus as the 
Democrats of old burned hele hats to get clear of the rats. Every 
dollar will be placed in circulation among the people, and that, too, 
through the hands of those who work for All business will re- 
ceive a new impetus and all departments of industry will flourish with 
new-born prosperity. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the time is near at hand when every 


American will fully realize the importance of maintaining our Ameri- 
can protective system, and when the laborer, the capitalist, the farmer, 
and the banker, the merchant, and the manufacturer may all unite to 
work out the great destiny of onr country. [Applanse.] , 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Mr. Chairmon, I have listened with 
some pleasure, and I am glad to think with some profit, to the discus- 
sion which nas taken place on the pending bill. Freely, frankly, and 
gladly Isay this. At the same time I must confess that often, very 
often indeed, have I been amused at the arguments made and ideas 
entertained by gentlemen upon the subject of tariff taxation. When 
I hear gentlemen say they would protect the wheat-grower, the corn- 
grower, the beef and pork fattener, and many other things equally 
foolish, my ſuce involuntariiy becomes wreathed in broad smiles, which 
are beyond my power to suppress. The voicing of such ideas leads 
me to believe that nothing in the world so much confuses and confounds 
the average mind as the etfort to solve the effect of reciprocity privileges 
in matters ot trade. 

Sirs, in the industries of this country we have those producing com- 
modities which can not in the open markets of the world compete with 
similar commodities produced elsewhere. We also have those who 
produce commodities which in the open markets of the world can com- 
pete. Both these classes of our citizens produce commodities that en- 
ter into the trafic and commerce of our people, and are sent from lo- 
cality to locality, from State to State, and those of one class irom 
country to country, as the wants of the people of those localities, States, 
and countries may demand, always limited, however, by the ability to 
buy. 

Besides these we have still others, and these constitute a very large 

r cent. of our people, ing that kind of labor which ean only 
be performed in the locality where performed, and with which there can 
be no competition except by persons living in the locality where such 
labor is required. 

All our people are consumers. The man who, by his labor, produces 
an article which, regardless of competition, can be sold in our own or 
shipped and sold in another country, needs no protection. To talk about 
protecting him is thesheerest nonsense. After you have protected him 
all you can he is still unprotected. All such men are interested in an 
unfettered and uninterrupted commerce. 

The man who, however, produces that which can not compete, even 
in the markets at home, wants protection. If we are to have the ben- 
efit of the products his industry produces he must be protected. But 
how much ought he to be protected? More than is necessary to enable 
him to compete with the foreign producer? Notatall. Heshould be 
protected, if at all, to such an extent as will enable him to competein 
the home market. If he can compete in foreign markets he needs no 
protection. 

In all our legislation we must remember that all our people are con- 
sumers; that their rights and interests are to be considered. We must 
remember that a large per cent. of our people are producers of those 
things which sellin the open markets of the world—at home and abroad 
and that their interests are not to be ignored. 

Consumers want the widest market in which tobuy. Producers who 
produce those things which sell in open and even-handed competition, 
want the privilege of the widest marketin which to sell. Ifthe wants 
of the consumer are to be curtailed, if the privileges of the unprotected 
producer are to be abridged, curtail and abridge those wants and priv- 
ileges enough, and only enough, to protect the man who needs protec- 
tion. Levy a tariff high enongh to afford him such margins as will 
enable him to make and sell his goods. Do not make it so high as to 
cut off foreign competition. When you cut off reasonable competition 
you make of him a monopolist. When you have made of him a mo- 
nopolist, with all the human nature inherent in the poisoned adder 
warmed into life, he turns and smites the hand that furnished the meat 
upon which he fed and thereby grew into s 

Competition is the life of trade. I would never lose sight of com- 
petition. As a proteetionist - and I claim to be one I would make my 
tariff high enough to enable our own people to compete. As a free- 
trader—and I claim to be one—I protest against making the tariff so 
high as to destroy competition from abroad. To deny protection 
at home builds up monopoly abroad; to prevent competition from 
abroad builds up monopoly at home. Trade and commerce give em- 
ployment to labor, and the most profitable employment that can be 
given. To obstruct commerce isa detriment'to every consumer. If 
all are consumers, then it is a detriment to all. Toobstruct commerce 
is not only a detriment to every consumer, but is an additional detri- 
ment to every man who produces a surplus of that which is able to 
stand competition in the open markets abroad—that which could, and 
otherwise might, find its way to another Jand. 

I belong to that numerous class of American citizens who believe in 
the greatness of our country, and in the greatness of her opportuni- 
ties—in many, very many, yes, in the great majority of things, sur- 
passing all the balance of the world; with her energies and efficiency 
unshackled capable of producing the grandest results. 

In the production of all those things wherein we surpass all the rest 
of the world we should give ourselves the utmost freedom: while in 


those things wherein others surpass us we need not fear the huriful 
influence of giving them a reasonable show of freedom. 

With the capacity of producing, and with profit, much that is needed 
abroad, we simply fetter our ability to sell by paralyzing their ability 


to buy. The man who has a thing for sale wants to find a buyer. The 
man who wants to buy looks for the man who haa forsale. A sale and 
a purchase are the counterparts of each other. A sale is the mate of a 
purchase. while a purchase is the twin of a sale. Every device that 
denies us the right to buy from abroad anything that can be bought 
cheaper there than we can produce it here, only tends to prevent our 
selling abroad an equal amount ofsomething that we can produce cheaper 
here than it can be produced abroad. 

An individual, a single individual, if he has it to sell, can easily sell 
for money more than he buys. Why? Because all he has for sale is so 
incomparably small in proportion to the ability of the balance of the 
world to buy and pay money that he sells with comparatively little 
difficulty. The people of a great nation aggregating sixty millions of 
people, producing a great surplus and capable of producing a greater, 
tind it difficult to fall in with persons able to buy. While an individual 
may sell more than he buys, if he buys more than he sells he must have 
funds to draw from, a credit to appeal to, or something that will be ac- 
cepted in payment. 

If he has no money, no eredit, no property to exchange, but has la- 
bor to sell, he may sell his labor andbuy. Labor being the only thing 
he has to exchange for the necessaries of life, refuse to take his labor 
and he is unable to buy your goods, unable ta buy your spare bread; 
refuse to take his labor, and his wife goes without the necessary rai- 
ment to keep her comfortable; refuse to take his labor, and his chil- 
dren cry for bread toappease their hunger. With want and starvation 
staring him in the face, he is ready to work at half price. Yes, rather 
than suffer his loving wife to shiver, rather than see his children starve, 
he works at quarter price. 

With all his labor sold at quarter price he can not buy so very much. 
His inability to buy leaves you with an overproduction. Ay, the 
overproduction is not an overproduction; it is an undereonsumption. 
Plenty of people to consume all that is made and a good deal more if 
liberally supplied, and plenty to make more if a price was found for 
the labor. The employer can not employ when he finds no market for 
his goods. An unnatural condition of things is brought about by an 
unnatural effort to build up something by legislation, instead of allow- 
ing it to be built by reason of the natural demand for it. By such 
methods, business, trade, and everything else is depressed because of 
the obstruction to natural laws. 

The overcrowded populations of Europe, hemmed within circumscribed 
limits, handicapped for the want of opportunities, are suffering and starv- 
ing for the indispensable necessaries of life, and yet within easy reach 
of all those necessaries if a sale for their labor could only be found. 
All to gratify the of the American cormorant, who is only inter- 
ested in shackling labor that he may corner some commodity and 
give thereto a price higher than it would otherwise command, an un- 
natural selling price. 

After thus philosophizing, Mr. Chairman, let us inquire how it is 
thatthe people of one country trade with the people of another country, 
and what are the ordinary means and usual methods of carrying on 
this trade. The merchants of one country buy from and sell to the 
merchants of the other country. Each buys what his customers need 
and are able to pay for; not just what their customers want, but what 
they are able to pay for. Tell me, sirs, that money is so plentiful 
in any country that the people can ad libitum pay money! If they 
= not pay money they must go in debt or sell the product of their 

bor, 


The people of one country rarely become in debt to the people of 
another country for the little current trade thus taking place from day 
to day, from week to week, and from year to year, by sending back 
and forth the things as needed. These little balances are paid and set- 
tled without passing money. Noindebtedness is suffered, except for 
short intervals. If any considerable indebtedness is incurred, it is 
by reason of the fact that the wealthy people of one country make loans 
for the purpose of making public improvements in the other country, 
or for the purpose of enabling the people of the other country tocarry 
on war, or by making investments in such other country for their own 
individual purposes. a 

In making these loans the money is not sent over, but the material 
is boughtand sent over with which to make the improvement, or the 
supplies tocarry on the warare likewise bought and sent over. 

England, by reason of her great wealth, in this way has made loans 
to many of the people elsewhere. And, generally speaking, not ex- 
actly loans, but they invest in stocks and become themselves the own- 
ers of the foreign properties. A few years ago we were importing 
more than we were exporting. All arising out of the fact that for- 
eigners were taking stock in ourrailroads then being built. Now they 
E receiving their dividends by an excess of exports being sent them 

y us. 

By reason of these investments England sent for long years more exports 

than she brought home imports. Now, by reason of the payment of 
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interest and of dividends, and of the receipt of incomes from foreign 
properties, she is importing largely more than she is exporting. Since 
1871 her imports have exceeded her exports more than $400,000,000 
per annum, and yet, in the face of all this, she has during the same 
period of time imported more gold and silver than she has exported by 
more than $100,000,000, or an average of more than $5,000,000 per an- 
num. 

I mention this because the great idea of business with many people 
is to sell, and sell for money only; take nothing in exchange but money. 
Confine trade to such narrow limits and it is gone; it comes to a dead 
standstill. The history of trading between all nations shows that 
countries that do not produce the precious metals, gold and silver, 
and countries that produce less of these metals than their proportion- 
ate part based upon their wants, needs, and capabilities, as compared 
with the wants, needs, and capabilities of other countries, always im- 
port more gold and silver than they export, while countries that pro- 
duce more of these metals than their proportionate part, considering 
their wants, needs and capabilities, always export more than they im- 
port. The United States, prior to 1849, the date of its becoming a 
precious-metal-producing country, imported more than she exported, 
while since she has exported very much more than she has imported. 
To give exact figures—taken from the American Almanac—the United 
States, for the twenty-five years ending June 30, 1849— 
— — 

orel; — 
Exponed 9 
TT A 189, 865, 058 


68, 955, 218 


Excess of imports (twenty-five years) 


Excess averaging more than two and three-fourths millions per an- 
num. 


From June 30, 1849, to June 30, 1887, we imported gold and silver... $937,450, 431 

Re-exported (foreign) PRPS Sing Ae clin et an, Pea $322, 541,197 

Exported (domestic) —. 1, 818, 631, 834 
TTTTTTTVThTVTTTTTWTTT0TꝙV„ͤ susan teserecsumsacsipeboioen tease ~ 2,141, 173,031 
Deduct total iMportS.......s.ss . . 987, 450, 431 
Excess Of CXPOrt,)........1....ccccscscorececersesaveore avcoserseossevesescacesarnensees 1, 208, 722, 600 

Average annual exports... R 

Average annual imports . . ...... .. . .. . . — 24, 669,7 

Average annual excess of exports. . 31, 676, 910 


I present these figures simply to show, if we are capable of produc- 
ing large quantities of stuff“ that might be sold abroad but we re- 
fuse to so sell unless we are paid money, we are simply shutting the 
doors of commerce in our own face. The fact is that we are producing 
more than 30 per cent. of all the gold produced in the world and more 
than 40 per cent. of all the silver so produced—from seventy to one 
hundred million of dollars per annum out of about two hundred millions, 
What wedonot produce is mostly produced in Australia, Mexico, andthe 
South American countries. The European countries, countries in which 
we find the most and best market for our surplus, are not money-produc- 
ing countries, and consequently are unable to buy with money. This 
makes it impossible to sell to them for money. They are money-im- 
porting and not money-exporting countries. The fact that we produce 
such nines per cent, of the gold and silver produced in the world makes 
it impossible for us to import more gold and silver than we export. The 
inevitable laws of trade decree otherwise. For short seasons, sometimes 
for two or three years at a time, this rule may be reversed, but it will 
later on average itself up. You had just as well try to dam up the 
Mississippi River at flood-tide with the that vegetate upon its 
banks as to change the current of this natural law. If, therefore, we 
would sell our products abroad we must not be afraid of buying from 
abroad, because the only thing with which most foreigners can buy is 
with the product of their labor. 

I have taken from pages 110 and 314 of the American Almanac cer- 
tain figures from which I have formed the table marked Table A and 
made a part of my remarks. In said table is shown in one column 
the amount of money, gold and silver, in most all the countries of 
the world, and in another column the imports of said countries for the 

od of one year. By comparing these two columns together it will 
seen that with the exception of Japan, British India, Spain, France, 
Mexico, and Portugal not a single one of the rest could buy at the rate 
they bought for the year reported for a whole year if compelled to buy 
with money only. The money— 
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In all others less than five months, aside from those above excepted. 
And in those the money would last acpi oy because they do not 
buysomuch. Japan especially isa very ex ve government, never ex- 
actly fencing herself in by walls like China, but almost as exclusive in 
her intercourse with others. 


— —— one sees —— pee ess eee 
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The following is Table A, to which I have referred. 


TABLE A. 
Amountof 
Amount of 
z Amount of goldand 
Name of country. imports. gona silver per 
2 capita, 
Argentine Republic... 8117. 123. 120 $9, 000, 000 $3.54 
Australasia. 288, 683, 465 70, 000, 000 25.01 
Austria-Hungary . 217, 438,950 | 118,500,000 3.31 
Belgium. 283, 659,000 | 182,500,000 23.93 
Bolivia.. 6, 150, 000 5, 400, 000 2.32 
Brazil T 
y 04, 424, 561 13, 526, 000 8.07 
Sovesaponeses! 2, 692, 000 +93 
— 52. 888, 846 6, 000, 000 2.47 
Colombia 12, 504,000 4,500, 000 1.50 
uba..... AAE 28, 181, 000 22. 07 
Denmark. 58, 751, 508 18, 327, 000 8.74 
France $46, 872, 600 1, 470, 900, 000 39. 41 
Germany. 942,744,112 | 556,920,000 12. 31 
Great Bri 748,317,360 | 680,847, 000 19.31 
Greece 21, 150, 345 5, 404, 000 2.78 
CCC ee ees eee) 4,780, 000 8.36 
s .| 355,668,862 |1, 027, 000, 000 4.07 
Italy... 515, 368, 950 | 220, 000, 000 7.73 
x 32, 660,390 | 139, 468,000 3. 80 
40, 285, 360 50, 000, 000 5.23 
453, 627, 340 74, 489, 000 8.34 
19, 250, 000 1, 882, 000 62 
10, 563, 448 40, 000, 000 8.79 
304, 496,528 | 119,769,000 1.21 
Spain..... 111,737,910 | 200, 000, 000 12.03 
Sweden and Norway.. 94, 452, 760 17, 939, 000 2.77 
Switzerland . 197, 630, 185 81, 700, 000 11.14 
Turkey ..... 87, 272, 845 74, 800, 000 3.00 
Uruguay... 25,275, 349 5, 601, 000 2.28 
Venezuela, 17, 256, 389 5, 000, 000 1.86 


Our best market is England, to which we sell more than 50 per cent. 
of our exports; to Germany, France, Belgium, and other European 
countries fully 30 per cent. of the other 50. Yet there are men on 
this floor following the lead of the Plumed Knight, who would break 
down our trade with these countries, and at the expense of so doin; 
make strained efforts at reciprocity treaties with South American an 
other new countries, so as to enable their constituents to exchange 
their manufactured products for the agricultural products of such new 
countries. 

All that portion of our people who produce that which will sell, not 
only inour own markets, but in the markets of other countries, are in- 
terested in removing all obstacles that shackle commerce and trade. 
If we have those among us who produce that which can not be sold 
abroad, ay, that which in the open markets at home cannot even stand 
the competition of foreign goods, they are of course interested in plac- 
ing obstructions in the way of competition from abroad. So at last it 
depends altogether on where we live, and in what business we are en- 
gaged, whether in Pennsylvania or Indiana, in a locality that must 
needs beg quarter for their goods or in a locality that sends its goods 
into the broad markets to compete with everybody, as to whether we 
are interested in fettering trade. If that which Indianians have for sale 
can stand the competition not only at home but abroad, she wants an 
open field. 

If that which certain individuals in Pennsylvania produce can not 
compete abroad, nor even at home, without fettering commerce, those 
individuals are of course interested in fettering commerce. 

If we would sell to England, France, Germany, Belgium, and other 
European countries, we must make them able to buy, In the very 
nature of things they can not buy with money. They use gold and 
silver in the fine arts, and then there are ‘‘ wear and tear’’ in that 
they have. Not being precious-metal-producing countries, they are com- 
pelled to buy their money. 

In the fine arts gold and silver are used in making watches, jewelry, 
plated ware, and many other things. Pages 78 and 79 of the report of 
the Director of our own Mint shows that in 1885 we used in the fine 
arts $11,152,120 of gold and $5,198,413 of silver. Some years we use 
as much as $20,000,000. The loss annually of gold and silver by fric- 
tion and by use in the fine arts is almost equal to the annual output 
of all the mines of the world. The increase of output does not more 
than keep pace with the increase of wealth, population, and of business 
necessities. An unusual output has more of a tendency to go into the 
fine arts than to swell circulation. 

My distinguished colleague, who has so long and so ably ted 
the Sixth Indiana district upon this floor [Mr. BROWNE], told us a few 
days ago that free trade is only safe between nations having equal in- 
dustrial conditions. The nation possessing industrial advantages al- 
ways destroys or cripples the trade of its weaker and less fortunate 
rival.” In my judgment the industrial conditions in our own country 
are inferior to none, and on his own theory we ought to court free 
trade with every nation, but I deny that free trade with each other 
hurts either, so long as the weaker is not yoked to the stronger, and 
compelled to do its trading there. If there be other places with which 
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it can trade and is denied that right and compelled to trade with the 
stronger, then the stronger puts the weaker to the wall. What is true 
between nations is equally true between States. The mere fact of the 
jurisdictional line dividing the two being in the one case a line between 
nations wholly separate and independent of each other, or a line between 
States only partially separate and independent of each other, makes no 
sort of difference whatever. 

Pennsylvania possesses superior advantages to Indiana in some 
things—coal and iron ore—and may be said to possess superior indus- 
trial advantages, and by reason thereof to be the superior of Indiana in 
industrial relations.“ The fact that free trade exists between Penn- 
sylvania and Indiana hurts neither, but it is the yoking of Indiana to 
Pennsylvania and compelling Indiana to buy Pennsylvania's iron, 
instead of allowing Indiana the unobstructed privilege of buying èlse- 
where. Pennsylvania has iron ore, coal, timber, good soil, and sub- 
stantially everything we have in Indiana, her coal and iron ore being 
of a superior quality and more cheaply mined, and because of this far 
surpasses Indiana in her ability to make cheap iron, and she is the 
equal of Indiana in all the other items. Such being the case, she comes 
to Indiana and says: 

Let us form a compact; let's develop our resources and diversify 
our industries. Ifyou will a to pay us a little more for iron than 
you can buy it of England, that will enable us successfully to go into 
the business and develop the trade. But after being developed you 
must still continue to buy our iron.” 

Indiana says: Well, you buy our wheat, beef, pork, and agricult- 
ural implements, and we will do it.” 

“Oh.” says Pennsylvania, we can’t do that. We can raise all the 
wheat, beef, and pork, and make all the agricultural implements we 
want,” = 

„Well,“ says Indiana, unless you take our wheat, our beef, our 
pork, and our agricultural implements we will not have anything with 
which to pay you.” 

Never mind, never mind,” says Pennsylvania. ‘‘ You sell your 
wheat, your beef, your pork, and agricultural implements to the fel- 
lows in Europe for money; this will enable you to pay us money.” 

Ves,“ but says Indiana those fellows in Europe, I am afraid, have 
no money; I understand they have none, but plenty of labor to produce 
the iron, and you know at last it is simply swapping labor.” 

Oh, oh, oh, come,“ says Pennsylvania, I see you don’t under- 
stand this question. The fellows in Europe can sell their iron some 
place else and get the money.” 

35 But,” retorts Indiana, ‘‘ where is she going to finda market for her 

iron? 

„Oh, pshaw !’’ says Pennsylvania, that don’t make any difference. 
She will find some place. Give yourself no trouble about that. Come, 
come; we will pile up the money here at home; that is what we are 
after. It will do us all good. We are ready to do the fair thing.” 

Yes, the proposition of the white man to the Indian to divide the 
game was equally fair when he said, ‘‘I will take the turkey and you 
may have the buzzard, or you may have the buzzard and I will take 
the turkey.” 

And here is the unequal contest to which the gentleman of pig-iron 
fame from Pennsylvania invites my colleague [Mr. BROWNE], whose dis- 
trict is an agricultural district and also a manufacturing district, but 
manufactures only that which willstand competition, not only at home, 
but also from abroad. The clever, whole-souled, good fellow that my 
colleague is, because of his enthusiasm on thesubject of diversifying our 
industries and making our country great, walks right up to the yoke 
made to work on him, and allows his Pennsylvania friend to place it 
upon his neck, and then, like a dumb driven ox, submits to its galling 
influence. 

My distinguished colleague further says: 

The intelligent farmer knows that the poli 
tended and diversified industry is beneficial to 

Yes, when the Revolutionary war closed and we became a separate 
and independent power on the face of the earth, the thirteen colonies, 
with the territory ceded therewith, aggregated about 800,000 square 
miles. Soon thereafter, in 1803, that far-seeing statesman, Thomas 
Jefferson, made the famous Louisiana purchase, by which we acquired 
800,000 miles more of territory, thus enlarging our opportunities for 
extending and diversifying our industries. 

In 1819 we took in Florida with 60,000 square miles adapted to 
orange culture, by which our industries were extended and diversified. 
Again in 1845, Texas with her 265,000 square miles became an easy ac- 
quisition; then by the Ashburton treaty our claim to the Oregon ter- 
ritory with its 310,000 square miles was acquiesced in—bcth largely ex- 
tending our ability to diversify our industries. Then, as a result of 
the Mexican war the Rocky and trans-Rocky Mountain country, with 

` its auriferous and argentiferous products came to us, containing over 
500,000 more square miles of territory. Then New Mexico withits 56,000 
square miles was purchased. Here was cheap land, and that gave us 
not only gold and silver, but cheap wool; then came Alaska giving us 
the seal fisheries, etc. But what more benefit was all this than it would 
have been under a foreign government, with the privilege granted and 
permanently secured to us of free ingress and egress and right to oc- 
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that gives the country an ex- 


cupy and own the soil and trade back and forth without let or hin- 
derance? 

If diversified industry is a thing to be acquired by legislation, then 
the more legislation the better. The nearer brought home to our own 
doors the better. Let us change our Federal Constitution and allow 
States to obstruct the right ofits citizens to purchase from other States, 
Let the States so amend their constitutions as to allow counties and 
townships the right to obstruct the purchase of things not made within 
their own little narrow limits, While my people have more interests 
in common with the people of Pennsylvania than with Euro 
they have more interests in common with other citizens of Indiana than 
with the citizens of Pennsylvania; and while they have more interests 
in common with other citizens of Indiana than with those of Penn- 
Sylvania, they have more in common with those found within the con- 
fines of the counties in which they live, and still greater when narrowed 
down to township limits. 

Indianians have a common interest in their State government and 
in the raising of funds to carry on the same. The residents of the 
county have the same interest, and a still further interest, in common 
in their own county affairs and in the raising of funds to provide for 
those affairs; and the citizens of the township have those same inter- 
ests and also have still the farther interests in common in township 
and municipal affairs and in the raising of funds to supply the sinews 
of war right at home. 

We do not so much object to paying taxes for the general good of In- 
dianians, and less to paying taxes for the general good of those resi- 
dents of the county, and still less to paying taxes for the general good 
of those residing in our township or city. But the Lord deliver us 
from paying taxes to build up and diversify Pennsylvania industries, 
and to put shekels into the pockets of a few dozen barons rich ina 
few hundred furnaces. Will my distinguished friend from Indiana 
offer a proposition to so amend the Federal Constitution as to give States 
the right to collect customs duties, and invite his Pennsylvania brethren 
to contemplate the change? 

While we are greatly interested in wishing Pennsylvania well, my 
people are more concerned about where they can get their iron cheaper, 
and still more concerned about where they can the better exchange 
their own labor therefor, because at last if they can not swap their labor 
they are unable to buy. If they can swap a dollar’s worth of labor for 
a dollar’s worth of European labor, they are not entirely satisfied to 
give a dollar and a half’s worth of labor to Pennsylvanians for what 
ought to be worth only a dollar, and if they can not even swap the 
dollar and a half’s worth to Pennsylvania for the dollar’s worth, because 
Pennsylvania does not want and has no use for the dollar and a half’s 
worth, they are without the means to buy. 

My distinguished colleague further says: 

Duties should be increased, and particularly on rye, wheat, and potatoes, cab- 
bage and other vegetables. 

If my colleague thinks he can catch any of his constituents by the 
soft sop of increasing the duty on wheat he has a very low estimate of 
their intelligence. To say that he made the statement ‘‘to supply 
the home demand” for correct ideas would be to say the home de- 
mand ’’ is more in need of protection for intelligent school-teachers to 
diversify their ability to teach a little common sense. Canada is the 
only country from which we could import wheat successfully, and ours 
is the only country that can export wheat successfully to Canada. We 
charge a duty of 20 cents a bushel against them; they charge a duty of 
25 cents per bushel against us. Asa revenue measure this will do, but 
as a measure of protection, just to keep the two peoples from trading 
with each other, how foolish. Each country raises a surplus and that 
surplus finds a market in Europe. While my colleague from Indiana 
would protect rye, wheat, cabbage and other vegetables, other gentle- 
men would protect lumber, coal, iron ore, ete. The tariff on these 
things is not and never was a protective tariff. On these articles it is 
and always was a revenue tariff only. 

My colleague quotes from Mr. Converse to show that successful mili- 
tary campaigns can not be carried on without woolen clothes for soldiers. 

Ay, there is your key-note, and is the only point in the whole line 
of argument in favor of protection; the only argument that has any 
pretense of merit, in suffering taxation for the purpose of diversifying 
industries, Ifit is war we are preparing for, that is unquestionably a 
good argument; and especially if putting wool on the free-list is to 
annihilate the sheep. In time of peace prepare for war,” is an adage 
that found its way into the literature of the world when “war” was 
the rule and peace“ the exception. 

In a greatly modified degree that adage still has some force in some 
of the European countries. With us it has no force, because with our 
surroundings and prospects“ peace may be regarded as the rule and 
„war“ as the exception. To tax ourselves heavily for wool and the 
prime necessities of life with so little prospect of war and mainly to be 
prepared for war is borrowing trouble too far ahead. England has 
higher-priced land than we have and has more sheep according to pop- 
ulation than we have, and according to territory sixteen times as many, 
and yet she puts wool on the free-list. Germanyand France each have 
higher-priced land than we have and each haye six times as many sheep 
according to territory as we have, and yet they each put wool on the 
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free - list. If these three first-class European powers, in close proximity 
to the warring nations of the world, can thus raise sheep and wool free 
and take the risk, why not we? My colleague further inquired why 
coal and iron ore were not placed on the free- list. listened to hear, and 
hoped to hear him say, but he did not, that he was in favor of these 
materials going on that list. On account of the small value attuched 
to coal and iron ore in comparison to the cost of transportation, whether 
on or off the free-list could make but little difference the one way or the 
other. The tariff on them is a revenue tariff and certainly not a tariff for 
protection. If placed on the free: list very little more would be imported 
than is now imported. The substantial good effect that would have 
grown out of it would be the effect it would have in removing the prej- 
udice in the minds of many of our people against having anything 
placed on the free-list and in giving less pretense to those engaged in 
the protected industries for keeping up high duties. 

If placed on the free list, where would we continue to get our coal? 
With possible rare exceptions, just where we get it now. The labor 
cost of mining coal and placing it on the cars is very small. If we are 
to rely on the information found in the second volume of Compendium 
of the Census of 1880, pages 1237 to 1245, inclusive, the coal mined 
in the United States during the census year, when mined and placed 
on the cars, was worth on an average all over the United States the 
sums 


Per ton. 


For anthracite coal ..... — 81.47 
1.25 


For bituminous coal.... — 

At some places it was worth more, and at some places less, but this 
was the average. Pennsylvania furnished all the anthracite and a very 
large part of the bituminous. The latter in— 


nsylvania WAS wortl. .. . . 


Of the 42,000,000 tons mined during the census year 22, 000, 000 tons 
were mined in those three States. Taking the whole country on an 
average and the labor cost for mining was— 


Per ton, 
— $0.79 
3 
But in Pennsylvania the labor cost was only 61 cents per ton for bitu- 
minous, and but little more in Maryland, West Virginia, andin many of 
the other States. So that the labor cost was small, and itis smaller to- 


day. - 

When carried to market the cost is greatly increased, not by labor, 
but by transportation, the extent of increase depending on distance of 
transportation. At the little city where Ilive when at home coal, and 
that of a superior quality, can be and is put on the cars for about $1 

rton. It is started East, West, North, and South, paying heavy 

ights on short hauls and from a half to three-fourths of a cent 
per ton per mile for long hauls. When it gets 100 miles off at a halt 
a cent per ton 50 cents per ton are added for freight, and at three- 
quarters 75 cents per ton, and so it increases as it gets farther from 
home. It gets as far East as Cincinnati, as far West as St. Louis, as 
far South as Evansville, and as far North as Chicago. When it reaches 
the latter place, which is the most distant, being 258 miles, its chief 
cost is the cost of transportation. When it gets to Chicago it finds no 
competition from the pauper labor of Europe, but it finds the most nip- 
ing and close competition from the labor-producing coal coming from 
Bhig, Pennsylvania, and Illinois, and competition possibly not so nip- 
ping of other railroads leading into Chicago, but such as to require it, 
when it gets there, to be thrown upon the market at $2.50 per ton. 

If when it got there it would bring $5.50 per ton, every person who 
has ever done business with railroads knows that the freight would be 
just$1 per ton more. Railroads always make the rate so as to cover all 
margins. But leaving out of view the extra dollar, let us sum up the 
cost of transportation. Twenty flat cars carrying twenty or more tons 


each make a fair train-load; then; 


Labor cost 400 tons, 60 cents per ton...... $240. 00 

Capital cost to mine owners, 40 cen 160, 00 

1 conductor 2 days, 8. ... . 10. 00 

1 engineer 2 days, 81 8.00 

1 fireman 2 days, $3 ............... 6.00 

2 brakemen 2 days each, 81.50 6.00 
e . besa soesre santenes 430,00 
Other cost of transportation. . sees eee esse eee tenses 570. 00 


Now, I imagine an intelligent coal-miner of my town becoming nerv- 
ous for fear coal on the free-list would so cheapen the article that the 
railroad company would be forced to do its work cheaper or go out of 
the business. 

For the purpose of further elucidating this coal matter, I looked up, 
that I might examine the question thoroughly, the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury for the year ending June 30, 1887, on commerce 
and navigation. I was specially led to do this because I received a cir- 
cular from some coal-men in Southwest Virginia, I presume a copy of 
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the same circular was sent to all the other members of this House. 
These fellows down in Virginia claimed they were 360 miles from the 
nearest part of New England. They setup a terrible wail about their 
woe-begone condition in the event coal went on the free-list. Theyimag- 
ined they would go to the demnition bow-wows without the benefit of 
clergy. They could notstand the competition of Nova Scotia coal. All 
New England would get their coal from Nova Scotia. I first looked on 
the map. I found Pennsylvania with her cheap coal and cheap Jabor 
much nearer than Virginia. I next looked up Nova Scotia to see what 
manner of beast it was thus voraciously to ‘‘chaw’’ up these West Virginia 

e. When I found Nova Scotia I discovered her population equal 
to that of about two Congressional districts, mostly engaged in agricult- 
ure, and the balancein thefisheries. Ithen asked a Connecticut man— 
a Democrat, of course - here they got their coal. He answered, Penn- 
Sylvania.“ I said, I thought you got, or, if the duty was taken off, 
could get, your coal from Nova Scotia.“ He said, ‘‘Pshaw! the Nova 
Scotia coal is no good.” ‘‘Whatkindisit?’’saidI. ‘‘A sort of rotten, 


semi-bituminous stuff. For manufacturing purposes it might do to mix 
with other coal. For domestic purposes no one would have it.“ 

I then turned to look up our foreign coal trade. I got the report on 
commerce and navigation, to which I have already alluded. I turned 
about to its several tables and found all the coal imported and ex- 
ported for the year ending June 30, 1887; wherefrom imported and 
whereto exported. The following is a statement of the same: 


In 1887 we imported coal from 
1, 866 
England.. . 29 
Al other countries „b ee e 6, 934 


at At eA [ 

From the above table it will be seen that the coal imported came 
mainly from Australia, British Columbia, Scotland, and Ireland. That 
coming from Australia and British Columbia was landed at San Fran- 
cisco and Wilmington, Cal.; and when it reached those ports it sold at 
more than twice what our Indiana coal will sell for at Chicago, and 
this after deducting the 75 cents per ton tariff. That coming from 


Total. 


—yj— —B—“ 22 4 7 ssi 


Ireland and Scotland came as ballast— a ground-hog matter.“ In 
fact, the coal imported and exported, except that imported into Cali- 
fornia and that exported to Canada and Nova Scotia was carried as bal- 

t. 

But what astonished me most was to find so large an amount ex- 
ported and sold toCanada. Little Canada about supplied her full con- 
sumptive demand from us, and that in view of the dangerous and un- 
obstructed proximity to Nova Scotia coal. Of that exported to Canada 
the anthracite was sold for $4.15 per ton, the bituminous for $2.65 per 
ton. A moment’s reflection, with a mere modicum of common sense, 
would readily convince any one that coal on the free-list would not 
enable Nova Scotia to compete with our own coal people. Enough on 
the coal suhjeet at present. I shall want to recur to the subject further 
on in my remarks, in connection with the manufacture of pig-iron. 

During the present session of Congress to the present time almost 
every mail has brought me some circular on the subject of the tariff; 
so many, in fact, that I could not read them. I presume other mem- 
bers of the House haye been afflicted in the same way. Generally 
speaking, they came from interested parties or parties who thought 
they were inte: Occasionally one came from a professional crank, 
who felt that he owed it as a duty to his country to enlighten members 
of Congress on the all-absorbing question. Among these circulars (not 
from the cranks, but the others) for weeks early in the session peti- 
tions poured in from California, Oregon, and Washington Territory by 
the basketful protesting against placing lumber on the free-list or dis- 
turbing the duty thereon. 

Lumber on the free-list, if you were to believe the wail set up by 
them, and all the industries on the Pacific Slope were ruined. A re- 
ceiver would have to beappointed. Bankruptcy was inevitable. The 
cheap labor of British Columbia would annihilate the lumber business 
in all that Westerncountry. About the time the coming of these peti- 


1888. 


tions had reached a white heat, a grave and reverend seignior—Senator 
Dotru, from Oregon—broke forth in the other end of the Capitol, 


chiming in with the lumber interests of that far-off country. But in 
his speech he cited the fact that from Puget Sound, in Washington 
Territory, last year there were shipped to China, Hong-Kong, the Ha- 
waiian Islands, and other foreign countries, 103,000,000 feet of lumber, 
five times as much as the whole output of British Columbia, and he 
stated that he had no doubt that his own State—Oregon—had done as 
much, but confessed he had no figures as to his own State. 

All this in the very teeth of the even-handed competition from Brit- 
ish Columbia and the cheap labor of that sparsely settled province. 
Lumber chopped and made ready for market by Chinese cheap labor, 
which it was bemoaningly suggested would be imported into that neck 
of woods“ to do cheap work. The idea of a California timber-owner 
complaining about Chinese cheap labor in British Columbia when Cal- 
ifornia had one hundred times as many Chinamen as had British Co- 
lumbia, and when the average lumber-owner of California had been 
lying awake of nights scheming in his own mind how to utilize the 
cheap labor of China for nothing. Talk about borrowing trouble. The 
thought that troubled the old maid past three-score and ten to such an 
extent that it brought tears.to her eyes and grief to her heart is nowhere. 

Not only from the graveand reverend seignior of the other end of the 
Capitol, but from the honorable Representative from the Sixteenth 
Pennsylvania, come Jamentations on the lumber question. He says: 

Remove the duty from lumber and you immediately bring the hemlock and 
spruce and lower grades of pine of Nova Scotia and New Brunswick and the 
nadas into direct and ruinous competition with the low grades of pine every- 
where used for the same purposes as the hemlock and spruce, and partieularly 


with the pine of Virginia, the Carolinas, Georgia, and Florida, Following upon 
such action the mills will close, the Laborer be throwa out of employment. 


Mr. McCormick tel’s us that 
Reasonably accurate estimates fix the amount of hemlock in his district at 
60,000,000, 000 feet. 

I was in hopes that Pennsylvania would give us a rest, but it seems 
she has a monopoly, not only of cheap methods for iron making, but 
that she has millions of other cheap things that she wants to make high 
by closing the doors against all hercompetitors. Now, when we begin 
to need a wider field in which to buy our lumber, the lords rich in a 
few million acres of cheap wood lands, lands which the good Lord above 
gave, we find the monster monopoly intrenching itself behind its an- 
cient bulwarks. Away with such supreme selfishness! Down with 
all such monopoly! 

The idea, the Government paying the homesteaders out West a 
bonus for growing trees; and by our tariffs on lumber paying a bonus 
for destroying trees. Sirs, lumber ought to go on the free-list; coal 
ought to go on the free-list; iron ore ought to go. 

Mr. BAYNE. How about sugar? 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I will tell yon about sugar. I would 
like to see sugar go on the free-list, and I think it ought to go there; 
but I have said that I am willing to place the tariff high enough to 
enable our people to succeed in their efforts at competition. Sugar has 
about the hardest struggle te compete of any of our industries, and 
without protection would possibly go to the wall. The tariffon lumber, 
on coal, and on iron ore is not at all necessary to enable our people to 
compete. These industries will all flourish whether on the free-list or 
not. The reason I would like to see sugar go on the free-listis because 
I believe it would give us cheaper sugar. The gentleman from Pitts- 
burgh, if I understand him, does not believe that reducing the tariff 
lessens the price of the protected article. If I thought as does the gen- 
tleman, I would favor keeping the duty intact on sugar, because it 
gives us a large revenue. The duty, however, by the Mills bill is re- 
duced on sugar more thanitison pig-iron. And I know full well, and 
shall demonstrate before I get through, that Pennsylvania, with her 
cheap coal and cheap iron ore can, without any tariff, make pig-iron in 
competition with England or any other country. 

Time is passing, Mr. Chairman, and it is about time I was begin- 
ning to get serious. We must protect our labor. Ay, yes, there is 
the rub. But who are our laborers that need protection? Our farm- 
. ers? No, youcan not protect them, for they are compelled as a matter 
of dire necessity to sell their products wherever the sun shines, the 
rain falls, or man eats, and stand all competition. The farmers con- 
stitute 44 and a fraction out of every 100 of our working people. Our 
trade and transportation people, consisting of merchants, clerks, rail- 
roaders, teamsters, ete.? No, theirvocationscan not be taken from them 
by Europeans so long as Europeans keep away from our jurisdictions. 
These constitute 11 and a fraction out of every 100 of our working peo- 
ple. Our professional and personal-service people, consisting of lawyers, 
doctors, preachers, school-teachers, theatrical performers, real-estate 
and insurance agents, barbers, hotel-keepers, livery-stable keepers, 
washerwomen, State, county, city, and Federal officers, including post- 
masters, ’squires, country constables, Congressmen, et id genus omne? 
No, not these, thank God; the pauper labor of Europe does not disturb 
the equilibrium of our minds, the honorable gentlemen upon the other 
side of the House not excepted. We constitute 22 and a fraction out of 
every 100 of our people. Notourcoal miners; unless by tariff revision 
they be let down some back stairway in the dark, they are secure Net 
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our copper N and copper manuafcturing people for they can send 
their goods abroad and stand right on the battlements of the enemy’s 
intrenchments and auction off their goods before the very eyes of the 
enemy. Surely not the few thousand of our people engaged in the petro- > 
leum business, The products of these laborers sell as readily in Europe 
as here. Besides, the Standard Oil fellows smell so badly that even pro- 
tectionists are wishing them all sorts of bad luck. The sweet rains from 
heaven would fail to remove the odor of their business. Surely not our 
silver and gold mining people, for the good Lord in His infinite wisdom 
and goodness did not give the European people any gold and silver to 
workin. But, finally, what portion of our manufacturing people need 
protection from the baleful influences of competition with the pauper 
labor of Europe? Let us inquire. Not our printers or newspaper men; 
not our carpenters, brick or stone masons, plasterers, painters, plumb- 
ers, paper-hangers, or any one connected with house-building or house- 
repairing—paupers in Europe, with all their meanness, have never 
attempted to build a house and send it over here, nor have any of 
our people sent a house over there to get repaired; our milliners, 

dressmakers, seamstresses, tailors, and tailoresses—these have to re- 
side here; not our bakers, our butchers, our grist-mill employés, our 
quarry men, our brick and tile makers, our blacksmiths, car-shop and 
foundry men, boot or shoe makers, saddle and harness makers, tanners, 
curriers, and all others working in leather—we can beat the world in 
leather, if you will only leave out kid gloves: six employs in a first- 
class establishment can make a $7 pair of boots in ten minutes by the 
watch; not our planing-mill men, sash, doors, and blinds factory men, 
wood-choppers, wood-furners, loggers, raftsmen, saw-mill men, furniture 
makers, coopers, and all others engaged in working wood, because we 
took outa patenton this business after England, Germany, France, and 
other first-class European powers lost their trees; nor those engaged in 
the manufacture of agricultural implements, numbering over 39,000 
(although, by mistake, the President, in his annual message designated 
them as numbering only 4,891), and those engaged in making wagons 
and carriages, numbering over 45,000. And right here let me pause to 
remark, parenthetically of course: the largest wagon-mannfacturing 
establishment in the world is in my own State—Indiana. The Stude- 
bakers, at South Bend, Ind., make more, better, and cheaper wagons 
than are made anywhere else in the world. And not only make, but 
ship their wagons to all parts of the world and sell them in competition 
with wagons made in the cheap-labor districts of Europe. If they were 
given the privilege of buying their iron and steel cheaper (in the mak- 
ing of agriculturalimplements the iron and steel used in their making 
costs more than the labor of the employés engaged therein), and a few 
other things used hy them, but which are made higher by tariff duties, 

they couldstill more easily sell their wagons abroad. S 

Our agricultural implements are among the best and sell abroad in 
South America, Australia, and in mostof the countries of Europe. Al- 
though sold in Europe cheaper than they are sold here at home, still 
at a good profit nevertheless, Our sewing-machines (the labor cost of 
making one is only from $4 to $6) are also sold in Europe, and nowhere 
so much as in England, Germany, and France, England leading all 
other countries. England with her free trade is not only our best cus- 
tomer in the purchase of our agricultural products, but she buys more 
of our manufactured products than any other country of the world. 
The people of that country may be pig-headed, but they understand 
their own best interests. With herhighest-priced laborof any country 
in Europe she has no trouble in competing with the cheaper labor of 
France, Germany, Italy, and Belgium, and with the country possess- 
ing the cheapest labor she competes the easiest and most successful. 

But let us revert to the proposition, what portion of our labor, if 
any, needs protection? And how much does it need? My distin- 
guished colleague from Indiana [Mr. BROWNE] incidentally mentions 
them as those engaged in manufacturing iron and steel, cottons, wool- 
ens, hemp, leather, silks, earthenware, china, glass and glassware, and 
paper. About eight hundred thousand in all, or less than 5 per cent. of 
our laboring people. I assure him he could, with the utmost safety, have 
left out those working in leather. My own best judgment is that most 
ifnotall those named by my colleague need but very little protection, 
and that most if not all the protection given them only benefits the less 
than ten thousand employers under and for whom these less than eight 
hundred thousand laborersare working. These ten thousand employers 
constitute less than one out of fifteen hundred of our people. Certainly 
all pretended protection given them, beyond what is necessary to pro- 
tect and enable them to continue their occupations without greater dis- 
turbance from foreign labor is an injury and not a benefit to their em- 
ployés. To prove that fact shall be my effort to show, because if the 
wages of these employés are kept up to the samestandard and as much 
employment given them under a reduction of the tariff they would be 
benefited. 

I maintain that all reductions made that do not have the effect of 
crippling those carrying on manuiacturing industries will, to the ex- 
tent that it cheapens goods, cause a greater consumption of the goods, 
thereby creating additional demand for them and for the labor that 
produces them, and, as a consequence, greatly benefit employés by in- 
creasing the demand for their work by giving them cheaper things en- 
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able them to consume more and live better. Where the materials used, 
which constitute a chief part of the cost, can be obtained as cheaply here 
asin Europe, to the extent these materials enter into as a factor or ele- 
ment of cost no protection is needed, and where not needed should not 
and gf can not be given. If given, it only operates to create mo- 
nopoly. 

Of the protected industries iron and steel, cotton goods and woolen 
goods are the most important, and of these iron and steel stand at the 
head and front of all the offending. Iron and steel enter not only into 
our private wants, but become a great factor in our public improve- 
ments—in factare the mudsills upon which the substratum of our rail- 
181 and many other improvements, both public and private, are 

uilt. 

Clothes only last a short time and have to be renewed often. Iron 
and steel last for years and need renewals less frequently. Clothing 
though of prime and most necessary importance is but a temporary in- 
vestment. Iron and steel become a sort of continuous investment. 

Ten dollars per ton on steel rails saves a thousand dollars per mile 
for every mile of railroad built, to say nothing of side tracks. Ten 
dollars per ton on iron saves almost as much more in the cost of rolling- 
stock, bridges, and other appurtenances to railroads. Two thousand 
dollars per mile is a big sum in the building of railroads, and if it could 
be saved more, many more, miles of railroad would be built, giving 
additional employment to labor. Freight and passenger tariffs would 
be greatly reduced. The people interested in the use of roads, in cheaper 
freights and passenger tariffs, would save the interest on two thousand 
dollars per mile in their continuous use. 

Last year we built 13,000 miles of railroad. Two thousand dollars 
per mile would have been $26,000,000. That sum and the interest 
thereon become a vast sum. But railroads are not the only things 
which interest us in cheap iron and steel. Cheapen the machinery in 
our grist-mills, saw-mills, planing-mills, woolen-mills, cotton-mills, 
and the machinery in all our manufacturing establishments of every 
kind, wherever used, and our manufacturers can turn ont cheaper 

of all kinds, because they need not lay aside somuch of the earn- 
ngs to cover interest. This will greatly cheapen the manufacturing 
plant and better enable our capital to compete with European capital. 

That we can make pig-iron and steel rails almost as cheap, if not 
fully as cheap, as they can be made in England or elsewhere, any one 
who will take the pains to investigate, from a common-sense stand- 
point, may and can easily satisfy himself. 

He who imagines that the per diem wages paid cut much figure in 
the cost of iron, steel, cotton, or woolen goods will readily become con- 
vinced of his mistake by a little common-sense investigation. 


TABLE B.—WMaterials used and products made in the blast-furnaces of the United States, as per census. 


The cheapness of material, the effectiveness of labor, and surround- 
ing conditions are far more important factors. 

To prove this let facts be submitted. I will first taki up pig- iron 
that being the substratum of all iron and steel values, 1. _uief ele- 
ment of cost in making pig-iron is the cost of the iron ore and the fuel. 
These are as cheap in this country as they are in Europe; in fact, in 
places in this country, cheaper. Our census reports (see volume 2, Com- 
pendium 1880, pages 1237 to 1243, inclusive) show that the value of the 
anthracite coal (mined only in Pennsylvania) mined during the census 
year was worth $1.47 per ton, and.of this value 79 cents were for labor 
cost; that the bituminous coal mined—averaging the whole United 
States over—was worth $1.25 per ton, and that the labor cost for min- 
ing was 78 cents per ton; that while such was the average value all 
over the United States, in Western Pennsylvania its value was 96 
cents per ton, and the labor cost for mining 61 cents per ton. In 
Clearfield, Bradford, and Tioga Counties, Pennsylvania, it was worth 
$1.24 per ton, but the labor cost for mining, only 58 cents. In Mary- 
land, $1.15 per ton, but only 61 cents labor cost for mini ng. 

The report of the chief of the bureau of statistics of Pennsylvania, 
made in 1885 for the year 1884, shows that during that year (1884) the 
labor cost in Allegheny, Clearfield, Fayette, and Westmoreland Coun- 
ties, where more than 16,000,000 tons of coal were mined, was but 48} 
cents per ton. Allowing 25 cents per ton for the Jabor of converting 
about a fourth of the coal intocoke, The labor costof mining iron ore in 
Berks, Blair, Centre, Chester, Clarion, Cumberland, Huntingdon, Bed- 
ford, Lancaster, Lebanon, Lehigh, Northampton, Perry, and Snyder 
Counties, in that State, was, on an average, 69 cents per ton, while in 
Lebanon County 392,941 tons were mined by one hundred and sixty- 
five men, working three hundred days each, at a labor cost of only 17 
cents per ton, each hand averaging over 7 tons per day. Think of it! 
Just like shoveling sand out of a sand-pit. Plenty of just such places 
can be found in the United States. 

Now, during the census year ending June 30, 1880 (see volume 2, 
Compendium, pages 1138 to 1141, inclusive), there was invested in blast- 
furnaces in the United States $105,151,176. All these were not in 
operation, but such as were turned out 3,787,021 tons of pig-iron, valued 
at $89,315,569. 

For the purpose of getting at the surrounding conditions, which, I 
have stated, is a chief and all-important factor of cost in the produc- 
tion of pig-iron, I have, from data found in volume 2, pages 1138 to 1141, 
Compendium 1880, formulated the reo, Sey showing the number 
of blast-furnaces in the United States, in what State located, aggregate 
number of tons and stated values per ton of materials used, and quan- 
tity and value of product made. 


(See second volume, pages 1138, 1139 


1140, and 1141.) 
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In addition to the material disclosed in the above table there was 
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. 2,547,336 


53. 
8 169, 149 tons of fluxing material, valued at.. 


ther material, kind not designated, valued at . . 4 910, 687 
Making the aggregate stated value of these materials 7,137, 113 


Now, by scanning over this table, we find iron ore, taking the average 
all over the United States, valued at $4.58 per ton, and ranging all the 
way from 97 cents per ton in Alabama up to $7.71 per ton in Vermont; 
bituminous coal averaging all over the United States at $1.99, and 
ranging all the way from $1.13 per ton in Tennessee to $3.26 per 


+ Uses charcoal, 


Anthracite coal. | Coke. Total product, 
— — H * 
8 8 o s 2 s a E 
gi | Bs 3% ge | 35 p3: 
EE we 88 gs ua | 28 4 av 8 
5 ter 4 ter 2 8 . a 
Z < — Z < — A 8. — 
83.80 | 3,787,021 880, 315, 500 
3.37 1,930, 311 45,573,740 
3.82 | 548,712 | 13,038, 193 
5.33 | 313,368 | 6,816,241 
6.36 | 157,414 | 3,428,747 
6.00 | 118,282 | 3,295, 835 
REN ee, 119, 588 3. 145, 062 
11 624,490 | 6.15 95,468 | 2,391, 850 
70 673, 170 | 6.10 95,050 | 2,227,017 
21 348, 047 | 2.88 80,050 | 1, 631,096 
50 154,451 | 3.67 62,336 | 1,405,356 
55 121, 690 | 3.30 58,108 | 1,245, 652 
13 182, 241 | 2.45 47,873 840, 022 
r A 'CRYL “feemanesskeushoses 3.08 18,779 644.911 
00 103, 750 | 3.08 23,099 466, 890 
72 6,143 | 4.33 18, 237 460, 535 
sasos 45, 953 | 5.25 17, 906 440, 695 
sore 9, 043 812, 810 
8,200 78, 393 
4, 400 36, 000 
620 24, 800 


tNot reported. 


ton in Wisconsin; anthracite coal averaging all over the United States 
at $3.88 per ton, and ranging from $2.91 in Pennsylvania to $5.74 per 
ton in Wisconsin, and coke averaging all over the United States at 
$3.88 per ton and ranging in value from $2.45 per ton in Tennessee 
to $6.15 in Illinois. Think of it, my friends. Think of it ye who 
labor and are heavy laden, Iron ore at $4.60 per ton, bituminous coal 
at $2.41 per ton, anthracite coal at $2.91 per ton, coke at $3.37 per ton. 
What a commentary on the loving kindness of the good people, among 
whom are the meek and lowly miners getting about 15, possibly 20 per 
cent. of these values for their labor while speculation and transporta- 
tion are getting the balance. Shame on such protection. 
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Now, let us see who is benefited by these prices. How much prod- | by any reductions made by the Mills bill to destroy any industry. Our 
uct—$89,315,569; and in what does its value consist. Let us see: conditions for making cheap iron in this country are as good as they 
7,256,684 tons i t $4.58 per ton are any place in the world. Considering the large margins in the prof- 
Tours tons moti onal at FLOD per ton its on iron making, I regard the reduction from $6.72 to $6 on pig-iron 
3 tons aca cost ae 19— 5 porton 8,012,755 | as a much smaller reduction than the 20 per cent. reduction on sugar. 

Fob nea Doa a charge 8 679, 120 We import nine-tenths of our sugar and produce but one-tenth. The 


53,909,828 bushels charcoal. . 3. 
Fluxing tenn a 2,517,336 | duty goes into the Treasury. The duty, high as it has been and high 
Other material.... 910, 687 | as it is left, has not enabled any of our people to make a monopoly of 
Total cost materials.....c....ce.sccseccsessessscsesenrevessconeees . 58,580, 283 | furnishing us sugar. 
rons making 3,757, 021 tons of pig-iron at $3.35 per to K 13 We produce nine-tenths of the iron and steel consumed by us, and 
‘otal 1.260.586 import only about one-tenth. The duty on the one-tenth goes into the 
. Tsetse | Treasury while the increased price on nine-tenths goes into the pockets 


——— | of our iron-mongers, among whom a large portion are constituents of 
89, 315,569 | the gentleman. 

Now let us proceed to make reasonable allowances and draw our de- The large margin given by the duties on iron has created a monopoly 
ductions. and enables the iron men to limit the output and run up the price at 

Ten per cent. on the capital invested ought to be enough; $2.58 per times to the full limit of the margin given by the duty. The iron 
ton on the iron ore ought to be enough; $1.39 per ton for the bituminous | Monopolists can better afford to suffer an importation of one-tenth of 
coal ought to be enough; $1.88 per ton on the anthracite coal ought to | all we use than to lose nine-tenths of their profits. 
be enough; $2.36 per ton on the coke ought to be enough. Everyone | Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman’s proposition strikes me as strange 
familiar with the values of these materials knows that I have allowed | logic. : 5 5 
enough. Those not familiar should refer to pages 1237 to 1243, volume Mr. O'NEALL, of Indiana. I am not surprised that anything should 
2, Compendium Census, and to pages 83 and 93 of the report of the Chier | strike the gentleman as strange which proposes to reduce the tariff on 
of the Bureau of Statistics of Pennsylvania. On the flaxing material, | Pig-iron. 
charcoal, and other material, valued at over $7,000,000, I have no data | Mr. BAYNE. But if $6.72 per ton is paid on pig-iron that goes into 
from which to estimate. Hence Ishall leave them unassailed, although | the Treasury. 


I have no doubt these should stand their pro rata share of discounts. Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. It does so far as imported pig: iron is con- 
This enables us to deduct from the capital all above 10 per cent. on | cerned, but as to the pig-iron produced in the neighborhood of Pitts- 
the amount invested. burgh it goes into the pockets of the manufacturer of pig-iron. 
Mr. BAYNE. But if $6.72 per ton is paid on pig-iron, that $6.72 
On the iron ore all above into the Treasury. 
On the soft coal all above. Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. So far as imported pig-iron is concerned 


oe 505 = 7g it does; but if the gentleman will study the figures already given and 
5 another statement I have prepared especially for his edification, if he 

Let us proceed accordingly. has not already a part of the pork in his pocket, he will see where the 
Profit on capital $18, 309, 691 $6.72 per ton on the pig-iron made in and about Pittsburgh goes or has 
Allow 10 percents. 3 | gone. The facts from which I make this statement I find in volume 
Aenne A ecnsascasissnvssathsss das AAE $7,794,415 | | 2, Compendium Census 1880, pages 1138, 1139, 1140, and 1141. In this 

Iron OFE ...... .. 83, ey 2.8 | book and upon these pages T find that during the census year in the - 
— | whole State of Pennsylvania there was invested in blast furnaces $44,- 
14, 513, 368 | | 596,850, I find she made 1,930.311 tons of pig-iron, valued at $23.55 
| per ‘ton, or in the aggregate ‘at the sum of $45,573,750. To make this 


| pig-iron she paid— 
610, = For labor =s o AAA RAE MANS A pa et $4, 752, 828 
Hard coal . . . . 
Allow $1.88 per ton. = rr 29, 675, 075 
Aimonnt dedacted: 3,085, 814 | Making the alleged 6777 I E N E E EONA — 34, 427, 903 
Allow $2.30 Per ton... Leaving for profit SUF es SEP Audie eieae e e eee e 11, 145, %7 
55 ape But does any one believe the materials cost or were worth any such 
Amount deducted. eee sum? Let ussee. Of what did those materials consist? The follow- 
Nene esces E EE E E S 29,196,030 | ing is an inventory, namely: 
23 2 : ioi * 3,538,455 t i cc / ventas: Aroso 
The amount of pig-iron made was 3,781,021 tons, which divided into 1.521.588 tons hard coal, 57 5 88 
$29,196,030 makes $7.75 per ton on the pig- iron, and at that time the 215.588 tons soft coal, at $2.41 per ton.. 579, 7 
tariff was only $7 per ton; more than enough to offset the tariff, to | 1,054,452 tons coke, at $3.37 per ton. 3, 563, 566 


say nothing of ocean freights. Now, sirs, without invading the alleged | }:{70-831 tons fluxing material 


value of over $7,000,000 worth of charcoal, fluxing and other material, 

I have eliminated more from the cost of the pig-iron than the whole 
tariff, and left enough to cover reasonable profits to capital and an 
abundance to pay for transportation at reasonable prices. My friend 
from Ohio [Mr. Foran] says that capital can not work as cheap in 
this country as in Europe. It never will unless forced to do so; 
when forced to do so it will be found as full of activity here as any 
place in the world, and will adapt itself to the necessities. Necessity | to 1243, both inclusive, and from Legislative Document, volume 2, 1885, 

isthe motherof invention. Capital will not be longin devising methods | in which is found the report of the chief of the bureau of statistics of 


4.998.919 bushels cbarcoal...., 
to meet the requirements, while the laborin these industries will 2 Pennsylvania upon the subject of the cost of mining coal and iron ore 


156,223 other materials not n 
ZOD sa TE EN EE vic era AA AA E A AT 29,675,075 


Having no knowledge of the value of the three last items—fluxing 
material, charcoal, and other“ material—we pass them over. 

Our own knowledge of the value of coal, coupled with the informa- 
tion obtained from second volume Compendium Census 1880, pages 1237 


mand and receive what is established by the standard paid to other | in the State of Pennsylvania, enables me to make estimates and elim- 
labor. 8 ver yrs of oar poeple are Ak oat peal naa inations as follows: 

tries, and the price paid these, they being the bulk, will regulate an 

control the price paid the few. That labor is usually paid most which Ri Dae e SET Te ae aes 4 40.0 
is most difficult and unpleasant to perform. 

Mr. BAYNE. The question I desired to ask the gentleman was, 
yon the 70 per cent. duty on sugar proposed by the Mills bill snits 

im? 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Iunderstand the Mills bill reduces the 
duty on sugar 20 per cent. 

Mr. BAYNE. But 70 per cent. is a very high rate. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Yes, sir, it is very high, but the reduc- 
tion is considerably greater than the reduction on pig-iron. Our con- 
ditions, sir, for raising sugar in this country are not good on account of 
being too much subject to loss by overflow every two or three years 
and by frost every two or three years. For these reasons I regard itas 
impolitic to try to compete with Cuba and other more favored coun- 
tries. The margins for sugar-raising are small, but considerable capi- 
tal is invested in the sugar industry. It has not been thought proper 


Amount deducted... PSSA 
3,838,458 tons iron ore, at 81.60. 
FTX 


Amount deducted, $2. 
1,921,588 tons hard coal, at $2. 
Allow $1.91 


Amount deducted, 81... ere ee eee vocess esse ee e ue ese 
215.588 tons soft coal, at $2.41 
Allow 81.41. 

Amount deducted 


1,054,452 tons 3 at sed 37. 
Allow $2.37 eh 


Amount deducted... 
Total deduetions. . . . . 


1, 054, 452 
. 17,555, 152 
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Nine dollars and nine cents per ton on the 1,930,311 tonsof pig-iron 
made just makes the above net sum of $17,555,152. Nine do and 
nine cents is $2.37 more than your persistent $6.72. With this $2.37 
we can allow $1 more per ton on your iron ore and 2 per cent. more in- 
terest on the capital invested. What does my friend from Pittsburgh 
have to say now? ; 

Mr. BAYNE. If my friend will go to the iron regions of Pennsyl- 
vania I think he will find, if he can run a mill on the principle he sug- 
gests, that I would be safe in guarantying him a salary of 850, 000 a 


year. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I thank you. I am not in the pig-iron 
business. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. Such management as that might induce the gentle- 
man to abandon politics and go into the pig-iron business. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. No, sir; Ido not pro to become par- 
ticeps criminis to your methods of robbery. I would like to go over 
into that region to teach economy and how to get an honest divide to 
the poor laborers who furnish the sweat and the muscle by which the 
large margins upon coal, iron ore, and pig-iron are made. They could 
well afford to pay $100,000 for a man half as smart as I am even in the 
pig-iron business, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Is the gentleman aware that there are companies en- 
gaged in mining iron ore the stock of which (the par value of the share 

g $25) has been sold for $2,000 a share, a very considerable advance? 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Yes, that is quite an advance—only 
8,000 per cent. I am not versed in the intricacies of protection as affect- 
ing business about Pittsburgh. 

Mr. SCOTT. My remark does not apply to Pittsburgh, but to the 
iron-ore regions of the Northwest, where the great bulk of the iron ore 
of the United States is produced. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. I have no doubt the gentleman’s state- 
ment is correct. Although somewhat skeptical, I am prepared to be- 
lieve an; relating to the combinations and trusts for keeping up 


3 of peon 

. SCOTT. I repeat the statement that in such companies shares 
of stock originally issued at $25 per share have been sold as high as 
$2,025 per share. : 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. Just so; and were it not that the gen- 
tleman from Pittsburgh has advertised himself so extensively, I should 
be surprised at the gall he exhibits in always putting in his oar, like 
a mousing owl, when any one mentions the subject of pig-iron. 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. If the gentleman will sit down I will 
give him all he wants to hear. 

Mr. BAYNE. Just one moment. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. When the coal of fire begins to warm 
through the shell the tortoise begins to crawl. No, sir; my time is lim- 
ited, and I can not suffer further interruptions. 

Mr. BAYNE. Will not the gentleman allow me—— 

Mr. O’NEALL, ot Indiana. Not at all. I have submitted to all the 
interruptions from the gentleman, who is all the time seeking to occup 
the floor at the expense of another’s time, that I wish to. Wee 
I ask the gentleman to sit down. 

I claim, sir, to have given some attention to the question of making 
pig-iron. I know the chief cost is the materials, namely, iron ore, fuel. 
and limestone rock. By the use of these materials in the year 1884 
(see report chief bureau of statistics of Pennsylvania) the furnace em- 

oyés in Pennsylvania made 2,092,754 tons of pig-iron. For their 

bor, therefor, they were paid $4,333,783, or $2.07 perton. But this 
was the average, and in that same chief’s report I find that much of 
the 2,092,754 tons cost less. On page 94 of that report I find where 
one furnace turned out 27,488 tons, and that the laborers for their work 
in making it were paid $39,313, or only $1.45 per ton. I know, sir, 
that day wages are higher in this country than in Europe, but, sir, it 
is cheaper because more effective. 

I find in No. 64 of our consular reports, made in June, 1886, an offi- 
cial communication from J. Schoenhoff, our consul at Tunstall, a very 
carefully- prepared detailed statement of the relative cost of iron ore 
and coal used in the making of pig-iron in the United States and in 
England andin Germany. His information about the cost in this coun- 
try I see he takes from the second volume of our Census Compendium, 
1880, and the report of the chief of statistics of Pennsylvania, by me 
already referred to, and I take it his information as to costin England and 
Germany is equally as reliable, and I commend the communication to 
the prayerful consideration of my friend from Pittsburgh. Mr. Schoen- 
hoff tells us that England's advantage over us, if any, is in the fact that 
her materials—coal and iron ore—are closer together; that the average 
distance required to remove all home iron of—all except what is im- 


ported—is 45 miles; that Germany's advantage, if any, consists in the 


ct that the government owns all iron ore and coal lands and that no 
royalties are paid—a most wise and beneficent arrangement. He 
s us, however, that 189,248 coal miners in Germany, for the year 
1885, mined only 51,867,646 tons, or an average of only 274 tons per 
employé; that the coal when mined is not as good as ours; that in Eng- 
land employés average 325 tons per employé per year. 
In the United States our miners average a much larger quantity. 


Take Allegheny, Clearfield, Fayette, and Westmoreland Counties in 
Pennsylvania (see report Chief Statistics, referred to, page 83) 
and we find 24,928 employés, which includes all hands inside and out- 
side, working on an average of 200} days each in 1884, aggregating 
4,996,911 days’ work, turned out 12,365,550 tons of coal besides making 
3,694,710 tonsof coke. Ordinarily it requires 1} tons of coal to make 
1 ton of coke, therefore requiring 4,618,387 tons of coal. Thus show- 
ing that each employé averaged 681 tons of coal to say nothing of the 
time consumed in making the more than 3,000,000 tons of coke. 

Following Mr. Schoenhoff further and we find that our employés 
working iron-ore mines turn out a much larger quantity of ore. And 
last but not least our ore is as rich, producing as large a per cent. of 
metal, and our coal is unsurpassed. 

Having put the knife to pig-iron and found that those engaged in mak- 
ing it and in furnishing and transporting the material out of which it 
was made, realized $7.75 per ton, more than enough to cover good fair 
profits, taking the average all over the United States and $9.09 in Penn- 
sylvania, let us take the rolling-millsand put them through the same 
process of purification and elimination through which we have put the 
blast-furnaces, and what do we find? See volume 2, Compendium 
Census 1880, pages 1144 to 1151, both inclusive: 


0 aannaaien ONTO GOO 
Total vale Products y sovees ‘798, S74 
Cost of these products: 
. realest — $34, 004,799 
eee S E T 88, 277, 233 
Profit to capital... 
Pall VVV 136, 798, 574 
But of what did the materials consist? Let us take an inventory. 
1. Iron ore.. 303, 989 tons, $7.41 per ton. 


3. 01 — EH 
4. Other old gorap- iron... 
5. Hammered iron-ore blooms. 


2,705, 509 tons, $25.05 per ton. 


6. Hammered 114, 762 tons, 818 ton. 

7. Purchased muck bars. 8 Fi 

8. 3 2.569, 756 bushels, 

9. Hard coal 5-6, 126 tons, $2.58 per ton. 
10. Soft coal 8, 915, 377 tons, $2.31 per ton. 
FBS ORG oy rarosa pa 14, 834 tons, $3.27 per ton. 


With the above data let us proceed to make our allowances and draw 
our deductions. 


% E A Li SEEE E EOE ENEO $14, 516, 542 
Allow 10 per cent . 8. 978, 199 


e Seaspncntp ses canis STO stacke 1,781,153 
3. 2,705,509 tons pig, old iron rails, and other old iron, 
$25.05 per ton. * . 987, 779, 633 
Allow, less $7.75, or 817. 30. . resse ä —— s.. 46, 811, 939 
S ð E A EEEE socenses ovens bvseas cot R EER 20, 967, 694 
4. 114,762 tons hammered iron ore blooms, hammered pig 
and scrap blooms, and muck bar, at 818 
r ton. . —.. . eS $5, 507, 676 
OW . oe 2, 869, 100 
576 
5. 526,126 tons hard coal, asic 
$263, 063 
6. 3,915,377 tons soft coal, at $2. 
Allow 81.81 
Amount deducted ........ 1, 957, 688 
7. 14, SH tons coke, at $3.27 
Allow . 77. . 
Amun deductsd ...e eee eee 7,417 
64 GEIRE ag 
Total dedustions. serssssssssossseiesssdomressno eee 83, 133. 934 


Total products, 2,353,248 tons, or $14.07 per ton on the rolled iron. 
On account of the fact that rolling-mills are farther from the places where 
fuel is produced than furnaces are or should be, I have allowed higher 
prices for coal and coke used in the rolling-mills than I have for that used 
in the blast- ſurnaces, and yet reference to the census reports will show 
that the rolling-mills estimated these materials at a lower price than did 
the blast-furnace. It will beobserved that most of the deductions have 
been made on account of profiton capital and the $7.75 per ton on pig-iron, 
which we found could beeliminated by ourcalculations made on the blast- 
furnaces. Asimilar calculation on Bessemer-steel rails would enable us 
to reduce that product to a value below $30 per ton. In view of these 
estimates it would seem that the tariff on pig and rolled iron and steel 
rails is much, very much, too high in the Mills bill unless we are anx- 
ious to give the producers of these commodities the power to combine 
and run up prices. One-half the amount levied in the bill would give 
our home producers an advantage such as to enable them to hold the 
markets just as well as they can now. As long as Pennsylvania can 
realize a profit of $10 per ton on iron by limiting her output to one- 
half of our consumptive demands she can make twice as much clear 
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money as she would make on $2.50 per ton profit and supply our full 
demand. 

Iron ore prepared for the furnace when it leaves labor’s hands, coal 

for the furnace when it leaves labor’s hands, are very cheap; 
fact, as cheap in the United States, and especially in Pennsylvania, 
Maryland, West Virginia, Tennessee, and Alabama, as any place in 
E The keeping up ofthe tariff affects not the price of labor, but 
enables corporate wealth and the greed of monopoly to gobble up the 
shekels rag greens the people. In Pennsylvania during the census 
year there was mined all the anthracite coal and eighteen and a quarter 
of the -two million dollars’ worth of bituminous coal mined in 
the United States. Of all the coal mined, 44 per cent. in value was 
anthracite and 56 per cent. was bituminous. Peunsylvania mined all 
the anthracite and more than one-third of the bituminous coal. Tak- 
all in all, she mined 64 per cent., while the balance of the country 
ned 36 per cent. only. Iowa mined two anda half million dollars’ 
worth of the fifty-two millions’ worth. In Pennsylvania the coal when 
mined was worth 96 cents per ton, and labor cost paid for mining was 
only 61 cents per ton, while in Iowa the coal was worth $1.70, and the 
labor cost was higher than in Pennsylvania. 

Of all the bituminous coal turned out in the United States during 
the census year, Pennsylvania turned out 43 per cent. in quantity, but 
in value only 35 per cent.; while Iowa turned out only 3.4 per cent. 
in quantity, but 4.7 per cent. in value, and notwithstanding the higher 
price ot coal in Iowa in quality it was inferior to the Pennsylvania coal. 

I apprehend that my good friends from Pennsylvania will hardly 
admit that wages are so much higher in Iowa as to justify this differ- 
ence in the price of coal. 

COTTON GOODS. 


Let us next take up the cotton goods business. 
In the cotton goods business, if we are to accept the statistics found 
in volume 2, Compendium Census 1880, pages 1124, 1125, 1126, and 


1127, out of every $100 worth of goods, the materials, most all of which 
was cotton— 
Cost 


$21.60, there is very little difference in the price of labor between the 
United States and England in the cotton goods business. But be lib- 
eral; say we pay $1 where they pay 75 cents. That being the case— 


They would have paid. . .. . . Se %% ENO ae 
While we paid 21.60 

(%ͤͤ ⁰˙QQUàà] ] . A EERE E A Y 
This $100 worth of goods would therefore have cost. . . — $94.60 
But the unit of value 16. . . . . . . . 100. 00 


Difference... . .. . . seco — 8. 40 
If they make $94 60 while we make $100, then they would make 
$100 while we would make $105.70. Hence the amount, $5.70 on $100 
worth of their goods, makes the difference, and 10 per cent. ad valorem 
duty is more than enough. 
Next, take woolen goods. Turn to pages 1190 to 1201, both inclusive, 
volume 2 Census, and there we find a detailed statement covering 1,990 
woolen-mills in the United States, that turned out more than $160,- 


000,000 worth of goods. A careful analysis of the cost shows that out 
of every $100 worth of goods they cost— 
Foreign and domestic wool. . . ... . — — — 8.16 
Hair, nolls, eto. . . . a. 37 
Cotton and cotton yarn.... 6.57 
Woolen and worsted yarn.. 2.45 
Chemicals. . 2.90 
Wood and coal.. 1.09 
All other materi 4.00 
"Total Coat ik te EEA E E TOEN K 64 
Paid wages to employés..... 15.79 
Total cost. 74.33 
Balance to capital... 25.67 
Total value ot product. . . . . .. . stent vetoes . 100. 00 


Now, if wool is to go on the free: list, that, it is to be presumed, will 
cheapen it. Some say it will be higher. At any rate, we can buy from 
the same market that England and Europe buy from. For my own 

; I feel that it will be cheapened. Let us now go over the items, and 
instead of $11.16 say it costs $35. The next item, though small, is as 
cheap with us as anybody, because admitted free of duty. The next 
three items, except for the little dab of labor in them, areas cheap with 
us as with any one. In their unfinished condition there is but little 
labor in them at most; but be liberal, take out $1.50 and there will be 
left $13.42. The wood and coal, I thke it, are as cheap here as any 
place, $1.09. The other materials, I do not know what they are, but 
they are in a crude state and have but little labor about them; take 
out, however, 15 per cent. or 60 cents in the $4 worth, leaving $3.40, 
making for material $53.28; now, labor, $1.50, and 60 cents, $2.10, de- 
ducted above, added to the original $15.79 of labor cost, making total 
labor cost needing protection, $17.89; and this makes the cost of ma- 
terials and labor $69.07, instead of $74.33 as before. Now add to this 
$69.07 the $25.67 to capital, and we have $94.74. 


Thus by the cheapening process we have $94.74 instead of $100. In 
that $94.74 there is $17.89 of labor. If there be $17.89 to protect in 
$94.74 there would be $18.88 to be protected in $100. But suppose in- 
stead of $18.88 we say $20 to make it round figures. Now, say we pay 
$1, while England pays 663 cents, then we would pay $20 while England 
would pay $13.33}, difference $6.663. Protect this difference and the 
$5.70 difference in cotton goods, which would more than be covered by 
a 10 per cent. ad valorem duty! Then why make the ad valorem duty 
30 and 40 per cent. and thus place itin the power of our manufact- 
urers to combine and run up prices? 

For the purpose of showing the labor cost in the manufacture of dif- 
ferent articles I have prepared a table which I desire shall be marked 
Table C and made a supplement to my speech. This table I have pre- 
pared wholly from information drawn from volume 2 of our Census 
Compendium, 1880, pages 932-933, ete. 

When armed with the capital and materials the cost of labor is not 
the big item, but is generally compara By reference to 
Table C it will be seen that the labor on $100 worth of— 


Cost. 
FIOR ineassrosedsaosrosgassaseoporarjs K ð v ⅛ —T——ͤ tire . 40 
Refined sugar 1,80 
Chemicals . 10. 00 
Drugs and chemicals. — 10.80 
Cheese and butter... 6.00 
Ground coffee, spi 6,00 
Starch . . . ... 12. 20 
Tanned leather. — 8.10 
Curried leather. .„. 6,70 
Dressed skins 15, 80 
Boots and shoes 25,90 
Saddles and harn 21.00 
Lumber, sawed ... 13.60 
Lumber, planed... . 16.00 
Pig-iron ..........» . 14.10 
ß TTT — 3.00 

TABLE C. 
— . —it:q, . ö—ꝑt —— — isaã—·Ü;Üæêæẽ‚wVßi—ͤ—üññ6%nä 
A 
Kind of industry. value of 

Blast-ſurnaces. . . $89, 315, 500 
Bloomers and forges .. 3. 968, 074 
Rolling-mills ........... 136,798, 
Bessemer, eto 55, 805, 
Crucible and miscellaneous... 10, 670, 


8 
g 


Total and average.............. 


192, 090, 110 21.8 
163, 655, 337 15.7 
66, 221,708 13, 316,753 20.1 
$2, 297, 420 6,474, 364 20.0 
PADET ohessa 55, 109, 914 8,525, 355 15.4 
Seni 2 117, 377, 324 11, 840. 704 10.0 
Felt goods......... 3.877. 738 439, 760 11.3 
Lea 113, 348, 336 9, 204, 243 8.1 
Leather, curried 71, 351, 297 4.845, 413 6.7 
Leather, dressed ski 15, 399, 311 2, 441, 372 15.8 
Leather goods...., 2, 020, 343 459, 318 22.7 
Boots and shoes 166, 050, 354 43, 001, 438 25,9 
Saddles and harness 38,081, 643 7,997,752 21.0 
Lumber, sawed . 233, 268, 729 81, 845, 974 13.6 
Lumber, planed .. 15, 239 36, 803, 356 5, 800, 724 16.0 
Sash, d 21, 898 36, 621, 325 8, 540, 930 23.3 
Wood, turned and carved. 5, 635 6. 770. 119 2. 148, 914 31.5 
Plumbing and gas-fitting... 9, 684 18, 133, 250 4,770, 389 28. 3 
Patent medicines, 4,025 14, G2, 494 1, 651, 596 11.6 
Photographing 3,977 5,935, 311 1,751,118 29.0 
Sugar-refining .. 5,857 | 155,488,915 2, 875, 032 1.8 
Sewing-machin 11.375 15, 928. 085 3,519, 437 33.4 
Steel springs, cars and carriages.. 1,530 8, 634, 862 699, 412 19.0 
BUC RT AE AE B TA N 5 3,119 7,477,742 919,197 12,2 
Foundries and machine-shops... 145,357 | 214,378,463 65, 982, 132 30. 7 
SA TPTA 3,082 6, 227, 234 1,411,133 22.6 
Smelting and roofing and 

brass scrap m: sil 8, 411, 100 158, 300 1.8 
„ m 4,289 4, 829,556 1, 260, 023 26.0 
Coal, bituminous . 100, 116 5,260,146 | $2, 601, 400 62,2 

70,748 | 42. 138. 740 22, 683, 407 53.9 

31, 668 20, 470, 756 9,538, 117 46.6 

6,258 | $8,896,235 | $3,214, 031 36.2 

39,580 68, 640, 486 15, 359, 610 22.3 

as 45, 394 GA, 951, 617 18, 988, 615 23.7 

rials.. 7,502 10, 114, 852 2. 733, 004 27.0 

Awnings and tents . .... 1, 268 1, 968, 912 331, 465 17.0 
Boxes (wooden for packin: 7, 822 43, 374, 271 11, 726, 001 25.4 

rass and copper goo: 12, 461 26, 661, 571 7, 665, 292 23.7 
Brick and tile. . 66, 355 32, 833, 587 13, 443, 532 40,9 
Cars, railroad and street .. 14, 232 27, 997, 591 5,507, 713 19.0 

nareoal. c e. 1,401 975, 540 390, 697 41.0 
Cheese and butter. 7, 986 25, 742, 270 1, 546, 495 6.0 
Clocks, watches, 

Sage. e 11,052 15, 034, 339 5. 279, 056 85.1 
Coffee, spices (roastand ) 2.716 22, 924, 894 1,370, 698 6.0 
Coffins and burial-cases..... 4,415 8, 157,760 1, 895, 805 23.2 

6 — 25.973 33.714, 770 8, 992, 603 26.6 
Copper-smithing...... 868 2, 087, 773 520, 302 25.0 

and chemicals 9, 545 38, 173, 658 4,157, 163 10.8 
Flouring aud grist mil 53,407 | 505,185,712 17, 422. 316 3. 4 
Fruit and vegetable ca: 

und Preserves ...e .ss.esessssssees 31, 905 17, 599, 576 2. 679, 950 15.2 
Furniture and upholstering. .. 52, 087 75. 196, 795 21, 737,128 28.9 
Ar ics 10.575 9, 897, 823 3, 311, 286 23.7 
Handles (wooden). 1,575 1, 6546, 698 436, 664 24.3 
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I have not pretended to run clear through the list, but any person 
who may feel an interest in the matter, and who is familiar with the 
fundamental rules, addition, subtraction, multiplication, and division, 
and the time-honored rule of three, can easily extend it through the 
entire list. . 

The sensible man strikes more fools on the subject of wages than upon 
any other question extant. If gentlemen instead of continually harping 
on the difference in the per diem wages paid in this country and in 
Europe would compare the results of labor more, and would compare the 
per diem wages paid in the different States of this Union more, and in 
the different parts of the same State and often in different parts of the 
same Congressional district more, they might arrive at more correct 
conclusions as to why labor commands a better price at one place than 
another. 

Some two months agoI had a constituent, a clever fellow and on 
most subjects very intelligent. He is interested in mining and ship- 
ping kaoline to Philadelphia, 800 miles distant, and I may say he has 
a most excellent plant when once rightly developed with all necessary 
conveniences. 

He got scared about the tariff and eame on here to exert his influence 
against any reductions, He called on me; I sympathized with him; was 
anxious to assisthim. The duty reduced on kaoline or the products of 
kaoline would ruin him. He prepared at some trouble and expense to 
himself an argumenton the price of wages—days’ wages—between this 
country and Europe, seeming to forget altogether the fact that the ques- 
tion of labor wasa mere song, that it was his distance from the railroad, 
that he had to team it over bad, rough roads with wagons and then pay 
high freights, twice as much as fair freightage ought to be, over rail- 
roads a distance of more than 800 miles. In farther illustration of the 
wage question, I have prepared three tables which I shall mark D, E, 
and F, and make parts of my remarks. 

The first of the three, being the one numbered D, prepared from facts 
found in volume 2, Compendium Census, beginning on page 944 an:l 
ending on page 1029, shows the average number of our manufacturing 
people at work in each of the States, the aggregate amount of wages 
paid, the average per employé per year, and the ratio of wages. Be- 
ginning with California, where wages are highest, and making the 
amount paid there the unit of comparison, and running on down to 
North Carolina, where wages are lowest, I find Pennsylvania away 
down eleventh in the list, paying $71.78, while California pays $100, 
New York $94.90, and down to North Carolina, where $31.10 settles 
the bill. 

The second of these three tables, the one numbered E, prepared from 
facts found in volume 2, Compendium Census, beginning on page 1030 
and ending with page 1095, shows the average number of our manu- 
facturing people at work in each of the several cities named, the 
gate amount of wages paid, the average per employé per year, and the 
ratio of wages. ‘Taking New York as a unit of comparison and run- 
ning on down to Baltimore, where wages are lowest, I find Philadel- 
phia, out of the thirteen cities considered, standing No. 10, occupying 
a column one nearer the top, but relatively several nearer the bottom 
than that in which Pennsylvania was found in the column of States. 
While New York pays $100, San Francisco $122.95, Chicago $102.12, 
and St. Louis $99.29, poor Philadelphia pays only $81.03. 

But lest my distinguished friends from the Second, Third, and Fourth 
districts of Pennsylvania, who have been sent here to keep the yoke 
upon my constituents, for a time whereof the memory of man runneth 
not to the contrary; for long years living in the past, coming from a city 
evidently living in the past—lest they should think there was some thing 
wrong about all these calculations, I have prepared a third table, marked 
F, from volume 2, Compendium Census, on pages 1070 and 1076 re- 
spectively, showing the average number of people engaged in cer- 
tain manufacturing industries in New York City, and in the same in- 
dustries in Philadelphia, the aggregate wages paid in each branch of 
industry, the average per employé, and the ratio to the employés in 
the respective cities. Taking the price paid in New York as the unit 
of comparison, and I find that in Philadelphia wages range all the way 
from 47 to 87 cents, while$1 is demanded and paid in New York. 

Now, sirs, at the time the census whose figures are used was taken 
Philadelphia had 185,527 persons engaged in the manufacturing indus- 
tries of the city, out of a population of 847,170. New York had only 
227,352 persons engaged in manufacturing industries, out of a popula- 
tion of 1,206,299. To have had as large a proportion of her population 
engaged in the manufacturing industries as Philadelphia, New York 
would have had to have 264,000 persons engaged in such industries, or 
37,000 more than she did have; Chicago, instead of 79,414, would have 
had to have 110,000; St. Louis, instead of 41,825, would have had to 
have 76,000; San Francisco, instead of 28,442, would have had to have 
51,000. This shows that Philadelphia was more of a manufacturing 
city than New York, Chicago, St. Louis, or San Francisco, and if high 
wages depend on a larger per cent, of population being engaged in man- 
ufacturing industries, why is it that wages are not higher in Philadel- 
phia than in New York or these other cities? And if the competition 
of cheap labor breaks down and destroys high-priced labor, how is it 
that the 227,000 persons engaged in the manufacturing industries in 


New York are not driven from their business by the cheap pauper labor 
of Philadelphia? 

The pauper kibor of Europe in an open field destroying the high- 
priced labor of America! The pauper labor of Philadelphia destroying 
the high-priced labor in New York! Wasanything ever more farcical? 
I invite my friends from New York to contemplate the scene. And I 
pause to say to my friends from Philadelphia, Uncle Charlie in par- 
ticular, ‘‘If you have tears to shed, prepare to shed them now.” 

Our protectionist friends talk with exultation at our growth asa coun- 
try (my distinguished colleague [Mr. BROWNE] calls it ‘‘phenome- 
nal”) and of our high-priced labor, attributing it all to the tariff; and 
shed crocodile tears lest it should be brought into competition with the 
pauper labor of Europe. Does not every well-informed man know that 
high-priced labor beats the world in an open field? It always has and 
always will. 

Our country’s greatness! What made it great? The tariff. Who 
built these magnificent monuments? The tariff. What enables us to 
grow such splendid corn? The tariff. How is it that Kentucky has 
such fine horses? The tariff. How is it that we have these fertile 
lands, this healthful climate, these intelligent people, the good sun- 
shine, and the rainfall? The tariff. How is it that now and then we 
cull out a holiday and call it the Fourth of July? The tariff, of 
course. 

I once heard of an old physician who had a student whom he was 
trying to bring up in the ways of a full-fledged Esculapian. He had 
a sick patient to visit. He took his pupil with him; they entered the 
patient's bed-room; the old doctor felt the patient's pulse, looked about, 
and said to the patient: Lou have been eating eggs, haven't you?” 
Ves,“ said the patient. The old doctor prescribed, and they left. 
On the way back the pupil asked: ‘How did you know he had been 
eating egas?? “Because,” responded the old gentleman, ‘‘I saw the 
shells under the bed.” Another day passed and the old doctor sent the 
young man to see the patient. The young man went in, felt the pa- 
tient’s pulse, looked about, prescribed, and returned. When he gets 
back the old doctor asks him: Well, how is Mr. Brown to-day?” “I 
don’t know, but I am afraid he is going to die!“ Going to die! Why 
do you think so?? Because he has eat a horse.“ Eat a horse! 
Why, what makes you think he has eat a horse?” Because I saw the 
saddle and harness under the bed.“ 

Because our country has prospered our protectionist friends look 
around, and finding the tariff in sight, they gladly attribute our growth 
and prosperity to the tariff. Sirs, the tariff has handicapped our people; 
it has built up millionaires, created colossal fortunes. In doing so it 
has ground and oppressed the people, transfered the money from the 
pockets of the many to the pockets of the few. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, away back in 1860 I remember hearing Henry 
S. Lane deliver a speech at Bloomfield, a town in my district. He 
and Thomas A. Hendricks were opposing candidates for governor. 
Hendricks dwelt with just pride on the rapid stride our country was 
making in the march of progress under Democratic rule. Lane re- 
plied, admitting that it had, but wondered if the sunshine, the equita- 
ble rainfall, the healthfulness of our climate, the fertility of our soil, 
the intelligence of our people, in short, the greatness of our opportu- 
nities, did not have something to do with it. 

During the decade then just passed all former decades were badly 
left, just as every ten years are bound to surpass every preceding ten 
years. The rule of progress, sirs, is upon the law of geometrical pro- 
gression, and not the law of arithmetical progression, 1 and 1 are 2, and 1 
are 3, and 1are 4, and so on; 2 and 2 are 4, and 2 are 6, and 2 are 8, and so 
on, arithmetical progression; 2 and 2 are 4, and 4 are 8, and 8 are 16. and 
so on, geometrical progression. Simple interest never compounded is 
arithmetical progression. Compounded and it is geometrical progres- 
sion. One hundred dollars at 8 percent. interest draws $8 per year, or 
$300 in a hundred years. But at 8 per cent. compounded and in less 
than ten years it doubles itself. In ten years it is $200; in twenty 
years, $400; in thirty years, $800; in forty, $1,600; in fifty, $3,200; in 
sixty, $6,400; in seventy, $12,800; in eighty, $25,600; in ninety, $51,- 
200, and in one hundred years it is $102,400, or $101,500 more than 
by the simple way. In 1850 we had over seven billions of property, 
and in 1860 a little over sixteen billions. 

For every $100 in 1850 we had $226 in 1860. This rate of increase 
would have given us alittle over thirty-six billions in 1870 and a little 
over eighty-two billions in 1880. Instead, we had only thirty billions 
in 1870 and forty-three billions in 1880. 

In 1850 we had 9,021 miles of railroad; in 1860 we had 30.635. For 
every 100 miles we had in 1850 we had 339} in 1860. The same rate 
of increase would have given us over 104,000 miles in 1870 and over 
356,000 miles in 1880. Instead, in 1870 we had 52,914, and in 1880 
93,349. In all the essential elements of advancement the country never 
prospered like it did between 1850 and 1860. In the language of Henry 
S. Lane, wages are good; our country’s prosperity is phenomenal. Our 
wide fields and room for diversification, our genial sunshine, our re- 
freshing rainfalls, our winters and our summers, our seed-time and 
our harvest, our intelligence, our virtues, our good government, our 
grand opportunities make wages good and make our country prosper, 
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Although considerable of a skeptic, not much given to believe in that 
which I can not hear, see, taste, feel, or smell, or deduce by an à priori 
course of reasoning from something that I can hear, see, taste, feel, or 
smell, I am disposed to give God the glory, and to sing: 


Rise, shine, give God the glory, 

Rise, shine, give God the glory, 

Rise, shine, give God the glory, 
In the year of jubilee. 


TABLE D. 
amount | 
Name of State. in the aoe per year | y, a 
manufact-| in Na per em- VAs 
uring in- wages, ployé. pa 
dustries. x 
1 | California... 43,693 | $21,065, 905 $452 | 100.00 
2 7. 2.314. 427 455 94.40 
3 , 613, 094 405 84.01 
i 43,501, 518 386 80.08 
5 24,309,716 380 78. 83 
6 198, 634, 029 375 77.80 
7 57, 429, 085 371 76.97 
8 1, 742, 311 304 75.51 
9 4, 267, 349 361 74.89 
10 4,360,371 358 74.26 
il 46, 083, 045 350 72. 61 
12 134, 055, 904 345 71.78 
13 21, 355, 619 340 70.50 
l4 62. 1U3, 800 333 70.10 
15 128, 315, 362 326 67.40 
16 18, 814,917 330 68. 30 
17 3, 995, 010 322 66. 80 
18 25, 313.004 326 67.56 
19 9, 725, 962 320 66.30 
20 11, 657, 844 318 66.00 
21 21, 960, 888 315 65. 30 
22 14, 814, 793 303 62. 80 
23 4,313, 965 300 62.20 
2 5, 164, 479 2% 61.00 
3 3, 343, 087 275 59.00 
26 18, 904, 965 265 55.00 
27 13, 623, 318 257 53.30 
a 2,500, 504 249 52.00 
29 5, D4. 775 235 48,00 
30 1,270, 875 230 47.70 
31 = 925,358 230 47.70 
32 5,266, 152 212 44.00 
33 1,192, 645 205 42.50 
A 7,425, 261 185 38.30 
35 2,836, 289 180 37.30 
36 2, 740. 768 150 31.10 
Aggregate | Average : 
> ta mpo: — amount eres 
ame of city. n the paid in per 
manufact- | wages to all employé aul, 
uring in- | employés. | per year. i 
dustries. 
1 New York. 227,352 | $97,030, 021 $427 | 100.00 
2 San Fran 4412 14, 928, 525 | 122.95 
3 Chicago 79,414 | 34,653, 462 436 | 102.12 
4 | St. Louis 41,825 17, 743, 532 424 99, 29 
5 | Boston 59, 213 24, 924, 009 420 93. 36 
6 | Providence. 891 9, 464, 110 413 86.72 
7 | Cleveland. 21,724 8, 502, 935 391 91.33 
8 | Detroit...... 16, 110 6, 306, 460 391 91.33 
9 | New Orleans. „504 3,717,577 390 91.33 
10 | Philadelphia. 185, 527 64, 265, 966 346 81, 03 
11 | Louisville. 17, 448 5, 835,545 333 78.00 
12 | Milwaukee , 886 6, 946, 005 332 78. 00 
13 Baltimore 56, 338 15.177, 489 270 63.23 
TABLE F. 
ESE z 
5 aE € 
ug 
E as a 8 
2533 f 2 8 
Kind of industry, manufacturing. 23% g 
Fes z 5 È 
8 = 2 — 
E E 8 
fas) S E 8 
Pad E > = 
< < < & 
1 Artificial flowers and feathers, New Vork. $934,768 $267.00 | 1.00 
1 Artificial flowers and feathers, Philadel- 
phia. 65,330 | 171.00 64 
2 Awnings x York... 74,212 | 365.00 | 1.00 
2 Awnings and artificial tents, Philadel- 
. phia 25,964 | 185.00 | 50 
3 Paper bags, AE 74,709 | 342.00 | 1.00 
8 Paper bags, Philadelphia . „530 | 260.00 76 
4 Paper and other bags, New York .. 317,850 | 439.00 | 1.00 
4 Paper and other bags, Philadelph: 40,215 | 264.00 61 
5 Blacksmithing, New Vork . 367,959 | 646.00 | 1.00 
5 Blacksmithing, Philadelphia. 299,259 | 472.00 -73 
6 Fancy and paper boxes, New 2,355 | 671,620 | 285.00 1.00 
6 Fancy and paper boxes, Philadelphia.. 1,435 | 263,216 | 180.00 -63 


TABELE F—Continued. 


BES 2 
8 8 5 A 
555 z 
34 
Kind of industry, manufacturing. 382 E g |f 
Fes 8 È 
— — 
23 E 5 5 
2 8 E £ 2 
823 8 e 3 
Ea < < 8 
7 Baskets, rattan and willow-ware, New 
„PPT $106 $35, 715 ($337.00 | 1.00 
7 Baskets, rattan and willowware, Phila- 
r bin sedees suthenataiodsene sabis 42 7,154 | 170.00 -50 
8 Belting, hose and leather, New York, 257 50,694 | 585.00 | 1.00 
8 Belting, hose and leather, Philadelphi. 80 41,165 | 518.00 87 
9 Blacking, New York..... — 86 „500 | 657.00 | 1.00 
9 Blacking, Philadelph 144 44, 480 | 309.00 47 
10 Boots and shoes, New York ........ 5,587 | 2,474,050 | 423.00 | 1.00 
10 Boots and shoes, Philadelphia . «| 7,535 | 2,788,409 | 370.00 8 
ll Boxes, wooden packing, New Lork. 515 306, 682 | 595.00 | 1.00 
11 Boxes, wooden packing, Philadelphia 427 169, 990 | 398.00 67 
12 Carriages and wagons, New York... 1,602 965,719 | 602.00 | 1.00 
12 Carriages and wagons, Philadelphia 1,578 767,834 | 486.00 .80 
13 Men’s clothing, New York. 47,647 | 14,012,805 | 294.00 | 1.00 
13 Men’s clothing, Philadelph: 17, 666 „085. 231.00 -80 
14 Women’s clothing, New York 12,366 | 3,886,715 | 314.00 | 1.00 
li Women's clothing, Philadelphia. 2, 656 479, 180. 00 57 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the difference between 
the Republican and Democratic parties on the subject of the tariff is 
radical, fundamental, irreconcilable. It is not a mere question as to the 
adjustment of a schedule of duties on foreign importations under a well- 
established governmental policy, but a question as to the policy itself. 
If it were a mere question of adjustment it could and should be re- 
moved from the domain of partyſpolities to that of business, and be set- 
tled with reference to the demands of the revenue and of the business 
of the country for the time being. The everchanging conditions of trade 
and commerce and of industrial production necessarily require from 
time to time a readjustment of these duties, in order to promote and 
enforce the policy under which they are laid, and such adjustment 
should be left to the wisdom of Congress, unembarrassed by party strife. 

But the question here is one of governmental policy, and is this: 
Shall duties be laid for the purpose of revenue only or shall they be 
laid not only for the purpose of revenue, but also with a direct view 
to the encouragement of home industries and home labor? If the 
policy be settled in favor of protection, then the matter of adjustment 
becomes a question of business to be settled by such mutual conces- 
sions between conflicting industries and interests as will best promote 
the good of the whole people, in effecting which every man may think 
and act free from the trammels of party. But if it be settled in favor 
of a tariff for revenue only, the only question of adjustment which 
can then arise will be as to what articles of foreign importation when 
subjected to tariff duties will best produce the revenue necessary for the 
maintenance of the Government without any reference to how home 
industries and home labor will be affected. 

It is the avowed policy of the Democratic party to reduce tariff du- 
ties to the revenue basis, and the bill under consideration is brought 
in with that view. Indeed, I go further and charge that it is not only 
their purpose to bring tariff duties to the revenue basis, but to eliminate 
eutirely from our revenue policy the idea of protection to American in- 
dustries and American labor. The Democratic party is absolutely hos- 
tile to the protection idea, as is manifest by the last message of the 
President of the United States to Congress, and from the utterances of 
the leaders of the party on the floor of this House. The gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLs] said the other day: 

We should levy taxes to obtain revenue, but not to restrict importations— 

And that— 
we will increase wealth if we lower the duties and let importations come inof 
those things which can be produced cheaper in other countries than our own. 

This is the trae Democratic faith as taught and practiced by the 
Southern Democracy, and was inspired not only by their selfish inter- 
ests as slave-owners and cotton-growers, but by their peculiar construc- 
tion of the Constitution of the United States. When the Constitution 
was adopted the people at once divided upon the question of its true 
construction; one party insisting that it created a government for the 
people of the thirteen original States sovereign within its sphere, and 
that in determining the extent and limit of its powers the Constitution 
should receive a fair and reasonable construction; a construction that 
would give it effect not only according to its letter, but its spirit; a 
construction that would imply all powers necessary to the due exercise 
of those expressly granted; in short, a construction which regarded the 
people of these States as constituting a nation and the Constitution as 
creating a government for them, whose sovereignty was paramount to 
that of the States. 

But the other party insisted upon a strict construction, a construction 
which assumed for its basis that the Constitution created a mere agency 
for the convenience of confederated but sovereign States, and that it 
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only such powers as were expressly given to it. This party, 
which afterwards became the Democratic party, founded all its doctrines 
and policies upon the dogma of strict construction, and denied to the 
General Government the most essential powers of government, even the 
right of self-preservation, because no express warrant therefor could 
be found in the Constitution. Upon this ground it denied the power 
to establish a national bank, to undertake or carry on internal improve- 
ments, to acquire foreign territory, and especially the right to lay duties 
for the purpose of protecting home industries, and whenever the tariff 
has been under discussion in Congress the question of the constitution- 
ality of protection has been raised by the Democratic membership, and 
is raised to-day, notwithstanding one hundred years of Congressional 
legislation recognizing it. 

So that a tariff for revenue in the light of history and as expounded 
by the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, means the ab- 
solute destruction of the policy of protection. And if internal- revenue 
taxes are retained, as proposed by this bill, the additional amount of 
revenue necessary for the maintenance of the Government can be ob- 
tained from duties so laid as to avoid even accidental or incidental pro- 
tection—that species of protection which the Democratie party has 
heretofore expressed a willingness to submit to for the sake of the rev- 
enue. It is possible to select articles not produced here (as in free- 
trade England, where they levy duties on tea and coffee) from which 
this additional revenue may be obtained, and who can doubt, in view 
of the utterances on the other side of the House in the course of this 
debate, that even this species of protection will be eliminated from our 
tariff policy if the Democratic party obtains full and complete control 
of the Government? 

Are we prepared for a tariff for revenue only as thus understood? 
What will it mean to the industries of this country? I will tell you. 
It will mean a readjustment of the industrial system of this country 
on the basis of unprotected competition with the industrial of 
the whole world; it will mean that in order to hold our own market— 
a market in which we sell at good prices 90 per cent. of our immense 
production—our labor must come down to the European, standard and 
accept the wages and adopt the methods of living of the laborers of 
England and Germany; it will mean that many of our industries must 
fail utterly and their men be turned out to crowd the labor market of 
the remaining industries, bringing wages still lower, or, unfitted by 

ing and ce, to enter the field of agriculture, there to as- 
sist in swelling the surplus of unmarketable production, or else wander 
astramps through the country. And it will mean in its ultimate mani- 
fesiation danger to the peace and safety of the Republic. 

Gentlemen on the other side talk glibly about our labor being able 
to compete successfully with that of any other country and promise us 
the foreign market as compensation for any impairment of the home 
market. Undoubtedly the American workingman in point of intelli- 
gence, energy, and industry has no superior on earth, and with anything 
like equal conditions would fear no competition, but the free-trader, fair- 
trader, tariff-for-revenue reformer, or whatever else he may call himself, 
refuses to see that the conditions are not equal and can not be made so 
except by bringing our standard of labor and living down to that of other 
countries. What are the conditions under which we must enter upon 
the competition involved in the policy of a tariff for revenue only? 
First, what is our condition? We have a ion of about sixty 
million souls—at the last census 50,597,057—but there are only sev- 
enteen persons for each square mile of our territory, Our exports last 

amounted to $703,022,923, while our imports reached the sum of 
but $692,319,768, leaving a balance of trade in our favor of $10,703,155, 
and this does not include the imports and exports of gold and silver 
bullion and e upon which the balance of trade was also in our favor 
to the amount of $37,460,492. 

Ever since and including the year 1874 the balance of trade has been 

largely in our favor. Last year we exported wheat, wheat flour, 

and corn to the amount of $162,013,864, and the only grain imported 
was barley, to the amount of $6,568,833. Our exports to Great Britain 
were of the value of $363,101,143, while our imports from that country 
were only of the value of $165, 067,463, being a balance against free-trade 
England of $198,033,680. Our debt on the first day of this month less 
cash in the Treasury was $1,181],632,855, but our income last year was 
$371,403, 277 as nst an expenditure of $267,932,180, leaving a bal- 
ance of $103,471,097 applicable to the payment of this debt, of which 
$47,903,248 was so applied by the purchase of bonds for the sinking 
fund, and the remainder might well have been applied to the purchase 
of outstanding bonds of the Government but for the political necessity 
of maintaining a surplus, in order to pave the way for tariff reduction. 
ved Benes of doubt about authority under existing law to purchase 
bonds having served its purpose, and Congress, to relieve the President 
from embarrassment, having by resolution expressed the opinion that 
the Jaw of 1881 means just what it says, we may hope to see the accumu- 
lating surplus hereafter applied to the extinguishment of the debt. 
These are conditions of prosperity and offer opportunities to the citi- 
zen of independence, of comfort, of leisure, for intellectual growth and 
development not to be periled by a radical change of policy, the result 
of which must be purely speculative, and which in any event will 
bring disturbance and distress to our industrial and business interests 


during the process of change from the old to the new basis. Surely it 
#4 case, if there ever was one, where it is better to let well enough 
one. 

But what are the industrial conditions in other lands, whose unre- 
stricted competition we invite? Turn to Europe; there we find the 
land crowded with human beings, from two hundred to five hundred 
to the square mile, an average to the square mile of over two hundred 
persons, who scramble and push each other in the struggle for bread, 
whose lives are given over to the single effort to obtain the mere means 
of existence, and who have no part or lot in making or executing the 
laws under which they live. I speak of the great mass of the people, 
the common people, those who really bear the heavy burdens of Eu- 
ropean government, who support in idleness its great standing armies 
and the magnificence of its nobility and royalty. England is perhaps 
less extravagant in this respect than others, and yet she pays nearly 
$100,000,000 a year for her army and her royal family. The annuities 
to the royal family amount to $2,715,000, the keeping of the royal pal- 
aces to $199,910, and the expenditure of the army to $91,969,500, mak- 
a total of $94,884,410. The strength of the standing armies of the 
leading States of Europe is as follows, namely: 


Each of these countries has a debt per head of its population greater 
than the United States, except Italy—the debt per head ranging from 
$28 to $153—and in all but Austria, Germany, and Russia their im- 
ports largely exceed their exports, and especially is this true of grain 
and flour; and in all except France, Germany, and Great Britain the 


annual governmental expenditure is greater than the income. In 
France, Germany, and Great Britain there is often a deficit, and the 
expenses of government are only met by the most onerous systems of 
taxation imaginable. Everything is taxed; in addition to the ordinary 
subjects of taxation in all countries, they tax doors, windows, railwa; 
passengers, licenses, carriages, male servants, and many things whi 
display an ingenuity in finding subjects of taxation that only the most 
pressing necessity could inspire. The consolidated debt of France 
amounts to the enormous sum of $4,745,619,245, and that of Great 
Britain to 83,681, 393. 440. 

These are not conditions of prosperity, not conditions conducing to 
high or even fair wages for labor and the beneficent results incident 
thereto; and yet it is proposed to bring our labor to the standard of these 
tax-ridden, overcrowded, ignorant populations. This bill is to be the 
beginning of that end. It is but a short step from this bill to the rev- 
enue basis, and the proposition is plain, if not self-evident, that free 
Sn ene with these peoples means acceptance of their standards. 
We have no longer even the advantage which distance from the field of 
their production formerly afforded us. The cost and delay of trans- 
portation which distance im has been so lessened by the railroad, 
the steam-ship, the telegraph, and ocean eable, that there is now prac- 
tically no restriction upon competition between the two continents save 
that imposed by legislation, and to legislation we must look as the only 
efficient means ot equalizing conditions or preventing injurious com- 
petition. And looking to the good of our people as the best way of 
working out our part in the great plan of human progress, we have 
heretofore so legislated, with reference to the conditions attending our 
national development, as to prevent hurtful competitions, and we must 
continue to do so unless we are willing to become mere hewers of wood 
and drawers of water for some better-equipped rival. 

If there could be substantial equality of conditions, then free and 
unrestricted commerce would be possible, and would follow as effect 
follows cause, But if the nations are to be brought to substantial 
equality in this respect, the movement should be upward and not down- 
ward, forward and not backward, up from the low wages of pauper 
labor to the fair wages of independent, self-respecting, intelligent labor. 

If the restrictions we have placed upon foreign commerce for the pro- 
tection of our industries and our labor be removed, will the movement be 
upward or downward? The crowded millions of Europe are standing 
by the shores of the Atlantic, with a surplus of everything but food, 
waiting to throw their wares upon our rich market and realize returns 
that will bring to them plentier and cheaper food and the comforts 
which their poverty has heretofore denied them, and they will win the 
market; as the cheapest producers they will take possesion of our mar- 
ket and hold it, unless we cheapen our productions to their standard. 

It is aquestion of labor, of cheap labor—the cheapest labor must win 
if the productions be of substantially equal value. It is hardly possi- 
ble to conceive of anything having yalue and which may be made the 
subject of traflic and commerce, which is not enhanced in value by 
labor, and must have the stamp of labor upon it before it can be de- 
voted to the use of man. Gold is of no value until drawn by the hand 
of labor from its hiding place in the earth or released from the slow- 
yielding grasp of the quartz—and so with all things; they must be con- 
secrated to use by the hand of labor. And so it is, that whatever the 
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other advantages of a competitor, the element of labor is the control- 
ling one, and the market will yield to the cheaper labor, the production 
being substantially as good as the competing one. Itis only necessary 
to state this, it needs no elaboration or argument. 

But it is said that the increased demand for our agricultural produc- 
tion will compensate for any injury to our manufactures. Necessarily 
the crippling of our manufactures will cheapen agricultural production, 
both by crippling the consuming power of the people and by the in- 
creased production which the return of the factory hand to the field 
will involve, and this cheapening and the introduction of foreign goods 
may increase the demand for wheat, corn, etc., but through the lower- 
ing of prices will benefit us but little, if at all. In the end we must ac- 
cept Euro; conditions and cheapen our labor so as to hold our mar- 
ket, or in large measure surrender commercial and industrial independ- 
ence and devote ourselves to feeding the factories of Europe. Either 
way, we must Jose our place in the great movement for the development 
of the earth’s resources and the uplifting of its peoples,with which di- 
versified industry has illustrated this age, and become mere stragglers 
in the rear of the procession. 

Why should we voluntarily and unnecessarily embarrass ourselves 
in this race of life? We should lead the procession. Our area is con- 
tinental; every variety of soil and climate is embraced within our 
boundaries. The lakes on the North, the gulf on the South, the great 
oceans on either hand, and the mighty rivers of the interior, supple- 
mented with 150,000 miles of railway, afford facilities for transporta- 
tion unequaled in all the world. Timber, coal, iron, and every pro- 
duction of forest, field, and mine necessary to the development of the 
highest civilization are here at the command of intelligent industry; 
and it is only necessary to avail ourselves of these advantages, it is only 
necessary to seize and improve the great opportunities which they af- 
ford in order to become the richest and most powerful nation of the 
world. Why, then, should we gotoand depend on any other country 
for the things necessary for our national life and progress? And why, 

y, should we go to them for the things we can produce ourselves? 
In order that we may get them cheaper, and in order that we may es- 
cape the clutch of monopolies, says the free-trader. But the answer to 
this is one approved by a hundred years of national experience, and is 
this: That home competition, the competition between our own pro- 
ducers and manufacturers, will insure reasonable pea to the con- 
sumer—much lower prices than would be accepted by the foreigner if 
in control of our market, 

There has been a constant and rapid cheapening to the consumer of 
all productions since the beginning of our national existence, but more 
especially so since the enactment of the protective tariffof 1861. Iwill 
not offer tables of statistics to prove this; already the REcoRD groans 
with figures that prove it beyond question. And in truth it is not ques- 
tioned. The free-trader does not question the fact, but will attribute 
it to any cause under the sun rather than the protective tariff. Yetit 
is a fact that can not be controverted that in every leading industry 
home competition has brought down the price, and the lowering of the 
price dates from the laying of the first protective duty on the foreign 
article. It was so of steel rails, as often instanced, and of spool cot- 
ton, silks, woolens, blankets, etc. The country is too broad, its in- 
terests too varied, the enterprise of its people too great ever to become 
the helpless prey of monopoly. 

Thereis a tendency, it is true, to combination on the part of capital 
through corporate organization, trusts, and what not, that is antago- 
nistic to the welfare and happiness of the people which, while not grow- 
ing out of, are made possible by the modern facilities for rapid commu- 
nication and transportation, These agencies make possible the great 
combinations of capital which center in New York, London, and other 
great cities, and thencereach out tothe whole world demanding tribute. 
They are not confined to any one country; they rise above all tariffs, 
whether protective or fox, revenue only, and exist wherever capital is 
found, and greed of gain and unserupulousness combine with opportu- 
nity. It will not be claimed that a protective tariff gave rise to the 
Standard Oil combination, nor that a tariff for revenue only is respon- 
sible for the great English combinations of capital which exist to-day, 
nor that the revenue policy of France is responsible for the recent French 
copper snydicate. The tendency grows out of the peculiar commercial 
and business conditions of the age and these combinations must be met 
by legislation aimed at them directly, and of a character that will re- 
strain the abuses of which they are guilty, and surely this end can bet- 
ter be attained by a study of the extent and character of their opera- 
tions and the true and real causes of their existence than by an outery 
mene the tariff upon the demagogic assumption that it is responsible 

‘or them. 

The tendency of the age is io the accumulation of wealth in the hands 
of the few at the expense of the many, and largely grows out of the 
abuse of corporate organization and power, These abuses call for rad- 
ical measures, and unless the great corporations of the day are brought 
within limitations that will make them agencies of good and not of 
evil, they will possess the country and defy the Government, as many 
of them do now. 

But our friends on the other side charge all these abuses against the 
protective tariff. On the other side of the ocean they are attributed 
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to free trade. Sir Edward Sullivan, in an artiele in the Nineteenth 
Century of August, 1881, said: 

The workingmen are not working out the question by the abstract reasoning 
of others, but by their own experience; they know nothing of political econ- 
omy, but they know what were the promises of the apostles of free trade, and 
— 6 know what are the results. Bankers and brokers, and dealers in stocks, 
and importers of foreign manufactures may tell them that they are fools an 
do not know when ry bo well off. That may be so, but they know when 
they are badly off, and they are badly off now. 

The reports of their delegates state that a very large proportion of the oper- 
ative population of Great Britain (they put it at one-third) is out of work; that 
the rest have not on an average more than four days’ work a week; that for 
five or six years they have been consuming their savings and the funds of their 
trade societies. One rich trade society has paid no less than £200,000 in “ work 
pay“ during the last five 8 and reduced its capital to less than £100,000. 

Whatever the wealth of the country may be it has not penetrated down to 
them. Every year this wealth is accumulating into fewer hands; every year 
the gulf between rich and poor becomes deeper and broader. It is calculated 
that there are at this moment 14,500,000 of the people with less than 10s, 6d, a 
week to live on. 

It would be just as fair to attribute to the protective tariff the evils 
of intemperance as to attribute to it the tendency of capital to form 
combinations, or of corporations to abuse their powers, or of the rich 
to grow richer and of the poor to grow poorer. Certainly the removal 
of the restrictions upon foreign commerce would not relieve us from 
these combinations unless through the destruction of the wealth of the 
country it should have that effect, 

The foreign market as pictured to us by the free-trader is a delusion 
and a snare. We already sell there as much as there is any demand 
for. We successfully compete with other nations in the sale of cotton, 
grain, flour, petroleum, tobacco, and other things of our own special pro- 
duction, and can only hope to increase our exports materially by becoming 
the carrier of our own productions. Legitimately a nation should go 
abroad only for those things which it can not produce at home or can not 
produce in sufficient quantities tosupply the demand of its people, and 
commerce between the nations should, in the main, beconfined to these 
things. To go beyond this is to force the market of some other nation and 
do violence to the beautiful theory of the free- trader that a nation should 
shape its commercial policy for the common good of all mankind—for 
surely the common good of mankind would be best promoted by re- 
specting theintegrity of each country’s market as to those things which 
it produces in quantities sufficient to satisfy the demand of its people. 
In this view we have little to complain of—our exports last year 
amounted to $703,022,923, classified as follows: à 


The great disturbing element in the markets of the world is overpro- 
duction. Labor-saving machinery and appliances have so stimulated 
and increased production of every kind that, irrespective of commercial 
and industrial policies, there come times when the supply excezds the 
demand and there ensues a business paralysis or stagnation that is only 
cured when consumption again overtakes production; and the great 
problem of the future is to so adjust the labor of the world to the new 
basis created by machinery as that it may find remunerative employ- 
ment without bringing upon us the distresses incident to overprodac- 
tion. And when this problem is solved it may solve the question of 
“ strikes,” which seemed to trouble the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] the other day, and which he attributed to the tariff, 
forgetting that the ‘‘strike’’ and ‘‘ lockout” are free importations from 
free-trade England and that the argument that they grow out of the 
policy of free trade is much the stronger one. 

Among civilized nations there is but one free-trader or rather but one 
tariff-for-revenue—only nation. All others, through restrictions on 
foreign commerce suited to their condition, endeavor to hold their own 
markets and support the policy which limits foreign importations to 
the things which they do not produce. The one nation which is an 
exception to this rule is England, and she is swi generis. Her insular 
position gives her special advantages as a maritime power. Very early 
she turned her attention to manufactures, and by a most rigid and even 
unscrupulous policy of protection, pursued for hundreds of years through 
tariffs and navigation Jaws, became the leading manufacturing nation 
and the ocean carrier of the world. Soon she was compelled to look 
abroad for food for her people and for raw material for her manufactures, 
and of necessity was compelled also to look abroad for a market for the 
surplus of her manufactured products, and so she began to plant colo- 
nies in every part of the world and adopted a policy with reference to 
them that compelled them to become consumers of her manufactures, 
in exchange for which they were required to furnish her food and raw 
material, 

But she did not stop here; through diplomacy and with her cannons 
she from time to time took possession of markets all around the world, 
which she holds to-day, and when at last all these measures failed to 
meet her necessities, she as a measure of protection to her industries 
and trade, as purely protective in its operation and effect as the tariffs 
which she abandoned, adopted her so-called policy of free trade. Hav- 
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ing a large and constantly increasing surplus of manufactured goods | and harbors—subsidies that will enable us to compete successfully with 


which she was compelled to sell abroad to obtain food and raw mate- 
rial, she said to the nations whose markets were yet within their con- 
trol, Let us remove all restrictions on commerce; let trade be free; 
let me sellin your market freely and without restriction, and you shall 
so sell in mine, and great good will follow to us all.“ Sell in her 
market! Sell what? Sell manufactured goods there when every dol- 
lar’s worth so sold would to that extent lessen her ability to buy the 
food and raw materials she must have? No; she did not intend that. 
She knew that she must because of her necessity and with her advan- 
tages could undersell her competitors not only in her own market but 
in all markets to which she was admitted duty free. 

Her assurance of this was in her cheap skilled labor, her improved 
machinery, her abundant capital, her large production, and in the fact 
that she would carry to her own shores, upon her own terms, the greater 
part of the competing goods. Beside that, she still lays duties on for- 
eign importations, and still discriminates against foreign manufactures, 
although gladly admitting all raw material free. For instance, she lays 
duties on tobacco and coffee, but discriminates in favor of her home 
manufactures, by placing still higher duties on roasted or ground coffee 
or any form of manufactured tobacco, and so with many other things. 
She takes care of her own household and deserves credit for it, but of- 
fers nothing to compensate us for admitting her to our market on equal 
terms. If we had the cheap labor, the capital, and the ships, England 
would still be a formidable competitor in the markets of the world. 
She already has control of markets in every quarter of the globe from 
which it would be difficult indeed to dislodge her, and she would main- 
tain a keen competition for all others. In any view of the matter the 
foreign market as compensation for the loss or any serious impairment 
of our own great home market is a delusion and a snare. 

If the time shall ever come when through the crowding of popula- 
tion and the accumulation of wealth our labor shall be cheapened and 
the other conditions coexist to render us independent of the competi- 
tion of other nations, it will then be time enough to throw down our 
walls of protection and invite the unrestricted competition of the world. 
Until then it is the part of wisdom to sustain the policy and hold the 
market that has made us a prosperous people and given usa high place 
among nations. 

If we look abroad for a market we ought first to turn our attention 
to securing control of, or at least an equal share with other nations in, 
the markets of this hemisphere. They are already valuable and stead- 
ily growing more so. There is a wonderful increase in the wealth and 
population of the South American states, and a growth in trade, in- 
dustry, and all the peaceful arts which gives promise of a rich com- 
merce. But to-day we fall behind Great Britain, France, Germany, 
and even Belgium in our trade with most of these states. Last year 
the exports of the Argentine Republic amounted to the sum of $69,835, - 
000 and her imports to $95,403,000, and her trade with the countries 
named stood as follows: 


Country. 


Great Britain 


In 1886_’87 the exports of Brazil to Great Britain amounted to $32,- 
410,720, and her imports from Great Britain to $34,378,435, while her 
exports to the United States were $52,593,716, and her imports from 
the United States were only $8,071,653, a balance against us of $44,- 
522,063. For the same year the exports of Chili to Great Britain 
amounted to $11,387,185, and her imports from that country to $8,041,- 
985, while her exports to us amounted to $2,863,233, and her imports 
from us to but $1,393,725. Our trade with these three countries 
is fairly representative of our trade with all the countries of that 
continent. There are twelve lines of steamers from the Argentine Re- 
public to Europe, and an ocean cable to London, but none to the United 
States. This tells the story of European supremacy in the markets 
of these States. To secure the trade of these countries we must offer 
them as good if not better facilities for an exchange of products than 
they enjoy with Europe. 

To do this we must have our own ships and be able to establish as 
many steam-ship lines as their commerce demands. But we have no 
ships and we find the ocean covered with the subsidized ships of Great 
Britain, France, Germany, and other nations, and independent of the 
subsidies with which these nations protect their commercial marines, 
we find that because of the high price of American labor we can neither 
build nor sail ships as cheaply as they, and consequently can not com- 
pete with themin the carryingof even ourown trade. In this situation 
there is but one of two things to do—sit still and do nothing as we have 
been doing for so many years, or else by subsidy build up acommercial 
marine as we have built upour system of internal transportation, by un- 
limited appropriations to railroads and for the improvement of rivers 


other nations for the carrying trade of the world. 

But at this point the Democratic party meet us again with the con- 
stitutional objection—a want of power. I would find the power in that 
fair and reasonable construction of that instrument of which I haye 
spoken, which gives it effect not only according to its letter but its 
spirit, and I believe with Col. J. R. G. Pitkin, whose language I now 
quote from aspeech recently delivered by him before the National Con- 
vention of the American Shipping and Industrial League at New Or- 
leans, that— 

A nation by its right to be, to conserve itself, must expand its powers; and it 
loyally construes its charter when it regulates commerce to that end. The 
Constitution that belted a union of thirteen States must be let out to the girth 
of the great nation which is not to be emaciated and stifled by a narrow con- 
struction of the letter that is perfidy to the spirit. It is not an instrument in 
which can be found by remote implication an intent or sanction to waste our 
substance on foreign fleets in an annual drain of $150,000,000, or to divest from 
our labor the legitimate dues by which it may be a nerved, sanguine, steadfast 
American force to compel wide elbow room in the world. 

The only remedy the Democratic party suggests to relieve the un- 
happy condition of ourcommercial marine is what they call ‘‘freeships;’’ 
which means that we shall abandon ship-building—let it become to us 
one of the Jost arts—and buy our ships on the Mersey and the Clyde, 
forgetting that subsidies to foreign ships still shut us out of the field 
of competition. What better use could be made of the surplus than to 
employ it in building up our shipping and in preparing the way for our 
admission on equal terms to the foreign market which our greatly in- 
creasing production renders so desirable? We can not afford to give up 
our own home market for the chance of a foreign market, or even in 
exchange for it; yet wise statesmanship requires us to inaugurate such 
measures as will in the no distant future secure to us equal advan 
in the markets of the world. Let the surplus“ be devoted to rebuild- 
ing the Navy; to restoring our commercial marine to the proud position 
it once occupied; to the development and improvement of internal trans- 
portation; to the payment of liberal pensions to the old soldiers, who 
have made all the promise of our future possible, and the people will 
not complain; they will sanction and approve it all. 

Notwithstanding the frightful pictures of distress growing out of ex- 
cessive taxation to which we have been treated in the course of this 
debate, no man can lay his finger upon a single instance of real distress 
resulting from national taxation, and the people are nowhere com- 
plaining of it. In its daily round the sun does not shine on a more 
prosperous country than this, and their fancy pictures of distress are 
mere creations of the imagination, intended for use in the coming po- 
litical campaign. A gentleman on the other side, from the State of 
Texas, complains that, admitting we pay higher wages than any other 
country, yet, to use his own language 

It is also an established fact that the laborer in the United States can not, as 
a general rule, save anything from the result of his toil at the end of each year. 

And adds— 


Then what is the difference between earning $1 per day or 10 cents per day, if 
the result is the same, namely, sufficient to eat to preserve life, and sufficient to 
wear to protect the body? 

It is Buchanan’s doctrine of 10 cents a day come again. This state- 
ment may fairly represent the condition of labor in the gentleman's 
State, and in the South generally, for some little observation in that 
region prepares me to believe it, and I am willing he shall confess for 
his section of the country, but not for mine. In no sense does his state- 
ment truly represent the condition of labor in Ohio, or anywhere north 
of Mason and Dixon’s line, The deposits in the Northern savings- 
banks and in building associations refutes it, and it is absolutely re- 
futed by the surroundings of comfort, convenience, and even of orna- 
ment and taste with which the homes of labor are filled in the North, 
whether on the farm, at the furnaces, or at the factories. Nowhere 
else in the world has labor such surroundings. You may find squalor 
and wretchedness in certain quarters of every great city, but there is 
no ‘general rule,” as stated by the gentleman, applicable to the labor 
of the North. 

Every man familiar with Northern life will bear testimony to the 
truth of what I say, and the census of 1880 shows that no more than 
1in 505 of the people of the Northern States receives public relief, 
while in England in 1868 about 1 in every 18 persons was in receipt 
of parochial relief. In the city where I reside, most of the men of 
family, who earn their living by labor in its numerous workshops and 
factories, own their homes, which they have purchased from the sav- 
ings of their labor, and because of these savings small properties of 
$1,000 and less in value are almost as marketable as wheat and corn, 
and I undertake to say that this is not unusual in the towns and cities 
and in the country places of the North. The earnings of our labor have 
made it intelligent, independent, and self-respecting, as befitsmen who 
are charged with the responsible duties of a citizenship such as ours, 
and it demands a continuance of the policy which has protected it 
against the underpaid, underfed, and degraded labor of the old world, 
and if not heard now, will be heard in November. This is labor’s battle 
and labor will decide it. 

Petitions come here from the men in the mills, the factories, and work- 
shops of the country, from the manufacturers who give them employ- 
ment, from the farmers and stock-raisers, from the lumbermen, and 
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on the subject-matter thereof, and on a question intimately connected 
with the proposed revision of the tariff. Not that I shall enter upona 
lengthy discussion of the latter, but that before this controversy closes 
I may state some of the things I would like to see done in the way of 
revising the inequalities of our present tariff law in harmony with the 
declarations of my party and the best and wisest sentiments of a ma- 
jority of its thoughtful people. Nearly five sessions of experience in 
this body has taught me how difficult it is to accomplish the most in- 
consequential legislation ifa single one of the three hundred and twenty- 
five members of the House sets himself actively and persistently at 
work to prevent that legislation. 8 

How many of the hundreds who have from time to time been mem- 
bers of the lower branch of Congress have realized most emphatic, if 
not bitter, disappointment when, on assuming their relation with the 
House of Representatives of the United States of America, they found 
themselves surrounded on all sides by insurmountable walls in the 
name and form of rules, constructed by their antecedent legislators, 
ostensibly for the purpose of facilitating deliberation and legislation, 
but effectuating the most complete legisiative tyranny possible to con- 
ceive! I can not answer, but know I am within the bounds of truth 
when I surmise their number to be legion;“ so when I wish to put 
upon record some of the changes I would like to see made in our exist- 
ing law, or in the so-called Mills bill before it shall, if ever, become a 
law, I am sensible how unreasonable may be the hope that such changes 
as I may desire, if their wisdom were conceded by a large majority of 
the present membership of the House, will be made either in existing 
statute or pending bill. Notwithstanding the difficulties in the way, 
however, each member has his individual duty to perform, his responsi- 
bility here and elsewhere to meet, and for one I shall hesitate not in 
doing the best I can to make plain my position. 

Mr. Chairman, among the few things—some commendable, some des- 
picable—done by this Administration there are at least three for 
which it can not escape if it would the condemnation of a majority of 
the most thoughtful and intelligent people of the country. For three 
attacks, neither of which involved the least exposure to physical dan- 
ger, this Administration will be justly celebrated. First, the attack 
on the silver dollar; second, that upon the outstanding greenbacks, 
and, third, that upon the protective system under which this Govern- 
ment has grown and prospered, and by reason of which, as we on this 
side of the Chamber believe and declare, she has attained financially, 
commercially, intellectually, and nationally the proud distinction ac- 
corded her by the civilized world. The first attack, as all gentlemen 
present remember, was begun early. 

Indeed, it appears that so much was the President-elect wrought 
upon by his own fears, or the importunities of influential single stand- 
ard, gold men of the country—which on this precise point practically 
means New York City—that prior to the time when, under the Consti- 
tution and laws, he could officially say or do anything, the country was 
amused and surprised to find that he, on February 24, 1885, had de- 
liberately written certain prominent members of his party then in the 
House of Representatives, urging them, by indirect if not direct words, 
to a repeal of the law of February 28, 1878, under and by virtue of 
which the regular monthly purchase and coinage of silver dollars are 
being carried on. This, sir, was a most remarkable spectacle, the like 
of which I do not recall. 

How this early, this pre-official attack upon the financial system of 
the country was followed up by the Administration is readily shown 
by reference to the first official communication of the President to Con- 
gress—his first annual m 

Now, sir, while I do not intend to discuss for one moment the silver 
question as related to our present coinage laws, and only wish, as indi- 
cating an opinion, to make brief declaration of my sympathy with the 
principle of bi-metallism, I can not forbear, in view of the bitter—I 
had almost said venomous—attacks made upon our tariff system by the 
Administration and by the great majority of the Democrats in the House 
and in the Senate since this debate began, calling attention to this first 
assault of the President upon the silver currency of the country. 

As a text to this immediate discussion a wild and apparently deep- 
felt alarm was sounded. Uttered by the President in his last partial 
annual message to Congress—reference to every other subject of na- 
tional or international concern being spurned as unworthy in compar- 
ison with the one thing forming the alpha and omega of this state 
paper—the has been iterated and reiterated over and over again 
during this debate that our whole land is in peril most imminent and 
threatening. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, to read the message attacking protection, and 
the Democratic vociferations of calamities now on the country, and 
every day augmented at most fearful rate, if one accepted as literally 
true either the President’s extreme utterances, or discarding those, the 
wild, fanatical, and vicious declamations of many of the free-traders 
who have spoken since this debate began, he would conclude at once 
that 1 05 country is going straight to perdition by the shortest route 
possible. 

Now, I say upon the history of this Administration, already of more 
than three years’ duration, that these cries are those of alarmists in high 
places and nothing more. 


from the miners, asking for the preservation of this policy and for the 
defeat of the Mills bill as the forerunner of its destruction; but where 
are the petitions from the people anywhere in all the land asking fora 
reduction of tariff duties? Who is it that inspires this crusade against 
the industries of the country? Not the farmers, not the manufacturers, 
not the workingmen; no, not these, but would-be political economists, 
with learning enough to be dangerous; disciples of Calhoun, who have 
never been charged with the responsibilities of government until within 
the last three years, and whose knowledge of any industrial system is 
of one that is dead and into which the question of wages never entered, 
and English emissaries of free trade, organized for the conquest of the 
American market. 

From these come the inspiration for this warfare against the pros- 
perity of the country. These men have control of the Democratic 
party and our safety lies in depriving it of the power it so abuses, and 
which was so improvidently placed in its hands. That day is near at 
hand. The men who toil, the old soldiers of the Union, and all those 
who intelligently and sincerely desire the continued prosperity of the 
country will have their innings in November next, and will re-estab- 
lish the American policy, the policy of Henry Clay, the policy of the 
old Whig party, and of the “Republican party, on foundations so firm 
that even the Bourbon Democracy will be convinced of the futility of 
ever again assailing it. [Applause.] 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to occupy any 
of the time of the committee in the discussion of the pending bill. Its 
merits, if any merit it has, and its demerits, and they are to my mind 
many and glaring, were so well known to every gentleman on this floor 
whom I could hope to reach or influence by anything 1 might say that 
any suggestions on my part seemed not needed. My mind has not 
changed on that score. But, Mr. Chairman, last evening I received 
such a petition from many hundreds of people in my district protest- 
ing against the passage of this most unjust, unwise, and uncalled-for 
measure that I am impelled to say a word in presenting it to the Ameri- 
can Congress. This petition, Mr. Chairman, is signed by many hun- 
dreds of people in my little city who know what labor is. They live 
by the toil of their own hands. Glad am I to say that they are intelli- 
gentpeople. They understand the meaning of protection. They know 
what the passage of the Mills bill means to them, they know what it 
means to all American workingmen, and they raise their voices by this 
petition in solemn protestation against its passage. 

Look at this petition, gentlemen of the majority. Its length is meas- 
ured by yards and its signers are numbered by hundreds, and yet this 
is not the only petition of like tenor presented by me to Congress. 

Thousands of laboring men in the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent are begging Congress to defeat this bill. They are workers of wool 
and of cotton, of iron and of glass, the mechanic and the farmer. Mr. 
Chairman, do they stand alone in making this request? Need I make 
answer? Why, sir, the term of the gentleman from Texas is hardly 
long enough to enable him to count the number of names of those 
throughout this prosperous land who have invoked Congress by petition 
not to disturb our industries, not to cripple our manufactures, not to 
place our happy and contented and prosperous working people ona 
oe with those less favored in other lands by the passage of the Mills 

ill. 

These petitioners are not confined to any district or any State. Why, 
sir, I have received remonstrances even from the State of Texas. Is it 
because these petitioners are outnumbered by those favoring the pas- 
sage of the bill that no heed is paid to them by the gentlemen across the 
aisle? Is it because the districts represented on this floor by Democrats 
are asking for its passage that a deaf ear is turned by the gentlemen of 
the majority to this petition I present, and hundreds of others like it? 

Mr, Chairman, I do not recall that a single petition has been pre- 
sented asking for the passage of the Mills bill. When the American 
people are interested they let that interest be known. If the people of 
these United States, or any considerable number of them, desired the 
passage of the Mills bill, think you, sir, they would have remained so 
longsilent? Has not nearly every gentleman on this floor received many 
petitions in reference to the copyright bill, the pension bills, the educa- 
tional bill, the swamp-land bill, the direct-tax bill, and numeronsother 
measures now pending before the House? Have we not all received 
protests against this bill? If petitions have been sent here favoring its 
passage they have been smothered in obscurity. 

Mr. Chairman, I have heard no farmers crying for the passage of this 
bill; nor do I believe I will while nine-tenths of their products are 
used for home consumption. I have heard no laboring man ask for its 
passage. Do you think, sir, they will so petition while their wages 
approximate double those paid in every other country on the globe? 

ho is it, then, that wants the provisions of the Mills bill enacted 
intolaw? Ah, sir, I believe that question will be answered next No- 
vember in no uncertain tones. I believe the verdict of the people at 
the polls will answer, ‘‘Not the American people, but the British free- 
traders and their allies.” [Applause.] 

Mr.STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I havesoughtthis opportunity during 
the continuance of this extended, and in some respects remarkable, de- 
bate to give expression to some of the views entertained by me concern- 
ing this bill, and also concerning the policy of this Administration 
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To prove this let me briefly recur to the policy and utterances of the 
Administration on the silver question. 


Let us refer to the first message of President Cleveland to Congress, 
turning to pages 22 and 23 of the messages and documents of 1885 and 
1886 as printed, and we will find such sentences as these: 

The necessity for such an addition to the silver currency of the nation as is 
compelled by the 9 act is negatived by the fact that up to the pres- 
ent time only about fifty millions of the silver dollars so coined haye actually 
found their way into circulation, leaving more than one hundred and sixty 
millions in the possession of the Government, the custody of which has entailed 
a considerable expense for the construction of vaults for its deposit. * * * 

Every month two millions of gold in the public Treasury are paid ont for two 
millions or more of silver dollars, to be added to the idle mass already accu- 
mulated.. If continued long enough this operation will result in the substitu- 
tion of silver for all the gold the Government owns applicable to its 1 
8 * * * The proportion of silver and its certificates received by the 

vernment will probably increase as time goes on, for the reason that the 
nearer the period approaches when it will be obliged to offer silver in ee 
of its obligations, the ter inducement there will be to hoard gold against 
de m in the value of silver, or for the purpose of speculation. 

his hoarding of gold has already begun. When the time comes that gold has 
been withdrawn from circulation there will be apparent the difference between 
the real value of the silver dollar and a dollar in gold, and the two coins will 
a company. * * The hoarding of gold which has already taken place in- 
tes that we shall not escape the usual experience in such cases. 

So, if this silver coinage be continued, we may reasonably expect that gold 
and its equivalent will abandon the field of circulation to silveralone. This, of 
course, must produce a severe contraction of our circulating medium, instead of 
adding to it. 

And on pages 25 and 26 of this same publication will be found such 
sentences as these: 


We have now on hand all the silver dollars necessary to supply the present 
needs of the people and to satisfy those who from sentiment . — to see them 
in circulation; and if their coinage is suspended, they can be readily obtained 
by all who desire them. If the need of more is at any time apparent, their coin- 
may be renewed. * * * É 

has not oer overtaken us furnishes no proof that danger 
does not wait upon a continuation of the present silver coinage, We have been 
saved by the most careful management and unusual expedients, by a combina- 
tion of fortunate conditions, and by a confident expectation that the course of 
the Government in regard to silver coinage would be speedily changed by the 
action of Congress. Prosperity hesitates upon our threshold because of the 
dangers and uncertainties surrounding this question. Capital timidly shrinks 
from trade, and investors are unwilling to take the chance ot the 
state in which their money will be returned to them, while enterp! 
risk against which care and ous Management do not protect. 
recommend the suspension of the compulsory coinage of silver dollars, directed 
by the law passed in February, 1878. 

A year passed. The following message contained a brief reference to 
the coinage of silver and to the views expressed in his first communi- 
cation to Congress, which were reaffirmed. Another year passed, and 
the subject of silver coinage was wholly ignored. 

It may be the ‘hoarding of gold“ referred to by the President has 
not only been commenced and continued in some parts of the country, 
and that somewhere in some secluded spot of gold bugs” gold and 
silver have, as the President predicted, parted company, and it may be 
perilous, crushing times have come somewhere, but I want to say most 
emphatically that such conditions as the President prophesied have not 
come to pass in my section of the country. Why, sir, as matter of evéry- 
day fact, there has been more gold in the safes and on the counters of 
the bankers of Northwest Iowa since the above-quoted words were writ- 
ten than I ever knew of before in that part of the country. 

If you had gone into any of the banks doing a general businessin the 
district I have the honor to represent at any time during the past three 
years you would have seen, as can be seen now, plenty of gold, and the 
banks can hardly put it out, because people, under the magnificent 
financial system enacted by the Republican party, know that for every 
practical purpose of trade and financial transaction a paper dollar serves 
them as well as either gold or silver and is vastly more convenient to 
handle. In the light of this indisputable fact of the pree of an 
abundance of gold on the counters of the bankers of the West, what 
becomes of the great hue and cry of the President that silver was fast 
driving out gold; that the gold was fast 1 hoarded, and would soon 
disa from the sight of all but the miserly hoarders of it. 

What has become of the prediction of the President that financial 
and commercial disaster would follow unless the coinage of the silver 
dollar was suspended? Despite local disturbances and local failures 
to realize the measure of prosperity hoped for, tHe fact remains that in 
the grand West at least railroad and town building, entries upon and 
purchase of land have gone on at rapid rate, and while the farmers of 
the country have not realized as much for their farm products as they 
desired, nor as they ought, yet I deny that during these years follow- 
ing this alarm sounded by the President, they have been, as some here 
have essentially depicted, going pell-mell to the poor-house. 

But I shall recur to the*farmers later on in my remarks. 

Now, I maintain that this plentifulness of gold in the West, in every 
bank, large or small, engaged in a general business, could not have 
existed during all this time since the President sounded his excited 
alarm, and announced the ‘‘ parting of company of the two metals, 
the hoarding of gold and its disap ce from sight, were it not that 
our general condition of trade and finance has been fairly good. 

If the general condition of the country in regard to the existence of 

an ample gold fund in the hands of bankers may be properly estimated 
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by the condition of the National Treasury as to gold receipts during 
the past four'years, there would seem to be no fear of early disappear- 
ance of shining shekels.? 


On November 1, 1854, there were in gold in the National Treasury.. $134, 670,790 
On November 1, 1885 ., — 142. 838, 580 


On November 1, 1886 . 158,537,179 
On October 1, 1887. .. . . . . . . . 192, 957, 181 
Or a gain of nearly 860,000, 000. 


The last monthly statement of the Treasurer is not at hand, but the 
one of date of March 31, 1888, shows a net gold coin and bullion bal- 
ance in the Treasury of 8218, 818,253.63, while the net silver balance 
was only 843, 886, 782.09. I am aware that this is not a decisive crite- 
rion by which to judge the accuracy of the President’s predictions, 
and that to present such complete criterion might demand a full survey 
of the field of trade and finance, the condition of our exports and im- 
ports of the precious metals; but, inasmuch as I have only sought to 
prove there was no just occasion for the deep apprehension felt by the 
President in forecasting such near and direful consequences unless the 
coinage of silver should be immediately abated, the above reference is, 
in my judgment, quite sufficient. 

The Administration’s second attack was made upon the few mil- 
lion of ‘‘greenbacks” still in circulation and use among the people. 
Not only must silver go if the Administration can have its way, but 
the“ greenbacks ’’ must go quickly and not stand much on the order 
of their going. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, when I have listened to these many, very many, 
iterations and reiterations from Democrats of this House and elsewhere, 
as they sound the praises ascribed this Democratic administration—how 
it is the government of the poor man, the foe of monopoly, the guardian 
angel of the “meek and lowly ”’ as againsts the high and crafty, the rich 
and exacting—to all this nonsense that has flowed like an almost cease- 
less current of sickening self-adulation I have felt, in the face of the 
solemn facts, like turning away in shame and di 

In his reply to the House resolution of February 3, 1886, reported by 
Mr. BLAND, calling him to inform the House, among other things, — 

What amount of silver dollars was in the Treasury on the 4th day of March 
last that could bave been applied in the pa of the interest-bearing debt 
and other dnes of the Government, and what amount of such dollars is now held 
in the Treasury that could be so applied; also, what amount of silver certificates 
is held in the Treasury that could be reissued; also, what amount of interest- 
bearing debt is now subject to call, and will the same policy be ed in tho 
payment of silver thereon and on other public dues as lo the — 

Mr. Manning, then Secretary of the Treasury, after having referred 
to the number of silver dollars then in the Treasury, and answering 
the question as to what application could be made of those accumulat- 
ing in the Treasury, said: . 

As to what application could“ be made of them 

Note the irony — 
being questioned, I respectfully anawer, besides what is elsewhere said, that 
by careful management, so as neither to contract the currency nor to force a 
silver basis, these silver dollars might all, in time, be applied to withdraw and 
cancel the United States notes, which are other dues of the Government” now 
payable. But my poma to do so is left in doubt by the act of May 31,1878. I 
therefore sugges? its repeal, in order to provide a larger use for silver. * * 
No other part of the public debt is subject to call at the option of the United States 
before September 1, 1891, except the United States notes, to the payment of which 
in coin or its equivalent (besides the redemption which has been kept up since 
1878) the faith of the United States was solemnly pledged in the nct of March 
18, 1869, The amount of these notes now subject to call is 8846, 773.116. * * 
A reform of the currency, coupled with the payment of the two sums now alone 
payable at the option of the United States prior to September, 1891— 

Meaning the residue of the 3 per cent. bonds, loan of July 1, 1882, 
amounting to $174,092,100, and the ‘‘greenbacks’’— 
would constitute a financial achievement exceeding any other which has here- 
tofore been attempted within such a period of time. 

It is true no formal attempt was made thereafter to summarily dis- 
pose of—pay off and cancel the $346,000,000 of the paper currency 
then and now in circulation—the remnant of that vast volume of sim- 
ilar paper money issued by the Government during the memorable 
struggle of 1861 to 1865; it is also true that the Secretary who penned 
the above condemnation of the remaining paper-currency issue not 
wholly based on coin has, since then, passed to his final resting-place; 
but the official act clearly expressing the hostility of this administration 
to the ‘‘greenbacks”’ of the nation remains. The attack was most 
seriously made, and the disposition to go the full measure that Wall 
street might wish disclosed. 

The third attack, as I have seen fit to enumerate them in the be- 
ginning of my remarks, is that made by the President in his last annual 
message, and now being most vigorously and tenaciously supported by 
the free-trade members of this body upon the principle of economics so 
well defined by the word!“ protection.” And while I would deplore 
success on the part of the Democratic party to seriously endanger this 
principle as applied in the collection of our necessary revenue, yet I 
must say I have experienced a profound satisfaction in the fact that 
now and hereafter during the approaching Presidential campaign, and 
I trust subsequent thereto and during the period of the existence ot 
the present great competing parties, we are to know where the Demo- 
cratic party as a party stands on this question; for whatever the mere 
verbal statement of the next Democratic platform may be, the position 
of that party is now moreclearly defined hy Presidential and Democratic 
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onal utterance than ever before, and no skillful manipulation 
of words at St. Louis whereby, as in the last national platform of that 
party, the protectionists in the East and the free-traders in the West 
could, and did, with apparent equal sincerity, maintain that the party 
was committed to one or the other principle as was necessary to al- 
lure the elector, can, in the coming campaign, obscure the fact or de- 
ceive men of ordinary intelligence as to the real attitude of the Dem- 
ocratic party toward this important issue. The fearless and able 
defense of the protective principle made by such Democratic members 
as RANDALL, FORAN, MCADOO, and a few others—members of this 
House—can not break the force attaching to the President’s message 
and the great volume of Democratic utterancein the two Halls of Con- 
gress in support of it. 

I say, thea, welcome be the day, and all the days in political discus- 
sion, when the country on this question of tariff shall be able unmistak- 
ably to locate cach of the great parties correctly, and know, as they must, 
that the one means unyielding opposition to protection and the advo- 
cacy of free trade, the other the same intense and uncompromising al- 
legiance to that principle which has, in every platform since the organ- 
ization of the Republican party, marked its history and will continue 
to be one of its cardinal doctrines to the end of its da 

Of the so-called Mills bill let me here say that while I entertain strong 
feeling that Congress should revise the existing tariff so as to bring 
about such an administration of our revenue system, both of customs 
duties and internal revenue, as will promise relief from so large a sur- 
plus in the future, I can not and will not support this bill unless ma- 
terially amended; and while doubting that, in the condition of the leg- 
islative mind as it exists in the House at this time, it will be possible 
to secure such amendments as will make it acceptable, it appears to me 
to be my duty to favor its consideration through the various parlia- 
mentary stages of discussion, both general and under the five-minute 
rule, in the hope that eventually it may come forth bearing far less re- 
semblance to its former self and presenting a face and form in no feat- 
ure of which may be traceable the strong lines of free-trade venom 
which now so seriously disfigure it. Therefore, if at the conclusion of 
general debate the opponents of the measure shall attempt to have the 
enacting clause of the bill stricken out, as was done in the Forty-eighth 
Congress in relation to another billrelating to this subject, I shall deem 
it my duty to vote with those who favor further consideration, at the 
same time declaring that, unless amended in nearly all the particulars 
hereafter named, it shall receive, on the attempt to pass it, my em- 
phatic negative. 

The great demand of the hour is such legislation, not alone of revision 
of the tariff and internal-revenue laws, but of wise and judicious ap- 
propriations as will reduce the large excess now existing and prevent 
fature unnecessary accumulations in the public Treasury. 

I agree that the existence of an ample public purse should lead to no 
unjustifiable and unnecessary diture of the public money, but 


of the late war, their widows and orphans, more nearly met the ap- 
proval of the loyal people of this country than the act of the President 
that prevented the action of Congress becoming effectual. 

A bill in the same Congress granting a qualified service pension to 
every soldier, sailor, or marine who, being sixty-two years of age, served 
in the war with Mexico fourteen days, or was, during their enlistment, 
en route to the seat war, passed the same and was a well under- 
stood companion piece of legislation with the vetoed dependent-pension 
bill above referred to. This measure gave not less than 65 per cent. of 
the amount appropriated to Southern men, regardless of the fact whether 
they were rebels during the late war or not, always excepting the chief 
traitor. 

‘This bill was readily sanctioned by the President; the other, providing 
3 benefits for the Union soldier, was apparently as readily de- 
nied Executive sanction. Not onlyso, but a strong effort is now being 
made to enlarge the scope of the Mexican pension bill, and no doubt it 
will be done soonafter thenextelection. Now, in view of all this, what 
is the manifest duty of Congress? Let the bill now pending on the 
report of the House Committee on Invalid Pensions on Senate bill No. 
181, entitled An act granting pensions to ex-soldiers and sailors who 
are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and providing 
for pensions to dependent relatives of deceased soldiers and sailors,’’ 
be soon taken up and passed that the many and deserving people com- 
ing within its terms may know that the Congress of the United States 
holds in further remembrance the invaluable services of dependent ex- 
Union soldiers as well as those more unfortunate than they. Finally, 
but most emphatically, on this subject let the limitation upon the ar- 
rears of ion for disability be removed; its continuance is a dis- 
grace to the Republic. I note with pleasure the report filed to-day on 
that subject, though I have not yet examinedit. Next to these classes 
may be enumerated suitable improvement of the navigation of all im- 
portant and navigable rivers and harbors, and the construction of suit- 
able, substantial, and enduring public buildings in our larger cities, 
where the public interests are great by reason of large postal service, 
o 3 thereto the courts of the United States are permanently 

oca 

Other manifestly worthy objects of public care and the public reve- 
nue might be enumerated, but these may suffice to indicate my views 
generally on the subject of appropriations. But all these being pro- 
vided for from time to time, as can be done—and certainly it can 
not all be done in one year, nor two even, but will require many— 
there will yet remain at the present rate of national income, as I am 
led to believe, a considerable sum of money more than will be disbursed 
in the usual appropriations, and indeed, millions more than will be re- 
quired. How shall this unnecessary amount be prevented from further 
lodgment in the vaults now so weary, if we may believe our Demo- 
cratic free-traders, of their contents? We will see. 

I count it one of the marked features of our present tariff law that 


expen 
with this fact in mind I am free to say that there are some objects of not only the manufacturers and producers in other lines, but that our 


national concern requiring outlays of money which may well receive 
the attention of Congress at this time. 

First among these objects as they appear to my mind isa just enlarge- 
ment and readjustment of our pension laws with a view to the admin- 
istration of a larger measure of justice to the men who, by reason of 
service in the Army during the late war, are now maimed or diseased 
to an extent unfitting them partially or totally to earn a livelihood for 
themselves and those legally dependent upon them. And by this is 
meant not only a more liberal allowance to those who_have and can 
establish their claims underexisting laws and rules of the Department, 
but also ex-soldiers who, while, strictly speaking, unable to connect 
their present disabilities with army service, can show conclusively that 
their t ailments are not due to their own immoral and vicious 
habits, but to other causes for which they may not be responsible, and 
hence placing them where they may well receive reasonable aid from 
the Government. 

To this class, irrespective of any disability of a pensionable degree, 
I would add every one of our living soldiers, who, being in the service 
and line of duty, was captured and incarcerated more than thirty days 
in any of the Southern prisons. These men, while in a position in 
which capture was a well-understood incident of war, and as to which 
they knew on enlistment they would stand in danger, nevertheless I 
contend they can not reasonably be held to the understanding that the 
imprisonment to which they might, on capture, be subjected, would 
not be in accordance with civilized warfare, and that they would be 
starved to death in dens and pens of disgusting, sickening filth, nor 
that their terms of confinement might, for any reason of public policy, 
if such was ever the case, be unduly lengthened because of any failure, 
avoidable or unavoidable, to effect their timely exchange, and thereby, 
and by reason of the inhuman hardships to which they were by their 
captors subjected, the chances of their final deliverance so much cur- 
tailed as to amount to a mostserious lessening of the possibilities of life, 

‘To this class, then, I would immediately grant reasonable pensions, 
to be in addition to any pension they may now draw by reason of any 
specific ailment or wound. 

From my standpoint I venture to say that the sense of justice which 
in the Forty-ninth Congress led a Democratic House and Republican 
Senate to pass a dependent-pension bill in aid of the dependent soldiers 


farmers are not forgotten. Here is the list of articles in which the 
farmer deals and the rate of duty according to existing law: 

Animals, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Beef and pork, 1 cent per und. Hams 
and bacon, 2 cents per pound. Meat, extract of, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Cheese 
á cents per pound. Butter, and substitutes therefor, 4 cents per pound. Lard, 
2 cents per pound. Wheat, 20 cents per bushel. Rye and barley, 10 cents per 
bushel. Barley, pearled, patent, or hulled, one-half cent per pound. Barley 
malt, per bushel of 34 pounds, 20 cents. Indian corn or maize, 10 cents per 
bushel. Oats, 10 cents per bushel. Corn meal, 10 cents per bushel of 48 pounds, 

|, On centper pound. R; , one-half cent per pound. Wheat 
flour, 20 per cent. ad valorem. Rice, cleaned, 2} cents per pound; uncleaned, 
Iz cents per pound. Paddy, It cents per pound. Rice flour and rice meal, 20 
per cent. ad valorem. Hay, $2 per ton. Honey,20 cents per gallon. Hops, 8 
cents per pound. Milk, 1 or condensed, 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
Pickles and sauces of all kinds, not otherwise specially enumerated or provided 
for in this act, 35 per cent. ad valorem. Potatoes, 15 cents per bushel of 60 
pounds. Vegetables, in their natural state, or in salt or brine, not otherwise 
poet for, l0 per cent. ad valorem. Vegetables, pre: or preserved, of all 
nds not otherwise provided for, 30 per cent. ad valorem. Currants, I cent 
per pound, Fruits preserved in their own juice and fruit juices, 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. Flax straw, S per ton. Flax, not hackled or dressed, $20 per ton. 
Flax hackled, known as “dressed line,“ $0 per ton. Tow of flax or hemp, $10 
per ton. 


What has become of this farmers’ list of duties in the Mills bill? 
Gone where the woodbine twineth,“ every one of them, except the 
following: 

Rice. Rice flour. Paddy, or rice having outerhullon. Peanuts. 

There is nothing mean abont this; is there? Oh, no; every grain, 
all meats, vegetables, potatoes, hay, and, in short, everything the North- 
ern farmer raises, dropped quietly out of the present dutiable list, while 
the great rice and Jess important peanut crop is duly cared for. 

The great food supplies of one section utterly neglected, the great 
food product of the other section duly protected. Ah, what sublime 
equity. 

And then the potato yield of Northern fields forgotten, while the gay 
and festive peanut ‘‘ bobs up serenely,” kindly sandwiched between 
rice and raisins on one side and mustard and cotton manufactures on 
the other. The peanut is a lucky little fellow. [Laughter.] 


Take him up tenderly, 
Pinch him with care, 
Fashioned so slenderly, 
Young, and so fair! 
Peanut, 


[Langhter. ] 
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This Mills bill is truly odious, as has been said. It proposes to ac- 
complish a reduction of revenue by dropping out the whole range of 
Northern farm products, placing some other articles on the free-list, 
reducing the duty on many other articles of home production, at the 
same time making but a slight reduction in the rate of duty on sugar, 
none on rice, and carefully favoring the Southern cotton-raiser by let- 
ting in his iron and steel cotton-ties free, and by making reduction on 
nearly all manufactured products. Iam unmistakably opposed to any 
such sectional propositions. 

I am also opposed to placing flax and its straw on the free-list, or to 
reducing the duty on the oil. 

The prope in my part of the country have for many years raised a 
considerable surplus of flax, and in the general depression of prices, 
and at times of partial failure of crops, they have found it of good reliance 
as to certainty of yield and price, and so much so as to have been most 
helpful in their years of hardship and trial in developing a new coun- 
try. Large oil mills have been erected in Iowa, Minnesota, and other 
States west, and at Sioux City, iu the district I have the honor to repre- 
sent, one of the largest and finest mills in the country hasrecently been 
constructed and is now operated, thus, to a marked extent, eliminat- 
ing a considerable per cent. of distance and charges from the list of 
fees usually taxed on shipment of flaxseed to distant points of manu- 
facture and consumption. During the past sixty days I have received 
and presented to the House more petitions, bearing more numerous 
signatures of people residing in Northwest Iowa, praying that the duty 
on linseed oil be not reduced, than on any other subject since the com- 
mencement of my Congressional service in 1883, unless it be a single 
petition from laboring men. The proposition to alter the duty on flax 
its oil and fiber has, if I can estimate the sentiments of a large number 
of my constituents, met their positive and hearty disapproval. 

Tam also opposed to placing wool on the free- list. It is a farm product 
and represents the little surplus yield of too many families in the land 
for me to favor its being placed on that list. In the Forty-eighth Con- 
gress 2 vote was cast against restoring this commodity to the rate 
provided by the law of 1867. That did not seem to me to be necessary, 
and my convictions are most positive now that the farmers and stock- 
men who are engaged in this industry should not be compelled to take 
a level with the sheep-raisers of Australia and the South American 
countries; and particularly so in view of the large increase in the im- 
portations of wools and wool manufactures during the fiscal year of 1887. 

On page 26 of the last report of the Secretary of the Treasury, among 


other artitles on the dutiable list as to which there was an increase ot 
importations as compared with the previous year, he gives the fol- 
lowing: 


8019, 796 
1, 978, 295 
e-, 3, 481, 399 
These values do not represent increased price so much as of quantity, 
and, therefore, of value more largely based on increased importation. 

Before passing from this subject, however, I would like to suggest to 
both the majority and minority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
whether such change can not be made in any bill that may become law, 
if any shall this Congress, in respect of the basis of duty on wool, as will 
give to the River Platte country an equal opportunity with other for- 
eign countries to enter its wool in American ports. My information 
is that, by reason of the character of the soil and climate, the Sonth 
American wool, while of average quality with that from Australia, 
takes on and retains a much larger quantity of filth, thereby increasing 
its weight out of proportion with the cleaner grades from other countries, 
and making it impossible of equally favorable entry with other wools 
of similar quality but carrying less of dirt. 

This unintentional discrimination now existing against the South 
American wool is, I am satisfied, operating to retard the extent of our 
commerce with that country, and this is my reason for calling attention 
to it. 

But my most serious objection to this bill, the asserted object of 
which is to reduce the annual revenue, is that it entirely overlooks the 
one article on the dutiable list in dealing with which in a statesman- 
like manner more money can be at once saved to the entire people of 
the country, and not the least harm be done those now or hereafter to 
be engaged in the production or handling of the commodity, than in 
dealing with any other article on that list. 

I refer to sugar. In the annual statements of receipts and expendi- 
tures of the Government, actual or estimated, made by the Secretary 
of the Treasury from year to year, the form adopted and long main- 
tained has become a familiar one. For instance, the estimated reve- 
nues of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, as stated on page 7 of the 
last report of the Secretary of the Treasury, are: 

From customs 
From internal revenue .. 


From sales of public land. 
And so on down the grade, 


Therefore it is that a glance at such statement at once rivets the 
eyes on the two immense sums resulting from customs and internal 
revenue, ‘True, the aggregate of estimates of receipts from other sources 


is considerable, but none of them seem to be of a character to invite 
special attack when searching for sources of revenue to be curtailed. 
If I am not in error no one in all this debate has made a specialty of 
singling out any one or more of these minor sources of revenue. The 
war has been waged on these two, the free-traders selecting the cus- 
toms duties as primarily the ones to afford the remedy sought, and 
the extremo and most radical protectionists aiming their guns at the 
internal revenue. 

For my part, I do not think the latter should be the first resort in 
seeking a remedy, but that the customs list, and first that article upon 
that list which presents the greatest inequality in res of the cost 
to the consumer as compared with the number of people and the area 
of country protected by the present duty. 

At this stage of my remarks I can not, in deference to my own con- 
victions and what I firmly believe to be the convictions of a large ma- 
jority of the people of Iowa, and also of the Republicans of that State, 
refrain from taking issue with my esteemed colleague [Mr. KERE], as 
well as with a distinguished Senator from Iowa now serving in the 
other legislative branch of the Government [Senator WILSON], and 
whose judgment and ability I hold in high regard, upon the propriety 
or abolishing the internal-revenue system, and particularly the tax on 

iquors. 

Those gentlemen and myself are in accord upon the great question 
of State prohibition as now represented by the statutes of Iowa, and 
when in the rapid course of political events it is apparent that it will 
be wise to extend that question to the broader domain of national legis- 
lation—as to which may God speed the day expect, if we are all liv- 
ing, to be in harmony with them then; but, sir, notwithstanding the 
fact that many excellent men and women in Iowa and elsewhere be- 
lieve that in taxing men who engage in the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors the Government thereby and in so doing becomes 
a sharer, a partner in the abominable traffic, I differ with them. Now, 
if in the consideration of this question it is to be viewed solely from a 
high moral point and in relation to ethics alone, I would take no issue 
with these gentlemen but at once coincide, but I am disposed to look 
at it in this light: Here is a National Government charged with the 
authority and responsibility under the Constitution of maintaining a 
system of revenue that shall in its operations occasion as little burden 
and hardship upon the people as possible. 

In the exercise of this power that Federal Government, which is 
purely official, deals with thirty-eight States, some of which are widely 
separated, having local conditions and sentiments on many questions 
as widely differentas their locations; each one possessing a sovereignty 
absolute and complete on the question of the administration of its police 
power, and therefore each alone ing the sole authority to de- 
cide what its policy shall be, whether to license or tax liquors and those 
who manufacture or sell them, or entirely prohibit such manufacture 
and sale. Bearingthisin mind, we must agree that tobacco and liquors 
have, during much of our history, been treated as proper articles of 
taxation, particularly when large sums of money had to be raised; and 
both these commodities being of a class not necessary as food or sus- 
tenance for the body, while large and increasing sums of money must 
be had for national support, I can not see, asa practical question ofstates- 
manship, why the tax should at this time bein the least removed from 
liquors and dealers, unless as to some grades used in the arts and sci- 
ences, nor why it should be to any considerable extent removed from 
tobacco, cigars, cheroots, etc. 

It is a well-known tact that but about five of the States in the Union 
have passed prohibitory statutes. As to such, if the present national 
law operates to interfere with the sovereignty of the State, or the en- 
forcement of her laws passed to suppress intemperance, I make bold to 
say that such changes in our Federal laws should be made as will not 
so interfere with those of any State. But this is one question, and the 
right and justice of taxation as applied to these things under our 
federal system is another. Let us be sensible and practical in this, 
holding ourselves ready to move to higher ground morally when good 
sense dictates it can be done and should be done as matter of states- 
manship. 

Another thought, briefly. The expenses of Government in a general 
sense must necessarily increase as development and expansion go on. 
Large and growing sums of money will annually be needed. All of 
these should not be raised from customs duties. Perhaps it might not 
be going too far tomake a change in the tobacco schedule, to reduce the 
rate on all kinds or clear chewing and plain smoking altogether; but cer- 
tainly other kinds should nor be touched, and the taxes on liquors and 
dealers should be maintained unless as to such kinds of intoxicants as 
may be used in the arts and sciences or be made from fruits; but on 
this I do not now declare. 

Turning now to sugar, let me say the amount of duty collected on 
sugar last year was in round numbers, $56,500,000, being an increase 
of the previous year of $6,000,000, 

Sugar, sugar-candy, and molassesshow an increase of exactly $6,237,- 
738 over the year before. Except iron, steel, and manufactures, it ex- 
ceeds the increase of nearly all other articles combined, and the increase 
over iron, steel, and their manufactures is nearly $200,000. so that it 
not only in and of itself presents the most striking inequality in point 
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of relation of annual amount of duty to home product, persons, and 
ares protected, but itis the one as to which the annual income is most 
rapidly increasing. 

This being the case, what should be done? I answer unhestatingly, 
put sugar on the free-list and give a bounty equal to present rate of 
duty to all persons who shall produce in this country from canes or 
beets 500 pounds of good marketable sugar. 

The question may be asked, do you fayor a general system of bounty 
giving? I answer, no; but that whenever, as in this case, our home 
industries can be protected and new ones established and developed by 
giving a bounty I am in favor of givingit. Why, sir, as has already 
been shown in this debate, we can actually save $50,000,000 each year 
and not in least jeopardize a single sugar plant in the land. If the 
sugar industry of the South had exhibited during all these years the 
power of growth, of expansion, promising extensive enlargement, as has 
and does manufacturing, and in that condition needed protection, I 
would probably regard the case on all fours with that interest. The 
cases are wholly dissimilar. There is one fact in connection with sugar 
manufacturing in this country well understood by members of this 
body, but not, in so far as I am aware, sufficiently emphasized in this 
debate. 

As a nation we are, in my opinion, on the eve of a tand success- 
ful era of sugar manufacture from sorghum cane, if not from sugar- 
beets. 

It has not been very many years since manufacturing sugar profita- 
bly from beets was regarded impracticable, but now the entire success 
of that method is attested by the more than 600,000 tons produce in 
Germany, over 460,000 tons in Austria, 400,000 tons in France, over 
300,000 tons in Russia, and over 125,000 tons in Holland; so that to-day 
one-half of the sugar product of the world is made from beets. 

During the past five years, and particularly during 1887, under the 
supervision of the Department of Agriculture, such experiments have 
been made as fully justify the conclusion that sugar-making from 
sorghum cane as a profitable business is assured, and that a good article 
of sugar can be manufactured from cane grown in Kansas (and if in 
Kansas, then in Iowa, Missouri, Nebraska, and other States) as profita- 
bly as from another quality of cane in Louisiana, 

As gentlemen present know, there has recently been issued by the 
Commissioner of Agriculture a pamphlet containing in detail reports 
from the several chemists who during 1887 conducted experiments at 
2 at Fort Scott, Kans., Rio Grande, N. J., and Lawrence, 


a. 

This pamphlet contains also such au interesting historical sketch ” 
of the sorghum plant and the various attempts to demonstrate its adapt - 
ability to successful sugar production that I deem it of interest to pre- 
sent it, to be printed as a part of my remarks. It was prepared by 
Professor E. B. Cowgill, appointed by the secretary of the State board 
of agriculture of the State of Kansas to inspect and report upon sugar 
manufactured under an act of the Legislature of Kansas of date March 
5, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to encourage the manufacture of sugar,’’ 
and appropriating $15,000 to cover a bounty authorized by the act of 
2 cents per pound upon all sugar manufactured in that State from 
“beets, sorghum, or other sugar-yielding canes or plants grown in 
Kansas.” 

The historical sketch is as follows: 


The sorghum plant was introduced into the United States in 1853-54 by the 
Patent Office, which then embraced all there was of the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. Its juice was known to be sweet, and chemists were not 
long in discovering that it contained a considerable percentage of some substance 
giving the reactions of cane-sugar. The opinion that the reactions were due to 
cane-sugar received repeated confirmation in the formation of true cane-sugar 

stals in siraps made from sorghum. Yet the small amounts that were crys- 
ized, compared with the amounts present in the juices as shown by the an- 
alyses, led many to believe that the reactions were largely due to some other 
substance than cane-sugar. 
EARLY INVESTIGATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


During the years 1878 to 1882, inelusive, while Dr. Peter Collier was chief 
chemist of the Department of Agriculture, much attention was given to the 
study of sorghum juices from canes cultivated in the aie of the Depart- 
mentat Washington. Dr. Collier became an enthusiastic believer in the future 
greatness of sorghum as a sugar-producing plant, and the extensive series of 
analyses published by him attracted much attention from sugar-makers in the 
South and students of the chemistry of sugar throughout the country. 


SUGAR FACTORIES ERECTED IN KANSAS. 


Stimulated by the analytical results published by Dr, Collier, interested par- 
ties erected large sugar factories and pee them with costly appliances, 
Hon. John Bennyworth erected one of these at Larned, in this State. S. A. 
Liebold & Co, subsequently erected one at Great Bend. Both of these factories 
made some sugar, both lost money, and both quit the business. 

Sterling and Hutchinson followed with factories which made considerable 
amounts of merchantable sugar at no profit. 

‘The factory at cating was erected by R. M. Sandys & Co., of New Orleans, 
who sought, by combining Mr. Sandys’s thorough knowledge of sugar with the 
best practical skill of the South, to establish the sorghum-sugar industry on a 
proper basis. For two seasons this combination worked faithfully, and while 
the 8 ede paid the expenses of the factory, not acrystal of sugar was 
made. factory then in 1883 changed hands and passed under the superin- 
tendency of Professor M. A. Scovell, then of 3 III., who, with Proſessor 
Webb, had worked out in the laboratories of the Illinois Industrial University 
a practical method for obtaining sugar from sorghum in quantities which at 
prices then prevalent would pay a profit on the business. But prices declined, 
and after making sugar for two years in succession the Sterling factory suc- 


cumbed. 
The Hutchinson factory at first made no r, but subsequently passed under 


the management of Professor M, Swenson, who su y made sugar in 
the laboratory of the University of Wisconsin. Large amounts of sugar were 
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made at a loss, and the Hutchinson factory closed its doors. In 1881 Hon. W. L. 
Parkinson fitted Sp a spe sygar factory at Ottawa and fortwo years made 
sugar at a loss. r. Par n was assisted during the first year by Dr. Wilcox, 
and during the second year by Professor Swenson, 

INFORMATION GAINED. 


Much valuable information was developed by the experience in these several 
factories, but the most important of all was the fact that with the best crushers 
the average extraction did not exceed half of the sugar contained in the cane, 
It was known to scientists and well-informed sugar-makers inthis country that 
the process of diffusion was theoretically officient for the extraction of sugar 
from plant cells, and that it had been successfully applicd by the beet-sugar 
makers of Europe for this purpose. 

FURTHER WORK OF THE UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 

In 1883 Professor H. W. Wiley, chiefchemist of the Department of Agriculture, 
made an exhaustive series of poe experiments in the laboratories of the De- 
partment on the extraction of the sugars from sorghum by the diffusion proc- 
ess. His report sums up the results of his experiments as follows: 

“1. The extraction of at least 85 per cent. of the total sugars present was se- 
cured. In many of the experiments, as will be seen by consulting the table, 
scarcely a trace of sugar could be detected in the exhausted chips. 

“2. The production ofa quantity of melada represented by from 10,9 to 12,28 per 
cent. of the weight of the cane diffused, 

This was secured with a cauein which the total sugars did not exceed 11.68 
percent, The percentage of melada by this process will be found just about 
equal to the per cent. of total sugars in the cane. 

It ought to be greater with a more perfect extraction, but I am speaking 
only of results actually obtained. 

“This yield is just about double that obtained by the large factories at Rio 
Grande paign, and other places, 

“3, The production of a juice of great purity, which len ds itself casily to proc- 
esses of depuration. 

“I consider the experiments, however, to have their chief value in the fact 
that they will call the attention of cane-growers to the advantages which a ra- 
tional system of diffusion will have over pressure in the extraction of the sac- 
charine matter, 

“T hope to be able at the end of another season to report further progress in 
this interesting problem. 

“In the present condition of the sorghum-sugar industry, in which it has 
alike to be pretected from the overzeal of its friends and the opposition of its 
enemies, the process of diffusion offers the most 5 outlook for success. 
It therefore seems the duty of this division to make a more practical test of this 
process and on a larger scale,” 

To make the necessary further experiments with diffusion required the ex- 
pescas of large sums of money. As already shown, the private companies 

ad lost heavily, They were utterly, unable to complete the experiments so 
hopefully begun by the Department ot Agriculture. 


THE AID OF CONGRESS SOLICITED. 


At this crisis Hon. W. L. Parkinson and Mr. Alfred Taylor, of Ottawa, Kans., 
after consulting with others interested in the then languishing sorghum-sugar 
industry,went to Washington to call the attention of Congress to the impor- 
tant results promised for the diffusion process, and to show that without the aid 
of an appropriation all that had hitherto been accomplished would be practi- 
cally lost. The Kansas delegation in Co: became interested. Senator PLUMS 

e a thorough study of the entire subject, and, with the foresight of states- 
manship, gave his energies to the work of securing an appropriation of $50,000 
for the development of the sugar industry. This appropriation was made 
ing the last days of the session of 1884. The season was too far advanced to erect 
and use the d ion apparatus with sorghum-cane, and it was by the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture sent to Louisiana,and sorghum got no benefit from this 
first appropriation, 

ANOTHER APPROPRIATION, 

In 1855 Senator PLUMB, at the request of Judge Parkinson, Professor Swen- 
son, and others, again labored for an appropriation for experiments with dif- 
fusion. It was shown by Judge Parkinson and all others interested in the 
sorghum-sugar industry that this was the only hope for success. Fifty thou- 
sand dollars for this purpose was again added to the agricultural appropriation 
bill, on the amendment of Senator PLUMB. This was expended at Ottawa, 
Kans., and in Louisiana. The report of the work at Ottawa closes as follows: 

5 the process of diffussion 98 per cent. of the sugar in the cane was ex- 
tracted, and the yield was fully double that obtained in the ordinary way. 

2. The difficulties to be overcome in the application of diffusion are wholly 
mechanical. With the apparatus on hand the 8 0 ges are necessary 
in order to be able to work 120 tons per day: (a) The diffusion cells should be 
made twice as large as they are now; that is, of 130 cubic feet capacity. (b) The 
opening through which the chips are discharged should be made as nearly as 

ble of the same area as a horizontal cross-section of the cell. (c) The forced 

‘eed of the cutters requires a few minor changes in order to prevent choking. 

(d) The appartus for delivering the chips to the cells should be remodeled so as 
to dispense with the labor of one man. 

“3. The process of carbonatation for the postseason of the juice is the only 
method which will give a limpid juice with a minimum of waste and a maxi- 
mum of purity. * 

4. By a proper combination of diffusion and carbonatation the experiments 
have demonstrated that fully 95 per cent. of the sugar in the cane can be pi 
on the market either as dry sugar or molasses. 

“5, It is sey cae i important that the Department complete the experiments so 
successfully inaugurated by making the changes in the machinery mentioned 
above and by the erection of a complete carbonatation outfit. 


ert en “H, W. WILEY, Chemist.” 


But while so much had been accomplished by the joint efforts of the United 
States Department of Agriculture and the Ottawa company, the financial results 
were so disastrous to the company as to leave them utterly unable to further co- 
operate with the Government in the prosecution of the work. b 


THE FORT SCOTT COMPANY ORGANIZED., 


At this juncture Judge Parkinson saw that he must either submit to defeat or 
organize a new company to co-operate with the Department of Agriculture. 
should 9 be wise enough to make another appropriation. In this strai 
he went to Fort Scott and ee GET the Parkinson Sugar Company, which is 
now composed as follows: J. D. Hill, president; Eli Kearnes, vice-president; 
M. Swenson, secretary and chemist; W, Chenault, treasurer; W. L, Parkinson 
manageri C. F. Drake, A. W. Walburn, W. W. Pusey, J. W. Converse, and David 

ichards, 

Taking the work where all others had failed, this company has taken a 
full share of the nsibilities and losses, until it has at last seen the Northern 
sugar industry e a financial success. 

THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES MAKES AN APPROPRIATION. 

The report of 1885 showed such favorable results that in 1886 the House made 
an appropriation of $94,000, to be used in Louisiana, New Jersey, and Kansas.. 
A new battery and complete carbonatation a xatus was erected at Fort Scott. 
About $60,000 of the appropriation was expended here in experiments in diffu- 
sion and carbonatation. 
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In his report Dr. Wiley arrived at the following conclusions: 

In a general review of the work the most important point suggested is the 
absolute failure of the experiments to demonstrate the commercial practicability 
of manufacturing sorghum sugar. The causes of this failure have been pointed 
out in the preceding pages, and it will only be necessary here to recapitulate 
them. They were 

“1. Defective machinery for cutting the canes and for elevating and cleaning 
the chips, and for removing the exhausted chips. 

"g. e de on of the cane, due to much of it becoming overripe, but 
chiefly to the fact that much time would generally elapse after the canes were 
cut before they reached the diffusion battery. The heavy frost which came the 
Ist of October also injured the cane somewhat, but not until ten days or two 
weeks after it occurred. 

“3. The deteriorated cane caused a considerable inversion ofthe sucrose in the 
battery, an inversion which was increased by the delay in furnishing chips, thus 
causing the chips in the battery to remain e under pressure for a much 
longer time then was necessary. The mean time required for diffusing one cell 
was twenty-one minutes, three times as long as it should have been. 

“4. The process of carbonatation. as employed, secured a maximum yield of 
sugar, but failed to make a molasses which wasmarketable. This trouble arose 
from the small quantity of lime remaining in the filtered juices, causing a black- 
ening of the sirup on concentration, and the failure of the cleaning apparatus 
to properly prepare the chips for diffusion.” 

THE COMMISSIONER OF AGRICULTURE DISCOURAGED. 


After the expenditure of so much money, and the publication of so discour- 
aging a report as that of 1886, the Commissioner of Agriculture declined to ask 
for further appropriations.* But Senator PLUMB again came to the rescue, and, 
by a faithful presentation of the possibilities of the case, induced Congress to 
make an appropriation of $50,000, of which $24,000 was apportioned to Louisiana, 
$6,000 to Rio Grande, N. J., and $20,000 to Fort Scott, Kans. 

SUCCESS AT LAST. 


This year the Fort Scott management made careful selection of essential parts 
of the processes already used, omitted non-essential! and cumbrous processes, 
avoid thaniselves cf the experience of the past in this country, and secured 
afresh infusion of experience from the beet-sugar factories of Germany, and 
attained the success which finally places sorghum-sugar making among the 
profitable industries of the country. 


STATE ENCOURAGEMENT. 


is due to private enterprise, aided by Government and State appropriations, 
and directed by ‘scientific and practical skill. 
COMMISSIONERS OF AGRICULTURE LE DUC, LORING, AND COLMAN, 
It should be mentioned in this connection that United States Commissioner 


of Agriculture Le Duc extended 
su; 


at his command, and may justly feel proud 
ent of the present success under his administration of the De- 
ure. 


THE PRESENT STATE OF THE INDUSTRY. 

The experiments in making sugar from sorghum, which, as above shown, 
have been in pı for sev years at the expense of private capital and 
the United States Deparment of Agriculture, have this year reached so favor- 
able results as to place the man ure of sorghum sugar on the basis of a 

rofitable business, as will be seen by the report to his company of Hon, W. L. 

kinson, ma of the Fort Scott works. 
m due to, first, the almost complete extraction of the sugars 
from the cane by the diffusion process; second, the prompt and proper treat- 
ment of the juice in defecating and evaporating; third, the efficient manner in 
w. thesugar was boiled to grain in the strike pan. 


On page 31 of said report the process of sugar-making from the sor- 
ghum cane as now developed is as follows: 


First. The topped cane is delivered at the factory by the farmers who grow it. 

Second. The cane is cut by a machine into pieces shone it inches ay 

1 The leaves and sheaths are from thé cut cane by fanning- 
m 

Fourth. The cleaned cane is cut into fine bits called chips. 

Fifth. ‘The chips are p iron tanks, and the sugar diff. 
out with hot water. 

Sixth. The Aces obtained by diffusion has its acids nearly or quite neutralized 
with milk of lime, and is heated and skimmed, 

Seventh, The defecated or clarified juice is boiled to a semi-sirup in vacuum 


ns, 

P'Eighth. The semi-sirup is boiled to grain“ ina high vacuum in the strike- 
n, 

Ninth. The mixture of sugar and molasses from the strike-pan is passed 
through a mixing machine into centrifugal machines, which thruw out the mo- 
lasses and retain the sugar. 


After a very full presentation in detail of facts relating to this manu- 
facture, Professor Cowgill concluded his report, as follows: 


There seems to be no doubt but that there is here developed an industry of 
vast importance to our State and nation. For the year ending June 30, 1886, (here 
was consumed in the United States, foreign grown and manufactured, sugar 
amounting to 2,689,881,765 pounds, If two thousand new sugar factories were 
at once erected, and each should produce an annual product of one and a quarter 
salon pounds of sugar, they would not supply the place of the sugars now im- 


"—soaked 


The non-action of the Commissioner is misunderstood vy Mr. Cowgill. When 
the House Committee on Agriculture made the appropriation of the preceding 
it was agreed that no subsequent grant should be demanded. It was in 
ony with this agreement and not for the reasons stated, that the Commis- 
sioner not ask for a further appropriation. 
+ The distributton of the money to the various stations was left to the dis- 
cretion of the mer, and was not mentioned in the bill, 


The annual consumption of sugar per capita in the United States is about 56 

pounds. The population of Kansas may be taken as 1,500,000. These 3 

each year—56 by 1,500,000 equal $4,000,000 pounds of sugar. It will 

be safe to say that the annual average product of the factories will not ex- 

ceed 1,500,000 pounds; so that fifty-six factories will be required to supply the 

sugar consumed by the present population of Kansas, and for which they pay 
over $5,000,000 annually. 

Processes whereby su can be made ata profit from sorghum have been 
worked out. These are far from perfect, but present developments give prom- 
ise of others in the near future, and will enable us to produce our own sugar on 
our soll, with the labor of our people. Those who investin the new indus- 
try will be cautious about experimenting with unknown conditions. Kansas 
is, — nr likely to lead in the development and become the first Northern 
sugar e. 


In view of these enconraging facts, who will venture to contradict 
when I make the prediction that within twenty years America will 
produce all the sugar herpeople consume. Why, then, should we hes- 
itate to extend the reasonable aid of government to this new and won- 
derfal industry? My own State, following the example of has 
appropriated money to aid its development within her borders, and 
now, and in this presence, I declare myself ready to vote aid to the 
broader field—the entire country. 

After disposing of sugar in this statesman-like manner, then let 
other articles on the dutiable list be carefully scanned with the view 
to a wise revision, and not a hasty destructive cutting and slashing at 
this or that article, as it may seem one section of the country may be 
able to slap the other in the face without being too seriousty bruised 
in return. Let there be no boy’s play about this matter, but a most 
careful, business-like consideration in broad daylight under the shining 
anh noonday, me not = dark, impenetrable corners, within stone 

uildings carefully guarded against the other side; lest, perchance, 
the ‘‘tricks of the trade” be discovered. : y 

Mr. Chairman, no person can more than touch here and therein one 
hour’s disenssion of the tariff. Numerous points of interest suggest 
themselves to my mind which I would like exceedingly to discuss. 
Many must necessarily be passed by in silence. I have noticed, how- 
ever, that of the classes of people singled out in this discussion, the 
farmer, laboring man, and manufacturer are those receiving the most 
attention. The free-trader in profession is the devoted friend of the 
farmer, likewise of the laboring man. Oh, how he lovesthem! As 
the soul of Jonathan was knit to that of David, so, if you will let him 
tell it, is the soul of a free-trader knit to the farmer and laboring man; 
but these being thus knit together, according to the free-trader’s im- 
aginings, the manufacturer is the hated and destested Saul who is ever 
seeking to destroy them. I think I have shown how the Southern free- 
trader’s soul in this case is“ knit“ to that of the farmer. The“ knit 
ting” is, in so far as every product of the farm is concerned, to the neg- 
lect of the farmer and pinning him to the free-list. Not in an open, 
frank, manly way, but by quietly dropping him out of sight as to 
practical benefits, while holding him up before him to smile upon and 
deceive, as matter of fact. 

The manufacturer—that man or association of men engaged in law- 
ful, honorable, and successful business, for whom every town or city 
East and West, and particularly in the West, is earnestly striving to 
have locate within the corporate limits, knowing well how much such 
enterprises properly conducted conduce to local prosperity and mutual 
business helpfulness—what a wretch is he in the eyes of his bitter foe, 
the free-trader! 

Now, sir, there is one thing very patent to me in connection with the 
larger manufactories of whatsoever kind. Whatever the past, the time 
has come in the business history of this world when these extensive 
manufacturing interests can not be successfully carried on without put- 
ting together in the same enterprise large aggregations of capital. If it 
were possible to foresee events affecting any given industry, it can with 
truth be said that no man now so engaged could have been induced to 
thus subject his capital to the united purpose of a business if he could 
at the outset have seen not only that his reasonable annual aceumula- 
tions might be uncertain, but that his capital would be exposed to cer- 
tain loss, and no man or set of men now in any given manufacturing 
business will stay in it longer than they can not avoid, if it is certain 
they are not to make any money. 

The success of all honorable, well-conducted business means the suc- 
cess of those immediately connected therewith as laborers and those 
engaged in other employments about them. Soit is we of the West 
are laboring and planning to induce other gentlemen having money to 
come among us and bnild and operate enterprises that not only tend 
toward but doin fact enlarge the whole community’s interests, and 
I am happy to say we are meeting with increasing success in this line. 
And let me say further that at the next census Iowa will surprise 
many of the incredulous in the growth of her manufacturing enter- 
prises. The cities of that State, large and small, have been putting 
forth persistent efforts to secure capital from elsewhere than their im- 
mediate neighborhood to join with theirs in starting some new enter- 
prise that should employ labor, and send forth blessings and good cheer 
not only, but add to the permanent property interests of those invest- 
ing and the community. And I beg leave to cite one of the most 
striking illustrations of the success of this activity of our people. 

In 1880 Sioux City had a population of 7,300. To-day she has over 
30,000, and has witnessed a most marvelous growth and prosperity. 
How has this come? Not by accident. Not by waiting for the slow 
but sure development of the surrounding country alone. Mainly by 
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reason of the determination of her people to make Sioux City a finan- 
cial, commercial, manufacturing railroad center, and with tireless en- 
ergy and liberal donations of money and grounds hercitizens have secured 
a large foundry, plow factory, vinegar works, bottling works, flouring 
mills, immense flax mills, and numerous other important industries, 
and finally, to cap all, in addition to an old and extensive pork factory, 
long in operation, during 1887 her citizens secured the location of four 


column of proren in such matters, and this may be rerdily seen in a reca- 
pitulation of the per cents. of growth in the United States and Indiana: 


Eztabliahments e —— 108 


immense pork and beef establishments, two of which are now in opera- | Capital invested.. $ 423 — 
tion, having already constructed’ large plants, one by Silverhorn, the People employed z 200 392 
other by Fowler Brothers, costing hundreds of thousands of dollars, | Wages paid . 300 600 
thus making Sioux City the largest meat center west of Chicago; and it Nalus of . = 4 


any of you gentlemen who hear me are skeptical on this subject just 
make a trip to this rapidly-growing, only corn palace city of the world, 
and you will thereafter affirm the truthlulness of my statements. 

With only two lines of railroad in 1870, she now has, with branches, 
ten, and others building. I tell you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
no gloomy picture of poverty-stricken farm life will fit that part of the 
country. Since 1879, the year of the last grasshopper appearance, 
thousands of farms have opened in Northwest Iowa on lands costing 
from $4 to $10 per acre, which, with reasonable improvements added, 
are now well worth $20 to $50 per acre, and, sir, I am proud of this 
opportunity to utter words of merited praise of that interesting pros- 
perous section of the country. 

Mr. Chairman, I have noticed the free-trade taunt that our manu- 
factories are nlong the seaboard and away off from the farmers of the 
West, and therefore they might as well be across the ocean. Out 
upon such miserable nonsense as this! 

While, as all know, the great institutions of trade, and especially to 
manufactures of cottons, woolens, etc., were early planted near the At- 
lantic, and that there the great bulk’ of them by the very reasonable 
law of the case will remain, yet he who will not cast his eye over the 
States of the West and see their growth in manufacture is blind be- 
yond cure. You of the other side say we of the West can not have 
successful manufacture, and I say you do not know or else sadly per- 
vert the facts. The whole great West is rapidly increasing in manu- 
facture. 

To illustrate this fact I have chosen Indiana, the smallest of West- 
ern States in area, having only 36,350 square miles gross area, and not 
the largest in point of manufacturing interests, Illinois being among 
the most important of the whole country. 

In 1850 the mechanical and manufacturing establishments numbered 
4,392; capital invested in them, $7,750,402; hands employed, 14, PAN; 
amount paid in wages, $3,728,844; value of materials, $10, 369,7 
value of products, $18,725, 423. 

And in 1880 the following magnificent increase was shown to exist: 
Number of establishments, 11,198; capital, $65,742,962; hands em- 

loyed, 69,504; amount paid in wages, $21,960,888; value of materials, 
100,262,917; value of product, $148,006,411. 

Referring to the first biennial report (seventh volume) of the depart- 
ment of statistics for 1885 and 1886, on pages 24 and 25, after stating 
a table of statistics from which the above are taken, the author, William 
A. Peelle, jr., proceeds to say: 

By consulting the foregoing table it will be seen that during the thirty years 
the number of establishments has increased 175 per 5 capital, 828 per cent.; 


Such results as are shown by the foregoing figures are in the highest degree 
creditable to Indiana, They demonstrate that the people of the State are in 
active sympathy with the spirit of advancement and improvement abroad in 
the world, and that the State has taken a position in labor affairs which calls 
fora department as an adjunct to this bureau that shall be devoted entirely to 
the collection, compilation, and arrangement of labor statistics. 

Among the establishments making up the grand total of 11,885 in 1886, were 
73 agricultural; capital in grounds, Buildin os and machinery, $1,816,950; . — 
age number employés, 1,719; total ann $1,112,724; total value of 
manufactured product, 5, 147,135. Boots 88 shoes, 1.270 establishments; cap- 
ital in building, ete., $656,987: average number employés, total vages, 

$723,355; value manufact ufactured goods per annum, $1,800,830. man 
tories and shops, 238; capital in buildings, ete., $821,455; a verage number em- 
pori. 1,613; value manufactured product, $2,121,760; total annual wages 

Drain tile establishments, 545; capital in buildings, ete., Sl, 158760 607; av- 
erage pr omer , 2,166; value annual product, $1,751,045; total annual 
wages 

Furniture and cabinet sho 236; capital in building, etc., $2,919,010; average 
number employés, 5,729; value annua product, $6,913,268 ; total paid for wages, 

865. Planing and saw mills combined, and saw-mills separate, 1,378; 
capital in building, etc., $4,668,305; average number Peas Aaa 9.194; value an- 
nual product, $14,333, 319; total annual wages paid, $2, * 

Wagon manufactories, 289; capital in buildings, ete., 81. 223,533; average num- 

= employés, 2,236; value annual product, $3,654,336; total paid for wages,3869,- 


And lastly, of those I will take time to mention—but not by any 
means least—is woolen mills: Number, 52; capital in buildings, etc., 
$1,167,802; average number employés, 2,038 ; annual value of prod- 
uct, $3,052,730 ; total wages paid, $869,359. 

And, sir, J venture to say that when the census of 1890 is taken it 
will show a continuance of this same prosperity not only in the small 
State of Indiana, but extending over the entire West. 

There are now fifty-two woolen mills in the State, producing over 
$3,000,000 of goods annually and paying over $600,000 in wages for the 
same period. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Byxum], in his effort to show the 
failure of protection, cited the decrease of woolen mills in the six New 
England States from 1870 to 1880, the decrease being one hundred and 
seventeen in number, but he had not one word in his whole speech about 
the growth of the West, not a word of Indiana’s splendid development, 
not a word of Indiana’s gratifying exhibit of manufacturing enterprise. 

Bynum! Bynum! statesman from the West, tall of form and 
handsome of face, why, in your mad zeal to defend the fallacious theory 
of free trade, should you thus turn from and ignore the glorious facts 
of which your own Western section is the abundant possessor ? 

I say the West is coming to the front on this subject—not as rapidly 
as we from that part of the land would like, but surely coming, and 
the next census will reveal the truth of this statement. 


hands employed, 392 per cent.; total wages paid, 600 per cent.; value of mate- : ihe, 3 5 
rial, 900 Slipway id gh products,722 per cent, Since 1890 the increase has | Why, sir, Ilinois has among her many and important man 
been steady and ing, and the sum totals, if they could be accurately ob- | establishments five cotton manufactories. Four years ago a large an 


tained, wens give to Indiana a proud monies in the manufacturing indus- 
tries of the country. It should be understood that the 11,198 estab ents 
enumerated in the foregoing table do not include the mini ons of the 
State, nor those enga in railroad work, other than car b g and repairs. 
It would be difficult to exaggerate the importance of the panre — which di- 
rectly relate to labor, and by which are meant those enterprises whieh employ 
working people at stipulated wages by the day, week, or month. Even in In- 
diana the question forms an interesting stady, and when considered for the en- 
tire United States its importance is increased an hundred fold. 

The following figures, taken from the reports already referred to, will give 
the reader an idea of 8 gigantic strides by which this interest has advanced 
in the United States in the past thirty years: 


valuable one was constructed, and has since been operated, in Aurora, 
the home of the gentleman from that district, Mr. HOPKINS. I donot 
presume it has made much above expenses, but the last I knew of it 
it was operating and employing a considerable number of hands. 

An authoritative report from these mills at Aurora, III., makes the 
following showing: 

Date of oo ,Epun eee — 1884 
. $825, 000. 00 
~ $75,000.00 
$ — 7 
#850, 000. 00 

Other millsof this kind will follow. At this t time, in the city of Des 
Moines, ground is being broken for a large cotton-mill. The splendid 
condition of Iowa was well portrayed by my colleague [Governor GEAR] 
last week in his speech on this bill. None know better than he how 
grandly Towa has developed. Ours is an agricultural people, and yet 
so much do we appreciate the value of a diversity of employments that 
most active efforts are being put forth toinduce capital to come among 
us and build up enterprises that shall afford and promote labor. And 
while we are comparatively young in years, and particularly in man- 
ufacturing, we are not ashamed of our progress. 

Last week Governor GEAR flung out before your gaze a pair of excel- 
lent Iowa-made woolen blankets, the product of a mill that is operat- 
2 | ing at some profit, I trust, away out in the West—in Iowa. And when 
the next discussion comes on upon this subject in 1890, in the Fifty- 
first Congress, he will no doubt ask you to examine a fine bolt of cotton 
manufactured at the capital of our State, 

‘The exhibit we now make is by no means insignificant. Mechani- 
cal and manufacturing establishments, 6,921; capital invested, $33,- 
987,886; whole number employés, men, women, and youth, 28,354; 


Amount of 


Years. wages paid. 


It will be observed from the 8 that during the thirty years 
named the increase has been as follows: establishments, 108 per cent.; in cap- 
ital, 423 cent.; in 8 5 985 200 per cent.; in wages, 300 per cent.; in value 
of mate: 500 pereos cent.; in af el gp oben percent. It will be gratifyi ng to know 
that Indiana in PPP 
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total amount paid in wages per year, $9,725,962; value of material used, 
$48,754,311. 

Value annual products, $71,045,926; of capital invested in woolen 
establishments, there is $553,500; hands employed, 7,112; total an- 
nual wages paid, $117,782. And before leaving Iowa permit me to say 
that her condition, in point of manutacturing interests, is one of infi ny. 

Unequal and iniquitous discriminations in freight charges more than 
anything else haye retarded manufacturing in the West. With the 
amendments to the interstate- commerce law that are certain of reali- 
zation, and the continued improvement in the matter of equitable ad- 
ministration of the railroad business of the country, let me tell all of 
you gentlemen that the West with its magnificent water-powers, its 
gold, silver, coal, iron, and other minerals, is going to have a future, 
grand and glorious. And the West is willing, yea anxious, to co-op- 
erate with the East and the South in every good word and work caleu- 
lated to advance the welfare and prosperity of our entire land. All 
she asks is an eyen, fair chance with other sections of the land in the 
matter of cheapness and equity of transportation, not only for her prod- 
ucts East, but for yours of the East and South in return; that the prod- 
ucts of other sections of the land which she must have may come to 
her borders bearing every legitimate and proper charge for every dollar 
of honest use of capital, compensation to laborers who handle them, 
and reasonable, necessary cost of transportation, but in no case and to 
no extent burdened with the inequity of a forced cost, the result of 
trusts and combines. 

That which the West now most views with alarm is the disposition 
of moneyed men to conspire together to create unnatural and unjusti- 

fable charges in retail establishments for articles they consume, while 
those from the farm must from the very nature of things always go to 
the markets free from any but the most reasonable and usual conditions 
and ch: Only when these products fall into the hands of capital- 
ists can they be in the least manipulated, as oil, sugar, and numerons 
other necessary articles of consumption are now wickedly controlled by 
unconscionable financial pirates whose greed for gain is limited only by 
their inability to include the known world in their schemes of robbery. 

If the West can be saved from the piracy of ‘‘trusts’’ and com- 
bines, and have those natural conditions in other respects to which I 
have heretofore referred, she will maintain the reputation of the West- 
ern farmer and business man for thrift, energy, and business success. 

Neither are Iowa farmers free-traders, no matter what they may be 
in Minnesota. At the last annual meeting of the Iowa State Grange 
the farmers spoke out in most positive tones on this question. I read 
part of their resolutions: - 

Resolved, 1. That the time has arrived in the history of our State and nation 
when the farmers should unite for the protection of their rights and the promo- 
tion of their interests morally, socially, intellectually, and financially. 

2. We demand such a revision of the tariff laws as will protect the producer 
as well as the manufacturer. 


3. That that part of President Cleveland's message referring to the reduction 
of the tariff is a direct blow at the farmers of this country, and in favor of mo- 


Tat agreat reduction of the tariff on all raw material produced in this 
country would ly embarrass the agriculturists, while it would not accom- 
plish the object sought; namely, a reduction of the revenue. 

5. That a reduction of the tariff on articles produced in this country will not 
reduce the revenue, but increase the surplus, and, therefore, depreciate the 
value of our produce. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, some remarks on the question of labor and 
laboring men, and I am done. 

The Democratic party has no more of a monopoly of the fate and for- 
tune of the laboring man than it has reputation for saving the Union 
from dismemberment. I grant that it never has armed itself against 
the former as it did against the latter; and, further than this, I am pre- 
pared to say it desires the best good of all the toilers of the land; but 
conceding this does not in the least argue that the Republican party 
has not been deeply concerned about the welfare of thisclass. No man 
having regard for truth can say that this party has neglected those whose 
days and nights are too heavily weighted with burdens we would all 
see lightened. The faith of the Republican party has ever been, and 
is, that the wisest national policy is the one that will afford to our toil- 
ing masses the most varied fields of employment; that will strengthen 
all forms of existing industry and constantly build up new ones; that 
as the West settles and develops every new enterprise possible of suc- 
cessful operation shall be brought into being, and thus aid most ma- 
terially in fostering and sustaining her great distinguishing industry— 
the farm. 

The Democratic party charges that we Republicans protect every- 
thing but labor, thus flatly contradicting a settled economic principle 


that labor and capital are inseparably connected with the other. We 
aim by making it possible for capital to find profitable investment to 
assure labor of healthful occupation, knowing that no profit can come 
to capital any where unless it call labor to its side and engageitsassistance 

But have we not favored the protection of labor in other ways? IIas 
not the Republican party indicated its desire to farther protect labor 
by enacting legislation seeking to curtail Chinese immigration and 
join 8 g the Democrats in prohibiting so- called contract labor? Most cer- 
tainly. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, one more point upon this question of our 
duty to our laboring classes, and I will close. The conditions of the 
crowded Old World with its dense population ought ere this to have 
aroused the statesmanship of America to a solemn duty not yet per- 
formed, and I fear not yet fullyappreciated. It is maintained that when 
our population in all parts of this country shall be as numerous as theirs, 
we will be in their condition as to poverty and wretchedness of her de- 
pendent millions. I can not say it may not be so; at least, I fear it 
will come painfully near being so. Is there nothing, then, the Congress 
ol the United States may do to postpone that day to the farthest limit 
possible? In all this debate, in so far as I have been able to attend upon 
it, not a word is remembered calling attention to the unrestricted im- 
migration now and for years flowing in upon us from nearly every 
country on the other hemisphere. And what a spectacle it is. Why, 
sir, think of it. Over 471,000 upon an average each year received to 
these shores during the past eight years, and on they come and will 
come unceasingly, unless the Congress of the United States takes action 
to prevent. ` 

I am aware sir, that this is a delicate question, one likely to provoke 
discussion, and perhaps unfriendly criticism in our respective districts, 
but in reflecting on the condition of labor now and of its probable fu- 
ture in this country, I have been led to the decided conviction that it 
is the duty of this Government to give serious and timely attention to 
this matter. Can we, in the very nature of things, permit this tremend- 
ous influx of people and not expect the most serious consequences to 
the whole country ? 

I am not speaking now as one alarmed because of a spirit of anarchy 
here and there in the land, for it appears to me the majesty of the law 
of IIlinois has pretty effectually discouraged the violence of anarchy, 
if not the thing itself. Have we room for the born and unborn millions 
of Europe and Asia? No thoughtful person will say we have, but all 
will agree that some day a barrier must be raised. But when? Why 
not commence to deliberate earnestly about it now, and act? It is not 
yet too late. We still have room for all now within our borders, from 
whatsoever clime they have come, unless it be John Chinaman. He 
must go—i. e. if we have the power to make him—or he must, if away, 
remain; but all the rest of earth may come. Oh, the bald inconsist- 
ency of such a position ! 

Mr. Chairman, in a sense we are all foreigners, and in another I pro- 
foundly trust we are all Americans. Itis our duty, as it should be 
our pleasure, to legislate for the benefit of our whole population, no 
matter whence they have come or whither they may go. 

I would ask no question of any now here—whence came youn—what 
your nationality or religion; but I would propound questions and in- 
sist on truthful answers of the untold millions yet to come, unless pro- 
hibited so doing. 

It is a most difficult problem, I know, in the face of our unbroken 
history; but certain it is the common good—the welfare and prosper- 
ity of those who are designated as foreigners, their children and chil- 
dren’s children—demands that the present rate of immigration should 
be at no distant day largely curtailed; and the statesman—be he Dem- 
ocrat or Republican—who shall successfully, and upon the fairest, 
most humane, and patriotic basis, propose and carry into effect legis- 
lation satisfactory to the American people, will have done his country 
a service of which his children may well be proud. 

In order to bring to the minds of the members of this House the sol- 
emn facts with which we have tordeal, I submit herewith tables found 
in the quarterly report of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, No. 2, 
1887-88, bearing on the numbers and nationalities of those who com- 
pose the immense number of people who are coming to us annually from 
other lands. 

Shall we drift along years to come in a sense of security from the 
dangers of an overcrowded, unemployed population, or shall we, in a 
spirit of „charity to all and malice toward none,” seek in this great 
question the ultimate good of every man, woman, and child in our great 
and beneficent Republic? 


Statement showing the number and nationality of immigrants arrived in the United States during each year ending Dec. 31, from 1873 to 1887— inclusive, 


% 
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Number and nationality of immigrants arrived in the United States, from 1873 to 1887, inclusive—Continued. 


Countries. 


Austrias „„ 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
19 
20 20 
2L zi 
2 23 
24 24 
— 25 
27 27 
28 28 
29 29 
320 20 
31 31 
Total all other Europe. 77, 999 101 (ai, 058 341, 156 285,850 221, 592 288, 847 328, 651 
Total Europe 208, 059 |144, 178 114,518 87 791 |111, 282 |184, 211 |442, 096 800 831 |603, 088 |498, 497 |407, 606 |327, 202 |385, 448 |508, 200, 
32 aa a e a Pemerinn amare mre ear | e 32 
83 7 4 1 33 
04 aval ves nasaver E A ITSF KAFEDA I 9 /// TTT 34 
35 16, 651 | 19, 033 | 16, 879 35 
86 15 15 22 36 
5 5 
)))) ITC! 4 Uren d Wier RicsUns aphid Meelis 20 
40 Asia, not specified ......--..... 40 
41 2 J 41 
42 9 42 
43 7 43 
44 4 44 
45 1 45 
46 10 46 
16 33 
47 23, 744 15, 76, 971 50 PEA S E -| 47 
48 toba 3 e 1 163 1,898] 1,143 521 43 
40 8 12, 425 6,435 | 5,103 |.--..... é .| 49 
50 2,096 | 2,400 2,150 1, 239 1 
5l 1, 648 Git ril BASRAN R -| 5L 
52 ET 6il | 427 2,300) 164]........ í .| 52 
53 Newfoundland and Labrador 274 7. 53 
Total British North Amer- i 
ican P: OPN 
Merle 4 . 178 442 882 532 i 478| 550 37 24. 
55 British Honduras j F 1 Tok 
56 Costs Nies ee eee eee eee. 
57 Guatemala „55FFFFF VRIR 
58 Central America, not specified.. 
Total Central America ..... 
50 Argentine Republic ........... 1 NN 9 
60 Brasil og 29 20 
6l Chili... 12 10 | 6L 
03: ECUidor <z>- sssoonsscseossoacss|sosasse. E S E R „ TTT. N T . A EEA AERE 
63 6 7 
WA PARE e PE 17 1 
65 United States of Colombia ..... 23 248 
66 Feneruelaa . 20 46 
67 South America, not specified . . 19 1 


Total South America....... 


— 
8 


2 


Trinidad 
82 West Indies, net specified. 5 
Total West Indies 
Total America 


4 The arrivals of immigrants from the Dominion of Canada and from Mexico, since July 1,1885, are excluded from all tables of immigration, it being imprage 
ticable to collect statistics of immigration across our frontiers by railway cars and other land vehicles, 
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New Zealand .. 
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Pacific islands, not specified 
Total islands of the Pacific... 


888 g 


Mr. COWLES, Mr. Chairman, I make no apology for taking a por- 
tion of the time set apart for the discussion of the bill now under con- 
sideration, in the subject-matter of which the people whom I have the 
honor to represent on this floor are so much interested. 

Sir, the question of taxation is one of the first importance in every 
system of government, and its adjustment upon a proper basis and in 
proper degree, suited to the exercise of freedom and to the material 

rosperity of the citizen, is one of the greatest responsibilities of legis- 

tion, Especially is this so in a free Republic like ours, where all 
sovereignty abides with the people, and the officials of the Government, 
from the highest to the lowest, are but the servants or agents, if you 
please, of the people, intrusted for a limited time with the conduct of 
public affairs. 

The unnecessary exercise of the taxing power robs the pocket of the 
citizen of more than is sufficient for the necessities of Government, and 
becomes an engine of oppression, which, in the hands of tyrants, is fre- 
quently the lever power for uprooting free institutions by gradual en- 
croachment upon the rights of the people; and is a baneful influence 
in the extravagance and corruption which it engenders, and the con- 
stant temptation to wrong growing out of an overflowing Treasury. 

The founders of government, and all those who come in the course 
of time to the enjoyment of its blessings, expect to be required to pay 

into the common fund their proportionate part of the taxes necessary 
for its economical and honest administration; but when we go beyond 
this, and persist for years and years in collecting for each year millions 
of money more than is necessary for the expenses of government, ex- 
travagant as they may be, we justly incur the indignation of an out- 
raged people, That there is too much money collected by our different 
systems of taxation no one can deny, though some would, I believe, if 
the record did not stare them in the face with such an indisputable 
array of facts and figures; therefore, what to lop off and where to reduce 
should be the only matters of inquiry in the mind of any patriot who 
sits here as a representative of the American people. Partisan feeling 
should not enter into this inquiry, and the legitimate questions growing 
out of this bill should be considered purely as a most serious and im- 
portant business proposition in which the welfare of the whole people 
whom we represent is involved. 

It does no good to call each other hard names, nor is it profitable to 
recite the events óf a quarter of a century and more ago, unless they 
bear upon the situation of our present duties and difficulties, and even 
then such references should be made in a manner not to arouse un- 
pleasant feeling. 

I know there are difficulties among those who sit on this side of the 
House as to the plan of reduction, the specific articles that should be 
included in it, and the limit to which it should extend as to each. I 
have no doubt but that, to some extent at least, the same differences 
exist on the opposite side of the House; therefore we should bear in 
mind that in the consideration of questions of this character, involving 
such diverse interests and matters of diverse opinion, conclusions are 
almost invariably reached through the medium of concession, 

I have listened, sir, with a great deal of interest and, I trust, profit 
to the discussion as far as it has gone. The agitation of this most im- 
portant question will certainly do good, and I think, sir, that I ‘‘can 
read between the lines“ that cre long much that is useless and oppress- 
ive will be abolished and the means for raising revenue will be settled 
upon a business basis; not for the purpose of favoring monopolies; not 
to protect and enrich the few at the expense of the many, and they the 

rer classes, but for the purpose solely of raising revenue suflicient 
or the necessary expenditures of the Government, and that, too, so as to 
distribute the burden in accordance with the ability to bear. It may 


5 now, but the people are aroused, and they will and should 

They demand, sir, that their money shall not be taken and locked up 
to be kept from the circulation that they so much need, or squandered 
in extravagant appropriations to pampered jobs, only to be again rapidly 
collected by the same system, to be again squandered. It is as im- 
possible under the present system of revenue to maintain the circula- 
tion to the requisite standard for the needs of commerce and trade as 
it is for an eel to sustain life by continually swallowing himself. 

- Sir, we have too much revenue and too many systems of revenue, 
Strike down that which is effete and has been permitted to remain be- 
yond the period of its allotted time, and give vital force and energy to 
that which since the organization of this Government has been estab- 
lished and maintained as the true source of Federal revenue. 

It is not my purpose, sir, to enter into a minute discussion of the 
etails of the present tariff laws or the p changes therein. The 
whole field has been gone over time and again in its discussion, and there 
are other gentlemen yet to speak to whom the whole country will look 
forinformation, who, it is expected, will deal principally with this part 
of our revenue system. But, sir, there is another branch of our reve- 
nue system to which I wish to pay my respects before I am done. To 
do this in order I wish to state that I understand it to be conceded on 
all sides that a revision of the tariff, not by increasing the free-list, but 
by reducing the tax on imported goods to the true revenue basis, which 
is to the point that foreign manufacturers will be able to pay and bring 
in their goods and commodities and exchange them for our goods and 
commodities, would very much increase the revenue now raised by the 
tariff; and I believe it is generally conceded that sufficient revenue can 
by this means be raised by the tariff alone for all the necessary expenses 
of Government. 

I know that the argument was made by members on both sides of 
this House, in discussing the question of a reduction of the surplus in 
the Treasury in the Forty-ninth Congress, that, by a reduction of the 
duty on foreign goods or importations, you thereby would increase the 
surplus. Ifso, and it stands to reason that it isso, why not make the 
reduction of the tariff to a business basis and repeal the odious inter- 
nal-revenue laws? 

Impost duty or customs, which is but another name for tariff, in 
order to amount to a protective tariff must be and is so high as greatly 
to retard or prohibit the introduction of foreign goods and commodities, 
thus ‘‘ protecting’’ those who produce these goods and commodities 
here from foreign competition, and thereby preventing a lowering of 
the price to the consumer. Now, however necessary to the fostering 
of our manufacturing interests this course may have been in the earlier 
days of our history, that time has long since passed, and the American 
manufacturers of to-day compete most successfully with the world in 
anything that it is profitable from natural causes to manufacture here, 
so that having the competition shut off from abroad by a very high pro- 
tective tariff, they combine together herein “‘trusts’’ and pools, which 
are nothing more than an agreement that they will not sell any given 
article or class of articles for less than a certain price in order to pre- 
vent competition among themselves, and thus, notwithstanding the in- 
crease of manufacturing interests, they keep up fictitious values at a 
high protective standard. 

And it is a fact in the current history of trade that when, as fre- 
quently occurs, there is an overproduction of manufactures here the 
excess of goods is conveyed to foreign countries and sold at greatly re- 
duced prices than they ore offered for here, thus showing that protec- 
tion for the sake of protecting has ceased to be necessary to the interests 
of our manufacturers, and that a tariff for revenue for the sake of reve- 
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nue, affording them the benefit of the revenue · tariff tax, would be suf- 
ficient. 
- Placing articles on the free-list does not always benefit the consumer 
here, and especially is this so when the articles are not produced in this 
country at all, for it sometimes is taken advantage of by the foreign 
countries producing the article to place on it a moderate export tax 
whereby the consumer, instead of paying a moderate tariff tax into our 
own Treasury, is paying a moderate export tax into the treasury of the 
foreign country. A healthy tariff tax, one that will admit of foreign 
trade and intercourse and thereby extend the markets of ourown prod- 
ucts to the world, and at the same time pay a revenue into the Treasury, 
is what we need. Iam, sir, in favor of a tariff for revenue only, and 
revenue only by the tariff. I am not now and never expect to bea 
free-trader. Abolish theinternal-revenue tax and system, and address 
ourselves to the tariff in a businesslike way, knowing that we have to 
raise revenue enough to answer the needs of the Government, and it 
can be easily done. 


Whilst we are arranging this, if there should be any deficiency, we 
certainly have surplus enough in the Treasury to temporarily answer 
that, and if it should be necessary to supplement the revenue received 
by the tariff, then, sir, the most just plan and the least vexatious is to 
place the additional burden where it will be easiest borne—upon in- 
comes. The burden of a protective tariff falls upon the consumers, who 
are for the most part poor people who earn their livelihood by labor, 
many of them toiling in the fields to make the very staple used in the 
factories, and the price of which is regulated by a foreign market. If 
our chief industries are still in their “infancy ” they have been dwarfed 
by protection. Give them the fresh, stirring air of American liberty 
to spread and try their strength in exercise with other industries ot 
like nature, and they will become more self-reliant, and the generous 
health that competition—which is truly said to be the life of trade 
will infuse into them will extend through all branches of our indus- 
tries, including the noblest and most essential of all, that of those who 
under burning suns ‘‘ make their bread by the sweat of their brows,” 
and upon whose labor government itself depends; without which neither 
church nor state can prosper, and the ‘‘infant industries, of which 
we hear so much talk, one and all, could not budge a spindle. What 
protection have the farming class but in the labor of their own strong 
arms ? 

Ah, sir, when we hear talk of labor here it is not the labor that fells 
the forests and converts waste lands into fertile fields and pastures. 
We hear nothing of the labor that turns the clods, but it is always the 
labor of the loom and the labor of the shops, labor on Government con- 
tracts, on the railroads, in the mines, and everywhere that is to be 
tenderly cared dnd legislated for, but not the labor that with sun- 
browned hands plows and digs the fields, making not only the staple 
and the bread and meats that clothes and feeds himself and family, but 
the staple and the bread and meat that clothes and feeds us all. 


There is no protection for that class of labor; yet upon its massive 
and good-natured shoulders rests the burden of the world. ‘Infant 
industries’? indeed! Ah, sir, there are other inſunts“ in this land 
that claim some ‘‘ protection;’? and these are the little rosy-cheeked 
chernbs with sunny hair and bright, sparkling eyes, that wear the lit- 
tle white and pink dresses and make glad the heart of the father as he 
returns from the fields. Let us lessen taxation and increase the cir- 
culation of money and its more equal distribution for their benefit. 
This—the scarcity of money—is an important question, as I believe, 
growing outof the present condition of the revenue laws; and they are 
responsible, in great measure, for the stringency of money matters for 
several years past and now. A rich and overflowing Treasury, sir, makes 
a poor people, whether the unnecessary taxes be levied and collected 
off of what are termed “luxuries ’’ or ‘necessities’? of life, for it takes 
mouey to pay taxes, and all money withdrawn from the people in this 
way leaves that much less for the payment of debts and the ordinary 
transaction of business, and this, sir, in my opinion, is the true cause 
of the hard times of which we hear, and justly hear, so much com- 
plaint. 

And another result concomitant with this and growing out of the pro- 
tective system of taxation, are the complaints of the wage-carners— 
the employ¢s of the combinations of capital, which under this system 
easily control the money and markets of the whole country. They ap- 
preciate the advantage of the protective system to the employer in the 
increased protits of the business, and clamor for a share of the profits 
inincrease of wages. Strikes and riots are the result, shaking the peace 
of communities and damming up the channels of commerce. The in- 
telligent Jaborer sees the inequality of a system that protects wealth 
and leaves poverty naked; and so long as this system of taxation is 
maintained for protection and colossal fortunes are realized to the pro- 
tected, with a rapidity that rivals the story of the wonderful power of 
Aladdin’s Jamp, ont of the interests thus protected, and by the labor 
of the toiling millions of poor laborers of both sexes, so long will this 
feeling of unrest and dissatisfaction continue, and strikes and riots 
multiply until hydra-headed anarchy, crouching in the weeds of cor- 
ruption and fostered by a system which tends to make the rich richer 


and the poor poorer, will at last threaten the very vitals of Government 
and the liberties of the people with its poisonous fangs. 

Sir, itis high time to call a halt. Go look at the money-bags hoarded 
up under this double-barreled system of revenue in the building that 
stands at the other end of the avenue! See the returns for a day: and 
that to-day: $575,236 from customs, $948,768 from internal revenue. 
Look at the statement of the amount for the last month: Customs, 
$17,202,374.59, and from internal revenue for same period, 89, 893, 
649.03, and of the amount on hand, and realize that this is drawn from 
the legitimate profits of labor, and ask yourself the question, if it is not 
wonderful that the people are so patient. Hard timesin this country? 
Why should this exist? A soil more fruitſul and diversified, a climate 
more beneficent, a people more industrious and naturally intelligent 
can not be found anywhere on the face ot the earth. There are nonat- 
ural causes for prolonged hard times, and they must exist from abnor- 
mal causes somewhere in the body-politic. Weare now feeling about 
the root of the evil; let us have the manhood to pluck it up, root and 
baoe and leave the surplus where it belongs—in the AR ai of the - 

ple. 

Pes New England need to be protected“ longer from Old England ? 
Why, put her on her mettle and make her throw off her swaddling 
clothes of ‘‘ over-grown infancy,” and she can beat England at her own 
game. The South and West might with more propriety call for a pro- 
tective tariff, if such measure were constitutional, against New Eng- 
land, but with our advantage in the South of having our factories in 
the midst of the cotton-fields, I think all the protection we need is 
that contemplated by the Constitution—a tariff for revenue. 

The amount of the tariff is paid by the importer, be he a foreigner 
or one of our own citizens. Now, there is scarcely any one so simple as 
to suppose that the importer buys the goods abroad and brings them 
here at his own „and pays the tariff asa gratuity for the bene- 
fit of the consumer, who finally buys the goods and consumes or wears 
them out, though there are some who endeavor to gull the people by 
making this argument, and ask with great gusto: Who pays any 
tariff? Mr. Jones, do you pay any tariff? Mr. Smith, does any mar- 
shal or sheriff in this country collect any tariff of you? No, sir! the 
rich importer pays the tarif.” Then you should ask him this ques- 
tion: Do you pay any freight on the goods you buy at the store? 
Does the merchant when he makes ont your bill, make a charge of so 
much for freight, or does the sheriff come around and collect the 
freight? No, sir; the rich merchant pays the freight.” 

But how long do you suppose the merchant would hold up if when 
he comes to marking and pricing his goods to you as a customer he 
took no account of the cost of laying them down at his store? We 
know from experience that the merchant charges for the cost of car- 
riage by steam-boat, by railroad, and by wagon and team in the price 
he asks for the goods, for it is as much a part of the cost to him as the 
original cost of the goods, and the consumer, be he farmer, mechanic, 
lawyer, doctor, or preacher, pays the freight when he buys the goods 
to use, and it is just so with the tariff. 

For instance, a man buys goods in New York or Baltimore and offers 
them for sale in any town in my State; does not any one know that he 
adds in the cost of bringing goods from where they are first bought to 
the point where he offers them for sale, and that it is just as much a 
part of the cost to him as if it had been a part of the first price paid for 
the goods, and that putting this to the first cost he adds his own per 
cent., and that the customer pays it all when he pays for the goods? 
So that to say that the importer pays the tax and not the people who 
buy the goods is an attempt to deceive. The tariff is as much a tax 
upon the consumer as if it was levied upon his property and collected 
out of it. It is simply one of the modes of raising revenue, one of the 
modes of taxation, and to my mind, as we have to support and pay taxes 
to General Government in some way, I prefer the mode by the tariff to 
that ofany other, provided it is adjusted, as any tax should be, solely 
for the purpose of raising revenue, and not for the purpose of keeping 
out commerce and revenue, fostering monopolies, and rendering possi- 
ble pools’? and “trusts,” and thereby making necessary the extraor- 
dinary mode of internal-revenue taxes. ` 

It is true that good men of both parties differ on this question, just 
as they do on many other questions that arise from time to time as the 
exigencies of public affairs may bring forth. For instance, the currency 
question, as to whether we shall have a suspension of the ‘coinage of 
silver, or as to whether we shall have the one standard, and that of 
gold, instead of the two—gold and silver; whether we shall have na- 
tional-bank money or only Treasury notes, or whether we shall abolish 
both and return to the old State-bank system had before the war, and 
good men and good Democrats may hold their old opinions on all such 
questions and still be good Democrats, as ascertained by that touch- 
stone of principles contained in the first inaugural of the great and im- 
mortal Jefferson, the founder of our party, and to whose writings and 
teachings we would all do well to recur occasionally. The cardinal prin- 
ciples of Democracy are deeper, broader, stronger, and more inflexible than 
any of these questions. The formerexistlikearule of right for all time 
and under all circumstances; the latter must of necessity change and 
accommodate themselves to the exigencies of the times for which they 
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may be provided. What I understand to be the cardinal principles of 
Democracy are so beautifully and succinctly stated by Mr. Jefferson in 
his first inaugural that it will not be amiss for me to quote them here: 


Equal and exact justice to all men, of whatever state or persuasion, religious 
or political; peace, commerce,and honest friendship with all nations—entan- 
gling alliances with none; the support of the State governments in all their 
rights, as the most competent administrations for our domestic concerns and 
the surest bulwarks against anti-republican tendencies; the 
General Government in its whole constitutional vigor, as the sheet-anchor of 
our peace at home and safety abroad; a jealous care of the right of election by 
the people—a mild and safe corrective of abuses which are lopped by the sword 
of revolution where peaceable remedies are unprovided; absolute acquiescence 
in the decisions of the majority—the vital principle of republics, from which 
there is no appeal but to force, the vital principle and immediate parent of des- 
potism ; a well-desciplined militia—our best reliance in peace and for the first 
moments of war, till regulars may relieve them; the supremacy of the civil over 
military authority; economy in the public expense, that labor may be lightly 
burdened; the honest payment of our debts and sacred preservation of the 

ublio faith ; encouragement of agriculture, and of commerce as its handmaid ; 

he diffusion of information and the arraignment of all abuses at the bar of pub- 
lic reason ; freedom of religion ; freedom of the press; freedom of person under 
the protection of the habeas corpus; and trial by juries impartially selected. 

And he concludes then with this beautiful commentary: 

They should be the creed of our political faith, the text of civil instruction, 
the touchstone by which to try the services of those we trust; and should we 
wander from them in moments of error or alarm let us hasten to retrace our 
steps and to regain the road which alone leads to peace, liberty, and safety. 

Now, sir; the man who receives this faith and keeps it will prove his 
faith by his works and vote the Democratic ticket, for these are the es- 
sentials, the very life, soul, and blood of the body, and all other ques- 
tions are subordinate thereto. 

There are many other pages in the writings of this great statesman 
that are profitable reading now. He came to his administration in 
times not unlike these. It was after the great struggle of the Revolu- 
-tion and at a time when the country, involved in the debt incident to 
the war and the other expenses of government, had resorted to the du- 
plex system of revenue which we have now, tariff and internal revenue. 

When Mr. Jefferson came to theadministration of publicaffairs quite 
a surplus for the times had gathered in the Treasury and continued 
to increase. The same complaints existed among the people that we 
now hear and have heard so long of the vexatious, oppressive, and ob- 
noxious internal-revenue laws. What, under these circumstances, do 
we find among the first utterances of this great man with a heart al- 
ways big with rey for the people, with a mind fully imbued with 
the causes which led to the great struggle for independence, the prin- 
ciples of our Constitution and Government, that he had so large a share 
in framing, and with a desire to maintain the freedom and liberties of 
the citizen in all his domestic and State affairs without unnecessary in- 
terference on the part of the General Government. : 

We find in his first annual message to Congress these words: 

Other circumstances combined with the increase of numbers have produced 
an augmentation of revenue arising from consumption in a ratio far beyond 
that of population alone, and, though the changes of foreign relations now tak- 
ing place so desirably for the world may for a season affect this branch of reve- 
nue, yet, weighing all probabilities of expense as well as of income, there is 
reasonable ground of confidence that we may safely dispense with all internal 
taxes, comprehending excises, stamps, auctions, licenses, carriages, and refined 
sugars, to which the pos on newspapers may be added to facilitate the 
-progress of information, and that the remaining sources of revenue will be suf 

cient to provide for the support of Government, to pay the interest of the pub- 
lic debt, and to discharge the principals in shorter periods than the laws or the 
general expectation has contemplated. War, indeed, and untoward events may 
change this prospect of things and call for expenses which the imposts could 
not meet; but sound principles will not justify our taxing the industry of our 
fellow-citizens to accumulate treasure for wars to happen we know not when, 


and which might not perhaps happen but from the temptations offered by that 
treasure. 

And again we find in the same document: 

When we consider that this Government is charged with the external and 
mutual relations only of these States; that the States themselves have principal 
care of our persons, our property, and our reputation, constituting the t 
field of human concerns, we may well doubt whether our organization is not 
too complicated, too expensive; whether offices and officers have not been mul- 
tiplied unnecessarily, and sometimes injuriously to the service they were in- 
tended to promote. I will cause to be laid before you an essay toward a state- 
ment of those who, under public employment of various kinds, draw money 
from the Treasury or from our citizens. Time has not permitted a perfect 
enumeration, the ramifications of office being too multiplied and remote to be 
completely traced in a first trial. Among those who are panoan on execu- 
tive discretion I have n the reduction of what was deemed necessary. 
* * * ‘The inspectors of infernal revenue who were found to obstruct the ac- 
countability of the institution have been discontinued. 

And again, in his second annual message, we find the following, con- 
gratulating the country on what had been done: 

When effects so salutary result from the plans you have already sanctioned, 
when merely by avoiding false ens ge of expense we are able, withouta direct 
tax, without internal taxes, and without borrowing, to make large and effectual 
payments toward the discharge of our public debt and the emancipation of our 
8 from that moral canker, it is an encouragement, fellow- citizens, of the 

ighest order to proceed as we have begun, in substituting economy for taxa- 
tion and in pursuing what is useful fora nation placed as we are, rather than 
what is practiced by others under different circumstances, 

And lastly I will quote from his second inaugural address: 

The suppression of e Beeps of useless establishments and expenses 
enabled us to discontinue our internal taxes, These,covering our land with 
officers and hire our doors to their intrusions, had already begun that proc- 
ess of d vexation which, once entered, is scarcely to be restrained 
from reaching successively every article of produce and property. If among 
these taxes some minor ones fell which had not been inconvenient, it was because 


reservation of the 


their amount would not have paid the officers who collected them, and because, 
if they had say merit, the State authorities might adopt them instead of others 
ess approv 


There are more people in this country than many seem to have any 
idea of that think this is mighty good reading now. The Democratic 
platform adopted at Chicago arraigned the Republican party for not 
relieving the people of erushing war taxes, which I suppose my 
friends on this side of the House who difter with me as to the repeal 
of the internal revenue will say applies only to the tariff; but, sir, in 
the same instrument under which banner we fought and won in the 
last campaign it goes on to say: 

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house 
have been the chief source of Federal revenue. Such they must continue to be. 

And still further on it pronounces that— 

The system of direct taxation known as the “internal revenue” is a war tax, 
and so long as the war continues, ete, 

Going on to declare how it should be applied. 

In another Democratic platform of the same year, that of my own 
State, there is no such uncertain sound. It says: 

Resolved, That we are in favor of the unconditional and immediate abolition 
of the whole internal-revenue system, as an intolerable burden, a standing men- 
ace to freedom of elections, and a source of great annoyance and corruption in 
its practical operation. r 

ved, That no Government has the right to burden its people with taxes 
beyond the amount required to pay its necessary expenses and gradually ex- 
tinguish its public debt; and that whenever the revenues, however derived, ex- 
ceed this amount, they should be reduced so as to avoid a surplus in the Treas- 
ury. We therefore urge upon our Senators and Representatives in Congress to 
exert themselves in favor of such legislation as will secure this end, 

Resolved, That with respect to the tariff, we reaflirm the life-lon 
mental principles of the party as declared in the national Democratic platforms, 
and that the details of the method by which the constitutional revenue tariff 
shall be gradually reached, are subjects which the party’s representatives atthe 
Federal capital must be trusted to adjust; but in our opinion the duties-on for- 
eign importations should be levied forthe production of public revenue, and the 
discrimination in its adjustment should be such as woul pees the highest rates 
on luxuries and the lowest on the necessaries of life, distribute as equally as pos- 
sible the burdens of taxation, and confer the greatest good to the greatest num- 
ber of the American people, 

And this, sir, is supplemented by the executive committee of the 
Democratic party of North Carolina in the following resolution, adopted 
October 19, 1887: 


Resolved, That it is the sense of this Democratic State excentive committee 
that the internal-revenue laws should be immediately repealed ; and our Demo- 
cratic members of Congress are requ to use their influence, as they have 
heretofore done, to have said laws repealed, and to secure such modification of 
the tariff as will lessen the duties upon imports to such extent as will be possi- 
ble, consistent with the economical administration of the Government, 

And again, on February 23, 1888, they say: 

Whereas the Democratic Legislatures of 1874, 1883, and 1885 passed resolutions 
asking for the repeal of the internal-revenue laws; and 

Whereas the Democratic State convention held in Raleigh in June, 1881, unan- 
imously adopted the following resolution: 

" Resolved, That we are in favor of the unconditional and immediate repeal of 
the whole internal- revenue system asan intolerable burden, a standing menace 
to freedom of elections, and a source of great annoyance and corruption in its 
practical operations: Now, therefore, 

Resolved, That this Democratic State executive committee, in session at Ra- 
leigh, February 23, 1883, reaffirms the declarations of the Democratic party of 
North Carolina, and also reaffirms its own declaration made on the 19th of Octo- 
ber, 1887, in favor of abolishing the whole internal-revenue system. 

Resolved. That a copy of these resolutions be sent to cach member of Congress 
from North Carolina, 

Sir, the platform and resolutions that have just been read voice the 
convictions and the hope of the Democratic party of my State, and with 
them I, sir, am and always have been in the fullest accord; and, sir, in 
their advocacy and support I claim the right of a free representative of 
a free people to act in accordance with my convictions, and I shall not 
go out of my party to do so; and I shall always, here and everywhere, 
stand by its cardinal principles, that so much concern the greatest bless- 
ing that a people can enjoy, that of personal liberty. 

The aspiration to be free was planted in the breast of man as he came 
from the hand of the great Creator, and though often and for long 
periods crushed and oppressed until the darkness of usurpation and tyr- 
anny seemed to envelop the world and scarcely a glimmer of its pure 
ray could be seen, yet struggling ever upward through darkness toward 
the light, it still lives to enjoy the fullest realization of the hope that 
has sustained it always, in the Government founded and transmitted to 
us by our fathers, 

The idea of Mr. Jefferson was to sustain the Federal Government by 
a tariff on imports and leave direct taxation for the States, and to be 
regulated by them. What a blessing this would be now. If he had 
lived at this period he would have seen a larger country suffering in 
greater proportion than its increased size from the same abuses ho en- 
deavored, with so much success, to reform in his own day and time, 
and there is no just reason to suppose that his mighty influence, united 
with the great majority of his own State, as wellas of mine, would not 
be exerted now, as then, to rid the peopleof ‘‘internal-revenue taxes,” 
‘covering our land with officers,” and opening our doors to their 
intrusions,” ‘‘ which once entered is scarcely to be restrained from 
reaching every article of production and 1 ol ad 

These are his very words, and in quoting them to you I am reminded 
that only last session we were called upon to add to this system of 
taxation the butter bill, which was done, and this session we are 
called upon to pass the lard bill,” which I am afraid will be done, 
and when we set a bad thing or principle in motion, with a downward 
grade and as greasy a track as these two articles make, who can say 


and funda- 
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where it will stop? The principle of these taxes is all wrong, and if 
I know what constitutes Democracy, it is undemocratic. The Demo- 
cratic party of North Carolina is as honest and true as any political 

ization that ever existed in this country, and upon its success 
and control of our State government I verily believe depend the honor, 
the peace, and prosperity of our good old State. I have never deserted 
her in any struggle, and I can not and will not do so now, and mark 
my prediction, as the Democracy of North Carolina stood then, so it 
stands now and will stand in the coming campaign. She will not 
change because the flesh-pots of the revenue department have been 
transferred from Republican to Democratic officials. 

We can not afford to barter the priceless inheritance of our manhood 
as a people and a party of principle for such a mess of pottage. To these 
declarations of my party of my own State I am now, and always have 
been, in full accord, and I give notice to you, gentlemen, on both sides of 
this Chamber, that when this bill comes up under consideration for 
amendment I shall claim the right of a Representative on this floor to 
offer an amendment to repeal the entire tax and system, and if that 
should fail of passing, then to repeal the brandy tax, and any other 
modifications that I may be able to get in, and shall endeaver to obtain 
a yea-and-nay vote on the same in the House, so that we may see, and 
the country may see, where the Representatives of the American peo- 
ple stand on this subject; and if any gentleman upon either side of 
this House is more successful than myself in point of time and oppor- 
tunity in getting in such amendments, I pledge him here and now, I 
care not from what section he may come, or what may be his political 
ereed and faith, my earnest and unqualified support to the measure. 

Sir, go with me for a while and see the workings of this ‘‘ infernal 
machine” in the country where I live. It is a land, sir, beautiful to 
look upon, abounding in fruit and grain, with mountains, valleys, and 
streams as picturesque as the pen of Scott e'er portrayed, and aclimate 
abounding in exhilarating and health-giving influences, with waters 
that flow clear and cool from its life-giving fountains; yet, sir, in large 
districts of our country are communities without any railroad facilities, 
and the summer fruit grown upon trees planted and bearing long before 
this iniquitous law was made must falland rot upon the ground, mill- 
ions of bushels of it, because there is no way to market or save it profit- 
ably. This, sir, is by far the most; cruel part of this law the part that 
taxes fruit brandy. It is not claimed that there is any necessity for the 
revenue; there is, upon the other hand, a necessity for not obtaining it. 
Then why can not the farmer have the right to still his fruit free in a 
free country? Oh,“ they say, it would leave open gaps for avoid- 
ing the law taxing whisky.’’ Can law be so framed as not to leave 
gaps for its avoidance? Is there no confidence to be placed in the 
honor of the people that they will obey the laws for their own self- 
respect and for the sake of obedience ? 

Then no such laws should have existence in a free country where 
the people rule. Give them this free license, sir, if you can do no 
more, and the remainder of the internal-revenue law will be executed 
all the more thoroughly, because this very liberty will bring public 
opinion more in accord with it; and without the support of public opin- 
ion no law can be executed with good effect. I would not give much 
for the nose of a revenue officer who could not tell the difference be- 
tween brandy and whisky, and especially when the two are mixed to 
any considerable degree, and that, too, without any chemical process; 
for it is said by those who know that the mixing greatly deteriorates 
both in quality, flavor, and effect. But especially would detection be 
easy when we hear arguments here based upon the results accomplished 
by chemical science telling the kind, quality, and how much of each 
ingredient there is that enters into the manufacture of oleo ine. 
There is no such trouble about the repeal of the brandy tax. It is 
only astory concocted by the big whisky interests to preventits being 
given this advantage over grain distillations. 

Now, sir, as to the whisky tax. It is not because we want more 
whisky, or cheaper whisky in the country, or more distilleries, that 
we demand a repeal of the law. There are in my State now at least 
five times as many whisky distilleries as there was before the law, and 
each one of those distilleries makes five or ten times as much liquor 
as they did before the enactment of the law; for before the enactment 
of this law there were but few distilleries in the whole State that oper- 
ated except in the fall and early winter months. The custom through 
all our country, at this time when there was no surveillance and no tax 
on spirits, was to run the distilleries only from crop-gatheriug time 
until the early winter, when the hogs were fattened on the slop. Then 
the hogs were killed, the whisky was marketed, and the distillery 
closed until another year. 

How is it now in the same country? They are usually run year in 
and year out, and when all the grain that our fertile lowlands yield 
has been bought and distilled it is brought from Cincinnati and the 
markets of the West to the nearest depot, and often hauled 40 and 50 
miles and mare into the country and distilled. We should always 
have plenty of grain in my country for man and beast, and yet, sir, 
I have seen the time there, and that, too, after years of plentiful crops, 
when poor laboring men, and women, too, who are unable to provide 
a year’s supply in advance, might be seen going from house to house 

g the privilege of buying corn enough to bread them until har- 


vest, and haying hard work to find it, and that because the remorseless 
worm of the still had devoured it before them. 

Talk about the moral influence of this law! Tell it to those who 
know nothing about it, but tell it notto me. Itsows a bountiful crop 
of oaths and makes smooth the way to a bountiful harvest of perjuries. 
The whole system is rotten to the core and is only held together by 
the cohesive attraction of public plunder. It is a menace and a threat 
to free institutions and is obnoxious to all liberty-loving people. Of 
course none of those who engage in the business of distilling get very 
rich by it; few of them make any considerable profit clear of expenses 
and contingencies, and’ many of them come to ruin; but, lured by the 
ignis fatuus of the increase of price which the tax makes, they press 
ahead, hoping to find the potful of money at the end of the rain- 
bow.“ If any of them should be for a time, through diligence, indus- 
try, sobriety, and strict attention to business, all of which are mighty 
hard on human nature in the circumstances in which he is placed—but 
if for a time he should be successful and come to the accumulation of 
some property, buy some new teams and wagons and some Sunday 
clothes,” there is another branch of this law watching with greedy 
eyes to pounce upon him a8 a hawk would upon a fat pigeon, for some 
violation of the law more technical than criminal, and straightway 
proceed to pick him clean, and when, after forfeiting his team and 
wagons to this rich and overflowing Treasury and serving his term in 
some filthy county jail, or in the penitentiary, he is released from the 
clutches of the law to make his way homeward, his patriotism, like 
Bob Acres’s courage, all gone, and his only relief to ‘‘cnss’’ the court 
and the law that will not allow a man to do as he pleases with his 
own. 

This is is the way it happens to the Government distiller that in some 
way gets crooked; but if a blockader gets caught, they make short 
work of him, and, as he stands under the sentence of the law, I imagine 
I can hear him soliloquize in the language of old ‘‘Groundhog Cayce,” 
in a book by Miss Murfree, entitled The Prophet of the Great Smoky 
Mountains. The old man, speaking of the trials and difficulties which 
he has in his business, and which he can not understand, appealing to 
common reason, says: 


Lord A'mighty, air the corn mine, or no? Air the orchard mine or the raid- 
ers“? An’ what ails me ez I can’t make whisky an Sop nee same ez in my 
dad’s time, when him an’ me run a sour-mash still on the top o' the mountin 
in the light o’ day, up’ards o’ twenty year, an’ never hearn o no raider? Tell 
me that’s agin the law nowadays? Waal, now, who made that law? I never, 
an’ I ain't eee ter abide by it, nuther. Ez sure ez ye air born, it air jes’ a 
Yankee trick fotched down hyar by the Federal Army. An’ ef I had knowed 
they war goin’ ter gin tharse’fs ter sech persecutions arter the war, I dunno how 
Boats got my consent ter fit alongside of ’em like I done fower year far tho 

nion. 


There is much in the language attributed to this illiterate old man 
that voices the same ideas that permeated thè minds of our American 
ancestors when they fought and won the battles of the Revolution; 
the same that actuated our English ancestors when they wrenched 
from the mailed hand of King John the Magna Charta of British lib- 
erty. 
This bill, sir, I consider the first serious proposition coming from the 
Ways and Means Committee of this House to afford relief from any part 
of this tax and from the inquisitorial rigors of this law, and as such it 
shall have my support. Removing the tobacco tax will be a i 
for the farmer, enabling him to sell his crop without subjecting himself 
to infringement of the law, and the abolition of retail licenses, for which 
I have labored most assiduously, will go a great way toward ridding the 
country of frivolous prosecutions in the Federal courts, for experience 
and observation show that in most of the cases originating there, after 
passing all the more serious charges in the information or bill, the prose- 
cution dwindles down to a little retailing case that would scarcely com- 
port with the jurisdiction of a justice of the peace or of a police court, 
Yes, pass these amendments to the law, and give to the Federal court 
judges the discretion of fixing the punishment for these offenses agai 
the internal-revenue law without being confined by a minimum limit, 
and good people everywhere that know anything about the workings 
of this law will thank you and hope for more and better things. — - 

In justice, sir, to the present administration of the law Iam con- 
strained tosay thatit is conducted on much more humane principles than 
heretofore. Buta few years ago, and when the States were passing 
laws prohibiting the carrying of deadly weapons by the citizens, armed 
bands of revenue officers could be seen riding through the country with 
carbines swung around their shoulders and pistols hanging from their 
belts, in quiet hamlets and neighborhoods, frightening women and chil- 
dren, and arousing a spirit of antagonism among the men. But now, 
sir, in my own section at least, the arms have all been collected and 
sent back here to Washington, and yet the law is better enforced and 
more money collected than heretofore. But, sir, I shall always main- 
tain that the whole thing ought to go, executed as it is by aid of 
spies and informers and inquisitions carried into the domiciles and cel- 
lars of the people, with no sanctuary’so sacred as to keep out the in- 
vasion of the revenue officer. It is impossible to makeit popular with 
the people that witness its administration without destroying their man- 
hood and love of the principle of personal liberty, which, I pray God, 
may never be done. 

Statistics show that under its infiuence the use of alcoholic liquors 


4138 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—IOUSE. 


May 14, 


is on the increase. In 1840 the amount used per head was 4 gallons 
for that year, and in 1883 it was 12 gallonsperhead. During the five 
years preceding 1884 the population increased about 15 per cent., but 
the consumption of distilled spirits increased 44.15 per cent. It has 
not lessened the appetite for it, nor is its respectability impaired by 
making ita licensed,“ taxed luxury,“ with the stamp and seal of 
the Government upon it, so that a man feels that when he takes a drink 
he is helping to support the Government, and to be really patriotic he 
must take all he can, and especially is this soon a rainy evening about 
a Federal court green when a poor fellow is waiting to be called in for 
trial. It takes a good deal under such circumstances*to keep his pat- 
riotism above zero. 

The people feel, sir, that these matters should be left to the regula- 
tion of their States respectively. They love their State governments, 
and more blood and treasure, including the days of the Revolution, 

have been spent to maintain the right of local self-government than for 
oy other cause on this continent. 

tis a question, sir, that involves the liberty of Maine as well as 
South Carolina; as much that of Indiana as that of Texas. Upon it, 
the very union of these independent States depend. Strike it down, 
take from the people this inestimable right and State lines become 
obliterated, Territories are merged into each other, and centralization 
and despotism inevitable follow. Make this law a perpetuity, assome 
argue should be done; keep the strong hand of the Government con- 
tinually clutching and interfering with State courts and Jaws and the 
rights and occupations of citizens; fill the land with Federal officers 
and keep them there with the execution of their offices above the laws 
of the State, and you fill the hearts of good men with despair, though 
they never made a drop of whisky in their lives, though they may not 
even drink it, and though they may be opposed to its use. 

Mr, Chairman, it is not the whisky-making or the whisky-drinking 
element of society that I represent in this argument, but I feel that I 
voice the sentiment of the law-abiding, God-fearing, Christian people 
of my conntry when I say, Down with the demoralizing system of in- 
ternal revenue! The moral elementof the land have got the trae idea 
of this institution at last, which for so long a time God save the mark 
has run as an adjunct to morality and temperance, and their opposition 
will grow more and more intense as they learn more about it. 

Sir, in my political prayers I pray first for the success of the Demo- 
cratic in my own State, aud then in the Union. You have been 
told to look at the history of that period before 1876, to see from what 
we in that memorable campaign. In the light of this history, 
and the certainty of its being repeated by Republican success, if the 
issue which is to come before the people in the next election could be 
submitted to me with this alternative, You can not have both; which 
will you take, success in the State election or success in the Federal 
election; much as I admire Grover Cleveland, our honored and be- 
loved President, and much as I appreciate the honest, clean admin- 
istration he has given us, and the confidence which the whole people 
of our country so justly have in his patriotism and integrity, and much 
as I hope fer his renomination and election, I would emphatically an- 
swer, You may take the Federal administration with all its offices, 
with all its money wrongfully torn from the people to waste and squan- 
der, with all its ‘boodle,’ but give me Democratic home rule in North 
Carolina.“ 

There, sir, we have a constitution formulated by a Democratic con- 
vention, adopted by a Democratic majority of the voters of the State, 
laws enacted under it by Democratic legislatures, and kept in force by 
a Democratic administration; the colored man has the right to vote 
and does so as freely and without control as the white man; he has 
the right to hold office and all the rights of citizenship, with an equal 
distribution per capita of the public-school money; he is contented and 
happy and there is no friction or clash between the races as such, un- 
less it is aroused by bad men at home and abroad with a desire to stir 
up strife between the races and thereby control the colored vote for 
their own selfish ends and not for the good of the colored man, 

Left to themselves, sir, the colored people know that the best friends 
they have are the white people, with whom they have been reared and 
who know them best. It is a moral and political sin to disturb by 
such means the peace and quiet of that country that is now engaged in 
earnest effort in working out the solution of one of the greatest politi- 
cal problems in the world, and with an earnest desire to do justice to 
all. But, sir, if evil counsels must prevail, and the issue is to be pre- 
sented to usas to which race we will have to control the destinies of 
this country or of our own State government, I say here and now, stand- 
ing in my place as the representative of a brave and honorable people, 
that we expect to be able to maintain for North Carolina, and that, too, 
without a resort to violence, a whiteman’s government, for white men 
and white women, and for white children. 

Look, sir, at what the Democratic party has done for North Carolina. 
It has paid her debts, restored her credit lost under carpet-bag rule, 
brought confidence to our people and to those abroad having capital 
to invest, encouraged and built public improvements and promoted 

ivate enterprise, vastly increased our facilities for education, and has 

rought about, by giving us an honest and economical management of 


public affairs, a degree of individual and public prosperity never be- 


fore known in the history of our State, and yet we have much to do 
and much that we can do. We are not begging for help or for greater 
protection“ than the rest of our fellow-citizens are entitled to. 

We only ask the privilege under salutary laws of being allowed to 
work out our own salvation. Capital can find no safer place for invest- 
ment. The next ten years will show greater improvement in North 
Carolina than the past twenty years have done, and in twenty years 
from to-day we will have reached a degree of prosperity not dreamed 
of now even by those who by their enterprise and labor are contribut- 
ing so much to it. With a name as stainless as any.star in the bright 
constellation of the Union that floats above our heads to-day, her sons 
and her daughters now, and generations yet to come, will rise up and 
call her blessed. [Applause.] 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the tariff bill had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


Several messages, in writing, from the President of the United States 
were communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, who also announced that the President had approved and signed 
joint resolution and bilis of the following titles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 83) accepting the invitation of the French 
8 to take part in the international ex position to be held in Paris 
in 5 

An act (H. R. 48) for the relief of Benjamin M. Simpson; 

An act (H. R. 3215) to authorize the construction of the Ohio Con- 
necting Railway Company bridge; and N 

An act (H. R. 9430) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
award a gold medal of the first class to Capt. Thomas Sampson, of New 
York City, for rescuing five boys from drowning. 

The message also announced that the bill (H. R. 1712) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Portsmouth, Ohio, having been presented 
to the President April 30, 1888, and not having been returned by him 
to the House in which it originated within the ten days prescribed by 
the Constitution, had become a law without his approval. 


EDWARD FITZGERALD, 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, by unanimous consent, reported back 
favorably from the Committee on War Claims the bill (S. 316) for the 
relief of Edward Fitzgerald. 

Mr. ROGERS. The bill just reported by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is one which I endeavored to call up some time ago; but one or 
two gentlemen on the other side objected then to its consideration. 
They have since investigated the matter and do not now wish to ob- 
ject. The bill merely provides for the reference of a claim to the War 
Department, to be audited and reported back to Congress. It makes 
no appropriation. Iask unanimous consent that the bill be now con- 
sidered. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Quartermaster-General of the United States is hereby 
authorized and directed to examine the claim of the Right Rev. Edward Fitz- 
gerald, Bishop of Little Rock, trustee of the Catholic Church in Arkansas, for 
timber and fuel belonging to said church, alleged to have been taken by the 
United States, or the armies thereof, at or near Fort Smith, in the State of Ar- 
kansas, during the war of the rebellion; and he may consider the evidence 
heretofore taken on said claim, so far as applicable, before the Commissioners of 
Claims and such other legal evidence as may be adduced before him in behalf 
of said trustee or in behalf of the United States, and shall report the facts to 
Congress, to be considered with other claims reported by the Quartermaster- 
General, y 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Iaid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to 


GRANT OF LAND TO WYOMING FOR PUBLIC PURPOSES. 


Mr. CAREY. T ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 850) granting certain lands in the Territory of 
Wyoming for public purposes. This bill has been favorably reported 
to-day by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER], from the 
Committee on Public Lands, and a House bill of similar purport was 
favorably reported some time ago. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the governor of the Territory of Wyoming is hereby 
authorized and empowered to cause to be selected and entered of the public 
lands contained within the boundaries of the Fort Sanders military reserva- 
tion, in said Territory, as soon after the extension of the public surveys through 
said reservation as practicable, to an amount not exceeding 40 acres, as nearly 
as practicable in square form according to the public surveys; that the lands so 
selected and entered are hereby 1 to the Territory of e ſor the 
purpose of enabling the said Territory to maintain thereon a ~ and 
other public institutions: That if the said Territory shall at any time 
sees tha sald tants granted to be used for any purpose not contem- 
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plated by this act the said lands shall revert to the United States: Provided ſur- 
ther, That nothing in this act contained shall be construed or have the effect to 
impair the rights of any n in or to any portion of said lands acquired under 
any law of the United tes, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has this bill received the consideration of the 
Committee on the Public Lands? 

Mr. CAREY. Yes, sir; and has been unanimously reported with a 
favorable recommendation. 

There being no objection, the House ed to the consideration 
of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poset; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
75 that the Senate had agreed to the following resolution of the 

ouse: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (he Senate concurring), That the Pres- 
ident be requested to return to the House the bill (H. R. 2699) for the relief of 
the heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer, for the purpose of correcting the same; 
and the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed to insert in said 
bill the word “un instead of the word “unexpended.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 347) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a public building in the city of Youngstown, Ohio. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equip- 
ments to the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 


ments the bill (H. R. 9711) making an appropriation to enable the 


several Executive Departments of the Government and the Bureau of 
Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National 
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the 
centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley from July 4 to October 27, 
1888; also that the Senate requested a conference with the House on 
said bill and amendments, and had appointed as conferees on the part 
of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. DAWES, and Mr. COCKRELL. 


RUDOLF LOBSIGER, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read, and, 
on motion of Mr. SPRINGER, referred, with the accompanying docu- 
ments, to the Committee on War Claims: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State relative to the claim 


of Mr, Rudolph Lobsiger, a Swiss ci n, against the United States, and rec- 


ommend that provision be made by law for referring the matter to the Court 
of Claims for examination on its merits. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive Mansion, May 14, 1888. 
FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following 
message from the President of the United States: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives : 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accompa- 
nied by a report of Mr. Somerville P. Tuck, appointed to carry out certain pro- 
visious of section 5 of an act entitled “An act to provide for the ascertainment of 
claims of American citizens for liations committed by the French prior to the 
31st day of July, 1801,” approved January 20, 1835. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive Mansions, May 14, 1888. 


Mr. SPRINGER. That message, I presume, Mr. Speaker, should go 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, as it relates to pending litigation 
in the Court of Claims. I move that reference. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I make the suggestion that 
it is probable it should go to the Committee on Appropriations, as my 
recollection is that at the beginning of this session certain reports of the 
Court of Claims were referred to the Appropriations Committee with 
instructions to report back in reference to them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The question is on the motion of the 

ntleman from Illinois to refer the message to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

The motion was agreed to; and the message was accordingly referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to 
offer a bill for my kinsman, Mr. CLIFTON R. BRECKINRIDGE; and also 
ask unanimous consent that other gentlemen having bills to offer may 
present them now for proper reference. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky ? 

There was no objection. 

PRIVATE LAND CLAIMS, FLORIDA AND OTHER STATES. 
Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas (by Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Ken- 


tucky), introduced a bill (H. R. 9982) to revive and amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act for the final adjustment of private land claims in the 
States of Florida, Louisiana, Missouri, and for other purposes,“ ap- 
proved June 22, 1860; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


BUSINESS FROM COMMITTEE ON LABOR, 


Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol- 
lowing resolution; which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Rules: 


Resolved, That Tuesday, May 22, immediately after the reading of the Journal, 
oe apart eo the consideration of bills and resolutions reported from the Com- 
mittee on T. 


PER DIEM RATED SERVICE-PENSION BILL. 


Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Speaker, I present to Congress, and ask to have 
printed in the RECORD, two very brief petitions, but signed by a very 
large number of persons. One of these petitions is signed by almost 
1,000 soldiers of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania; the other petition 
is signed by 2,300 soldiers and citizens of Beaver County, Pennsylva- 
nia. These petitions were prepared with great care and labor. I can 
assure Congress that they are genuine signatures of actual citizens. 
They are both on the same subject, and are in favor of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill. I ask this because I believe this subject is 
one of great importance; that these petitions represent the general sen- 
timent of the people of my district on this subject. > 

I offer them and call the special attention of Congress to the great 
demand there is by ex-soldiers and the citizens of our country for addi- 
tional legislation on the subject of pensions. Iam hoping that some 
heed will be given to these petitions, and that a day for the considera- 
tion of these and other general pension bills will be given by this Con- 
gress at an early date. I ask unanimous consent that one of these pe- 
titions, the two being identical in substance, may be printed in the 
RECORD without the signatures. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 

The petition is as follows: 


To the honorable Senators and Representatives in Congress assembled : 


We, the undersigned surviving soldiers and sailors of the Union Army and 
Navy, heartily indorse the per diem rated service-pension bill, based on the 
principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines a monthly ion of 1 
centa day for each day they were in the service during the war of rebellion, 
And we urge upon Congress its immediate passage, 


ESTATE OF THOMAS L. PRICE, DECEASED. 


Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to di 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
Senate bill No. 475, for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de- 
ceased, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and Sie fg. hear 
thorized and directed to credit to Thomas L. Price, of Jefferson City, Mo., late 
brigadier-general of United States volunteers, and now deceased, the sum of 
$2,000, being the amount received at Jefferson City, October 7, 1861, of R. O. 
Wariner, a paymaster in the United States Army, by order of General John G. 
Frémont, for special publie purposes at that post by said Price, then command- 
ing said post, and to release the estate of said Price from any and all liability 
therefor. 5 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. BLAND moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask that the committee of conference 
asked for by the Senate on the amendments to the bill (H. R. 9711) 
making an appropriation to enable the several Executive Departments 
of the Government, the Bureau of Agriculture, and the Smithsonian 
Institution, including the National Museum and the Commission of 
Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Centennial Exposition of the 
Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, on June 
4 to October 27, 1888, just reported from the Senate, be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection the House will non- 
concur in the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked 
for. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee of conference will be 
appointed hereafter. 


ESTATE OF FRANCIS M. MURRAY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 251) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. Murray, 
deceased, and put it upon its passage, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The bill will be read subject to objec- 


on. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., Ihat the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to the 1 representatives of Francis M. Murray, 
deceased, late of McCracken County, Kentucky, out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,500, for 3.000 bushels of stone-coal 
taken by and delivered to the steam-boats White Cloud and Silver Moon, in the 
year 1 at Paducah, in the State of Kentucky, said boats being at the time in 
the employment of the Navy Department of the United States. 

The Committee on War Claims recommend the adoption of the fol- 
lowing amendment: 

Strike out 81, 500,“ in line 7, and insert * $900,” 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
concurred in, and the bill as amended ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, moyed to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


A. R. HARTZELL. 


Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the Pri- 
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill H. R. 3604. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 3604) granting an honorable discharge to A. R. Hartzell, and for 
other purposes, 

Be it enacted, cle., That the order heretofore made, dishonorably dismissing 
from the military service of the United States’A. R. Hartzell, late of Company 
H, First Regiment lowa Cavalry, be, and the same is hereby, revoked, an- 
nulled, and set aside, and that the Secretary of War is ordered to grant to said 
Hartzell an honorable discharge, and to correct the records of his Department 
showing the removal of the said order of dismissal; and the said A. R. Hartzell 
is restored to all rights and privileges lost or suspended by such order, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the report in that case be read. 

The report (by Mr. GEAR) was read in part, 

Mr. PERKINS (interrupting the reading). The report is rather long; 
and perhaps it would be as satisfactory to the gentleman from Ili- 
nois if I were to give a brief explanation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Very well. 

Mr. PERKINS. It was charged that this man had been guilty of 
quitting his guard-post without the permission of his superior officer. 
His own captain, however, admits that the charge was not sustained 
in the trial by court-martial. But he was convicted of disobedience of 
orders, and according to the captain's testimony the sentence was a 
very arbitrary and severe one. It is to be remembered he was a pri- 
vate and not a commissioned officer. 

‘Ten years after the war closed for some reason he was dishonorably 
discharged. That was in 1874. He was dishonorably dismissed as a 
soldier upon an order issued from the War Department. The effect ot 
this bill is to annul that order. Thatis all there is of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. What was the order he disobeyed ? 

Mr. PERKINS. He refused to goon escort in December, 1862, being 
without an overcoat, unless he should be furnished one. The weather, 
according to the testimony of the captain and other officers, was exceed- 
ingly severe and cold. He was part of a command which had been or- 
dered to escort some Arkansas militia to their homes to spend New 
Year’s with their families, 

Mr. SPRINGER. It was rather a severe sentence. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, Does the committee recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. I may say in addition that after this 
soldier had been confined fifteen days he escaped, and soon after his 
escape returned. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PERKINS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The report in full is as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs have had under consideration the bill and 
papers, with Anora Feu de evidence, in the case of Adam R, tzell, for whom 
Poef is asked by House bill 3604, and find that Adam R. Hartzell enlisted as a 
private in Company H, First Iowa Cavalry Volunteers, at Keokuk, Iowa, in 
A 1861, to serve for three years, unless sooner discharged. Heserved with 

it and distinction and as a brave and patriotic soldier until late in Decem- 
ber, 1863, when he was placed under arrest by the captain of his company, and 
su ently court-martialed, At this court-martial he was charged with quit- 
tin s guard without the leave of his superior officer, and disébedience of 
fn Pa He was found guilty and sentenced to forfeit all pay and allowances 
now due or that shall become due him, except $2 per month of his monthly pay, 
and to be confined at hard labor with ball and chain until the expiration of his 
term of ent, in such military prison as the commanding general may 


In February, 1864, the military prison at Little Rock, Ark., was designated as 
the place of his confinement, and he was committed February 11, 1864. Here- 
mained in confinement until February 25, 1864, when he escaped therefrom. 
Soon after his escape he returned to his company, but not on duty. Hem 
much of the time with his company, and made no effort to conceal himself. 
His company was at the time at Little Rock, and his presence was known to 
his officers and comrades. and no effort was madeto recapture him or to return 


him to prison. He belon, to the non-veterans of his company. and continued. 
with them much of the time after his escape until they went home in the fall of 
1864 to be mustered out. Hartzell accompanied the others home, but was not 
mustered out in consequence of having no descriptive roll. 

This was the condition of things for several years, when Hartzell employed 
an attorney to secure for him an honorable discharge. But of granting 
an honorable d „the N Pia 
X une, = y n instructions from the War Department, furnished him a dis- 

onorable 


dence has partm: 
mittee, in ste wea ofthe eee for an honorable discharge fo? this soldier, This 
evidence has been care 
TVC 

> at the soldier was not guilty of quitting thout leave, as 
charged at the time of his court-martial. 5 

2. That he was guilty of “disobedience of orders,“ but with these mitigating 
circumstances: 

On the 31st coed of December, 1863, at Little Rock, Ark., Captain Whisemand, 
with a part of command, was ordered out to escortsome Arkansas militia to 
their homes, some 40 miles distant, to spend New Year’s with their families. 
Mr. Hartzell, belonging to this company, was detailed by the captain to be one 
of the escort. The weather was exceedingly cold for that locality, and the ride 
waslong;and Hartzell, being without an overcoat, refused to go unless he could 
be furnished one. In fact the entire company was without overcoats, in con- 
sequence of their loss by fire, and Captain Whisemand, who detailed the soldier 
asa part of the escort, and who pia erred the * 10 against him upon which 
an vee court-martialed, says in evidence filed with the committee that Hart- 
ze 

“To go out upon the scout when ordered, and 8 to justify his refusal on 
the grounds that he wus willing to go if furnished with an overcoat, being with- 
out one himself and unable to get one. This was true, and it was also true that 
the weather was extremely cold and severe at the time, and a soldier ran a great 
risk of being frost-bitten, even with his overcoat.” 

This, in the judgment of your committee, from a careful examination of the 

testimony, was the sum of his 3 and while your committee is not in- 
clined to look with leniency upon the offense of a soldier disobeying the orders 
of his superior officers, yet in the case of this soldier we are shocked with the 
severity of the punishment, and find nothing in the record or testimony to jus- 
tify it. In fact Captain Whisemand, who preferred the charges, says in his testi- 
mony— 
“ That while the offense of refusing to go on a scout when regularly detailed 
was, ina military sense, a serious one and called for punishment, yet I had no 
idea that any such severe punishment would be infli as that annouhced by 
the court-martial. 

That if a sentence of two weeks’ imprisonment had been im: without 
any forfeiture of pay, I should have regarded it as entirely sufficient for the of- 
fense, and have always been of the opinion that the punishment fixed by the 
court-martial was unjustly severe under all the circumstances of the case,’ 

It seems to your committee that this must be the ft of all who review the 
circumstances of this case, and perhaps this explains why no effort was made 
to return the soldier to the military prison after his escape therefrom after a 
confinement therein of two weeks. 

Why the soldier should have been dishonorably discharged from the service 
almost ten years after the term of his enlistment ired is unknown in reason 
or Jaw to your committee. It was not a part of the judgment of the court-mar- 
tial, and he was certainly not a deserter, and he had no notice of any charge 
against him that would justify such an order. In fact, the only charge that 
could have been made was that he had escaped from a military prison and did 
not voluntarily return to wear a ball and chain during the remaining time of 
his enlistment. 

He belonged to an honorable family and for years has been living in the State 
of Kansas and is a respected citizen, and, in the judgment of your committee 
should be given an honorable discharge as a soldier. 

In fact, your committee isof the opinion that he should be permitted to re- 
cover the money due him at the time of his arrest. And we recommend that 
the bill do pass. 


ROAD TO NEW BERNE (N. C.) NATIONAL CEMETERY. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I call up for consideration at this time, from the 


Union Calendar, the bill H. R. 4320. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or macadamized 
road from the city of New Berne, N.C., to the national cemetery near said 


city. 

Whereas there is now no public road leading to the national cemetery near 
the city of New Berge, N.C., but access to said cemetery can be had only over 
a private coat belonging to and kept open at the discretion of the adjacent land- 
owners; an 

Whereas the said land proprietors are willing to donate to the United States 
the right of way over their said lands from the said city of New Berne to the 
said national cemetery: Therefore, > 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to construct a good and durable graveled or macadamized road 
from the city of New Berne, in the State of North Carolina, tothe national cem- 
etery, near said city, over such road and along such route as he may deem 
proper. And for the purpose of carrying into effect the foregoing provisions of 
this act the sum of $30,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, and the 
same is hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, said money to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of. War, or so much thereof as may be n for said purpose. 

Sec. 2. That before any money shall be expenses as aforesaid the title to the 
right of way shall be granted to the United States free of cost. 2 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
the following amendment: 

In the first section, line 9, strike out $30,000” and insert $20,000.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KERR. How long is the road? 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is about 2 miles in length. 

The amendment was agreed to. K 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. r 
Mr. SIMMONS moved to reconsider ihe vote by which the bill was 
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passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


C. B. WILSON. 


Mr. SYMES. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief 
of C. B. Wilson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be il enacted, ete., That the Postmaster- General of the United States be, and 
he hereby is, authorized and directed to give credit to C. B. Wilson. present 
postmaster at Buena Vista, Colo., for the sum of $225, money-order funds re- 
mitted by said Wilson, as said postmaster, to the post-office at Denver, Colo., in 
accordance with the postal rules and regulations, and mislaid or lost in the 
post-office at Denver, Colo. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Let the report be read. 

Mr. SYMES. I think I can make a brief explanation which may 
obviate the reading of the report. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Very well. 

* Mr. SYMES. The claimant in this case in December, 1886, trans- 
mitted from Buena Vista to the postmaster at Denver, Colo., $225 of 
money-order funds. It is proved conclusively to the Department that 
the money was received in the Denver office, but was there lost or 
mislaid. The Postmaster-General specially recommends that the claim- 
ant be granted the relief asked for. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I withdraw the request for 
the reading of the report. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SYMES moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed: and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


HEIRS OF CHRISTOPHER COTT. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Pri- 
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 956) for the re- 
lief of the heirs of Christopher Cott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be itenacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to the heirs of Christopher Cott, late a private in Company B, Mc. 
Laughlin’s Independent Squadron, Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, the pay, bounty, 
and all other allowances of a private of cavalry from the 30th day of April, 1864. 
to the 30th day of November, 1864, the supposed date of the said soldier's death! 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, if was accordingly read the third time, and E 

Mr. OUTHWAITE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JESSE COE. 


Mr. HUNTER. I ask unanimous consent to call up from the Pri- 
vate Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 6233) for the 
relief of Jesse Coe. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hourof 5.30 p. m. having arrived, 
the House, pursuant to order, stands adjourned until 11 o’clock to- 
morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. LAWLER: A bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. 
McQueeny—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 9963) to increase the pension of Mrs. 
Fannie A. Boyd, widow of Capt. O. B. Boyd—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 9964) for the relief of Walter A. 
Newberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9965) for the relief of John Cordova—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9966) for the relief of Alfred Rauland—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill a R. 9967) for the relief of Christian Kunzie—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARLTON: A bill (H. R. 9968) for the relief of John S. 
Williford—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 9969) for the benefit of Garland 
Ford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9970) granting a pension to Jacob A. Miller—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OATES: A bill (H. R. 9971) for the relief of Mrs. R. D. 
Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 9972) to correct the military record 
of Milton Fuson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9973) pensioning Henry Smith—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9974) for the relief of George Prescott—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 9975) granting a pension to Joseph 
Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 9976) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from T. J. Nicholson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9977) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company to extend a side track into square No. 1025 in the 
city of Washington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 9978) for the relief of A. C. 
Robinson—to the Committee on War Claims. j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9979) for the relief of Martha A. Bibb—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9980) for the relief of the administrator of H. L. 
Carpenter—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9981) for the relief of James M. Martin—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: A bill (H. R. 9983) granting increase of pension 
to Moses W. Adley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Samuel A. Lockhart, 
of Jefferson County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. T H. B. BROWNE: Petition of P. K. Bauman, for the estate 
of Frederick Bauman, of Spottsylvania County, Virginia, for reference 
of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Col. J.-R. Copeland and 164 others, 
citizens and ex-soldiers of Harrison County, Indiana, for the re-enact- 
ment of the arrears-of-pension act—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Christian Kunzie, for relief—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, memorial of the Detroit Board of Trade, in favor of a winter 
bridge across the Detroit River—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of citizens of Montana, for restriction on 
mineral-land grants to railroads—to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. DIBBLE: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, of Charles- 
ton, S. C., in favor of incorporating the Maritime Canal Company of 
Nicaragna—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the same, in faver of 1 cent postage per ounce on 
letters—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the same, in opposition to the bill to create a na- 
tional bureau of harbors and water ways—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Mat Makers’ Protective 
555 for the passage of the O'Neill bill to the Committee on 

bor. 

Also, memorial of the Smith & Dove Manufacturing Company, of 
Andover, Mass., for preservation of the present tariff on flax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the State Board of Transportation of Nebraska, 
for the passage of House hill 8367—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GLASS: Petition of Jane Newhouse, widow of F. M. New- 
house, of Gibson County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., against amending the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. HEARD: Petition of Jonah White, for a pension as a Mex- 
ican war veteran—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of E. P. Ripley, of Ackley, 
Iowa, for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. HIRES: Petition of citizens of Bridgeton, N. J., for a re- 
duction of postage on plants, bulbs, seeds, efc.—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of D. C. Francis and 30 others, citizens 
of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania, against reduction of tariff on win- 
dow glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of L. W. Walker, sr., of Sumner County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of A. D. Harris, heir of Thomas Harris, 
of Panola County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of Moses W. Adley, for increase of pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. POST: Resolutions of the Board of Trade of Peoria, III., 
against the action proposed by the so-called Wilson bill, and against 
any legislation having for its object the lessening of competition in in- 
terstate trafiic—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Fulton County, Illinois, 
without amendment—to 


Also, petition of 14 ex-soldiers of Bryan 
in favor of the passage of the disability 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of A. J. Drumwright, and of heirs papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 


of Hiram Jenkins, of Rutherford County, Tennessee, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Memorial of the Knights of Labor of Genoa, Ohio, 
opposing the granting of pensions to civil officers of the United States— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of John R. Bower and hundreds of 
citizens of Utica, N. V., against the passage of the Mills bill—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Petition of John Wellstein and 15 citi- 
zens of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of House bill 8716, relating to con- 
vict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of William Preacher and 
H. W. Platts and E. 8. Roberts, heirs of Elizabeth Platts, for refer- 
ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Alford Loftin, of Joseph Wil- 
liamson, of George T. Hughes, administrator of M. L. Stockard, and 
administrator of Jane W. Hamer, of Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the inter- 
nal- revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


By Mr. GRIMES: Of Bradfield & Slack, E. D. Pitman, and others, 
citizens of Troup County, Georgia. 

By Mr. 8. I. HOPKINS: Of druggists of Bedford and Montgomery 
Counties, Virginia. 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BACON (by request): Of 118 citizens of Rockland County, 
New York. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Of D. L. Ruffner and others, citizens of West 
Virginia. 

The following petitions forthe more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. DAVENPORT: Of citizens of Phelps, N. Y. 

Ry Mr. GROUT: Of G. A. Webster and 34 others, of East Randolph, 
‘Vermont. Fi 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. FORD: Of members of B. F. Chapin Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Cheshire, Allegan County, Michigan. 

By Mr. HEARD: Of citizens of Dallas County, Missouri. 

By Mr. POST: Of 52 ex-Union soldiers of Peoria County, Ilinois. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: Of 98 citizens of Kane County, Ill. 

By Mr. KERR: Of 141 citizens of Marshall, Cedar, and Benton 
Counties, Iowa. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Of 98 citizens of Woodford County, Illinois. 

By Mr. REED: Of 76 citizens of York County, Maine. 

By Mr. SNYDER: Of 29 citizens of Fayette County, West Virginia. 

By Mr. J. W. STEWART: Of 204 citizens of Rutland and Franklin 
Counties, Vermont. 

By Mr, YARDLEY: Of 155 citizens of Bucks County, Pennsylvania. 


The following petitions for an increase of eompensation of fourth-class 
postniasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. J. R. BROWN: Of T. J. Clark and others, citizens of Russell 
Creek post-office, Patrick County, Virginia. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of N. F. Bearden and others, citizens of Georgia. 


SENATE, 


TUESDAY, May 15, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communication 
from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a report from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs relative to the condition of the freedmen in 
the Chickasaw Nation in the Indian Territory; which, with the accom- 


panying 
erdered to be printed. ‘ 

He aiso laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a report from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs relative to the land claimed by the Tillamook Indians in Ore- 
gon, with copies of two ratified treaties; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


. PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. GEORGE presented the memorial of J. H. McCarty and other 
citizens of Choctaw County; the memorial of W. G. Morgan and other 
Patrons of Husbandry of Perry County; the memorial of M. Bankston 
and 25 other citizens of Franklin County; the memorial of A. M. Man- 
sen and 22 other citizens of Newton County; the memorial of W. J. 
Crisler and 20 other citizens of Hinds County; the memorial of F. A. 
Howell and 17 other citizens of Holmes County; the memorial of Ben- 
jamin Drane and 99 other citizens of Choctaw County, and the memo- 
rial of G. G. Morgan and 17 other citizens of Perry County, all in the 
State of Mississippi, remonstrating against any change in the Bureau 
of Animal Industry; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PASCO. I t the petition of Joel B. Myers and 13 other 
citizens of Hillsborough County, Florida, with reference to legislation 
relating to the Fort Brooke military reservation near Tampa, Fla., 
and praying that certain rights claimed therein by them may be duly 
considered, I also present a similar petition of Dorcas Bryant and 16 
other citizens of Hillsborough County, Florida. I understand that 
this matter is before the Committee on Military Affairs, and I move 
the reference of the petitions to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented the petition of Robert Weare, 
of Little Rock, Ark., praying Congress to t him a reissue of two 
honorable discharges from the Armyand Navy, which he had received, 
but which were stolen from him; and also that he be paid all arrears 
of bounty, pensions, or other moneys to which he may be entitled; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. ` 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of George A. Priest and 
94 other ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens of Michigan, praying 
for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Meadow Creek, Mont., 
praying for the of laws securing the preservation of the min- 
eral lands of Montana to citizens of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition of John C. Cahoon, C. C. Cahoon, 
E. W. Dean, and 11 others, members of the Taunton Gun Club, and 
other citizens of Taunton, Mass., praying for the passage of Senate bill 
283, for the better protection of the Yellowstone National Park; which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS presented the petition of Thomas H. Chubb and 13 
other citizens of Post Mill Village, Vt., praying for the better protec- 
no of the Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Port Townsend (Wash. ) 
Board of Trade, praying that a larger appropriation be made for the 
support of the revenue-marine service; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of 117 citizens of Orangeton and 
Clarksville, Rockland County, New York, praying for the passage of 

Senate bill 283, providing for the better protection of Yellowstone Na- 
tional Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. y 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a petition of citizens of Montana Territory, 
praying that the mineral lands in that Territory may be reserved by 
law to citizens of the United States, and that the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company may be prevented from acquiring any lands to which 
it is not clearly entitied; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 


Mr. MORRILL. I am directed by the Committee on Finance to 
report a resolution, and I ask for its present consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, by subcommittee or otherwise. are 
authorized to collect information, to take testimony, to employ a stenographer, 
to administer oaths, as they may deem most expedient; and the expenses there- 
for shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theresolution will be referred to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, 
under the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iask leave for the Committee on Finance to sit 
during the sessions of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont asks that 
the Committee on Finance have leave to sit, during the sessions of the 
Senate. It is so ordered, if there be no objection. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 849) granting a pension to Morgan Gordon, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


1888. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 

lowing bills, reported them each with an amendment, and submitted 
rts thereon: 

A bill E 2677) granting a pension to Jane Reilly; and 


A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner. š 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: $ 

A bill (S. 2879) increasing the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, 
widow of Alexander Schimmelfennig, late brigadier-general and major- 
general by brevet; and 

A bill (H. R. 6552) to increase the pension of James R. Porter. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2734) granting a pension to John E. Watts, submitted an 
adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: F 

A bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 

A bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; 

A bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

A bill (S. 2782) granting a pension to Charity J. Towns and minor 
children; and 
. A bill (S. 2162) for the relief of Mary M. Strong. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Commiitee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2050) granting a pension to Mrs. Bridget Hackett, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 

A bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward; 

A bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynolds; 

A bill a R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 

ion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 

A bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linneus W. Risley; and 

A bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2666) granting a ion to L. B. Skinner, reported 
it with amendments, and aabnittied «vende thereon. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1750) granting a pension to George W. Wilburn; 

A bill (8. 876) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds; 

A bill (S. 2101) granting a pension to Daniel K. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 885) to increase the pension of Adrian C. Dodge. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 228) donating certain lots to the city of St. Au- 
gustine, Fla., for public schools, parks, and a public library, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (S. 2946) granting 
the use of certain lands to the city of St. Augustine, Fla., for a public 
park, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O'Neil; 

A bill (H. R. 17100 granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 

A bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; and 

A bill (S. 2733) granting an increase of pension to Shadrach Brown. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which 
were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefinitely: ~ 

A bill 05 2753) granting a pension to Louisa N. Noble; 

A bill (8. 5 to increase the pension of Sarah B. Young; and 

A bill (S. 2732) granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. Rook. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of William C. Shimoneck, praying to be allowed an 
increase of pension, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 
2947) granting an increase of pension to William C. Shimoneck; which 
was read twice by its title. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn., reported it with amend- 
ments, 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 489) for the relief of John Finn, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the peti- 
tion of William B. Stokes, late pension agent at Nashville, Tenn., pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill to relieve him and his sureties from a claim 

ed to be due the Government, submitted a report thereon, accom- 
panied by a bill (S. 2948) for the relief of William B. Stokes, M. M. 
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Brien, sr., Thomas Waters, and William T. Haskins; which was read 
twice by its title. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I am directed by the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1497) to provide for two 
additional associate justices of the supreme court of Dakota, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments. 

I wish to say in reference to the bill that it is not intended to antago- 
nize the efforts now being made for the admission of Dakota as a State; 
but until the people of that Territory can be allowed to provide for 
themselves we must provide additional judicial facilities for them, and 
in order that they may be so provided the bill is reported favorably. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar., 

Mr. STANFORD, from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 351) to provide for the 
erection of a public building in the city of Zanesville, Ohio, reported 
it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1553) to provide for the purchase of a site for and the erection of a pub- 
lie building at Oakland, in the State of California, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STOCK BRIDGE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred an amendment intended to be proposed to the Indian ap- 
propriation bill, to insert in line 107 of the printed bill, after thou- 
sand, the words“ five hundred,” reported it favorably, and moved its 
reference to the Committee on Appropriations; which was to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred a resolution directing that committee to ascer- 
tain what rules or regulations prevail in the District for granting au- 
thority to house-owners to extend the fronts and the door-steps of their 
residences into the streets, and to establish carriageways across the 
sidewalks to and from their front doors, asked that it be printed with 
the accompanying letters from the ccmmissioners of the District of 
Columbia on that subject; which was agreed to. i 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Squire Burns; 

A bill (S. 2857) granting a pension to Charlotte Ayers; 

A bill (8. oh granting an increase of pension to Edwin Marsh; 
A bill (8. 2758) granting a pension to Susan B. Murdock; and 

A bill (S. 2684) granting a pension to Mary L. Page. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2683) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust; 

A bill (S. 2842) granting an increase of pension to William H. Welsh; 

A bill 8 2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost; 

A bill (S. 2746) granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis; 

A bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

A bill (H. R. 9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag; 

A bill K. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; and 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Theresa Guelich. 


WILLIAM LEMONS. 


Mr. SAWYER. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2928) grantinga pension to William 
Lemons, to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr, HARRIS. Task the unanimous consent of the Senate to con- 
sider the bill at this time. William Lemons is an old man over ninety 
years of age, and I am informed that he is in circumstances of extreme 
suffering. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of William Lemons, late a drummer in the war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THE COMMITTEE ON FINANCE. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance, by subcommittee or otherwise, are 
authorized to collect information, to take testimony, toemploy a stenographer, 


toadminister oaths, as they may deem most expedient; and the expenses therefor 
shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


FINANCE COMMITTEE HEARINGS. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the res- 
olution submitted by Mr. MORRILL, April 24, 1888, reported it without 
amendment, and the resolution was considered by unanimous consent 
and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be, and they are hereby, authorized 
to em aor to report 
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BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2949) granting a pension to the 
widow of G. K. Warren; which was read twice by its title, and referred 

to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2950) granting a pension to Mil- 
ton Childers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2951) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary 
Morrison Elliott; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 2952) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause such changes and improvements to be 
made in the United States custom-house, post-office, and subtreasury 
building at Chicago, Ill., and erect such additions thereto as in his 
judgment may be necessary to provide sufficient accommodations for 
the post-office in that city; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred’ to the Committee on Pablic Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2953) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint Medical tor Thomas W. 
Leach a medical director on the retired-list of the Navy; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 2954) granting a pension to 
William Gardner; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2955) to authorize 
the appointment of a commission to examine, test, and report upon the 
use, by different systemsand methods, of dynamite and other high ex- 

losives for military and naval operations; which was read twice by 
ts title, and referred to the Committee on Coast Defenses. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 83) for the relief 
of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 84) to 
authorize the Commissioner of the General Land Office to have certain 
maps printed; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA REPRESENTATION IN CONGRESS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I introduce a joint resolution providing for an amend- 
ment of the Constitution giving representation to the District of Colum- 
bia in the two Houses of Congress. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 82) proposing an amendment of the Con- 
stitution giving representation to the District of Columbia in the two 
Houses of Congress was read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have heretofore introduced this resolution in sub- 
stance, but it failed to be printed by some error, and I now introduce 
it again, modified. I move that it be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, and in doing this I wish to say, in an effortto 
express the importance of attention to this matter, that the population 
of this District by the last census exceeded that of theStates of Oregon, 
Delaware, and Nevada. e 

In valuation of property it amòunts to $99,401,787 by the same cen- 
sus, and it exceeds the assessed valuation of Nebraska, Vermont, Ar- 
kansas, Colorado, Delaware, Oregon, Florida, and Nevada. The direct 
taxes of the District of Columbia paid since 1862 amount to $6,454,- 
907.03, amounting in the last year alone to $142,172.10, exceeding the 
direct taxes paid by the States of Alabama, Arkansas, Maine, Missis- 
sippi, Nevada, South Carolina, and Vermont. For local purposes last 
year its taxation was $2,374,914.53. 

I have some other figures that may be of use to ihe committee of 
which these are a recapitulation, and with the consent of the Senate I 
will pass them to the Reporter that they may appear in the RECORD. 

According to the last census, the District of Columbia has a popu- 
lation larger than several of the States: 


The population of the District is now estimated at from 200,000 to 

250,000. In valuation of property it exceeds, according to the last cen- 
sus, a number of States . 

District of Columb’ 


Nebraska . . . * . 90,585, 782 
Vermont..... .. 86,806,775 
Arkansas . 86,409,364 
Colorado . 74,471,693 
Delaware. . 59,951, 643 
Oregon. . 52,522,084 
Florida. . 30,938, 309 
r y 29, 291, 459 


In addition to indirect taxation, which operates upon the District the 
same as upon the States, it has paid $6,454,907.03 taxes since 1862, | > 
under the internal-revenue laws. During the last fiscal year it paid of 
those taxes more than either Alabama, Arkansas, Maine, Mississippi, 
Nevada, South Carolina, or Vermont: 


For local purposes it pays annually over $2,000,000 in taxes. Last 
year the amount was $2,374,914.53. Here, then, is a rapidly growing 
community, already close up to a quarter of a million in number, pay- 
ing more taxes than some of the States, having more people than some 
of the States, and yet, as a member of Congress lately said, at no point 
ent the administration of their own affairs.“ Is this right or ex- 

ient 

Mr. HOAR. I ask the consent of the Senate to make a brief state- 
ment in regard to this subject which will be of interest to the public, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. As this is a modified form of the joint resolution I 
heretofore introduced, let it be read. 

425 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts has 

e floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Several persons, gentlemen of standing and character 
in the District of Columbia, have applied to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections for a hearing in support of che joint resolution. I 
communicated to them that I had no doubt the committee would give 
them a hearing if they should desire, but asked them to consider 
whether it would not be better for their case to present in print what 
they have tosay. I have been informed by these gentlemen represent- 
ing this sentiment that they would like to take that course, but that 
which ever course they take they would prefer to have the question de- 
ferred until the next session of Congress rather than to have the com- 
mittee consider it and bring it into the Senate during the haste and 
crowded condition of business which will exist in the latter part of the 
present session. Unless some good reason shall appear to the contrary, 
I have no doubt the committee will comply with that desire, and will 
take the matter up for consideration at the beginning of next winter’s 
session. 

Mr. BLAIR. If Imay be permitted to say an additional word I will 
state that this amendment originates in the desire to give to the people 
of the District substantial representation in the making of the general 
laws under which they live, and after the preparation of the original 
amendment which was made by citizens of the District on my sugges- 
tion of what I thought it ought to contain, I introduced the amend- 
ment as they had it prepared. There are some difficulties which would 
be likely to arise in the operation of such an amendment, should it be 
made as prepared, and those difficulties in this second preparation I 
have endeavored to obviate; but of course in so intricate and impor- 
tant a matter it is not to be presumed that any amendment will be 
likely to be so nearly complete as to not require substantial modifica- 
tion by the committee that considers it. 

Iam very glad that the matter is to be suspended until the next 
session of Congress. Meanwhile I think there may be somewhat ex- 
tensive representations that the people of the District may make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. ALLISON, Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. SPOONER, and Mr. STAN- 
FORD submitted amendments intended to be proposed by them, re- 
spectively, to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE and Mr. VANCE submitted amendments in- 
tended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the Indian appropria- 
tion bill; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 251) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. Murray, 


74, 
260 | deceased 


> 

A bill (H. R. 956) for the relief of heirs of Christopher Cott; 

A bill (H. R.,3604) granting an honorable discharge to A. R. Hart- 
zell, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city; 

A bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. B. Wilson; 
A bill 2 R. 6233) for the relief of Jesse Coe; and 
A bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 
ey bill (S. 38) granting the Washington and Idaho Railroad Com- 

y the right of way through the Cœur d’Alene Indian reservation; 
A bill 18 316) for the relief of Edward Fitzgerald; 
A bill (S. 475) ſor the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de- 


and 
A bill (S. 850) granting certain lands in the Territory of Wyoming 


— for public purposes. 
286. 


message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 


1888. 
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amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 9711) making an appro- 
priation to enable the several Executive Departments of the Govern- 
ment and the Bureau of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, 
including the National Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, 
to participate in the Centennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Cen- 
tral States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October 27, 
1888, to the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, Mr. CLEM- 


ENTS, and Mr. BUTTERWORTH managers at the conference on its part® 


SENATOR FROM INDIANA. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections in regard to 
the case of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Jf there be no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the order of morning business is closed, and the 
Senator from Massachusetts moves that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the report of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
concerning the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

The motion was a to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the several memorials, I suppose that is all 
the action necessary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the committee be discharged from the further consideration 
of the petitions and memorials in regard to the matter. The question 
is on ing to the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me, Mr. President, that one of the 
propositions enunciated by the committee in their report is too broad, 
and I desire to express my dissent from that proposition. 

The committee make a reservation at the close of the report in which 
they state that they do not mean to be understood as declaring that 
the Senate, upon the question of the admission of a Senator to his seat, 
can not inquire into the legality of a Legislature; whether it is in form 
and in fact a Legislature competent to elect a United States Senator. 
But they also say they are of opinion, upon the offer made of proof of 
facts in this case as stated in the second proposition of their report, that 
the Senate have no authority to investigate such facts in connection 
with the question of a Senator’s right to his seat. The offer of proof 
was as follows: i 

Second. That before said alleged election the senate— 

That is, the State senate of Indiana— 
wrongfully, and for the purpose of obtaining a majority for said Turprein said 
joint convention, declared two members, who had been duly and lawfully 
elected members thereof, not entitled to their seats, and declared two other 
persons, who had not been duly and lawfully elected, to be entitled to such 
seats, and thereupon seated such persons, and that this was done without right, 
without evidence, and without hearing or debate; and that said persons so 
seated thereafter were present and voted for Mr. TURPIE in said convention, 
and that without such votes said TURPIE would not have received a majority. 

I concur in the general proposition that the Senate of the United 
States, when deciding upon the right of a Senator to his seat, should 
not undertake to investigate the legality of the election of members of 
the State Legislature which chose the Senator; but I think it is going 
too far to exclude the special case named in this second point of the 
report, where it may be made to appear that a Legislature in session, 
duly organized, as a preliminary to the election of a United States Sen- 
ator, andasa part in fact ofthe proceeding of election, go on and in order 
to make a wrongful and fictitious majority eject certain members law- 
fully entitled to their seats and put others in their places. 

It seems to me that there may be an extreme case in which it would 
not only be the right but the duty of the Senate to inquire into the 
circumstances of the ejection of members of a State Legislature from 
their seats, and that there is an exception, and there may well be an ex- 
ception, to the general proposition that each branch of the State Legis- 
lature is entitled to decide for itself, and to decide for itself conclu- 
sively, the right of its members to their seats for the purpose of electing 
a United States Senator. 

The question is one of some importance, and the rule as laid down 
by the committee may be one which will work in the future evil re- 
sults because of the method prescribed for electing United States Sen- 
ators by the United States statute on that subject. The act of 1866, 
as Senators well recollect, provides that if there is no election of Sen- 
ator by a concurrent vote of the two Houses acting separately on the 
first day fixed by the act for an election, there shall be on the next day 
a joint convention, and that an election of Senator may, and shall then 
if possible, be made by that joint convention. 

It may happen, it often bas happened, thata Legislature thus assem- 
bled is of different politics in the two branches. There may be, for il- 
Justration, and I think there was in fact in this case, a Republican 
house of representatives and a Democratic senate, a Republican ma- 
jority in one body and a Democratic majority in the other body. 

Now, the proposition of the Senate committee in its broadest sense is 
that if, as preliminary to the election of a Senator, one of these bodies 
shall deliberately eject some of its members without right and shall 
substitute for those members others as members who had no right, for 
the purpose of creating a false and fictitious and manufactured major- 
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ity in the joint convention, it is beyond the power of the Senate of the 
United States under any circumstances to inquire into the legality of 
that transaction. : 

Isay that I think the committee have enunciated that proposition 
too broadly. I think that there may be a case where, under a proper 
construction of the Constitution, after a proper consideration of the 
law of 1866, if it shall appear that a majority is thus manufactured in- 
a State Legislature, not as a ar and legitimate and ordinary course 
of business for the purpose of deciding as to the rights of members to 
their seats, but solely and clearly and plainly for the purpose of chang- 
ing the political character of the joint body—I conceive that under 
these circumstances the Senate of the United States would unhesitat- 
ingly inquire into the legality of these transactions, and would treat 
the ejection of certain members and the introduction into the body of 
the State Legislature of other persons as a part of the res gestæ, as a 
part of the whole election by which a Senator is to be chosen contrary 
to the will of the Legislature as a whole. 

The doctrine as laid down by the committee would go to the extent 
of preventing the Senate of the United States from disputing the le- 
gality of the election of a Senator in a case where, on the very morning 
of election, one body might undertake to eject a sufficient number of 
members from participation in the election, or might confine them 
where they could not take partin theelection. The doctrine as broadly 
laid down by the committee might go to that extent, and it seems to 
me that the principles announced by the committee unanimously, as 
I understand, which as a general proposition may be correct, go alto- 
gether too far. I desire, therefore, to place upon record my dissent 
trom the extreme doctrine thus too broadly stated. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, the considerations which have been sug- 
gested by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] have 
been the subject of very grave and anxious reflection on the part of a 
majority of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

It is always unpleasant, when you havea constitutional or other pub- 
lie duty to perform, to feel yourself restrained from going into the merits 
of the entire question down to the bottom by any legal or constitu- 
tional barrier; but at the same time that is the theory upon which our 
government of checks and balances depends. Certain duties, certain 
judgments, certain ascertainments of fact are assigned under our Con- 
stitution and the laws to different tribunals, and each tribunal is bound 
to take as conclusive the adjudication of every other within its sphere. 
The Supreme Court of the United States, or the supreme court of any 
State renders a judgment between man and man; and when a suit is 
brought upon that judgment elsewhere, the second tribunal can not 
go into the question of mistake, of fraud, of duress, or of wrongful mo- 
tive and purpose of any kind whatever, but it acts upon the judgment 
of the constitutional court. . 

Take a case whichis quite analogous to the one with which the Senate 
now has to deal. A little while ago it was said, among the wretched 
campaign slanders of the time, that two judges of the Supreme Court 
of the United States were appointed for the purpose on the part of the 
Chief Executive, General Grant, of reversing the judgment of that court 
in an important controversy which had stirred very deeply the whole 
American people, an important constitutional question which affected 
the determination one way or the other of every contract to be executed 
in the future which required a payment of money from one man to 
another in this country. There never was a viler slander that came u 
from the stump. The names of the two gentlemen who were appoint 
to that bench at that time had been sent into the Senate betore that 
judgment was announced from the bench; their names were hereawait- 
ing confirmation. I do not suppose there is any intelligent man, now 
that the excitement of that time has passed by, who seeks to find for 
the appointment to the bench of the Supreme Court of the United States 
of Judges Bradley and Strong any motive whatever, except the con- 
spicuous excellence of those two gentlemen, and their conspicuous fit- 
ness for that lofty constitutional function. One of them has retired at 
thé end of a long service, a model of the judicial character, and the 
other is by the general confession of bench and bar alike the foremost 
living jurist of the world, certainly the foremost living jurist upon 
this continent to-day. 

But suppose it had been otherwise, would it have been lawful for 
any person who did not like the judgment of that exalted tribunal, 
who was called upon in any way as an executive officer or as a mem- 
ber of a State tribunal where that judgment might have been put in 
suit, to go into the questionof the motive of the Executive who had the 
power of nominating, or of the Senate who had the power of confirming 
or rejecting the proposition to appoint them? The judgment of that 
constitutional court is a final judgment as to all the world. 

In the same way, under the constitution of the State of Indiana, in 
the assignment of political power and its distribution between State 
and nation, each legislative body of that State, as of all the other States, 
is the final judge of the title to seats of the persons who compose it; 
and when you have got a lawful senate this body can inquire into noth- 
ing, when it seeks to inquire who was the person who cast his vote for 
a Senator of the United States, but what has been the judgment of that 
lawful senate as to that person’s title to his seat. However much we 
may suspect or believe the influence of improper motives upon that 
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judgment, it is binding upon us under our oath of office to preserve the 
Constitution of the United States. - 

We have acted upon that doctrine in even a more important matter 
than this. It is declared in the Constitution that the several States of 
the Union shall determine the manner of choosing Presidential electors. 
We claimed on this side of the Chamber that that involved also the 
duty and the 7 jae on the part of the State authorities to ascertain the 
result of that election, and we declared that we could not go behind 
the result so ascertained aud declared; and no doubt my honorable 
friend from New Hampshire will remember, unless I have very much 
misread the history of that period, that we declared that when the State 
tribunal had acted upon the question of the title to his seat in the 
electoral college of a State elector, that was conclusive upon the Senate 
and the House of Representatives of the United States, and that we 
were to count the votes of the persons so declared entitled to that office. 

Now in the same way we have the right undoubtedly, being the 
final judges of the election, qualification, and return of our members 
here, to see whether the elector in the Legislature of the State of In- 
diana in casting his vote was corrupted, or was under duress, or whether 
his vote in any way was wrested so that it was not the true and law- 
ful act of that elector; but in determining who has the right to cast 
the several votes we are bound by the conclusive judgment of the leg- 
islative body of the State of Indiana, So we had only to inquire in 
determining whether the votes of these two men, Branahan and Mc- 
Donald, were to be counted, which changed the result; whether the 
senate of the State of Indiana had pronounced them to be entitled to 
seats in that body; and we had no authority given us to say whether 
they did that against right, or against evidence, or for the purpose of 
changing the result of the election. 

A question came up of the lawful organization of that senate, whether 
the lieutenant-governor or the person claiming to be president pro tem- 
pore of the senate was the lawful and rightful presiding officer. But 
there was a senate there, a senate of unquestioned authority. The gov- 
ernor of the State was recognizing it as a senate, receiving and approving 
the laws which it undertook to pass. The other house, the Republican 
house of the Indiana Legislature, was communicating with it as asen- 
ate, among other things inviting it to enterinto this very joint conven- 
tion in pursuance of the act of Congress; and it took its constitutional 
share in legislation and in laws which it passed, so organized and so pre- 
sided over, by the entire acquiescence of the whole people of the State 
of Indiana, and is the law of that commonwealth to-day. And in ad- 
dition to that, and a Still more important recognition than that, every 
single member, Republican and Democrat alike of the hody, in his in- 
dividual official action recognized it as a lawful senate, acting for all 
lawfal and constitutional purposes. 

"Therefore it seems to me, however much I may dislike the result, 
and however much I may disapprove the action of that body, if it be such 
as is set forth in this remonstrance, I do not see how, under my oath 
of office as a Senator, I can help giving effect to the votes of the persons 
whom that constitutional court, the senate of Indiana, declared, one 

by one, were entitled to act as electors on that occasion. 

~ Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when the Legislature of Indiana met 
nobody denied that the State senate in question was a constitutionally 
and legally organized body. A question then arose in the senate of 
Indiana as to the right of two persons to seats in that body, a question’ 
that had been by the constitution of that State left exclusively to the 
senate of that State to determine, and the Senator sitting in front of 
me [Mr. SPOONER] reminds me that the question of the right to seats 
in the other body, the honse, was also presented. It was a Democratic 
senateand a Republican house. Each house exercised its constitutional 
right to pass upon the question as to who had been elected members, 
and rendered its judgment. In the house, as I recollect, a Republican 
was seated, at least one in place of a Democrat,who had held a certifi- 
cate and who claimed to have been elected. In the senate two Demo- 
crats were seated in place of Republicans who had claimed to be elected 
and who, I think, held the certificates. i 

Mr. VOORHEES. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator, but there 
was just one ousted. ‘There was one member, a Democrat, who sought 
his seat in the lower house who was denied it; and there was one Re- 

ublican senator, whose seat was contested, who was ousted. Brana- 
and McDonald were contestants. McDonald was admitted. 

Mr. TELLER. That does not change the legal aspect of the case. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. TELLER. Thesenate of Indiana was exercising a constitutional 
right, a right given it by the constitution of the State, from which there 
was no appeal, and no tribunal created anywhere on the face of the earth 
could review their determination. They determined that the Democrat 
was elected. It is possible that they were influenced by their desire to 
create a Democratic majority. At all events, they were passing upon a 

estion that they had a right to pass upon and that nobody else had a 

ht to pass upon and that nobody else could review after they had 

upon it. 

It Sia ack lie in the power of the Senate of the United States, when 
it comes to a question of this kind, to review that decision, and no mat- 
ter where it may take us, no matter where it may land us with refer- 
ence to the misconduct of State Legislatures, it never was intended by 
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the framers of this Government that that question of the right of mem- 
bers of the Indiana State Legislature to sit in either body there would 
ever be a subject of discussion in this body. Wemustaccept the Leg- 
islature of Indiana that the people of Indiana in all departments of its 
State government i as their Legislature,and that we admit was 
a legally elected Legislature, although we may think the methods by 
which they secured a majority were unconstitutional and illegal, be- 
cause we have not been authorized either by constitutional law or by 
statute to pass upon that question, and the committee in making this 
report have gone no further than former Senates have gone upon this 
question, and have not enunciated any new or strange doctrine to the 
American people. If the senate of Indiana outraged the rights of the 
people of Indiana, who elected another man from the one they seated, 
it is for the people of Indiana to settle with them. 

The Senator from New Hampshire suggests that this doctrine may 
carry us too far, that it may carry us so far that if the Legislature of 
Indiana shall confine some members of that Legislature for the purpose 
of preventing them from voting, still we should not be allowed to in- 
quire into that. Mr. President, the Legislature of Indiana would not 
then be exercising a constitutional duty or a constitutional power. 
That might be revolution, and that might raise an entirely different 
question. The committee have not dealt with that question. Wehave 
dealt with a Legislature declared to be legal in its inception, which 
the Senator would have us to say became illegal by the exercise im- 
properly of a constitutional power conferred upon it by the constitution 
of Indiana. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not worth while for this body in dealing 
with these questions to assume that there will be any such extraor- 
dinary conduct as is suggested; but if there should be, it will not be 
at all analogous to this case. What might then be the duty of the 
Senate in such a case would have nothing to do with what is its duty 
in this case. 

I wantto repeat again that this Legislature was legal when it was 
organized, and it was legal when it met in joint convention, unless it 
had by the introduction of one single member made itself an illegal 
body, which can not be presumed, and it was a Legislature that the gov- 
ernor of the State recognized, that the courts of the State recognized, 
and, as was said by the Senator from Massachusetts, the members of 
the house recognized it individually and collectively, and all the mem- 
bers of the senate, irrespective of party affiliations, recognized it, and 
the people of Indiana recognized it, and its enactments are the laws of 
Indiana to-day. Unless we are prepared to say thatit was a body that 
could not enact legislation that would be binding on the people of In- 
diana, then we have no right to go into this question at all. 

I am willing to stand by the language of this report, and evenif the 
language had been stronger on that subject it would have met my ap- 
proval. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, if I may be permitted a moment, the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] rose to correct a statement of the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] in regard to the alleged unseat- 
ing of members of the Indiana Legislature. We do not undertake to 
deal with the facts, but only with the allegations as stated. The Bena- 
tor from Indiana stated that McDonald and Branahan were contestants, 
The precise fact is this: There was a man by the name of John McDon- 
ald who is alleged to have been unseated and Branahan put into his 
place, That was one of the questionsatissue. Then there was another 
McDonald whose title to vote was disputed. He was, I believe, a reg- 
ularly certified member, but his title to cast his vote was disputed by 
the Republicans, according to these allegations, on the ground that he 
was a postmaster or had some other incompatibility and was deemed, 
therefore, ineligible. The objection of the remonstrants, the gentlemen 
who contest Mr. TURPIE’S title, was to the recognition of both these 
men, Branahan on the ground that he was unlawfully put in his place 
by the exclusion of the Republican McDonald, and the Democratic Me- 
Donald on the ground that he had no right to sit there, he being ineli- 
gible; so that the objection related to two votes, both of which, it is 
said, were cast for the sitting member, and in regard to both of which 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections are of opinion that the judg- 
ment of the senate of Indiana is final. That, I believe, is the precise 
state of facts. ‘ 

Mr. VOORHEES, The Senator from Massachusetts is exactly cor- 
rect. I overlooked in my response to the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] the fact that there was another McDonald. He was a sitting 
member, however, with a certificate of election, and nobody was con- 
testing his title. My mind at the time simply reverted to the contest 
between Branahan and McDonald. It is not a matter of any conse- 
quence, however. 

Mr. TELLER. I recollect the fact now as stated by the Senator 
from Massachusetts and the Senator from Indiana, but for the moment 
I had forgotten it. I knew there was a question raised on two sena- 
tors. One had been admitted when he was outside at the beginning, 
and it was said the other ought to have been put out, but the Legisla- 
ture declined to put him out. That is the case as I now recollect the 
testimony. 

Mr. BLAIR, Mr. President, it seems to me the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts and the Senator from Colorado hardly state their case as they 
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have put it in the report. Near the bottom of the first page they 
say: 

Second. That before said alle; election the senate wrongfully and for the 

of obtaininga majority for said Turpre in said joint convention, declared 

o members, who had been duly and lawfully elected members thereof, not 
entitled to their seats, and declared two other persons, who had not been duly 
and lawfully elected, to be entitled to such seats, and thereupon seated such 

rsons; and that this was done without right, without evidence, and without 

earing or debate, and that said persons so seated ihereafter were present and 
voted for Mr. TURPIE in said convention, and that without such votes said TUR- 
PIE would not have received a majority. 

If this report were what the Senators state, as I understand them, 
on the floor of the Senate, it would seem to me clear that they are 
right; but the report is inconsistent, as I think, with what they say on 
the floor of the Senate. If they admitted that the senate of the State 
of Indiana, in the horrest exercise of its undoubted function of deciding 
as to the election and qualification of its own members, had proceeded 
to oust two of them who appeared to be lawfully elected, and who as 
a matter of fact were lawfully elected, and to give those seats to others 
who as a matter of fact were not lawfully elected, then I can see how 
the action of the senate of Indiana thus constituted or reconstituted 
might be final and sufficient to elect Mr. TURPIE; but the committee 
come here with an admission that the contestants offered to prove a di- 
rect violation of its constitutional duty by that body; in other words, 
the commission of a crime by the senate of Indiana, as much as though 
they had undertaken by murder to obtain a majority which might 
change the result in the choice of a Senator of the United States. Ac- 
cording to the statement in the report it was an offer to prove a vio- 
lation of constitutional law, the commission of a crime by that ad- 
mittedly legal body and for the purpose of changing a result with a 
criminal intent. 

It does not seem to me possible that the Senate of the United States, 
having the right to judge of the election and qualification of its mem- 
bers, can be held concluded by that which is admitted to be criminal 
conduct so far as an organized body can commit criminal conduct on the 
part of either the house of representatives or the Legislature jointly 
which sends a man here to claim a seat. 

The explanation made by the Senator from Massachusetts and the 
Senator from Colorado does not seem to me at all consistent with the 
offer which these contestants made of proof as stated in the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to state, as I did when I 
had the floor before, that I do not dispute the general principles ad- 
vanced by the Senator from Massachusetts, nor the general proposition 
made in this report; but I continue of the opinion that it is altogether 
too broad a conclusion to say that where a State Legislature, or one 
branch of a State Legislature deliberately ejects members and puts others 
in their places in order to change the political character of the Legisla- 
ture, and more than that, for the immediate and special purpose of 
electing a particular man to the Senate of the United States, who is 
then and there elected, this body can not inquire into such action. 

Now, the proposition in the offer which was made of proof before this 
committee—and I understand very well that the Senator from Indiana, 
whose seat is now in question, does not admit that the facts could be 
proved as stated—but dealing with the offer of proof, the proposition 
Was: 


That before said alleged clection the senate wrongfully, and for the purpose 
of obtaining a majority for said TURPIE— 8 5 


ejeeted certain members and seated others. 

That is the case; that wrongfully and with all these attending cir- 
cumstances of outrage, in order that they might get a majority for this 
e man ſor Senator, they then and there changed the complexion 
of that State Legislature. 

Mr. President, I argue with considerable confidence that a case of 
that kind brings the ejection of the two members and the installation 
of two other persons so closely and completely and intimately into 
the election of a United States Senator that the Senate of the United 
States may fairly treat those acts as a part of the election of a United 
States Senator; and if in that election thus consummated there has 
been committed fraud or wrong in any way, the Senate of the United 
States may be a tribunal for the purpose of righting that wrong. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has stated two illustrations, one the 
case where it might be supposed that the President of the United States 
appointed two justices of the Supreme Court in order to secure a par- 
ticular opinion from the court to which the appointments were made. 
It seems to me that the illustration is not a good one. It is difficult to 
conceive how such a motive could be proved on the part of a President; 
and there is the further fact, that there is no tribunal which by any 

ibility in any form of proceeding could ascertain the motive of the 

ident in appointing two justices on the supreme bench. The Sena- 
tor appears to think his illustration is a good one and that there isa 
tribunal that has just as much right to pass upon the motive of the 
President in appointing two judges of the Supreme Court as this Sen- 
ate has to deal with the election of a United States Senator. Then he 
may remain satisfied with his illustration. 


Mr. HOAR. The Senator will allow me. I think if there were a 
suit brought before any court in this country on the judgment in the 
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legal-tender cases the court would determine whether it would main- 
tain that suit, having the same right to go into the question of the mo- 
tive of the appointment of those two judges and their right to sit and 
determine that question as we have to go into the question of the mo- 
tive of the senate of Indiana in declaring a certain person entitled to 
his seat in that body. 5 

Mr. CHANDLER. I perceive that the Senator persists in his illus- 
tration and Istill persist in differing from him. I think that a subor- 
dinate tribunal trying a case which involves the legality of the legal- 
tender act has not aright to go into the motive of the President of the 
United States in appointing two judges of the Supreme Court. It is not 
a tribunal for that purpose. But to say that the Senate of the United 
States, when it is engaged in investigating the election of one of its 
members by a State Legislature, can go into all the circumstances of that 
election and every step of that election, and can not go into the facts 
that are alleged in this offer of proof reported by the committee, isan 
entirely different claim. 

The Senator also adduced another illustration. He says, in effect, 
that the Senate of the United States has no right to go into the ques- 
tion presented to-day by the offer of the remonstrants against the right 
of the Senator from Indiana to his seat, because the Electoral Commis- 
sion in 1877 concluded that it had no right to go behind the findings 
of the returning boards in the Southern States. There is as to the case 
which furnishes this illustration a very wide and evident distinction, 
and that is that there was no tribunal which had any authority under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States to investigate the ap- 
pointment of those electors which should appear to Congress to have 
been appointed in such manner asthe Legislatures ef the several States 
had prescribed. 

When the Legislature of a State created a canvassing board and the 
canvassing board made their finding, the decision of eight out of the 
fifteen members of the Electoral Commission was that there was no 
power in Congress, in either or both branches, or in the Electoral Com- 
mission, to go behind that finding. ‘There was no tribunal existing for 
that purpose. But if there had in fact been, within the contemplation 
of the Constitution, a tribunal created with authority to investigate the 
question of the election of electors of President and Vice-President of 
the United States, it would have been very difficult to resist the con- 
clusion that the tribunal might inquire into more of the facts and more 
of the circumstances connected with the Presidential election than the 
Electoral Commission felt authorized to do; and there is a very clear 
and plain and wide distinction between the two cases, 

Mr. TELLER. Ishould like toask the Senator from New Hampshiro 
if he means to say that this body can now go into the question whether 
the house of representatives in the Legislature of the State of Indiana 
when they seated the members that they seated—because if we go into 
the question as to one house we may go into it as to both houses of the 
Legislature—and say that it made a mistake when it did not oust the 
mewber who it was said ought to have been ousted because he was in- 
eligible? Does the Senator seriously mean to claim that this Senate 
is to resolve itself into a tribunal to determine those questions? > 

Mr. CHANDLER. It will be difficult for me to convince the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, because he says that the language of the report is 
not, as it stands, strong enough to suit him; but I deal with the lan- 
guage of the report. I say that if, as a part of the proceedings in the 
election of a Senator of the United States, the legislative body engaged 
in that election, just before the election and in such close connection 
with it that itsaction may be fairly treated by the Senate of the United 
States as a part of the election, wrongfully and for the purpose and 
with the effect of obtaining a majority for a particular individual, un- 
seated members and seated others, it is competent forthe Senate of the 
United States to go into that question. 

The Senator from Massachusetts doubtless alluded to the decision of 
the Electoral Commission in order to make votes for his report on this 
side of the House; but I trust in the general interest of that report he 
has not succeeded by his reference to that decision, as I once did on a 
similar occasion in the Legislature of New Hampshire while trying to 
keep in a Democrat whose seat was contested, in driving so many Demo- 
crats away from him as to lose his case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to discharge the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections from the consideration of the remon- 
strances filed and referred to that committee in the case of the junior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE]. 

The motion was agreed to. 


ADMISSION OF WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


Mr. STEWART. I gave notice that I should call up the bill for the 
admission of Washington Territory to-day, but the Senator from Con- 
necticut, [Mr. PLATT] is quite unwell and would like to have it post- 
poned until next week. I ask unanimous consent to have it fixed for 
Thursday week at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks that 
the bill for the admission of Washington Territory be made the special 
order for Thursday of next week at 2 o’clock. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 
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ORDER OF BUSDNESS, 


:. Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1216, being House bill 1275. There will be no 
controversy about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would state that the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII being in order when the question of privilege 
was moved, ihe Chair had recognized the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
FARWELL] to move the consideration of another bill, and in equity the 
Chair thinks he should now recognize the Senator from Illinois. 


Mr. BROWN. I appeal to the Senator from IIIinois. 
Mr. FARWELL. How long will the Senator take? 
Mr. BROWN. Not five minutes. 


Mr. FARWELL. I yield to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. DOLPH. Lask the Senator from Georgia to allow me to ask 
unanimous consent to have a bill made a special order, as I am now 
called to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BROWN. I yield for that purpose. 


SEACOAST DEFENSES. 


Mr. DOLPH. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Business 603, 
being the bill (S. 62) to provide for fortifications and othcr seacoast 
defenses, be made the special order for two weeks from Monday next, 
to follow the Washington Territory bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon asks that 
the bill named by him be made a special order for two weeks from 
Monday next, at 2 o’clock in the afternoon. Isthere objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

A bill (II. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott; 

A bill (H. R. 3604) granting an honorable discharge to A. R. Hart- 
zell, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the national 
cemetery near said city. 

The following House bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims: 

A bill (H. R. 251) for the relief of the estate of Francis M. Murray, 
deceased; and 

A bill (H. R. 6233) for the relief of Jesse Coe. 

The bill (H. R. 5080) for the relief of C. B. Wilson was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Oflices and Post- 
Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 7111) granting a pension to Caroline Pautel was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, GA. 


Mr. BROWN. I now move to take up the bill to which I have re- 
ferred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of Calendar No. 1216, 
House bill 1275. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H. R. 1275) for the erection 
of a public building at Columbus, Ga., and appropriating money there- 
for. was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT STEAM RAILROADS. 

Mr. FARWELL. I move— . 

Mr. FAULKNER. [ask the Senator from Illinois to yield a moment 
to enable me to have a bill made a special order. I move that Calen- 
dar No. 1302, Senate bill 2919, be made the special order for Tuesday 
week. 

Mr. FARWELL. Will the Senator from West Virginia state the 
object of the bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON inthe chair). The 
title will be stated by the Secretary. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2919) to define the routes of steam 
railroads in the District of Columbia. and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What day does the Senator name? 

Mr. FAULKNER. I named Tuesday week, as I thought that would 
give every one an opportunity to thoroughly consider the bill, a special 
order having already been fixed for the Monday preceding that, and 
also for Thursday. I desire to give full opportunity for all the Sen- 
ators to consider the bill as now presented by the committee. It isan 
important matter, and it ought to be decided promptly one way or the 
other, 

Mr. MORRILL. Does the Senator mean next Tuesday or a week 

from next Tuesday? 

z Mr. FAULKNER. A week from next Tuesday. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the bill being 
made a special order for Tuesday of the week after next? The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CHARLESTON, S. O. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Lask the Senator from Illinois to allow me to 
call up a House bill whichis a matter of great consequence to the city 
of Charleston. 

Mr. FARWELL. How long will it take? 

Mr. HAMPTON. I think not two minutes. 

Mr. FARWELL. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. HAMPTON. It is Order of Business 1217. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carolina asks 
that Order of Business 1217, House bill 4358, be now taken up. Is 
there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4358) to increase the limitof cost 
for the public building in course of erection at Charleston, S. C. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD, 


Mr. FARWELL. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 938, being the bill (S. 2615) to authorize 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real 
estate for railway purposes in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not insist on 
that motion. This is a minor question as compared with the one pre- 
sented by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER], and just 
made a special order fora week from Tuesday next. I think the major 
question ought to be decided first, manifestly so. Having spent the 
better part of thirty-three years of my life in this city, I naturally take 
some interest in what s> deeply concerns the welfare of the city as the 
location of the two railroads, the Baltimore and Ohio and the Balti- 
more and Potomac, 

Mr. FARWELL. I beg the Senator's pardon one moment. This 
bill is not objected to by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad, 

Mr. MORRILL, I understand that perfectly; but at the same time 
it is a question which is connected with the Baltimoreand Potomac Rail- 
road. When the major question shall have been decided the Senator 
will find me as liberal as himself towards either of these roads; but look- 
ing to the fact that this city is destined to stand in the primacy of all 
national cities in the world, I desire that we shall protect, if possible, the 
public parks. That is with me the principal and chief object in appear- 
ing on this matter. I desire to participate in the discussion of these 
questions. I do not feel well enough to do it to-day, but I hope to be 
prepared to do it a week from Tuesday, or I will make no further oppo- 
sition. 

Again, I desire to see the bill that has been presented by the Com- 
mittee on the Districtof Columbia; it has not yet made its appearance 
on our desks in print. When that shall appear I shall be ready to offer 
a substitute which I not only hope will receive the approval of the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, but receive the approval of a 
majority of this body. I therefore trust that the Senator from Illinois 
will not press this measure forward at this time. I conceive it mani- 
festly unfair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar under Rule VIII being 
in order, the Senator from Illinois moves that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate for railway 
purposes in the District of Columbia. The question is on that mo- 
tion. 

The question being put, a division was called for, and the ayes 
were 8— 

Mr. MORRILL. We skall have to have the yeas and nays, e 

Mr. VEST. I hope the Senator from Illinois will not persist in call- 
ing up the bill under the present circumstances. The Senator from 
Vermont states thathis health is such that he can not debate the ques- 
tion to-day. Without saying what my view is in regard to the bill, I 
sincerely hope that we shall hear the Senator from Vermont on the 
question. ‘There can be no such emergency as to authorize the press- 
ing of the bill at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A division having been called for, the 
the Chair will announce the result of the count: The yeas are 8, and 
the noes 15. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. FARWELL, Lask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SPOONER. I appeal to the Senator from Illinois. I am in 
favor of this bill and joined in the report of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia in favor of it; but when the Senator from Vermont 
states that he desires to be present, and that he is ill and can not par- 
ticipate in the discussion to-day, and therefore prefers that the Senate 
defer action upon it, I submit to the Senator from Illinois that the bill 
ought not to be pressed at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the pending question the Senator 
8 IIlinois demands the yeas and nays. Is there a second for the 
call? 

Mr. BUTLER. I trust the Senator from Illinois will not insist on 
his motion. I am heartily in favor of considering the bill, but in view 
of the statement made by the Senator from Vermont I think it would 
scarcely be becoming to take up the bill now. Therefore, I shall feel 
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constrained to vote against the motion, whilst I should be very glad, 
indeed, to have the bill considered. 

Mr. VANCE. Ifit bein order at this stage of the proceeding I de- 
sgire to move, in deference to the request of the Senator from Vermont, 
the postponement of this bill until Tuesday next. He desires very 
much to discuss it, and he has announced this morning that he is not 
able to do so to-day, but hopes to be able to do so by next Tuesday, or 
if he is not then that he will withdraw his application before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ` The Chair would be compelled to hold 
that that motion is not now in order. The bill is not before the Senate. 
The motion is to proceed to its consideration, upon which there has been 
a division, which discloses that no quorum is present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is evident there is a quorum in the Chamber, 
and therefore I ask unanimous consent to say a single word. 

Mr. FARWELL. Iwill withdraw the request for the consideration 
of the bill under the circumstances. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois withdraws 
his motion to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 


ADMISSION OF NEW STATES. 


Mr. PLATT. While I was out of the Chamber a few moments since 
I understand that unanimous consent was obtained for the considera- 
tion of the bill for the admission of Washington Territory a week from 
Thursday next. Lask that that consent may also include the other 
two admission bills, for North Dakota and Montana. I think we may 
dispose of all of them in one day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator indicate them by 
the numbers on the Calendar? : 

Mr. EDMUNDS. They are understood. We all know what they 
are. I wish to say on the subject of unanimous consent that all this 
must be taken subject to other business not of a legislative character 
that the Senate may find it proper to attend to. 

Mr. PLATT. I supposed all our unanimous consents were subject 
t 


o that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] asks unanimous consent that the two bills referred to by him, 
one Order of Business 677, being the bill (S. 1196) to provide for the 
formation and admission into the Union of the State of North Dakota, 
and for other purposes, and the other Order of Business 819, being the 
bill (S. 2512) to provide for the formation and admission into the Union 
of the State of Montana, and for other pu shall be considered 
by the Senate after its disposition of the bill for the admission of Wash- 
ington. Is there objection to unanimous consent being given? The 
Chair hear none, and it is so ordered. 

HOURS OF LETTER-CARRIERS. 


Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 865, being the bill (H. R. 1645) to limit the hours 
that letter-carriers in cities shall be employed per day. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, be- 
ing in order, the Senator from New Hampshire moves to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill named by him. ` 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

It provides that hereafter eight hours shall constitute a day’s work for 
letter-carriers in cities or postal districts connected therewith, for 
which they shall receive the same pay as is now paid as for a day’s 
work of a greater number of hours. If any letter-carrier is employed 
a greater number of hours per day than eight, he shall be paid extra 
for the same in proportion to the salary now fixed by law. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish tosay that I am very anxious to di of this 
hil, and will ask the indulgence of the Senate beyond 2 o’clock, if it 
shall not then be disposed of. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Education and Labor 
with an amendment to add as a new section: 

Src, 2. That the Postmaster-General is authorized to make all necessary rules 
and regulations for carrying this act into effect. 

Mr. BLAIR. The committee report the bill with this amendment, 
but on account of the great difficulty of securing attention to the bill 
and the really unimportant character of the amendment, the commit- 
tee desire that it be disagreed to. I ask that the committee amend- 
ment be disagreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Committee on Education and Labor. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
n third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALBEMARLE AND CHESAPEAKE CANAL COMPANY. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Calendar, under Rule VIII, be- 
ing in order, the first bill on the Calendar in regular order will be an- 
nounced. 

. _ The bill (S. 2039) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company was announced as first inorder on the Calendar, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill proposes to direct the Secretary of the Navy to investigate 
the claim of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal Company for tolls on 


vessels transporting naval supplies, and to award such sum as he may 
find equitably due, not to exceed $3,742.20, the award to be in full 
payment of all claims of the company against the Government. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CLAUDE H. MASTIN. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to proceed to the consideration of 
Calendar No. 730, being the bill (S. 437) for the relief of Claude H. 
Mastin, surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, 
Ala. 

Mr. VEST. Several of us have bills that we should like to have 
considered, and I simply want to call the attention of the Senate to 
this practice, after the Calendar has been taken up, of laying it aside. 
I have not the slightest objection to the Senator from Arkansas taking 
up his bill, but we ought to go on with the Calendar regularly, or else 
not attempt to enforce the rules of the Senate at all. We shall never 
get through the Calendar under the practice that the Senator from Ar- 
kansas now resorts to. I have on the Calendar three or four bills which 
I especially desire to have passed, but I have refrained from asking the 
Senate to take them up out of their order in the hope that the Calen- 
dar might be proceeded with regularly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I deem it proper to say that I have no ob- 
jection to taking up the Calendar and proceeding with it regularly, and 
I very much desire to do so. I have no objection to the Senator from 
Missouri calling up any bill out of order at any time, and will certainly 
not characterize his action as scrambling. The bill I move to take up 
has been on the Calendar quite a while; it has been reported time and 
again by committees of this body; it is a just and equitable claim, and 
in my judgment it ought to have been passed long since. I hope the 
Senate will proceed to its consideration. 

Mr. VEST. I have bills of the same character on the Calendar. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was at ry request that the Senator from Arkan- 
sas moved to take up this hill. It is a bill to provide for the payment 
of a debt due to a firm, one member of which is dead. The daughter 
of Dr. Le Vert, the deceased member of the firm, is very infirm, is almost 
dying. The Government of the United Statesowes the firm a small sum 
of money for the use of property. The bill has twice heretofore passed 
the Senate. I think there will be no trouble at all in passing it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention o Sen- 
ators to the fact that debate on motions of this character is not in order 
under the rule, and can only be tolerated by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HARRIS. I know debate is out of order, but I desire to say, as 
others have been allowed to be heard, that I hope the bill called up 
by the Senator from Arkansas will be disposed of, but it seems to me 
the wisest thing we can do is by unanimous consent to agree to take 
up the Calendar under Rule VIII, and devote, I would say to-morrow, 
next day, and the next day, at least two or three days in succession to 
it, so that we may run through the Calendar as we did three or four 
weeks ago, devoting day after day to it for such number of days as the 
Senate will consent to devote to it. And I will ask at this time unani- 
mous consent of the Senate, if there be no appropriation bill interfer- 
ing, that we take up the Calendar under Rule VIII to-morrow and de- 
vote at least the next two days to it immediately after the routine 
morning business is concluded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Pending the motion of the Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HAR- 
RIS] asks unanimous consent of the Senate that to-morrow, immedi- 
ately after the routine morning business, the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Calendar in its order. Is there objection to the 
cs apa The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

e question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Arkansas to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill which has been indicated. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the order of business? 

The Cuter CLERK. Order of Business 730, being the bill (S. 437) 
for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner of the firm of-Le 
Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the unfinished 
business, being the bill (S. 2083) to provide for the establishment of a 
Bureau of Animal Industry, and to facilitate the exportation of live- 
stock and their products, to extirpate contagious pleuro-pneumonia 
and other diseases among domestic animals, and for other pu š 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the bill taken up on the motion of the 
Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JONES] be proceeded with, displacing the 
unfinished business as to that bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire at this time to move another bill to displace 
the regular order; but I shall yield informally to the Senator from Ar- 
kansas to di of his bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. If this bill is taken up under my motion, the Sena- 
tor will have a chance presently. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee moves 


that Senate bill 437 be continued in consideration. 
Mr. BLAIR. Should that be done. as soon as the bill is disposed of 
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= spe in order for me to moye to proceed to consider any bill on the 
en ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. If the 
Senate votes to consider this bill, the consideration of which is moved 
now by the Senator from Tennessee, it will displace the unfinished 
business. 

‘Mr. BLAIR. But when the bill of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jonxs] is disposed of, will it then be in order for me to make a motion 
to proceed to consider some other bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands, there being 
no unfinished business at that time and no special order for that time. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask the Chair to recognize me, then, when this bill 
shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam willing that Senate bill 2083, being the ani- 
mal-industry bill, should be displaced. There is such a diversity of 
opinion that it will lead to great discussion, and I shall be out of the 
0 ber much of the time for the next two weeks, and therefore would 
prefer to have it go to the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Tennessee to proceed with the consideration of 
Senate bill 437. 

Mr. VEST. What is the fate of the bill in regard to the Bureau of 
Animal Industry ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be displaced by this motion, 
end will go to the Calendar in its order. 

Mr. VEST. Then it goes back to the Calendar? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It goes back to the Calendar. The 
question is on the motion of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS]. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 437) for the relief of 
Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, 
of Mobile, Ala. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 9, after the word Hospital,“ to insert and; and 
after the word thereto, in the same line, to strike out the words 
“and so forth;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Beit l, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and required to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 

pro ed, the sum of $3,927 to Claude H. tin, surviving partner of Le 
Vert Mastin; the said sum to be received in full payment and satisfaction 
oes rent of the Le Vert Hospital and damages thereto by the United States 
authorities. 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the |_ 


third time, and passed. 
GREENOUGH’S STATUE OF WASHINGTON. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, some days ago I offered a resolution in 
to the statue of Washington in the Capitol grounds, and it was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. At the request of the Sen- 
ator from Vermont [Mr. MORRIEL], a member of the Committee on 
Publie Buildings and Grounds, I wish to have that reference changed, 
with the consent of the chairman of the Committee on the Library, the 
Senator from New York [Mr. Evarts], with whom I have conferred. 
I move that the resolution be withdrawn from the Committee on the 
Library and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
The PRESIDENT pro If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion to which the Senator from Missouri refers will be withdrawn from 
the Committee on the Library and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, together with the letter accompanying the 
resolution. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate proceed to consider Order of 
Business 1196, being the bill (H. R. 8560). 

Labor, a bill that passed the House of Representatives unanimously. 

Mr. VEST. I hope we shall go on with the Calendar. I may be in 
a minority, but I shall insist on it. 

Mr. BLAIR. My motion isin order. I hope the Senator will not 
oppose it, 

Mr. VEST. It is a very important bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANpDERSON in the chair). The 
Senator from New Hampshire moves to proceed to the consideration or 
House bill 8560. ; 

The question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to pre- 
vail. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask fora division. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope not. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bill will take but a short time. 

Mr. HARRIS. It will take at least an hour, 

Mr. BLAIR, I have wanted for a long time to rid myself of the 
burden of this bill. 

Mr, HARRIS. You can bear the burden a little longer. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls attention to the rule 


to establish a Department of | Coke, 


that prohibits debate on a motion of this character. Is a division 
called for? 

Mr. BLAIR. I desire to have the bill considered. If it is necessary 
to call for a division, I must do so, or call for the yeas and nays. I 
think there will be no further question made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isa division called for by the Senator 
from New Hampshire? 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask that the question be put again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair will put the question again 
on the motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to proceed to the 
3 of the bill (H. R. 8560) to establish a Department of 

r. 

Tho question being put, it was declared that the noes appeared to 
prevail. 

Mr. BLAIR. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KENNA. Are the yeas and nays ordered? I saw but two 
hands up. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair saw a sufficient number 
rising to second the call for the yeas and nays. The question is on the 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill named by him. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (in the chair, when his name was called). The 
occupant of the chair announces that he is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 


Iam paired with 


Evstis]. I do not know how he would vote if present. 
Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY]. If he were here, I should vote yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 16, nays 14; as follows: 
: YEAS—16. 
Blair, Davis, Hoar, Teller, 
Bowen, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Turpie, 
Brown, Faulkner, Palmer, Voorhee: 
Chandler, George, Sherman, Wilson of Iowa, 
NAYS—14. 
Bate. Coke, Vai 
Batler, Hampton, Pugh, Vest. i 
Call, Ha: Quay, 
Cockrell, Morgan, Reagan, 
> ABSENT—6, 
Aldrich, Dolph, Ingalls, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Edmunds, Jones of Nevada, Sabin, T 
Beck, Eustis, Kenna, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Farwell, MePherson, Sawyer, 
Blackburn, Frye, Manderson, Spooner, 
Blodgett, Gibson, Mitehell, Stanford, 
ý Gorman, Morrill, e 
Chace, Gray, Paddock, Stockbridge, 
Colquitt, Hale Payne, Walthall, 
Cullom, Hawley, $ Wilson of Md. 
Daniel, Hearst, Plumb, 
Dawes, Hiscock, Ransom, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is nota quorum voting. The 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators answered 
to their names: 


Aldrich, Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Saulebury, 
Allison, Davis, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dolph, Sherman, 
Blair, Evarts, Paddock, Spooner, 
Bowen, Frye, mer, Stewart, 
Brown, George, Pasco, Teller, 
Butler, Gray, Payne, ‘ance, 
‘all, Hampton, Platt, 
Chandler, larris, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Quay, Walthall, 
Hoar, Wilson of Iowa, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call of the roll discloses forty- 
fonr Senators present. A quorum being present, the call under the 
order for the yeas and nays will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
a yea. n 

The roll-eall was concluded. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am unable to vote. Iam paired with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 


Tam paired with the Sen- 
If he were present, I should vote 


Eustis}. I do not know how he would vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 16; as follows: 
YEAS—23. 
Allison, Davis, Hoar, Stewart, 
Blair, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Manderson, Turpie, 
Brown, Frye, Palmer, Voorhees. 
Chandler, y Sawyer, Wilson of Iowa 
Cullom, Hawley, Spooner, 


NAYS—16. 
Bate, Coke, Saulsbury, 
Berry, Gray, Pugh, ance, 
Butler, Hampton, Quay, est, 
Cockrel), € Reagan, Walthall. 
ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Jones of Nevada. 
‘Beck, Eus Kenna, Riddleberger, 
Blackburn, Evarts, McPherson, 
Blodgett, Farwell, Mitchell, Sherman, 
Call, Gibson, Morgan, ford, b 
Cameron, Gorman, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Hale, Paddock, Wilson of Md, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Payne, 
Daniel, Hiscock, Platt, 
Dawes, Ingalls, Plumb, 
So the motion was to. f 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is before the Senate asin 


Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire having the 
bill in charge to allow it to be laid aside informally, so that I may call 
up the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I assent to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the request 
of the Senator from Iowa to be that the pending bill be temporarily 
laid aside for the consideration of the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes; I ask that it be informally laid aside for that 


purpose. 2 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is so ordered, unless there be ob- 
ection. 
j Mr. BROWN. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me to have an or- 
der made? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BROWN. In the Forty-sixth Congress a bill was introduced in 
the Senate for the relief of Nathaniel P. Harbin. There was no adverse 
report, as I understand, and the papers are on the files of the Senate. 
I ask leave for his attorney to withdraw them. 

The order was agreed to, as follows: 

Ordered, That Nathaniel P. Harbin haye leaye to withdraw the papers in his 
case from the files of the Senate. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had yes- 
terday approved and signed the following acts and joint resolution: 
An act (S. 1148) to grant a right of way to the Kansas City and Pa- 
cific Railroad Company through the Indian Territory, and for other 
* An act (S. 2671) to create and organize the county of Latah; 

An act (S. 1889) to authorize the Tennessee Midland Railway Com- 

y to construct a bridge across the Tennessee River at any point on 
the line between the counties of Decatur and Perry, in the State of 
Tennessee, it may deem acceptable; 

An act (S. 2198) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at 
Little Rock, Ark.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 73) relating to the disposal of public lands in 
certain States. 

. PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pension appropriation bill will 
be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fi year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes, which was reported from the Committee 
on Appropriations with amendments, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the amendments may be considered as 
the bill is read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read and the amend- 
ments will be considered on the formal reading of the bill, if there be 
no objection. The reading of the bill will be proceeded with. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The firstamendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in line 
11, after the word Mexico,“ to strike out seventy-nine million“ 
and insert “eighty million four hundred and seventy-three thousand; 
so as to read: 

For Army and Navy pensions as follows: For invalids, widows, minor chil- 
dren, and dependent relatives, and survivors and widows of the war of 1812, 
and with Mexico, $80,473,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 15, after the words ‘‘And provided 
Further,“ to strike out: 

Thatin all pensions to widows, payments shall be made from the date of 
death of the husband, 

And to insert: 


That all pensions which have been, or which may hereafter be, granted un- 
der the genera! Jaws regulating pensions to widows in consequence of death 
occurring from a cause which originated in the service since the 4th day of 
March, 1361, shall commence from the date of death of the husband. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Task fora division of the motion to strike out 
and insert. I desire first to have the question taken on the motion to 
strike out. 

Mr. ALLISON, Is the question divisible? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly it is divisible. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair presumes a division may 
be ordered if requested by the Senator from Missouri. The words pro- 
posed to be stricken out will be read. - 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lines 15, 16, and 17 the committee report to 
strike out the words: 

That in all pensions to widows, payments shall be made from the date of death 
of the husband. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does not seem to me that that would be the 
proper way to put the question on the amendment. The amendment 
is to strike out and insert. The Senator from Missouri moves to strike 
out, and not to insert. I do not wish to vote to strike this clause out 
unless the words in italics are inserted. It ought not to bea divisible 
amendment, although-it may be under parliamentary rules. My im- 
pression, however, is that it is not divisible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chief Clerk will read Rule 
XVII. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Rute XVIII. 
AMENDMENTS—DIVISION OF A QUESTION, 

If the question in debate contains several propositions, any Senator may havo 
the same divided, ae a motion to strike out and insert, which shall not be 
divided; but the rejection of a motion to strike out and insert one proposition 
shall not prevent a motion to strike out and insert a different proposition; nor 
shall it prevent a motion simply to strike out; nor shall the rejection of a mo- 
tion to strike out prevent a motion to strike out and insert, Butpending a mo- 
tion to strike out and insert, the part to be stricken out and the part to be iu- 
serted shall each be regarded for the purpose of amendment as a question; and 
motions to amend the part to be A ‘oni out shall have precedence, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under this rule the Chair feels con- 
strained to hold thatthe amendment is not divisible, and that the ques- 
tion before the Senate will be on striking out the words in lines 15, 16, 
and 17, and inserting the words which follow, printed in italics. 

Mr. HARRIS. I raise a question of order on the amendment, that 
it is legislation upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no doubt of the fact that it is legislation; 
but the provision is in the bill, and we are bound to deal with it in 
some way. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If there is legislation in the bill after we strike 
out what the committee propose shall be stricken out, that can also be 
rejected. Then the whole provision will go ont, and that is just what 
ought to be done. Neither the part proposed to be stricken out nor 
the part proposed to be inserted by the Senate committee ought to be 
left in the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It strikes me that that is rather a broad statement. 
When a widow applies for a pension, or for the continuance of a pension 
which was given to her husband, and the Pension Bureau decides that 
she is entitled to it, I see no logic in the world in insisting that the 
payment shall begin with the date of the application. It seems to me 
it is entirely just that the widow should draw pension from the date 
of the death of the husband. Of course there are some equities in in- 
dividual cases, as if a widow should wait five years or ten years, being 
wealthy or able to get on without assistance; but that has nothing to 
do with the general principle. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take advantage of its 
privilege under Rule XX: 

The Presiding Officer may submit any question of order for the decision of 
the Senate. * 

The Chair will submit to the Senate the question whether the point 
of order is well taken that this is legislation. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Chair state the point 
of order. Is the point of order made by the Senator from Tennessee 
that the original text is not in order? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Tennessee has no right to make a 
question of order upon the original text as it came from the other 
House; but where the Committee on Appropriations have incorporated 
in the form of an amendment that which amounts to general legisla- 
tion, and have attached it to an appropriation bill, it is in direct con- 
flict with the rules of the Senate and is clearly out of order. My ques- 
tion of order is upon the committee amendment. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then the Senate isin the attitude of finding objec- 
tionable legislation on the bill, and having no power or control over it 
in the way ofamendment. Surely that can not be the intent and pur- 
pose of any rule of the Senate, 

Mr. HARRIS. Iam surprised to hear the Senator from Iowa make 
that statement, in view of the fact that he and I have witnessed con- 
troversies over this precise question a hundred times upon this floor, 
and if there has been the shadow of variableness or of turning in re- 
spect of its decision, I do not call to mind the time when we have failed 
to rule such an amendment out of order. Notwithstanding the fact 
that the House bill may contain legislation, if a Senate amendment to 
it amounts to general legislation it has been invariably held by the 
Chair to be out of order, and therefore it has not been entertained, so 
far as my memory goes. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I do not think the rulings of the Chair have been 
uniform in this regard; but it is certain that if this provision is stricken 
out now by a vote of the Senate it will be insisted upon by the other 
House, and then a conference will be appointed upon the disagreeing 
votes, and three conferees on the part of the Senate will do what the 
Senator from Tennessee says the Senate can not do under its rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. We can refuse to accede to the report of the con- 


ferees. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is certainly no question about the fact that if 
the clause propan to be inserted by the committee is ruled out of 
order and the ate then chooses to strike out the text of the bill as 
it came from the other House, and leaves itan open question for the 
conference, the conferees may amend it in conference, and then each 
House will determine whether it will agree to the report of the com- 
mittee ornot. But my point is that the Senate ought to respect its 
own rules and observe its own dignity in respect to the provision, no 
matter what may be the result later. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. HARRIS. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Hespeaksof what a committee of conference may 
do. Does he mean to maintain that a committee of conference can in- 
troduce legislation into an appropriation bill and be outside of the 
point of order when their report of such an amendment comesin? I 
should hope not. 

Mr. HARRIS. I will state what I mean, Mr. President. I cannot 
quite assent affirmatively to the suggestion that the Senator from Ver- 
mont makes; but the other House has sent us an appropriation bill which 
does contain a legislative provision. We havea perfect right to strike 
it out. We can not make a question of order upon it in the Senate and 
dispose of it in that way. The committee of conference has no higher 
right than the two Houses who constitute that committee, and general 
legislation upon an appropriation bill being forbidden by the rules of 
both Houses I should deny the power of a conference committee to in- 
sert general legislation. But where the Senate has stricken outa pro- 
vision in the text of the bill the conferees on the part of the two Houses 
must either agree to the striking out or they must reinstate, or rein- 
state with an amendment or something in lieu of it, as is the usual prac- 
tice. However, if I am asked the direct question, Has a conference 
committee the power to legislate upon a general appropriation bill? I 
am bound to answer, No; it has not. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. So say I, Mr. President. A conference committee 
is not a joint committee, but it is a meeting of two distinct and inde- 

ndent committees. Therefore, when a report is made to this body 

y our conferees, as it can be made by nobody else, it is a report of our 
own committee, and they have no more right to put legislation in an 
appropriation bill than anybody else. I think that is very clear. 

But the difficulty is the one suggested by the Senator from Iowa, 
that in spite of all our efforts to keep legislation out of appropriation 
bills we have not had the courage (I should not dare to say the good 
sense, because that would imply that we have not good sense, which 
all of us would deny, of course) to have a rule of the Senate providing 
that any legislation which comes to us in a House appropriation bill 
should, as a matter of order, be stricken out, and after being stricken 
out that action should be insisted upon to the very end. The House 
of Representatives, having the public interests in charge as well as we, 
if they undertook to affirm a thing in an appropriation bill that the 
Senate were not willing to agree to, whether it is an item or whether 
it isa law, would recede of course, just as we must always do when 
we put an amendment on a House bill or send over a bill of our own 
to them to some phrase in which they are unwilling to agree; if we 
want the bill passed at all we must recede from that phrase. 

Yet go as far as the other House is willing to go, the matter is easy 
enough except for the technical difficulty that our rules do not provide, 
as they ought and as I have tried in an humble and ineffectual way 
hitherto to have them provide, that all general legislation in an appro- 
priation bill which comes from the House of Representatives should go 
out as a matter of order; that it should not be left to any committee to 
consider whether they could improve it or do something else about it, 
but that we should say, We will not consider questions of general leg- 
islation upon an appropriation bill.“ > 

This provision that the Committee on Appropriations propose is a 
great improvement upon the proposition of the other House, but both 
of them, I must admit, are clearly general legislation. We ought 
either to waive our own ruleand agree to the committee’s amendment, 
or, without going into a consideration of the merits of either the amend- 
ment or theoriginal proposition of the other House, we ought to strike 
them both outand stick to it; and there is no dangerin sticking toitin 
respect of the other House receding, because the other House is a body of 
equal good sense with our own and knows the relations that exist be- 
tween two independent bodies. 

There is great merit apparently in what our committee propose, al- 
though the object of all our laws about limiting the time for paying 
pensions is to guard against fraud and the temptation of speculators to 
make false claims of all kinds in the name of somebody and thus be 
working a continual fraud upon the Treasury. 


That is the theory which limits applications for pensions, and the 
time when they are allowed to go back to. It is not because in a case 
that is perfectly clear it ought not to go back in that particular case, 
but because in all general laws you must provide for the general public 
safety by having limitations in order to avoid the presentation of false 
and fraudulent claims. These limitations only operate upon people 
who neglect to apply for and enforce their rights. The Government 
goes upon the principle that everybody understood his rights and must 
be governed by some general law and provision. 

But this amendment of the committee is, I have no doubt, out of 
order, and the House provision is equally out of order in respect of the 
spirit of our rules. I do not know what their rulesare; perhaps I have 
no right to know; but certainly it is against the spirit of our rules, and 
being so, it ought to go out as a matter of order without regard to its 
merit. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to say to the Senator from Vermont that if 
he will formulate the rule he has just suggested as a matter of order in 
this body, to strike out legislative provisions in appropriation bills, as 
oue member of the Committee on Rules I shall most cheerfully favor 
its adoption. But under our rules as they now stand we have no au- 
thority to do that. The only remedy we have in respect of general 
legislation on appropriation bills coming from the other House is the 
power of amendment, to strike it out. 

I have agreed upon many occasions with the Senator from Vermont 
before to-day that this body ought to strike ont g-neral legislation 
from an appropriation bill, and when we have stricken it ont because 
it was general legislation upon such bill, we ought to stand by our ac- 
tion and assert our view of the policy, or rather the impolicy and the 
vice, of putting general legislation upon appropriation bills. 

I shall he very glad, if the Senator from Vermont will formulate the 
rule he suggests, to see it adopted and become a part of our standing 
rales; but as we have no such rule now, the only remedy is the ques- 
tion of order; and then we can strike out, if the Senator from Iowa 
will agree, the original provision in the House bill and let the confer- 
ence committee see what they can do with it later. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not agree with the Senator from Tennessee 
in the chief point he makes. We have matter in this bill which the 
Senate must either adopt as a whole or reject as a whole. It is a very 
singular condition of affairs that there shall be a clause in any bill 
which upon its first consideration in Committee of the Whole we must 
either throw out wholly or accept wholly. 

If he says we can not raise the point of order on the original provis- 
ion because it was put in by the other House, then we accept that 
proposition as in the bill like all other provisions and subject toall the 
liabilities of other provisions. 

I can not consent that the Senate shall agree to a rule by which it 
shall take away from itself absolutely the power to amend. I will go 
as far as the farthest in striking ont from every appropriation bill any- 
thing whatever in the nature of legislation. Congress spent four 
months eleven years ago fighting on that proposition, and the Repub- 
licans of the House of Representatives were absolutely right, in my 
judgment, in resisting the passage of even the appropriation bill for the 
support of the Army in the spring of 1877, and compelling an extra ses- 
sion upon that issue. I say I will go as far as the farthest; but if we 
are not to be able to apply our own rule against legislation toa bill that 
comes here from our committee, I do not care where it originated, then 
I want that phrase to stand upon an equal footing with every other 
phrase in the bill; that is, let it be open to amendment. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me to ask 


him, if we relax our rule or ignore it as to 3 propositions upon 
o 


appropriation bills coming from the other House, does he not realize 
the fact that appropriation bills will become the receptacle for a large 
proportion of our important legislation? We had as well abandon the 
struggle as either to relax or ignore the provisions of our rules and 
let appropriation bills become the vehicles for forcing through all man- 
ner of general legislation. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But it is not I who am relaxing. Suppose that 
this has no business on the bill as general legislation, I should rule it 
out; I should be in favor generally, if the Senate will agree to it, 
whether the point of order be made or not, that the Appropriations 
Committee shall report, if you choose, to strike out from even its re- 
port a clause which is distinctly legislative. I would not relax the 
rule myself, and 1 will agree upon any course that shall be thought 
best to enforce it absolutely without reservation; but if we are not 
to enforce it, if the Senator’s point is good that itis a relaxation of the 
rule, that we can not raise the point of order upon legislation coming 
here from the other House, then I say let us hold to our right to amend 
that legislation. It is very illogical indeed that we should unconstitu- 
tionally deprive ourselves of the full power of legislation upon every 
line in the bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think the Senator from Connecticut need 
have any apprehension that the conferees on the part of the Senate 
would yield after the Senate had taken decided action. The proposi- 
tion that came from the other House reads thus: 


That in all pensions to widows, payments shall be made from the date of death 
of the husband, 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4153 


I suppose that would include the one solitary Revolutionary widow 
that I believe there is, and some 11,000 widows of the war of 1812, and 
soon. It is proposed that the Senate shall strike that out and inserta 
clause which is clearly legislation. It is upon this amendment, pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations, that the Senator from Ten- 
nessee has made his point of order. There can be no question but that 
the point of order is well taken, and that the amendment is amenable 
to the rule of the Senate prohibiting legislation upon an appropriation 
bill. If thé Senate sustains the point of order which has been submit- 
ted to the Senate, I shall move to strike out the words: 

That in all pensions to widows, payments shall be made from the date of 
death of the husband. 

If the point of order is sustained, I hope the Senate will agree to 
strike out those words, and then it will go into conference, and I think 
the Senate need have no fears that the conferees on the part of the 
Senate will not adhere to the vote of the Senate, and will make no 
compromise upon this measure when they have been instructed by a 
vote of the Senate as to what they shall do. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be instructed by the Senator from 
Missouri, or the Senator from Vermont, or some other great legal light, 
in regard to this matter. I understand that it has been settled by our 
parliamentary practice that the general appropriation bills are bills 
for raising revenue. They originate in the House of Representatives. 
The House of Representatives makes that claim, and we accede to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; I think not. I have never yielded it. 

Mr. HOAR. We have acceded to it for many years. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think the Senate has never yielded it, and I can 
show the Senator reports of the Judiciary Committee of the House of 
Representatives repudiating that idea. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Reports of the Judiciary Committee of the House 
of Representatives? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say House Judiciary Committee reports have 
been made absolutely against the idea that the House of Representa- 
tives had the exclusive right to originate appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that whatever may have been said by one 
particular committeein the House of Representatives, or whatever may 

ave been said by Senators in times past, it is the settled construction 
of the clause in the Constitution that bills appropriating money to 
which bills for raising revenue are in order are bills for raising reve- 
nue within the meaning of the clause which provides that they shall 
originate in the House of Representatives. Nobody has undertaken to 
insist on the right of the Senate to originate one of these bills for a gen 
eration in any practical way. 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator will allow me to suggest that I do not 
think the Senate has ever yielded to that proposition. Indeed, we pass 
appropriation bills for public buildings here every day and send them 
to the other House. 

11 HOAR. I understand; but I refer to the general appropriation 
bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have not, of course, attempted to take juris- 
diction of that subject. 


Mr. HOAR. Why not? 
Mr. ALLISON. I think we ought to do it. 
Mr. HOAR. I understand 


Mr. ALLISON. I think the Senate ought to take the initiative in 
regard to appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOAR. What I wish to say is, that these are either revenue 
bills or they are not. If we yield as a matter of practice to the claim 
of the House of Representatives that they have a right to originate 
these general appropriation bills, whether we think we are right or 
think we are wrong, and make it thesettled policy of this Government 
that these bills are to be treated as within the constitutional prohibi- 
tion to the Senate and they must originatein the House of Representa- 
tives, that is one thing. If we do not think so, the committee ot 
which the Senator from Iowa is chairman should introduce a certain 
numberof general appropriation bills and send them down to the other 
House and stand on ourrights. If we yield that right, as we have 
done for a generation, we are bound to assert the clause of the Con- 
stitution that goes with it, that the Senate being deprived of the power 
to originate bills of that class it shall have and may rightfully exer- 
cise the power to put amendments on those bills as on other bills. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why, then, did we make the rule? 

Mr. HOAR. What I wish to have the Senator answer is this: We 
have got to take that constitutional deprivation accompanied with the 
duty which the Constitution has put upon it. If one branch of the Gov- 
ernment is, for the public interest, deprived of the power of originat- 
ing this class of bills, it must exercise, and it can not take away by its 
rule the power to exercise, the right to amend such a bill as other bills. 

I do not regard it a good answer to this proposition to say we think 
the other House is wrong. There is not a Senator here who stands on 
his opinion that the other House is wrong, and asserts the right of the 
Senate. The other House has carried into our constitutional interpre- 
tation the doctrine that the thirteen or fourteen great appropriation 
bills of the year must be originated there, and that we can not touch 
them as initiative legislation. We yield to that doctrine, and as long 
as we yield to that doctrine we are bound to assert our constitutional 
right on the contrary to amend them as other bills, 


Mr. COCKRELL. We have not yielded any particle of our right. 
The Senate has a constitutional right, and the right under its rules to 
amend all revenue bills, but the Senate has never recognized an appro- 
priation bill as a revenue bill, nor has the House of Representatives 
ever claimed that an appropriation bill wasa revenue bill. A revenue 
bill would be legislation. The House of Representatives has its rules 
prohibiting legislation upon appropriation bills. The Senate has its 
rules prohibiting legislation upon appropriation bills. The House or 
Representatives has no rule prohibiting legislation on revenue bills, 
nor as a matter of course has the Senate any such rule, 

Here is an appropriation bill, pure and simple. It is not a revenuo 
bill. It proposes nothing in the way of revenue. The other House, by 
inadvertence or otherwise, has inserted legislation. The Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations proposes to strike out that legislation and in- 
sert other legislation. The point of order is made against the proposed 
amendment of the Senate committee. It is made for the purpose ot 
getting at the whole question. If the Senate shall hold that that is 
legislation and so it shall be rejected, then a motion will be made to 
strike out the legislation which the other House has inserted, and I 
hope that motion will prevail. Then we shall have divested this ap- 
prorviation bill of its obnoxious features under the rules of the House 
anu ut the Senate. : 

As I said, I doubt not the Senate Committee on Appropriations or 
its conferees will stand by the instructions of the Senate on that ques- 
tion, as they ought to do. I hope that the Senate will sustain the ob- 
jection made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] that this is 
legislation, and when that is done I shall move to strike out the legis- 
lation the other House has inserted. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The Committee on Appropriations itself has re- 
ported to strike out this legislative clause in the House biil. It has 
also reported, it is true, to put in another clause in the place of it. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Yes, and I tried to have a division of the ques- 
tion. ` 8 

Mr. EDMUNDS. The amendment is an improvement upon the 
House provision undoubtedly. Our own committee are of opinion 
that the clause as it stands in the House bill ought not to be there, 
whatever their motive may have been. 

But let us come to the substance of this business about these bills. 
The Senator from Massachusetts has not maintained that the Senate 
can not originate an appropriation bill. He has only said that it has 
been the practice for a good many years for the House of Representa- 
tives to originate these general appropriation bills. 

Mr. HOAR. As of right, of exclusive right. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. As of exclusive right, he says. I do not know 
where the evidence of that is; but I will assume for the sake of the 
argument that the other House does claim that it has the extlusive 
right to originate these bills, on the ground, as it professes, on this as- 
sumption that I make, that they are revenue bills—not bills for rais- 
ing revenue, but bills for disposing of revenue—and that the Constitu- 
tion reads in its true spirit according to that theory, that all bills for 
disposing of the revenues of the United States already raised must 
originate in the House of Representatives, for they fall, as the claim 
is thus, under the class of revenue bills, So be it, for the sake of the 
argument, 

Then how can the Senate constitutionally originate and pass a bill 
which disposes of a single penny of the public money? The Constitu- 
tion does not measure this right by the amount of money that is in the 
bill, but by the nature of the act that is being done; and the act that 
its framers were trying to secure was that the immediate and most di- 
rect and most frequently elected representatives of the people should 
be the originators of the taxing power, of taking money out of the pock- 
ets of the people and putting it into the Treasury. That is what it 
was, and all of it. 

But if you take the other ground, and say that a bill for paying ont 
money from the Treasury that has once been raised is a revenue bill 
(and it is not easy to pay it out until it is raised, because you can not 
get your requisition answered, however many laws you may pass), then 
you come to a proposition that, to my mind, is absolutely irrefutable; 
but you must go the whole length of that proposition, and not divide 
it on the question whether the bill contains $100,000 for a public 
building in Washington or $100 fora pension to a poor, broken-down 
soldier, or whatever may be. the sum or amount or purpose of the money 
that is to be paid out of the Treasury. It is everything under the Con- 
stitution or it is nothing. 

If the Senate has no right to pass an appropriation bill that takes a 
million dollars out of the Treasury, because it is a revenue bill, it clearly 
has no right to pass a bill that takes $10 out of the Treasury, because 
it is equally a revenue bill. Everybody knows, of course, who has the 
least common sense in the world, that that thing will not stand, and 
it never has stood. 

But the House of Representatives, it is said, has contended by ac- 
tion (not otherwise that I know of) that large appropriations for the 
general purposes of the Government to carry on a Department, like the 
Indian appropriation bill, for instance, should originate with it. Sup- 
pose we originate one such bill and pass it; and they say, ‘‘ we will 
not consider it;’’ that is, they lay it on the table, or do nothing; and 
suppose they stop there? Then of course the Government would stop, 
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if we carry it around to all the objects of appropriation; nothing could 
be carried on, and somebody would be very much to blame. Either 
the House of Representatives would not be re-elected, and it would get 
members of a better mind, or we should not be re-elected. 

But suppose they did the other thing, which they would do, and 
which they have done on one or two occasions I believe in old times, 
just leave the Senate bill in a committee or on the table, as they do the 

t part of our bills to this day which are not revenue bills, and act 
upon and pass a bill of their own which appropriates precisely the 
same amounts of money for precisely the same objects, and they send 
it here. We do not contend that the House of Representatives have no 
right to originate such a bill, and all that we know officially is that a 
bill of precisely the same character which we have sent to them is on 
their table not acted upon. I think that we could take heart of grace 
in such a case and pass their bill without losing anything whatever of 
dignity or of our constitutional rights. I do not think in such a case 
that the question of who shall go first in to dinner would allow us to 
let the people’s dinner entirely cool and let the Governmentstop; and 
we should not have recognized any exclusive right in the House of 
Representatives to originate an appropriation bill at all. 

We know that in a hundred instances nearly in every Congress, cer- 
tainly two dozen or more bills of the Senate have passed and have been 
sent to the House of Representatives and have gone on their table or 
somewhere else, we do not know where, and a bill in the same lan- 
guage or in substance the same bill comes from the House of Repre- 
sentaves; and what do we do? Do we say the other House is assum- 
ing a prerogative of originating that kind of a bill to pay a pension to 
somebody or to erect a public building or to allow a bridge to be built, 

or whatever? Not by any means. We pass the House bill as a mere 
matter of convenience that they have sent us, not because they refused 
to entertain ours, but because they have passed a bill of the same char- 
acter which comes here, and we gladly take it up and pass it at once 
in order that, both Houses ing to such a measure, it may pass and 
become a law. That is the object of it and that is all, and it is not 
giving away any right of the Senate or disturbing the constitutional 
relations of the two Houses that the other House have not acted upon 
a bill of that character which we have sent to them, and we have 
acted upon a bill of the same character which they have sent to us 
later. It is a mere matter of convenience in doing business. 

The practice, therefore, does not make a construction of the Consti- 
tution, because the two Houses have nevercome to a distinct and official 
difference of opinion upon that question, and it isa difference of opinion 
that so long as the Government is to go on can really never arise, be- 
cause we having suchan appropriation bill, and the other House 
not acting upon it, from whatever motive, they pass one of the same 
kind that is satisfactory to us, as they have aright to do, and we pass 
it as a matter of course; and if they have any taste or sentiment about 
it, let them enjoy it; it is nothing to us. So I do not think that this 
practice proves anything in regard to what is the Constitution. 

But now I come back to the point that we have under consideration. 
If the House of Representatives put into an appropriation bill or any 
other bill a clause which we think ought not to be considered in that 
general kind of legislation that the general object of the bill is for, we 
certainly may make rules for the safety of the public, as we think, and 
for the good order of our own proceedings, as to how we will treat such 
a bill. We may make a rule such as there is in the constitutions of 
many States already, that no bill shall contain more than one subject 
of legislation. Suppose we had a rule of that kind and a House bill 
comes here with forty subjects of legislation—an omnibus bill. We 
say, ‘‘We can not proceed to consider a bill of that kind; we have a 
standing rule prohibiting it;“ and everything after the first subject 
shall be stricken out. We reduce it to one subject, for we say that an 
omnibus bill shall not be open to the consideration of the Senate to 
carry through the various local interests and considerations—I will not 
say jobs; I do not mean that at all—but the log-rolling business of put- 
ting together a variety of interests, each one of which may be good 
enough on its own feet or not, in order to get it through. 

We have a standing rule of that kind, and so, without debate and 
without passing upon the merits of any of the other parts of the bill, 
we strike them out and send the bill back in that shape to the House 
of Representatives, and say we stand upon that. What can the House 
of Representatives do? It can say, We will not have any bill at all, 
of any kind, upon any of these subjects;’’ or else it may say, We will 

this bill as the Senate has passed it, having one subject only in it.” 

t does not interfere with the independence of the two Houses. It 
only preserves the independence of each House, doing its own business 
in its own way. 

We have the same right; and it is our duty to see to it that we will 
not tolerate legislation on a general appropriation bill which comes 
from the other House any more than we will tolerate putting on leg- 
islative amendments here and sending them back to the other House 
to endeavor to coerce them, in the mere operation of carrying on the 
Government, into agreeing to something which it is not convenient to 
consider in such a connection. i 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, the point of order raised by the 
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Senator from Tennessee [Mr. ee, is clearly, according to my un- 
derstanding of the rule, well taken. I concur in the propricty of that 
rule which prohibits any amendment that proposes general legislation 
on an appropriation bill. Idoubt not such a rule would be a wise rule 
in the House of Representatives. I do not know what their rules are 
on that point. But I dissent entirely from the view expressed here as 
to whether we should have a rule of our own, which would exclude 
from consideration an item in an appropriation bill, because in the 
judgment of this House it was legislation. I think it would be an at- 
tempt by the rules of the Senate to control the free action of another 
branch of the National Legislature. 

It is competent for each House to make its own rules, and if the 
House of Representatives choose to have a rule which enables them to 
put legislation upon appropriation bills, it is their right to do so; and 
when that legislation comes here for our consideration we can, as an in- 
dependent body, exercise and we ought to exercise our own judgment 
as to whether it is a wise provision of the bill. But to have a rale of 
the Senate which would virtually declare thatthe House of Represent- 
atives should put no such legislation upon a bill, even though their 
own rules justified it, it seems to me, would be an attempt upon the part 
of the Senate to control the action of the co-ordinate branch of Con- 


gress. 

While I believe that it would be wise for the Horse of Representa- 
tives to adopt a rule similar to the one we have in the Senate, I do not 
believe it would be proper to undertake to control by any rule of the 
Senate the action of the other House in reference to anything they may 
see proper to put in an appropriation bill. 

If the matter is submitted to a vote of the Senate, I shall vote to sus- 
tain the point of order made by the Senator from Tennessee, and I shall 
vote to strike out the provision, which I understand is considered to 
be an unwise provision, put in by the other House. But I do not want 
to seeanyrule of the Senate adopted, such as has been suggested by the 
Senator from Tennessee and the Senator from Vermont, which should 
exclude from consideration any item in an appropriation bill sent to us 
by the other House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senator is right about that (and there is 
great force in what he says, though I do not agree with him; but he 
states it in the most forcible way), ought not the Senate to have the 
power of amending such an item in the House bill? If we can not ex- 
clude it from our consideration or from our sense of what is right about 
this class of bills, we certainly ought to have the power of putting it 
in better shape, if we can do so, than the other House have left it. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I do not know that I should oppose an amend- 
ment to our rules that would allow that to be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That then would open the whole case for any kind 
of legislation. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. The question before the Senate at the present 
time is not as to whether we should have an amendment to our rules 
which would allow that to be done. The proposition before the Senate 


is whether the amendment proposed by the committee is obnoxious to 


the rule of the Senate. Upon that point I have no doubt. 

Since this discussion arose I have taken occasion to look into the rules 
of the Senate, and I am satisfied that the point of order is well taken. 
I simply rose to enter my dissent from the views expressed by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and the Senator from Tennessee in reference to tho 
propriety of a rule of the Senate which would exclude from considera- 
tion any item which was put into an appropriation bill by the House 
of Representatives that was obnoxious to a rule of the Senate, because 
I think that each House is perfectly competent to make its own rules 
and to govern its own action in reference to appropriation bills or any 
other bills. 

Mr. HOAR. Thiscontroversy has been one of long standing. What- 
ever may be the reasoning of the Senator from Vermont or any other 
Senator upon the matter as an original question, it seems to me that 
it is impossible to deny that it is the practical construction of the con- 
stitutional clause that it covers the great general appropriation bills. 

What was the reasoning on the part of the other House? It is true 
that the phrase in the Constitution is bills for raising revenue,“ but 
under the English parliamentary system what was known as tho 
budget was the bill which raised and expended the revenue for the 
general purposes of government, and the claim was that the historical 
purpose and the reason for putting that clause into the Constitution was 
to describe that kind of a bill, although the term bills for raising 
revenue“ was used. 

That question came up in Mr. Webster's time; it came up in Mr. 
Sewar’s time, in 1855 or 1856, and it came up once after the war. 
Mr. Webster declared that although as an original proposition the con- 
tention of the House of Representatives was wrong and the contention 
of the Senate was right, yet that it was a matter which from the nature 
of the case must be decided by the judgment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Anybody who refiects a little on it will see that that is 
true, that practically it can not be otherwise, because the Senate has 
no constitutional objection to receiving any kind of a bill ‘trom the 
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other House, and the other House having a constitutional objection to 
receiving these bills from the Senate, it follows as a matter of course 
that the judgment of the other House must prevail on that subject. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts how 
long it has been since the Senate has acquiesced in the claim of the 
House of Representatives to originate general appropriation bills? 

Mr. HOAR. The last attempt made to the contrary on the part of 
the Senate, if I recollect aright, was in 1855 or 1856, with the exception 
of some bill which we sent down once during the war, or shortly after 
the war. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senate originated an appropriation bill and 

it in 1856. 

Mr. HOAR. The other House rejected it. 

Mr. ALLISON. They never took it up. 

Mr. HOAR. That was the time when Mr. Seward entered into the 
discussion. 

Mr. GEORGE. -Had the other House previous to that time been in 
the habit of receiving general appropriation bills from the Senate and 
passing them ? 

Mr. HOAR. No; it never has been the habit, I understand. We 
have tried it two or three times, but we have always failed. Therefore 
it is the settled law of the land. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not the law. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the settled law of this land, a law growing, as a 
great deal of the common law has grown, out of a universal construc- 
tion and acquiescence. Gentlemen get up once in three or four years 
and think that the Senate ought to assert its rights; and that it can as- 
sert its rights. The Senate can not assertits rights. As Mr. Webster 
originally declared, it isa question which must be settled by the House 
of Representatives, and it has been and is settled, and will remain set- 
tled by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Let me say that because the Senate does not re- 
new the fight every year or two, it does not follow that it confessedly 
abandons it. There is no statute of limitations running against a con- 
stitutional right of the Senate. It might wait fifty years and renew 
it. We wait as a matter of convenience; we waive no controversy 
upon it. We have upon our side I believe the unanimous reportof the 
Judiciary Committee of the House of Representatives asserting the 
right of the Senate to originate appropriation bills. It is not the ques- 
tion to-day at all. I would not seek this occasion when the question is 
not up to waive a right that is unquestionably ours. 

Mr. HOAR. I repeat, as my judgment, that practically this is a set- 
tled question, and it is utterly idle to treat itas otherwise. The great- 
est constitutional authority that ever sat in this body declared that the 
decision of that question by the House of Representatives must, from 
the necessity of the case, determine it, and the House of Representa- 
tives are as thoroughly committed to that principle as to any constitu- 
tional principle whatever. That being the case, and this matter being 
forever to be treated, at any rate being now treated as a matter which 

* comes here in consequence of a constitutional privilege of the House of 
Representatives, the Senate throws away its own constitutional priv- 
aay if it construes its rules to mean that we can not amend such a 
bill as other bills, because the Constitution declares expressly that the 
clas; of bills, whatever they are, which the other House is to exercise 
its constitutional privilege of originating shall be subject to the consti- 
tutional privilege of the Senate to amend as other bills. 

That being the case, it may be that we may renew the fight, as the 
Senator from Connecticut calls it. There is not much fighting in our 
spending a week in passing an appropriation bill and sending it over 
to the other House and having it laid on the table, and their sending 
one here and our adopting it on our part. We are entirely in their 
power. We can not reject their bill when they send it over here, be- 
cause they have a constitutional right to send it. Therefore it follows 
that, so long as this bilLis treated by the two branches as a bill to be 
originated in the other House under that clause, we not only have a 
right to amend it, but are bound by the Constitution to treat it as a 
bill to be amended as other bills. 

Mr. ALLISON. I cannot agree with the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] as respects the power of the Senate to originate ap- 
propriation bills. I do not understand that the House of Representa- 
tives claims the constitutional right to originate appropriation bills. 
As was stated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY], that 
question was referred only a few years ago to the Judiciary Committee 
of the House, and a majority of them, going over the whole question, 
decided that the power to originate appropriation bills was equal in the 
two Houses of Congress. 

Mr. HOAR. What did the House of Representatives do about it? 

Mr. ALLISON. Do you mean what was the action of the House of 


Representatives on that report ? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. No action was taken. There was a minority re- 
port, and the two reports lay on the table. 

Iremember very well that this whole question was debated in this body 
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and in the House of Representatives at great length when Iwas a mem- 
ber of the other House. It took place when the Senate on some bill, I 
do not remember what bill, proposed to remove the income tax. The 
question came up whether reducing revenue was raising revenue. The 
House of Representatives stood then upon the idea that bills for raising 
revenue included every bill that changed or modified existing laws as 
respects taxation, ‘There was a very able report made in this body by 
the then Senator from Pennsylvania, Mr. Scott, an able lawyer, signed 
also by Senator Conkling, as I remember. I know that those two Sen- 
ators were upon the conference committee, because it was my fortune 
to be a member of it on the part of the House. They signed a report 
arguing with great gravity that the Senate had the power to originate 
measures for reducing taxation. So upon the principle of that Senate 
report we might now originate a bill in this body abolishing specific 
taxes. But nobody will claim that, I think. Certainly we ought not 
to make that claim now. 

But the power to appropriate money is a different power from that 
which raises money, it seems to me. The reason why the provision 
was inserted in the Constitution applying only to bills for raising reve- 
nue was because the framers of that instrument did not intend that the 
House of Representatives should have the power which is held by the 
British House of Commons, the sole power to originate money bills. 
That is the prerogative of the House of Commons in England, and they 
have held from time immemorial that money bills include not only the 
power of taxation but the power of appropriating money. 

Mr. HOAR. And the Lords can not amend them. 

Mr. ALLISON. And the Lords, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
says, can not amend such bills. 

Therefore the proposition which he has so well stated was inserted 
in the Constitution, saying that the Senate could amend revenue bills 
or bills raising revenue as they could amend other bills, because our 
fathers did not intend that even upon bills raising revenue by taxation 
the Senate should be deprived of the power of amendment complete 
and full; and so they inserted that provision. 

I agree with what the Senator from Massachusetts states as respects 
our position here under our rules, If the construction which the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and other Senators place upon this rule is the true 
construction, we have tied our hands so that we can not exercise the 
power of amending a legislative provision which we find in an appro- 
priation bill, and we are put in the attitude of either being compelled 
to swallow this bill, defective as it may be, or to take our chances of 
rejecting it as a whole and sending it back to the House of Represent- 
atives. Certainly no rule which has ever been passed by this body 
intended such an absurdity, because we should thus practically place 
ourselves in the position of the House of Lords as respects money bills. 
We should say by such a construction of the rule that the House of 
Representatives may send us an appropriation bill, and put upon it 
such legislation as they choose, but when that legislation comes into 
this body we have not the power of amendment. 

Mr. BUTLER. Have we not always exercised that power of amend- 
ment, may I ask the Senator? 

Mr. ALLISON. We always do exercise it and always have exercised - 
it. Although the literal interpretation of the rule as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Vermont and the Senator from Tennessee may be the correct 
interpretation, I do not want to give the rule what I regard as an in- 
terpretation which ties our own hands and leaves the House of Repre- 
sentatives to do as they choose upon the appropriation bills. Whilst 
I agree that we have not the power to originate general legislation upon 
these bills, it seems to me perfectly clear that we have the power, or 
that we ought to have the power, of amendment. Take this rule as 
respects appropriation bills: 

No amendment which i 
3 r am 7 F general legislation shall be received to any 

The spirit of that rule is that we shall not consider original legisla- 
tive amendments in the Senate, but it does seem to me that a fair and 
liberal interpretation of it would allow us to modify a defective pro- 
vision which we find in a bill coming from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we can modify an original legislative provision 
that comes from the House of Representatives, can we not add to it? 

Mr. ALLISON. We might add to it, but we might add anything 
that is germane to the particular amendment proposed. g 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But, if my friend will pardon me 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have no rule in the Senate which raises the 
question of the germaneness of an amendment to a legislative provis- 
ion. We have a provision about the germaneness of items of appro- 
priation, but once having a legislative provision in an appropriation bill 
which comes from the other House, if I do not disturb my friend 

Mr. ALLISON. Not at all. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If we once get a legislative provision from the 
other House, and that is the subject of amendment, it is a subject of 
amendment, so far as our rules go, without any limitation at all. Any 
amendment that a majority of the Senate thinks fit to put to that leg- 
islative provision is only changing or adding to the legislation which 


4156 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 15, 


the other House has sent; and the effect of that would be thatour rule 
is gone entirely. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; but I want to have a reasonable con- 
struction of that rule. Certainly we are putting ourselves in an absurd 
attitude when we say that we can not perfect a provision already in the 
bill, and then allow this provision to be stricken out, and put it in the 
control of three conferees on the part of the Senate to restore it, tomod- 
ify it, or do what they please with it, and then either have it adopted 
by a majority vote in this body or have the bill killed, because either 
of these things can be done. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask my friend a question? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the Senate is of opinion that it will not deal 
with legislative subjects in our appropriation bills, it has only to say so 
to the House of Representatives, and that is the end of it, because the 
House of Representatives, preserving its own dignity and independence, 
respects ours in the same way; and therefore the House of Represent- 
atives will never insist, the Senator may be sure, that an appropriation 
bill shall fail because the Senate will not agree to have legislation in 
it. We have tried that ont on one exciting occasion and succeeded, 
and we always shall succeed on occasions that are not exciting, of course. 

Mr. ALLISON. I only make these suggestions to show that although 
we adhere to the strict construction of the rule proposed by the Sena- 
tor from Vermont, in the end at last these legislative provisions which 
are found coming from the House of Representatives are modified and 
changed in conference committees, and finally agreed to by both 

ouses. 

Mr. EVARTS obtained the floor. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from New York pardon me while 
I read a rule applicable to the conversation which has just been going 
on? 

Mr. EVARTS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Lask the attention of the Senator from Iowa. I 
read a rule that I think has been overlooked: 

No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill, nor shall any amendment not germane or relevant 
to the subject-matter contained in the bill be received. 

That is precisely what the Senator from Iowa was saying; that an 
amendment to this House provision, germane and relative to it, might 
be considered, if we are obliged to accept the House provision. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, and if the Senator from New York will allow 
me a moment, the rule goes on to provide: 

Nor shall any amendment to any item or clause of such bill be received which 
does not directly relate thereto. 

That answers the Senator from Vermont in his statement that if we 
make one amendment we can make any other. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iknow; but that is the question of appropriation. 
The moment you have stepped over the line and gone into legislation 
your rule does not apply at all. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the parliamentary situation in which 
we are placed by the views presented certainly puts the Senate ina 
very awkward predicament. Here we have a provision of the Consti- 
tution which attributes to the House of Representatives originating 
power over one great head of legislative authority. Under a construc- 
tion of that clause in the Constitution it is held that general appropri- 
ation bills must originate in the House of Representatives. The Con- 
stitution, however, has been careful in guarding the power of the Senate 
as plenary in regard to amendments of anythiug that comes up under 
that great head of authority. z 

There is an effort in both Houses in the best interests of legislation 
that these appropriation bills shall be exclusively applied to appropria- 
tions in execution of laws authorizing the appropriations, and that new 
legislation shall not be interpolated in these appropriation bills. Now, 
we have sent up to us an appropriation bill from the House of Repre- 
sentatives. Inserted in that is a clause which apparently is wholly ot 
original legislation and not of appropriation. We have then a power 
in the Senate to amend every part of the appropriation bill proper, but, 
from general legislation being lodged in the appropriation bill, it is 
said we can not amend the general legislation. A most extraordinary 
condition for a political body like this to be placed in! We have got 
a Constitution that gives an origination elsewhere of appropriation bills, 
it is said, but we are protected by a power to change them; and yet 
under this new order insisted upon here, if the House puts inside of an 
appropriation bill a matter that has nothing to do with the appropria- 
tion bill and is original legislation, we can not amend the original leg- 
islation that is hid away in an appropriation bill, though we can amend 
every clause and every line of the appropriation bill itself. 

Look at the page on which these two propositions of strictly appro- 
priation and of strictly legislative origination appear. There is an ap- 
propriation of $79,000,000; we can amend that to $80,473,000; but 
when you come down to a clause that does not relate to appropriation, 
but does relate to new legislation about what the pensions shall be, 
then we can not amend it. 

Mr. President, I could wish that there might be such firmness on 
the part of this body as would strike out every piece of new legis- 


lation that is sent us here in an appropriation bill, and upon the gravest 
considerations. We have plenary authority under the Constitution in 
respect to new or general legislation, not under the head of “revenue,” 
and we, therefore, can share really and responsibly both in the initiation 
and in the amendment of general legislation; but if a clause is per- 
mitted to come up here from the House of Representatives of general 
legislation imbeded in a eral appropriation bill, we are dealing 
with that piece of legislation from the beginning to the end in vinculis. 
We have no freedom whatever of determining upon that item or par- 
ticular piece of legislation. We can deal with it only in the position 
of being a part of a great and important legislative act of appropria- 
tion for the general purposes of government, and we are not free to deal 
with it. We have a rule that we will not propose, and any member by 
an objection can exclude from an appropriation bill under the guise ot 
its amendment the introduction in this body of origination of legisla- 
tion. They have, I suppose, a rule in the other House to the same 
effect; but there, as here, the rule may be passed over and it is passed 
over without an objection being raised, and it is then according to the 
rules of the Senate, as of the rules of the House, that the objection not 
being raised as a point of order, it is in to be considered on its merits. 

Now the Senator from Massachusetts, as it seems to me, is quite 
right in thinking that when the House has overpassed that question ot 
the point of order and of prudent and wise legislation, and has placed 
a legislative provision in an appropriation bill where it ought not to 
be, we can not look at that clause and say that we are shorn of our 
power of amendment of general legislation merely by its being injected 
in an appropriation bill. It must, therefore, be that we are equally 
free in regard to this clause that is now under consideration, to strike 
it out, which we can do, or if we tolerate its presence there as a piece 
of general legislation that we are to operate upon and act in making a 
law, we must have the power of amending that general legisiation al- 
though it is included between clauses that relate to general appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I think the question beforo the Sen- 
ate is confined to a very narrow compass. I think we must either as- 
sume a right to amend general legislation on an appropriation bill, if 
general legislation comes to us from the House of Representatives on 
a general appropriation bill, or we must insist, even to the defeat of the 
bill for general appropriations, that no general legislation shall be on 
such bills. The power of the House or the claim of the House to 
the exclusive right to originate appropriation bills is not found in the 
Constitution. It seems, however, to have been acquiesced in for so long 
a period that no member of this body is disposed now practically to 
dispute the right. 

If the House claim as a constitutional privilege the right to originate 
and send to this body all general appropriation bills, then the right to 
include in a general appropriation bill is limited to the general appro- 
priations, or, in other words, I think it a fraud upon the rules or on 
the right claimed by the House to originate general appropriation bills, 
to deny us that power, and then include in a general appropriation bill 
matters of general legislation concerning which we have the same power 
of origination as they have. A general appropriation bill which comes 
from the House to this body with a provision in it beyond mere appro- 
priation, a provision of general legislation, contains within it, therefore, 
something outside of and beyond the claim of the House to originate 
these bills. 

When that is done we have one of two courses to pursue. We ought 
to insist, in my opinion, as the first alternative, that as you claim the 
right to originate general appropriation bills you shall not send to us 
anything but what is pertinent to a general appropriation bill. If you 
do, we insist upon our right, which is as strong as your right, to origi- 
nate all other matters of legislation, and, therefore, to originate the 
legislation which is improperly in the general appropriation bill, and 
we strike it out and stand by striking it out to the failure of the bill. 
If we are not prepared to do that, then it necessarily follows that when 
the House sends us general legislation on an appropriation bill we have 
the constitutional right, and it is our constitutional duty, to consider the 
propriety of that general legislation, to amend it in such form as we see 
proper. We must take either one or the other of these alternatives. I 
am forthe first. Iam ſor rebuking the House when it undertakes under 
a claim to originate solely for our consideration a general appropriation 
bill to insert in that bill matters which we have an equal power with 
them to originate. If we can not stand by that, as I think it is our 
duty to do, then I think we ought not to tie our hands by a rule of the 
Senate to prevent us from amending improper general legislation sent 
to us by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have often heard discussion since I 
have been here of the rules which are cited to prevent the Senate from 
exercising its constitutional jurisdiction over any proposition that may 
come from the House of Representatives. To my mind the question 
is a plain one. The Constitution says each House may determine the 
rules of its proceedings.” What is a rule of proceeding? It is the 


method in which legislation shall be conducted. What is this rule? 
It is prescribing the method in which the Senate shall legislate; but up 
to this day the Senate rules do not determine the rules of proceedings 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4157 


in the House, do not say to them you shall make a bill such as the 
Senate thinks according to its rules of proceedings should be the proper 
form of legislation.” 

How can the Senate say that to the House? The Constitution says 
the House shall have the right to determine the rules of its proceed- 
ings,“ and suppose the House does as it has done in this case, and as it 
always will do necessarily, sends us a bill with general legislation con- 
nected with appropriations, how can the Senate say, with the right of 
the House to determine absolutely its method of proceeding, ‘‘ We will 
not legislate in any other way; we will put the whole legislation of the 
session in a bill of that description?” Has not the House, under that 
power conferred upon it, the power of such House to determine its rules 
of proceeding, absolute authority, independent of the Senate, to say in 
what form the bills shall be passed, whether in one form or another? 

It seems to me to be a very plain question that we can not make any 
rule which shall prescribe to the House and the House can not make 
any rule which shall prescribe to us the method in which we shall de- 
termine our forms of proceeding. If that be so, what follows? It is 
equally true that no rule of this body can declare that the Senate shall 
not perform the constitutional function committed to it by the Consti- 
tution. It is manifest that such a rule, if there be one, is absolutely 
void. Imagine a rule which says that the Senate shall not perform its 
constitutional duty of trying an impeachment or of concurring in any 
bill which may be by the House or in any other of the func- 
tions prescribed to it. Certainly such a rule as that would be abso- 
lutely void and not binding on the conscience of any one. 

Now what is this rule, if this construction be placed upon it, when 
the House of Representatives determine, with sovereign and absolute 
discretion, the method of proceeding in regard to legislation and sends 
us a bill, we should say The Senate shall not consider nor amend it 
nor exercise its judgment upon it, but will limit that judgment; and 
say Why, this bill is not in the form our rules prescribe and there- 
fore we will not exercise our judgment uponit?’’ It seems to me that 
such a position is entirely untenable. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs upon the point 
of order submitted by the previous occupantof the chaif on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before the question is submitted to the Senate, I 
ask unanimous consent that the amendment proposed by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations may be considered. 

Several Senators. What is that? 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment pro- 
posed by the Committee on Appropriations may be considered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator has his right distinctly under the rule. 
While the question can not be divided as to the part stricken out and 
the part to be inserted, the rule explicitly says that either may be per- 
fected before taking the vote. 

Mr. ALLISON, But we are now on the question of order, whether 
the amendment is in order, and I ask unanimous consent that it may 
be considered in order, so as to avoid the objection under the rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, you want unanimous consent 
that the clause shall remain in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I want unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
so as to avoid any question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question of order having been 
submitted to the Senate, it must be decided unless withdrawn by unan- 
imous consent. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. REAGAN. If it be assumed that the Senate have not the power 
to amend that portion of the House bill which is construed to be leg- 
islation, it seems to me that it is an extraordinary assumption, and no 
eonsent is required. 

As to general appropriation bills, if I understand the question, we 
have a right to amend them. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is the question. 

Mr. REAGAN. I understand now it is supposed, because this bill ap- 
propriates money for pensions, we can not amend the provision of the bill 
which would be legislation under our rule. The House of Representa- 
tives have a similar rule, but if they send us a bill here which con- 
tains general legislation, undoubtedly we have a right to amend that 
legislation notwithstanding our rule. It would not do, I think, for the 
Senate to tie its hands and say that it would not legislate upon a bill 
sent here by the other House. I do not understand why it is that unani- 
mous consent should be asked for on a subject like this. 

Mr. HARRIS, I should like to say to the Senator from Texas that 
under the third clause of Rule XVI, which provides that ‘‘No amend- 
ment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any gen- 
eral appropriation bill’’—if that rule is to be respected and observed, 
there are two questions for the Presiding Officer of this body or the body 
Hself, as the case may be, to decide; first, is this an appropriation bill 
within the sense of the rule? That question being determined in the 
affirmative, the next and only other question to be inquired into is: Is 
5 provision legislative in its character? If so, it is forbidden by the 

e. 


Ihave not much respect for quibbling as to whether this is to be 


ealled general or special legislation. It seems to me general enough. 
Certain it is that it materially changes a general and public law, and 
so changing it, it seems to me tu be broad enough, to be very general, 
to fall within the strict literalism and principle of this rule, and no 
matter whether the amendment is proposed to a legislative provision 
in an appropriation billsent us by the other House, or whether it orig- 
inates with our own committee or with a member of this body, if it be 
proposed to an appropriation bill and is in its character general legis- 
lation it is directly in violation of the third clauseof the sixteenth rule 
of the Senate, and therefore out of order until we change that rule. 

Mr. REAGAN. I have great respect for the opinion of the Senator 
fron Tennessee on a subject of rules. I understand that this is a bill 
making general appropriations for pensions, but I understand that it 
contains a provision not making an appropriation, but making a new 
law with reference to pensions. That is not an appropriation bill, and 
there is no way of torturing the language of the rule to make it cover 
general legislation in an appropriation bill. The Senator spoke of quib- 
bling, but he did not refer to what I said, I suppose. 

Mr. HARRIS. By no means. There was a remark sotto voce made 
behind me to which I replied on that point. 

Mr. REAGAN. If this was plainly an appropriation bill I should 
sustain the rule decidedly as the Senator from Tennessee does, but 
when the House of Representatives puts general legislation into an ap- 
propriation bill, I insist it can not tie the hands of the Senate ander 
the name of an appropriation bill and pass general legislation which 
we can not amend. How are we todo? Is it true that we are bound 
to accept what the House does or defeat the bill? Is that absolutely 
to be insisted on before the Senate? We either have the power to leg- 
islate under the Constitution, or we have not. The House has the 
power to dictate to us how we shall legislate, or it has not. If it sends 
us appropriation bills, we are bound by our rules not to amend them 
by general legislation; but if it sends us general legislation in an ap- 
propriation bill, it seems to me that our right is clear and unquestioned 
to amend or strike out or add to that legislation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, if the other House puts legislation 
in an appropriation bill, according to the Senator from Texas, that abro- 
gates the rule of the Senate and the Senate can put legislation on; 
but if the House does not put legislation on appropriation bills, then 
the Senate can not do it. 

Now, the facts are that this question has been decided time and 
again by the distinguished Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] 
when he was Presiding Officer, and by other Presiding Officers, that 
this kind of proposal is general legislation and is obnoxious to the rule 
of the Senate. It has been decided time and again, I say, and there is 
no question about that. It is general legislation. 

Now, as to what we shall do, the Senator from Texas seems to think 
we must do something. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allow me to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. It is general legislation amending general legisla- 
tion, and not amending a general appropriation bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Suppose it is amending general legislation, I say 
the House has a rule which prohibits legislation on appropriation bills; 
the Senate hasa rule which prohibits legislation on appropriation bills; 
and now, because the House may have evaded or disregarded their 
rule, shall we disregard ours? 

The only true way to do is to sustain the point of order and have 
this amendment stricken out, and then agree to the recommendation 
of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the House clause. 
Then we rid ourselves of the whole thing, and that is what ought to 
be done in this case. Therefore, I earnestly urge that the Senate sus- 
tain the point of order, and when the point of order has been sustained 
and the proposed amendment of the Senate committee is stricken out, 
then that the Senate will immediately concur in the recommendatioa 
of the Committee on Appropriations and strike ont the House clause. 
In that way we get rid of the whole matter. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
Missouri a question; whether the result of the course he suggests will 
not be to strike out this three-line clause of the House, and at last send 
the question to a committee of conference, and whether, if so. it is not 
morally certain that the committee of conference will come in recom- 
mending the Senate to recede from its amendment? And further, if 
that is the result, whether then, practically, the House does not have 
the exclusive privilege of originating amendments to appropriation 
bills, leaving the Senate only the privilege of saying yes or no“ 
to them generally; not, in fact, the privilege of saying “no” finally, 
but really deprived of all privilege of amending a House provision ? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; I do not think that follows at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [ask the Senator if that is not the practical re- 
sult? t 

Mr. COCKRELL. Not at all. That will not be the practical result, 
and never has been. If the Senate sustains the point of order and the 
proposed amendment of the Senate Committee on Appropriations is 
stricken out, then the Senate will concur in the amendment of the com- 
mittee striking out the House clause. Then the House can agree to 
that amendment or they can non-concur. If they non-concur the mat- 
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ter will go into conference, and I say to the Senator that the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations would necessarily feel bound to stand ea the action 
of the Senate, and that it is only a question of time when, the commit- 
tee of the Senate standing by the action of the Senate, the House must 


recede. 

Mr. President, I do not believe in the doctrine of the House of Rep- 
resentatives having the exclusiveright of originating appropriation bills. 
It never has claimed that right, and it never has been conceded by the 
Senate. Members of the House have claimed it and individual mem- 
bers of the Senate have conceded it, but it has never been agreed to as 
a settled doctrine. 

In 1881 the question was referred by the House of Representatives 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and Mr. Knott, then a Represent- 
ative from the State of Kentucky, and since governor of that State, on 
the 2d day of February, 1881, submitted to the House of Representa- 
tives a report from the Committee on the Judiciary, which is Report 
147, House of Representatives, Forty-sixth Congress, third session, in 
which the whole question is very elaborately discussed, and in which he 
shows conclusively that the House has not the constitational right ex- 
clusively of originating appropriation bills. It has that right in regard 
to revenue bills, and the Senate does not dispute that right; but the 
Senate has the right to amend those revenue bills just as it chooses, 
and the House has never disputed that right. 

This is the condition of the thing: The House has a rule prohibit- 
ing legislation on appropriation bills. By some means this clause was 
put in this bill. The Senate has a rule prohibiting legislation on ap- 
propriation bills. Now the Committee on Appropriations proposes leg- 
islation as an amendment to this House legislation. That is not the only 
solution of the question, and it is not the proper solution of the ques- 
tion. The proper solution of the question is for the Senate to hold that 
this amendment of the Committee on Appropriations is legislation on 
an appropriation bill, as is clearly indicated in Rule XVI, which has 
been read.. There can be no question of this proposition. Then the 
Senate will concur in the recommendation of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to strike ont the legislative clause of the House bill; then it 
will go toa conference, and then the committee of conference on the part 
of the Senate will adhere to the instructions of the Senate, and the 
House will recede. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the result would be that the committee 
of conference on the part of the Senate would recede, and I believe that 
is the general result under the existing practice. 

Moreover, I do not consider that this amendment proposes general 
legislation to an appropriation bill. The House put upon the bill the 
simple provision that whenever pensions are given to widows payments 
shall be made from the death of the husband. The Senate Committee 
on Appropriations simply propose to say that the pensions shall com- 
mence from the death of the husband where the cause of pension orig- 
inated in the service after the 4th day of March, 1861, and to make the 
whole provision retroactive. That is the whole length and breadth of 
the proposed amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, and yet 
we are told that under a rule which says that general legislation shall 
not be proposed in the Senate we can not amend a provision that pen- 
sions to widows shall commence from the date of the death of the hus- 
band so that they shall only so commence when the cause of the pension 
originated after the 4th of March, 1861. 

It seems to me that this is a narrow and very limited construction of 
the rule, and that its true and sensible spirit is that, while general 
legislation shall not be proposed here as an original proposition, yet when 
the Senate is dealing with general legislation which comes on an appro- 
priation bill fromthe House of Representatives it may amend that gen- 
eral legislation, and is not confined to the narrow line which is laid 
down by the Senator from Missouri and others here of simply saying 
tt yes’? or “no” to the House provision. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I wish to call attention to the proposi- 
tions on which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] and the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [ Mr. COCKRELL] in their arguments stand, and that 
is that the Senate may judge for the House what is the force, and effect, 
and meaning of its own rules, and that our judgment shall be binding 
as to what is the rule of the House. 

The Senator from Missouri says the House hasa rule prohibiting gen- 
eral legislation on a general appropriation bill, and the Senate may so 
decide. Thatis what hisargumentasserts. How can the Senate de- 
cide what is the rule of the House as against the House’s own interpre- 
tation of its rules? The House has sent us an appropriation bill with 
general legislation upon it. Who shall say that its rules prohibit it 
from doing so? Who shall say thatit slippedintheresomehow? All 
legislation slips in somehow. The sovereign exercise of the power ot 
legislation by a body authorized to do it when it is made is absolute 
and complete. It is the one thing reguired by the Constitution. 

The House has legislated in a particular form, it has judged of its 
own rules in that act, and now it comes here for what? What dees the 
Constitution say to each individual Senator here, and there is no gain- 
saying that p ition? It says you shall judge and consider such 

tions in the nature of legislation as the House of Representatives 
sends to you for consideration; you shall exercise your best judgment 
as to what shall be stricken out, rejected, or accepted, but whether it 
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shall be rejected, accepted, or modified, you shall exercise upon that 
your judgment and discretion, and decide according to the best of your 
ability whether it should be changed into another form, whether it 
should be totally rejected, or whether it should be accepted in whole or 
in part. That is the constitutional duty allotted to each Senator, and 
there can be no doubt with regard to it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will the Senator allow me to ask if we do not exercise 
that discretion by striking out the clause? It is not necessary tostrike 
it out on its merits. Do we not exercise that function as legislators if 
we object for one reason or another? 

Mr. CALL. Not at all. The difference is as wide as heaven from 
earth. When you say we will not amend it, although we think it bet- 
ter for the public interest to change it into another form, yet we will 
reject it, not because in our judgment the public interest so requires, 
but because the form in which the other House has seen fit to send it 
to us is objectionable to us—in that reason and in that act there isa 
limitation of the exercise of your discretion, and you have conceded 
the whole constitutional function of the Senate. 

Mr. BLAIR. Not at all, it seems to me. I see no reason why it 
may not be for the public good to carry out the rules of the Senate, to 
have some formal definite procedure, to insist that the House shall not 
mix up appropriation bills with general legislation, so that instead of 
dividing separate propositions of legislation into distinct and separate 
bills, as they ought to be, a system of legislative procedure whichshould 
bring all the legislation of the session in one bill would manifestly be 
against the public interest to be considered at all, and that is the prin- 
ciple involved here, it seems to me. 

The House of Representatives sends us an appropriation bill which 
contains general legislation, and it might as well include all manner 
of subjects. It is general legislation on pensions and specific appro- 
priations necessary to carry out existing law; so that when the Senate 
exercises its discretion upon the bill which is here, to exclude this 
general legislation, tostrike it out absolutely, because that sort of con- 
fusion in the form of bills is against public interest, we are acting with 
reference to the exercise of a wise discretion, as muchas though we 
rejected it; because in this particular case the pension should com- 
mence at the death or the date of the application. That is to say, it 
is as good a reason for striking this out, that it is bad procedure and 
would be generally ruinous as a legislative precedent, as it is to suy 
that the pension ought not to commence at the date of death or the 
date of the application. 

Mr. CALL. I will answer the Senator. The constitutional function 
of a Senator in the respect to which he refers is limited by the Consti- 
tution—it is limited by that provision which says the House shall de- 
termine for itself whether all subjects of legislation shall be in one bill 
or whether they shall bein a hundred bills, and, therefore, no Senator 
can rightfully say that he will not consider upon their merits the sub- 
jects-matter of legislation which the House has sent here because in 
our judgment to put general legislation upon bills appropriating money 
is improper and unwise and for the public injury. The Constitution 
has said you shall not so judge that matter, because the House shall 
have theabsolute right to decide for itself; therefore you can not do it. 

Again, the provision of the Constitution was doubtless intended for 
a good purpose. Suppose the House should say: We will not con- 
sider any other form of legislation but this,” and the Senate should 
say: We will not consider any other form of legislation but this that 
snits our idea,” how are the two co-ordinate functions to be performed? 
It can only be done by giving to each, as the Constitution says, the 
absolute power to judge and determine its own rules of proceeding; © 
otherwise one body must give way to the other, and they can not be 
co-ordinate and independent in their functions. For each House to 
determine its rules of proceeding in respect to a subject which each 
House must consider requires each House to consider on its merits 
whatever the other may send it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the amendment in order undor 
the third clause of Rule XVI? Senators in the affirmative will say 
ay, in the negative no.“ [Putting the question.] The ayes ap- 

to have it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the form of the question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Is the amendment 
in order under the third clause of Rule XVI? 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BERRY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. BowEn]. I do not know how he would 
vote if he were present, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. If he were present, 
I] should vote nay.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were here, I should vote 
s: en. 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. Not knowing how he would vote 
if present, I withhold my vote. 
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Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam pai 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 
him in the Chamber, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

The roll-call was concluded. s 

Mr. EVARTS (after having voted in the affirmative). Isee thatthe 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAn] is not in his seat. I thereforé 
withdraw my vote, as I am paired with him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam paired with the Senator from Kentucky 
[Mr. BLACKBURN]; but I understand the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
NE; is not paired, so I transfer the pair to the Senator from 

vote. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHACE] is absent from the 
city, and is paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understand there is not a quorum vot- 
ing. I suggest to the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS], as I 
am paired with his colleague [Mr. Hiscock], and he with the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN], that we might transfer our pairs and 
each vote. With the consent of the Senator from New York [Mr. 
EvARTS], I will transfer my pair with his colleague [Mr. H1scock] 
to the Senator from Alabama, and the Senator from New York and I 
can vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. Very well, I vote. 

Mr. GEORGE. My colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 18; as follows: 


generally 
I do not see 


YEAS—22., 
Aldrich, Dolph, Palmer, Stewart, 
n, Evarts, Pugh, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Fry Quay, Teller, 
Call, Hawley, "5 Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Cullom, Manderson, Sherman, 
NAYS—18. 
Bate, Faulkner, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Blodgett, Gray. Kenna, Voorkh 
Cockrell, Harris, "asco, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hampton, Saulsbury, 
Edmunds, In; 7 Vance, 
ABSENT—35, 

Beck, Daniel, Hearst Platt, 
Berry, Davis, Hiscock, Plumb, 
Blackburn, Dawes, Jonesof Nevada, Ransom, 
Bowen, Eustis, McPherson, Riddleberger, 
Brown, Farwell, Mitchell, Sabin, 
Butler, George, Morgan, Spooner, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morrill, Stanford, 
Chace, Gorman, dock, Turpie, 

` Colquitt, Hale, Payne, Walthall 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate decides the amendment 
to be in order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
sox], reporting this bill, to explain to the Senate what will be the 
effect of the legislative provision inserted in the bill by the House of 
Representatives. ‘The language is: 

And provided further, That in all pensions to widows, payments shall be made 
from the date of death of the husband. 

I should like to know about how many widows there are on the pen- 
sion-roll, how many widows there are who will be pensioned under the 
general laws hereafter, for about how many years back they will draw 
pensions, and how many hundred millions of dollars it will take out 
of the Treasury to satisfy these arrears. 

Mr. ALLISON. You mean as proposed by the House bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. First, the clause as proposed by the House bill 
and then the amendment of the Senate committee, so that we shall see 
exactly what the two propositions are. 

Mr. ALLISON. If Senators will turn to the report which accom- 
panies this bill (Report No. 1285) they will find a statement of the 
probable cost of this bill as it is now proposed to amend it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But how is it with the House provision stand- 


ing? 

Sir. ALLISON. The provision in the bill as it came from the House 
is so vague and uncertain that I should not like to make an estimate. 
I think it will apply to all cases of widows’ pensions, including the 
service-pensions to the widows of the war of 1812, and the widows of 
the Mexican war, and also all pensions granted by special act of Con- 


Mr. COCKRELL. Inother words, is not the language broad enough, 
tt that in all pensions to widows, payment shall be made from the date 
of death of the husband,” to include all widows who are pensioners, 
and would it not include the war of 1812 and the Mexican war and all 
other wars, Seminole, and Black Hawk, and everything of the kind? 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The committee so construed it. Referring to the 


next question put by the Senator, the provision as found in the bill 
amended by the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate applies, 
I believe, to 1,702 cases of widows up to this time. They now receive 
a pension from the date of the allowance and not from the date of the 
death of the husband. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not understand the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will turn to page 4 of the report he 
will find that it does not apply to very many widows, from the fact that 
up to 1880 the law provided that all widows should receive pensions 
from the date of the death of the husband. So it only relates to widows , 
who have been granted pensions since 1880. The number I can not just 
state, but it is stated in this document, and the total amount required 
for payment is about $800,000, as estimated by the Commissioner of 
Pensions. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is that under the House bill or under your amend- 
ment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Under our amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations as a matter of information whether the amendment 
of the committee as proposed does not limit this to widows who come 
in under the general law and are granted pensions by the Pension Bu- 
reau, while those granted pensions under special acts of Congress will 
not receive the benefit of this amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Widows who have received pensions under special 
acts of Congress will not be included under the amendment made by 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. FAULKNER. What is the justice of the exclusion of those 
widows while you include those who are pensioned under the rules of 
the Pension Bureau? It is only a question generally of the construc- 
tion of the evidence, the analysis of it, and the weight of it that causes 
Congress to overrule the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘That is supposed to be always the ease. We did 
not desire to enter into the question of allowing widows arrears of pen- 
sion when the pension was granted by special act of Congress, which 
might run one year, ten years, or twenty years, and we supposed in 
such cases the act should be final as to each particular case decided by 
Congress. Does the Senator think we ought to enlarge this provision 
in that respect? 

Mr. FAULKNER. In answer to the Senator from Iowa, I will say 
that these parties ought to be put on an equality, and if they are not 
on an equality there is injustice. 

Mr. ALLISON. I quite agree with that statement. Up to 1880 all 
the widows received pensions from the date of the death of the hus- 
band. Since that time they have received pensions from the time of 
the allowance of the pension at the Pension Office. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Notfrom the time of the allowance,“ but from 
the date of application. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should have said date of application. ; 

Mr: COCKRELL. There is a great deal of difference between th 
„date of allowance ” and the date of application.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The average is nine months. So it is ascertained 
that there are about $717,000 required to pay the widows pensioned 
since 1880, and for the next year 7,000 more claims will be allowed, so 
that tlie total increase of appropriation is less than $800,000. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa a ques- 
tion. If I understand this amendment, it gives arrears of pension cer- 
tainly from the date of the husband’s death to all widows who have 
been pensioned under the general pension laws. I did not hear the 
questions asked before, and perhaps the same question has been asked, 
but has the Senator an estimate of the probable amount that it will 
take to pay the arrears consequent upon this amendment to this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. The Commissioner of Pensions states that it will 
take $756,000. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But in another place you say more. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is as the Senate committee’ s amendment pro- 


poses, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But if the Senate conferees recede, as it is said 
they generally do, it will take a great deal more. 

Mr. ALLISON. That was the statement of my friend from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who is not very familiar with Senate con- 
ference committees. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that the report may be read and printed in 
the RECORD, and I hope that after that this bill will go over until morn- 
ing. There are some points in the matter that I want to look further 
into. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire to have the entire report printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without reading? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Without reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

The report is as follows: 


The Committee on Appropriations, in reporting to the Senate H. R. 5445, ‘An 
act making appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
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United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes,” 
submit the following communications relating to the bill and the amendments 
recommended by the committee thereto : 


No. 1, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. G., April 24, 1888. 
Sre: I am in receipt of House bill No. 5445, making appropriations for the pay- 
ment of invalid and other pensions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes, which the House of Representatives on the 20th in- 
stant. 


I observe that said bill contains a number of provisions, concerning which I 
have some suggestions to make for your consideration. 

The first proposition is that “in all pensions to widows, payments shall be 
made from the date of death of the husband.” 

I have the honor to submit that the proposition is somewhat indefinite, and 
that it is susceptible of two distinct constructions. It is doubtful whether the 
House intends to grant pension from the date of the death of the husband in 
the case of those widows only whose claims are hereafter allowed, or means to 
extend the benefits of this section to all widows against whose rights the limita- 
tion contained in the arrears acts of 1879 has run. This is a very important dif- 
ference and would involve the expenditure of a very large amount if the latter 
construction be accepted 

if the benefit contained in this section will apply only to claims hereafter al- 
lowed, it is estimated that the additional cost to the Government will be an 
average period of nine months, at 2 month, or a total of $108 in each case. 

Itis estimated that not less than 7,000 claims of widows will be allowed during 
the next fiscal year whose right will be favorably affected by this section, so 
that the additional cost to the Government during the next fiscal year by reason 
of this section will be $756,000. If the bill should the Senate with this 
vision retained in it, this additional sum ($756,000) should be added to the $79,- 
000,000 ng ae eng for the payment of Army and Navy pensions. 


If the intention be to extend the provisions of this section to the claims of all 
widows nst whom the limitation of the arrears acts has run, a much larger 
sum will be needed. 


A close estimate, recently made in this bureau, is that 9,959 claims of widows 
have been allowed since June 30, 1880, in which pension has been gianted from 
the date of filing the application instead of from the date of death, It has also 

n shown an average period of nine months elapses between the date of 
the death of a soldier and the date on which his widow makes application for 
pension. The amount required to pay arrears under this construction of the 
section referred to will therefore be for an average pte of nine months, at $8 
per month, or $72 in each of 9,959 cases, or a total of $717,048. (It should be ex- 
plained that in this latter class the rate per month will be $8 ne month, for the 
reason that the period for which the arrears will be paid will in the large ma- 
jority of cases terminate prior to March 19, 1886, on which date the rate of pen- 
sion to widows and others was increased from $8 to $12 per month.) 

Adding this total ($717,048) to the total ($756,000) cost in claims which will be 
allowed during the next fiscal year, there will be a total additional cost of $1,- 
473,048, which will be expended during the fiscal year 1889, as a result of the en- 
actment of this sed section, and which amount should therefore be added 
to the $79,000,000 appropriated in said bill for the payment of Army and Navy 


I observe that the sum of $15,000 only is appropriated forstationery and other 
necessary expenses for the next year. The estimate for this item was $20,000, in 
the expectation that two new agencies would be provided for. Inasmuch as it 
appears that no provision is made in this bill for the establishment of the two 
additional agencies desired, I do not believe that this item should be for a sum 
less than $18,000. 

The amount appropriated under this item for the pasama fiscal year was $12,- 
000, and though t dred BAS have been carefully scrutinized and the most 
rigid economy enfo: , $10,142 have aint? been expended, leaving but $1,853 
of the amount appropriated and three months still remaining of the present fis- 


To make this showing the 8 have been denied many things ! 


cal year. 

which have been actually necessary for the proper conduct of their neies, so 
that at the close of the year there will be no balance of the appropriation and 
no supply on handat the agencies of stationery and other necessary articles for 
the proper conduot of their agencies. It will consequently be necessary as soon 
as the ee for the next year becomes available to approve the expendi- 
ture of a large sum chargeable to this item of appropriation. 

it is estimated that 56,000 new pensioners will be added to the roll duting the 
present fiscal year, and without much doubt, nearly as many during the next 
fiscal year. This will involve a constantly increasing cost to the Government, 
including the purchase of additional office furniture, to provide for new clerks, 
additional printing, a greater number of official envelopes, a larger number of 
blanks of all kinds, and a greater cost in every respect pertaining to the work 
at these agencies. I earnestly request that this sum be increased to $18,000. 

The amounts pro: to be pe gia: for the salaries of agents, clerk- 
hire, fuel, lights, and rents, though low, are thought to be sufficient for the pur- 
poses named. 

Your attention is respectfally invited to the provision in this bill requiring 
that the Secretary of the Treasury cause suitable rooms to be set apart in cities 
where pension agencies are located which shall be acceptable to the Secretary 
of the Interior for the use and occupancy of said agencies respectively. 

The appropriation bill for the present fiscal year contains a provision some- 
what similar to this, but qualifies it 8 providing that it shall be done where 
possible, while the provision in the bill under consideration gives no discretion 
to the Secretary in the matter, but it is mandatory in its terms. 

While the appropriation bill for the service of the present fiscal year was under 
consideration by your committee in January, 1887, the Commissioner brought 
this matter to the attention of the Secretary of the Treasury, who, after a care- 
ful consideration of the whole matter, communicated to the Commissioner his 
conclusions, that it was impossible to accommodate in a Government building 
any one of the twelve pension agencies which were then situated in rented 
quarters. His communication to the Commissioner and tracings of the public 
buildings, showing that such accommodations were not possible, were trans- 
mitted to you by the Commissioner, with a proper letter addressed to you Jan- 
uary 13, 1557. 

I am satisfied that the same inability to accommodate these pension agencies 
still exists, and that this ep aa should be either stricken out of the bill or 
that some discretion should be given in the matter. 

Another objectionable provision in this bill is that requiring the Secretary of 
the Interior to designate and provide suitable roomsin the Pension Building 
for the use of the pension agency in this city, and requiring that the office of 
said agent shall be removed therein. 

There is an existing law (the sundry civil bill, 5 March 3, 1887) which 
requires that not later than the Ist day of December, 1888, the Secretary of the 
Interior shall cause to be removed to the Pension Building the General Land 
Office, the Bureau of Education, the office of the Commissioner of Railroads, and 
Bureau of Labor. It will be readily seen that with the large force not only of 
this bureau, but also of the bureaus which said law requires shall be removed 
to the Pension Building, it will be absolutely impossible to provide accommoda- 
tions therein for the pension agency. 

Aside, however, from the question of accommodations, I am of opinion that 


EN 
— 


the pension agency should not, under any circumstances, be moved to the Pen- 
sion Building. It was at one time located in the same building with the Pen- 
sion Bureau, at the corner of Twelfth street and Pennsylvania avenue, north- 
west. This was in 1877, and its location there soon became exceedingly objec- 
tionable on account of the annoyance to the regular Pension Bureau force by 
reason of the constant stream of pensioners and their witnesses who visited the 
agency to secure their regular pensions. And this was true, though access to 
the pension agency was not had through the Pension Bureau. ow much 
more annoying would it therefore be when the pension agency, if moved to the 
3 Building, can only be reached through the regular entrances to the 
uilding. 

When it is known that the pension agent at Washington, D. C., makes some 
3,200 personal payments at each regular quarterly payment, and that 900 of them 
have each to be accompanied by at least two witnesses, some idea will be had of 
the large number of people who visit this agency periodically, and of the great 
annoyance which their coming and going would occasion to the regular office 
. 85 id in. 8 respectfully, b 1 hat this 2 

would therefore y, but earnestly, urge that t rovision 
stricken from the bill. * 

If the committee desire to hear further on any of the points referred to in this 
letter or upon any other points germane to the bill under consideration, I will 
be glad to appear before them myself at their convenience, or tosend Mr. I. C. 
Bell, chief agents’ division, who is thoroughly conversant with the requirements 
of this service and with my views on the subject. 

Very respectfully, 
WM, E. McLEAN, 


Acting Commissioner, 
Hon. W. B. ALLISON, y 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, 


No. 2. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 28, 1888, 

Str: I bave the honor to acknowledge the Saye? of the communication of 
the 26th instant, in which, by your direction, Mr. Thomas P, Cleaves, clerk of 
your committee, asks foran explanation of the increase in the amount (579,000. 
000) appropriated in House bill No. 5445 for the payment of pensions for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, over the amount (573,000,000) as submitted for that 
purpose in the Book of Estimates. 

In response, I have to state that for the current fiscal year the sum of $75,000,- 
000 was pod where for the payment of all pensions excepting those granted 
by the Mexican war pension act of January 29, 1887, for which the act of March 
3, 1887, provided the sum of $6,900,000, which amount was made available by 
said act for the payment of this latter class of pensions during the fiscal year 
aren A June 30, 1887, and that ending June 30, 1888. 

At the beginning of the present fiscal year, out of the amount appropriated for 
2 ment of Mexican pensions, there was available a sum slightly in excess 
of $6, 3 
While this bill was under consideration by the House committee, at their re- 
quest the Commissioner of Pensions appeared before them, and upon his rep- 
resentation that the $75,000,000 asked for would be insufficient for the payment 
during the 1 yen 1889 of all classes of pensions, including Mexican pen- 
sions, and that $4,000,000 additional would required for that purpose, said 
8 increased the amount to $79,000,000 to provide for the payment of 
said pensions. 

Ihave the honor to request that your committee will give favorable consid- 
eration to this item of the bill, as passed by the House of Representatives. 


Very respectfully, 
WM. E. McLEAN, 


Acting Commissioner, 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, 


No. 3. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., May 4, 1888. 


Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your inquiry of this date 
relative to certain points in the statutes relative to pensions. 

Your first question is, have the widows who are pensioned on account of the 
disability and death therefrom of their husbands, which disability was con- 
tracted prior to March 4. 1861, received pensions from the date of death or ap- 
plication, In response I have to state that the existing law applicable to this 
class of cases is section 4713 of the Revised Statates, which provides that when 
the cause of disability or death originated in the service prior to the 4th day of 
March, 1861, and an application for pension shall not have been filed within 
three years from the discharge or death of the person on whose account the 
claim was made, or within three years of the termination of a pension pre- 
viously granted on account of the service and death of the same person, the 
pension shall commence from the date of filing by the party prosecuting the 
claim the last paper requisite to establish the same. 

It is proper to state in this connection that the acts of January 25 and March 
3, 1879, commonly known as the arrearg acts, removed the limitation only in 
cases in which the disability or death resulted from a cause which originated 
in the service su uent to March 4, 1861. 

The law (section 4713, R.S.) just quoted is still in force, and all cases which 
have been allowed by this bureau since its passage have been settled in con- 
T with it if the cause of disability or death originated prior to March 4, 


On the subject of the provision in the House bill No. 5445, that in all pensions 
to widows payments shall be made from the date of death of the husband, I am 
of opinion that if said provision is meant to apply to all cases which haye been 
heretofore allowed widows pensioned by special acts would certainly be in- 
cluded in its operation. 

In reply to your inquiry relative to the number of persons who have been 
pensioned under the Mexican war act of January 29, 187, I have to state that 
there have been 15,331 allowances to survivors of that war, and 4,443 allowances 
to widows of those who served in that war and have since died. This total is 
from January 29, 1887, to April 30, 1888, inclusive. 

Recurring to the provision in the bill which grants pension to widows from 
the date of death, 1 think the language used is too obscure to determine how 
far it will be applicable. If it be the intention of your committee to limit the 
additional rights to widows of those who have died from a cause contracted in 
the war of the rebellion and to include not only those hereafter pensioned, but 
all those against whom the limitation in the arrears act of 1879 run on ac- 
count of their failure to apply before the Ist day of July, 1880, I would suggest 
that the proviso be amended so as to read as follows: 

“And provided further, That all pensions which have been, or which may here- 
after be, granted under the general laws regulating pensions to widows 
sequence of death occurring from a cause which originated in the service since 
the 4th day of March, 186L shall commence from the death of the husband.“ 

The language employed in this suggested proviso, ‘‘ under the general lawe 
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regulating pensions,” will exclude widows pensioned by special acts, and Iun- 


derstand this is rede intention in the premises. 

If the committee desires that this provision shall be made applicable to all 
cases wherein pension is granted to widows on account of death resulting from 
a cause contracted in the military or naval service, either before or after March 
4, 1861, I would sı this end can be accomplished by merely omitting 
the words “since the 4th day of March, 1861,” from the above proviso. 

Thave EA | to add to my letter of the 24th ultimo relative to additional 
funds which will be required for pensions and other purposes, provided by the 
bill under consideration. 

ery respectfully, 
1 WM. E. McLEAN, 


Acting Commissioner, 
Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, 


No. 14, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSION 
‘ashington, D. C., May 9, . 

Sin: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your further reference, 
dated the 4th instant, to the proposition now pending before your committee to 
repeal the limitation now imposed by existing law as to date of commencement 
of pension in the claims of widows alone. 

You ask what number of persons would be benefited if the repeal of said 
limitations were extended to widows whose pensions have been or will here- 
after be granted for a death-cause which ori ed in the service and line of 
duty prior to March 4, 1861. 

In ne, I have to advise you that a careful comparison of all accessible 
data and an examination of the claims on file in this bureau seem to warrant 
the conclusion that 1,702 widow pensioners of the Mexican, Florida, and Black 
Hawk Indian and other wars prior to March 4, 1861, are now alive, and would 
be entitled should the su ted proposition become a law. There are on file 
1 7 5 55 claims of this d now pending, but the claimants are presumably 
all dead, 

It is estimated from the same careful examination of the cases referred to that 
a average period for which arrears would be due in said 1,702 cases will be 

ve years, 

There would therefore result upon the passage of this provision a total ex- 

a of $96 per year for five years in each of the 1,702 cases, or a total of 

It should be noted that this amount will be required in addition to any amount 
which may be appropriated to pay claims of widows in which the death- cause 
<a subsequent to March 4, 1861, should the limitation as to them be re- 
pealed also. 

It is not improper in this connection to suggest that if the limitation be ro- 
pealed as to both or either of these classes of widows, the amount necessary to 
pay their claims should be added to the amount 3 already to be appro- 
priated for the payment of Army and Navy pensions for the next fiscal year, 


8 JOHN C. BLACK 


Hon. W. B. ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United Slates Senate, 
No. 5. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., May 3, 1888. 
Stn: In response to your letter of the 25th ultimo, transmitting a copy of the 
pension appropriation bill (H. R. 5445) and calling attention to the provision on 
page 3, lines 49 to 54 inclusive, directing that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause suitable rooms to be set apart in the buildings under his control in 
cities where pension agencies are located, which shall be acceptable to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, for the use and occupancy of said agencies respectively,” 
and inquiring “if there are any objections by this Department to this prov 
ion,” Ihave the honor to inclose herewith copy of a communication to the Hon. 
Saul. J. RANDALL, chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, House of 
ici ener in reply to a similar inquiry on the same subject. 
Respectful! 


ou 
ro O. S. FAIRCHILD, 
i Secretary. 
Hon, WILLIAM B, ALLISON, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. O., March 2, 1888. 


Sin: In reply to your letter of 29th ultimo, asking whether, in pursuance of 
nsion appropriation act for the fiscal year 1888, rooms in Government build- 
ngs have been assigned to the pension agents located in the cities of Augusta, 
Me., Columbus, Ohio, Concord, N. H., Des Moines, Iowa, Detroit, Mich., In- 
dianapolis, Ind., Milwaukee, Wis., New York, N. Y., Pittsburgh, Pa., San 
Francisco, Cal., and Syracuse, N. V., I have the honor to advise you that the 
buildings in Augusta, Me., Concord, N. H., Des Moines, Iowa, and Syracuse, 
N. V., are as yet unfinished, but rooms will be assigned in pursuance of said act 
when the same are completed. 

Rooms in the building in Columbus, Ohio, are now occupied by the pension 
agent, but no such assignment has been made in the buildings in roit, Mich., 
Indianapolis, Ind., Milwaukee, Wis., New York, N. Y., Pittsburgh, Pa., or San 
Frane 3 „ as they were aheady overcrowded, as will be shown by the 
statement of space allotted in each, which is in course of preparation and will 
be forwarded a — earliest possible date. 

Respectfully, yours, 
HUGH S. THOMPSON, 


Acting Secretary. 
Hon, SAMUEL J. RANDALL, 
Chairman Commitlee on Appropriations, House of Representatives. 


UNITED STATES PENSION AGENCY FoR PAYMENT OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 24, 1888. 

Dear Siw: Referring to the provisions for the removal of the agency for the 
payment of pensions to the new Pension building contained in the bill making 
appropriations for the payment of pensions passed by the House, I desire to 
invite your attention to the following: 

Before the agency was removed to its present quarters it occupied rooms in 
the Le Droit Building, which, with the growth of the business of the office, be- 
came too limited in space for its needs, but for which a rental of $2,700 per an- 
num was paid. The sum of $1,800 is now paid for quarters much more con- 
veniently arranged, and with double the amount of room, and located near the 
Pension building, making it convenient for the officers of the bureau and this 
office, and for pensioners as well. This rental of $1,800 per annum includes cer- 
tain furniture, carpeting, and a large iron safe, the office being fitted up by the 
lessor in accordance with its reauirements at an expense of over $1,000. 
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This agency disburses over $5,000,000 annually to about 28,000 pensioners, 
More than 1,800 pensioners are frequently paid in person in asingle day, making, 
with the witnesses necessary in certain cases, about 2,500 persons who come into 
the office in a day; and probably not less than 20,000 persons enter the office 


requires that the rooms shall be specially adapted 
to the purpose, as otherwise it would be impossible, To make the change of 
location contemplated in the bill would necessitate chan and fitting u 
rooms in the new Pension building, at an expense of not less than $2,500, an 
for the uses of the agency at least of the most desirable rooms in the build- 
ing would be required. 

urther, the nsibility involved in the disbursement of solarge an amount 
of money makes it desirable, on the ground of the safety of the business of the 


annually. 
To wait on these persons 


agency, that it should remain in its present quarters, occupying the entire 
punang; separate from any other bi ess, and under the exclusive control of 
e nt. 


1 races an extract from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, giving the remarks 
made in the Senate upon this subject last year. 
Very respectfully, 
S. L. WILLSON, 
United Slates Pension Agent, 


Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 

Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I am opposed to the amendment of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and I am opposed to the provision in the House 
bill. I hope that the motion to strike out and insert will not be sus- 
tained, that that will be disagreed to; and if that is disa to, I 
shall then move to strike out the House clause, which motion will be 
in order, and then we shall leave the bill simply a naked appropriation 
bill Í 


I do not think the estimates here made will cover one-tenth part of 
the amount that will be taken out of the Treasury under this bill. I 
do not think there has been any pretense of an estimate here in regard 
to the clause in the House bill as it came from the House. I do not 
belieye any one could calculate what that would be in regard to all pen- 
sion cases of widows who have been pensioned, receiving service pen- 
sions as widows of soldiers of the war of 1812, or anything of the kind. 
Ido not think any estimate of that can be made. I think it will in- 
volve many, many millions of dollars. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator why he says that 
an estimate can not be made? Does he not know that they have on 
the files of the Interior Department a full list of all pensions that have 
been paid under the act of 1880? It is a matter of a very few minutes 
of computation in that Department, in my judgment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would be only one class. It would not 
affect any of those who apply hereafter, and no man living can tell the 
number who have not yet applied. It is mere guesswork. I remem- 
ber very distinctly the estimates that were given on the floor of the Sen- 
ate when the question of arrears was brought up, and they did not come 
within one-tenth part, about one-twentieth part of what was the actual 
expenditure under that bill. The highest estimate that was made 
when that provision was under discussion here was about one-twentieth 
of what was actually expended. 

The statements in this report have not been analyzed, and it is for 
that reason that I have asked the Senator from Iowa to allow the bill 
te lie over until we can be able to make somé calculations. When 
we had this bill up before the committee I was not a member of the sub- 
committee and did not have the data before me, and I have not had the 
printed report of the committee in my hands until just now. There- 
fore I have had no opportunity of making a calculation and seeing ex- 
actly what will be the effect of it, and seeing to what classes of pen- 
sons it will extend. 

I find that we have on the pension-roll to-day 44,961 widows with- 
out children, and we have 8,135 widows on the pension-roll with chil- 
dren, That makes a total of 53,096 widows. That includes all on the 
roll. Of this number 895 are the widows of the soldiers of the Mex- 
ican war. Under the House clause I do not think there can be any 
doubt that they would draw their pensions from the death of their 
husbands, For how many years they would draw them would depend 
on the date of the death of their husbands, They may have died im- 
mediately after the Mexican war. The widows have since that time 
become sixty-one years old, and they are entitled to pensions, and they 
would draw them from the date of the death of the husband, some- 
where from thirty-five-to forty years. 

Then we come to the widows of the war of 1812. Whilethe widows 
of the Mexican war are only 895 in number, the widows of the war of 
1812 are 11,831. The further we get from the war the more numerous 
the widows become. [Laughter.] The husbands have all died, and I 
do not see why the same rule should not apply to the wives. 

Mr. President, we then have the question which will come up here 
under the act passed in 1886, which increased the pension of widows 
to $12 per month, 

In connection with these statements made by the Commissioner of 
Pensions and contained in this report, of which I have not had an op- 
portunity of making an examination, I desire that this question shall 
lie over until morning, and then we can take it up and dispose of itin 
a short time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the further consideration of the pending bill 
be postponed until to-morrow. ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Before that question is put I wish to call the atten- 
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tion of the Senator from Missouri and the Senate to the fact that at an 
earlier hour of to-day’s session the Senate, by unanimous consent, 

that immediately after the routine business to-morrow morn- 
ing it would proceed to the consideration of the Calendar under Rule 


VIII, and continue it to-morrow and the next day, and I hope that 
there will be no unanimous consent that will conflict with the rule 


already to, 
Mr. KENNA. Let this go over until the other order is completed. 
Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to that. ` 


Mr. ALLISON. Do I understand the Senator from Missouri to de- 
sire a nement? 
Mr. RELL. I want to make an examination of this report. 


It has just been printed, as the Senator well knows, and I never got 
the re until a few moments ago, and did not have time to analyze 
it in the committee. It was not printed by the committee, and I want 
time to analyze and make a statement and make my objections in a 
concise and exact form. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would call the attention 
of the Senate to the fact that on the 9th instant the bill (S. 566) mak- 
ing an appropriation for a final surrey and estimates for and the com- 
mencement of the construction of a boat-railway around the obstruc- 
tions to nayigation at The Dalles and Celilo Falls, in the Columbia 
River, was made the special order after the morning business on Wednes- 
day, May 16, which will be to-morrow. 

a HARRIS. Special orders always give way to such arule asthe 
Senate agrees to by unanimous consent, or to the unfinished business, 
if there be unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unanimous consent was given for 
the consideration of this bill at the request of the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. MITCHELL] to-morrow at the conclusion of the formal morning 
business, which antedated the ent to which the Senator from 
Tennessee refers. The Chair desires to be instructed as to the wish of 
the Senate upon these conflicting understandings. 

Mr. KENNA. I have no doubt that any subsequent unanimous con- 
sent would supersede a fornier unanimous consent; but I notice the 
Semator from Oregon is not in his seat, and I should dislike by any sort 
of process in his absence to abrogate an arrangement made at his sug- 

tion. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would hold, unless other- 
wise instructed, that the first agreement should be first executed, 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not desire to have the pension appropriation 
bill interfere with any unanimous consent. 

Mr. KENNA. I beg m of the Senate. I do not quite under- 
stand how the Chair can hold that the first unanimous consent should 
be first serps It seems to me a subsequent unanimous consent su- 

es it. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the rule special orders are 
taken up in the order of time they are made. These would be in the 
nature of ial orders. 

Mr. A. Suppose by unanimous consent that a special order 
made by unanimous consent is laid aside and something else taken up? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That would be a different question. 

Mr. KENNA. I presume so. 

Mr. ALLISON. this matter goes over now I give notice that at 
the earliest convenient moment I shall ask the Senate to take up the 


appropriation bill. 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has notbeen assigned to any spe- 
cial hour to-morrow. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will try to call it up to-morrow, as I believe Ihave 
aright to do. 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 


Mr. BLAIR. I call for the consideration of the order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The opaan of the pension 
appropriation bill being postponed until to-morrow, Senate resumes 
the consideration of House bill 8560. a 

Mr. BLAIR. Let the bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill is before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole and will be read at length, 

The Chief Clerk read the bill (H. R. 8560) to establish a department 
of labor, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That there shall be at the seat of Government a Department 
of Labor, the general design and duties of which shall be to acquire and dif- 
e ee people of the United States useful information on subjects con- 

labor, in the most general and com ensive sense of that word, 

especially upon its relation to capital, the hours of labor, the earnings of 

laboring men and women, and the means of promoting their material, social, 
intellectual, and moral eee . 

Sec. 2. That the Department of Labor shall be under the charge of a Commis- 
sioner of Labor, who shall be appointed 15 7 the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate; he shall hold his office for four years, unless 


sooner removed, and shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum. 
Src, 3. That there shall be in the tof 


per annum; one dis! 


per annum; one messenger; one mes- 


one watchman; two assistant watchmen; two skilled laborers, at $600 


per annum; two men, at $240 each per annum; six special agents, 
at $1,600 each per annum; ten special agents, at $1,400 cach per annum; four 
agents, at $1,200 each per annum; and an allowance to special agents for 
expenses not to exceed $3 per day while actually employed in the fleld 
and ide of the District of Columbia, exclusive of actual transportation in- 
cluding fares; and such temporary experts, assistants, and other 
employés as Congress may from time to time provide, with compensation cor- 
oe rg that of similar officers and employésin other Departments of the 
jovernment. 
Sec. 4. That during the necessary absence of the Commissioner, or when the 
oflice shall become yacant, the chief clerk shall perform the duties of Commis- 


sioner. 

Sxc. 5. That the disbursing clerk shall, before entering upon his duties, give 
bond to the Treasurer of the United States in the sum of $39,000, which bond 
shall be conditioned that the said officer shall render a true and faithful account 
to the Treasurer, quarter-yearly, of all moneys and properties which shall be 
by him received by virtue of his office, with sureties to be approved by the So- 
licitor of the Treasury. Such bond shall be filed in the office of the First Com 
troller of the Treasury, to be by him put in suit upon any breach of the condi- 
tions thereof. 

Sec, 6. That the Commissioner of Labor shall haye charge in the building or 

remises occupied by or appropriated to the Department of Labor, of the li- 
8 furniture, fixtures, records, and other pı rty eet e to it, or here- 
after acquired for usein its business, and he s! be allowed to expend for pe- 
riodicals and the purposes of the library, and for the rental of a pedagra quar- 
ters for the accommodation of the Department of Labor within the District of 
Columbia, and for all other incidental expenses, such sums as Congress may 
provide from time to time, 

Sec. 7. That the Commissioner of Labor, in accordance with the general de- 
sign and duties referred to in section 1 of this act, is ly charged to ascer- 
as le, and whenever industrial ¢ shall make 


States, in leading countries where such articles are produced, by fully ie 
erent elements 


ness of farmers; and what arti 
and what effect said trusts have had on limiting production and keeping up 
prices. He shall also establish a system of reports by which, at intervals of 
not Jess than two years, he can report the general condition, so far as produc- 
tion is coneerned, of the leading industries of the country. The Commissioner 
of Labor is also ly charged to investigate the causes of and facts relating 
to allcontroversies and disputes between employers and employés as they may 
occur, and which may tend to interfere with the welfare of the people of the 
different States, and report thereon to Congress. The Commissioner of Labor 
shall also obtain such information upon the various subjects committed to him 
as he may deem desirable from different foreign nations, and what, if any, con- 
vict-made goods are imported into this country, and if so, from whence, 

Sxo. 8. That the Commissioner of Labor shall annually make a report in writ- 
ing to the President and Congress of the information collected and collated by 
him, and containing such recommendations as he may deem calculated to pro- 
mote the efficiency of the Department. He is also authorized to make special 
reportson particular subjects whenever required to do so by the President or 
either house of Congress, or when he shall think the subject in his charge re- 
quires it. He shall, on or before the day of berin each year, make a 
report in detail to Congress of all moneys expended under his direction during 
the preceding fiscal year, 

Sec, 9 That all laws and parts of laws relating tothe Bureau of Labor created 
under the act of Congress approved June 2, 1884, so far as the same are appli- 
cable and not in conflict with this act,and only so far, are continued in full 
forée and effect, and the Commissioner of Labor appointed under said act, ap- 
pores June 27, 1884, and all clerks and employés in the Bureau of Labor author- 

ed to be appointed by said act or subsequent acts, shall continue in office and 
employment as if appointed under the provisions of this act, and until a Com- 
missioner of Labor, other officer, clerks, and employés are appointed and quali- 
fied as herein required and provided; and the Burean of Labor, as now organ 
ized and existing, shall continue its work as the department of labor until the 
department of labor shall be nized in accordance with this act; and the li- 
brary, records, and all property now in use by the said Bureau of Labor are 
hereby transferred to the custody of the department of labor hereby created, 
and on the 0; nization of the department of labor on the basis of this act the 
functions of the Bureau of Labor shall cease. 

Sec, 10. That on the of this act the Commissioner of Labor shall at 
once submit estimates for the expenses of the department of labor for the next 
a Fear, giving in detail the number and salaries of officers and employés 

erein. 

Passed the House of Representatives April 15, 1888. 


are now controlled by trusts, 


JNO. B. CLARE, Clerk. 


Mr. BLAIR. I present in this connection a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Labor, written in response to an inquiry on this subject, 
which I ask may be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF run INTERIOR, BUREAU OF LABOR, 
Washington, D. C., May 4, 1883. 

Dear Sm: Ihave the honor to acknowledge sigur g pbs yours of May 1, mak- 
ing inquiries as to the present cost of the Bureau of Labor as now constituted, 
and of the Department of Labor as proposed in House bill 8560. 

The total cost of the Bureau of Labor as now constituted is about $108, 000 per 
annum, the salary list being $52,960, the miscellaneous list $39,230, while between 
$15,000 and $16,000 is borne on the miscellaneous appropriations of tho-Depart- 
ment of the Interior for printing, stationery, incidental expenses, rent, ete. Tho 
expense under the proposed bill, as near as I can estimate it, would be $152,760 
per annum. It might run over or fall a little short of this, as miscellaneous ex- 

ses might demand. This would be made up of salary list—$31,660, accord- 
ee to the equipment specified in the bill—while the miscellaneous expenses, 
for subsistence, transportation of agents, experts, ete., printing and stationery, 
necessary incidental expenses, rent, library and periodicals, ete., would be $658,- 
100, The expense, therefore, of the Department of Labor as proposed would 
be between $41,000 and $12,000 more than the expense of the present bureau. 
This additional expense, however, will in a large measure be quite necessary 
to be added to the present expense of the Bureau of Labor, should it continue. 
‘This necessity arises from tie character of the work performed, 

The force provided in the ding bill is a practical increase of 9 persons in 
the office force and 2 in the field. We have employed in the office 20 persons 
on the regular classified list, and 5 unclassified, making a total of 25in office. 
The new bill calls for 40 office force. The bureau has employed 18 regular 


y r x ~ / 
j 


~ 


Agents and 6 temporary ts, on the average, agers — yee fleld 2 — ond report is the report for 1887, and it is dated February 28, 1887, and 
n Fendi bill entis for 20 Bald hich added t 2 5 q submitted to the Secretary of the Interior. It contains these items: 
. farce or 40, on setae paws 8 in all, ora total incrense of | Letter of transmittal. 


11. The pending bill would make the office force regular instead of lar, s Parr I 
asat pasaia and would balance the forces in a proper way. The present forces So te ne in the United States. 
are not well balanced. The experience of three years em the fact that In m, 
the composition of the force, as called for by the pending bill, would befar more | Cha 1.—General tables: 
adequate to the work of the u. ble I.—Convicts by States and Territories, 
The demands of Congress and the public on the time of the bureauare increas- Table II.—Convicts by classes of institutions. 
ing, and in order to carry out the intention of Congress in the establishment of Table I1l.—Convicts by ems of work. 
‘this bureau, as I have already intimated, the force must be increased. I there- Table IV.—Convicts b; of industries. 
fore feel that I can assure you that the pending bill makes no increase in the Table _V.—Goods e or work done by States and Territories. 
necessary expenses of Government that ought not to be added to the expense |. Table VI.—Goods made or work done by classes of institutions. 
of the present bureau. Further, while there is nothing in the pending Table VII.—Goods made or work done by systems of work. 
bill in the way of duties which could not be legitimately performed under the Table VIII. Goods made or work done by classes of industries. 
law establishing the Bureau of Labor, the pending bill to create a Department Table IX.—Selected prison industries, 1885, and froe industries, 1880 (Tenth 
of Labor makes certain duties prane, and these duties are of such a nature that United States Census), compared, 
much expense must naturally be incurred. You will recognize at once that a Table X.—Ay daily price for convict and free labor by States and 
considerable portion of the increase is already borne by appropriations made for tories, 
the De ent of the Interior and its bureaus which, under the new bill, would Table XI.—Average daily price for convict and free labor by classes of 
se made directly for the Department of Labor. N industries. = 
Trusting I have met your inquiries fully, I am, , Table XII.—Income and expenses by States and Territories, 
Very respectfully, yours, Table XIII.—Income and expenses by classes of institutions. 
CARROLL D. WRIGHT, Table XIV.—Income and expenses of systems of work. 
Commissioner. Table XV.—Ages and sentences by States and Territories, 
Hon. Hexny W. Bram, KK ee 
United States Senate. Chapter III.— State investigations: 
Mr. BLAIR. I have no desire to make any remarks further than to 5 5 ork. 
say that I think the bill is entirely correct, and I hope it will be passed. Pennsylvania. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. Massachusetts, 
Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I see no earthly necessity for the paler | 
of this bill to establish a department of labor. I hold in my Michigan. — 
hana the act of June 27, 1884, which is certainly all that is required on California. 
this question. It is entitled An act to establish a Bureau of Labor.“ U 2 
I call the attention of the Senators to the provisions of this law: Illinois. 
Be it enacted by ihe Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of : — cers Seay et reat 3 and plans: 
America in Congress assembled, That there shall be established in the Depart- The piece-price system 
ment of the Interior a Bureau of Labor— The 1 system. 
oh ae The system. 
This bill proposes a department of labor— The entire abolition of convict labor. 
which shall be under the charge of a Commissioner of Labor, who shall be ap- The establishment of a penal colony by the Federal Government. 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. The employment of prisoners upon public works and ways. , 
he Commissioner of Labor shall hold his office for four years, and until his The employment of convicts in manufacturing goods for Government. 
successor shall be appointed and qualified, unless sooner removed, and shall The exportation of the products of convict labor. 
oaran salary of b 6000 a fea: i Tho Commissioner shali collect information ee ie sale of convict-made goods outside of the State in 
upon subject of labor, relation to caj „the hours of labor, and the ufact 8 
earnings of laboring men and women, and the: means of promoting their mate- Convict-made goods to be stamped “ prison-made.” 
rial, social, intellectual, and moral prosperity. The payment of wages to convicts, 
The Secretary of the Interior upon the recommendation of said Commissioner, The reduction of hours of labor in prisons, 
shall appoint a chief clerk, who shall receive a salary of $2,000 per annum, and | Chapter 1V—Continued. 
such other employés as may be n: for the — bureau; Provided, That Diversified industries, 
the total expense shall not exceed $25,000 per annum. During the necessary The substitution of industries not now carried on in this country, 
absence of the Commissioner, or when the office shall become vacant, the chief The utilization of convicts upon farms. 
derk shall perform the duties. of ' Commissioner. The Commissioner shall an- Hand-labor under the public-account system, 
nually make a n Wi the Secretary of the Interior of the informa- 
` tion collected and collated by him, and containing such recommendations as he | Fistorical notes: P 
may deem calculated to promote tho efficiency of the bureau. The early nations, 
This act was approved the 27th of June, 1884, and under it Carroll — 2 
D. Wright was appointed Chief of the Bureau of Labor. I hold in my 0 
hand the first annual report of the Commissioner of Labor, 1886, en- Holland, 
titled on the back, “Industrial Depressions.” It is the first report —.— 
made by the Commissioner of Labor gnd seems to be quite full on many ean 
points. It contains: —.— Britain. 
Letter of transmittal. 5 —— 
Introduction. Columbia. 
Chapter I.—Modern industriol depressions, Peru. 
Great Britain, 1837-6, Argentine Republic, 
France, 1837-86. Brazil. 
Belgium, 1837-86. The United States. 
9 1 Con viet- labor laws in the United States. 
ria > 2 
Chapter II.—The industrial depression in the United States, 1882-80. _ Mr. President, it does seem to me that the Bureau of Labor already ex- 
The extent of the depression. isting meets every want that is required in behalf of the laboring peo- 
monn dee ee eee © present depression, ple of this great country, and I believe the law creating the Bureau of 
Machinery and overproduction. Labor is almost in the language of this bill. About the only difference 
eee — —— i ns oost < of production. I see between the real provisions of the existing law and of this pro- 
n the rates of wages. posed i s A ; 35 
6E 5 . 8 . tod Com 
en ie 
15 zipp] 5 — power, or underconsumption, aA oF Late: T, appointed by the 
Miscellaneous, Not to be appointed by the Secre of the Interior, as now, but by 
CaP i å „„ nations considered as a group in relation to the Commissioner of Labor— * i ; ‘J 
Chapter 1V.—Suggested remedies for depressions. One chief clerk, at a salary of $2,590 A Wass 
he restriction of land grants to corporations. be statistical experts; five clerks of E ae a Ra ty eyini sig 
The restriction of immigration. six clerks of class 2, one of whom may be a translator and one of whom may 
The enactment of laws to stop speculation. be a stenographer; eight clerks of class 1; five clerks, at $1,000 per annum; one 
The establishment of boards of arbitration to settle industrial dificulties, | disbursing clerk, who shall also have charge of accounts, at a salary of $1,500 
The contraction of credit, per annum; two copyists, at$900 each perannum; two copyists, at$720 each per 
A sound currency. annum; one messenger; ‘one assistant messenger; one watchman? two assist- 
Commercial and mercantile conditions, ant watchmen; two skilled jaborers, at $600each per annum; two charwomen 
The distribution of products. at $240 each per annum; six special agents, at $1 0 each per annum; ten spe- 
Profit-sharing. cial agents, at $1,400 each per annum; four special agents, at $1,200 each per an- 
The organization of workmen; of employers num; and an allowance to special agents for traveling expenses not to exceed 
Chapter V.—Summary: $3 — day while actually employed in the field and outside of the District of 
itemporaneousness and severity of depressions. Columbia, exclusive of actual transportation including sleeping-car fares; and 
Causes. such temporary experts, assistants, and other employés as Congress may from 
Remedies. time to 5 with compensation corresponding to that of similar officers 
8 e epe aba miray or eee by industries. and employés in other Departments of the Government. < ` 
8 1 Europe. That seems to be about the only substantial difference—an increase 


That seems to be a very comprehensive and useful report. ‘The rec- = a Hambez or officers and giving the appointment to the Commis- 
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Mr. BLAIR. That is the substance of the difference between the 
existing bureau and what it is proposed to make it. It is proposed 
that this department of labor shall correspond in its scope and work 
with the same unlimited freedom of exercise of its powers that is now 

by the Department of Agriculture, that the great laboring 
interests of the country may be under a department in the same way 
that the agricultural interest of the country is already provided for; 
and I may say that it is modeled substantially after the organization 
of the Agricultural Department. It is not, of course, with any con- 
templation of a Cabinet position for the head of it. So far as the in- 
creased expense is concerned, itis, as the Senator will observe—I think 
he was out when the letter of the Commissioner was read, sent in re- 
sponse to inquiries made by the Senate committee—that the present 
expenditure is in part under the Secretary of the Interior, and it is so 
mixed up that it is impossible to eliminate it and apply it to the ex- 
of the Bureau of Labor proper. The expense now, I think, is 
about $125,000. Under this bill it will be about $150,000. Some ad- 
dition of clerical force is necessary, in order to make the bureau or de- 
partment correspond to its growing wants. The bill is one about which 
there has been no controversy or dispute. It is based on previous leg- 
islation, and comes to us from the House of Representatives, unani- 
mously by that body, unanimously reported by the Committee 
on Labor of theHouse, and after discussion without a dissenting 
voice from any party or any individual whatever. 

I have nothing further to say, but hope the Senate will dispose of 
the bill at present. 

Mr. REAGAN. Before the bill is disposed of I desire to call atten- 
tion to the ninth section, beginning at line 6, which reads: 


The Commissioner of Labor appointed under said act, approved June 27, 1834, 
and all clerks and employés in the Bureau of Labor authorized to be appointed 
by said act or subsequent acts, shall continue in office and employment asif ap- 
pointed under the provisions of this act, and until a Commissioner of Labor, other 
9 tei and employés are appointed and qualified as herein required and 
pro 

Mr. BLAIR. That is in order that there may be no interruption of 
work, that the existing bureau may continne until gradually it is 
merged and in fact is entirely merged in the proposed department. 
There have been some additions made to the department, and this per- 
sonnel will carry on the work until changes are subsequently made and 
additional appointments—— 

Mr. REAGAN. But what strikes me is that the power of appoint- 
ment is by the Constitution vested in the President, heads of Depart- 
ments, orcourtsoflaw. It has not been the custom heretofore to appoint 
officers by act of Congress. 

Mr. BLAIR. The bureau is simply merged and the name changed 
to 4 department. 

Mr. REAGAN. I should like to have the bill go over until morn- 
ing. I must think that the Commissioner of Labor has underestimated 
the increased involved in this bill, and Ishould like an oppor- 
tunity to look into it. He makes out that there is an increase of $30,- 
000, There are twenty agents here authorized to be appointed by the 
Department with salaries, and with an allowance for traveling ex- 

ses, not exceeding $3 a day, exclusive of actual transportation, 
including sleeping-car fare.“ If twenty agents should be put in the 
field for half the year, getting $3 a day and the expense of transporta- 
tion, with sleeping-car fare, I apprehend it would make a very serious 
difference in the amount estimated for this purpose. 

Besides that{it seems to me that under the act of 1884, with the power 
given to the missioner of Labor and under the organization of 
the Bureau of Statistics, all the possible information is obtained that 
we could obtain under this act; that we gain nothing by it; we do noth- 
ing by it except to multiply oflicers and increasesalaries. No man can 
watch the progress of the Government without feeling apprehensive 
that we are making an alarming increase of officers. We should not 
go further in that direction unless the increase proposed produces to 
the conntry some substantial good. 

Of course I understand that this will be claimed as a great benefit to 
labor. How does it benefit labor? We have officers collecting all the 
information that can be collected under this act through the Bureau of 
Labor under the Secretary of the Interior, and through the Bureau of 
Statistics under the Secretary of the Treasury. We can get all the in- 
formation that this bill will give us without increasing the number of 
officers and increasing the expenditures as provided for in this bill. 

I know there is a sort of habit now that when labor is mentioned 
men are required almost to stand on their heads. I do not propose 
to be one of that class, and I feel that I have aright to speak upon the 
subject, because I was born and raised in the ranks of labor and not 
in the ranks of demagogues, not in the ranks of those who appeal to 
class prejudices. I believe it our duty to legislate for the w of 
this country, and not to legislate with reference to foolish prejudices 
where no good can result, but only an increase of burdens upon labor 
by the increase of officers and the multiplication of nses. 

The bill has come up suddenly to me, and I should be glad to have 
it go over till morning, so that further time can be given for its exam- 
ination. 

Mr, BLAIR. I should be very glad to complete the consideration of 
the bill to-night. I did not anticipate any opposition to it. I never 


heard of any before. I know it is generally approved and great anxiety 
felt for the enactment of the bill into a law by those whose interests 
(whether supported by demagogues or others) are supposed to be served 
by the bill. 

The Senator from Missouri has read to us in exlenso the statement of 
the contents of the reports of the present bureau, and has been so gra- 
cious as to say that they indicated excellent labor on the part of the 
bureau; but that is no argument against this bill, which changes the 
form of the existing organization to make it more efficient at a slight 
increased expense—nothing beyond what seems to be the actual neces- 
sity of the bureau under the changed form; and it is to be calleda 
Department. 

If the Senator from Texas insists on a postponement that he may dis- 
cuss the bill further, I have nothing to say, but I should be glad if he 
would allow final action to be taken to-night. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to ask the Senator from New Hampshire a 
question. Has the Senator from New Hampshire information author- 
izing him to say that the laboring men of this country are in favor of 
the bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand they favor it universally. Their great 
organizations indorse it. 

Mr. VOORHEES. If the Senator from New Hampshire will yield 
to me I will move an adjournment. It is perfectly manifest that we 
shall not get a vote to-night, and there is nota quorum here either. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will ask that the bill bedisposed of to-morrow, rot- 
withstanding any special assignment which has been made for the ccn- 
sideration of the Calendar, beginning early. I shall ask that, because I 
think it important to dispose of the bill promptly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I give notice to the Senator from New Hampshire that 
I shall insist upon carrying out the consent rule that was entered into 
this morning. 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill was taken up on motion. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator from Indiana [Mr. VOORHEES] will 
allow me, I will move an executive session. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I withdraw my motion for that purpose. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the pend- 
ing bill remains the unfinished business, The Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. HARRIS] moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 16, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 15, 1888. 
ASSAYER. 
Frank Nicholson, of Missouri, to be assayer of the United Siates as- 
say office at St. Louis, Mo. 
MELTER OF MINT. 


John W. Browning, of Colorado, to be melter of the mint of the United 
States at Denver, Colo. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 15, 1888. 


The House metat 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

: LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PERRY, for seven days, beginning this day. 

To Mr. Bacon, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION, OHIO VALLEY. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. HENDERSON of Iowa, Mr. CLEMENTS, 
and Mr. BurrERWORTH as managers on the part of the House of the 
conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. 


R. 9711) making an appropriation to enable the several Executive De- 


ents of the Government and the Bureau of Agriculture and the 
mithsonian Institution, including the National Museum and Commis- 
sion of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Centennial Exposition 
of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
from July 4 to October 27, 1888. 
CORRECTION OF A BILL. 


The SPEAKER. In House bill No. 7111, granting a pension to Car- 
oline Pautel, the name of the beneficiary is spelled in two different 
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ways in the body of the bill. The gentieman from Wisconsin [Mr. 
CASWELL] asks unanimous consent that the spelling of the name 
where it last occùrs in the bill be corrected. 

There was no objection and it was so ordered. 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME, GRANT COUNTY, INDIANA. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
and put upon its passage the bill (H. R. 8391) to authorize the location 
of a branch home for volunteer disabled soldiers in Grant County, In- 
diana, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. 
this bill? K 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I must object, Mr. Speaker, 


WASHINGTON AND IDAHO RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
and put upon its passage the bill (S. 38) granting to the Washington 
and Idaho Railroad Company the right of way through the Coeur d’Al- 
ene Indian reservation. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the * 5 of way is hereby granted, as hereinafter set 
forth, to the Washington and Idaho Railroad Company, a corporation organ- 
ized and existing under the laws of the Territory of Washington, for the ex- 
tension of its railroad through the lands in Idaho Territory set apart for the 
use of the Cœur d'Alene Indians by executive order, commonly known as the 
Cceur d'Alene Indian reservation, beginning at a point on the westerly line of 
said reservation, near the junction of the Warnings and Idaho Railroad with 
the Idaho Branch of said road, near Lone Pine, in Washington Territory, and 
running thence in a northerly direction across the Cœur d'Alene Indian reser- 
vation to a point in Washington Territory, and running thence in a northerl 
direction across the Cœur d'Alene Indian reservation toa point near the mout! 
of the St. Joseph's River, on the Cœur d'Alene Lake, thence in a northeasterly 
direction along the east side of the Cœur d’Alene Lake to the Cour d'Alene 
River, and thence in a generally easterly direction, by the Cœur d'Alene Mis- 
sion, to the east line of the reservation. 

Sec, 2. That the right of way hereby granted to said company shall be 75 feet 
in width on each side of the central line of said railroad as afo: d; and said 
company shall also have the right to take from said lands adjacent to the line 
of said road material, stone, earth, and timber necessary for the construction 
of said railroad; also, ground adjacent to such right of way for station-build- 
ings, depots, machine-sho; side-tracks, turnouts, and water-stations, not to 
exceed in amount 300 feet in width and 3,000 feet in length for each station, tothe 
extent of one station for each 10 miles of road. 

Sr. 3. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of way, and pro- 
vide the time and manner for the 8 thereof, and also to ascertain and 
fix the amount of compensation to be made individual members of the tribe for 
damages ned by them by reason of the construction of said road; but no 
right of any kind shall vest in said railway company in or to any part of the 
right of way herein provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey 
for the definite location of such railroad, and including the points for station- 
buildings, depots, machine shops, side tracks, turnouts, and water stations, 
shall be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, which ap- 
proval shall be made in writing and be open for the inspection of any party in- 
terested therein, and until the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and paid; 
and the surveys, construction, and operation of such railroad, including charges 
of transportation, shall be conducted with due regard for the rights of the In- 
dians, and in accordance with such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior may make to carry out this provision: Provided, That the consent 
of the Indians to said right of way shall be obtained by said railroad company 
in such manneras the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe, before any right 
under this act shall accrue to said company. 

Sec, 4. That said company shall not assign or transfer or mort; this right 
of way for any purpose Whatever until said road shall be comple : Provided, 
That the company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rolling-stock, 
for money to construct and complete said road: And provided further, That the 
right granted herein shall be lostand forfeited by said company unless the road 
is constructed and in running order across said reservation within two years 
from the passage of this act. 

Sec. 5. That said railway company shall accept this right of way upon the ex- 
pressed condition, binding upon itself, its successors and assigns, that they will 
neither aid, advise, nor assist in any effort looking towards the changing or ex- 
tinguishing the present tenure of the Indiansin their land, and will not attempt 
to secure from the Indian tribes any further grant of land or its occupan 
is hereinbefore provided: Provided, That any violation of the condition men- 
tioned in this section shall operate as a forfeiture of all the rights and privileges 
of said railway company under this act. 

Sec, 6. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this act. 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be in force from its passage. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? : 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHIVELY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JESSE COE, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. HUNTER] 
had a bill before the House when the hour of adjournment arrived yes- 
terday. ‘The bill has been read, but the Clerk will again report it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to pay to Jesse Coe, of Monroe County, e AA the sum of 
$150, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for horses 


Is there objection to the present consideration of 


- 


taken from him by the United States Army and used by the same during the 
war of the rebellion. 


The committee recommended an amendment striking out four 
hundred and fiſty before the word dollars“ and inserting ‘‘ three 


hundred and seventy-five.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HUNTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. MANSUR, by unanimous consent, introduced a joint resolution 
(H. Res. 168) to authorize the printing of 15,000 copies of the Map of 
the United States, edition of 1887; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Printing, and ordered ta be printed. 

SANDY HOOK SHIP-CHANNEL. 

Mr.SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ask unanimous consent 
for the immediate adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] is 
not a member of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors have authorized me to present the report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, how the gen- 
tleman from New York can present a report from the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has just called the gentleman’s atten- 
tion to the fact that he is not a member of the committee. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But the members of the committee have authorized 
me to present the report. 

The SPEAKER. But a report from a committee must be made at 
least in the name of some member of the committee and by authority 
of the committee. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
House Calendar and put upon its passage House bill 8843. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, what becomes of the report from 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors? 

The SPEAKER. There is no report. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. By an order of the House heretofore made, this day 
was set apart for the consideration of bills reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, in such order as that committee 
might indicate. Of course, if the committee indicate no bills which they 
desire to have considered, the regular order will be the call of commit- 
tees for reports. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that it be dispensed 
with. x 

The SPEAKER. It can not be dispensed with. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Lask unanimous consent 

The SPEAKER. Of course, the special order will not be called un- 
less the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds ask forit. The 
regular order is insisted upon. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] moves that the morning hour for the presentation of 
reports of committees be dispensed with. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now ask unanimous con- 
sent that gentlemen having reports to make be allowed to hand them 
in at the Clerk’s desk for reference to the appropriate Calendars. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the leave asked by the 
gentleman from Kentucky will be granted. The Chair hears no ob- 
jection, and it is so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
1 following reports were filed by being handed in at the clerk's 
F. VARIN. f 
Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 6607) for the relief of F. Varin; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back favorably the bill (H. 
R. 9801) to refer the claims against the United States of F. Varin to 
the Court of Claims ; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH, HUNTSVILLE, ALA. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee op War Claims, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 5734) to reimburse the trustees of the Methodist Epis- 
copal Church at Huntsville, Ala. ; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back a bill (H.R. 5735) 
to refer the claim against the United States of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church at Huntsville, Ala., to the Court of Claims; which was read a 


4166 


first and second time, reſerred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 8105) for the relief of Joseph E. 
Montgomery; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying re- 
port ordered to be printed 

N WARREN MITCHELL. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 327) for the relief of Warren 
Mitchell; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF LEWIS W. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1725) for the relief of the legal repre- 
sentatives of Lewis W. Washington, deceased; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PENNSYLVANIA WAE CLAIM. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (5. 2329) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to re-examine and reaudit the claim of the State of Penn- 
sylvania for advances made and money borrowed by said State to pay 
the militia called into the military service by the governor under the 
proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 762) for the relief of William Crouse; which 

was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to be printed. 

- MILWAUKEE, LAKE SHORE AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 

-Mr. HUDD, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9958) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore 
and Western Railway Company the right of way through the Lac de 
Flambeau Indian reservation, in the State of Wisconsin; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 6556) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
provide for the muster and pay the military officers and enlisted men 
of the volunteer forces,’’ approved June 3, 1884, and further amended 
February 3, 1887; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 


FORT RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1804) to authorize the Cheyenne Street Railroad 
Company to build its road on and across the Fort D. A. Russell mili- 
tary reservation; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

FORT LEAVENWORTH MILITARY RESERVATION. 

Mr. MAISH also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of land 
in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kan- 
sas; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
LUCY A. JORDAN. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9463) granting a pension to Lucy 
Jordan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. HELEN B. BROWN. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from-the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9697) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Helen B. Brown; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

GETTYSEURGH ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATION. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 

rted joint resolution (H. Res. 169) to appropriate $25,000 for a cele- 

ration of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 
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/ CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1959) 
authorizing the Secretary of War to issue to the governor of the Terri- 
tory of Montana military stores for the use of the regularly-enlisted, 
organized, and uniformed active militia; and the same was referred to 
the Committee dn the Militia. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the petition of Rob- 
ert W. Dunbar, for payment of his claim against the United States; 
and the same was referred to the Committee on Claims. 


C. I. NOURSE. 


Mr. MANSUR, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 5784) for the relief of C. I. Nourse; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADDIE BELL. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1506) for the relief of Addie Bell; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LABAN HEATH & CO. 


Mr. MANSUR also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 903) for the relief of Laban Heath & Co., of 
Boston, Mass.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, HAMPTON. 

Mr. MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9442) to provide for widening the entrance to 
the national cemetery at Hampton; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN REILLY. 


Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 6299) directing the Secretary of War 
to issue an honorable discharge to John Reilly; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now move that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, no member of this House 
need apologize for asking and insisting upon being heard upon a ques- 
tion which is of such vital concern to all his constituents. 

ATI the other bills before this body taken together dwarf into insig- 
nificance when compared with this in immediate results and far-reach- 
ing consequence, 

This is the only bill pending here that reaches to every home in the 
country in a measure, which will make its influence immediately felt. 
It relates to taxation—not merely to the rate of tax which may be 
imposed upon the citizen, but at the same time deals with his ability 
to pay the rate when fixed. 

We are, it is hoped, at the close of the consideration of this bill, by 
our votes to indicate clearly—if we do not in fact absolutely deter- 
mine—what, in a most important particular, the economic policy of the 
Government shall be. And the people in November next will approve 
or condemn our action; either they will commit our economic policy to 
the control and care of the Democratic party or restore the Republicans 
to power in the nation. Truth, justice, and the highest interests of the 
country demand that there shall be no paltering in a double sense, 
` keeping the word of promise to the ear to break it to the hope. 

That the people may not be misled, let the issue joined hetween the 
majority, the Democratic side of the House, and the minority, the Re- 
publican side of the House, be fally and fairly stated. 

We can not deceive ourselves if we try. We may attempt to deceive 
the country by presenting a Janus face in the tariff plank of a party 
platform. But, sir, the end to be attained, which is admittedly the 
good of the whole country, needs not the aid of agencies of such doubt- 
ful honesty, and more than doubtful propriety. 

Let us hope, in the interest of the great cause we would serve, that 
the issue joined in the tariff planks of the national platforms will be so 
distinctly stated as to indicate that the resolution was drawn by pa- 
triotic statesmen, and not by time-serving and juggling politicians. 

Whether the tariff needs revision is not the issue joined between us. 
Upon that point there is no controlling difference of opinion. Whether 
the duty is too high upon this article or too low upon that is not the 
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line upon which we divide. Whether a rate of duty yielding a much 
less revenue might be so adjusted as to afford all needful protection to 
our industries is not the question apon which we are in antagonism. 
These are matters of detail, and concerning which there might be wide 
diversity of opinion, not only between the political parties but among 
the members of each. These issues would naturally grow out of con- 
ditions which affect the application of an economic policy, admitting 
the wisdom of the policy itself. 

The controversy arises out of an irreconcilable difference of opinion 
between the political organizations represented upon this floor as to the 
wisdom and justice of the protective system. Youassail it as being un- 
sound in principle and iniquitous in its operation. We defend it as 
being alike wise in theory and beneficent in its results. 

You assert (and each speaker who has addressed the Honse from the 
Democratic standpoint has endeavored to maintain) that to levy a 
duty on imports, except for the purpose of needed revenue, is 
at once unconstitutional, unwise, unjust, and indefensible, while we 
assert the exact reverse, insisting that not only may duties be levied 
with reference to revenue, but with reference to the ion of our 
home industries as well, and beyond that, that such duties are indis- 
pensable to the development of our national resources. 

You assert, and have endeavored to prove, that the direct and in- 
evitable result of a tariff levied for the purpose of protection, and to 
the extent that it is so levied, is to exact tribute of the many for the 
benefit of the few; that the direct tendency of the system is to found 
and foster monopoly, to make the rich richer and the poor poorer; that 
all these evil results are the legitimate outgrowth of the system, and 
that being so, it is the irresistible logic of the situation that ifyou are 
honest, as you are, your end, aim, and deliberate purpose must be to 
destroy this system. 

What we account a blessing in the system our Democratic 
friends condemn as a curse. It follows, therefore, that the political 
parties divide on the wisdom of protection as an economic policy. 

We can not deceive ourselves if we try, and I doubt if we can de- 
ceive the country if we make the effort, as to the real obstacle which 
stands in the way of a proper and needed revision of the tariff. 

It will not be found in the inability of this House to revise it in con- 
formity with the just and reasonable requirements of the protective 
system, if that was in truth your end and aim. Nor would it be found 
in any unwillingness on our part to aid you in so doing. But that is 
not the prime object of your endeavor. The obstacle is found in the 
fact that you, while revising, are seeking to destroy. 

The logic of your position (and you stand by it) is that you should, 
if possible, while providing for needed revenue, destroy a policy which 
you regard as unequal, unjust, and iniquitous, and which is, you as- 
sert, the founder and cherisher of monopolies. 

With your convictions upon this subject you would be untrue to the 
obligations of your oaths, false to the duty devolving upon you as the 
representatives of the people, if you did not, even as you are doing, en- 
deavor to tear up the iniquity by the roots, and the country may rest 
assured if you do not succeed it will not be your fault. 

It is not my purpose, Mr. Chairman, to discuss the details of the 
pending bill (that can be done when we come to consider it under the 
five-minute rule), but to address myself to the main question, which 
involves the maintenance or overthrow of the protective system. 

The people of the do not possess the discernment for which 
I give them credit if they fail to appreciate the precise situation pre- 
sented here. They will not be misled by the cry of our friends upon 
the Democratic side of the House that they are anxious to revise the 
tariff, but that the Republicans are a stumbling block and rock of of- 
fense in the way. 

The first question the intelligent voter will ask himself is, How do 
I stand on the main proposition? Do I desire the maintenance or the 
destruction of the protective s 2 

He will answer that question by his vote next November. He will 
say if the protective policy is beneficent it should be under Repub- 
lican care, and not within Democratic control. Let no one mistake 
the issue, Let no one on this side suppose for a moment that our bat- 
tle with the Democratic party is over the mere matter of adjusting 
the tariff with reference to the protection needed. This is a matter of 
detail. Our contest is to maintain the system against their studied ef- 
forts to destroy it. The details we will settle afterwards. 

It is interesting to note with what adroitness our friends on the other 
side endeavor to divert the attention of the country from the real pur- 
pose which underlies and is the mainspring of their effort; as if the 
political ways parted when we come to consider the duty on rice, the 
duty upon sugar, or upon glass. 

This pretended revision is the Trojan horse by means of which you 
hope to gain admission to our camp. 

Lask you, I ask the country, if it is in the logic of the situation 
that you can revise, except to destroy. Will you seek to makestrong 
or preserve in health that which you say should not exist at all? 

If it should be destroyed, the work of so-called revision has been 
committed to those who will rejoice in the service, the Democratic 

rty. II it is to be maintained and revised with reference to the 
ormance of its legitimate and proper functions, this nation should p. 


(and, in my judgment, will place) the system in the care and keeping 
of the Republican 


Iam conscions of the fact that we are discussing a drysubject. But 
we can not be forgetful of another fact. There is not a hearthstone in 
the United States that will not be affected for good or ill by the passage 
of the Mills bill. Its will be a direct condemnation of the 
tective system. Its deteat will indicate not that the tariff is ect, 
but that the Democratic party is not a fit instrament to remove itsim- 
perfections. : 

Let us inquire what the proper functions of the protective system 
are, for they should not be misapprehended. 

First, let it be borne in mind that it deals with conditions and not 
with boundary lines, exceptas the latter mark the presence of the former. 
The just measure of its usefulness will not be found in the weight of 
shekels it has secured to those engaged and employed in the various in- 
dustries of our country. 

Desirable as the accumulation of wealth was, and is, the protective 
system had, and has, a nobler mission than the development of the mere 
physical resources of this nation. That development might have been 
possible under a monarchical form of government controlling and em- 
ploying a race of slaves. 

In the course of this argument I desire to notice the points made 
against the policy of protection by the advocates of the Mills bill. 
First, whether in its mission it tends to establish monopoly. Whether 
it does, in fact, levy tribute upon the many for the benefit of the few. » 
Whether it does make the burden of taxation unequal. Whether it 
tends to increase the price of commodities in the market. And then 
seek to learn whether its influence has been, as we claim, to multiply 
and diversify industries. Whether the result has been, as we assert, 
to build up a home market and to continue it, and in the same connec- 
tion inquire into the relation of the agricultural industries to those of 
the manufacturer, and see how far the assertion that farmers are bear- 
ing more than their share of the public burdens are borne out by the 
facts. 

I wish to consider also the influences which have tended to cause dis- 
turbance in the ranks of wage-workers and set capital and labor by the 
ears. In connection with these inquiries I will call attention to the 
influence of the two systems in the States where any such bear sway, 
and determine the value of the philosophy by the results of adherence 
to the practice it enjoins. 

What gave rise to the protective system? 

This House and the country need not be told that it was the pur- 
pose of our fathers, in the establishment of the government we enjoy, 
to lay the foundation here of a new order of things, which looked not 
alone to the development of the material resources of this country, but 
to the moral and intellectual growth of each individual citizen; in this 
latter growth, rather than in the development of the material resources 
of the country, our fathers recognized the true foundation upon which 
to build a nation’s greatness, and permanently secure the freedom and 
prosperity of all our people. And as a logical result it was theiractive 
33 provide the opportunity Frs head of apes family to bring 
to his home prosperity, comfort, and happiness, the legitimate offspring 
of intelligent effort guided by virtue. 1 will adopt in brief language 
used by me in speaking at another place and on another occasion. 

In this work the fathers built even better than they knew. 

The maxims of the English law—the spirit of the English constitu- 
tion wherein it was a bulwark of freedom—they adopted. But in 
their effort they kept steadily in view the fundamental idea of estab- 
lishing a government of the people, by the people, and for the peo- 
ple.“ They were conscious that the homes of a country are the source 
of its greatness and power; that as we multiply the number of homes 
where virtue and intelligence exert controlling influence we increase 
the happiness of our people, and make sure and fast the pillars which 
uphold the state. 

Our fathers realized that a philosopher placed in the midst of pov- 
erty and squalor will gravitate toward vice and corruption. They 
knew, and we realize in as full a sense, that as needful comforts and 
gonveniences abound in a home, so are the inmates of that home ele- 
vated and refined, dignified and ennobled. 

Our system of Government has no higher or nobler mission than to 
multiply the number of happy homes in the United States. Can laws 
perform a better work than to place the wage-worker of my country 
above and out of the influence of those conditions in the Old World 
which in a large degree tend to make men and women mere beasts of 
burden? Can a system of political economy be justly condemned which 
seeks to enable the man who produces the wealth of a nation to become, 
with his wife and children, the sharer in and partaker of the fruits of 
his toil? This is the mission of the protective system. 

I contend that the preservation of that system asan economic govern- 
mental policy is to-day and must be for years indispensable to the 
national prosperity; and that it must be preserved as a system. 

Now, does it perform the service we claim for it? 

You say it imposes burdens in that it increases taxation without cor- 
responding benefit. We answer that it imposes the shadow of taxation 
that we may enjoy the substance of substantial prosperity. 

Mr. Chairman, a careful examination of the circumstances which 
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give rise to imposition of so-called tax as an incident of the protective 
policy, and the resulting increased ability of the citizens to pay it, will 
satisfy even my honored friend, the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means (and that would seem to reach the case and condition ot my 
other friends from Kentucky, Tennessee, and Arkansas) of the wisdom 
and justice of the protective system. 

With great respect I submit to those honorable gentlemen that they 
stop their investigation when they have viewed what they regard as 
the burden of tax imposed by the tariff. F 

They seem not to consider the increased ability to pay, which results 
from the influence of the trade regulation of which the alleged tax is 
an incident, 

If it is admitted, as claimed, that the system imposes taxes, the an- 
swer is that it is in the nature of an investment, the resulting profit 
being such as each year to repay with usury the capital invested. 

If I am right in this, can you successfully deny the wisdom and justice 
of the policy which in the last analysis is buta governmental business 
venture in the interests of all our people? The issue joined between 
us is as to whether we shall change our business method. An insepa- 
rable attendant on our present governmental business policy involves 
theimposition of duties levied for protection. And I repeat that under 
our system these duties are levied as plain business investment and 
with confidence that the capital will be returned to each citizen with 
usury. 

But is it true to say that in maintaining a protective duty we lay a 
tax upon our people? We do not, in strictness, do any such thing. 
The exact business proposition resolves itself into this: In the interests 
of our people we have adopted certain regulations in restraintof import 
trade with foreign nations. If our citizens trade with the citizens of 
those nations they do it under and in accordance with the regulations 
prescribed. These laws of trade and commerce in their operation have 
twoobjectsin view: one, to raise the revenue to defray the expensesof the 
Government; the other, to so regulate the admission of foreign products 
to our home markets as to secure our citizens against the disastrous in- 
fluence of that foreign competition which unrestrained would greatly 
hinder if not absolutely prevent the establishment and maintenance 
of industrial plants in the United States. 

We say that whatever, if any, of temporary inconvenience our people 
may suffer from these trade restrictions is more than compensated in 
the direct advantages which will result from their influence in the en- 
eguragement of productive eftort among our people. We assert, and 
the proof of the correctness of the assertion is ample, that under the 
influence of this restraint of trade with foreign nations our own re- 
sources will be rapidly developed, our industries multiplied and diver- 
sified, and that the comforts and conveniences of life will more abound; 
and, concurrently with all this, wages will be advanced, while the cost 
of things needful in life will be reduced. A home market, confessedly 
the most desirable, will be created, the industrial independence of the 
Republicsecured, and prosperity and happiness come and abide with us. 

Although the results have conclusively justified every hope and ex- 
pectation of the champions of protection, yet we have to-day, as if the 
experiment were new and untried, to stand here and defendit. They 
(I refer to these misguided Democratic brethren on the other side) in- 
sist that our prosperity has not been the result of the protective system, 
but has come to us in spite of it. We are asked the question a thou- 
sand times each campaign, and it has been in substance repeatedly 
asked during this debate: Does protection protect? I propose to add 
my answer to those of my honored friends on this side who have pre- 
ceded me. 

First, let us agree on certain business propositions which are so self- 
evident as to be properly ranked among the axioms which guide the 
business world in the prosecution of its various ventures. 

I am now dealing with our own country and with our own people. 

Manufacturing plants could not be established without capital. 
Capital will not seek investment without reasonable hope of adequate 
return. 

Both capital and plants were essential to the procurement and em- 
ployment of skilled workmen, and all these are together the founda- 
tion upon which must rest prosperous tradeand commerce, since they fur- 
nish the source and supply of that which is the subject-matter of both. 

Capital will protect itself, even if it has to leave the workmen in 
idleness and consequent destitution. 

In a contest with workmen, capital has the advantage. This is cer- 
tain, and for the reason that capital can wait longer for a dividend than 
labor can for a breakfast. 

I want to supplement these cold business maxims by a few others that 
are leavened with the humane and Christian spirit of our free institu- 
tions. One is that labor should have its full and equal distributive 
share in the profit resulting from its joint effort with capital. 

To authorize or permit a condition or system which would compel 
capital either to withdraw from the field of competition or withhold 
from labor its due is alike inhuman and directly at war with sound 
public policy, I shall maintain thatthe protective system is designed 
to, and in its operation does, avoid the evils we would shun and mul- 
tiply the blessings to which we would attain. 


Does protection protect? Palpably it so regulates trade and com- 
merce with foreign nations as to shield our industrial enterprises from 
the destructive influence of conditions beyond the sea, in the presence 
of which the healthful growth of the industrial arts in ourmidst would 
have been impossible, and for reasons so obvious and so frequently cited 
on this floor that to repeat them would seem needless, 

Does protection multiply our industries? No, not directly; but its 
influence is the parent of conditions which give rise to the multiplica- 
tion of our industries, It is the immediate cause and source of mul- 
tiplication and diversification of industry. 

By multiplication of industries we mean the creation of those that 
are new; such as the creation of a new method of performing a given 
labor, as in making horseshoes by machinery instead of by hand; print- 
ing by the use of the power-press instead of by hand; in the use of cy- 
clones to reduce and pulverize substances instead of using a mortar of 
stone or iron crushers. In these and other instances we manuficture 
the machines to do the work instead of doing the work itself with our 
hands. And these instrumentalities are the product of new industries 
in all the mechanical arts. 

And in the invention and production in the arts of these new ma- 
chines and devices our industries are multiplied and diversified indefi- 
nitely, and, as a result, employment is given to vast numbers of men, 
women, and youths, who at once create and supply a home market. 

All this Mr. Calhoun, in 1816, standing in his place upon this floor 
as the champion of the protective system, with prophetic vision saw 
and distinctly pointed out to the House and the country. I shall re- 
fer to his evidence later on in my remarks. 

Now, I want the attention of my distinguished friend from Texas, 
with whom I have had many interesting talks as to the source of the 
multiplication of our industries. 

I have on previous occasions called the attention of this House and 
the country to the influence of the inventive genius of our people upon 
its industrial development. 

I have said, and do still maintain, that in that inventive genius will 
be found the germ of our unequaled industrial prosperity. And just 
at this point I anticipate the question of my friend, the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] who has in his bill placed the ax at the root of the 
tree of protection. He will ask me if the multiplication of our indus- 
tries is so largely due to the genius of invention. Why do you give 
protection the credit for itand continue the policy?’’ The idea being 
that since invention multiplies and diversifies our industries, and the 
letters patent which for a term of years vest in the inventor and his 
assigns the exclusive ownership of the thing invented, and so preserve 
to him the exclusive right to manufacture, use, and sell the invention 
covered by the letters patent, a protective tariff is needless. 

On its face the point seems strong, and in the argumentis well taken, 
if the scope and influence of the patent system is as broad and full as 
is supposed. 

But I assure the gentleman that a more careful investigation of the 
character of our industrial growth as it rests upon the development of 
the mechanical arts will tend to greatly modify his views, if it does not 
radically change them. 

I beg to call attention to the fact that these patents granted to in- 
ventors are for improvements in the arts to which they attain. 

An improvement in the shuttle used in a sewing machine, valuable 
and useful as it may be when used in the machine, is of little conse- 
quence to a manufacturer if he findsit impossible to make the machine 
itself. 

An improvement in the device for working a sickle on a mowing ma- 
chine is unimportant to a manufacturer if he can not make the ma- 
chine of which the improvement is but a supplemental adjunct. 

There are in one sense few new industrial arts. There are many new 
and useful improved devices used in the arts—improvements of greater 
or less consequence in the machines and implements which form the 
base of a particular art. 

It follows that to protect the improvements in a given art you must 
protect our manufacturers in the production of the implement, machine, 
or device in connection with which such improvements are used. These 
improvements are in many, I may say in most, instances compared to 
the importance of the machine itself in large measure inconsequential, 
but still mark desirable and substantial progressive development, and 
supply better and more ample facilities in the conduct of human affiirs, 
and their improvements and agencies have placed innumerable articles 
on the free-list. Thus the conditions to which our friends on the other 
side would attain will be soonest reached by pursuing the even tenor 
of our way along the highway of protection. 

The protective system upholds the art, the inventive genius—per- 
fects and completes it. Its influence is in a measure hidden, but it is 
none the less potent and far-reaching. It may be said of it, Cuusa 
latet, vis est notissima’’—the cause is hidden, but the effect is notorious. 
Destroy the protective system and you destroy that which depends 
upon it. Tou take my house when you take the prop that doth sus- 
tain my house; you take my life when you do take the means wheroby 
L live.’ 

But let us turn and scan the results which should approve or con- 
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demn the protective system. It is familiar to us all that when the 
fathers were seeking to determine what the economic policy of the 
Government should be, then, as to-day, free trade and protection, as a 
distinct system, were struggling for supremacy. With reference to the 
protracted contest, I assert that if there was reason at any time during 
the history of this Republic which justified the levying of a duty for 
protection, so long as that reason exists so long is the system itself de- 
fensible. That is logical and the soundness of the proposition will not 
be questioned. ‘ 

Can any intelligent mortal entertain a doubt that a protective tariff 
was indispensable to the establishment and growth of our industries 
and the development of the resources of the nation in all that was es- 
sential to the freedom, independence, prosperity, and the happiness of 
our people? If there is a doubter in the face of the testimony and ex- 
perience of the fathers, supplemented by our own, he suffers from a 
weakness that is congenital, and no argument submitted here can in- 
fluence his action. # 

Stating the proposition in another form, let me assert that which can 
not be gainsaid: that if for reasons sufficient in the early history of 
the Republic a protective policy was judicious and humane the same 
system must be equally wise, just, and humane to-day if the reasons 
still obtain which approved it a century ago. There is no escape from 
this. If our fathers, for good reason, found it necessary, as confessedly 
they did, during the earlier period of the existence of the Republic, to 
invoke the aid and shield of the protective system, unless the reason 
no longer exists, the system which rests upon that reason, or upon the 
same or like conditions, should still be maintained. 

I shall have occasion to print, for I will not have time to read them, 
the opinions expressed by men of all parties as to the indispensable ne- 
cessity of a protective tariff in the early history of our Government. I 
shall refer to, though the time will not permit me to quote at length, 
what those whom we are accustomed to account wise in their day and 
generation have said upon this subject, and the reasons they gave for 
the faith that was in them. I shall insert in my printed remarks the 
testimony they bore, but will not have time to read them to the House. 

Now let me recur to the conditions which gave rise to this system of 

rotection, not because it is essential to the argument addressed to you, 
ut because it may be useful to the larger audience I hope to reach 
outside of this Capitol. 

Our fathers found our country possessed of abundance of material 
exhaustless in quantity, excellent in quality, and infinite in variety. 
Then, as now, even in our own markets, we had the world for compet- 
itors. In the face of competition then the young Republic lacked es- 
tablished plants, lacked the capital toestablish them, was wanting in 
skilled workmen. They found also that American’freemen must enter 
the field as competitors of toilers on the other side, the result of whose 
efforts barely enabled them to exist. 

At that time, in the midst of hard lines, this latter factor in the prob- 
lem (I refer to wages), which has become since the controlling one, was 
not so thoroughly considered ; not because our ancestors were less hu- 
mane or less considerate of the rights and claims of the skilled artisans, 
mechanics, and workmen of their own country, but the question itself 
was not so important and controlling then as now. The wage was the 
smaller factor in the problem of competition then ; itis the largest and 
the controlling factor in the economic problem to-day. 

But against the hard conditions I have mentioned the young nation 
entered the lists to compete for the poor favor of selling in our own 
markets and to our own people. Men then, as now, would exercise 
their right to buy where they could cheapest and sell where they could 
realize the largest price. There is no sentiment in trade. We will buy 
an English or a German coat for 810 in preference to paying $12 or $15 
to our own countrymen for the same article, though our indnstries per- 
ish. Buying and selling is not matter of sentiment, but matter of busi- 
ness. 

It was clear that the result must be that if the Old World, with its 
countless laborers, with its established plants and boundless resources 
in capital, its skilled and cunning workmen, could enter the markets 
of the United States without the restraint of a duty imposed to regu- 
late trade, our people would be unable to compete with the producers 
on the other side, even in our home market. That this was so, and is 
so to-day, is too clear to need argument. It was the experience of the 
United States immediately after the war of 1812, when England flooded 
our markets with goods of every kind, and to such an extent and at such 
low prices that the mills, shops, and factories upon this side stood idle. 
In the presence of such competition it could not be otherwise. 

The necessity for providing against the baneful infiuence of this com- 
petition which paralyzed our industries, and at last tended to impov- 
erish and humiliate our workmen, and left us helpless and prostrate 
in the field of industrial eftort, was apparent to the men of that day 
who controlled the affairs of this nation. It was then that Mr. Calhoun, 
the representative of South Carolina, appeared upon this floor as the 
earnest and able champion of the protectivesystem. He found the agri- 
cultural interests of his own State suffering in competition with India, 
and the fact was cited by a gentleman speaking of that competition, that 
it was in vain for our country to successfully grow cotton and weave 
cotton fabrics in competition with India where the raw material was 4 
pence a pound and the wages of the laborer in weaving 4 pence a day. 


It will be remembered that not many years prior to that time Whit- 
ney had invented the cotton-gin, and upon the other side the spinning- 
jenny and the power-loom had been given to the world by the genius 
of English operatives, and these agencies, going hand in hand, gave a 
new impetus to the growth of cotton, and under the influence of that 
new impetus all the Southern fields became white with the harvest. 

Against the destructive influence of competition with India, Mr. 
Calhoun, standing in his place in the House of Representatives, ad vo- 
cated the imposition of a protective tariff; and a protective tariff was 
levied upon goods imported from the other side. 

One item in that schedule levied a duty of 3 cents a pound on cotton, 
which was about 75 per cent. of the cost of its production by their In- 
dian competitor. 

I call the attention of my honorable friend from South Carolina, 
the worthy successor of Mr. Calhoun, to the language of the latter, 
when he stood as one of the foremost champions of the policy which 
his successors upon this floor so earnestly condemn and seek so eagerly 
to destroy. 

Then Mr. Calhoun was not dealing with abstract philosophy, but 
was evolving a system for himself from existing conditions and facts, 
which refused to be ignored. 

Speaking upon the tariff bill in 1816, Mr. Calhoun, deprecating the evils 
which would attend upon its defeat, said: 


When our manufactories are gonn to a certain perfection, as they soon will 
be under the fostering care of Government, we will no longer experience 
these evils. [Evils resulting from this unequal competition.] The farmer will 
find a ready market for his surplus, and what is of equal consequence, a certain 
and cheap supply of all his wants, 


It is interesting to observe that South Carolina, which leads the van 
in opposition to the protective system, did not always adopt this view. 
As I have before said, her leading statesmen in 1816 recognized the im- 
portance of protecting, in a radical manner, the industries of South 
Carolina. 

The few struggling cotton-mills of New England in the early parto 
this century found it cheaper to buy India cotton than to buy that pro- 
duced in the Carolinas, and under the operation of that law which our 
friends upon the other side so constantly invoke—the right to buy where 
we can buy cheapest—the mill-owners of New England bought India 
cotton, and our merchants purchased India cotton fabrics. 

There could hardly be a complaintin the Carolinas that they did not 
have cheap labor; but cheap as their labor was, the labor of India was 
still cheaper. The result was that New England merchantmen and 
English vessels brought from India cotton to supply New England 
mills and cotton goods to supply the American market. At that time 
certain Representatives from New England talked persuasively against 
an import duty, but placed their opposition on the ground of its in- 
jurious effects upon the India shipping interest, in which New England 
then employed forty ships. It was but a few years until our friends 
from south of the Potomac had gained and held the coign of vantage 
against the producers of cotton throughout the nations of the world, 
and strangely enough, after having first enjoyed the blessings of a pro- 
tective system and in the midst of their own flourishing condition, 
turned to deny to the struggling industries of the other States the pro- 
tection indispensable to their establishment and growth. 

The cultivation of cotton becoming independent of all competition, 
the Southern statesmen turned from the championship of that indus- 
try to defend the peculiar system of labor employed in its prosecution, 
and from that day slavery and free trade established and maintained an 
offensive and defensive alliance and waged relentless war upon the pro- 
tectivepolicy. They wereenabled to—as indeed they did in a large de- 
grec—dominate the country, and our economic rgd oscillated between 
free trade and protection, and our industries a desperate struggle 
for existence; and everyspurt of success which came to them under the 
influence of war or newly-discovered gold mines was, by our free-trade 
friends, accounted to be the direct result of progress in the direction of 
free trade. — 

I am aware that it will be said that if conditions warranted a protect- 
ive tariff in 1798 or 1816, it can not be made to appear that such con- 
on exist to-day, and, the reason ceasing, the rule should cease 
with it. 

I challenge the correctness of the assertion that there has been such 
change in our condition as to render the protective system of to-day de- 
fenseless, 

And now I desire to consider for a moment the changed conditions to 
the extent that there has been change, so as to determine whether in 
point of fact, admitting that a protective tariff was desirable in the early 
history of the Republic, it, on account of the alleged changed condi- 
tions, should be condemned to-day. 

Without reviewing the history of our progress, we admit that we no 
longer are at the disadvantage of lacking established plants, nor do we 
lack capital; and it is but justice to my countrymen to say that as ar- 
tisans, mechanics, and skilled workmen they are unsurpassed in the 
world. These three factors are eliminated from the industrial problem, 
but there remains still the fourth, the most important and controlling 
factor to-day; one that was inconsequential then. The plants are here, 
the capital is here, the skilled workmen are here, but the starvation 
wages are not here and in God’s providence never will be here if the 
Republican party shall write the laws of the land. [Applause.] 
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The difference in wages at the beginning of the century was unimpor- 
tant. The rates of duty were relatively higher than they are now. 
The difference in wages paid in the Old World and upon this side was 
not radically different at the organization of onr Government, and for 
some years afterwards; nor would they have been different to-day it 
the economic policy which controlled for a term of years, and which is 
seeking to control in this House to-day, had continued to bear sway. 

In the prosperity upon the other side, the wage-worker—the pro- 
ducer, if you please—was not permitted adequately to share. 

In most of the countries there during the years that have elapsed, 
notwithstanding his larger contribution in producing results, his wages 
have not been materially advanced; and it is proper to say just here 
that he was not and is not yet a part and parcel of the government. 
He had not the political power to redress his wrongs and vindicate his 
rights. Revolution was his only remedy. 

Now mark the difference. Under the beneficent infiuence of our 
Government, of which every citizen is a part, the progress made in in- 
dustrial development attests the presence in the homes of the workmen 
oe the land better conditions and influences that are ennobling and re- 

ing. 

They find opportunity for increased comforts in the fact that the 
prices of things needful in life have been constantly reduced, while the 
tate of wages paid has been constantly advanced, mounting up 25, 50, 
75, 100, and in many instances 300 per cent. above what it was when 
the economic philosophy of our Democratic friends held sway in the 
Government. 

And, I repeat, capital, established plants, and skilled workmanship 
are not to-day the controlling factors in the industrial problem. 

With us the onut question is, shall those who contribute to our 
prosperity by their labor, the wage-workers, be remitted to the con- 
dition of those upon the other side of the water, or shall they con- 
tinue to share, as now, in the profits resulting from a union of capital 
with labor in the field of productive effort? 

Doubtless nine out of ten of the communications received by gentle- 
men upon this floor from their constituents protesting against the as- 
sault in the Mills bill upon the industries in which those constituents 
are employed, refer to the difference in cost of production between their 
shops, mills, or factorics and the cost of similar articles imported from 
foreign countries as due to the increased wages paid in the United States. 
In the production of the greater part of the output of our manufactur- 
ing establishments labor contributes the larger share; such contribu- 
tion ranging from 10 to over 99 per cent. 

There are industries which employ many skilled workmen in which 
40 cents’ worth of material, after being manipulated by the skilled 
mechanic and passes from his hands a finished product, sells in the mar- 
ket for as much as $80. This is, of course, an exceptional case, but not 
so exceptional or extreme as many suppose. But I use it as an illus- 
tration, because it marks so palpably the point I wish to make touch- 
ing the influence of foreign competition with our own skilled labor. 
The industry I referred to is the manufacture of the small screws and 
springs used in making watches. 

In that industry upon the other side the wages paid range below 40 
per cent. of what is paid the skilled mechanic in the United States en- 
gaged in the same employment. 

It would hardly be claimed in the instance cited that a duty of 10, 
20, 30, or 50 per cent. would correct the inequality between our home 
manufactures and their foreign competitors. 

I have studied with care to ascertain the per cent. that labor con- 
tributes in the production of the articles supplied by our leading indus- 
tries, and am satisfied that the difference which obtains between the 

cent. apportioned to labor here is so much greater than that which 
3 to labor upon the other side that a carefully devised pro- 
tective tariff is indispensable to the preservation of our industrial en- 
— if the rights of workmen here are fairly considered and hon- 
y provided for. 

It is clear that wé can not prevent employers in foreign countries 
from levying unjust and cruel exactions upon their employés. They 
may, ifthey will, coin money of the bone and muscle of those who labor 
for them; but we can provide against the destructive influence of such 
competition upon our own workmen by excluding foreign goods from 
our market, except upon terms which shall keep far from us the condi- 
tions which are the curse that rests upon the industrial classes of the 
Old World. ` 

The various objections to the protective system urged by our friends 
upon the other side have been fully met by gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me. The proposition that the cost to the consumer in the United 
States is increased in exact proportion to the duty levied has been shown 
over and over again by my associates to be alike untruein fact and ab- 
surd. There is still less justice and truth in claiming that the amount 
levied for the purpose of protection is so much taken from the consumer 
and placed in the pocket of the manufacturer. 

If an article costs a dollar in Italy, and by reason of a higher rate of 

- wages here it costs a dollar and twenty-five cents, and the expense o 
cing the Italian article upon our market is 5 cents, and the duty 
mposed by our Government is 20 cents, is it not something worse than 

` folly to claim that that duty of 20 cents goes into the pocket of the 


manufacturer as profit? It does go directly into the pocket of the 
wage-worker, and represents the difference in compensation between 
the amount paid the workmen here and in Italy. 

Does the protective duty increase the cost to the consumer? And if 
so, for how long? In the first instance the cost of an article may be 
temporarily increased. It is not always so, but that is the philosophy 
of the situation. Granting, for the sake of the argument, that thecost 
is temporarily increased, does the end justify the means? Is it ex- 
ceptional to practice self-denial and rigid economy this year in order 
that prosperity may abound the next? Is it not the practice of every- 
day life when in hard lines to suffer inconvenience to-day to secure the 
better condition to-morrow? Following swiftly on the heels of this 
inconvenience of to-day we have, as compensation, permanently reduced 
aed and increased prosperity as lasting as the influence to which it 
is duc, 

The experience of this nation abundantly attests that the temporary 
disadvantage resulting from the self-denial practiced, and which is self- 
imposed, compared with the consequent advantage which is born of that 
self-denial, is absolutely inconsequential. 

There has been during this debate an earnest endeavor to link the 
creation of trusts, syndicates, and combines to the protective policy and 
make itresponsible for the existence of these ulcers upon the body- 
politic. They have no proper relation to each other, nor is either de- 
pendent upon the other. 

No man upon this floor shall be before me in condemnation of these 
organizations. I do not hesitate for one moment to assert that the most 
serious menace to ee institutions in this country will be ſound 
in the power and infiuence of aggregated capital and the pretentious in- 
solence of overgrown wealth. And I am not alone upon this floor in 
the conviction that unless they are speedily throttled they will have 
upon the throat of the Republie so firm a grip that nothing short of rev- 
olution will compel them to relax their hold. This is strong language, 
but I mean evcry word of it. I do not stand here to condemn as moral 
monsters the individuals engaged in these various enterprises or organ- 
izations, for I recognize the fact that there is a vast deal of human na- 
ture in utilizing opportunities and conditions to better one’s condition, 
increase his wealth, and extend his influence; but they are none the 
less dangerous to the well-being of my country that the men interested 
therein are reputable citizens and have not violated the letter of the 
law of the land. 

When the bill that deals with them comes before this House, if the 
committee having it in charge can muster courage to report it, I shall 
bear witness of no doubtful import as to our duty. 

Recurring again to the influence of the industrial system we are 
building up, it was urged, in an earlier day, and latterly as well, that 
the growth of our manufacturing industries tended to dwarf the man- 
hood of those employed in them. I dissent from that proposition. 
I speak now of my own country. 

Let it be remembered that, with the growth of our industries the 
opportunities for increased convenience and comforts grow with equal 
pace, Let it not be forgotten that the men who work in the mills, 
factories, and shops are potent factors in this Government, and have 
a voice in declaring the law which regulates the conditions under which 
they labor. Their children go to school and become familiar with the 
duties and obligations of the citizen, and learn what the proper func- 
tions of the civil government are. 

What is said as to the influence of certain employment may indeed 
apply to the condition of operatives upon the other side, but it can 
have no application to our own fellow-citizens. 

The city of Cincinnati which, with my honored colleague, General 
Brown, I have the honor to represent, is known to you as a hive of 
industry. One or two wards in my district have within their limits a 
greater number of skilled artisans and mechanics than can be found 
elsewhere in this country upon the same amount of territory. I chal- 
lenge any State or city on earth to produce rarer mechanical skill or a 
more intelligent and prosperous people. 

Mr. Chairman, these conditions are not evidenced alone in the skill 
and cunning shown in their several callings. It is shown in those 
adornments of mind and character which are inseparable from the pros- 
perity and happiness that abound in their homes. 

I will engage to go with you, Mr. Chairman, into any shop or factory 
in my district where the workmen I have alluded to are employed and 
select a man at random, and you will not find one who can not read 
the Constitution of his country in one or two languages, or who does 
not understand the rights it secures and the obligations it imposes. 
Go with him to his home. In that home you will find not merely 
the ordinary comforts and conveniences of life, but also the incontesti- 
ble evidence of education and refinement. Books and music will be 
found there. The daughter of that household will be found not only 
equal to the discharge of the duties which pertain to honsewifery, but 
taking her place at the piano she will discourse the rarest music from 
Wagner, Beethoven, and other masters in that science. Upon the walls 


f | you will find paintings which are the handiwork of members of that 


family. There will be found worthy example upon the part of the 
parents, and filial piety upon the part of the children. 
One other thing you will find: that the head of that family and the 
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boys who come after him are intelligent and earnest advocates of the 
protective system. 

I am not willing to exchange scenes and conditions such as I have 
described for any that can be found where the philosophy of free trade 
bears sway and shapes the industrial policy of the people. 

Sir, I need not cross the water for the purpose of pointing out the 
influence of the policy of free trade aud all that appertains thereto, and 
that of the protective system. Our own country furnishes abundant 
evidence by which we can re ach a correct and just conclusion. 

I propose, sir, in no invidious spirit, but in simple justice to the 
peoplel represent, and in justice to the people of this whole country, 
to present to the House and to them some comparisons as to the prog- 
ress made in the several States in everything that goes to make up an 
enlightened and progressive civilization. 

There are certain States Which, make relentless war upon the protect- 
ive policy, and certain other States which as constantly defend it, and 
are seeking to defeat the wrecking policy proposed in the Mills bill. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been plainly intimated time and again upon 
this floor that those employed in the mills, factories, and shops of the 
manufacturing States, and especially in New England, arein a measure 
8 That is not the language used, but is the logie of what is said. 

where th to ascertain how far the facts sustain the assertion and find 
re the most conclusive evidence of prosperity and happiness is to be 


I tell not stop to examine merely the manufacturing interests of 
the country, but will look into the condition of every industry and 
— which has relation to the prosperity of the section where it is 
carrie: 

Our friends upon the other side have appeared especially anxious in 
a, shad cent. of paid. 

hope I may be pardoned for occasionally referring to the Buck- 
eye” State, and certainly no gentleman upon this floor should feel less 
peda than I do in that Commonwealth. 

We can say tothe East and South. We are your children; our parents 
brought with them to Ohio the characteristics of your people. If we 
have achieved a measure of success you can rejoice at it, for we are 
your children.” 

We turn to the West, and there we find the sons and daughters of 
Ohio, the brothers and sisters of our people. Our prosperity is but an 
evidence of the greatness and strength of the whole country. 

I recur again to the matter of wages, and call attention of my friends 
upon the other side to the startling fact that the ‘‘ Buckeye” State 

one pays in wages to the workmen employed in the manufacturing 
industries prosecuted within her border $6,000,000 more than is paid 
to all the wage-workers employed in the thirteen States, Delaware, West 
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Tennessee, Kentucky, and Virginia. Yet 
these States have an aggregate population of nearly 15,000,000, while 
Ohio has a population of 3,193,000. A fact not less important is this: 
that while those States pay to those employed but $270 per capita, 
Ohio pays $333. 

The following is the showing in detail of the total wages paid in the 
States named: 


| Wages paid. Population. 


2 

Geo 5, 
‘in. i 
Alabama 2. 
Mississippi 1, 
Louisiana 4, 
Texas. 3. 


EA 


Kentucky 
Virginia 


1 


Ohio, $333 ＋ per capita of persons employed. 
The thirteen States employ 223,707, mostly men; per capita 8270 


I am aware that honorable gentlemen will answer, But the States 
you mention are not manufacturing States.“ So it would seem from 
the showing, but whose fault is it that they are not manufacturing 
States? Can you give any good and sufficient reason why the iron has 
slept in your mountains undisturbed during the last century ? 

Why does your coal remain in the hills undug? 

Why is it that the water in your rivers runs listlessly to the sea, 
bearing upon its bosom little commerce and turning no wheel of in- 
dustry ? 

Is it our fault that the waters of the James, the Alabama, the Cum- 
berland, and the Kentucky do not turn as many wheels of industry as 
the waters of the Connecticut and the Merrimac, and those which flew 

the rivers of Pennsylvania, Ohio, and the West? [Applause.] 


Sir, it is not becanse nature has not been prodigal in giving to you 
all the resources in raw material essential to great industrial progress. 
The reason must be found in your adherence to that philosophy which 
is evolved from ideal conditions and e facts, and shuts its 
eyes to accomplished results. 

Sir, the object-lessons I place before you to-day should be conclusive 
alike against your philosophy and your practice. [Applause. ] 

I call attention now to the cities of the Union where various indus- 
tries are carried. on, and also to the States as a whole, to ascertain the 
ratio of persons employed and the rate of wages paid per capita. Here 
is the exhibit. 

The comparison is between several cities to which I now call atten- 
tion: 


CINCINNATI. 
OPM RION AE EE S A E E A ER EAA N E 256, 000 
Total number of persons employed in manufacturing industries. 54,530 
% ⅛ ESE AAE —= ]). 89, 000 
495 
„035 


—— setters 


Total wages ana 


Per capita... 1 eee 
Ratio of population, lin 23 employed. 
LYN, MASS, 
Total number e mas oF YO DER ERP N Sia aR EES ‘0 
Ol number em — sese * 
A — 8,894 
Pemas — 3,489 
Total id LANN S 000.00 
wa, ... 
Per 97 ahs Si arad 3529.00 
Ratio of employed to population, out of every 21. 
LOWELL, MASS, 
Population 59,475 
Total numbe 20,039 
Males. 9,218 
Females... 9,508 
Youths........... 1,318 
Total wages pai $5, 997, 000. 00 
J.“... E ci be dots OA T E S OES TEE, ase $294.20 
Ratio of employed to population, a little over 1 in 3. 
CHICAGO, ILL, 
Population... — 503,000 
‘ot number e emp 
Males... 5 oo ast 
12, 185 
2 — 4,798 
Si, 462,00 
Ratio of employed to population, 1 in 6. 
ST. LOUIS, MỌ, 
Population 351, 000 
Total number emplo: 41,825 
NMales. . seee <= 33, 980 
ee f, 4.761 
— O84 
pai — $17,743, 532. 00 
S T $ 
Ratio of employed to population, 1 in 8. 
BOSTON, MASS, 
Fopulation . redes, 363, 000 
Total number employed, 59, 213 
Mal 39, 810 
18, 150 
ee 
$121.75 


Ratio of employed to population, 1 in 6. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA, 


Ratio of employed to population, 1 in 4. 


LAWRENCE, MASS, 


POPIO 6525, icsoncadscarsboocsesesenss 39,151 
Total num! 16,719 
Males.......... 7,819 
Females.. 7,908 
Youths........ 992 
Total wages $5, 549, 000, 00 
Per capita......... 8831.75 


Ratio of employed ‘to population, every 2}. 
NEW ORLEANS, LA. 


Fopushon „ TT:. VA 216, 000 
Total nambas of parson; * 
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Ratio of employed to population, 1 in 22 
PROVIDENCE, R, I. 


857 
891 
5⁰⁰ 
125 
716 
10.00 
13.50 
Ratio of employed to an 1 in 4. 
RICHMOND, VA. 
Population. 63, 600 
‘Total number employed. 13,047 
Males. 9,218 
Females, 2,872 
You 1,97 
Total wages paid. 00 
Per capita eee -00 


Ratio of employed to population, 1 in 43. 
AUGUSTA, GA. 


Population 21,891 
Total number employed. 1,680 
NMales. . .. . 867 

Females 511 

Tel s ages pal a. $14, 825° 00 

tal wages . 

Per capita.......... $267.75 

Ratio of employed to population, 1 in every 13. 
DUBUQUE, IOWA, 

e eee 22, 254 
‘otal number employed 2. 903 
es. 2,619 

292 

5 rag paid 81,339, 780 00 

Per capita 3 ae $461. 50 

Ratio of employed to population, 1 in every 7. 
LOUISVILLE, KY. 

Population „„ 123, 758 

Total RNL of persons employed. 17,448 

Males... 13, 480 

Females... 2,829 

Youths. 1,139 

Total $5, 835, 545. 00 

Per capita..........s000 ESERE $334. 55 


Ratio of employed to population, 11 in every 7. 


It will be observed that the ratio of women and youths in the cities 

in the States advocating the protective system is greater than in the 
free-trade States, showing a wider range of opportunity; but what is 

still more significant, the ratio of those employed to the whole popula- 
tion is still greater. For instance, Cincinnati employs 1 in every 4; 
Charleston, 1 in 23; Boston, 1 in 6; St. Louis, 1 in 8; Philadelphia, 1 
in 4; New Orleans, 1 in 22; Lowell, Mass., more than 1 in 3; Rich- 
mond, Va., 1 in 4}. 

Passing from the cities to the States, the showing is more palpable 
against our free-trade friends. The showing i is as follows: 

Compare Wisconsin with North Carolina: 


NORTH CAROLINA, 


Population.... 
Product of m: 
Per capita... 


Topulation. . . . . . 
Product of manufactories 
Per capita. 


sssssesssse 


Missouri: 
Population. 
Product of 


Population 
Product of manufa 
Per capita . . . os 


VIRGINIA AND MICHIGAN, 


Virginia: 
Population... 5 
Product of manufactories 
Per capita 

Michigan 
Population.. . . . . . . . eee 3 
Product of manufactories 
77 


2% 2855 
888 885 


Georgia: 
Population 5 
Product of factories... 
Per capita 


Ohio: 


Population 
Product of manufactories, 
Per capita 


8 
È 


88 
8 888 


e] 
288 
£ 


NEW JERSEY AND MARYLAND. 
Population . . . . . . . * 


E 
8 


Product of factories... 
Per capita 


an 
85 
a8 


New Jersey: 
Population .. 
Product of fa 
Per capita ... 


Mississip) 
Population. . 
Product of fi 
Per capita ......... 

Towa: 
Population 
Product of factories. 
Fr — 

But to make the showing more complete, and, as you doubtless claim, 
and possibly with justice, to equalize matters, we will turn to agricult- 
ure; but, unfortunately for tariff-reform philosophy, the showing is no 
better. Take Ohio and Georgia: 

OHIO, 
Number employed in agriculture, in round number. 
5 of farms, 3 of live-stock and farming imple- 
Popuiatlon. 
Per capita 

It is proper to add that there are 247,200 farms, which will indicate 
that there are employed as wage-workers or renters 150,300. 
Population. 


. 1.542, 180 

Number employed in agriculture. 432, 400 
Value of farm product, exclusive of live-stock and farm impie- 

ments. 


GEORGIA. 


Per capita... $155. 00 
Tuke Missouri and Illinois: 
ILLINOIS 
Population 3, 077, 871 
Number employed in agriculture. 436, 370 


Value of product exclusive of live-stock and farm implements. $203, 980, 000. 00 
POR ORD ONLARA ISAE EPEE NIREA N LAEE OSES EAE $476.00 


. 2, 168, 380 


Population ... 


Number empl agricu h 355, 300 
Value of product of farms exclusive of $95, 913, 000. 00 
implements, 
T eee eee $270.00 
Take Alabama and Wisconsin. 
ALABAMA, 
2 di icul 2280 630 
umber engaged in agr. ture „ 
Value of farm products, exclusi 
$56, 873, 000. 00 
$149. 00 
135, 864 
Number of acres t 18, 855, 334 


Population . 1,315,497 
Number of persons engaged in agriculture .. "195, 
Value of product, exclusive of live-stock and farm implements. $72, 780,000. 00 
Per capita. ie 00 
Number of farms.. 34,822 
Acres tilled nee 15, 254. 118 

But possibly our free-trade philosophers can show better results in 
live-stock and farming implements and machinery. These are evidence 
of progressive development as they may appear ample or otherwise. 

Here istheshowing. Take Georgia and Michigan, the population of 
which is about the same. 


GEORGIA, 

Population . ese eee, eee eee pee ee — . 1, 542,000 

Value of ee implements and 3 $5, 317, 000. 00 

TAVO-BtOCK...csscecsescescesvansertessceosevcessacensne -geenecess 26, 000, 000, 00 
Total value 31, 317, 000, 00 

Per capita Soens $20.00 

MICHIGAN. ` 
Dphhnnenn een tee 1, 637 ,000 


. $19,422, 000.00 
55, 720, 000. 00 


Value of farming implements and machinery... 
Live-stock. 


Total yanan 75, 140, 000. 00 
Per capita... $15.00 
IOWA AND VIRGINIA. 
Virginia: 
Populations eauso —udſêd N 1,512,500 


Value of farming implements and machinery... 
Live-stock 


Total value. 


—. 25,953. 000. 00 


Per capita . . sese 

Towa: 
C — —— —— 2 2. 1,624, 615 
Value of farming implements and machinery. $29, $72, 000. 00 
Live- stock. 124, 715, 000, 00 


Total value 


154, 087, 000. 00 
Per capita ............ .. 94.00 


NORTH CAROLINA AND WISCONSIN, 
North Carolina: 
Population SNETI ENT T JJ aSo hiy SKA nabo Sip 


1, 490, 000 
$6, 078, 000. 00 
22, 415, 000, 00 
28. 493, 000. 00 

20.00 


Value of farming implements and machinery... 
Live-stock 
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Wisconsin: 
Population.. . — — — „san 1, 315, 497 
EE ———— 
Value of farming implements and machinery. 815, 647,000. 00 
Live- stock 


. 458. 508, 000. 00 


WEST VIRGINIA AND NEBRASKA, 


West Virginia: 


FODA UEN aaan Per ceresag capesinestapt NEA A ENN 618, 457 
E 
Value of farming implements and machinery.. 82. 700, 000. 00 
Live-stock 17, 742, 000. 00 
20, 442, 000.00 
15.00 
Nebraska: 
. ͤ v ied ate „ — 


452. 402 
Value of ſarming implements and machinery 
Live-stock 


33, 444, 000.00 | 


41, 265, 000.00 | 
91.00 


Arkansas: 


Total value. 
Per capita 


e terete E A a ra neces 802,525 | 
Value of farm implements and machinery , 637,000. 00 | 
Live-stock. . 472. 000. 0 
Total value. 25, 109, 000. 00 j 
Per capita 31.00 
California: 
Population 803, 696 | 
Value of farm implements and machinery... 000. 00 
Live-stoek 000. 00 
000. 00 
Per eapita. . . . . 3 EIEEE RN DEES REL OA OSAI A ON 51.00 


Among the very important artisans and mechanics and workmen in 
every well-ordered community are the carpenters and blacksmiths. 
Business activity with them indicates the presence of those comforts 
and conveniences which are inseparable from healthful progress. For 
the edification of our triends, in order to evolve all the philosophy pos- 
sible from known facts and existing conditions, I present the work done | 
in the several States by these useful members of the community. The 
showing in the several States is as follows: 


Northern States. 
| Product per capita. 
State. | 7 
Carpenter- Black- 
ing. | smithing. | 
U 
Kansas... $1.81 $0.82 | 
Maine -62 Ls 
Illinois... 1.92 -98 
Michigan ... 1,07 | 
Minnesota, 2.21 88 
Nebraska... 2.14 87 
New Hampshire.. 2.47 1.37 
New Jersey... 3.53 107 | 
New Vork. 3.82 1.23 
Ohio 5 1.51 88 
Pennsylv 1. 90 1. 01 
Vermont. 48 1.57 
Wisconsin . 1.18 2 
Connecticut... 4.98 1.17 | 
Indiana......... 1,01 -95 ; 
IW O RRNA casuieswen oscensenaeeens aren —. 1. 40 90 
Anti- protection States. 
Product per capita. 
States. } 
Carpente Black- 
8 g. 
$ 
Alabama $0.27 $0.18 
Arkansas 4 


Florida... 
Georgia 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maryland... 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
North Carolina 
South Carolina. 
Tennessee.. 
Texas 


But let us search again for evidence that the influence of your phi- 
losophy has been beneficent in results. . 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that there is no higher or better evidence 
of an enlightened and progressive people than is found in the product 
of their inventive genius. Our fathers wisely provided for the encour- 
agement of scientific research and p in the mechanical arts, by 
giving to authors and inventors for a term of years the exclusive own- 
ership of the new and useful products of their hands and brains. No 
other source has been more fruitful in valuable contributions to our 
present prosperous and happy condition. How has the seed sown 
where your philosophy has Tad the ascendancy borne fruit? Is it rich 
in authors or inventors? What is the grand total of results in these 
two fields of labor? 

Again, I call the Buckeye” State forward. Let her record disclose 
what the genius of her people has supplied to the national growth in 
the industrial arts. Here is the record for the fourteen years immedi- 
ately preceding January 1, 1885: Number of improvements in the arts, 
etc., by Ohio, as evidenced by patents issued, 15,065. Now, place by 
Ohio’s side Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, 
Virginia, and West Virginia, fourteen sovereign States. Altogether, 
during the same period, they have contributed in new and useful in- 
ventions only 14,887. 

What is the matter, gentlemen? Do not those who adopt your phi- 
losophy desire the better ways and happier conditions? Or does its 
presence stifle the g-nius of invention, even as it retards your progress- 
ive development in the fields of enterprise to which we have called 


attention? 


But let us continue our search to find some justification for your 


| abiding in the faith which is so palpably condemned by the works 


which are the evidence of its influence. Possibly in the field of litera- 
ture and journalism you will fare better. We shall see. 

Mr. Chairman, if it will not be deemed utterly immodest, I will call 
Ohio forward again, bringing with her Illinois, a younger sister, and 
they together shall show you what they have done in the direction of 
distributing intelligence among the people. The comparison is in- 
structive, and may in part, at least, explain why Ohio and Illinois 
have stood by the protective system, and why the States with which 
they stand in comparison have opposed it. 

Under the caption Number of newspapers mailed to subscribers or 
news agents by publishers and news agents’’ we have the following 
exhibit: 


Boon 956 

1,141, 348 

1, 141, 452 

15, 355, 288 

, Kentucky... . 17,443,296 

Louisiana... 6, 645, 152 

Maryland. 9, 670, 232 

Mississippi. 8, 334, 604 

North Carol 6, 235, 372 

South Carolina. 4,376, 480 

Sra ion ne 
exas s 

Missouri 46,128 784 

Virginia...... 8, 639, 384 

West Virginia TESS 3,762, 980 

Total of the sixteen free-trade Sta & &ł! 156, 203, 516 

Now Ohio and Illinois: 


Showing difference in favor of these two protection States, Ohio and 
Illinois, of 3,050,488. 

But peradventure publications of a higher order, which evidence 
more recondite learning and philosophical research, have flourished bet- 


ter. Let us examine. 

Under the classification ‘‘Number of magazines and other iod- 
icals mailed to subscribers or news agents by publishers and news 
agents“ we have the following exhibit. 

Ohio is so closely identified with all the other States, being bound 
to them by all the ties of consanguinity and common interest, that I 
feel that with characteristic reserve she may stand up again for com- 
parison. 

Here is the showing: 


Total number . . . .. 3. 890, 352 
Total number issued in Ohio, 6,498,216 


, Difference in favor of Ohio... 2,607,864 
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try the works which are evidence of yaur faith, being born of it; and 
have likewise testified to our faith, proving it by the works we have 


shown. By their fruits yeshall know them.” You walk in the let- 
ter of your faith; we in the spirit of ours. ‘‘ Verily the letter killeth, 
but the spirit giveth life.” [Applause.] 


I was interested to hear my honorable friend from Indiana [Mr. By- 
NUM] talk about sheep. He seemed to derive great satisfaction from 
the number of sheep he found to the square mile in the countries of 
the Old World. : 

It isa iarity of his philosophy that it takes more satisfaction in 
the condition of the sheep than in the prosperity of the shepherd. His 
concern is about the sheep, ours about the shepherd that tends the 
sheep. [Laughter and applause. ] 

In the nations that challenge his special admiration the sheep wear 
the fine coats. Here it is our purpose to clothe the shepherd, if need 
be, at the expense of the sheep. But protective philosophy cares for 
the flock-tender, and, per consequence of that, for the flock. 

The statement, however, shows that the progress made here under 
the influence of the Democratic system does not compare favorably with 
the later period when Republican policy maintained the ascendency. 
Let us see. ; 

The increase of wool under the tariff compared to increase during the 
preceding years: 

Between 1850 and 1800 increase 14.7 per cent. 

Between 1860 and 1870 increase 66 per cent. 

Between 1800 and 1880 increase 147 per cent. 

Nor is this increase in aggregate pounds of wool alone to be con- 
naered, but the further fact that the weight of fleeces increased as fol- 

ows: 


In 1850 average 2.3 pounds, 
In 1860 average 2.7 pounds, 
In 1870 average 3.5 pounds, 
In 1880 average 4.4 pounds, 


And the showing is equally satisfactory in regard to the development 
of woolen manufactures. Here is the exhibit: 


A showing that should set at rest the clamorous ery that from 1850 
to 1860 were the years of our country’s greatest prosperity. 

Now I turn to the pig-iron industry, and I apologize for seeming, 
for a single moment, to usurp the throne of my honored friend from 
Pennsylvania [Mr KELLEY]. : 

From 1810, when the yield was 54, 000 tons, to 1860—fifty years, during 
which time you were endeavoring to put your hands upon the throat 
of the protective system, and had it there most of the time the product 
grew only to 821, 000 tons. While from 1860 to 1880—only twenty-five 
years—it grew to 3,855,000 tons. 

One would naturally suppose from the assaults made upon the pro- 
tective policy that its influence had been to restrict our commerce, in- 
ternational and interstate; that our exportsand our imports had fallen 
off, and that domestic interchange of commodities was oppressed and 
dwarfed. The exact reverse is true. They have both grown with un- 
exampled rapidity. 

In the period of pronounced protectien, dating from a time when the 
system was recognized and established as an economic policy to be 
maintained, our exports and imports have grown beyond anything of 
which the country had knowledge before, except that our exports of 

ie have been reduced, and that because we have paid our debts 
road with the products of our faetories and fields, keeping the gold 
and silver in the pockets of our people. 

This is true of our foreign commerce and true of our local and inter- 
state commerce. Gentlemen speak of the necessity for free interchange 
of products—that our protective system has impaired that freedom. 
This was uttered time and again by my honored friend, Mr. Wheeler, 
of New York, in our discussion in Tremont Temple, in Boston—open- 
ing his eyes to what would result from his abstract philosophy and 
closing them to the real facts that were under his nose; the real fact 
being that never in the history of the world was theresuch unrestricted 
and such enlarged commerce; never were there so many articles which 
were the subject-matter of commerce, nor so many instrumentalities 
and agencies for their free interchange as are to be found in the United 
States to-day as the result of the protective system. 

And I say as the result of the protective system“ because the figures 
show that I am right and that under the old quasi free-trade regime 
progressive development was handicapped, and, when not paralyzed, 
moved at a sluggish pace. 

I here insert the figures which vindicate the correctness of my as- 
sertions and utterly discredit the statements of my friends upon the 


other side to the effect that we are a suffering people by reason of the 
system that they are attempting to destroy. 

The House and the country will observe that from the foundation of 
our Government up to and after the passage of what was known as the 
“Statute of Abominations,“ which was a distinctly protective tariff as 
contradistinguished from a tariff for revenue, the balance of trade, in 
spite of the best efforts of the producers of this country, was against 
us until 1836, when the balance was in our favor some sixty-two mill- 
ions; but it will be observed also that Democracy made all possible 
haste to again turn the tide in favor of foreign nations, so that on down 
to 1860 the balance was against us. We neither had a great home mar- 
ket nor did we supply the wants of our people as now; but after Re- 
publican ascendency in the nation and the overthrow of free-trade phi- 
losophy prosperity came back to us in every shape and in every form 
which could suggest civilized and enlightened development. 

In 1860 our exports were, in round numbers, $335,000,000, and our 
imports but $373,000, 000. 

From 1860 to 1870, notwithstanding the great war which occupied 
half the decade, our exports had grown to $420,000,000, the imports 
being $432, 000, 000. 

And in 1880 our exports were $841, 000,000 and imports $741,000, 000; 
excess of imports $100,000, 000. 

A moreimportant and controlling fact in this connection is that both 
the supply and the home market of the United States had been more 
than doubled during this period, nominally twenty years; in fact, con- 
sidering the war, fifteen years. 

The per capita of exports and imports for 1860 and 1880 is as follows: 

Per capita, 
1860. - Tri POPES, . . . neeseense sansseseseen Sepewensin — 15 


put to route the hosts of protection. 

Mr. Chairman, I am glad there is some evidence on that side of the 
House of a forward movement. The statistics I have submitted do not 
indicate anything of that character. 

I have no fear, however, that our adversaries will make substantial 
progress, but if they do, be assured it will be amid ruined industries 
and a bankrupt and idle populace. 

My friend said, cheerfully, ‘‘ We shall go forward. The people are 
behind us.“ If he alludes to the people of the sixteen States in which 
he musters his free-trade army, I agree to the correctness of the state- 
ment; and speaking of them, I too can say, The people are behind 
us, from fifty to seventy-five years.” [Laughter andapplause.] And 
I may add that I shall rejoice if, under some happy influence, they 
shall come up abreast of us, so that we can march forward together to 


glorious industrial achievement, as suggested by my honored friend 


from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

And, Mr. Chairman, I have the sincerest pleasure in showing to my 
friends from south of the Ohio that the influence of the protective sys- 
tem, pushing aside their philosophy, has demonstrated to them and to 
the world what is possible with them under the economic policy they 
would destroy. 

Let me show you what you have accomplished since 1880. Let me 
point you to the gigantic growth which you would retard and the pros- 
perity you would destroy. 

Here is the comparison between 1880 and 1888 of the progress made 
in the Southern States: 


Miles of railroad 
Bales of cotton 
Grain . 
Farm animals. — 
Value of live-stock. 


, 098, 454 | *$742, 066, 
397, 301 ‘929, 
6, 049, 471 *16, 476, 785. 
Number of cotton-mills . 179 
Number of spindles... = 713, 989 1, 495, 145 
LOOMB....,. . . . see 15, 
Value of cotton goods. 821, 000, 000 *$43, 000, 000 


1887. 
Gentlemen, is there a period in your history when you made a bet- 


ter showing? Isthere an economic policy under which you made more 


substantial progress? The record discloses that there is not. One 
gentleman upon the other side, speaking of the progress made in in- 
dustrial development in certain portions of the West and South, said 
to New England: ‘‘It may not be long until you will be crying for 
protection against the competition of the great West and South.” I 
say to my friend, he need not be apprehensive on that score. If he 
will study carefully the history of his country’s development and 
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the philosophy it teaches, he will find that under our Government, 
situated as we are with relation to each other, one section of this coun- 
try has not, and never will suffer by reason of the development of the 
resources, and the utilization of opportunity by another section. Ifit 
were so, and the danger to which he calls the attention of New England 
was even possible, long since the industries of New England and the 
States east of the Alleghanies would have been paralyzed, their fac- 
tories and mills idle, and the home deserted. 

Why, sir, it was only about thirty years ago that the two young 
States of the West, Ohio and Illinois, entered the arena as active com- 

titors of the old States of the East. They sprang, however, at one 
bna into the lists, and in 1880 the two States mentioned, Ohio and 
Illinois, put upon the market a ter amount in value of manufact- 
ured product than all the New England States and New York, Penn- 
sylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware included did in 1850. Itis proper 
toadd that the other States of the West, together with Kentucky, 
Missouri, Tennessee, were developing with marvelous rapidity and 
pouring a vast volume into the reservoir of supply. 

But notwithstanding all this New England, New York, Pennsyl- 
vania and the other States mentioned pursued the even tenor of their 
way every one of them enjoying unexampled prosperity in the field 
of productive effort. And they have in no wise complained of injury 
sustained by reason of Western competition. 

You ask, What becomes of this vast supply?“ I call my friend’s 
attention to the fact that the American citizen lives better than he 
did; has from 100 to 300 per cent. more of the necessities, comforts, 
conveniences, and luxuries of life, 

I have but a moment to refer to the relation of capital and labor, 

“and can only say in that brief moment that the trouble results largely 
from the oft-recurring necessity for a redistribution of labor, owing to 
the fact that from abroad several hundred thousand persons annually 
find their way into the ranks of labor in the United States; sometimes 
they come as contract laborers. It is clear that no other nation upon 
earth could admit such an army to the ranks of its wage workers with- 
out bringing on not only temporary disturbance, but riot and possibly 
revolution. So we have the i e of prohibiting the im- 
portation of the product of cheap labor while admitting without re- 
straint or limit the cheap labor itself. 

But, sir, our country will find no advantage in shutting the door 
against any person who brings with him good moral character and 
habitsof industry. He becomes at once a source of wealth and strength. 
But against those who re t merely a combination of stomach, 
appetite, alimentary canal, and bad morals it is the duty of Congress 
to shut the door. D 

So, now, I submit the question to this House and to my countrymen 
whether the protective system as advocated by this side of the House 
should be sustained. You have arraigned against it the Representa- 
tives from sixteen States, who advocate the destruction of the system 
and ask to be placed in charge of your industries and to dictate your 
economic policy. 

I ask whether, in view of the ability they display in developing their 
own resources and founding and encouraging manufacturing, they are 
well fitted to perform the office of guardian of those interests which are 
vital to you. Take away or withdraw from the support of the Mills 
bill the vote of those States that make the showing alike of indisposi- 
tion and incapacity to either found or encourage industry of any char- 
acter, and there will not be left enough votes in favor of the bill to pay 
for counting them. 

I can not close without complimenting the honorable gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL | for standing up almost alone in the midst 
of his brethren to defend the interests of Pennsylvania and the whole 
country, and I want to pay at the same time a tribute due to my hon- 
ored colleague [Mr. Foran] and my friend from New Jersey [Mr. 
McApoo], and some other Irish-Americans, who while in the Demo- 
cratic ranks (where they have no business to be) refuse to become the 
allies and servants of English manufacturers in doing for the United 
States what England has done for the island where sleep the bones of 
their ancestors. 

If there is any one man beneath our flag who has less excuse than 
another for voting the Democratic ticket it is the Irish-American. 

A few years ago I read in the London Times these words, in speak- 
ing of the Irish people: ‘‘ The only time that England can use the Celt 
is when he emigrates to America and votes for free trade [laughter 
andapplause], which, I may add, he has been accustomed to do, in that 
he has voted the Democratic ticket. But I trust that day has passed, 
and that Irish-Americans will not, while striking English power down 
with one hand, uphold it with the other. 

One word and I have done. In instituting the comparisons between 
the different States of this Union, no gentleman upon the other side 
can fairly or truthfully say that my course is prompted by any possible 
spirit of sectionalism. 

I shall be glad when every State south of the Ohio and the Potomac 
shall give evidence of the material prosperity which blesses the State 
that gave me birth. That patriotism is indeed narrow which fails to 
tejoice in the prosperity of the whole country. 

And I say to my honored friends from the Southern States, the time is 


fast coming, and indeed now is, when the iron in your mountains shall 
awake, and, throwing off its earthy shroudings, shall find its way to 
the furnaces and mills, to the haunts of trade and commerce, and the 
fields and shops of industry, and the prosperity which your philosophy 


has kept far from you, will, under a different system, come to bless you 
8 * fondest dreams. God speed the day! [Long - continued 
applause. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, during the delivery of Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH’s remarks, said: I know how embarrassing it is for any gentle- - 
man to speak on a subject like this when he is restricted as to time, 
and with the permission of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WorTH ] I will ask unanimous consent for an understanding now that 
his time shall be extended until the conclusion of his remarks, with- 
out reference to the expiration of the hour. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, I do not ask that privilege. I recog- 
nize the courtesy of my honorable friend from Minnesota [Mr. WIL- 
son], but it would not be just for me to avail myself of such an exten- 
sion, as there are so many gentlemen here interested in all these matters 
who wish to give expression to their views and those of their constitu- 


ents. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH then resumed and concluded his remarks as 
already given. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. After consultation among 
members of the committee I ask, Mr. Chairman presume it is not 
necessary to move that the Committee of the Whole rise for the pur 
pose of making this order—that on Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday 
of this week, for the purpose of continuing the debate on this ques- 
tion the sessions of the House begin at 10 0’clock. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘That order can not be made in Committee of 
the Whole, but the gentleman can give notice of his intention to ask 
such an order in the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. For the purpose of asking 
that such an order be made, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HA rom having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the tariff bill had come to no resolution thereon. 

HOUR OF MEETING. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask that on 
Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday of this week the House meet at 10 
o’clock instead of 11 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order re- 
quested by the gentleman from Kentucky, that on Wednesday, Thurs- 
day, and Friday of this week the House meet at 10 o’clock instead of 
11 o’clock, will be made. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so 
ordered. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now move that the House 
again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of revenue measures. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed 
the consideration of the tariff bill. 

See APPEN- 


1. BvUcKALEW withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. . 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I confess that I am 
a believer in the principle of protection to our industries; and that, 
notwithstanding the doctrine has been so frequentiy denounced during 
the discussion of the bill under consideration, as a system of legal- 
ized robbery,” I believe it to be the true policy of every nation and 
every people to develop their own resources, to encourage and main- 
tain their own industries, and thereby establish their independence, 
as far as possible, of other nations. This was certainly the opinion of 
the fathers who established our republican form of government. And 
accordingly, in the adoption of the Constitution the power to lay and col- 
lect duties, imposts, and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the 
common defense and general welfare of the United States, was confer- 
red upon Congress. And one of the first acts of Congress under the 
Constitution was An act for laying a duty on goods, wares, and mer- 
chandises imported into the United States, the preamble of which 
reads as follows: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of Government, for the discharge of 
the debts of the United States, and the encouragement and protection of manu- 
factures, that duties bedaid on goods, wares, and merchaudises: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, eto. 

And this act was approved by George Washington on the 4th day ot 
July, 1789. 

Washington also declared in one of his messages that 
the safety and interest of the people require that they should promote such 
manufactures as tend to render them independent of others for essential, par- 
ticularly for military, supplies. 

Benjamin Franklin said: 3 

It seems tbe interest of all our farmers and owners of land to encourage our 
young manufacturers in preference to foreign ones, 
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Alexander Hamilton, in a report to Congress, said: 


That the independence and security of a country appear to be materially con- 
nected with the DOIDA of manufactures, ny 


Andrew Jackson declared: 

That we should become a little more Americanized, and instead of feeding the 
paupers and laborers of England feed our own, 

And how can this be done, if not by protecting the products of Amer- 
ican labor against the productsof the pauper labor of England and other 
countries, by tariff laws? That is certainly what Jackson meant. He 
favored the encouragement of manufacturers and wanted them placed 
by the side of the agriculturists. 

Daniel Webster said— 

That the protection of American as against foreign labor ought never to be 
surrendered or compromised in any degree. s 

I might multiply these quotations from Clay and Lincoin and Grant 
and other eminent men of the country who believed in the encourage- 
ment of home industries, and in the beneficent effects of protective 
duties on the products of labor in other countries, imported here to 
compete with the labor of our own land. And yet speech after speech 
bas made here since this discussion began in which it has been 
asserted that the tariff is a robber tariff.“ That the system adopted 
by the founders of the Government and pursued in all our history as 
the best mode of raising revenue, is a system of ‘* legalized robbery.” 
We have been told that for every dollar collected in the way of duties, 
which goes into the Treasury, $4 go into the pockets of the manufact- 
urer, taken out of the pockets of the people, and that without any 
benefit to labor or to the wage-worker. And if gentlemen who make 
these assertions can prove them to be true, then I for one will not only 
vote to reduce duties on imports, but I will vote to abolish them alto- 
gether. Butis it true, Mr. Chairman, that the consumer of an article 
upon which a duty is levied and collected, pays the same, whether the 
article is imported or is manufactured in the country? 

In other words, is the effect of our tariff laws to raise the price to all 
consumers of all articles imported and subject to duty by precisely the 
sum paid for such duties, as stated by the President in his message of 
December 6? I answer, Mr. Chairman, that in my opinion that de- 
pends upon whether we produce the dutiable article in our own coun- 
try in sufficient quantity to supply the home demand or not. If we 
do, then whatever is imported only adds to an already sufficient supply 
to meet the wants of the country, and the natural effect, it seems to 
me, must be to reduce rather than increase the price of the article. If 
we do not produce the article at all in the country, then I should think 
the amountof the duty would be added to the price until, at least, we do 
produce the article iu such quantity as to compete with the imported 
article. If we do not produce a sufficient supply of an article to meet 
the wants of the country the duty may add more or less to the cost, 
according to the supply and demand. 

To illustrate, we manufacture, I believe, a sufficient supply of lumber 
to meet the demands of the home market, and even export lumber in 
some forms; that is, we poce more than a sufficient supply of lum- 
ber to meet the wants of our people, and have imposed an import duty 
of from one to two dollars per thousand feet, board measure, on lum- 
ber brought into the country. Now, I can not believe that the imposi- 
tion of that duty is added to the price of lumber consumed in the coun- 
try, and that every man who purchases lumber is compelled to pay just 
that much more for it on account of the duty. On the contrary, Mr. 
Chairman, whatever lumber is imported adds to an already sufficient, 
and more than suflicient, supply to meet the demands of the home 
market, and the effect, it seems to me, isto reduce and not increase the 

rice. I know it can be said that but for the duty the importer of 

umber could sell for that much less, and then by competition the home 
manufacturer would be compelled to sellat reduced prices. But would 
the importer, if the duty was taken off, sell for that much less? Sell- 
ers are not anxious to reduce the price of articles they wishtosell. It 
is those who are consumers and purchasers of articles who desire lower 
prices. Hence the importer of lumber, if theduty was taken off, would 
still sell for all he could get, and the price of lumber would be but very 
little, if any, reduced, as I am inclined to believe. 

Take wheat as another illustration. Under the present tariff there 
is a duty of 20 cents on every bushel of wheat imported, and a small 
quantity of wheat is imported every year, and much more would be, 
perhaps, but for the duty, and the fact, it seems, that wheat under a 

‘Treasury regulation? can be ground in transit at Minneapolis. But 
the duty does not add 20 cents when it is paid to the price of wheat, 
nor does it in fact add anything to the price. And why? Some say 
because the price of wheat is fixed in Liverpool, and because we export 
wheat. But is that the true reason? I answer, the true reason is 
that we produce more wheat than we need for consumption at home 
and have a surplus to export, and therefore every bushel imported but 
adds to that surplus, and the effect is to lower and not increase the 
price of wheat. And the importer pays the 20 cents duty, and not the 
man who consumes the wheat. And this'I believe to be true of every 
other article produced in the country in sufficient quantities to supply 
the home demand. = 

If such articles are imported into the country and duties are levied 
and collectedon them, the duty cannot be added to the cost, because 


the supply of the home product is already equal to the demand, and 
the articles imported increase the supply, and therefore lessen rather 
than increase the price. If this is not true I confess Ican not under- 
stand the reason why. 

And now a few words, Mr. Chairman, as to the oft-repeated assertion 
that the price of the farmer's wheat is fixed in Liverpool, and that the 
price fixed in Liverpool governs the price of all that is sold and con- 
sumed in the United States. This statement has been made here on 
the floor of the House. It has been repeated in free-trade and “ revenue- 
reform ” papers throughout the country, and now farmers are begin- 
ning to repeat it themselves, Butisit true? If it is I would like to 
know what power it is that sits enthroned in Liverpool and dictates to 
the people of the United States the price of wheat as the years go by. 
I confess I do not believe there is any such power there. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that England, having destroyed to a great 
extent her own agriculture in her ambition to control the manufact- 
ures and the commerce of the world, is largely dependent on other 
countries for her bread supply. She wants wheat—low-priced wheat 
and must obtain it from the surplus of other countries, from the Black 
Sea, from India, from the United States, or any other part of the world 
where there is asurplus. But the price of wheat is not fixed in Liver- 
pool, any more than it is in Chicago, Minneapolis, or Calcutta. The 
surplus it is said fixes the price, and that depends upon many condi- 
tions and circumstances. Good or bad crops help to fix the price of 
wheat, because the surplus depends upon them, and even the chinch- 
bug may have something to do with the surplus, and therefore with 
the price. Outside, therefore, of corners and combinations by specu- 
lators and grain gamblers, who manipulate the markets, or try to do 
5 5 their own interest, the law of supply and demand fixes the price 
of wheat. 

But it is said if the duty is not added to the cost of the article on 
which it is levied and collected, and does not increase prices, then 
there is no protection in it; and why not reduce the duty or remove it 
altogether? I reply that there may be protection in the duty, even if 
it does not increase prices. If there was no duty the importer or for- 
eign manufacturer might put the price of the imported article so low 
as to drive the home manufacturer out of the market and into bank- 
ruptey, and in that way turn our own people ont of employment. 
Then, when that is accomplished, up goes the. price of the imported 
article, for there is no home product to compete with it. 

Mr. Chairman, I have said I believed in the principle of protection. 
Under our tariff laws, made necessary by the late war, we have so 
adjusted duties on imports as to encourage home products, give em- 
ployment to labor, and develop the resources of the country. And 
while it is said here that our system of protection has enriched a few 
at the expense of the masses of the people, I do not believe the state- 
ment. I know that some manufacturers have got rich, and so some in 
every occupation and calling in life have got rich. I have no doubt 
but that some who began as factory hands, working by the day for 
wages, have by skill, industry, and economy become owners and oper- 
ators of factories, while some who were the owners of tactories have 
failed, and are now in poverty. I knowa man who was carting dirt 
in the grading of a railroad in the county where I now live, thirty-odd 
years ago, for daily wages, and I have been told that he is now receiv- 
ing a salary of $12,000 a year. I knowa farmer residing in the county 
where I have my home, who began life in the county as a farm hand 
working for $13 a month, and to-day he owns all the land which his 
employer then owned and many thousands of acres besides, and is 
worth, it is said, more than a half million of dollars. 

I only mention these instances to show that other people get rich as 
well as some manufacturers, but of course do not claim that the tariff 
had anything to do with their accumulations, only so far as it has given 
encouragement to home labor, diversified and built up the industries 
of the country, and thereby added to the advancement and general 
prosperity of the whole people. I deplore, Mr. Chairman, as much as 
any one can, the accumulation of large wealth in the hands of a few 
individuals. But Jay Gould and Vanderbilt, and many others who 
have accumulated mammoth fortunes, have not done so through tariff 
laws. Some inventors, protected and made monopolists by our patent 
laws, have amassed great fortunes; and so have some manufacturers 
made fortunes. But, Mr. Chairman, capital is necessary. No nation 
can be great without capital. You cannot open up mines, build fac- 
tories and workshops, construct railroads, and carry on t and im- 
portant enterprises without capital, which is said to be labor saved. 
Therefore it should not be a crime to accumulate capital. And Isub- 
mit, if capital is to be accumulated, whether it is not better to have it 
in our own country rather than in England. 

The policy of the Democratic party has been under low tariffs and reye- 
nue reform tariffs so called to enrich English manufacturers, to build up 
English capitalists, not American manufacturers and American capital- 
ists. If it be true, as claimed, that the price of wheat is fixed in Eng- 
land, I believe the policy of the Democratic party has been to give 
England the power to control the commerce and markets of the world 
whether it was so intended or not. And she certainly under Demo- 
cratic administrations controlled our markets from the time cotton 
became king” and the South a great cotton-field for Great Britain. 
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I have read in revenue reform papers and speeches how the country 
Pp under the revenue reform” tariff of 1846. I have some 
recollection, Mr. Chairman, of that period of our history, and the actual 
truth of history as to the period from 1846 to 1860 furnishes no conso- 
lation, in my opinion, to revenue reformers ’’ and low-tariff advocates. 

It was contended then, as it is now, that farmers would be greatly 
benefited by low duties on imports; that it would increase the demand 
and raise the price of agricultural products in foreign markets. This 
same story is being told to the farmers of the country to-day. 

Well, the tariffof 1846, ‘‘ reducing the duties on imports,” was 
and in the annual message of President Polk, of December 7, 1847, 
said: 

During the year the most gratifying proofs are presented that our coun- 
try has been blessed with widespread and universal prosperity. There has been 
no period since the Government was founded when all the industrial pursuits 


of our people have been more successful, or when labor in all branches of busi- 
ness has received a fairer or better reward. 


And then goes on to say: 


The act of the 30th of July, 1846, ‘‘ reducing the duties on imports,” has been 
in force since the Ist of December last (1846), and I am gratified to state that all 
the beneficial effects which were anticipated from its operation have been fully 
realized, The public revenue derived from customs during the year ending on 
the Ist day of December, 1847, exceeds by more than $8,000,000 the amount re- 
ceived in the preceding year under the operation of the act of 1842, which was 
superseded and repealed by it. 


Now there was a glowing picture presented to the country. But 
President Polk wholly overlooked the fact that during that year we 
were haying a war with Mexico, and that many thousands of able- 
bodied men, laborers from the fields and the workshops, were enlisted 
as soldiers to fill up our regiments engaged in that war, and who be- 
came consumers of our farm products, not producers. And then alittle 
while afterwards, when the war with Mexico was over and we had ac- 
quired California, there was a large number of people who went to that 
newly-acquired territory in search of gold, and for a time, at least, be- 
came consumers of farm products and ceased to be producers. All of 
which helped the farmers and the laborers who had remained at home. 
But, notwithstanding this, we were told by President Polk in his annual 
message of the very next year, December 5, 1848—and to this I invite 
special attention—that— 

Severe commercial revulsions abroad have always heretofore operated to de- 
— often to affect disastrously, almost every branch of American in- 

Of course, no free-trader could see how the eight millions of increased 
reyenue, derived from reduced duties, but greatly increased importa- 
tions, had anything to do with affecting disastrously almost every 
branch of American industry, and so President Polk takes consolation 
in saying, in the same message: 

The temporary depression of a portion of our manufacturing interests is the 
effect of foreign causes, and is far less severe than has prevailed on all former 
similar occasions. 

But the ‘‘temporary depression of a portion of our manufacturing 
interests” was a reality, and acknowledged by Mr. Polk to be so. 

Now, let us come down a little later and see what President Fill- 
more, who succeeded Mr. Polk as President, said. In his first annual 
message, of December 2, 1850, he said to Congress: 


I strongly recommend a modification of the present tariff, which has pros- 
trated someof our most important and necessary manufactures, and that specific 
duties be im sufficient to raise the requisite revenue, and making such dis- 
crimination in favor of the industrial pursuits of our own country as to encourage 
home production, without excluding foreign competition. 

It is also important that an unfortunate provision in the present tariff, which 
imposes a much higher duty upon the raw material that enters into our manu- 
factures than upon the manufactured article should be remedied, 

A duty laid upon an article which can not be produced in this country, such 
as tea and coffee, adds to the cost of the article, and is chiefly or wholly paid by 
the consumer, 

But a duty laid upon an article which may be produced here stimulates the 
skill and industry of our country and to i prodane the same article, which is 
bronght into the market in competition with the foreign article, and the im- 
porter is thus compelled to reduce his price to that at which the domestic article 
can be sold, thereby throwing a part of the duty upon the producer of the foreign 
article. The continuance of this process creates the skill and invites the capital 
which finally enables us to produce the article much cheaper than itcould have 
been produced from al thereby benefiting both the producer and the con- 
sumer at home. The consequence of this is the artisan and the culturist are 
8 together, each affords a ready market for the produce of the other, and 
the whole country becomes prosperous; and the ability to produce every neces- 
sary of life renders us independent in war as well as in peace. 


In this message we find a recommendation for a modification of the 
revenue-reform tariff of 1846, which President Fillmore declared had 
prostrated some of the most important and ni manufactures of 
the country. But the recommendation and the sound statesmanship of 
President Fillmore were disregarded, and in his next annual message 
of December 2, 1851, he said to Congress: 

The values of our domestic exports for the last fiscal year exhibit an increase 
of $43,646,322, At first view, t condition of our trade with foreign nations 
would seem to po the most flattering hopes of its future prosperity. 

An examination of the details of our exports, however, will show that the in- 
creased value of our exports for the last fiscal year is to be found in the high 
price of cotton which prevailed during the first half of that year, which has 
since declined about one-half. = 

e value of our exports of breadstuffs and provisions, which it was e 
the incentive of a low tariff and la importations from abroad would have 
greatly augmented, has fallen from 701,921 in 1847, to $26,051,373 in 1850, and 

0 $21,848,663 in 1851, with a strong probability, amouting almost to a certainty, 
of a still further reduction in the current year, 
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The aggregate values of rice exported during the last fiscal year, as compared 
with the previous year, also exhibit a decrease amounting to $460,917, which, 
with a decline in the values of the exports of tobacco for the same period, make 


an aggregate decrease in these two articles of $1,156,751. 

The policy which dictated a low rate of duties of foreign merchandise, it was 
thought by those who promoted and established it, would tend to benefit the 
farm: ng population of this country by increasing the demand and raising the 
price o D a on ponete products in foreign markets. 

The foregoing facts, however, seem to show incontestably that no such result 
has followed the adoption of this policy. 

On the contrary, notwithstanding the repeal of the restrictive corn laws in 
England, the foreign demand for the products of the American farmer has 
steadily declined, since the short crops and consequent famine ina portion of 
3 have been happily replaced by full crops and comparative abundance 
0 

The exports of specie to liquidate our foreign debt during the past fiscal year 
have been $24,263,979 over the amount of specie imported. 

The export of specie during the first quarter of the present fiscal year hayo 
been $14,651,827. Should specie continue to be exported at this rate for the re- 
maining three-quarters of this year, it will drain from our metallic currency dur- 
ing the year ending 30th June, 1852, the enormous amount of $58,607,308 

Now, I invite the attention of not only members of the House, but 
the people of the entire country, and ially the farmers, to that 
part of President Fillmore's message just read. He was addressing 
Congress under the Constitation and his official oath as President, giv- 
ing to Congress information as to the condition of the country, and he 
showed that the low tariff of 1846 had not augmented the value of 
our exports of breadstuffs and provisions, as was anticipated; but that 
such exports had declined from $68,701,981 in 1847, to $26,051,373 in 
1850, and to $21,848,653 in 1851, with a strong probability, amount- 
ing almost to a certainty, of a still further reduction in the then cur- 
rent year. And he further said that the policy which dictated a low 
rate of duties on foreign merchandise, and which it was thought by 
those who promoted and established it would tend to benefit the farm- 
ing population by increasing the demand and raising the price of agri- 
cultural products in foreign markets had not followed the adoption of 
such policy. And that notwithstanding the repeal of the restrictive 
corn laws in England and low tariff duties the foreign demand for the 
products of the American farmer had steadily declined since the 
short crops and consequent famine in Europe had been replaced by 
full crops and comparative abundance of food. 

I also invite attention to what he said about the export of specie 
over the amount imported, and which was draining the country of an 
enormous amount of our metallic currency. 

But let us pursue this subject further; and I now invite your atten- 
tion to the following extract from President Fillmore’s third annual 
message, delivered to Congress December 6, 1852. 

In that message he said: 

Without repeating the arguments contained in my former message in favor 
of discriminating protective duties, I deem it my duty to call your attention to 
one or two other considerations affecting this subject. The first is, the effect of 
large importations of foreign e upon our currency. Most of the gold of 
California, as fast as it is coined, finds its way directly to Europe in ment of 
goods purchased, In the second place, as our manufacturing establishments 
are broken down by competition with foreigners, the capital investedin them is 
lost, thousands of honest and industrious citizens are thrown out of employ- 
ment, and the farmer, to that extent, is deprived of a home market for the sale 
of his surplus produce, In the third place, the destruction of our manufactures 
leaves the foreigner without competition in our market, and he consequently 
raises the price of the article sent here for sale, as is now seen in the increased 
cost of iron imported from England. The prosperity and wealth of every na- 
tion must depend upon its productive industry. 

The farmer is stimulated to exertion by finding a ready market for his surplus 
products, and benefited by being able to exchange them, without loss of time 
or expense of transportation, for the manufactures which his comfort or con- 
venience requires. 

This is always done to the best advantage where a portion of the community 
in which he lives is engaged in other pursuits. 

But most manufactures require an amount of 1 nar and a practical skill which 
can not be commanded unless they be protected for a time from ruinous com 
tition from abroad. Hence the necessity of laying those duties upon impo: 
goods which the Constitution authorizes for revenue in such a manner as to pro- 
tect and encourage the labor of our own citizens. This policy would place the 
eee See side of the farmer, create a mutual interchange of their respect- 
iye commodities, and thus stimulate the industry of the whole country, and 
render us independent of foreign nations for the supplies required by the habits 
or necessities of the people. 

And this shows how the ‘‘revenuc-reform tariff’? of 1846 was ac- 
complishing its work in its effect upon the currency of the country, 
and in prostrating its industries. 

Passing over the administration of Pierce, in which there was no 
change of policy, unless by a closer adherence to the doctrine of free 
trade, for in the third annual message of President Pierce, December 8, 
1855, he seemed to think that the whole country had come over to the 
free-trade doctrine, and said in that message: 

It is now generally conceded that the purpose of revenue alone can justify the 
imposition of duties on imports; that in prs ee | the impost tables and sched- 
ules, which unquestiorlably uire essential modification, adeparture from the 
principles of the present tariff is not anticipated, 

Oh, no! But while there was no change of policy it can be safely 
said, I think, that there was no change in the effect of the policy on 
the industries of the country. For in the first annual message of James 
Buchanan, December 8, 1857, he declared that, ‘‘in the midst of un- 
surpassed plenty in all the productions of agriculture and in all the 
elements of national wealth, our manufactures were ded, our 
public works were retarded, our private enterprises of different kinds 
abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers were thrown out of em- 
ployment and reduced to want. 
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But I will read from his message just what he said: 


The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly, and has bountifully rewarded 
the toil of the husbandman, 


in rich 9 and 
standing all these advantages, our country, in its mon terests, is at the 
resent moment in a deplorable condition. In the midst oi por pens rman poner É 
all the productions of agriculture and in all the elements of weal 
we find our manufactures suspended, our public work retarded, our private en- 
e a of different kinds abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown 
out of employment and reduced to want. 
The revenue of the Government, which is chiefly derived from duties on im- 
8 from has been greatly reduced, while the appropriations made by 
ngress at its last session for the current fiscal year are very large in amount. 
Under these circumstances a loan ey be required before the close of your 
present session; but this, although deeply to be regretted, would prove it to be 
a slight misfortune when compared with the suffering and distress prevailing 
among our people. With this the Government can not fail to deeply sympa- 
thize, though it may be without the power to afford relief. 


A year later there seems to Have been no change for the better; in 
fact, the condition of the country was getting worse and worse all the 
time. Hear what Buchanan said in his second annual message of De- 
cember 6, 1858: 


When Congress met in December last the business of the country had just been 
crushed by one of those periodical revulsions, which are the inevitable conse- 


quence of our unsound and extravagant system of bank credits and inflated 


currency. 

With ail the elements of national wealth in abundance, our manufactures 
were ded, our useful public and private enterprises were arrested, and 
thousands of laborers were thrown out of employment and reduced to want. 
Universal distress 3 among the commercial, manufacturing, and me- 
chanical classes. Our manufacturers everywhere suffered severely, not because 
of the recent reduction of the tariff of duties on imports, but because there was 
no demand at any price for their productions. The people were obliged to re- 
strict themselves in their purchases to articles of prime necessity. 

In the general prostration of business the iron manufacturers in different States 
probably suffered more than any other class, and much destitution was the in- 
evitable consequence among 5 number of workmen who had been em- 

in this useful branchofindustry. There could be 8 where there 
was no demand. The same consequences have resulted from similar causes to 
many other branches of useful manufactures. It is self-evident that where 
there is no ability to purchase manufactured articles, these can not be sold, and 
consequently must cease to be produced. 

Now, what a picture we have in these extracts from the messages of 
Polk, Fillmore, and Buchanan of the condition of the country under low 
tariffs from 1847 to 1860, in which last year Mr. Buchanan says, in his 
annual message of December 9, 1860: 

It is now quite evident that the financial necessities of the Government will 


4 — a modification of the tariff during me present session for the purpose 
of increasing the revenue. In this aspect I desire to reiterate the recommend- 


ation contained in my last two annual messages in favor of im g specific 
instead of ad valorem duties on all imported articles to which t can . — 
that 


erly be N From long observation and experience I am convin 
specific duties are necessary, both to protect the revenue and to secure to our 
manufacturing interests that amount of incidental encouragement which una- 
voidably results from a revenue tariff. 


Now, here we have a period of say sixteen years of our history under 
a low tariff or tariff for revenue only, beginning in 1846 and ending in 
1860, and I submit to gentlemen of the committee and to the country 
whether these extracts from the messages of Polk, Fillmore, and Bu- 
chanan do not show a deplorable condition of the country with slight 
intervals due to other causes during nearly allof that period of low tariff. 
Wars, such as the Crimean war from 1853 to 1855, and occasional fail- 
ures of crops in Europe created a demand for breadstuffs and may have 
given better prices, And that reminds me, Mr. Chairman, that in the 
winter of 1845-46 I was attending school in Iowa City, then the capi- 
tal of the Territory of Iowa, and during the winter the Territorial Leg- 
islature was in session, and some of the distinguished citizens of the 
Territory, visiting the eapitol during the session of the Legislature, and 
perhaps of the supreme court, organized the Third House and elected 
a gentleman by the name of Johnston, or Johnson, governor. I re- 
member the beginning of his most witty and humorous inaugural ad- 
dress, alihongh, after the lapse of so many years, I may not be able to 
use his K 
As I remember he began by thanking God for the good health and 
p ity of the people (this was under the protective tariff, you know, 
of 1842); „that the toil of the husbandman had been richly rewarded 
by bountiful harvests and a failure of crops in Europe, and that hence- 
forth it should be the duty of all good, patriotic American citizens to 
y, not only that our own fields may be fruitful and yield abundant 
ests, but that there shall also be a failure of crops in Europe.“ 
And so, Mr. Chairman, it is, I believe, true that our exportations of 
farm products, and the prices obtained for them, depend too much npon 
disturbances of the peace in Europe, and upon a failure of their crops. 
It is far wiser and better, in my judgment, for the people of Europe so 
to regulate their industries as to supply their own necessities as far as 
they can; and I amsure it is better for the people of our own land to 
do the same. 
I know, Mr. Chairman, that President Polk attributed the ‘‘tem- 
poy. depression of a portion of our manufacturing interests, which 
admitted prevailed in 1848, to foreign causes,” and, by way ot 
ogy, it would seem, for such depression, he suggested, as I have 
ready quoted, that severe commercial convulsions abroad always 
operated to depress, and often disastrously, almost every branch of 
American industry; and, I may add, always will, except so far as we 
can maintain our industrial and business interests, independent of the 
people abroad. 


But this depression of a portion of our manufacturing interests did 
not turn out to be temporary, afterall. In fact it rather became chronic, 
with some slight intervals, and continued to grow worse until in 1858, 
when there was, to Buchanan’s message of that year, a ‘‘gen- 
eral prostration of business,” and in December, 1860, when he delivered 
his last annual message, the national Treasury, and you may say the 
country generally, were about bankrupt. President Buchanan, of 
course, denied, while communicating the distressed condition of the 
country to Congress, that it was because of the then recent reduction of 
duties on imports. Oh, no! It was, he says, because there was no de- 
mand at any price for the 8 of our manufacturers, who had 
everywhere suffered severely, as he said: The people were obliged to 
restrict themselves in their purchases to articles of prime necessity,” 
as Mr. Buchanan admitted, and why? I know he said the business 
of the country had been crushed by one of those periodical revulsions 
which was the inevitable consequence of our unsound and extravagant 
system of bank credits and inflated currency. But it does not require, 
it seems to me, a vast amount of intelligence to see that the cause be- 
gan further back than the reduction of duties on imports in 1857, of 
which Mr. Buchanan spoke in his message of December, 1858. It was, 
Mr. Chairman, the earlier reduction under the tariff of 1846, which 
went into effect on the Ist of December, 1846, which was the primar: 
cause. President Fillmore was wise enough to see the effect whic 
the low duties under the tariff of 1846 was having upon the industries 
and upon the currency of the country, 

I have quoted what he said upon the subject in his messages of 1851 
and 1852. In the message of 1851 he informed Congress that $24, 263, - 
979 of specie had been exported during the preceding fiscal year over 
the amount of specie imported, to liquidate our foreign debt; and that 
during the first quarter of the then present fiscal year the exports of 
specie had been $14,651,887, and that if specie continued to be ex- 
ported at the same rate for the remaining three-quarters of the fiscal 
year it would drain from our metallic currency during the year ending 
June 30, 1852, the enormous amount of $58,607,308. And in his mes- 
sage of 1852, the drain of our metallic currency continuing, President 
Fillmore again called the attention of Congress to the effect of large 
importations of foreign goods upon our currency, and said that most 
of the gold of California as soon as it was coined found its way directly 
to Europe in payment of goods purchased. But none are so blind as 
those who will not see, and the importation of foreign goods continued, 
as did the exportation of our specie to pay for them—the first to the 
prostration of our manufacturing interests and the second to the de- 
struction of our currency. 

We were sending our gold to Great Britain largely to enrich her and 
give her commercial and financial supremacy, and we were doing busi- 
ness on a worthless paper currency that had no sound basis on which 
to rest, and which collapsed in 1857 and left the industries and the 
business interests of every sort of our country completely prostrated. 

From 1850 to 1860, inclusive, as I remember, we exported more than 
three hundred and fifty millions of specie to pay the balance of trade 
against us, most of which might have been far better employed at home 
in developing our own vast resources, in building up the manufacturing 
interests and the industries of our own country, and in establishing, by 
proper legislation, asound and reliable currency. By doing that we 
would have given employment to our own people, and no such financial 
revulsion as that of 1857 could have occurred to have brought ‘‘ univer- 
sal distress upon the commercial, manufacturing, and mechanical classes 
of the people.“ 

I have dwelt at some length upon this period of our history, from 
1846 to 1860, to show that a tariff for revenue only brought no real pros- 
perity to the country, and ended in a total collapse of all our industrial 
and business interests. 

I have said I had some recollection of those days myself. Ilived then 
in asection of country devoted almost exclusively to agriculture, and it 
was unsurpassed for that purpose by any other section of country I 
have ever known. I was very familiar with the farming population 
and with the farmer’s life, for I worked on a farm until I was twenty- 
one years of age, and I know how poor the farmers of Illinois were 
during that period. The price of corn, wheat, pork, eggs, chickens, 
and butter, and everything they had to sell was extremely low, while 
the merchandise they had to buy was extremely high—so high that, as 
President Buchanan said, they were unable to pay for it, and conse- 
quently, as a rule, farmers were almost universally in debt. If I know 
anything in the world, it does seem to me that the farmers in Illinois, 
if not throughout the entire country, are infinitely in better condition 
to-day and have been from year to year during the twenty-five years 
or more we have been living under tariff laws, discriminating in favor 
of our own industries, than ever before in all our history. 

There has been no twenty years in all our history when farmers have, 
in my opinion, got better prices for all the products of the farm than 
in the last twenty years under a system of protection, and at the same 
time everything they have to purchase can be purchased, not only 
cheaper than in any other twenty years, but what they purchase is of 
a finer and much superior quality to the coarser fabrics of twenty- 
five, thirty, and forty years ago. 

Democrats say of the Republicans just as they used to say of the 
Whigs, when I was a boy, that the policy of the party is to make the 
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rich richer, and the poor poorer.” But this Ideny. Under the pol- 
icy of the Republican party, which has been to develop the resources, 
encourage and build up the industries, and give employment to both 
the capital and labor of our own country, there has been a general 
lifting up of the masses of our people. Not ouly manufacturers, but 
farmers, merchants, professional men, mechanics, artisans, laborers, 
all classes of people, have been benefited, for the prosperity of one class 
is necessary to the prosperity of the other classes, And the people as 
a whole are occupying a higher plane to-day than they did before the 
policy of the Republican party was inaugurated of protecting our own 
industries and giving employment to our own people. And I assert 
what I believe to be absolutely true, that under that policy the labor- 
ing classes of our people have uniformly receiveed a better reward for 
their labor, and have lived better and enjoyed more of the comforts 
and necessaries of life than they could possibly have done under any 
other policy. 

It is not true, Mr. Chairman, that the policy of the Republican party 
is and has been to make the rich richer and the poor poorer;“ but it 
is true, I think, that the policy of the Democratic party has been to 
make the rich poor and the poor paupers. They came as near dving 
that from 1846 to 1850 under a low tariff as it was perhaps possible in 
such a magnificent country as ours to do. And now, after going through 
a great war, which cost thousands of millions of dollars, when the pol- 
icy of the Republican party has enabled the Government to meet all 
its obligations, to advance the national credit to the highest standard, 
to pay all expenses of the Government, ordinary and extraordinary, to 
erect public buildings, to improve rivers and harbors, to pay the pen- 
sions and bounties due our soldiers, to pay the interest promptly on 
the public debt, and at the same time reduce the principal of the debt 
fourteen or fifteen hundred millions of dollars, Democrats and revenue 
reformers ” socalled, are denouncing the policy as asystem of ‘‘legalized 
robbery ’’ because there is a- surplus of a few millions of dollars in the 
Treasury. And while all that I have said has been done under the 
policy of the Republican party the material prosperity of the people has 
never been greater in all our history. 

But a surplus in the Treasury is a great crime in the Republican 
party. And yet, Mr. Chairman, the present Administration kept on 
increasing the surplus instead of paying it out in liquidation of the 
public debt as it ought to have done. e Administration had just as 
much authority to do that three years ago as it has now. And it must 
not be forgotten that a resolution known as the Morrison resolution, 
for which I voted, passed Congress requiring the Administration to ap- 
ply the surplus when excessive in payment of the public debt. This 
would have kept the surplus down to a reasonable amount. But the 
President pocketed the resolution; did not even returnit to the House 
in which it originated with his objections to give Congress an oppor- 
tunity to pass it over his veto, and went on piling up the surplus in 
the Treasury until it got so large that he seemed suddenly to get 
alarmed at its magnitude, so much so that he did not take time to 
write the ordinary message communicating to Congress the state of the 
country generally, but confined his message almost entirely to a re- 
duction of the surplus by a reduction of customs duties. 

Well, no one in my judgment ought to be much alarmed at asurplus 
of even eighty millions in the Treasury, if itis that much, if those who 
have it in charge would only go on and pay it out in reducing the pub- 
lic debt, especially when the interest-bearing debt of the country ex- 
ceeds to-day a thousand millionsof dollars. I, forone,am not. Mr. 
Chairman, I am anxious to see the public debt extinguished to the last 
dollar, and at the earliest day when it can reasonably be paid off. I 
desire to see the day when that class so often spoken of as ‘‘ bloated 
bondholders ’’—men who pay no taxes—shall be no more. And so, Mr. 
Chairman, as one of my constituents recently wrote to me, if we would 

to work and pay off the public debt and talk less about the surplus 
it would be better for the country. 

But I must not be understood as being opposed to a just revision of 
the tariff. Iam not. But if you come at me in opposition to the prin- 
ciple of protection, I take issue with you; and I undertake to show 
from the actual experience of the country under low tariffs and reve- 
nue tariffs, and under protective tariffs, that our greatest prosperity 
has been achieved under protective tariffs. 

But whether duties on imports are burdens upon the people or ben- 
efits, I believe they should be adjusted in such manner as to distribute 
them as equally as possible among the different branches of industry, 
and the different classes of the people and sections of the country, so 
as not to build up one at the expense of another. 

Acting upon this principle, why should wool be placed on the free- 
list and a duty retained on woolens? It doesseem that wool is an in- 
dispensable necessity in the manufacture of woolen goods, justas much 
so as the capital which builds the factory and the laborers who spin and 
weave the wool into cloth, and if there is any benefit in the incidental 
protection given by the duty, why should not the man who feeds his 
flocks share in it as well as the manufacturer who spins and weaves 
his wool into cloth? Ifthe manuiacturer is allowed a duty because 
he must compete with the cheaper manufactures of woolens imported 
from other countries, why should not the producer of wool be allowed 
a duty to give him some protection against the cheaper wool imported 


from other countries?” But why should wool be put on the free-list 
any more than coal and rice and sugar? I conſess [am unable to see 
any good reason why. Nor can I see any good reason why salt, any 
more than sugar, should be placed on the free-list. 

But I confess I am not, for the reasons stated, very partial to the free- 
list. If duties are burdens; let them be borne as equally as possible; 
if they are benefits, let them be shared as equally as possible by the 
people generally. But I confess I have been confused and perplexed 
by the tree-wool proposition. Woolen are a necessity, and we 
must have wool to manufacture them. The industry ought, in my 
judgment, to be maintained. We ought to be able to supply the de- 
mand for raw wool in our own country, and it seems to me to be clearly 
established, even by revenue reformers themselves, that we have cheaper 
wool under high tariff duties than we do under low duties. And if 
that be so, and manufacturers want cheap wool to make for the farmers 
cheap woolens, and to be able to manufacture woolens so as to compete 
with other countries, what is the objection to high duties? I have cut 
out of revenue-reform papers, so called, published in my own district, 
tables of prices from 1824 down to 1887, showing that the lowest prices 
of wool have been under high tariffs and the highest p: under low - 
tariffs. 

And this reminds me that some four years since a Democratie anti- 
protection paper, published in my own district, published an interview 
with some woolen manufacturer, in which interview the manufacturer 
wasasked what would be the effect of putting wool on the free-list. He 
replied in substance that it would enable woolen manufacturers to com- 
pete with the world, and right at once went on to say that it was strange 
the wool-producers of Ohio, Illinois, and Texas did not see that the effect 
of the duty on wool was to stimulate the raising of sheep and reduce 
the price of wool; and I certainly wondered, if cheap wool was what he 
wanted, why heobjected to the duty. I have before me now an extract 
from the Philadelphia Record of January 7, 1888, on this subject of a 
duty on wool, from which it appears that there was a decline in the 
priceof every grade of wool for several years after the heavy duty of 
1867 on wool was imposed, and the Record says in this article— 

That the low prices of protected“ wool have driven the sheep industry to 
the cheap lands of the sparsely settled States and Territories. 

Now, this would seem to show that protection on wool had resulted 
in low prices of wool, and as woolen manufacturers would naturally de- 
sire cheap wool, it is not so strange that they favor a duty on wool as 
it has sometimes appeared to me to be. And it is passing strange if, as 
the Record says, the wool manufacturer is not prosperous,” and 
that the cause of it is the taxing of foreign grades of wool, which 
woolen manufacturers must have, and which I infer can not be pro- 
duced in this country, in the opinion of the Record, that the woolen 
manufacturer does not tirge the abolition of such taxation on such for- 
eign grades of wool. 

But this is not all upon this subject. I have here, in a newspaper, a 
report of a speech made by the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, made at Providence, R. I., at a banquet of the 
Commercial Club, February 18, 1888, in which that distinguished gen- 
tleman confirms the views to which I have referred. It is to me so 
remarkable that I will read what he says and insert it in my remarks. 
It is as follows: 4 


Now let us go back and look at this wool question. From the foundation of 
the Government to 1824 we had free wool. But in 1824 the woo! wers were 
not happy. A high duty was put upon it to raise the price of w but, strange 
to tell, wool began to fall. In 1528 the wool duty was increased, and wool went 
down and continued to go down. In what was known as the compromise 
of 1833 the duties were to be scaled down every two years 10 per cent. until they 
reached the horizontal basis. In 1840 or 1842, just as the duty was going off, the 
price of wool w higher and continued to increase, and again they were not 
satisfied with t, and in 1842 the duty was on woo], and wool com- 
menced to go down. In 1846 a duty of 30 cent. was laid on wool and 35 per 
cent. on woolen manufactures. The result was that wool kept going down and 
the manufactured goods lowering in price all the time. In 1860 they wanted more 
tariff, and they were successful in retaining it, and wool commenced going 
down. In 1867 was made the celebrated tariff which excluded all wool from the 
country ex low carpet wools, and it bas been going down lowerand lower, 
and that is what the high tariff has done, making a lower price for wool. 


Now, it will be noticed that the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means shows in this speech that as duties went up on wool the 
price went down; and that as duties went down, or off, the price of 
weol went up, with as much certainty as the law of gravitation, and 
he says: 

In 1846 a duty of 30 per cent. was laid on wool and 35 per cent. on woolen 


manufactures. The result was that wool kept going down and the manufact- 
ured goods lowering in price all the time. 


If that be trne, and it seems to be confirmed by so many witnesses 
that we can not well doubt, then we would naturally say, as high 
duties give us cheap wool and cheap wool gives us cheap woolens, then 
give us high duties. Is there anything illogical in that? 

Well, Mr. Chairman, there never was much in the cry of the poor 
man’s blanket,” and the poor woman’s woolen shawl stories, which 
are being circulated so freely. 

In a ‘‘revenue-reform’’ paper in my district I read some time ago the 
following article, which I will read: 

How's this? Ifaworkingman wants to buy his wife a woolen shaw! the tariff 
tax is 86 cents on the dollar. If, on the nd, the millionaire buys his wife 


an India shaw}, the tarifftax is just Al cents on the dollar. Then there arestock- 
ings, and everybody wears them. The rich pay 50 cents tax on the dollar on silk 
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hose, while the poor pay 73 centson the dollar on worsted stockings. It is a fine 
deal to put the burden of taxation on the necessaries that the poor must have— 
fine for the wealthy. Blaine says, take the tax off tobacco and let the tax on 
other articles remain. The people can go without shawls and stockings, but 
they must have shoes. 


Now, this is the kind of literature which is being sent into the homes 
of the poor and into the homes of the farmers of the West to mislead 
the people and to increase discontent. I was sorry to see that the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin had inserted the same thing in substance in his 
speech, witha modification, using a seal sacque’’ foran ‘‘Indiashawl,”’ 
ete. 

Admitting what is said to be true, what is there in the stay? Why, 
simply that, as the poor man can purchase an excellent woolen shawl 
for $5, he would pay $4.30 war tax on his wife’s woolen shawl, while 
the rich man, the millionaire, would pay from $41 to $410 on his wife’s 
India shaw]. That does not look so bad when a little light is let 
in on it, does it? And then, when I read that story to a lady, she 
said, What! Seventy-three cents war tax on the dollar for worsted 
stockings? I do not understand how that can be, for I have not paid 

more than 50gcents for a pair of worsted stockings for some years.’’ 

And does not every intelligent man see how absurd it is to say that 
@ poor man pays $4.30 war tax on a woolen shawl which he purchases 
for $5? Does any man believe that if the war tax or tariff duty was 
off, a poor man could purchase a woolen shawl, selling for $5 to-day, for 
70 cents; or a pair of woolen blankets, selling for the same price, $5 
say, if we are taxed 70 cents on the dollar, for $1.50? Noone believes 
that, Mr. Chairman, and to state these propositions only shows the ab- 
surdity of this cry about war taxes on poor men’s blankets and poor 
men’s wives’ shawls. 8 

Mr. Chairman, just now the sympathy of the free- trader and the 
“revenue reformer ” is greatly excited over the deplorable condition 
of the farmers of the West, and in expressing their sympathy they are 
daily pouring into their ears stories of their wrongs and outrages, how 
they are robbed, and how mortgages are being piled up on Western 
farmers. I have never known such an amount of misrepresentation 
and falsehood in my life. 

I donot know in how many speeches a table has been published showing 
the amount of farm mortgages on Western farms, which is so enormous 
that I wonder gentlemen of the House gave currency to the monstrous 
falsehood by inserting it in their speeches, I was sorry to see that my 
friend and colleague Fur. TOWNSHEND] republished in his speech this 
table, from which it appears that the farms of Illinois are mortgaged to 
the amount of $620,000,000. Now, this story isa most absurd falsehood 
and has been exposed, but still the misrepresentation goes on, and the 
other day a friend and constituent of mine sent me a letter, written hy 
a Democrat whom I have known for many years, and which was pub- 
lished in a paper in my district, to be read by the farmers, The writer 
is a very honest man, and he repeats this story, and says, We also 
find that the farm mortgages in the State of Illinois represent an in- 
debtedness of $620,000,000.’? There are, Mr. Chairman, but about 
35,000,000 acres of land, all told, in the State of Illinois, and if every 
acre of land in the State was farm land, it would show a mortgage in- 
debtedness of some $17 on each and every acre of Jand in the State, 
and as only a portion of the State is farm lands, the story is too absurd 
to be believed by anybody. : 

I will read and insert an article here from a ‘‘revenue-reform’’ pa- 
per, published in my own town, on this subject, in which the editor 
says he does not believe the farms in Illinois are mortgaged for even 
one-tenth of $620,000,000, and neither do I. 

The article is as follows: 

[Bureau County News, by News Publishing Company, Jacob Miller, manager.] 


Princeton, ILL., February 21, 1888, 


The New York Times has prepared a table showing the amount of mortgages 
on farms in ten Western States. Illinois farms in this table are put down debted 
with morges aggregating $620,000,000. A writer in the Chicago News takes 
exception with the Times, stating that, as Illinois has a superficial area of 55,531 
ane miles, or a tolal of 35,539,840 acres of land, an incumbrance of $620,000, 
would mean $17.44 on each and every acre within the State lines. As itis 
estimated that only about 26,000,000 acres are included in farms, and this would 
include what is in pasture and grass,as well as what is plowed, this estimate 
would be an incumbrance of $24 per acre. Could any statement be more ri- 
dieulous? We do not believe the farms are mortgaged in this State for even 
one-tenth of $620,000,000, 


And whatever may be said as to the number of farm mortgages in the 
State of Illinois, Iam sure that in that part of the State where I re- 
side more suits were instituted to foreclose mortgages and collect notes 
at a single term of court under the low tariff between 1850 and 1860 
than have been instituted in any ten years since the close of the war 
under a high tariff. This may not be correct, but I believe it to be, and 
make the statement from my connection with the courts as an attorney. 

But it is astonishing to me, Mr. Chairman, how figures are being 
made, if not to lie, to mislead and deceive farmers. In the same letter 
written by my Democratic friend of Henry County, Illinois, already 
referred to, he is made to repeat this statement, which shows how figures 
ean be made to deceive : 


The census shows that the value of the products of agriculture for 1880 was 
82.213.000, 000, while the value of manufactured products was $5,369,000,000. Yet 
the farm capital was $10,197,000,000 and the manufacturing capital only $2,790,- 
000,000. The manufacturers, with less than one-third the capital invested, made 
two and one-half times as much money as all the farmers of the country put 


4: 


Now, my old friend was misled by somebody else into making this 
statement, for, with some variations, it seems to be going the rounds. 
For instance, a distinguished citizen of the county in which I live, in 
an interview with him by the representative of a Chicago paper reve- 
nue reform, of course—said: 

Mr. Dudley said to the men carrying gold-headed canes that 9,000,000 of our 
population were engaged in agriculture and 5,000,000 in manufactures. He 


stated that the 9,000,000 of farmers produced annually $3,000,000,000 of products, 
and the 5,000,000 of manufactures made annually $7,000,000,000 of goods. 


And then he adds: : 

This statement confirms the farmers in the belief that the manufacturers can 
submit to a large reduction of tariff bounties and then be quite as prosperous 
as are the farmers. 

Now, it does not seem to have occurred to either of these gentlemen 
that manufactured products are largely composed of farm products. 
Wool is a product of the farm, but when spun and woven into cloth it 
becomes a manufactured product and contains all the value of the 
wool, The same may be said of cotton. Wheat is a product of the 
farm, but when ground into flour becomes a manufactured product. 
There are many products of agriculture, such as cotton, wool, hemp, 
hides, ete., which enter into the products of manufactures in some in- 
stances several times, I am informed, duplicating values. The census 
of 1880 to eliminate such duplication, takes out the value of these 
materials and leaves the net values as follows: 


Years. Net value, 


Gross value, 


$463, 935, 296 
$54, 256, 584 
1, 743, 898, 200 
1, 972, 755, 642 


This table has been furnished me at my request, and Į believe it to 


be true; and so the farmer can see that what was made to appear to 
him as an enormous amount in value of manufactured products is 
really largely composed of the products of the farms. Farmers, there- 
fore, not only have a home market for their products to feed the mill- 
ions who are employed in manufactures, but in supplying them with 
the materials used in such manufactures; and yet the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] declared in his remarks the 
other day that the cry of a home market was a delusion and a fraud. 

But there is much said about ‘‘trusts’’ and strikes,“ as if they were 
the result of the tariff. But this I do not believe, Mr. Chairman; nor 
do I believe that a reduction of duties can in the slightest degree pre- 
vent strikes to increase the price of labor. It will rather have a tend- 
ency to augment them. If we throw open the doors to our markets 
for foreign goods, it is as certain to my mind that we can not compete 
with foreign manufactures, unless there be a reduction of wages in this 
country, as it is that the sun ever shines. I know thatsome ‘‘revenue 
reformers’’ in the West insist that wage-workers employed in manu- 
factures are getting higher wages than those employed in agriculture. 
But strikes occur to increase wages, and if they are to be reduced strikes 
will multiply without doubt. But strikes occur on railroads and in 
coal mines, where the tariff can in no sense be responsible for them. 

And so are combinations or trusts’? formed to control the markets 
and prices of wheat, pork, lard, coffee, and many other things when 
the tariff can not possibly have anything to do with their formation. 
No honest man can or will defend combinations and trusts formed to 
control the markets and put up prices, and I believe the severest laws 
possible should be enacted to prevent them. The reduction or repeal 
of duties might in some cases contribute somewhat to defeat their pur- 
poses, but could not prevent their formation, and it would not be dif- 
ficult to include in their organization the importers. But “‘trusts”’ 
exist and are formed for purposes outside of the tariff, and they should 
be prohibited and punished by severe enactments. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the deplorable condition of the farmers and 
other industrial classes of the country under the wrongs and outrages 
of the robber tarif,” has been portrayed by numerous speakers since 
this discussion ; and we have been told in glowing language what 
free trade would do for us. Now, while the gentleman from Texas, 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, was 
making the opening speech in this discussion some time since, I read 
in a New York daily at my desk the following extract from a letter of 
Mr. Howard Vincent, M. P., to the London Times, I insert in my 
remarks the entire extract, as showing the condition of England under 
free trade: 

HOWARD VINCENT, M. P., WRITES A STARTLING LETTER TO THE LONDON TIMES, 


The following is an extract from a letter of Mr. Howard Vincent, M. P., tothe 
London Times: 

“ No national party could possibly ignore the serious state of affairs now pre- 
vailing. It is detailed from day to day in your columns. Land worth from 25 
to 75 per cent. less than forty years ago, and almost unsalable. Arable land 
thrown into pasture, — fewer animals in the fields. Agricultural distress very 
similar to that described by Lord Shaftesbury as prevailing about 1844. Inthe 
towns hundreds starving, owing to factories being closed or working only half 
time, Deputations to local authorities praying for relief works, In the metrop- 
olis hungry men at every corner. Pauperism increasing. Discontent rising. 
ae everywhere searcer, while the population is rapidly multiplying. 

“There is no class, no profession, noavocation, no calling unaffected in some 
degree. Distress must always be felt more in some places and in some com- 
munities than in others. But the general fact is undeniable, The commis 
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sioner of police ofthe metropotis, the vestries, the guardians of the poor, as well 


as philanthropic societies and statesmen may open rs for the unem- 
ploye but that will not provide the employment, for little or none is to be 
ound in town or country. Temporary remedies may be applied, but they will 
not be more effectual than paare to a malignant cancer. 3 
“Fifty-two chambers of commerce have officially declared that ‘foreign 
tariffs and bounties and foreign competition’ are ‘most injurious to British 
trade,’ and ‘at the bottom of all our troubles.’ The royal commission on the 
Sp aap ps of trade and industry indorsed this declaration. Take the bills of 
ing at any port in the kingdom, stand with the unemployed at the gates of 
any railway station, and the is apparent.” 

When you talk of strikes, Mr. Chairman, we also must remember 
that it is not many months since we saw that 20,000 special policemen 
had been detailed in London to preserve the peace, and suppress a threat- 
ened mob of idle, unemployed people. 

Now, in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that I have no in- 
terest in this controversy in the world, except to do as my poor judg- 
ment may lead me to do, exactly that which is for the highestand best 
interests of the people, and of all classes and conditions of the people. 
I have known what it is to toil, and have since I was twenty-one years 
of age worked with my hands for $13 a month. There is not a pulsa- 
tion of my heart which does not beat in sympathy with the men who 
toil for their daily bread, and that whether they are at work on the 
farm or in the factory. I desire to see their condition improved in every 
way it can be. ; 

I feel deeply sensible under our form of government, where every 
citizen is a part of the Government, that we must have an intelligent 
and contented, if not a happy and prosperous people, or otherwise our 
republican form of government will fail. It should therefore be the 
study of every patriot and of every statesman to so conduct the legis- 
lation of the country as to bring aboutthatend as faras possible. And 
instead of arraying capital against labor, which can do neitherany good, 
and instead of arraying the poor against the rich, let us strive to give 
employment to the masses of our own people to educate, elevate, and 
make them contented, prosperous, and happy, so far as legislation can 
contribute to that end. In that way we will advance the greatness 
and glory of the country, and the material prosperity of the people. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Malsk in the chair). The gentleman has 
twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of IIlinois. I reserve them. 

Mr.SIMMONS. Mr. Chairman, after careful consideration and much 
earnest study from a position of quasi hostility to the bill now under 
consideration, I have come to the conclusion that it does if not all, 
nearly all, that can for the present be done in the way of tariff revision, 
and, with slight amendments, should pass. 

It is well understood that the people of North Carolina, whom I have 
the honor in part to represent on this floor, are intensely opposed to 
the present internal-revenue system, and that their plan of revenue 
reduction is to begin with the repeal of that system. 

Time and again the Legislature of that State has passed resolutions 
denouncing this system, and instructing the members of Congress from 
that State to advocate its repeal. 

Similar resolutions have been passed by at least two Democratic 
State conventions. There is therefore no doubt that the Democratie 
part of the people of that State are heartily tired of this system, and 
anxious to be ridof it. With this feeling I confess myself to be in en- 
tire and cordial sympathy. I do not, however, think this opposition 
arises out of auy very decided objections to taxing whisky and tobacco, 
per 8°; on the contrary, I am convinced that their chief objection and 
grievance against this method of taxation comes almost exclusively 
from the harshness of the machinery provided for the collection of 
we taxes, and the enforcement of the vexatious provisions of these 

aws. 

This machinery is exceedingly harsh. Those who are not acquainted 
with the petty annoyances and frivolous prosecutions to which the man- 
ufacturers and producers of tobacco and the distillersof whisky are sub- 
jected can not understand the many bitter things which they have to 
endure at the hands of revenue officers and Federal courts. 

A system which arraigns a man for trial without the intervention of 
a grand jury, upon the mere information of a district attorney, and which 
practically denies him the right of appeal; which seizes his property 
without process of law and destroys it or confiscates and sells it with- 
out trial or judicial decree; which places the keys of his registered ware- 
house in the hands of a United States gauger and sets him a guard over 
his integrity; which encourages by every inducement of interest frivo- 
lous prosecutions and false witnesses, and which places a premium upon 
espionage and treachery, can not be popular or acceptable to a people 
who have been accustomed to the privileges of freemen. 

But, Mr. Chairman, after a close examination into the source of 
these just complaints against the internal- revenue system, I am satis- 
fied that by far the larger part of the wrongs which it inflicts upon the 
producers and dealers in tobacco and whisky spring out of those pro- 
visions and regulations of the present law which this bill either mod- 
ifies or repeals right out. 

I would, however, be lacking in frankness if I should say or pretend 
that this bill in its present shape is wholly acceptable to me, or, in my 
opinion, to the people of North Carolina. 

The Democratic part of the Ways and Means Committee, who have 


framed and reported this bill, in placing the knife of reform so deeply 
into the vitals of this monster of wrong and oppression, have no doubt 
won the gratitude of those interested in the production of tobacco and 
whisky; but, Mr. Chairman, there is to my mind no good and sufficient 
reason why the tax upon cigars, cigarettes, and cheroots should notbe 
removed along with that upon manufactured tobacco. 

If the tax upon plug-tobacco is removed, and that upon cigarettes, ` 
cigars, and cheroots is retained, the effect will be to establish a discrimi- 
nation in favor of the producer of the tobacco from which the plug is 
made and against the producer of the tobacco from which the cigarettes, 
cigars, and cheroots are made. Of course there is no discrimination be- 
tween the producers of these two grades of tobacco in the sense that 
they compete with each other, for they do not compete. 

But if this tax is retained there will bea discrimination in the sense 
that the producer of one grade of tobacco will be given by law an ad- 
vantage over the producer of another grade. 

I know it isa tax upon consumption, but it is nevertheless a tax, and, 
like every other tax, tends to limit, cireumscribe, and repress the pro- 
duction of the article taxed. The producers of these different grades 
of tobacco frequently live side by side, on adjoining farms, and if this 
discrimination is made it will be a prolific source of trouble, strife, and 
irritation. 

When we consider the other features of this bill—I refer especially to 
its license tax features—there is not sufficient force in the sentimental 
arguments made in the interest of the boys to support this discrimina- 
tion. 

The tax on fruit brandy ought also to go. The distillers of fruit 
brandy are in the main poor people, and dependent upon their little 
orchards for the money with which to buy the few luxuries of life 
which they have. 

Under present requirements the cost of distillation of apples and 
peaches, even upon the smallest scale, is so great these poor people are 
compelled to stand idly and helplessly by and see the fruits of their 
care and toil waste and decay under their very eyes. The committee 
have not removed this tax, if I am correctly informed, upon the ground 
that it will open the door to frauds against legitimate whisky. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, frauds of this kind are committed for the tax 
saved by the fraud, and the inducement to commit fraud against legiti- 
mate whisky by illegal distillation is as great, yea, greater, than by 
falsely substituting whisky for brandy, and the detection of the fraud 
is easier in the latter than the former case. It may not be easy fora 
revenue officer to tell whether a barrel labeled whisky contains the 
product of a registered or a moonshine still; but it will be easy, or at 
least it ought to be easy, for such officer to say whether such barrel in 
fact contained whisky or brandy, ora mixture of the two. The revenue 
realized by the Government from fruit brandy during the last fiscal 
year amounted to only about $1,500,000, and can be dispensed with 
without any embarrassment to the fiscal policy advocated by the Demo- 
cratic party and sought to be accomplished through the instrumen- 
tality of this bill. To this extent the bill in its present shape is not 
satisfactory, and while I shall vote for its consideration with the great- 
est pleasure, I shall do so with the understanding that when it is con- 
sidered in detail I shall offer or support amendments covering the 
general scope of these objections. 

I believe I am safe in asserting that the history of the Democratic 
party is one of opposition to internal-revenue taxes and that its con- 
tinuance in power means the ultimate overthrow of that system. I 
believe I am also authorized to say that the Democratic party wiil not 
delay the repeal of this system one day or one hour beyond the time 
demanded by fiscal conditions. 

At the beginning of this Congress it was my p to advocate the 
present repeal of the tax upon whisky as well as upon tobacco and fruit 
brandy to the end that this whole system might once for all be done 
with and the people emancipated from its burdens; but a better un- 
derstanding of the situation causes me to fear that the tax upon whisky 
can not at this time be repealed without denying to the farmers, mechan- 
ics, and laborers of this country relief from the unjust and burdensome 
taxes now imposed upon the food they eat, the clothes they wear, and 
the tools with which they toil and earn their bread. 

Humanity as well as patriotism requires that the necessaries of lite 
should be made cheaper, and I believe that the people of North Caro- 
lina and all similarly interested will gladly consent to hold their con- 
victions upon the subject of the repeal of the whisky tax in abeyance 
until this great and paramount object can be accomplished. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Without wishing to interrupt the gentleman 
from North Carolina, will he permit me right there to state, in addition 
to what he said on the subject of the necessity of reducing taxation on 
the necessaries of life, that a total repeal of the internal-revenue system 
will leave a deficiency of about $60,000,000? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will refer to that by and by. 


Iam familiar with the argument, so earnestly insisted upon by some, 
that the reduction of duties contemplated by this bill will increase 
rather than lessen the revenues of the Government by increasing duti- 
able importations, and that the tax on whisky may be abolished with- 
out interfering with reductions upon necessaries. If the argument were 
sound it would furnish some solution of the difficulties presented by 
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che situation; but the argument is not sound. Ourexperience in lower- 
ing and elevating duties shows the contrary to be true. 

Contradictory as it may seem, statistics clearly prove that low du- 
ties increase exports, while high duties increase imports. 

These facts are exemplified by our iron and steel and wool and man- 
ufactured-cotton trade. These are our largest manufacturing indus- 
tries, and also the best protected so far as a high tariff schedule can 

tect them. Iron and steel and manufactured cotton are protected 
yy an ad valorem duty of 40 per cent. and wool by an ad valorem duty 
of 67 per cent. Yet during the last fiscal year there was imported 
into this country $50,000,000 worth of iron and steel against fifteen 
millions sent out; during the same period we bought from foreign 
countries $29,000,000 worth of manufactured cotton goods and only 
sold them fifteen millions of the same; of manufactured wool we re- 
ceived last year from other countries $44,000,000 worth, while we sold 
to the outside world buta little over a half million dollars’ worth. 

The argument is not sound, and it will not do for one who is both an 
advocate of the repeal of the whisky tax and a reduction of the tax on 
necessaries to rely upon it. 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, there is but one way to rid ourselves of 
this tax on whisky and the obnoxious system which it makes necessary 
and at the same time get rid of that other and more important tax upon 
the bread and meat and clothes of our laboring masses. That way is 
to substitute economy for taxation. If the people should wisely con- 
tinue the Democratic party in power, and if that party shall continue 
honestly and faithfully to keep and perform its pledges of retrench- 
ment, the time is not distant when the expenses of the Government 
will have dwindled to that point where the sixty-odd millions of dol- 
lars represented by the whisky tax may be remitted to the people and 
the galling yoke of the internal- revenue system taken from their neck 
without adding to the cost of the poor man’s food or blanket, without 
increasing the hours of his toil or the sweat of his brow, and without 
stinting his meager comforts. 

For these reasons, Mr. Chairman, earnestly as I have in the past ad- 
vocated the repeal of this tax, and as anxiously as I now look for that 
consummation, I shall hold both my views and wishes upon this sub- 
ject in suspense for the present, relying upon the intelligence of my 
constituents to understand the true status of the situation, and assur- 
ing them that in season their grievances will find fitting remedy at the 
hands of the Democratic party. 

There is no man in North Carolina or elsewhere who is more sin- 
cerely and honestly in favor of the repeal of the whisky tax than I am, 
and if I see an opportunity during this Congress to accomplish this ob- 
ject without defeating all reductions upon the necessaries of life, I 
shall gladly avail myself of such an opportunity. 
~ But I do not believe I am called upon or that my constituents de- 
sire me to do a vain and foolish thing. I distrust the motives of cer- 
tain gentlemen on the other side of this floor who profess to be in favor 
of the repeal of this tax, and I want to say that I will not join them, 
or any one else, in a movement which has for its object the obstruction 
of the beneficent legislation proposed by this bill, and which gives no 
reasonable promise of fruition in any other direction. As we can not 
give to the people now the full measure of the relief which they de: 
mand, and to which they are entitled, I would give to those oppressed 
by internal-revenue laws all that the situation will permit, and I would 
likewise give to those laboring under the burdens of excessive tariff taxa- 
tion upon the necessaries of life all that the situation will allow; but it 
would be unjust to give to either of these classes all that they want 
and to which they are entitled if by so doing we shall have to deny to 
the other class all and every part of what they demand and are entitled 
to. Divide, says the proverb, is fair play. 

TARIFF REDUCTION, 


The tariff legislation proposed by this bill is in the line of the relief 
demanded by the people and promised to them by both of the great 
political parties. ‘The national Democratic convention of 1884, in its 
pistor, pledged that party to revise the tariff in a spirit of fairness 
to 


During the same year the Republican party, in national convention 
s 8 also pledged itself to correct the irregularities of the 
The bill now under discussion, as its distinguished author has said, 
and as its plain provisions show, does not attempt to establish a new 
system of tariff taxation, but deals only with the existing system, seek- 
ing to correct its inequalities, and to revise and to readjust it wherein 
it is discriminating or unjust. 

Putting these three facts together it is hard to see why there should 
be any difference of opinion between the two parties upon the question 
of the passage of this bill. They have both promised the people sub- 
stantially the same thing, and the bill simply proposes to honor and 
fulfill the promises. Let the Republican party, unmindful of its plighted 
faith, will neither accept this bill nor offer another. When we remind 
them of their pledge to the people, when we show them the inequal- 
ities” which that pledge guarantied to correct, and point them to the 
evil consequences which have resulted to the people from them and 
call upon them in the name of patriotism to keep their compact, they 


not only flatly refuse but they give us bad names, call us free-traders, 
8 to destroy the industries and degrade the labor of the coun- 
try 


There must be some excuse, some overpowering reason for this 
strange conduct on the of this intelligent and honorable political 
organization. Whatisit? It is not to be supposed that the distin- 
guished men who framed the platform and controlled the Republican 
convention of 1884 did not understand the meaning of the terms em- 
ployed in that instrument; it is not to be supposed that it was not in- 
tended at that time to commit that party to the plain p of the 
declaration then made, nor is it to be supposed that this declaration 
was put forth as a false pretense to mislead the people, Neither stu- 
pits nor duplicity can or will be urged as an explanation of this be- 

vior. 


The explanation is simple, and it is this: The system of tariff taxa- 
tion which that party twenty-six years ago established in this country 
and which it has steadfastly maintained has gradually withdrawn the 
wealth of the country from the hands of the masses among whom it was 
distributed and gathered it together into the hands of a few men, the 
beneficiaries of this These men, although few in number, are 
powerful in worldly wisdom; powerful in the ways and means by which 
the masses are controlled, manipulated, and played to subserve their 
interests. , 

By cunning, by intrigue, by all the quickening energies of great in- 
terests these men have made themselves dictators to the Republican 
party; have acquired as complete a control over its organization as ever 
master had over his slave, and have bound it as securely to their in- 
terests as Prometheus was bound to the rock. For twenty-six years 
this great political organization has been the chain which has bound 
the laboring millions of this country to the rock of protection, and as 
each recurring harvest has brought them renewed vitality and material 
strength these vultures of protection have come with relentless greed 
to fill their never satiate maw. It is these great barons and lords of 
the — 5 these nabob princes of the Republican party who have called 
the halt, 

With their never failing, unerring discernment, where their own in- 
terests are concerned, they clearly saw that the correction of the ine- 
qualities of these laws in a spirit of fairness to all interests as the Re- 
publican party had promised would unloose the people and estop this 
annual gathering into their plethoric coffers of the fruits of their labor. 

It is these, inspired by the considerations named, who have forced 
the Republican party nolens vo’ens to come into court and enter a re- 
traxit of their pledge so solemnly made to the people. 

It is in deference to the wishes and interest of this class that the Re- 
publican party to-day refuses to recognize any ‘‘inequalities of the 
tariff” requiring correction,“ and through its representatives on this 
floor declares to the country that this part of our fiscal system must 
not be disturbed. 

It is a mistake to suppose that the issue thus presented to the Amer- 
ican people is made by the Republican party. It finds public expres- 
sion through that party, but it is made and it derives its strength and 
inspiration from the nabob wards of that party. 

The chief slogan of these beneficiaries, speaking through the Repub- 
lican party, their chosen organ, is that the Democratic party through 
this bill is seeking to degrade American labor by bringing it in compe- 
tition with the cheap labor of Europe. 

This proposition I flatly deny, and I charge that under the war tarifi, 
which the Republican party has maintained in this country for more 
than a quarter of a century, more than half of the laboring people in 
this country are to-day, and have been during this time, compelled to 
sell the bulk of the surplus products of their labor in the open markets 
of the world in competition with the cheapest labor of the world, and 
have been and are forced to pay for the necessaries of life which they 
do not produce, prices made unnaturally high by the discriminations 
of this offspring of the Republican party. In discussing this proposi- 
tion it is well that we have a clear understanding of who are included 
in the general classification of American laborers. . 

If I am advised correctly, the protectionist, when he refers to Amer- 
ican labor, only includes in that category those of our laborers who are 
employed in our mines, our furnaces, our mills, and our factories. If 
he is aware of the existence of any other laborers in this country he 
evidently either overlooks them or does not regard them as worthy of 
his kindly consideration. 

Now, sir, the hands employed in our mines and factories form a very 
worthy part of our working people, and their interests should not be 
overlooked in any laws passed or proposed to be passed; but they do 
not constitute the whole of ourlaboring people. Whether our million- 
aire protectionists, who seem to think legislation should be conducted 
as trasts and pools are, formed upon principles of exclusive interests, 
know it or not, there are other interests in this country besides manu- 
facturing and mining, in which a very respectable part of our people 
are engaged. 

From the census report of 1680 it will be discovered that out of 
the 17,392,099 of our population engaged in that year in industrial 
pursuits of all kinds 7,670,493 were employed in agriculture, against 
3,837,112 who worked in our factories and mines. 
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From the same source it is made to appear that in that year there 


was from this country and sold in foreign countries merchan- 
dise to the value of $823,946,353. Of this large sum only $42,700,000 
consisted of the products of our factories and mines. Now subtract 
this sum from the total, and we have a balance of $781,246,353. 

Inasmuch as in that year, in round numbers, 4,000,000 of our indus- 
trial population were engaged in professional and mal service, 
3,000,000 as domestic servants and laborers, and 2,000,000 in trade and 
transportation, and as such did not contribute to our export trade, it is 
fair to assume that the whole or nearly the whole of this enormous bal- 
ance of $781,000,000 was produced by the 7,670,493 persons who in 

that year followed the pursuit of agriculture; that is to say, every man 
employed in agriculture in this country in that year, after contributing 
his share in supplying the home market, sent across the seas to be sold 
in the open pas ny of the world about $100 worth of the product of his 
labor. About one-half of it went to Great Britain, the reputed home of 
pauper labor, anda country open to the free introduction of the products 
of the pauper labor of the rest of the world. One-twelfth of it went to 
France, one-twelfth to Germany, and about one-twentieth of it to Bel- 
gium, the other three pest-holes, according to protectionists, of starva- 
tion wages, and here was sold in open market for such prices as could 
be obtained. 4 

Do the advocates of protection in the face of these facts still insist 
that competition with the laborer of Europe degrades American labor? 
Then, sir, may I ask the Republican allies of protection why that party, 
during the twenty-three years ofits supremacy in this country, suffered 
this degradation of my poor countrymen, toiling away in the corn and 
eotton fields of the South, and offered no balm or solace? 

Does protection save our labor from competition with foreign labor? 
Then, sir, may I be tted to ask why eight million of American 
workingmerf in 1880 were forced to travel by land and sea, by sail and 
steam, to the uttermost parts of the earth in search of a market for their 
surplus products? 

Are there no inequalities in the present tariff laws which ought to 
be corrected? Then, sir, may I ask why, when the farmer of the great 
West and the rejuvenated South has received his scanty returns from the 
distant market, into which he has been forced to sell the surplus of his 
labor, has to pay to our domestic manufacturer two prices for such 
articles of our manufacture as he may have to consume ? 

Are there no discriminations in these laws calling for remedy ? 

Then, sir, may I be permitted to ask how itis that under and throngh 
them a single manufacturing establishment in the State of Pennsylvania 
employing 7,500 hards makes a profit in one year of $5,000,000, while 
the 1,600,000 laborers employed in our cotton fields made last year only 
a profit of $97,000,000; that is to say, while one hand employed by a 
Pennsylvania manufacturer makes him an annual profit of about $600, 
a hand employed by a Southern planter makes him a profit of only 
about $60? 

Mr. Chairman, when the great, good Father made this continent and 
gave it to the children of men, He blessed it with a fertile soil and a 
salubrious climate. It yields to the touch of man as bounteous a re- 
turn as does any land under the sun. Our people have inherited from 
their fathers the virtues of industry, of frugality, and undaunted pluck. 
Equipped with these natural and .acquired advantages, we ought not 

to be afraid to meet in competition the products of the rest of mankind. 
But, sir, it is not competition with foreign labor which has loaded our 
farmers with debts and mortgages. Itis not competition with foreign 
labor which is producing strikes and violence and insurrection in our 
mines and factories. It is rather a lack of competition both at home 
and abroad. 

Let him turn what way he will our farmer is confronted by this 
wretched system of protection, standing out like a mighty wall against 
his progress. Trusts, syndicates, and pools formed, and rumors of trusts, 
syndicates, and pools to be formed—the atmosphere is full of them, 
These are the latest inventions of a protected oligarchy to further en- 
slave him. The objectand effect of them is to reduce the priceof what 
the farmer has to sell below the natural line of supply and demand, 
and to eee what he has to buy above the natural line of supply and 


In the coming campaign, in the great struggle for political ascen- 
dency in this country now about to begin, the farmers and the labor- 
ing masses are going to take a greater interest than ever before. They 
are going to demand to know from whence the originators of these 
combinations and trusts have received their right and power to sus- 
pend the natural laws. They are going to demand to know from whence 
these men have received their right and power to thus confiscate, for 
itis nothing but confiscation, of their property to their private use, 
and when they discover, as they will discover, as they are already dis- 
covering, that these hostile organizations and the outrages which they 
are perpetrating upon the people are the direct outgrowth of protection 
and that they would be impossible, as a rule, but for the restraints 
which that system imposes upon free and fair competition, they will 
rise in their sovereignty against the men and the fiscal policy which has 
thus delivered them into the hands of their enemies. 

When the reduction of tariff duties shall have made these trusts and 
combinations impossible; when free competition shall have brought 


the prices of the necessaries of life down to the natural line of supply 
and demand; when this cheapening of the necessaries of life and the 
free introduction of raw materials shall have reduced the price of our 
manufactures and thereby open to them the doors of the markets of 
the world, the laborers in our mines and factories and fields will be- 
come the happiest, the most contented, and the most prosperous in 
the world. 

Mr, Chairman, despite the pretense and vauntings of its friends, the 
protective policy which has obtained in this country since 1861 has 
been fatal to the growth and development of our manufacturing indus- 
tries. No doubt in the majority of instances the individual owners of 
these industries have grown rich through the bounties of this system, 
but the industries themselves, in their national and international rela- 
tions, have not prospered. A comparison of our manufactures during 
the first decade of protection with that of the last ten years of low 
tariff will show the truth of this statement. 

In 1850 the total value of our manufactures was $1,019,300,000. In 
1860 it had run up to $1,686,000,000; in 1870 it had advanced to 
$4,232,000, 000. 

Upon its face it must be admitted this is a good showing for protec- 
tion, the apparent increase being in its favor in the proportion of 85 
per cent. to 125 per cent. But on account of the greater purchasing 
capacity of money in 1860 than in 1870 these figures are misleading. - 

It is estimated by one who has given careful study to the subject 
that protection and cheap money during the ten years between 1860 
and 1870 increased prices fully 60 per cent. The table which I hold 
in my hand, and which I ask to make a part of my remarks, fully sus- 
tains, I think, this estimate: 
Pig-iron (cost): 

1860. 
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Deducting thisinflation from the money value of the aggregate prod- 
uct of manufactures for the year 1870 it will be found that the in- 
crease in the productiveness of our manufactures in the last ten years 
of low tariff was 85 per cent. against 40 per cent. of increase during 
the first ten years of protection. 

But, sir, a surer index to the relative growth of these industries dur- 
ing these two decades will be furnished by the number of hands em- 
ployed in them respectively. 

The census report shows that in the year 1860, a year of low tariff, 
there was employed in the production of eleven of the leading products 
of our factories 475,300 hands. The same authority shows tbat in the 
year 1870, a year of high tariff, there was employed in the production 
of the same articles 582,000 hands, or an increase in ten years of only 
106,000, while our population had increased from 31,183,744 to 38,- 
115,641. 

No comment upon these facts are necessary to show the baleful and 
repressive influence of protection upon the growth of these industries, 
A merestatement of them is sufficient and ought to put to shame the 
loud-mouthed pretensions of protectionists. 

The effect of protection upon these industries in their relation to our 
foreign commerce has been even more fatal. In this field there has 
been an almost total failure of duty to the State. The wealth and 
greatness of a nation consist, in a large measure, in its foreign com- 
merce. No nation is better located by nature than we for trathe with 
the rest of mankind, yet our external trade bears no sort of relation to 
our great resources. Indeed, if it were not for the products of our 
agriculture, we would be to-day practically without foreign commerce 
and our merchant marine would be, not almost, but altogether, driven 
from the high seas. Of the $800,000,000 worth of merchandise which we 
sold the outside world in 1880 our protected industries supplied the 
insignificant sum of $42,000,000 worth. 

Right beyond the warm currents of the Gulf lie the great South 
American and Central American Republics doing an immense foreign 
trade. 

By reason of climate and the habits of their people they follow al- 
most exclusively the pursuit of agriculture, buying their manufactures 
where they can get them at the best advantage. 

In 1880, we bought from these sister republics products to the value 
of $176,000,000, and we sold them from our manufacturies goods to 
the trifling value of only about $17,000,000. : 

In 1880 England sold to these republics $51,000,000 of manufact- 
ured cotton, while we sold them less than $4,000,000 worth of the 
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same Yet we raise raw cotton and England does not. Wesell 
raw cotton and England buys it. 

Who, sir, is to blame for this fatal restriction—the manufacturer? 
Alas! protected by law from competition abroad, and secured by com- 
binations from rivalry at home, they are, as is natural, contented to 
reap the large profits of the domestic market and to leave the quicker 
sales and smaller profits of foreign traffic to their brethren whom wiser 
laws have made more enterprising and self-reliant. 

No, sir, it is not our manufacturers who are to blame, but the re- 
pressiveness of our fiscal policy which has thus circumseribed the oper- 
ations of our industries and denied us those rich markets which might 
have given employment to millions of laborers, motion to thousands 
of spindles, and kindled the fires of hundreds of furnaces. 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, the legislation proposed by this bill 
is justified upon the ground that the people are entitled to be released 
from the payment of taxes not needed for the economical administra- 
tion of the Goyernment; it is justified upon the ground that it is con- 
trary to the spirit of our institutions that taxes should be imposed for 
— purposes; above all, and beyond all, it is justified upon the 

road ground that the present rates of tariff taxation adopted in the 
interest of a few against the many has for twenty-odd years held the 
great majority of our people in bondage to the minority. 

Its adoption will do no hurt to our manufacturing industries, but on 
the contrary will give them an opportunity of producing at a less cost 
by cheapening raw materials. It will secure to our laborers better 

and more regular employment by enlarging both our foreign and 
domestic markets, and finally it will lighten the burden of the whole 
mass of our people by lessening the cost of living. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] z 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the power of the Govern- 
ment to raise money for its support by imposing taxes on the people is 
the highest power granted by the source from which all the powers of 
the Government are derived. It is the power to compel the citizen to 
yield up a sufficient amount of his earnings to defray his proportionate 
share of the expenses of the Government administered with strict econ- 
omy. Being the highest power it ought the more surely to be exercised 
with caution and equality to all. Every citizen should be required to 
pay his just share and no more. This being done no one could com- 
plain, but recognizing that there were no favored classes harmony would 
prevail and success attend the efforts of the people. Because this careful 
and judicious manner of administering the taxing power of the Gov- 
ernment has not been observed is the reason we are found here discuss- 
ing the bill now pending. 

The power to lay duties on imports has been abused, and abused in 
the name of that human force that develops all countries and makes 
them great. That force is labor. By labor is meant all effort at pro- 
duction, both mental and physical, but as used in the usual form of ex- 
pression means physical toil. Heavy duties have been laid on almost 
every conceivable thing needed or desired by man, not only as it is 
claimed to raise revenue but in addition thereto to protect labor. But 
the present situation of affairs in this country shows plainly that labor 
is not protected, but that labor is robbed systematically and criminally 
by the operation of the present taxing laws of the country. Where 
did the surplus millions in the Treasury come from? ‘They came out 
of the pockets of the laboring peopleof America. Where did the vast 
fortunes of the manufacturing monopolists of this country come from? 
Every dollar of it has ingrained into it some of the sweat, muscle, and 
brain of the laboring people of the country. 

This vast surplus and these lordly monopolies have been created by 
the unjust and unfair exercise of the taxing power. Labor demands no 
protection except that guarantied to every citizen by the Constitution— 
to be protected in life, liberty, and property.“ [Applause.] At first 
the cry was, ‘‘ Protection to infant industries,” but now that the indus- 
tries are no longer infants, ‘‘ Protection to labor’’ has been substituted. 
So long have the protected industries fed and feasted and fattened on the 
necessities of the people that they can not be persuaded to any other 
doctrine, or to believe anything but that they have a divine right to 
collect from the people at large all that greed and avarice may dictate. 
[Applause. ] 

The gentleman from Massachusetts the other day asserted that the 
Committee on Ways and Means had received no petitions from farmers 
asking a reduction of the present rate of tariff taxation, but that hun- 
dreds and thousands of names of mill operatives had been sent to them 
asking that no reduction be made. Mr. Chairman, that question or 
assertion brings out the whole case. Ittells us plainly who is demand- 
ing that this present rate be continued. The farmers of this country 
are ill-prepared to furnish petitions to Congress on any subject. They 
live isolated from each other, and the securing of a thousand names of 
farmers to a petition would require days of labor at a great sacrifice of 
time and considerable expense that would necessarily have to be borne 
by persons unable to make the sacrifice, whereas mill operatives can 
be reached by the score and by the hundred in a few minutes, or hours 
at most, without any cost or sacrifice to any one, for the reason that 

_ they always live in closely-settled communities and have leisure hours 
after the day's work is over. 
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Farmers have no leisure hours, for they must work incessantly from 
“early morn till dewy eve“ each day in the week in order to make suf- 
ficient money to buy the scantiest necessaries of life and pay tribute to 
manufacturing monopolists. It is not the mechanical laborer that is the 
recipient of this tribute paid by the American farmer, but it is the 
owners of the factories, ‘The only evidence necessary to prove this true 
is the fact, patent to all, that the owners of the protected industries 
have grown enormously rich, while the laborers in these industries find 
themselves so poorly paid and hard pressed to support themselves and 
families that strikes have been resorted to in every manufacturing center 
in the East. American farmers are not and can not be protected, be- 
cause they produce more of every one of the staple products than can be 
consumed in America, They must go abroad to find a market for the 
surplus. That surplus is large enough to fix the price of the whole 
amount produced. It is sold in foreign markets in direct competition 
with the much-dreaded pauper labor“ of Europe. But the protec- 
tionists say, Build more factories, bring more people to work in them, 
and thus create a market for the farmer’s produce.” 

Pray tell me where you will sell the manufactured goods. You must 
sell the product of the factory or it can not run. Already we have 
more manufacturing capacity than we have people to consume the prod- 
uct; and when the markets will take no more the mill shuts down, 
and the operatives are discharged or locked out. But we are told we 
must find other markets for our manufactured articles besides Amer- 
ican markets. Already our reaping-machines, eewing-machines, and 
many other things are finding sale in other countries, and, strange as 
it may seem, are being sold to European farmers for less money than to 
American farmers. European farmers have their capacity for produc- 
ing increased in the same ratio that the American farmer does; but his 
profit on his wheat sold at the same price is fully double that of the 
American farmer, leaving labor out of the question, because he has 
bought his American manufactured plows, j estes drills, reapers, 
mowers, and thrashing-machines for less money than the American 
farmer, and then he is near the market, while the American must pay 
railroad freights across the continent and ocean freights to Europe. 

Farmers can not strike for higher prices, because constant, unremit- 
ting toil is necessary to prepare the land, plant and cultivate and har- 
vest and market their crops. Failing in any one of these means failure 
in all and consequent suffering and want. Not so with the manufact- 
urer. He can shut off his power, di his labor, and let his mill 
stand still for six months, and when he is ready to resume operations 
has only to hire the necessary people, turn on the power, and begin 
where he left off, with everything in working order. If protection has 
benefited labor why is it that during the last ten years, in which we 
have had the highest protective tariff ever known to this country, that 
greater dissatisfaction has manifested itself among all classes of laborers 
than ever before? Why is that labor has been compelled to organize 
to protect itself from want and poverty? 

Why is it that farmers have grown less prosperous than in the past? 
I well remember, and I know it is within the memory of every mem- 
ber of this Congress who has lived out of a city, when farmers in every 
community were money-lenders, and furnished money at reasonable 
rates to the young men of the country to enable them to embark in 
business. All of you know that state of things, as a rule, exists no 
longer, but farmers have become large borrowers of money, giving mort- 
gages on their real estate to secure the loan. They are not less indus- 
trious; they are not less frugal; they are not less enterprising than in 
the past. But, Mr. Chairman, after all their efforts they are forced to 
see at the end of each year their incomes reduced and their labor less 
rewarded. 

Then away with this deluding cry of protection to American labor. 
It has been used and is still being used to deceive, hoodwink, and 
blind labor to the real situation. Protection is only furnished to cap- 
ital. The product of the factory is protected against the importation 
of like articles from foreign countries, but the importation of labor is 
free. No duties are imposed on labor that comes to compete with 
American labor, but on the contrary bounties in the way of free trans- 
portation are paid to foreigners to come to America to swell the army of 
those who are seeking labor. Notwithstanding the strikes, lockouts, 
and other evidences of the depression of the labor market, almost every 
railroad corporation, every State and Territory, has its immigration 
bureau, filling all the world with highly colored pictures and graphic 
descriptions of the prosperous condition of labor in America. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of protecting American labor by strik- 
ing from its hands the unnecessary burdens imposed on it. [Applause.] 
It is the labor of this country that makes it prosper. Then why make 
labor’s burdens heavy? Why require those upon whose shoulders rest 
all the burdens of maintaining the Government to contribute unneces- 
sary sums to the Treasury of the country? It has been proven beyond 
cavil that for every dollar that goes into the Treasury from tariff taxa- 
tion four dollars go into the coffers of the manufacturer of this country 
on account of the tariff. No man in this country objects to paying his 
just proportion toward defraying the necessary expenses of government, 
but the people do complain at taxation that accumulates a surplus. 
Nor would the accumulation of a surplus be so objectionable if the 
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channels of commerce were not disturbed, but every dollar locked up 
in the Treasury is taken from circulation, thus increasing the purchas- 
ing power of money and reducing the price of the products of labor. 

But the hardest burden of all for labor to bear is the tribute it pays 
on account of the present tariff laws, which neverreaches the Treas- 
ury. But take it for granted that the tariff as it now exists does pro- 
tect the labor employed in manufacturing enterprises, is it right or in 
any manner defensible to tax one class of laborers to support another 
class? Does it accord with the spirit of our institutions? Is it car- 
rying out that great principle upon which our system of government 
must rest, equal rights and exact justice to all?“ Most surely itis 
not. But the labor engaged in manufacturing industries is not pro- 
tected, for other reasons than those already stated. Manufacturing has 
been unnecessarily stimulated until the mills and factories can not be 
run constantly and the operatives must be idle much of the time. 

Trusts, pools, and combines are formed to prevent more goods being 
manufactured than can be sold at great profits, and the custom-house 
officials stand at our ports with our tariff schedule in their hands to 
hinder anybody from interfering with the prices fixed by the combine. 
So with tariff laws, framed professedly to protect labor, and the legiti- 
mate offspring of those laws, to wit, trusts, pools, and combines, the 
laborer is fleeced while capital is being protected. But, Mr. Chairman, 
there isa class of persons in this country whose energy, enterprise, 
muscle, and brain furnish all the sinews of the contest. That class is 
composed of the American farmers. 

The farmers of America are the mainstay of the Government. Their 
labor furnishes the material out of which comes all the taxes, just or 
unjust, that are collected. Their labor furnishes the articles of com- 
merce that make it profitable to build railroads and steam-boats, and 
to build factoriesand machine shops. It is the toil of the farmer that 
makes it ible for all the industries of the country to exist and sell 
their ucts, protected by a tariff rate of 47 per cent. As I look at 
the heautiful cities of America and our wonderful rtation facil- 
ities, cur banking institutions, and, in fact, all of the magnificent evi- 
dences of prosperity in our land, I realize the fact that the foundation 
stone upon which it all rests and makes it at all possible is the brain and 
brawn of the people who till the soil, blessed by the Giver of all good 
with bright s ine and gentle showers. 

Strike down the farmer, and ruin to all our interests and enterprises 
follows. It seems, though, as if every other interest has adopted or is 
desirous of adopting the sentiment expressed a few yearsago by a lead- 
ing railroad corporation in defining its rule as to rates on wheat and 
corn from the West to New York, which was all that the traffic will 
bear.“ The farmers are getting their eyes opened to the true situation. 
They realize that they are being made ‘‘ hewers of wood and drawers 
of water“ forall mankind. They have borne for long years uncom- 
panier all the impositions put on them, and whatever of prosperity 

attended them has been in spite of and not by any tariff law. Two 
reasons have operated to keep them quiet. The first is that farmers 
have had but little time to spare from arduous labor to organize and 
keep up their organizations. The second is that, living separated from 
each other, an exchange of ideas has been limited andinfrequent. But 
at last there seems to havearisen a spirit of determination among them. 
Pools, trusts, combines, and monopolies have become too common and 
effective. 

In many sections of the country the Farmers’ Alliance, the Grange, 
the Agricultural Wheel, and various other organizations of farmers 
have organized for mutual protection against the rapid encroachments 
of the powers that are sapping their life-blood. What are they de- 
manding? They demand a reduction of taxes, economy in the ad- 
ministration of govermental affairs, and that pools, trusts, and mon- 
opolistic power be broken up; that the shackles of burdensome tax- 
ation be taken off and their earnings be left with them; that useless 
squandering of the people’slands and money be stopped; believing 
that all a man’s earnings over and above just and economical Govern- 
ment expenditures are his own, and that while laws may be made to 
take more from them the laws are criminally unjust and burdensome. 
These demands may now seem as the passing breeze to the country, 
but I warn you now that they will be heard in tone of thunder in the 
legislative halls of this country before many more administrations shall 
come and go. 

Farmers arenotanarchists. They do not propose by force to remedy 
these evils, but the political party that fails to heed their demands 
will not long receive their votes. But in advocacy of protection we are 
told tha m wages are higher in some sections than others. Butthese 
doctrinaires fail to tell you that taxes are higher, rents higher, and there- 
fore living higher than in other places. It has also been shown that 
in the protected industries wages are higher for the very same work in 
New York than in Maine. Protection for protection is heralded as the 
American idea.“ It is not an American idea. It is wholly un- 
American; so much so that it had become a fixed institution in the 
Old World before this Government was established. Much has been 
said about the Cobden Club“ and free trade.” I have heard no 
one advocating free trade. 

The Democratic party is not a free-trade party. You can only tell 
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what the principles of a party are by its published declarations in its 
party platforms and its votes. The Democratic party has announced 
time and again, in the plainest terms, its adhesion to the idea of tariff 
taxation, but only for revenue, with such incidental protection as that 
would afford. That is the principle of the party to-day, as is 2 
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shown by the bill under consideration. This bill also shows that the 
Democratic party is opposed to making a reduction of the tariff a purely 
revenue basis at one blow, but is willing that reduction shall take 
place gradually, so that the various industries may adjust themselves 
to the changed schedule. Since this bill has been under consideration 
about every protected industry in the land has appealed by circulars 
to the members of this House to vote to exempt that particular indus- 
try from the operation of the provisions of the bill, and predicting utter 
ruin and disaster to the business and the depriving of hundreds of peo- 
ple of work. 

Only this morning the National Iron Roofing Association, of Cincin- 
nati, has placed on our desks protests against the placing of tin-plates 
on the free-list, and I find one of the names to that circular to 
be J. D. TAYLOR, of Cambridge, Ohio, now a member of this House. 
But that circular is unfortunate in its in that it defeats its 
own argument by acknowledging in the following words that the ad- 
vocates of tariff reform are correct in asserting that the consumer pays 
the tax: 

After Mr. Shaw had told us of the cleanliness, economy, and other advantages 
of hermetically sealed cans, which has never been disputed, he goes on and re- 
fers to the burden that falls on his constituency in the annual payment of 8171. 
000 duties on tin-plates made into cans, but ps Gam no tangible reason why it is 
pega zhas manner does this matter burden his people when it costs them 
3 dollar and more is returned to them by the consumer. There is no 

hardships nor vicissitudes caused by this. It is nothing more nor less 

n the ordinary business expenditure. All shippers require packages. It is 

a necessary part of their domestic economy. The consideration of packages is 
not vital to the conduct of a business, and success or failure are not influenced 
thereby. When and where the consumer complained of this excess of one- 
fourth of a cent on the can caused by duties? He is not mentioned, but the 
penne to whom he returns the duty without objection, laments the “ heavy 

en. 


Some years ago Hon. James A. McKenzie, of Kentucky, secured the 
passage of a bill taking the duty off quinine. The manufacturers of 
quinine howled and predicted disaster for the industry and an increase 
of the price of quinine to the people of America. What is the result? 
The price is one-sixth what it was then. So that in this case the de- 
crease in price and consequent increase in consumption has created a 
demand that has vastly multiplied the factories and people employed 
in its production. Taking this as an example, would it not 5 the 
wisest kind of statesmauship to reduce duties, decrease price, thus in- 
creasing consumption, thus making greater production necessary, so 
that the thousands of people who are idle or working only part of the 
time can find employment? 

I have heard no one attempt to defend the surplus. But when com- 
plaint is made of the accumulation of a surplus in the Treasury the 
protectionists say if you reduce the tariff the increased importations 
will increase the surplus.” Very well; suppose it does bring more 
money to the Treasury, it will take less to the coffers of the monopo- 
list, and will be a long step in the solution of this question, for that 
will show that with more of their earnings left in their hands the peo- 
ple will become more prosperous and will purchase more, and conse- 
quently require greater production. Excessive taxation brings excess- 
ive revenues, and the surplus thus created brings schemes for excessive 
and extravagant appropriations, as everybody knows. Of the hun- 
dreds of extravagant propositions made to this Congress for the useless 
expenditure of money not one of them but what has been urged on the 
ground that the Treasury had a large surplus and the Government 
could afford it. 

This excessive taxation and useless locking up of the money of the 
people in the Treasury and piling up fortunes for the few as against the 
many is the cause of this persistent demand on the part of the people 
for a reduction of the revenues. It is in direct opposition to the princi- 
ples on which our Government was founded to collect more money than 
is needed for defraying the ex of the Government. The Repub- 
lican y boasts that it is the friend of free labor, and points to the 
abolition of negroslayery. Give that party full credit for striking down 
that institution by which four millions of colored people were made 
free, but do not let the shouts raised by them over that fact blind 
you to the fact that protection has made slaves of twenty millions of 
laborers in America by requiring them to pay an unjust and unwilling 
tribute to monopoly. 

Let us no longer persist in keeping on our statute-books laws that 
make unjust discriminations between the people. Let us strike from 
the hands of labor every single hindrance to its complete success. Let 
us, indeed, make every man or woman who toils free to enjoy to the 
fullest extent every cent of their earnings. [Applause.] Let us no 
longer keep them bound by this unreasonable load of taxation, but fol- 
low with willing step the suggestion of that brave-hearted, noble cham- 
pion of the people’s rights, Grover Cleveland, President of the United 
States, and remove all unnecessary burdens from the shoulders of the 
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people, so that the race for prosperity and happiness may be unimpeded 
and equal to all. 

As the South was wedded to slavery so now is the Republican party 
wedded to this phantom of protection. The South clung to the one 
till it went out in blood and sorrow and gloom, but it is gone and the 
South has risen like a young giant from her desolation. The North 
yet worships at the shrine of protection, but the handwriting is on the 
wall and that idea is doomed to pass out of the list of American idols, 
not as the other did, but peacefully and quietly by the votes of the 
people. Then with labor free and hands unfettered the North and 
the South, the East and the West united in one common bond of 
brotherhood, and all striving for the greatest prosperity, will move on 
to success beyond the dream of the extremest enthusiasts. [ Applanse. | 

Mr. Chairman, as I listened a few days ago to the impassioned elo- 
quence of the gentleman from Michigan in his peroration, in which 
he spoke so tenderly and beautifully of the South, it seemed as if one 
could see that grand section of the country like a trained racer, with 
eyes flashing with intelligence and anxiety, muscles well developed 
and ready for action, conscious of its own power and fleetness, eagerly, 
nervously waiting to have the clogs and weights removed, the rein 
slackened, and word given for the real work to begin. Indeed, the 
South does feel a thrill of possibilities beneath her feet. Strike off the 
clogs and weights of useless taxation and burdensome tribute that 
bind the hands and cramp the efforts of her people, and her achieve- 
ments and success in all that goes to make a people and a country 
great will challenge the admiration of the world. 

Kentucky has been so forcibly and eloquently defended from the as- 
persions of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it seems useless to 
say more in her praise. My colleague, who has been her honored gov- 
ernor, has shown how that in the great race for prosperity her colors 
float near the head of the column, but he fails to call your atten- 
tion to the fact that, surrounding circumstances considered, no State in 
this Union has equaled her during the twenty years just passed. 

From 1861 to 1865 Kentucky was a camping-ground for hostile 
armies. Her homes gave up her gallant sons to both armies; her horses 
and mules, for which she had grown famous, were taken to mount the 
eavalrymanand draw the artillery and wagon trains; her flocks and herds 
were taken to feed the contending forces; her system of labor was en- 
tirely destroyed; her shops were silent; her farms were devastated; her 
implements of agriculture stood idle, and desolation reigned supreme. 
During all this time the States that are now paraded here as examples 
of greatest prosperity were . success to all their 
industries. The supplies needed for army purposes were bought by 
the Government and paid for at prices that were enormous. 

These machine-shops and factories were actively at work day and 
night turning out supplies and munitions of war. Far removed from 
the theater of battle, no devastation was wrought, but instead vast for- 
tunes were accumulated and prosperity came to them like magic. 80 
that at the close of the war the States now in advance of Kentucky in 
general prosperity were already rich and fully equipped for the march 
of Le Kentucky, with all her industrial appliances destroyed 
her fields devastated, her bins and granaries empty, and with bereave- 
ment and sorrow in almost every household for loved ones who had laid 
down their lives in the bloody conflict, stood desolate and sad. Her 
sons from both armies had returned to begin the battle of life overagain, 
but to all the outlook was gloomy. 

Fierce ion commenced to swell in the breasts of many non-com- 
batants, and it looked for awhile as if bitterness, ill-feeling, and feuds 
were to be the ruling order. Then it was that Kentucky’s true chivalry 
was shown in its best t. A Legislature sitting while war was fla- 
grant had passed an act depriving all Kentuckians who had entered the 
Confederate army of their rights as citizens. But the governor of the 
State, who had been a gallant officer in the Federal Army, manifested 
such a disposition toward reconciliation and peace that at the first session 
of the Legislature convened after the war closed that law was repealed. 

Then the ex-Federal and ex-Confederate joined hands and entered 
earnestly and manfully on the work of rehabilitating their State and re- 
building their ruined homes. With heads erect and aspirations high, 
forgetting the past except to profit by the lessons it taught, they began 
the march to prosperity. How they have succeeded the facts presented 
by my colleague [Mr. McCreary] tell. Kentuckyalaggard? Never! 
Her sons have made the pages of history blaze with glory. Hersoldiers 
have written her name in the highest niches of fame. Heragricultural 

roductions have challenged the admiration of the world. Her cattle 
ve gone to England—the home of their ancestors—and been given 
the highest awards for superiority of their kind. 

From poverty twenty years ago Kentucky is rapidly advancing to- 
wards the front of the column of States in general prosperity. But her 
advance has been hindered and delayed by the fact that, as an agricult- 
ural State, she has been compelled during all these years to pay trib- 
ute to the manufacturing States and cities of the East. Strike the 
shackles from her hands, require her to pay only so much as may be 
her share of the necessary expenses of government, so that the earnings 
of her people may be left with them for use in business and supplying 
their needs, and leave them free in deed as they are in name, and she 


will demonstrate the fact that her past success has not been by the aid 
of but in spite of the tariff. [Great applause. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of my colleague be extended for fifteen minutes, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that that extension can be 
grauted without interfering, as the Chair is informed, with the arrange- 
ments of gentlemen upon the other side who are to follow. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

ey STONE, of Kentucky, resumed and concluded his remarks as 
above. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also informed the House that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 

Anact(H. R. 1325) providing for the purchase of additional ground 
in the city of Indianapolis, Ind., adjoining the post-oflice site, and for 
= improvement of the building thereon, and providing $150,000 there- 
or; an 

An act (H. R. 7218) for the erection of a public building in the city 
of Duluth, State of Minnesota, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. LANE having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its 
Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed, without amendment, 
House bills of the following titles, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 1275) for the erection of a public building at Colum- 
bus, Ga., and appropriating money therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 1645) to limit the hours that letter-carriers in cities 


shall be employed day; 
A bill (H. R. } granting a pension to William Lemon; and 

A bill (H. R. 4358) to increase the limit of cost for the public build- 
ing in course of erection at Charleston, S. C. 

The message further announced that the Senate had 28 bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was re- 
quested, namely: 

A bill (S. 437) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner 
of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.; and 
on bill (S. 2039) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal 

mpany. 


THE TARIFF. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session. 

Mr. GROUT Mr. Chairman, the question involved in this debate is, 
how et we deal with the surplus, and how shall taxation be re- 
duced? 

The surplus which accumulated in the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, was $55,567,849.54, the receipts 
having been $371,403, 277.66, and the expenditures $315,835, 428. 12. 

The estimated surplus for the fiscal year to end June 30, 1888, is $66,- 
128,214.42, the estimated receipts being 8383, 000, 000, and the esti- 
mated expenditures $316,817,185.48. 

There is already a large amount of money in the Treasury not re- 
quired by law to be there, and the in his last annual report 
says ‘‘that a careful estimate shows that the surplus will be $140,000,- 
000 at the close of the present fiscal year.“ 

None of the national debt will fall due till 1891, when $230,000,000 
of 4} per cent. bonds will matare. Notwithstanding that none of the 
debt is now due, the Secretary ought not to have allowed this immense 
surplus to accumulate and lie idle while business enterprises are lan- 

ishing for the want of money. He should have used it under the law 
of March 3, 1881, to purchase and cancel the outstanding bonds of the 
Government, and thus have stopped interest thereon and at the same 
time kept the money in the channels of trade. This law is as follows, 
and is so plain that he who runs may read: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time apply the surplus 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof ashe 
may consider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds: 
Provided, That the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of 
the sinking fund, but shall be canceled. _ 

Approved March 3, 1881, 

Under this law previous administrations have purchased and can- 
celed bonds to the amount of $183,241,750; and itis perfectly clear that 
every dollar of the present surplus might have been so employed, and 
that should disaster come to the business of the country, because of the 
withdrawal of this immense sum of money from the circulation, upon 
the administration must rest the responsibility, though it seems that, 
after having been spoken to twice upon the subject by Congress, it has 
at last entered upon the purchase of bonds. But while it is clear that 
we need have no surplus at this time, it is also equally clear that the 
revenues are in excess of our current expenditures and should be re- 
duced. 

This is admitted by all. The only question is, how shall the reduc- 
tion be made, and to what extent? 
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The average surplus for the last two fiscal years was a little over 
$60,000,000. Butthe surplus for the fiscal year to end June 30, 1889, 
as estimated by the Secretary of the Treasury, will be $56,469,206. 
This would leave the average for these three years a little less than 
$60,000,000, and I assume that to be about the sum in excess of the 

resent rate of current expenditure, But here let me say that could 
Tharè my way this annual surplus would be less. I would appropri- 
ate $10,000,000 annually for the next ten years for the defense of our 
great seaboard cities, and no longer leave them at the mercy of what- 
ever power may send a gunboat against them. I would also appropri- 
ate $10,000,000 annually for the next eight years for the education of 
the 6,239,958 American citizens who can neither read nor write, but in 
whose hands is the future of the Republic. I would also increase the 
appropriations for pensions at least $10,000,000 annually, by passing 
the dependent-pension bill and taking from the poor-houses of the 
country the brave but unfortunate defenders of the Union, and by pass- 
ing, also, the bill for the relief of those who endured the horrors of 
Southern prisons. And, if not now, at the latest, when a quarter of a 
century shall have elapsed from the close of the war, a time now near 
at hand, I would give every Union soldier a service-pension of $3 per 
mon 

These several items would amount toat least $30,000,000, and there 
would then be an annual surplus of only $30,000,000, which I would 
obviate by cutting that amount from the internal-revenue taxes. 

The tobacco tax for 1887 amounted to $30,108,607.13. Repeal this 
tax and make the appropriations above specified, every one of which 
is demanded by the public welfare, and the problem presented by the 
surplus is solved. Then let the tariff be revised in the interest of 
American industries and the whole subject is disposed of. 

REPUBLICAN POSITION, = 

Now, while there has been no formal programme agreed upon on the 
Republican side of the House, it may be fairly claimed that this is the 
Republican plan for disposing of this great financial and industrial 
question which now agitates the country. But the Democratic major- 
ity do not approve this plan. In the last Congress the Republican 
Senate putan amendmenton the fortifications bill appropriating $6,000, - 
000 for coast defenses, but the Democratic House struck itout. Three 
times has a Republican Senate passed the Blair educational bill with 
a view of lifting into intelligent citizenship the illiterates of the coun- 
try, and twice has it been strangled in a Democratic House; and this 
third time it lies chloroformed in a Democratic committee, and if re- 
ported will never be allowed consideration, for should it come to a vote 
it would pass. The dependent-pension bill of the last Congress received 
every Republican vote in both House and Senate, but enough Demo- 
crats in the House agreed with the President’s veto to defeat it. 

The Republicans tried in the last Congress to repeal the tobacco tax, 
and have introduced bills for that purpose in this, on the ground that 
areduction must be made somewhere, and that though the world might 
be better off without it, as some think of tea and coffee, the cups 
that cheer but not inebriate,’ yet tobacco is a comfort and by habit 
equally with tea and coffee a necessity, and to no one more than to 
him who lives by daily toil. But the Democratic majority in the 
House stand in the way of all these measures, and through their Com- 
mitteeon Waysand Means, composed of eight Democrats to five Repub- 
licans, bring in a bill which reduces the duties on imports to the 
amount of $53,720,447.22, dealing with almost every article of mer- 
chandise known in the markets, thereby affecting for the time the 
value of every one of them, and throwing the business of the country 
into a state of excitement and alarm on account of threatened evil, 
only a little less confusing and disastrous than the evil itself. 

And this is among the first fruits of the Mills bill. The business of 
the country to-day stands paralyzed with fear at this proposition to 
give foreign merchandise brought into our markets an advantage of 
$54,000,000 annually in round numbers over what it now enjoys; and 
every mail from every quarter of the country brings to the members 
of this House remonstrances and protests from almost every industry 
in the country, from manufacturers and artisans and agriculturists and 
laborers, against this surrender of our markets, the best in the world, 
to the half-paid, half-starved labor of Europe. And whether this shall 
be done is really the question presented by this bill; not that it pro- 
poses a complete surrender at this time, but it is the initial step in the 
work of overthrowing the principle of industrial protection which came 
in as the national policy with Lincoln’s administration, and under 
which the country has increased in wealth and population as never be- 
fore, and the substitution therefor of free trade. 

Now I do not say this because all but two of the majority of the 
committee who reported this bill are from the late Confederate States, 
whose constitution declared for free trade, nor alone because these gen- 
tlemen were all ardent adherents and valiant defenders of that consti- 
tution and still believe in the superior excellence of free trade as an 
economic policy, though these are indeed suspicious circumstances, but 
because the bill itself discloses its hostility to the protective principle 


from the fact that it takes away $54,000,000 protection annually from 


American products, when the reduction could be made from revenues 
which in no way protect American industries, but are an absolute tax 
upon the American people and upon them alone. I refer, of course, to 


the internal-revenue taxes. I have already shown that were certain 
much-needed appropriations made and the tobacco tax repealed no fur- 
ther reduction would be n , and before I close I will indicate 
other methods still for solving the problem before us, and such, too, as 
shall in no way disturb our industries. 

ATTENTION TO THE ISSUE. ty 

But just now, for a moment, I want to hold the attention of the 
House and the conntry to the fact that the contest precipitated by this 
bill is between our present protective system and its insidious foe, free 
trade, or tariff for revenue only, which is the same thing, for there is 
no such thing as absolute free trade. All free-trade nations, so called, 
lay tariff duties on imports, free-trade England raising almost $100,- 
000,000 annually, and free-trade Norway and Sweden each about one- 
third of their revenues from that source. The distinguishing feature 
of the free-trade or revenue-tariff policy is to lay duties on foreign 
goods without any reference whatever to the protection of domestic in- 
dustries, but solely for revenue, and this in contradistinction from a 
protective tariff, which, while it raises revenue, protects domestic prod- 
ucts, is called free trade. Hence a tariff for revenue only, a revenuo 
tariff, and free trade are equivalent terms. 

Nowhere in the literature of this subject is there a better state- 
ment of what is meant by this kind of tariff than that found in Article 
II, section 8, of the constitution of the late Confederate States. It is as 
follows: 

The Congress shall have power: 

To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, for revenue necessary to 
pay the debts, provide for the common defense, and carry on the government 
of the Confederate States; but no bounties shall be granted from the treasury, 
nor shall any duties or taxes on importations from foreign nations be laid, to 
promote or foster any branch of industry; and all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the Confederate States. 

A revenue tariff has long been a favorite dogma of the Democratic 
party. It was contended for by that party before the war, when the 
old Whig party, led by Clay and Webster, stood for protection, and 
since the war tariff reduction has been the constant cry of that party. 
who have told us in seductive phrase of the advantage of buying and 
EERE in the markets of the world, and this isthe burden of their song 

ay. 

They have also frequently told us what is meant by a revenue tariff, 
but nothing can tell us better than this clause in the Confederate con- 
stitution. By forbidding the protection of domestic industries it ex- 
presses the very sublimation of the doctrine of free trade. Now, if 
instead of free trade and as the result, two or three great agricultural 
products, the South had believed in protectionand had diversified her 
industries by the manufacture of iron and woolen and cotton and other 
goods, so that from her own resources, known to be immense, she could 
have provided herself with arms and the supplies and munitions of war 
and at thesame time with all the necessaries and comforts of life, who 
will say what might have been the fortune of the Confederacy, for a 
braver set of men never shouldered muskets? 

Thus provided the blockade would have done them no harm, for they 
could have lived within themselves. 

Who will say that it would have been possible to have conquered 
and brought into obedience to the laws 11,000,000 of people on their own 
ground, and as united and determined and capable as they were, had 
they a full line of manufacturing industries, the legitimate 
result of protection ? 

But they believed in a revenue tariff. They despised protection, and 
thought they had no use for manufactures. And as the result their iron 
and coal lay undisturbed in the mountains. Their rivers, utilized by 
no industrial wheel, swept on unvexed to the sea. They believed cot- 
ton was king; but when shut in from the rest of the world they soon 
found that raw cotton left them both naked and hungry, and as the re- 
sult in a capitulating frame of mind. Like Samson, they were shorn 
of their strength by the Delilah of free trade, and finally yielded, no 
more to superior numbers than to a superior economic and industrial 

stem. . 

15 EFFECT OF THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

At the same time that the Confederate States planted themselves upon 
this delusive and enfeebling doctrine of free trade the United States raised 
the banner of protection. Relieved for atime of the bulk of these free- 
trade advocates the Republican party was left free to doits perfect work, 
and within thirty days from the inauguration of Abraham Lincoln the 
Morrill tariff was a law—a high-protective tariff which, with increased 
protection added from time to time, carried us triumphantly through the 
war, and, in spite of all its havoc and waste, left us at its close a far richer 
people thanatits beginning. Now, withoutstopping to ask what might 
have been the outeome of the rebellion had the United States, instead 
of building their financial system upon the rock, like the Confederacy, 
built upon the sand, let us for a moment see what this system has done 
for the American people. It took the country in the midstof civil war 
with an empty Treasury, made such by a Demrcratic revenue tariff, 
and with the national credit so low that in the list year of Buchanan’s 
administration a 6 per cent. United States bond, sold to meet the cur- 
rent expenses of the Government—think of it; not money enough from 
the public revenues, and sold to meet the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment—brought only 89} cents on the dollar. 
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This is a fair indication of the financial condition, not only of the 
Government but of the people as well, especially manufacturers and 
laborers. I suppose the friends of this bill, like the Pharisees of old, 
will refuse to be persuaded though one rose from the dead.” 

But here is the testimony of such an one, and it ought to be received 
by them, for he was of their household of faith. James Buchanan in 
his first message, in 1857, said: 

The earth has yielded her fruits abundantly and has bountifully rewarded 
the toil of the husbandman. Onur great staples have commanded high prices, 
and until within a brief period our manufacturing, mineral, and mechanical oc- 
cupations have largely partaken of the general prosperity. We have possessed 
all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and yet, notwithstanding 
all these advan our country in its monetary interests is at the present mo- 
ment ina deplorable condition. In the midst of unsurpassed Epcot in all the 
productions, and in all the elements of natural wealth, we find our manufact- 
ures ded, our public works retarded, our private enterprises of different 
kinds abandoned, and thousands of useful laborers thrown out of employment 
and reduced to want. 


Remember, this was among the early results of the free-trade tariff 
of 1846, under which we are constantly told the country was so pros- 
perous. And it was in this state of affairs, with— 
the monetary interests of the Governmentin a deplorable condition, with man- 
ufactures suspended, and thousands of useful laborers out of employment and 
reduced to want— 
that the era of protection was ushered in. 

The stress of circumstances at once placed us under a high protective 
tariff, and, as if by magic, our industries revived. The young men 
went down to the field of strife, but the old and the middle-aged re- 
lighted the fires of furnace and forge, which had been put out by the 
tariff of 1846. 

Everywhere was heard the sound of hammer and spindle and loom, 
and labor was no longer out of employment and reduced to want.“ 
Heavy duties on imports sent streams of money into the Treasury, 
ury, and the cold corpse of our national credit was slowly but surely 
brought back to life. Thus did the Morrill tariff, supplemented, ot 
course, by internal taxes but protection was all the while the ‘‘head 
of the corner ’’—put the country on the high road to prosperity at the 
same time that it furnished the sinews for a war that grew into enor- 
mous proportions. It has since provided thousands of millions of dol- 
lars in payment of principal and interest upon the public debt, and has 
at last bronght the national credit to such a pitch of health and vigor 
that nearly $1,000,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds are to-day worth 125 
cents on the dollar and capitalists the world over want them. 

Now place right alongside this fact the further fact that those 6 per 
cent. bonds that sold for 89 cents on the dollar in Buchanan’s time 
were only $7,146,875 in amount, and you have a fair view of the com- 
parative credit of the Government then and now. Then, after fourteen 
years under a revenue tariff, and now, after twenty-seven years under 

rotection. And which picture fills most with pride the American 
heart? [Applause.] Nor is this all. 

BALANCE OF TRADF, 

In 1860 there was a balance of trade of $20,060,062 against us, which 
took out of the country that amountof gold and silver; for, remember, 
our foreign exchange is always in coin. 

rotection, the balance of trade was $167,683,912 in our favor, thereby 
bringing that amount of coin from foreign countries into our own. 
More than anything else the balance of trade indicates the general 
prosperity of a country. As with an individual so it is with the whole 
people, with the nation. 3 

It is a very simple proposition. If the American people buy of 
foreign nations $20,000,000 more than they sell, it is quite plain that 
at the end of the year they are owing that amount and must part with 
the money, in this case hard cash, to settle the account. Now, if instead 
of this they sell to foreign countries $167,000,000 more than they buy, 
they then not only not have to part with the $20,000,000, but they will 
receive from outside themselves $167,000,000, and thus will be $187,- 
000,000 better off; will have that amount more of circulation, thereby 
making money easier, the rate of interest lower, and the whole coun- 
try richer by that amount. But this only represents the result for a 
single year; and for a fuller comparative view of the workings of these 
two systems take the last ten years under the tariff of 1846, from 1850 
to 1860, in every one of which butone the balance of trade was against 
us. The total balance against us for those years was $327,547,695, 
thereby taking that amount of money out of the circulation of the 
country. 

Tea teen for this is obvious. Manufacturers, as Buchanan tells us, 
t were suspended, and as the result we had to buy our textile fabrics 
and our implements and utensils of iron also abroad, and not sending 
enough of our agricultural products, the only thing we had to sell, to 
-equal our large purchases we were compelled to send this immense 
sum in gold to square the account. 

Only for one thing this constant drain upon the gold of the country 
must have been disastrous in the extreme. That one thing was the 
discovery of gold in California in 1848, early in the era of free trade. 


From her mines came a supply, between 1850 and 1860, of $526,000, 000, 


and this enabled us to meet this constant demand and avert wide-spread 


disaster. 
Only for this, more serious still, not only to manufacturers bat to 


In 1880, after twenty years of | 1852 


every American industry, would have been the revenue tariff of 
1846. 

Now, over against this sum of $327, 447,695 of coin which went out 
of the country in ten years under free trade, let usset the result for the 
last ten years, from 1876 to 1886. The balance was every year in our 
favor, and amounted to the grand total of $1,578, 996,786. 

This is an average of over $150,000,000 annually, and explains in 
part how the mismanagement of the present administration has al- 
lowed $140,000,000 to accumulate in the Treasury and yet work no 
serious disaster to business. To those who think our currency too re- 
stricted, let me say, here is a perfectly legitimate way of inflating it. 

Continue to add $150,000,000 annually of foreign coin to our circu- 
lating media, as has been done for the last ten years under our protect- 
2 system, and the present prosperity of the country will be continued 


Not only is the balance of trade thus immensely in our favor, but 
the volume has been more than doubled. 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the advantage to the United 
States in the matter of the foreign trade for the last ten years under 
the present protective system over that for the last ten years under the 
tariff of 1846 amounts to the immense sum of $1,905,654,491, for to 
the balance in our favor from 1876 to 1886 should be added the bal- 
ance against us from 1850 to 1860. This is surely a startling conclu- 
sion, but it is inevitable from the figures themselves. Here they are, 
taken from the statistical abstract of 1886: 


Value of merchandise imported into, and exported from, the United States; 
also annual excess of imports or of exports.—Specific values. 
FROM 1850 TO 1960, INCLUSIVE. 


E 
Total exports Excess of ex Excess of 
Imports. ports over imports over 
and imports. | “imports. exports, 
$144, 375,726 | $173, 509,526 | $317,885, 252 $29, 133, 800 
188,915,259 | 210,771, 429 399, 686, 21, 856, 170 
166,984,231 | 207,440,398 374, 424, 629 40, 456, 167 
203, 489,282 | 263,777,265 | 467,266,547 60, 237, 983 
236, 959,560 | 297,623,039 534, 582, 590 60, 663, 479 
218, 909,503 | 257, 808. 708 476, 718, 211 38, 899, 205 
281,219,423 | 310,432,310 591, 651,733 29, 212, 837 
293, 823, 760 642, 252, 102 54,604, 582 
272,011,274 | 263,338,654 | 535, 349, 928 8.672, 620 . ... .. . 
292, 902, 051 38, 431, 290 
333, 576, 057 20, 040, 062 


384,671 | 460,741,190 | 1, 
475,220 | 451,323,126 | 1, 
865,766 | 437,051,532 | 1, 
439,441 | 445,777,775 | 1, 
„638,658 | 667,954,746 | 1, 
377,346 | 642,664, 623 | 1, 
542,257 | 724,639,574 | 1, 
839,402 | 723,180,914 | I, 
513,609 | 667,697,693 | 1, 
189,755 | 577,527,329 | 1, 
679, 524,830 | 635, 436,136 | 1, 


INCREASE OF WEALTH GREATER FROM 1860 TO 1880 THAN DURING OUR WHOLE 
PREVIOUS EXISTENCE, 

This comparative view is truly astonishing, but let us take another 
from a different standpoint. It has been said that increase of popula- 
tion is one of the surest indications of the general prosperity ofa people. 
It certainly is of a town, city, or State, and why notofanation? The 
Tenth Census discloses the remarkable fact that for the twenty years 
from 1860 to 1880 the increase of population was actually greater than 
for the thirty years previous. From 1830 to 1860 the gain was 18,- 
547,301. From 1860 to 1880 it was 18,712,462, a difference of 165,161 
in favor of the twenty years from 1860 to 1880, and remember this 
twenty years covers the whole period of the war, and that war always 
works a serious interruption to population, much beyond the number 
of deaths occasioned by it. Not only does this period outmatch all 
others in increase of population, but also in the development of indus- 
trial enterprises and the advance of values. Look into the census again 
and you will find that in 1860 the total value of our manufactures 
was $1,885,861,676. In 1880 the value was $5,369,579,191, an in- 
crease of $3,483,517,515. The census of 1830 does not show the value 
of manufactures, and in fact but little else besides population; but tor 
the sake of the comparison we will not be limited to thirty years back 
of 1860, but will take the whole period of our previous history. The 
value in 1860 represents, of course, the whole gain in manufactures 
from our earliest colonization to that date; and yet the astonishing 
fact appears that the gain from 1860 to 1880 was nearly twice as much. 

In agriculture the comparison is only a little less striking. In 1860 
the estimated value of farms was $6,685,045,607. In 1880 it was 
$10,197,096,776, the gain in these twenty years being nearly as much 
as in our whole previous history. 

The reason why the gain in farm values is not as great as in mane 
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factures is because in a new country agriculture comes first and man- 
ufactures later. About the same gain as in farms is shown also in live- 
stock. Takefarm products. In 1860 we produced 173,104,924 bushels 
of wheat; in 1880, 459,483,137 bushels, a gain of 286,478,213 bushels; 
much larger than during our whole previous existence. In 1860 we 
harvested only 838,729,742 bushels of corn. In 1880 it was 1,754,591,- 
676, a gain of 916,862,933; actually greater than during our whole 
previous existence. 

Another fact should appear in this connection, and that is, that under 
the tariff of 1846, our export of breadstuffs, which it was claimed that 
tariff would particularly help, declined from $68,701,921, in 1847, to 
$24,472,310, in 1860; but under protection rose from-that low figure to 
$228, 036,835, in 1880. ; 

Further comparative statistics could be given, all telling the same 
story, but one more must suffice. In 1860 our estimated aggregate 
national wealth was $16,159,616,063. In 1880 it was $43,642,000, 000, 
a gain in these twenty years of $27,482,393,932, thereby showing that 
the American people under twenty years of protection made greater 
development in material wealth and greater acquisition of money and 
values than was made by them in their whole career previous to that 
time; and when the census for 1890 shall have been taken it will reveal 
for the present decade a corresponding development of every element 
of material greatness, and yet our Democratic tariff-reduction friends 
are sighing for what they call the ‘‘ halcyon days“ of the Republic, un- 
der the revenue tariff, of 1846. How strange it is that some people 

are never satisfied ! 


THE AMERICAN SYSTEM THE SECRET OF THIS GREAT PROSPERITY. 


Now, who fails to see that under the present protective tariff the 
country has advanced in material growth as never before, and that every 
industry and every department of wealth has shared in the general pros- 
perity? But gentlemen tell us that this period of great prosperity is not 
due to our financial policy, but to the enterprise of our people, to the 
fertility of our soil, the richness of our mines, and the inventive genius 
which has been stimulated by our patent laws. But was not the same 
soil, the same mineral wealth, the same patent laws, and the samesturdy 
Anglo-Saxon stock here before 1860 as since? The fact is, the inventive 
genius of the American people has received its chief stimulus from the 
interest created in manufactures as the result of protection, while the 
patent laws have only furnished the inventor the same protection in 
the benefits of his invention that the tariff does the American pro- 
ducer in the benefits of American markets. The invention belongs to 
the inventor and American markets to the American people, and both 
the inventor and the American people should be protected in what be- 
longs to them. But still the marvelous thrift of the country in these 
twenty years and its wonderful financial record, absolutely without 
parallel in the history of the world, and made more notable still by 
the fact that during these twenty years at least 4,000,000 of our able- 
bodied workers were withdrawn for a period of four years from among 
producers, and not only became consumers of the national wealth, but 
distroyers of untold millions of property and values in a war the most 
stupendous and destructive in modern times, must in some way be ac- 
counted for. 

And when the fact stands out in bold relief that notwithstanding this 
3 of the war and the incalculable destruction of property on 
both sides, yet as an entire people, during the twenty years covering 
the war and all its losses, we actually made greater progress in every 
department of material greatness than during all the years of our pre- 
vious existence, the inquiring mind wants to know the reason for it. 
We have seen that it is not because of our soil, or mines, or patent 
laws; but credit something to them if you will. Credit something to 
the improved means of intercourse on account of railways built; and 
something, also, to the great change in our Constitution which has made 
us a nation of freemen with no crouching slave in all the land. I say 
credit something to all these causes, if you will, but the political econ- 
omist, the man of affairs will demand something more satisfactory; 
something that shall take a stronger hold upon the substance of things. 

But tell him that during these twenty years in which such wonders 
were performed, the Government was without interruption under a high 
protective tariff such as was never known before in the history of the 
country, a tariff under which every American interest was carefully 
cared for; one in which American products had the benefit of American 
markets, thereby stimulating production of every kind, especially man- 
ufactures, and that as the result the money paid by our people for man- 
ufactured goods was paid to themselves and kept at home. Tell him 
how these manufactures attracted to them the surplus labor of the 
world; how they built up towns and cities, thereby creating an active 
home market for the products of the farm, upon which labor also found 
orn employment, and better still, found homes; not a few, but 
millions. 

Tell him, too, that, having supplied ourselves with our own manu- 
factured goods and so not owing for them abroad, we have been able 
from our surplus productions sold to foreign countries to bring into our 
own circulation over $150,000, 000 annually for the last ten years, thereby 
furnishing capital for new enterprises and new industries; for the build- 
ing of railways and other public improvements, Tell him, also, that 


foreign merchandise, except articles not produced by us and so upon 
the free-list, has to pay before it can enter our markets about $228, 000,- 
000 annually now, formerly more, first for revenue, and then for the pro- 
tection of our own merchandise against articles of the same kind pro- 
duced by labor paid one-half as much as American labor receives, and he 
will see for one thing why the American workingman believes in the 
protective tariff, under which he is so well fed and clothed and housed; 
under which he has deposits in the savings-bank, and under which 
the greasy operative of the afternoon is the gentleman in slippers and 
wrapper by his own fireside in the evening. Inshort, tell the political 
economist that since 1860 the financial system of the Government has 
been what Henry Clay called the American system;’’ one in which 
the American people have taken care of their own interests, and have 
let England and the rest of the world take care of theirs; and he will 
then understand how this policy carried us through the war, and has 
enabled us since January 1, 1866, to pay $1,452,527,701 of principal 
and more than $2,000,000,000 of interest on the public debt, thus re- 
ducing it more than one-half, while the debt of every other first-class 
power on the face of the earth is constantly increasing. 

He will then understand why we are able to pay $80,000,000 annu- 
ally in pensions, and for current expenditures about $160,000,000 more. 
In short, he will see why it is that we have been able to handle suc- 
cessfully these bewildering problems in finance and pay these vast 
sums of money, and at the same time make such mighty strides in the 
development of the national resources and in the creation of national 
wealth. It is simply because for those twenty years the national 
housekeeping was on the American plan, of protection to every Amer- 
iean interest; and first of all that of keeping American markets for 
American products. Like the old housekeeper up in Vermont, we 
have not let everybody fry in our fat; and as the result we have had fat 
enough for American donghnuts all the time. [ Applause. ] 

Who will say in view of this unexampled, this almost incredible 
prosperity of the country under the present protective system that it 
is not a good one? Who will say that as a national policy it is not a 
wise one? And who can be so wild as to desire its overthrow? In 
answer to these questions here are a few declarations from the other 
side of the Chamber, which, I think, explain the Democratic views 
and disclose the Democratic purpose in respect of the tariff. 


DEMOCRATIC HOSTILITY TO PROTECTION. 


The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL], in his speech 
the other day, said: 


Under the scheme of tariff taxation, however, private property is daily and 
hourly taken, not for public but for private uses, without any compensation 
and without any excuse or pretext, except such as excites the derision and con- 
tempt of every disinterested, unprejudiced man. 

This plan as it is now and has been for years administered in this country isa 
monstrous perversion of every just principle of taxation. ` 

But against the perversion of this power of taxation to the unholy and un- 
hallowed scheme erroneously called“ protection“ I do complain, and shall en- 
deavor to show its illegality and injustice, and, if I can, some of the hollow 
pretenses on which it is founded and has been so long maintained, 


* 
Ju fact, protection is founded on injustice, and unless it produces inequality 
it fails of its purpose, deceives its friends, and belies its very existence. 


The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] said: 


I follow my party upon this great issue, the issue of the hour; and I have no 
right, sir, to look to any industry in your district or in my district or in the dis- 
trict of any other man in this country when the great fundamental question be- 
fore the whole country is, whether or not the systematized plan of robbery and 
plunder which has been in existence so long shall be kept up against the rights 
of the whole American people, [Applause on the Democratic side.] A 

Shall we meet the issue, or shall we keep on frente the people and pocket- 
ing the funds? I say the time is past for the discussion of questions of political 
economy. The people at large are now taking very little interest in abstract 
controversies upon free trade and protection. The thing that they demand is 
that the Government shall stop robbing them, and then they wiil argue the 
proposition whether the Government has the right to rob them. 7 

But, Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the Democracy here to stand true to their 
colors. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I appeal to them to stand up to 
the traditions of our party. A tariff for anything else than revenue is outside 
the traditions and principles of our party and at war with its pled, and his- 
tory. It is foreign to our platform. We have given to the people the assur- 
ances of our intention to do this. Let us prove our faith by our works. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Let us engrave upon the imperishable tablets 
of the law the truth of the doctrine we have proclaimed. 


The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANDES] considers it only a mild 
assault on protection. 

He says: 

A tariff for protection is indeed a piece of finesse to persuade men into slavery. 
I have been taught that the interests of the few should be subservient to the in- 
terests of the many. Buta tariff for protection has brought about a condition 
in which the millions own nothing and the few own millions, Millionaires are 
in “purple and fine linen,” while the millions are in fluttering rags. This is 
the result of protection. 

* * * * à * * 

The bill under consideration is a mild assault on this system of taxation. It 
proposes to so modify the law as to reduce the revenue to be raised under it 
about $54,000,000. If it had no other effect than to relieve the people annually 
of the burden of paying $54,000,000 unnecessarily into the Treasury, it would be 
a boon of great value, andevery Republican on this fioor would join us and pass 
the bill in an hour. z s: 


> * * 
Mr. Cheirman, I have always been opposed to the protective system, 
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The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] said in the Forty-seventh 
Congress: 4 

The first prejudice to be overcome is that so often answered. Itis verbal. It 
relates to the phrase free trade.” God save as,” said an eminent man, 
“from the evil spirit and from metaphors!” It is idle to explain that freedom 
and trade in themselves, together or separately, are not obnoxious to any one. 
No one champions slavery and isolation. Free-traders have but one : to 
be rid of that state of affairs which forbids nations to exchange with other 
their various products, untrammeled by hostile and prohibitory Free 
trade would remove hinderances. It would do it, while affording proper sup- 
port, byZcustom dues, to the Government. All a that if free trade were 
universal it would confer great blessings on mankind. It is therefore worth 
approximating to it, if we can not reach it. Our trade is only free as to exports; 
on our imports the exactions are laid, and as a consequence their prices are 


If, as I claim, free trade thus considered would achieve the greatest produe- 
tion at the least cost, who ought to complain? France, Germany, Russia, and 
the United States are the victims of the opposite idea, with what results as to 
3 and wealth in comparison with Great Britain the statisties amply 

onstrate. Free trade enablesa country to obtain commodities which it can 
not produce at all, or at a disadvantage. It is the most productive employment 
of the forces of the world. It would have every country produce that which 
will bring the greatest quantity of commodities. The amount of our losses by 
protection is to be measured by the excess of the price at which commodities 
are produced over that at which they can be imported. This can be proved 
by bills of lading and the expenses and percentages until the consumer receives 
the article, through many media, from the producer abroad. 

0 0 * * * $ * 

In 1880, at Cincinnati, the Democracy reaffirmed all the specifications of 1876. 

They are for revenue only. Upon this, whether my party fail or not, I stand. 


The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] said: 


Mr. Chairman, if I properly understand the derivation of the word “tariff,” 
its origin is not such as to commend it to the admiration of man, At Tarifa 
the Moors Jevied their duty and collected their customs from those whose ships, 
driven by adverse winds, were forced, in order to eseape destruction at sea, 
to suffer robbery ashore. If, as has been e this bantling brought 
forth in secrecy and darkness, which has been ed into this House in the 
arms of the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means, is of unknown 
parentage, it can be said in its favor that it can not have so base an origin nor be 
of so foul an extraction as the robber-born idol which our protectionist friends 
on the other side of the House hug to their breasts and worship with a devotion 
like that which the sin-cursed Israelites fell down to and adored, the golden calf 
their hands had made. 

This tariff is a most insidious enemy. It works in silence and under cover; 
and whilst it pretends to be giving us protection“ it is really stealing our sub- 
stance and destroying our lives. It is not the highwayman who boldiy enoja 
up on the public road and demands P Sead money or your life.“ but the sneak- 
thief who in an unconscious moment filches your purse, or the burglar who robs 
you of your possessions in sleep’s unconscious hour. 

$ s s 


* * = = 

I think it does not require a student of political economy to know that a 
“tariff” is a tax, and when we strip the question of the useless garments of 
show in which it is clad; when we take off the purple and the fine linen, the 
silks and the satins; when we stripit of the domino in whichit has been mas- 
querading there is seen the horrid features which we have been taught to toler- 
ate nec on the ground of necessity, but which we can never be taught to court 
or adore. 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, said: 


I repel it, sir; it is not American. It is the reverse of American. That 
is American which clings most closely to the fundamental idea that underlies 
our institutions and upon which the whole superstructure of our Government 
is erected, and that idea is freedom—freedom secured by the guaranties of govern- 
ment; freedom to think, to speak, to write; freedom to go where we please, 
select our own occupations; freedom to labor when we please and where we 
please; freedom to receive and enjoy all the results of our labor; 
sell our products, and freedom to buy the products of and freedom to 
markets for the ogg es our labor, without which the freedom of labor is re- 
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stricted and de Freedom from ts in working and marketing the 
3 toil, except such as may be necessary in the interest of the 
vernmen 
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We should lay taxes to obtain revenue, but not restrict importation. 


The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. MACDONALD] quotes approy- 
ingly this expression: A high tariff is legalized robbery.” 
Speaker CARLISLE, in the Forty-seventh Congress, said: 

It the gentleman means to ask whether I recognize a principle that would 
impose a duty above the revenue poa merely for the purpose of giving what 
is called protection my answer is in the negative. 

It we were called upon now for the first time to declare a principle or inaugu- 
rate a policy upon — — I should not hesitate to announce my adherence 
tothat which the largest è 
the channels of commerce in all parts of the world, and invites the producer and 


consumer to meet on equal terms ina free market for the exchange of their com- 


modities, for I sincerely believe that all commercial restrictions are in the end 
injurious to the interests of the people. 

Another gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN] said, in the 
same debate: 


But I assert that a tariff for revenue is a tax, and I assert tliat a tariff for pro- 
tection is pillage and robbery. 


The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] denounced the 
present protective system as iniquitous,“ and the President declares it 
to be “‘ vicious, inequitable, and illogical.’’? As one reads these unmeas- 
ured denunciations of the protective system the question naturally 
arises, how under such “‘ vicious, inequitable, and illogical’’ laws could 
the country have been so prosperous? Surely this prosperity must be 
a fiction or these men be false prophets. There is, however, nothing 
new in these utterances. They but voice the traditional opposition of 
Democracy to the principle of protection, and only too plainly show 
how soon if left to itself it would go back to the husks of a revenue 


tariff. ‘* Can the leopard change his spots or the Etheopian his skin?“ 
Why, in 1856 the National Democratic convention said: ~ 


The time has come for the people of these United States to declare themaalvos 
in favor of free seas and progressive free trade throughout the world, 


In 1876 the platform contained this language: 
We demand that all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenus, 


In 1880 the platform was “‘ for a tariff for revenue only.“ 
ANGLING FOR THE LABOR VOTE. 

Now, this was square Democratic doctrine, but the American people 
notified the Democracy in these two last elections that it was not their 
doctrine. And in 1884 they threw this bait to the laboring men of 
America. They said: — 

The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected without depriv- 
ing American labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign labor and 
without imposing lower rates of duty than will be ample to cover any increased 


cost of uction which may exist in consequence of the higher rate of wages 
prevailing in this country. 


By this device they caught enough laboring men to put the Demo- 
cratic party in power. And surely labor had a right to feel that when 
the reduction of taxation came, it would come in a way not to injure 
the man of toil. The declaration is plain: 


The reduction in taxation can and must be effected without depriving Amer- 
ican labor of the ability to compete successfully with foreign labor. 


And here, in passing, take notice that the Democratic party recog- 
nize that a difference exists between the wages of American and for- 
eign labor. Hence no tables are necessary to prove it. But what of 
this pledge? How does this bill redeem it? Can the artisan and la- 
borer be made to understand that a reduction of more than one-fourth “ 
the total, present amount of customs duties will in no way affect the 
price of his labor, when the products of foreign cheap labor can then come 
into our markets relieved from their present Pe Sa by that amount 
and at once go into competition with the products of his own labor? 
The inevitable result would be, first, to reduce American labor $54,- 
000,000 annually, for every article of merchandise represents a certain 
amount of labor. Not only is there ‘‘no excellence without labor,” 
but there is no value withoutlabor. Everything which makes us com- 
fortable in life, the food we eat, the clothes we wear, the houses in which 
we live, and the beds on which we sleep, are all the creation of labor, 
= their value depends upon the amount of labor necessary to produce 

em. 

Now, remember that the cost of ocean freightis but a trifle, especially 
on vessels in ballast, and when any of these commodities or any part of 
them produced by the cheap labor of Europe are put into our markets 
in competition with the products of American labor, relieved of $54,- 
000,000 duties which they now have to pay, does American labor fail 
to see that it must be reduced that amount to meet this changed con- 
dition? Surely this, or the American manufacturer must shut down 
altogether and leave labor with no employment. I say this will iney- 
itably be the first result, and it will be immediate; and the second 
stage will be worse than the first. 

Our markets thus thrown open will be glutted with foreign products, 
and there will no longer be a ready American market for American 

which, as theonly alternative, must go abroad ‘‘into the markets 
of the world,’’ as gentlemen sonorously tell us, and there be sold, of 
course, at the price of the pauper-made products of Europe; and to 
meet this situation, there must be a further reduction of American 
wages, even to the European standard. But this the American laborer 
would never consent to. Labor disturbances would follow, and man- 
ufacturing establishments would be broken up and sold under the ham- 
mer, as under the tariff of 1846. We should, in short, find ourselves 
struggling Syl mire of free trade, vie pee mran of gold 
going out country to pay for our purchases of manufactured goods 

in the markets of the woa” 
HOSTILITY OF THE BILL TO AGRICULTURE AND LABOR. 

This bill isa direct attack upon the nobility of labor, which the 
present tariff recognizes and protects. It is a clean departure in favor 
of free trade, which can never become successful as an American policy 
except by the degradation of American labor, and not of the wage- 
earner alone, but ofall who win their bread by daily toil, and of none 
more than of him who toils in the field beneath a burning sun—I mean 
the hard-working, poorly-paid farmer, who feeds and clothes us all. 
The advocates of this bill tell us that the farmer is least protected of all 
under the present law; that he deserves better treatment, and yet, 
strange enough, the bill takes away a large share of the protection he 
now has. It puts more than thirty articles, the product of agriculture, 
on the free-list, beginning with wool. Now, that free wool would oc- 
casion a great loss to the farmers of the country does not require proof. 
It is self-evident. The amount, however, is not generally understood. 
One writer estimates it at $355,000,000, giving great prominence to de- 
preciation in the value of lands now devoted to sheep husbandry, and 
adapted to but little else. Here would undoubtedly be a great loss, 
for the industry would be practically destroyed. . 

This is shown by the slight reduction in the tariff on wool in 1883, 
since which the number of sheep has fallen from 50, 626, 626 in 1884 to 
44,759,314 in 1887. There would also be a great loss in the reduced 
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sales of fat sheep. But these items are somewhat uncertain, only in 
amount, however, for it is certain they would exist in some degree. 
But there are two items capable of quite close estimation. One is the 
depreciation in the value of sheep now on hand, which could not be 
less than 50 cents per head, and would amount to $22,379,657. The 
other is tor decreased price of wool, which at 10 cents per pound on 
350,000,000 pounds, the annual product, would amount to $35,000,000. 

Now, saying nothing of the other large losses, here is the snug sum 
of $57,376,657 out of the farmers’ pockets at once, and the same amount 
annually thereafter. But the mischief would not stop here. The 
number of sheep would be speedily reduced. If the slight tariff re- 
duction of 1883 reduced the number of sheep 6,000,000 in three years and 
raised the quantity of imported wool from 78,000,000 pounds in 1884 
to 114,000,000 pounds in 1887, what would be the result of free wool? 
The average last year’s price was 22 cents per pound. The immediate 
result, if this bill were law, would be to reduce the price 10 cents, 
which would leave the farmer but 12 cents per pound; and all for the 
sake of giving the American people a chance to buy wool in the mar- 
kets of the world.” . 

For a time they would get it cheaper, but when the American farmer, 
discouraged and broken down, ceases to produce wool, how easy for a 
syndicate to raise the price, even above the present figure. Then we 
would have dear wool and dear mutton; but the American farmer would 
have neither to sell. Nor is this all. 

Instead of the $77,000,000 now paid American farmers for the annual 
American wool-clip, that amount would go out of the country every year 
into the free-traders’ paradise, the markets of the world.” Thus do 
we see how free wool would affect unfavorably the general prosperity 
of the country, but most of all the American farmer; and what does 
this bill propose to give him in place of the wool industry and the profit 
of it? It proposes to give him 

FREE SALT 

There is now a duty on coarse salt of 8 cents per 100 pounds, or $1.60 
perton. ‘The farmer, if a large one, may use 500 pounds, and here 
would be a saving of 40 cents. The duty on fine salt, used for dairy- 
ing purposes, is 12 cents per 100 pounds. One pound of salt is usually 
added to 16 pounds of butter, so the duty on the salt in one pound is 
one-sixteenth of a cent. If the farmer makes a ton of butter he will 
use 125 pounds of salt, on which the duty would be 7}% cents. So the 
farmer would save on his salt the princely sum of 47}4 cents annually. 

PRESIDENTIAL PHILOSOPHY, 

But, say the free-traders, under this bill he will get cheaper clothing; 
and the President, in his message, solemnly tells the American Congress 
that the farmer who has a flock of fifty sheep which yield 300 pounds 
of wool on which the duty, if of the best quality, would be $36—this 
is the President's sum—when he comes to “clothe himself and family 
for the winter finds more than this tariff profit, swept away as the re- 
sult of the tariff scheme.“ 

The total annual consumption of wool in the United States for all pur- 
poses does not average quite 7 pounds per capita; and if the duty at 12 
cents per pound be added to the price it would make 84 cents for each 
person; and if to that amount be added as much more per pound as duty 
on the manufactured article, it would make $1.68 tax for each person. 
At this rate $36 would furnish on an average of our whole population 
20 persons with woolen goods of every description, including blankets 
and everything, for a fall year. 

But here is the statement of the President, and it can only be ac- 
counted for in this way, that when he made that point he had in his 
eye a very large family. He must have been thinking of a Mormon 
family. ‘This is rather more than an average free-trade argument, but 
I expect will not serve to pull the wool over the eyes“ of the American 
farmer who reads the papers, and, though not given to much talking 
will tell you next November what he thinks about free wooland ‘‘ the 
markets of the world.” [Applanse. ] 

FURTHER HOSTILITY TO THE FARMER. 

Iwish I had time to show still further in detail the hostility of this bill 
to the great industry of agriculture. How it not only takes away pres- 
ent protection, but fails to make any provision in cases where increased 
protection ought to be given. Take barley for instance. Last year 
there were imported into this country 10,000,000 bushels, which Amer- 
icans ought themselves to have produced. But this bill does not raise 
the duty on barley to 20 cents per bushel as it ought. In four days in 
January last, at the port of New York, 149,000 bushels of potatoes 
were Janded from foreign countries. But this bill instead of raising 
the duty from 15 to 25 cents per bushel, under the head of vegetables, 
puts potatoes on the free-list. During the last fiscal year about 1,000, - 
000 bushels of beans and peas and 18,000,000 dozens eggs were im- 
ported. On all these articles and many others the duties ought to be 
increased, and thus give protection to the very best representative of 
American labor, the farmer. 

But instead of this the bill opens our markets to foreign agricultural 
products, on which as entered from Canada alone $1,800,193 duties were 
paid last year, thereby compelling the American farmer to compete in 
his own markets with the products of Canadian labor, which is from 
one fourth to one-third less than in the United States. And this is the 
way the Democratic party is taking care of the American farmer! 


laid since the foundation of the Government. 


ee the way it is taking care of labor and redeeming its pledge 

Reduction of taxation can and must be effected without depriving American 
labor of the ability to compete with foreign labor. 

Some one may want to know how the Democratic party came by this 
Republican doctrine in its platform of 1884. It was borrowed by it to 
meet the emergencies of the last campaign; but, being found inconsist- 
ent with free-trade philosophy, it has been allowed to fall into ‘‘innoc- 
uous desuetude.’ The nobility and dignity of labor always has been 
and is now the battle- cry of the Republican party. 

This side of the House claim that taxation can and must be re- 
duced ” in a way not to affect unfavorably American labor or any other 
American interest. In the beginning of these remarks I indicated a 
plan for doing this, and will now outline another, upon the ground 
that the Democratic party will not consent to the appropriations already 
spoken of. 

WHICH SYSTEM SHALL GO? 

First, then, we now have two distinct systems of taxation, two sets 
of officials, and two distinct sources of revenue. One system is by 
duties on imports, from which we receive about $228, 000,000 annually. 
The other is by an excise tax on alcoholic and fermented liquors and 
tobacco, from which we collect about $118,000,000 annually. To col- 
lect the internal revenue it takes nearly four thousand persons at a cost 
of $4,065,148,87 in 1887. About the same number are employed in 
collecting customs duties and at about the same expense. 

Now, the economical business man will at once say, unless imprac- 
ticable, one or the other of these distinct systems should be abolished 
and one or the other of these yastarmies of officials should be disbanded. 
The only question is, which shall it be? 

Gentlemen giveas a reason for reducing present tariffduties that they 
are a war tax. They are only so in degree, for customs duties have been 
The First Congress, on 
July 4, 1789, passed 

An act for laying duties on goods, wares, and merchandise. 

The preamble of that act was as follows: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of Government, for the discharge of 
the debts of the United States, and the encouragement and protection of manu- 
factures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported. 

Now, in passing, let me ask my free-trade friends to notice that here 
is a declaration by the fathers in favor of a protective tariff which they 
now denounce as ‘“‘ pillage and robbery.““ : 

Washington approved that bill, and Madison and many others who 
framed the Constitution were members. This was an act worthy of 
Independence day. It announced a principle, the principle of protec- 
tion, which shall be as imperishable in the American system as the 
Declaration of Independence itself. Thus early was custom-house tax- 
ation established, and it has been the settled policy of the Government 
since. No one pretends, not even the free-trader, that this system can 
be wholly dispensed with. If, in this day of peace, war taxes should 
be reduced, as they should, then, first of all, reduction should be made 
of excise taxes, for they are in every sense war taxes. 

THE INTERNAL-REVENUE SYSTEM TEMPORARY, 


The creation of the present internal-revenue system was a war meas- 
ure to meet the extraordinary demands of the Government for money, 
and was understood at the time to be temporary in character, precisely 
as was the internal-revenue act passed to meet the emergencies of the 
war of 1812, and that also of 1792, to meet the unpaid expenses of the 
Revolutionary war. Neither of these old acts were retained a moment 
longer than the necessity lasted. So should we now hold to the same 
policy of treating the present internal-revenue system as temporary, 
and as rapidly as possible dispense with it, and return to productive 
employment the four thousand men who now feed at the ‘ public 
crib,” and thus save in the expenses of the Government $4,000,000 
annually. 

This would be conducting the Government on business principles. 
But to the question of reduction, we must cut off from present reve- 
nues $60,000,000, I have already given some reasons for the repeal of 
the tobacco tax, and others might be given, the principle of which is 
that it is a home product and consequently a direct tax upon one of our 
industries. This is $30,000,000 and would reduce the internal reve- 
nue force about one-third, and the expense of it probably over $1,000,- 
000 annually., 

But what of the other $30,000,000? The tax on distilled spirits and 
fermented liquors was $87,509,200 in 1887. If this tax were only 
about $30,000,000 I would make the reduction here. 


THE WHISKY RING, 


„What, says some one, take the tax off from whisky??? Les.“ 
„And have free whisky?“ No; I would have prohibition.” But 
why take the tax off from whisky? Because it has produced a pow- 
erful combination, known as the “whisky ring,’’ which has done and 
is doing more to debauch public sentiment and corrupt political action 
than all other causes combined. This ring makes enormous profits 
out of the business, which are prostituted to the worst of purposes. 
It has a way of strangling temperance and other wholesome legislation, 
not only here at the national capital, but in the States where it is most 
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powerful. Thereport of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue shows 
969 distilleries in operation, which produced, in 1887, 75,974,376 gal- 
lons of whisky. This would be an average of 78,404 gallons to each 
distillery. It is susceptible of perfect demonstration that at least 
$1 profit is made on each gallon by the distiller. This would give 
each one $78,404 net profit on an average—some more and some less. 
This amount of money makes the whisky baron’’ capable of much 
good or evil. On each gallon of whisky the distiller pays to the Govern- 
ment a tax of 90 cents, but not when it is made nor on the amount 
then made. It is first put into a bonded warehouse owned by the Gov- 
ernment, and kept three years at the expense of the Government, 
guarded by Government officers; and on every barrel of 40 gallons 7 
gallons are deducted for leakage, whether there is any in fact or not, and 
on the balance, then ripe and mellow for the market, the tax is paid, 
but not if in the mean time the whisky is destroyed by fire or other cas- 
ualty. In that case the tax is wholly remitted. All these privileges have 
been granted at the dictation of the Whisky ring,“ which has its 
sentinels on constant duty here at the Capitol to see that no harm comes 
to its interests. I would have this tax repealed at the first practicable 
moment, because I do not believe the American people can afford to 
remain in copartnership with these 960 whisky ns’? in this ne- 
farious business and divide the profits by taking 90 cents as often as the 
‘barons’? take $1. The terms is not the point of my objection; it is 
the character of the business. I am for its repeal, also, because of its 
neutralizing effect upon prohibitory laws in prohibition States, by grant- 
ing in these States licenses; thus giving moral support, in fact legal 
sanction, to license as against prohibition. This is illustrated by the 
fact that in the State of Vermont, a prohibition State, the United States 
has 498 licensed retail dealers in spirituous and fermented liquors, and 
nine wholesale dealers, and collects from them a revenue of $13,150 
annually, The effect of this can not be otherwise than demoralizing 
upon local prohibitory legislation. For these reasons and others that 
might be given I can not look with favor upon the whisky tax or any 
part of it, and can tolerate it only so long as absolutely necessary. 

But it is suggested by some that this tax on whisky makes it so ex- 
pensive that less is drank, and to some extent this may be true. It is 
also apparent that we can not now spare from our revenues the whole 
of this $87,000,000, and tocut off then: $30,000,000 would neither 
reduce the expense of the system nor mitigate its evils. When touched 
at all it should be torn up root and branch, and public opinion should 
be educated up to this point as against the time when it can be done. 
The fact, also, that whisky is a luxury, and as such a proper object of 
taxation, naturally raises the question, whether this reduction can not 
be made on some of the necessaries of life? And this leads up to the 
sugar question, 

THE SUGAR QUESTION. 

In 1887 we imported 2,377,729,920 pounds of sugar and 36,817,636 
gallons of molasses, which cost us $74,242,279.20. On this we paid 
$58,016, 686.37 duties. 

Here is an instance where it is fair to say that to the consumer the 
duty is added to the cost of the article, for the reason that there is not 
` guflicient production of sugar in the United States to reduce the price, 
our product in 1887 having been 269,533,920 pounds of sugar and 21,- 
508,734 gallons of molasses. 

If to the cost of this importation the duty be added, it presents the 
sum of $122,258,965.54, which the people of the United States paid for 
foreign sugars in 1887. The Government does not need that portion of 
this sum paid into the Treasury, and, if possible without injury to the 
sugar industry, the people should be relieved of this heavy tax on a 
food product. 

But worse still for the American people is the fact that we send $74- 
242,279.20 every year out of the country for sugar when we ought to 
produce every pound ourselves. The development of this industry 
has been very slow, although all the time protected by a high duty. 
But the truth is the plant for the manufacture of sugar from cane or 
sorghum or beets is very expensive. The American people have paid 
during the last ten years almost $500,000,000 duties on this necessary 
article of food; and though sugar is quite cheap, because of greatly 
increased production in France and Germany, yet they justly complain 
of this heavy tax. And I declare that it is the only duty through the 
whole tariff schedule of which the people have any right to complain 
or of which they do in fact complain. Now what shall be done? 
Shall the duty be removed and the industry be abandoned? I say no; 
the industry must not be abandoned: It was said on this floor the 
other day that sugar voted the Democratic ticket. I am sorry for that, 
it ought to know better; but mustbe protected just the same. 
Louisiana has 3,000,000, acres of land suited to cane growing, but now 
has only 100,000 under cultivation forthatcrop. Sugar from sorghum 
is being profitably produced in New Jersey and Kansas, and there are 
millions of acres in these States and others adapted to the growth ot 
sorghum. 

ae California the Alvarado Company has already turned out 6,884,- 
336 pounds of refined sugar from the beet at a fair profit, and other 
similar enterprises are in contemplation in that State, and only await 
the action of Congress on the tariff. We seem to be on the very point 
of rapidly advancing to the production of our own sugar. The pros- 


pect is indeed flattering, and such as to inspire courage to try the effec 
fora season, of more vigorous protection still. The . — peta et 
sugar in 1887 was $16,172,834.20. This is an item not to be despised. 
Yes, the sugar ind must be protected. The question is, how shall 
it be done with the least possible burden upon the people? And here 
may it not be possible to learn something from the history of the sugar 
industry in France and Germany? The discovery of the process of 
making sugar from the beet was in the time of Napoleon I. The story 
is an interesting one, but too long to be given here. Its growth from 
the first was stimulated by heavy bounties. In 1830 4,000 tons only 
were made, but under liberal bounties its product was doubled every 
ten years, reaching 448,300 tons in 1886. ‘The bounty now paid is 2 
cents per pound on exports, and imports are prohibited. Along with 
the production. of sugar went also the culture of wheat and the fatten- 
ing of cattle. 

In 1870, when Louis Napoleon visited the fair at Valenciennes, a tri- 
umphial arch was erected with this incription: 


SUGAR MANUFACTURE. 
Napoleon I, who created it, Napoleon II, who protected it, 
Before the manufacture of beet sugar Since the manufacture of beet sugar 
the arrondissement of Valenciennes | was introduced the arrondissement of 
88 695,750 bushels of wheat and | Valenciennes produces 1,157,750 bushels 
ttened 700 oxen. of wheat and fattens 11,500 oxen, 


In Germany under similar bounties and the prohibition of imports 
the product rose from 346,664 tons in 1875 to 997,962 tons in 1886, 
But, says some one, bounties are un-American, and the practice of 
granting special protection in this way must not be entered upon. I 
must admit that I share this prejudice against granting bounties out 
of the Treasury, and believe that as a rule all n protection can 
be given in the simplest and best way by duties on imports, But there 
are exceptions to all rules. Indeed, it has been said that the excep- 
tions are the best proof of the rule. 

The sugar question is exceptional in many particulars. It is excep- 
tional in the large amount of sugar imported; in the great total of duties 
paid upon importations; in the great expense of the plant for its manufact- 
ure; and in the failure of the present duty tostimulate production; and it 
is the province of real wisdom to recognize these facts and act accord- 
ingly. I would consent to bounties only in exceptional cases and to 
serve a temporary purpose, and not as a permanent policy. 

PLAN OF REDUCTION, 


Now then, I would dispose of the sugar question and with it the sur- 
plus, by taking $25,000,000 off the duties on sugar, and would pay out 
of the Treasury a bounty of 2 cents per pound on the production of all 
domestic sugars in quantities not less than 100 pounds, which would 
amount to about $5,000,000. This, added to the $25,000,000 taken off 
would reduce the revenues $30,000,000, and would save to the Ameri- 
can people $20,000,000 in the price of sugar. 

It would give sugar considerably more protection than it now en- 
joys, and ought to give the industry a start. This bounty could be paid 
through the present internal revenue bureau without additional ex- 
pense, and, if granted, I predict it would so stimulate production that 
within five years we should produce every pound we consume and have 
sugar to sell. Then, with the industry once established, this bounty 
could be withdrawn and suitable protection given by customs duties 
without the present heavy burden upon the people, for then our im- 
portations, ifany, would be light. Meanwhile I should hope public 
opinion would gradually, but surely, crystallize into a demand for the 
overthrow of the “‘whisky ring” by the repeal of the whisky tax, and 
we could then return to the settled peace policy of the Government, 
by raising revenue from customs duties only; and this is how I would 
reduce taxation and at the same time protect every American interest. 

VERMONT AND KENTUCKY, 


And here, just a word before I sit down, in reply to my friend, the 
gentleman from Kentucky, Governor McCREARY, who, to show the 
good standing of his State, compared her to the little State which I 
have the honor in part to represent. How so large a boy as Kentucky 
could expect any very great credit by pitching into such a little fellow 
as Vermont I could not then understand and shall have still to leave 
to the gentleman from Kentucky to decide for himself. The point he 
made was that Vermont came a little first into the Union, had been a 

rotection State, and now had but two members on this floor, while 
3 had eleven. And hence, if Kentucky had been a laggard, 
as the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Judge KELLEY, charged, Ver- 
mont was another, and a worse one. 

To begin with, let me say, as accounting in part for Kentucky's supe- 
rior numbers in this body, that it will be seen that with less than five 
times the population of Vermont she has one more than five times the 
members. This is because Vermont has a large unrepresented remnant, 
while the remnants of Kentucky are all here. The question raised by 
the gentleman as to the comparative standing of these two States can 
not be confined to area and population alone. If that were all, it would 
be disposed of by saying: Behold! Forty thousand square miles is more 
than 9,135, and 1,648,690 population is a greater number than 332, 268. 
This in itself would carry but little information. The real question 
is, according to her area and population, is Kentucky more or less of a 
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State than Vermont? Certain figures from the Tenth Census are full 
of instruction on this point. They may be foynd in the subjoined table. 

From them it appears, among other things, that with four and one- 
third times the area of Vermont, Kentucky has only three and one-halt 
times as many acres of farm lands, which are worth only two and eight- 
tenths times as much. In other words, Vermont farm lands are valued 
at $33 per acre, while Kentucky farm lands are valued at only $27 per 
acre. It also appears that Vermont is greater, not relatively, but act- 
ually greater in grass than this blue-grass State of Kentucky, for in 
1880 she cut five times as many tons of hay, and considering the great 
fame of the blu lands of Kentucky, this ought to speak fairly 
well for the hillsides of Vermont. 

Not only is Vermont ahead in grass, but she is a long way ahead in 
the production peracre ot corn, wheat, and oats. The average, as shown 
from the ten years from 1876 to 1886, is as follows: 


1880. Vermont. Kentucky. 
Bushels of wheat per acre. 14.8 9.6 
Average home price per bush $1.10 -72 
Aver value per acre..... $20.91 8.03 
Bushels of corn per acre... 35.5 26.7 
Average home price per bushel.. 66 34 
Ave value per acre. . . . $21.66 $8.58 
Bushels of oats per acre... 34.5 20.2 
Average home price per b 7 .32 
Average value per acre..... 13.31 6.72 


In passing, let us hastily draw one or two conclusions from these 
figures: Moral No. 1 is that Kentucky and every other free-trade State 
should profit by this better style of farming in a State where the people 
believe in protection. That they should develop their resources and 
create for themselves home markets for the sale of their agricultural 
products. Moral No. 2 is that Vermont farmers should understand 
that they are doing better than is done in States the fame of which is 
far greater; that they have a right to be proud of Vermont, and, to save 
her from the reproach of a small delegation in Congress, should stick 
by her and help swell her population. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman from Vermont allow me 

Mr. GROUT. I can not yield, because my time has almost expired, 
but will listen to a question. 

Mr. McCREARY. I wanted to make a single statement in justice 
to myself. On the 1st of May I was replying to the speech of the gen- 
tileman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ]—— 

Mr. GROUT. I can not yield to the gentleman to interject a speech 
into mine, but will yield for a question. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman inform me whether you have 
any public fund for education in Vermont, and whether you have any 
institution for the deaf and dumb? I assert you have none. 

Mr. GROUT. I can not yield, but will say Vermont has a school 
fund, but needs no institution for the deaf and dumb. Her people all 
talk and frequently hear more than they want to. 

Mr. McCREARY. Or whether you had an insane asylum in Ver- 
mont until 1836? 

Mr. GROUT. There is no better asylum for the insane any where 
in the United States than at Brattleboro, Vt. It has patrons from all 
over the country, and I presume some are there from Kentucky. It 
would be a good place for free-traders. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to ask the gentleman from Vermont one 
more question. 

Mr. GROUT. Very well; I yield for a single question. 

Mr. McCREARY. If the population of Vermont at the beginning 
of the century was 152,000 and that of Kentucky 158,000, and if now 
the population of Vermont is 332,000 and that of Kenuckty 1,648,000, 
do you not concede that those figures show greater progress in Ken- 
tucky than Vermont? 

Mr. GROUT. It shows, perhaps, that the people are more prolific in 
Kentucky, though I am hardly willing to admit that. The true ground, 
aside from area, on which to account for this difference in population 
is that large numbers of our people go West. We have, in fact, a 
larger population outside of Vermont than init, and I have constituents 
all over the West. Only yesterday I was called on by two gentlemen, 
one a Vermonter in Illinois, another in Wisconsin, who, though stran- 
gers to me, have not lost their interest in Vermont. 

Mr. McCREARY. I want to ask the gentleman from Vermont a 
very short question. It is this: Does not protection reach Kentucky 
as well as Vermont? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont has 
expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I want only afew minutes more, and will then answer 
any questions. 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask that the gentleman have additional time. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. McCREARY. Now, if the gentleman will permit me to repeat 
my question, I ask him if that protection he speaks of, and which he 
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says has done so much for Vermont, does not prevail in Kentucky aud 
all over the United States? 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly, only you do not believe in it; do not im- 
prove your opportunities. But I am only giving you facts and figures, 
and on your own ground,too, for you said Vermont had all the time 
been a protection State, but was behind, All I have to say is that these 
figures show what a people who believe in protection and practice its 
economy can do. 

Mr. McCREARY. But we believe we have prospered so well with 
protection that without the robbery which protection brings we would 
be more prosperous. But I deny that your figures and comparisons are 
correct. 

Mr. GROUT. The figures are taken from the Tenth Census. Those 
relating to the relative corn, wheat, and oat crop came from the Agri- 
cultural Department, and those relating to the late war from the War 
Department There is no escape from the figures. 

Anothernoticeable thing inthe table below is, that though Kentucky 
has instead of one and one-half times as many, say, almost twice as 
many, milch cows, yet Vermont actually makes the most butter and 
cheese—one and a half times as much butter and twenty-seven times 
as much cheese. In Vermont 115 pounds of butter are made from each 
cow, in Kentucky 60 pounds. This shows the difference between a 
people who believe in protection and one that believes in free trade. 
As explaining this in part, the table shows that Kentucky has one hun- 
dred and ninety-five dealers in oleomargarine, while Vermont has none. 

Instead of stripping her cows and making butter and cheese, Ken- 
tucky eats oleomargarine and grows eloquent over the markets ot 
the world.” [Laughter.] 

Not only do Vermont fields wave with grass and grain and the cows 
give down their milk in that protection State, but the sheep also know 
their friends, and yield 5} pounds per head of wool in Vermont, but only 
4 pounds per head in Kentucky, whose statesmen think the place for 
wool is on the free-list. Thus far Vermont is ahead, but candor com- 
pels me to admit that there are three things in which Kentucky takes 
the 1 namely: illiterates, saloons, and mules and asses. [Laugh- 
ter. 

Vermont’s per cent. of illiterates is 8.68; Kentucky’s, 36.79. In 
Vermont there is one saloon for every 667 population; in Kentucky one 
forevery 445. Vermont has 283 mules and asses; Kentucky, 116,153. 
[Laughter and applause. ] - - 

These figures also show that with one-fifth the population Vermont 
has more than one-half the capital in manufactures. And yet she is 
an inland, mountain State, with neither coal nor iron. Give her the 
one-hundredth part of the coal and iron of Kentucky and she would 
show what could be done with it. Thinkofit! Ten thousand square 
miles in one coal field. A larger area than all Vermont, and 4,000 in 
another. This ought to make Kentucky mistress of the Southwest. 
Some one has said that coal is empire, and on this formula, that coal 
is heat, heat is power, and power is empire. Let but Kentucky set 
herself about the development of her iron and coal and the creation of 
home markets for the sale of her agricultural products, and a more 
than regal crown awaits her in the day of her industrial activity, now 
near at hand. Indeed, the light is already breaking on her hilltops 
and she is stirring herself for the morning. She already has three Re- 
publican members on this floor who are staunch believers in the doc- 
trine of protection as taught by that great Kentuckian, Henry Clay, 
and thereturnsare stillcomingin. [Applause.] Another thing shown 
by this table is that the per capita wealth is $270 in Vermont and only 
$213 in Kentucky. 

Thus far do these comparative figures show for Vermont superior re- 
sults andsuperior quality, and quality is often a far better test of merit , 
than quantity. These figures, however, only relate to the material 
side of things. 

Butattention might be called to other fields, in which Vermont would 
not sufferin comparison with Kentucky. Take, forinstance, the other 
end of the Capitol, where the little State of Vermont, in the persons 
of her Senators, is at the head of the twogreat committees of the Sen- 
ate. The one, Finance, presided over by the distinguished author of 
the Morrill tariff, by which his name has become imperishably set in 
history, and who, full of years and fall of honors, can look back through 
a third of acentury of honorable service at this Capitol, the last twenty- 
seven years of which, under the tariff of his name, presents the very 
brightest chapter in all our history. The other, the Judiciary, first in 
importance in that judicial body, presided over by the first lawyer in this 
great country, whose greatability, great learning, and great good sense 
easily make him the admitted chief, the noblest Roman of them all. 
So much for Vermont in the United States Senate. In a scale of one 
hundred Vermont claims 100 points. How many does Kentucky claim? 
Here again the test is one of quality, not of quantity. 

Mention might also be made of another great Vermont lawyer, whose 
great name so recently brought him dangerously close to the highest 
judicial honor in the land. And the only hope of Vermont is that the 
one selected may bring to that high seat the learning and culture and 
judicial sense which so distinguishes the gifted Vermonter, whose only 

fault is that he isa Democrat. But the motto of Vermont is to do even 
/ 
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a bad job well, and so she turns ont first-class Democrats, and the min- 
ister at the court of St. James is first of his class. [Applause.] If not 
going back too far, I would give the gentleman from Kentucky the name 
of Ethan Allen, whose statue Vermont has placed in Memorial Hall, and 
who, with a handful of Vermonters, to the surprise of military men the 
world over as to how it could have been done, as well as to the garrison, 
captured from the British, in 1775, Fort Ticonderoga, demanding its 
surrender in the darkness of night by the light of a burning taper in 
the name of the great Jehovah and the Continental Congress.“ 

Here again it was.quality and not quantity. I would also givehim 
the name of Stannard, who, with his brigade of Green Mountain boys, in 
the very nick of time fell upon the flank of Pickett's charging column 
at Gettysburgh and turned the tide of that greatand decisive battle in 
the late terrible struggle forthe preservation of the Union, over the bless- 
ings of which all tongues are now eloquent. [Applause.] Let me also 
here call attention to another fact, namely, that in that bloody contest 
for the supremacy of the old flag, Vermont laid upon the altar of her 
country a larger sacrifice than any other State of those killed in action, 
which is the supreme test of devotion in that supreme moment when 
battles are lost or won. In other words, the per cent. of her troops 
killed in action was greater than that of any other State. The per 
cent. between Vermont and Kentucky is as follows: Vermont had one 
killed for every thirty-two and two-thirds men in the service; Kentucky 
had one killed for every fifty-four men in service. But this estimate 
includes colored troops. If white troops alone are taken Kentucky’s 
per cent. would be one for every thirty-seven, which leaves Vermont 
four and one-third points ahead. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to pur- 
sue this comparison further, and will leave with my friend, the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, who is a good judge of facts and figures, to say 
whether he thinks Vermont is, after all, very much behind Kentucky. 
[Applause. ] 


1880. Vermont. Kentucky. 
332, 286 1, G48, 690 
Square miles . 9,135 40, 000 
$86, 806,775 | $350,563, 971 
Acres of land in 3, 286, 461 10, 731, 683 
Farm values ...... $109,336,010 | $299,298, 631 
.| $4,879, 285 $9, 734, 634 
Tons of hay 1.051, 183 218,739 
ich cows.. 217,083 301, 882 
Pounds of bu 25, 240, 826 18, 211, 904 
Pounds of butter per cow. 115 60 
Pounds of cheese. 1,545, 789 58, 468 
Sheep...... . 433, 870 1,000, 269 
Wool ...... 2,551, 113 4,592, 57! 
$23,265,224 | $45,813,039 
28. 674 607,578 
8.68 36.79 
498 3,702 
667 465 
283 116, 153 
33,168 52, 057 
120 23,708 


33, 288 | 75, 760 

7 1,590 

A — 324 37 
White and colored 32} 54 


Mr. SEYMOUR. Mr. Chairman, protection with us is in a large 
sense a political term. When the colonies organized themselves into 
a government, the fundamental idea upon which such organization was 

based was stated to be the protection of life, liberty, and property. 
When the Constitution was framed the means provided for its main- 
tenance was through the collection of taxes, duties, imposts, and excises 
to pay the debts and to provide for the common defense and general 
welfare of the United States, with which was added the clause to regu- 
late commerce with foreign nations. In the practical collection of 
duties was embraced the principle of so adjusting them as to afford 
protection to agricultural and manufacturing interests. On January 
11, 1790, George Washington, in a speech to Congress, declared that— 
22 ps ad. Go Aa EOE DAA oF OET oe 
sential, particularly mili supplies. The advancement of agriculture, com- 
merce, and manufactures not, I trust, need recommen: n. 

The preamble of the first tariff bill declared that it was for the dis- 
charge of the debts of the United States, and encouragement and protec- 
tion of manufactures. The principle of protection was deduced from the 
Constitution, approved by the fathers and embraced in the legislation of 
the First Congress, alternately increased and diminished of its protect- 
ive character until 1861, when the bill known as the Morrill act was 
adopted, and became thereafter, with modifications, the fixed policy of 
the Government. Until the passage of the Morrill bill the tariff legis- 
lation of the country was so uncertain in its continnance, and so often 
the foot-ball of parties, marked by a lack of steadiness essential to the 
establishment and development of great industries, that capital, 


ene and cautious, would not largely hazard in uncertain profits its 
own loss. 

The Morrill bill was the result of the nation’s judgment and neces- 
sities released from the opposition of the representatives of those who, 
living under a system of forced labor, were not interested in the pro- 
tection of free labor. In the Southern section cotton was king; not 
cotton manufactured, not cotton using skilled labor to make it into 
articles of apparel and use, but cotton unmanufactured, requiring only 
the crudest, most unskilled, and uneducated labor to place it in the 
market where skilled, educated, and free labor should weave and work 
it. The climatic condition of the South was favorable to the cultiva- 
tion and growth of cotton, and with forced labor prevented by law from 
education, with a market demanding its entire production, with its 
own supply limited by the simple increase of its forced laborers, it 
needed none if any protection, and was restive under the restraint of 
a protective policy which the interest of free labor was continually 
demanding of representatives in the American Congress. Subsequently 
given a fair experiment through the exigencies of war, nursed by a 
growing favorable sentiment and practical resalts, the protective sys- 
tem succeeding a depleted Treasury, and kept in operation through 
phenomenal governmental expenditures until an extraordinary credit, 
based upon growth and prosperity, had funded at low interest our un- 
paid debt, so that when the party inaugurating the system had trans- 
ferred the Government to its successor, one of the first questions pre- 
senting itself to the incoming administration as propounded by it was, 
what shall we do with the surplus ? 

True to the instincts of an earlier policy, the leader of the party and 
Executive of the nation proposed to impair by repeal and unnecessary 
reduction the very system which caused the surplus. Other methods 
were suggested, other means could be employed to reduce the revenue 
within the limits of governmental expenditure without destroying the 
principle through which prosperity had come. Whatever inequality 
existed might be corrected without impairing its vitality and a suffi- 
cient reduction effected by removing burdens of taxation which are in- 
dividually burdensome and universally borne as meastires almost en- 
tirely of revenue. The misleading statement that a duty isa tax under 
all circumstances and conditions is the sophistry by which revenue re- 
form through tariff reduction and repeal is sought to be effected. The 
customs duty is a barrier against the introduction and sale of foreign 
merchandise or products within the limits of the territory where the 
duty is operative. The foreign manufacturer or producer is thus com- 
pelled to add the amount of duty to the cost, including his profits, in 
order to sell his merchandise or products within the protected terri- 
tory. $ 

The home manufacturer or producer adds to the cost of manufacture 
or production his profit, and through this addition fixes his price. If 
the price of the foreign seller is below that of the home seller, then the 
latter must reduce or omit a profit in order to compete with the former. 
Naturally if the home seller by asmall profit can drive the foreign seller 
from the market he will pursue this course, and by larger sales equal 
or increase the sum of his profit. By large sales and increased produc- 
tion the manufacturer or producer will decrease the cost of making or 
producing, and so it comes to pass that invention enters as a factor, con- 
structs improved machinery, business becomes divided by competition 
and increased production within the home market, so that cost and 
price fall below the lowest amount which the article or product could 
be purchased in the outside market when the duty was laid. The best 
improved machinery constructed by the foreign and home manufacturer 
comes to be used by both, and the outside and inside price of each is 
decreased and oftentimes equalized irrespective of duty. 

The duty acts as a barrier in times of depression, preventing the 
home market from being glutted with auction or bankrupt goods. it 
thus serves to steady prices and prevents foreign syndicates or trusts 
from depressing prices below the cost of manufacturing or production 
in any country, and through such depression in the home market ruin 
home manufactures, with the expectation of occupying or controlling 
such market in the future at increased prices. Syndicates and trusts 
may and do operate as well in a free-trade country as in a protected 
one. They are not of American origin. They are as old as the history 
of trade and commerce, and though existing by different names or in 
different forms, the effect of control, increase of price, or agrandize- 
ment is the same. It is a system of profiting without labor, excepting 
so much as is needed to operate on the necessities, hopes or fears of 
men; it bore its fruit under the feudal system; it lives beneath the 
favor of absolutism. Its aggregated wealth seeks out and fattens 
upon the needs of communities or individuals. It can divine and an- 
ticipate a famine or a panic with the keen scent of an expert. Familiar 
with statistics, it corners a short supply and anticipates an active de- 
mand by making the supply shorter. In a country exportingannually 
over a hundred million bushels of wheat it purchases the surplus and 
works the hog product in the market for all it is worth. Organiza- 
tions and unions seek to control capital and labor in free-trade as well 
as protection countries. Larger profits and lessor little capital, less 
hours and greater pay is the watchword of all in free-trade as well asin 
protection states. taking its own risk, making its qwn profit, 
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or suffering its own loss, ultimately, through the leveling process ot 
experience, arrive at the common-sense principle of fair equivalents. 
Behind the ægis of protection small interests are built up, until demand 
makes them large, cheapening cost until active and threatened ruinous 
competition makes them combine for mutual protection, and, as they 
suppose, to ward off destruction or bankruptcy. Such combinations 
generally prove of short duration, andself-preservation compels each to 
enter again the arena of competition. 

Americans are too earnest and enterprising to remain idle unless ab- 
solute disaster threatens. Such production, stimulated and increased 
by a protective tariff, is a net gain to the nation, and is expressed in the 
formula: That the whole price of any article is ultimately resolvable 
into rent, profit, or wages. Rent, profit, and wages are national net in- 
come, and create markets where they are spent;“ or, more tersely 
stated, ‘‘the gross value of every product of industry is national net 
income.“ When the aggregated or national income is increased by 
production individual wealth is greater, individual needs are multi- 
plied, and the demand for labor increased. When all these are active 
and in just proportion, labor is well cared for and paid; for prosperity 
has come, and in this condition of things the divine precept applica- 
ble to labor is complied with: Thou shalt not muzzle the ox that 
treadeth out the corn.“ Were I to give an example of an article cheap- 
ened under protection and in manufacture, I should cite steel 
rails, the yearly average of the price of which was $158.50 in 1868 per 

ton in this country, and in 1884 was $30.75, and during the month 
of April, 1885, was $26, and were selling in England in December last 
at $22 to $23 per ton. The price here is $31 to $32, while the duty is 
$17 per ton, showing that the difference of price in the two countries 
is not the difference of duty. It results from the higher price of labor, 
which begins in the mining of the ore and continues until it ceases with 
the production of steel rails. 

The production of steel rails in Great Britain in 1887 was 1,021,847 
tons, and in the United States was 2,101,904 tons. The excess of pro- 
duction of over 1,000,000 tons in the United States over that of Great 
Britain in a single year would be impossible except under the system 
of protection. Greater improvements in manufacture, lower internal 
freights, larger demand, and cheaper labor must be had before the price 
can be equalized in the two countries. The reduction in price has con- 
tinued under the Morrill tariff and its modifications till in exceptional 
cases steel rails have been sold for $26 per ton as stated, which is less 
than the duty of $28 per ton imposed in 1860. 

The affairs of the Jackson Mining Company of Michigan, which are 
said to have been disclosed through suit, have been instanced in this 
debate as showing the enormous profits of the iron trade. The busi- 
ness of this company embraced the mining of ore and the smelting of 
this material in two furnaces. The Jackson Iron Mountain was the 
site of the first discovery of iron in the upper peninsula of Michigan; 
easy of development and rich in product, the mine was one of those 
which, surviving failure, remunerated its subsequent owners. 

Exceptional cases of profit do not establish the average rule of gain. 
The Calumet and Hecla, said to be the largest and richest mine in 
this country or the world, stands phenomenal amidst deserted claims, 
abandoned villages, and the waste of fortunes seeking similar profits in 
the mining of copper. Such examples have lured, in many cases, the 
investment of capital only to end in bankruptcy. In regard to that 
entire region, in testimony before the Ways and Means Committee, in 
1886, in reply to a question by Mr. Hewitt, But has not the mining 
of Lake Superior ore as a whole been profitable to the owners?” Mr. 
Ely, of Cleveland, replied, “‘ No, sir; not as a whole. Ithink that more 
money has been sunk in Lake Superior mines than ever came out of 
them. I have put more money into that region than I ever got out.’’ 

Mr. McMILLIN, I want to ask the gentleman whether it is not 
true that copper all over the world is controlled by a trust. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The same as whisky. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Worse than whisky. 

. Mr. SEYMOUR. I have not time to yield for interruptions. 

Lumber in the Mills bill has been placed on the free-list. Would 
such action be fair to the people of Washington and Oregon and the 
Territories of the Pacific Slope, if it is true, as the advocates of free-trade 
affirm, that lumber would be cheaper by the removal of the duty, to 
open these markets to the supply of Canadian lumber when the com- 
petition between our citizens living amidst vast forests will afford only 
a reasonable compensation to the labor and capital employed? Ido 
not believe if the duty were removed the price of lumber to the pro- 
ducer in our Eastern and Middle States would be reduced, but the 
amount which is now paid to the Government as a duty would inure 
to the benefit of Canadian sellers, inducing the advance of Canadian 
stumpage and increasing the amount of Canadian business. 

Take the article of salt, which is sold in Saginaw at 60 cents for 280 
pounds, including the barrel, which is worth 20 cents, leaving 40 cents 
for the salt. If the President is correct when he says the duty isa 
tax, or, to use his own words, those who buy domestic articles of the 
same class pay a sum at least approximately equal to this duty to our 
home manufacturers then if the duty is deducted, being at the rate of 
12 cents per 100 pounds, over 33% cents, the salt could be produced for 


62 cents for 280 pounds. Who would believe that so low a measure of | sti 


costcould be obtained, but will not rather wonder that salt can now be 
produced at that price with the duty added, that is, for 40 cents? Let 
us examine further. The census of 1870 shows the production of 17,- 
606,105 bushels of salt, valued at $4,818,229, while the census of 1880 
fixes the production at 29,800,298 bushels, with a less total value, but 
of the amount of $4,817,630. If such results as these happen, why is 
it necessary to put salt on the free-list, opening our market to the for- 
eign product, tending to produce unsteadiness in value, with no cer- 
tainty of producing any result but uncertainty? The price is now 
sufficiently low, if not below the price of remunerative wages and fair 
dealing. Prosperity comes through fair wages and reasonable profit 
on invested capital. 

Statistics show that the amount of onr manufactured products are 
increasing, while prices are decreasing. The aggregate value of manu- 
factures produced in 1860 was $1,885,861,676, while in 1880 it was 
$5,369,579,191. Our customs duties indicating annual variations 
through different conditions of business and modifications of the tariff 
yet show, in 1870, a revenueof $194,538,374, and in 1886 $192,905, 023, 
with an average revenue between and including the years named of 
$174,243,104. This statement indicates as much steadiness in rerenue 
without an excessive average as could be expected from changing con- 
ditions of business, increasing population, and occasional modifications 
of tariff during a period of seventeen years. ‘The ostensible reason 
given for the attack now made upon our protective system is because, 
as is stated, we are confronted with a condition, not a theory, and 
the necessity stated that 
the simple and plain duty which we owe the ple is to reduce taxation to 
the necessary expenses of an economical operation of the Government, and to 
restore to the business of the country the money which we hold in the Treasury 
through the perversion of governmental powers. 

The condition referred to is the surplus, and the duty the reduction 
of taxation to prevent an accruing surplus. Exactly what the per- 
version of Leite eae! poo may mean may be strongly inferred, 
if not absolutely decl , by the labored argument on the theory and 
against the protective system, instancing wool and not sugar, and at 
the same time advising the retention of internal-revenue taxes, which 
have always been levied as extraordinary or war taxes, and have hith- 
erto been repealed when the occasion for their imposition ceased. 

A reduction of these internal-revenue taxes, if not their repeal, would 
reduce the accumulating surplus, and such action so far as may be nec- 
essary would be in accord with the previous policy of the Government, 
and would leave the question of internal taxation to be adjusted, if de- 
sired, by the States. 

The repeal of the duty on sugar, which amounts to over $56,000,000, 
while, if a reasonable bounty were paid on that produced in this country, 
a saving would occur of over $50,000,000, and, as it is almost entirely a 
revenue tax, the total repeal of the duty on this article would go very 
far towards reducing the surplus. Sugar is consumed by every citizen, 
and the repeal of the duty would be felt by every individual. It 
might happen that foreign governments would impose an export tax 
equal to the duty repealed; if this should be done by Congress, and 
in that case our Government would lose the duty, as in the case of 
coffee, and the citizen would still pay it. The way is open to reduce 


the revenues of the Government to the limit of governmental expend- 


itures without impairing the protective system. Whatever irregu- 
larities and inequalities may exist in the law should be corrected, but 
the prohibition by the Ways and Means Committee of any hearing of 
citizens interested and affected by the changes which the bill proposes, 
in contravention to the wishes of the minority, would seem to indicate 
the disposition of the majority of the committee to revise and amend 
our present tariff laws, the so-called ‘‘ vicious, inequitable, and illog- 
ical source of unnecessary taxation,“ in accordance with a theory. 

These latter are strong words and attack a condition, not a theory, 
charged with a surplus. Would not that condition under lower duties 
receive greater revenue, and would not less revenue be derived through 
this bill only by acting on the theory of enlarging the free-list? The 
reduced duties of the bill will increase the surplus; the free-list or ab- 
solute free-trade portion of it will alone decrease the revenue, If this 
revision should pass it will be in order to inquire how many more of a 
similar kind will be necessary in order to reach absolute free trade, 
English sentiment through the English press answered when the Lon- 
don Times said: 

This o jon may not establish free trade in the strict sense of the term, 
but it will to a great extent make trade free. 

The issue is thus declared joined by foreign public opinion, which 
desires the destruction of the protective system. Listen to the warn- 
ing of Blanqui, one of the free-trade economists of France: 

Experience has already taught us that a people ought never to deli 
to the chances of Sorcha toad the fate of 5 weiner 

Said Alexander Hamilton— 


Though it were true that the immediate and certain effect of regulations con- 
trolling the competition of foreign with domestic fabrics was an increase of 
price, it is universally trne that the contrary is the ultimate effect of any suc- 
cessful manufacture. When a domestic manufacture has attained to perfection, 
and has engaged in the prosecution of it a sufficient number of persons, it in- 
variably becomes cheaper, and accordingly seldom or never fails to be afforded 
„ e than was the foreign article for which it is the sub- 
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Theexperienceof thenation during the past twenty-seven years proves 
the truth of the proposition—greater production and cheaper product. 

The nation, largely through the efforts of American labor, repudi- 
ating the principle that you should buy or procure where you can buy 
or procure the cheapest, prohibited the introduction of cheap Chinese 
labor as destructive to the interests of our industrial classes and an- 
tagonistic to the genius of our civilization. The Chinese must go; 
„cheap labor is not our shilboleth or belief“ was the sentiment which 
chrystallized into a statute, and has become a settled principle in our 
laws. Humanity has heart and soul in its movements, and the decree 
went forth that the cold and unfeeling rule of trade, buy labor or goods 
where you can buy the cheapest, should be moderated by that more 
humane and Christian rule, live and let live.“ Wealth under any 
conditions of government will not come to all, but comfortable living 
should be within the reach of each and the reward of reasonable and 
continued toil. 

To promote the general welfare was not anidle or unmeaning phrase 
in a Constitution so short, concise, and expressive as ours. Through 
the beneficent workings of that Constitution and the laws made in pur- 
suance of its powers and interpretations our land has become the home 
of the free and the asylum of the oppressed. It has drawn to its pro- 
tection all who were willing to be molded by its civilization and as- 
similated by its citizenship. The Irishman from his bog, the Scottish 
crofter froni his native heather, the English toiler of the same kith and 
kin of London’s vast body of unemployed who but lately advertised 
their idleness and suffering in Trafalgar Square, have bid adieu to the 
shadow of the blessings of free-trade England to partake of the sub- 
stance of American protection, and joined the grand procession which 
has since 1880, at the rate of half a million of people annually, sought 
homes within our limits. The term vicious“ can notjustly be applied 
to a system which labor so largely seeks and men in such numbers 
come to for betterment. Labor believes in the Scripture adage, ‘‘ By 
their fruits ye shall know them,” and continually comes. 

The immediate cause for thrusting the question of the reduction of 
the tariff so pointedly and strongly upon the attention of Congress to 
the exclusion of other business was stated to be the necessity for the re- 
ductionofthesurplus. This condition arose from a policy inaugurated by 
the party which championed the Morrill billin 1861. During the years 
which intervened the triumph of American arms, the success of Amer- 
ican financial policy, the increase of American population, the growth 
of American wealth, the rapid development of American manufactures 
have been the wonder and astonishment of the world. The deference 
with which Europeans treat Americans abroad is the highest acknowl- 
edgment of their respect and fear. It is the tribute of the oppressed 
and oppressors of Europe to the integrity and ability of the American 
people, and the genius and glory of American institutions, 

Patrick Henry said: 

I have but one — 9 by which m 
perience. I know of no way of judging of the future but by the past. j 

Scrutinized by that light, judged by that standard, the American Gov- 
ernment, in all that gives strength, and tone, and character to national 
life, during the past twenty-seven years of its protective policy stands 
unrivaled and unexcelled in any other portion of its own or the world’s 
history. Inflexible in the maintenance of its laws, lenient to the dis- 
turbers of its peace, just to its creditors, bountiful to its defenders, pro- 
gressive in ihe direction and breadth of its policy, protective in the 
spirit of its internal regulations for the development of its immense na- 
tional resources, it towers above the nations of the past in the nobility 
of its aspirations and the grandeur of its achievements. 

Cutting out the canker which was gnawing at the vitals of the body- 
politic, obliterating the element of weakness and decay from its Con- 
stitution, the nation whose courage and intelligent action had grappled 
with the disease and compelled a remedy is now met with the attempt 
to reverse the policy through which triumph and prosperity came, 
under the guise of a condition, what shall we do with the surplus? 
If the solution was sought on the principle of revenue reduction alone 
it might ere this have been settled by an overwhelming majority in this 
House. If the method of its solution had not been prescribed in the 
message which presented the question an agreement of counsel and ac- 
tion might have been more easily secured. But the way was indicated, 
the course of action was pre-determined. 

The perversion of governmental powers“ is a distinct charge. The 
wool argument is a certain indicator, and the “‘ vicious, inequitable, and 
illogical source of unnecessary taxation’’ is a phrase easily understood. 
No donbt can exist as to the details of the contest or the nature of the 
issue presented. If adopted as part of the organic law it would strike 
with paralysis the growing industries in different sections of thi 
sparsely settled Republic. Beyond the Mississippi the hum of manu- 
facturing industry is but little heard. Capital and enterprise in the 
future will completely cover, as they have already dotted, it with pros- 
perous settlements and comfortable homes. That largely unoccupied 
domain needs the fostering influence of the protective system to secure 
markets for its products, develop its resources, induce rapidity of set- 
tlement, and ample means of communication to connect and cement its 
interests in the indissoluble bonds of commercial and national unity. 

May we not turn to that other section lying to the south and east 


feet are guided, and that is the lamp of ex- 


of the territory described, whose representatives upon this floor with 
their ancient solidity are combating the principle of protection and 
calling it revenue reform? Was it too much to expect that the people 
of those States would turn aside from their accustomed solidarity, di- 
viding their strength on the great question of industrial protection, 
since they are now seeking to develop their natural resources, induce 
manufacturing, and entering with confident hope in the national lists 
of industrial and manufacturing p rity? Itis recorded that the 
growth of the iron interests of the South during the past few years has 
been the marvel of the age. It is stated, in 1880 the South made 397,301 
tons of pig-iron; in 1887, 712,835 tons, and it is estimated that in 1888 
the output will be 1,500,000 tons. The immense mountain of solid ore 
in North Carolina will furnish an almost inexhaustible supply of fine 
Bessemer ore. 

It is enthusiastically predicted that the iron-producing center of the 
continent will move south of the Ohio. The entire coal area of Great 
Britain covers only 11,900 square miles, while West Virginia alone has 
16,000; Kentucky, 13,000; Alabama, 10,680, and Texas over 30,000 
square miles. Twelve years ago the total coal product of Alabama was 
10,000 tons, while in 1885 2,225,000 tons were produced, and it is esti- 
mated in ten years her output will be 10,000,000 tons. According to 
Poor's Railroad Manual the actual cost of railroads now in the South, 
and their equipment, is over $1,300,000,000, against $679,804,000 in 
1880. The amount of pine standing in the South in 1880 was 237,141,- 
500,000 feet. The manufactures of Georgia increased from $31,196,105 
in 1870 to $41,162,811 in 1880, or an increase of over 30 per cent. With 
resources like these, only partially stated, the Sonth but lately emerged 
from the incubus of forced labor, with the results of the triumph and 
production of free labor so vividly seen, living under a protective policy 
which has borne the nation during twenty-seven years on the high tide 
of prosperity, it passes comprehension that the leading opponents of the 
protective system are the representatives of the South. A 

Let us trust when these efforts shall fail, when the same power 
which inaugurated shall in the throes of a terrible struggle again as- 
sert supremacy, rising in confident majesty to the supportof a system 
which has produced a condition terrible only in a resulting surplus, 
and shall brush away by the combined votes of the producer and toiler 
the theory which would impair and destroy. Then and not till then 
shall the angel of peace hovering hitherto over the discordant elements 
of civil, social, and industrial wars spread her white wings over a na- 
tion unified through the beneficent results of a protective industrial 
policy, and welded in the indissoluble bonds of reciprocal interest and 
social prosperity, until everywhere throughout our broad domain sec- 
tional lines and social hate shall fade in fraternal regard for the imper- 
ishable union of the sisterhood of States. 

Mr. MILLS. I move the committee rise. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MOMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. McCREARy reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 
under consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the law in relation to the collection of the revenue, and had come 
to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS moved that the House take a recess till 8 o’clock, but 
by request withdrew the motion. 


SANDY HOOK SHIP,CHANNEL. 


Mr. WISE, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, submitted 
the following report: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, to which the accompanying resolution 

was referred, recommend thatthe accompanying substitute therefor be adopted 


and that said resolution lie on the table: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is ee requested to trans- 


mit tothe House of Representatives a detailed statement of the work being done 
in deepening the Sandy ‘Hook ship-channel, giving the terms of the present 
contract, the facilities of the contractors for doing the work, the amount of ma- 
terial removed by the said contractors to date, and the estimated amount of 
material yet to be removed under the contract, and also, at the present rate of 
progress, what length of time will be required to exhaust ited papers appro- 
priation of $750,000, and why the work has not been pushed forward more rapidly, 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move the resolution reported by the committee 
be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider lie on the 
table. ` 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


UNITED STATES COURTS, MARTINSBURGH, W. VA. 


Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia. Lask by unanimous consent to take 
up from the House Calendar the bill (S. 1204) to provide for holding 
the circuit and district courts of the United States at Martinsburgh, 
W. Va., and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in addition to the terms of the circuit and district courts 
of the United States now held in the district of West Virginia, there shall be 


held, in each year, one term of each of said courts, at burgh, in said 
district, on the first Tuesday in August. 
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There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to a third reading; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILSON, of West Virginia, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


W. S. CARPENTER. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Iask by unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the 
farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of W. S. Car- 
penter, and put it upon its passage. 

The bili was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is, authorized 
and directed to pay to W. S. Carpenter, late an employé in the Railway Mail 
Service, $126, 65, the amount of his salary from the 3d day of October, 1882, until 
the 20th day of November, 1882, for services actually performed; and an amount 
sufficient to make said payment is hereby appropriated. 

There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a thia time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an x 

Mr. CANNON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pasei; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. ‘ à 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

CHARLES L. BRADWELL. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief ot 
Charles L. Bradwell, and put it upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: r 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and heis hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Charies L. Bradwell, late of the county of Chat- 
ham and State of Georgia, and now a resident of the county of Bartow, in said 
State, the sum of $3,750, the value of cotton belonging to said Bradwell and de- 
livered by him to the Federal authorities in the winter of 1564 and 1865, under | 

| 
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orders issued by General W. T. Sherman; and the amount of money necessary 
to pay said claim is hereby appropriated, out ofany money in the Treasury not 
3 appropriated, said sum to be in full settlement and payment of said 
m. 
There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. | 
Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was i 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the | 
table. : 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


SHEPARD & MORSE LUMBER COMPANY. 


Mr. MOFFITT. Mr. Speaker, I move by unanimous consent that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7618) for the 
relief of the Shepard & Morse Lumber Company, of Burlington, Vt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated 
the sum of $120.43, being the amount of customs duties improperly collected 
from said Shepard & Morse Lumber Company at the custom-house at Rouse's 
Point, N. Y. 

There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and | 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. MOFFITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DR. F. 0. ST. CLAIR. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask by unanimous consent that the | 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 109) for the relief of Dr. 
F, O. St. Clair, and that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to refund to Dr. F. O. St. Clair the sum of $97.80, 
the same being the amount of money paid by him November 24, 1850, for duties 
and charges on certain cases containing a monument to the memory of Francis 
J. Townshend, late an apothecary in the United States Navy, and who died on 
board the United States steamer Enterprise, while in the discharge of his duty, 
on the Mediterranean station; the said monument having been purchased by 
contributions from the oflicers and crew of the said steamer, the shipmates of 
said deceased. p- 

There was no objection, and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

LOWMAN & CO. 

Mr. YOST. Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous consent to discharge the 

Commiitve of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the fur- 


j 


another. 
ol the Constitution if the duty on all classes of imported goods were 


ther consideration of the bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of Lowman & 
Co., and to put if on its 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Lownian & Co., of Long Glade, Augusta County, 
Virginia, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $271.80, in full for internal. revenue tax collected from them on certain stamps 
for distilled spirits on or about the 15th day of October, 1878, said spirits having 
been destroyed by fire before the proper stamps had been affixed. 


There was no objection; and the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. : 

Mr. YOST moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of half past 5 having ar- 
rived, the House takes a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m., 
and was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, as Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the reading of the following: 
SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, May 15, 1888. 
I hereby designate Hon, BENTON MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro tempore 


at this evening's session. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker, 
Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, 
_ Olerk House of Representatives. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. LYMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of revenue 
measures. 

The motion was agreed to. p 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and re- 
sumed consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, the main object sought to be accom- 
plished by the passage of this bill isto relieve the people of the country 
from the heavy burdens of taxation now laid upon them by the protect- 
ive-tariff laws of the Government, and to prevent in future the with- 
drawal from trade and commerce of vasts amounts of money not required 
for the support of the Government. 

: oe I, section 8, of the Constitution of the United States, declares 
eo 


Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, 
the debts and provide for the common defense and general welfare of 


to pa 
the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform through- 


out the United States. 

This is a plain declaration of the Constitution conferring on Congress 
the power to raise a sufficient revenue to support the Government and 
pay its debts, either by a tariff on foreign importations or by an excise 
or internal tax, or both, with this limitation only, that imposts and 
excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. This limita- 


tion of power has never been construed to mean that Congress might 


not levy a higher rate of duty on one class of imported goods than on 
But I believe that it would be more consistent with the spirit 


made as nearly uniform on the basis of value as can be done, consider- 
ing the nature and character of the imports. But in case any distinc- 
tion is made, common sense and justice suggest that the higher duty 


| should be laid on those classes of goods which are used by people wha 


are able to pay the same without inconvenience to themselves and not 
upon those used by the great body of the people who depend upon their 
labor and that of their families forsupport. This just method of lay- 
ing taxes was not observed by the framers of existing tariff laws. 

Instead of laying the burden of taxation lightly upon those who la- 
bor for their bread, discrimination has been made in favor of those whom 
fortune has favored. A familiar example of this is the tariff on the 
manufactures of wool and silk. The duty on such manufactures of 
wool as blankets, wool hats, balmorals, flannels, and men’s, women’s, 
and children’s ready-made clothing and wearing apparel, whether com- 
posed wholly or in part of wool, averages about 70 per cent., while the 
duty on silks is only 50 per cent. A still greater discrimination is 
made between the manufactures of fine wools and the coarser or mixed 
goods, For instance, the duty on broadcloth and fine worsted trouser- 
ing is from 50 to 54 per cent., while the duty on reversible diagonal 
(cotton warp) and reversible nap (cotton warp) is from 167 to 179 percent, 

By the bill now under consideration it is intended to reduce the 
taxes and correct these inequalities by requiring a uniform percentage 
on all these classes of goods, and to compel the wealthy who use the 
finer goods to pay at least the same per cent. on their cost that the 
poor pay on the coarser. Certainly the rich man, if he chooses to wear 
fine clothes, has no just ground to complain if the law requires him 
to pay in proportion to their valne the same per cent. it requires his 
poor neighbor to pay on his less costly garments. The following table 
is taken from the first annual report of the Commissioner of Labor, 
page Ratt and copied in the majority report of the Committee on Ways 
and Means: 
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Price per yard of Leeds (England) woolen and mixed goods, duties, ete. 
From report of Commissioner of Labor.] 


Name. 


West of England broadcloth 
Fine worsted trousering. 
Imitation sealskin (mohair 
West of England beaver............ 
West of England all-wool Moscow 
Fine worsted coating. . . . 


Cotton-warp Moscow.. 
Cotton-warp cloth. 
Cotton-warp twilled Melton. 
Cotton-warp Moscow. . 
Cotton-warp cloth. . . 


Fancy overcoating (cotton ` 
Imitation sealskin (calf hair mixed with wool, cotton warp}. 


An inspection of this table will show that a yard of broadcloth that 


costs $3.60 per yard at the factory in England pays a duty of $1.81, 
while a yard of reversible nap (cotton warp), which costs at the factory 
only 44 cents, pays a duty of over 78} cents. Under the provisions of 
the bill now being considered the yard of broadcloth will pay a duty 
of $1.44, while the yard of reversible nap will pay a duty of only 18} 
cents, leaving a clear gain to the consumer of 60 centsa yard. Simi- 
lar inequalities exist all through the present tariff laws, and it is no- 
ticeable that the discriminations are, with a few exceptions, made 
against those classes of goods which constitute the clothing of the la- 
boring masses. These inequalities are to a great extent produced by 
the system of 2 specific duties on certain classes of goods. 

An illustration of the operation of the specific-duty system, its in- 
justice, and the hardships it imposes on the consumers of cheap eotton 
goods is given in the reportof Mr. Manning, late Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, on the revision of the tariff, February 16, 1886, pages 86 and 87. 

It is here shown that cott®n goods of low qualities manufactured in 
Scotland from American cotton pay a duty of from 75 to 200 per cent., 
while the finer qualities of the same goods pay only about 40 per 
cent. 

It is well known that the value of foreign merchandise depends on 
many conditions, and that it is subject to frequent and oftentimes un- 
expected fluctuations in price, which of course affect the per cent. of 
the duty to be paid under thespecificsystem. For instance, if a yard of 
tarlatan costs to-day 8 cents; and the specific duty be 4 cents per yard, 
the tax is equal to an ad valorem of 50 per cent. If, from any cause, 
the cost should run down to 5 cents per yard, the specific duty remain- 
ing the same, the tax would be equivalent to an ad valorem of 80 per 
cen 


t. 

The bill under consideration not only corrects the inequalities of the 
tariff betore mentioned, but fixes a duty on imported goods according 
to their value, without discrimination. 

From the date of the passage of the first tariff act, July 4, 1789, to 
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the date of the present tariff law, March 3, 1883. many changes and 
modifications took place, not only in the amount of duty Jaid upon im- 
ports but in the methods adopted for levying duties. 

Aftera careful examination of the various tariff acts, and of their 
practical operations on different classes and occupations, I am confirmed 
in the belief that an ad valorem tax on imports is the only just and 
equitable way that this class of taxes can be levied. 

Our people will not complain, but will willingly submit to the pay- 
ment of such taxes as are needed for the support of the Government 
if they are so levied as to distribute the burden among them as equally 
as possible. But to tax the necessaries of life, or that class of articles 
that is in general use among the masses, 100 per cent., and tax luxu- 
ries and high-priced articles only 50 per cent., as is done in many in- 
stances under the present specific-duty system, isnotonly amoral wrong, 
but is a legal robbery; but this is no greater moral wrong than the pro- 
tective features of the present tariff system, of which I will speak more 
fally hereafter. 

Mr. Chairman, the distinguished gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows], who is i as one of the ablest and most eloquent 
advocates of protection on this floor, in his speech the other day sought 
to leave the impression that the country had been in a greatly embar- 
rassed condition for several years prior to the tariff act of 1824, and that 
this embarrassment was due to a want of protection to our manufact- 
uring industries, and that the prosperity of the country which followed 
the passage of said act was the result of the protection given by that 
act to our manufactures, and he appeals to the truth of history to bear 
him out in the assertion that the— 


periods of protection in this coun try have been periods of prosperity, and that 
eras of free trade or a revenue tariff have been eras of depression and d T. 


A comparison of the tariff act of 1816, under which the revenues of 
the Government were collected until 1824, with the tariff act of the 
latter date will show whether history sustains the gentleman’s conclu- 
sions or not. 


I select only a few leading articles. 


Articles. . 1816. 1824. 
| $0.03 $0.03 
| 0S „05 
— 2 2 
-20 20 
8 20 20 
e a $30.00 | $30.00 
Glass manufactures . 20 *30 
Cotton manufactures .. 40. 25 25 
Woolen manufactures . Ons. 5 30 


Aud 3 cents per pound, 


1888. 
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It will be seen from the foregoing table that the only increase of duty 
on the leading articles of imports named was on glass manufactures, 
and 5 per cent. additional on woolen manufactures, and yet the gentle- 
man eloquently refers to the period of time when the act of 1816 was 
in force as one of great depression and disaster, and to the period fol- 
lowing the passage of the act of 1824 as one of great prosperity and 
happiness, and ascribes the depression of the former period to a want 
of protection to our manufacturing industries which went down before 
a flood of foreign importations,” and the ‘‘ marvelous prosperity ’’ of 
the latter period to protection. 

The gentleman certainly has not forgotten that this country had been 
en from 1812 to 1815 in a second struggle for independence with 
Great Britain. Our little fleet had been swept from the seas. Our 
national capital had been sacked and burned. The war with the Creek 
Indians was in Our long line of frontier was infested with 
hostile Indians which required an army in the field to beat them back. 
As a consequence, heavy drains upon the resources of the country had 
to be made. 

Peace came, but found the country with a depleted Treasury and 
burdened withaheavy debt. Agriculture, commerce, and manu 
alike had suffered. ‘These misfortunes were not the result of free trade 
or protection. The tariff had nothing to do with bringing them about. 
“Grim-visaged war’ brought the evils, which for a time paralyzed all 
the industries of the country, and which required time for the recu- 
perative energies of the country to remove. 

his message of December 3, 1822, President Monroe said: 

From the best information that I have been able to obtain it appears that our 
manufactures, boar dep immediately after peace, have considerably in- 
creased, and are still increasing, under the,encouragement given them by the 
tariff of 1816 and by subsequent laws. 

„And in his last annual message, December 7, 1824, soon after the 
passage of the act of 1824, and before any perceptible change in the 
amount of revenue derived therefrom could have been made, he said: 

Our revenue under the mild system of import and tonnage continues to beade- 


quate to all the purposes of the Goverament. Our agriculture, commerce, man- 
ufactures, and navigation flourish. 


John Quincy Adams said two years later, in his message of December 

9, 1826: 
In adverting to the present condition of our fiscal concerns and to the pros- 
pecs of our revenue, the first remark that calls our attention is that they are 
exuberantly prosperous than they were at the corresponding period of last 
ear, The severe shock so extensively sustained by the commercial and manu- 
facturing interests in Great Britain has not been without a perceptible recoil 
upon ourselyes. Reduced importation from abroad is necessarily succeeded by 
a reduced return to the Treasury at home. The net revenue of the present year 
will not equal that of the last, and the receipts of that which is to come will fall 
short of those of the current year, ` 

Mr. Chairman, I have drawn a comparison between the tariff act of 
1816 and that of 1824, and have quoted the official communications of 
the Chief Executives of the Government, to show that there is not the 
slightest foundation for the often-repeated declarations of Republican. 
protectionists that whatever calamities befell the country prior to 1824, 
that whatever retarded its growth and development, were the results of 
free trade or a tariff for revenue only, and that the protective-tariff act 
of 1824 was the grand panacea for all the evils that then existed. 

The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that the act of 1816 was the first high 
protective-tariff act that ever passed the Congress of the United States, 
and it has been so denominated by all political writers, and the addi- 
tional duties that were imposed on foreign importations by the act of 
1824 were a mere bagatelle, as already shown, and if any depression or 
disaster resulted from the tariff act of 1816 it was because of the high 
duties imposed by said act on the necessaries of life. Thefact that Great 
Britain flooded the country in 1815 with importations of her old stocks 
of goods that had accumulated during the war, and which were outof 
fashion and salable only at prices far e cost of production, did not 
affect the manufacturing industries of the country any more than it 
would have done if the importations had been made in 1825. 

Another fotective tarif acs was passed in May, 1828, which in- 
creased the duties on iron and woolen manufactures. Speaking of said 
act in December, 1828, President Adams said: 

The tariff of the last session was in its details not acceptable to the great inter- 


ests of any portion of the Union, not even to the interests which it was specially 
intended to subserve. * * * 


In his first message, December, 1829, President Jackson said: 


Nov considerable change has occurred during the recess of Congress in 
the condition of either our agriculture, commerce, or manufactures. The oper- 
ation of the tariff has not ved so injurious to the two former, or as beneficial 
to the latter, ns was anticipated. Importationstof foreign goods have not sen- 
sibly diminished, while domestic competition under an illusive excitement has 
increased the production much beyond the demand for home consumption. 
The consequences have been low prices, temporary embarrassment, and partial 
loss. That such of our manufacturing establishments as are based upon capital, 
and are prudently managed, will survive the shock, and be ultimately profit- 
able, there is no good reason to doubt, 


On December 7, 1830, the President said: 
high present tariff taxes on some of the comforts of life are unnecessarily 
This was the era of which the gentleman from Michigan so eloquently 
speaks when he says, in substance, that the protective tariffacts of 1824 


and 1828 enthused new life into our languishing manufactures and 


brought to the country a period of marvelous prosperity.” What 
industry will not prosper when all other industries are taxed to foster 
it? While it is undoubtedly true that-manufacturing establishments 
which were based on actual capital and were prudently managed did 
prosper and accumulate wealth from the protection afforded them, not 
only by the acts of 1824 and 1828, but by the actof 1816, yet the great 
agricultural industries of the country, upon which all other interests 
had to depend, suffered a corresponding depression in the prices of their 
products; and this fact was so apparent, and so well understood by 
President Jackson, that in his message of December 4, 1832, which 
recommended a gradual reduction of tariffs, he said: 


Those who take an enlarged view of the condition of our country must be 
satisfied that the policy of protection must be ultimately limited to those arti- 
cles of domestic manufacture which are indispensable to our safety in time of 
war. 


It will be perfectly evident to every one who will take the pains to 
study the political history of the country that nearly all the earlier 
Presidents regarded it as unjust and inequitable to tax one class of our 
industries for the bsnefit of another, and whenever such legislation was 
recommended it was justified on the grounds of necessity, or to give 
temporary, not permanent, encouragement to such of our “infant in- 
dustries as were not able to compete with foreign manufactures. 

But to return, Mr. Chairman, to the bill under consideration, there 
is one feature of it which should commend it to the favorable consid- 
eration of the country. I refer to the fact that it not only reduces tax- 
ation on the necessaries of life, but it levies a tax on most articles ac- 
cording to their cost or value, thus removing the unjust discrimination 
and inequalities of the present law. And I wish to call attention to 
the fact that this feature of the bill is the one that seems to meet with 
the united opposition of protectionists. 

President Polk, in his first annual message to Congress, December 2, 
1845, in recommending a revision and modification of the protective 
tariff act cf August, 1842, said: 


I recommend to Congress the abolition of the minimum principle, or as- 
sumed, 5 and faise values, and of specific duties, and the substitution 
in their place of ad valorem duties, as the fairest and most equitable indirect 
tax which can be imposed. By the ad valorem principle all articles are taxed 
according to their cost or value, and those which are of inferior quality, or of 
small cost, bear only the just proportion of the tax with those w. are of su- 
perior quality or greater cost. The articles consumed by all are taxed at the 
same rate. A system of ad valorem revenue duties, with proper discrimina- 
tions and proper guards against frauds in collecting them, it is not doubted will 
afford ample incidental advantages to the manufacturers and enable them to 
derive as profits ascan be derived from any other regular business, Itis 
believed t such a system strictly within the revenue standard will place the 
manufacturing interests on a stable footing and inure to their permanent ad- 
vantage, while it will as nearly as may be practicable extend to all the great in- 
terests of the country the incidental protection which can be afforded by our 
revenue laws. Such a system, when once firmly established, would be perma- 
nent and not subject to the constant complaints, agitations, and changes which 
must ever occur when duties are not laid for revenue, but for the “protection 
merely” of a favored interest. 


In pursuance of the President’s recommendations, Congress passed the 
net reducing the duties on imports,” in July or August, 1846. Under 
this act an ad valorem duty of 30 per cent. was levied on sugar, 20 per 
cent. on salt, 30 per cent. on pig-iron, 30 per cent. on bar-iron, 40 per 
cent. on glass manufactures, 25 per cent. on cotton, and 30 per cent. on 
woolen manufactures, and a similar rate on other leading articles. 

The President in his third annual message, referring to the operations 
of the act of 1846, said: 


The net revenue from customs during the year ending on the 1st of December, 
1846, being the last year under the operation of the act of 1842, 8 
403.10, and the net revenue from customs during the year ending on the of 
December, 1847, being the first year under the operation of the tariff act of 1846, 
was about $31,500,000, being an increase of revenue for the first year under the 
2 of 1846 of more than $3,500,000 over that of the last year under the tariff of 


Further on in the same message the President, speaking of the ben- 
efits accruing to all classes and pursuits under the equitable system of 
raising revenue under the act of 1846, said: 


The act of the 30th of July, 1845, . h duties on imports,” has been 
in force since the ist of December last, and Í am gratified to state that all the 
beneficial effects which were 5 from its operation have been fully real - 
ized. The public revenue derived from customs during the year ending on the 
Ist of December, 1847, exceeds by more than $8,000,000 the amount received in 
the preceding year under the operation of the ft of 1842, which was superseded 
and repealed by it. Its effects are visible in the great and almost unexampled 
prosperity which prevails in every branch of business. While the repeal of the 
prohibitory and restrictive duties of the act of 1842, and the substitution in their 
place of reasonable revenue rates levied on articles imported according to their 
uctual value, have increased the revenue and augmented our foreign trade, all 
the greatinterests of the country have been advanced and promoted. Thegreat 
and important interests of agriculture, which had been not only too much neg- 
lected, but actually taxed under the protective policy for the benefit of other 
interests, have been relieved of the burdens which that policy imposed on them, 
and our farmers and planters, under a more just and liberal policy, are finding 
new and profitable markets abroad for their augmented products 

Our commerce is rapidly increasing, and is extending more widely{the circle 
of international exchanges. Great as has been theincrease of our imports dur- 
ing the t year, ourexports of domestic products sold in foreign markets have 
been still greater. Ournavigating interestiseminently prosperous. Thenum- 
ber of vessels built in the United States has been greater than during any pre- 
ceding period of equal length. Large profits have been derived by those who 
have constructed, as well as by those who have navigated them. Should the 
ratio of increase in the number of our merchant vessels be 5 beas 
great for the future as during the past year, the time is not distant when our 
tonnage and commercial marine will be larger than thatof any other nation in 
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the world. While the interests ot agriculture; ot commerce, and of navigation 
have been enlarged and invigorated, it is highly gratifying to observe that our 
manufactures are also in a prosperous condition. 

None of the ruinous effects upon this interest which were apprehended by 
some as the result of the operation of the revenue system established by the act 
of 1845 have been experienced. On the contrary, the number of manutfactories 
and the amount of capital invested in them is steadily and rapidly increasing, 
affording gratifying proofs that American enterprise and skill employed in this 
branch of domestic industry, with no other advan than those fairly and in- 
cidentally accruing from a just system of revenue duties, are abundantly able 
to meet successfally all competition from abroad and still derive fair and re- 
pat gin pors While capital invested in manufactures is yielding ade- 
quate and fair profits under the new system, the wages of labor, whether cm- 
ployed in manufactures, agriculture, commerce, or navigation, have been aug- 


mented, 

The toiling millions whose daily labor furnishes the supply of food and rai- 
ment aud all the necessaries and comforts of life are receiving higher wages 
and more steady and permanent employment than in any other country, or at 
any previous period of our own history. So successful have been all branches 
of our industry that a foreign war, which generally diminishes the resources of 
a nation, has in no essential degree retarded our onward progress or checked 
our general prosperity. With such gratifying evidences of prosperity and of 
the successful operation of the revenue act of 1846, every consideration of public 
policy recommends that it shall remain unchanged. Itis hoped that the system 
of import duties which it established may be regarded as the permanent policy 
of the country, and that the great interests affected by it may not again be sub- 
ject to be injuriously disturbed, as they have heretofore been, by frequent and 
sometimes sudden changes. 


During a period of ten years that followed the passage of this act 
the Government under its operations derived sufficient revenue, not 
only to meet the current expenses of the Government, but to liquidate 
over $50,000,000 of the debt created by the war with, Mexico. Referring 
to the general prosperity of the country, and to the necessity of reducing 
taxation, President Pierce, in his message to Congress, in December. 
1855, said: 

Derived as our public revenue is in chief part from duties on imports, its mag- 
nitude affords gratifying evidence of the prosperity not only of our commerce, 
but of the other great interests upon which that depends. 

The principle that all moneys not required for the current expenses of the 
Government should remain for active employment in the hands of the people, 
and the conspicuous fact thatthe annualrevenue from all sources 5 many 
millions of dollars the amount needed for a prudent and economical administra- 
tion of public affairs, can not fail to suggest the propriety of an early revision 
and reduction of the tariff of duties on ale It is now so generally conceded 
that the purpose of revenue alone can justify the imposition of duties on imports, 
that in readjusting the impost tables and schedules which unquestionably re- 
quire essential modifications, a departure from the principles of the present 
tariff is not anticipated. 


Acting on these suggestions and the recommendations contained in 
his message to Congress one year later, Congress passed the act of March 
3, 1857, by which the tax on sugar was reduced to 24 per cent., on salt to 
15 per cent., on pig-iron to 24 per cent., on bar iron to 24 per cent., on 
glass manufactures to30 per cent., on cotton goods to 19 per cent., and 
on woolen fabrics to 24 per cent., and a corresponding reduction on 
other dutiable articles. 

Su nent to the passage of this act came the financial crisis of that 
year, and it is referred to by the gentleman from Michigan and others 
as the direct result of the reduction of the tariff duties. This position 
is not sustained by the history of the times. President Buchanan, in 
his annual message of December 6, 1858, in referring to the cause which 
led to the financial crash, said: 


When Congress met in December last, the business of the country had just 

been crushed by one of those periodical revulsions which are the inevitable con- 
sequence of our unsound and extravagant system of bank credits and inflated 
currency. With all the elements of national wealth in abundance, our manu- 
factures were suspended, our useful public and private enterprises were ar- 
rested, and thousands of laborers were deprived of employment and reduced to 
want. 
Universal distress prevailed among the commercial, manufacturing, and me- 
chanical classes. This revulsion was felt the more severely in the United States, 
because similar causes had produced the like deplorable effects throughout the 
commercial nations of Europe. All were experiencing sad reverses at the same 
moment. Our manufacturers everywhere suffered severely, not because of the 
recent reduction in the tariff of duties on imports, but because there was no de- 
mand at any price for their productions, 


* * a * * * * 


No government, and especially a government of such limited powers as that 
of the United States, could have prevented the laterevulsion. The whole com- 
mercial world seemed for years to have been rushing to this catastrophe. The 
same ruinous F would have followed in the United States, whether 
the duties upon foreign imports had remained as they were under the tariff of 
1846 or had n raised toa mich higher standard. The tariff of 1857 had no 
agency in the result. The general causes existing throughout the world could 
not have been controlled by the legislation of any particular country. 

The periodical revulsions which have existed in our past history must continue 
‘ores 5 so long as our present unbounded system of bank credits 
shall prevail. 


Mr. Chairman, the same causes which produced financial distress in 
Europe so reduced the amount of foreign importations into this coun- 
try that in 1858 the whole amount received from customs was a little 
less than $42,000,000. And although the country had not yet fully re- 
covered from the effects of the revulsion in trade, the custom receipts 
two years later, 1860, increased under the low ad valorem tariff act of 
1857 to over $53,000,000. 

In 1856, when the estimated population of the United States was a 
little less than 30,000,000 of people, about one-half of what it is now, 
the custom receipts t der the act of 1846, which levied a less tax than 
the bill now under crnsideration, amounted to over $64,000,000, about 


$14,000,000 more than were then necessary to meet the ordinary ex- 
penses of the Government and to pay the interest on the public debt. 

Mr. Chairman, during the period of ten years following the passage 
of the act of 1846, agriculture, commerce, and navigation were never 
more prosperous, and although many of the principal states of Europe 
were, during this period, involved in disastrous wars, and struggling 
under the influences of unprecedented commercial revulsions which 
destroyed the industries and paralyzed the credit of many nations of 
Europe, the manufacturing interests of this country were not seriously 
affected thereby until the depressing effects of these disturbances abroad 
began to diminish our foreign trade by a reduction of imports and ex- 
ports, which, coupled with the unsettled condition of our own cur- 
rency, led to the financial collapse of 1857. In no just sense can the 
eondition of the country at that time be attributed to the operation of 
the low tariff of that year, as has already been shown. You had just 
as well say that the war between the States was the result of tariff 
legislation as to say the financial crash of 1857 resulted from it, 

Mr. Chairman, I will not undertake to follow the history of the tariff 
legislation of the country through that period when one section of our 
country was arrayed in hostilities against the other, as that legislation 
may have been necessary to meet the demands of the Government oc- 
casioned by the exigencies of the times, and to provide the necessary 
means for the successful prosecution of the war. 

I will pass over this period of tariff legislation, and that which fol- 
lowed the close of the war, with the remark that Congress had levied 
taxes on domestic manufactures, on incomes, on the receipts of rail- 
road companies, on insurance and express companies, on bank capital, 
bank deposits, and bank checks, which yielded the Government a rey- 
enue of more than $250,000,000 per annum; yet with an interest-bear- 
ing national debt that amounted to over $2,000,000,000, and which re- 
quired over $140,000,000 annually to pay the interest, all of these 
taxes were swept away, while the taxes on clothing, on food, and im- 
plements of labor were left to pay this enormous debt and its interest, 
as well as to meet the current expenses of the Government. This is 
the character of legislation that has been enacted under the auspices of 
the Republican party for the protection of labor. 

Mr. Chairman, every speech from the other side of this Hall but one 
which I have heard has been in opposition to the reduction of duties 
on imports, and this opposition is based on the alleged ground that 
such reduction as proposed by this bill will destroy our manufacturing 
industries, impoverish labor, and bring widespread ruin and desolation 
upon the country. And yet the distinguished gentleman from Mich- 
gun tells us that a duty is not a tax on the consumer; that it adds 
nothing to the cost of the article; and further says: 


There are many things the market value of which is lower than the duty, aud 
how idle, therefore, to say that the duty is added to the cost. 


This statement is true as to the cost of many articles in the foreign 
markets. If such is the case as to these articles in the home market, 
why not reduce the tariff or remove it altogether ? 

Again he says: 

You can not touch a manufactured article on the farm or in the home, the 


product of a protected American industry, that has not been made cheaper by 
reason of protection. 


This is indeed a remarkable statement; remarkable for the same 
reason he gives for disagreeing with the statement of the President 
that a duty adds to the cost of an article, that “it is not true.” 

His statement is based on the fact that steel-rails and blankets and 
other articles cost more in 1867 and in 1870 than they do now. He 
ought to have told you also that tariffs were higher then than now. 
Why, sir, it has been repeatedly shown by gentlemen on this side of 
the House, since this debate began, that by reason of the improved ma- 
chinery now in use the labor cost of production of steel and iron has 
been reduced at least 50 percent. It has also been shown that the 
labor cost of production of cotton and woolen fabrics for the same rea- 
son has been reduced to less than one-sixth of what they formerly cost. 
nee sir, tariff did not make these reductions. It was genius and 
skill. 

Would it not, sir, be absurd to say that because steel-nails, which at 
some factories are turned out by the tons per day, are cheaper than 
when they were made by hand at the forge, that the reduction in price 
is due to the protective tariff? To assert this as a fact is no more un- 
reasonable than the proposition of the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. Chairman, one of the great wonders of this age is the readiness 
and ease with which American genius adapts and models machinery to 
the wants and purposes of manufacture, and as a result the power of 
production is many times multiplied, and as a further result the cost of 
production is correspondingly decreased and prices lowered. It seems, 
however, that protectionists can not or will not credit the advance and 
progress made in the manufacturing industries of the country to any 
other cause or causes than the influence of a high protective tariff. 

It is shown by the first annual report of the Commissioner of Labor 
that cost of production often varies in the same State as well as in the 
different States. For instance, the labor cost in one establishment in 
Ohio of men’s first-class machine-sewed domestic calf boots is $1.25 per 
pair, while in another establishment in the same State the labor cost 
is 92 cents per pair of same quality. Similar variations exist in the 
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oe cost of cotton and woolen goods, as illustrated in the following 
e: 


States. cost per yard 
Cents. 
Georgia . . Sheeting, 36 inches wide, 40 by 40, 3.24 yards 00 8% 
to the pound. 
New Vork. . 8 inches wide, 44 by 48, 4.5 yards oo 9 
to the pound. 
Massachusetts.. . . Print cloth, ey rey wide, 64 by 64,7 yards 2 0 
u 
New Hampshire. 00 9 
Kentucky.. 1 0 
Indiana , ee 00 8 
Massachusetts. 75 4 
u 


Now, sir, with the low labor cost of these articles the existing tariff 
laws levy & duty on goods of the quality above named as follows: 


% EE A A OAE ³˙ AR 2 cents per yard, 
On print cloth . , ee, seeps eee ee 5 cents per yard, 
On woolen and cotton mixed cloth about 67 per cent. 
On flannel about 66 per cent, 


And yet we are told by protectionists that a protective tariff does not 
add anything to the price of the articles. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics shows in his last annual report 
that for the year ending June 30, 1887, the value of manufactured cot- 
ton goods imported from foreign countries into the United States for 
immediate consumption, including withdrawals from warehouse for 
consumption, amounted in round numbers to $29,150,000, upon which 
an average ad valorem duty of 40.17 percent. was paid, amounting in 
round numbers to $11,720,000, which added to the first cost of the goods 
gives the sum of $40,870,000, which must be paid by the importers, 
besides ocean transportation, before the goods are marketable in this 
country. The importer, of course, charges his per centum of profit on 
the money employed to pay the duty as on the first cost of the goods, 
and thus the consumer pays a double duty. Vet we are told by our 
Republican friends that a protective tariff brings cheaper Clothing to 
the farmer and laborer ! 

Again, the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics reports that the value of 
the manufactures of wool imported into the United States for imme- 
diate consumption, including withdrawals from warehouses for con- 
sumption, for the year ending June 30, 1887, was, in round numbers, 
$44,235,000, upon which an average rate of ad valorem duty of 67.21 
per cent. was paid, amounting to $29,774,000, which, added to the cost 
of the merchandise, to say nothing of the cost of transportation, pro- 
duced the sum of $74,009,000, the actual cost to importers, upon which 
they charge their per cent. of profit. 

Now, from what has been said it is apparent that the foreign cost of 
the cotton and woolen goods imported to this country for consumption 
for the year named was $73,385,000, and the duty paid thereon $41,- 
494,000, which, added to the first cost, not including transportation, 
makes the goods cost $114,879,000 in the hands of the importers. 

The same authority shows that during the same period the value of 
iron and steel and the manufactures thereof imported into this country 
amounted, in round numbers, to $50,618,000, upon which duties to 
the amount of $20,715,000, or an ad valorem rate of duty of 40.92 per 
cent., was collected by the Government. These iron and steel goods in 
the hands of the importers cost $71,333,000, which, added to the cost 
of cotton and woolen imports, makes $186,212,000. ` 

I have selected these three classes of imports because they embrace 
a vast number of articles of necessity that are in general use among 
farmers and all laboring classes. 

When I consider, Mr. Chairman, the vast variety of goods embraced 
within these three classes which are distributed throughout this broad 
land, and by retail dealers again distributed among the farmers and 
laborers of this country, and when I further consider that the Govern- 
ment collects from these three classes alone the enormous sum of $62,- 
209,000, I am astounded at the temerity of gentlemen on the other 
side of the House who boldly assert that the payment of this sum to 
the Government cheapens the cost of the goods to the consumer. 

During the last fiscal year, in round numbers, $450,325,000 worth of 
dutiabie merchandise, including all classes, was imported into this 
country, upon which the Government collected $212,032,000, and yet 
this vast amount of goods, burdened as they were with this immense 
tax, came in competition with our domestic manufactures and found 
a market among our people, and still we are told that farmers and 
laborers are benefited by this sort of protection ! 

But, Mr. Chairman, when their subtle and ingenious arguments fail 
to convince the common-sense people of the country, when their soph- 
istries are detected and exposed, they raise the cry that the advocates 
of a tariff for revenue only are seeking to crush the manufacturing in- 
dustries of our own country and to bring American labor in compe- 
tition with the ‘‘ pauper labor’? of Europe. 

It has been several times admitted on this side of the House that 
American labor receives better wages than the same class of labor in 


Europe, though labor is much better paid in free-trade England than 
in the tariff countries of Germany France; but while this is so, it 
has been as often shown that it is not the result of a pare tariff, 
not one tithe of which ever reaches the pockets of the laborer, but that 
it is due to the intelligence and skill of our labor, as compared with 
most of the European labor, and to our improved machinery, which 
enables labor to produce more. One further fact may be admitted, 
and that is that protection has built up some of the most powerful and 
oppressive monopolies that ever cursed the people ofany country. With 
ruthless hands they have laid heavy duties and exactions upon every 
other industry to fill their pockets. They oppress the poor man because 
he is helpless, and through combinations and trusts they even defy the 
Government, They are not willing to bear their proportion of the 
burden of supporting the Government which gives them protection, 
and every attempt to tax capital or to compel it to bear its equal share 
of taxation is met with bold opposition. 

The Government, under the tarift act of 1883, practically places it 
within the power of every manufacturer of wool to tax the people, the 
farmers and laborers, who consume his goods 67 per cent. above their 
cost of production, and within the power of every manufacturer of cot- 
ton or iron to levy a tax of 40 per cent. upon his goods. When we con- 
sider that the estimated value of all domestic manufactures approxi- 
mates $7,000,000,000, and that it is within the power of the manufact- 
urers to levy a tax on consumers of these goods to an amount equal to 
the duties on foreign goods, which average 47 per cent., we can form 
some idea of the vast sums of money that annually flow into the pock- 
ets of this protected and privileged class, and it is neither unjust nor 
unkind to say that the mammoth fortunes that have grown up under 
this system attest the trath of the statement that they have not been 
slow to avail themselves of this privilege. 

It has been estimated by some of our profoundest political econo- 
mists that for every dollar that the Government collects under the 
tariff Jaws, the manufacturer collects five; and Professor A. L. Perry, 
of Williams College, who is regarded as one of the closest and most 
accurate economic thinkers, declares that it is his deliberate opinion and 
conviction that out of every $5 that is collected from the consumers of 
foreign and domestic manufactures under the operation of the tariff 
act of 1883 only $1 reaches the Treasury. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that our Republican friends are 
not altogether consistent. While they tell us that American products 
are cheapened by protection they tell us it greatly enhances the price 
of labor. This would be a ox if true, but it is not true. Now, 
for argument’s sake, and this alone, let it be admitted that the labor- 
ers employed in the factories get all the benefits that flow from protec- 
tion. Then, sir, is it right in principle or in morals that the great 
farming population of the Western and Southern States shall be taxed 
upon articles of necessity for the purpose of paying high wages to the 
factory hands of a few mining and manufacturing States? 

I read a paragraph or two from the President’s message: 

By the last census it is made to appear that of the 17,392,099 of our population 
engaged in all kinds of industries 7,670,493 are employed in agriculture, 4,074,238 
in professional and personal service (2,934,876 of whom are domestic servants 
and laborers), while 1,810,256 are employed in trade and transportation, and 
3,837,112 are classed as employed in manufacturing and mining. 

For present 7 7 however, the last number given should be considerably 
reduced. Without attempting to enumerate all, it will be conceded that there 
should be deducted from those which it includes 375,143 carpenters and joiners, 
285,401 milliners, dressmakers, and seamstresses, 172,726 blacksmiths, 133,756 
tailors and tailoresses, 102,473 masons, 76,241 butchers, 41,309 bakers, 22,083 plas- 
terers, and 4,891 engaged in manufacturing agricultural implements, amounting 
in the te to 1,214,023, leaving 2,623,089 persons employed in such manu- 
facturing Wee as are claimed to be benefited by a high tariff. 

Now, sir, will gentlemen on the other side tell me that it is right or in 
the interest of American labor that the 7,670,493 farmers and 7,098,517 
persons engaged in trade and in other occupations and professions shall 
be taxed many millions of dollars in order that high wages may be paid 
to the 2,623,089 persons engaged in such industries as are claimed to be 
benefited by a high tariff? Now, sir, I have as kind feelings and as much 
respect for the foreign laborer who comes to this country with the bona 
fide intention of becoming a citizen as any gentleman on this floor; but, 
sir, I earnestly protest against that policy which gives him opportuni- 
ties and advantages not enjoyed by American citizens. The distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], in a speech on this floor 
some years ago, said that 64 per cent. of all the persons employed in 
the mining and manufacturing industries of the country are of foreign 
birth or parentage, while only 5 per cent. of the farm labor are of for- 
eign birth or parentage. I have not quoted his exact language, but 
its substance. 

If this be true, and I have no reason to doubt it, then, sir, we are 
taxing the American farmer to pay high wages, not to American labor, 
but to imported foreign labor. Sir, it is a fact well known to every 
one that a few years ago labor strikes were numerous. It is estimated 
by the Commissioner of Labor that during the year ending July 1, 1885, 
over 19,000 establishments, including factories and mines, were closed, 
and over 168,000 hands thrown out of employment. During this time, 


and for years before, protectionisis, who now so loudly and vigorously 
cry out for protection of American labor, were importing vast numbers 
of this pauper labor ” from Europe, and the evil grew to such an ex- 
tent that Congress was compelled to interpose by interdicting the im- 
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portation of 1 da under the contract or agreement system by which 
they were to perform labor in the United States, and laborers all over 
the country are now demanding the enforcement of these laws. 

These facts will show, Mr. Chairman, how empty the pretensions of 
those who claim that protection is intended for the benefit of American 
labor. It has ever been insisted that the farmer is benefited by the 
tariff, but I have heard no argument to sustain this position. On the 
other hand, the facts show that after supplying the home markets he 
is forced to ship the products of his farm to European countries, some 
of which levy a tariff thereon, which lessens the price he would other- 
wise receive. 

The Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, in his last statement of exports, 
embracing the period from July 1, 1887, to March 31, 1888, only nine 
months, shows exports of farm products as follows: 


Animals, valued at (round numbers). . $8,679,000 
Breadstuffs, valued at (round numbe 103, 959,000 
Cotton (unmanufactured) . . . . 190, 708, 000 
Meat and dairy products, valued at (round numbers)... 70, 180, 000 
and molasses......... = 2,236, 000 
Tobacco (unmanufactured 18, 855, 000 
ff d . voreonendccsoiered ari v6s 396, 002, 000 


The above list does not by any means embrace all the products of the 
farm and ranch which are forced too seek a market in a foreign land, 
but it shows enough to convince any reasonable mind that these prod- 
ucts have no protection at home. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is needless to pursue this subject further. 
ee cial condition of the country is such that immediate relief is 
n 

The balance in the Treasury on the 30th of April of the present year 

ted $136,143, 563.53 over and above all liabilities, and it is esti- 
mated that by the Ist of July next the surplus will have reached 
$150,000,000. ‘This does not include the $100,000,000 reserve fund, 

Now the problems which confront us are, first, what shall be done 
with the vast surplus that is now hoarded in the Treasury, and, second, 
what shall be done to prevent a similar accumulation in the future? 

If I understand the sentiment of this side of the House, it is that the 
surplns should be expended in paying the matured debts and in the 
purchase of such unmatured interest-bearing obligations as can be done 
without too great a sacrifice, thus relieving the Treasury and returning 
the money to the people through the channels of trade; and to accom- 
plish this purpose the bill of my distinguished colleague [Mr. MILLS] 
was introduced and passed this House. 

Now, in reference to the other question. While it is admitted by all 
parties that there must be a reduction in the amount of the taxes to 

vent a continued increase of the surplus, as to how it shall be done 
las given rise to all this discussion. 

Republicans and a few high-tarif Democrats propose to reduce tax- 
ation by the repeal of the internal taxes on tobacco and distilled and 
malt liquors. For a quarter of a century the Republican party wasin 
power, and during that time called into existence the income, the rail- 
road, and bank taxes; also the internal tax, all of which were claimed 
to be war taxes. The first-mentioned taxes were repealed while a war 
debt of over $2,000,000,000 was hanging over the country, and now it 
is proposed to repeal the internal taxes while a war debt of one billion 
and forty millions yet remains unpaid. A pension-roll requiring about 
eighty-six millions annually to pay, a result of the war, is upon us, 
and though it has been twenty-three years since the war closed, the 
roll is daily increasing. Notwithstanding these enormous war debts 
are hanging over the country, and by their ponderous weight crushing 
the energies of the people, the Republican party is endeavoring to wipe 
from the statute-books every vestige of the war taxes. As longas war 
debts exist war taxes should be continued. 

These internal taxes oppress no one. ‘Tobacco and cigars, whisky and 
beer are not necessaries. They are classed as luxuries, Persons who 
use them doso voluntarily. The producers of corn, rye, and barley, 
from which whisky is manufactured, realize about as much for their 
grain as they did when there was no taxon whisky. The tax is simply 
added to the value of the manufactured article, and according to pro- 
tection theorists ought to reduce the price of whisky; but the truth is, 
as is apparent, it is paid, as all other taxes are, by the consumers of the 
article. Such is the case with the tobacco tax. The Democrats on this 
floor prefer to give the people cheap clothing rather than give them 
cheap whisky and tobacco. 

But why, Mr. Chairman, are protectionists somuch concerned about 
thefrepeal of the internal-revenue taxes? They did not try to do so 
when they were in power. They find, however, that under an honest 
Democratic administration of this Government a surplus has accumu- 
lated and the amount thereof has been increased to such proportions 
that some relief must be given. They see that high tari is in dan- 
ger. They see the means by which they can levy many hundred mill- 
ions of dollars upon the clothing and articles of necessity of the farmers, 
mechanics, and laborers of the country for their own use and benefit 
are about to be swept away by a reduction of the tariff tax, and there- 
fore they are much concerned about the internal tax. They want the 
latter repealed to save the former, and not only to save the former, but 


to bring about a necessity for increasing the tariff taxes. They see 
from the report of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue that there 
were collected for the year ending June 30, 1887, from the— 


Whisky tax (in round numbers). . $55, 829, 000 
Tobacco tax (in round numbers). 30, 108, 000 
Fermented liquors. . . . s see ovo venses sees 21, 922, 000 
Toll... bb omges hes poa asa 206 csaiges sus sow, 117, 889, 000 

The oleo ine tax, which protectionists do not seek to repeal, 


is not includedin the above. To repeal the internal taxes above named 
will reduce the revenues of the Government $60,000,000 below current 
expenses, including the pension-roll. How do protectionists propose 
to supply the deficit? The question has been asked them several times, 
but I haye heard no response. I presume they want greater protec- 
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, the bill now under consideration is not, in my opin- 
ion, the best tariff measure that could be framed, but as might be 
reasonably expected in a body as numerous as this, there exist con- 
flicting opinions, which can be reconciled only by mutual concessions 
and compromises; and it was in this spirit, as I am assured, that the 
Democratic members of the Ways and Means Committee met to con- 
sider measures for the relief of the financially depressed condition of 
the people of the country; and as a result of many weeks of arduous 
labor, this bill was presented, and while it may not meet with the ap- 
provalof every Democrat, itisadmitted thatit will afford some measure 
of relief to a tax-burdened people if it can be passed. 

One other objection urged against this bill by protectionists is that 
it places wool on the free-list, I can not believe that the dire calamities 
predicted, if wool be put on the free-list, will befall the wool-growers 
of the country, many of whom reside in the district I have the honor 
5 and are among the warmest personal and political friends 

ave. 

For the information of those who are interested, I present a brief 
history of the tariff legislation on wool: 

The tariff act of 1816 imposed a duty on unmanufactured wool of 15 
per cent. ad valorem. 

The act of 1824 fixed the duty at 25 per cent. ad valorem after June, 
1825, and after June 1, 1826, at 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The act ef 1828 imposed a duty of 4 cents a pound and 40 per cent. 
ad valorem. 

The act of 1832 admitted free all the wool under 8 cents a pound, and 
all wool over 8 cents was dutiable at 4 cents per pound and 40 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

The act of 1833 did not substantially change the tariff on wool; it 
reduced it a little. 

The act of 1842 taxed wool of the value of 7 cents per pound or un- 
der 5 cents ad valorem; over 7 cents, 3 cents per pound and 30 per 
cent. ad valorem. 

The act of 1846 imposed a tax on all wools, without regard to quality, 
of 30 per cent. ad valorem. 

The act of 1857 admitted all wool under the value of 20 cents per 
pound free of duty, and all wools above that value were taxed 24 per 
eent. ad valorem. I omit the war period. 

The act of 1887 classified wool into three classes, and imposed a tax 
on wool of the first class of the value of 32 cents or less per pound of 10 
cents per pound and 11 cents ad valorem; exceeding 32 cents in value, 
12 cents per pound. The same on second-class wool. On third-class 
wool, valued at 12 cents per pound or under, 3 cents per pound; ex- 
ceeding 12 cents, 6 cents per pound. 

The act of 1872 made a horizontal reduction of 10 per cent. on all 
wools, but this act was repealed in March, 1875. The act of 1883, the 
present tariff act, imposed on wools of the first class, valued at 30 cents 
per pound, 10 cents per pound; exceeding 30 cents, 12 cents per pound. 
The rate is the same on second-class wools. On third class, of value of 
12 cents per pound, 2} cents per pound, and on wool exceeding 12 cents, 
5 cents per pound. 

The following table, taken from the report of Secretary Manning on 
the Revision of the Tariff, page 249, will not be uninteresting if studied 
in connection with the rates of duty on wool under the various tariff 
acts as above given: 


Statement showing the average prices of domestic, fine, medium, and coarse 
washed fleece wool, for the months of January, April, July, and October, 
and the total average during each year from 1824 to 1884, inclusive. 
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tatement showing the average prices of domestic, fine, medium, and coarse 
washed fleece wool—Continued. 
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1835... 64 5i 46 55 
1836... 63 58 50 59 
1837... 60 53 45 53 
1888... 51 42 3¹ 42 
1839 57 49 6 - 49 
1840 48 1 35 41 
1841 5l 44 35 43 
1842 4 38 3L 37 
1843... 35 30 23 29 
1844 44 36 30 37 
1845 42 37 30 36 
1846 38 32 27 32 
IAT... 46 40 20 39 
1848 _ 40 34 28 34 
1845 39 34 23 3¹ 
1850. 46 39 32 39 
1851 47 42 35 4l 
1852 45 39 Ey 39 
1853 59 54 47 53 
1854 49 46 38 44 
1855. 46 38 33 39 
1856 56 45 39 47 
1857 47 38 46 
1858... 45 36 31 87 
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J. R. DODGE, 
Statistician, Department of Agriculture, 

It will be seen from the foregoing table that wool was higher while 
the tariff acts of 1832 and 1833 were in foree—which protectionists 
call low-tariff acts—than it has been at any period since, except the 
war period, and that wool commanded a higher price during the time 
the low-tariff act of 1846 was in force than it has at any time since 
the passage of the high-tariff act of 1883. These facts should convince 
the wool-growers of the country that the price of their clips does not 
depend upon a high tariff. 

Testimony from many sources shows that fine foreign wools, which 
are used to mix with our coarser wools in the manufacture of certain 
fabrics, are practically excluded from the country by high tariff, and 
asa result many mills are idle. Remove the tariff, start the mills to 
work, and there will be an increased demand for the home production. 

But so much has been said on this subject and it has been so ably 
and eloquently discussed by my colleague [Mr. LANHAM] I will not 
take up further time on this branch of the discussion. 

Mr. Chairman, there are a few facts which I desire to call to the at- 
tention of the House which I omitted to do at the proper time and in 
the right connection, but which I do not want to pass by without 
notice, as they tend to show that when the distinguished tleman 
from Michigan appealed to history to confirm the assertion that the 


periods of protection in this country have been periods of prosperity, 
and that the eras of free trade or a revenue tariff have been eras of de- 
pression and disaster,” he had entirely forgotten the two greatest in- 
dustries of this country, the growing of cotton and wheat. 

He paints in glowing colors the prosperity which he alleges followed 
the tariffs of 1824 and 1828, and eloquently depicts the “widespread 
desolation” that followed the low tariff of 1833. Now, sir, I appeal to 
statistical history to show that the gentleman's love for protection is 
greater than his love for truth of history. Upland cotton in New York 
in 1825 sold from 13 to 27 cents per pound. It gradually went down 
under high tariff each year until it sold for the low price of 7 to 12 
cents in 1832. In 1833, under low tariff, prices advanced to 9 and 17 
cents. In 1835 they were from 15 to 20 cents per pound; deelined in 
1836, and sold at 12 to 20 cents. There was further decline, under the 
high-tariff acts of 1842, which received its mead of praise from the 
gentleman. Cotton sold that year in New York from 7 to 9 cents, and 
in the following year from 5 to 8 cents; 5 to 9 in 1844, and 4 to 9 in 
1845, the lowest price that cotton ever reached in this country. 

Under the low-tariff acts of 1846 and 1857, which the gentleman al- 
leges in substance brought eras of industrial depression, culminating 
in the panic of 1857 and in universal bankruptcy, history shows that 
cotton gradually advanced from 1846 until 1850, when it sold from 11 
to 14 cents; in 1853, from 10 to 11 cents; and in 1857, the year when 
“ universal bankruptcy overtook the people,” according to the gentle- 
man, cotton sold in New York from 13 to 15 cents per pound. Sub- 
stantially the same fluctuations occured in the price of wheat and other 
farm ucts. The foregoing figures were taken from the American 
Almanac, the.statistics of which were compiled from official sources by 
Mr. Spofford, the Librarian of Congress. Now, Mr. i „it seems 
that when the gentleman was speaking of the panies of 1837 and 1857 
he forgot that great class of laborers w farm products commanded 
high prices under low tariff and were sacrificed at low prices under 
high tariff. He forgot to tell us that the Commissioner of Labor, who 
has collected all the infermation obtainable on this subject, says that 
these panics, including that of 1873, were the results of speculation, ex- 
tension of credits, and inflated currency. But why has not the gentle- 
man told us the cause of the great distress brought upon the country by 
the financial crash of 1873. Was it free trade or a revenue tariff only? 
If I remember correctly there, never was a period in the history of this 
country when the tariffs were higher. Why did he not tell us the 
causes which led to the financial depression that continued from 1882 
to 1885? And why did he not tell us the causes which have produced 
existing depressions in monetary affairs and the general discontent that 
exists all over this land? Iwill answer the last question in short. High 
tariff, which robs the farmer, the mechanic, and the laborer of their 
hard earnings under the guise of protection to build up and sustain vast 
moneyed monopolies and trusts that are ruled over by the lordliest set ot 
plunderers that ever feasted and fattened on the misfortunes of their 
countrymen by sanction of law, is one of the principal causes that has 
produced present depression and existing discontent. 

It has been several times shown by gentlemen on this side of the 
House that these trusts, such as the salt trust, steel trust, iron trust, 
zine, copper, lead, and tin trusts, and many others, under a protective 
tariff, enjoy a bonusof $30 on every $100 worth of their products, while 
the whole cost for labor is only $24. Now, sir, these soulless entities 
called trusts, which have sprung into existence of high-tariff parentage 
within the last few years, are earless to the wails of suffering of the 
laboring men, women, and children for whose labor $24 are paid, while 
above ordinary profits high tariff allows them a bonus of $30. How 
can they expect the country to remain quiet and passive under such 
circumstances? How can they expect to keep down strikes when they 
come with all their money power and influence to defeat all legisla- 
tion looking to a fair adjustment and settlement of existing evils? 

Mr. Chairman, these trusts destroy all competition at home, and high 
tariff prevents competition from abroad. Break down these trusts by 
a reduction of the tariff, and competition will spring into life again at 
Bomo and abroad, labor will be better paid, and farm products will 

vance. 

And I wish here to repeat, that I have shown that the proposition 
made by the gentleman from Michigan has not been sustained by history; 
and I want further to say that if history proves anything it proves 
that the periods of protection, which the gentleman calls periods of 
‘marvelous prosperity,” have been periods of marvelous prosperity ” 
for corporate monopolies, for moneyed combinations, for trusts, for syn- 
dicates, and all the evils that follow in the train of money domination. 

These have been the periods when our commerce with foreign na- 
tions ceased, when our ships rotted in the docks for want of a cargo, 
when our flag was not—and it is not now—seen in the commercial 
ports of the world, when our cotton sold in New York from 4 to 9 cents 
a pound, and now from 7 to 13, when our wheat sold in New York 
from 75 to 100 cents per bushel, and little better now. The present time, 
I suppose, is one of the gentleman’s periods of marvelous prosperity,” 
when the farmer, mechanic, laborer, and all kinds of occupations and 
professions are taxed in order to get cheap farming implements, cloth- 
ing, and other necessaries of life. During the last year nearly $2,000,- 
000 worth of agricultural implements were exported from this to for- 
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eign countries, coming in competition with what protectionists call 
the cheap wood and iron of other countries, and yet the farmer at home 
must be taxed on the wood and iron that are used in the manufacture 
of his wagon, his plow, hoe, and rake, and on the bolts, screws, and 
nails, and everything else he uses. And heas well as his neighbors of 
every other calling must be taxed on every article of clothing used by 
himself, wife, and children, and all this not for the benefit of the gov- 
ernment under which he lives, but to protect manufacturers, holders 
of stocks in trusts, combinations, and other moneyed associations, that 
they may live in luxurious ease at home, and ‘‘clothed in purple and 
fine linen” may display the magnificence of their wealth abroad. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I prefer to see a return of another one of those 
periods which the gentleman denominates, ‘‘eras of depression and dis- 
aster,” when we will have a tariff for revenue only, when cotton will 
sell as it sold in 1835, from 15 to 20 cents per pound—11 to 14 in 1850, 
and 13 to 15 in 1857—when wheat will sell, as it did in 1836, from 
$1.37 to $2.12, in 1850 from $1.09 to $1.50, and in 1855 from $1.96 to 
$2.80. These were years of depression, according to the gentleman, as 
low tariffs then existed. What would the farmers that grew cotton 
and wheat in those days say? And what will the farmers of to-day, 
whose products are sold in the gambling houses of the great cities in 
the form of futures at nominal prices months before they are gathered, 
say? 

Mr. Chairman, no fact is better known to the people of this country 
than the fact that the prices of our products are determined by the 
prices of such products in foreign markets. If cotton declines a half 
penny in Liverpool it goes down 1 cent in New York as quickly as the 
electric flash can convey the news. So also with all our farm products. 
No one has ever heard a protectionist object to foreign dealers fixing 
the prices of the products of the farm, ranche, or dairy; but when it is 
proposed to add a tariff for revenue only to the price of foreign manu- 
factures, such as clothing and other necessaries, consternation is at once 
produced in protection camps, and the cry is raised that our home in- 
dustries will be destroyed. 5 

They want a wall of protection as high and as thick as the walls that 
surrounded ancient Babylon to keep out the pauper and demoralized 
labor of the Old World”? and the manufactured product of that labor 
from this country, yet they want a gateway left open broad enough 
and high enough for the farm products of the country to pass out to the 
markets of the world, to compete with the products of the hungry and 
half-clad labor of Egypt, Australia, and India. But when the manu- 
facturers of wood, iron, wool, cotton, orany foreign commodity is sought 
to be brought to this country in exchange for our exports this gateway 
is closed by protectionists who tell us that such manufactures can not 
enter, because they are the products of the “‘ pauper and demoralized 
labor of the Old World!” Such is the philosophy of the protectionists. 

Mr. Chairman, as my time is about to expire, I only wish to mention 
another fact or two which, in my opinion, have much to do with the 
discontent that exists throughout the country. I refer to our financial 
policy and to our banking system. While I have no time to enter into 
details, I will state that on the 31st of October last there were two hun- 
dred and twenty depositories, all of which, I believe, are national banks, 
in which there were deposited something over $31,000,000 of Govern- 
ment funds. It is true that this money is secured by the deposit of the 
bonds of the Government with the Treasurer, and is perfectly safe as 
far as the Government is concerned. But the fact to which I desire to 
call your attention is that these banks, which are organized for private 
purposes, that is, for the benefit of the stockholders, are by Jaw made 
the financial agents of the Government, and in this way become the 
managers and directors of the finances of the Government. 

The large capital owned and controlled by these banks, supple- 
mented by this immense sum of Government money, practically places 
the finances of the country in their hands, and enables them to regulate 
and control the amount of the circulation which enters into the trade 
and business of the country. In these days of combines and trusts it 
is not unreasonable to suppose that the banks, like all other moneyed 
organizations and powers, co-operate for the purpose of securing for 
themselves the largest possible profits. In fact, we know that the rep- 
resentatives of these institutions meet annually at Saratoga for the pur- 
pose of outlining their future policy and of suggesting such legislation 
as will insure a continuance of their mastery over the finances of the 
country. 

Mr. Chairman, the policy of the banks in withdrawing their circu- 
lation, coupled with the heavy drains daily made upon the country 
through high-tariff taxation, came nigh producing another great panic 
ashort time ago. The fact is, sir, we were on the verge of another 
crisis, to avoid which the Government was forced into the market of 
the country to buy unmatured bonds at high premiums. This policy 
gave temporary relief, by turning into the channels of trade a portion 
of our surplus and thereby preventing what seemed to be the deliber- 
ate purpose of some of forcing a crisis. Unless some remedial legisla- 
tion is adopted there is nothing to prevent a recurrence of the past. 
The Comptroller of the Currency, in his last annual report, shows that 
on October 31, 1883, there were national-bank notes outstanding, less 
the amount secured by a deposit of lawful money, in round numbers, 
$316,020,000. 


On the 31st of October, 1887, national-bank notes outstanding, less 
the amount secured by a deposit of lawful money, amounted to $169,- 
215,000; showing a decrease inthe amountof their circulation during 
the four years of $146,785, 000, notwithstanding the fact that within the 
same period of time over seven hundred new banks were organized. 
Fifty million dollars of the sum before named was withdrawn from circu- 
lation during the last yearof the period named. Under the acts of 1874 
and 1882 national banks may continue to withdraw their circulation by 
a deposit of lawful money, and at the same time withdraw their bonds 
deposited to secure their circulation and speculate on them in the 
market, where they now sell at $126.50 for every $100. 

The disposition of our people to organize new national banks in all 
of our prosperous towns and cities in the South and West tends to en- 
hance their value by creating a demand for these bonds, which are held 
almost exclusively by capitalists and rich bankers in the money centers, 
who can place whatever price thereon they see proper. While la 
banks are withdrawing their bonds from deposit, which secures their 
circulation by depositing” lawful money, dollar for dollar, to pay off 
their outstanding notes, they sell the bonds thus withdrawn to the or- 
ganizers of new banks at $126.50 for every $100, thus speculating on 
the organizers ofnew banks as well as the Government, which must also 
pay their prices. 

it must be evident to every one that the present price of 4 per cent. 
bonds is merely speculative. These bonds do not mature until 1907, 
and are therefore generally used by national banks to secure their cir- 
culation. While these bonds only draw 4 per cent. per annum the 
are now worth in the market 126}, while the 4} per cent. bonds, whic 
mature in 1891, only command 106} in the market. It is apparent, 
therefore, that it is not the matter of interest the bonds draw that af- 
fects the price of bonds, but the time they have torun. The 43 bonds 
can be called inat maturity three years hence, and therefore the oppor- 
tunities for speculation are not afforded as in the case of 4 per cent. 
bonds, which have nineteen years to run. 

The Comptroller of the Currency farther shows that the national 
banks now in existence, if they held only the minimum of bonds, can 
reduce the bank circulation to (round numbers) $80,921,000, while the 
maximum of circulation can be increased to $520,616, 000. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, such a power as this should never be left in the 
hands of the banks. They ought not to have the ability to increase or 
diminish the volume of currency at their will and pleasure. 

As long as this is the case we may expect financial depressions and 
panics. Take this power away by proper legislation, furnish a sufi- 
cient amount of gold and silver, and paper based on the precious metals 
to supply the demands of business and trade, strike down protection, 
pass the pending bill, which is a tariff measure for revenue only and 
which will save to the farmers and laborers of this country $78,000,000 
annually, and then peace, happiness, and prosperity will bless our en- 
tire country. [Applause. ] 

Mr. JACKSON obtained the floor and said: Mr. Chairman, I yield 
a portion of my time to my colleague [Mr. DARLINGTON]. 

Mr. DARLINGTON. Mr. Chairman, the statement has been mace 
on both sides of this Chamber that the tariff is a business question. If 
a business question, it should be treated as such—that is, in accordance 
with the rules which govern in corporations, largeorsmall. The stock- 
holders manage a corporation in proportion to the number of shares 
held by each. Applying this principle, let us see how the present tariff 
bill originated. 

The Ninth district of Texas, the Second district of Arkansas, the 
Fourth district of Tennessee, and the Second district of Georgia are 
represented on the Committee of Ways and Means, the committee that 
originated this bill. According to the census report for 1880, the man- 
uſucturing and agricultural products for the year 1879 in these four 
Congressional districts were $33,209,333. The Sixth district of Penn- 
sylvania, which I have the honor to represent on this floor, according 
to the same census report, produced for the same year manufacturing 
and agricultural products amounting to $38,514,217. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman think that the districts he 
mentions as being deficient in manufacturing interests have therefore 
no right to say anything as to the amount of taxes they shall pay? 

Mr. DARLINGTON. Oh, no; not at all. I merely want to show 
that I have larger interests to represent so far as manufactures are con- 
cerned. 

Let us apply the test to wages. The four Congressional districts paid 
out during 1879 $576,539. The wages paid during the same year in the 
Sixth Congressional district of Pennsylvania were $5,589,188. : 

The number of hands employed in manufacturing in those four dis- 
tricts was 3,697. The number employed in the Sixth district was 
16,103. 

Judging, then, by the tests of production, wages, and the number of 
hands employed, the Congressional district I represent should have 
five times the weight in framing a tariff it now has; in other words, 
the great interests at stake have not adequate protection, so far as rep- 
resentation is concerned, by votes or speeches. The four Congressional 
districts having less production, less men employed, and paying out 
less wages, are able to destroy by legislation the industries in another 
district. Will they do it, or, rather, should they? 
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Living in sections which produce comparatively nothing, while they 
are very excellent gentlemen, good lawyers, and shrewd politicians, 
they are hardly the best qualified to legislate upon subjects in which 
they have had no practical experience and in which their districts have 
very little interest. 

Much fault is found with the New England and Middle States for 
building railroads in the West, and for holding mortgages on farms in 
the same section. This kind of talk does not properly belong to the 
discussion of a tariff question. The indebtedness is incurred by the 
parties interested, is a voluntary transaction on both sides, and needs 
no consideration whatever on the floor of this House, 

If Western and Southern people do not want railroads or do not want 
to mortgage their farms the remedy is in their own hands. I would 
mildly suggest less politie and more business, more industry and more 
thrift would soon obviate the necessity of borrowing so much money 
of Eastern capitalists. 

Establish manufactories, have diversified industries, a home market 
for the farmer’s products, and soon there will be a surplus of capital 
in every section of our country. The West and South have natural 
advantages over the East and North, but no nation can grow rich by 
agriculture alone. Farmers to prosper must live contiguous to large 
cities, and these will not grow unless manufactures are fostered. 

I am here to legislate for the whole country, but especially to look 
after the interests of my own people. Now, if protection is withdrawn, 
even to a partial extent, its effects will be felt immediately. The 
16,000 men engaged in manutacturing in the Sixth district will either 
be thrown out of employment or their wages will be reduced. If they 
quit the business with which they are acquainted, what would you do 
with theme. The farmers of Chester and Delaware Counties do not 
need their services; you do not need them in the West or South for 
agriculture; why disturb their present prosperous condition? If they 
leave their present location the farmers lose their home market, and 
there is stagnation in every industry, and who will be benefited? The 
foreign manufacturer perhaps, but I am not here to legislate for Eu- 
rope, Asia, or Afried, but for America. I would build an industrial 
wall around this country so high that not an article should come into 
it that could be profitably produced here, trusting to competition to 
place prices of manufactured goods on an equitable basis. 

The protective policy has been in force in this country since 1842, 
with afew exceptions, and its results have been marvelous. It was 
so successful in my section that when the Democratic party nominated 
James K. Polk for President in 1844, on a free-trade platform, it was 
necessary to inscribe on its banners Polk, Dallas, and the tariff ot 
42.“ to carry Pennsylvania. 

The history of the protective policy from that time to this has been 
so often given on this floor that I shall not detain you with an account 
of its triumphs, 

It is said the manufacturer has grown too rich. I deny it. I have 
had some experience with that class. Taking everything into account, 
they have not received more than an adequate recompense for the risks 
involved. 

William Penn, with his frugal and thrifty Quakers, coming from the 
farming distiicts of England, first landed at the city of Chester, now 
a flourishing town in the southern portion of my district. After pur- 
chasing the land from the Indians they and their descendants gradu- 
ally spread over the hills and valleys of Chester and Delaware Coun- 
ties, and by honest toil and economy for two hundred years, mainly by 
farming, have acquired a surplus, and to-day they are the people who 
furnish the money to invest in Western mortgages, county, city, and 
township loans. 

Mr. HERBERT. Doesthe gentleman say that the money so invested 
is the money of the farmers ? 

Mr. DARLINGTON. Of the farmers alone. The manufacturers 
need all the capital they possess to keep in motion their enterprises. 
It is the farmers of the East, not the manufacturers, who are furnish- 
ing the West with capital. 

Mr. HERBERT. Does the gentleman mean to say that the indus- 
tries of his district are altogether agricultural industries ? 

Mr. DARLINGTON. No, sir; theindustries of my district are both 
farming and manufacturing. We produce from twenty-five to thirty 
million dollars’ worth of manufactured products annually, 

The constant parade on this floor of the indebtedness of the West 
to the East is both silly and unbusinesslike. If you alarm the East- 
ern investors, you cut off the supply of capital that is necessary to the 
opening up of a new country, and then you are at the mercy of the 
Western banker. I trust for your own interests, this part of your asser- 
tions, calculated to inflame one section against another, will cease. 
Without credit Western lands are comparatively valueless to the poor 
man. In order to carry out your mad schemes of free trade in this 
country you are ready to rob him, first of his credit, then of the fruits 
of his labor, reducing him toa level with the peasantry of France, 
Russia, Germany, and Ireland. 

A widow of a missionary to India, returning to her native land, on 
the death of her husband, informed me that her three servants, on 
bended knee, begged her totake them with herto America. The wages 


she had paid them for years were 3 cents per day. Destroy the pro- 
tective policy, and then as a necessary consequence these cheap laborers 
must be obtained or our manufacturing interests will be destroyed. 


Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman tell us whether the lady he 
speaks of was crucl enough to leave those servants behind her in India? 

Mr. DARLINGTON. She was a missionary’s widow, with five 
children, and probably without means of paying the passage of those 
servants; so if she was unwilling to undertake to bring them to this 
country it isnot to be wondered at. But other persons of larger means 
will bring people of that class here if we open the doors. 

Labor in this country is at present organized and asserting its rights; 
pas oey would organization effect against labor in India at 3 cents a 

y 

May the day be far distant when American laborers will have no 
other aspirations than a bare competency! The education of their 
children, the prospect of a home of their own, all these crushed out, and 
that, too, under the name of Democracy. 

Less than a third of a century ago the dominant section of the Dem o- 
cratic party conceived the bold idea of extending the dominion of 
slavery over the fertile Territories of the West. To succeed in that 
enterprise it was necessary to have an intimation from the Supreme 
Court of the United States to aid them in their work. A Chief-Justice 
traveled out of his way to declare that a black man had no rights 
which a white man was bound to respect. This opinion shocked the 
NS world, and brought upon this country the wrath of Almighty 

Mr. HERBERT. Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania know 
that Chief-Justice Taney never said anything of that sort? 

Mr, DARLINGTON. No, sir; I do not know it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Isay he did not. There is nothing of that kind 
in the Dred-Scott decision. 

Mr. DARLINGTON. The history of the country will show whether 
my statement is correct.. I am trespassing on the time of my colleague 
[Mr. JACKSON], and I must hurry on. 

To establish the idea of slavery as a permanent institution on this 
continent, the Southern people fought with unparalleled bravery, and 
for four years held in check the mighty armies of the Republic. Their 
devotion to their ideas and their personal bravery and self-sacrifice 
must, and did, command our admiration; but they failed. Their dream 
of a landed aristocracy and a roll-call of slaves has been dispelled. 
Slavery is gone forever; but in its place they would establish another 
aristocracy, composed of land-owners and manufacturers, with pooriy- 
paid labor and a half-starving peasantry, if protection is discarded and 
labor placed on an equality throughout the world. 

Less then one month ago two-thirds of this House favored a bill to 
equalize taxation by returning the taxes paid by a portion of the States, 
releasing the remainder from all claims the Government had upon 
them—a just and equitable bill. 

Forth stepped a Democrat from the South, and cried “Halt? Im- 
mediately filibustering began; a caucus was held; the Democratic party 
became solid; the dead-lock was broken. 

A Democratic caucus, at some stage of the tariff proceedings, may 
say the Mills bill must go through, and the Northern Democracy, pli- 
able as it has always been, may bow the knee, and there will be re- 
joicing—outside of America, throughout the world. The Cobden Club 
will have a banquet; foreign articles will be thrown into our markets; 
for the time-heing goods may be cheaper. When our manufactures are 
destroyed prices will advance, and then we will again return to the 
idea of protection. f 

The country awaits with anxiety the verdict of the House on the 
Mills tariff bill. [Loud applause. ] 

5 JACKSON withholds his remarks for revision. 
DIX. 
[Mr. Owxx withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

_ Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having re- 
sumed the chairas Speaker pro tempore, Mr. NELSON, from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation 
tot he collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution 
thereon. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Pensions yester- 
day submitted a number of adverse reports, among them a bill (H. R. 
3544) granting a pension to Joseph W. McConnell, I ask unanimous 
consent that that bill be placed upon the Calendar with the adverse re- 


port. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think that 
that is hardly in order now, the session this evening being for debate 
only; but the gentleman will be recognized to make the request to- 
morrow. 

Mr. KILGORE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and the House accordingly (at 10 o’clock 
and 4 minutes p. m.) adjourned until 10 a. m, to-morrow. 


See APPEN- 
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> PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND: REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 9984) granting a pen- 
sion to Frank Caughman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 9985) to pay certain soldiers of the 
Union armies—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9986) for the relief of Carclina Seiler—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9987) for the relief of Robert Clark—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ENLOE: A bill (H. R. 9988) for the relief of James B. 
Guthrie—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9989) for the relief of Irwin McAdams—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9990) for the relief of James W. Reid—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 9991) for the relief of Thomas M. 
Bybee—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FISHER: A bill (H. R. 9992) granting a pension to Henry 
H. Gupp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 9993) granting a pension to George R. 
Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 9994) granting a pension to John 
W. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 9995) for the relief of W. W. 
Kerbagh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 9996) for the relief of David 
Sarsfield—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition for reducing tax on alcohol used in the 
arts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Petition of Marion J. Langley, widow of J. H. 
Langley, of St. Mary’s County, Maryland, for reference of his claim to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Papers in the claim of Irwin McAdams, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims. ‘ 

By Mr. FORD: Remonstrance of Cody, Ball & Co. and other mer- 
chants of Grand Rapids, Mich., against any bill proposing to brand or 
tax the lard manufactured by N. K. Fairbanks & Co.—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of C. M. and A. W. Rolfe, of Pena- 
cook, N. H., for quick mail transit between New York and the West 
and the New England States—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. f A 

By Mr. GEAR: Memorial of the Boardof Trade of Burlington, Iowa, 
for reduction of letter postage to 1 cent—to the Committeeon the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of J. N. Couchmanand 13 others, 
of L. S. Kenneley and 21 others, of T. H. B. McCain and 35 others, and 
of J. H. Simpson and 35 others, citizens and soldiers of Montgomery 
County; of D. L. Bauldridge and 14 others, soldiers and citizens of 
Parke County; of J. A. Weaver and 34 others, soldiers and citizens of 
Jackson County; and of H. W. McNamar and 17 others, soldiers and 
citizens of Clay County, Indiana, for the establishment of a soldiers’ 
home in Indiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. S. Bennett and others, soldiers of Montgomery 
County, Indiana, asking for the passage of a general pension bill before 
the passage of the Mills bill—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of W. N. Rose, of Wayne County, 
North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition of citizens of Clay and Jackson 
Counties, Kentucky, requesting that a pension be granted to Alfred 
Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers in the case of Wellington Warren, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORRILL: Petition of Lankford P. Evans, for increase of 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Petition of L. P. Sorrell, administrator of Jacob 
Sorrell, Wake County, North Carolina, for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petitionof J. E. Parham and others, citizens of North Carolina, 
and of Local Assembly No. 9076, Knights of Labor, of Fayetteville, N. 
C., to protect free labor from convict labor to the Committee on Labor. 

By PEEL: Petition of 89 citizens of Siloam Springs, Ark., fa- 
oe the National Tribune pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

se Bsn SEYMOUR: Petition of George A. Priest, of Menominee, 
Mich., and 89 others, soldiers and sailors of the Union Army—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY SMITH: Remonstrance of the Chamber of Com- 


merce of Milwaukee, Wis., against an amendment to the interstate com- 
merce act relating to customs duties interfering with Canadian railways 
in the American freight trafic—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Petition of John F. Hagan, for a pension to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Elizabeth G. Mahon, widow of 
Mathew Mahon, of Morgan Country, Alabama, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims.. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of J. W. Ennest and 18 others, 
citizens of Clinton County, Michigan, in favor of pure food—to the 
Committee.on Agriculture. 

The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. BOUND: Of W. G. Wenck and other druggists, of North- 
umberland, Pa. 

By Mr. LONG: Of the Massachusetts State Pharmaceutical Associ- 
ation. ‘ 

By Mr. McCORMICK: Of George M. Spalding and others, of Wells- 
borough, Pa. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands: 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of J. K, Tyson and others, citizens of Eliz- 
abeth, N. J. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Of citizens of Laurel County, Kentucky. 
me Mr. PERKINS: Of H. F. Higgie and others, citizens of Girard, 

ans. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Ofcitizens of Walker County, Texass 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Of E. F. Haight and 29 others, citizen. 
of Brockway Centre, Mich. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of Daniel Merrill and 46 others, citizens of 
Pittsburgh, N. H. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of citizens of Grassland and of Dobbins, W. Va. 

By Mr. REED: Of citizens of Saco and of Freeport, Me. 

5 SPOONER: Of W. S. Shearman and other farmers of Rhode 
Island. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. BOUND: Of citizens of Shamokin, Pa. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of 2,300 soldiers and citizens of Beaver County, 
and of 807 soldiers of Lawrence County, Pennsylvania. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a Jaw providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, were referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HUDD: Of 29 citizens of Brown County, Wisconsin. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of 236 citizens of Washington and Beaver 
Counties, Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. LYMAN: Of 58 citizens of Montgomery County, Iowa. 

By Mr. MANSUR: Of 50 citizens of Livingston County, Missouri. 


The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
pestmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads: 

By Mr. MAISH: Of citizens of Mount Rock, Cumberland County, 
Pennsylvania, 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, May 16, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. J. E. RANKIN, D. D., of Orange, N. J. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
communication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of January 17, 1888, certain information relative 
to railroad grants to the State of Kansas by acts of Congress of March 
3, 1863, and Joly 26,1866. This communication is accompanied bya 
large number of exhibits, including maps, and perhaps it had better 
be referred to the Committee on Printing for examination before 
further action is taken. That order will be made, if there be Ro 
objection. 


1888. 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the memorial of L. P. Wilson 
and others, citizens of the United Statés, remonstrating against the con- 
vict-labor system of the States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Kansas, praying for legis- 
lation providing protection for game in the Yellowstone National Park; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Butchers’ National Protect- 
ive Association, remonstrating against the passage of the Palmer bill 
for the extirpation of pleuro-pneumonia among cattle; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLODGETT presented the petition of H. E. Bowles and 26 
other citizens of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 


Pensions. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of John A. Neville and 21 
other surviving Union soldiers and sailors, citizens of Charlevoix and 
vicinity, in the State of Michigan, praying for the passage of the per 
diem rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Detroit, Mich., 
signed by J. C. MeDonald, president, and George M. Lane, secretary, 
praying for the passage of the bill providing for the construction of a 
winter bridge across the Detroit River; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented two petitions of ex-Union soldiers and 
sailors, citizens of Indiana, praying for the passage of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of New Jersey and Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of Senate bill 283, providing for the bet- 


ter protection of the Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered 


to lie on the table. 6 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of Chenango Grange, No. 221, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Chenango, Pa., and the petition of George 
T. Mackey and 28 other citizens of Lathrop, Susquehanna County, 
Pennsylvania, praying that the work of the eradication of pleuro-pneu- 
monia shall be continued under the Bureau of Animal Industry as at 
present organized, etc.; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. W. H. E. Platt, of Carbon- 
dale, Pa., praying to be allowed a pension; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. > 

He also presented a petition of physicians and druggists, citizens of 
Sewickley, Pa.; and a petition of physicians and druggists, citizens of 
Great Bend, Pa., praying for the repeal of the law classifying druggists 
as liquor-dealers, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance, 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the representatives of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Oregon, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for headstones to mark the graves of Union soldiers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of New 
York City, praying for the purchase of a certain site for the use of the 
new custom-house building in that city; which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to establish agricultural stations in connection with the col 
leges established in the several States under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,’’ re- 
ported it without amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S, 2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under 
the act of March 3, 1883; and 

A bill (S. 2883) for the relief of 8. H. Pearce. 

Mr. EVARTS. A petition of Hiram Berdan, praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the erection of a monument at Gettysburgh, was 
presented by my colleague [Mr. Hiscock] on the 7th of May, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. I am instructed by that com- 
mittee to report it back and ask to be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the subject, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

The report was agreed to. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 

tions to report a resolution, which I ask may be read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator desire the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 


: intip SHERMAN. By the rule it has to go to the Committee on 
rinting. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read, 


The Chief Clerk read as follows: * 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
(Miscellaneous Document No. 109, first session Fiftieth Con being the re- 
port relating to the fisheries treaty, be printed for the use of the Senate in con- 
nection with the message of the President, dated Fe 20, 1888, and the pro- 
posed treaty with Great Britain, and the map of the fishing limits prepared at 
the Hydrographic Office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Before the resolution is referred, there is in ita 
verbal inaccuracy, or ratheran omission thatoughttobesupplied. The 
understanding was that, of course, the views of the minority would be 
printed with the report, as I supposed. 

Mr. MORGAN. Les, the views of the minority were to be printed 
with the report proper. p 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the intention. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then theresolution ought to be amended by say- 
ing together with the views of the minority.” We do not want to 
send out half of a document. 

The PRESIDENT pro lempore. The Secretary will report the pro- 

amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to amend the resolution so as to 
read: 


Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the Nig oy of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions (Miscellaneous Document No, 109, first session Fiftieth Congress), being 
the report relating to the fisheries treaty, together with the views of the minority, 
be printed for the use of the Senate, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred un- 
der the rule to the Committee on Printing. 


ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO INDIANS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAWEs] May 3, 1888, to report it favorably with- 
out amendment. I ask for its present consideration. 

The resolution was considered, by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: A 


Resolred, That there be printed in document form 1,000 copies of the act of 
February 8, 1887, entitled“ An act to provide for the allotment of lands in sever- 
alty to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of tho 
law» of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other 
purposes.” 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2956) for the relief of Samuel T. 
Dunlap; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to 
Maryeta McGuire, widow of Francis McGuire; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2958) granting a pension to Francis M. 
Spears; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 2959) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire James Weir Graydon, of Indianapolis, Ind., 
with the rank and grade of lieutenant in the United States Navy; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2960) granting a pension to John Speace, 
late a private in Company K, Thirteenth Regiment of Kentucky Cav- 
alry; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2961) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary A. Black; which was read twice by its title, and referred ↄ the 
Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PADDOCK introduced a bill (S. 2962) for the relief of George 
L. Turner; which vas read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2963) for the relief of William H. Har- 
low; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committeo 
on Claims. i 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2964) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Navy to issue to all enlisted men discharged from the United 
States Navy a certificate of honorable service, where the original dis- 
charge has been lost or destroyed; which was read twico by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2965) for the relief of certain set- 
tlers in the Wind River Valley, Wyoming Territory; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. EVARTS introduced a bill (S. 2966) for the relief of William 
Henry Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. VOORHEES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
fixing the salary of the Commissioner of the General Land Office at 
$5,000 per annum; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FRYE, Mr. BUTLER, and Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the 


+ 
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@ river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORRILL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him as a substitute for the bill (S. 2919) to define the routes of 
steam railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, and be printed 


GENERAL APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. EDMUNDS submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Rules: 
Pe scenes That paragraph 3 of Rule XVI be amended by adding thereto the 
owing: 

“ Whenever any general ee pa bill originating in the House of Rep- 
resentatives shall be under consideration, it shall be the So of the Presidin, 
Officer to cause to be stricken out of suclmbill all provisions therein of a genera 
legislative character other than such as relate to the d: ition of the moneys 
appropriated therein; but such order of the Presiding Officer shall be subject to 
an appeal to the Senate as in other cases of questions of order.“ 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. SAWYER submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is hereby nu- 


thorized toemploy a stenographer to report proceedings before said committee 
regarding House bill No; 4010. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. Saint Clair $97.80, duties 
on a monument to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late of the 
United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of W. 8. Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of Abbie Sharp, formerly Abbie 


Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell; 

A bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of Lowman & Co.; 

A bill (H. R. 7618) for the relief of the Shepard & Morse Lumber Com- 
pany of Burlington, Vt.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8391) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
volunteer disabled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other 


ie? ging ‘ 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1204) to provide for holding the circuit and district courts of the United 
States at Martinsburgh, in the district of West Virginia. 


THE MEAT PRODUCT. 


Mr. VEST. I desire to call up the resolution I offered day before 
yesterday. I intended to call it up yesterday, but on the request ot 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], I let it lie over until to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. Vest, May 
14, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators shall be age rppan by the 
President of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to examine fully all questions 
touching the meat product of the United States, and especially as to the trans- 
portation of beef and beef cattle, and the sale of the same in the cattle markets, 
stock-yards, and cities, and whether there exists or has existed any combina- 
tion ofany kind by reason of which the price of beef and beef cattle have been 
so controlled or affected as to diminish the 2 id the producer without 
lessening the cost of meat to the consumer; that said committee may hold its 
sessions during the recess of the Senate at such times and places as it may de- 
termine, and shall haye power to send for persons and papers, and also to em- 
ploy a stenographer and a sergeant-a all the necessary expenses of said 
committee to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and said com- 
mittee shall make report to the Senate at its next session by bill or otherwise. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution is before the Senate 
if there be no objection; and the question is on agreeing to it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall make no apology for saying avery 
few words in regard to this resolution. 

It is not intended to create any junketing committee or to invade 
the province of any standing or regular committee of the Senate. If 
it concerned only the question of the transportation of beef and beef 
cattle I should have asked its reference to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce or the Committee on Commerce generally, but the inten- 
tion of the resolution is to reach beyond the subject of transportation. 

This question of the meat product of the United States is by no means 
local or sectional. It affects every portion of the country and almost 
every individual. It is not a question of the sustenance of human or 
physical life only; it is a question of vitality, of enterprise, of civiliza- 
tion, of e The history of the whole world shows that the beef- 


eating peoples of the world are foremost in and war, in art and 
science. ‘That has been the history of our race, and will be to the end 
of recorded time. 


It is a singular fact, sir, how strikingly this truth is illustrated in 
statistics as well as in general and national results. I have before me 
a table accurately and adopted by the highest authority in 

and the United States in regard to the consumption of beef 
in 1884 in all the leading countries of the world. 

In Great Britain the average consumption of each individual was 
105 pounds per annum; in France 74 pounds; in Germany 69 pounds; in 
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Russia 48 pounds; in Italy 23 pounds; in Austria 64 pounds; in Spain 
49 ee in Scandinavia 67 pounds; and in the United States 120 
poun 

In Great Britain the consumption annually was 105 pounds, and in the 
United States 120 pounds, so that the two great English speaking peo- 
ples of the world, the foremost to-day in empireand civilization, Great 
Britain and the United States, are the largest beef consumers of all the 
nations upon the face of the earth. 

In Great Britain there has been by decades the following increase 
in the consumption of meat: In 1850 the average consumption to the 
person per annum was 76 pounds; in 1860, 86 pounds; in 1870, 94 
pounds; in 1880, 101 pounds, and in 1884, 105 pounds. And yet, sir, 
with this increased consumption abroad amongst the people with whom 
we have the closest. commercial intercourse, and with the additional 
fact that during the last terrible winter 500,000 head of cattle perished 
in the Territory of Montana alone, the price of beef paid the producer is 
steadily declining in the market, 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator means wholesale, not retail. 

Mr. VEST. I mean, of course, wholesale; I will come to retail in a 
moment. Iam glad the Senator suggested it, because that is a portion 
of this remarkable exhibit. It is the fact that whilst the price has de- 
creased to the producer of beef it has increased to the consumer, and 
this wonderful state of affairs exists and has existed ever since 1872. 
The purpose of my resolution is to find why this is so, why beef and 
cattle constitute an exception to the general rule of supply and de- 
mand and all commercial rules, - 

Mr. CULLOM. I believe the Senator’s resolution is up for consid- 
eration and is the subject of the discussion on the part of the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to suggest an amendment to his resolution, 
after which I shall have no objection to it. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. Let the proposed amendment be read. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will send to the desk the proposed amendment, to 
come in where I have marked. Z , 

770 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I appreciate the importance of this resolution, but 
I think it ought to take the course of all resolutions of this kind pro- 
posing to create new committees, involving considerable expense and 
having a very broad jurisdiction, and which is to continue during the 
recess of the Senate, Therefore I ask the Senator from Missouri who 
offered it to refer it to any appropriate committee, I do not care what 
committee, There are several committees that may be named as hav- 
ing charge of this subject. r 

Mr. VEST. I am perfectly willing to discuss the disposition of the 
resolution after I have made a few remarks upon it. I yielded to allow 
the amendment of the Senator from Illinois to be read. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I thought the Senator was through; I beg par- 
don. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from Illinois will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, after the word“ kind,“ insert the 
words: 

Either on the part of the Trunk Line Association, or the Central Traffic Asso- 
ciation, or on the part of those engaged in buying and shipping meat products, 

So as to make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That a special committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, whose duty it shall be to examine fully all questions 
touching the meat product of the United States; and especially as to the trans- 
portation of beef and beef cattle, and the sale of the same in the cattle markets, 
e ee and cities; and whether there exists or has existed any combina- 
tion of any kind, either on the part of the Trunk Line Association, or the Cen- 
tral Traffic Association, or on the part of those 3 in buying and shipping 
meat products, by reason of which the prices of beef and beef cattle have been 
so controlled or affected as to diminish the price paid the producer without les- 
sening the cost of meat to the consumer. Thatsaid committee may hold its ses- 
sions during the recess of the Senate, at such times and places as it may deter- 
mine, and shall have power to send for persons and papers, and also toemploy 
a stenographer and a sergeant-at- arms; all necessary expenses of said commit- 
tee to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate; and said committee 
shall make report to the Senate at its next session by bill or otherwise. 


Mr. VEST. I have not the slighest objection to that amendment. 
My object in offering the resolution was to make it as comprehensive 
as possible. I am anxious, and honestly so, to ascertain what is the 
cause of the anomalous condition of affairs in regard to this interest in 
the United States. 

It is very natural, aside from the fact that I am an American Sena- 
tor, that I should be anxious in regard to thisquestion. The State of 
Missouri is one of the largest cattle-producing States in the Union, and 
I say here now to-day, as a matt of personal observation and knowl- 
edge, that the cattle interest of thy West, of the State in which I live, 
has been stricken down and is prostrate to-day. 

The cattle-growers of the great West seem to be dazed, they seem tobe 


The proposed amendment of the 


dumbfounded by the present condition of things. They hold conven- 


tions and meetings, but they can not ascertain why it is that with an 
increased population and a decreased amount of beef cattle being pro- 
duced, the price still goes down in the market to the producer, but 
does not go down one single cent to the consumer. 

Mr. President, a few years ago the cattle interest was one of the 
most prosperous in the United States. Millions and millions of dollars 
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were taken from-the Eastern States and invested in the ranges of the 
great West. 

I hold in my hand an absolutely and positively correct report of the 
sales in the Chicago market, the greatest cattle market in the world, 
showing how the price of cattle has gone down steadily to the producer 
notwithstanding the fact that there was an immense decrease in the 
number of cattle, notwithstanding the fact, which goes without saying, 
that the population of the country is increasing in a ratio hitherto un- 
known in the history of nations. 

This report, which I hold in my hand, is taken from sales made in 
the stock-yards in Chicago in the year 1887. Take the State of Kansas, 
which heads thelist. The weight of cattle for Kansas was 1,300 pounds 
per head; price per hundred $4.65; gross value of the 1,300 class of 
cattle at $4.65, .45. Charges: Railroad freight, $4 a head; yard 
cha: 25 cents; feed charges, 25 cents; commission, 50 cents; making 
$5; the net value, then, of Kansas cattle being $55.45. Of course these 
were fed cattle and not from the ranges. 

This is a very interesting exhibit, Mr. President. Itshows that we 
are the greatest cattle-producing people in the world, and it shows at 
thesame time, as I shall further on demonstrate mathematically, itseems 
to me, that nothing but artificial oppression has brought the calamitous 
state of things that now exists upon the whole country in regard to this 
interest. 

Here is Nebraska. The weight of cattle averages 1,200 pounds for 
1887 sold in Chicago. Price per 100, $4.65; gross value, 1,300 at $4.65, 
$55.80; charges, without specifying particularly in the aggregate, $5; 
net value in Chicago, $50.80. 

Minnesota: Weight, 1,100 pounds; price per hundred, $4.40. Gross 
value, 1,100 pounds at $4.40, $48.40. Taking off the charges the net 
cash value was $43.40. 

In Dakota the weight was 1,150 pounds; price per hundred, $2.85; 
gross value, 1,300 pounds at $2.85, $32.77. Taking off the charges, 
a I will not read, the net value at Chicago to the producer was 

27.05. 

Now I come to ranch cattle, and this represents by far the greatest 
interest, the cattle that come from the vast plains of the West, and 
upon which we must rely eventually for the food product of this coun- 
try, so far as meat is concerned. Of course there never will be a time 
in which the cattle from my own State of Missouri, from Iowa, Ken- 
tucky, and Tennessee, saying nothing of the production of the cattle 
in Eastern States, will not be in the market, but it is upon the range 
cattle that we must depend to the very largest extent for the meat 
product of the entire country. ; 

In Colorado, the weight at Chicago was 1,050 pounds; the price per 
hundred in Chicago, $2.65; the gross value, 1,050 pounds at $2.65, 
$27.82; charges, $5.60; leaving net value to the producer, $22.22. 

Now, take the case of a Colorado cattle-raiser who has paid from $15 
to $18 for his cattle and kept them upon his range for three years. What 
is his profit at Chicago? It is the difference between, say, $16 or $17 
and $22, so that he gets for his three years’ grazing, herding, and at- 
tention the paltry sum of $4 or $5 as his net profit. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I found it difficult to hear the Senator in the 
first part of his remarks. Are the figures that he is giving to the Senate 
the average for the year 1887 as to weight of cattle of the different 
States, and the average of price? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; taken from the report of the stock-yards and the 
sales. Take, now, the Territory of Wyoming. The weight at Chicago 
p head was 1,100 pounds. The price at Chicago per hundred, $2.75. 

he gross value at that price was $30.25. Charges, $5.85, leaving for 
each steer, $24.40 to the producer, and if they cost him $15 or $18 a 
head the difference between that and $24 was paid him for two or three 
ears’ grazing and herding and attention in order to get them to mar- 
et, to say nothing of a per cent. on the investment. 

No interest in this country has suffered to this extent, Mr. President. 
Nothing in the whole range of American production has been butchered 
(and it is an apt word in regard to cattle) like the cattle interest of the 
United States since 1873. 

Take Montana, which produces the best range cattle in the United 
States. The weight at Chicago is 1,150 pounds. Price per hundred, 
$2.85. Gross value, $32.77. Net value, deducting charges, $24.62. 

Take Iowa, and without tiring myself or the Senate by reading the 
8 I will state that the Iowa cattle average per head 840. 20, 
the 


Missouri cattle average $40.20, and the Illinois cattle average 
$44.063. I will simply publish this table in the RECORD without 
wearying myself by reading the specifications: A 
Average weights, prices, charges, and net value of cattle from States and 

Territories named, at Chicago, 1887. 
KANSAS, 


Weight . . 
Price per 100 . . 
Gross value, 1,300 at $4. 


Weight. . — 
Price per 100. 
Gross value, 1 


‘harges: 
Railroad freight. 
Yard charges. 


Price per 100.. 
Gross value, 1,100 at 


Charges: 
Railroad freight. . 
Yard charges. 


Feed charges. 
e cebeeseas boohoo 


Weight 
Price per 100 . 
Gross value 1,300 at $2 


Charges: 
Railroad freight .......... 
Yard charges. 
Feed charges. 
Commissions. . . . . . .. 


lll d d Lt 6 
COLORADO, 
Went dee ð 2 1,050 
Price per 100 in Chicago.. 5 5 
Gross value 1, 050 at $2. 65 


Charges: 
Railroad freight. 
Yard charges. 
Feed charges. 
Commissions 


Net value. 


Weight at Chicago... 
Price per 100 at Chica: 
Gross value at $2.75...... 


Charges: 
Railroad freight... 
Yard charges. 
Feed charges 
Commission... 


IDAHO. 


g 
Price per 100 at Chicago.. 
Grom vaine 1,150 at $2. 85... 


arges: 
Railroad freight. . . 
Yard charges. 
Feed charges. 
Cenis eee 


Neil nnn VVV 21 
MONTANA, 
Weicht at hies 


Price per 100 
Gross value, 1,150 at $2.85 .. . ee 


Charges: 
Railroad freight. 
Yard charges. 


Feed charges. 
Commissions 


ah sss evossotenabéncceadosasscuve$ eidet toets e 
IOWA—AT CHICAGO. 
Average weight, 1,200 to 1,400, estimated to comprise one-sixth of the 
shipments: 
Ave price of same, $4.40... 
Less charges. .. . . . .. . . 


Average weight, 1,000 to 1,100, estimated to comprise two-thirds of the 
shipments: 


Average weight, 700 to 900, estimated to comprise one-sixth of the ship- .` 
ments. 
r r desautescevadeovaseeacesuseqoeiia 16.00 
Less charges. . 3 
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MISSOURI. ~ Per head. 
Assuming same weights and divisions as Iowa. Average weight, 1,200 k 
to 1,400, estimated to comprise one-sixth of the shipments: os 


Ave price, $4.40............ EEE E E I S AROSE A 
Less z . 3.35 
2. AEN E E TEO A 8 

to 1,100, estimated to comprise two-thirds of ship- 
„%% A E E E EE ONENI 0 00 
=e IIIR AEE RANEE es ht e E 


A S seca AN AES EE SA . A IPETON S 
Average weight, 700 to 900, estimated to comprise one-sixth of the ship- 
ments: 


e ⁰ AAEN OSTA 62.08 
Average woeh 1,100 to 1,200, estimated to comprise two-thirds of the ‘ 
jpments: 
Average price, $4. 


err TNE E NN ES ERNS TEN 13. 68 
Average value of all oombined. . . . .. FF. a — 41.033 
Charges: 
1.50 
. 071 


Si 


8 


e serve oti cee sey exasabwes ENI ON ETS 3 2.32} 
Now, Mr. President, what is the cause of this degline? I have al- 
luded to the increase in population; I have alluded to the decrease in 
the number of cattle. It is not overproduction. There must be some 
artificial reason for this terrible loss in the cattle interest of the United 
States, and that is the principal point to which I propose to direct my 
remarks and the attention of the committee which I have asked may 
be created under this resolution. 

In a recent convention of the cattle-growers of the United States, held 
at Kansas City, my place of residence, a paper was read by a very ac- 
curate cattle-grower, a man of education, whose life has been largely 
devoted to it, in which he used the remarks which I shall make no 
apology for reading. 

I will say, however, in a prefatory sort of way, that a great many of 
the newspapers of the United States have undertaken to ascribe the great 
decline in the prices of cattle to the producer, with the extraordinary 
fact oe the price has not declined to the consumer, to the oleomarga- 
Tine law. 

Iopposed that bill with all my ability. Ihave never seen any reason 
to change my opinion in regard to it. Iwill say here to-day, although 
it may be considered unnecessary, that I regard it as the most mons- 
trous piece of legislation that ever passed the American Congress. It 
was unconstitutional; it was ill-advised; it has done no good in my 
judgment, and it has done a great deal of harm. The oleomargarine 
law, however, according to the estimates of the cattle-growers, and of 


this gentleman whose I hold in my hand, only puts the loss on 
beef cattle at $3 a head. That does not account for this decline. It 
has gone on steadily since 1873. 


Mr. PLUMB. The Senator ought to state in that connection, to be 
entirely fair, that there has been no reduction in the price of cattle since 
the passage of the oleomargarine law. 

Mr. VEST. I know there has not been. 

Mr. PLUMB. So that may be eliminated entirely from the consid- 
eration of this question of the decline in price. 

Mr. VEST. Iam firmly of that opinion. I do not think the oleo- 
margarine law created this extraordinary state of things, but I allude 
to the assertion because it has been current throughout the country 
and has been made in the conventions of cattle-growers. However 
much I was opposed to that bill, and I never could be more opposed to 
any piece of legislation than I was to that, I do not think it has produced 
the extraordinary state of things which I am now discussing. But I 
proceed to read from this paper. : 

Some careloss thinkers— 

Said this gentleman— 

Some careless thinkers attribute the troubles of the stockman in the near-by 


Western States to the rise in land values, but those who use the cheap or nearly 
free lands of the West are apparently as much distressed as those — the 
dis- 


riced land east of the Missouri River. What, then, is the cause oi 
tress? r breeds and better methods of feeding and sheltering have come 
into use; blu and large crops of corn which had no existence 


e-grass pastures 1 
years ago, and which were not very abundant even thirty years ago, are 
Piel 3 the profits to the trade which native cattle and wild grass formerly 

There were and still are producers in the States named whose first purchase 
of land varaenn q on, to which they added many thousands of 
acres, all paid for from profitsin growing and marketing cattle under the prac- 
tice of primitive 8 who can not now, with the many modern appliances, 
transportation included, show any profits in the trade. It seems olear that pro- 
ducers have neglected some essential duty, or left out some important factor 
once regarded, and that they have allowed some element of cost that had no 
existence in the early stagesto come in unchallenged, and thatit has long since 
grown into proportions which they do not appreciate and which they can not 
control or eliminate. 

First, as to neglost, it has been in regard to transpo! 
atall as being in any way indicative of lack of intelligence, the early stock- 
grower paid no attention to it, There was nô reason why he should, as the 
cattle could only be taken to market on foot. His energy and intelligence was 
fully occupied in other directions, the selection of breeds, looking for the best 
I ions, and many other details of management and process. Secondly, and 
perhaps of most importance of all, the producer has allowed a large item of ex- 
pense to come in in the marketing. Neglecting to give this his personal atten- 
tion, he has allowed a class of buyers and performing various kinds of 
services to come in between him and the consumer. 

We do not deny the right of any man to buy cattle or anything else that he 
can pay for; we do not indulge in any nonsense of this kind. We are simply 
stating what has occurred and its effect upon the producer. It seems strange 
that the half million or more growers of cattle should have let things drift into 
the prevailing condition which now rules; that is, the allowing of a limited 
number of buyers to buy so large a portion of the whole prodadtion and so 
nearly all of it in one market. There is not a single staple product of the coun- 
try which if brought under the same conditions—that is, bought by as few as 
now buy the largest portion of the cattle—that would not be depressed in price, 
and that unnaturally, as cattle now are. 

The result during fifteen years t has been the transfer of the privilege of 
allowing a very limited number of buyers to for the rtation of 
eattle from the largest shipping points in the West to the interior, Kastern, and 
sea markets. The growers have, for the period mentioned, virtually 
abandoned the ample facilities of our great railroad system and have had no 
benefit from any of the competition that existed between the various lines. 
They may at times have had a slight incidental benefit by or from any compe- 
tition that existed between buyers, but there has been next to nothing of this. 
The party of buyers is so small that each can get all they can handle without 
indulging in any competitive strife, 

Apparently these are the reasons for the unnaturally low price of cattle; nor 
is there any other apparent or real reason for the steady and unprecedented 
decline. We think this opinion wiil bear investigation without disclosing any 
other predominating cause. So far as cattle-growers are concerned, and for 
some time past, the railroads might as well never have been constructed. Not 
that com tion has not eg. ed revailed; it has been excessive at times, and 
for peri: of considerable 8 but its benefits have rarely reached the 
producer. It has been mainly confined to the roads and a very limited number 
of buyers and shippers. 

There are causes for the concentration of purchase of so large a proportion 
of the production by a limited number of buyers that will not at this time be 
alluded to; that is, unless it becomes necessary to demonstrate the soundness 
of the opinion as expressed, Should this 5 arise, then it will be shown 
that the producers, or at least the majority of them, were absolutely powerless 
after a certain period to defend themselves. We do not wish to make it appear 
that the producers are entirely responsible for all the misfortunes that have be- 
fallen the trade. A few may have been, but the masses were not. 


Now, Mr. President, I have wearied myself and possibly the Senate 
in reading this extract in order to read the latter portion of it. The 
gentleman who delivered this address, without entering into particu- 
lars, intimates that there has been some sort of combination, some sort 
of conspiracy, which has brought about the condition of things as to 
the production and sale of cattle in the United States. 

I dislike, in the discussion of a great question like this, for it is a 
great question, to say anything that has the least appearance of a local 
interest, but I am compelled to allude to the fact that the largest city 
in my State, the city of St. Louis, which ought geographically to have 
been at least the equal of Chicago in the sale and purchase and ship- 
ment of cattle, is to-day so far behind Chicago and inferior to it in this 
matter of purchasing and shipping cattle that a comparison is hardly 
worthy of being instituted between the two cities. St. Louis is the 
great city of the Mississippi Valley, and geographically it ought to be 
the shipping point for Texas, the Indian Territory, and the large ranges 
of the Southwest, but for some Treason which I propose now to investi- 
gate the cattle interest of St. Lonis has been stricken down. 

The city in which I live, Kansas City, is to-day in close alliance, so 
far as the cattle interest is concerned, with Chicago; but Chicago is the 
heart, blood, brain, liver of the cattle trade throughout this country and 
throughout the world. It is the largest cattle market in the world. 
As great as that city is, and no one admires its prosperity, enterprise, 
and activity more than myself, it has not been natural reasons that 
have brought this about. It has been a combination, a selfish combi- 
nation of interests, as a matter of trade and commerce, which now that 
it has affected the price of cattle to the consumer becomes a matter of 
the greatest importance to every man who thinks it his duty as an 
American citizen or legislator to investigate the present condition of 
affairs. 

This gentleman in this paper alludes indistinctly to sucha combina- 
tion; he charges that it has existed, and we know that to-day five firms 
in the city of Chicago control the price of beef throughout the whole 
United States. There is nota butcher in the city of Washington who 
is not subservient to that combination in Chicago; not one from Boston 
to Charleston but who feels the effect of this combination. The great 
railroads of the country running into Chicago are in the interest of this 
combination, They are in sympathy with these five firms, and to-day 


rtation; naturally and not 
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every bunch of cattle that goes from any portion of the West, and all 
go to Chicago, the moment they are shipped these gentlemen at Chicago 
of the quality, the number, when they will arrive, and are 
| canoes with a price. The prices are fixed every week. I said ona 

former occasion every day, but they are fixed practically so that every 
morning the price is agreed upon between the purchasers; and the 
shippers who bring cattle to that market must take those prices or let 
120 ae die, or ship them back to the places from which they were 

ught. 

What was stated indistinctly in this paper I now proceed to make 
plain. lam responsible for it. I will prove it if this committee is 
created. I will prove the charges, which I now make, that this com- 
bination between the 8 in Chicago and the great railroads of 
the country has brought about a phenomenal condition of things that 
with the smaller supply of cattle the price does not go up to the pro- 
ducer, but still goes up to the butchers and to all consumers of the 
country. 

I will not give the names of gentlemen who furnish me this infor- 
mation. I am responsible for it, and I will prove it. 

From about 1859 until 1873 there had been at times great fluctua- 
tions in the rates of freight on live-stock from Chicago to New York. 
In the last-mentioned year, 1873, an ent was made by the 
managers of the New York Central, the New York and Erie, and the 
Pennsylvania Railroad (the Baltimore and Ohio protesting and not 
joining) with a small number, less than one dozen, of cattle shippers at 
Chicago, who were styled eveners. Under the arrangement made these 
eveners, as they were called, were to divide and did divide the ship- 
Sije toon Chicago, as had been agreed upon by the several railroads 
parties to the agreement. When this arrangement took effect rates 
were restored and reductions from printed published tariffs ceased. 

The terms of the agreement were so extraordinary that I do not ex- 
pect you will believe what I state them to have been unless you call 
on the reference I have given. 

And I have been given the names of several of the most respectable 
men at that time engaged in railroading in the United States. I will 
not give their names here. 

These terms were as follows, and they were most extraordinary as 
the Senate will see: The trunk lines mentioned, agreed to refund to 
the eveners $15 per car on all cattle shipped by all shippers from any 
point west of Pittsburgh, Salamanca, Dunkirk, and Buffalo. Under- 
stand, this payment was made not only on cattle owned, bonght, or 
shipped by the eveners, but by all other shippers; of course the latter 
under the system began to at once lessen, and soon became extinct, 
that is, as a body or class, 

To give you a fair idea of the enormous advantage these favorites had 
I will state that assuming that they were shipping one-third of the 
whole shipments from the West before the arrangement was made, 
which they were not (they were perhaps shipping more than one-half 
from Chicago, but probably not more than one-fourth from all points); 
but assuming that their shipments were one-third, it in reality made 
their rebate $45 per car on their own shipments. 

I regret that I have not at hand the receipts of cattle at New York 
for the years 1874, 1875, 1876, and 1877, during which this arrange- 
ment was in effect, but they are easily attained if you wish to go into 
the matter, which I do. 

They did not vary much from 700,000 head per year; at least they 
were not less, probably more. Not much of anything of a definite 
character was known about the eveners’ arrangement until the trunk 
lines to charge up to the Western roads their pro rata propor- 
tion. This was resisted by most of the Western roads, notably among 
which were the Wabash, Chicago and Alton, and the Illinois Central. 
No attempt was made to charge any of the roads west of the Missis- 
sippi River or west of Chicago, but only to those east of Chicago, St. 
Louis, Cincinnati, Indianapolis, and eastward up to the western ter- 
mini of the trunk lines. 

The roads between Buffalo, Salamanca, and Pittsburgh, in which the 
trunk lines had a proprietary interest, came in and paid without re- 
sistance. The Cleveland, Columbus, Cincinnati and Indianapolis re- 
sisted for a time, but they and others were forced into compliance 
under the threat that if they did not pay, that business would be di- 
verted, and it was diverted from St. Louis, Indianapolis, and Cincin- 
nati by the eveners anin their purchases to Chicago. 

Please bear in mind that by the time the eveners had enjoyed the 
$45 per car rebate, only one year, all former regular buyers of any 
strength had been wiped out. They were as extinct as is the mastodon. 

As before stated, the Wabash, Chicago and Alton, and the Illinois 
Central resisted, but at the cost of persecution and damage by diver- 
sion of business from St. Louis. To such an extent was this carried 
that these three roads did respond for their proportion from November, 
1877, for a few months, under a promise from the eveners that they would 
buy at St. Louis, and thus increase receipts at that place from the 
West. But St. Louis had been so damaged, that is, as an inereasin 
or growing cattle market, that the eveners could not, at least they di 
not, fulfill their promise. 

The eveners arrangement had become so notoriously scandalous that 


it died during 1878; but it had done its dreadful work against growers, 

inary buyers, and the city of St. Louis, as the reports of the receipts 
amply show; and had also, as the receipts show, built up Chicago and 
made the opportunity for the few packers and shippers of dressed meat. 
The tables I shall present show the receipts at both cities, the total 
receipts and shipments of stock for twenty-two years, from 1865 up to 
1887 from the city of Chicago; and they show that from the time that 
arrangement was made in 1873 up to 1878, the shipments of cattle from 
Chicago marvelously and miraculously increased year by year, whilst 
the shipments from St. Louis, which had before been very large, just 
as steadily decreased, until St. Louis ceased to be a rival market with 
Chicago in regard to the sale and shipment of cattle. 

The tables are as follows: 


Total receipts and shipments of cattle, Chicago, IU., for twenty-two years, 


Years. Receipts. | Shipments, 
1865 (five days). 818 J. 
1860. 393, 
1867 829, 
1868 324, 
1889 403, 
1870... 532, 
1871 543, 
1872 084. 
1873 76l, 
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1884 817,51 791, 
1885 .... 905, 5 TH, 
1886... 963, 900 704, 
1887... 382, 008 791, 


This table is made from the Chicago Union Stock Yard Company's twenty 
second annual report, years 1865 to 1887, inclusive, 


Total receipis and shipments of cattle, St. Louis, Mo., for twenty-one years. 


Year. | Receipts. | Shipments. 
94, 307 46,712 
103, 259 24. 462 
74, 146 26,799 
115, 352 37, 277 
24.85 125 740 

* 

199, 527 130.018 
. 263, 404 164, 870 
279, 678 180, 662 
360, 925 226, 678 
335, 742 216,701 
349, 043 220, 430 
411, 969 251,566 
406, 235 261,723 
42u, 654 226, 225 
424,720 228, 879 
503, 862 293, 092 
443, 169 183, 486 
405, 090 4 
450,717 315, 433 
386, 320 233, 249 
7,550 212, 958 


This table is made from the annual statement of the trade and commerce of 
St. Louis year 1536. 

Now, Mr. President, my object in offering the resolution for the ap- 
pointment of a special committee has been stated. Ido not mean to 
reflect upon the Committee on Interstate Commerce; I do not mean to 
question the ability or good faith or efficiency of any committee of this 
body; but I will be perfectly frank in stating that if this select com- 
mittee is created it will be no junketing committee. It means a com- 
mittee of hard work and steady employment in regard to this great 
interest. My idea is to put upon it five Senators from the great cattle 
States of the Union whose constituents are interested. 

I have sought to point out the evils of the presentsystem. The sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Ohio to refer this resolution to a standing 
committee seems to me to have no force and should not prevail. When 
a Senator of the United States presents here documentary evidence of 
the existence of great abuses such as I have indicated to-day ina feeble 
and unpremeditated fashion, that should be sufficient for the creation 
of a special committee. There will be no additional because 
if this inquiry was delegated to a standing committee of the Senate 
the contingent expenses would be the same as if a special committee 
were created. Personally I have no desire to serve on it. If I have 
simply indicated the abuse, if I have simply been true to those of my 


ing. 
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constituents whose entire capital is invested in this great interest of 
roducing and raising cattle, my duty will have been discharged, feebly, 
ut I know most honestly. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, representing as I doin part one 
-of the great cattle-producing States of this Republic, I feel very deep in- 
terest in the resolution that has been introduced by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest]. Iam in hearty sympathy with the desire of that 
Senator to thoroughly investigate this important matter. I think the 
investigation should be speedy and it should be thorough. That the 
facts exist as stated by the Senator from Missouri no one will attempt 
togainsay. There has been a steady decrease in the price of cattle paid 
to the producers of cattle living in the West and in the Southwest, and 
there has been no proportionate decrease in the amount paid by the 
consumers of beef in this country. Iam inclined to question some- 
what, however, the correctness of the table presented by the Senator 
from Missouri, although it may be, as I heard it read in part only, find- 
ing it difficult to hear the Senator, that upon further examination I may 
find it to be correct. 
Mr. VEST. The Senator will find it correct, 
Mr. MANDERSON. I lately received a communication from an in- 
-telligent gentleman of long experience in the raising of cattle, having 
a large and productive cattle ranch that he has conducted for the past 
twelve or thirteen yearsin the northern part of the Territory of Wyom- 
In his very interesting letter he calls attention to some of the 
facts that have been narrated by the Senator from Missouri, and gives 
to me certain tables prepared by himself, showing, according to his esti- 
mate, the monthly average price paid for beeves in the Chicago market 
for the year 1887. He gives me three different tables, and I will insert 
them at length without reading them, simply calling attention to, their 
general statements, and will print them in the RECORD. They may be 
compared with the statements of the Senator from Missouri. It may 
be they will be found to agree with his. 

The monthly average price for 1200 to 1500 pound beeves in the 
Chicago market for 1887 was $4.40 per hundred pounds in January, 
$4.25 in February, the lowest price being $3.85 in July, and $4.10 being 
paid in December, making an average of $4.19 for the year, and mak- 
ing the average cost of a 1200-pound native steer for the year $50.28. 

The monthly average prices for 1200 to 1500 pound beeves for 1887 
was: b 
January 
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An average of $4.19 for the year. 
Average cost of a 1200-pound native steer for year, $50.28. 


These cattle are the best of those that are marketed, being not direct 
from the range, but usually those that have been fed on corn and are 
usually described as fat cattle. 

Another table (marked B) that he sends me shows the monthly aver- 
age price for Western range cattle, being natives and halt-breeds, for 
the year 1887, and these cattle, I might say, are marketed in the Chi- 
cago market only during the last six months of each year, there being 
no shipment of such cattle from January until the first day of July. 
So the average is to be had by ascertaining what the average price per 

und was for the last six months of the year 1887. These range cattle 

rought in July but $2.90 per 100 pounds; in August, $3.20; in Sep- 
tember, $3.20; in October, $3.15; in November, $2.90; in December, 
$3; being an average of $3.06 for the year. 
B.—Monthly average prices for Western rangers (natives and half-breeds) 
for 1887. 
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Mr. BUTLER. What is the average weight? Does that table 
state? 

Mr. MANDERSON. The average weight of these cattle he does not 
give, but I believe they run from 1,000 to 1,100 pounds when taken 

rom Northern ranges. 

Mr. TELLER. The range cattle where they live are not near the 
weight stated. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Their weight depends a little on the location 
of the range they come from. I think the range cattle of Montana and 
Wyoming will weigh more than the range cattle of New Mexico and 
Lower Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Perhaps 100 pounds difference- 


Mr. MANDERSON. Perhaps 100 pounds more in the North than 
in the South. 

Mr. TELLER. Thestatementas to Montanaand Wyoming, I think, 
would not be too high; but for Texas, Colorado, Arizona, and New 
Mexico it would be too high. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think it would. It is, perhaps, a fair state- 
ment of the fact to say that the range grass fed cattle of Wyoming and 
Montana will probably average 1,000 pounds to the head, and proba- 
bly 850 to 900 in New Mexico and in Texas, 

Mr, VEST. If the Senator will permit me a word in regard to the 
accuracy of the table I presented, I will state that the table I read was 
prepared with very great care and read at the meeting of the National 
Stock Growers’ Association at Kansas City. All the different States 
and Territories were represented there, all the stock-growers’ associa- 
tions were there represented, and that table was adopted as accurate 
and criticised. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I think it will be found that the two state- 
ments are substantially the same. 

Mr. BUTLER. The tables do not differ materially. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I think they do not, although I could not hear 
what the Senatorfrom Missouri read. Thus the average cost of a 1,200- 
pound steer brought to the market from the various ranges was $36.72 
for the year 1887. 

Then my correspondent sends me another table, marked C, which 
shows the monthly average price paid for Texas and Indian cattle for 
the year 1887, ranging from $3.25 per hundred pounds in January to 
$2.40 in December, making an average of $3.16 for the year; the first 
six months leading in price and the cattle sent to market during the 
firstsix months of the year being fed cattle as distinguished from 
fed cattle, or! grassers,’’ as they are called by the cattle men, making 
an average of these cattle, calling their weight 1,200 pounds, thus put- 
ting them on the same basis with those in the other tables, $37.92, 
making an average for the first six months of $43.50 and for the last 
six months $32.16, 


C. Monthly average prices for Texas and Indian cattle for 1887. 
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The first six months represent “fed” cattle and the last six months mainly 
grassers. 


Average Of 1,200 steer for YOAFie......es0sensesscacvecsecesccesensenion consdoasens tesseenascesece $37.92 
Average for first six months... — 43.50 
rern . 32. 10 


Mr. President, I give these tables that there may be as full light as 
can be obtained prior to investigation of this subject; and if the price re- 
ceived as shown by these tables is less than that shown by the tables 
introduced by the Senator from Missouri, it simply aggravates the evil 
of which he complains, The price is certainly not sufficiently greater 
to make any difference that is material in the consideration of the sub- 


ject. 


I have been at a loss after some little investigation of this subject, as 
the writer of this letter seems to be at a loss, to understand how it is 
that the evils which are complained of can exist. It is alittle difficult 
to conceive that with a product such as beef cattle there can be a cor- 
ner such as we might have in the corn or the wheat or grain product 
of the country. You can not store cattle as you can corn or grain. Cat- 
tle are not only a perishable product, but a product that need constant 
care and constant feeding. Their holding is too expensive because of 
their nature to permit any one to produce a corner in the market. So 
it is hard to explain the results which we all realize and the evil we all 
deplore by any such reasoning as that. But that there is some sort of 
a combination, some artificial, unnatural, forced, and objectionable or- 
ganization, whatever may be its character, I think no one can question 
for a moment. 

It is instructive to look for a moment at the number of cattle in the 
year 1887 killed and sold by a few of the large operators in the city of 
Chicago. There are there five great dealers in cattle. Mr. Nelson 
Morris is one, Swift & Co. another, Armour & Co. another, Hammond 
& Co. another, and the great canning establishment of Libby, McNeil 
& Libby another. 

The Senator from Missouri suggests that for some reason—and I 
think he attempts to give the reason, and it may be a good one—the 
city of St. Louis in competition in this business for some years past 
has lost its position as a great cattle-dealing and cattle-canning and 
packing city. It may be that it is because there have been rates by 
railroads given in favor of Chicago against other localities. Iam in- 
clived to think that this is in part the reason for that fact. 

Within a few years, however, a new condition of things has arisen in 
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the cattle-producing States of the West. Under the pressure of the 
homesteader and the pre-emption filer seeking the arable lands of the 
States of Kansas, Missouri, Colorado, and the great Territories for 
farm purposes, there has been an inroad, a very great inroad, upon the 
grazing lands of the West, and this has produced certain important 
effects.. A large number of cattle that would not perhaps have been 
placed upon the market were it not for the fact that these grazing lands 
have been and are now being sought by those who would devote them 
to the uses of the farmer have been forced upon the market, and as the 
result of this taking of Western lands by farmers immense herds of cat- 
tle have been thrown into the market during the last three or four 
years. This has produced what has seemed to be an overproduction, 
but I doubt very much if it is such in fact. 

Another statement might be made here of interest to those studying 
the subject. 

A great many of the cattle of the character that formerly were sent 
direct from the ranges to Chicago and St. Louis and the other cattle 
markets of the country are now sent to the corn- producing sections of 
Kansas and Nebraska, and are there fed before they are sent to market, 
the demand for the last few years being for better beef. Many of the 
great cattle-growers of the plains no longer send their cattle from the 
range to the nearest point on the railroad and there ship them to Chi- 
cago and to other markets, but, instead, they buy large bodies of land 
in Kansas and Nebraska and there have their feeding ranches and bring 
down the grass-fed beeves that they may be fed upon corn and placed 
in a condition to bring a better price in the market because of this de- 
mand for better beef. It is well enough, perhaps, to consider these facts 
in connection with this inquiry. 

But let me return to the consideration of what is being done by these 
immense firms that now practically control the beef industry of this 
country. 

These great cattle-dealers in Chicago killed during the year 1887 the 
enormous number that I will read: 


Heads of beef. 

Mr. nean x 432, 507 
r. Swift. . ., 557, 468 
Armour & Co. 477,000 
Hammond & 210, 320 
Libby, McNeil & 126, 112° 


DADRA a Aa E osc da P O AA SE T uooete vabasbusersh ucepopuepoaeaed 1, 821, 407 
head of beeves killed and sold by these five firms alone. 

I agree, Mr. President, that if the natural order of things were per- 
mitted to obtain in this cattle trade there would have been in the last 
two or three years and there would be in the future a very great de- 
crease in the number of cattle killed and sold in the market of Chi- 
cago to the advantage of far Western communities. Isubmit that the 
natural places for the cattle markets of the country are the great cities; 
perhaps that is too strong a word to use with reference to the city in 
which I reside, but it is not too strong a word to use with reference to 
Kansas City, but the cities of Omaha, Kansas City, Sioux City, Atchi- 
son, and others that I might name that are close to the present cat- 
tle-producing country are the legitimate and proper markets for the 
purchase, the killing, the canning, the packing, and the sale of the beet 
` product of this country, and it is something artificial and objectionable 
that continues to maintain Chicago as the great cattle market of this 
country. It is true that Kansas City now stands second and Omaha 
8 5 in this great industry, and with good chances ſor great inerease to 


Mr. BECK. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska if he 
has endeavored to ascertain by investigation how far the cattle market 
has been affected by the closing of the principal markets of Europe on 
account of pleuro-pneumonia and other things alleged to exist with 
our cattle, and how far the orders in England requiring them to be 
killed on the wharf on arrival there have affected our power to export. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That matter has not been locked into partic- 
ularly byme. Itisamatter to which I have given some little thought, 
= I believe it to be one of the reasons causing the present deprecia- 

on. 

Mr. BECK. Our foreign trade has been very much embarrassed 
and very much annoyed, I think, under false pretenses of diseased cat- 
tle going abroad, and I have heard that strenuous efforts were being 
made now to divert the trade in our cattle from the West to Canada, 
because then the English authorities would accept clean bills of health 
from their own officers, while similar bills would not, under some pre- 
tense or other, be received from our officers at New York or Boston. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I believe it will be found that there has been 
a great falling off for the reason stated by the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BECK. I know the exportations of cattle have fallen off. 

Mr. MANDERSON. What he suggests has affected the sales of our 
American cattle in foreign markets. 

Mr. BECK. I did not know how far the Senator had looked into 
= branch of the subject; and that was the reason I asked the ques- 

on. 

Mr. MANDERSON. There is this to say in regard to that sugges- 
tion, that if that cause has been instrumental in bringing down the 
poe of cattle to the cattle producer it should have had the other legit- 

te effect and have brought down the price of cattle to the consumer 


of beef. But it has not had that result, and apparently no cause, that 
can be suggested, either that suggested by the Senator from Kentucky 
or these attempted explanations that I have given, are sufficient to pro- 
duce the result of which we now complain; that is to say, that with the 
lessening of the price of beef to the producer there is no lessening of the 
price of beef to the consumer. Usually when the wholesale price of an 
article is reduced the retail price falls proportionately, but this cattle 
business seems to be an exception to this natural law of trade. The 
reason for this exception is the object of this inquiry. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the Senate will not assume that I am at all dis- 
posed to resist the investigation. I agree very much with what the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. 
MANDERSON ] have said. I have no doubt that a great many evils can 
be developed by this committee, which I hope will be raised; but 
whether they can be rectified or not is another question. I thought 
the Senator from Nebraska had perhaps looked into the branch of the 
subject to which I called his attention. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I did not misunderstand the Senator from Ken- 
tucky. I believe him to be in favor of this investigation, and I do not 
believe there is a man in the Senate who will oppose the investigation. 
What I am seeking to do is simply to throw in advance of the inves- 
tigation what little light I may have upon this very important subject- 
matter. 

Mr. President, I have another statement here that I think it well to 
read in connection with those which I have given as to the vast num- 
ber of cattle killed and sold in the Chicago cattle market. It may be 
said, I think, that the average price of a steer in 1887, take them of 
all weights, whether derived from the table presented by the Senator 
from Missouri or from that presented by myself, is about $25 a head 
to the producer. I do not believe it will exceed that very greatly. 

Now, let us see whether we can ascertain what is the product of that 
same average steer when he comes to be sold by the butcher to the con- 
sumer of the meat. I have here a table that I think was first printed 
in what is known as the Butchers’ Journal, although I find it in the 
Dry Goods Chronicle of a late date, in which is given what can be real- 
ized for a steer of, say, 1,200 pounds: 

46 pounds of porterhouse steak, at 15 cents .. 
60 pounds of sirloin steak, at 15 cents. 
96 pounds of round steak, at 12} cents, 
50 pounds of best rib, at 14 cents..... 
118 pounds of chuck rib, at 6 cents... 
14 pounds of rump, at 6 cents . 
110 pounds of soup-meat, at 4 cents... 
10 pounds of fat, at 2} cents 
4 pounds of bones, at } cent... .02 
40 pounds of corn-beef, at 4 cen 1,60 

Making 548 pounds of the beef available for what are the usual pur- 
poses of the butcher; that is to say, sale to his customers at retail. 

The tongue, liver, and heart bring $1. What is known as the fifth 
quarter,” being the head, tallow, horns, hoofs, and offal, brings $12.50, 
making the amount received for the whole beeve $63.11. If we are 
correct in our idea that the average cost of the beeve in the Chicago 
market is $25, it leaves a profit to some one or to all who intervene be- 
tween the cattle-producer and the consumer of $38.11 for each steer 
bought and sold. Deducting for freight allowance to the retailer $8.11, 
leaves a net profit on each head of cattle of $30. 

If itso be that this entire profit of $30 a head is received by these 
great packers that not only kill and pack and can, but who also in all 
the beef markets of this country maintain not only wholesale but re- 
tail establishments, and if this entire profit of $30 a head goes to them, 
it makes the enormous sum of 854. 642, 210 as divisible profits for these 
five concerns for the year 1887, rather a snug sum for their profit I 
should think when one considers their investment. 

I do not want to be understood, Mr. President, as saying that I haye 
any proof or any testimony of any kind that there is a combination, 
corrupt or otherwise, among these five great cattle dealers. If there 
is no combination of the character stated, if this country is not suf- 
fering because of the existence of a cattle trust, it is due to these gen- 
tlemen, and it is due to others who are concerned in the cattle business 
with them that that fact should be known. 

Whatever the fact may be can, it seems to me, very properly, very 
thoroughly, and very completely be ascertained by the committee sug- 
gested by the Senator from Missouri. I simply want to say that I am 
in very hearty sympathy with him in his effort and propose to give 
him full co-operation in that regard. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. Président, when this resolution was introduced 
a few days ago it occurred to me that it onght to be broadened in its 
scope in order to secure all the information necessary to the develop- 
ment of the facts affecting the price of beef and cattle. Hence it was 
that I proposed an amendment which is now pending and which I be- 
lieve the Senator from Missouri has very promptly accepted or sug- 
gested that he had no opposition to. 

I do not know whether or not there is any reason that is not observ- 
able to the public why the price of beef has been running down, and 
not knowing, I am perfectly willing and, so far as I am concerned, am 
anxious that the most thorough investigation shall be made for the as- 
certainment of all the facts pertaining to this traffic, so that it may re- 
sult in benefit to the masses of the people of this country. 

I do not rise to oppose the adoption of the resolution, but I desire 
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rather upon the other hand to second its adoption, especially if the 
amendment is agreed to as suggested by me, and which the Senator from 
Missouri, I believe, does not object to. : 

It has seemed to me, however, that in the pre discussion 
showing the importance of the resolution, there has been an animus 
manifested on the part of the Senator from Missouri to ascribe what- 
ever evils may exist to the fact that Chicago has seemed to get away 
with the business of the cattle trade, and, in the Senator’s judgment, 
there is some mysterious reason that is behind it and which Chicago is 
responsible for, and perhaps nobody else, 

Now, sir, while I have no possible ill-will toward St. Louis, and cer- 
tainly none toward the city which the Senator especially represents, 
being a resident there, I want to say in behalf of Chicago that, not only 
in controlling the beef market of the country, but in almost every other 
business that is carried on in the West, Chicago’s success has not de- 
pended upon legislation, has not depended upon trusts, but it has been 
the result of the enterprise and energy and force of the people of Chi- 

in carrying on the business of that great city. 3 

While I have nothing to say against St. Louis, that city, while Chi- 
cago has been going forward, has apparently seemed to be going to 
sleep and losing the trade that the Senator talks about within the last 
year or two. . i am perfectly willing to have the firms referred to by 
the Senator from Nebraska investigated and have their operations fully 
laid bare to the public, and if they have been doing wrong and have 
been interfering unlawfully with the great body of the people of this 
country getting in the first instance the price that they ought to for 
their cattle, and in the second place the consumers getting beef at the 
lowest possible rate—if there is anything that we can do to protect the 
people, either the seller or the buyer, I am anxious to do it; and hence 
it was that I desired this resolution amended so that we could not only 
inquire into the conduct of these great firms in Chicago and elsewhere 
and see whether there is a trust anywhere that is robbing the people, 
but I desire also that the great trunk lines, the associations involved 
in the trunk lines, the traffic association, and all these combinations 
which are responsible for the transportation of beef shall also be in- 
quired into, so as to see whether they are in any way responsible, while 
we are investigating the general subject. 

But I protest that until we have the facts developed by testimony 
before the proposed investigating committee, whatever it may be, there 
shall not be an assault upon the great city of the State I have the honor 
in part to represent, placing it before the country in advance of an in- 
vestigation in the attitude of having beenresponsible for all the wrong 
that is supposed to exist in this country in connection with the beef 
traffic that the people are interested in. 

This is all I have to say about it. Iam perfectly willing and anx- 
ious that this investigation shall be made, but Iam not willing that 
there should be manufactured evidence, by reading letters or whatever 
else in the Senate in advance of an investigation, so that the people will 
get to believe that three or four firms in Chicago are responsible for all 
the wrong that may be supposed to exist. 

I want to go into the investigation. I want it conducted thoroughly 
and promptly, and the facts, whatever they may be,reported, and what- 
eyer legislation may he necessary within the purview of our constitu- 
tional power that will cure the evils which are supposed to exist, if it 
shall be found that they do exist afterinvestigation. But, before that, 
let the people of the country stand all alike. Let us find out who the 
guilty parties are by an investigation, and not condemn them first and 
investigate them afterwards. 

Mr. President, I hope the amendment I offered will be adopted, and 
then that the resolution will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HARRIS in the chair). The Chair 
understands that the Senator from Missouri accepts the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say one word further. 

Bo far as the rebates are concerned, referred to by the Senator from 
Missouri, I believe his statement of rebates, secretly allowed by the 
common carriers of the country, related entirely to years before the 
passage of the interstate-commerceact. So I have nothing to say about 
that point further than this: It has been my purpose, and I have en- 
gaged in it ever since I have been in the Senate of the United States, to 
prevent all that sort of thing, and I believe that the records will show 
that since the passage and the enforcement of the interstate-commerce 
act, in a very great degree, at least, and I hope entirely so, the rebate 

has been abolished, and has been abandoned by the common car- 
riers of the country. - 

I am ready to say further that in my judgment the common carriers 
of the country—and it is one of the causes of the high price of beef to 
the consumer and the low price to the producer—are yet charging more 
than they ought to charge for the transportation of beef, either in the 
form of live-stock or dressed beef, from the Senator’s city, or from any 
portion of the West, to the East, where it is in large degree consumed. 

That is one of the reasons why I want this resolution amended and 
passed. If it turns out that the seller of cattle is not able to get the 
price he thinks he ought to have because the cost of transportation is 
too great, let us ascertain that fact, and let it be made known to the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, so that they may regulate the railroads 
in that regard and compel them to reduce their rates of transportation. 


I was going to say a word in regard to what ought to be done with 
the resolution itself, whether it should go to a select committee or a 
standing committee. The provisions of the resolution would not make 
it exactly fit for the Interstate Commerce Committee to consider unless 
it was charged i y with the investigation of the subject, because 
it does not pertain entirely to the question of transportation. Then, 
again, it does not quite fit the Agricultural Committee, for the reason 
that the element of transportation is involved in the investigation. 
So, then, as far as I am concerned I have no kind of objection to aselect 
committee being created, because I want a thorough investigation of 
both branches of the subject, and they do not both belong to either of 
the standing committees that are now created by the rules of the Sen- 
ate. Therefore I am willing myself to vote for the resolution creating 
a select committee for this investigation. 

Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, there does not seem to be any differ- 
ence of opinion about the existence of a very serioug evil, one so great 
and comprehensive in its results that it may well be a subject of in- 
vestigation by the Senate. The only difference of opinion is as to the 
occasion of this evil. 

I am inclined to think as the Senator from Illinois does about the 
proposition to charge all things to Chicago. If the great city of St. 
Louis had done its duty perhaps we should not be in the condition we 
are now. If it had availed itself of its opportunities and had made 
St. Louis an independent market in fact as it is in name there would 
have been that competition which would have maintained prices at a 
legitimate level and undoubtedly would have relieved us from the com- 
plaints which now exist, and would have prevented the accumulation 
of this great business in the hands of a few persons at Chicago. But 
St. Louis has been willing to play second fddle. It has abrogated its 
claim to metropolitan functions as a great trade center and has been 
willing to be the echo of the operations of the Chicago market both in 
regard to cattle and in regard to grain. This is a very great misfortune. 
The markets of St. Louis are regulated to-day by those of Chicago, and 
practically the same persons purchase the meat in St. Louis that pur- 
chase it in Chicago. The same influences control the business of the 
two places, and it is just as true of St. Louis as it is of Chicago that 
it dare not lift up its voice against or do anything to the detriment of 
the combination that controls this great business, 

This is not the result of a year or two’s operations; it is the result of 
the operations of certain forces which have been going on for many 
years. In the first place there has been the drift of population and cap- 
ital to the great cities. The railroads of the United States have contrib- 
uted to this. They have discriminated in favor of the business of the 
great cities against the business of inferior places. There is no packing- 
house between Kansas City and Chicago, not one. The reason is that 
no packing-house can exist at any point between these two places. 
There is such control over the interests of transportation between those 
places that after the slaughtering is done in Kansas City there are two, 
three, or five hundred cars ready to transport the meat to Chicago in 
order to reach the market there, whether for home consumption or for 
foreign supply; and the goods are transported by the railroad compa- 
nies at a price generally not more than 25 per cent., I venture to say, 
of that which has to be paid for the transportation of live-stock be- 
tween the two places, and at a price probably not more than 25 per. 
cent. of what the rate is from any intermediate point to Chicago. So 
when the butchering season is over in Kansas City the packers at that 
place make up their meats, what portion of their product they want at 
Eastern points, and enter into arrangements with the railroad compa- 
nies which result in cheap transportation, and this destroys the possi- 
bility of the successful operation of any packing-house on the 600 miles 
of territory lying between these two great cities, 

Thus practically by the co-operation of these great interests the con- 
trol of the live-stock business of the United States is centered in the 
hands ofa few men. Ofcourse this grows by what it feeds on. As these 
men haye accumulated wealth they have been able to go more com- 

letely into the markets of the entire world, and by combinations and 

y operations with which we are familiar enough, to break down the 
small dealers, and therefore to break down from time to time every 
single shadow of competition. 

They not only combine, as has been said here, in fixing the price of 
cattle that they buy in market, but they combine to fix the price at 
which the cattle shall be sold in the state in which they put them on 
the market, and they do that by parceling out the territory among 
themselves, one great dealer taking one section of country, another 
another, and so on, upon an agreement that there shall be no competition 
by any of his fellows within the territory thus allotted to him. Thus 
it is while they buy at the lowest price, at a price that is ruinous to 
the cattle producer, they sell ata high price to the cattle consumer, 
and so it has happened that they have actually put in their own pockets 
every single penny of the profit on every steer sold in Chicago during 
the past five years or more, and as cattle have gone down their profits 
have been increased by just that much. 

Something has been said about the foreign trade. Undoubtedly 
that has been interrupted from the cause stated, but not interrupted 
to an extent which makes up the difference between the diminution in 
number of the cattle of the country as compared with the increase of 
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population compared with, say, ten years ago or five years ago. The 
foreign trade in cattle has been controlled in the city of New York, in 
combination with operators in the ae of Chicago, not upon the basis 
of the foreign demand, but upon the basis of the maintenance of a cer- 
tain price for the home supply. Cattle have only been shipped from 
the city of New York when there was an oversupply beyond local con- 
sumption. A thousand cattle put on the market in New York any 
day beyond the amount ordinarily sold would break the price three or 
four cents a pound; and therefore when there has been from any cause an 
overshipment of cattle to New York, such as the local market would not 
readily take up, instead of giving the people the benefit of the oversup- 
ply iy reduction of price it has been shipped to England regardless 
of results. A 

In this combination not only the butchersand the shippers, but the 
railroads have been united, because, of course, the railroads saw in that 
one of the ways whereby they could maintain high prices of beef to the 
consumer. There has been, consciously or unconsciously, directly or 
indirectly, formally or informally, a combination between not only 
these great cattle firms of which I have spoken, but all the railroads 
and all the other agencies which have to do with the handling of cattle, 
with the shipping thereof, from the time they leave the range until 
they finally-go on the table of the consumer. 

It may be said that no investigation will develop a remedy. Many 
of these things do not result from actual written contracts or agree- 
ments. As I said, they are the accumulation of tendencies and of op- 
erations that have been going on for many years. The accumulation 
of wealth, the development of enormous activities in this business, the 
control of certain channels of trade abroad, the use of combinations ot 
different kinds—all these, with that instinct with which great wealthy 
men moving in the same lines come together, have brought out in ef- 
fect the combinations; and I have no doubt, if the truth were known, 
they have almost taken such shape and form as to make them i 
and punishable by law; and yet, after all, investigation may not do 
more than determine the actual existence of this condition of things, 
and may not be able to suggest a remedy. 

Bat I have great faith that when public opinion has been thoroughly 
aroused and when producer and consumer are made to see that these 
men, who haye nothing todo with production andare only the agencies 
by which the cattle are taken from the producer and turned into the 
hands of the consumer, have robbed both sides alike, a condition of 
things will result which will ameliorate the present situation. For 
that reason I am in favor of this resolution. While I would not object 
to its going to a standing committee, if that is deemed advisable for 
the purpose of perfection, unless there be some suggestion as to its 
scope or form that has not yet been made, I think it would be as well 
to have it adopted as it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will suggest to the Senator 
from Missouri that under the rule this resolution creating a charge 
upon the contingent fund of the Senate should be referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 

155 CULLOM. I hope by unanimous consent that will be dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Of course by unanimous consent it 
can be dispensed with if such consent is obtained. 

Mr.CULLOM. Iask unanimous consent that the resolution be acted 
on now without such a reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request of the 

Senator from Illinois that the resolution be acted on without a reference 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex of the 
Senate? The Chair hears no objection. The resoiution is before the 
Senate for its action without a reference. 

Mr. VEST. I hope the resolution will now be adopted. I wish to 
make one single observation 

Mr. CULLOM. The resolution is before the Senate. The request is 
that it shall be acted on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The statement of the Chair was that 
the resolution was before the Senate for its action without a reference, 
the rule requiring a reference. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to submit only one or two additional remarks. 

I hope the Senator from Illinois will understand me distinctly as not 
imputing any improper motive to the great city of his State. Ispoke 
of it simply as a matter of commerce and as to the effect which I 
thought had been produced by the action of certain great railroads in 
connection with certain firms in Chicago. I do not know that the citi- 
zens of the city of St. Louis would not have availed themselves of the 
same privileges if they could have been obtained. Iknow very well that 
business men make money out of these trusts and combinations and con- 
siderit entirely legitimate. At the same time asa legislator I consider 
it my duty, and I suppose that every Senator present will consider it his 
duty, if he can by any sort of legislation in the interest of the con- 
sumers of the country do away with these combinations. 

Mr. COKE. Will the Senator from Missouri allow me to suggest to 
him in regard to his remark that certain things were considered per- 
fectly legitimate, that in so far as the railroads are concerned the in- 
terstate-commerce act prevents discriminations in favor of or against 
particular places. 


Mr. VEST. That is very true under the operations of the inter- 
state-commerce law, yet as the author of that law himself has stated, 
the evils arising from this source to a large extent exist now, and I 
suppose will exist no matter what law is passed. 

. CULLOM. The purpose of my amendment is to ascertain in 
connection with this investigation whether the railroads are obeying 
the law known as the interstate-commeree law or not. I thought it 
was a good opportunity to aid the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
aseertain the fact whether the railroads were abiding by the law, or 
whether they were not doing so. 

Mr. VEST. Iam entirely in accord with that object. The combi- 
nation that I have spoken about and of which I read is called the even- 
ing combination, existing from 1873 to 1878. That was before the pas- 
sage of the interstate-commerce law, of course. 

As I said in my few remarks before, it has been considered perfectly 
legitimate by the speculators and railroad corporations to make this 
kind of combinations; but they have been ruinous in their effects upon 
loealities, and the merchants of the city of St. Louis are not to blame 
because they lost their cattle trade. They were in the grasp of a giant 
system of monopolies that they could no more escape from than a child 
could escape from the embrace of an octopus—the Pennsylvania, the 
New York Central, and the Erie Railroad Companies, three monstrous 
corporations with pecuniary power larger than this Government, because 
better organized. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator whether the trade was lost 
before the interstate-commerce act took effect or after? 

Mr. VEST. It was lost before the passage of the interstate-com- 
merce law, because the evening combination existed from 1873 to 1878. 
St. Louis was a great cattle market until that arrangement was made. 
The merchants of St. Louis never have understood why they lost that 
trade. That trade which belonged to them geographically was taken 
away from them under that combination of these great railroad corpo- 
rations. As a matter of course, the Pennsylvania road and the Erie road 
and the New York Central wanted the cattle shipped from Chicago be- 
cause then they came over their roads, and therefore they diverted the 
trade from the roads that ran into St. Louis and forced shipments of 
cattle to Chicago and from Chicago east upon their lines. : 

As a matter of course, to use a Western phrase, they cinched St. 
Louis“ and crushed out the life of the cattle trade there. These cor- 
porations had them in their grasp. In 1878, not from any good motive, 
but because the roads that were subsidiary, the connecting roads, refused 
to pay their part of the pro rata rebate of $15 a car, this combination 
broke up or came toan end. When that took place the mischief was 
done and St. Louis was prostrate, and never has been able to make any 
fight in the cattle trade since. 

I do not say this because St. Louis is in my State. I live in a city 
which is the second cattle market in the world, a new Western town, 
and I am proud of it—Kansas City. Itis to-day the second cattle mar- 
ket in the world, and I am not talking against Chicago. All I ask is 
that all legislation should be based upon an equal, fair, honest chance 
to every citizen of the United States, without legislation or discrimina- 
tion that gives an advantage to one citizen over another. 

Mr. CULLOM. The very purpose and life of the interstate- 
commerce act is to give to all persons and places a fair and equal 
chance. 

Mr. VEST. I know it; and I voted for the act, and I hope it will 
have that effect, although it has not had it yet as much as I should 
like. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no disposition to reflect upon the city of 
St. Louis, but I want to say further that I have no doubt myself that 
Chicago will go on and will, in a very large measure, control this trade 
because it has the capital and the energy. 

Mr. VEST. That is all right if it can do it, but I want an equal 
chance for the rest of the country. I ask for a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. PLUMB. Isuggest an amendment. I see the amehdment of 
the Senator from Illinois refers to two traffic associations. These may 
or may not embrace all the railroads of the United States, but they 
may be succeeded by others, or they may break up, so that I would 
suggest an amendment, adding or other agencies of transportation.“ 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection in the world to that. 

Mr. VEST. I have no objection to the suggestion. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far as I can I accept the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Winson, of Iowa, in the chair). 
The question, then, is on the motion toamend, proposed by the Senator 
from Ilinois. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator ſrom ef has accepted it and modi- 
fied his resolution. 

Mr. VEST. L accepted it. g 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the question ison the adoption 
of the resolutión of the Senator from Missouri as modified. Will the 
Senator from Kansas indicate his amendment? 

Mr. PLUMB. After the word association“ insert or other agen- 
cies of transportation.” ; 

Mr. CULLOM. To come in at tie end of the amendment I pro- 


posed, 
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The SECRETARY.’ After the word association“ it is proposed to The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be re- 


add the words: 
Or other agencies of transportation. 
Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 
Mr. VEST. I accept the modification. 
The resolution as modified was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. | 


The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, qnd referred to the Committee on 


A bill (H. R. 4775) for the relief of Abbie Sharp, formerly Abbie 
Gardner; 

A bill (H. R. 5092) for the relief of Charles L. Bradwell; 

A bill (H. R. 6491) for the relief of Lowman & Co.; and 

A bill . R. 7618) for the relief of the Shepard & Morse Lumber 
Company, of Burlington, Vt. 

The bill (H. R. 109) to refund to Dr. F. O. Saint Clair $97.80 duties 
on a monument to the memory of Francis J. Townshend, late of the 
United States Navy, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

The bill (H. R. 2088) for the relief of W. S. Carpenter was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads 


The bill (H. R. 8391) to authorize the location of a branch home for 
volunteer disabled soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other 
purposes; was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ilitary Affairs. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, on the 2d instant the Sen- 
ator from, Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] as chairman of the Committee on In- 
terstate Commerce reported favorably the bill (S. 2851) to amend an 
act entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,’’ approved February 4, 
1887, and at the same time reported several other bills adversely. Of 
the number so reported was the bill (S. 291) to amend the second and 
fourth sections of An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 
4, 1887, and it was indefinitely postponed. I ask that the order in- 
definitely postponing that bill be rescinded and that the bill be placed 
upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that the bill (S. 291) to amend the second and fourth 
sections of an act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, 
may be reconsidered, and the bill with the adverse report placed upon 
the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope unanimous consent will be given to place 
that bill on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the request 
of the Senator from Iowa will be granted. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the en- 

rolled bill (H. R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equipments to 
the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MITCHELL. What is the business before the Senate? 

Mr. BLAIR. The regular order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move the consideration of what I understand 
to be the special order, Senate bill 566. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, being the bill (H. R. 8560) to establish a depart- 
ment of labor. F 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, yesterday the Senate agreed by unan- 
imous consent at the conclusion of routine morning business to-day and 
to-morrow to proceed to the consideration of the Calendar under Rule 
VIII. I understand that on a previous day, perhaps also by unani- 
mous consent, the Senate agreed to proceed with the consideration of 
the bill referred to by the Senator from Oregon immediately upon the 
conclusion of the routine morning business to-day. I have no doubt 
myself that the subsequent agreement by unanimous consent vacates 
the former, but being advised and recognizing the fact that when the 
subsequent agreement was made the Senator from Oregon was not in 
his seat, so far as I am personally concerned I am not inclined to take 
advantage, if indeed I have that advantage, of the subsequent agree- 
ment unless I can get the consent of the Senator from Oregon that we 
proceed to the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII accord- 
ing to the subsequent agreement, with the further understanding that 
immediately upon the execution of that order the bill to which he re- 
fers shall come up for consideration and be considered. 

Mr. REAGAN. I submit an amendment to the bill (H. R. 8560) to 


ceived and printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Ithank the Senator from Tennessee for his court- 
esy. At the same time I think he is laboring under a misapprehen- 
sion as to which special order has precedence. I understand the rule 
to be that the two special orders made by the Senate stand in their order. 
It does not follow that a later unanimous consent displaces a former 
order fixed by unanimous consent, but that the two orders stand in their 
order and the prior order has precedence. I appeal to the Senator from 
Tennessee to permit me to go on unless the regular order is to be urged. 
I also appeal to the Senator from New Hampshire, who has charge of 
the unfinished business, to permit it to be laid aside for to-day. I have 
considerable hope that I may be able to get action on my billin avery 
short time. I shall not take more than a few minutes myself, and I 
think we might get through with it early to-day and then go on with 
the regular order. 

Mr. BLAIR. The unfinished business should be disposed of. The 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], however, has proposed an amend- 
ment to it. I have no objection that both these special orders be ac- 
commodated, the bill now the unfinished business retaining its place 
on the Calendar. I suppose when the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. 
HARRIS] and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELE] have con- 
cluded the execution of their respective orders the unfinished business 
can be acted on, so I have no objection; but I desire that the unfinished 
business shall retain its place and be taken up immediately after. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection. 

Mr. BECK. I wish to say to the Senator from Oregon that the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGaN] indicated to me a very important 
amendmeut, perhaps in the nature of a substitute, that he desires to 
offer to the bill the Senator from Oregon has in charge. The Senator 
from Alabama is not now in his seat, and I know his amendment is im- 
portant and radical, and it will probably take some time in its consid- 
eration. Therefore would it not be well to allow the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] and the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama IMr. MORGAN] to be printed? 

Mr. HARRIS. The amendmentof the Senator from Texas is to the 
bill of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR]. 

Mr. BECK. But I understand that the amendment of the Senator 
from Alabama is to the bill of the Senator from Oregon, and Isupposed 
that of the Senator from Texas was to the same bill, but it seems not. 

Mr. REAGAN. My amendment is to the bill under the charge of 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Alabama called my attention to his 
amendment. 

Mr. MITCHELL. This is the first intimation I have had that the 
Senator from Alabama had any amendment to this bill. I can only say 
that the special order was made by unanimous consent of the Senate 
one week ago to-day, on the 9th instant. The Senator from Alabama 
was here this morning and I do not feel disposed to give way so as to 
run the chance of having the bili displaced, as it would likely be in 
the rush of business at the beginning of next week. 

Mr. BECK. I think now the amendment of the Senator from Ala- 

bama is to the bill which is in charge of the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 
Mr. MITCHELL. That being the case, as the morning business this 
morning has been very much drawn out and it is now 2 o'clock, the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee will allow me to call up this bill, have it dis- 
cussed very briefly by myself, and see if we can not geta vote. It is 
reported unanimously by the Committee on Transportation Routes to 
the Seaboard. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the request is that the regular order be 
temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is no objection to the regular order remaining 
the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whatever be the disposition of the 
question between the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Ten- 
nessee as to the execution of the order, the Chair will hold that the 
Senate resumes the consideration of the bill in charge of the Senator 
from New Hampshire as the unfinished business. 

Mr. HARRIS. While I have no doubt that the consent agreement 
of yesterday takes precedence of the unfinished business and vacates the 
preceding order, I am not inclined to antagonize the wish of the Sena- 
tor from Oregon in respect to his bill, because he was not present when 
the last order was made; but I should like to have the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate, if we proceed with the consideration of the bill in- 
dicated by the Senator from Oregon at this time, that immediately 
upon the conclusion of that bill we proceed to the consideration of the 
Calendar under Rule VIII; and that the next two l ative days be 
devoted to the Calendar under that rule, unless we shall have sooner 
soea the consideration of the Calendar that remains under Rule 
VIIL 

Mr. BLAIR. I understand the Senator desires all that to be sub- 
ject to the unfinished business retaining its place. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Chair has announced that when this order is ex- 


establish a department of labor, intended as a substitute for that bill. | ecuted he will lay that bill before the Senate as the unfinished business. 


I ask that it be printed. 


Mr. BLAIR. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The announcement of 
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the Chair was that on the termination of the consideration of the bill | if this unanimous consent is granted, I wish to say that I shall insist 
of the Senator from Oregon he would lay the unfinished business before | upon its execution. 


the Senate. - 
Mr. HARRIS. I understood him to include both orders. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that when- 


ever the unfinished business is informally laid aside by unanimous con- 
sent, on the execution of the order or the conclusion of that business 
p unfinished business resumes its place by operation of parliamentary 
aw. 
BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


Mr. FARWELL, I desire to give notice at this time that I shall ask 
to bring up Order of Business 938, being the bill (S. 2615) to authorize 
the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real 
estate for railway purposes in the District of Columbia, on Tuesday 
next. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to say to the Senator from Illinois that 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] gave notice yesterday that 
he would desire the postponement of the bill to which the Senator from 
Illinois refers until a week from next Tuesday. 

Mr. FARWELL, I suppose I have the right to give the notice. 
That is all I desire to do. I will endeavor to get the sense of the Sen- 
ate on that day after the morning business is concluded. 


THE CALENDAR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill No. 566 will now be 
proceeded with. 

Mr. HARRIS. Before that bill is proceeded with, I desire to ask 
unanimous consent of the Senate—for I want to have no misunderstand- 
ing of this matter—that immediately on the conclusion of the consider- 
ation of that bill the Senate will proceed to the consideration of the Calen- 
dar under Rule VIII, and that the next two legislative days shall be 
devoted to the consideration of the Calendar on the conclusion of the 
routine morning business each day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that after the conclusion of the consideration of 
Senate bill 566 the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Calendar 
under Rule VIII, and continue the same for two entire legislative days 
thereafter. A 

Mr. HARRIS. After to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ation of the bill is concluded ? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. TURPIE. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana objects. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 566) making an appropriation for a 
final survey and estimates for and the commencement of the construc- 
tion of a boat-railway around the obstructions to navigation at The 
Dalles and Celilo Falls, in the Columbia River. 

Mr. HARRIS. I now repeat the request I made a few moments 
since. After an explanation of the matter to the Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. TURPIE] he consents to withdraw his objection, I understand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that at the conclusion of the consideration of the 
bill just read the Senate proceed to the consideration of bills upon the 
Calendar of General Orders under Rule VIII, and continue the same for 
two consecutive days thereafter. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. I object until I can say a word. I desired to-mor- 
row to bring up the bill reported by the Interstate Commerce Commit- 
tee if I could do so. 

Mr COCKRELL. Put it over until the next day. 

Mr. HARRIS. Put it over until we get through with this order. 

Mr. CULLOM. The trouble about it is that we shall probably ad- 
journ Thursday evening until Monday, and on Monday other business, 
as the Senate very well knows, is going to come up which may take 
all of next week; and I wish to get the bill to which I refer through. 

Mr. HARRIS. I think I am about as much interested in the inter- 
state-commerce bill as the Senator from Illinois, and I do hope he will 
not object upon that ground. Let it go over until we devote these two 
days and a piece of to-day to the consideration of general orders on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. We had better be sure of the consideration of the 
bill to which I refer. 

Mr. HARRIS. No, let us try to get through with the Calendar. It 
gives everybody a fair and equal chance. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know how it will be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
of the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that if unanimous consent is given, and if 
the Calendar is not pressing very much in the mean time, I may be al- 
lowed to bring up the bill which I have mentioned. 

Mr. HARRIS. So far as Iam concerned, I should go very far out 
of my way to accommodate the views of the Senator from Illinois; but 


After the day on which the consider- 


Is there objection to the proposition 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM, I will waive the objection, as it seems to be the de- 
sire to proceed with the Calendar, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
it is so ordered. 


The Chair hears no objection, and 


COLUMBIA RIVER BOAT-RAILWAY. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 566) making an appropriation for a final survey and estimates 
for the commencement of the construction of a boat-railway around the 
obstructions to navigation at The Dalles and Celilo Falls in the Colum- 
bia River. 7 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Transportation Routes 
to the Seaboard with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert: 


That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500,000, for the purpose of making final 
surveys and 3 for and the commencement of the work of construction 
ofa boat-railway either in the State of Oregon or Washington Territory around 
the obstructions to navi on in the Columbia at The Dalles and Celilo Falls; 
and for the purpose of open the contracted water ways at Ten and 
Three Mile Rapids, near said fails to a navigable status for large river ton- 
nage boats; or such other structure or structures for overcoming the obstruc- 
tions to navigation at such points as may be recommended by the Board of En- 
gineers hereinafter provided for. 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to appoint a 
board of three engineers from the United States 80 5 whose duty it shall be 
to thoroughly examine the obstructions to navigation in the Columbia River at 
The Dalles and Celilo Falls, and at Three and Ten Mile Rapids, and to report to 
the Secretary of War, on or before the first Monday in December next, as to the 
feasibility and advisability of overcoming such obstructions by means of a 
railway at The Dalles and Celilo Falls, and by widening, to a navigable status, 
for large tonnage river boats, the channel of said river at Three and Ten Mile 
ess oe accompanied by careful and detailed plans, with estimates of the cost 
and a statementas to the usefulness of such improvements to navigation and of 
their relations and value to commerce; and said board shall also report, at the 
same time, as to any other plan or project for overcoming said obstructions at 
said points, whereby said obstructions to 2 may be removed, which in 
the judgment of said board may be deemed either more desirable than the above 
or Mann | of consideration by the Secretary of War and Congress, and shall re- 
port detailed plans, with estimates of the cost of such proposed improvement 
or improvements, and as to their relations to commerce and usefulness to navi- 
gation; and said board shall report which of said projects is by it deemed most 
advisable, And the Secretary of War shall transmit said report to Congress at 
its next session, with his own views and those of the Chief of Engineers of the 
United States Army thereon ; and the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may 
be necessary of the above amount, may be used in defraying the cost of making 
said examination and survey and the expenses of said board. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is upon agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Transportation Routes to 
the Seaboard as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Mr. President, it is not my intention to detain 
the Senate by any lengthy remarks. 

The bill just read is the conclusion reached, and the unanimous rec- 
ommendation made by one of the standing committees of the Senate 
after a more than ordinary investigation of the subject to which it re- 
lates. It is not merely the recommendation of a committee on a bill 
introduced by a Senator and referred for consideration in the ordinary 
way, but is the deliberate and well-considered judgment of the com- 
mittee after a careful investigation made in pursuance of an order of 
the Senate. This being the case, I trust I may with a degree of confi- 
dence hope for early and favorable action by the Senate. The order to 
which I refer may be found recorded in its proceedings of date January 
5, 1886. On that date I presented to the Senate the preamble and res- 
olution which I now send to the desk and ask that the Secretary may 
read, and- which preamble and resolution were on that date agreed to 
by the Senate without a dissenting vote. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Whereas the Columbia River is, with the exception of obstructions at the Cas- 
cades, distant from its mouth 160 miles, for a distance of about 5 miles, and fur- 
ther obstructions at The Dalles, distant from its mouth 220 miles, for a still 

ater distance, navigable for large-draught steamers from the sea to a point 
nland distant 1,082 miles, with tributaries aggregating over 300 additional miles 
of navigable waters; and 

Whereasa canal and locks are now under process of construction by the United 
States Government around such obstructions at the Cascades; and 

Whereas said Columbia River and its navigable tributaries drain an extent of 
country unsurpassed in agricultural, grazing, and mineral productiveness, capa- 
ble of producing from 60,000,000 to 80,000,000 bushels of wheat annually,an area 
of country in geographical extent equal to one-twentieth of the entire area ofthe 
United States, as large as Germany or France, and over one-fourth of the area 
of South America; and 

Whereas the commerce of that vast and fertile region is increasing with mar- 
velous rapidity, the custom-house statistics showing that in the year 1834, 403 
vessels out of the mouth of the Columbia River for foreign and domestic 
ports with cargoes valued at $15,600,000, as against 63 vessels in the year 1880 
with cargoes valued at $4,151,352, while the tonnage over the bar at the mouth 
of the Columbia for the year ending September 30, 1885, was 869,943 tons; and 

Whereas it is alleged that freight charges on wheat from The Dalles to Port- 
land, Oregon, a distance of 88 miles, are now 12 cents per bushel of 60 pounds, 
and from Wallula, Wash., to Portland, Oregon, a distance of 214 miles, 18 cents 
per bushel, and all other freight charges, it is alleged, arc in equal enormous 


popon: and 
Whereas it is rere such freight charges are exorbitant and ruinous to the 
roducer, and as it is further alleged that the real remedy for this evilisin free- 


ng the Columbia River and its navigable tributaries from obstructions to nav- 
igation, and that this work is essentially national in its character: Therefore, 
Be it resolved, That the Committee on ‘Transportation Routes to the Seaboard 


— 
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be, and it is hereby, instructed to inquire into these all grievances, both as 
to their existence and the proper measures of relief, and also as to the impor- 
tance of the speedy completion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia and the means proper to be adopted to overcome the obstructions to 
navigation at The Dalles of the Columbia, and to report by bill or otherwise at 
the earliest practicable period. 


Mr, MITCHELL. In pursuance of this order of the Senate the inquiry 
directed was made during the last Congress, and on February 1, 1887, the 
Committee on Transportation Routes to the Seaboard intrusted with 
this investigation reported a bill substantially similar to the one now 
under consideration and recommended its passage, and accompanied the 
same with an elaborate report, showing fully and in detail, not only the 
thorough character of the investigation made, but also the facts and 
conclusions upon which the committee based their recommendation. 
This report was signed by the following-named Senators: Mr. CULLoM 
of Illinois, Mr. PALMER of Michigan, Mr. Williams of California, Mr. 
BUTLER of South Carolina, Mr. CALL of Florida, Mr. Vest of Missouri, 
Mr. Grsson of Louisiana, and myself. 

The report is Senate No. 1773, second session Forty-ninth Congress, 
and with the permission of the Senate I will, without stopping now to 
read it unless desired, incorporate itin the RECORD as a part of my re- 
marks. 

The report is as follows: 


[Senate Report No. 1773, Forty-ninth Congress, second session.] 


On January 5, 1886, an important duty was imposed on your committee, in the 
adoption by the Senate, unanimously, on that date, of the following preamble 
and resolution: 

“ Whereas the Columbia River is, with the exception of obstructions at the 
Cascades, distant from its mouth 160 miles, for a distance of about 5 miles, and 
further obstructions at The Dalles, distant from its mouth 220 miles, for a still 

ter distance, navigable for large-draught steamers from the sea to a point 
fiand distant 1,032 miles, with tributaries aggregating over 300 additional miles 
of navigable waters; and 

“Whereas a canal and locks are now under process of construction by the 
United States Government around such obstructions at the Cascades; and 

“ Whereas said Columbia River and its navigable tributaries drain an extent 
of country unsurpassed in agricultural, grazing, and mineral productiveness, 
capable of producing from 60,000,000 to 80,000,000 bushels of wheat annually, an 
area of country in geographical extent equal to one-twentieth of the entire area 
of the United States, as large as Germany or France, and over one-fourth of the 
area of South America; and i 

“ Whereas the commerce of that vast and fertile region is increasing with 
marvelous rapidity, the custom-house statisties showing that in the year 1884, 403 
vessels passed out of the mouth of the Columbia River for foreign and domestic 
ports, with cargoes valued at $15,600,000, as st 63 vessels in the year 1580, 
with cargoes valued at $4,181,352, while the tonnage over the bar at the mouth 
of the Columbia for the T ending September 30, 1885, was 869,943 tons; and 

“Whereas it is alleged that freight charges on wheat from The Dalles to Port- 
land, O: n, a distance of 88 miles, are now 12 cents per bushel of 60 pounds, and 
from Walluls, Washington, to Portland, Oregon, a distance of 214 miles, 18 cents 
per on oe other freight charges, it is alleged, are in equal enormous 
pro ons; an 1 X 5 

“Whereas it is alleged such freight charges are exorbitant and ruinous to the 

roducer; and as it is further alleged that the real remedy for this evil is in free- 

ng the Columbia River and its navigable tributaries from obstructions to nay- 
igation, and that this work is essentially national in its ter: Therefore, 

“ Be it resolved, That the Committee on Transportation Routesto the Seaboard 
be, and it is hereby, instructed to inquire into these alleged grievances, both as 
to their existence and the per measures of relief, and also as to the impor- 
tance of the speedy completion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the 
Columbia and the means proper to be adopted to overcome the obstructions to 
navigation at The Dalles of the Columbia, and to report by bill or otherwise at 
the earliest prenon ponon 

In the performance of the trust reposed in your committee by this resolution, 
and of its duty in the premises, diligence and care have been exercised in ascer- 
taining, so far as possible, the facts relative to the existence of the grievances 
all in the preamble and resolution to exist; and also have diligently and 
carefully investigated as to the proper measures of relief, as to the importance 
of the speedy completion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia 
River, and have also thoroughly inquired as to the proper means to be adopted 
for the purpose of overcoming the obstructions to navigation at The Dalles of 
the Columbia. 

For this purpose the investigation ordered by the foregoing resolution was, in 
the first instance, committed toasubcommittee of three, consisting of MITCNELL, 
of Oregon, chairman; CULLOM, of Illinois, and BUTLER, of South Carolina; and 
the chairman of which, under direction of the committee, visited the valley of 
the Columbia in 0 n and Washington Territory during the recent vacation, 
and collected and other information bearing upon the question in- 
volved, all of which has been laid before your full committee. 

From the investigation made by your committee it has been made entirely 
plain that the grievances, including lack of transportation facilities, exorbitant 
transportation charges, and unreasonable and unjust discriminations, set out in 
the preamble to the resolution, actually existin and along the valley of the Co- 
— in what is known as the t inland empire of the Pacific Northwest, 
including the State of Oregon and most of the Territories of Washington and 
Idaho, to the full extent and in all the aggravated forms as in such preamble 


Your committee also find as true the allegations of such preamble inreference 
to the vastness, fertility, and present and nes productive capacity in 
the matter of cereals, wool, stock, minerals, fruits, and grazing facilities of the 
empire of country drained by the waters of the Columbia River and its tribu- 
taries; the exorbitant character of the transportation charges and unjust dis- 
criminations on and along the Columbia River and on the lines of railroad 
owned, controlled, and operated by the Oregon Railway and Navigation Com- 
pany (such corporation also owning and controlling the only line of steamers 
on the Columbia River and its tributaries above the mouth of the Willamette!) 
and also the alleged paramount importance, in the interest of cheaper and more 
reasonable transportation facilities throughout the valley of the Columbia, of 
the early completion of the canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia, 
and the pressing necessity forthe speedy adoption of some suitable means to 
8 the obstructions to navigation at what are known as The Dalles ofthe 

um 

Your committee, in executing the order of the Senate above quoted, have 
given special consideration to the four following subjects of inquiry: 

1. The character and extent of the country to be benefited, and 
cial, agricultural, pastoral, 


commer- 
mineral, and other interests to be promoted and sub- 


served by the opening to free navigation of the Columbia River; and the im- 
rtance, national and international, as well as local, of such improvement. and 
its probable resulting benefits to commerce and otherwise. 

2. What are the present transportation facilities, advantages, and disadvan- 
tages possessed by the ple of the Columbia Valley and of the Pacific North- 
west generally? Are they such as to encourage the growth and development 
of thatempire? Are the burdens they impose in connection with the advan- 
tages they afford reasonable and just, or are they extravagantly exorbitant and 
inequitable in the matter of excessive charges and unjust discriminations, and 
grievous o ions on the producers and shippers, and how far and to what 
extent, and in what manner, are these en made possible or a vated 
by reason of these obstructions to navigation in the waters of the Columbia? 

3. What are the benefits, national, international, and local, commercial and 
otherwise, that would be expected naturally to flow from the opening up of this 
river to free navigation; and Spania! ly by the establishment of some engineer- 
ing work, such as canal and locks, or boat-railway, to overcome these o c- 
tions at The Dalles of the Columbia ? 

4. In the event a conclusion should be reached—and from the facts presented 
there could, in the judgment of your committee, be no other conclusion—to the 
effect that the true interests of the commerce not only of the Pacific Northwest 
but of the nation at large imperatively demand the speedy opening of this river 
to free navigation and unobstructed commerce through the medium of the Gen- 
eral Government by the removal of or surmounting these obstructions, then 
what are, in view of all the adverse circumstances, the exigencies of the case, 
the magnitude of the interests involved, and of economic considerations, both 
as to time and money, the best means to be devised and adopted to accomplish 
this great and i end? 

First, then, as to the character and extent of country to be develo and ben- 
efited and the magnitude of the diverse interests to be subserved by the open- 
ing up to free navigation of the Columbia River, and this irrespective of the 
still greater advantages in a national and international point of view in open- 
ingato free navigation and competitive transportation for so great a distance 
across the continent a line for the passage of the internal commerce of the 
country, including trans-continental and trans- oceanie freight. 


THE PACIFIC NORTHWEST, INCLUDING THE BASIN OF THE COLUMBIA AND IN- 
LAND EMPIRE, 


The area drained by the Columbia River, we are told by the report of the Chief 
of Engineers, is estimated at 245,000 square miles—an area, he correctly states, 
larger than all the New England and iddle States, with Maryland, Virginia, 
and West Virginia thrown in—all these States combined having anarea of but 
244,260 square miles. The area drained by the Columbia River and its tributa- 
ries is twice as large as Great Britain and Ireland, more than twice the size of 
Italy, half as large again as Spain,and many thousand square miles greater 
than either France, Germany, or Austria-Hungary, and greater than all the isl- 
ands of the seas combined. 

Snake River alone, a tributary of the Columbia, flowing into it over 300 miles 
from the sea, drains an area of nearly 105,000 square miles, and its valleys are 
among the most fertile and productive on earth; while the Upper Columbi: 
above the junction with the Snake, drains an area of 97,155 square es, an 
the main stream of the Columbia, below the Snake junction, 43,200square miles. 
The engineer in e e of the works of the Columbia, in speaking of this vast 
area, uses the following language: 

“It has been demonstrated that nearly the whole of this great plain is a mag- 
nificent grain-producing country, as the statistics submitted herewith will show. 
Furthermore, the soil is not only fertile, but of extrao: endurance. Inthe 
Willamette Valley the fields that have been continually cropped with wheat for 
twenty years are now yielding from 30 to 35 bushels per acre of winter wheat. 

When it is considered that, in addition to ils grain-producing capacity, this 
region has ample resources in precious metals, coal, iron, and most of the vari- 
ous products t go to make up that interweaving of a great variety of indus- 
tries which always insures the development of wealth and prosperity, it becomes 
evident that the mountain gorge that commands the whole trade of sucha 
country is worthy of considerable attention from Con Thedevelopmentof 
this region will add so Hig wep to the material wealth of the nation, and add so 
largely to its revenues, it is thought, that every dollarexpended will come back 
many fold into the public Treasury, 

The obstructions to navigation through this gorge occur at The Dalles and 
= the or des. At the latter place the works for improvement are approach- 

completion.” 

Bat coming to spenk more properly of what is known as the Columbia River 
Basin or inland empire, as separate and apart and distinguished from the still 
larger area drained by the waters of the Columbia and its tributaries—we refer 
to that area of most remarkably fertile and marvelously productive country 
located between the Cascade range of mountains on the west and the Cour 
d'Alene and Bitter Root Mountains on the east, with the Blue Mountains to the 
south and the Colville Mountains to the north—we find an area, the very large 
proportion of which is magnificent arable land, of over 25,000 square miles in 
extent, or about 25,000,000 acres, all susceptible of a high degree of cultivation. 
And the products, present and prospective, of this t area must find their 
way to the seaboard along the waters of the Columbia River. 

At least must this be so until the completion of the Northern Pacific Railroad 
across the Cascade Mountains to Puget Sound, or the completion of the Oregon 
Pacific, connecting the Columbia Basin with the Pacific Ocean at Yaquina Bay. 
But even when this is done, in order that combinations between the two or 
three or more railroad companies—the Northern Pacific, the gy ed Railway 
and Navigation Company, the Oregon Pacific, and Oregon Short Line or Union 
Pacific—for the purpose of maintaining freight rates at high figures and controll- 
ing the transportation of that country, may be rendered impossible, it becomes 
a matter of the first importance to the people of the inland empire that the 
waters of the Columbia River and its tributaries should be free from obstructions 
from their mouths to their source at the earliest possible date and opened to free 
navigation. This done, and the power of any onerailroad company or any two 
or more corporations to dictate freight charges to the producer of that country 
will be forever at an end. The great importance of these improvements and the 
value of free navigation on the Columbia and its tributaries will be emphasized 
when it is stated that by these we have a total inland navigation for vessels of 
various classes for a distance of about 1,686 miles, as follows: 

By the main Columbia River,1,032 miles, 752 miles of which are within the 
United States; Pend d’Oreille River, 180 miles; Clear Water, 40 miles; Koote- 
nay, 100 miles; Willamette, 172 miles; and Snake River, 162 miles. And while 
at present much less than one-tenth of the cultivable soil of this great inland 
empire is under cultivation, and while the population of the basin of the Co- 
lumbia does not exceed at present more than two human souls to the square 
mile, or only about one-ninth of the average population to the square mile in 
the United States, the product of this area for the year 1885 in the matter of 
cereals alone (wheat, oats, and barley, but principally wheat) amounts to about 
14,000,000 bushels, the und producing on an average over 30 bushels per acre 
of winter wheat, and from 20 to 25 bushels per acre of spring wheat, or consid- 
erably more than double the average product per acre of the United States or 
the world, while in some instances, even on tracts of considerable magnitude, 
the yield has beea from 50 to 60 and even 75 bushels per acre and even more, 
and your committee are credibly informed as much as 100 bushels have been 
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raised in more than one instance on choice spots under exceptionably favorable 


mstances. 
It is estimated that the area generally referred to as the Volumbia Basin or 
inland E aAa pr ra of producing, when properly cultivated, over 100,000,000 
wheat per annum. 
But to the magnitude of the area of this fertile field, and the prolific character 


of its productions, the vastness of its undevelo; resources, must be added the 
fact of the extrao: endurance of its soil. It is of that liar character 
and depth of formation as to cause it to retain through an in ite number of 


unheard 
necessary and useless; and this is true of irri; on as to the greater portion of it. 

Giving the field over to rest, clover, and lime, or other fertilizing influences 
ev two or three years, as is the custom in the East, finds no recognition in 
the life and practice of the farmer in the wheat-producing empire of the Colum- 
bia. The great fact to be impressed and the lesson sought to be imparted by 

statements may receive proper support and emphasis by a quotation from 
an interesting report made some three years since on the er and re- 
sources of the Great Plain of the Columbia by Lieutenant (now Captain) Sym- 
ons of the United States Engineer Corps, We quote from his report. Hesays: 

"Over nearly the whole of this Great Plain of the Columbia there is now 
spread a rich and fertile soil, varying in depth from a few inches to hundreds of 
feet. This soil been the product of the grinding action of the ice and drift 
of the Glacial epoch, by the water-wearing of the plain epoch, and from 
the disint tion of the rocks during the last and present exist Terrace 
spaa oy action of summer's rain and heat, winter’s frost and cold, and the 

emical decomposition arising from exposure to the atmosphere.” 

Maj. William A. Jones, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, now incharge 
of improvements on the Columbia River, in his recent interesting and able re- 
port ( te Executive Document No. 114, Forty-ninth Congress, first session), 
after reciting the above from Lieutenant Symons’ report, says: 

FH ge the cee 5 this pia tai it pon eA ee pap that poani nat white 
o plain is amagnificent grain-p) ucing country, as the statistics su 

Paltted Krenn willshow. Furthermore, the soil is not only fertile, but of ex- 

endurance. In the Willamette Valley fields that have been contin- 
ually crop) with wheat for twenty years are now yielding from 30to 35 bushels 
per acre of winter wheat. 

“When it is considered that in addition to its grain-producing capacity, this 
region has ample resources in precious metals, coal, iron, and most of the vari- 
ous products t go to make up that interweaving ofsthe great variety of in- 
dustries which always insures the development of wealth and prosperity, it be- 
comes evident that the mountain gorge that commands the whole trade of such 
a country is worthy of considerable attention from Congress. The development 
of this region will add so rapidly to the material wealth of the nation, and add 
s0 8 to its revenues that every dollar expended will come back many fold 
into the public Treasury.” 

While General Nimmo, late Chief of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury De- 

riment, in discussing this subject in his annual report of May 6, 1885, on the 
nternal commerce of the United States, on page —, says: 

“Several grens ago the soil of this region was subjected to chemical analysis 
and it was found to be possessed of properties which haye rendered the soil of 
the island of Sicily susceptible to wheat cuiture for more than two thousand 
years, 

But the immense wealth of this grand area is not limited by any means to 
the production of cereals. It is unsurpassed in the matter of stock production, 
and in the products of beef and wool; and butter and other dairy products, and 
fruits, to say nothing of its stores of mineral wealth, of coal and the precious 
metals, which are rapidly swelling the volume of exports that must find their 
way to the seaboard, The rapid increase of sheep-raising and wool-production 
in the State of Oregon in the last few years has been marvelous. Eleven years 
ago, on 1 1, 1875, the total number of sheep in the State of Oregon was 
but 634,400, while on the Ist of January, 1885, ten years afterward, they num- 
bered 2,519,950, or an increase in one decade of nearly 400 per cent., while inthe 
at penoa oxen and other cattle and milch cows had increased from 205,000 to 
620,565. These arc the estimates contained in the annual reports of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 

While the wheat product of Oregon twenty-five yearsago did not exceed 900,- 
000 bushels, in 1884 it had, notwithstanding all the disadvan: of high rates 
of transportation, high wages, and other obstructions and em ssments in- 
cident to the frontier State, reached the marvelous amount of 15,462,000 bushels, 
or an increase in that time of over 1,500 per cent. 

Bearing npon the question of the extent and fertility of the region in what is 
known as the great valley of the Columbia, the following is quoted from the 
very elaborate and able report of Lieut. (now Capt.) T. W. Symons, Corps of En- 
gineers, of = st 114 paa Ex. Doc, No. 186, first session Forty-seventh Con- 

* * 2 


gress, 

“In order to show the extraordinary fertility of this region of the Columbia 
River, I give below the statistics from the United States Census Office of the 
average yield per acre of the cereals grown in 1879 in the State of Oregon, and 
Territories of Washington, Idaho, and Montana, comprising those ions 
drained largely by the Columbia River and its tributaries. Montana is incſuded 
in this region for the reason that, while most of the Territory is drained by the 
Missouri, a large 8 of the cultivated land is on the head water streams 
of the Columbia e Missoula Basin.” 


Cereals of the United States; average yield per crop of 1879. 


Buck- | Indian 

States and Territories. Barley. ber Oats. Rye. Wheat. 
Oregon.. . 8i 17 22 29 16 17 
39 24 - 19 41 14 24 
een 29 35 12 2¹ 
30 13 29 36 29 27 

Average 
mean for above. .. essen 33 18 25 35 18 23 
Averáge whole United States.. 22 l4 28 2 11 13 


From this it is seen that the average yield of barley per aere in this Columbia 
country is 50 percent. greater than the average yield in the whole United States, 
including this region; the average yield of buckwheat is 29 per cent. ter; 
the average yield of Indian corn is 11 per cent. less; the average yield of oats 
is 40 per cent. greater; of Ht is 64 per cent. greater, and the average yield of the 
most important cereal of a + Wheat, is 77 per cent, greater than the average of 
the United States, 


“T give below the average yield of the cereals per acre of the cereal crops of 
1879 fraps the principal agricultural States of the Union and those whose avorages 
are largest: 


Buck- Indian | 
areg Y | ede: Oats. | Rye. Wheat. 


SSS SSA SSS 
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Wisconsin. . . 


~ “The statistics regarding the 1 of Irish potatoes in the States and 
Territories where they are principally raised are given in the following table: 


Yield per 
y 

States. Acros, Bushels. ree 
Washington.. 6,823 | 1,035,177 152 
Oregon. 11. 106 1,359,930 122 
California. 55,471 4,550,565 82 
Connecticut.. 375 2.584, 262 80 
Illinois. 151, 126 | 10, 305, 707 69 
Indiana 1,985 | 6,232,246 68 
Iowa... 121,358 | 9,962,537 82 
Maine. 71.416 7,999,625 112 
Massachusetts 3.070, 389 94 
Michigan...... 134,274 | 10,923,060 8L 
Minnesota. . 51,419 | 5,184,676 101 
Nebraska. . . „347 2.150, 873 76 
New Hampshire. „659 | 3,358, 828 113 
New Jersey.. 41,683 | 3,563,793 85 
New York. 349, 903 | 33, 612, 313 96 
e 173,321 | 12,719, 215 73 
Pennsylvan 185,429 | 16, 284, 819 88 
Rhode Islan , 988 606, 793 10L 
Vermont 38,855 | 4,438, 172 114 
Wisconsin 99,266 | 8,509,161 86 
Dakota...... 6, 960 G64, 086 %5 


These statistics are only given to show the great fertility of the soil in this 
country drained by the Columbia, itsadaptability to support a large population 
engaged in agricultural pursuits, and the enormous crops which its immense 
5 must yield as soon as a population sufficient for their cultivation is at- 
tained and means of transportation provided. This country is far away from 
the seat of Government and is very little known, but is bound soon to force it- 
self on the attention of the country as one of the grandest portions of our do- 
main, unexcelled by any in the productions of the earth, in the beauty, extent, 
and yield of its waters, in its mountains clothed with splendid forests and en 
folding mines of the useful and precious metals, and in its climate, 

“In consequence of its great and sure promise our legislators should look 
upon it with liberal eyes and grant abundant aid to all desirable works of pub- 
lic improvement which may be undertaken to facilitate transportation, sure of 
a prompt and rich return in the increased 1 and loyalty of the people. 

“From the interior water ways, the Columbia and Snake Rivers, should be 
removed, as far as practicable, all the rocky fetters which prevent and hinder 
full and free navigation. Commerce will require it, the people will demand it, 
and it must be done sooner or later.“ 

But in discussing the question of the improvement of the navigation of the 
Columbia River at its mouth and throughout its length and with all its mighty 
tributaries, we must not fail to remember the varied interests and productions 
and the vast undeveloped resources of the whole State and of the adjacent Ter- 
ritories, the rapid and complete develpment of which depends so ly ona 
free river. In addition to the 15,000.090 bushels of wheat produced in Oregon in 
1875, of the value of nearly $10,000,000, she produced 5,798,000 bushels of oats dur- 
ing the same season, of the value of $2,145,260; 164,000 bushels of corn, 1,239,084 
bushels of barley, 22,260 bushels of rye, and 9,128 bushels of buckwhea er 
wool crop, which in 1870 was but 2,000,000 pounds, and in 1874 but 4,000,000 

unds, had increased in 1881 to 12,000,000 pounds, and in 1585 to more than 

000,000 pounds. The value of the op in 1884 was $2,400,000, at an average 
market price of 20 cents per pound; while its value in 1855 was over $3,000,000. 
While the wheat exports from Oregon in 1870 were only 115,747 bushels, of the 
sala yr but $119,139, they had risen in 1881 to 5,384,315 bushels, of the value of 

PORTLAND'S COMMETCE. 

Aid may be derived in obtaining some adequate conception of the great im- 
portance and rapidly growing commerce of the Pacific Northwest by a reference 
to the trade of Portland, Oregon, the chief commercial city of that great region. 
The wholesale business of Portland increased in 1886 20 Pe cent. over that of 
1885, and reached the sum of $50,400,000; and it is estimated by her leading mer- 
chants that it will increase in 1887 at least 30 per cent. over that of 1886, or over 
$30,000,000 more than in 1884. In 1884 it was $35,000,000; in 1885, $42,000,000; in 
1885, $50,400,000; and the estimate for 1887 is at least $65,520,000. Equally rapid 
also has been the increase in trade and commerce of the cities of Astoria, near 
the mouth of the Columbia, and The Dalles, 200 miles from its mouth, as the reć- 
ords of the commercial representative bodies and Government and other relia- 
ble statistics will abundantly show; while struggling in honorable and by no 
means unsuccessful competition for the trade of this empire, and reaching out 
also across the broad waters of Puget Sound, the Straits of Juan de Fuca, and 
the Pacific Ocean for the commerce of the world, is the rapidly expanding city 
of Tacoma, at the sound terminus of the Northern Pacific Railroad on 
Sound, and her energetic rival, Seattle, still farther down the sound. 
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THE SALMON FISHERIES CF THE COLUMBIA RIVER. 


These were established twenty years ago, in 1866. In that year the product 
was 4,000 cases, which, at the then cash price of gli a case, made a total value of 
$64,000. Ten yes later, in 1876, the catch was 450,000 cases, or an increase in 
that decade of nearly 11,250 per cent., and then worth $4.50 per case; and of a 
total value of $2,025,000, Seven years later, in 1883, the product had increased 
to 630,000 cases, of the value of $5 per case, making a total value for that year’s 
catch of $3,150,000. 

That we may comprehend better the magnitude of this t industry, it must 
be remem! that the average weight of each case, including the cans, is 
about 72 pounds, as the ordinary size can holds 1 pound net of prepared fish, 
there being forty-eight cans in each case. So the catch of 1883, taking that year 
for an illustration, was about 22,680 tons of prepared salmon, or enough to load 
two hundred and twenty-six trains of cars of ten cars each, each car containing 
10 tons of salmon, or twenty-three ship cargoes of 1,000 tons each. 

In this industry over 40 canneries are in operation, over $2,000,000 of perma- 
nent capital is invested, 1.518 boats, including 10 or 12 steam-tenders, are em- 
ployed, and employment is given during each month of the fishing season to 
several thousand men, the number of men employed in 1886 being 7,596; of 
these 4,200 were white persons and 3,396 Chinese. 

The above relates only to the catch by gill-nets alone on the Columbia River, 
while about one-third more, it is estimated, are taken by seines, traps, and 
wheels. The number of fish caught by gill-nets alone in 1886 was 1, 315, 800. 

The following, taken from an article recently published in the Daily Astorian 
at Asto: Oregon, will give information as to the amount of money e: nded 
annually in carrying on this important industry, in purchasing material, and 


in — — of r: \ 

“The importance of the salmon industry to Astoria, Clatsop County, and the 
Lower Columbia generally, is tersely illustrated by the following figures, being 
aclose estimate of the amount of money expended for the season of 1886: 


COST OF MATERIAL. 


Tin-plate, 74,000 boxes, at $5.25........... £388, 500 
Salmon twin: 205, 200 
Cotton twine.. 25, 000 
Lines. . 26, 600 
7,500 

28 5 ia 4,000 
Boats, wear and tear, paint, repair, ete 38, 000 
Tan-bark for nets........ ETA A SE 1,900 
i Ider. 50, 122 

10,450 

2,000 

8,550 

6, 460 

19,760 

1, 562 

15, 200 

4,000 

4,000 

38, 000 

2,000 

Insurance.... 82, 376 
Hauling ... 12,540 
Freight 5,000 
32. 400 

67, 500 

11, 400 

. . „j saecee (ea a 1, 020, 320 


COST OF LABOR. 
Knitting nets, 223,000 fathoms, at 22} cents.... 
Catching salmon with cannery nets 
Catching salmon with private nets... 
Salvage and hire of detectives .. 
White labor outside of fishing .. 
Other labor outside of fishing. 


PAID TO UNCLE SAM. 


Duty on 74,000 boxes tin-plate, 7,992,000 pounds, at 1} cents... 
Duty on amount of salmon twine. 


Here we have an aggregate of annual disbursements to the amount of $2,- 
210,646. Including every detail of the work it is a safe estimate to say that the 
Lower Columbia salmon canneries expend annually $2,500,000, the greatest part 
of which goes into circulation in this immediate vicinity.” 


WHAT ARE THE OBSTRUCTIONS TO NAVIGATION IN THE COLUMBIA RIVER TO BE 


OVERCOME, AND IN WHAT MANNER AND TO WHAT EXTENT DO THESE OBSTRUC- 
TIONS MAKE IT POSSIBLE FOR ONE CORPORATION TO ABSOLUTELY CONTROL THE 
TRANSPORTATION OF THE INLAND EMPIRE AND OPPRESS THE PEOPLE? 


Your committee, in the investigation of this subject, have become profoundly 
impressed with the pressing necessity and great importance, in the interest of 
the producers and shippers and general commerce of the Pacific Northwest, for 
some speedy, energetic, and effectual effort npon the part of the General Gov- 
ernment in providing some wise and suitable means of surmounting the ob- 
structions to navigation on and along the waters of the Columbia River, and 

ly at the point known as The Dalles of the Columbia. 

he obstructions here, commencing near the eastern boundary of the city of 
The Dalles, 200 miles from the mouth of the Columbia, and extending with more 
or less irregularity and massiveness fora distance of about 13 miles up the river, 
are of the most formidable and stupendous character. Here nature has with 
unmerciful and unsparing hand for this distance placed an absolute embargo 
on the navigation of the waters of this, the second river on the continent. 
Here this great water way, which with but a single other obstruction of any 
magnitude, that at The Cascades, where a canal and locks are well under way 
of construction, drains an rane wre possessed of those natural elements that unite 
in producing wealth, invincibility, and power, when vitalized by proper de- 
yelopment, is compressed between the rocky ribs, and stalwart sides, and up- 
lifting foundations of gigantic mountains. 

Here the waters of t grand river, over 6 miles wide more than 10 miles 
from its mouth, and more than a mile wide at various points 100 miles above 
its mouth, with a mighty volume of water, deep and broad, navigable for steam- 
boats of heavy tonnage, excepting for the short distance of these obstructions, 
from the sea inland a distance of 1,032 miles, with navigable tributaries cours- 
ing their way over 300 additional miles, and suddenly compressed in a manner 
almost ond the comprehension of man, until for a distance of nearly a mile 
anda the passage i to use the language of Maj. W. A. Jones, United States 


engineer, “so narrow that the river is polarized, as it were, and set on edge.” 


And while the width of the river varies at different points within this distance. 
from as low as 125 feet to 140 and 150 feet, the average width for these 8,000 feet, or 
nearly 1} miles, is only 250 feet. Through this narrow chasm the mighty vol- 
ume of this great river, whose discharge, according to the report of engineers, 
varies between 4,620,000 cubie feet per minute at low water to 15,420,000 cubie 
feet per minute at high water, is forced. When it is further remembered that 
the extreme difference between high and low water at the head of The Dalles 
is & feet, some proper conception of the character of obstructions to be over- 
come ma; 5 

it will ks very readily understood, and it has been made plain to your com- 
miti that by reason of the obstructions to navigation at the Cascades of the 
Columbia and The Dalles of the Columbia, as hereinbefore indicated, the Colum- 
bia River being the only real through which the productions of the Great 
Columbia basin or inland empire can find their way to the seaboard, it has been 
made possible for one corporation engaged in the business of transportation to 
intrench itself as a powerful tax-gatherer and collector of tribute at these gates 
of commerce on this grand river, and thus absolutely control the navigation of 
the waters of the Columbia and its tributaries from their source to the sea, and 
dictate the terms of its commerce. Nor were business genius and capital slow 
to comprehend the commercial and strategic importance of these in the 
mountains and obtain absolute and undisputed possession of this key-point,"’ 
to use the descriptive language of the United States engineer in charge of the 
improvements of the Columbia River, “in the commercial strategy of the Pa- 
cific Northwest.” 

It has been made clear to your committee, furthermore, that for years, and 
from the earliest period of the establishment of civilization in the far West, a cor- 
poration, the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company, and its immediate pred- 
ecessor, the Oregon Steam Navigation Company, have held undisputed sway 
over the waters of the Columbia and its tributaries, with no restraint or restric- 
tion whatever on their power, discretion, or disposition in the establishment of 
rates of transportation to which the producers and shippers are subjected, save 
and except one, the ability and willingness of the producer orshipperto respond 
to their demand. 

That this corporation has provided most important and valuable facilities for 
transportation both by and rail at a great expenditure of money is ad- 
mitted by all; that this money, however, has in the mair come from the pro- 
ducers of that region is equally true; that their facilities, notwithstanding their 
substantial nature, are insufficient to move in proper season the products of 
the inland empire, failing in 1884 to the extent of85,000 tons, is admitted by all; 
that their freight rates, moreover, now and for years past have been such as to 
amount to a sum annually far 1 any reasonable, fair, or just, or even an 
extravagant interest on every dollar expended after meeting every proper 
charge and keeping their transportation lines in good condition, is a fact open 
to absolute and positive demonstration by indisputable evidence. That the 

le of an empire, loeated on the banks of one of the grandest rivers of the 
world, should in the matter of transportation of their products and supplies be 
held subject to the will of one corporation is contrary to every principle of fair 
play, justice, and right that should find countenance, respect, or toleration 
among intelligent and civilized men. 

That the waters of any one river on God's green earth, much less one 
grandly magnificent in volume, length, and every other res as the Columbia 
endowed with all those elements of greatness and grandeur and moral and 
physical power that constitute and characterize the greatest of the great in- 
ternal water ways of the world, should be dominated and controlled by any one 
man or any set of men or corporation or com y is a standing reproach to the 
people or nation that tolerates or permits it, and all this must be said and is 
said without casting any personal reflection upon the men engaged in the busi- 
ness of transportation along this great river or who compose the stockholders 
and rs of this corporation, and who have been so fogtunate as to obtain 
control at an early day of this most important key to the commerce of the Pa- 
cific Northwest. 

To change this order of things,and to more nearly equalize the rights, inter- 
ests, and profits of the producer, consumer, shipper, and transporter in the 
great valley of the Columbia, to open up the waters of this great riverto hon- 
orable competition, healthy commerce, and business rivalry in the matter of 
transportation, and of free and untrammeled navigation, are great purposes to 
which the Congress may not only constitutionally, and with entire propricty, 
but in the proper d of a most important and pressing duty give its 
earnest consideration. 


THE EXORBITANT NATURE OF TRANSPORTATION TARIFFS ON THE PRODUCTS OF 
THE COLUMBIA BASIN, 


In order that the Senate may have some proper conception of the enormous 
freight charges on the Columbia River and on the lice of the railroad coursing 
the banks of that river and operated by the Oregon Lailway and Navigation 
Company and the Northern Pacific Railroad Company,attention is attracted 
to the rates on a few of the distances on these lines, and they are not very 
short hauls, and compare them for a moment with transportation charges on 
other lines in different sections of the country. For instance, from Wallula 
Junction, Wash , to Portland, in the State of Oregon, a distance of 414 miles, a 
charge of $6 per ton for wheat was exacted. This is at the rate of 18 cents per 
bushel for this distance, or at the rate of nearly 3 cents per ton per mile. i 

Again,from Portland to Alkali, or Arlington, as it is now called,on the Columbia 
River, in Gilliam County, Oregon, a distance of 142 miles, a 8 of65 cents = 
100 pounds on first-class freight is imposed, 8 the rate of $13 per ton for that 
distance, or about 9 cents per ton per mile; while from Portland to €astle Rock, 
on the same line, a distance of 162 miles, or about 20 miles farther than to Ar- 
lington, the same class of freight on the same line is cha 90 cents per 100 
pounds, or at the rate of $18 per ton for this distance, or at the rate of 11} cents 
per ton per mile; or, in other words, for the additional distance of 20 miles be- 
tween Arlington and Castle an additional of $5 per ton is exacted 
for first-class freight, or at the rate for this distance of 25 cents per ton per mile. 

Again, from Dalles City to Portland, Oregon, a distance of 88 miles, a charge of 
12cents per bushel is made for 9 wheat, being at the rate of t per 
ton for this distance, or at the rate of 4} cents per ton per mile. 

It will be observed there have been here selected for illustrations the rates 
between Portland, Oregon, and four several, separate, and distinct points located 
on and along the Columbia River, east of the Cascade range of mountains, in 
the basin of the Columbia River; that is so say, Dalles City, S8 miles east from 
Portland; Alkali (or Arlington), 142 miles east from Portland; Castle Rock, 162 
miles east from Portland, and Wallula J unetion, Wash., 214 miles east from 
Portland. From these instances a fair knowledge may be obtained of freight 
charges generally on the lines of rail and steamers connecting the head of ge 
navigation at Portland, m, with the Great Columbia Basin, or what 
commonly known and called in that section the great inland empire. 

But stili further let us inquire into the position in which the farmers in the 
Walla Walla and portions of Eastern Washington and Oregon are placed who 
might desire to ship their grain to Minneapolis and the East, Whilethe Oregon 
Railway and Reds menses Company will take their wheat, barley, and oats to 
Portland over their line, a distance of say 250 miles, at $6 per ton, they will 
charge them if they wish to ship to Minneapolis, via Wallula and the Northern 
Pacific Railroad, $2.40 per ton for the 39 miles from Walla Walla to Wallula, or 
at the rate of 71 cents per bushel, or at the rate of 8 cents per ton per mile. 

Can, your committee inquire, such enormous transportation charges or such 
unreasonable and unjust discriminations be found to exist in any other part of 
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the United States? Compare these even with the freight charges in the State 
of California, of which we have heard so much 2 tin regard to alleged 
exorbitant exactions, and what do we find? Take the matter of the transpor- 
tation of freight, for instance, from the valley of the Sacramento to San Fran- 
cisco, The distance from Marysville, Cal.,to San Francisco is, via Benicia, 142 
miles, or precisely the same distance itis from Portland, Oregon, to Alkali or Ar- 
lington, or via Stockton and Niles, 192 miles, and via Stockton and Port Costa, 
203 miles. The principal portion of the freight (cereals) goes via Benicia, as it 
is much the shorter route. The rate has been erally heretofore (we are not 
advised as to the present time) from Marysville via Benicia, a distance of 142 
miles, $2.90 per ton, or equivalent to about 2 cents per ton per mile, while via 
Stockton it is about $3.30 per ton, or about Ig cents per ton per mile. 

While it is true these seem somewhat extravagant s, and are such com- 
pared with rates in most parts of the United States by rail or water, yet they are 
less than one-half on an ave’ those to which the producers of the Columbia 
River are subjected. But taking a longer haul we find the average charge by 
rail from San Francisco to New Orleans, a distance of about 2,500 miles, $10 per 
ton, or only about 4 peor forty hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, oronly 
about the one twenty-eighth part per ton per mile charged forfreights between 
Portland and Castle Rock onthe Columbia River, The cost of trans ing grain 
from San Francisco to Live l via New Orleans in 1884 was $12 per ton,a 
distance of over 6,000 miles, while the producers of the Columbia Basin are com- 
pelled to pay half that amount per ton for transporting their wheat a distance 
of about 200 miles. 

The Northern Pacific Railroad Company transports wheat from Wallula June- 
tion to Duluth, a distance of 1,674 miles, for $8 per ton, but little less than 5 mills 
per ton per mile, while from Wallula Junction to Portland, Oregon, a distance 
of 214 miles over the same line of road, a charge of 3 cents pE ton per mile, or 
a rate six times greater per ton per mile, is exacted by the Oregon Railway and 
Navigation Company, and also by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, run- 
ning its trains over the same line. From Duluth to Liverpool via Montreal 
wheat was in 1884 transported at $5.61 per ton, and from Portland by way of 
Cape Horn to Live l,a distance of nearly 17,000 miles, at $8 per ton, while a 
much peame sum the former and a fraction less than the latter is charged 
for a distance of 200 miles in and along the valley of the Columbia. 

A comparison of these various transportation charges demonstrates beyond 
the power of controversy the exorbitant nature of transportation charges im- 
posed eae 4 the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company and the North- 
ern Pacific iroad Company upon the producers and shippers interested in 

rtation to and from the great ley of the Columbia. It is not to be 
wondered at that the earnings of the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company 
were for the year ending June 30, 1884, $5,364,906.52, derived chiefly from loca'- 
traffic, or that their earnings since then have been still greater. 

But a few more comparisons will illustrate in a marked degree the extrava- 
gant freight charges that rule iar in the valley of the Columbia. The aver- 
age freight charges per bushel for the transportation of wheat from Chicago to 
New York, a distance of 963 miles, by all water—that is by the lakes, the Erie 
Canal, find the Hudson River; by part water and part rail—that is by lake to 
Buffalo and by rail to New York; and by all rail during the years 1876 to 1883. 
inclusive, were, on an average, as follows, and they are much less now: By all 
water, 10 cents per bushel; by lakes and rail, 12.4 cents, and by all rail, 17.1 
cents. Making no allowance for difference between a long and a short haul, 
the charges on and along the Columbia River are on an average of from five to 
eight times higher per bushel than from Chicago to New York. At the raves 
ruling along the Columbia River on hauls of two to three hundred miles it would 
cost from S to 90 cents a bushel to transport a bushel of wheat from Chicago to 
New York, or at the rate of from $28.33} to $30 per ton. 5 

But coming down later, we find the present transportation rates ruling on 
transportation lines between Chicago and New York as follows: 

By all water, 6 cents a bushel for wheat, or at the rate of $2 per ton for a dis- 
tance of 963 miles, or at the rate of 20% mills per ton per mile, or, making no al- 
lowance for difference in length of hauls, a rate of over fourteen times less per 
od ad mile or per bushel per mile than js charged on wheat from the Columbia 

n to Portland, Oregon, while by all rail the present cost (1586) of transporting 
wheat from Chicago to New York, 963 miles, is 15 cents a bushel, or $5 per ton 
for that distance, or at the rate of 54 mills per ton per mile, or, making no al- 
lowance for difference in length of hauls, a rate less than one-sixth of that 

in the Columbia River Valley per bushel per mile. 

And this illustration shows, moreover, the superiority of a water route over a 
railroad for the transportation of wheat and other produce of the country, as it 
will be seen from this that to-day it costs only two-fifths as much to transport a 
bushel of wheat from Chicago to New York by all water as it does by all rail. 


SOME OF THE FEARFUL DISCRIMINATIONS PRACTICED ON THE PRODUCERS AND 
SHIPPERS IN THE VALLEY OF THE COLUMBIA, 


But the fearfully unjust and paralyzing discriminations in transportation 
charges on and along the Columbia River may be further illustrated by a com- 
parison of the rates on through traffic to and from Eastern cities each way, and 
terminal points on the waters of the Columbia, with such rates on through traffic 
to and from such Eastern cities and non-competitive shipping points on and 
along the Columbia River in Eastern Oregon and Washington Territory, such 
as Dalles City, Arlington, Castle Rock, Umatilla, Pendleton, La Grande, Union 
and Baker City, in Oregon, and Wallula, Walla Walla, and other points in Wash- 
ington Territory. 

The following letter serves to present the facts, and serves as a most conclu- 
sive illustration of the unjustifiable and oppressive character of these discrimi- 
nations against the producers and shippers of the inland empire: 

Tun DALLES, OREGON, December 29, 1886. 

“Sre: On behalf of the Board of Trade of Dalles City we desire to call your 
attention to the situation of the merchants of this city and other cities in East- 
ern Oregon and Washington on the line of the O n Railway and Navigation 
Company's Railway respecting freight rates to and from eastern points. 

The schedule of rates to these way pos upon all classes of freights from 
the East is made — by adding to the through rate to Portland the local rate 
back frem Portland to the way point. This additional local back charge is an 
arbitrary charge, and is in no way connected with the through rate. 

For example: A car-load of merchandise to any of these way points from 
Chicago is delivered at the way point without going through to Portland, and 
the freight charges thereon consist of the full through rate to Portland plus the 
local rate on merchandise from Portland to the way point. In the case of our 
own city this local rate from Portland is, on the average, from 70 per cent, to 80 
per cent, of what is charged for hauling the same merchandise from Chicago to 

‘ortland. The distance from Portland to this city is 88 miles. The local rate 
from Portland to this point, on the average, is 45 cents per 100 pounds. The 
nan h bem tes a2 — 3 i ind e class ae Teigi 8 65 cents 
per pounds, g the rge from eago tot nt $1.10 per 100 
pounds; and yet we are 88 miles nearer Chicago than is Portland, and are on 
the direet line between those two points. 

In the case of merchants east of us the situation is worse. Thus at Arling- 
ton, a point 141 miles east of Portland, the local back rate is, ou the ave 70 
cents per 100 pounds; that is,5 cents more than the through rate from Chicago 
to Portland; making the actual ee to that point from Chicago $1.35 per 100 
—— In the case of Walla Walla, Wash., Baker City and Huntington, Oregon 

local back rate is double the through rate to Portland. Yet the actual hau 


in each of the cases referred to falls considerably short ot the haul for which is 


paid the through rate alone. 


Concerning this through rate no complaint is 
made, and merchants at the way 


points are entirely willing to pay the same 


rates as are ch: for the haul to Portland. But the arbitrary local back: rate 
charge acen a most unjust and burdensome exaction, falling little short of 
systematic 


In like manner merchants at these way points are compelled to pay on shi 
ments to Chicago, in addition to the through rate from Portland to Chicago, the 
local rate from the way point to Portland. Thus the railway company exact 
from dealers at these way points on all shipments to and from all eastern points 
a charge equal to what they would be entitled to charge if they were compelled 
to haul the freight first to Portland. But no such necessity exists, and for this 
excessive arbitrary cha no service whatever is rendered. 

“Tf the bill now peng ng before Congress known as the interstate-commerce 
bill gives us relief from this unjust and burdensome discrimination, we would 
respectively request you to oars with our other Representatives in Con- 
gress in securing its passage. not, we earnestly hope you will endeavor to 
procure such other legislation as will relieve us. 

‘We call the attention of Hons, J. N. DOLPH and Brscer HERMANN to the 
same pared by similar prt a a ae 

“Yours, very ectiu 
oo “E. B. McFARLAND, 
“A. S. MACALLIST 
“B. S. HUNTINGTON, 
Committee for Board of Trade of Dalles City, Oregon. 


“Hon. J. H. MITCHELL, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C.“ 


` 
THE PEOPLE'S INTERESTS LIE IN THE DIRECTION OF CAPACIOUS HARBORS AND 
FREE EIVERS. 


It is clearly evident the producers, shippers,and consumers of this country, 
if they would guard their own interests and protect themselves against the ra- 
pacity of formidable combinations of aggregated capital, must look to the im- 
provement of the great natural water ways of the country and the construction 
of artificial ship and steam-boat canals and ship and boat railways for relief 
from exorbitant transportation cha: 

A free water way to the boats of all comers is of itself not only the cheapest 
and best means, although not quite so rapid as by rail, for the transportation of 
heavy 3 but is also an absolute check upon the grasping tendencies of rail- 
way corporations, 

It has been demonstrated beyond all question by the history of the past and 
by the practices of the present that railways can not and do not compete in the 
geod Ore of heavy freight with free and untrammeled water ways, natural or 
artificial. Take for illustration the New York Central, with all the grand fa- 
cilities it affords with a four-track railroad, and compare it and its transporta- 
tion business with the parallel line of water transportation composed in parts 
of the Erie Canal and Hudson River, and what do we find, even before the tolls 
were taken off the canal? 

According to the report of the New York State engineer, the average actual 
cost of transporting freight (wheat) on the New York Central is fifty-four hun- 
dredths ofa cent per ton per mile, not counting anything for interest on capital 
invested, and the 3 charge on that r is eighty-eight hundredths ofa 
cent per ton per mile; whereas the transportation charges on wheat from Buf- 
falo to New York via the Erie Canal and Hudson River is but twenty-one hun- 
dredths ofa cent per ton per mile, or thirty-three hundredths of a cent per ton 
per mile less than it costs the New York Central to transport it; and this ac- 
cording to the report of the State engineer appointed under the railway laws of 
the State of New York; and hence we find the railway cha eighty-eight 
hundredths of a cent per ton per mile, or sixty-seven hundredths of a cent per 
ton per mile more than is charged on the water-transportation route. 

And were the Erie Canal and Hudson River wiped out of existence to-day 
how long, in the judgment of any reasonable man, would the present transpor- 
tation rates on the New York Central remain as low as they are? The conceded 
profit of to-day of thirty-four hundredths of a cent per ton per mile would in 
all probability be increased to five times that amount, or, perhaps, much more, 
especially as the parallel line to Buffalo of the West Shore road is now con- 
trolled by the New York Central, 

But as it is now the canal and river, as might be reasonably expected, do the 
great bulk of the business, and the people get the benefit of the competition. 

The statistics show that during the year the Erie Canal was the conduit 
through which 37,500,000 bushels of wheat were delivered at the port of New 
York, while the sum total that came through the almost countless railroad | 
lines that center there, including the four-track New York Central, was only 
about 28,000,000 bushels, or 4,750,000 bushels less than one-half of the whole 
amount, while the total amount of tonnage gn bushels) of flour, corn-meal, 
wheat, corn, oats, barley, peas, and malt which arrived in New York from the 
Ist day of January, 1883, to the 31st day of December, 1833, was 124,336,237 bush- 
els, and was delivered at that port by the following routes: 


New York Central and Hudson River Railroad. 
New York, Lake Erie and Western Railroad... 


Pennsylvania Central Railroad... ae , 060, 494 
Delaware, Lackawanna and W 4,581,770 
Various routes.. rA 856, 924 
Ey river and coast. . 3,725,238 
By canal (seven mo — 220, 908 

124, 336, 237 


Of the entire amount of grain thus received at the port of New York during 
the year it will be observed that— 


The New York Central Railroad carried... 
The Erie Railway carried OT ERN FONN 
The Pennsylvania Central Railroad carried.. 
The Delaware, Lackawannaand Western Railroad carried. 
Various small routes carried. . 
River aud op. . . . 3. 

The Erie canal in seven months carried. . . . . 33.15 


Numerousother instances might be cited to the same effect did time justify. 
For instance, the railroad commissioners of the State of Illinois the past year 
fixed the maximum rates on wheat in car-load lots for 130 miles 7.21 cents 
per bushel, while the charges for the same distance for wheat from Henry to 
Chicago by the Illinois ànd Michigan Canal, including the State tolls, is but 3 
cents per bushel, or 1.21 cents per bushel less than one-half the charge by rail. 

In our recent history we have a monumental and most commendable exam- 
— of the manner in which internal and external commerce may be promoted 

y the improvement of important lines of water ways. Where did New Or- 
leans stand even twelve years ago as a seaport and in respect of its relations to 
foreign commerce? Since the completion of the Eads jetties what has she in 
these respects become? In 1883, as shown by the statistics, she was the second 
port in the United States in the value of her exports (New York, of course, be- 
ing first), andganked third in total foreign commerce. 
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PLAN OF DIPROVEMENT PROPOSED BY COMMITTEE FOR OVERCOMING OBSTRUCTIONS 
AT THE DALLES OF THE COLUMBIA. 


Your committee have carefully considered the various pro. heretofore 
United States neers in charge of surveys and other Govern- 
ment works on the Columbia . these obstruc- 
tions at The Dalles, or, as more accurately and specifically stated in the reports 
— on „at “ Celilo Falls, Ten-Mile Rapids, The Dalles, and Three-Mile 
3 two prinei plans heretofore proposed are 
First, Second. By g these obstructions by a canal anil a series of locks. 


railway in part, or, to be fie, by flanking The Dalles 
ant Geli Celilo Fals with railway inclines, over wh laden boats and river craft 
may be hauled by means of engines at the summits, and by blasting 

open the contracted water ways at Ten and Three Mile Rapids toa width of 300 
feet. so as to reduce the velocities to a navigable status. 

In view of the enormous expense required to dodge these ntie obstruc- 
tions by means ofa canal and locks, and the well known disposition of the Con- 
gress = —.— 3 for river and harbor improvements to the lowest 
possible minimum, and the indisposition to concentrate such rig PR RET a on 
a few specific works of —— and unquestioned national im and 
the tendency to distribute the amounts annually appropriated among a great 
variety of works, thus giving but a small pro) 3 ae Fhe whole to any one, 
however important, your committee are of the opinion that if it is desired to 
overcome these obstructions to 9 in any practical and effective man- 
ner, so as to be of any real benefit to the present or even the next generation, 
it would be unwise sal present to enter on the construction of canal and locks, 
poras always that other means can be devised and put into effectual o 

ion within some reasonable time, and at much less expense, so that 
lief may be brought to the producers and shippers of the great Columbia Val. al- 
ley and of the North Pacitic coast generally. That this can be done by means 
of a boat-railway around The Dalles and Celilo Falis and by widening the chan- 
nels by blasting at Ten and Three Mile Rapids to a width of 300 feet, so as to 
render the water navigable at these points, your committee, after careful in- 
vestigation, have no kind of doubt. 

That some proper conception of the cost and time likely to be required, and 
hence the consequent great delay in bringing relief to the people, to construct 
a e and locks around these obstructions, your committee quote the follow- 

gx from the annual report of Maj. William A. Jones, Corps cf Engineers, of 
date July 25, 1565 

“Estimates have been made and submitted for building a canal to flank Celilo 


aquired before Bron tt nd — é Ee openid through these 


Your committee turn, therefore, reluctantly to the consideration of the alter- 
native, a boat railway and widening of the channel as above indicated. 

While this plan is somewhat out of the usual groove in which the more con- 
servative and ee Lap roe of the United States Engineer Corps have 
been accustomed to operate, it is by no means impracticable or novel; nor are 
your committee left by any means to grope unintelligenily in the dark as to its 
Fo apr or and entire feasibility as a means of overcoming the obstructions at 

9 the Columbia; nor yet in reference to the matter of expense are 
we uro. 
iminary surveys have heretofore been made for proposed improve- 
Dalles. A survey at these obstructions, with plan and specifica- 
tions for a canal and locks, was required by act of Congress of March 3, 1879, 
which reads as follows: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his discretion, to cause cx- 
aminations or surveys, or both, and estimates of "cost of improvements proper, 
to be made at the follo wing points, * 


„The Columbia River at The Dalles in 5 Including — and specifica- 
tions for locks and canal W gue said poin 


* * * * * 


tions, and says: 

“ Sabsequently and at various times additional surveys and examinations were 
eres localities, to furnish results more detailed than those obtained 
, byth party, and also for studying the variable phases of the river during 

- its widely different stages. 

“ An excellent instrumental examination had been made in 1874, by Assistant 
Engineer R. A. Habersham, and under the orders of Maj. N. Michler, Corps of 
Engineers, a mapon a scale of 1:7200 was plotted from this examination 
The onae tobe overcome were briefly described in a report, and some plans 
were peg 

$ * s 

“The 9 nation paved the way Pras a detailed survey, aha the Pie of the 
former furnished a good groundwork on which to arrange the latter. 

One month preceding the commencement of the survey permanent water- 

uges were established. and from that time read daily, as a rule, until June, 


On these prior eee aS oes ig fo etc., Captain Foveon based his in- 
teresting and elaborate repo! a „ 1882, to en Chief of Engineers as to 
the character of the obstructions at and the means necessary to 
overcome them. In this report Captain eter ves elaborate details concern- 
ing the character of these obstructions, including full river descriptions, width, 
Sopi; — 2 7 5 5 and velocity of the water; r of the channel; fall of the 

at high, mean, and low stages; extent and character of the so 
—.— its fertility and productiveness; importance of —.— free river, and full 
and complete information upon all points from which p and estimates of 
any character of importance can conveniently be — — which report he 
concluded with an estimate of the cost of constructing a canal and locks at said 


ints, 
P Buta pes ow ea pow aae Capt.) T. oper — his eee e 
repo! ate o e waters of the Upper 
Columbia River and its tributaries, strongly recommended boat-railways as 
a suitable and proper meansof peung the obstructions in that 33 ee 
e estimates of the — Senate Executive Décument No. 114, first 


he recommends a bost-railway in pa: the channelin part, 
as above indicated, and submits rate plans and spec- 
ifications Seg Sees — ſor the same, is) haces submitted and made part of 


77 the shel perp bes 


this repo —- of his annual report on river improvements in 
Oregon mena 1 iia for the fiscal year ending June 30,1885. (See 
Senate Executive Document No. first session Forty-ninth Congress.) 


“REPORT OF MAJ. W. A. JONES, CORPS OF ENGINEERS, OF DATE JULY 27, 1885, 
MAKING SURVEY AND ESTIMATES AND SUBMITTING PLANS AND SPECIFICA- 
TIONS FOR A BOAT-RAILWAY AT THE DALLES OF THE COLUMEIA, 

The Dalles.—For a distance of about 13 mil 79 — a little above the 
city of The Dalles, Oregon, the Columbia River n a gigantic man- 
ner that is perfectly unique in the history of 58 e ee, The whole 
water way is choked, apparently by an intrusion of lava, through which the 
river has with difficulty cut a passage. At one point, over a distance of 8,000 
feet, he DSE test DEN SDAA PIO VOE E (py qe Ee it were, and set on 
edge. The chasm has in places such widths as 125, 147, and it 150 feet, and its aver- 
age width is about 250 feet. Except at high-water stages, the whole volume of 
this great river, whose discharge varies between 77,000 cubic feet per second at 
low water, and 257.000 eubic feet per second at high water approximately, is 
forced thron; ugh this narrow, precipitous gorge. 

In order that it shall get through the waters are dammed upat the head until 
the slope becomes such as to produce an enormous velocity. Throughout the 
whole distance of 13 miles the water way of the river is very much contracted ; 
at two places, Ten-Mile Rapids and Three-Mile Rapids, Abad A minimum widths at 
low water are 210 feet and 190 feet, res ively. The serious obstructions to 
navigation over the whole reach occur in order, commencing at Celilo, at the 
head, at Celilo Falls, Ten-Mile Rapids, The Dalles, and Three-Mile Rapids. At 
Celilo Falls there is a considerable i fall at low water, which, 3 becomes 
nearly obliterated at high water by the waters dammed back by The Dalles. At 
this point a portage of 4,500 feet will carry from good water above the falls to 
the same below. 

“Thence down to Ten-Mile Rapids the river is suitable for navigation. At 
this point the channel can be widened sufficiently by removing ut 270,000 
cubic yards of rock. 

From thence to The Dalles the river again becomes suitable for navi 
At The Dalles the river might be widened to 300 feet by the removal about 
700,000 cubic yards of rock. The portage here is about 9,000 fect between good 
water above and below. 

“At Three-Mile Rapids the channel can be sufficiently widened by rock re- 
moval, and from thence no further serious obstructions exist. 

“Fora very thorough and accurate description, see Captain Powell's rt of 
survey. published in Senate Executive Document No. 184, Forty-seyenth Con- 
gress, firstsession. The following data, taken from this report, are quite inter- 


esting: 
Distance from Celilo uge No. I) to The Dalles City (gauge No. 5). miles. 13.6 
Total fall in water-s ce: 
At high water ES aE a 
3 — 1 ˖ ͤ·ĩ⁊ ⁰³»W.A ˙A A E, Neen in BOO 
1 to note here the damming effect at high water of the Cas- 
8 45 miles below: 
5 between gauge 1 Oaie re gauge 2 (foot of Celilo Falls), ane 
— 6. A ( 
Total fali in water surfisce 
At high water feet... 3.2 
At low water... sesso 47.2 
Celilo Falls: 
Aan o corse capeensenenseenonesn vovenoccone serena — — — 20.0 
Fall at high water... — RS 0.0 


Distance between gauge 2 (Celilo Fail ) and | gauge 3 (head of The 
—:: ——. ͤ Re aR .. ORR te EE fect. 
Total fall in water surface: 
At high water. 
At low water. 


See itude of this great p 
foregoing s considered i — the light of the fact that the great annual floo 

e eee in June of each year, and the water-levels are constantly and 
apa y changing. 


roblem in engineering will Sroda? when the 


“PROJECT FOR F 


The obvious mode of improving na tion here is to dodge these mighty 
obstacles by means of canals and ak ut when one considers the extensive 
excavations in solid basalt rock, and walls and gates of unprecedented heights 
that will be zes to accommodate the extraordinary variations in the level 

of the water, element of uncertainty combines with that of 5 
th of time 45 for construction, and demands a pa Est 
submitted for building a canal to flank Welle Falis, 


mates have n made 

with blasting 3 for making the river good at Ten-Mile ids, The 
Dalles, $1,000 00 Mile Rapids. This project is estimated to cost in round 
numbers 

“Tf wea ly to this enormous sum the rate at which funds have been pro- 
yaad —— e Canal, it will 


1 that over one hundred years would 
red before navigation coi ed through these obstructions, 
Now there 1 is but little doubt in my mind tha that ultimately the palataa of this 


problem will be by means of these operations, but I am very strongly impressed 
with the conviction that the day of their construction ought to 5 
0 


until a system of making appropriations has been adopted which w 
their construction within a reasonable length of time,and when the 8 
of the country will oer the expenditure. In the mean time, ifthe pian I 
shall now propose should prove to be a suficient solution, there will result u 
great saving to the public Treasury. 

“ BOAT-RAILWAY. 


=e pose to flank The Dalles and Celilo Falls with railway inclines, over 

which laden boats aan river craft may be hanled by means of stationary engines 

at the summits, and to blast o the contracted water ways at Ten and Three 

Mile Rapids to a width of 300 feet, which will be sufficient to reduce the veloci- 
ties to a navigable status. 

“The proposition is not novel. It isa common thing to haul boats out of the = 
water upon inclined railways, and the fact of their being laden will not materi- 
ally affect the operation. Furthermore, its application at this same "Cor has 

advocated by engineers for many years, Lieut. T. W. Svmons, of 
Engineers, in 1831 recommended it, and makes estimates of cost in his published 
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report upon the Columbia River. Furthermore, the development of steam-boat 
construction for the swift waters of the Upper Columbia and Snake Rivers has 
resulted in a boat with no keel anda y flat bottom, but with good lines 
very much plifies the question of a car for carry- 
ing the boats, as will be seen from the designs submitted herewith. Plans for 
< rect pag only are submitted, and on these the estimates for both The Dalles 
an o are 
“The maximum grade of the track is 213.84 feet per mile. The summit is 
passed by agentle curve, quite within the limits of longitudinal flexure that will 
result from passing over thesummit curve. The caris made up of cross-girders 


stationary engin 
side, with independent axl 
feet Ginches wide. The m 
Length 
only a sin OUAS OEE eee, 
forit 8 enn be laid alongside. The following isa detailed estimate of cost, 


by ice.“ 
Eslimated amount required to improve the Columbia River at Celilo Falls by the con- 
struction of a boat-railway on tie right bank of said river, Washington Territory, 


Roadway. 


Quantities| Price. | Amount. 


Excavation and embankment, namely: 


Hauled a distance of 900 feet.cubic yds... 22, 000 $1.50 $33,000 
Hauled a distance of 4, 000 feet.. do. 29, 000 2.30 66,700 
Iauled a distance of 75 feet ......... do. 19, 000 1.40 27, 000 
Concrete under rails, at $9 per cubic 
ard... .. ... ... . es . , ui yards. 2,800 9.00 25,200 
Bri 60 feet over all, eut stones in place, 
pe pabio yard — cubic yards... 520 20.00 15, 600 
Timber, under in place, per thou- 
1 e feet, B. M. 88,000 15. 00 1,320 
ron: 
Rails, and plates under rails, in place, 
. eee . — E mt 547,000 054 80,112 
Spikes, bolts, fish-plates, ete... pounds... 15, 800 06 
Data are insufficient * to determine the cost 
of guard wall. Assumed probable Come... 60, 000 
Aan a n a a 259, 880 
Adding 10 per cent. for contingenci „988 
Engineering and superintendence ... 20, 000 
Total cost (estimated) for roadway... 305, 863 
CAR, 
@ast-steel wheels, boxes, and angle-wash- a6 = 
30 2,010 
5} 6,900 
6 1,290 
20.00 1,040 
16,740 
Adding 10 per cent. 1,674 
Profit of contractor. . 000 
Total estimate for car. 21,414 
RECAPITULATION. 
Road way. . .. e 8 5 
ee susses opcscccoeeycanoveesnecesosisaseceoe 21,414 
el.... peessotseonesan TE SOM 
Power required to carry a boat over the Celilo Falls, = 
= ons, 
Total weight of car. S 
Estim. weight of boa! 100 
Estimated weight of load 500 


Total ... 


— ascceouse si 


Or 1,724,800 pounds. 
The weight has to be raised to the height of 80 feet, giving in foot-pounds 
1,724,800 by 80 == 137,984,000 foot pounds. 

To develop 137,840,000 ine gon of energy requires an engine of the fol- 
lowing power capacity, namely 


Capacit 
oniho lond, |seqatred from ee 
engine do- 
ade Sa | Set bani | soe batt 
Minutes. Horse-power, 
30 280 . 000 
40 210 6,500 
50 167 6, 200 
60 140 5, 900 
70 120 5,300 
80 105 4,000 


There is no record of heights of water in the vicinity of proposed bridge cor 
responding to heights at Gauge No. 1. DER = 
{The prices here are for engines of the simplest model complete with boiler. 


RR ARK. The price of boiler is very nearly equal to the price of engines; 
thus if one change of boiler be desired the total price would be about 59 per 
cent, more than prices in this list. 


4 e e prove noi to be so great as above ind 


Gross estimate, 


seses eee ene ee 


Road way. . . 


Engines, machinery, cable, ete., engine-house DEDA 


Total for Celilo Falls, length 4,500 feet .. . . ... . . „ 8, 000 

Cost per running foot for road wax SIE HEE Perron ty SURES 68 

— 

9 5 road t 808. 612, 000 
eet o way, a Ae 

Car machinery, ete. 50, 000 

nnn èT 

e—a 

Total for Dalles and Celilo Falls. ENE TSR seascssesesereee Ly 018,000 

— 


River improvement: 
355,000 cubic yards rock excavation, at 81 


THE TRAFFIC, PRESENT AND PROSPECTIVE, ON AND ALONG THE COLUMBIA RIVER, 
AND THE SAVING TO THE PEOPLE BY A FREE RIVER. 


The wheat traffle alone mit the Columbia River is over 600,000 tons per year. 
Taken with all other freight it is safe to estimate within the next two a 
two-way traffic of over 1,000,000 tons of freight will pass along this river by boat 
and rail. This traffic is now subject to a freight tax of over 3 cents per ton per 
mile, which, on an average haul of 200 miles, is a tax on the producerand ship- 

r of $6,000,000 annually, while on an average haul of 300 miles between Port- 

d, Oregon, ern on, Eastern Washington Territory, and Western Idaho 
the freight tax annually on the producers and 2 will be about 89,000. 000. 

With the completion of the canal and locks at the Cascades, and the comple- 
tion of the proposed bont-railway and accompanying improvements at The 
Dalles, it is safe to predict that freight charges would be reduced at once at 
least to one-half of I percent. per ton per mile. On an average haul, therefore, 
of about 200 miles, this would, on the estimate of the amount of freight as here- 
inbefore given, relieve the country, the producer, and 9 of a freight tax 
of 35,000,000 annually; but should the uction in freight charges by these im- 
icated, should rates not go 

low 1 per cent. per ton per mile, it would stiil be extravagantly high com- 
pared with rates in States and Territories east of the Rocky Mountains. The 
saving to the people even in that case would be $4,000,000 annually on an aver- 
see aani of 200 es, or a saving of $6,000,000 annually on an average haul ot 

miles, 

As we have seen, the estimated cost of the entire improvement proposed to 
overcome these obstructions of 13 miles at The Dalles is but $1,373,000, or less 
than one-fifth the amount of freight tax that will be saved to the people of Ore- 
pn and Washington Territory, to say nothing of other traffic in a single year. 

y the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company should protest in every 
conceivable manner, and in that manner most likely to be effective, against 
these improvements, is not, in view of the ent facts in the case, difficult of 
comprehension. Why, upon the other hand, the people of the inland empire 
should demand of their Representatives and of the Congress the speedy open- 
ing of the Columbia River to free navigation and unfettered commerce is 
equally easy of comprehension. It is a demand in every sense reasonable and 
just, based on incontrovertible facts, and should in justice and equity and good 
conscience be met with a resolute, cheerful, speedy, and tffective response. 

THE COMMITTEE'S RECOMMENDATION, 

In the opinion of your committee, therefor, the interests of the people of the 
Pacific Northwest imperatively demand, first, the speedy completion of the 
works at the mouth of the Columbia, and the canal and locks at the Cascades 
of the Columbia River, and it is recommended that liberal annual appropriations 
be made therefor; and, second, that the work of constructing a boat-railway 
around The Dalles and Celilo Falls of the Columbia River, and of blasting open 
the contracted water ways at Ten and Three Mile Rapids to a width of 300 feet, 
so as to secure navigable water, should be entered upon without delay v ihs 
United States Government; and your committee therefore recommend it 
be done without further preliminary survey or report, and thatan appropriation 
of $500, be made at the present session of Congress for such purpose; A 
vided a final survey and estimates, based on the general plan proposed by Maj. 
W. A. Jones in his report herein quoted, and covering the entire improvement 
astherein indicated, which final report, survey, and estimates should be directed 
at once, to be paid for out of this appropriation, be first made and submitted 
to the Secretary of War and approved by him. And your committee report 
back the following bill, and recommend its passage: 


“A bill making an appropriation for a final survey and estimates for and the 
commencement of the construction of a boat-railway around the obstructions 
to navigation at The Dalles and Celilo Falls in the Columbia River. 

He it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out 
ofany moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $500,000, 
for the purpose of making final surveys and estimates for, and the commence- 
ment of the work of construction of a boat-railway either in the State of Oregon 
or Washington Territory around the obstructionsto navigation in the Columbia 
River at The Dalles and Celilo Falls; and for the porposs of blasting open the 
contracted water ways at Ten und Three Mile Rapids, near said falls, to a navi- 

ble status for large river tonnage boats. 

“Sec. 2. The Secretary of War is hereby directed, at his earliest convenience 
after the passage of this act, to cause a final survey and estimates to be made of 
the plan and cost of a boat-railway and the widening of the channel of such 
river at such points, in accordance as near as practicable with the general pian 
and suggestions for such improvements contained in the annual report of Maj. 
William A. Jones. Corps of Engineers, United States Army, date of July 27,1855,0n 
river improvements in Oregon and Washington Territory, for the l year 
ending June 30, 1885; and upon the APEYA of such final suryey, plan, and esti- 
mates by the Secretary of War, he is hereby authorized and directed to proceed 
with the construction of such boat-railway and the widening of such channels 
in accordance with such final survey and plan.” 


+ 
M. OC. BUTLER. 
WILKINSON CALL. 
3. G. VEST. 
R. L. GIBSON. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Owing to the shortness of the last session and the 
great press of business this bill was not reached for consideration as a 
Separate proposition. It was, however, in a somewhat modified form, 
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but against the protest of many who thought it ought to be treated as 
a separate and independent proposition, away from and outside of the 
general bill of appropriations for the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors, incorporated into the river and harbor bill by the Senate; was 
rejected by the House, but finally retained in conference, and included 
in the bill as finally passed both Houses. 

This bill, as we all know, failed to receive the signature of the Presi- 
dent, and consequently all appropriations for the improvement of rivers 
and harbors, including this and some other appropriations for making 
connections between two or more navigable waters, and which by many, 
including the Executive, as I am advised, are regarded as not belonging 
properly to a river and harbor bill, failed. Hence at the beginning of 
the present session I reintroduced the bill reported to the last Congress, 
and which, with slight modification, has been reported favorably in the 
substitute just read. The committee at the present session accompanies 
their favorable recommendation of the pending bill with a report (Sen- 
ate Report No. 859, first session Fiftieth Congress) submitted by myself, 
in which they reaffirm in full the report of last session which has been 
quoted at length, and by way of supplement added the following, which 
I send to the desk to be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Your committee, after further and mature deliberation, adopt the foregoing 
as its present report, in connection with the following supplementary, support- 
ing, and modifying suggestions. 

The facts as stated in said report, in reference to the present production of the 
region designated as the “Inland Empire, or Great Valley of the Columbia,” 
and the oppressive freight rates on the transportation lines referred to, are true 
now as then and as therein stated, except as they are modified in the one case 
by largely augmented production and extended area of cultivation, and to some 
extent inthe other case, that having reference to burdensome freight rates, by 
virtue of the good effects of the practical operation in a certain respect and in 
a moderate measure of the workings of the interstate-commerce act, entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” and through which freight charges have been 
slightly reduced in part by the voluntary action of the Oregon Railway and 
8 Company, and in part by the orders of the Interstate Commerce 
bax e e these slight modifications in the situation, your com- 
mittee find that the transportation rates throughout the great valley of the Co- 
lumbia are still of a nature ruinously oppressive to the producer and shipper, 
unreasonable and indefensible on any und; and the interests of the people 
so engaged, as well as the poper development of that vast and fertile region, 
call londly and emphatically be Nog Congress for heroic measures looking to 
speedy relief; and the reasons for the recommendations of your committee, 
made one year ago in the following language, * that the interests of the people 
of the Pacific Northwest imperatively demand, first, the speedy completion of 
the works at the mouth of the Columbia and the canal and locks at the Cas- 
cades of the Colambia, and that liberal appropriations be made therefor; and, 
second, that the work of constructing a -railway around The Dalles and 
Celilo Falls of the Columbia River, and of blasting open the contracted water 
ways at Ten and Three-mile Rapids to a width of 300 feet, so as to secure nay- 
Table water, should be entered upon without delay by the United States Gov- 
ernment,” exist to-day in full force but with stronger emphasis the same as 
when the former popes was made. 

Your committee therefore respectfully zepon back the accompanying bill as 
a substitute for bill S. 566, and recommend its passage. 

Mr, MITCHELL. Mr. President, as I said, it is not my purpose to 
occupy the attention of the Senate with any extended remarks. What 
I desire is action. What the transportation-stricken people of the great 
Pacific Northwest desire, and havea right to expect of their representa- 
tives here, is legislative action in their interest on this important ques- 
tion, legislation which will speedily and effectively tend to loosen the 
bonds with which their industry, energy, and enterprise are fettered, 
and not long buncombe speeches. What the producers and shippers 
of O m, Washington, and Idaho, and of the great Pacific Northwest 
generally desire and have the right to expect, not only of their imme- 
diate representatives, but of Congress, is performance of promises they 
bave had quite an abundance. 

I have heretofore at different times and on various occasions sought 
by extended remarks to attract the attention of the Senate to the ex- 
ceptional condition of affairs in the Pacific Northwest in reference not 
only to the territorial extent and unparalleled productiveness of that 
magnificent region, its richness of soil, its salubrity of climate, its great 
pastoral ranges, its invaluable forests, its extended wheat and other 
agriculture areas, its rapidly developing and fabulously rich mines, not 
alone of the precious metals, but of iron, coal, cinnabar, lead, lime- 
stone, marble, granite; the peculiar adaptation of its immease areas 
to the production of fruits of nearly every variety, including prunes, 

pes, cherries, and berries of choicest character; its immense fields 
of the best ee soil, swept by the finest hop-producing cli- 
mate in the world. Not alone to all these have I on various occasions 
sought to attract public and legislative attention, but to the other yet 
more important and lamentable fact, that by reason mainly of certain 
exceptional and abnormal natural obstructions to navigation in the 
Columbia River, and the yet meager railroad facilities, and hence ab- 
sence of anything like successful competition in the means of transpor- 
tation, the productions of every struggling industry in that great in- 
fant empire, as well also as every article of machinery, and every povnd 
of the necessaries of life essential to the development of these indus- 
tries, and the sustenance of the people engaged therein, are burdened 
with a transportation charge that is unreasonable, burdensome, oppress- 
ive, and discouraging, not to say in some instances of a nature abso- 
lutely prohibitory. 

To aid in a most important matter in making this state of things 
longer impossible, is the purpose of the pending bill. And in this con- 


nection I desire briefly to remark that exceptional cases in all depart- 
ments of legislation demand, not infrequently, exceptional remedies. 

It is submitted furthermore that the difficulties sought to be overcome 
by the pending bill in connection with other important improvements 
now under way by the General Government at the mouth of the Co- 
lumbia River, and at the Cascades of the Columbia, and the results that 
are expected to follow are of a nature, it is believed, wholly different 
from any other condition of affairs within the limits of the United 
States. Nor can it be said that the legislation proposed by the pend- 
ing bill is not national in its scope and general sa perp and effects, 
Why, then, do I state this to be an exceptional case and of such supreme 
importance and vast influence in the far-reaching benefits which it is 
believed will follow from this proposed legislation as to demand that 
it be dealt with separately and in a manner not generally followed by 
8 in making appropriations for the improvement of rivers and 

arbors? 

I will answer. The Columbia River, one of the grandest in many 
respects of the rivers of the world, being, with tne exceptions I shall 
name, majestic, wide, and deep, being over 6 miles in width at many 
points far inland from the sea, is, as shown by the report accompanying 
this bill, divided, in so far as the great purposes of navigation are con- 
cerned, into three great rivers by two obstructive formations—the one 
extending a distance of about 5 miles, distant from its mouth 160 miles, 
known as the Cascades of the Columbia; the other at The Dalles, 60 
miles farther up the river, or distant about 220 miles from its mouth, 
where the obstructions extend for a distance of nearly 13 miles. 

I can best give an idea of the character of this obstruction by read- 
ing from the report of the engineer in charge. He describes it as fol- 
lows. I read from a report made by Maj. W. A. Jones, of the United 
States Engineer Corps: 

For a distance of about 13 miles, commencing a little above the cily of The 
Dalles, Oregon, the Columbia River is obstructed in a gigantic manner that is 
rfectly unique in the history of river improvements. The whole water wa: 

s choked, apparently by an intrusion of lava, through which the river has wi 
dificulty cut a passage. At one point, over a distance of 8,000 feet, the passage 
is so narrow that the river is polarized, as it were, and set on edge. 

The chasm has in places such widths as 125, 147, and 159 feet, and its average 
width is about 250 feet. Except at high-water stages, the whole volume of this 
great river, whose discharge varies between 77,000 cubic feet per second at low 
water and 257,000 cubic feet per second at high water, approximately, is forced 
through this narrow, precipitous gorge. In order that it shall get through, the 
waters are dammed up at the head until the slope becomes such as to produce 
an enormous velocity. Throughout the whole distance of 13 miles the water 
way of the river is very much contracted; at two places, Ten-Mile Rapids and 
eee Rapids, the minimum widths at low water are 210 feet and 100 feel, 
respectively, 

he serious obstructions to navigation over the whole reach occur in order 
commencing at Celilo at the head, at Celilo Falls,Ten-Mile Rapids, The Dalles, 
and Three-Mile Rapids. At Celilo Falls there is a considerable fall at low 
water, which, however, becomes nearly obliterated at high water by the waters 
dammed back by The Dalles. At this point a portage of 4,500 feet will carry 
from good water above the falls to the same below. 

Thence down to Ten-Mile Rapids the river is suitable for navigation. At this 
point the channel can be widened sufficiently by removing about 270,000 cubic 
yards of rock. 

From thence to The Dalles the river again becomes suitable for navi 
At The Dalles the river might be widened to 300 feet by the removal of about 
700,000 cubic yards of rock. The portage here is about 9,000 feet between good 
water above and below. 

At Three-Mile Rapids the channel can be sufficiently widened by rock re- 
moval, and from thence no further serious obstructions exist, 

With the exception of these two obstructions, the Columbia River 
is navigable for large-draught vessels from the sea to a point inland 
1,032 miles. It also has tributaries of navigable waters for large- 
draught vessels a distance of over 300 miles additional, but by reason 
of these two obstructions, the one at the Cascades, where the General 
Government is now constructing a canal and locks, and the other at 
The Dalles of the Columbia, this great river is, in fact, divided into 
three great rivers, and in order to open up the Columbia River to suc- 
cessful and unimpeded navigation so that the products of the great in- 
Jand empire of Eastern Oregon, Eastern Washington, and Idaho Ter- 
ritory may find their way to the sea at reasonable rates, it. becomes 
absolutely necessary that Congress should take some proper measures 
to overcome the obstructions at The Dalles of the Columbia, 

Various estimates have been made in pursuance of acts of Congress, 
and surveys have been made with a view of constructing a canal and 


tion. 


Jocks, and to ascertain what other means might properly be adopted 


to overcome these obstructions within a reasonable time and at areason- 
able cost. The result is that it is demonstrated that to construct a 
canal and locks around these 13 miles would involve an expenditure 
of over $15,000,000, most likely a much vaster sum. Eleven million 
dollars is, I believe, the lowest estimate that has been made, 
According to the report of the engineer, taking his own words for it, 
it would require about one hundred years, the way appropriations are 
now being made for river and harbor improvements, to construct a canal 
and locks at The Dalles of the Columbia River. It would take three 
generations, and then the work perhaps would not be completed. 
That being the case, the attention of the Engineer Department and 
of Congress as well, and also of the people directly interested, was 
drawn in another direction and a very elaborate and interesting report 
was made three years ago, in 1885, by Major Jones, of the Engineer 
Department, in which, after discussing the absolute impossibility, the 
way appropriations are made for rivers and harbors, of constructing a 
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canal and locks at that point, he recommends a boat-railway. 
read, however, a few lines in his report before I come to that. He 
states in regard to a canal and locks the following: 

The obvious mode of improving navigation here is to dodge these mighty ob- 
stacles by means of canalsand locks; but when one considers the extensive ex- 
cayations in solid basalt rock, and walls and gates of unprecedented heights that 
will be required to accommodate the ee ee variations in the level of 


I will 


the water, the clement of uncertainty combines with that of extraordinary cost 
and length of time required for construction, and demandsa pause. Estimates 
have been made and submitted for building a canal to flank Celilo Falls, with 
blasting operations for making the river good at Ten-Mile Rapids, The Dalles, 
2 SA 0 ac Rapids. This project is estimated to cost in round numbers 

If we apply to this enormous sum the rate at which funds have been provided 
for the des Canal, it will a r that over one hundred years would be re- 
quen before navigation coul opened through these ot ns. Now, 
there is but little doubt in my mind that ultimately the solution of this problem 
will be by means of these operations; but I am very strongly impressed with 
the conviction that the day of their construction ought to be med until a 
system of making appropriations has been adopted which will permit of their 
construction within a reasonable length of time, and when the resources of the 
country will justify the expenditure. In the mean time, if ae Ishall now 
propo should prove to be a sufficient solution, there will result a great saving 
to the publie Treasury. 

A BOAT RAILWAY. 

This is his plan, which has, in a measure, been adopted by the pend- 
ing bill: 

I propose— 

Says he— 
to flank The Dalles and Celilo Falls with railway inclines, over which laden 
boats and river craft megs be hauled by means of stationary engines at the sum- 
mits, and to blast open the contracted water ways at Ten and Three-Mjle Rapids 
5 > ete 300 feet, which will be sufficient to reduce the velocities toa navig- 

8 
x The proposition is not novel. It is a common thing to haul boats out of the 
water upon inclined railways, and the fact of their being laden will not materially 
affect the operation. Furthermore, its application at this same place has been 
advocated by engineers for many years. ieut. T. W. Symons, Corps of Engi- 
neers, in 1581 recommended it, and makes estimates of cost in his published re- 
port upon the Columbia River. 

Then he gives a detailed estimate of the cost of this proposed improve- 
ment, the sum total of which is $1,373,000, and over which it is pro- 
posed to carry boats, the total weight of the car being 170 tons, the 
estimated weight ot the boat.100 tons, and the estimated weight of the 
load 500 tons. 3 

When I call the attention of the Senate to the fact of the great dif- 
ference between high and low water mark at The Dalles of the Co- 
lumbia, and at Celilo, the upper end of this obstruction, the great 
difficulty in overcoming this obstruction will be appreciated. The 
difference between high and low water mark at The Dalles is 87 feet— 
that is at the head of The Dalles. At Celilo it is 28.3 feet; at the foot 
of Celilo Falls it is 72.3 feet; at the head of The Dalles it is 87 feet; at 
the foot of The Dalles it is 66.6 feet; at Dalles City it is 53.2 feet. 

Mr, President, all these things have been carefully considered by the 
committee under the instructions of the Senate, and this bill is the re- 
sult of their investigation. I could talk at length as to the necessity 
of this improvement. I could point out the enormous freight charges 
on that river and on the railroad on its banks, but I shall not detain 
the Senate. This is all fully set out in the report accompanying this 
bill. Icould point to the immense area of the country that is to be ben- 
efited locally, to say nothing of the immense advantages in a national 
point of view. 

The wheat traflic alone along the Columbia River now is over 600,- 
000 tons per year. This great wheat area that must be reached by this 
improvement, where twelve years ago there were not 100,000 bushels 
of wheat raised, produced forshipment the past year over 400,000 tons 
of wheat; and yet not one-tenth of the cultivable land is under culti- 
vation. Yet that vast country has a population of less than 2 persons 
to each square mile, whereas in Massachusetts I believe the popula- 
tion is two hundred and some odd to the square mile—230 perhaps— 
while the average population to the square mile in the United States is 
9 or 10. 

This traffic is now subject to a freight tax of about 3 cents per ton 
per mile, which on an average haul of 200 miles is a tax on the pro- 
ducer and shipper of $6,000,000 annually on the present product, while 
on anaverage haul of 300 miles between Portland, Oregon, Eastern Ore- 
gon, Eastern Washington Territory, and Western Idaho the freight tax 
aunually on producers and shippers will be about 89,000, 000. 

By the completion of a canal and locks at the Cascades and the com- 
pletion of the proposed boat railway and accompanying improvements 
at The Dalles, it is safé to predict that the freight charges will be re- 
duced to at least one-half of 1 per cent. per ton per mile. On an aver- 
age haul, therefore, of about 200 miles, on the estimate of freight I have 
just stated, to say nothing of through shipments, it would relieve the 
shippers of freight in Eastern Oregon, Eastern Washington, and Idaho 
of a tax of about $5,000,000 annually. 

The reduction in freight charges by these improvements would not 
be so great as I have indicated if the rates should not go below 1 per 
cent, per ton per mile; but even then the rates would be extravagantly 
high compared with the rates in States and Territories east of the Rocky 
Mountains. The saving to the people even in that case would be about 
$4,000,000 annually on an average haul of 200 miles, or a saving of 
$6,000,000 annually on an average haul of 300 miles. 
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Mr. President, I promised not to take up the time of the Senate at 
any length. I have heretofore elaborated this subject. To do justice 
to the people I in part represent, to do justice to the people of the great 
Pacific Northwest, who have felt but lightly so far the help of the 
beneficent hand of the General Government, I should perhaps occupy 
the attention of the Senate for hours, but I shall not do so. I feel that 
after the investigation which has been made, and the unanimous re- 
port which has been submitted by this committee, the bill will meet 
with favor at the hands of the Senate, and therefore I shall not take 
up the time of the Senate further, and hope we may have a vote on 
the passage of the pending bill, which appropriates one-half a million 
dollars to be used in making a final and permanent survey for and the 
commencement of the work of constracting a boat railway around the 
obstructions to navigation at The Dalles and Celilo Falls of the Colum- 
bia River. Theamendment reported by the committee was agreed to, 
and the bill as amended, appropriating $500,000, was passed. h 

Mr. DOLPH. Mr. President, this bill has the unanimous indorse- 
ment of the committee from which it was reported, and I do not feel 
like taking up the time of the Senate in discussing it. During the last 
Congress I addressed the Senate at some length in regard to this meas- 
ure, or at least the proposition to improve the Dalles and Celilo 
Rapids with a boat railway. I shall not repeat what I then said. 

I merely desire to say now that I indorse all that has been said by 
my colleague in regard to the importance and urgency of this improve- 
ment and as to the practicability of the plan of improvement which is 
foreshadowed in the bill. There is no more important improvement 
to-day demanding the attention of Congress upon any of the rivers or 
navigable waters of the United States. There is, in my judgment, no 
other improvement in the United States of a navigable water way which 
will be of so great advantage to so many people and so large an area of 
country as the proposed improvement of the Columbia River. 

As I said before, I shall not take up the time of the Senate by mak- 
ing any remarks. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
substitute proposed by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

FLORIDA KENNERLY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 1078 is the first bill in 
order on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mrs. Florida 
Kennerly $126.60. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PORT OF DULUTH. 

The bill (S. 1625) to amend section 7 of the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of du- 
tiable goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to amend sec- 
tion 7 of the act of June 10, 1880, by inserting immediately before the 
proviso of the section and immediately after the word Florida, where 
the same occurs in the section, the words *‘ Duluth, in Minnesota.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS A. OSBORN. 

Mr, SPOONER submitted the following report: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas 
A. Osborn having met. after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate, 

JOHN C. SPOONER, 
GEORGE F. HOAR, 
CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 
W. P. TAULBEE, 
C. H. MANSUR, 
DANIEL KERR, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
. PORT OF TRENTON. 

The bill (H. R. 1640) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, 
in the district of Burlington, N. J., to the port of Trenton, in said dis- 
trict, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. 

The bill (S. 1786) to regulate appointments in the Marine-Hospital 
Service of the United States was announced as next in order on the 
Calendar. $ 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to know what changes the bill pro- 
poses to make in the existing law. ` 
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The PRESIDENT pro tèmpore. The bill was reported by the chair- 
man of the Commiitee on Commerce, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE], who is now absent by leave of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it retain its place on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT CLINTON, IOWA. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, and 
1 bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clinton, 


Owa. 5 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, after the word“ river“ atthe 
end of line 15, to strike out beyond what is necessary in order to carry 
into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted;’’ in line 20, after 
the words district in,“ to strike out Which“ and insert whose 
Jurisdiction;? and in line 20, after the word ‘‘ obstruction,” to strike 
out touches and insert may be; so as to make the section read: 


That the Clinton and Illinois Bridge Company, a corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of the State of Iowa, its successors and assigns, be, and 
they are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain, if in the opinion of the 
Secretary of War the same be a public necessity, a railroad, wagon, and foot- 
passen bridge across the Mississippi River at a place suitable to the interests 
of navigation, at a point at or near the city of Clinton, Iowa, and to lay on or 
over said bridge a track or tracks for the more fect connection of any 

or railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on either or 

both sides thereof, at or opposite said point, under the limitations and condi- 
tions hereinafter provided; that said bri shall not interfere with the free 
navigation of said river, and in case of any liti on arising from any obstruc- 
tion or all obstruction to the free na on of said river, the cause may 
be tried before the circuit court of the United States in and for any district in 
whose jurisdiction any portion of said bridge or obstruction may be. Said 
bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railroad „ and for 
the safe and convenient passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, animals, 
and foot-passengers, for such reasonable rates of toll as may be fixed from time 
to time by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the proviso regarding wagons, 
animals, foot-passengers, etc., shall not influence the location of said bridge in 
its relation to the interests of navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word shall,“ 
tostrike out the words: 


Give clear head-room of not less, in any case, than 55} feeb above extreme 
high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, nor shall the spans of 
said bridge giveaclear width of water way of less than 250 feet, and the piers of 
said bridge shall be pasia with the current of said river, and the main span 
shall be over the main channel of the river and give a clear width of water way 
of not less than 300 feet. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Have one or more channel 


feet: Provid 

less head-room than 10 feet above high-watermark: And goruna rther, That 
the interests of navigation be notinjured by such reduction in height; and the 
piers of said bridge shall be 

right angles thereto, 


So as to make the section read: 

That any bri built under the provisions of this act may, at the option of 
the company building the same, be built as a ponton draw-bridge or with un- 
broken and continuous spans: ‘Provided, That if the said bridge shall be made 
with unbroken and continuous spans, it shall haye one or more channel — 5 
each having not less than 350 feet clear channel- way, and not less than 55 feet 
clear head-room above high-water mark, and the clear head-room under other 
than channel paos may be less than 55 feet : Pro That no part of the su- 
perstructure of such spans shall give a less head-room than 10 feet above high- 
water mark: And provided „That the interests of navigation be not in- 
jured by such reduction in beight; and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel 
with the current and the bridge itself at right-angles thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 25, after the word“ draw- 
bridge,” to strike out the words: 


The same shall be constructed as a i steed draw-bridge, with a draw over the 
main channel of the river at an accessible and navigable point, and with ns 
giving a clear width of water way of not less than 200 feet on each side of the 
central or pivot pier of the draw, and the next adjoining span or spans to the 
draw shall give a clear width of water way of not less than 250 feet: Provided, 
That if the pivot-pier of said bridge shall be constructed within less than 410 feet 
of the west shore of said riverthe span constructed west of said pivot pier may 
be less than 250 feet, and said span shall give a clear head room of not less than 
10 feet above extreme high-water mark; and the piers of said bridge shall be 
parallel with the current of the river where said bridge shall be erected. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 
And Shall have two or more draw-openings, each having not less than 200 feet 
clear el- way; and in addition to said draw-openings shall have one or more 


fixed channel spans, each having not less than 350 feet clear channel-way; and 
every part of the superstructure shall have a clear head-room of not less than 
10 feet above high-water mark: Provided, That all spans of both high and low 
bridges shal! be so located as to afford the greatest possible accommodation to 
the river traffic, and a draw-opening of low bridges shall, if practicable, be 
located next or near shore: Provided also, That in case of a low bridge, if the 
physics characteristics of the locality so require and the interests of navigation 

not injured thereby, the lengths of fixed spans or the number of draw-open- 
ings may be reduced: Provided also, That for any two adjacent draw-openings 
of 200 feet each, one draw-opening of 300 feet may be substituted if the interests 
ot navigation be not inju thereby. 


So as to make the clause read: 


And provided further, That if any bridge built under the provisions of this act 
shall be constructed as a podton fn and shall have two or more draw-open- 
ings, each having not less than 200 feet ciear channel-way; and in addition to 


said 8 have one or more fixed channel spans, each having 
rec! 


not less than 350 clear channel-way; and every part of the superstructure 
shall have a clear head-room of not less than 10 feet above high-water mark: 
Provided, That all spans of both high and low brid shall be so located as to 
afford the possible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw-open- 
ing of low bridges shall, if cticable, be located next or near shore: Provided 
also, That in case of a low „if the physical characteristics of the locality 
so require and the interests of navigation be not injured thereby, the lengths 
of fixed spans or the number of 3 may be reduced: Provided also, 
That for any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 feet each, one draw-openin, 
— — ſeet may be substituted if the interests of navigation be not fojured 
Few 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 63, after the word ‘‘sub- 
ject,” to strike out ‘‘except as herein modified;’’ and in line 68, after the 
date 1874,“ to strike out ‘‘so far as they may be applicable thereto;’’ 
soas to read: 

And provided further, That if any bridge built under the provisions of this act 
shall be constructed as a ponton bridge, it shall be built subject to all the terms, 
3 and limitations contained in the act entitled An act to legalize 
and establish a ponton railway bridge across the Mississippi River at Prairie 
du Chien, and to authorize the construction of a similar bridge at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa,’’ approved June 6. 1874. > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after the words And provided also,” in 
line 69 of section 2, to strike out the words: 

That it shall be constructed with one suitable ponton draw of not less than 
500 feet in width, located over the main channel of the river, which shall be 


opened promptly upon reasonable signal for the passage of boats, and as herein 
provided for a draw-bridge. - 


And insert: 

Such bridge may be provided with a ponton draw giving not less than 400 
feet clear channel-way for each navigable channel of the river, and such other 
8 for the passage of rafts and logs as, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War, may be necessary: And provided further, That the pile and ponton bridge 
shall be subject to all restrictions as regards plans, location, and accessories pro- 
vided for in case of high and low bridges so far as they are applicable to such 
kind of bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 35, after the words pre- 
scribed by the,” to strike out Secretary of War“ and insert Light- 
House Board;’’ after the word changed,“ at the end of line 36, to 
strike out or removed; in line 38, after the word time,“ to insert 
‘for entirely removed;’’ in the same line, after the word as,“ to 
strike out Congress and insert the Secretary of War;“ in line 42, 
after the word good, to strike out ‘‘shall;’’ after the words “‘judg- 
ment of,” at the end of the same line, to strike out Congress and 
insert the Secretary of War;”’ and in line 43, after the word so,“ 
to strike out require and insert requires; so as to read: 

And for the safety of vessels ing at night there shall be displayed on said 
bridge, from the hours of 1 sunrise, such lights as may PE cect by 
the ht-House Board; and the ssid structure shall be changed at the cost and 
expense of the owners thereof, from time to time, or entirely removed, as the 
Secretary of War may direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient arty na 
tion of said river; and the authority to erect and continue said ser 57 shall 
subject to revocation and modification by law, when the public n the judg- 


monk of the Secretary of War, so requires, without any expense or rge to the 
nit § 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 2, after the word “with,” 
to strike out two years” and insert ‘“‘one year;’’ and in line 3, be- 
fore the word years,“ to strike out four“ and insert ‘‘three;’’ soas 
to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That if actual construction of the bridge herein authorized shall not be 
commenced within one year from the pesege of this act, and be completed in 
three years from the same date, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall 
cease and be determined. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill wasreported to the Senate asamended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF WILLIAM KENDALL. 


The bill (S. 1242) for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. 
William Kendall was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
directs the accounting officers of the Treasury to settle the account of 
William Kendall, deceased, as a sutler at Fort Columbus, New York 
Harbor, for articles furnished by him to soldiers there recruited or 
stationed during the period from the Ist of January, 1867, to the 31st 
of December, 1868, inclusive. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was under the impression before reading the re- 
port just now that this bill was simply to pay to this sutler the amount 
that the Government deducted from the pay of the recruits, I find 
from the copy of the report which was made in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress that the office of sutler had been abolished, but this man was re- 
mainingon duty by consent or agreement of the officers and gave credit 
to recruits, amd the amounts were never charged to the soldiers on their 
muster-rolls. . 

Mr. STEWART. That was true in regard to 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Government never received a cent, and this 
is to make the Government responsible for the debts of recruits because 
the officers did not charge them up against the recruits and pay the 
sutler. i 
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Mr. STEWART. My recollection is that a part of it is as the Sen- 
ator Ras stated. Some goods were furnished to the soldiers under a reg- 
ulation of the Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was up to July 1, 1867. 

Mr. STEWART. A part of the time the goods were furnished that 
way, and after that time, by order of the commanding officer, the sut- 
ler was allowed to continue the same practice forsome months. Then 
thesoldiers were takenaway. Theamounts had been charged to them 
on the descriptive roll, but when they were transferred to companies 
the sums were not deducted from their pay. The Government did not 
receive the money, andif it is paid it must be paid out of the Treasury 
on the ground that under the cirenmstances the officers ought to have 
transferred the amounts from the descriptive roll to the muster-roll. 
It is certain that the beneficiaries of the bill should be paid up to the 
time the law was changed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would be up to the Ist of July, 1867. 

Mr. STEWART. It was done by order of the officer, and as the 
sutler appeared to be acting in good faith the committee thought his 
estate ought to have the whole amount due, These aro the facts, and 
the Senate can act on them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The bill seems to be going beyond what ought 
to be done. The office of sutler was abolished July 1, 1867, and I see 
the text of the bill proposes to give not only from the Ist of January, 
1867, up to the Ist of July of that year, but also to give eighteen 
months beyond that time, up to the 31st day of December, 1868. That 
is going a little too far. Ido not know what the amount would be. 

Mr. STEWART. The amount issmall. I do not know exactly what 
it is, but Iknow it issmall. Under the circumstances, the sutler having 
been permitted to do this by the officers, it having been the established 
practice at that station so long, and as he had been there a long time 
and was a very honest, correct man, the committee thought that it was 
not the fair thing to cut off the accounts after the sutler had invested 
his money and furnished the supplies. Those are the simple facts. I 
have nothing further tosay. I think that the bill proposes to give a 
proper allowance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It strikes me that we ought to limit it to the 
time when he was a lawful sutler and not after that. He was a mere 
trader after that time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection and no 
amendment, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is open to amendment in 
the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In lines 8 and 9 of section 1, after the words to 
the,“ I move to strike out “31st day of December, 1868,” and insert 
“first day of July, 1867;’’ so as to read: 


For articles furnished by him to soldiers there recruited or stationed during 
sed riod from the first day of January, 1867, to the first day of July, 1867, in- 
usive. 


Mr. STEWART. I do not think that is quite fair. I shall vote 
against the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and wasread 
the third time, and passed. 

WARREN C. ALDEN, 


The bill (S. 1871) to perfect the military record of Warren C. Alden 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre! of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and required to 
enter on the rolls of Company C, Fourth Independent Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 
the name of Warren C. Alden, with a statement of the factthat he entered the 
United States service as a private on the 10th day of July, 1863, and performed 
faithful and patriotic services as such private in eg ape fo Fourth Independent 
Battalion Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, until October 10th of said year, and was then 
compelled to leave the Army because he was under the age entitled him to 
be mustered into the United States service. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 2030) in relation to bridge of Forest City and Watertown 
Railroad Company. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after thé word“ river,“ 
to strike out beyond what is necessary to carry into effect the rights 
and privileges hereby granted; so as to read: 


That said bridge shall be constructed and built without interference with the 
security and convenience of navigation of said river; and in order to secure that 


The question is upon agreeing to the 


object the said corporation shall submit to the Sec: 
nation and approyal, a design and drawings of the 
location, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 24, after the word river,?“ 
to insert and the bridge itself at right angles thereto;’’ so as to read: 

Provided, That if the said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continu- 
ous spans it shall not be of less elevation in any case than 50 feet above ex- 
treme high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, to be the lowest 
part of e structure of the bridge, nor s the spans of said bridge be less 
than 300 feet in length, and the piers of said bridge be parallel with the current 
of said river, and the bridge itself at right angles thereto, and the main span 
shall be over the main channel of the river and not less than 300 feet in length. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 8, before the words said 
bridge,” to strike out an erection of’? and insert ‘‘erect;’’ so as to 
read: 


of War, for his exami- 
dge, and a map of the 


And upon receiving such notification the said company may proceed to erect 
said bri , conforming strictly to the approved plan and location. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 11, after the word ‘‘ and,” 
to strike out Congress reserves the right at any time to regulate, by 
appropriate legislation,” and insert the Secretary of War may, if he 
thinks proper, establish; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That the said bridge and accessory works, when built and constructed 
under this act and according to the terms and limitations thereof, shall be lawful 
structures; and said bridg¢ shall be recognized and known asa post- route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States than the 
rate mile paid for the transportation over the railroads or public highways 
leading to such bridge, and said bridge shall enjoy the rights and privileges of 
other post- routes in the United States; and the Secretary of War may, if he 
thinks proper, establish the charges for freight and passengers over said bridge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a néW section: 

SEO. 7! That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the brid, 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Missouri River at Forest City, Dakota, 
by the Forest City and Watertown Railway Company.” 


MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT MUSCATINE, IOWA. 


The bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
eatine, Iowa, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

T bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
merits. $ 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word ‘‘main- 
tain,” to strike out if in the opinion of the Secretary of War the same 
bea public necessity ;’’ in line 7, after the word Mississippi,” to in- 
sert River;” in line 15, after the word necessary,“ to strike out in 
order to carry into effect the rights and privileges hereby granted;’’ in 
line 19, after the words district in,“ to strike out which ” and in- 
sert whose jurisdiction,” and after the word“ obstruction,” at the 
end of line 20, to strike out touches and insert may be;’’ so as to 
make the section read: 


That the Muscatine Bridge Company, its successors and assigns, be,and they 
are hereby, authorized to construct and maintain a railroad, wagon, and foot- 
passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at a place suitable to the interests 
of navigation, at a point at or near the city of Muscatine, Iowa, and to lay on 
or over said a track or tracks for the more perfect connection of any 
railroad or railroads that are or shall be constructed to said river, on either or 
both sides thereof, at or opposite said point, under the limitations and condi- 
tions hereinafter provided; that said bridge shall not interfere with the free 
navigation of said river beyond what is See and in case of any litigation 
arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the free navigation of 
said river, the cause may be tried before the circuit court of the United States 
in and for any district in whose jurisdiction any portion of said bridge or ob- 
struction may be. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, line 27, after the word “‘not,”? 
to strike out influence“ and insert ‘‘ affect;’’ so as to read: 


Said bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railroad trains, 
and for the safe and convenient passage of wagons and vehicles of all kinds 
animals, and foot ngers, for such reasonable rates of toll as may be fixed 
from time to time by the Secretary of War: Provided, That the proviso ard- 
ing wagons, animals, foot passengers, etc., shall not affect the location of said 
bridge in its relation to the interests of navigation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, after the word shall,“ 
to strike out the words: 


Give clear head-room of not less. in any case, than 55} feet above extreme 
high-water mark, as understood at the point of location, nor sball the spans of 
said bridge give a clear width of water way of less than 250 feet, and the piers 
of said bridge shall be parallel with the current of said river, and the main span 
shall be over the main channel of the river and give a clear width of water way 
of not less than 300 feet. 
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And insert in lieu thereof: 


Have one or more channel spans, each having not less than 350 feet clear chan- 
nel-way, and not less than 55 feet clear head-room above high-water mark, and 
the clear head-room under other than channel spans may be Jess than 55 feet: 
Provided, That no part of the superstructure of such spans shall give a less 
head-room than 10 feet above high-water mark: And provided further, That the 
interests of navigation be not injured by such reduction in height. 


So as to read: 

That any bridge built under the provisions of this act may, at the option of 
the company building the same, be built as a draw-bridge or with un en 
and continuous spans: Provided, That if the said bridge shall be made with un- 
broken and continuous spans, it shall have one or more channel spans, each 
having not less than 250 feet clear channel-way, and not less than 55 feet clear 
head-room above high-water mark, and the clear head-room under other than 
channel spans may less than 55 feet: Provided, That nd part of the super- 
structure of such spans shall give a less head-room than 10 feet above high- 
water mark: And provided further, That the interests of navigation be not in- 
jured by such reduction in heigħt. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line 24, after the word ‘‘ draw- 
bridge,” to strike out the words: 


With a draw over the main channel of the river at an accessible and nayiga- 
ble point and with spans giving a clear width of water way of not less than 200 
feet on each side of the central or pivot pier of the draw, and the next adjoining 
span or spans to the draw shall give a clear width of water way of not less than 
250 feet: Provided, That if the pivot pier of said bridge shall be constructed 
within less than 410 feet of the west shore of said river the — constructed 
west of said pivot pier may be less than 250 feet, and said spans shall give a clear 
head-room of not less than 10 feet above extreme high-water mark. 


And insert in lieu thereof: 7 


Which shall have two or more ley , . each having not less than 200 
feet clear 33 and in addition to said draw-openings, shall have one 
or more fixed channel-spans, each haying not less than 350 clear channel-way ; 
and every part of the superstructure of said low bridge shall give a clear head- 
room of not less than 10 feet above high-water mark: Provided, That all spans 
of both bigh and low bridges shall be so located as to afford the greatest possi- 
ble accommodation to the-river traffic, and a draw-opening of the low bridge 

- shall, if practicable, be located next or near the shore: vided also, That in 
case of a low bridge, if the para characteristics of the locality so require, 
and the interests of navigation be not injured thereby, the lengths of the fix 
spans, or the number of draw-openings, may be uced: Provided also, That 
for any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 feet one draw-opening of 300 feet may 
be substituted, if the interests of navigation be not inj thereby. 


So as to read: 

And provided further, That if any bridge built under the provisions of this act 
shall be constructed as a draw-bridge, the same shall be constructed as a pivot 
draw-bridge which shall have two or more draw-openings, each having not less 
than 200 feet clear channel-way,and in addition to said draw-openings shall 
have one or more fixed channei-spans, each having not less than 350 feet clear 
channel-way; and every part of the superstructure of said low bridge shall give 
a clear head-room of not less than 10 feet above high-water mark: Provided, 
That all spans of both high and low bridges shall be so located as to afford the 

reatest possible accommodation to the river traffic, and a draw-opening of the 
Ce bridge shall, if practicable, be located next or near the shore: provided also, 
That in case of a low bridge, ifthe physical characteristics of the locality so re- 
quire, and the interests of na’ tion be not injured thereby, the lengths of the 
fixed spans,or the number of draw-openings, may be reduced: Provided 7 
That for any two adjacent draw-openings of 200 feet one draw-opening of 300 
feet may be substituted, if the interests of navigation be not injured thereby. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 55, after the word 
t erected,” to insert and the bridge itself at right-angles thereto;’’ 
so as to read: 

And the pieis of said bridge shall be parallel with the current of the river 
where said bridge shall be erected, and the bridge itself at right-angles thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 5, line 35, after the words by 
the,” to strike out “ Secretary of War“ and insert ‘‘ Light-House 
Board ;’’ in Jine 38, after the word as, to strike out Congress“ and 
insert the Secretary of War;’’ in line 41, after the word modifica- 
tion,” to strike out by law;’’ in line 42, after the word“ good,” to 
strike out ‘‘shall;’’ in the same line, after the words ‘‘judgment of,” 
to strike out Congress and insert Secretary of War;’’ and in line 
43, after the word ‘‘so,’’ to strike out require“ and insert re- 
quires;’’ so as to read: 

And the said structure shall be at all times so kept and managed as to offer 
reasonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said 
structure; and for the safety of vessels passing at night there shall be Spiarad 
on said bridge, from the hours of sunset to sunrise, such lights as may re- 
scribed by the ‘Light-House Board; and the said structure shall be changed or 
removed at the cost and expense of the owners thereof from time to time, as the 

of War may direct, so as to preserve the free and convenient naviga- 

tion of said river; and the authority to erect and continue said bridge shall be 

subject to revocation and modification when the public good, in the judgment 

by e Secretary of War, so requires, without any expense or charge to the United 
tates. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line2, after the word within,“ 
to strike out two years“ and insert one year; and in line 3, after the 
words completed in,” to strike out four and insert ‘‘ three;’’ so as 
to make the section read: 


Sec. 6. That if actual construction of the bridge herein authorized shall not 
be commenced within one year from the 8 of this act, and be completed 
in three years from the same date, the rights and privileges hereby granted 
shall cease and be determined. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora thirdsreading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE OVER RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


The bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of arailroad brid 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacitic 
Railway Company was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments: In section 5, line 2, after the word all,“ to strike out ma- 
terials” and insert material;’’ in line 5, after the word by,“ to strike 
out “Con and insert the Secretary of War;’’ and in line 7, after 
the word act,“ to insert or its entire removal when completed;’’ so 
as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, so as to prevent or 
remove all material and substantial obstructions to the navigation of said river 
by the construction of the said bridge, is hereby expressly reserved; and any 
alterations or changes that may be required by the Secretary of War in the brid; 
constructed under this act, or its entire removal when completed, shall be made 
by the corporation owning or controlling the same at its own expense; and if 
said bridge shall not be commenced in one year and be finished within three 
years from the passage of this act, the rights and privileges hereby granted shall 
be null and void. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


W. W. AVERELL. 


The bill (S. 1650) for the relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 10, to strike out the word “ colo- 
nel“ and insert ‘‘ captain;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William W. 
Averell, United States Army, before and during the late war, and of severe 
Wounds received by him in battle, the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
2 — William W. Averell, brevet major-general United States Army and late 

rigadier-general United States Volunteers, to the position of captain in the 
Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired-list of the Army as 
of that e, the retired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent; 
8 all laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith are suspended for this purpose 
only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add to the bill the following proviso: 

Provided, That from and after Hya eee of this act no pension shall be paid 
to the said William W, Averell, nor lany compensation be paid to him for 
any period prior to his appointment under this act; but this proviso shall be no 
bar toany claims for pension that the widow or children or other heirs of the 
said William W. Averell may have after his decease. 


Mr, BUTLER. I shall want to submit an amendment to the bill. 
I see that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvIs] who made the re- 
port is not in his seat. I therefore ask that the bill may go over with- 
out prejudice, 

ane PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am in favor of the bill, but I wish to suggest an 
amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. May I ask the nature of the amendment? It is 
possible we may agree on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I propose to non-concur in the amendments of the 
Committee on Military Affairs and to take the bill as it was introduced 
and referred to the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In other words, to retire him with the rank of 
colonel instead of captain? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, that is my object; but I do not desire to move 
that amendment in the absence of the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I certainly personally have no objection, but the 
Military Committee came to the conclusion that he had better be placed 
on the retired-list with the rank that the officer held at the time of 
retirement. It is true Congress did pass such a bill once, and it failed 
to receive the President’s approval, because he had committed himself 
in the Fitz-John Porter case to a principle that required him not to 
sign the bill. Both Houses passed a bill giving this gentleman the 
rank of brigadier-general on the retired-list use he held the com- 
mand of brigadier-general and brevet major-general in the volunteer 
service. 

If the Senator from South Carolina desires to make that amendment, 
however, I think it may be better that the bill lie over to-day, so that 
the Senator who has it particularly in charge may be present. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is all I desire. Let the bill be passed over 
without prejudice, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

VOLUNTEER SIGNAL SERVICE OBSERVERS. 

The bill (9. 2377) providing for the issue gratuitously of certain me- 
teorological instruments to voluntary observers at present recognized in 
the Signal Service was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes the Chief Signal Officer of the Army to issue gratuitously 
to reliable voluntary observers one set of thermometers, one rain-gauge, 
and measuring-stick. But the number of such issues shall not exceed 
one to each county where such observations are not obtainable, auž 
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these instrumentsshall be issued only to such observers asagree to make, 
free of expense to the United States, monthly reports of observations 
for at least one year to the Chief Signal Officer of the Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 


The bill (S. 2393) to fix the compensation of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in certain districts of the United States was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to fix the annual salary of the 
inspectors of hulls and the inspectors of boilers for the districts of Al- 
bany, Michigan, and Superior at $1,500 each; and of the inspector of 
hulls and the inspector of boilers for the district of Apalachicola at 
$1,200 each. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN POWERS, 


The bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John Powers was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 7, after the word discharge, to strike out 
the words ‘‘subject to the laws and regulations of the War Depart- 
ment,” and to insert as of date November 19, 1862; so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to remove from the record of John Powers, late a member of Elgin 
Battery, Illinois Light Artillery. any cha of desertion that may exist against 
him as a member of said Elgin Battery and issue to himan honorable di e 
as of date November 19, 1862. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CHICAGO, KANSAS AND WESTERN RAILWAY, 


The bill (S. 1903) granting the right of way through the Fort Riley 
military reservation, Kansas, to the Chicago, Kansas and Western Rail- 
way Company was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JUNCTION CITY AND FORT RILEY STREET RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill (S. 1969) granting right of way to the Junction City and Fort 
Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley military 
reservation, in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments in section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ War,’’ to strike out 
or such person or persons as he may designate;’’ in line 6, before the 
word ‘‘exclusive,’’ to insert the words have the;“ in the same line, 
after the word use,“ to insert of the same; and in line 7, after the 
word War,“ to strike out or such person or persons as he may des- 
ignate;“ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That the location and terminus of this railway within said reservation 
shall be made with, and subject to, the approval of the Secretary of War, and 
authority is hereby granted said street railway company to construct a bridge 


for this 2 and have the exclusive use of the same over said Republican 
u point 


River, to be selected by said Secretary of War, and to land the north 
eud of this said b dge on said reservation and within 500 feet west of said Union 
Pacific ridge. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed ſor a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JAMES O'ROURKE. 

The bill (S. 1599) correcting the military record of Lieut. James 
O' Rourke was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That in view of the recommendation of the general court-martial in the case 
of James O Rourke, late first lieutenant of the Fourth ment of New York 
Heavy Artillery Volunteers, to executive clemency, and of his former very ex- 
cellent character as an officer and a gentleman, during a service of over seven 
years both in the regular and volunteer service, the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized and directed to issue to James O'Rourke a certificate of honorabie 
discharge as first lieutenant of said Fourth Regiment of New York Heavy Ar- 
tillery Volunteers, as of the date of September 22, 1865, notwithstanding the 
sentence of said court-martial. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. : 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SUMMONS IN DISTRICT TENANCY CASES. 
The bill (H. R. 3290) to amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes 


relating to the District of Columbia was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with an amendment, in line 14, before the word years,“ tostrike 
out twelve“ and insert sixteen;“ so as to make the bill read: 


That section numbered 635 of the Revised Statutes relating to the District of 
Columbia be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows : 

“Sec. 685. The summons shall be served like other writs of summons at least 
seven days before the appearanceof the party complained of, but in case such 
party has left the District of Columbia, or can not be found, said summons 
may be served by delivering a written or printed, or partly written and 

rtly printed copy thereof to the tenant, or to the agent or attorney of the de- 

fendantif he be known, or leaving the same with some person of suitable dis- 

cretion above the age ofsixteen years residing on or in possession of the prem- 
ises; and in case no one is in actual possession of said premises or rosiding 
thereon, then by posting a copy of ssid summons on the premises where it may 
be conveniently read.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES MURPHY. 


The bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Murphy was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. L 2 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the claim of Charles Murphy be remanded to the Court of Claims for a 
further hearing upon the ra A and papers formerly heard in said court, 
and upon such farther testimony, inciudiug the claimant's evidence, as either 
party may file, pursuant to the rules of the court; and said court, in addition to 
the authority conferred upon it by existing laws, shall have equitable jurisdic- 
tion of all matters presented by the claimant in a new petition, to be filed within 
sixty days from the approval of this act; and said court is authorized and di- 
rected to render judgment for such amount as right and justice may demand 
without reference to any statutes of limitation: Provited, That an appeal shall 
lie from such judgment to the Supreme Court of the United States, 2 either 
party, upon the entire record of law and fact considered by the Court of Claims. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. x 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

THOMAS C. DICKEY. 

The bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Treasury to pay to Thomas C. Dickey, late postmaster at Murphy, N. 
C., $275. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM CLIFT. 


The bill (S. 90) for the relief of William Cliſt was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay to William Clift, of Hamilton County, Tennessee, $3,000, for wood 
taken and used by the Army of the United States during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

L. A. DAVIS. 


The bill (S. 2410) for the relief of L. A. Davis was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It refers to the Court of Claims the petition 
and papers of L. A. Davis, of Chehalis, Wash., in which he claims 
$14,844 for services in carrying the English mails both ways over mail 
route No. 15406, between Olympia and Monticello, in Washington Ter- 
ritory, from about August 1, 1868, to June 30, 1870, and the court is 
given jurisdiction to hear and determine the claim and render judg- 
ment for such sum as the claimant may be reasonably and equitably 
entitled to for and on account of extra services rendered by him on this 
mail route in transporting the English mails. No statute of limita- 
tions or other legal defense is to be available in the case. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ADDITIONAL LIFE-SAVING STATIONS. 

The bill (S. 705) to establish additional life-saving stations was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair isinformed that the pro- 
visions of this bill are incorporated in a bill that has passed the House 
of Representatives, and has already passed the Senate. If there be no 
objection, this bill will be passed over without prejudice. 

ARBITRATION BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES AND TEXAS. 

The bill (H. R. 4375) to create a board of arbitration to settle and 
determine the controversy between the United States and the State of 
Texas relating to certain territory by them respectively claimed was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. The first amendment was, after the word Texas,“ in 
the second line of the preamble, to strike out the word over“ and 
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insert concerning; in the same line, after the word that, tostrike 
out territory“ and insert tract of land; and in the sixth line, after 
the word ‘‘county,’’ to insert ‘‘and on the National Atlas ‘by Gray 
(1879) as part of the Indian Territory; ™ so as to make the clause read: 

Whereas a controversy exists between the United States and the State of Texas 
con the title to that tract of land lying between the North and South 
Forks of River, east of the one hundredth degree of longitude, the same 
being designated on the maps of Texas as Greer County and on the National 
Atlas by Gray (1879) as part of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask that the bill be passed over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT FORTRESS MONROE. 


The bill (S. 1177) for the erection of a public building at Fortress 
Monroe was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL. 


The bill (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the 
public building at Sacramento, Cal., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, before the word hun- 
dred,” to strike out two“ and insert ‘‘one;’’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: 

‘That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of a pub- 
lic building, by the United States Government, at Sacramento, Cal., be, and the 
same is hereby, increased to $150,000, and that sum is hereby fixed as the limit 
of cost for the erection of said building, including site. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, before the word ‘‘sum,’’ 
to insert additional; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the additional sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
used and expended for the purposes provided in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

POSTAL CRIMES. 


The bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes, and amendatory of 
ae statutes therein mentioned, was considered as in Committee of the 
ole, 
The bill was reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment, at the end of section 2 to insert: 


And e pee e ee onpa mere by law wa Sr ee 8 
or wrapper of w. or pos! upon w. ndecent, lewd, vious, o 
scene, {tbelous, seurrlious or threabenton delineations, epithe! 

or reflecting injuriously upon the character or conduct of another, ma 

written or printed, are hereby declared to be non-mailable matter, and shall 
not be conveyed in the mails, nor delivered from any post-office nor by any 
letter-carrier ; and any person who shall knowing deposit, or cause to be de- 
posited, for mailing or delivery anything decl by this section to be non- 
mailable matter, and any person who shall knowingly take the same or cause 
the same to be taken from the mails, for the purpose of er disposing 
of or ofjaiding in the circulation or disposition of the same, s$ be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, for cach and every offense, be fined not less 

n $100 nor more than $5,000, or imprisoned at hard labor not less than one 
year nor more than ten years, or both, at the discretion of the court. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. i 

‘The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


C. A. WILLIAMS AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others was con- 
sidered asin Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the 
Navy to inquire into the loss and damage caused to C. A. Williams & 
Co., owners of the schooners Roswell King and Era, by reason of the 
rescue and support of the crew of the schooner Isabella, shipwrecked 
in the Arctic seas in the year 1884, and provides for the payment of 
the amount so found, not exceeding $13,506.33, to C. A. Williams & 
Co., on the certificate of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THE GREELY EXPEDITION. 


The bill (S. 961) for the presentation of badges to the officers and 
men of the Greely relief expedition was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Navy to procure and present 
to Commander Winfield Scott Schley and his officers and men, respect- 
ively, suitable badges to be worn by them as an expression of the high 
estimation in which Congress holds their services upon the expedition 
for the relief of Lieut. A. W. Greely and his party, in the year 1854, 
and appropriates a sufficient sum for that purpose. 


terms, or lan- 
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dition deserve some notice from That they have not hitherto 
received it is due to the fact that a bill was introduced granting the 
thanks of Congress to the officersand men of the expedition. Asis well 
known to Senators, a resolution of thanks of Congress carries with it cer- 
tain results in the way of exemption from retirement, which it has 
not been thought advisable to give to the officers and men of this ex- 
pedition. Moreover, it has been customary to reserve the thanks of 
Congress for naval and military heroes who have distinguished them- 
selves in battle with the enemy. The proposition to give the thanks 
of Congress to the officers and men of this expedition, therefore, was 
dropped, and there has been substituted for it this simple proposition 
to grant badges to the officers and men without discrimination. 

On the return of this expedition, on the 4th day of August, 1884, at 
Portsmouth, I gave a brief narrative of the expedition, which I desire 
to incorporate in my remarks, if there be no objection, and also to print 
the order of the Navy Department issued on the 5th day of August, 
1884, announcing the return, commending the officers and men, and 
giving a list of their names. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. This is what Isaid on the occasion referred to: 

In August, 1881, a United States signal station for Arctic observa- 
tion and exploration was established at Lady Franklin Bay in Grinnell 
Land by a party carried and left there by the steam-sealer Proteus, 
composed of Lieut. A. W. Greely, of the Fifth United States Cavalry; 
Lieut. Frederick F. Kislingbury, of the Eleventh Infantry, Lieut. 
James B. Lockwood, of the Twenty-third Infantry ; Acting Ass. Surg. 
Octave Pavy, and twenty-one non-commissioned officers and privates 
of the command, including two Eskimo. 

It was promised by the Government thata vessel should visit the sta- 
tion during the summer of 1882, and that, if she failed to reach it, a 
relief ship should again be sent in 1883. 

The instructions of the Chief Signal Officer, dated June 17, 1881, di- 
rected Lieutenant Greely, if not visited in 1882, ‘* to abandon his station 
not later than September 1, 1883,“ and to ‘‘ retreat southward by boat, 
following closely the east coast of Grinnell Land, until the relieving 
vessel is met or Littleton Island is reached.” 

A letter from Lieutenant Greely, written August 17, 1881, and 
brought by the Proteus from Lady Franklin Bay, specified the depots 
of supplies which he wished the relief ships to attempt to make, and 
stated that the relief party of 1883 ‘‘should then proceed to establish a 
winter station at Polaris winter quarters, Life Boat Cove (at Littleton 
Island), where their main duty would be to keep their telescopes on 
Cape Sabine and the land to the northward.’’ 

Between July 28 and September 2, 1882, the steamer Neptune, under 
Mr. William M. Beebe, jr., of theSignal Service, proceeded into Smith’s 
Sound, but the ice failed to sufficiently open into Kennedy Channel, 
and the vessel returned, having left a few provisions at Cape Sabine 
and Littleton Island. 

In 1883 the Proteus was again employed by the Chief Signal Officer 
for the voyage to Lady Franklin Bay, and placed in charge of Lieut. E. 
A. Garlington, of the Seventh United States Cavalry, and the steamer 
Yantic, of the United States Navy, commanded by Commander Frank 
Wildes, was detailed as a tender to accompany the Proteus as far as 
Littleton Island. 

Lieutenant Garlington was informed by letter of the Chief Signal 
Officer of June 4, 1883, of the extreme peril of Lieutenant Greely and 
his party, was enjoined to spare no effort to push his vessel through to 
Lady Franklin Bay, and was also instructed as follows: 

If it should become clearly apparent that the vessel can not be pushed through, 
you will retreat from your advanced position and land your party and stores at 
or near Life Boat Cove (at Littleton Island), discharge the relief vessel with or- 


ders to return to St. John’s, Newfoundland, and prepare for remaining with 
your party until relieved next year. 


Lientenant Garlington was further instructed, as soon as possible, 
from this station at Littleton Island, to endeaver to communicate with 
Lieutenant Greely by sledge parties; the men not so employed to lose 
no time in preparing a house for the whole party and in securing the 
stores preparatory to the arrival of Lieutenant Greely. 

The Proteus and Yantic were together at St. John’s on June 27, 
and an agreement was made between Lieutenant Garlington and Com- 
mander Wildes contemplating their separation until August 25, but 
that the Yantic should go to Littleton Island, which should be the 
“headquarters,” and should not leave there before that day. The 
Proteus preceded the Yantic to Disco Island, but the Yantic rejoined 
her, and they were together there from July 12 to July 15, at which 
latter date the Proteus once more left her tender, which, after waiting 
until the 26th, again sailed northward. 

Instead of proceeding directly in the track of the Protens, however, - 
she diverged to Upernavik; was detained there by fogs from July 27 
to 31, when she sailed, and was easily able to reach Littleton Island 
August 3. She there found, from records left, that the Proteus, on July 
23, had been crushed in the ice and had sunk just north of Cape Sabine; 
that Lieutenant Garlington and his whole party had crossed to Little- 
ton Island, and on July 28 had gone south, along the Greenland coast, 


* 
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in open boats. The Yanticthereupon turned southward, searching the 
coast of Cape York, and finding no traces of the Proteus people, went 
on to Upernavik, reaching there August 12. She left this place August 
22 and reached Disco Island August 28, where she was overtaken Au- 

t31 by Lieut. J. C. Colwell, of the United States Navy, who had 
fett at Cape York the Proteus party, to which he had been attached, 
and had reached Upernavik in an open boat August 23, and had on the 
same day, in a similar boat, kept up the pursuit of the Yantic. The 
Yantic then returned to Upernavik, found that the whole Proteus party 
had saved themselves and arrived, took them on board, and reached 
St. John’s on September 12. 

With the exception that it left a few rations and some clothing at 
Cape Sabine, the expedition of 1883, as well as that of 1882, wa 
failure. No attempt was made by either Lieutenant Garlington or 
Commander Wildes to establish a relief party at Littleton Island, for 
which point Lieutenant Greely was under orders to start not later than 
September 1. 

The Army court of inquiry, under date of January 15, 1884, re- 
ported: 


It may here be stated roughly that from July, 1882, to August, 1833, not less 

than 50,000 rations were taken in the steamers eiei Yantie, and Proteus up 

to or beyond Littleton Island, and of that number only about 1,000 were left in 

bong vicinity, the remainder being returned to the United States or sunk with 
Proteus. 


The desperate condition in which Lieutenant Greely had thus been 
left led to careful and zealous preparation for the relief expedition of 
1884. A board of Army and Navy officers recommended that it should 
be solely a naval enterprise, and suggested the method of organizing it. 
Congress was asked to grant to the President unlimited appropriations 
for fitting it ont. The House committee, of which Hon. SAMUEL J. 
RANDALL was chairman, reported in favor of such appropriations, and 
Mr. RANDALL was energetic in urging forward the passage of the bill, 
and persistent in opposing any restrictions or limitations upon the 
power of the President, while Senator HALE, of the Senate committee, 
took successful charge of the measure in that body and most judiciously 
and indefatigably conducted it to a passage. 

The steam-sealer Thetis was purchased in London by the United 
States minister, Mr. Lowell, aided by Lieut. Commander French E. 
Chadwick, cf the United States Navy, an attaché of the legation; the 
Bear was bought at St. John’s by the United States consul, Thomas N. 
Molloy, esq., who was unremitting in his labors in behalf of all the 
expeditions; the Alert was thoughtfully and generously donated by the 
British Government; and all were fitted and equipped for conflict with 
the ice and for a three years’ stay if necessary in the Arctic regions. 
President Arthur took a lively interest in the work of preparation and 
in the selection of officers for the duty. The Secretary of War, Mr. 
Lincoln, gave time and labor and shared the responsibilities of the 
enterprise. The chiefs of the bureaus of the Navy Department gave 
personal attention to all details; and the ships sailed on the appointed 
days under the command of as efficient and brave naval officers as any 
country can claim—Commander Winfield Scott Schley, Commander 
George W. Coffin, and Lieut. William H. Emory. 

The details of the rescue are too fresh in all minds to need repetition. 
The three relief vessels and the coaling-steamer Loch Garry boldly en- 
tered upon the navigation of Davis Straits and pushed across Melville 
Bay. The commanders of the Thetis and the Bear, watching their op- 
portunities with untiring care, coolly and courageously thrust their 
ships into the ice and reached Littleton Island on the 22d of June, a 
fortnight earlier than any vessel had attained that point before. Find- 
ing there no record of the unfortunate explorers, on the same day they 
pressed over to Cape Sabine, 

Their haste was necessary. Lieutenant Greely and his party had left 
Lady Franklin Bay on the 9th of August, ten months before, and after 
pushing on in boats, and drifting on ice-floes, vainly looking for help 
from the relief party which should have been at Littleton Island, 
keeping its telescopes on Cape Sabine and the land to the northward,” 
they fixed their winter quarters at the latter point. 

The provisions at Cape Sabine and Cape Isabella had lasted them 
until March, when they hoped to cross to Littleton Island and obtain 
the two hundred and fifty rations left there by the Neptune. But 
during all this time the ice of the entrance to Smith’s Sound never 
closed, while the boats were lost or consumed for fuel, and meantime 
starvation and cold did their deadly work. One by one the feeble suf- 
ferers died, until only seven remained, and these had but a few hours 
to live. Bat help was now near at hand. On the evening of the 22d 
of June, when their fate seemed hopeless, the shrill whistle of the 
Thetis, the signal of rescue, was heard above the winds and waves. 
A relief party hurried forward and found them. Careful and tender 
hands bore them gently off. The ships turned their heads homeward, 
and on the 17th of July the American people, the whole civilized world, 
rejoiced at the telegraphic announcement that Lieutenant Greely had 
been found and saved. 

To the rescuers and the rescued of this expedition of 1884 the recep- 
tions of Friday and of to-day have been most fitly given, and we are 
here assembled to do them honor. 

But our first duty is to pay our tribute of praise and of mourning to 


those devoted men who, having completed their two years of fruitful 
labor, came southward to Cape Sabine, and after months of suffering 
and starvation, borne with heroic fortitude and patience, perished as 
truly on the field of duty as if they had met their fate at the cannon’s 
mouth. 

“Lieutenant Lockwood died April 9, Lieutenant Kislingbury June 1, 
and Doctor Payy June 6. The remains of George W. Rice, Nicholas 
Sailor, Jacob Bender, Doctor Pavy, and Hampton S. Gardner were buried 
in the ice-foot, and were swept away into the great deep. The Eskimo, 
Jens Edward, was drowned while sealing, and Frederic Thorlay Chris- 
tiansen was buried at Disco. The bodies of Lockwood and Kisting- 
bury, of Edward Israel, Winfield S. Jewell, David C. Ralston, Will- 
iam H. Cross, David Linn, Charles B. Henry, William Whisler, Will- 
iam A. Ellis, R. R. Schneider, and also of Joseph Elison, who died 
after being rescued, we now have with us, saved for the sacred rites of 
burial at home. 

The people of the United States look back upon their record with a 
just though mournful pride, and wherever throughout the world the 
story of their heroic endeavor and suffering is told the memory of these 
martyrs to duty will forever be cherished and held in honor. 

With special tenderness we turn to Lientenant Greely and his res- 
cued comrades, Sergt. David L. Brainard, Sergt. Julius Fredericks, 
Sergt. Francis Long, Steward Henry Biederbeck, and Private Maurice 
Connell. They are the only survivors of an American Arctic explora- 
tion party which reached out farther toward the pole than any previous 
explorers, and whose observations were extended into the Polar Ocean. 
Their coast and land journeys were extensive, and have mapped out 
with increased exactness the shore line of Greenland and the interior 
of Grinnell Land. 

Their scientific observations, made at fearful cost, have resulted in 
valuable additions to our knowledge of the lands within the Arctic 
Circle, For their labors and their endurance we honor them, for their 
sufferings we give them onr pity and sympathy, and to comfort, cheer, 
and encourage them we promise them the gratitude of their Govern- 
ment and their countrymen, as the sole survivors of a polar expedi- 
3 will always illustrate American enterprise and American 

e 8 

It is with a feeling of peculiar pride and satisfaction that I fulfill the 
welcome duty of commending and congratulating the officers and men 
of the relief expedition upon the brilliant success of their efforts. It 
was early decided that the force should be wholly naval, and the re- 
sult showed the wisdom of the decision. The arduous responsibility 
could have fallen into no better hands. Every officer and man, from 
his first connection with the undertaking, has given it his best and 
most untiring effort. The preparations were carried out with zeal and 
promptness, and each ship was ready at the fixed hour of departure. 
In the perilous advance from Upernavik, with incessant vigilance and 
unwearied exertion, every lead was followed, every circumstance was 
utilized that could speed the ships forward on their way; nor could 
more have been done had the relief officers known what ail now know, 
that every hour of delay was thinning the weakened band of survivors. 

To the energetic commanding officer of the expedition, Commander 
Schley, of the Thetis, and to Lieutenant Emory, the efficient com- 
mander of the Bear, who share the credit of conducting their difficult 
and dangerous enterprise to a successful close, the Navy Department 
gives its warmest and most earnest thanks, and their brother officers 
throughout the service join in heartfelt greeting to those for whom a 
new chapter must be written in the long and noble record of naval 
achievement. 

Nor must a due ghare of praise be omitted to Commander Coffin, of 
the Alert, to whom was intrusted the charge of the reserve, and who 
performed his duty with fidelity and skill. To each and all of you, 
officers and men of the expedition, your country extends a cordial wel- 
come upon your safe return. The dangers you encountered and the 
success you accomplished in bringing succor to your countrymen and 
comrades of the Army, perishing one by one upon the Arctic shores, 
have aroused a glow of pride and satisfaction in the breast of every 
American, and the nation will always dwell with fond remembrance 


upon those who shared in the danger and the crowning success of the 
Greely Relief Expedition of 1884. 


ORDER OF THE NAVY DEPARTMENT ON THE RETUEN OF THE EXPEDITION. 
[General Order No. 321.] 


Navy DEPARTMENT, Waskinglon, August 5, 1881. 

The Navy Department announces to the service the safe arrival at P. rismo! 
N. H., on the ist of August, of the Thetis, Bear, and Alert, composing the Aretio 
Relief Squadron, after having successfully accomplished the object of their mis- 
n =e rescue of Lieutenant Greely of the Army, and the other survivors of 

party. 

The Department extends its cordial and earnest congratulations to Com- 
mander Schley, commanding the expedition, and to the officers and men of his 
command, upon the distinguished success of their efforts, and takes this occa- 


sion of publicly commending the courage, zeal, and udgment hich 
6 their dificult and us pti 3 septa cies * 


uty. 
The names of the officers and men of the vessels of the Relief Squadron form 


apart of this order. 
WILLIAM E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 


4232 


List of officers attached to the Unit ed Slates steamer Thetis, 1884. 


Name. 


Rank. 


8 commanding Greely relief expe- 
tion. 

Lieutenant. 

Lieutenant. 

Lieutenant (junior grade). 

Ensign, on board the steamer Loch Garry. 
Ensign. 

Chief engineer, 

— Passed assistant surgeon. 


List of men atlached to the United States steamer Thetis, 1884. 


Name, Rate, 


James W. Norman Ie master. 
John W. Powers . . . . . . Yoeman (acting captain of hold and paymas- 
ter's yoeman). 
..| Ship’s cook (acting boatswain's mate). 
Boatswain’s mate. 
Boatswain’s mate (acting quartermaster), 
Captain of top. 
Captain of top and quartermaster, 
„| Quartermaster, 
.| Quartermaster. 
Carpenter’s mate, 


John Cross... 
John McLeod.. 
Christian Polson 


Walter Booth First-class machinist, 

James Francis First¢lass machinist. 

Adam Stitt...... Black smith, 

George von Spreckelson. .. ..| Third-class machinist (enlisted at St. Johns. 
Newfoundland, for cruise). 

W. J. Fisher. .| First-class fireman, 


William Griffin... First-class fireman, 


Senn. an. 

Seaman (acting ship's cook). 

Seaman (acting sailmaker's mate). 

Cabin steward. 

Cabin cook. 

«| S@mman, on board the steamer Loch Garry. 
Seaman, on board the steamer Loch Garry. 


List of officer s attached to the United States steamer Bear, 1884. 


Name. Rank. 


Lieutenant, commanding. 
Lieutenant, 
Lieutenant. 
Lieutenant. 


Name, 


Hugh Brock.... 


u rmaster, 
Captain of top. 
n of top. 


a| Yeoman. 
«| Carpenter's mate, 


John Johnson 2 
John Johnson 
Jacob Johnson 


~| Seaman, 
Ship's cook. 
Cabin steward. t 
Cabin cook. 
lags machinist, 


$ 0. 
..| Blacksmith, 
a fireman, 


James Rogan. a Do. 
— G a AOR — — —— — 
List of officers attached to the United States steamer Alert, 1884. 


Name. Rank. 
Commander. 
Lieutenant. 
n cee RETE 
.| Ensign, 
Ensign. 
Passed assistant engineer, 
Passed assistant surgeon. 
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List af men attached to the United States steamer Alert, 1834. 


Name. | Rate. | 


.| Ice master. 


Joseph Doyle ... .| Boatswain's mate. 
Philip Shantz ... -| Quartermaster. 
Albert Jones. | Captain of top. 
Ed. White -| Carpenter's mate, 
Frank Blokus... + Seaman. 

P. C. Hansen. .| Seaman, 

John 3 .| Seaman 

William Bloo „| Seeman 

Adam Weissel. Ship's cook. 

Olaf Anderson... Cabin cook. 

M. C. Boi. . Seaman. 

J. F. Green.... .| Machinist. 
William Haas... .| First class fireman, 
Thomas Wilson .| First class fireman. 
John Watts. .| First class flreman. 
Thomas Bra; Bi -| Boatswain's mate, 
Salvator Tordagoer. .| Quartermaster. 
Charles Anderson.... .| Captain of top. 
Thomas Beswetheric... .| Yeoman, 
Christian Guyken .| Seaman. 

Amund Olsen .| Seaman 

J. Lukshewitz... -| Seaman, 

Charles Tristram.. .| Seaman, 
Alexander Watson. . . . . Seaman. 

Horan OREN e Aarel 


William J, Pow Machinist, 

John Wachter.. First-class fireman, 
John Sullivan. First-class fireman, 
T. S. Roberts. .| First-class fireman, 
A. H. Kemble... Blacksmith. 

C. Baxter. vas Seaman., 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS PASSED OVER. 

The bill (S. 344) to relieve the Treasurer of the United States from 
the amount now charged to him and deposited with the several States, 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 
ee HARRIS. Perhaps that had better be passed over without preju- 

ce, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 


out prejudice, 

e bill (S. 1156) to encourage the holding of a national industrial 
exposition of the arts, mechan: and ucts of the colored race 
throughout the United States of America, to be held in the years 1888. 
and 1889, was announced as next in order, 

Mr. GEORGE. Let that go over. 

Tae POENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. ‘ 

The bill (S. 163) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to apply 
the surplus money in the Treasury to the purchase of United States 
bonds or to prepayment of interest on the public debt was announced 
as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill will be passed over with- 
out a on the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
JONES]. 

The bill (S. 2381) to so amend section 9646 of the Revised States as 
to allow the pensions of officers of the Army and Na 
and dependent nts to be rated as of the rank held by such officers 
at the date of was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that that be passed over without losing its 


place. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
9 
r. HAWLEY. It is not a complicated bill at all, but let it go 
over. 


, their widows 


PENSIONS FOR LOSS OF SIGHT. 

The bill (S. 2446) granting an increase of pensions in certain cases 
therein mentioned was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to amend section 4698 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States so as to allow to all persons who are no paid, or may here-* 
after be found entitled to, a pension for the loss of one eye or the sight 
thereof under existing laws for such disability, a pension of $16 per 
month in lien of any lesser sum now by law provided therefor, the in- 
crease herein provided to take effect only from the passage of the act. 

Nothing herein contained is to deprive a pensioner of the right to a 
higher rating by reason of his rating for total disability, as is now pro- 
vided for by existing laws. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM P. THORNE. 

The bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. Thorne was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the 5 of the Treasury be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to pay to William P. Thorne, o Henry County, Kentucky, out any 
money in the Treasury not o ise appropriated, the sum of 

The PRESIDENT 3 ore. Tue bill will be read agai 

e 0 read again. 

The bill was read. = 
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Mr. HARRIS. It is a remarkable bill. 

Mr. BECK. It is a House bill. The report shows what it is for. 
Perhaps the report had better be read. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is not necessary to read the report if it shows 


what the $500 is for. The report can be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. BECK. The case is fully proved. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed in the 
RECORD in connection with the bill, if there be no objection, 

The report submitted by Mr. WILson, of Maryland, March 19, 1888, 
is as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred bill (H. R, 2365), entitled 
“A bill for the relief of William P. Thorne,” have examined the same, and beg 
leave to report as follows: 

The Committee on Claims of the present House of Representatives, to whom 
the said House bill 2365 was referred, have reported the same favorably, and 
have adopted the statement of facts and the viewsthereon which had been pre- 
sented to the House of Representatives by its Committee on Claims during the 
first session of the Forty-ninth Congress, when such last committee had this 
case under consideration, and favorably reported the same. In our view, such 
statement of facts and views of the case are fully sustained by the evidence. 
We, therefore, report back such bill with a recommendation that it do pass, 
and do hereto subjoin the report of the House Committee of the Forty-ninth 
Congress as the basis of such recommendation. 


House Report, Forty-ninth Congress.] 

“It appears from the papers transmitted to the committee by the Attorney- 
Ganson that William P. Thorne, a lawyer, residing in Henry County, Ken- 
tucky, was employed to defend a civil action instituted in the circuit court of 
Henry County against one A. J. i n, a deputy United States marshal, 
and a criminal indictment against Harrin z the services were able, 
successful, and reasonably worth $1,000; that they were rendered in the face of 
public odium, and at the risk of pe popularity. 

“The case was: Harrington levied an execution, issued from the clerk's office 
of the Federal court against one Rowland H. Thomas, on a drove of cattle which 
was claimed’ by Cyntbia Thomas; nthia Thomas sued Harrington for tres- 
pas and he was also indicted. Mr. Thorne successfully defended both actions, 

one of whieh there were three trials and a change of venue. 

“ His employment, his services, and their value are clearly established. But 
his claim was rejected by the Department. as was explained by Attorney-Gen- 
eral Brewster in a letter of December 29, 1884, from which we insert this ex- 


tract: 

* You were not commissioned by the Department. There is no evidence that 
you took the oath as special counsel. Sections 365 and 366 of the Revised Stat- 
utes require the commission to issue, the oath to be taken, and subsequent! 
that the oy opera shall certify that the appointment was made, the oat 
taken, and the services performed would not have been performed by an 
officer of this Department or the district attorney. Without such certificate 
from the Attorney-General, the accounting officers of the Treasury will not 
state 8 account and consider it. 

“Vel 


ully, 
4 “BENJAMIN HARRIS BREWSTER, 
" Attorney- 


“These are purely technical reasons, which do not affect the real meritsof the 
claim. It is a just claim, and ought to 3 
“ We append hereto the letter of Judge Bland Ballard, who has since died, and 
the affidavits of General Murray and Colonel Burns: 8 
“ LOUISVILLE, April, 2, 1878. 
“WILLIAM P. THORNE, k 
Eminence, Ey.: 

A. J. Harrington, one of the officers of my court, is in some trouble in your 
county for an alleged seizure and sale of some property they claim was not sub- 
ject. Please make such proper legal defense for him as you think best, and I 
will see that the United States pays you for your services, 

“ Mr. Harrington will be there in person and give you a full history of the case. 
Hers ape he tells me I am apprehensive the stock sold by him was not liable 

for the debt. 

Rut we desire you to make such defense asin your judgment will uphold the 
dignity and process of the court. A judgment against the United States mar- 
shal in your county at this particular time, when they are being intimidated by 
a class of lawless people, would be prejudicial to the usefulness of this tribunal 
in Kentucky, and I enjoinit upon you to make a bold defense for him, and when 
you come to the city call and see Colonel Wharton, the United States attorney, 
who will take great pleasure in giving you such aid and counsel as you may re- 
quire upon the point of a removal of the case from the State to United States 


rt. 
“Sincerely, 
“BLAND BALLARD.” 


“Srate or KENTUCKY, County “of Jefferson, sš: 


ecessary and were 
all that the United States could have expected or wished, and rendered at a 
time when it was not safe for an officer of this court to go out into the country 
to attend any sort of official business. 
“ELI H. MURRAY, 


“ Ex-United States Marshal of Kentucky. 
“THOMAS C. BURNS, Marshal. 
“Sworn and subscribed to before me this 19th zr of December, 1879. 
“AUSTIN BALLARD, 
“Clerk United States Court. 
“By SAMUEL CRAILLE, 
“ Deputy Clerk.” 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF CERTAIN NAVAL RECORDS. 


The bill (H. R. 4601) to amend the naval record of Nickolas Leu- 
schen, Peter Leuschen, and Loth Possum was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. ? 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered’to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


The Committee on Naval Affairs reported an amendment to the second 
paragraph of the preamble, in line 5, before the word“ Congressional,” 
to strike out ‘‘ Thirteenth ” and insert ‘* Thirtieth;’’ so as to read: 

Whereas they were taken to Buffalo, in the State of New York, and there, 
without their knowledge or consent, sold as substitutes, so that their names now 
appear on the records of the Bureau of Equipment and Recruiting as substitutes, 
credited as such to the Thirtieth Congressional district, in the State of New 
York, instead of as volunteers from the Twenty-seventh Congressional district, 
in the State of Pennsylvania; and. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The preamble as amended was agreed to. 

J. HENRY RIVES. 


The bill (S. 517) for the relief of J. Henry Rives was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to J. Henry Rives, of 
Lynchburgh, Virginia, $293.90, being the amount of expenses neces- 
sarily in by him in the arrest of John C. Henry, deputy col- 
lector, for embezzlement. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEWART & CO. 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported by 
Mr. MITCHELL March 21, 1888, from the Committee on Claims, rela- 
tive to the bill (S. 800) for the relief of Stewart & Co., as follows: 

age Aa eg hee ae ir teagan os 5 — for the relief 2 Stewart 935 Cont 

0 r a e accom; an 
thoe fo is hereby, 3 te the Court of Claims, in 8 the provis- 
ions of the fourteenth section of an act entitled An act to provide for the bring- 
ing of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved March 3, 
1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the 
provisions of said section of s act, and report to the Senate in accordance 
therewith. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

JOHN L. BROOME. 

The bill (S. 1463) to authorize an additional appointment on the re- 
tired-list of the Marine Corps was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported with an amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized to 


place Lieut. Col. John L. Broome on the retired-list of the ie Corps, with 
the rank and pay of a colonel retired. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
prejudice. 


over. 
The bill will be passed over without 


JAMES H. BACON. 


The bill (S. 1959) for the relief of James H. Bacon was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Military Affairs to the language of this bill. It 
says: 

That the proceedings and centence of the court-martial in the case of Private 
James H. Bacon, late of Company A, Second Maine Volunteers, be, and the 
same are hereby, suspended and declared null and void, and that he be granted 
an honorable discharge from the service; and that the Secretary of War be, and 
is hereby, directed to pay, or cause to be paid, said James H. Bacon, all pay and 
allowances forfeited by the proceedings of satd court-martial. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I was not in the committee at the time the 
bill was considered and can not speak of the motives that actuated it. 
The Senator who has it in charge [Mr. Davis] is not here. Let it lie 
over? 

Mr. COCKRELL, I simply wanted to call attention to the language 
of it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I was not present when it was acted on. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to knowif a majority of the Committee 
on Military Aftairs wanted to indorse the doctrine stated in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice. 

H. A. MYERS. 5 - 

The bill (S. 975) for the relief of H. A. Myers was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to require the Paymaster-Gen- 
eral of the Army to cause to be paid to H. A. Myers, late a private in 
the Eleventh Kansas Volunteers, a sum that shall be equal to the pay 
of a private soldier from the 17th of September, 1862, to July.7, 1864, 
the date of his discharge from the service of the United States, deduct- 
ing therefrom any amount that may have been paid to him as such 
private soldier, and any amount that may be due from him to the Gov- 
ernment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SCHOOL AND UNIVERSITY LANDS IN WYOMING. 
The bill (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the school and uni- 


versity lands in the Territory of Wyoming, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported 


from the Committee on Public Lands with amendments. 
The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, after the word lands,“ 


~ 


to insert “devoid of timber and known mineral deposits; so as to 
read: 


That the county commissioners of each of the counties organized or hereafter 
organized in the Territory of Wyoming are hereby authorized to lease the lands 
devoid of timber and known mineral deposits heretofore reserved or that ma 
hereafter be reserved for school purposes in their respective counties, in ane 
manner as may be provided by the laws of the said Territory, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 6 in the following 
words: 


Sec. 6. That whenever the sixteenth or thirty-sixth section in each township 
within the Territory of bak harm has been or may hereafter be found to be 
otherwise claimed or appropria: prior to survey, or to be deficient in quan- 
tity from any cause whatsoever, or worthless for Itural 

ed in section 2275 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

bo selected 

publiclands within said Territory not otherwise claimed or appro 
ustment 9 5 
at 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Src, 6. That where lands in the sixteenth and thirty-sixth sections, in the 
Terri of eee are found upon survey to be in the occupancy, and 
covered by the improvements of an actual pre-emption or homestead settler, or 
where either of them are fractional in quantity, in whole or in part, or wantin 
because the townships are fractional, or have mn or shall hereafter be rese: 
for public purposes, or found to be mineral in character, other lands may be se- 
lected by an agent appointed by the govonor of the Territory in lieu thereof, 
from the surveyed public lands within the Territory not otherwise legally 
claimed or appropriated at the time of selection, in accordance with the prin- 
ustment bed by section 2276 of the Revised Statutes of the 

and upon u determination by the Interior Department that a 
rtion of the smallest 1 subdivision in a section numbered 16 or 36, in 
yoming, is mineral land, such smallest | subdivision shall be excepted 
from the reservation for schools, and ind ty allowed for it in its entirety 
and such subdivisions, or the portions of them remaining after Ht HECAT 0 
the mineral lands or claims, shall be treated as other public lands or claims. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
‘The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
RESPONSIBILITY OF SIGNAL-CORPS MEN. 


The bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsi- 
ble for public property was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADMISSION OF NEW STATES, 


The next business on the Calendar was the resolution reported hy 
Mr. CULLOM from the Committee on Territories, March 27, 1888, rela- 
tive to the admission of new States. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over 
without prejudice. 

Ny STATE SOLDIERS’ HOMES. 


The bill (S. 2116) to provide aid to State homes for the support of 
disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States and their widows and 
orphans was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. 3 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 6, after the word war, 
to insert, ‘‘ who are disabled by age, disease, or otherwise, and by reason 
of such disability are incapable of earning a living, provided such disa- 
bility was not incurred in service against the United States;’’ in line 
10, after the word “sailor,” to strike out and widow or orphan 
thereof;’’ in line 11, after the word home,“ to strike out “‘ for one 
year the sum,” and insert at the rate, and in line 12, after the word 
„dollars,“ to insert per annum;’’ so as to read: 

That all States which have established, or which shall hereafter establish, State 
homes for disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States who served in the 
war of the rebellion or any previous war,and who are disabled by age, disease, 
or oth and by reason of such disability are incapable ofearning a living, 
providing such disability was not incurred in service againstthe United States, 
shall be paid for every such disabled soldier or sailor who may be admitted and 
cared for in such home at the rate of $100 per annum, 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to provide aid to State 
homes for the support of disabled soldiers and sailors of the United 
States.“ 

PEREZ DICKINSON. 


The bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner 
of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to Perez Dickinson, 
surviving partner of the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson, of Knoxville, 


Tenn., of $96,192, being the amount found due him by the Court of 
Claims for two hundred and fifty-six bales of cotton taken by General 
Burnside and used in the construction of fortifications about Knox- 
ville, in November, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. L. CAIN AND OTHERS. 


The bill (S. 97) for the relief of I. L. Cain and others, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Claims reported the bill with amendments, in 
line 10, to change the name of I. L. Cain” to J. L. Cain;“ in line 
22, to strike out ‘‘seventy-seven’’ and insert ‘*seventy-five;’’ and after 
sete “dollars,” to strike out 25 cents; so as to make the bill 
read: 


Cain, six bales, 2,269 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and theamendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill for the relief of J. L. 
Cain and others.“ è 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE M’DOUGALL. 


The bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the legal representatives of George 
McDongall, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with amend- 
ments, in line 8, after the word ‘‘administrator,’’ to insert ‘‘to wit, 
881,250, and in line 11, after United States,” to insert but with- 
out interest or costs;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to pay to the legal representative of the estate of George McDougall 
the sum appropriated in the general deficiency bill of August 4, 1886, to pay the 
judgment of the Court of Claims in favor of John Paul Jones, administrator, to 
wit, $81,250,in the same manner as though said judgment had been affirmed on 
appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States, but without interest or costs. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM M. BRYANT. 


The bill (S. 2501) for the relief of William M. Bryant was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice. 

HENRY BROCK. 

The bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of Henry Brock was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for paying to Henry Brock 
$387 for rent of his house, numbered 200 New Jersey avenue, Wash- 
ington, D. C., and damage tothe same while it was being occupied under 
authority of the House of Representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BREVET PROMOTIONS. 


The bill (S. 1323) to confer brevet promotion on officers of the United 
States Army particularly distinguished by heroic action in Indian war- 
fare, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committce of the 
Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Military Afairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was to strike out section 1, as follows: 

That section 1209 of the Revised Statutes shall, on and after the 
act, be made applicable to every officer of the Army below the actual rank of 
brigadier-general, and who has not been previously brevetted to that rank, and 
who may be recommended by the commanding officer of the ex ition for 
brevet promotion to the grade next above that in which he is actually commis- 
sioned, on account of heroic conduct in battle against hostile Indians, either on 
or outside of the territory of the United States, 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
empow at his discretion, to nominate, and by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the Senate to appoint to brevet rank all officers of the United States 
Army, now on the active or retired list, who by their d ment commander 
and with the concurrence of the commanding General of the Army have been 
g may be recommended for gallant service action against hostile Indians 

nee January 1, 1867. 


‘The amendment was agreed to, 


of this 


1888. 
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The next amendment was, at the beginning of section 2, to strike 
out: 

That the foregoing section shall comprehend evel officer of the Army still 
on the active-list who has particularly 5 himself in action with In- 
dians since the abrogation of the brevet privilege: Provided, however. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 5, before the word 
“brevet,” to strike out his“ and insert ‘‘such;’’ after brevet, to 
strike out commission when issued“ and insert ‘‘ commissions as may 
be issued under the provisions of this act;’’ in line 7, before the word 
Provided, to strike out ‘‘and;’’ after “Provided” to strike out 
„however; and after the word which,“ at the end of line 8, tostrike 
out ‘‘he” and insert the officer;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That such breyet commissions as may be issued under the provisions of this 
act shall bear date only from the passage of this act: Provi however, That 
the date of the particular heroic act for which the officer is promoted shall ap- 
pear in his commission. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 4, as follows: 

Sec. 4. That non-commissioned officers and 8 of the Army who, on and 
after the of this act, may distinguish themselves by extraordinar 
bravery in Indian battles, shall, on recommendation of theirranking command- 
ing officer present in the field, be entitled to the maximum of pay allowed for 
length of service in their respective grades; and further, shall be entitled to 
compete for commissions in the Army before a of officers, when, if they 
should a successful examination, they shall be considered in the line of 

seg pee mi 5 after the cadets who ha vo graduated at the United States Mili- 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BECK. H hope the chairman or some member of the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs will tell us something about this bill. I sup- 
pose everybody is brave and everybody is to be promoted. This is to 
promote everybody apparently. What is the scope of the bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON, It has no such scope as is intimated by the 
Senator from Kentucky. If it did, I should certainly not be in favor 
of it. This bill is one that grows out of this condition of facts: Up 
to a certain time, about 1874 perhaps, brevet appointment, for gallant 
service in Indian campaigns being conferred by the President of the 
United States were usually confirmed by the Senate. At that time 
new light seems to have come to the Senate, and it held that because 
of the language of the law which said that there must be a state of 
warfare, and that the act of gallantry must have been with one of the 
enemies of the United States, that could not mean Indian warfare, 
and that Indians could not be considered within the general term ene- 
mies of the United States,” 

So the failure to confirm as to these nominations seemed to be be- 
cause of that construction of the law rather than from a desire on the 
part of the Senate not to confirm for such acts of gallantry. 

If the Senator from Kentucky will glance over this bill as it is 
amended, he will see that it is very carefully guarded. It is not when 
an officer of the Army distinguishes himself in Indian service and re- 
ceives the recommendation of his regimental commander or his district 
commander, but it is only when the act of gallantry is of such a char- 
acter as to challenge the attention and secure the approbation and rec- 
ommendation of his department commander, and after that the con- 
currence of the Commanding General of the Army, thatthe President 
is authorized to make a brevet appointment and the Senate to confirm it. 

The bill is very carefully guarded to prevent any abuse and to pre- 
vent the indiscriminate throwing about of brevet commissions to cheapen 
them and make them of no value whatever. It carries no rank; it car- 
ries no precedence; it carriesno pay. Itissimply, in the opinion of the 
Committee on Military Affairs, a proper recognition of the distinguished 
services of many officers of the Army of the United States who have 
done as great deeds of heroism in Indian wars as ever were done in any 
war with a foreign power. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call the attention of the Senator from 
Nebraska to the fact that the law under which brevet appointments 
were stopped was passed in March, 1869, very soon after the close of 
the war. There have been no brevet appointments since the passage 
of the act of March 1, 1869, instead of 1874. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I may have been mistaken in the date; I spoke 
from recollection only. 

Mr. COCKRELL. A large number of brevet appointments have 
been attempted to be made since that time, but the Senate has uni- 
formly rejected all such nominations on the ground stated by the Sen- 
ator, that Indian tribes were not within the meaning of the law as en- 
acted on the Ist of March, 1869. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I will say further with reference to this bill 
that it has been very materially changed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs from the original draught; it has received the approval of 
General Sheridan and of the Secretary of War, and many of the changes 
that have been made in the bill have been at their instance. The re- 
port in this case is a brief one, and presents so succinctly the reasons 
that governed the Committee on Military Affairs that I ask that with- 
out reading it be printed in the RECORD, as fully explanatory of the 
changes made in the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The printing of the report in the 
RECORD will be ordered, if there be no objection. 

The report is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1323) 


entitled "A bill to confer brevet 8 on officers of the United States 
y 


Army particularly distinguished heroic action in Indian warfare, and for 
other jem a have had the same under consideration, in connection with 
two of ilis (S. 2021 and 2028) on the samé subject, and herewith report back 
the bill S. 1323 amended, and recommend its passage. 

By section 1209 of the Statutes (act approved March 1, 1869) it is pro- 
vided that the President,“ by and with the advice and consent of the Se: 
may, in time of war, confer commissions by brevet * * * for distin, 
conduct and public services in presence of the enemy,” ete. 

The Senate has refused to construe this provision as authorizing brevet rank 
to be conferred on officers who for “ distinguished conduct and public services” 
in Indian wars would seem to be justly entitled to receive the benefits han- 
orary) of the law of 1869. The War De ment and the Attorney-General have 
held that officers in Indian wars could be brevetted during the of In- 
dian hostilities, and the reason assigned by the Senate for refusal fò confirm has 
been that the Indian was not an “enemy,” and that a conflict with Indians 
could not be termed “a time of war.” 

Assuming this construction of the act of 1869 to be sound, your committee are 
of the 0 that the construction measures the extent of the reason why it 
should be extended to include officers who have distinguished themselves as 
aforesaid in Indian campaigns. In 1809 a number of brevets for services in In- 

wars were submitted to the Senate, some of which were confirmed; but 
there haye been no confirmations of this character since. 

In 1874 and in 1875 nominations for brevet appointments, based on services 
rendered in the Modoc and Arizona Indian campaigns, were submitted to the 
Senate, but were not confirmed, 

In January, 1876, all these nominations were resubmitted, but the Senate 
again adjourned without action. 

No further nominations have been made, save in one instance, that of Lieut. 
E. S. Farrow, Twenty-first Infantry, made in April, 1880, and not confirmed. 

In 1878 the President requested the views of the Secretary of War as to the 

ropriety of again submitting to the Senate nominations for brevets for service 

n Indian campaigns. 

On the general abel tee that of conferring brevet rank for distinguished 

services or heroic action in Indian wars, your committee can conceive of no 

reason that would be valid in any war which would not apply, with equal 
force in granting brevets in Indian wars, and concur with General W. T. Sher- 
man, who says: 

“If brevet commissionsare right, and should be conferred for any wars what- 
ever, they should be for Indian wars, because these wars call for the largest 
measures of risk, exposure, and toil, and every possible stimulus of honor and 
profit should be held out to encourage officers to struggle for success.” 

A favorable report was made on this subject from this committee in the last 
Congress, at which time the committee was in receipt of numerous letters from 
Army officers of all grades urging that this brevet recognition be awarded; 
one of the documents, numerously signed by officers, contained the following: 

“The measure, as reported, authorizes the President to nominate and, with 
the consent of the Senate, to appoint to brevet rank all officers, active or retired, 
who have been recommended to this distinction for gallant service in action 
against hostile Indians since January 1,1867. The rank thus proposed is en- 
tirely honorary, carrying no additional pay; the aim is simply to reward special 
deeds of heroism. In any other country the gallant exploits of the last twenty 
years in border warfare would have been acknowledged not only by awarding 
increased rank but increased pay. 

3 war for the Union brevet rank was constantly conferred; and 
a distinguished [Sposa officer once said, brevet commissions certainly belong 
to Indian wars, if any, inasmuch as they call for the largest measure of risk 
8 and toil; and every possible stimulus of honor and profit should be 
held out to encourage officers to struggle for success. In war with civilized 
nations the soldier has an opportunity to make a name that will be remembered 
in history; whereas the minor character of Indian operations prevents them 
om ar oroen, as great attention and from securing permanent distinction to 

e cipants. 

Let the labor and the peril are as great in these small Si gris peo as in larger 
ones. The responsibility, courage, endurance, and good judgment required 
are also as great in Indian warfare; while over it hangs the terrible conscious- 
ness that capture often means death by torture with all the fiendish atrocities 
that savagery can invent, Even were this danger of a horrible death taken 
avers there is no more reason for depriving heroism of its just reward when 
displayed in the lonely cafions of the Sierra Madre than when shown in storm- 
ing the defenses of Petersburgh. 

There is still another reason why the pending measure ought to be enacted. 
There now exists a statute which authorizes the conferring of brevet rank upon 
commissioned officers ‘for distinguished conduct and public service in pres- 
ence of the enemy.’ Why, then, is not this sufficient? Simply because certain 
jurists of the Senate have in t years successfully called in question whether 
a Geronimo or a Sitting Bull is an ‘enemy’ in the sense meant by the statute, 

“It may seem incredible that for twenty years, in the matter of interpreta- 
tion, the doubt has always been against officers nominated for brevets on ac- 
count of splendid acts of heroism. ‘This, however, is the case, and in one in- 
stance of adverse action on such nominations the Senate Military Committee 
expressely said that it had no doubt of the meritorious character of the services 
rendered. Thus a score or more of officers have been deprived of the reward 
ey would otherwise have received, and many of them are now with the 

ead, 


These views accord with those expressed by a House committee which con- 
sidered this subject in the last Congress: 

In other campaigns there is a certain glory or distinction to be won, and an 
opportunity for promotion and reward, which, owing to the limited theater of 
operations and the peculiar nature of wars against savages, does not and can 
not exist in these campaigns. And yetevery highest attribute of a good soldier 
and officer is called for inthese Wars. Courage, skill, vigilance, endurance, wis- 
dom, judgment, and unflagging energy, while usually remote from and beyond 
communication with officers of high rank, are all demanded in these disagreea- 
ble and thankless campaigns ee our remote frontiers.” 

And with those expressed by General Crook, who said: 

“OMAHA, February 11, 1887. 

“My DEAR GENERAL; I seo by the papers that the bill allowing brevets for 
Indian service has passed the House, I do hope you will do all you can to have 
it pass the Senate, as it is a righteous and just bill. Gallant service should be 
recognized without reference to the kind of foo engaged. You are well aware 
of the onerous and dangerous nature of this Indian service, and as brevets is all 
that is asked, I hope they will not be withheld longer from the persons who so 
richly deserve them. 

“Yours, sincerely, 
“GEORGE CROOK. 

“To CHARLES F. MAxDERSOS. —~_ 

Capt, E. A. Snow gives quite a graphic. account of the heroism and valor dis- 
played by men upon whom it is proposed to confer this brevetrank. He says: 

: “Wasninaton, D. C., January 19, 1888. 

“DEAR Sim: Ihave the honor to very respectfully submit to you the follow- 
ing, which are but afew from among many of the instances of personal valor 
on the battle-field that have come to my notice in Indian warfare: 

“Captain Bourke distinguished himseif on the field so frequently in the Apache 
campaigns from 1870 to 1873 as to be four times mentioned in general orders for 
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his gallant and heroſe conduct, and in other campaigns has frequently been the 
recipient of honorable and praiseworthy mention for his valor xn ! services in 
the field, and he has been several times recommended for brevet promotion ; 
but under existing laws, being unable to confer this recognition for valor, the 
officers ceased to ask for it, or there would be a larger number of instances 
which I could refer to. ji 

“To omit many instances, I will observe that he distinguished himself by lead- 
ing a charge, on the 17th of March, 1876, on Powder River, and in several 

on the Rosebud, on the 17th of June, 1876, in an engagement with the 
same Indians who massacred General Custer's command, and eight days before 
that Sight. In this engagement, at the Rosebud, Captain Bourke saved my life 
after I was shot in the right elbow and left wrist joints, causing total disability. 
He rode into the very midst of the Indians and rescued me, although the near- 
est skirmish line was at least a thousand yards away. I could give other in- 
stances, but it would make this letter too long. 

“Major Henry, of the Tenth Cavalry, distinguished himself in this engage- 
ment, and so did Major Mills, of the Ninth Cavalry ; and Major Mills whipped 
the Indians and won the first victory after the Custer massacre, and it was one 
of the most brilliant ones of the campaign. Colonel Hatch, of the Ninth Cav- 
alry, distinguished at a more recent date, and many others. But it will occur 
that from the frequent and constant Indian warfare that the instances of valor 
are numerous, and your bill will enable the Presidentand Senate to recognize it 
by a nominal promotion. 

“JI have the honor to remain, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 


E. A. SNOW. 
“Hon. CHARLES F. MANDERSON, 
United States Senator for Nebraska.” 


After full consideration of the subject-matter your committee have struck out 
the preambie of the bill (S, voted and have amended the title and the bill so as 
to allow brevet rank to be conferred on “‘all oflicers of the Army now on the 
active or retired lists, who, by their Se arrn commander and with the con- 
currence of the commanding general of the Army, have been or may be recom- 
mended for gallant service in action against hostile Indians since January 1, 
1867, the brevet commissions to bear date only from the passage of this act; 
the date of the heroic action for which the brevet rank is conferred to appear in 
the commission, such rank to be only honorary, without privilege of preced- 
ence or command not already provided for by the statutes which embody the 
rules and articles eee ne Army. 

As amended the measure the approval of Lieutenant-General Sheridan, 


under date of March 29, 1888. 
Your committee accordingly report the bill (S. 1323) back favorably, amended 
as heretofore stated, and recommend its passage. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Pres- 
ident to confer brevet rank on officers of the United States Army for 
gallant services in Indian campaigns.’ 

The preamble was stricken out. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. REAGAN submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to regu- 
late commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; which were ordered to 
lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, and Mr. BUTLER submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor 
appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to interfere with the desire of any Senator 
to proceed with legislative business; but it is necessary to have a brief 
executive session, and unless there be some objection I will now move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Beforesubmitting that question the 
Chair will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill 
(H. R. 8560) to establish a department of labor. The question is on 
the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 45 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 17, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. ‘ 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 15, 1888. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. Charles E, L. B. Davis, to be major, April 7, 1888, vice Smith, 
promoted. ; : 
First Lieut. George McC. Derby, to be captain, April 7, 1888, vice 
Davis, promoted. 
Second Lieut. William L. Sibert, to be first lieutenant, April 7, 1888, 
vice Derby, promoted. . 
FOR APPOINTMENT BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 
Second Lieut. Eugene W. Van C. Lucas, First Artillery, to be second 
lieutenant in the Corps of Engineers, May 14, 1888, vice Sibert, pro- 


moted. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 15, 1888. 
REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 
Robert L. Tidrick, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be register of the land 
office at Des Moines, Iowa. 


William H. Steele, of Montrose, Colo., to be register of the land office 
at Montrose, Colo. „ 


RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Henry Charles Fink, of Lake City, Colo., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Montrose, Colo. 
MEMBER OF MISSISSIPPI RIVER COMMISSION. 


Major Oswala H. Ernst, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, to be 
a member of the Mississippi River Commission, vice Gillmore, deceased. 


INDIAN AGENT. 


John Blair, of Netawka, Kans., to be agent for the Indians of the 
Pottawatomie and Great Nemaha agency in Kansas. 
CONSUL. 
Thomas Browne, of Montana Territory, to be consul of the United 
States at Paramaribo. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Henry L. Phillips, at Seaford, Sussex County, Delaware. 

James McLaughlin, at Gloucester City, Camden County, New Jersey. 

John H. Middleton, at West Hoboken, Hudson County, New Jersey. 

Thomas L. Crosland, at Bennettsville, Marlborough County, South 
Carolina, 

William A. Moore, at Yorkville, York County, South Carolina. 

William F. Boyle, at Freeland, Luzerne County, Pennsylvania. 

John 8. Bryan, at Newton, Bucks County, Pennsylvania. 

Charles B. Crawford, at Mifflintown, Juniata County, Pennsylvania. 

A. B, Herd, at Phillipsburgh, Centre County, Pennsylvania. 

C. Y. White, at Eldred, McKean County, Pennsylvania. 

Sherman T. Pell, at City Island, Westchester County, New York. 

William E. Huttman, at Ellinwood, Barton County, Kansas. 

Alexander C. Hickman, at La Junta, Bent County, Colorado. 

Joseph P. Macey, at Las Animas, Bent County, Colorado. 

James C. Outhouse, at Lamar, Bent County, Colorado. 

Charles F. Howe, at Greenleaf, Washington County, Kansas. 

Charles J. Kerndt, at Bird City, Cheyenne County, Kansas. 

Taylor W. Scott, at Stafford, Stafford County, Kansas. 

Matthew Thomson, at Alma, Wabaunsee County, Kansas. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 16, 1888. 
POLICE COURT JUDGE. 


Thomas F. Miller, of the District of Columbia, to be a judge of the 
police court of the District of Columbia. 


MINISTER RESIDENT. 


Robert B. Roosevelt, of New York, to be minister resident of the 
United States to the Netherlands. . 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 16, 1888. 


The House met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


HEIRS OF SOLOMON SPITZER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President: 


To the House of Representatives: 

In compliance with a resolution originating in the House of Representatives 
and concurred in by the Senate, I return herewith the bill (H. R. 2699) entitled 
An act for the relief of the heirs of the late Solomon Spitzer.“ 

i GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 15, 1888. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the communication just 
read will be laid on the table for the present until the House shall de- 
termine what disposition shall be made of the bill to which it relates, 


BRANCH SOLDIERS’ HOME, GRANT COUNTY, INDIANA. 


Mr. STEELE. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE] has withdrawn his objection to the bill which I called up yes- 
terday, and I now ask unanimous consent that it be taken up and put 
upon its 5 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] asks 
unanimous consent to take up for present consideration a bill (H. R. 
8391) to authorize the location of a branch home for volunteer disabled 
soldiers in Grant County, Indiana, and for other purposes. Is the 
reading of the bill demanded ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
hear a statement from the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] as 
to the necessity for this home. 

Mr. STEELE. The Committee on Military Affairs authorized me 
to report this bill, there being a necessity for additional homes. The 
Superintendent of the National Home reports that there are over nine 
thousand soldiers in the poor-houses, and that every single home now 
existing is not only full, but that soldiers are sleeping on the floors, and 
that there is an actual necessity for additional accommodations. In 
pursuance of that statement this bill has been reported from the Com- 
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mittee on Military Affairs. It is proposed by the citizens of the place 
where the home is to be located to furnish fuel and light free for all 
time to come. The fuel and light at the Dayton home cost last year 
over $58,000, to say nothing about the cost of the cartage of ashes and 
débris away from the home. It is thought to be in the interest of 
economy that there should be a home of this character established, and 
established in the center of the region whence most of the soldiers 
came during the late war. I hope there will be no objection to the 
passage of this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The point that I was anxious to have a statement 
about was as to the necessity for the home. Of course, if there is a ne- 
cessity for it no patriotic citizen will object, but, with a diminishing 
demand for such homes, which is inevitable either now or in the near 
futuse, I want to ask the gentleman whether it is certain that the cre- 
ation of this new home is a necessity. 

Mr. STEELE. The board of managers report that so far from there 
being a decreasing demand it is constantly increasing, and increasing 
in a very large ratio. They so state in their annual report dated the 
2d of January last. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there any other home in Indiana? 

Mr. STEELE. No, sir. 
men 5 Is there objection to the present consideration of 

is bill? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE] whether this bill provides for the erection of a home under 
the auspices of the national Board of Managers; that is, will it receive 
soldiers from other States than Indiana? 

Mr. STEELE, Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think it would be well to have the bill read. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. There is no question at all about its propriety 
if it contains that provision. I wish to say to the House, in answer to 
the question of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN], that 
the State of New York, through the Grand Army of the Republic, has 
built homes for its own soldiers, and yet there are now nearly four 
hundred soldiers that can not find room at the home at Bath. 

Mr. STEELE. That is the condition of affairs throughout the coun- 


try. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I know that is the case in my own State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Has Indiana built any soldiers’ homes of its 
own? 

Mr. STEELE, It has built a soldiers’ orphans’ home, which is more 
than full now. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the appropriation which this bill con- 
tains? 

Mr, STEELE. Only $200,000. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there a provision limiting it to that amount? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The State of Illinois has built a soldiers’ home 
at Springfield, a large and well-appointed institution, and is paying 
all the ex of it out of the State treasury. | 

Mr. STEELE. So I understand. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And I do not know but that if this bill passes I 
shall ask to have that Illinois institution turned over to the General 
Government. 

Mr. BIGGS. I would like to have the bill read. 

Mr. BURROWS. It was read yesterday. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Affairs 
gave this measure very careful consideration before theyd ecided to re- 
port it favorably. Therecan be no reasonable objection to the bill and 
it ought to pass. 

Mr. BIGGS. I withdraw the demand for the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. There are several amendments, which will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Section 1, line 7, strike out “three hundred and twenty" and insert “ two 
hundred" (meaning acres of land]. 

Section 3, line 9, after the word“ building,” insert and shall supply an ade- 
quate quantity of such gas free of cost to Government.” 

on 4, line 1, strike out and fifty; making the sum £200,000, instead of 


The amendments were severally to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. STEELE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pees and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ABBIE SHARP. 


Mr. RICE. I ask unanimous consent that the bill (H. R. 4775) for 
the relief of Abbie Sharp, formerly Abbie Gardner, be taken from the 
Private Calendar and put on its passage. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay the sum of $2. out of any moneyin the 
of the United States not otherwise appro’ |, to Abbie , formerly Abbie 
ardner, who was captured and whose was killed b; © Sioux 
at Spirit Lake, in the State of Iowa, on the sth day of March, A. D. 1857. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FREEDMEN OF THE CHOCTAW NATION. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, with accompanying paper, a report from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs on the present condition of freedmen 
of the Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory, and submitting a draught of a 
proposed bill for their relief; which was referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting an amended estimate from the Secre- 
tary of State of the appropriation for expenses of hae, and search- 
ing for records in French spoliation claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DAMAGES TO SCHOONER SARAH C. WHARF. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary ofthe Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the United States 
Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries of fe ahd nia to pay ravage 
sustained by the schooner Sarah C. Wharf by collision with the 
Commission steamer Fish Hawk; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were read a first and second time, and referred asin- 
dicated: 

The bill (S. 2039) for the relief of the Albemarle and Chesapeake 
Canal Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 437) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, surviving partner 
of the firm of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equipments to the Ancient and 
Honorable Artillery Company; when the Speaker signed the same. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I call for the regular order. I move that the 
morning hour for the call of committees be dispensed with, and that 
gentlemen desiring to make reports may file them with the Clerk for 
reference to the appropriate Calendars. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. [rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I understand 
that to-day, immediately after the reading of the Journal, was by spe- 
cial order set apart for the consideration of bills and resolutions re- 
ported from the Committee on Labor. I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] whether any arrangement has been 
made or is contemplated by which the business of the Labor Commit- 
tee may be assigned to some other day. I make this inquiry in the 
absence of the chairman of the Committee on Labor, and because I am 
unable to communicate with him. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As the chairman of the committee is absent, I 
can not communicate with him. All I cansay to the gentleman from 
New Jersey is that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL], the 
chairman of the Labor Committee, introduced a day or two ago a res- 
olution, which was properly referred, looking to the assignment of a 
future day for the business of the committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does the gentleman recollect the date fixed in 
that resolution ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not, 

The SPEAKER. The resolution was introduced on last Monday, 
and according to the recollection of the Chair it provides for the as- 
signment of some day during next week. The Chair thinks it is the 
understanding that such assignment shall be made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Would it be in order, then, for me to ask unan- 
imous consent now that the execution of this special order be deferred 
for one week? > 

The SPEAKER. It will be in order, if the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. MoMILLIN] yields for the motion. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The chairman of the Committee on Labor has al- 
ready taken steps looking to the accomplishment of the object which 
the gentleman from New Jersey seeks. The resolution introduced by 
the chairman of the committee has been regularly referred. I sympa- 
thize with the desire of the gentleman from New Jersey in regard to an 
assignment for that business, but I think the resolution on the sub- 
ject ought to take the regular course. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The regular course, Mr. Speaker, is for the House 
now to proceed with the execution of the order already made; and under 
the regular order the motion of the gentleman from Tennessee would be 
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Fi gay because under the special order there is no morning hour 
. 

The SPEAKER. If the Committee on Labor should call up any bill, 
there would be no morning hour; and unless eee ee een be, 
be made, the only way to prevent the consideration of measures from 
that committee to-day would be to raise the question of consideration 

each bill as called up. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no desire to prolong this discussion or to 
interpose any difficulty. In the absence of the chairman of the com- 
mittee I simply desired to know the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The question is, then, on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCH- 
ANAN] ask unanimous consent that the order with reference to business 
of the Labor Committee be postponed for one week? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair stated, in response to the inquiry of the 
gentleman from New Jersey, that there was a motion pending. The 
gentleman can make his request for unanimous consent if action on the 
pending motion be suspended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems to me there ought to be some arrangement 
about this matter. 5 

Mr. MoMILLIN. There will be no difficulty about it. There was 
an understanding that a future day would be assigned. That under- 
standing, I infer from all that has occurred, is satisfactory to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Labor; and therefore I have made this motion. 
4 Mr. DIN GLET. If that is the understanding, I am perfectly satis- 

ied. p 
Mr. BUCHANAN. That is the information I desired to elicit. 


Mr. TARSNEY. The chairman of the committee [Mr. O'NEILL, of 


Missouri] is here now. Let us hear from him. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair ascertains that May 22 is the day des- 
ignated in the resolution offered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The understanding between the chair- 


man of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. MILLS] and myself 


was that the day for the consideration of reports from the Committee 
on Labor should be deferred until Tuesday next. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam ectly content. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That was the understanding. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why not ask unanimous consent now that the day 
which has been suggested be fixed? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I will ask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The resolution was referred to the Committee on 
Rules; why not let the matter rest in that shape? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It was the understanding that they 
would report the resolution back and give us that day. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Does the committee agree to report it back? 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. We understand from members of the 
Committee on Rules that there will be no difficulty about it. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, that 


the morning hour for the consideration of reports be dispensed with, 
and that leave be granted to file reports with the Clerk, it was agreed to. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 


consideration of bills raising revenue. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 


on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and resumed 


the consideration of the tariff bill. 
Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, a prominent question is 


now agitating the publie mind, which largely affects both labor and 
Its ramifications penetrate into all the varied industries of the 


capital. 
country, which make up the bulk of our prosperity. That one question 
may be summed up in the proposition that if MILIS of Texas does not 


shut up, most of the other mills of the country will have to. If this 


mentionjof the name of the honorable chairman of the Ways and Means 


Committee should be considered offensive or unparliamentary, I apol- 


ogize for it in advance. 

That the industries of the nation during the deluge of debate 
upon the tariff question have been much disturbed is thoroughly well 
known; and the interests involved are to-day anxiously looking for the 
course of legislation in Congress upon this momentous question, whether 
the over-swollen Treasury shall be relieved by a reduction of the tariff 
which at the same time will tend to paralyze the manufacturing in- 
dustries, and thus produce more financial disasters than would exist 
were the present surplus to be maintained or increased, or whether the 
surplus should be reduced by a reduction in internal-revenue taxation 
or by the purchase and retirement of national bonds, or by a wise dis- 
tribution of the surplus funds in internal improvements. This sub- 
ject is well worthy the consideration of every patriotic and thoughtful 


man. 

That the present tariff system is by no means perfect will be admitted 
by every one acquainted with its practical operations. Its so-called in- 
iquities have recently been embalmed in quotations of prose and poetry 
by more than a score of able speakers, while another score have con- 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


tended that the protective system which underlies the present tariff, 
inaugurated more than a century ago, under which our 
tional wealth has increased from $13,000,000,000 in 1860 to over $43, - 
000,000,000 in 1880, is not to be rudely overthrown by any party or 
power not in sympathy with that system by which our country has 
been so largely benefited. : 


ive system and in favor of a modified system which they ca 


te na- 


This is the issue now presented before thisCongress and the country 


and upon which the next Presidential election will undoubtedly turn, for 
the Democratic party which presents this tariff bill before this House 
and before the country have, by the message of the President elected by 


that party and otherwise, practically declared itself against the yale 
trade, but which is the opening wedge to what may properly be called 
free trade. 

That question not only affects the manufacturing industries of the 
country, but it also largely affects its agricultural interests. 

It is my privilege, Mr. Chairman, to represent in this Congress a 
district composed of one county in the State of New York, named after 
that honored Democrat, James Monroe, and which is the second county 
in the United States in point of agricultural importance, having an area 
of nearly 350,000 acres, and divided into nearly 6,000 farms. All the 
agricultural products incident to that section of the country are in- 
cluded in the crops of these farms, and among the live-stock are to-day 
nearly 60,000 sheep. While it may be true that in certain sections of 
our country, in the far West, that are wholly agricultural, a less active 
interest is felt in a protective tariff than exists in the East, this can 
not be said of the section which I have the honor to represent, because 
of its nearness to the Canadian border, where large quantities of agri- 
cultural products are raised, which under any system approximating 
to free trade would come directly in conflict with like products raised 
in Western New York. 

In addition to the importance of our agricultural products our manu- 
facturing establishments number nearly twelve hundred, affording em- 


ployment to about twenty-five thousand men, to whom is paid annually 


about $6,000,000 in wages, while the capital invested in our manu- 
facturing concerns amounts to about $30,000,000, The value of our 
farm products during the year preceding the census of 1880 was nearly 
$6,400,000, while the products of our manufacturing establishments 


aggregated but a little less than $30,000,000, and the annual consump- 
tion of material therein was about $20,000,000, 


The population of Monroe County to-day is full 200,000, and is esti- 
mated to be nearer 225,000, so that it needs no argument to show that 
the interests of my constituency are deeply concerned in any measure 
proposing a change in the tariff system. P 

The timidity of capital is proverbial,” “Wealth is but consoli- 
dated labor.“ No more striking illustration of the truth of these prov- 
erbs can be had than in the fact so widely known and which ry been 
chronicled far and wide in the press of both parties, that capital and 
labor throughout our country are to-day seriously agitated upon the 
tariff question. Men fear to embark in any new enterprise which this 
question affects, or even to expand enterprises already established, for 
fear that pending legislation may affect the security of the one or the 
welfare and prosperity of the other. 

My district is a hive,of industry, embracing the manufactures of 
much the larger part of all things created by the hand of man that are 
necessary to the comfort of mankind. In that district is consumed 
large quantities of the wool of Ohio, Texas, and other States, the cot 
ton of the South, the iron and coal of Pennsylvania, the silver of the 
mines of New Mexico and Nevada, and the gold of California, while 
from our harbor, ranking second upon the south shore of Lake Onta- 
rio, is shipped immense quantities of coal from the mines of Pennsyl- 
vania and vast amounts of the products of our soil and manuſactories. 

We produce the choicest nursery stock, and the seeds of the rarest 
flowers; we compete with Europe in the finest of optical works, and 
in the production of some of the finer fabrics, while the clothing and 
shoes of the city of Rochester may be found in every city and State in 
our country, and upon the persons of both the rich and the poor. 

I maintain, Mr. Chairman, that these interests, which are but a type 
of those found in other cities throughout the land, demand a continance 
of our established policy of protection, and their past prosperity and 
present welfare is a loud protest against the. recently developed free- 
trade policy of the Cobden Club as exemplified by the present position 
of the Democratic party. We believe that a policy which has insured 
the success and prosperity which has made the city of Rochester famous 
throughout our country is good enough forthe whole country and should 
be maintained. 

There is no doubt that the inventive genius of the American nation, 
which gives it its foremost rank to-day among the nations of the world 
in all labor-saving appliances employed in manufactures, has been 

y stimulated by the protective system. ‘The Centennial Exposi- 


tion of 1876, held in the city of Philadelphia, opened the eyes of many 
people from abroad to the wonderful resources of the United States in 
regard to their inventive genius, and this led to the introduction abroad 
of samples of many of the classes of labor-saving inventions which have 
there been copied and put into active use, and this has led to a large 
development in European countries of their manufacturing industries 
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and to a cheapening of labor, which has largely reduced the price of 
European products. that now we are face to face with the cheap 
products of Europe which have been practically brought about by the 
protected Jabor and genius of the United States, The importance or 
this fact ought to be well understood in considering whether the pro- 
tective system should be further maintained. 

Free wool appears to be the corner-stone of this Democratic edifice of 
free-trade, with a protective tariff of 40 per cent. upon the manufact- 
ured products; but this would destroy the wool-growing industry of 
the United States, including the large wool interests of the State which 
has for one of its Representatives the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. His responsibility for this action he must settle 
with his constituents. 

The duty on clothing wool of the cheaper class, valued at not ex- 

ing 30 cents a pound, is 10 cenjsa pound; which, at the maximum 
value, is 33} per cent. ad valorem. . 

The duty on manufactures of wool not specially enumerated, valued 
at not exceeding 80 cents a pound, is 35 cents a pound and 35 per cent. 
ad valorem. Those rates, at the value stated, of 80 cents a pound, 
amount to 78 per cent. ad valorem. Deducting the duties of 33 per 
cent. on the wool leaves a net duty on the goods of 45 per cent. ad vs- 
orem. On clothing, ready-made, the duty is 5 per cent. more, or 50 
per cent. ad valorem. 

The duty proposed by the Mills bill (with free wool) on woolen goods 
not enumerated is 40 per cent. ad valorem. The value of the pretense 
that this proposed tariff will give cheaper clothing to the poor and the 
laboring class can therefore be fairly estimated, especially when it is 
borne in mind that the average rate of duty proposed by that bill is 
about 41 per cent. ad valorem, 

Free wool under these circumstances means a destruction of our wool- 
growing interests, a reduction of duty on woolen goods not sufficient to 
destroy the manufacturers and entirely too small to be of any practi- 
cal benefit to the laboring class, Neither the manufacturers nor the 
wool growers are found here clamoring for the proposed change. They 
are content to let well enough alone, and I have been informed by re- 
liable sources that on some classes of with a duty of 40 per cent. 
ad valorem and free wool the duty would be entirely prohibitory, be- 
cause the goods cam be made in the United States at a less cost than 

` they can be made in Europe with a 40 per cent, duty added. The 
proposition of free wool under these circumstances is base hypocrisy so 
far as concerns the cheaper clothing of the laboring classes. 

I have heard it stated that my distinguished and honored friend from 
Texas, the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, once on a 
time in a city within the Republican State of Rhode Island, said that 
such a thing as a seamless sock has not been made in the United States, 
and they were only made in Europe by a secret process, the secret be- 
ing carefully guarded, and that they could not possibly be made in this 
county, and that it is foolish to maintain the duty upon them, ete. I 
beg at this point to read a letter which I have received, and it is in- 
troduced to be followed by an object-lesson to my friend and to those 
who have been misled by his false teachings. Here is the letter, and 
here is the object-lesson: 

8 ROCHESTER, N. T., May 14, 1888. 

Dran Sir: We take the liberty of writing you, as the member of Congress 
from our district to direct your attention to the effect the Mills tariff bill, if 
passed in its present form, would have upon the industry in which we are en- 
gaged. Weemploy about two hundred and fifty persons in the manufacture of 


seamless hosiery, and should this bill become a law would be obliged either to 

force our operatives to accept much less wages, or close our factory, At present 

prices our operatives make only a fair living, but should we be compelled to 

compete with the factories of Europe manufacturing similar goods, with their 
poorly paid labor, we can not ses how they could earn enough to keep body 
and soul together. 

We understand Mr. Mills at a meeting held on the 19th of February last, at 
Providence, R. I., stated that seamless hosiery was not made in this country, 
but manufactured entirely in Europe by a secret process. To disabuse your 
mind of this erroneous statement should it haye come to your ears, we herewith 
send you a few pairs of the hose made in our factory. There are about five 
hundred factories in this country engaged in making these goods. All of these 
factories, we believe, would be seriously crippled, if not compelled to close their 
doors by the re of this bill. Trusting you will use your utmost efforts to 
effect the defeat of this pernicious measure, we remain, 

Yours, very respectfully, 
ROCHESTER HOSIERY COMPANY, 
By E. W. OSBURN, President. 

Hon. CHARLES S. BAKER, Washington, D. C. 

These goods now exhibited are of wool, protected wool, loyal wool, 
and are manufactured in my city. They display the colors of the Amer- 
ican flag—red, white, and blue. If my friend will visit my city during 
the coming campaign I will take pleasure in making his stay pleasant 
in a social way, and introduce him to the factory and to the fair hands 
that daily turn out these goods by the thousand. The larger ones may 
be sufficient in size to meet the needs of any gentleman from Texas, 
or from any part of that warm section of our country which is so 
potential in the management of affairs, and which is so largely repre- 
sented on the Committee on Ways and Means. [Laughter.] If the 
bill now under consideration should by any unforeseen calamity become 
a law, the larger ones would be sufficient to hold the scant surplus left 
in the Treasury after a brief operation of the law if his anticipations 
shall be realized and he be not mistaken in the effect of his own bill, 

` while the smaller ones would be far too ample for the scant remem- 


brances of affection likely to be bestowed upon him at next Christmas 
tide by the industries he is endeavoring in his peculiar way to ‘‘assist.’? 
[Renewed laughter.] Ihave the honor to present these tomy friend 
trom Texas. They will prove to him to be the only samples of free 
wool upon which his eyes will ever feast. [Laughter.] If he chooses 
he may divide these samples, sending the red ones to the President, the 
white ones to the Speaker, and the blue ones he may retain for himself, 
as typical of his feelings at the end of the session when he beholds the 
defeat of the measure on which he has staked the fortunes of his party. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Ina made by the honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] in my city during the last Presidential canvass he had 
much to say about the protective policy of the political party with 
which he was then affiliated. He attempted to convince my people 
that the party to which he then belonged was not a free-trade party. 
I hope he will visit our city again this fall, and if he will tell the 
people the truth as to his former political associates (which he no 
doubt sadly regrets he did not do then), I assure him that the majority 
of 5,076 then given for the Republican ticket will be swollen to 7,500, 
especially if our candidate shall be able to steer clear of alliterating 
divines during his canvass. I but voice the sentiments of my people 
when advising a repeal or a material modification of internal-revenue 
taxes at the very earliest day practicable. They are inquisitorial in 
their nature, fetter the products of our own country, are antagonistic 
to the principles of both of the great political parties as they existed 
at the time of their adoption, and were only created to meet the neces- 
sities of the war—a necessity which no longer exists. [Applause. ] 

We would be glad to have the inequalities of the tariff revised, but 
it looks as if any such action will have to wait for the Fifty-first Con- 
gress to have it wisely done, as at that time [ confidently expect that 
the party with which I have the honor to be identified will administer 
the reins of Government, and so shape the course of legislation. Mean- 
while we may observe the entire lack of awise and statesmanlike course 
pursued by our Democratic friends in upholding their professions pre- 
sented to the country in other lines than those of tariff as a justifica- 
tion of our lack of confidence in any revision of the tariff which they 
could possibly make. Their so-called civil-service reform has become the 
laughing-stock of the country. Tlieir administration of the postal laws 
and regulations, both as concerns our domestic intercourse and those 
affecting our intercourse with Canada, have been the subject of loud 
complaints from many quarters. It would seem as if that were 
the lineal descendants of the gentleman who stood on the corner of one 
of the streets in Jerusalem and thanked God that he was not as other 
men were, and then went off and exemplified by his life and actions 
that he was below the level of his fellow-men. 

The nearness of my district to the Canadian border necessarily makes 
intimate relations between the interests of my constituents and those 
of our neighbors residing upon the otherside of our boundary. On the 
2d day of last month I introduced a resolution into this House calling 
attention to the situation at that date of the breach of faith of the Ca- 
nadian Government in exacting duties upon nursery stock and seeds, 
which were put upon our free-list in 1883. That resolution is as fol- 
lows: 

Whereas “ Her Majesty, by and with the advice and consent of the Senato 
and House of Commons of Canada,” did by due statutory enactment, assented 
to May 15, 1879, provide that “any or all of the following articles, that is to say, 
animals of all kinds, green fruit, hay, straw, bran, seeds of all kinds, 
including. potatoes and other roots; plants, trees, and shrubs, coal and coke, 
salt, hops, wheat, peas and beans, barley, rye, oats, Indian corn, buckwheat, 
and all other grain; flour of wheat and flour of rye, Indian meal and oatmeal, 
and flour or meal of any other grain; butter, ak . fish (salted or smoked), 
lard, tallow, meats (fresh, salted, or smoked), and lumber, may be imported 
into Canada free of duty, or ata less rate of duty than is provided by this act, 
upon proclamation of the governor in council, which may be issued whenever 
it appears to his satisfaction that similar articles from Canada may be imported 
into the United States free of duty, or at a rate of duty not exceeding that pay- 
able on the same under such proclamation when imported into Canada; and 

Whereas the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled did, by act approved March 3, 1883, duly pro- 
vide that plants, trees, shrubs, and vines of all kinds, and seeds of all Kinds, 
fresh fish, fruits, en, ripe, or dried, eggs, and a large number of articles spe- 
cifically named should be admitted into the United States free of duty; in con- 


uence whereof it appears that large quantities of plants, trees, shrubs, vin 

— seeds, CEES, aggregating in value in the year 1835 $1,831,000; in the vane 
1886, $1,728,000; in the year 1587, $1,827,000, and great quantities of fish and other 
products of the Dominion of Canada have been imported into the United States 
duty free, while that government has neglected, failed, and refused to keep or 
observe Her Majesty's standing offer of reciprocity in respect of the articles 
specified, or of many of them, and have, as is alleged, exacted large sums by 
way of duty upon many of the articles specified, which have been imported into 
Canada from the United States; and have, as is alleged, levied and ad 
valorem duties upon American goods at the actual retail Rice or valueat which 
such are sold for home consumption even when shipped, imported, and 
sold in large quantities at wholesale prices, notwithstanding and in disregard 
and violation of the spirit and letter of the Canadian statutes; and 

Whereas it is ed on the of Canadian officials that the citizens of the 


and products imported into the United States from Canada free of duty during 
the patare yom, and also the quantities of similar goods and products ex- 
ported from United States into Canada during the same perii 

with astatementin detail, showing the amount of d specificand orem, 
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justment of the differences resulting from such breach of faith on the part of the 
Canadian Government. 

Resolved, further, That the Committeeon Ways and Means report to the House 
within ten days a bill providing: 

First. For an ad valorem duty of 25 per cent. upon all plants, trees, shrubs, and 
vines of all kinds imported into the United States from the Dominion of Canada. 


Second. F. pecific duty of 5 ts dozen imported. 

Third. Fors —— ife duty of 1 cont a Leo ä 

Fourth, That in all cases a duty shall be imposed upon all goods and products 
now on the free-list whenever similar goods and products are subject to duty 
under the laws of Canada, at a rate equal to that imposed thereunder. 

Fifth. That ad valorem duties imposed by the laws of the United States on 
goods, erer bez merchandise imported from foreign countries shall be as- 
sessed upon the actual retail price or value at which such goods are sold for 
home Ae Fen spec in the country np rec aeon or export, whenever in the 
country of such production or export ad valorem duties upon , wares, and 
merchandise imported into such country from the United States are assessed upon 
the retail price or value at which such goods are sold for home consumption in 
the United States. 

This resolution was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and, under the rules of the House, should have been reported within 
seven days, but thus far no report has been made; but, in common with 
the many petitionsand communications that have been sent to that com- 
mittee in behalf of American industries, it has, I fear, slept the sleep 
that knows no waking. Despairing of any action of the committee, I 
addressed the Canadian authorities upon the subject, and deem it but 
fair to state that they have since, somewhat reluctantly, declared nur- 
sery stock free, and, by a later proclamation, have also put seeds on 
their free-list. 

Nevertheless, Iam assured that there has been inaugurated in the 
Canadian House of Commons a measure to restore the duty upon some 
or all of those articles of commerce, while the people of the Dominion 
continue to avail themselves, and, with confidence of uninterruption, 
of the privileges accorded by the measures adopted by our Congress for 
their benefit. 

During the three years last past we have paid for eggs from Canada 
$5,386,000, while the products of the great American hen have gone 
entirely unprotected. 

Can these things be, and overcome us like a summer cloud, without 
our special wonder?“ 

Early in the present session I introduced a bill to correct the injus- 
tice under which two large industries in my city suffer under the pres- 
ent tariff, which bill was referred to the Ways and Means Committee. 
The merits of the case were made plain ina letter which I had printed 
and presented to the committee, which letter I will read, because it 
gives facts which should be understood by this House and by the coun- 


ROCHESTER, N. X., January 26, 1888. 
Hon. C. S. BAKER, 
House of Representatives. 


Sin: As constituents of yours doing business at Rochester, N. Y., we desire 

to submit for your consideration, and through you to call the attention of Con- 

to certain facts and statements in support of the bill (H. R. 5660) introduced 

Éy you into the House of Representatives on January 23. 1888, to regulate the 

admission into the United States of photographic print-paper, which bill was 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Our business consists in the preparation of this class of paper by special treat- 
ment for the use of photographers. The plain paper of this grade is all made 
at two milis, one situated near Lyons, France, and the other one at Malmedy, 
Germany. The difficulties attendant upon its manufacture have been so great, 
and the consumption of the paper so 5 small, that the two mills 
specified have for the past ten or fifteen years practically monopolized its man- 
ufacture and, no doubt, will continue to do so. Some efforts have been made to 
manufacture it in the United States, but because of the small quantity of it used 
and the difficulties connected with its manufacture these efforts have not been 
crowned with success. 

From 1861 to 1883 the duty on this class of paper was 35 a cent. ad valorem, 
and under the tariff of 1883, now in force, it is 25 per cent., it being included un- 
der the provision for paper not otherwiseprovided for,” so that for over twenty- 
five years there has been a substantial protective a on this class of peper, 
sufticient to develop its production in this country if there was any like hood 
of its being made a profitable branch of industry. It is of a peculiar character, 
readily distingu: le from any other grade or class of = by any expert in 
paper, quite as much so as printing-paper, unsized, used for books and news- 

exclusively,” or“ paper si or glued, suitable only for pigs papar,” 
for each of which classes special provision is made in the tariff at rates of duty 
far below those fixed on the general class of paper not specially named in the 


Photographic print r commands a very high price, costing, delivered in 
New York paio a ph eg from 50 to 55 cents per pound. When imported in 
sheets the name of the manufacturer is im in a water-mark on each 
sheet, and when imported in rolls the water-mark appears on every 3 feet of the 
roll, Aside, however, from its distinguishing characteristics, its price is so high 
as to make it unsuitable for any other use than its legitimate one of printing 
pictures from negatives taken by photographers. There would, 

no danger to the revenue in giving this e of paper a separate classification 
under tariff, no more so an in the case of paper for books and newspapers 
and printing-paper, and the special provisions made in the tariff for these classes 
of paper have been attended with no difficulties in the way of their execution, 
the o ter of the paper being found to be a sufficient test to determine its 
classification. This statement will apply with equal force to photographic print 


T, 
P Before the paper is available for the uses to which it is to be applied, it 
must undergo several processes. One is called albumenizing, which consists 
in coating the paper with the white of . Another is in coating the paper 
with a mixture of gelatine and bromide of silver. This process is called 
tizing. The paper is imported in three conditions, namely, a, abumenized, 
and sensitized, It is sold to photographers only in two conditions: first, 
tized, in which condition it is ready for use; and, second, albumenized. When 
sold in the latter condition the photographer himself performs the work of sensi- 
tizing. The business of albuminizing and 8 the United States 
was commenced only a few years since, but has al: y become an important 
branch of industry, and with proper encouragement can be enlarged both for 
our own and — Abe markets. 
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Messrs. D. Hovey’s Sons, one of the firms whose names are attached hereto, 
are engaged in the business of albumenizing the paper, and in this work they 
have been accustomed to use from six hundred to a thousand dozen of r 
day, the whites of the eggs only being used for this purpose, the yelks Seine 
barreled and ship; to Gloversville, N. Y., to be used in dressing leather for 
the manufacture of gloves. This gives a large market to the uay products 
of that region, and is a material help to the farming interests. In their business 
they have been accustomed to employ as many as 100 hands, and about the 
same number are employed by the Eastman Company, the other firm signing 
this memorial. The latter firm, in their business of sensitizing paper, use about 
$5,000 worth of silver per month, or $60,000 per year. 

The machinery they use is intricate and expensive, and it has been invented 
and patented by persons connected with the company. It is only by their su- 
perior processes, aided by their machinery, that they have at all been able to 
compete with the foreign product, the foreigners having the great advantage 
of cheap materials and cheap labor. In additiontosupplying the home market, 
the Eastman Company are exporters of coated paper, and if they could 
have their raw r free and a reasonable duty on their finished product, they 
could command a very much larger trade abroad. They paid duty last year 
amounting to some $2,000 on paper which they had coated and which was ex- 
oreign countries, which duty was not returned to them by way of 


fairs, was already struggling for existence, and we believe that no argument is 
nece to convince you or any other member of Congress that the present 
condition of the tariff in this respect should not be permitted to continue, but 
that a duty sufficient to encourage the domestic manufacturer should be placed 
on the paper, leaving the plain paper to be placed on the free-list or to 
bear a very low rate of duty. Wedo not seek to have the duty on the finished 
article placed so high as to increase the cost to the ultimate consumer; but we 
do ask that we may be placed in a ition where we can furnish the article to 
the consumer somewhere near as cheaply as the foreigner does. 

As the tariff now stands, the foreign albumeni paper can be delivered 
here at a cost of $ less than the article coated in the United States. If the plain 
paper is put at the same rate of duty as the albuimenized, the foreign article 
could be delivered here for $4 a ream less than the — coated here. If the 
plain paper is made free of duty and the coated article is put at 15 per cent. Ad 
valorem the cost of the foreign article would be $2.50 per ream less than that 
made here. If the plain paper is put at 15 per cent. ad valorem and the coated 
article at 25 per cent. ad valorem the foreign article can be delivered here for 
$2 perream less than the home product, If the plain paper is made free of duty 
and the coated paper 25 per cent. ad valorem the foreign article can still be de- 
livered here for 60 cents less than the article coated in the United States. Group - 
ing these statements and numbering them for ready reference we have: 

No. 1. (Same as now) $5 against American industry, 

No. 2. (Both at 15 per cent.) #4 against, 

No. 3, (Plain free, 15 per cent.) $2.50 against. 

No, 4. (Plain 15 per cent., 25 per cent.) $2 against. 

No. 5. (Plain free, coated 25 per cent.) 60 cents against, 

The pro tions that we favor the most, and which should be adopted as a 
matter of fairness and justice to domestic interests, are those marked three and 
five, in both of which the plain paper is made free and the coated paper is put 
at 15 or 25 per cent, ad valorem. A duty of 15 percent, on the coated paper, with 
plain paper free of duty, would be a substan! benefit to us; but the only 
change which would really meet the situation and establish both branches of our 
business on a positive basis would be the admission of the plain paper free of 
duty, and a duty of 25 per cent. ad valorem on the coated article. 

e y ask that you urge upon the Committee on Ways and Means 
and upon the other members of Congress, that a provision of the character last 
ears be embodied in any tariff bill which may be adopted by Congress. 


11 
„ you™ p. HOVEY SONS, axp 
THE EASTMAN DRY-PLATE AND FILM Co., 
Of Rochester, New York. 

This communication, as well as the bill introduced by me to correct 
that manifest injustice, like the resolution before mentioned, are both 
enjoying that endless sleep in the committee-room so fatal to many 
other remonstrances of like character. The Mills bill takes no notice 
ofthe proposed measure, nor does it propose to interfere with the foreign 
productions of which my friends are competitors, though one of the 
firms signing the petition uses one thousand dozen of eggs a week in 
the process of albumenizing photographic paper, and the other uses 
$5,000 worth of silver a month in sensitizing paper for use in photog- 
raphy. 

15 it good policy to allow such industries to languish and die, em- 

loying as they do about two hundred hands, on which some seven 
fondred or more people are dependent for their daily bread? I say, 
and with a reverential spirit, that the prayer taught us by our Divine 
Master is, ‘‘Give us this day our daily bread,” but that is subject to 
the caution that the Lord helps those who help themselves, and to the 
further command that charity, which is the greatest of all virtues, 
begins at home. 

I do not intend to fail in impressing upon this House, even at the 
hazard of repetition, the importance of the relations which exist be- 
tween Western New York and Canada. And on that point it will be 
well to observe the recent master stroke of diplomacy by which our 
Postmaster-General, coming as he does from that State where rural and 
backwoods simplicity not wholly Jeffersonian is supposed to prevail, 
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has secured an amendment to the recent postal treaty between our 
Government and the Dominion of Cauada, by which the rates of post- 
age on merchandise both ways are largely increased, and for which the 
people of both countries will undoubtedly bless their respective but 
not respected Postmasters-General. [Applause on the Republicanside.] 

Executive Document 293, of May 3, is respectfully recommended to 
the House and the country for consideration in this connection. Nor 
must I fail to mention the policy our Canadian friends have seen fit to 
pursue in the matter of their valuation of our imports. I have caused 
to be examined the various tariffs of the nations of the world, and, so 
far as they make distinct mention of the subject, they are in accord 
with our own, which fixes the ad vaiorem duties upon the wholesale 
price of the commodity in the markets of the country of production. 
This rule is in accordance with the laws of trade, as all commercial 
transactions of any moment are based on that rule. But Canada has 
seen fit to make a very harassing exception to this rule, and imposes 
her duties upon the retail value at which the goods are sold for con- 
sumption in the countries of production, and as the United States in 
the great bulk of her common necessities is the only country she has 
to deal with, it means an assessment of duty upon the retail value, the 
value at which goods enter into daily consumption in the homes, and 
not in the markets, of the United States. 

The New York Tribune of Monday, May 14, instant, contained an 
able letter by Mr. Joseph Nimmo, jr., upon the subject of our com- 
mercial relations with Canada, which should be read by every one. In 
his comments upon that letter the editor, in the same issue, said: 


OUR NORTHERN NEIGHBOR, 


Mr. Nimmo’s letter published on another page contains information that is 
pan needed by Congress and the country. It treats of the relations of the 
minion of Canada to Great Britain and the United States, and of various vio- 
lations of treaty law and covenanted reciprocity. Senator FRYE late in January 
fent to the Committee on Foreign Relations resolutions of inquiry respecting 
these abuses, and this letter virtually supplies the information which was then 
called for, It also refers in detail to the grievances which Representatives 
DINGLEY, NUTTING, and BAKER have brought to light inthe House, Mr. Nimmo 
is not only master of the subject, but also of his temper. The relations of the 
Dominion to the United States are discussed with as much dignity as intelli- 
gence, and his statements of fact are not vitiated by asingle unfriendly expres- 
sion or the faintest reference to the subject of annexation. : 

Some of the specific counts in the indictment against Canada may be brieãy 
mentioned. By un order of council a rebate of 18 cents per ton has been allowed 
on the tolls on grain passing through the Welland and St. Lawrence canals, if 
shipment be made to Montreal. This isa premium offered for the diversion of 
American commerce from American seaports and transportation lines. This 
is an open infraction of article 27 of the treaty of Washington, and should be 
met by the immediate imposition of a tonnage tax on all Canadian vessels pass- 
ing through the Sault Ste. Marie Canal. In like manner the international ar- 
rangements relating to the transit trade, which is of immense value to Canadian 
corporations, are violated in Manitoba, where the Dominion Government re- 
fuses to allow grain to be ship) in bond over American railroads to Montreal, 
For five years Canada has failed to place on the free-list various articles from 
which gay was 3 taken off in the United States when the tariff was re- 
vised; and this neglect is in direct violation of an act passed by the Dominion 
Parliament in 1879 providing for reciprocity in this respect whenever the same 
articles should be admitted from Canada without payment of duty, Other in- 
stances of bad faith are given in connection with a brief summary of the denial 
of commercial privil to American fishermen in Canadian harbors, 

The conclusion of the whole matter is this: Canada has been allowed to im- 
pose upon the forbearance and good nature of the United States, The restraints 
of international law and the en; ments of reciprocal compacts do not inter- 
fere with sharp practice by which temporary advantages may be secured for the 
commerce of the Dominion. The ambitious designs of Canada have been pur- 
sued in a particularly aggressive 12 55 since the present Administration has 
been in power in Washington. Its Government and railway corporations have 

„acted on the principle that any favor that might be wanted would readily be 
granted by the eand ury Departments, and that no indignities or out- 
ra) offered to fishermen would be resented, and that no commercial privileges 
withheld in violation of positive en, ments would be demanded under men- 
ace of retaliation. The time is rapidly approaching when retaliation must be 
the anwer to every act of injustice and every infringement upon the principles 
of international comity. Canada, by persisting in taking advan of Ameri- 
can tolerance and magnanimity, must in the end exhaust the patience of the 
powerful nation which freely and generously shares with it all the advantages 
of its geographical position. 


I take pleasure, Mr. Chairman, in commending to this House and to 
the country these matters, believing that if the people’s Representa- 
tives much longer neglect their duty in respect of these things, the 
poopie will in thunder tones be heard in condemnation of all those who 

y vote and voice shall strike down our American industries for the 
benefit of those of Canada or of any other Government. 

Let me ask, Mr. Chairman, are we as a nation ready to admit the 
people and the industries of Canada or of any other country to all the 
rights, benefits, and privileges of our country; to the enjoyment with- 
out let or hinderance of our markets upon the thin pretext that we must 
needs have a free foreign market for our surplus products, and with- 
out imposing any of the duties and obligations under which every 
American citizen rests? 

It has been stated that England’s labor produces in twelve days all 
that is required for a year’s consumption. If that be true, what won- 
der, then, that England, backed by her Cobden Club and her American 
allies, should engage in the great effort now being made to command 
the markets of the New World for the surplus of her cheap and under- 
paid labor? The debate upon this all-absorbing topic, able, exhaustive, 
destined, in my judgment, torank as the greatest of modern times, has 
impressed me as calling for but one of two results. While the pending 
bill professes to be only a modification of the existing tariff the logic of 
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all the arguments in favor of it is irresistably towards free trade by the 
shortest route possible under existing circumstances. 

While the voice of the great masses who unfortunately are represented 
by the minority upon this floor is overwhelmingly opposed to the bill 
“as tending to break down the barriers which defend American labor 
from competition with the pauper labor of Europe and Asia, and to 
reduce the families of the American workingmen to the foreign level 
of cheapness and poverty, I may be permitted at this point to intro- 
duce tables (for which I am indebted to our worthy Chief of the Bureau 
of Statistics, Col. W. F. Switzler) illustrating the comparative weight 
of influence of those now asserting the right to control the future of 
our American industries as against the great North, the West, and the 
East, where the bulk of our industries are located. If the gentlemen 
now engaged in this great rebellion ’’ against the prosperity of our 
industrial interests would display equal zeal in inviting the industry 
and enterprise that have combined to make us great as a nation to 
locate in and spread over the ‘‘Sunny South,” we should see in less 
than 2 decade a new order of things there, and the Cobden Club woul 
look in yain for recruits upon the floors of Congress. P 

Observe these tables. They are freighted with interesting and sug- 
gestive figures. 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, 
Washington, D. C., May 15, 1888. 
Sir: In compliance with your request, I have the honor to transmit to you 
herewith the following tables, compiled from the census of 1880, to wit: 


Table A, showing the value of farm products in each State and Territory of 
the United States. 

Table B, showing the capital invested, number of employés, amount of wages 
paid, and value of the products of manufactures in each State and Territory of 
the Unisa — 

pectfully, yours, 
eis WM. F. SWITZLER, 
Ús Chief of Bureau. 

Hon. CHARLES S. Baker, M. C., 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


A.—Table showing the value of farm productions in cach State and Territory of the 
United States according to the census of 1880. 
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value of all 
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ductions. 


States and Territories. 
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035,228 

Dakota. . . .. 5, 648, 814 

District of Columbia. 514, 441 

Idaho. 5 1,515, 314 

Illinois 203, 980, 137 

i 114, 707, 082 

136, 103, 473 

52, 240, 361 

91, 159, 888 

49, 468, 951 

2, 024, 923 

31, 708, 914 

— 2, 855, 449 

29, 650, 756 

1, 897, 974 

178, 025, 695 

3 — 156, 777, 152 

Oregon..... 13, 234, 548 

Pennsylvania. 129, 760, 476 

Utah. . . 3,337, 410 

Washington 4.212. 750 

Wisconsin 
Wyoming. . 
lobe ͤ — recon seeeeee 
Total United States 
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B.— Table showing the capital invested, the number of employés, the amount of wages 
paid, and the value of the products of manufactures in each late and Territory of 
the United States, according to the census of 1880. 


ED 


$9, 668, 008 $2,500,504 | $13,565,504 
2, 953, 130 925,358 | 6, 756. 159 
15, 655, 822 4,267,349 | 20,514,438 
3.210, 680 1,270,875 | 5,546, 448 
20, 672, 410 5,266,152 | 36, 440,933 
45,813, 039 11, 657,844 | 75,483,377 
11, 462, 463 4,260,371 24,205,183 
53, 742, 384 18,904,965 | 106,708, 563 
4.727.000 1,192,645 | 7518,02 
72, 507; 844 24,309,716 | 165, 386, 205 
13, 045, 639 2,740,768 | 20, 096, 037 
11, 205, 894 2,836,289 | 16,738,008 
20, 092; 845 5,254,773 | 37, 074, 836 
9, 245, 561 3,343,087 | 20,719, 928 
26, 968, 990 7,425,261 | 51, 780, 992 
13, 883, 890 4,313,965 | 22, 867, 126 
704 924 


631, 473, 104 


116, 218, 973 

14, 260, 159 

2, 373, 970 

11, 882, 316 

1,271,317 

414, 864, 673 

148, 006, 411 

71, 045, 926 

150,713, 033 

76, 065, 198 

„ 1, 835, 867 

4,881,150 4, 12, 627,336 

1, 323, 300 577 2,179, 626 

New Jersey 106, 226,593 | 126,038 234, 380, 236 
New Mexico. 463,275 557 1.284, H6 
New York.. 514,246,575 | 531,533 |1 1, 080, 696, 596 
Ohio......... 188, 939,614 | 183,609 348, 298, $90 
Oregon.. 6,312, 056 3,473 10, 931, 232 
Pennsyl 474,510,993 | 387,072 ‘744, 818, 445 
Utah... 2, 656, 657 2, 495 4, 324, 992 
brant S 8, 202, 497 1,147 3, 250,134 
Wisco: ove 738, 821, 802 57,109 128, 255, 489 
Wyoming 264, 673 391 893, 494 


1,710, 260 „631. 947,784 


Total United 
States. 
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Therefore, whenever the tariff is properly revised, whether in its rates 
of duty or in its administrative provisions, it should be revised by its 
friends, it should be done carefully and discreetly and with a reference 
to the wants of our people rather than to those of foreign nations, who, 
however they may supply us with their surplus of population, have 
no identity of interest with us and have no right to absorb our surplus 
of wealth by methods of legalized injustice. 

That the bill now before us is not an honest bill will, I think, be 
apparent to any unprejudiced mind that gives it proper consideration. 
It covers only a portion of the tariff and laps over on to the tariff of 
1883, and so will produce perplexing questions for the De t and 
the courts as to what commodities are dutiable under the old tariff and 
what under the new. 

It would undoubtedly place ores not specified, in the free-list, be- 
cause the provision for mineral substances in a crude state and metals 
unwrought”’ at lines 130 and 131 of the free-list are amply sufficient 
to cover all ores not specified, even though such ores may be mentioned 
in the prior tariff, as it is a familiar principle of law that where astat- 
tte covers the same d as that previously in existence and which 
is repugnant thereto the former statute is repealed. If this action was 
intended, why not come out and declare iron and other ores on the free- 
list; if it was not so intended, why not make it so plain that even a 
Democrat appointed to sit at the receipt of custom by this severely hon- 
est Administration may not administer it without dispute? 

Many features of the bill seem to indicate a series of strikes and 
trades.” First, strike either by omission or commission some promi- 
nent branch of industry. Then wait and see what support can be 
gathered to the other part of the bill by correcting what was inserted 
or by supplying what was omitted. 


The sugar of Louisiana was prominently attacked in the bill first 


produced, as well as the sugar-refining industry, by a strike against 
the drawback on refined sugar, and then when the proper trade has 
been had the strike was struck out, and the sugar schedule was 
amended to meet the wants of those whose votes were desired. 

The sunny section of the South was thus largely favored, as were 
also the interests of that section, by placing cotton-ties for the baling 
of cotton on the free-list, and enhancing the duty on rice, which is 
produced exelusively below the now happily obliterated line which 
formerly marked the ‘‘sections’’ of this country. 

Fair play is a jewel, but no such glittering gem appears to have 
adorned the breast of our Democratic neighbors when defining their 
position on this great question. [Applause.] 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
time of the gentleman from New York may be extended for fifteen 
minutes. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Considering only the facts and the neces- 
sities surrounding us, I shall most regretfully be compelled to object. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Iam very much obliged to the gentle- 
de for making the request, but I had about concluded what I desired 

say. 

Mr. BOUND. Mr. Chairman, during the past two weeks of tariff dis- 
cussion in the House I have been confined to my home by a very severe 
inflammation of one of my eyes, in consequence of which I have not only 
been prevented from attending the regular sessions of Congress, but also 
deprived of the pleasure of perusing the debates on the tariff, as re- 
ported in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, at a cost of about $5,000 to 
$8,000 a day to our heavily burdened tax-payers! Whether Iam to 
be congratulated or commiserated with on this account I leave entirely 
to the judgment of my more fortunate brethren who were able to be 
per Permit me to say, however, in this connection, that I do not 

ieve that anything that has been said, or that may hereafter be ut- 
tered upon this floor, will have theslightest effect in changing or alter- 
ing the vote of a single member in regard to the Mills tariff bill! King 
Caucus has laid down the programme to be followed by the majority, 
and if the party lash can effect it—if the power and patronage of the 
Executive can accomplish it—no change nor alteration in any important 
provision of this bill will be allowed by the majority. 

Thus believing, it would seem to be the part of wisdom to remain 


200 | Silent and content myself with voting against this iniquitous tariff bill 


as a whole, and every part thereof. But, sir, coming as I do from one 
of the largest mining and manufacturing districts in the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, and feeling a deep interest in the prosperity, happi- 
ness, and permanent welfare of a generous constituency, I would con- 
sider myself false and recreant to every obligation devolving upon me 
as their representative if I failed to denounce this pro-British, free- 
trade tariff bill as it deserves. This bill is a long stride in the direction 
of free trade, and is the inauguration of ‘a tariff policy that must 
eventually prove ruinonsand disastrous tomany important industries 
in which my people are largely interested ! 

Sir, the President of the United States bas boldly demanded tarif 
reduction in his annual message, and, no matter how seriously the 
business interests of the country may be affected thereby, commands 
his Democratic followers to see that his wishes are complied with. He 
informs them that there is a large and a largely increasing surplus of 
money in the Treasury, and that it must be reduced. Sir, it may be 
a great misfortune to be blessed with too much money! But, sir, is 
this our only danger as a people? Would it not be a far r evil 
to close up our rolling-mills, fi forges, factories, and workshops? 
Would it not be far more terrible to stop the busy hum of industry in 
our mines, our factories and workshops, and turn thousands and tens 
of thousands of honest workmen out of remunerative employment? 
That, in my opinion, would be a very poor way to reduce the surplus— 
stop the factories and open the poor-houses! 

Sir, I am glad of one thing, and thank the President for tearing the 
mask from the faces of his Democratic free-trade followers. One thing 
is absolutely certain; we will have no such cries nor banners in Penn- 
sylvania emblazoned with a living lie at next election as ‘‘ Polk, Dal- 
las, Shunk, and the tariff of 42; we dare the to re it!“ 
We will have no ‘‘ favorite son of Pennsylvania“ deceiving our honest 
laboring men, mechanics, and artisans with the shameless cry that 
James K. Polk is a better tariff man than Henry Clay!” And our 
people will see to it that no other recreant son of Pennsylvania, nor of 
any other State in the Union, will give a casting vote in the United 
States Senate by which free trade is established as the Jaw of the land 
and ruin and desolation brought to our firesides and hearth-stones in 
the great Keystone State. 

Our esteemed colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] will 
hardly have the effrontery to parade this free-trade banner in the great 
manufacturing States of New York, New Jersey, and Connecticut be- 
fore the workingmen as the gonfalon of protection to American indus- 
try. He can not again with any consistency, nor without belying his 
past record, even try to save those States to the Democratic party next 
fall, as he did four years ago! If the Democratic party intends to com- 
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mit political hari-kari by g the Mills tariff bill, I feel very sure 
that brother RANDALL will hardly be one of the chief mourners at the 
sad obsequies! 

Mr. Chairman, I am a protectionist from principle. I was born and 
raised in a State that is wedded to the protective policy. We have wit- 
nessed, enjoyed, and greatly profited by reason of protection to Amer- 
ican industry. We have grown great and powerful and wealthy through 
the fostering care of the National Government. Our infant industries 
have grown to a stalwart manhood, and to-day say it with pride 
there is no State in the Union that is so thoroughly independent and 
self-reliant, and none that can so well withstand 3 upon Amer- 
ican industry, American laboring men, and American mechanics and 
artisans as the grand old Commonwealth of Pennsylvania. And as we 
owe so much to wise legislation on the part of the National Govern- 
ment, we of the Keystone State wish to see our sister Commonwealths, 
through the same beneficent policy of protection, in like manner grow 
pw and powerful and wealthy by continuing in the same line of 
policy. 

Mr. Chairman, only a few short years ago we in Pennsylvania looked 
with some apprehension upon the giant strides made by Alabama in 
developing her great iron industries. With her vast mineral deposits 
developed, with her coal and iron ore and limestone lying together in 
such close proximity, with her cheap labor and her cbeap food, her 
hospitable climate, enabling her mechanics and artisans and 2 
men to toil in the open air all the year round, requiring but little shel- 
ter and less clothing than we of the inhospitable North, it becameaserious 
poren just how soon Selma, and Bessemer, and Birmingham would 
: me the Pittsburghs and Johnstowns of Pennsylvania. And, sir, 
but for the discovery of natural gas and its adaptability to manufact- 
uring purposes the problem would not long have remained unsolved. 
Nataral gas has revolutionized the iron industry in Pennsylvania to 
such an extent that the manufacture of flat, and bar, and round iron 
east of the Alleghanies has ceased to be profitable unless the works 
are favorably located. 

Mr. Chairman, I live in one of the great mining and manufacturing 
districts of Pennsylvania. Hundreds of millions of dollars are invested 
in mining and manufacturing. In the counties of Northumberland 
and Dauphin we have vast deposits of anthracite coal, in the county 
of Lebanon, the other county composing 16 Congressional district, we 
have mountains of iron ore, the Cornwall iron mines, near the city 
` of Lebanon, alone having turned out over 8,000,000 tons of iron ore 
since they were opened, and the supply is simply inexhaustible. 

I was born and raised in the county of Northumberland and can 
a from actual knowledge and experience of the coal and iron in- 

ustries in that county, and that kind of knowledge is of far more prac- 
tical importance than all the diaphauous theories of free-trade dreamers. 
Over fifty years of knowledge and experience in the coal and iron trade 
of my district entitle me to speak with some degree of assurance. And 
this brings me to the consideration of the Mills tariff bill, the Presi- 
dent's message, and the question of wages, and the rights of labor likely 
to be affected thereby. 

Mr. Chairman, almost my sole interest in this tariff question con- 
-sists in its effects and relations to labor and the rights of the laboring 
man as affected thereby. I have been a laboring man all my life, and 
this makes me stand close beside the toiling millions in all their efforts 
to clevate the dignity of labor, and share in its just rewards, And here 
let me add that in every struggle betwixt capital and labor all my sym- 
pa andall my yearnings are with the laboring classes. I care but 

ttle for the capitalist in this struggle, for capital is always able to take 
care of itself. But just in so far as the interests of capital and labor 
are closely identified I am the friend of both. There ought not to be 
any real antagonism between capital and labor, and there is none ex- 
cept wea peers avarice would rob labor ofher rights and refuses 
to share with labor her rightful earnings. You may do as you please 
and yote as you please and legislate as you choose, but if your legis- 
lation is not in the interests of labor and for higher wages and better 
pay for the laboring man my voice and vote will be unalterably against 


you. 

The President of the United States, in his annual message to Con- 

ees, talks very glibly about the reduced price of goods compensating 
or any reduction in wages which might be brought about by his tariff 
policy. And this is to a great extent the stock in trade of the free-trade 
theorists. With a million men to-day standing idle in the labor mar- 
ket begging for employment, with their wives and children begging for 
brend, the Chief Magistrate of this great Republic, with an annual sal- 
ary of $50,000 at his back, coldly reasons about cheaper food and cheaper 
clothing making up for cheap wages, or even no wages at all. Why, 
sir, if a man is penniless and brown-stone fronts were selling for a far- 
thing apiece, a poor starving devil could not raise money enough to 
büy a door-knob! 

Others of these tariff reformers, who wish to equalize the wages of 
labor throughout the world by free trade, are eloquent in their praises 
of the farmer and planter; that they alone are the real producers of 
all wealth. They are full of Herace Greeley’s gush about going West, 
young man. This is all very nice; but if the young man has not 
money enough to buy a loaf of bread, what is the use of taunting 


him and his family of children, if he has any, with the delusive advice 
to go West? Why, sir, so many of them have gone there in this pigat 


that after working hard for years they find their farms embellished 
with a first-class mortgage and all their hard earnings in the hands of 
money-sharks. 

Oh, yes, cheap goods and cheap products of the workshop and the 
farm are the things to make men ha and contented with their lot 
in life. I deny it utterly. Adults, with no one dependent upon them, 
may be satisfled with a bare living. But, sir, the wage-worker, the 
toiler in sammer’s lassitude and winter’s frosts and snows, wants more 
than a living. He wants something for old age—something for his 
children, Besides being fed and clothed they want books to read, and 
pens and ink and paper and pencil; they want an education with which 
to fight life’s battle. No matter how poor a man or a woman is, he 
does not live for himselfalone. This is a land of great opportunities. 
The beggar on the dung-hill to-day may be the man of destiny to-mor- 
row. God-given genius is our only patent of nobility in this land of 
equal sovereigns. A man may be greatin spite of all obstacles, a child 
may rise to power and place from the almshouse, and in progress of 
time fill the sounding trump of fame’’ with the record of his grand 
achievements; bnt, sir, without money, without friends, without edu- 
cation, he is far more likely to fill a felon’s cell or a pauper’s grave, 
than to rise to power and station and fame. 

Sir, go talk to the toilers in the iron hills and coal mountains of Penn- 
sylvania and Virginia, or the bituminons-coal deposits of the great West 
abont the advantages of cheap food, and cheap clothing, and cheap com- 
modities of every description, and they will tell you very quickly that 
what they want is steady employment and wages and they will 
take care of the food and clothing part of this whole business. 

For myself, I say to you very frankly that I am opposed to cheap goods 
and cheap agricultural products. Cheap goods and cheap ucts mean 
cheap labor—starvation wages for toiling slaves, without hope and with- 
out ambition for the future. Huts, and hovels, and nakedness, and 
pauperism, and crime follow sadly after the procession of cheap labor. 

Need I point to downtrodden Ireland in proof of Serer bap 
and naked by the accursed greed and avarice of free-trade England? 
Need I further point to the grain flelds of Egypt, and the cotton and 
rice fields of India, where the miserable coolies at the point of English 
bayonets and the mouths of English cannon are compelled to Jabor for 
unpaid toil? And this is the kind of labor and the kind of toil that 
you farmers of the great West are compelled to compete with in the 
markets of the world! Laborers who toil from sun, to sun, with breech- 
clouts for raiment, with mud hovels and bamboo huts for dwelling- 
places, and a handful of rice for their daily food; such is the banquet 
that free-trade England invites you tosit down to, farmers of America! 

No, sir; give the Jaboring man, the mechanic, and the artisan steady 
sory aes Ape Fs at decent wages, and he will find a pleasant home for his 
wife and children, decent clothing for their bodies, wholesome food for 
their stomachs, and all the necessaries and many of the luxuries of life. 
With good wages, you may hold your souls in patience, for the labor- 
ing man will neither starve himself nor allow his family to want as 
long as he is blessed with health and strength to work. 

Yes, yon may prate about cheap impor manufactured in the 
noisome factories of Leeds, and Sheffield and Birmingham. You may 
talk about the cheap products of foreign paupers and of convict laborers, 
and how they will compensate for the reduced wages of honest Ameri- 
can mechanics brought into competition in their production and thrown 
upon the American markets by a low tariff or no tariff at all; but you 
can not fool intelligent American workingmen by any such stuff. They 
understand just as well as you do that $500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000 
worth of such goods thrown upon the American market takes the place 
of just that many million dollars’ worth of American fabrics and robs 
the American mechanic and artisan of the profit of just that amount of 
labor. And the million of American laborers standing idle to-day, 
waiting for employment, know that their chances are lessened just the 
amount of labor necessary to make those goods in foreign countries, 

More than this, they know full well that the peggarly daily pittance 
paid the hands to fabricate those goods—less than half of what Ameri- 
can mechanics would work for in this country—is paid for a day’s work 
of twelve, fourteen, and sixteen hours! Some gentleman on the other 
side of this Chamber likened tho protective policy to a Chinese wall. 
A Chinese wall, indeed! Why, sir, rather than see the wheat of India 
brought into the port of New York to compete withthe products of the 
American farmers, rather than see this country flooded with foreign 
goods, wares, and merchandise and the wages of American mechanics 
and workingmen brought down to the level of Continental Europe, 
Asia, Africa, and China and Japan, instead of a Chinese wall I would 
rather see the great Atlantic Ocean turned into a sea of fire. What do 
we care for the trade of Europe? What do our farmers care for it? 
There is not a tenth of our agricultural products shipped abroad. 

Oh, yes, our friends on the other side have become great admirers of 
our merchant marine. They want to see the flag of the Republic float 
u every sea and ocean. They are always. ballooning, struggling 

the unattainable. Oh, yes, build up a grand merchant marine 
that will command the markets of the world! Why, sir, if it was left 
to those gentleman from the South on the Ways and Means Committee 
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to build a merchant fleet, if it was left to the States which they repre- 
sent, with their great lines of seacoast in Arkansas, Kentucky, and 
Tennessee, and their wonderful harbors and ports of entry, judging of 
the future by the past, it would take them about a thousand years to 
fit up an ordinary canal-boat! What is the use of all this fooling; 
whenever we want a foreign merchant marine we will build it. 
Whenever it is made apparent that foreign trade and commerce are 
more profitable than our coastwise trade, whenever it is made mani- 
fest that our capital can be better and more profitably employed in 
constructing a merchant marine to engage in foreign trade, just that 
soon, and no sooner, will ships be built for the purpose, just that soon 
will every sea and lake and ocean in foreign lands be whitened with 
the sailsof Americancommerce! Whenever the foreign carrying trade 
becomes sufficiently profitable to challenge American enterprise the 


ship-yards of all New England will resound with the busy hum of in- 
dustry. 
Do not misunderstand me. Iam by no means opposed to the put- 


ting forth of every effort to acquire foreign trade, and especially in 
Central and South America. Indeed, it is a reproach to this great Re- 
public that we do not to-day control that valuable trade. We are their 
best customers, and every year the balance of trade is steadily against 
us; whilst England, 3,000 miles farther removed from us, by reason of 
a liberal and enlightened trade policy, not only controls that trade, but 
-always has a balance of trade in her favor. Sir, had that matchless 
statesman and thorough American, James G. Blaine, been elected to 
the Presidency instead of Grover Cleveland, four years ago, that valu- 
able trade would now have been assured to us by wise treaty and close 
commercial intereourse so irrevocably that all of our surplus manufact- 
ures would have found a ready and profitable market, to the great 
advantage of American mechanics, artisans, and capitalists. 

But I am diverging. I want to tell you why I am in favor of a pro- 
tective tariff. In my native county. thirty years ago, the Shamokin 
coal region was almost a barren waste, a region of stunted timber grow- 
ing on the sides of rugged hills and mountains, so destitute of soil that 
the wonder was how the trees and shrubs managed to exist amidst the 
rocks and stones. The land was so poor and barren that it would have 
bankrupted any ordinary mau to pay the taxes! Indeed, year after year 
the lands were disposed of at treasurer’s sales for default in paymentof 
taxes, and to-day many of the most valuable coal tracts are held by tax- 
titles. Had you traveled through that region forty years ago you would 
hardly have taken the lands as a gift. To-day they are worth the 
wealth of empires! 

We have coal enough to warm all our friends, and iron enough to 
welcome all our enemies ‘‘ with bloody hands to hospitable graves,” 
as witness the heights of Gettysburgh and the bloody plains of Antie- 
tam. ‘To-day large towns and cities cover those stony hillsides filled 
with a thrifty, industrious, enterprising population. Towns of ten and 
twelve thousand inhabitants. In fact the whole region is a succession 
of towns and villages from Shamokin on the north to Port Clinton and 
Pottsville on the south and east. The region is literally gridironed 
with railroads, bearing to Eastern markets the black diamonds from 
the Shamokin and Schuylkill coal basins. Sir, without a protective 
tariff that whole region, whose wealth is reckoned in hundreds of mill- 
ions, would still be a comparative wilderness. 

What has accomplished this wonderful transformation? Labor, and 
capital, and enterprise. Sir, the glare from workshops, furnaces, and 
rolling-mills makes the darkest night almost as light as the noon-day 
sun. And the wierd forms of the stalwart men with lanterns on their 
hats who go down into the coal mines seeking dusky diamonds—and 
the gleam from the rolling-mills, furnaces, and factories illuminate the 
workman’s manly forms stripped to the waist as they toil at the pud- 
dling furnaces looking more like gnomes and genii than things of flesh 
and blood. Every town and city in that vast region, every railroad 
train, every breaker and colliery filled with busy workmen, every house 
and business place, every school, and college, and hospital, and cathe- 
dral speaks in eloquent praise of the doctrine of protection to American 
industry. . 

Sir, visionary theorists may crack their throats in proclaiming the 
beauties of free trade, every seribbler and babbler may rant about 
robber tariffs, but it takes capital, and labor, and enterprise to trans- 
mute the yellow ore into iron bars. Our mechanics and miners and 
artisans understand these things well, and our farmers understand 
them well in the greatly enhanced value of their farm products. 

My home is in the northern part of Northumberland County, in the 
beautiful valley of the Susquehanna, as rich and fertile in agricultural 
resources as the Shamokin region is in mineral wealth. There and in 
the Lackawanna region our farmers find a home market for all their 
surplus wheat and small grains, their fruits and butter and eggs and 
poultry. We ship little or nothing to the great Eastern cities, be- 
cause at less cost of transportation we find a better market in the coal 


ions, 
by. sir, before these ions were opened up and railroads con- 
structed I remember well t butter used to sell the year round for 
from 8 to 10 cents a pound, and eggs for 3 to 8 cents a dozen, chickens 
and ducks for 25 cents a pair, hay for from $6 to $8 a ton, and oats and 
corn in like proportion; potatoes for 25 cents a bushel, and no sale for 


these products at any price. To-day and for years past eggs average 25 
cents a dozen, butter 30 to 40 cents a pound the year round, and pota- 
toes 50 cents a bushel, and our farmers havea ready market for all they 
can raise; and during all this time farm lands have more than doubled 
and trebled in value. 

More than this, twenty-odd years ago we in the agricultural portions 
of our county were obliged to bear the burden of taxation. The truth 
was that the undeveloped coal region was too poor to pay any consid- 
erable portion of the county rates and levies. To-day and for years 
that region of country pays much the largest share of our county taxes. 
And just so it is throughout the length and breadth of our great Com- 
monwealth; the coal regions and the iron regions, and the great man- 
ufacturing towns and cities, beside furnishing our farmers with a good 
home market for their products, bear far the largest share of all local 
taxation. Our railroads and canals and our great corporations pay the 
largest share of our public burdens, and in another year we mean to 
make them pay all the expenses of our State government, And but 
for a protective tariff these great carrying companies would never even 
have had an existence. 

Mr. Chairman, in the neighborhood of all our great manufacturing 
centers, such as Lebanon, Harrisburg, and Steelton, in my district, 
farm lands have appreciated in value from 100 to 500 per cent. Why, 
sir, not many years ago the town site of the borough of Steelton was a 
quagmire and swamp; to-day you will find raw material and manu- 
factured products lying stacked upon the ground worth in money mill- 
ions of dollars, and you could not buy a town lot in the heart of the 
city for what yon could have purchased the whole town site for thirty 
years ago. All this phenomenal growth is due to protection. And so 
it is throughout our entire State. 

Facts like these speak far more eloquently than all the gauzy theories 
of free-trade dreamers, And so it is, and so it will be throughout all 
this broad Jand of ours, in the neighborhood of all great manufacturing 
centers. And so it will be in the great South with all her agricultural 
sylvan, and mineral wealth. As it is at Selma and Bessemer and Bir- 
mingham so will it be throughout all the Southern and Western States. 

On Saturday last I heard the eccentric gentleman from Mississippi 
complaining that our robber protective tariff made the cotton planters 
of his State pay 47 per cent. to New England, and to old England also, 
in order to have her cotton crop manufactured. 

Did it never occur to the gentleman that by establishing cotton fac- 
tories in his State convenient to the great cotton fields that he could 
not only save this 47 per cent. to his own people, to say nothing of the 
cost of transporting the cotton crop from Mississippi to either New 
England or old England? And in such case they could skin the New 
England Yankees instead of being skinned by them! I know croaking 
and complaining will never do it; but capital and thrift, and energy 
and enterprise, will do it just as it is done in New England, or in Liver- 
pool, or Birmingham. But you can never do it as long as you belittle 
and degrade labor. You can never do it as long as you lie on your 
pors and dream as to whether or not it is better to own labor or hire 

abor. 

You will never get skilled mechanics and artisans, either from New 
England or old England, to work in the cotton fields or cotton factories 
of Mississippi for unpaid toil. You will not get free white labor from 
the North to work fourteen or sixteen hours a day for 50 cents a day. 
The truth of the matter is you are a quarter of a century behind the 
age; you have never gotten over the idea of the cheap labor of your pro- 
slavery days, and you will never see genuine prosperity dawn upon 
you in the South until you do. Indolence and cheap labor are the curse 
of the planting States of the South, and the delusion of cheap goods 
and free trade are the bane of your existence as a people. Elevate the 
dignity of labor, pay the toiler an honest price for his toil, and pros- 
perity and happiness will be your reward. 

The New South, thank God! is just awakening to a true realization 
of all her grand possibilities. There is no room for eroakers and fault- 
finders there. You must get out of the way or be ground to powder 
under the wheels of progress! Quit brooding and worrying over the 
dead past, and try to realize the fact that this is an age of wonderful 
business activity. Try to catch on as the train of progress passes by, 
or you will surely be left behind. Stop bothering about how much o 
the robber-tariff money the poor laboring men have laid up in the 
Massachusetts savings-banks. Get your laboring men to follow their 
example; and if you will only pay them decent wages, they will have 
good bank accounts too. 

The truth of the matter is there is little or none of your money in 
their savings! Why, the mass of your people do not buy enough nor 
consume enough to furnish New England nor Old England much profit 
either. You hardly import enough goods into the port of Charleston 
to pay the salaries of the customs officers! The Northern, Eastern, 
Middle, and Western States pay the great bulk of the robber-tariff du- 
ties, and they are not complaining about it either. Start up cotton 
and woolen and iron mills, pay your mechanics living wages, keep your 
money at home, and you will find large balances to labor’s credit in 
Southern savings-banks ! 

Mr. Chairman, if the protective features of the existing tariff are not 
striken down, as proposed in the Mills bill, by this House and our 
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ports thrown open to unlimited importations of foreign merchandise, 
the NewSouth to-day is just standing upon the threshold of her greatest 
prosperity. Before her are just now opening vistas of wealth and pros- 
perity such as were never dreamed of in the dark days of slavery and 
sloth and indolence. Strike down the protective system and how soon 
all your bright hopes will be clouded and dissipated. Capital, which is 
now eagerly seeking investment in your midst—always cowardly— 
will leave you asif fleeing from a pestilence. Northern capital and 
Northern brains and genius and enterprise will forsake you as if pur- 
sued by the demon of destruction. 

Sir, with protection guarantied, the States of Virginia, and Georgia, 
and Tennessee, and Alabama will increase in wealth and power and 
population at a ratio that will cause the bleak hills and rugged mount- 
ains of my native State to hide their diminished heads inshame. You 
have a soil and a climate such as we of the North may wellenyy. You 
have your virgin forests, your rich agricultural lands, and your vast 
` deposits of mineral wealth, and all you want is energy and capital to 
develop them. With all these natural advantages in your favor you 
have retrograded in the past and allowed your less-favored sister States 
to far outstrip you in all that constitutes the true grandeur and great- 
ness and wealth of trade and commerce. 

You know that all this is true just as well as Ido. The late terrible 
civil strife ought to haye demonstrated to you the vital importance of 
diversified industries in the South, and the utter folly of depending 
upon New England or Old England for what you are so abundantly 
able to produce yourselves. To be truly great, every State, like every 
nation, ought to be truly independent. With factories, and furnaces, 
and rolling-mills, and machine-shops in the South twenty-odd years 
ago it would have been as utterly impossible for the North to have 
overcome you as it would be to-day for the world in arms to destroy 
this great Republic! 

I implore you, therefore, to stand by the policy under which this 

t Republic has prospered beyond anything in the history of civil- 
ized governments. 

Let us not be beguiled by the voice of the free-trade charmer, ‘‘charm 
she never so sweetly!’’ Let us remain true to the policy of the fathers 
of the Republic under and by reason of which we have grown so great, 
so wealthy, so powerful and strong! Blessed with every variety of soil 
and climate—nearly every State an empire within herself, capable of 
manufacturing within herself nearly everything, from a needle to an 
anchor, from & pleasure-yacht to the grandest iron-clads that ever de- 
fied the fury of old Neptune—why should we be in any way dependent 
upon any nation or all the nations of the world combined for anything? 

Proud, lofty America! Standing alone in the matchless grandeur 
of her imperial power and greatness, with her matchless mechanics and 
artisans, her fair women and noble men, let the civilized world learn 
wisdom from our example in mechanism as well as in the science of 
true government! And let us be grand and free as a people from any 
dependence upon foreign workshops. foreign mechanics, and foreign 
artisans, as we are free and great in the principles of enlightened lib- 
erty! [Applause. ] ; 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration, 
named by compliment the “‘ Mills bill,“ proposes a total reduction in 
our national revenue of $53,720,447, based on importations of 1887. 
The value of these importations was $79,879,108 on the free-list and 
$178,329,048 on the dutiable-list, or a total of $258,208,157. The bill 
also proposes an internal-revenue tax reduction of $24,455,607, which, 
added to the reduction of import duties, gives a total proposed reduc- 
tion of $78,176,054. 

A majority of the Ways and Means Committee of this House assume 
the sponsorship of the bill, namely, Mr. MILIS of Texas, Mr. McMir- 
LIN of Tennessee, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE of Arkansas, Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE of Kentucky, Mr. TURNER of Georgia, Mr. WILSON of West 
Virginia, Mr. Scorr of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Bynum of Indiana—all 
Democrats. Six of them represent Southern and two of them Northern 
States. The minority members of the committee—Mr. KELLEY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. BROWNE of Indiana, Mr. REED of Maine, Mr. Mc- 
KINLEy of Ohio, and Mr. Burrows of Michigan—all Republicans and 
all ee Northern States declare that when the measure was 
completed by the majority and presented to the full committee, the 
majority refused to enter into consideration of its provisions or to dis- 
close any data upon which their action was based, and allowed no mod- 
ification of the bill unless it was suggested by the majority. So the 
bill is distinctively a partisan measure—more exclusively partisan than 
any measure presented to any United States Congress, 

The bill is also sectional in its character. It is framed in the interest 
of the South and Southwest as against the North and Northeast. In 
addition to its sectionalism, it raids the manufacturing sections of the 
country to divide booty with the purely agricultural. It is legalized 
communism in the form of national legislation. 

And before I proceed further in my remarks, I desire to call the at- 
tention of the House to the professional make-up of our present Ways 
and Means Committee. In its membership are found eleven lawyers, 
one cotton planter, and one railroad manager. They areall gentlemen 
of more than ordinary legislative experience, of high political standing 
in their several States, and yet were the title ot the committee changed 


from Ways and Means to Judiciary, it would seem natural and appro- 


priate. I hope the eleven lawyers, the cotton-planter, and the railroad 
manager will not take it as a breach of good manners on my part nor 
an infraction’ of the courtesies of the House when I thus publicly call 
the attention of the farmers, the manufacturers, the product-distrib- 
uters, the product-carriers, the mechanics, the laborers, and the bank- 
ers to the anomalous, or rather abnormal, make-up of a committee 
charged with the regulation of the nation’s commercial, financial, in- 
dustrial, and social economic interests. The great State of New Vork 
the Empire State of the nation—with more than $650,000,000 of cap- 
ital invested in manufacturing, with over $1,000,000,000 of product 
annually turned ont of her mills and shops, and with 600,000 wage- 
earners within her borders, has no representative on this committee, 
Democrat or Republican; but the States of Texas, Arkansas, Kentucky, 
Tennessee and Georgia, which, as shown by the census of 1880, had 
only $98,776,985 of capital invested in manufacturing, and all together 
employing 81,426 hands, have each a representative on the committee. 
What a farce! 
FREE-TRADE LEGISLATION. 

Of course we all know the reason for this abnormal constitution of 
the Ways and Means Committee. Mind you, Iam not condemning the 
practice of forming our committees with the benefiting of party politics 
in view; I am deprecating the fact that current political opinion can or 
should tolerate it. And I will not remain silent, as a New York Rep- 
resentative, when the interests of our great State are ignored in pre- 
paratory legislation, let the offending party be Democratic or Repub- 
lican. Mind you I am making no direct criticism on the able Speaker 
of this House, who is popularly supposed to be the author and fin- 
isher of our committees. It has been my privilege to know, and in 
some cases intimately, every Speaker who has occupied that chairsince 
the days of James L. Orr, and I am free to say here before Democratic 
and Republican Representatives, that no fairer or abler parliamentarian 
has presided over the deliberations of this body than Mr. JOHN G. 
CARLISLE. But this vital business question has passed beyond the 
impartial judgment of a Speaker; it has become a partisan question. 

With a Democratic Executive in the Presidential chair and a Demo- 
cratic majority in the House it is natural, when tariff legislation is up- 
permost in Congress, that our committees should be constituted in the 
interests of free trade. It is also natural that the South, where free- 
trade opinion rules almost supreme, should hold the majority of and 
control the action of our important committees, especially those of Ways 
and Means and the Merchant Marine, for the South demands free trade 
in British ships as well as British manufactures. 

During all the years of chattel slavery within the old Union, when King 
Cotton sat upon the free-trade throne, the political battle against North- 
ern civilization raged almost incessantly in these Halls; and when se- 
cession abortively attempted a confederacy of its own and ordained a 
written constitution, the eighth section of article 1 declared: 

The congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, etc., but no bounties 
shall be granted, ete., nor shall any duties or taxes on importations from foreign 
nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry. 

Can it fairly be presumed that the lapse of twenty-five years, how- 
ever advantaged for a change of policies or principles, would mark the 
dissolution or subversion of free-trade conceptions and prejudices im- 
printed on the Southern mind by iteration through a century? As the 
dominant power in the party, the Southern free-trader vaults into the 
saddle, and the Northern Democrat submissively goes afoot. 

WHO PAYS THE TAX? 

As general debate on this question is very near its close, and the 
House has been supplied with matter and argument approaching sur- 
feit, I will content myself with some observations on a few features of 
the labor and wages questions as they are now or may be affected by 


tariff revision on the free-trade plan 


A Democratic speech on the tariff would be an inane partisan effort 
if it did not saddle the consumer with the tariff tax on the imported 
article he buys, or, by severer logic, prove that even the home-produced 
article is enhanced in price by the addition of the duty. The cue for 
Democratic effort in this line may be found in the following paragraph 
in President Cleveland’s late message: 

Our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of un- 
necessary taxation, ought to be at once revised and amended. These laws, as 
their primary and plain effect, raise the price to consumers of all articles Im- 
ported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties. Thus the 
amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase for use these 
imported articles. Many of these things, however, are raised or manufactured in 
our own country, and the duties now levied upon foreign goods and products 
are called protection to these home manufactures, because they render it possi- 
ble for those of our people who are manufacturers to make these taxed articles 
and sell them for a price equal to that demanded for the imported goods 
have paid customs duty. 

Now, I grant this isa conceivable theory, and it has been adopted 
generally by the tariff orators on the other side of the House, who are 
always loyal followers of a leader, if not logical reasoners. 

Sixty years ago, when our industries were weak and undiversified, 
there was considerable reason for the President’s assumption; thirty 
years ago there was less reason; and now there is hardly any. The 
ordinary object of protection is not to give any such enhancement of 
the profit of any particular production over the average rate, but merely 
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to sustain it during the temporary stage of its domestication. Great 
Britain owes her industrial greatness to her adherence to this policy, 
for five centuries ago she was little more than an agricultural nation, 
dependent on continental manufactures for even the clothing worn by 
her subjects, although they raised the raw material“ at home. And 
she accomplished her industrial supremacy, not by higgling over 40 
per cent., 80 per cent., or 100 per cent. imposts, but by doubling or 
trebling duties; and when that would not yield the desired protection 
she enacted prohibitory and penal laws for the protection of her grow- 
ing industries. 

As bearing directly on the question of duties for revenue and duties 
for protection, I quote the following paragraph from Professor Robert 
Ellis Thompson’s standard work on Political Economy: 

Protective duties yield for a considerable period a large revenue to the State, 
but that is not the object of their imposition. Duties for revenue—i, e., too low 
to be protective—in spite of their 8 of moderation are highly unjust. 
They inflict all the hardships of indirect and unequal taxation without even 
the purpose of benefiting the consumer. Duties for protection, while they 
bring large revenues, have another purpose, and benefit the consumer to a far 
greater extent than they tax him, while their amount is equally available for 
public uses. Their object is their own abolition, for they aim at such a develop- 
ment of the national industry as shall render impossible the importation of the 
dutiable articles. To impose revenue duties is to accept indirect taxation as a 
permanent method of finance; to impose protective duties is not. 

But let us return to the question. Who pays the tax or duty? Well, 
that depends upon, first, the quality, price, and supply of the home 
product against which the imported product must compete, and, sec- 
ond, upon the trade relations existing between the consignor and con- 
signee. Then, possibly, no one in fact pays the duty as a tax, fora 
careful examination of the interesting report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury on the revision of the tariff (February 16, 1886) demonstrates 
the fact that foreign manufacturers often invoice their products for this 
market through special ies at a much greater discount from price- 
lists than those allowed in their home markets, therefore placing their 
goods here, upon which duty is paid, far belowthe market value there. 

— aside the troublesome question of undervaluations, let me 
present the views of an impartial gentleman (impartial at least as re- 
gards the policy dividing Democrats and Republicans), Mr. H. J. Pet- 
tifer, secretary of the Workman’s Association for Defense of British In- 
dustry. Discussing lately this very question, he says: 

Take the case of a manufacturer who is trying to compete in a country in 
which industry is defended with an article also produced in that country. Sup- 
pose, for instance, the Americans can produce a certain article for 1 shilling, 
while we in England can produce and Solter it for 10 pence, we could, if we 
had free trade with America, undersell them in their own market by 2 pence; 
but the American is not so foolish as to allow us to do this, so he puts 50 per 
cent. duty on the article. Now, 50 per cent. on 10 pence is 5 pence, which brings 
the English article up to 1 shilling, 3 pence, and as it would be absurd for us to 
offer it for 1 shilling 3 pence when the American can make and sell it for 1 
shilling, what we have to do, if we are to sell it in that country at all, is to re- 
duce profits and cut down wagas and deliver it at 8 pence, when the 50 cent. 
brings it up to the American level. But who has paid the duty? y, cer- 
tainly we lose 2 pence, and the American buyer 2 pence, but the Ameri- 
~ = gets the whole of the 4 pence duty toward paying the taxation of 

e country. 

But look at it from another point of view. Suppose we, in England, getting 
fair profits and paying fair wages, can turn out an article for 1 shilling, and the 
Germans can deliver it here for 10 pence, what do we dothen? Do“ we” level 
up? Certainly not; we level down; we have to reduce profits and cut down 
wages, in this case just as we did in the other, until we can produce at the Ger- 
man P ege without making the German pay the slightest amount toward the 
taxation of this country, in which he has a free and o market. Isitnottime 
we asked ourselves the question: Which system is t for the workin: 4 
the American, which keeps wages up, or the English, which brings wages down? 

Another illustration, one at President Cleveland’s old home. Sup- 
pose wheat is selling in the Buffalo market at $1 a bushel. The tariff 
for the protection of the American farmer is 20 cents a bushel. An Erie 
County farmer drives into town, sells his wheat, and pockets his dol- 
lar. A Canadian farmer crosses the Niagara River, pays 20 cents duty, 
sells his wheat, and pockets 80 cents. Who pays the duty? Ask the 
Canadian 


But, high duty or low duty, do not let us quarrel over non-essentials. 
As long as we make foreigners pay a large share of our governmental 
expenses, and our sixty millions of people do not care enough about the 
matter to go to the trouble of signing a respectably-sized petition, or 
even hold a neighborhood mass-meeting in the way of cantion or pro- 
test against the present method and purpose of collecting impost reve- 
nue, we are safe in lowering taxation and shutting off the accumula- 
tion of surplus revenue in some other manner, and I hope that is the 
way all this tariff discussion and legislation will end. Leastwise, if 
through partisan prejudice and pressure we can not or do not settle 
this question of fair, patriotic, and business-like principles while we 
have the opportunity, the people will determine it for us and them- 
selves at the polls within a few months. [Applause. ] 


STEAM-POWER AND LABOR-SAVING MACHINERY. 


I have searched in vain through all the speeches delivered in this 
House during the past fortnight for some solution of the wages problem 
involved in the present question. The readers of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD have been lately furnished by industrious wielders of 
the paste-pot and scissors with ‘‘ tabulated statements” sufficient in 
diversity and quantity to keep the mathematically inclined busy until 
election time. These tables prove little or nothing; for any expert 


journalist knows that percentages can be juggled to prove either side 


of an argument, and notably in this line of falsification are the tariff 
arithmetical wonders performed by that free-trade propagandist who 
signs himself A Parsee Merchant;“ he takes the sweepstakes. 

Sefore giving an opinion upon the probable effect a lowering of the 
tariff may have upon work and wages I wish to call the attention of 
the House to some forces and tendencies which have within the past 
eighty years wrought revolution in the labor world. 

Since the time of the adoption of our national Constitution the civ- 
ilized nations of the earth have successively passed through sudden 
transitions in their industrial economy, chiefly on account of 
from hand to steam power, and, adding to the power of steam, the in- 
vention and use of Iabor-saving machinery. 

During that period or since, James Watt devised the condensing 
steam-engine; Hargreaves, the spinning-jenny; Arkwright, the spin- 
ning-frame and the factory system; Crompton, the mule-jenny; Cart- 
wright, the power-loom; Whitney, the cotton-gin; Fitch, thesteam-ship; 
Oliver Evans, the high-pressure engine; Stephenson, the locomotive; 
Morse, the telegraph; Howe, the sewing-machine; Bell, the telephone; 
Hoe, Bullock,!and Scott, the lightning printing-presses; in short, the 
whole century has been agitated and crowded by inventions in the whole 
field of applied mechanics and science. And during all this time the 
workingman, skilled or unskilled, has been forced to adapt himself to 
unexpected and rapidly-changed conditions. Especially within the past 
fifty years the conflicts between muscle and brains, the man and the 
machine, capital and labor, the employer and employé, have been 
waged unceasingly in Great Britain, continental Europe, and America, 
and, I am sorry to say, the beginning of the end is not visible. 

Allow me to direct your attention to Commissioner Carroll D. Wright's 
first annual report (1886), and especially to the chapter on ‘‘ Machinery 
and overproduction.’? There you will find the controlling cause of 
strikes, lockonts, and labor disorganization. Think of the hundreds of 
thousands of American workmen who have been forced to adjust them- 
selves to the changes, generally disadvantageous, wrought by labor- 
saying machinery and its powerful ally, steam. In the school-book of 
our fathers it was said that it takes ten men to make a pin.“ Now 
we have a machine that only needs to be fed with wire, oiled and sup- 
plied with steam-power, to turn out complete pins, sort them, and even 
thrust them into the papers in the right numbers and in straight rows. 
What has become of the ten pin-makers? One probably runs the new 
machine; and the other nine swell the ranks of unemployed labor, ulti- 
mately dropping into the unskilled class below them. 

Ont of the mañy illustrations relative to the displacement of labor 
furnished by Commissioner Wright, I have time only to select a few. 
In the manufacture of agricultural implements new machinery during 
the past fifteen or twenty years has displaced fully 50 per cent. of the 
muscular labor formerly employed. In one establishment cited 600 
employés are doing the work which under former conditions would have 
required 2,145 employés, a displacement of 1,545. In brick-making, 
improved devices displace 10 per cent. of the labor, and in manufuct- 
uring fire-brick 40 per cent. has been displaced. In the manufacture 
of boots and shoes, the Commissioner gives some very astonishing re- 
sults, He says: 

In one large and long-established manufactory in one of the Eastern States 
the proprietors testify that it would require five hundred persons working by 
hand processes to make as many women’s boots and shoes as one hundred per- 
sons now make with the aid of machine tof 80 per cent. In 


another class of the same ind the number of men er to produce a 
been reduced one- In another local- 


A well-known 
states that in the 


irs in one day. It would uire 
— By tke tes of King’s heel- 


took 3 men to do the same, 

One man, with the McKay machine, can handle 300 pairs of shoes day, 
while, without the machine, he could handle but 5 pairs ia the same time. In 
nailing on heels, by the use of machinery, I man and a boy can heel 300 pairs of 
shoes per day. It would require 5 men to do this by hand. In finishing the 
bottoms of shoes, 1 man with a sand-papering machine can handle 300 pairs, 
while it would require 4 men to do the same by hand. A large Philadelphia 
firm, engaged in the manufacture of boys’ and children’s shoes, states—and the 
toreman of the establishment corroborates the eviden: the introduction 
of new machinery within the past thirty years has displaced about six times the 
amount of hand labor uired, and that the cost of the product has been re- 
duced one-half. On another grade of goods, manufactured in Maine, the facts 
collected by the agents of the bureau show that 1 man can now do the work 
which twenty years ago required 10 men. 


In the manufacture of carpets the improvement in machinery in the 
past thirty years, taking weaving, spinning, and all the processes to- 
gether, have displaced from ten to twenty times the number of persons ' 
now necessary. 

In the manufacture of clothing, a cutting-machine will do six times 
the amount of work formerly done by one man in the old way. In 
the manufacture of soft and stiff hats there has been a displacementin 
the proportion of 9 to 1. 

In the olden time, in the cotton- industry, an adult hand-loom 
weaver wove from 42 to 48 yards of common shirting per week. A 
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weaver tending six power-looms in a cotton factory of to-day would 
produce 1,500 yards a week. 

In the manufacture of furniture, from one-half to three-fourths only 
of the old number of persons is now required. 

In the lumber business 12 co-laborers with a Bucker machine will 
dress 12,000 staves; the same number of men by hand process would 
dress but 2,500. One boy running a planing-machine in turning wood- 
work for musical instruments and materials does the work of 25 men. 

In manufactures of railroad supplies, rubber boots and shoes, silk, and 
soap the displacement is 50 per cent. in each. 

But there is another factor in the displacement of hand and muscular 
processes, partially taken into account in the above statistics, which 
trebles man’s productive force. It is stated by the bureau of statistics 
in Berlin that four-fifths of the engines now working in the world have 
been constracted during the past twenty-five years. The force equiva- 
lent to the working steam-engines represents—in the United States, 
7,500,000 horse-power; in England, 7,000,000 horse-power; in Germany, 
4,500,000 horse-power; in France, 3,000,000, and in Austria, 1,500,000. 
Add the horse-power represented by locomotives, 3,000,000, and the 
total is 46,000,000 horse-power. A steam horse-power is equal to three 
actual horses’ power, and a living horse is equal to seven men. The 
steam-engines of the world represent, therefore, the work of 1,000,000,- 
000 men. 

Recent calculations by Hon. Edward Appleton, of Massachusetts, 
place the number of locomotives in the United States at 28,600. Com- 
missioner Wright thus summarizes Mr. Appleton’s data: 


To do the work of these locomotives upon the existing common roads of the 
country and the equivalent of that which has been done upon the railroads the 
past year (1885) would require, in round numbers, 54,000,000 horses and 13.500. 000 
men. The work is now dome, so far as men are concerned, by 250,000, The 
present cost of operating the railroads of the country with steam power is, in 
round numbers, 600,000 per annum; but to carry on the same amount of 
work with men and horses would cost the country 811, 308,500, 000. 


REFORM THE REFORMERS, 

Now, gentlemen, many of you are ready to ask, what connection has 
this wonderful array of statistical information to do with the tariff or 
the Mills bill? Well, frankly, I know of no better way to enlist the 
regard of the Ways and Means Committee or arouse the attention of 
this House to the amount of our machinery power and the magnitude 
of our industries, or to the vicious partisan policy which has pro- 
jected a crude measure, in my opinion, into a Congress imperfectly 
prepared to fairly consider it. My best judgment is against dragging 
tariff revision into politics. Our capitalists, manufacturers, and bread- 
winners in general are of all shades of political opinion, and why half 
the industrial interests of the country should be brought into a game 
of battledoor and shuttlecock by politicians who have nothing at stake 
except transient honors and temporary spoils, must seem to every right- 
thinking citizen a blundering and vicious p ing. An enactment 
covering not over four pages of bill-paper could dispose of the present 
‘surplus and provide a just measure of revenue for the future. 

Our manufacturers and workingmen will not be deceived by the free- 
trade cries of monopolies, trusts,“ “cotton lords, robber 
barons,” and so forth. Three hundred and twenty-five men in any 
given industry know more about just wage rates, hours of labor, profits 
of their employers, and justice between man and man, than the three 
hundred and twenty-five Congressmen here assembled give them credit 
for. 

REGULATION OF WAGES. 

How are wages in the trades in this country established and regu- 
lated? Are wage schedules mere mattersof chance or caprice? Do 
the robber barons or ‘‘ monopolists’’ Pay such rates as they please? 
Go into any trades union, Knights of Labor assembly, labor union, or 
workingmen’s association and you will get the correct answer. In 
these halls of organized labor rates of wages and rules governing trades 
are proposed, discussed, passed upon, promulgated, and sustained. 
They are the workingmen’s legislatures, where wage, social, arbitra- 
tive, and economic questions are settled. What an immense indus- 
trial army the united ranks of the Unionists and Knights aggregate, 
over one million by actual count; and not a member of the Cobden 
Club, honorary or active, carried on their muster-rolls. [Applause. ] 

It is safe to assert that these two great bodies of organized labor regu- 
late and uphold directly one-third of the wage scales paidin this coun- 

and Canada. Indirectly, but surely, the other two-thirds feel and 
acknowledge this supreme power in wage regulation, craft discipline, 
and industrial well-being. It is only during the abnormal period of a 
strike“ that the attention of the general public is called to these 
great organizations of skilled and unskilled labor, yet every day in the 
year witnesses and records the assembling and legislative action of 
thousands upon thousands of these unions and assemblies. In the very 
nature of things these men associate for the protection of American labor, 
and in this connection I would direct the attention of members on both 
sides of this House to the remarks made by Mr. FORAN, of Ohio, a week 


ago. 

Mr. FORAN and myself are generally far apart on political questions, 
but on the labor problem, on the wages question, and especially in our 
views on the Mills bill, we agree. Why? Because as representatives 
of organized skilled Jabor we see disorganization of and disaster to the 


Wel- being of the wage - earners in the possible passage of an act which 
subordinates every interest of the workingman to the attainment of 
cheap products through cheapened labor. The bill strikes at the pro- 
ducer, whether capitalist or workingman. By its ramshackle provis- 


ions, lawyers, doctors, commissionaires, doctrinaires, office-holders, spec- ` 


ulators, coupon-clippers, middlemen, and the whole army of do-noth- 
ings—people who create nothing and try to control everything—are 
to be benefited at the expense of the American toilers who earn their 
living by exertion of brain or muscle, or both. The 5,000, 000 workers 
of America are to be pitted against the 30,000,000 workers of Europe. 

The free-list, which has steadily grown of late years, is to be further 
enlarged. In 1870 it aggregated one-ninth of the dutiable list; to-day 
it is about one-half; so that one-third of all imported goods now come 
in free of duty. All this talk about the international comity of 
trade” and the fixed economic principles which regulate trade and 
commerce between nations’’ has no interest to the American working- 
man. The truth is, he believes that the $240,000,000 worth of foreign 
goods which annually come into this market from abroad ought to be 
made here. He reasons the whole question of the surplus” and 
“protection” in this way: If the locking up of $100,000,000 of our 
currency in our national Treasury, collected (he may admit) in the 
shape of taxes, causes congestion, contraction, and premonitory symp- 
toms of a national panic, what would be the condition of our country 
if the balance of trade to the same amount went against us for only 
four years of free trade, and in that time $400,000, 000 of our gold left 
our shores, neyer to return, to swell the coffers of our commercial 
rivals? No arguments of Cobden Club parasites or free-trade profes- 
sors drawing fixed incomes from college funds can argue the American 
workman into any policy which exports American wages. He believes 
in keeping the wage-earning power here; he wants the field of labor 
enlarged, not contracted, and to secure the enlargement of that field 
he advocates diversity of production and expansion of development. 

I want to say just here that while it may be possible to pass this bill 
in whole or emasculated, as a party measure, there are revising com- 
mittees in all labor assemblies which will pass upon its merits inde- 
pendent of politics; and these great bodies of intelligent wage-earners 
will stand like a wall of iron against the proposed free-list and the 
cutting of wages foreshadowed in the impaired duties named in the 
dutiable list. 
too much in gaining the position they now hold, to now tamely sub- 
mit to any partisan demand, During this and the last Congress their 
power has been felt in this hall; a power which has both persuaded 
and constrained legislation for a more equal distribution of privileges, 
and unmasked the wrongs committed by monopoly and stall-fed av- 
arice. [Applause. ] 5 

But suppose we let some of these workingmen speak for themselves. 
On the 8th of the present month a workingmen’s mass-meeting was 
held in the large hall of Cooper Union, New York City. Its officers— 
Michael Breslin, president, and Jesse G. Miller, secretary—hayve sent 
me the following official copy of the resolutions adopted at the meeting: 

Whereas, the so-called Mills tariff bill, now under discussion in the House, of 
Representatives, by placing on the free-list many articles that come into com- 
petition with the products of American labor, and by sweeping reductions in 
the duties upon others, menaces the ruin of many of our industries, and would 
if enacted into a law, entail great loss of employment and widespread suffering, 
among working people; and f 

Whereas, the workingmen of this country have been contemptuously denied 


8 as majority of the Ways and Means Committee, which framed 
e bill; an 

_ Whereas, it is now apparent to every workingman that the prevailing agita- 
tion of the tariff question and the proposed reduction of duties are destroying 
confidence in business, reducing wages in some occupations and stopping alto- 
gether the wages in others; 

Therefore, we, the workingmen of the city of New York, in mass meeting as- 
sembled, earnestly protesting against the passage of the Mills tariff bill and 
against anyand all measuresof asimilar character which threaten the labor and 
industry of our country and propose to lower the American standard of wages, 
do hereby declare and proclaim the following resolutions: 

Resolved, That we demand of the Representatives in Congress from this city 
that they not only vote against this most recent attack on the prosperity of 
American labor, but that they use their utmost endeavors to secure its defeat. 

Resolved, That we protest against a bill which puts raw material on the free- 
list when that so-called raw material isthe paws of American labor. 

Resolved, That we protest against a bill which would break down the barrier 
which defends American labor from competition with the pauper labor of Eu- 
rope and 2 and aims to reduce our families to tho foreign level of cheapness 
and poverty. 

Resolved, That we demand that the internal-revenue war taxes be repealed, 
and that protection to American labor be maintained and made more effective. 

Resolved, That we call upon our fellow-workingmen in all parts of the land 
to rise up and denounce the Mills tariff bill as a menace to our welfare and to 
our rights as citizens, which threatens to deprive us of the opportunities of edu- 
cation afforded by the American system of high wages, and we denounce as a 
fraud the free-trade argument that the cost of living in this country is increased 
in 8 the rates of duty on imports, except as we choose and are able 
to live better here than our unfortunate rivals in foreign countries. 

Resolced, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President and every 
member of Congress. 

COMPETITION AND CHEAPNESS. 

The chief end of the Democratic tariff argument is universal compe- 
tition and cheap goods. Sir Edward Sullivan, an authority seldom 
quoted by Cobdenites, says that— 
free trade means untaxed foreign competition; that foreign competition means 
competition in cheapness; competition in cheapness means competition in 


cheap labor; competition in cheap labor means competition in flesh and blood; 
and competition in flesh and blood is slavery. 


American workmen have battled too long and sacrificed ' 
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Facilis est descensus Averni. 

I say again, it has cost the American workmen millions of dollars 
in wages and lost time to reach the vantage-ground which they now 
occupy. The capitalist and the wage-earner, the employer and the 
employé, after fierce years of struggle and misunderstanding, now 
generally respect and consult each other's interests. What benefits one 
benefits theother. Arbitration is supplanting strikes; co-operative pro- 
duction will succeed arbitration, as co-operation is the child of confi- 
dence. He is a mean workman who begrudges his employer fair 
remuneration for his capital, and he is a mean employer who does not 
pay a fair day’s wage for a fair day’s work; for good labor at good 
wages is cheaper than poor labor at poor wages. Professor Thompson 
Bays: 

The lowest wages that youcan get a man to live on will not get the best work 
out of him. Put a whole people on such wages, and keep them there, if you 
can, for two our three generations, and you wil! have crushed the energy, the 
opina the heart out of that people, and made them a very inferior and unprofit- 
able class of workmen. On the other hand, wages that put heart and hope into 
a man, that make him feel that his personal efforts and his best work are needed 
to keep them at present rates, that offer him the prospect of becoming his own 
master 1 2 re — ty, that enable him to educate his children to fill a place like 
his own intelligently, or perhaps to rise to a higher place, such wages are in 
the long run the best of investments. 

The President and his party profess sympathy for and protection to 
the interests of labor. How that can be done by taking thirty or forty 
fairly established American industries from the dutiable list and con- 
signing them to a free-list grave is more than I can comprehend. I 
believe—and my belief is shared by every intelligent workingman in 
this country—that the only safe policy for the protection and promo- 
tion of American labor is to compel every European manufacturer to 

y into the Treasury of the United States the difference in wages he 
ed saved by not paying his workmen as much as American workmen 
receive, before he A alawe to sell his goods in this country. 

A tariff revised on such a principle would meet the views of every 
fair-minded citizen, would allay alarm, givestability toindustry, satisty 
the employer and employé, equalize the consumer’s taxes, prevent des- 
tructive competition, encourage new industries, and keep this nation, 
as it is confessedly now, in the front rank of the nations of the earth in 
material ress and Christian civilization, [Applause.] 

Mr. J. i Walker, in an address delivered before the Massachusetts 
Club a short time ago, said: 


In view of the difficulty of individual investigation and agreement, it is only 


fair that all disputants accept the rate of wages given in the United States or 
Massachusetts reports for the different countries. I have taken the highest rate 
for each country given by either report, and I find the following yearly earn- 
ings. A family of four persons average to furnish two wage-workers. The total 
possible earnings of a man and woman in each country, in eight occupations, 
are as follows: 


Carpenters: 


Woman 


*BuppHles, ..scccccessscoeovsrcacovsensrcarscense 
Possible savings . . . 


Supplies. e 9 
Possible savings PURDA 

Locomotive firemen: 
Man 


Supplies. . . 
Possible savings. . . . . . . 


0. 50 

wee 84, 20 

294.70 

nt A TA PEERS 2068. 00 

Possible savings... . . eee 4 88.70 
Weavers: 

Man 139. 50 

55. 80 

195. 30 

nnn O OETA 206. 00 

Possible savings. . . . . .. . . e 70.50 | Minus, 


[During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Lask that the gentleman from New York may be 
allowed to proceed, if he wishes to do so. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam very grateful for the request, but shall not 
occupy further time as other gentlemen desire to occupy the floor. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, the platforms of the political organi- 
zations in this country adopted in their great national conventions, pre- 
sumably at least, represent their sentiments and convictions on}public 
affairs and the policies of the parties adoptingthem. The Democratic 
party has year after year adopted platforms in the various States, and 
every four years has adopted a national platform expressive of what 
it thinks would catch votes. In 1856, upon this all-engrossing and 
commanding issue of the tariff, the Democrati Ncational Convention 
resolved— - 

That justice and sound policy forbid the Federal Government to foster one 
branch of industry to the detriment of another; or to cherish the interests of 
one portion to the injury of another portion of our eommon country. 

Its platform of 1856 reaffirmed the Kentucky and Virginia resolu- 
tions of 1798, which averred among other things in substance that the 
power of the Federal Government to levy taxes for the purpose of pro- 
tecting the industries of the country did not exist; and the substance 
of that provision of those resolutions was incorporated into the Confed- 
erate constitution when it forbade the levying of taxes for the protec- 
tion of American industries, 

The platforms of 1860 of both the Douglas and the Breckinridge 
conventions were silent upon the subject, of the tarif. The Douglas 
contingent of the Democratic party at that time had, I presume, no 
very pronounced ideas upon the subject, represented, perhaps, a variety 
of opinions upon the question of protection, and did not seek to em- 
body them in any platform. 

The Breckinridge contingent of the Democratic party at the same 
time had in view, beyond all doubt, the establishment of the Southern 
Confederacy; and its views of the policy that should obtain were ex- 
pressed in the Confederate Constitution in the way I have spoken of. 

The Democratic platform of 1864 was also silent upon the subject of 
the tariff. In the convention of 1864 only the tail of the Democratic 
party was represented; the dog had not been admitted, and the dele- 
gates who had been chosen in the States that were represented in that 
convention saw fit to give no expression of opinion upon this sub- 
ject. 

5 The Democratic platform of 1868 favored incidental protection in 
this language: 

A tariff for revenue upon foreign imports and such equal taxation under the 
internal-revenue laws as will afford protection to domestic manufacturers, and 
as will, without impairing the revenue, Kar as the least burden upon and best 
promote and encourage the great indusi interests of the country. 

That platform was more nearly the assertion of the theory of protec- 
tion than any other which the national conventions of the Democratic 
party have ever adopted. The Democratic platform of 1872 averred: 

zae ey . our midst honest er ee 3 2 

e ve ms o ro ion an rade; and we re- 
Mit the dacleign of the subject to the pace e, to their Congressional districts, and 


to the decision of Congress thereof, wholly free from executive interference and 
dictation, 


It semed to be the leading idea of the Democratic party at that time 
that for an Executive to dictate the policy of the party was more than 
a violation of the amenities and courtesies of politics. It amounted 
perhaps to an infringement of the theory of our Government, that 
legislation upon this subject should originate in the House of Repre- 
sentatives. With the proposition embodied that the Congressional dis- 


* 
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tricts should for themselves regulate the subject I am not disposed to 
quarrel. 

The platform of 1876 demanded: 

That all custom-house taxation shall be only for revenue, 

The Democratic party at that juncture of its history had gone back 
to its original view asserted in the Kentucky and Virginia resolutions 
of 1798. 7 z 

The Democratic platform of 1830 also favored the tariff for revenue 
only; but the Democratic platform of 1884, upon which Grover Cleve- 
land was elected, straddled the subject. It declared: 

We therefore denounce the abuses of the existing tariff, and subject to the 
preceding limitations, which are, first, that taxation shall be limi to the re- 
quirements of economical government; second, that the reduction of taxation 
can and must be effected without depriving American labor of the ability to 
compete successfully with the foreign labor, and without imposing lower rates 
of duty than will amply cover any increased cost in production which may ex- 
ist in consequence of the higher rate of wages prevailing in this country; we 
demand that the Federal taxation shall be exclusively for public purposes, and 
shall not exceed the needs of the Government economically administered. 


That is the platform upon which President Cleveland was elected. 

President Cleveland in view of that declaration would have done well, 
it seems to me, if he had permitted the subject of tariff revision to have 
been managed exclusively and solely by the House of Re tatives, 
which has really control of the subject. But instead of doing that, 
President Cleveland sent to the House of Representatives at the open- 
ing of this session of Congress a m upon the subject of tarif re- 
vision which is without a parallel in the history of the American Re- 
public. No other President in any emergency of the country at any 
other time has sent to the House of Representatives a message so posi- 
tively and clearly indicating a line of policy upon an economic question 
as has President Cleveland in this case. 

Having done that, it is said that through the influence of the Ad- 
ministration exerted in various ways Democratic nominations in various 
Congressional districts of the country have been controlled by the Ad- 
ministration in the interest of free/trade er in the interest of the Presi- 
dent’s policy as indicated in his message. The Administration has not 
only done that, but it is reported in the newspapers that Democrats of 
good standing and of influential position who have heretofore been 
looked upon as leaders of the party have been denied the benefit of 
patronage, have been denied access to the President in consultations, 
have been refused an opportunity of presenting their views and insist- 
ing upon them, and have been driven by every expedient at the com- 
mand of the Administration from the ranks of the Democratic party. 
It is even asserted, with what truth I do not pretend to say, that public 
measures involving the public interest have been denied the Executive 
sanction because of the attitude of Representatives in Congress upon 
the subject of tariff legislation. And it has been shown that the Ad- 
ministration, by an approval of the most charming and beautiful char- 
acter, has commended the attitude of a recalcitrant Pennsylvanian 
when he espoused the cause of the Mills bill upon the floor of the House 
of Representatives to the detriment of his State and the injury of the 
whole country. [Applause. ] 

Without parallel J have said is the action of the Administration on 
the question of tariff legislation in the House of Representatives. At 
no time in the history of the whole country has an administration or a 
President undertaken to influence so directly and so compulsorily the 
legislation of the House of Representatives as has been evinced and as 
is being daily evinced by this Administration upon this economic prob- 
lem which the House is now considering. 

Mr. REED. The next thing to it was in the case of the Kansas- 
Nebraska bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. Yes; there was a similar effort at that time by a 
Democratic administration in behalf of the extension of slavery. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in view of this platform of 1884, which mani- 
festly straddled the subject of protection, which was of such tenor and 
import that my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] could 
go into the State of New York and the State of New Jersey and ex- 
plain to the people of those States that protection was safe in the hands 
of the Democratic party; in view of the fact that representatives could 
go into the free-trade States of this country and represent that the 
platform of 1884 was in favor of a revision of the tariff and in favor of 
free trade, isit fair, is is fair play that a President elected on that platform 
should influence the House of Representatives with a view to the enforce- 
ment of his policy? Is it fair to the people of the country that the 
House of Representatives, elected on that platform, many of whose 
members appear to be subject to coercion, should enact tariff legisla- 
tion looking toward free trade when that platform of 1884 was sus- 
ceptible of aconstruction looking towards protection? My conclusionis 
that it is not right, that fair play requires that the voters of the United 
States, Democrats and Republicans, should have an opportunity of vot- 
ing on this subject before any action is taken by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. That chance should be given to the voters of this country 
before we enact tariff legislation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in view of the duplex Democratic declaration 
of 1884, in view of the explanation given it in New York and New 


Jersey by Mr. RANDALL and other Democrats, what shall be said of 
the appointment of a Ways and Means Committee, embracing six mem- 
bers from free-trade States, who absolutely represent almost nothing 
of the economic interests of this country as compared with the great 
Northern States? It is true there is a representative upon that com- 
mittee from the State of Pennsylvania, and there is a member on that 
committee from the State of Indiana, but those gentlemen, distin- 
guished as they are, are but the tail, and can be wagged ad libitum by 
the Democratic dog. I mean this in no disrespectful sense. I mean 
it simply in the sense of outvoting the representatives from the North- 
ern States. Thesix representatives on the Ways and Means Committee 
from the Southern States and the two Democratic members of that 
committee from the Northern States formulated the Mills bill from be- 
ginning to end. The Republican members of the committee had 
nothing to do with it—they were not permitted to have anything to do 
withit. So the six Southern Democrats on that committee could do as 
they pleased, and there was nothing left for the two Northern Demo- 
crats to do but to fall into line, which they appear to have done, grace- 
fully. 

Why should these gentleman, forsooth, formulate and prepare a meas- 
ure on the subject of tariff revision, which involves not only the pros- 
perity of capital, but the employment of labor also? They are not 
business men. Tariff revision deals with a business problem. They 
are not interested in the objects sought by protection. Protection is 
specially solicitous about the welfare of labor. Now, judge these gen- 
tleman by what their States represent in this t. 

According to the census of 1880 the amount of wages paid in Ar- 
kansas was, in round numbers, $925,000; in Georgia, $5,266,000; in 
Kentucky, $11,670,000; in Tennessee, $5,254,600; in Texas, $3,343,000; 
and in West Virginia, $4,313,000; an aggregate of about $30,750,000. 
Now, in my own little county of Allegheny, represented by my col- 
league on my right [Mr. DALZELL] and myself, there were paid in wages 
that year $22,371,000. Thus the one county of Allegheny paid within 
eight millions as much wages as the entire amount paid by those States 
represented by a majority of the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means. X 

Mr. ADAMS. What is that aggregate? 

Mr. BAYNE. Thirty million seven hundred and fifty thousand dol- 
lars was the amount paid by all the six States represented by the ~outh- 
ern members of the Committee on Ways aud Means who formulated the 
tariff bill under discussion. 

Mr. ADAMS. My own county in Illinois paid $37,000,000 in 1880, 
and last year paid $74,000,000 in wages. 

Mr. BAYNE. And the city of Philadelphia paid $64,000,000 in 1880, 
and the State of Pennsylvania $134,000,000, and the great city of New 
York, not represented on the committee at all, paid $198,000,000. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permit me tó ask aques- 
tion? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihave not the time. I have only a half hour. I will 
yield for a question if my time be extended. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ihave no power to do that, but I should like 
to ask the gentleman one question. : 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as itis in the aggregate so it is in de- 
tail with these States. Take the wool statistics. 


Wool statistics. 


Scoured wool 
(not includ- 
ing waste 
or shoddy) 
purchased, 


Foreign 
Number of| wool in con- 


K —. —. 
161,404 3.441.787 1,719, 580 
2,198,726 | 17,151,957 9, 520, 553 
7,891,993 | 48,748, O41 28, 024, 931 


This table shows that the little State of Vermont has more spindles 
and purchased more wool than all the States represented by the gen- 
tlemen who controlled the formulation of this bill. The little State 
of Rhode Island, with but two Representatives in the House, exceeded 
all those States fivefold, and the State of Massachusetts did fifteen 
times the amount of business, a 

Now, take the boot and shoe industry—I select that article to please 
my friend from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL]. Here is a table which 
5 5 the number of establishments and the amount of wages paid in 
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TABLE B. 


Number of es- 


24, 875, 106 


And by this it is shown that the six States honored with representa- 
tives on the Committee of Ways and Means had but 22 establishments, 
and paid in wages but $185,437, while the State of Massachusetts had 
982 establishments and paid nearly $25,000,000 in wages. 

Here is a table with reference to iron and steel: 


Iron and steel. 


States. 


tablishments. 
Total wages 
paid in year. 


$ 
= 
3 
£ 
2 


Pennsylvania 
New York 


Now, here is a table which makes a like exhibit and tells a like story. 
Take leather, tanned, and this is what is shown: 


TABLE D.—Leather, tanned. 


gs 2 
2 2 te 
8 8 es 
States, 24 3 
B= 4m 
ze | & 
see 75 12610 
rein... 7 . 
Kentucky. see — aa 
essee sf 
ieee veces 21 3.924 
West Virginia 3 99, 338 
Total 236 184, 207 
California. 63 132,629 
New Jene eee eee. 56 762, 697 


I have tried hard to find out something that they do down there: 
something they manufacture. have looked over the long list with 
that object in view, and I have found that they do some leather tan- 
ning. They have 356 leather-tanning establishments, and they paid 
in wages $184,207. California, having but 63 establishments, paid out 
$132,000; and New Jersey, with but 56, paid over $762,000 a year in 
‘wages. It required but $319 to run an establishment in the States 
that have a majority of the majority of the Ways aud Means Commit- 
tee, while in New Jersey and California it required over $7,000. No 
wonder they have no strikes down there. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mixed textiles make a like showing: 


— 


States. 


Total wages 
res 


i 
BE 
2a 
82 

2 
25 


MAx 16, 


Now, an examination of this table shows that the little State of Cort 
nectient paid nearly a million dollars in wages, while all the States of 
the Ways and Means Committee south of Mason and Dixon’s line 
paid but $143,000, and the great State of Pennsylvania paid eleven and a 
half millions. 

Next I have selected the glass establishments, and I have taken the 
number of establishments and the capital employed, and the total 
wages paid as shown by the census of 1880. Here is the exhibit: 


Total wages 


paid in year, 


Total 18 600 151,022 
n _ 

New Jersey... one 27 | 2,723,021 1,300, C38 
POTTY EGR a RE 78 | 7,689,706 897, 306 


All the States of the South having representatives on the Ways and 
Means Committee had but 6 establishments, with a total capital of 
$725,000, and they paid but $151,000 in wages, while New Jersey had 
27 establishments and Pennsylvania 78, and the tlemen who rep- 
resent States largely devoid of this industry undertake to legislate 
upon it, as if they were quite capable of understanding the subject, 
and with a confidence which few men would dare to arrogate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why should a committee representing no more 
business enterprise than that, knowing no more about the economic 
problem which is presented by this bill than these figures imply—why 
should such a committee undertake to formulate legislation for the con- 
trol of the business interests of this country? This is a business mat- 


55 | ter and business men should look into it and manage it. But, sir, I 


aver, and I challenge contradiction, that while we of the North are in 
favor of high wages to workingmen, you of the South are in favor of 
low wages. You want to keep wages down. I aver that you want to 
keep them down and that you mean to keep them down, and I know 
the reason you want to keep wages down. The gentleman from South 
Carolina [Mr. HEMPHILL] was honest enough to admit it the other 
day. You want to keep wages low because the few own the property 
in the Sonthern States, and if yon raise wages you will put the wage- 
workers in competition with the few. Those wage-workers will grad- 
ually pick up little bodies of land and take to growing cotton and sugar 
and other things in competition with you, and I aver that the majority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means want low wages, and do not 
wantany legislation that will maintain or raise the wages of the work- 
ingmen of this country. 

Mr. HOOKER. I say to the gentleman that the negroes of the 
South, in my region at least, are the best paid laborers in this country 
or anywhere else. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes; they get $8 a month. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. No; they do not get $8 on an average. 

Mr. BLAND (to Mr. BAYNE). How about your coal region in 
Pennsylvania and the Carnegie works, and yourfights and your strikes? 

Mr. BAYNE. I have given the reason why they have no strikes 
down South. It is because they have nobody to strike and nothing to 
strike for. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Now, Mr. i I endeavored to show in the first place by the 
declaration of the Democratic party in its national conventions, and by 
the course pursued by that party in States like New York, New Jersey, 
and Pennsylvania that it was not fair to revise the tariff at this session 
of Congress, because the issue had not been fairly and squarely made 
in the campaign of 1884, or since that time; and my next endeavor has 
been to show that the gentlemen from the six Southern States on the 
Ways and Means Committee have the power to control their two Dem- 
ocratic associates from the Northern States, and that those gentlemen 
are wholly unfit to revise the tariff in a business-like way and accord- 
ing to practical business principles, because they are utterly lacking 
in that business knowledge which is requisite to such an undertaking. 

While I have thus, however, endeavored to show that the consider- 
ation of the question should be postponed until a Congress shall have 
been elected upon the square issue presented by the President’s mes- 
sage, there is no sort of doubt that the Democratic majority will per- 
sist in its endeavor to foist upon the country the product of its theo- 
retical knowledge of economical questions, because that party has always 
placed its dependence upon theories rather then upon facts, and looks 
with more favor upon the à priori method of reaching conclusions than 
it does upon the practical course of deriving conclusions from actual 

rience. 

The Democratic in the whenever it came into power, has 
reduced tariff duties. ring the ninety-nine years of our national ex- 
istence under the present Constitution there have been over one hundred 
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and thirty-five acts of Congress relating to tariff. The history of the 
country presents periods of alternation between protection and tarift 
for revenue. Every period of tariff for revenue was the result of Dem- 
ocratic ascendancy, andevery period of protection was the result of the 
success of the Whig or Republican party. During the progress of this 
great debate a debate I believe to be unequaled in the history of the 
country for learning, versatility, and the citation of facts—during the 
progress, I say, of this debate, one great and important feature of the 
system of protection has not been elaborated anything like as fully as 
its importance would seem to require, I refer to the effect which tarift 
ee would have upon our financial m. 

e student of our history and the clerk capable of single-entry book - 
keeping will alike come to the conclusion that our financial system de- 
pends largely upon practical protection. The student of history will 
ascertain by an examination of our past that in every period of low 
tariff the precious metals were drained out of the country. The 
precious metals were sent abroad to purchase the products of foreign 
countries. The panicof 1837 and the panic of 1857 occurred after and 
in consequence of the tariff of 1833 and after and in consequence of the 
tariff of 1846. The gold and silver had been drained out of the coun- 
try. The banks were unable to redeem their paper. By many persons 
who have not thought upon the subject the conclusion is arrived at 
that bad management was solely responsible for that. The truth is, 
that in nearly all cases it was the interest of the State banks to pre- 
serve their integrity and their solvency and to redeem their paper and 
to maintain themselves as respectable, solvent institutions. 

The men who were interested in those banks had put their money in 
them; they had the pride of success, and the misfortunes of the banks 
meant losses to them, but they could not help it. The misfortunes to 
the banks were the results of national legislation which caused the 
precious metals to go abroad, and which thus disabled the banks so 
that they could not redeem their paper. Up to 1860 the United 
States mints had coined over six hundred millions of dollars of gold, 
and yet at that time there was but about one hundred and fifty or one 
hundred and sixty millions of gold in the United States. Four hundred 
and fifty million do of this sum and all the gold we had obtained 
in the years preceding that time had gone abroad. Now, the presence 
of gold and silver coin, and the paper of the banks and of the Govern- 
ment redeeming paper currency with gold and silver coin, make the 
paper currency of the country equally as good as coin. We have now 
a paper currency which is just as good as gold. It is just as good as 
gold, because it can be converted into gold at any moment of time. 

Now, I want you to think for a moment about what the tariff of 1861 
has done in this behalf. The balance of trade in all the history of the 
country before 1861 was against us, excepting an occasional year now 
and then, but the high tariff of 1861, notwithstanding the great war, 
notwithstanding the fact that we purchased largely from abroad, and 
notwithstanding the fact that we borrowed great sums of money from 
foreign countries, enabled us to redeem all our bonds held abroad, to 
pay for products which were purchased abroad, and so early as 1868 or 
1870 the balance of trade began to turnin our favor, and from that time 
on each succeeding year brought gold and silver into our country from 
foreign countries to pay for what we sold to foreign countries in excess 
of what we bought from them, and to such an extent has this trade 
been in our favor that the vast aggregate is not less now than one 
thousand four hundred millions of dollars. 

Now, anybody who would theorize about this would conclude that 
we ought to have in the United States a large quantity of gold and sil- 
ver; and what is the fact? Why the fact is we have an immense quan- 
tity of gold and silver—a greater quantity than we have ever had at 
any former period of our history. It is estimated that there is now 
in the United States between eight and nine hundred millions of dol- 
lars of gold bullion and gold coin, and we have over three hundred mil- 
lions, including fractional currency, of silver coin. ‘There are more 
than two coined dollars back of every paper dollar, and every paper 
dollar is consequently as good as a coined dollar. It was the Repub- 
lican policy of protection that brought about this condition of things. 

Now, suppose you supplant the Republican policy of protection 
with the Democratic plan. What is the result going to be? Simply 
a vast increase of imports without a corresponding increase of exports, 
Our exports are absolutely regulated by the law of supply and de- 
mand. We cannot sell one bushel more of wheat in London under a 
free-trade policy than we can sell under the protection policy. 

It has been asserted over and over again in this debate that the 
value of wheat is fixed by the quantity offered at Mark Lane. That 

roposition ignores the important factor of home consumption as if 
Mark Lane came over here and fixed our price, while in truth the 
price fixed here is owing to the home supply and the home demand, 
and that those two regulate the quantity which we offer in Europe. 
Now, while it is true that Mark Lane fixes the value of wheat over 
there, wheat is made neither higher nor lower by protection or free trade 
supposing the present conditions to continue. But if the policy of 
free trade shall obtain the value of wheat and of all other farm prod- 
ucts is likely to become much less both in this country and in Europe, 
and for this simple reason: If the operatives and capital now engaged 


in manufacturing interests should be driven to other employments 
many of them would turn their attention to agriculture, and while 
the number of home consumers would not be increased, the number of 
producers would be augmented. 

Now, how any sensible people having such resources as we haye in 
this country, having such a home market as ours is, and haying the 
power by reason of our great resources to make the United States the 
gold treasury of the world—why any sensible people should abandon 
a policy which secured beyond all doubt these great advantages to us, 
is a mystery to me, and it seems to me itshould be a mystery to every 
patriotic citizen of the country. It is without justification or excuse. 
It is a bad time to make the change, for in the calendar year of 1887 
our domestic exports were about $703,000,000, while our imports were 
$708,000,000, and for the first time in fifteen or sixteen years has the 
balance of trade turned against us. If the Mills billshould become a 
law the balance of trade would become still greater and greater against 
us. History would repeat itself. The Democratic policy, which has 
always heretofore driven from the country our precious metals and 
drawn into the country the products of foreign countries, would drive 
our vast accumulation of precious metals abroad_and would draw in 
the products of foreign manufacturers. 

When our gold and silver should have gone abroad and our paper 
should not be convertible into coin, and commercial credits should be 
brought to the test which the absence of good money always brings 
about, we should have a repetition of the experience of 1837 and of 
1857. That is the outlook which the Democratic majority of the Ways 
and Means Committee, and the Democratic majority in the House of 
Representatives, and the Democratic President of the United States in- 
vite. They do not invite it, perhaps, intentionally; they do it unwit- 
tingly. Some do it, perhaps, through motives of jealousy; there may be 
real envy here and there. It is not difficult to discern that most of the 
Southern Democrats would just as leave buy what they want from Old 
England as from New England. On memorial occasions, or when an 
appropriation is wanted for some public exhibition at New Orleans or 
at some other point, sectional lines seem to be obliterated and the gush of 
fraternal seems to fill the lips and hearts of our Southern friends 
to overflowing. But when it comes to a practical test of friendship, 
when it comes to a question whether a few cents more shall be paid for 
the blanket manufactured in Iowa or in New England over the price 
demanded for such a blanket by Old England, then the gush subsides 
and the fraternal spirit takes a rest. 

We want no tariff legislation at this session of Co: When the 
tariff shall be revised we want it revised by its friends. The Repub- 
licans, however, are perfectly willing to reduce the revenue of the Gov- 
ernment. They are willing to take the tax off domestic tobacco, which 
will reduce the revenue $30,000,000. They are willing to take the 
duties off raw sugar and to place a small duty on refined sugar, and 
to pay a bounty equivalent to the present rate of duty on the home 
production of sugar. They are willing to release from duty the spirits 
used in the arts and to discontinue special liquor licenses. There they 
want to stop. This simple proposition will reduce the revenue between 
$80,000,000 and $90,000,000, as much as and probably more than it 
should be reduced. The Republicans feel it to be their duty to remem- 
ber the soldiers of the Republic, most of whom are now a good way 
past the meridian of life and many of them needing that assistance 
which the Government should nat hesitate to freely give. It is there- 
fore the aim of the Republican party to maintain a sufficient income 
by the Government to provide for such as these. 

The cry of the President and the Democratic party as to the great 
danger resulting from the vast surplus in the Treasury is the invention 
of the politician, and not the outgiving of the statesman. ‘The Presi- 
dent knows that the national banks all over the country have deposits 
of money belonging to the Government, and he knows that the money 
thus deposited is being used for commercial purposes. The list of banks 
obtained from the Secretary of the Treasury by the gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. WEAVER] shows that there are about three hundred of them 
having deposits. The President and the Secretary of the 
know it nowif they did not know it before, that they have the power 
to purchase United States bonds with the money that comes into the 
Treasury, and it is obviously within their power to reduce the surplus 
by the purchase of bonds to whatever extent they may deem advisable. 
In the face of these two facts, the distribution of the money through- 
out the country to the national banks, and the power of the Secretary 
of the Treasury to purchase Government bonds, to raise a hue and cry 
about the danger of the surplus interfering with the business of the 
country is sheer nonsense. The business of the country is threatened 
with infinitely greater disaster by the legislation proposed in the Mills 
bill, and next November, when the people of the country will have an 
opportunity of deciding whether the Republicans be right or the Dem- 
ocrats be right, if Iam not greatly mistaken the verdict will be deci- 
sively in favor of the Republicans. 

Mr. LAIRD was recognized. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, as I am to follow the gentleman 
from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD], it may as well be understood now by the 
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Chair and by the House that I have agreed to yield him ten minutes of 
my time, to begin at the end of his own time. 

Mr. LAIRD. Mr. Chairman, the financial condition of this country 
to-day is such as to alarm thinking men into reflection. 

Speaking of this condition, the President of the United States, in his 
message of December 6, 1887, uses the following language: 

You are confronted at the threshold of your legislative duties with a condi- 
tion of the national finances which imperatively demands immediate and care- 
ful consideration. 

This condition of our Treasury is not altogether new; and it has more than 
once of late been submitted to the people's representatives in the Congress, who 
alone can apply a remedy. And yet the situation still continues, with aggra- 
vated incidents, more than eyer presaging financial convulsion and wide-spread 


disaster. 

It will not do to neglect this situation because its dangers are not now pal- 
pably imminent and apparent, They exist none the less certainly, and await 
the unforeseen and unex on when suddenly they will be precipi- 
tated upon us, 

Proceeding, he says that the accumulations by the 30th of June, 
1888, will swell the surplus to $140,000,000. This is the condition as 
confessed to by this officer, and I accompany it by a statement made 
by a leading banking concern of New York, which shows that the 
amount of money now withdrawn from the circulation and at present 
available for the redemption of the debt of the United States is not, as 
stated by Mr. Cleveland, $140,000,000, but, on the contrary, reaches 
the enormous sum of $330,000,000. Here is the statement: 


The following figures are from the official statement of James W. Hyatt, 
‘Treasurer United States, issued March 31, 1888: Gross amount of cash in his hands 
as Treasurer, $673,158,371.60; nst which has been issued in gold, silver, and 
legal-tender-note certificates, 8202. 395,384; leaving net money in his hands as 
‘Treasurer, $380,762,977.60, out of which the Treasurer has $61,231,647.36 lying in 
the national banks, secured o7 deposit with him of Government bonds, 

Of this vast sum now out of use, $100,000,000 is retained as a reserve against 
the legal-tender notes; 887.249.253. 08 is retained to cover various appropriations; 
$99,192,622.15 is the actual net amount retained to cover redemptions of national- 
bank notes, leaving $130,326,758.54 as the actual surplus at that date. Of this 
amount $25,752,828.20 is fractional silver. 

The spirit of all laws of Congress is that only $100,000,000 shall be kept idle, 
but from this statement we see $230,326,753.54 is kept idle, and with the nearly 


cient to redeem on a 2 per cent. basis all the outstanding 4} per cent. bonds due 
in 1891, and with the additional accumulation of surplus up to end of the fiscal 


once, 

In the light of this statement of the business men, taken from the 
report of his Treasurer, Mr. Cleveland conceals the true situation by 
minifying the amount of available surplus 8200, 000, 000. Not much 
of a difference tothe Executive, perhaps, but a difference to the shrunken 
volume of currency, which weighs every hour of its continuance with 
untold peril. 

In my judgment all that is here said by the Executive and by the 
bankers concerning the evil consequences of the sequestration of the 
enormous sums of money represented by the Treasury surplus is true, 
and more. 

Nor are the evils of the situation hidden in the prospective; they are 
now ‘‘palpably imminent and apparent.“ 

The demoralizing effect of the withdrawal and withholding of the 
money of the people from the great business enterprises recently en- 
tered upon or projected can be seen by any careful observer of affairs, 

When all securities, stocks, and bonds, Government as well as others, 
are going down and interest is going up; when wheat and the great 
staples of the West, wheniron and its manifold products are declining; 
when wages are falling and strikes are choking the great lines of trans- 
portation and threatening general revolt and the stoppage of internal 
carriage and the commerce dependent thereon, and others still have 
but recently released their hands from the vital supply of coal; when 
trusts are springing up on every side inspired to unholy activity by 
the example of the Government, and are on every side combining with 
evil fortune and hard times to further depress universal trade and de- 
feat individual endeavor; while these trusts, the monsters of traflic, de- 
fying lawful methods, are with one hand crushing out contracts, and 
with the other sowing the seed of desperation that soon may ripen into 
anarchy, the President of the United States confronts the situation by 
saying in his m that there is no authority for the application of 
these funds to the purchase of bonds not now due, except that— 


found in an appropriation bill a number of years ago, and it is sub- 
ject to the suspicion that it was intended as temporary and limited in its appli- 
cation. 


Here, Mr. Chairman, is the law referred to by the Executive as sub- 

ject to suspicion ” and supposed to be temporary:“ 
Act of March 3,1881, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
United States bonds with his surplus money, 
Be it enacted, ete. 
* * > * * * * 

Sec, 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury may at any time apply the surplus 
money in the Treasury,not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he 
may consider proper,to the purel emption of United States bonds: 
Provided, That the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part oí 
the sinking fund, but shall be canceled. 

Approved March 3, 1851. . 

It has stood upon the statute-books unchallenged until now, and 
under it subsequent administrations without question bought up and 
redeemed $182,241,750 of the bonds of the United States, and under 


which, as the only and sufficient authority, his own Secretary of the 
Treasury has already purchased not only the 4} per cent. bonds due in 
1891, but also the 4 per cents. due in 1907, paying for the former 108 
cents on the dollar and for the latter 127 cents on the dollar, expend- 
ing in the purchase of $18,088,000 of such bonds $21,665,500 of the 
surplus under this authority repudiated by the President. 

Mr. Chairman, does not the President go to desperate lengths to re- 
lieve himself and his administration of the responsibilities of the situ- 
ation when he says that because the law of 1881 is ‘subject to sus- 
picion’’? he therefore refuses to proceed under it? What is this but 
repudiation of the laws? Who is suspicious“ of the law? Who has 
said it was temporary? Has the court said so? Has the Congress re- 
pealed it? And if not where does he obtain the power to set aside at 
will a law passed and approved four years before he came to power? 

From whence does he obtain the authority to nullify the acts of 
Congress? We supposed we had a servant committed by his oath to 
the execution of the laws. We awake to find we have a master be- 
fore whose imperial will the laws must bend or yield. 

Thus far this Administration has furnished the country much food 
for reflection, but none so startling as this. 

There was one of the subordinate officers of the Government who, 
intoxicated with power, undertook the suspension of the laws ‘‘ upon 
suspicion,” and this same President placidly broke his official neck, to 
the entire satisfaction of all well-wishers of good government. It is 
unnecessary, sir, to say that I refer to the late unlamented Mr. Will- 
iam Andrew Jackson Sparks. 

Will His Excellency make his own significant commentary and re- 
strain his exuberant impetuosity when he is tempted to use the im- 
perial veto on laws he can only obey, or disobeying, take the conse- 
quences, 

But, sir, supposing the President sincere in his reference to the law 
of 1881, how will he or his champions explain the fact that he refused 
his approval to exactly such a law as he says the situation now needs, 
and if now has always during his term of office needed ? 

The Forty-ninth Congress passed what is known as the Morrison 
surplus resolution“ July 30, and sent it on that day to the President. 
He did not return it, and Congress adjourned August 7, 1885, and the 
resolution was killed by the deliberate act of the man who now lays 
all the evils of the surplus to want of authority to buy bonds, which 
he is buying, or, in other words, to Congress. 

And, Mr. Chairman, if the situation is so perilous and the demand 
for relief so imperative, why is it that the bill to provide for the pur- 
chase of bonds, which passed the House February 29, 1888, went to the 
Senate, was amended, returned to the House, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance March 1, and reported back to the House March 6, 
has not been called tp, considered, and passed? Who is responsible 
for this? 

Is it not the duty of the majority to save the industries of the coun- 
try from death by financial inanition, to the end that they may try the 
effects of tariff reform on them, for the benefit of science, if nothing else? 

Mr. Chairman, one of the objections of the President to the law of 
1881, directing the application of the surplus to the purchase of undue 
bonds, is that it is found in an appropriation bill. This is not without 
a precedent other than that furnished by a Republican administration. 

In Polk’s message of December, 1847, he said: 

It is recommended that as soon as the war shall be over (with Mexico), all the 
surplus in the Treasury not needed for other indispensable objects shall con- 
stitute a sinking fund, and be applied to the purchase of the funded debt, and 
that authority be conferred by law for that purpose. 

In accordance therewith came the tardy act, section 9 of the appro- 
priation bill of March 3, 1853, whereby the Secretary of the Treasury 
was authorized ‘‘to purchase at the current market rate any of the 
outstanding bonds of the United States that he may deem most ad- 
visable from any ‘surplus’ funds in the Treasury,” but the surplus 
must 585 be reduced below six millions (Statutes at Large, volume 10, 

e 8 
Onde: this act of 1853 the Democratic administration paid as high 
as 21 per — premium for bonds due in twenty years. Here is the 
statement: 


Statement showing when debt of United States was redeemable, rate of in- 
terest, and rate of premium paid. 


Premium paid. 
When 
redeemable. | July 30 
o Dec, 
25, 1853. 
Per cent. 
Dec. 31, 1862 16 
Nov. 12, 1856 8} 
Jan.1, 1868 21 
July 1, 1868 21 


Jan. 1, 1868 


CONGRESSIONAL 


- 1888. 


In from three to four years the Secretary of the Treasury, under the 
act of 1853, had paid in premiums over $4,600,000, and claimed he had 
saved in interest $14,600,000. 

Mr. Chairman, before the hoarded treasures of the Government had 
reached their present dangerous sum the prosperity of the country west 
of the Missouri River was never greater. The amount of internal im- 
provement during the years 1886-87 was unparalleled, and yet to-day 
hundreds of miles of graded railroad line through Kansas, Nebraska, 
Dakota, and Wyoming lie tieless and unironed, waiting for the will 
and power of the t corporate owners and projectors to give the 
touch of life ’’ to their work and deliverance to the country they pene- 
trate, which is now hopelessly cut off from the commercial world. 

You ask the managers of great Western systems, which a year ago 
began work that was to end on the shores of the Pacific, why itis that 
they have suspended, and they will answer you it is because they can 
not profitably get the means with which to proceed, that they dare not 
take the risks, that capitalists and stockholders are stricken with a 
sudden dismay, and that they are halting between hope and fear until 
the millions in the Treasury are unlocked and the surplus ceases to 
menace the country with ruin. 

The shadow of caution, distrust, and fear has fallen upon the business 
of the country, and the nation seems to have wakened suddenly to the 
fact that its very life-blood is congested; that its medium of exchange, 
its money, its gold, all that which circulating through the peaceful 
channels of business constitutes the calm health of nations, is being 
‘f pooled,” “cornered,” and combined ” in the ‘‘dead-lock”’ of the 
Treasury, from whence its influence issues like a malediction, paralyz- 
ing credit and capital into conservative inactivity. 

n view of this condition of the country and its business, incident 
to the condition of the Treasury, it is truly time to call a halt, and not 
only ask but know what is the trouble and who is responsible for it; 
what is the remedy, and apply it. 

The remedy and responsibility, sir, under existing laws, rest with 
the Secretary of the Treasury and the executive head of the Govern- 
ment, and if those responsible will at once undertake the purchase and 
redemption of the two hundred and thirty millions of 4} per cent. bonds 
due in 1891, which can be bought at a premium of 8 per cent., and an 
annual saving of 2 or 24 per cent. on the entire interest, then the burden 
which is weighing the country down will be lifted and the great work 
of development now standing at a halt can go forward. 

The theory of the Democratic majority is that the tariff is at fault, 
and that all the evils of the times are to be laid upon it. Iwill not 
stop at this moment to discuss a theory which may remotely affect the 
situation. Whether the surplus sprang from the tariffor not, it is still 
true that in either event the Democratic party is responsible, for it 
alone had the power to lower the taxes and stop the accumulations. 
Whether good or evil, the surplusis a fact, and as such demanded the 
attention of the majority party and its Executive, and that attention 
they have stubbornly or ignorantly refused to give. And so I appeal 
from their theory to this fact: Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury 
should to-morrow call in the sixty-one millions of money of the Gov- 
ernment loaned without interest to the national banks of the country, 
and they in turn should call on their customers who are carrying on 
vast undertakings based upon this credit, would not this contraction 
produce a crash that would involve the commercial world in ruin? 
This, I take it, would give us a result for which we would not be in- 
debted to theory, and which would be so dire and complete that no man 
on this floor cares to invoke the test. 

Mr. Chairman, the ment of the surplus was not the first 
mistake of this political Moses. Has the country forgotten that the first 
act of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration was to advertise in his annual 
message of 1885 for a panic? He asked the world to furnish him a panic 
to prove that his theory that silver was the enemy of gold and would 
drive the latter across the seas was true. 

The President had borrowed this prediction from the financial 
prophets of the Administration in Wall street—from gentlemen who 
inherit their disinterested ability to shape the financial course of this 
nation in a direct line of transmission from the money-changers that 
Christ recommended should be scourged from the temple. 

There was no panic. The prediction failed. The much-conjured 
devil of destruction was too decent to come forth. The loaded dice of 
the Administration, thrown in conspiracy with the proposed Wall-street 
gold corner, failed to produce the expected, if not the desired, result. 
Not fate and chance, but the laws of business, incapable of corruption 
or the influence of man, defended us. 

Take it all in all, Mr. Chairman, the result of the financial policy of 
the Administration has not been happy upon the West. Whether that 
policy had its origin in ignorance, indifference, or mendacity, its culmi- 
nation has produced results costing us millions in additional interest 
charges upon our loans, and renewals of the same; millions snatched, 
by the Government corner on the money, from the toil-stained hands 
of the farmers of the West, whose life is a patient struggle waged with 
unpretending courage against ‘‘a sea of troubles.” 

It was a cruel blow to a class of men numbering all told over 7,000,- 
000, and including directly or indirectly one-third of the entire popu- 
lation of the United States. And they are a class that deserve well of 
the Republic. They are neither socialists, anarchists, nor grumblers. 
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Under all the terrible temptations of impending ruin they are still the 
living promise of the country’s peace, prosperity, and stability. They 
are as fundamental as the Andes or the Rockies, and constitute the 
backbone of both our system of business and of government. And so 
long as they can live I have no fear for the Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, here is a verification of the disastrous effects of the 
surplus policy of this Administration on the farm products of this coun- 
try nor is its full loss to the country west of the Missouri computed 
here, nor can it be with any just degree of certainty, because of the 
additional loss to the far West on account of transportation. 


Average export prices of cerlain commodities for the fiscal years from 1854 
to 1861 compared with 1885, 1886, and 1887. 


Wheat, per | Cotton. per | Butter, per Cheese, 
bushel. Sa, D pound, youn 
1 $1.33 $0. 10% $0. 174 $0. 095 
1 STs -10 -16 45 09 


580, 
On dairy products...... . 56,290,000 
Total yearly loss . . . . . VVT 649, 870, 000 


From the first table it appears that the total average yearly loss to 
agriculture during the years 1885, 1886, 1887, as compared with the 
years from 1854 to 1861, is $649,870,000, or a total loss for the three 
years of the monstrous sum of $1,949,610,000. And this loss is con- 
temporaneous with the policy of ‘‘ cornering”? the money of the country 
in the United States Treasury commenced with his own administration, 
and now, by his own admission, about to culminate in ruin. . 

I omit, Mr. Chairman, any reference to the tables comparing 
the years from 1860 to 1869 and from 1868 to 1878 with the three years 
of Mr. Cleveland’s surplus policy for the obvious reason that the con- . 
dition of values during that time was so unsettled that it might and 
would be said that the startling disclosures made by the figures were 
chargeable to that and not to the policy under consideration. 


Average export prices for the fiscal years from 1876 to 1885, compared with 
1885, 1886, and 1887. 


Corn Wheat Cotton per | Butter per | Cheese 
bushel. Sate pound. pound, poun 
1876 to 1885.......... 80. 587 81. 163 
1885, 1886, 1887. 507 . 87 17 
Decline ..... 0773 29 


Comparative yearly loss to American farmers on said crops between 


above periods: 

On corn.... . $112,500, 000 

On wheat. . 130,500,000 

On cotton, 8 000 

e coseeessennsene esveanecase sporog; }, 000 
c y 468, 000, 000 


The table showing the comparative loss to agriculture for the years 
1885, 1886, and 1887, as contrasted with the period from 1876 to 1885, 
is not open to that objection, and the total yearly loss on corn, wheat, 
cotton, and dairy products for this period of $468,000,000 is not ex- 
plainable otherwise than by reference to the condition ot the currency. 
The aggregate for the three years, 1885, 1886, and 1887, of the com- 
parative losses thus established is $1,404,000,000, from which I de- 
duct the comparative loss on the cotton crop of the Southern planter, 
and find the net comparative loss on corn, wheat, and dairy products 
to have been $1,323,000,000, most of which fell upon the country west 
of the Mississippi. 

It can not be answered that these results are chargeable to overpro- 
duction of wheat, for, as appears by the following table, the produc- 
tion of Europe in the three years next preceding, 1885, 1886, and 1887, 
was 69,000,000 bushels less than for those years. 


[See table on next page.] 
Wheat crops in this country, according to United Slates Agricultural De- 
partment reports. 
Average 
Years. Acres. Bushels. zeny 
ago. 
365,000,000 | $1. 25% 
am| S 
498, 549, 868 Lost 
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Wheat crops in this country, according to United States Agricultural De- 
partment reports.—Continued. 


330, 280, 090 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


I see nothing but danger in the surplus, and therefore am opposed to 
its further accumulation and am in favor of attacking it at both ends. 
Pay the debts with what is already piled up, and stop the useless ac- 
cumulation of more by a reduction of customs duties and internal taxes. 

Something might be said of the necessity of a navy, but since I lis- 
tened to the of my eloquent friend from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] in the Forty-eighth Congress on that subject, I have lost all 
hope. It will be remem that that gentleman declared that all 
the navy we needed, in order to become the terror of the seas, could be 


aa: 421.088,18 Lop |builtoutof “two hemlock logs lashed together, and an American flag.“ 
1881. 512, 708, 900 82 | And this sublime suggestion for the national defense met with the en- 


eee 9. 526, 466 3, 550, 741,518 


2.550, 744.518 
443, $43, 0643) 
SSS — 


thusiastie approval of his party. 

Something might be said of the need of ordnance and defensive works 
for the protection of our 15,000 miles of undefended rivers, coasts, and 
harbors, and the cities that in the event of war would become the sport 


May 16,- 


mn —— — 2800 of destruction, and it has been said here by over-sanguine gentlemen, 
1887 456,329,000 who did not think on whose bottom the Democratic tub was standing, 
—— and what was said here was long ago better said than here by the dead | 
** +] _107, 823, 246 | 1,270, 659, 080 | sage of Gramercy Park, but all in vain, for the ability of his party to | 
„„ | 35, 940, 749% appreciate a wisdom sounding in patriotism and progress is deader than 


And a comparison of the wheat crop in this country for the three 
years of 1885, 1886, and 1887 with the three years previous shows an 
annual average decrease for 1885, 1886, and 1887 of 55,812,176 bushels, 
or à total decrease of this product for the three years of 167,436,528 
bushels. 

Leaving this branch of the subject, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that the 
losses of the farmers of this country, aggregating millions per year, are 
chargeable to the reduction of the volume of the currency by the policy 
of the present Administration, a policy which, ignorantly or intelli- 
gently, makes the Government the principal factor in the combinations 
of capital which compel the producers to sell their products at such 
prices as renders the es3 of bread-raising a practical failure, 

Mr. Chairman, the estimated expenses of the Government for the next 
fiscal year, June 30, 1888, to June 30, 1889, are placed at $325,000, 000. 
Its incomes from all sources are placed at $383, 000,000, derived as follows: 


the venerated dust of their forgotten idol. 

Something might be said of the need of plants for the manufacture, 
and places for the assemblage of modern ordnance, to the end that 
when, under the operation of the policy of free trade, we are compelled 
to abandon the ancientand honored doctrine of non-intervention in the 
affairs of Europe, and to accept as one of the blessings of good govern- 
ment her intervention in the affairs of this continent, we might respond 
in kind, when England sends her fleet to levy for debt on the United 
States, with fire and iron, as she did on Egypt. 

But I refrain, for I remember that in the course of debate on the 
question of the continuance of a patent in the Forty-ninth Congress it 
was held by the honored and progressive gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Duxx] that invention was a curse and progress a pitfall; that 
but for the untimely miracles of printing and gunpowder the land of 
Arkansas would still have been like the happy valley of the Abyssin- 
ian prince, and that the inhabitants thereof, instead of ‘‘listening with 
credulity to the whispers of fancy, following with eagerness the phan- 


sales Of public lands. . . .. . . .. u. isie iii 810. 000, 000, 00 

rom hational banks. dod uasnaeceessensnss cos’ 2 * 2, 000, 000, 00 promises of youth, and to-morrow would cure the deficiencies of to- 

Ton poorer von T OSALA OE Tis ooo, 09 | day, would still be plowing the timber-strewn beaver clearing with 
From fees consular, letters patent, and | 3,500, 000. 00 | a-crooked stick, and shooting the succulent alligator with a club. 

From — of public ee pe 8 poste Since I learned these things, sir, and many more like them, from the 
Aau “arr hey iapecon ine mpeg de beg tee ry 180.00. co | gentleman in question, I abandoned the hope of appropriations for the 
From revenues of the District of Columb 2, 400, 000,00 | benefit of that which is scientific in arms, and following the inevitable 
Fron miscellaneous sources.. 4,500, 009.00 | course of Democratic empire back across the conquered fields of science 


Internal-revenue sources. 


DDr seseesnesese 333, 000, 000. 00 
Assuming, as we may, that the estimates will be cut at least $15,- 
000,000, the gross amount appropriated for the conduct of the Govern- 
ment for the period named willstand at $310,000,000, which, deducted 
from the gross incomes, leaves $73,000,000 as the excess of the incomes 


over the nses of the Government for the period named. 

This, if the present surplus be not reduced by its application to the 
purchase of the $230,000,000 of 4} per cent. bonds, would make the 
aggregate available cash in the Treasury June 30, 1889, according to 

r, Cleveland’s estimate, $213,000,000, or, according to the calculation 
of the New York bankers, based on the Treasurer’s statement for March 
31, 1888, $403,000,000. 


Production of wheat in Eu 


toward the dark ages, I agree that it will be bettter and cheaper, par- 
ticularly cheaper, for you to pnt out the electric light, the undying 
spark of American genius, bauish the electric spirit that speaks to us 
across continents and under oceans like the still small voice of Omnis- 
cience, break the great wheels that roll the billions of American com- 
merce across a tideless continent and unite the eastern and western seas 
by the twin miracles of fire and iron, break up for us the great presses 
that print for us each day an intellectual picture of the world and 
“give its lettered pomp to tooth of time,” and, folding our tents like 
the Arabs, quietly steal away, pausing, perhaps, in our backward march 
to ask why the monument at Bunker Hill and why the graves at Lex- 
ington. 

Since I learned these things, sir, so eloquently inculcated by the ad- 
vocate of that lofty proposition, that all thatis is wrong, I have come to 


rope from 1881 to 1888, 


[In the absence of official figures, latest estimates are given.] 


Bushels. B Bu. 

40, 000, 000 39, 725, 000 43, 814,740 37, 871, 201 44, 
114, 000, 000 114, 638, 863 107, 208, 499 90, 615, 616 135, 263 
20, 000, 000 19,573, 926 22, 700, 000 16, 645, 606 a, 030 
5, 000, 000 5, 000, 000 4, 969, 739 4, 682, 130 4, 284 
903; 000, 000 312,912,137 | 324,130,397 | 294,400,346} 346, 610, 624 
108, 000, 080 |, 000, 106, 973, 750 91, 082, 424 86, 379, 000 93, 823, 048 
79, 000, 000 500, 82,145,888 | 84,653,715 | 72,768, 921 91, 351, 500 
4,000, 000 800, 5, 102, 894 5, 102, 894 5, 102, 894 5, 102, 894 
124, 000, 000 000, 118, 244,589 115, 500, 000 124, 411, 748 155, 012, 168 
10, 000, 000 000, 4, 965, 625 5, 892, 079 5, 628, 43 5, 430, 488 
8.000, 000 500, 7,561, 250 7,008, 780 8,512,500 7.200, 000 
20, 000, 000 000, 22,629,063 | 30,887,000 | 20, 000. 000 30, 000, 000 
295, 000, 000 000, 209, 192, 256 266, 711, 972 218, 816, 360 202, 907, 736 
3,000, 000 750, 4, 681, 875 G, 242, 500 4,500, 000 6, 810, 768 
114, 000, 000 000, 113, 500, 000 99, 312, 500 120, 000, 000 85, 134, 600 
3, 000, 000 500, 2, 837, 500 8, 822, 857 8, 107, 304 3, 792, 834 
500, 000 000, 2, 057, 188 2,128,125 2,128, 128 2, 128, 125 
000, 45, 400, 000 42, 562, 500 86, 887,500 | 40, 867, 200 
G00 500, 500 567, 500 507, 500 567,500 
300, 1,270, 383, 227 | 1,158, 925,514 | 1, 287, 332, 264 

Bushels, 

DENA eee, 3, 709, 000, 000 


toms of hope,” instead of ‘‘expecting that age would perform the 
548, 149 
990, 
554, 


believe that there was no way for us to prepare for the unhappy con- 
tingency of fature war than to abandon the repeating rifle, abolish the 
Krupp , and arm our future champions in combat with a tough club 
adorned with alligator’s teeth, and when defending the coast let them 
carry in addition a bag of sand, for then sand will be cheap—very cheap. 

In respect to these improvements, demanded in the name of good 
government, the ways of our Democratic friends are like the ways of 
Providence, and there the likeness ceases—they are mysterious and 
past finding out. 

Mr. Chairman, I am for the reduction of the income of the Govern- 
ment. Itisin my judgment obviously unjust and illogical to continue 
to strip the people of the country of seventy-odd millions of money per 
year, only to see it added to the other worse than useless millions 
already locked up in the Treasury. 

And particularly is it necessary that this be done at once, when we 
seo and admit that neither will the Executive recommend nor the ma- 
jority in Congress pass laws that will apply what is in the Treasury, 
or is to be, to the manifest needs of the people. 

Under this state of things not to advocate reduction, and accom- 
plish it if we can, is, in my judgment, for us to become partakers in 
the cvil of a policy denounced alike by the friends and foes of the Ad- 
ministration. 

I wish to sce the incomes reduced to the expenses. Not necessarily 
to the expenses narrowed down to the narrowest possible limit of the 
needs of the Government, but reduced as far as is consistent with lib- 
eral provisions for the conduct of its affairs, including provisions for 
the payment of the maturing public debts and the making of needed 
public improvements. 

And I am for this being done by the Republican party, or if it can 
not be done by them, they being in the minority here, I am still in 
favor of an intelligent, determined, and fearless attempt to do it. 

Iam tired of that policy that asks us of the West to stand upon noth- 
ing but the neutral defense of a negative, of a denial of tho efficacy of 
proposed remedial legislation. In the Forty-eighth Congress we stood 
upon our objection that the case made by the Morrison bill did not 
state facts suflicient to constitute a cause of action. Evidently thecourt 
of public opinion sustained us, as may be claimed by the significant loss 

of seats in this House then held by Democrats. But notwithstanding 
the qualified snecess of the negative policy of the Republican party in 
that contest, for one, I did not then approve it, and do not now wish 
to sco it applied in the trial of this case, neither here nor to the people. 
We are entitled to a judgment on the merits in this controversy, and 
not to a judgment by default. 

I am not indifferent to the difficulties of the situation, nor unmind- 
fgl that it hecomes me to be subordinate, and I hope that when I ask 
foy affirmative action by the Republican party it will not be taken as 
treason to, or lack of faith in, the Republican members of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, upon whom must fall the initial labor of pre- 
paring, digesting, and presenting a measure to be op to the meas- 
ure presented by the majority of that committee and now pending be- 
fore the House. 

In the old time we drew power and honor from the fact of what we 
did, and not from the fact of what we objected to others doing. Sup- 
pose it be conceded in advance that we can not pass a bill for the re- 
form of the duty and tax laws, does that excuse us from the trial, and 
a trial in which measure shall be opposed to measure? Do we not 
hold a better place in the coming controversy if we can say that we 
were defeated in an effort to modify those laws, than we would if we 
could only say that we defeated an effort, however crude, sectional, 
and dangerous, of our political adversaries to modify them? 

The people can comprehend an effort to do something; can they as 
well comprehend an effort to prevent that something from being done? 
The people realize that they are between two one from the 
accumulation of unneeded taxes, the other from an ill-advised effort 
to reduce those taxes, so ill-advised that it amounts to a selfish, sec- 
tional, and cowardly blow at the American policy of protection. 

It is our duty to protect them from both evils if we can, and Iam 
for the effort. Let us do justice to the South and compel the South to 
do justice to the North and West, thus sustaining the confidence of the 
great Northern and Western constituencies in our willingness to defend 
all sections and all interests; and whether victorious or defeated we 
will reap our reward in a return to power of the only party witha 
policy big enough to comprehend the good of all. 

And in this connection, Mr. Chairman, the appeal to history satisfies 
me that the only practical hope the country has for substantial relier 
is in the Republican party. That y has had control of the House 
ot Representatives where, under the Constitution, all bills affecting 
taxes must originate, from 1866 down to March 4, 1875, and thereafter 
from March 4, 1881, to March 4, 1883, eleven years. The Democrats 
have had control from 1875 to 1881, and trom 1883 to the present time, 
also eleven years. 

During the eleven years of Republican control the revenues were re- 
duced $362,000,000, as follows: 

1. Acts of July 13, 1966, and March 2, 1867..... 


2. Acts of March 1868, and February, 1868.. 
3. Acts of July, 1870 


———f———————ů— 


4. Acts of December, 1871 . . . . .. 14, 400, 000 
5. Acts cf May, 1872, tea an 15, 900, 000 
6. Acts of June, 1872 . 31, 000, 000 
7. Acts of March 3, 1883 (estimated)........- 61, 200, 000 

Grand total under Republican rule. . . . 302. 000. 000 


During the eleven years of control the Democratic party has reduced 
the revenues $6,370,000. This was at the rate of something over 
$500,000 a year. 

This reduction was made by taking the internal-revenue taxes off cf 
whisky, tobacco, and snuff. It may be imagined that this reduction, 
particularly that on snuff, was a great relief to American labor, par- 
tieularly that portion of the American laborers who gain their living 
by sneezing. 

This comparison of the achievments of the two parties will cast some 
light on the question of which party has favored and maintained war 
taxes. 

The advocates of the Mills bill are claiming now, and have always 
claimed, that all the crimes against industry are concentrated in what 
they call the war taxes. If so, what a pitiful lack of conscience and 
courage, and what fertility of incapacity, has that party displayed dur- 
ing its eleven years of control. 

The West, or at least that section with which I am familiar, asks for 
free coal, free salt, free lumber, and free sugar, and for the removal or 
reduction of the duties on other articles of necessary daily consump- 
tion where not in conflict with like articles of American manufacture 
or production, and for the modification of duties on necessaries wherever 
it can be done without injury to American labor. 

In addition to this we would like to see taxes taken from alcohol 
when used in the arts and sciences, and from tobacco until such a re- 
duction is made as will reduce the incomes to the legitimate needs of 
the Government. 

Mr. Chairman, the Mills bill is offered as a means of relief against 
the further collection of unnecessary duties and taxes. If current history 
can be trusted, there are certain things connected with this measure 
which dishonor it at the start. 

It is said that this bill was conceived in secret; that the Democratic 
majority were not aided in its formulation by their Republican col- 
leagues; that they did not sit in the place i psa by law for their 
sessions, but in a place unknown to their colleagues and the public; 
that they thereby defeated the effort of the industries of the country 
to be heard, and denied the right of petition. If this be true, then the 
Congress is asked to honor with its confidence and give consideration 
to a measure born in defiance of the rule that the only adequate pro- 
tection to private interest, as well as public honor, is to be found in the 
open and public consideration by the committee of the House of the 
matters intrusted to them by Congress. 

The merit of this measure is that it puts salt and lumber on the free- 
list, and its disgrace is that it does not put coal and sugar there also; 
and it falls, so far as I am concerned, before this one overwhelming 
objection. It strikes the tax off these staples of the North and West— 
salt, lumber, and wool—and it does not strike the same tax off of the 
sugar, coal, iron, orrice of the South. It doesnot go as farasitought 
to go as to coal and sugar, and the reason why it does not appears to 
be clearly and entirely poea and sectional. 

It comes to us of the West declaring that we, in respect to our inter- 
ests, are not entitled to the same consideration that they of the South 
are. It strikes duties from imports that may disad vantageously affect 
Michigan and Wisconsin lumber and salt and Western wool, but it con- 
tinues them upon Virginia coal, Louisiana sugar, and Georgia and Ala- 
bama iron. 

Coal is an absolute necessity of life, and sugar is as indispensable to 
the comfort of the home of the poor as to that of the rich. They are 
not less demanded than lumberandsalt. Put them all on an equality. 
We ask in this nothing sectional; the West has coal, so have the East, 
the North, and the South, Put them all upon an equality. We ask 
in this no sectional advantage, and we will submit to none. 

As this bill stands under the old schedule you collect $59,000,000 of 
duty to protect $17,000,000 of sugar produced in Louisiana, and you 
take all protection from 265,000,000 pounds of American wool for the 
benefit of the 114,000,000 pounds of foreign wool imported into this 
country during the last fiscal year. You put the raw wool of the 
farmer on the free-list, and you leave the duty on the grade of woolen 
goods which he must buy. Thus, according to your theory of the op- 
eration of the laws of trade, on the one hand you rob him of the advan- 
tage of the tariff on his product, and, on the other, to borrow yourown 
language, you allow the manufacturer to rob“ him again by adding 
the duty on his goods, which duty you refuse to remove, to the price 
which the farmer must pay for them as necessaries, 

You strike duties frgm salt, and yon refuse to take them from coal. 
You make lumber free, and you protect iron, Are not these thingsall 


equally necessary to the comfort of men? And if so, why are they not 
treated as such as a matter of principle? ‘To do otherwise is a trick, 
and your bill is nothing but an intrigue—a bribe paid to a section you 
fear. Your bill confesses that you have broken the great principle of 
equality, fundamental to good Government, in the interest of a party, to 
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conciliate a section. With your hands full of power you dare not do 
justice; you are frightened at the omnipotence of a principle. 

Mr, Chairman, while on the sectional aspect of the proposed legisla- 
tion, allow me to present two tables taken from the Census report, 
which present the facts as they are as to the relative interest in and 

ible benefits derived from the system of protection as between the 
orth and South. 

The protection on articles ofimport competing in the American market 
against like products of the West and North, is as follows: 


Farm imports, dutiable. 


Duty. 


$979, 696 
2, 464, 303 
1, 187, 847 


20 per cent, ad valorem, 
Do. 
Do. 


10 cents per bushel. 
Do. 


Do. 
cent per pound. 
10 cents per bushel. 
20 cents per bushel. 
302 | 20 per cent. ad valorem, 


394 | $2 per ton, 
8 cents per pound. 


20 cents per bushel. 


Provisions (page 797) 
Meat products, ex- 
aa b eee 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
All other. 1 to 2 cents per pound. 
iry: 


* 4 cents per pound. 
S Do 


Cheese 


Milk, conde 20 per cent. ad valorem. 


Vegetables (page 799): 


Beans, peas..bushels... 10 per cent. ad valorem. 
Potters . 15 per cent. per bushel. 
Pickles, eto. . . 35 cent. 


per 
10 per cent. ad valorem, 


All other, natural... 
other, 35 per cent, ad valorem. 


All other, preserved. 


TORRY .scccerssceccosssicccse]escone ns sccoseoencenans 
Wool 800) : 
rcs a wools.- Ibs. 2} to 12 cents per pound. 
Combing wools..do..... Do. 
Carpet, eto. .. . do. Do, 
Fall 
Flax, ete. (page 794): 
Flax 3 tons... 1, 922,182 | $5 to $40 per ton. 
Animals. . . 4e. 


Barley, ma 
Provisions ..... 


So much for the Northern farmer. 
is protected as follows: 


The Southern farmer and planter 


Farm imports, dutiable. 


Amount, Duty. 


$4, 041, 522 
2, 616, 128 
3,733, 001 


10, 390, 651 


$25 per ton. 
20 per cent. ad yalorem. 
815 per ton. 


Fruits (pages 794, 795): 
fe unds... 


po 487,692 | 2 cents, 
3, 835, 147 | 30 cents E box, 16 cents 
per half box, $2 per 1,000. 
25 cents per box, 13 cents 
per half box, $1.60 per 
„000. 
mos. . 
—— S 14 2 cents. 
Preserved fruit. . . . ... . . . . 20 per cent. ad valorem. 
ATT 462 | 35 per cent. ad valorem. 
Almonds, 76 | cents per pound, 7 cents 
per pound shelled, 
2 cents per pound, 


Duty. 


ell unds... 
Poa 


n 1} to 2} cents 
— dow E E A ee 


4 to 8 cents per gallon, 
1.4 cents per pound. 
3 cents. 


8.5. 
5 cents per pound, 


— 54,939 49, 430 | 75 cents to $1 per pound. 
5 17,464,255 | 8,655,520 | 33 cents per pla Rf 


The balance of protection in favor of Southern interests as against 
Northern and Western, as shown by this table, is $73,006,678—only a 
trifle, but such a trifle as this will open the eyes of the West if it can 
not waken the conscience of the majority of this House. 

It will be observed from this table that the principal advantage to 
Northern agriculturists comes from the duty laid on imported wool, 
which is $16,424,479, and that this is now proposed to be taken from 
the Western farmer and presented to the foreign growers of wool. It 
will be observed also that the principal item of protection to the South- 
ern planter is that on sugar and cane products, to wit, $74,519,607, and 
this is to be maintained with slight modification. And this is done 
by a party that says that it is not the enemy of American manufact- 
urers, laborers, and producers; that it bas come to power like the Holy 
One of old, to Li N the way of redemption of these same laborers and 
producers from the bondage of war taxes. Sugar is protected to the 
extent of $56,000,000 a year, or $1 per head of the entire e ee of 
the United States, paid into the Treasury as duty on the imported 
sugar consumed by the country. 

The purpose for which this vast levy is made is the protection of the 
Louisiana and other Southern planters who produce $17,000,000 worth 
of the sugar consumed by the people. That is, the general consumers 
pay enough in duty on the supply of sugar, over and above the home 
product, to buy that home product more than three times over. 

And notwithstanding this enormous tax of $1 per head on the pop- 
ulation of the United States, the industry of sugar-growing in the 
South, it is said, has steadily decreased. And still a party flying the 
banners of reform, pledged to tariff reduction to the level of the reve- 
nue needs of the Government, such tariff when reduced to be so ad- 
justed as to protect American industry and cheapen imported neces- 
saries, proceeds to reform the tariff by letting alone an outrage which 
robs the tax-ridden people (Democratic stereotype) of at least fifty 
millions of money for nothing. 

I would not refuse protection to the sugar interests of the South, but 
would levy only such a duty on imported sugar as would pay a rea- 
sonable bounty to the growers of American sugar. The effect of rais- 
ing sixty millions of revenue from sugar, an imported necessary of life, 
will be seen in the removal or reduction of duties on other imports, 
which duties are necessary to protect American producers; and, sir, 
here is an example of it. 

The following table shows the effect of Democratic tariff reform on 
certain Western farm products: 


Products. Canadian rate. Uniten e Mills rate. 
Potatoes. ..| 10 cts. per bushel. 15 cts, per bushel..| Free, 
Beans. „| 15 cts, per busbel.] 10 per cent. . . Free. 
Pens. . 10 ets. per bushel..| 10 und 20 per cent. Free. 
Tomatoes. . .. . . . . . . 30 cts. per bushel..| 10 per cent. . Free. 

All other 20 per cent .. 10 per cent. .. Free. 


1 cent per pound.. 
1 cent per pound. Free. 
25 per cent.. .. Free. 


. | 1 cent per pound.. 
1 cent per pound.. 
20 per cent............ 


Currants. — 
Peppermint and other es- 
ial oils. 


Meats, game, and poult: 


1888. 
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At present the tariff on agricultural products is: 


Products, Duty. 


L A PE IAE E OEIS S ERTE EE BIETAN 
Corn. eee bees eee eee eee ee eee 
Corn-meal 
Oats.— 
Rye... 
heat. 
Flour. 20 per cent. 
Flax-seed.. 20 cents per bushel . 
Potatoes ... „| 15 cents per bushel.) 4, 100, 000 
Linseed-oil „| 25 cents per gallon.. 


Beer (grain) .. 20 to 35 per cent.. 
z cents per pound 
L cent per pound. 


„| 4 cane per pound... 


And the ultimate effect of the ‘‘free-list’’ on American agriculture 
ean be better estimated when it is understood that, notwithstanding 
protection, there was imported into this country during the year end- 
ing June 30, 1887, $197,308,240 of foreign agricultural products, of 
which only 46,678,443 paid no duty. ki 

Having so adjusted the reſorm“ of the tariff as to put the great 
staples of the North and West on the free-list and leave those of the 
South on the protected list, having reformed us down and them up, 
what becomes of the promise to protect American labor so far as the 
same could be done by a tariff for revenue? In the light of these sec- 
tional discriminations where is America anyway? Will not some one 
hand the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means a map of the 
United States? Is the North and the West to be wiped from the map so 
as to ao the way clear for this conspiracy in favor of sectional re- 
form 

Before I leave this subject, Mr. Chairman, there is still another rea- 
son why the commodities I have named, to wit, lumber, salt, coal, and 
sugar, should go on the free-list, and that is that they have in a Jarge 
measure fallen into the hands of trusts and combinations against trade; 
and these monster ccnspiracies are abusing privileges granted to the 
commodities, but not granted to operators in such commodities. The 
ability of these trusts to coerce or crush individual operators and drive 
all competition from the field is aided, if not made possible, alone by 
the Cleveland ‘‘corner’’ and ‘‘trust’’ on the money of the nation. 
The scarcity of money caused by the Treasury ‘‘lock-up’’ makes the 
vast sums held by the combines almost omnipotent. Between the 
Government ‘‘combine’’ and the ‘‘trusts’’ fair dealing trembles for 
its life, and the time has come for heroic remedies. And so I say to 
this extent let in the world and let its coal, lumber, salt, and sugar 
combat with these iniquities that have fastened themselves to our vital 
resources, and will, if not checked or killed, yet lay us under tribute 
for our own earth, air, and water, laying their impious hands upon the 
very gifts of God. 

In the course of this debate some of the gentlemen speaking for the 
bill have seen fit to assail the. present prosperity of the West and to 
libel its future prospects, hoping to gain its support for this measure 
by arming its prejudice against its reason and its interest. 

The West will be able to discover that its immediate ills are not 
chargeable to a system under which for twenty-five years of Repub- 
lican rule it enjoyed a phenomenal growth, and under which system, 
with certain modifications, it still expects to repeat the results of the 


past. 

It will understand the motive which has withheld the money of the 
country from circulation in order to create in the surplus an argument 
to erush the system of American protection. ‘They will use the errors 
of the enemies of this system, not to destroy themselves, but to punish 
those who committed the error, counting upon their inability to dis- 
cover the motive and assign the cause. j 

I submit herewith a showing that will convince our solicitous friends 
that Nebraska is not likely to make an assignment at once for the ben- 
efit of either the Administration or the Mills bill, and also that there 
is no immediate danger of our being sold out from inability to pay 
either the interest or principal of our debts. 


NEBRASKA UNDER PROTECTION. 


1888, probab! ate 


An increase in between 1880 and 1885 of 62 per cent., and in eight 
years of 187 per cent. 


An increase of 56 per cent. in five years. 
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1880. ns 1,403 
pT ARREA SEE IETS LEO Taf LEO OSAERA 2) 861 
Nebraska An increase of 100 per cent. 
Employed in all occupations . ... cee eee . 154, 000 
Employed in agrieulture. .. 90, 507 


Or about 60 per cent.; but the 40 per cent. is a large minority, and 
also deserves attention. 


1880—In trade and transportation . . . 15,100 
Or about 10 per cent. 

In manufacturing, mechanical, and mining. ... . . .. . . . eA 18, 200 
Or, say, 12 per cent. 

In other industries... ...... ... . —ͤ — 28. 700 


Or about 17 per cent. 

These figures do not show a tax-ridden, cursed section of country, 
nor a population beggared by the American policy of protection; quite 
the contrary. 

Take the wool industry of Nebraska: 


1800, number OF GOED. xe 199, 453 

1895, number Of SHEEP . scvesusaseveNesovs corcncces cessos 444,013 
An increase of 120 per cent. 

1880, wool sold 1, 282, 656 

1885, wool sold — 0. . 2, 000, 483 
An increase of 60 per cent. 

RED, lei E PAPI | y E Soptee $105, 932, 000 

1885, value of farms... . . see eee cnnyss soouns eee eee eee 285, MG, 000 
An increase of 175 per cent. 

ABD, Wah the OF FIO OEE EAE EA IIE A E E ASS $31, 708, 000 

1825, Value of PFOMUCIS . soncecovese 52, 035, C00 


An increase of 65 per cent. 

The great basis for the conclusions drawn, and sought to be drawn, 
against the protective system in this country by those advocating the 
passage of the Mills bill is that the duties levied upon imports are so 
high as to amount to a practical embargo upon such imports, and that 
this embargo is dual in its operation, not only excluding (foreign) im- 
ports from this country, but inits reactionary effects excluding domes- 
tic products, whether manufactured or unmanufactured, from profit- 
able export, thus producing as a secondary result a demoralizing con- 
dition of the home market, a glut which threatens to crush both capi- 
tal and labor in a common ruin. 

Whether the conditions described by the advocates of the bill in 
question exist at all or not, it is not now my purpose, farther than I 
already have, to consider. If the objection here urged to the tariff is 
true, then it constitutes a reason for its reduction, but not for its de- 
struction. Let it be reduced, but let the reduction be non-sectional, 
and so far as consistent with the admitted necessity of reduction let it 
protect American labor and the home market of American producers. 

The mistake is in assuming that these laws have produced these con- 
ditions. The reverseisrather the truth. Certain conditions have pro- 
duced these laws, or rather certain conditions in which American labor 
and property found itself have produced them. They sprang from the 
knowledge which American toil and property has that it owns this 
country, and owns also the power to govern it by law, and to make the 
laws by which it shall be governed, and to so make the laws as tohold 
the natural advantages of its own country for its own use. y 

These laws have a deeper meaning to me than mere dollars and cents. 
On the surface they seem to deal with questions of daily economy and 
finance; on a profounder view they deal with the great questions of 
whether a government founded on the abstract right of the absolute 
equality of men, rooted in a new soil, can maintain itself at any cost 
in a combat with the forms, laws, and conditions of old governments, 
based upon the denial of the fandamental truths that we hold sacred. 
Our adversaries in trade, as in war, represent a social and trade condi- 
tion based upon the self-imposed authority of the few and the benighted 
submission of the many. ‘Their product is the outputof millions who 
bow their necks to the yoke of toil, patient as the brute, held in order 
by the transmitted degradation of ancestors whose vassal lives, rooted 
tree-like to the soil, passed body and soul with the feudal fee. Our 
laws, representing conditions of man and matter, never like those of 
England, proclaim it to be the policy of American labor and capital 
that those conditions shall remain eternally different. 

If a dollar is the only object of government, then the American Revo- 
lution wasafailure. Submission to England would have been a commer- 
cialsuceess. Weshould havesaved the tea in Boston Harbor—andsoldit. 
You can not organize a board of trade to-day on the business principles 
of the Declaration of Independence. If the only measure for the aspi- 
rations of man is a yard-stick ora gold- piece, then free government might 
as well go out of business. If what is wanted in the world is cheap 
men, then the proclamation of emancipation was an outrage, and the 
blood shed to free the slaves was infamous. 

If we must meet Europe on her own ground, we must find men to 
do it with—our own men will not. They can be carried up, but not 
down; they have power and can not be cheated out of its use or its 
rights. You say, letus trade. With whom—with Europe? To what 
end—that Europe may become like us, or we like it? You say, give 
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us a market, and, looking abroad, you blind your eyes to a continent. 
What would you trade? Civilizations, systems, destinies? No; no, 
The Republic born of revolutions exists to demonstrate that in one ex- 
treme the heights of a free man’s destiny can not be measured by a 
monarch’s scepter, nor in another by the daily price and condition of a 
practical bondman, enslaved by traditions and class conditions which 
American labor, armed in its own defense, put under its feet a hundred 


years ago. 

These laws and conditions in which this country finds itself, and of 
which the gentlemen complain, are not conditions imposed by the mere 
ipse dixit of the legislator. They are conditions fixed in the very nature 
of things, and one of the things in which they are fixed is the heart 
and soul of a free man who has a country and purposes to keep it; and 
our laws and limitations upon imports are laws and limitations imposed 
in the effort of labor to protect itself, to retain the advantage which 
belongs to it as the discoverer and owner of a continent, and the owner 
of the right and power to govern the same by a vote which belongs to 
it. It is in its last analysis the application to the business of govern- 
ment of the first law of nature by the man who holds as his own 
divine right the power to make laws, Congresses, Presidents, and to 
shape policies for the conduct of that government; and whether right 
or wrong it is made by the man who is responsible in this exercise of 
original power to his own conscience and judgment alone. 

These men may err, but in my judgment they do not. 

. The logic of the tendency of the argument in support of the bill un- 
der discussion asks a nation, where all are masters, to enter a business 
battle to the death with a nation or nations whose laws and policies are 
shaped by and almost of necessity made in the interest of classes—gov- 
erning classes—headed by a crowned or sceptered potentate, supported 
by hereditary aristocracy, and based, not upon the consent, but the sub- 
mission of the people. 

The answer that the policy of the existing laws makes, it seems to 
me is the only answer that a policy based upon the votes of a free and 
self-governing people can make to the policies of a nation whose laws 
of trade spring from persons holding power by privilege, and not by 
right, and whose benefits are absorbed by the few and not by the many. 

The protective policy speaks of the fact that no American has lived 
who has had to think of the difference in the condition of the people 
of a nation that govern themselves and one where they do not. Prince 
Bismarck, speaking in the German Parliament, exclaimed, ‘‘the Ger- 
man has not lived who has not had to arm himself against the Gaul.” 
And so it is here. Freedom, based upon the homes of the people, the 
self-respecting independence of its masses, the rooted intelligence radi- 
ated from vast systems of free schools and colleges, has no choice but 
to guard her home against oppression and all that it produces, for if we 
must meet Europe upon her plane it must be at the peril of institu- 
tions and conditions existing here necessary to our existence which do 
not exist there,and can not. And the perpetual appeal which is raised 
from this side of the House is not in any right sense alone an appeal 
for American labor. Itis an appeal for what rests upon, is defended 
by, and made possible by it, and that is the American system, the Goy- 
ernment itself. 

Andso, whatever modifications either party or all parties may make— 
and there are many that should, and I trust will, be made—let it be 
remembered that so far as I can speak for one section of this country, 
as nearly disinterested as any section can be, let it be remembered, I 
repeat, that the West has wheat for sale, and corn, and cattle, and all 
the products of the earth. But her interest in American protection as 
a policy, as a bulwark of American liberty, sacred to all mankind, and 
especially to American labor, is not for sale. 

And that party does not now live, nor shall it ever live, which, call 

it what you will, shall be able to draw the deed for its deliverance over 
to our one-time British masters, except upon terms dictated by Amer- 
ican labor, for to this we all stand committed by obligations that are 
national and not personal, patriotic if not profitable, an obligation more 
sacred than an oath subscribed, as sacred as the blood that in the heroic 
days washed the stain off English pollution from off the virgin conti- 
nent and drove the Hessians out, that come what will, be it weal or 
woe, be it the cowardice of the weak, the mistakes of the wise, the in- 
solence of the strong, the treason of one section or the revolt of another, 
the fall or rise of fortune, the power of pools, the combinations of trusts 
_ that with one hand crushes contractsand with the other raises the red 
flag of anarchy, the mad appeal of the demagogue, the bloody cry of the 
commune, the desperate appeal of the strike, the wreck of fortune and 
the crash of commerce, come all the evils that government is heir to, 
only so they be American and they shall be conquered in the inter- 
est of the Republic, whose destiny it is to demonstrate in its own polit- 
ical personality not only the eternal worth of freedom to man, but the 
eternal possibility of that freedom preserved through government. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened to the oral discus- 
sion of this measure with great interest, and after the publication of 
the in the RECORD I have read many of them over with care 
in the quietude of my room. ‘The result with me is an overwhelming 
conviction that this is a fair and liberal bill, and that it is my duty to 
supportit. I believe it to be an honest effort on the part of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Ways and Means to relieve the people. 


The framers of this bill have, as I shall show, manifested a fairness and 
liberality towards the protected industries which those industries and 
the lines of business connected with them utterly refuse to extend to 
the great body of the people who use and consume their wares and 
products, 

It is conceded by all that the revenues now derived from import du- 
ties, internal taxes, and miscellaneous sources are annually about $60,- 
000,000 in excess of necessary expenditures. It is agreed, even under 
the method of Treasury book-keeping, that there are $100,000,000 now 
in the Treasury in excess of current demands, and that the daily re- 
ceipts are swelling this amount rapidly and constantly. With an in- 
dividual this would afford evidence of unusual prosperity, but to the 
nation it is a danger signal that can not be by unheeded. Now, 
what shall be done? The question is of the highest importance, and 
calls for practical business solution. If the money of the country con- 
tinues to filter through the custom-houses and the internal-revenue 
offices into the great reservoir of the Treasury and remains there, en- 
terprise must inevitably succumb. : 

If the sea should refuse to give back the floods which empty into it 
the plains would soon become parched, the rivers would cease to flow, 
and all life would perish. Nature in her wise economy forbids this, 
Now our Treasury surplus, present and prospective, is not the result 
of sound and prudent financiering. Itis the effect of unwise and im- 
provident legislation. How the authors of our present embarrassed 
situation can have the effrontery to claim that they alone are worthy 
of being intrusted with the revision of our revenue laws is more than 
I can understand. ‘The difficulties at present surrounding us are the 
result of their folly. The situation is certainly not the result of wise 
forecast. Was it wise and prudent to provide by law for the annual 
collection from the people of $60,000,000 more than is necessary to meet 
every anticipated demand, and then provide no method of speedily and 
profitably returning this money to the channels of trade? 

Our present revenue laws were enacted with full knowledge of the 
certain increase of population and expansion of business. The extent 
of our foreign trade, of immigration, the sums total of exporis and im- 
ports, all these factors were taken into account, and must have been 
substantially foreseen. Instead of prudently reserving the right to an- 
nually redeem at par an amount of interest-bearing bonds equal to any 
surplus money that might from time to time accumulate, instead of a 
wise reservation like this, you in effect enacted that there should be a 
surplus and then clothed the holder of public securities with power to 
extort blood-money in the shape of unconscionable premiums. After 
this stupendous blunder—to use no harsher term—after you have poi- 
soned the body-politic, by what authority and upon what grounds do 
you claim the exclusive privilege of treating the patient? [Applause.] 
The conditions which embarrass us at the present session of Congress 
are not new. Your attention has for years been called to the congested 
condition of the Treasury, and to the depletion going on elsewhere. 

The honorable gentlemen-who oppose this bill are traveling a rough 
and thorny road. Their eyes are open to the fact that the people are 
overtaxed, that they are deprived of their circulating medium, more 
and more of which is daily being locked upin the Treasury. They are 
aware that gl on must rapidly increase under existing laws. They 
are aware that ess the causes which produce these results are re- 
moved or promptly modified the business health of the country must 
continue to steadily decline. The majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means have united in presenting to the House and to the country 
a scheme for tax reduction. 

Gentlemen of the Republican side of the House, have you met it 
with a bill of your own? No; the gentlemen composing the minority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means in the views which they sub- 
mitted, say they will seek to amend and modify the bill in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, but they do not state the character of the 
amendments and modifications which they will offer. Failing in this 
they declare they will offer a substitute for the bill, but they append 
no draft of such substitute. That, too, iskeptin the dark and excluded 
from this discussion. No opportunity has been given, gentlemen, to 
compare the proposed substitute with the pending bill, nor has it been 
given to the country. Indeed, it is clear that you have not agreed upon 
a substitute, and you can not agree upon one among yourselves. A 
majority of you agree upon one thing, and one only—that you are op- 
posed to this bill. So far as any substantive proposition is concerned 
you are as wide apart as the poles. 

Inthe Republican national platform for 1884 you inserted the fol- 
lowing plank: 

The pee 5 party pledges itself to correct the inequalities of the tariff, 
and to uce the surplus, 

Now, this is the whole party speaking with authority. It is both a 
declaration and an admission which should estop any member of that 
party from denying that our present tariff laws are unjust in their op- 
eration and need correcting. Here is another declaration made by the 
Republican party of my own State. In the Iowa platform the party 
declares: 

We believe the tariff should be revised and reduced. 

It will be observed that this declaration relates to the tariff asa 
whole, and declares that it ought to be reduced. We on this side of 
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the House agree with them, and because we have undertaken to make 
the reduction, and prevent surplus accumulations in the Treasury, we 
are denounced as free-traders, and accused of trying to unsettle the 
business prosperity of the country. 

But how has the Republican party kept the pledge which it madein 
the platform of 1884? They violated it outright in the Forty-eighth 
Congress by voting solidly to strike out the enacting clause of the bill 
then before the House—a bill to correct the inequalities of the tariff 
and prevent surplus accumulation. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress, standing in the presence of afl their 
pledges, State and national, to reduce the tariff, and with full knowl- 
edge that the surplus was accumulating, and that under present laws it 
would continue to accumulate, by a solid Republican vote in this Hall 
you refused even to consider the question. And to-day, instead of pre- 
senting to the country a candid and plain proposition of relief, your at- 
titude is one of obstruction. No longer strong enough to prevent con- 
sideration, you are now really on the retreat, and are putting in the 
time burning bridges, tearing up culverts, and felling trees across the 
road along which we must advance in our work of relief. [Applause. ] 

A Republican Senator from my own State, Hon. JAMES F. WILSON, 
in his speech delivered on the floor of the Senate April 5, 1888 (REC- 
ORD, page 2871, first session Fiftieth Congress), says: : 

Mr. President, we are still confronted with our annual surplus revenue of 
about $60,000,000. Is there no way by which we can get rid of it withont dis- 
turbing our true industrial condition? It seems to me there is a way which is 
both short and clear. We have one public tax the gross yield per annum of 
which more than equals the reduction of revenue we sre called on to make. 
The tax on intoxicating liquors is the one to which I refer, This is where I 
would make the reduction. 

This gentleman has the right-to speak for hia party in the State of 
Towa, as he has just been re-elected toa seat in theSenate of the United 
States. In view of the fact that ho would now make the reduction on 
internal-revenue taxes solely, and on the one article alone of intoxicat- 
ing liquors, I would like to know what has become of the pledges made 
by his party in national convention and in his own State to “ revise 
and reduce” the tariff? He utterly ignores them, spits upon them, 
and tramples them under his feet. Wein Iowa accept the issue thus 
tendered. We say the reduction shall be made on the necessaries of 
life; on the lumber that shelters onr people, and out of which our 
houses and barns and granaries must be constructed. It shall be made 
on the clothing our people wear, the food they eat, the salt that seasons 
their frugal meals, the implements they use in their daily toil, upon 
the blankets that keep us and our little ones warm when the mercury 
is below zero, and upon steel rails, the cost of which enters so materially 
into the cost of transporting our produce to market, and we will go 
before our people and ask them to decide between us, [Applause.] 

But the honorable Senator from Iowa [Mr. Witsoy] has made a new 
He has not always been in favor of making the reduction 
In the year 1866, in the Thirty-ninth Congress, he voted 
tofix the duty on railroad iron at 50 cents per hundred pounds, and so did 
his colleague, Senator ALLISON. (See Globe, volume 59, page 2723, first 
session Thirty-ninth Congress.) It is the long ton of 2,240 pounds that 
is meant here, which would make the duty $11.20 per ton—only 20 
cents per ton, less than 1 cent per 100 pounds, above the rate fixed by 
the Mills bill. Now, if fixing the duty on steel and iron rails in this 
bill at $11 per ton makes its author and those who support it free- 
traders, then Mr, WILSsox in 1866 had a very narrow escape. All he 
lacked at that early day of being an abominable free-trader was 20 
cents to the long ton. Saved as by fire! 

But let us look at his record some fourteen years later. This will 
give ample time for both his judgment and his experience toripen. In 
the year 1880 we find him before the Ways and Means Committee of 
this House, and, strange to say, still urging a reduction on steel rails. 
The honorable gentleman made an elaborate argument in favor of re- 
duction, and at the conclusion of his remarks was cross-examined by the 
committee. I read from page 44 of a pamphlet containing the notes 
of a hearing had before the Ways and Means Committee on the 3d, 4th, 
and 5th days of February, 1880: 

Mr. Ketizy. What rate of duty would you indicate on steel rails? 

Mr. Wilson. I have left! that somewhat to the consideration of the commit- 
tee, but I should judge that the steel-rail interest of the country would be 
abundantly promoted at a duty of $14 a ton. 

Mr. KELLEY. And what is the sum that you would name? 

Mr. Wrtsow. I think it could stand a less duty than that. 


Mr. Tucker. What do you think of $10 a ton? 
Mr. WIIsox. I think it could stand a duty of $10 a ton. 


Here you have it! Why, the honorable chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means [Mr. MILIS] puts it in the present bill at $11 per 
ton. That makes him a better protectionist than the honorable Sen- 
ator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON], and establishes the fact that Mr. WIL- 
sox exceeds the honorable gentleman from Texas as a free- trader to 
the extent of $1 per long ton. [Applause.] 

T call attention to the fact that the honorable Senator from Iowa 
Mr. Witson] did not appear before the Ways and Means Committee 
n 1880 to urge a reduction of the tax on intoxicating liquors, although 

the tax was raging at that time. His point of attack at that date was 
the steel-rail monopoly, and this is where he would then have made 
the reduction. 


And at the conclusion of Mr. Wrirson’s remarks before the commit- 
tee Mr. Morrison said: 

You have made but one mistake, and that is in claiming to bea protectionist, 
I claim you on the other side. 

(Laughter. ] 

But let us see how my Republican colleagues in the present House 
view the situation. The honorable gentleman from the Fifth district 
[Mr. KERR], in a speech upon the pending bill, delivered from his seat 
on this floor April 28, 1888, speaking of the position taken by Senator 
WILSON, declares that he has no hesitation in giving in his adhesion 
to the doctrine that the reduction should be made from the tax on in- 
toxicating liquors. He says he unhesitatingly made this declaration 
early in the session of the present Congress. The honorable Senator 
is thus re-enforced by another Republican leader of our State. (See 
page 3641, first session Fiftieth Congress.) 

My colleague, Colonel HENDERSON, would make the reduction solely 
on sugar. (See RECORD, page 3679, first session Fiftieth Congress.) 
Is this reduction on a single article the revision of the tariff which was 
promised in the Republican platforms above quoted? If the position 
taken by the gentleman in other parts of his speech be correct, namely, 
that American industry will perish unless protected from foreign com- 
petition, what will be the effect upon our American sugar plantations 
when the fostering care of protection is entirely withdrawn? Upon 
the gentleman’s theory I convict him of intending to destroy the Amer- 
ican sugar industry. 

My colleague and friend of protection, Governor GEAR, from the 
First district, also has some evil design upon the sugar industry of 
America, for he, too, declares that he would make the reduction on 
sugar. ‘That is his interpretation of Republican pledges, State and 
national, He, too, strikes at a single industry. Now, here we have two 
honorable Representatives from Iowa declaring that the reduction 
shall be made on sugar, and two, Mr. KERR and Senator WILSON, that 
it shall be made on whisky. Both can not be accommodated. The 
pending bill makes a reduction of 22 per cent. on sugar, but none on 
whisky. Would it not be advisable tor these gentlemen to compro- 
mise for the sake of harmony? ‘Take partof the tax from whisky and 
part from sugar and then mix them? [Laughter and applause. . 
That great necessary of life, raw whisky, could then be sweetened to 
suit the taste of the consumer, [Laughter.] 

But when my colleague [Mr. GEAR], in his speech the other day, 
spread his pair of blankets before the Honse—blankets manufactured 
by my old personal friend, Isaiah Meek, at his establishment at Bona- 
parte, in the county adjoining to where I live—I felt alarmed, and 
greatly so when I heard him make the following statement: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of this House to the fact 
that the of the pending tariff bill will not on! 5 ci ka the 
wool-grower of my State, but it will also close up the mill where lanket 
was made, and put out of employment the labor engaged in its manufacture. 


When I heard this statement flew around lively, for I am acquainted 
with Isaiah Meek, and if this bill was to have the effect of closing his 
woolen factory I desired to know aboutit. So straightwayI turned to 

ge 28 of the bill to see what it said about the on blankets; and 

o! and behold, I found the rate of duty in the present bill on blankets 
is 40 per cent. ad valorem. [ Laughter. ] 

Is not that enough? This bill, if it becomes a law, will give Isaiah 
Meek cheaper raw material; it will give him wool at less cost than he 
is now paying for it; the wool-grower will be more than compensated 
in the reduced cost of the manufactured goods, the people can buy 
cheaper blankets, and Mr. Meek will still be protected by a 40 per cent. 
duty on the imported blanket. How then will this bill close up Isaiah 
Meek's establishment? I have written Mr. Meek and expect a reply 
soon; and I now predict that Isaiah Meek is in favor of the Mills bill. 
[Applause.] When I hear from him I shall make use of what he says 
under the five-minutes debate. 

But my friend and colleague from the First district of Iowa [Mr. 
GEAR] has not always entertained the idea that a tax on sugar was the 
sole thing that is threatening the prosperity of this country; for in his 
inaugural address as governor of the State of Iowa, delivered before the 
Legislature of that State January 16, 1880, he said: 

To a State whose products are in the main agricultural, as are those of Iowa, 
anything which enhances the cost of railways, thereby even incidentally in the 
least de increasing the expense of the riation of her products to the 
seaboard, which is her great market, is a question of great interest to all. In view 
of their greater stren, und durability, which lessened the cost of replacement, 


all the great trunk railway lines of the country are — eed Bessemer steel rails, 
The manufacturers of this c of rails in the United States are controlled by a 
combination of not exceeding, I think, ten firms in number. 

This combination is protected by a high and specific tariff, which prevents 
the importation of foreign rails to any extent, thereby increasing the cost of the 
railways of the country. Without discussing the tariff question in all its bear- 
ings it may well be considered whether it is wise 1 tion, by a tariff exce 
tional in its character, to put immense profits into the pockets of a monopoly 
com of but few persons at the expense, indirectly, not only of Iowa farm- 
ie ut of the whole West. It would therefore be well to instruct our Senators 
and Representatives in Congress to examine into this subject with a view to 
removing b ide Ceara legislation any discriminations which may be found 
to exist in the on steel rails against the interests of lowa producers, 


I call attention to the fact that the present bill makes a reduction of 
sed ger ton in the duty on steel rails. Reckoning 100 tons to the mile, 
and remembering the fact that we have in Iowa 5,000 miles of railway, 
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this would be a saving of $3,000,000 in the cost of replacing the rails 
now used upon the railways of my State; and the 8 per cent. which 
these corporations require as the return for capital invested would make 
an annual saving of $240,000 to the people of the State of Iowa for all 
time to come. - 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman allow me—— 

R WEAVER. No, sir; I am limited as to time, and I can not 
ield. 
7 The numberof miles of railway constructed last year was over 12,000. 
This bill, had it been the law, as it should have been, would have re- 
duced the cost of construction $600 to the mile, a reduction of over 
$7,200,000 to the people of the United States, and a saving of 8 per 
cent. upon that would be $576,000 annually. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRUMM. I would like to call the attention of my friend to one 
matter. 

Mr. WEAVER. Well, I yield for a moment. 

Mr. BRUMM. The gentleman makes his statement upon the hy- 
pothesis that the protective duty enhances the price of the rail while 
free trade will lower it, does he not? 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly; and if it does no. 

Mr. BRUMM. I only wish to say 

Mr. WEAVER. No, I can not yield further. If the protective duty 
doesnot enhance the price of the rail, whatdo you wantitfor? [Laugh- 
terand applause.] In your cogitations in your room please brood over 
that question, and at some future time give the House an elaborate 
answer. 

Mr. BRUMM. I will answer now in a minute if you will yield to me. 

Mr. WEAVER. But I promised to show that the protected indus- 
tries were unwilling to treat their customers with the same liberality 
with which they themselves are treated by our revenue laws. 

The law of competition is a natural and humane provision, running 
through all human industries. It was given to man to curb his ava- 
rice, to make him kind, and to keep alive the brotherhood of the race. 
The maxim live and let live“ came from the golden rule. It is a 
wise provision of the Great Lawgiver growing out of the very existence 
of the human family upon the earth and of their business relations 
with one another. It is dangerous to interfere with its operation. 

But our American manufacturers say they can not compete with 
manufacturers of older countries who employ cheap labor. Protect 
us against the cheap labor of the Old World,” they say, ‘‘and we will 
not interfere with home competition.“ We can compete with our 
neighbors who are upon an equal footing with ourselves and pay their 
employés the same wage that we do.” Now, these are the equities of 
the contract. The Government takes them at their word and tells the 
foreigner to stand off. We speak to him with authority, and tell him 
that he shall not place his foreign wares on the market in free compe- 
tition with our home manufactures unless he is willing first to pay a 
heavy tax for such privilege. 

We not only say this to the foreigner, but we make the same stern 
declaration to our own citizens, and say to them also, You shall not buy 
abroad; you shall buy of the home manufacturer, unless you are will- 
ing to pay a penalty in the shape of a tax for making your purchases 
abroad. And then we say to both the foreigner and the citizen, ‘‘Look 
well to it that you obey the Jaw. We will place patrols along every 
mileof our territorial boundary; we will build, arm, and equip revenue- 
cutters to guard every mile of our seacoast, and do so at your expense, 
to see that you obey thelaws.’’ This is right, you say. I agree with 
you. But are not the manufacturers thus protected under some moral 
obligation to deal fairly with the Government and the people who have 
dealt so kindly with them? How have they met this obligation? 

Having secured protection from foreign competition, they straight- 
way entered into the free-trade markets of the world to buy their labor. 
I prove this by reading from the testimony of Gilbert B. Whitman, 
agent of the Amory Manufacturing Company of Manchester, N. H., 
an establishment engaged extensively in the manufacture of cotton 
cloth. These works, at the time the testimony was given, in 1883, had 
only been running three 
try. Let me read from the examination as contained in the report en- 
titled Labor and Capital: 

Q. What is the character of your employés? ~ 

A. About one-third of our help are Canadians; the remainder are of mixed 
nationalities, the Irish element preponderating. Then come the English, the 
Scotch, and the German. 

Q. What proportion of them are Americans? 

A. Out of eight hundred operatives, probably we have cighty Americans.— 
Labor and Capital, volume 3, page 28. 

That is the kind of return these manufacturing establishments give 
to the people for the protection the Government extends to them against 
foreign ‘‘ pauper labor.“ They enter the free-trade market of the world, 
purchase foreign labor and bring it here, to exclude American labor. 
Is that good faith ? . 

On this same point we have the testimony of Mr. Charles L. Hard- 
ing, on page 296 of the same volume. Speaking of the woolen manu- 
ſacture at Dedham, Mass., he says: 

A large portion of the help we have in our mills now is ſoreign. 

These are specimen manufacturing establishments, How is it in 


years. This was started as a protected indus-. 


Pennsylvania, the great protected State of this Union? The laws of 
that Commonwealth give to mill-owners and factory managers and 
corporations the right to go to the governor of that State and demand 
that he shall commission as many corporation police as the owners of 
those establishments may deem necessary. They are commissioned in 
the name of the State, with power to arrest and detain; and it is made 
the duty of all sheriffs and prison-keepers to receive the persons ar- 
rested by them, and to confine them in prison. These corporation po- 
lice are under the control, management, and authority of the corpora- 
tion, and are required by law to wear the corporation badge. Thus 
the State is made the policeman of the protected industries, with the 
corporation as commander-in-chief. This isthe kind of protection that 
labor gets in Pennsylvania. 

Icalled theattention ofthe gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
to Brightly’s Purdon’s Digest, page 1338, of the Laws of Pennsylvania, 
and asked him whether that was not the Jaw of his State. He said 
that he did not know whether it was the law of Pennsylvania or not. 
I was greatly astonished at the gentleman’s answer. When the com- 
mittee of this House which was authorized to investigate the labor 
strikes visited the coal region of Pennsylvania they found one hundred 
of these corporation policemen wearing the badge of their employers 
and drawing $2 per day for keeping their starving brethren in subjec- 
tion. Thus the united power of the corporations and the Common- 
wealth were hurled against the people. Is this the happy condition 
to which we are all tending under protection? [Applause. ] 

This amounts to an alliance, offensive and defensive, between the 
powera baronsand the State—with the baron, however, as commander- 
in-chief. 

Mr. BRUMM. Are not these same policemen under the employment 
of Mr. SCOTT? ~ 

Mr. WEAVER. I can not say whether they are or not. Mr. SCOTT 
can answer for himself. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, I will say to the gentleman that I know they 


are. 

Mr. WEAVER. Ido notsee how that makes my point less forcible. 

Mr. BRUMM. It only shows that human natureis very muchalike, 
whether a man is a free-trader or a protectionist. 

Mr. WEAVER. But, sir, you are standing up here opposing the re- 
duction of the duty on steel rails and on all Pennsylvania manufact- 
ures, when you must know that it is the capitalist alone who gets the 
benefit of protection, and that your laborers are growing poorer from 
year to year. [Applause.] 

Now, while these corporations are protected before foreign competi- 
tion, how are they treating the American laborer? Why, they have 
simply ignored the equities of their contract, and have gone with the 
free-trade market of the world and bought theirlabor where they could 
buy it the cheapest. 4 

But, sir, they are not satisfied with this. Secure from foreign com- 
petition, they are now unwilling to endure competition among them- 
selves, and so the trust“ is resorted to, which is the very refinement 
of monopoly and the destruction of competition. Sir John Culpepper, 
in a speech in the Long Parliament, said of the brood of monopolies then 
infesting England: 

They are a nest of wasps—aswarm of vermin which have overcrept the land. 
Like the frogs of they have gotten possession of our dwellings and 
we have scarce a room free from them. They sup in our cup, they dip in our 
dish, they sit by our fire. We find them in the dye-pot, wash-bowl, and pow- 
dering-tub. They share with the butter in his box, ey willnot bate us a pin. 


We may not buy our clothes without their brokage. These are the leeches 
that have sucked the commonwealth so hard that it is almost hectical. 


I will name a few of the protected industries and connected lines of 


business which are controlled by trusts: Linseed-oil, watches and watch- ~ 


cases, rope and cordage, salt, nails, screws, envelopes, iron beams for 
houses, bridges, ete.; terra-cotta goods, bees ar e ar paperhangings, 
candy, bagging, the manufacture of steel, barbed wire, plated ware, 
upholsterer’s goods, galvanized sheet-iron, castor-oil, gutta-percha goods, 
tacks, wrenches and hinges, boiler-flues, glass, lumber, writing-paper, 
wrapping-paper, wooden-ware, oil-cloth, carpets, silyer plate. 

This exhibit is taken from standard authorities, I refer to an article 
by Henry D. Lloyd in the North American Review for June, 1884, and 
from a recent work on Trusts, by William W. Cook, of the New York 
bar, 


I could extend this list almost indefinitely. There is scarcely a pro- 
tected industry in America to-day—or unprotected, for that matter— 
that has not resorted to combination and to the trust; and for what 
purpose? For the purpose of destroying home competition. [Ap- 
plause.] The Government says to the foreigner: ‘‘Stand off! You 
shall not come in competition with our home manufacturers,’’ and as 
soon as this is accomplished then the home manufacturers combine and 
destroy all competition; and yet they have the hardihood to come into 
this house, they have the audacity, when these facts are known to the 
American people, to stand up here and cry out that we are about to 
destroy their industries! [Applause. ] Whose industries are they de- 
stroying? [Applause.] Don't take the duty off the fleece, say 
they but the protected trusts seem tg be free to fleece the 
public. X 
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Sir, they have not kept faith with the American people, and this bill 
deals in a spirit of liberality wholly unknown to these protected in- 
dustries, a liberality which they are unwilling to practice themselves, 
[Applause. ] 

lt is a fraud and a pretense to claim that labor is getting the benefit 
of protection. Our tariff laws pour a golden stream into the pockets 
of the manufacturers, but it never returns to bless and enrich the chil- 
dren of toil. 

Mr. Chairman, the strikes which have occurred within the past two 
years, and particularly those occurring during the past year, establish 
the melancholy fact beyond question, that capital is master of the situa- 
tion in this country. Every important strike has failed. The great 
anthracite coal strike, the railroad strikes, and even the strike of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, the strongest single labor or- 
ganization within the United States; a strike occurring among a class 
of workmen where long experience and familiarity with their important 
and hazardous business was supposed to be necessary—eyen with this 
organization the strike is a failure. 

It is a lamentable fact that they have been practically driven to the 
wall. Labor must look to some other remedy, and must look quickly. 
What labor needs now is protection, not so much from the competition 
of foreign manufacturers as from the cruel exactions of corporations, 
syndicates, and trusts, And I mean by labor to include every branch 
of American industry from the day laborer and wage-worker of the East 
to that great body of farmers in the West; from the wheat-raiser of the 
North to the cotton-planter of the South. Here is my analysis of the 
situation in this country: When the capitalists and the laborers were 
both without organization capital had greatly the advantage. This has 
been true in all ages of the world. Now that capitalists and working- 
men are both organized, the situation is practically unchanged. Capi- 
tal still has the advantage. It possesses endurance and ability tostand 
a siege, Capitalists possess one thing which labor does not—ready 
money. Labor is in possession of one thing which capital has not— 
the ballot. My advice to the industrial people of America is to avail 
themselves of this advantage, and to do it quickly. If labor would re- 
main the servant of capital, pay no heed to what I say. If you wish 
capital to take its legitimate place as the servant of mankind, if you 
would avoid serfdom for yourselves and your posterity, you must im- 
mediately throw about the people such safeguards as will insure that 
result. You must erect anew the barriers which our fathers erected, 
but which have been trodden down. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, the great fundamental principle of our 
Government is equality—equality of citizens, equality of State —aud 
auy tax or law that violates this principle is not in accord with tl espir t 
and genius of our institutions. No government like this, based on such 
agrand principle, ought to aid private business by tariffs not laid for 
legitimate taxation; nor has it the right to grant special privileges to 
s me and b ii d up monopolies at the expense of others. This sacred 
principe was £0 just, so potent, and so dear to the American heart that 
it tore, vi et armis, from the great charter of our rights all that was in 
conflict with it. 

If, then, Mr. Chairman, the injustice and inequality of slavery could 
not exist when guarantied and protected by the Constitution because 
wrong in principle, can protection, which is wrong both in principle 
and practice, and which means a worse form of slavery to both the black 
and white of those States where it did exist, live in conflict with it? 

The tariff, considered either from the standpoint of protection or for 
revenue only, is a subject of great difficulty to those who lay it and of 
much greater concern to those who pay it. The committee and the 
country have been treated to a very able and exhaustivedebate. Iam 
glad we have had it, and it is to be hoped much will come from it. 
While I am not one of those who believe that all knowledge of this im- 
portant question is derived, like Falstaff's knowledge of the real prince, 
from instinct, but think it should be studied carefully, I do not intend 
on this oceasion to lecture on political economy, nor to harass the com- 
mittee with long tables. I hope by the use of a few cold facts to point 
out some of theevils existing in our revenue and currency laws, and to 
fix the responsibility for such, if possible. 

The war is over and the questions arising out of it have been settled. 
The time has come when every man should speak and vote his honest 
convictions upon economic questions without reference to the issues of 
the past. A great responsibility rests upon this House, and particularly 
this side of it. Let us meet the question with courage and faith in the 
people. Let us summon all our intelligence, integrity, fairness, for- 
bearance, and patriotism, and in a spirit of mutual concessions agree 
upon some bill that will reduce the surplus and at the same time lessen 
the burdens of the tax-ridden people of our country. The Democrat 
who fails to do his duty in this contest between those who pay and 
those who receive bounties dishonors the traditions of his party and the 
sacred trust committed to him. 

The bill under consideration is by no means perfect. It is not what 
I would like to have, but I am prepared to support it as the best that 
can be had at present. We stand face to face with an increasing sur- 
plus of hundreds of millions of dollars. We hear the cry of “hard 
times“ from all classes of people and all kinds of business. While call- 
loans are cheap and banker’s balances are laige, people who want 


money can not get it. The ery comes up for more money, a larger cir- 
culating medium. Profits are growing less, values are shrinking. 
Business men as well as farmers and mechanics find it difficult to make 
buckle and tongue meet. Mills are running on short time. Traffic is 


dull, and strikes are on. Pools are made; trusts and combinations of 
every character are formed tocontrol production and prices. The wealth 
of the country is passing from the pockets of the many to the coffers of 
the few. The young men are leaving the country for cities and towns. 
Such is the condition of the grandest, freest, and best Government, 
composed of the most intelligent and patriotic people the world ever 
saw, at a time when it has an outstanding circulation of over $1,600,- 
000,000—more than $25 per capita, and a public credit unequaled by 
any country at any time. 

This is our condition after we have become the greatest manufact- 
uring, mining, and agricultural nation in the world. What is the 
cause? To my mind there is but.one answer, and that is bad financier- 
ing and our system of unequal and unnecessary taxation. Our Govern- 
ment has by its own acts taken an overdose of tariff, which threatens 
financial congestion to the body politic. Somespeedy remedy must be 
applied that will restore to actual circulation the millions now partly 
held in the Treasury and partly deposited in the national banks and used 
without interest, and at the same time prevent a repetition of such a 
condition of business. That such a state of affairs is possible under our 
form of government is almost incredible, and yet, Mr. Chairman, we 
know that it does exist, and there is no one bold enough to denyit. It 
so, let him speak. 

The present Administration is in no way responsible for this. It has 
done all that could be done under the law to prevent it, and has, per- 
haps, in one or two instances exceeded the power conferred, but it was 
an honest effort to keep in circulation the money of the people. It 
called and paid off all of the 3 per cent. bonds that were subject to pay- 
ment at the option of the Government more than a year ago. Prior to 
that, in obedience to the known wishes of the President and platform 
pledges, the Democratic party in this House, under tthe lead of the 
able, honest, and courageous Morrison, made an effor to reduce the reve- 
nues to the actual and necessary expenses of the Government, expecting 
to absorb the surplus in the payment of such bonds as were subject to 
call. That was the proper thing todo, and was what the President and 
nearly all Democrats wanted done, but the Republican party has almost 
toaman, witha few protectionists on this side, opposed and defeated such 
measures. But, since the bonds have all been paid there is no way 
to prevent an increase of the surplus, now too large, without legisla- 
tive action, except to purchase the unmatured bonds, as the Secretary is 
now doing. 

To prevent any further surplus accumulations in the Treasury bonds 
are being purchased at a premium of over 26 per cent. For the privi- 
lege of paying acoin bond issued for depreciated currency, after paying 
interest for nearly twenty years, we are required to pay for every dollar 
thereof $1.26, and the Republican party, whose legislation makes this 
necessary by a stubborn opposition to the pending bill, declares in effect 
that this is what it wants. The bondholders are not content with pay- 
ment according to the contract while we have the money, but insist 
that we must let the surplus remain idle or pay the premium. Hav- 
ing deliberately adopted a financial policy by which the currency was 
contracted and the volume in a large measure subjected to the control 
of the banks, and a large part of the debt funded at high interest for 
along time without the option of payment, and having fastened upon 
the people, under the plea of protection to labor, a system of taxation 
which requires them to pay indirectly to the manufacturers $3 for every 
dollar that reaches the Treasury through the custom-houses, the Re- 
publican party says to the country that it will consent to no change 
that will in the least interfere with the profits and tribute of the man- 
ufacturing corporations and trusts now sapping the very life of our in- 
stitutions. 

While the favored industries get a tribute of over $500,000,000 an- 
nually it will be dificult to get a change until we have a clear majority 
of Democrats in both ends of the Capitol who will reflect the wishes of 
the people and respect the Constitution and the common and just prin- 
ciple of equal taxation, according to the wants of the Government. 
Such legislation, Mr. Chairman, is a crime against humanity and 
terity, for which there is nothing that can be said in palliation. For 
less crimes revolutions have been resorted toand crowned heads brought 
to the block. For want of a leader bold enough and an organization 
strong enough to successfully antagonize the corporations and monopo- 
lists, who have so long controlled the legislation of the country, the 
people have been compelled to submit to the wrong; but the President, 
with the courage of Jackson and the clearness of Jefferson, by his late 
message, has espoused the cause of the people in the struggle, and has 
staked the success of his party on the issue tendered by him and ac- 
cepted by the opposition. Those who are not for him are against him. 
There is no middle ground in this great fight for reform. 

The people, who are nearly always right, are rallying around him, 
Thousands of voters are changing from opposition to support since his 
tariff reform message. His party is united as never before, and the 
result of the next election will determine whether that plain, sim- 
ple Government, organized by equal citizens, who fled from the op- 
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pressions and burdens of the Old World in the hope that they could 
maintain the new institutions at little cost and without injustice, leav- 
ing the bulk of the earnings in the pockets of the people, shall be pre- 
servedor not. Iwas glad a short time since to hear the i 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] express his at 
the reduction in the value of farm products, and his desire to investi- 
the cause and correct the wrong, ‘‘ whether the reduction comes 
m the tariff law, or whether it comes from the state of the currency.” 
Thae wasa patriotic, statesman-like utterance, and I believe that it is the 
irit with which we should conduct this discussion. Let us look for 

e cause and stand ready to apply the remedy in the interest of the 
whole people. , 

The currency and the taxes are so often the same thing, and are in so 
many ways connected, especially when the latter is laid so as to create 
a surplus, that they may very appropriately be discussed in the same 
connection, since one object of the pending bill is to reduce that sur- 
plus. Without stopping to discuss our present financial policy, I will 
say that a reduction of taxes and revenue is the first important step in 
any reform in the currency, and the sooner it is done and the more com- 
plete the better for those who wish changes in the currency law. It 
must be admitted by all who will reflect for a moment, that the actual 
circulating medium can not be increased, except by the free coinage of 
silver, until we have reduced the receipts of the Government to less 
than we spend. As long as our system brings in more than we pay out 
there is no way to force a circulation of Government currency. 

The Government may purchase silver bullion and coin silver or issue 
‘Treasury notes or certificates, but it will give but little relief, as it or 
some other dollars of equal amounts must be kept in the Treasury or used 
in the purchase of the outstanding bonds. So we see, Mr. Chairman, 
that the surest way to begin a currency reform is to reduce the tariff 
and the revenues. ‘Turn into the channels of business what is in the 
Treasury, and take care hereafter not to exact any more from the peo- 
ple than the Government needs. Let free silver follow the passage of 
the tariff bill and you will see a return of prosperity. I trust we may 
have the co-operation of the distinguished gentleman in both of these 
measures. 

Mr. Chairman, but for the vicious legislation of the Republican party 
since the war our Government would be about out of debt. By con- 
traction of the currency, funding and refunding of the debt, a large part 
of it has been ed onto another generation for payment. Without 
stopping to enumerate at length the financial legislation for which the 
Republican party is responsible, I charge it with the passage of every 
bad Jaw that has tended to make times hard and money scarce, and 
with resisting every act for the relief of the people proposed by the 
Democrats. In proof of this charge I now call attention to the votes 
of the two great parties on these financial questions. For the record up 
to June, 1878, I will read an extract from a speech made by Hon. JOHN 
E. KENNA, of West Virginia, now a United States Senator from that 


State: 
TAXATION OF THE BONDS. 


On the 28th day of June, 1862, the question of concurring in Senate amend- 
ments to an act creating bonds, ete., was before the House. Mr. HOLMAN, a Demo- 
crat, offered the following porn: x 

* Provided, That nothing in this act shall impair the right of the States to tax 
the bonds, notes, and other obligations i under this act.” 

Sixty-three Democrats voted for this righteous amendment and not one voted 
Against it. Of the Republicans, only 8 voted “ay” and 77 voted “no.” Thus 
the Republican party defeated in the House the proposition to tax the bonds. 


THE NATIONAL-BANK SYSTEM. 


In February, 1863, the bill was pending for the charter of the national banks. 
The vote was taken in the Senate on the 12th and in the House on the 20th of 
that month. The bill involved the inauguration of a system which is as cordi- 
ally hated by the masses of our people as ever was a measure hostile to theirin- 
terests. On its passage in the Senate the Democrats voted “ay” 2 and“ no“ 
12, which was six toone against the system. In the House the Democrats voted 
“ay” Sand “no” 42, making fourteen to one against it. But who passed this 
bill and created the national banks? In the Senate the Republicans voted no!“ 
9, “ay” 21, constituting a jority of more than two to one in its favor. Inthe 
House the Republicans vo “no” 22 and “ay ” 75, making over three to one 
in its favor. Thus the Republican party foisted upon the country the national 


bank system. 
THE SUPPLEMENTAL BANK BILL. 


On April 18, 1864, what is known as the supplemental national-bank bill was 
before Congress, It was a repetition of the evils of the charter act, and was in- 
tended to foster and perpetuate the national system. The Democrats 
voted in the House, 65solid no.“ The Republicans voted “ay” 80 and “no” 
only 1. In the Senate the Democrats voted, 7 solid no.“ The Republicans 
voted no“ 2 and “ay” 30. Thus the Republican party passed this objection- 
able act. On thesame day, when Mr. Arnold offered in the House a resolution 
to provide for taxing State banks, Mr. RANDALL, a Democrat, offered to amend 


by providing for the 
TAXATION OF NATIONAL BANKS. 


Notwithstanding that SAMUEL J. RANDALL, who is now Speaker of this House, 
stands and stood then among the first parliamentarians on the continent, on this 
resolution to tax national banks, a Republican Speaker, in the interests of the 
money power, arbitrarily ruled him out of order.“ Every member familiar 
with the history of this body knows how t is the voice of the Speaker for 
weal or for woe. On this occasion it was inyoked for the defeat of a righteous 
measure, and thus the Republican party, through its Republican Speaker, denied 
oven a hearing of the cause. x 

In March, 1869, when the “act to strengthen the publie credit,” which ought 
to have been entitled 


AN ACT TO SWINDLE THE PROPLE, 
came up for consideration, debate was cut off. Although it declared the cur- 
reney indebtedness of the 8 to be payable in coin. and added $500,000.40 
to the public debt, it was under the previous question —the gag 


law —and debate was denied. Ib 8 fraud. On its in the 
House only 1 Democrat voted “ay,” while “no.” Only 12 Republicans 
voted “no ” and 96 voted “ay."’ In the Senate the Republicans voted,“ no” 7, 
“ay” 42. The Democrats voted solid no.“ While this measure was pending 
in the Senate, Mr. Thurman, a Democrat, moved to add that— 

“Nothing herein contained shall apply to what is commonly called 5-20 


bonds.“ 
These bonds were payable in greenbacks, and this act was to make them — 
able in coin. It was to avoid the consummation of that outrage 8 
le that Mr. Thurman offered his amendment. The Democrats voted solid 
or it, The 5 voted “ay,” only 6, and “no” 31. Thus without 
amendment, in all its original injustice, the Republican party passed this odious 
act. On March 29, 1869, Mr. Mo . & Democrat, offered a resolution to ex- 
empt salt, tea, coffee, sugar, matches, and tobacco, and 


TO TAX THE BONDS. 


This resolution was defeated. The Democrats voted “ay” solid 39; the Re- 
publicans voted solid no,“ 104. Thus the Republican party in the House, by 
unanimous vote, again defeated an effort to tax the bonds, 

In 1870 the act was pending which provided for funding the greenback bonds 
into coin bonds, and which 


ROBRED THE PEOPLE OF $500,000,000. 


The Democrats of the House voted solid “no,” 54, The Republicans voted 
“no” only 2, and “ay” 139! In the Senate the Democrats voted solid “no,” 
The Republicans carried it, and thus the Republican party is responsible for the 
wrong which resulted from this iniquitous measure; and when the Houses di- 
vided and a conference committee was appointed to consider the differences 
upon this bill, Mr. Brooks arose in his seat and told the Republican Speaker, 

r. „that the conferees were 


“ALL OX ONE SIDE” 


and that the minority was not represented. Having “set up” the committee, 
the ry Seep Speaker contemptuously replied it is not essential that it 
should be.“ In July, 1870, when SHeRMAN’s proposition was pending 


TO INCKEASE THE NATIONAL-BANK CIRCULATION 


$54,000,000, as usual in all these aggressive measures the previous 
demanded and debate refused. While the Democrats voted “ay” only 4,and 
“no” 44, the Republican party passed this bill. On June 14, when that same 
bill was pending, Mr. RANDALL, a Democrat, offered a substitute which pro- 
posed to take up the national-bank notes, and, 


ISSUE $500,000,000 IN GREENBACKS 


in their stead. On this measure the Democrats voted no! only 6, and “ay” 
41. The Republicans voted ay“ only 10, and“ no” 105, us this proposed 
issue of greenbacks was defeated in the House by the Republican party. 

Pande same time Mr. Morgan, a Democrat, offered a substitute which pro- 
vi for 


question was 


REPEALING THE NATIONAL-BANK ACT. 


and the substitution of $00,000,000 in green acks, with full legal-tender 
ties, for the national-bank notes. The Democrats voted no“ L, “ay ” 34, or 
over 3to 1 for the substitute. The Republicans voted ay“ only 3, and “no” 
a Ghats the Republican party in the House defeated also this proposed finan- 
cial reform. 

55 =~ Sist of January, 1870, Mr. McNeely, a Democrat, offered tho following 
resolution : 

“Resolved, That the national debt should be paid in strict compliance with tho 
contract, whether it is made payable in gold orgreenbacks; that the 5.20 bonds 
are payable in greenbacks or their equivalent, and we condemn the policy of 
the administration which is squandering millions of money by buying such 
bonds at a high rate of premium when the Government had the clear right to 
redeem them at par.“ 

To this honest, fair interpretation ofa contract in behalf ot a people who were 
already overcast with the shadow of impending financial pap only 3 Demo- 
erats could be found to vote in opposition, while 3t voted in its favor. Of the 
8 say 1 voted for it and 119 members of the Republican party laid 

tin its grave 

On the 17th day of January, 1870, Mr. McNeeley made 


ANOTHER EFFORT IN BEHALF OF GREENBACES, 


He offered the following resolution: 

“ Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency be, and they aro 
hereby, instructed to report at an early day a bill providing for withdrawal 
from circulation the national-bank currency and for issuing instead of such cur- 
rency Treasury notes usually known as greenbacks.” 

On this resolution looking to financial reform the Democrats voted no“ 
only 2 and ay 53. The Republicans voted “ay” land “no” 112. Thus the 
Republican party in the House slaughtered this further attempt at honest cur- 


rency. 
In 1872, after the policy of the Treasury had been well defined, when the Sco- 
retary was day after day 

ALLOWING THE BONDHOLDERS TO ROB THE PEOPLE, 


by treating the 5.20 bonds as coin bonds and negotiating them in defiance of tho 
contract of their creation, which made them payable in currency, the following 
resolution was presented: 

* Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the Secretary of the Treasury in 
8 the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither increased 
the bonded debt nor incurred an expenditure contrary to law.” 

At the time this resolution was offered the policy of the Treasury Department 
was daily augmenting our national debt. It was daily fastening upon us that 
system which has since so cursed the coun This resolution gave emphatic 
approval to this whole ruinous policy, and invited and approved in advance 
the mischievous course which has since been pursued. It passed the House by 
a strict party vote. The Democrats voted solid 86 “no.” The Republicans 
voted “ay” 110, and thus the Republican party gave formal and official sanc- 
tion to a line of policy which has scattered business calamity broadcast over the 


land. 
In 1873 the 


unli- 


ACT DEMONETIZING SILVER 


was The country has been made aware of the manner in which this 
nefarious measure was smuggled and bulldozed through without even being 
read. Its contents were not known, the yeas and nays were not called on its 

and hence the vote of members is not entered on the Journal. The 
Record does show, however, that Mr. Hooper, a Republican, moved to suspend 
the rules and the bill. He had it in . He knew its contents, He 
knew it struck silver down and destroyed the double standard of our fathers, 
The Recor therefore shows that a Republican had charge of the bill, and by a 
motion to suspend the rules, cut off debate and forced it to a vote. But the 
Record shows more. It shows that this giant swindle had been submitted to 
the Republican Secretary of the Treasury, the Republican director and con- 
—— of finances, and was by him approved. The RECORD on this point is as 
follows: 


1888. 
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“Mr. Merr. Has this bill been submitted to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ur y: paga so, does it meet his approval?” 
‘Mr. Hoorn, of Massachusetts. It has been submitted to him, and he not 
say eee th it, but strongly urges its 2 
us, Mr. Speaker, this monstrosity, this unmitigated villainy which struck 
down silver when it was higher in the market than gold, simply to make 
“money scarce” and increase the burdens of the country, was manipulated and 
carried 5 by a Republican member of the House, under the full sanction 
and support of the Republican 3 ofthe Treasury. as the bill was, 
under suspension of the rules, without debate, and not even read, there is no 
evidence on earth that any living man knew it demonetized silver except the 
and member I have named, 
We come now to that 
PRINCE OF DESTROYERS, 
the resumption act of 1875. Like other similar acts it was passed without de- 
bate. D on was eut oſf. The vote in the Senate stood Republican ay " 32, 
“no” only I. The Democrats voted solid no.“ In the House the Republicans 


forward.” 
found in the blast 


Th Mr. Speaker, are the leading financial issues upon which the two great 
parties have divided. They mark the line between the money sharks on the 
one side and the people on the other. The Republican party had the President 
and both branches of Congress during all that time. At the very threshold of 
pe system Mr, Stevens declared to his Republican associates on the floor of the 


ouse: 

“ We areintroducing new practices all around. Weare making one currency 
for the people and another for other purposes.“ 

And, sir, that policy was pursued from 1852 to 1875. The Republican party pur- 
sued it. With a determined purpose, with unrelenting vigor, with a singleness 


of object that no human ap could divert and no human misery deter, the 
mere e * be ripe y on in this desperate financial career and never 
a un 


CONFRONTED DY A DEMOCRATIC MAJORITY 
in the House of Representatives of the Forty-fourth Congress! Itis a part of 
the financial history of the country,demonstrated by the record, that all the 
wicked legislation which has racked this country to the very verge of revolu- 
tion—the whole of it—every act and deed, was consummated when the Repub- 
lican party had control of every department of the Government. It is also true 
that not one single act of which the ple complain was ever passed afler the 
Democrats acquired control of the House, It is equally true that not one single 
act of relief was cver enacted until the popular oretan of 1874 gave tọ the 
Democrats control of the House ef Representatives. And, Mr. Speaker, it is a 
matter to be remembered to the everlasting credit of the Democratic party that 
it encountered and vanquished at the first onslaught the gigantic money 
power to which the Republican party has been for years as ihe plaything to a 
child! The first Democratic House in August, 1876, raiscd the banner of finan- 
cial reform by the passage of a bill 

: TO REPEAL THE RESUMPTION ACT. 

The Republican vote on the passage of that bill stood “ay” only 9and “no” 
56, or over six to one against the repeal. The Democrats voted “no” 29 and 
“ay” 97; more than three to one in its favor. The bill passed the House by 
Democratic votes, and thus the first battle against the Shylocks was left to be 
turned against the people by the Republican Senate which failed to pass the 
bill. There the matter si when the great political contest of 1876 came on. 
The result of that election returned a Democratic majority to the House of 
Representatives, while the Senate is still Republican. Those who have ob- 
served the proceedings since we assembled here will bear witness to the earnest- 
ness of the warfare that has been waged for financial relief. As early as No- 
vember 5, 1877, we passed the bill 

TO REMONETIZE SILVER. 

The Republicans, driven at last by a public sentiment which had twice routed 
them at the polls, yielded to this measure a fair support. They voted—‘no” 
24, and “ay” 67; not quite three to one. The Democrats voted—‘‘no” 10, and 
“ay 97, or nearly ten to one in its favor. But when this measure to restore the 
dollar of our fathers was sent by a Democratic House to a Republican Senate it 
was there amended and emasculated until its value was well-nigh destroyed, 
— finally vetoed by a Republican President. On the 23d of the same month 

e 


BILL TO REPEAL THE RESUMPTION ACT 
ed the House. On this repeal the Republicans voted—“ ay” 28 and “no” 
2, more than three to one against it. The Democrats voted—" no” 29and “ay” 
104, more than three to one in its favor. This act was sent to the Republican 
3 and there a Rip Van Winkle sleep of seven long months has held it 


t. 

On the 29th day of April the bill was passed. 

FORBIDDING FURTHER RETIREMENT OF GREENBACKS, 

The Democrats voted on this measure—" no” 7, and “ay” 104; the Repub- 
licans voted—“ ay“ 73, and “no” 28. Many of them voted with the avowed rea- 
son that it would not interfere with the resumption act, and itis ssar under- 
stood in well-informed circles that the Republicans who favored the bill in the 
Senate did so upon the same ground, Add to what I have enumerated the bills 
. Which have been favorably reported at this session by a Democratic committee, 
the bill to authorize the issuing of certificates for silver bullion, and the bill to 

SUBSTITUTE GREENBACKS FOR BANK NOTES, 
and you have a fair epitomized history of the financial legislation of the last 
sixteen years. In giving the status of the political parties, I have given the re- 
sult of my own individual researches; I have investigated the subject; I have 
examined the record, and I speak what I know. 
= * * * * * * 

Mr. Chairman, in addition to what Mr. KENNA has said I desire to 
refer to the record of other votes later than the period covered by him, 
and I will state that I have carefally gone over these votes and believe 
the analysis I have made is correct. In disposing of the Independents, 
Nationals, or Greenbackers I have counted them as Democrats or Re- 
publicans just as they may have voted on the questions under consid- 
eration at the time. 

CRAPO EXTENSION BILL. 

When this bill was under consideration, Mr. Buckner, a Democrat, 

moved to fix the time for the payment of the bonds at ten instead or 


twenty as recommended by the Republican committee, and on a yea- 
and-nay vote it was lost. The yeas were 91, nays 116. Of the yeas _ 
79 were Democrats and 12 Republicans. Nays, 98 Republicans and 
18 Democrats, 

Mr. BLAND, a Democrat, and now the able chairman of the Commit- 
teeon Coinage, Weights, and Measures, moved a substitute for the com- 
mittee bill which provided for issuing Treasury notes for bank notes. 
This would have given the country a better currency without the aid 
or intervention of the banks, but would have deprived the bank cor- 
porations of their power over the currency, and so the substitute was 
not agreed to, by a vote of 71 yeas to 138 nays. Of the yeas there were 
68 Democrats and 3 Republicans; nays, 119 Republicans and 19 Demo- 
crats. Afterwards, on the 10th day of July, 1882, the bill passed the 
House by a vote of 110 yeas and 79 nays. Of the yeas there were 99 
Republicans and 11 Democrats; nays, 76 Democrats and 3 Republicans. 


LEGAL-TENDER QUALITY OF SILVER DOLLAR, 

Mr. Fort, on the 9th of December, 1878, moved to suspend the rules 
and pass a bill declaring the standard silver dollar a legal-tender and 
preventing any discrimination against it, and failing to get two-thirds 
it failed by the following vote: Yeas 151, nays 89. Of the yeas there 
were 106 Democrats and 45 Republicans; nays, 73 Republicans and 16 
Democrats. 

GREENDACKS RECEIVABLE FOR DUTIES. 

Mr. Wood, a Democrat, January 15, 1879, moved to pass a bill mak- 
ing United States notes receivable for duties on imports, and it passed 
yeas 153, nays 43. Of the yeas there were 108 Democrats and 46 Re- 
publicans; nays, Republicans 31, Democrats 12. 

INTERCHANGEABILITY OF GOLD AND SILVER COLNS. 


On February 3, 1879, Mr. WHITTHORNE, the distinguished and faith. 
ful Democrat, who is now chairman of the Committee on Indian Dep- 
redations, moved to suspend the rules and pass a bill to provide for the 
in of gold and silver and to prevent discrimination against 
either, and it was disagreed to; yeas 101, nays 136. Of the yeas there 
were 89 Democrats and 12 Republicans; nays 100 Republicans and 36 
Democrats. 

GREENBACKS AND REFUNDING. 


On April 5, 1880, my good Democratic friend General WEAVER, who 
sits just to my left, moved to suspend the rules and pass the following 
resolutions: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of this House that all currency, whether metallio 
or paper, necessary for use and convenience of the people, should be issued and 
its volume controlled by the Government, and not by or through the bank cor- 
porations of the country; and when so issued should be a fall legal tender in pay- 
ment of all debts, public and private. 

Resolved, That in the judgment of this House that portion of the interest- 
bearing debt of the United States which shall become redeemable in the year 
1881, or prior thereto, being in amount about $782,000,000, should not be refunded 
beyond the power of the Government to call in said obligations and pay them 
atany time, but should be paid as rapidly as possible, and according to con- 
tract. To enable the Government to meet these obligations the mints of the 
United States should be operated to their full capacity in the coinage of stand- 
ard silver dollars and such other coinage as the business interest of the country 
may require. 

This motion was lost by a vote of 85 yeas to 117 nays. Of the yeas 
there were 84 Democrats and 1 Republican; nays 90 Republicans and 
27 Democrats. 

FREE COINAGE OF SILVER AND SUSPENSION. 


April 8, 1886, when the bill for the free coinage of silver was under 
consideration the following amendment was offered: 

That unless meantime, through concurrent action of the nations of Europe 
with the United States, iver be remonetized prior to July 1, 1889, that then 
and thereafter so much of the act of February 28, 1878, entitled“ An act to author- 
ize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its legal-tenderchar- 
neter,“ as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver 
bullion and cause the same to be coined, shall be suspended until furtheraction 
by Congress. 

The amendment was lost by a vote of 84 yeas to 201 nays; of those 
voting yea there were 52 Republicans and 32 Democrats; nays, 136 
Democrats and 65 Republicans. 

The bill for free coinage was then rejected by a vote of 126 yeas, nays 
163. Of those voting yea there were 101 Democrats and 25 Republi- 
cans; nays, 95 Republicans and 68 Democrats. But, Mr. Chairman, 
this is only a part of one chapter of the legalized crimes of the Repub- 
lican party against the people. On the financial issues we see that the 
Democratic party has stood by the people in opposition to all those 
measures of the Republican party that have brought so much suffering 
to the poor and so much wealth to the rich. 

We see how the record has been made step by step, and see how by 
degrees the wealth has gone from the masses who create it to the few 
cunning manipulators of Wall street and tariff barons of New England. 
The Democratic party has, as is shown by this record, been instru- 
mental in restoring the silver dollar, stopping the further retirement 
of the greenbacks that the Republicans had said by solemn statute 
should go; providing for gold and silver certificates; the one and two 
dollar greenback bills, and during this Congress in passing through the 
House a bill for fractional currency. There is much in this record to 
make Domocrats feel proud of their party; but there is still more in 
tea e it has made in the fight for a reduction of tariff taxes and 

unties. 
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And as a second count in the indictment in and for the body of the 
American people, I charge that the Republican party is not only re- 
nsible to the country for the tariff laws as they now exist with all 
their inequalities and injustice, but that it has on all occasions resisted 
all reductions that were proposed in the interest of the great body of 
the consumers, and has supported only such as would relieve the cor- 
poiana and capitalists; and in order that I may make good this charge, 
ask you to go with me to the records that stand as mute but eternal 
~ witness st their acts. We can only examine the most important 
votes on these questions of tariff and internal revenue. 
MILLS RESOLUTION, 
~ December 1, 1877, a motion was made by Mr. MILLS, a Democrat, 
and who is now the distinguished chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, to suspend the rules and pass the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be instructed to revise the 
tariff so as to make it purely and solely a tariff for revenuo and not for protect- 
ing one class of citizens by plundering another. 


The motion was lost. The yeas were 67, nays 76. Of the yeas there 
were 60 Democrats and 7 Republicans, and of the nays there were 64 
Republicans and 13 Democrats. A vote against this was in effect say- 
ing that they would plunder one class of citizens for the benefit of an- 
other, or that the protective tariff could not be so arranged as to pre- 
vent such plundering. 

THE WOOD TARIFF BILL, 

This was a bill to reduce taxes proposed by a Democratic committee. 
On the 5th day of June, 1878, a motion to strike out the enacting clause 
was agreed to by a vote of 134 yeas, 120 nays. Of the yeas there were 
120 Republicans and 19 Democrats; nays, 113 Democrats and 7 Repub- 

icans. 
FREE QUININE. 

On the 30th day of June, 1879, Mr. Covert, a Democrat, moved to 
suspend the rules and pass a bill placing quinine on the free-list, and it 
was agreed to by a vote of yeas 125, nays 33. Of the yeas there were 
103 Democrats and 22 Republicans, and of the nays there were 31 Re- 
publicans and 2 Democrats. This bill became a law, Mr. Chairman, 
but not without the usual protest from the manufacturers, who always 
keep their weather eye on the home market,” and who are always 
very much concerned about the consumer if they manufacture what he 
is compelled to have and can not get anywhere else. Here is the pro- 
test they made, and our Republican friends believed it: 

Why should objection be made to a duty of 20 per cent.? Why should the 
Met Asi industry be singled out to be ruined ? 
Will the consumer be benefited? We assert most emphatically he will not. 
Prices will fluctuate ; average rates will be as high or higher than they have 
been during the existence of the protective tariff. But even should the whole- 
sale price be as low as now at times, a consumer using itin small quantities will 
get no benefit from it. In whose interest, then, is the duty to be reduced? 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], who spoke this 
morning, I believe voted against this bill to save the manufacturing 

rotesters from ruin. If he was so far off in his guess about what would 
appen to the industries then, what he says now should count for but 
little, and yet he pretends to know all abont it. 

In spite of the protests of the manufacturers that it would ruin them, 
break up their business, and place the people of this country at the 
mercy of the foreign manufactures, the Democrats the bill and 
took the risk. This was a trial and test of this much-talked of home- 
market’’ idea that we now hear so much about, and it was interesting 
to see thecrashcome. If the predictions of our Republican friends had 
come true then they could have come to us with some standing as 
prophets, but time has shown that it was all speculation with them. 
We have more men engaged in this ruined industry now than we had 
then, and the price of quinine has been reduced from $3.50 per ounce 
to 50 cents. Nobody is hurt, and if you wish to know who is benefited 
by this small piece of legislation, ask the millions of people who use 
this great medicine. In some parts of the country it is almost a neces- 
sity. 

X FREE SALT, 

On the 12th January, 1880, Mr. HATCH, a true friend to the farmers, 
and the present able and faithful chairman of the Committee on Agri- 
culture, moved to suspend the rules and pass a bill for free salt, which 
was not agreed to; yeas 115, nays 116. Of the yeas there were 104 
Democrats and 11 Republicans; nays, 103 Republicans and 13 Demo- 
crats, 

FREE PAPER AND SALT. 

And again on the 14th May, 1880, pending the consideration of a 
resolution for final adjournment, Mr. MILLS moved to recommit with 
instructions to report a bill for free printing-paper and free salt before 
they report the resolution to adjourn, which was disagreed to; yeas 90, 
nays 116. Of the yeas, 81 were Democrats and 6 Republicans; nays, 
94 were Republicans, and 22 were Democrats. 

THE TARIFF COMMISSION. 

Pending the consideration of this bill on Wie 6th day of May, 1882, 
Mr. MILLS, who was then as he is now ready to seize every opportunity 
to relieve the people, moved to recommit, with the following instrac- 
tions: 

First. That no more money shall be collected than is necessary for the wants 
of the Government, economically administered, 
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Second. That no duty be imposed on any article above the lowest rate that 
will yield the est amount of revenue, 

Third. That below such rate discrimination may be made, descending in the 
seule of duties, or for imperative reasons the articles may be placed on the list 
of those free from all duty. 

Fourth, That the maximum revenue duty should be imposed on all luxuries. 

Fifth, That ail c duties should be abolished and “ad valorem” duties 
substituted in their place, care being taken to guard against fraudulent in- 
Toles and undervaluation, and to assess the duty upon the actual market 
value. 

Sixth. That the duty should be so imposed as to rate as equally as possi- 
Be eeu the Union, discriminating neither he ge —— . class or 
section, 

The motion was disagreed to—yeas 75, nays 152. The yeas were all 
Democrats; the nays were 130 Republicans and 22 Democrats. Nota 
single Republican could be found who was willing to say by his vote 
that taxes should be so imposed as to operate equally throughout the 
Union, discriminating neither for nor againstany class or section. They 
stood then as they stand now, for class legislation and against equality 
and justice to all sections. The bill providing for the commission, 
which was only another means of getting a continuance for the ‘‘pro- 
tected industries,’’ was then by the House by a vote of 151 yeas 
to 83 nays. Of the yeas there were 123 Republicans and 28 Democrats; 
nays, 75 Democrats and 8 Republicans. 

The bill passed the Senate May 9, 1882—yeas 35, nays 19. Of the 
yeas there were 29 Republicans aud 6 Democrats; nays, 17 Democrats 
and 2 Republicans, 

FREE TRACE-CHALNS. 


A motion made by Mr. TuRNER, a Democrat, and now a member of 
the Ways and Means Committee, from which the bill now under con- 
sideration came, in the House June 6, 1882, to suspend the rules and 
pass a bill for free trace-chains waslost—yeas 73, nays109. Of the yeas 
70 were Democrats and 3 Republicans; nays, 104 Republicans and 5 


Democrats. 
KNIT GOODS, 


July 3, 1882, on the motion of Mr. KELLEY, a Republican, the rules 
were suspended and a bill increasing the tariff on woolen knit goods 
was passed by a vote of 134 yeas to 49 nays. One hundred and twelve 
Republicans and 22 Democrats voted yea and 47 Democrats and 2 Re- 
publicans voted nay. This was done against the carnest protest of Mr. 
CARLISLE, the present able Speaker. 


SHIP MATERIALS, 


On July 23, 1887, when the House had under consideration a bill 
allowing a rebate on materials imported and used in building ships on 
foreign account, Mr. Tucker, a distinguished and worthy Democrat, 
moved to so amend as to allow our own citizens to build or purchase 
ships in our own ship-yards on equal terms with foreigners. ‘The yeas 
were 95 andthe nays 12. Of the yeas there were 75 Democrats and 20 
Republicans. The Republicans refused to vote and made the point of 
no quorum. Ona motion to recommit with instructions to so amend 
the bill the yeas were 84 and nays 96. Of the yeas there were 78 Dem- 
ocrats and 6 Republicans; nays 95 Republicans and 1 Democrat. And 
yet we are told that this is the American policy. God save us from 
such Americanism ! 

THE TARIPF ACT OF 1883. 

On the 27th of June, 1882, the bill passed by a vote of 127 yeas, 79 
nays, Of the yeas there were 23 Democrats and 104 Republicans; nays, 
71 Democrats and 8 Republicans. In the following session, on the 26th 
day of February, 1883, after amendments in the Senate under a new 
rule, Mr. KELLEY moved to suspend the rules and take up the bill 
and Senate amendments, declare a disagreement, and ask a conference 
thereon; which was agreed to—yeas 147, nays 111. Of the yeas 135 
were Republicans, 12 were Democrats; nays, 102 Democrats and 9 Re- 
publicans. | 

The Speaker appointed Messrs. KELLEY, MCKINLEY, Haskell, CAR- 
LISLE, and Speer conferees, the Senate conferees being Messrs. Mor- 
RILL, SHERMAN, ALDRICH, McDill, and Mahone. On the 3d of March, 
1883, the conference report was concurred in by the Senate, and subse- 
quently was agreed to by the House—yeas 152, nays 122. Of the yeas 
132 were Republicans and 20 Democrats; nays, 107 Democrats and 17 
Republicans. 

TARIFF ON WOOL, 

April 7, 1884, Mr. Converse moved to suspend the rules and pass a 
bill restoring the duty on wool as it was prior to the act of March 3, 
1883, but it was not agreed to—yeas 119, nays 126. Of the yeas 84 
were Republicans and 35 Democrats; nays, 124 were Democrats and 12 
Republicans, = 

MORRISON TARIFF OF 1884. 

April 15, 1884, the House being in the committee on revenue bills, 
and the tariff bill having been reached, Judge KELLEY qbjected to 
its consideration, The House, by a vote of 140 yeas to 138 nays, di- 
rected the committee to consider it. Of those voting yea, there were 
136 Democrats and 4 Republicans. The enacting clause was stricken 
out by a vote of 159 yeas to 155 nays. Of the yeas, there were 119 
Republicans and 40 Democrats; nays, 152 Democrats and 3 Repub- 


| licans, 
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THE MORRISON BILL, 1886. 

On the 17th of June, 1886, the motion of Mr. Morrison that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole to consider the general 
tariff bill, was rejected by a vote of 140 yeas to 157 nays. Of the yeas, 
136 were Democrats and 4 Republicans; nays, 122 were Republicans 
and 35 Democrats. 

Only four of the Republicans of the House would even vote to con- 
sider the demands of the people for a reduction of taxes. 


INTERNAL REVENUE— HOUSE. 


On the 6th day of June, 1878, Mr. Covert, a Democrat, moved an 
independent section to the internal-revenue bill then under considera- 
tion, to reduce the tax on tobacco from 30 and 40 cents per pound to 
20, and certain other reductions as to cigars. 

Mr. Tucker, another Democrat, moved toamend by making the tax 
16 cents per pound, and the amendment was agreed to by a vote of 126 
yeas to 80 nays. Of the yeas there were 108 Democrats and 18 Re- 
publicans; nays, 73 Republicans, 7 Democrats. The section as thus 
amended was adopted—yeas 137, nays 103. The yeas were 120 Dem- 
ocrats and 17 Republicans; the nays were 92 Republicans and 11 Dem- 
ocrats. 

On the 28th day of June, 1882, the House passed an internal-reve- 
nue bill, reported by a Republican committee, torepeal the stamp tax 
on bank checks, drafts, orders, and vouchers; the tax on capital and 
deposits of national banks, matches, perfamery, and patent medicines, 
which yielded an annual revenue of $16,892,880, nearly all of which 
was paid by the banks, by a vote of 127 yeas to 79 nays. Of the yeas 
there were 105 Republicans, 22 Democrats; nays, 69 Democrats and 10 
Republicans. : 

ln the Senate, on the 19th day of July, 1882, Senator Beck offered 
an amendment to the bill then pending, to reduce the tax on manu- 
factured tobaceo at 12 cents per pound, and it was adopted by a vote 
of 29 yeas to 26 nays. The yeas were 27 Democrats and 2 Republi- 
cans, and the nays were all Republicans. 

Senator Beck moved to strike out ‘* perfamery, medicinal prepara- 
tions, and other articles,’’ and it was lost by a vote of 26 yeas (Demo- 
erats) to 29 nays (Republicans). 

Senator VANCE moved to amend by retaining the tax on playing 
cha it was lost by 28 yeas (Democrats) to 29 nays (Repub- 
licans). 

Senator Vest moved to amend so as to allow farmers to sell their 
tobacco products, but not to peddle, and it was lost by a vote of 23 
yeas, Democrats, to 28 nays, Republicans, On the motion of Senator 
Beck, the following proviso to the bill was adopted by a vote of 24 
yeas, Democrats, td 22 nays, Republicans, and 1 Democrat: 

Provided, That farmers and producers of tobacco may sell at the place of pro- 


duction tobacco of their own growth and raising, at retail, directly to the con- 
sumer, to an amount not exceeding $100 annually. 


INCOME TAX. 


The Republicans were swift to repeal this tax soon after the close of 
the war, although there was a national debt of $2,000,000,000 to be 
paid. This was done about the same time that the cotton-tax on the 
Southern cotton-planter was increased from 2 to 3 cents a pound. 
After the Democrats had elected a majority to the House, in May, 
1879, Mr. DIBBLE, a Democrat, and now the able and efficient chair- 
man of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds; moved to 
suspend the rules and pass a bill to restore this tax. 

lt required two-thirds to suspend the rules, and so the bill failed by 
the following vote: Yeas 111, nays 94. Of the yeas there were 105 
Democrats and 6 Republicans, and of the nays 84 Republicans and 10 
Democrats. And thus the wealth-holders escape the burdens that 
fairly belong to them. And thus the Republican party refused to correct 
a wrong that it had done the consumers of the country. There was a 
long list of items in the internal-tax laws, principally upon capital, 
but they have all been repealed except one important item, whisky, 
and it has been reduced from $2 a gallon to 90 cents, and a part of 
the tobacco tax. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
some extracts from the last report of the late able and distinguished 
Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Manning, which, taken altogether, is 
to my mind one of the clearest and strongest arguments for a tariff re- 
form that it has been my pleasare to read. It deserves a place asa 
state paper by the side of the celebrated report of Secretary Walker, 
as far as it treats of the tariff. 

The Clerk read: 

THINGS HERE CONSUMED; WITIT INLAND AND SEAPORT COLLECTORS OF TAXES, 

It is indirect taxes only which the Federal Government now levies, and to 
which, being thus practically restricted by those provisions of the Constitution, 
it must look for its revenues, and its remissions when reyenuc outruns expense. 
It is out of indirect taxes that arise contentions about protection and free trade, 
as they arose before the war when our debt was little and our expense so small 
that many thought Congress might have abolished custom-houses, and no harm. 

Free trade” accurately decribes the internal ecommerce of our States. It ap- 
plies to the commerce, one with another, of no other great and sovereign States. 

t does not apply to our trade with foreign nations. No man now living will 
ever see “free trade” adopted by these United States in their commerce with 
foreign nations; for taxes on imports, from the foundation of this Government, 


have ver been one chief source of Federal revenue, and such they will con- 
tinue to be. 


They are taxes — consumption, like our internal revenue taxes; and the 
true ground of choice among articles suitable for taxation is not the circum- 
stance — Sag produced at home or imported from abroad, for neither the 
producer nor importer finally r the tax. The consumer pays it. The 
place of origin is no criterion. The place of collection is no criterion. The 
place of consumption is where duties as well as excise are paid at last; seaport 
taxes and inland taxes are alike in cost of collection (3.3 and 3.6 Fed cent.) and 
alike in this, that although the importer and distiller advances the tax, he re- 
imburses himself in the price to the consumer, who alone is taxed. 

Thetrue ground of choice is that among all articles thus consumed within 
our own borders some are better suited for an equitable taxation than others, 
They are universally consumed, like sugar, or easily identified, like coffee, or 
their consumption may be safely impeded, like distilled spirits or fermented 
liquors or tobacco, or they are luxuries, like wines, silks, and diamonds. But 
of these articles suitable for taxation, foreign production afford as many as 
home production, or more. ‘ 

Taxes on imports are levied by all nations. Last year England raised a 
revenue of $95,978,583 from taxes on imports; France, $38,616,325; Germany, 
$47,557,160, But no foreign nation taxes raw materials. Such taxes injure home 
industries, in which those materials are worked up and increased in value by 
home labor. Such taxes on raw materials, instead of excluding foreign compe- 
tition from the home market, put our own employers of labor at a great disad- 
vantage in the home market and a greater disadvantage in every foreign 
maces compared with the foreigner employing labor upon untaxed raw ma- 

rials. 

Protection“ is also a misnomer. It implies superiority elsewhere. The 
superiority over any great industry of ours does not exist upon the jgobe. It 
implies infants here and adults elsewhere. Such is not our reputation.” Itim- 
pa that amid competition universal, where the fittest survive, we shall perish, 

ut it is everywhere else believed that whenever we shall release ourselves 
from bad laws and enter that competition unmanacled, rivals will be distanced, 
and our primacy established in the markets and commerce of the world. 


OUR SUICIDAL TAXES ON RAW MATERIALS, 


The total value of our domestic exports for the last fiscal year was almost ex- 
actly $666,000,000, of which 86 per cent. were the products of our fields, ee 
fisheries, and mines, and 16 per cent. only were the sum total of manuſactu 
products in which American labor was inwrought. 

In the last quarter of a century progress in telegraphs, transportation, labor- 
saving inventions, and the mechanic arts has reduced the profits of capital and 
the rate of interest by more than one-half; has increased the wages of labor 
throughout the world; has augmented by at least a third the surplus which 
our manufacturers can produce beyond domestic needs for sale abroad. Pro- 
longing without necessity our war-tariff taxes on raw materials, we have boen 
undersold and excluded from foreign markets by nations not taxing raw ma- 
terials. 

Despite their low-priced inferior labor, and the high percen of labor-cost 
therefore included in their product, our taxed raw materials and their free raw 
materials have protected the so-called "pauper labor" of Europe against Ameri- 
can competition. Our increasing capacity to produce an industrial surplusage 
has been 6 by war taxation exactly suited to prevent the sale of 
that surplusage in foreign markets. Out of our actualabundance this wartaxa- 
tion has forged the instrument of our industrial and commercial mutilation. 

Defeating our manufacturers in their endeavor to compete abroad with the 
manufacturers of untaxed raw materials, it has set them on a ferocious compe- 
tition at cut-throat prices in our own home market, to which they are shut up, 
and for which their producing powers are increasingly superabundant. Long 
periods of glut and so-called overproduction have alternated with brief periods 
of renewed activity and transiens prosperity like the present. These prolonged 
war-tariff taxes, incompetent and brutal as a scheme of revenue, fatal to the 
extension of our foreign markets, and disorderly to our domestic trade, have 
in the last resort acted and reacted with most ruinous injury upon our wage- 
earners. $ 

As the more numerous part of our population, our wage-earners are of course 
the first, the last, and the most to be affected by injuriouslaws. Every Govern- 
ment by true statesmen will watchfully regard their condition and interests. 
If these are satisfactory, nothing else can be of very momentous importance; but 
ourso-called protective statesmanship has disfavored them altogether. Encum- 
bering with clumsy help a few thousand employers, it has trodden down the 
millions of wage-earners. It has for twenty-one years denied them, 


MORE INCOME FOR WAGE-EARNERS BY DROPPING WORST TAXES. 


The taxes to be first remitted are those which prevent or hinder the sale of 
our surplus products in foreign markets. Their removal will set capital in mo- 
tion by the promise of better returns, enla the steady employment and in- 
crease the annual income of many thousand wages-earners, whose prosperity 
will diffuse prosperity. These taxes are the duties on raw materials, and the 
most widely injurious of them is the tax upon raw wool. 

But the income of all the wage-earners in the United States can be at once 
enlarged effectively, certainly permanently, by reducing the cost to them of the 
great necessities of life. Our war-tariff taxes increase needlessly the cost of 
clothing, shelter, food, to every family, Every wa: rner's expense, or 
tax-payer’s expense, for the clothing of himself and his family is nearly doubled, 
at least in the Northern, Middle, and Western States, by taxation which can 
now be remitted, yet leave the Treasury a sufficient revenue. 

The duty on raw wool procured for the Treasury last year only $5,126,108. 
The cost of woolen clothing for our 59,000,000 people was thereby and otherwise 
enhanced many times more than 90 cents a head, the only cost of our $51,778,- 
ois revenue from sugar. Moreover, any tax on raw wool imported will always 
make domestic wool-raising a bad business, for in our dry climate some varie- 
ties of wool required by the manufacturer are not produced. The tax prevents 
our manufacturers from competing in foreign markets with all manufacturers 
who can buy untaxed wool, 

The tax prevents our manufacture and export of competing woolens that re- 
qos the use or admixture of non-American wools, and so restricts the home 

emand and the growth of the home demand for domestic woo!, thus making 
the export of our domestic woolens impossible, yet involving the enhanced 
price of foreign and domestic woolens. This petty tax of $5,126,108 on raw wool 
assists in nearly doubling the actual cost of their clothing tothe American peo- 
pierit no real and no incidental benefit to anybody except the foreign man- 
ufneturer. 

UNTAX THE CLOTHING OF SIXTY MILLION PEOPLE, 


I fully recommend to Congress that they confer upon the wage-earners 
of the United States the boon of untaxed clothing. and in order thereto. the im- 
* passage of an act simply and solely placing raw wool upon the free- 

Mr. McRAE. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us examine this question from 
the farmer’sstandpoint and see if the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY] is correct in the theory that he has advanced when he says itis a 
benefit to them. Until within the last century little improvement was 
madein agriculture. When the United States declared their independ- 


ence they stood at the foot of the list of nations in point of agricultaral 
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products; but now they lead the world in this as well as almost every- 
thing else, and yet less than 20 per cent. of the total area of the land has 
been improved. 

For many centuries prior to the establishment of our Government 
there was little or no advancement; no thought had been given to 
either the tion or improvement of the soil, and but little im- 
provements had been made in farming implements. There were no 
planters, reapers, or thrashers in use then. For the latter our ances- 
tors used what Burns called the the thrasher’s waery flingin’ tree.’’ 
No care had been given to the breeding and improvement of stock. It 
is said that the average size of sheep, hogs, and cattle has more than 
doubled within the last century, and yet our greatest triumph in this 
industry in the United States is in the numerical increase, as shown by 
the estimate of the Commissioner of Agriculture for last year which I 
now call attention to: 


Number and value of farm animals January 1, 1888, as estimated by the 
Department of Agriculture. 


Number. 


Quantities of certain agricultural products of the United States, a3 estimated 
by the Department of Agricullure, for the year 1887, and for certain prod- 
ucts for 1886. 


J. R. DODGE, Statistician. 


Now, let us compare the quantity of our grain products with other 
nations if we wish a clear understanding of them. Here is the show- 
ing: 


Under grain— 


Russia, with 40,000,000 acres more of land in grain, produces but 
little more than one-haif as much in volume as we do. The United 
States produce about one-third of the cereals of the entire world. 
This in a large measure is due to the use of improved i and 
farm implements, the absence of any law of primogeniture or entail, 
and to the fact that the farms are worked largely by the owners, who, 
while enjoying their freedom, rely upon their own energies and do not 
look to the Government for aid or bounty. Of the four million farms 
in the United States in 1880, nearly three million of them were culti- 
vated by their owners, and while the acreage and the number of farms 
are rapidly increasing, it is gratifying to notice thatthe average size of 
the farms has decreased from 203 acres in 1850 to 134 acres in 1880. 
Our country is secure as long as the Jands are divided in small holdings 
and cultivated by those who own them. At this rate there is little 
danger of a monopoly of the lands in this country. 

Teall the attention of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
to this fact in answer to the statement he made a few moments ago, to 
the effect that the wealth in the South is in the hands of the few. His 
statement is not correct asto any part of the South. In my own State, 
Arkansas, purely agricultural, the average size of the farms was in 1860, 
245 acres; in 1870 the average was reduced to 154; while in 1880 it 
was only 128 acres, less than what the United States gives for a home- 
stead. 

The above exhibit of live stock and farm products is a remarkable 
showing when taken as a whole, but more remarkable when considered 
with reference to cotton, the growth of ten Sonthern States. In 1784, 
orabout that time, when a duty was proposed in the United States Con- 
gress on the imports of foreign cotton, it was declared by one of the rep- 
resentatives from South Carolina that the cultivation of cotton was in 
contemplation by the planters of his State and Georgia, and he thought 
if seed could be procured it might succeed. The cotton dealers 
and manufacturers of Liverpool thought it impossible to grow cotton in 
this country, and yet in the face of these opinions, within less than one 
century, these ten States have learned to grow enough for sixty mill- 


ions of our people, and have four millions and a half bales for export, 
which is largely shipped to England. 

When we remember that this vast increase in the yield of the flcecy 
staple comes from the States so recently laid waste by the war of the 
rebellion it ought to be sufficient to make all of us proud alike of the 
traditions of the old South and the pluck and industry of the new. 
Many of us have but little idea of the desolation that followed peace 
in this beloved country. The impoverished condition of the South after 
the war was a few years ago so truthfully and eloquently described by 
Kentucky's eloquent Representative [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that I shall 
borrow his language in undertaking to give you some idea of it: 

The poverty of the Southern States at the close of the war bgt nor yg ; the 
desolation beyond description. Every form of accumulated cap had been 
swept away, every corporate institution hopelessly bankrupt, every State deeply 
in debt. and the amount of private indebtedness beyond all hope of 2 

A beggared people indeed were they. Fencesall gone, work stock nearly so, 
fields in briars, many houses burnt, no money, no credit, no provisions, noim- 
plements of * not even seed for harvest. The n free; the white 
adulta paroled soldier or an aged man, e eee n disabled and wounded 
man; and in many families only WRONA orp maidens, and fatherless chil- 
dren; without itical privileges, and with the prospect of a chaotic and harsh 
period of unstable and doubtful rule; the States without recognized govern- 
ments, and the relations of the races, of the citizens, and of the States to the 
2 Goverument in grave dispute and doubt. It was indeed a sad and deso- 

o picture. 

But all was not lost; far from it. God, the future, and manhood remained, 
and these contain all the possibilities of success. 

There was no alternative left to that people but s stern and resolute struggle 
for bread, and then for the recovery of political liberty. The war had legis- 
lated—it had in a new sense made one the United States; in the destiny of the 
nation was involved the destiny of every section and all citizens; one country, 
one flag, one destiny was the fiat of this tribunal, and the future of the South 
was indissolubly interwoven with that of the Union. 

In that Union, under that Government, however modified by the events of 
those years, must these Southern States work out their restoration. Within 
the limitations imposed by that Government, and by their actual condition, 
must they make their recovery. Withoutrepining, with no unmanly cringing, 
no pretense of repentance or remorse—ay, proud of their dead comrades an 
conscious of their own rectitade and hero they turned their faces to the fut- 
ure, put their trust anew in God, and went to work. 

It was a pathetic but glorious spectacle, that conquered and beggared people, 
amid the ruins of their States and the destruction of their hopes, 1 by 
the ves of their beloved slain, and in the depths of poverty, intensely at 
work for daily bread, and resolutely set on doing the best possible under the 
circumstances encompassing them. The privations, the suffering, the toil of 
those slow, sad, harsh years when the bottom rail was on top,” and the whole 
world seemed to haye turned from them, need not now be recalled. Let them 
pass into history. 

And notwithstanding this condition, which was at the time known 
to all, taxation from that day to this has continued to fasten its fangs 
closer and tighter on this people. If I will be allowed to quote the 
language of one of our poets I would say of the tariff as applied to the 
South that 


It seats itself upon the sepulchre, 
And of the triumphs of its ghastly foo 
Makes its own nourishment. 


Coming back, Mr. Chairman, to the facts and figures, we will find 
much food for refiection if they are considered in the light of the further 
fact that there is no prospect that the Old World will either be able to 
extend her territory or improve to any considerable extent the fertility 
of her soil. Her population is increasing more rapidly than it has for 
centuries past. She imports about one-third of her food products at 
present, and this will continue to increase as the population does. She 
looks to this country for supplies. Through our wise homestead law 
our Government is increasing our ability to grow and furnish the prod- 
ucts by the improvement of about 10,000,000 acres of land per annum. 
With our vast undeveloped territory and our excellent land system, 
under a free form of government, the farmers of America will be able 
to meet any draft that is likely to be drawn upon them for meat and 
bread at any time within the next century if they are dealt fairly with 
in the matter of taxation. i: i 

But, Mr. Chairman, in the face of the enormous increase in the 
quantity of the productionsof our farms, it appears from the census re- 
ports that the rate of increase in value from 1870 to 1880 was less than 
10 per cent., while the important manufacturing States for the same 
time increased their wealth nearly 200 per cent. The planters in 1860 
owned one-half the wealth of the country. They owned in 1880 only 
one-fourth, and yet the total wealth has nearly doubled in this time. 
This is not the result of misfortune, accident, drought, or want of 
economy or industry on the part of the people, because I have shown 
that they have produced the quantity of products. 

The half not invested in farms was increased more than twenty 
billions in value, while the half owned by farmers only increased four 
billions. Those not engaged in farming made $5, where those who 
were made 1, as shown by their investment. As 75 per cent. of all ex- 
ports from the United States are agricultural products, we can safely 
assume that the profits of the farmers were made off of those to whom 
they sold the exports, le of foreign countries, and represented so 
much money broughtintothe country. Notso with the manufacturer, 
Under the present policy of the Government he manufactured for home 
consumption. The consumers of America bought American goods be- 
cause they could get no others as a rule. 

The manufacturer has become rich, while the consumer, if a farmer, 
has barely saved what hestarted with. Does any one find any difficulty 
in telling whose money made the manufacturer rich? It does not 
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satisfy the farmer to tell him that the money was kept in our own 
country when he sees that his reasonable profits have by some sort of 
legerdemain been lost to him and pocketed by others. The policy of 
poreon has the effect of centralizing the wealth of the country in the 

ds of the favored few, while it impoverishes the great body of the 
producers, and makes them dissatisfied. Ite waste and ex- 
travagance on the part of those who are made rich, and has a bad effect 
upon the people generally. 

I am not one of those who would make Congress and the Legis- 
lature responsible for all the evils that befall man; neither do I think 
legislation the remedy for many of the troubles of the present times. 
I believe that there is such a thing as too much legislation. I some- 
times think that we have too many laws and are too much governed. 
But when, as in this case, if I am correct, the trouble is caused by an 
existing law, the only remedy is either to modify it or repeal it. That 
freedom of trade necessary to enable the farmer to get full value for 
his products is at present too much restricted. We must turn from 
this constant introspection to the nations of the earth; down with the 
walls, out to the sea” if we expect to grow and become a rich and pros- 
perous people. 

Mr. Turner, of Kentucky, in the Forty-seventh Congress, gave a very 

phic portrayal of the unreasonable details of the tariff as illustrated 
in the every-day experience of the farmer. I quote the following from 
his speech: = 

Here is a statement showing a few of the burdens of the farmer: Under this 
tariff he rises in the morning, puts on his common flannel shirt taxed 9 per 
cent.; his coat taxed 57 per cent.; shoes taxed 35 per cent.; and hat taxed 92 
per cent.; takes the water from a bucket taxed 35 cent., and washes his face 
and hands ina pa bow! taxed 35 per cent.; dries them on a cheap cotton towel 

recen 

He N to his humble meal and eats from a plate taxed 50 per cent., with 
knife and fork taxed 35 per cent.; drinks his coffee with sugar taxed 68 per cent., 
seasons his food with salt taxed 69 percent., popper taxed ôl percent. He looks 
around on his wife and children, all taxed in the same way; takes a chew of 
tobacco taxed 199 per cent., or lights n cigar taxed 118 per cent. And, sir, even 
the sunlight from heaven that pours into his humble dwelling must come 
through window-glass taxed 59 per cent.; and yet he thinks he lives in the freest 
government under heaven. 

Then he starts to work, puts a bridle taxed 35 per cent, on his horse, and takes 
his horse that has been shod—the nails used in shoting being taxed 59 per cent., 
driven by a hammer taxed 20 per cent.—and hitches him to a plow taxed 45 per 
cent., with chains taxed 58 per cent.; and after the day’s labor is closed and his 
family are all gathered around he reads a chapter from his Bible taxed 25 per 
cent., and kneels to God on an humble earpet taxed 51 per cent.; and then he 
rests his weary limbs on a sheet taxed 45 per cent., and covers himself witha 
blanket that has paid lot per cent. 

Nor do these grasping manufacturers stop here, but even the broom with which 
his good wife sweeps the floor is taxed $5 per cent., and the cooking vessels 
— it preparing her husband's frugal meal are taxed 42 per cent., and the soda 
used to lighten his bread taxed 59 per cent, She sits down to her sewing with 
a needle taxed 25 per cent. and a spool of thread taxed 74 per cent., to make a 
calico dress taxed 58 per cent.; or if she wishes to knit warm socks, to protect 
her husband and children from the bitter cold, she uses yarn taxed 120 per cent.: 
and thus daily and hourly must the hard earnings of the laborer go to satisfy 
the manufacturer and add to his ill-gotten wealth. 


In this country a protective tariff means the fostering, by indirect 
bounties, of mines and manufacturers, and no one else. The con- 
sumers who must suffer for this are agriculturists, mechanics, business 
men, and professional people, who constitute about nine-tenths of our 
population. The farmers and farm laborers are the principal sufferers. 
And yet, when their representatives on this floor speak for them, they 
are told, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] in effect, 
that farmers have no rights here and no business enterprise, because 
they have no manufacturing industries, They tell us that we must 
diversify and stop producing so much. 

If the farmers reduce their crops, then to that extent exportation is 
decreased. Is that what we desire asa nation? Certainly not. The 
remedy is notin the direction of less work and smaller crops, but in 
legislation that will give them the right to sell what they raise where 
they can get the best price, and to purchase what they want and need 
for the least money, subject to the right of the Government to lay a 
just and equal tax for the expenses of Government. 

We have heard a great deal in this debate about a home market for 
the farmer. My friend from Missouri [ Mr. HATCH] on yesterday very 
effectually punctured this humbug that the protectionists attempt to 

Im off on the farmer, but as further illustrating the absurdity of it 

make the following quotation from Col. Donn Piatt : 

OVERPRODUCTION MEANS UNDERCOYSUMPTION. 

If for overproduction we read underconsumption we shall be nearer the fact. 

However, for half a century we have been waiting for two things; one is the time 


when the infant industries will come of age and be able to stand alone; the other 
for that home market. We are no nearer either than when we began. 
THE SWALLOW OF A HOME MARKET. 

Way back in 1818 the writer of this was driven toa little calculation, since 
widely used, but which is ludicrously unanswerable. A home market means, 
ofcourse, n consumption of what the farmer and planter havetosell. Very fs 
Now take from the census the class really protected. From this exclude farm- 
ers, merchants, mechanics, laborers, other than of mines and manufactures,and 
professional people—for they are not protected, nor are they dependent directly 
or indirectly on mines or manufactures. 

Come down strictly to the peoplein whose behalf the Government interferes. 
Now select five leading States from the North and South and put to paper their 
Deed age It will be found that for the protected class to consume that surplus 
cach man, woman, and child will have to cat each day twenty barrels of flour, 
masticate three hundred bushels of corn, get down twenty hogs, ten beef cat- 
tle, chew a hogshead of tobacco, and wear forty suits of woolen and cotton 

ds. The swallowing capacity of a protectionist is vast, but I hardly think 
t would accomplish this, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, this shows, although in a ludicrous manner, the 
absurdity of the claim that is made by our friends on the other side of 
this Chamber, that we now have or can ever have a home market suf- 
ficient for the sale of our farm products. It will never be unless we 
take about one-third of our young farmers and organize a large stand- 
ing army, who will have nothing to do except to consume our surplus 
products. Such a proposition would hardly get a single vote in this 
House. The tariff does give the farmer a market in which to buy his 
manufactured goods at prices made artificially high by reason of it, 
and in giving even this it restricts him to it. That is all there is in 
it. The farmer wants no such market, and wants to be protected 
against such protection. 

On another oceasion Colonel Piatt in a more serious manner showed 
that while the tariff did not and could not help but really injured the 
farmer, it left him to compete with the lowest paid and worst form of 
labor. Here is what he said: 

BUYING UNDER PROTECTION AND SELLING UNDER FREE TRADE, e 

You see we sell under free trade, and are left to the mercy of the worst form 
of pauper labor. 

What is our condition when we come to purchase? Why, we are met with 
protection. All that we buy, from a horseshoe to a mower, all that we wear, 
all that we build for shelter, all that we use over and above our products, from 
the cradle we are rocked in to the coffin we rot in—the clothes we wear, the 
shingle that shuts off the storm, the glass we look through, the blanket we sleep 


under, to the tombstone that records our sup) virtues, are augmented in 
price to double their value, so that we sell under free trade and buy under pro- 


tection. 

Now, do you wonder that we work at adisadvantage? If protection is sucha 
good thing, we want it; if free trade is such an evil, we don't want it; and 
we have the one and not the other; we get what we don’t want and are den 
what we do want, and it is the most-barefaced, impudent swindle ever perpe- 
trated on an intelligent people. There is 3 where insult is heaped on 
njury. We are considered so ignorant and stupid that we may be plundered 
with impunity. [A voice. They'll slip upon that.] I hope so. [Avoice. How 
about wool,colonel?] Let me tell you. They pretend to protect us on wool, 
Well, we have lost more on our pro shears than we ever madeon our pro- 
tected wool. Ifthe Government will give us free lumber, free salt, cease its pro- 
tection to the barbed-wire monopoly, and see that I am a reasonable 
rate for transportation on these public highways, called railroads, I will under- 
take to undersell at a profit any wool grown in any other part of the earth than 
that of these United States. [Applause] 

What ep aes to usin Europe? At Liverpool our wheat comes in competi- 
tion with the wheat of the Baltic, where the laborer works at $18 a year and a 
paea coat; with the wheat of Egypt, that is to-day the house of bondage, 

ving slayery in its worst form; with the wheat of India, where labor is in as 
bad a condition; and worse yet, of Australia, where the 1 . takes manu- 
factured articles back home in payment—an exchange denied us by law. 


And, Mr. Chairman, what he said about wheat may be said as to 
cotton and live-stock, and these are the principal items of exports from 
our farms. In fact, they constitute the great bulk of our exports. Our 
exports of manufactured cotton goods, with high tarif, and our own 
cotton was less in 1880 than in 1860. 

WAGES. 

Another fraudulent pretense by which the votes of some laboring 
men have been secured to the Republican party is the claim that a 
high tariff makes high wages, when in fact there is absolutely no con- 
nection between the tariff and the priee of labor. Wagesaresubject to 
the law of supply and demand; but, if they were not, and protection 
did increase them, it would only benefit the few who are engaged in 
mining and manufacturing, and not the farm hands and mechanics of 
the South and West. 

I think the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] have demonstrated very clearly 


that it does not and can not in any way affect wages. I quote the fol- 
lowing from Mr. MILLS on this point: 
It is said a high tariff wakes high wages for labor. It is said if we reduce the 


tariff wages must be reduced. How is it high tariffmakes high wages for labor? 
How can it beexplained? Why, they say, as a matter of course, if you increase 
the value of the domestic product, the manufacturer is able to pay higher 
wages. Unquestionably heis, but does he doit? No. Mr. Jay Gould, with his 
immense income from his railroad property, is able to pay his bootblack $500 a 
day, but does he doit? Oh, no; he pays the market price of the street, He 
gets his boots blacked and pays his nickel like a little man. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Vanderbilt, from the income arising from the interest on the immense 
amount of bonds of the Federal Government he has got, can afford to pay his 
hostler $10,000 a year. He is able to do it; his bonds enable him to do it, but 
does he do it? Oh, no; he goes out into the market and employs his labor at 
75 . value, and pays the same price that the humblest citizen in New 

ork does. 

IIigh tariff does not regulate wages. Wages are regulated by demand and 
supply and the capacity of the laborer to do the work for which he is employed. 
If high tariff regulated wages, how is it the wages in the different States of the 
Union are different while the tariff is all the same from Maine to California? 
In every part of the tersitory of the United States the tariff ia the same. How 
is it the wages srenotthesame? How isitthat wages in the different localities in 
the different States are diferent? What is the cause? What is it which dis- 
toa ie ey and prevents it from fixinga high rate of wagesall over the coun- 
try for r? 


* 

My able, eloquent, and genial friend from New York [Mr. Cox], in 
a speech in 1834, proved by official figures from the census of 1880 that 
the average wages paid by the manufacturing industries were only 
$1.16 a day for three hundred days in the year, while the average 
profits of the manufacturer were 36 per cent, of the capital. Healso 
proved, what is still true, that by reason of the tariff the purchasing 
power of wages was reduced 40 per cent. 

Our Republican friends must presume a great deal on the credulity 
of the farmers of this country when they ask them to accept as true the 
declarations made here that protection cheapens the price of manufact- 
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ured goods and at the same time furnishes a ready market for and in- 
creases the price of farm products. The farmer at once asks what man- 
ner of man can the manufacturer be that he wants to maintain a sys- 
tem that reduces the price of what he manufactures for sale and in- 
creases the cost of products he must buy. At the same time they tell 
the laborers that it enables them to get higher wages, So, in short 
they ask us to believe that protection gives the farmer a ready market 
and high prices for what he grows, the consumer of manufactured goods 
a cheap market for all he wants, and the laborer the highest wages 
for his work. It would appear from this that protection is a very good 
thing for everybody except the manufacturer, and yet he is the only 
one who wants protection. Oh! what fools we mortals nre.” 

Mr. Chairman, I want some protectionist who asserts that protection 
increases wages to tell me now and here why it is that the railroads of the 
country, with no protection, can and do pay on an average higher wages 
than the protected industries? The gentleman from Pennsylvania 

[Mr. Scorr] produced receipts to show that laborers in the Edgar 
Thomson steel works in that State received less than others by the 
side of these works with no protection. Of course the tariff on iron 
and steel is the same all over the United States and yet the census 
shows that the wages in this industry to skilled labor ranged from 
$1.25 to $4 per day, and that the greatest advancement was made in 
the sections where the highest wages were paid. 

I want some one who is clamoring for protection to our labor against 
the so-called ‘‘ pauper labor” of Europe to explain tothe country why 
itis that our imports are principally from Great Britain, where the wages 
are much higher than any of the other European countries? We import 
nearly $200, 000, 000 worth of goods from England and less than one-tenth 
of that much from Austria, where labor is much cheaper. We need 
have no fear of the cheap labor. It is the independent, well-paid 
labor that we must compete with. 

If protection is necessary to manufacturing industries, how can Eng- 
land without it export more of manufactured goods than all the bal- 
ance of the Old World with it? Until these questions are answered I 
shall not admit that the passage of the pending bill will do anything 
more than to destroy the monopolies and trusts that have come as the 
natural outgrowth of protection and a restricted trade. To break these 
is what I want, above everything else. This bill will injure no indus- 
try that naturally and properly belongs with us, and we want no fos- 
terlin; 

8 reference has been made in this debate to what has been 
called the free-trade act of 1846, and it has been made to serve both sides. 
Democrats have ascribed the greatest prosperity to it; Republicans 
have reversed the inference and charged depression to this and all other 
periods under low tariff. It will be remembered that England re- 
pealed the corn laws that same year. Now let us see how our com- 
merce increased. 

Our exports of pork, flour, and corn, to say nothing of cotton, were 
increased about $30,000,000 worth, and immediately the prices here 
were almost doubled. The English statistics show that in 1846 there 
were consumed there per capita only about forty pounds of flour, and 
that in 1884, the last year that I have been able to get statistics for, 
this had increased to nearly 200 pounds. In the same time the con- 
sumption of other food products that we send her has increased about 
inthesame proportion. Thisshows what trade between nations does. 
Why should we be afraid to trade with any nation? In point of phys- 
ical strength and material greatness we lead them all. 

But least of all should we turn from Old England, from whose peo- 
ple we draw our blood and whose language we speak. Linked to her 
by a submarine cable, we should cultivate the most intimate commer- 
cial relations. She wants our products and is bound to have some of 
them, but will take much more if we will take pay in trade. There is 
no farmer who does not understand how much easier it is to sell his little 
produce to his merchant if he will ‘‘take it in trade“ than to sell for 
cash. The principle applies to nations as well as individuals. 

Mr. Chairman, it was altogether unnecessary for the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to trouble himself to show by comparison 
and boast of the difference in the wealth of his own grand State and the 
poor but proud Southern States. He might have accepted that as ad- 
mitted by this side of the House. The important and paramount ques- 
tion with us is how it happens to be so., He says the protective tariff 
made Pennsylvania rich. We say that protection has kept the South 
poor. Because it makes one class in one section rich and another class 
in another section poor is why we oppose it. We know that our peo- 
ple are as industrious and as economical as the people of Pennsylvania, 
our soil is as fertile, — 

While we do not ask any aid or bounty, we do ask justice and fair 
treatment in the matter of taxation. Give us this, and as far as Ar- 
kansas is concerned she will challenge Pennsylvania to a nobler rivalry 
in the contest for future glory. Pass this bill and commence the race 
on equal terms. Give Arkansas those unſettered hands“ of which 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] spoke so eloquently, 
and she will indeed march to grander industrial triumphs.” Since the 
gentleman has made this unjust comparison, I will make a comparison 
of the condition of the farmers, and the manufacturers of Pennsylvania, 
and see what protection does for her own people. Each person engaged 


in farming there has on an average a capital of $3,637, and the labor 
of each person so employed with the said sums invested realizes an- 
nually 8131. 

Each person engaged in manufacturing in that State has a capital of 
$1,250 invested and realizes $719. The Pennsylvania farmer works all 
the year with an investment of 33,637 for $431. The manufacturer, 
with a capital of only $1,250, realizes $719. With about one-third ot 
the money he makes twice the profits. As our State is strictly agri- 
cultural our people get about the same results. There is nothing in 
the system except loss to the farmer, locate him where you may. 

Now, in conclusion, I wish to say this question is in the politics of 
this country to stay until a reduction is made. There is no possible 
way to suppress it. The cry of English free trade, Confederate con- 
stitution, Cobden Club, will avail nothing. We have reached a point 
in our history when the fomenting of sectional strife will not win party 
| victories. About two-thirds of the voters now in the Southern States, 

as well as elsewhere, had nothing to do with the late war and take but 
little notice of references to it. 
Asa representative in part of that element and a native ofthe South, I 
will say in this connection to those of our Republican friends who 
have so frequently applied the epithet ‘‘ rebels’ to our people, that it 
has no terror for them. They are proud of the South and its history, 
but are prouder still of our common country, and are interested in mak- 
ing it all that our fathers intended it should be. That people who, like 
| yourselves, were born of rebellion and draw their blood and date their 

birth from the rebel sires of 76, are not ashamed to be called rebels. 
It is the nature of Americans to rebel against wrong, and I would re- 
mind our protection friends that our first great rebellion was against 
unjust taxes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I approach the discussion of the question 
before the House with reluctance and diflidence. The debate has already 
been so protracted as to weary the House and, perhaps, also the coun- 
try. There is no possible phase of the subject which has not been pre- 
sented much better than it is possible for me to presentit. Yet, asa 
member of this body, representing a Jarge and interested constituency, 
it is meet that I give expression to the reasons which move me to op- 
pose the pending measure. 

The people must pay the expense of operating the Government and 
all the national obligations. For these purposes they are necessarily 
subjected to taxation. To this no good citizen objects. Good citizens, 
however, disagree as to methods of imposing that tax. 

The policy of the Government from the beginning has been to raise 
the needed revenues by indirect rather than by direct taxation. Both 
are admittedly authorized by the Constitution. We have always, and 
often almost exclusively, employed the indirect system; that is, to raise 
our revenue chiefly by levying duties upon foreign merchandise. The 
importer of such merchandise is required to pay such duties at the cus- 
tom-house. Such duties so collected go into the Treasury to meet the 
current expenses of the Government and pay our national obligations. 
Whatever of this burden is borne by the citizen is voluntarily borne. 
He is at liberty to buy or not to buy any part of such foreign goods. 
Ifhe does he will bear the burden in whole or in part of the duty paid 
upon the article he purchases. Such may be the home competition, 
however, that the burden in whole or in part falls upon the foreign pro- 
ducer and not upon the consumer. To that extent, whatever it may 
be, the foreign producer is made to share our public burden in return 
for access to our markets. 

Duties may be levied, first, for revenue merely; second, for revenue 
with incidental protection; third, for revenue and protection. 

For revenue merely is to levy them on such foreign products as are 
not produced in this country at all. 

The theory of the advocates of this plan is that a duty levied on such 
foreign products as are produced here operates to raise the price of the 
home product by the amount of the duty on the foreign product, and 
that such increase upon the home product goes into the pockets of the 
manufacturer; but when levied upon such foreign goods as are not pro- 
duced here at all, though the cost of the article is increased by the 
amount of the tax, still the whole of such increased cost paid by the 
consumer goes into the Treasury. 

If levied for revenue with incidental protection a uniform ad valorem 
duty may be imposed upon all imports sufficient to raise the needed 
amount of revenue, say 20 per cent., and if this shall operate to aid 
the development of any homeindustry, such result is merely incidental, 
and no part of the purpose for which such duty was levied. 

If levied with a view to protection, the duty is imposed upon foreign 
products sufficient to yield the needed amount of revenue, but is laid 
upon such foreign goods as are produced at home and with the purpose 
of placing our own producers upon a plane of equal competition with 
foreign producers in our own markets. 

‘The advocates of the measure before the House, while declaring that 
it does not seriously impair the protective system, almost without ex- 
ception denounce protection as the sum of all villainies, and maintain 
with great zeal and energy that the highest possible good can only be 
secured to the people by unrestricted commerce with our sister na- 
tions. 
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We are to conclude, therefore, that the bill approximates that policy 
as nearly as its authors and advocates found it to be practicable.‘ 

If the measure here and thefe preserves the protective principle, we 
may reasonably infer that it is a necessary concession to secure the 
votes of gentlemen who can not safely ignore the industrial interests 
in their districts. Such are dangerous nurses to be intrusted with in- 
fant industries even of their own districts. They arethe enemiesof pro- 
tection, but their political life depends upon the concessions referred to. 

The zeal, vigor, enthusiasm, ability, sophistry, and eloquence with 
which all of them assail protection, and the warmth with which they 
advocate unrestricted trade with all the nations of the earth, make it 
clear that their ultimate object is free trade. 

Free trade repeals all customs laws, closes all custom-houses, and 
opens our ports to the same freedom of commercial intercourse as now 
exists among the several States. This means direct taxation to raise 
the revenues now derived from custom duties. This revenue must 
then come from taxes levied similar to the method of State taxation 
for State, municipal, school, and other purposes. About one-fourth 
would be borne by personal property, and the other three-fourths by 
real property. The farms and farmers would carry the load. Added 
to the local taxation the Federal burden would be crushing. The peo- 
ple would not submit to it. The farmers could not endure the oppres- 
sion. 

But the pending measure, subject to such necessary concessions as I 
have y referred to, is presumably framed with reference to reve- 
nue exclusively. : 

Just who the author of it is does not seem to be of much moment. 
For the present it is anonymous. It is the pet, though not born of the 
White House. It is not just the creature the President was yearning 
for in his m It is too much of a cross with hated breeds for that; 
yet it is sent forth as the fetich of the power that reigns at the other 
end of the avenue. It is to be “‘ honored and obeyed“ until one of the 
full blood shall take its place. Let it be enthroned”’ is the flat“ 
from the reigning dynasty. 

You gentlemen on the other side who do not heed, beware! My 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] refuses allegiance, and is 
pursued with the envenomed fury of offended royalty. Down with the 
traitor’? comes from the imperial master; Down with the traitor” 
echo the organs; and, in the name of civil-service reform, a thousand 

id emissaries hunt through the hills and valleys of the old Keystone 

tate, panting for his scalp in their eagerness to hang it upon their 
master’s belt to prove their devotion. [Applause.] 

And there is my other friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. SowpEn]. 
Oh, rebellious SowpEN, the Allentown building has gone the way of 
the disloyal. Look well, my friend; look well to your fortress. Hear 
you not the organ! Listen: 

The Democratic party has now reached a point where it can not afford to 


tolerate infidelity to the Democratic creed. And least of all things can it afford 
to have the Democratic Administration feeding at the public crib men who work 


in the vineyard of the enemy, 
President Cleveland's tariff m is his platform for the Presidential cam- 


paign, He is responsible for the fact that loyalty to him and his party is incon- 
sistent with a refusal of loyal support to the pending bill. 

And again the organ: 

Monte Cristo Cleveland after tht Sowden-Allentown veto. “ one.” 

The others are quite handy, Mr. President—all within easy striking distance— 
McApoo, Foran, and all their jolly fellowship. Strike again, Mr. President, 
and strike hard. McApoo will make a beautiful No. 2. 

The whole royal pack are to be turned loose upon the gallant young 
statesman from New Jersey. Behold his imperial highness as he points 
the gentlemen from New Jersey to the alternatives: ‘‘There is my 
service; there is the guillotine.. Take your choice.“ [Applause. ] 
May the good Lord shield my young friend. 

Was there ever such another petty tyranny? Were ever the powers 
of the Executive before prostituted to such base purposes? Was ever 
official patronage so perverted? But pardon the digression. 

The revenues for the next fiscal year can be approximately but not 
accurately estimated. When our people are prosperous they consume 
more of foreign products; this increases importations and augments 
the revenues. When there is a general depression among our people 
they buy less of foreign products; this decreases importations and di- 
» minishes the revenues. Hence the revenues will be greater or less 
according to the degree of prosperity among the people. 

It is, however, estimated that the revenues during the next year will 
exceed the expendituresabout $80,000,000. Let it be borne in mind, 
however, that this estimate contemplates no increase of expenditure 
for the construction of a navy, no increase of expenditure for coast de- 
fense. It is well known that a foreign foe could now put our great 
seacoast cities under tribute in twelve hours and compel them to 
hand over to the enemy more money than any foreign war is likely to 
cost, That estimate does not contemplate any increase in the expend- 
itures for the relief of the country’s defenders. 

Justice should be done to the men who periled all on the country’s 
battle-fields, and thereby made it possible for the stars and stripes to 
float over the Capitol. But for them the same flag would long since 
have been buried in the ruinsof the Republic. Even under the present 
inadequate pension laws the roll is getting larger year by year. For 


the current year we have been calied upon to supply a deficiency of 
three and one-half millions of dollars. 

Robbed of bounties you pledged them by law—robbed by gross mis- 
interpretation of law—they ask for reparation. They ask the equaliza- 
tion of the bounties, a measure absolutely just. 

I have, Congress after Congress, introduced such a measure, but it 
has neyer found its way back from the committee room. 

I have as often introduced a bill to remove the limitation from the 
arrears act, and although the committee has at least in two recent 


-Congresses and again this session reported the bill back, recommending 


its passage, the fiat as often went forth that it must die on the Cal- 
endar. 

Twenty thousand brave men, many of whom fought on nearly every 
battle-field of the war, have been overtaken by physical and financial 
misfortunes, some of whom have been obliged to drag their suffering 
bodies over the hill to the poor-house; others lie suffering in the arms 
of private charity. 

We passed last Congress a bill for their relief. A veto struck it down 
aud hideously illustrated a nation’s ingratitude. 

Another one is now on the Calendar, offering, not justice, no, but a 
mean, ungrateful, and niggardly relief. Will you pass it? We shall 


see. 

Beyond all this the time ought to be near at hand when we should 
provide a general service-pension law. 

And still another thing: 

Is it proposed to keep the American people forever under the yoke 
of the bondholder? i 

In 1891, only three years hence, $230,000,000 of bonds bearing 4} 
per cent. interest will be payable. Do you propose to extend them for 
another series of years, and continue ‘o filch labor to pay coupons? 

Only a few years thereafter $730,000,000 of 4 per cent. bonds will 
mature. Is it to be the policy of the Government to put them in 
process of extinguishment, or shall we extend them indefinitely that 
the slavery of labor to the bondholder may be interminable. 

The national banks, it is true, may perpetuate their circulation by 
such indefinite extension of the 4} per cent. bonds payable three years 
hence, but national-bank circulation is by no means a public neces- 
sity. We can easily replace it by the substitution of greenbacks or 
coin certificates, 

What will be the surplus if these great objects are properly provided 
for? How much can you reduce the revenues if you contemplate just 
provision for them? Are they not all worthy of patriotic considera- 
tion? 

Sir, I am utterly opposed to any such sweeping reduction of the rev- 
enues as ignores all these important measures. Iam unwilling to so 
wreck the finances of the Government as to make it impossible todis- 
charge that highest of all national obligations—those, legal and equit- 
able, due to the survivors of the war for the Union; and yet that is 
exactly the effect of the President’s policy. 

Who is here protesting that our Federal taxation is oppressive? Is 
labor here on bended knees asking for this legislation? No; it is pro- 
testing against it. Do the manufacturers want it? No; under the in- 
fluence of its menace they see their business languishing. Do the far- 
mers want it? No; they see in it inevitable destruction to a market 
that has taken up more than nine-tenths of their surplus products. 
Who does wantit? England. Whoelse? Theimporters and jobbers. 
Whoelse? Wall street, the bondholders, and the national banks, Who 
else? Those who would degrade American labor, pauperize it and drive 
its children from the school-house to the mine and the workshop, aud 
make this, like England, a government of classes. Who else? Politi- 
cians in search of a slogan to meet a party exigency. [Applause. ] 

But the President tells us that the accumulated surplus in the Treas- 
ury at the end of this fiscal year will reach the sum of $140,000,000; 
of which sum abont $30,000,000 is the surplus of the last fiscal year. 

To suffer that to continue is fatal to all the business interests of the 
country. Such increasing surplus must sooner or later paralyze all 
sources of employment, drive Jabor from the workshops to the streets, 
shrink yalues, transfer the property of the poor into the hands of the 
rich, and wreck the nation in a universal panic. 

Yet this is the feast which the President has been deliberately pre- 
paring for the American people. He deliberately refused to pay out 
the surplus in the purchase of our bonded obligations, though Congress 
had provided by law (the act of 1881) ample authority forthat purpose. 
He chose rather to lock it up and withhold it from the channels of 
business and thereby push the country to the verge of bankruptcy, 
that the people might be forced to accept escape from impending ruin 
by his policy of destruction of the protective system, under which we 
have in a quarter of a century passed every nation on earth in indus- 
trial growth and in national and individual prosperity. 

Such a daring assault upon the public welfare the President seemed 
to realize must be made to appear unavoidable. Absence of lawful 
authority alone could justify him. Hence he tells us that he doubted 

the sufficiency of the law, because it was in a general appropriation act, 
The pretext was frivolous. 

In all the discussion of the subject in both Houses no lawyer was 
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found to express such a doubt. All knew there was no room for doubt. 
If his position was tenable there is no limitation to the arrears-of-pen- 
sion law; there is no law authorizing the organization of the consular 
and diplomatic service; there is no law authorizing the organization of 
the Treasury Depariment; there is no law authorizing the mails to be 
carried by the railways; there is no law authorizing unexpended appro- 
priations to be covered into the Treasury; there is no law authorizing 
2-cent ; there is no law authorizing 1-ounce letters to be car- 
ried for 2 cents; there is no law authorizing the Interior Department 
to contract for Indian supplies; there is no law fixing the strength 
of the Army at 25,000; there is no law fixing the strength of the Navy 
at 8,250; there is no law to prohibit payment to land-grant railroads of 
more than 50 per cent. of their earnings from the Government; there 
is no law for the classification of mail matter and payment of postmas- 
ters; there is no law for the existence of the Geological Survey; there 
is no law for a commissiohf 20 supervise the selection of juries in the 
United States courts; there is no law to limit authority to expedite the 
mail service to prevent «repetition of Star route swindles; and, finally, 
there is no law authorizing the salary of the President at $50,000 per 

annum. [Applause.] All these provisions of law are to be found in 
general appropriation acts. 

It will be difficult to recall a more groundless or illogical pretext for 
so audacious a violation of public duty. But the emergency is upon 
us. It will not stay the conflagration to discuss whether or notit was 
the act of an incendiary. It is the duty of patriotism to avert im- 
pending dangers. There must besomething done tostop this hoarding 
in the Treasury of the very life-blood of business. There is to be left 
but one practicable method of relief, and thatis by a reduction of rev- 
enue. How shall that be done? Shall we take it chiefly off internal 
taxes, or shall it be taken chiefly off foreign importations in such a way 
as to seriously impair our manufactures, reduce American wages, and 
prejudice agriculture ? < 

Such is the alternative. For myself, I find no difñculty in deter- 
mining where my duty lies. With such analternative, let the reduction 
come chiefly from internal taxation. This will afford direct relief alike 
to agriculture and to mantfactures, but chiefly to agriculture. Con- 
sumers will realize the full benefit of such a reduction. But it is said 
the tariff needs revision. So it does; doubtless a careful and proper re- 
vision of the tariff would do good. It is likely on some articles it 
should be lowered and on others raised to bring them upon a plane of 
equal competition with the foreign products in our own markets. 

But a revision by the avowed enemies of protection, a revision that 
surrenders our markets to the products of the ill-paid labor of Europe, 
a revision that wipes out as with a sponge the only ample and stable 
markets for our agriculture, a revision that drives the products of our 
own labor from our own markets, a revision that closes the workshops 
of our own country, a revision that degrades our own labor to the pau- 

ized condition of E labor, a revision that would drive all our 
people to the soil for a living to glut England with our agricultural 
products at starvation prices, to enable her to feed her labor cheap that 
she may pay it even less than now—such a revision should be thwarted 
if possible. [Applause.] 1 
We have the capital, the inventive genius, the improved machinery, 
the skilled artisans, and the enterprise to successfully compete with 
any nation on earth if you will but give us protection equal to the dif- 
ference of the cost of labor in our own country and the cost of Euro- 
pean labor. Upon that basis I stand for a revision of the tariff, and if 
gentlemen on the other side who are in control here would agree to 
such a revision they would find this side of the House eagerly assisting 
them. But that is the very thing they do not want. The laboring 
man and the farmer are blandly assured by these revenue reformers 
that the protective system is grinding them into dust, and that the 
‘revenue exclusively“ panacea will remove all the ills they now suffer 
and lift them up to a higher plane of prosperity and happiness, 
Do not flatter yourselves that-farmers are fools or the wagemen igno- 
rant. 
Here is a list of prices paid here and in England, for which I am in- 
debted to Mr. BUTTERWORTH, who had it compiled from reliable sources: 


England. | United States. 


Book-binders.. $6.00 515. 00 to $18.00 
-makers 6.00 | 15.00 to 20.00 
Boiler-makers.... 7.75 16.50 
— Briek-makers..... 3.54 11.86 
Brick-layers... 8.00 21.00 
ksmiths. 6.00 30 
Butchers... 6.00 00 
Bakers... 6.25 12.75 
Blast-furnace keepers... 10.00 18.00 
Blast-furnace fillers .. 7.50 14.00 
6.50 16.59 

3.00 10.00 

5.88 13.09 

4.60 6.72 

7.50 15.00 

6.00 13.25 

6.75 | 13.00to 25.00 


Ca $8.00 812. 00 to 20.00 

4.00 to 6.00 13. 00 to 16.00 

7.00 18.00 

7.0 18.00 

ees 3.00 | 7.50to 9.00 

6. 00 to 9.00 | 25.0010 30,00 

6.00to 7.00 12.0% to 15.00 

2.00 to 4.00 7.00to 10.00 

2.00 6. 00 to 9.00 

4.50 10. 00 to 30. 00 

5 6.00 12. 00 to 24.00 

Iron- oro mine 5.50 12.00 

Iron molders..... 7.50 15.00 

Iron, per ton (fin: 2. 00 to 3.00 5. 81 to 8.71 

Heaters and rollers... 10.00 to 12,00 | 20.00to 30.00 

Instrument-makers.. 7.00 18. 00 to 20.00 

rers . . 4.10 8.00 

Longshoremen.. 8,00 15.00 

Linen and threa: f 5.00 7.50 

“Linen and thread (women). 2.35 5.22 

Machinists. rx 8.50 18.00 

8.00 21.00 

0.20 0.40 

6.65 13.40 

7.50 18.00 

7.50 15.00 

8.00 18. 00 

7.50 21.00 

8.67 18.30 

7.00 18,00 

5.20 | 12.00 to 24.00 

8.00 to 10.00 | 18.00 to 20.00 

6.00 | 12.00 to 15,00 

5 5.25 9.00 to 12. 00 

Iroad engineers. 10. 00 21.00 

Railroad flremen. 5.00 12. 00 
Shipbuilding 

Boiler-makers 7.00 14.00 

Machinists.. 7.00 14.15 

Coppersmiths. 6.50 16.50 

Platers..... 8.00 18.00 

Drillers. 6.00 12.00 

Riveters 8.00 17.40 

Riggers. 5,50 11.00 

8.00 24.00 

Salt-makers ..... 6,00 9.00 to 10.50 

Silk (men).. 5.00 10.00 

Silk (women). 2.50 6.00 

-makers. 1.50 to 2.25 6.00 to 9.00 

Servants (month)... 5.00 15.00 

Shoe-makers ... 6.00 12,00 

Stationary en 7.50 | 15.00 to 18.00 

Soap-makers 5.00 10.50 

Tanners 5.00 8.00 to 10,00 

Teamsters.. 5.25 | 12.00 to 15.00 

Upholsterers . 8.00 18.00 

Watch-makers 8.00 18.00 

Wire-drawers ... 11.00 22,00 


Go to any laborer employed in these industries and he will tell you 
that the industry in which he is en unless protected, must cease 
to exist in this country unless his wages shall be reduced to those 
paid in the same ind across the sea. You may hurl your fine- 
spun theories of political science at him until your head aches and you 
will fail to convince him to the contrary” He is practical. It is not dif- 
ficult for him to solve the question of whether his condition as a book - 
binder will be better at $18 per week, paying $3.88 for food, than it 
would he at $6 per week, paying $3.40 per week for food. 

It does not require a very high degree of intelligence to comprehend 
that books bound at a labor cost of $6 per week can drive from the 
market books bound at a labor cost of $18 per week. It does not re- 
quire a very large amount of business wisdom to understand that if A 
is employing ten thousand men in a given industry at $2 per day, and 
Bis employing ten thousand men at $1.25 perday, A will be driven from 
the market by B and forced to close his establishment, or reduce the 
wages of his men to $1.25 per day. These men understand very clearly 
that $1.25 per day reduces them to the level of the employés in the 
English factory. 

The farmer understands how important it is to him to sell food to 
A’s ten thousand men forcash. He further understands that if A closes 
his establishment his ten thousand employés must go elsewhere for 
work, and not being able to get it must go to the soil for a livi He 
understands how in that case he has lost his customers not only, but 
they have now become his competitors in the production of agricult- 
ure. This reasoning of course applies to every manufacturing industry 
in the country, 

Withdraw protection and substitute a tariff for revenue merely, and 
one of two things is inevitable: either onr manufacturers must re- 
duce the wages of their employés to such as are paid by rival establish- 
ments in Europe or go out of business. 

If the wages are so reduced the American laborer is leveled to the 
condition of the European laborer. If he is degraded to that level he 
can no longer educate his children, and soon he will be found wholly 


unfit for self-government. 
Some idea of the industrial condition of will be conveyed by 


Europe 
an examination of a late report of Consular Agent Smith touching the 
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state of labor in the German Empire. After speaking of the unsatis- 

factory condition of agriculture and many other industries, he says: 
In the manufacture of cloth in the district of Potsdam-Frankfort on the Oder 

there are said to be about 26,000 hands employed, of whom about 14,000 are 

women, at a weekly of 10 to 12 marks ($3.50 to $3), or 260,000 to 300,000 

marks ($65,000 to $75,000) for the whole number, or about 15,000, marks (83. 

bean a i which is four-and-a-half times as much as is paid by the mines to 
eir ban 


Speaking of the wages in the Dresden district, he says: 


The inspector for the Dresden district gives the following as the average 
wages paid in his district, otherwise is not much said about wages, namely: 


pane 8 
‘actory operative. . 
Female workers. . 
Roe paroni; fourteen to sixteen years oid.. 
To a child twelve to fourteen years old 

At piecework 20 to 25 per cent. more is made. 

Speaking of the mines, furnaces, etc., he says: 

In the bringing up of iron ore women are used day and night, and principally 
in tending the windlasses and rolling wheelbarrows. -The iron ore is brought 
to the surface by means of windlasses, to work each of which there are four to 
six girls, according to the depth of carriage. Where the depth is 20 meters 
(about 65 feet) four girls in eight-hour turns wind up 80 buckets of iron ore, each 
of which holds from 1 to 1} centners of ore (110-165 English pounds). The wages 
are vay low, but the work is preferred by the girls to domestic seryice, be- 
cause they are at it but cight hours st a time and can then do as they please. 
The inspector thinks itis not to be expected that machinery should displace 
these women, because they are cheaper than machines would be. 5 

In the furnaces and in the iron and steel rolling-mills the regular work of iron 
forgers is performed only by men. The work done by the women is that of 
bringing coke, ore, and limestone to the furnaces, pouring water on the glow- 
ing coals, and removing the ashes and slag from the puddle-work. 

Speaking of the immoral condition that prevails in the factories, he 
says: 

Both men and women use the same wash and dressing rooms and privies in 
many establishments, but the providing of separate places for the two sexes is 
increasing, especially in the new buildings. In the old and small establish- 
ments much remains to be done, it is said, to remove the dangers to morality 
to which women are exposed. 

The working togéther of both sexes in rooms where there is a high tempera- 
ture is said to have a bad effect upon the morals of women. The textile facto- 
ries come in fora good share of blame in this respect. The Dusseldorf inspector 
says that the spinning-mills of every branch are bad where there is a mixed 
employment of the two sexes in the same work-room, and especially those 
where the time of labor is long, the ventilation poor, the temperature high, and 
the washing and dressing rooms the same for both sexes; and also similar sit- 
uated weaving-mills, factories making artificial wool, factories making wearing- 
apparel, etc, Other inspectors also point to the textile factories. 

0 * s * s * * 

Many sugar-factories are objectionable from moral considerations, in whose 
hot rooms the women have to wear little clothing and partly bare the body. 

Objection is made to chicory and rubber-goods factories on the same ground 
as to the sugar-factories, that the women work half naked in hot rooms along- 

de men. 

In some factories, where the men and women sleep at night, complaint is 
made that the halls or rooms are not properly separa’ from one another. 

The inspector for the Potsdam-Frankfort on the Oder district calls attention 
to the manner in which women are employed in railroad construction. Hesays 
they can be seen, with their legs bare and their dresses tucked high up, push- 
ing wheelbarrows in mud and wet sand. Every spring ee! numbers of farm 
hands come from the eastern provinces of Prussia to Brandenburg to take part 
in the harvesting, In summer, after the harvests are over, they have nothing 
to do, and as they do not like to make the long journey home—for in the au- 
tumn they find an abundance of work when the potato and beet-root crops are 

thered in—they undertake any labor until the fall crops are ready, and build- 

g work is well paid. 

Female work in the brick-kilns is objected to, because it is hard, and because 
the women have to work with their lower limbs bare. 


Such is the degradation of this labor. It isso ill-paid as to be brutal- 


We all know that such of those same people as have come among us 
readily assimilate with ours, and under the elevating and refining in- 
fluences of our vastly better paid labor rapidly develop into splendid 
manhood and womanhood, Their children are here sent to the public 
schools, educated, and frequently well equipped for any condition of 
American life, 

But it is with their brutal and lamentable condition in Germany, as 
shown by Consul Smith, an officer of this Administration, that Ameri- 
can labor must compete if the products of their toil are to be admitted 
without restrictions to our markets. 

The present Commissioner of Labor made an exhaustive investiga- 
tion in 1883 into the wages paid in Massachusetts and Great Britain in 


twenty-four industries. Here they are: 

1. Agricultural implements. 14. Hats: Fur, wool, and silk, 

2. Artisans’ tools, 15, Hosiery. 

3. Boots and shoes. 16. Liquors: Malt and distilled. 

4. Brick. 17. Machines and machinery, 

5. Building trades. 18. Metals and metallic goods. 

6. Carpetings. 19. Printing and publishing. 

7. Carriages and wagons. 20. Printing, dyeing, bleaching, and 


8. Clothing. finishing cotton textiles, 
9. Cotton goods. 21. Stone. 

10, Flax and jute goods. 22. Wooden goods, 

II. Food preparations, 23. Woolen goods, 
12. Furniture. 24. Worsted goods. 

15, Glass, ; ; 

I quote from his report: 
GRAND RESULT. 

1. If Massachusettsis credited with the average wages paid and Great Britain 
is credited with the high wages paid, the wages are er in 
twenty-three out of the twenty-four industries considered, the percentage in- 
favor of usetts, in all the industries, being 48.28. 


2. If both Massachusetts and Great Britain are credited with the average 
ages paid, the wages in Massachusetts are higher in each of the twenty-four 
Pi og ed eee: the percentage in favor of Massachusetts, in all indus- 
ies, being 7 
3. On an industry basis, the average percentage in favor of Massachusetts, in 
twenty-three industries, is 65.05, 

4. Taking the wages paid per hour as the basis, the average in Massachusetta 
is higher in each of the twenty-four industries, the percentage in favor of Massa- 
chusetts, in all the industries, being 70.88. 

5, On the basis of establishment pay-rolls, the percentage in fayor of Massa- 
chusetts is 97,39. 

The percentage that will truly and fairly indicate the higher rate of wages 
paid in Massachusetts in the industries considered, as compared with the wages 
paid in the same industriesin Great Britain, must be found somewhere between 
the extremes here gren: namely : 48.28 pen cent. and 97.39 cent, There- 
sults shown in sections 4 and 5are not based upon as complete data as those, 
shown in sections 1, 2, and 3, and neither percentage can be fairly used in de- 
termining the grand result. 

we have previously shown, 


The mean of geet es cent, and 75.04 per cent., ^ 
is 62.11 per cent., and this approximates so close! > to the general average, 65.05, 
as shown insection g. that westateasthegrandres ofthe comparative weekly 
wages investigation in Massachusetts and Great betain for the year 1833, that 
the general average weekly w: of the employés in twenty-four industries in 
Massachusetts is 62-+- per cent. higher than the genera average weekly wages 
of the employés in the same industries in Great Britain. 0 


Our consul, Mr. Lathrop, made a report, 1884-85, on labor in En- 
glish factories. I quote: 

The average wages of the men in the Trowbridge woolen factories are csti- . 
mated at $5.44 per week. The average wages paid to 418 women in one leading 
factory are given as $2.66 per week, and in another at $3.02 per week. These 
wages, adds the consul, would not support life unaided; but, generally, these 
women aro the wives or daughters of the male operatives; neither could the 
male wages alone sustain the average English families, and so the children in 
their turn contribute to the general fund by also workingin the factories. Boys 
and girls, when employed, earn from $2.25 to §2.40 per week. Thus, to enablea 
5 family to live, every member husband. wife, and children—works 

n the mills, 


Consul Shaw says, speaking of labor in Manchester, England: 

American work-people, as a whole, would not live under the conditions in 
force here among operatives, nor could they be induced to adopt the English 
system. Here whole families live in the mills and are satisfied to do so. ere 
the children are compelled to help pay the family expense. 

Great numbers of houses visited by me contained each only one living room, 
and this served as kitchen, dining-room, sitting-room, and in some instances 
also bed-room, Into some of these small houses large families are crowded, 
and the manner of life is almost necessarily dem and unfortunate. 


Of course our wage-people would never submit to such conditions. 
They would naturally prefer to engage in agriculture. There they 
would hope at least to be able to subsist their families and educate 
their children. What does that mean? It means they no longer buy 
from the farmer. The farmer has lost this market. This is his home 
market. This is the market for over 90 per cent. of all he raises to 
sell. I say it is even worse than that. They not only do not buy 
any longer of the farmer, but those consumers have themselves now 
become producers of food products. They are now rivals, competitors, 
in agriculture. Who shall say that this will not make a glut of agri- 
culture? Will it not change the relation of the supply to the de- 
mand? Will not the demand be less and the product. greater? Will 
not the price go down accordingly? Why not? Less consumers and 
more producers. Well, now, you have destroyed the farmer’s home 
market, a market always sufficient and always stable, where do you 
supply him other markets ? 

Let me quote here from the excellent speech of my friend from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]: 


Nine million farmers are feeding a nation of 60,000,000 of people. How does 
this advantage the farmers? The estimated value of the products of our farms, 
exclusive of cotton and tobacco, is $3,000,000,000 annually, and yet 94 per cent. 
of this enormous product is taken in our own marketand consumed by our own 
people, The farmers are compelled to export only 6 per cent. of their prod- 
ucts. In this connection it is worthy of note that while the value of our man- 
ufactures reaches the almost fabulous sum of $7,000,000,000 annually, yet more 
than 90 per cent. of this is consumed within our borders. It is estimated that 
the value of our industrial products of farm and factory will aggregate annu- 
ally $11,000,000,000, and yet nearly $10,000,000,000 of this is disposed of in owt own 
market and consumed by our own people. And yet, with a home market of 
such absorbing capacity, built up and sustained by a diversification of our in- 
dustries, the advocates of free trade are constantly holding up the phantom of 
the markets of the world as the one thing chiefly to be desired. 

Of what value to the American farmer are the markets of the world in com- 
parison with his home market? How much of the farmer's surplus products 
does the world’s market require to-day? Before dropping the substance forthe 
shadow it would be well to inquire the extent of the foreign demand for the 
products of our farm. Ifa policy is adopted which destroys the home market 
and forces the American farmers into markets of the world, when his ves- 
sels are laden with the products of his farm, to what ports on the habitable 
globe will he direct his course? Not to South America, nor Asia, nor Africa, 
nor Australasia, nor the islands of the sea, for in all these there is practically no 
demand for our agricultural products, and there is no prospect that there ever 
will be, for these countries are abundantly supplied with agricultural laborers 
and surplus lands. 

Europe is the 8 country which does not feed its own people, and even thore 
rer pont pee 6 urkey, Koumania, Servia,and Hungary produce their own 
food supply, and, excluding Germany, furnish a surplus for the European mar- 
kets. Outside of Great Britain, therefore, there is practically no demand for 
our agricultural products, and with the rich fields of India open to her it is not 
difficult to discern that the time is not far distant when even this demand will 


ease, . 

The chairman of the committee, in his recent speech, declared that— 

“We are the great agricultural people of the world, and haye been feeding 
the people of Europe, and must receive European sin exchange or fail to 
sig Se our surplus, and thus surfeit the home market and reduce prices,” 

his hallucination of feeding the pope of Europe is easily dispelled. As 
bread is the main staff of European life, let us see where it is obtained, The 
ulation of Europe is about 350,000,000, and the consumption of wheat about 
17 ushels per head, of which scarcely more than half a bushel is a from 
North and South America, Asia, and Australasia, In three-fourths of the entire 
area of Europe the consumption does not amount to 2 bushels per head, and 
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nearly every grain of that is produced at home. On about half the area of Eu- 
rope there is a surplus to spare to the otherhalf. The largest consumer of wheat 
in the world, France, was also the largest producer less than fifteen years ago, 
and bas now about as large anarea and product as ever, and needs of fore 
wheat only about 10 per cent. of her supply. 

The 80,000,000 people of Russia live mostly on rye, as do the people of Ger- 
many and Central Europe, and produce it all themselyes. Many of the ple 
of the North of ee consume a large proportion of maize. Some in the 
North of Europe subsist largely on oat-meal. The consumption of all cereals 
in Europe usually averages at least 16 bushels per head, of which 3 s per 
capita come from other continents. Feeding the people of Europe! Four con- 
tinents combining to supply a ee capita deficiency of 3 pecks per capita in the 
fifth. A failure of one-half peck in this deficiency sends prices es pice upward ; 
an excess of one-half peck produces an instant and sudden fall in In and 
Dakota. An additional half bushel would sprout in the bin or be fed to farm 
animals without a foreign offer. This is so well known that it would be charity 
to attribute to ignorance the pretense of enlarging the exportation of wheat by 
low tariffs, or no tariffs, or by any other device short of the creation of a few 
million more fore’ mouths. 

If we do so little in feeding Europe with bread, still less do we supply the meat 
she consumes, year we exported 162,000,000 pounds of beef, fresh and salted 
138,000,000, or four-fifths of it, went to Great Britain. Very little is ever wanted 
elsewhere, and Englishmen are now straining every nerve and spending Brit- 
ish gold in enterprises to supply their country with frozen and canned beef from 
Australia and the Argentines, Of505,000,000 pounds of bacon, pork, and hams 
exported, 380,000,000 pounds, or three-fourths of it, went to Great Britain and a 
part of the remainder to Canada. Scarcely a nation in the world, Great Britain 
excepted, depends upon foreign nations for its meat supply. It is a necessity 
of their existence that they should supply themselves. It is the same with 
2 the only other food product of which there is an appreciable deficiency 

n Europe, 

Its market is confined chiefly to Great Britain, and exportation can not be en- 
la at all without a reduction in price, and any sudden extension is a prac- 
tical and physical impossibility, The rich there buy all they can eat now, and 
the poor all they can afford. The requirement is fixed and limited with the 
least ible element of elasticity, so that the foreign demand can only fluctu- 
ate with the annual variations of the home supply. This statement should dis- 
pose of the boastful and silly pretense so glibly and frequently made by free- 
traders, of feeding Europe, and ought to mark the exit of America in the réle 
of the world’s nurse and caterer to the universe. [Applause. ] 

Where then on the face of the globe can the American farmer market his sur- 
plus? At home or nowhere. This home market, therefore, should be to him 
the object of his deepest solicitude and protecting care, for upon it the future of 
agriculture in this country depends. 


Well, what other compensation do you offer the farmer for the loss 
of his home market? Cheaper goods, you say. Why, a quarter of a 
century of protection has greatly cheapened everything he has to buy. 
Tt has given such energy to our own manufacturers that competition 
has forced inventions, augmented the skill of our artisans, improved 
our machinery, and stimulated enterprise, thereby reducing prices of 
manufactured products. It is this competition that has foreed down 
the price of every foreign product. Destroy our home manufactories 
and what becomes of this competition? What check have you then 
upon the greed of the foreign producer who is given a monopoly of our 
markets? What then will there be to prevent the foreign manufnet- 
urer from fixing the price the American farmer shall pay? 

The farmer is not only greatly interested in diversified industries 
supplying the greatest possible number employment outside of agri- 
culture, but algo in such labor being well paid. The more the wage- 
man gets for his labor the more he buys from the farmer. A man who 
gets good wages can and will live well. A man who gets poor wages 
can buy but little; he must live poor. The man who is out of employ- 
ment is a wretched customer for the farmer. The free-traders delight 
in telling wagemen how much cheaper they could live under free trade— 
that everything they buy would be so muchcheaper. Well, in the first 
place, we have seen that is not so. In the second place, if it is so—if 
they are thrown out of employment by the destruction of our industries, 
or if their wages are scaled down to the level of European wages—what 
will they have to buy with? 

Unfortunately there are in our country some conditions that work 
injustice to all the industries, agriculture as well as manufactures, 
and labor is the pack-horse that bears the burden. Theseveral States, 
vieing with each other to secure the investment of capital, have opened 
wide the door to serious evils. With incorporation laws imposing no 
restrictions or safeguards against abuses we find our lines of commerce 
doing business on a basis of from 25 to more than 100 per cent. fictitious 
or ‘‘ watered’? capital. To this the produets of every industry are every 
second of time paying the same tribute as if it were real. is is a 
species of intolerable robbery. It is a thief whose hand is constantly 
filching the pockets of labor. Of all the wrongs to labor this is the 
greatest and the most wicked. The highest attainment of statesman- 
ship will be achieved by providing a remedy for this monstrous wrong. 
[ Applause. ] 

Millions of acres of the public domain still remain covered by grants 
to corporations to which such corporations are not legally, equitably, 
or morally entitled. This should at once be restored to the public 
domain. Much good in this direction has already been done, for which 
the country is more indebted to my friend from Illinois [Mr. Payson] 
than to any other member of this body. 

Some of the combinations called trusts and pools are daily engaged 
— opan, audacious, and shameless robbery of agriculture and every form 
0 r. 


Elsewhere it has been stated by an eminent and well-informed states- 
man that the cattle pool of Chicago has in the last five years filched 
from the people of my State over $40,000,000. Ihave no reason todoubt 
the accuracy of the statement. Everybody knows that the tariff on 
cattle and beef has nothing to do with this combination. It is, how- 


ever, as true that the tariff makes this combination ible as any 
other. Would you take the tariff off cattle and salad Weekes of the 
existence of this trust? Would you take the tariff off wheat and flour 
because we have a combination of millers? That would be absurd. 
The tariff has just as much to do with these combines as with any 
other trusts. They exist in England, and will exist here until sup- 
pressed by direct legislation. 

The one thing thatis true, however, is that these varions and wicked 
1 are bold bandits gorging themselves upon the fruits of 

oil. 

If we shall turn our attention to these abuses we shall merit pub- 
lic approbation and give to labor the fullést benefits resulting from 
judicious protective legislation. s 

The bill makes its chief assaults upon the farmer, and curiously 
enough scarcely one of its advocates has failed to pose as the champion 
of agriculture. 

It takes protection from his wools, his flax, and other products he 
has to sell, puts them on the free-list, and makes dutiable all he has 
5 bay: It cheapens what the farmer has to sell, but not what he has 

o buy. 

Asin all history it is difficult to find tyranny, however brutal; slavery, 
however wicked; crimes, howeverrevolting; oppression, however hide- 
ous, that did not exist and were not maintained in the name of liberty, 
so now agriculture is to be destroyed, manufactures repressed, labor 
pauperized in the name of the public welfare. [ Applause. ] 

Manufacturers are told that the absence of protection will be more 
than compensated by cheap labor and cheap raw material. Labor is 
told there will be an increased demand for it, cheaper food, cheaper 
clothing, and cheaper shelter for it, and therefore marvelous advan- 
tages to it, even if subjected to free and unrestricted competition with 
the ill-paid and degraded labor of the Old World. 

The farmers are told that they will get more for their breadstuffs, 
because the markets of the world will be opened to them. 

How often have the advocates of this measure in this debate told the 
non-agricultural people that they had to bear the burden of the wool 
duty; that every woolen fabric they owned cost them the additional 
burden of the duty on wool and woolens, and before they had passed 
from the subject turned to the farmers and told them that the removal 
of duty from wool would create such a universal demand for it as to 
rapidly advance the price of it in the markets? 

From the earliest days of the Republic during forty years the states- 
men of this country maintained almost withont division the theory of 
protection. They themselves had framed the Constitution. They 
themselves in colonial times had experienced the hardship of the in- 
dustrial oppression of England, and they made provision at the earliest 
practicable moment to protect the industries of their own country 
against the industrial aggressions of Europe, and the very first act 
that was passed under the Constitution declared that one of its objects 
was the protection of manufactures. 

The act of 1816 followed, enlarging the principle of protection. All 
the leading men of that day advocatedit. The act of 1824 went further 
and enlarged the principle. The act of 1828 followed and enlarged it 
still further. And up tothat time there was no President, there were 
no leading statesmen in America who antagonized the principle of pro- 
tection. They stood where we stand to-day. Many of them went to 
the point of prohibition, especially regarding products essential to a 
state of war. I could quote pages from Washington, Adams, Madison, 
Monroe, Jackson, and nearly every stgtesman of that period, squarely 
advocating the protective system. 

Therefore, here to-day, I place the Democracy of the first forty years 
of the Republic against the Democracy of the last forty years. [Ap- 
plause.] But after the act of 1828, under the influence of which agri- 
culture in the North flourished as never before, factories sprung into 
activity with marvelous rapidity, and labor enjoyed universal pros- 
perity, Southern statesmen opened a vindictive war against it for the 
first time, and this they did in the name of agriculture. What they 
meant by agriculture was cotton and the slave labor that produced it. 

To force American labor into agriculture would make the supply of 
food products so farexceed the demand as to supply the slaves of the 
South and the labor of England with the cheapest possible living. 

That, they reasoned, would enable them to produce cotton cheaper 
and would enable the manufacturers in England to pay them more for 
it. 

Thus they could produce cotton cheaper and sell it dearer. 

So they demanded that the protection laws be repealed, and declared 
for nullification and secession unless this demand was complied with. 

The North surrendered, and the act of 1833 followed. Jt closed the 
work-shops of the North, drove labor from the factory to the farm, pau- 
perized Northern agriculture, and finally resulted in driving the party 
from power and in the enactment of the tariff law of 1842. This opened 
the Northern factories again, created a demand for labor that drew 
heavily from the ranks of the farmers to supply labor for the work- 
shops, created markets for the products of the soil, and gave to agri- 
culture renewed prosperity. But the tariff-for-revenue party was un- 
tiring in the South, and violently aggressive. But the North said, 


unless you pledge us that you will maintain the tariff act of 1842 you 
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shall not return to power. The pledge was given; the party was re- 
turned to power, and at once tore down the hated protection act of 1842 
and pas the free-trade act of 1846. 

The destructive tendencies of this act were for a time inoperative un- 
der the influence of a foreign war, and our war with Mexico, that di- 
minished the ranks of labor, thereby increasing a demand and opening 
up new and extensive markets for food products. 

The treasures of the California gold mines attracted labor from the 
farms to the mines, and thus opened another new market for agricult- 
ure. Millions from those mines begun pouring into the lap of business, 
and there was corresponding activity. But when those iniluences were 
withdrawn the act of 1846 begun its deadly work. 

Still Southern statesmen adhered to the policy of free trade or se- 
cession; but stagnation, universal bankruptcy, an ever increasing na- 
tional debt, an empty Treasury, and broken national credit compelled 
Mr. Buchanan to ask for a revision of the tariff laws in the interest of 
revenue and protection. 

The act of 1861 followed, and Mr. Buchanan approved it. Seces- 
sion followed, and a war ensued that cost in money and property de- 
stroyed probably not less than ten thousand millions of dollars. Yet 
under protection during the last quarter of a century we have become 
first in manufactures, first in agriculture, and first in wealth among 
all the nations of the earth, with our labor better paid, better fed, 
better clothed, better sheltered, and better educated than elsewhere 
on the habitable globe, and yet here we are confronted with the same 
bold, defiant, and aggressive old revenue-reform party. [Applause.] 

God, help us! will the time never come when we shall reach a stable 
industrial policy? Must our industries and labor be forever exposed 
to the depressing influence of perpetual menace? Well may agri- 
culture, well may manufactures, well may American labor unite with 
each other against this ever present, ever aggressive public enemy, 
and cry out, Let us have peace!“ 

These free-traders or revenue reformers, as they fondly call them- 
selves, appear to revel in the adversity of our people. Every calamity 
is an illustration of the wickedness of protection. 

Ifa farmer imprudently contractsa debt and subsequently is unable | 
to pay it, he is told that he is robbed by protection. | 

If the crops fail and farmers are depressed thereby, they are told but 
for this robber agriculture would be prosperous. | 

If there is something of general business depression, the people are | 
told that old Protection did it. £ 

If some scoundrel has plundered his employés and robbed them of 
their just share of their own earnings, they are told at once that it is 
the fault of protection. 

If there is.a labor strike of 20,000 men because some employer has 
unjustly discharged and refused to reinstate one of them, the air is vocal 
with curses upon protection. If some manufacturer has enriched him- | 
self by not dealing justly with labor, he is held up as a hideous ex- 
nmple of the monopoly-breeding tariff. Ifa section of our country two 
hundred years old has been engaged in agriculture and manufactures 
for more than one hundred years, and has thereby become richer than 
the new agricultural States of the West, the fact is made to do service 
a3 proof that the rich section two hundred years old has been made 
rich by robbing the new Western States through the agency of the in- 
iquitous tariff. 

Why, sir, if we shall be permitted to enjoy continuously for another 
quarter of a century the benign influence of just protection, my own 
beautiful prairie State will rival Ohio and Hlinois in manufactures, and 
we shall have the workshop and the farm side by side, and the most 
prosperous people in the world. Only twenty-seven years ago she was 
born unto the sisterhood of States. Then she was in population the 
thirty-third State; now she is the fifteenth. Then she had but ten 
towns of a population each exceeding 500; now she has over one hun- 
dred and fifty towns of over 500 each, nearly a hundred of them of 
over 1,000 each, and some exceeding 30,000. She has within her bor- 
ders 1,500,000 souls. The value of her farm crops for the five years 
ending 1885 was $503,485,316. The value of her live-stock swells from 
$3,332,450 in 1861 to $117,881,699 in 1885. Then sho did not have a 
mile of railway; now she has over 7,000 miles. She has over seven 
hundred school-houses, of the value of over $7,000,000. Since then she 
has expended over $30,000,000 for the support of her common schools. 
She has three thousand churches, of the value of $3,000,000, and not a 
whisky saloon within her borders. She has six hundred journals, with 
a circulation of 500,000. [Applause. ] 

For these facts I am indebted to an address delivered by the present 
excellent governor of the State, Hon. John A. Martin, from which I 
beg to further quote: 

A PROPHECY FULFILLED. 

On the 7th of May, 1856, a great American, learned, sagacious, and confident 
in his faith that right and justice would at last prevail, said, in a speech deliv- 
ered in the city of New York: 

“In the year of our Lord 1900 there will be 2,000,000 people in Kansas, with 
cilies like Providence and Worcester—perhaps like Chicago and Cincinnati, She 
will have more miles of railroad than Maryland, Virginia, and both the Caro- 
linas can now boast. Her land will be worth $20 an acre, and her total wealth 


will be five hundred millions of money. Six hundred thousand children will 
learnin her schools. Whatschools, newspa libraries, meeting-houses! Yes, 


what families of educated, happy, and religious men and women! There will 
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— a song of freedom all around the slave States, and in them slavery itself will 


e. 

Read in the light of the present, these eloquent words of Theodore Parker 
seem touched with prophetic fire. The ideal Kansas he saw, looking throughe 
the mists of the future, is the real of to-day. The marvelous growth, 
the splendid prosperity, the potent intellectual and moral energies, and the 
happy and contented life he predicted, are all around us. At the threshold of 
the year A. D. 1886, fifteen years before the limit of his 
cities like Providence and Worcester; 
age Maryland, Virginia, and both the Carolinas could then boast; has land 
worth, not twenty, but fifty and a hundred dollars an acre; has wealth far ex- 
ceeding $500,000,000; has schools, newspapers, libraries, and churches rivaling 
barre ce New England; and has 1,300,000 happy, prosperous, and intelligent 

pie. 
P The prophecy has been fulfilled, but the end is not yet. The foundations of 
the State, like those of its capitol, have just been completed. The stately build- 
ing, crowned with itssplendid dome, is yet to be reared. Smiling and opulent 
fields, busy and prosperous cities and towns are still attracting the intelligent, 
the enterprising, and the ambitious of every State and country. The limits that 
bound the progrom and development of Kansas can not now be gauged or 
guessed. We have lands, homes, work, and plenty for millions more; and for 
another quarter of a century, at least, our State will continue to grow, For we 
are yet at the threshold and in the dawn of itall, We are just beginning to 
realize what a great people can accomplish, whom love of country moveth, 
eee teacheth, company comforteth, emulation quickeneth, and glory ex- 

[ Applause. ] , 

That is the way protection has impoverished the agricultural West. 
[Applause.] If the good Lord shall give us the rains, the sunshine, and 
the dew, essential to good crops for tne next three years, and our mar- 
kets are not destroyed by free trade, Kansas will be a barren field for 
a calamity party. 

Had free trade prevailed our growth as a State would have been 
dwarfed from the beginning. Without a market for our products our 
surplus would have been used for fuel or rotted on the fields With- 
out the conditions to invite population we would still be in our swad- 
ling-clothes. 

Her growth is without a parallel in all history. Her magnificent 
climate, rich soil, splendid farms, myriads of cattle, vast network of 
railways, busy towns, comfortable homes, her public schools, colleges, 
churches, charitable institutions, liberal and progressive laws, her en- 
terprising, intelligent, energetic men, beautiful women, and healthful 
children—all, all combine to illustrate the highest prosperity and the 
most exalted civilization. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, of all the institutions of learning experience is said 
to be the most expensive. Soitis. Butits teachings are ot the high- 
est order of wisdom. You may tell the child a thousand times that 
hot iron will burn, but it is sure nevertheless to make the test, and 
then we have a wiser child. 

You may tell the lad that it is highly imprudent to toy with a mule’s 
hind legs, but he is sure to try the experiment, and then we have a 
wiser lad. 

The people were everywhere told three years ago that, its pledges to 
the contrary notwithstanding, if they placed the Government in the 
control of the Democratic party it would marshal all the instrumen- 
talities of power against the industries of the country. They tried the 
experiment nevertheless, and now we have a wiserpeople. [Applause. ] 

The twenty-four years of Republican rule had formed an epoch more 
ſruittul of national and individual prosperity, of agriculture, manu- 
factures and commerce, of the arts and sciences, of education and 
Christianity, of ideal government and human liberty, than any century 
of other time since the creation of man. 

The generations to come will marvel that in the presence of such a 
glorious record a people distinguished for their intelligence would 
wrest the powers of government from such a party and hand them over 
to another whose history was one of violated pledges and shocking mis- 
rule. [Applause. ] 

Sir, the Republican party stands for industrial independence as a 
high attribute of national power. 

It believes that the destruction of our manufactures will leave our 
people helpless vietims of British greed. 

It believes the highest happiness of a people can best be attained by 
the greatest possible diversity of occupations. 

Mr. Chairman, the Republican party would have our country inde- 
pendent of all other nations; the workingman own his own home; his 
table always bountiſully supplied with healthful food; his family be- 
comingly clothed; his children educated and equipped for self-govern- , 
ment and for every sphere of useful action from the farm to the Presi- 
dency. It wishes all nations well; would have peace with the world; 
but it stands for America and Americans first, last, and forever. [Ap- 

lause. 

i At as conclusion of the foregoing remarks Mr. Ry An yielded the re- 
mainder of his time to Mr. DALZELL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has four minutes of 
his time remaining, which he yields to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, to be used when that gentleman takes the floor in his own right. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, it was my ill fortune yesterday after- 
noon to be absent from the Hall when the gentleman from Vermont Mr. 


heey, Kansas has 
more than dou le le railway mile- 


Grout], whom I regret to find is not in his seat, made his speech. I 


came into the Hall as he was concluding. I knew that he was speaking 
upon the need of keeping up our present rate of tariff, and was therefore 
surprised to hear him engaged in general laudation of Vermont and her 
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gons, from Ethan Allen down to the heroes of the civil war, and all the 
distinguished statesmen and jurists that have adorned her history. This 
was interesting matter, and I should have been in glad agreement with 
ethe gentleman had he not ascribed the success abd character of the peo- 
le of Vermont, not to their love of liberty and full enjoyment of free 
Institutions, their means of education and the refinement of society, 
their invigorating climate, their unrestricted trade with all the States 
of the Union, and a common possession of the blessings we enjoy under 
the Constitution, but to the fact that her people are ** believers in pro- 
tection!” 

The gentleman also attributed the relative superiority of Vermont to 
Kentucky to the fact that Kentuckians of this generation do not be- 
lieve in the doctrine that a people can grow rich from their own taxes. 

The gentleman scems to forget that whether Kentucky believes or 
not she has had the same ratio of taxation and should have the same 
advantages from it; or is the protection salvation something that de- 
pends for its fruition upon faith and not upon works ? 

The gentleman showed the superiority of the agriculture of Vermont, 
inasmuch as they raise 14 bushels of wheat to the acre, while in Ken- 
tucky they harvest less than 10 bushels; 35 bushels of corn to the acre 
in Vermont and only 27 bushels bless the toil of the Kentucky farmers; 
of oats they garner 34 bushels in Vermont and but 20 in Kentucky, and 
other comparisons favorable to Vermont. 

My experience of New England agriculture proves the truth of the 
statements made by the gentleman from Vermont, but I hold thatthe 
results are due to the industry and thrift of the people, their small farms, 
and intensive methods of cultivation. If the gentleman compares the 
statistics of Vermont with those of other States that like Vermont are 
“believers in protection,” he will find differences more striking in 
favor of the mountain Commonwealth, 

I have made such comparisons in times past to the same or greater 
disadvantage of Ohio, Iowa, Illinois, and other States. Sir, there is 
more in men than in land. I can make the same boasts of Massachu- 

~ setts, but our agriculture is limited in its scope, and is not improving 
and advancing as it did in former years; and while I will not go so far 
as to attribute the unfavorable changes that have taken place građu- 
ally since 1860 to the political economy of this generation, I will give 
some figures from which conclusions may be drawn. 

The gentleman from Vermont stated that there had been a constant 
increase in the value of property in Vermont under the protective 
tariff, and he referred to the time previous to 1861 as a free-trade 
era, as if we had not been under protective tariffs ever since the ses- 
sion of the First Congress. Sir, I will read what the increase in value 
of farms and products has been in Vermont since 1850 by decades. 
From 1850 to 1860 the increase of agricultural wealth in Vermont was 
44 percent. That was under what is now called the free-trade tar- 
iff p? from 1860 to 1870, under high tariff, the increase of agricultural 
wealth was 10.9 per cent.; from 1870 to 1880, and that brings us to 
the last census which we haye to guide us, the increase was less than 
4 cent. 

‘ow, sir, if the State has, as a whole, grown richer, it must have been 
through her manufacturing, stimulated by the bounties of protection. 
Let us see. From 1850 to 1860, under the Walker tariff, the per cent. 
of increase in the manufacturing industries was 90 per cent.; from 
1860 to 1870 it was 60 per cent.; from 1870 to 1880 it was but 52 per 
cent. 

Do not the figures show a diminishing volume of prosperity through 
the whole term of the high tariff, both in agriculture and manufact- 


ures ? 

The sheep husbandry of this fine State, remarkable as its results have 
been in careful breeding, donot show a relative increase with past times. 
Will not that husbandry feel the stimulus that is sure to come if wool 
is placed upon the free-list? I will occupy the remainder of my time 
in discussing the part of the bill now before the House that relates to 
wool. 

‘There is a constant and vigorous assertion made several times each 
day on the other side of this Hall, thatif we take the tax off of foreign 
wools we will destroy our own wool industry. Destroy is the word 
constantly used. 

It is asserted that there will not even be sheep enough left from the 
enforced slaughter to provide mutton for our markets. 

Grave protectionists look at us with alarm and declare that unless 
we protect the five or six pounds of wool on the sheep, worth at 
present prices less than a dollar and half, we will not be able to pur- 
chase mutton formoney! As sheep can not be raised for wool alone 
east of the Mississippi and are bred largely for food, the assertion seems 
paradoxical. 

Then there is an equally grave exaggeration in regard to the im- 
portance of our wool husbandry. The other day the gentleman from 

ine | Mr. MILLIKEN] stated that the number of persons dependent 
on this industry was about 1,200,000. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Not entirely dependent. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Butstill dependent. Thegentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ], in his opening speech in this de- 
bate, claimed one million of dependent people would be ruined if we did 
not protect them by a tax that falls directly upon our woolen industry. 


` 
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The resolutions of the Pennsylvania Republican convention double Mr. 
KELLEY’s statement and declare that two millions of people live upon 
the produce of flocks. No doubt they followed the minority report of 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY] to the last Congress in 
which he made a similar declaration. The association of Ohio wool- 
growers two years ago also claimed that the number of people engaged 
in this industry reaches two millions. 

A little book prepared in this interest, which has been sent to every 
member of the House, not only makes the same general statements, 
but goes much farther in the declaration which I will read: 

A majority of these flock-masters, as well as their eres help, are heads 
of families. Therefore if you add to their number their wives and children, 
you will have a population of atleast 4,000,000 interested in the growing of wool, 
or about one-fifteenth of the entire population of the United States. There are 
no doubt fully 150,000 other farmers who keep sheep, but these could not fairly 
be classed as wool-growers, 4 

This book further says tLat if the duty is removed from wool it will 
reduce the wages of 500,000 men employed in herding flocks, and finally 
sums up the great total of loss as follows: 


Shrinkage in the value of lands... $280, 000, 000 
Shrinkage in the value of labor. 25, 000, 000 
Shrinkage in the value of flocks., 25, 000, 000 
Shrinkage in the value Of Wool. ...... .. . . .. ese. 25, 000, 000 

355, 000, 000 


As the wool clip is not worth $80,000,000, and as the sheep of the 
whole country are not worth $100,000,000, the figures and statements 
are at once seen to bo gross and absurd exaggerations. Reduce the 
number employed and their families and dependent relatives to the 
lowest number; say that 2,000,000 of people are supported by wool, 
live by flocks, and spend their time in their care, and how can they be 
supported? 

The highest estimate of the number of sheep in the country in the 
last year was much less than 50,000,000, but calling it that it requires 
25 ane to support each person with wool worth about $40 for a year’s 
work. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], who does me the 
honor to listen, made a speech in Boston recently before the Home 
Market Club, and when some one in the audience said, We want 
free wool, he replied, ‘“‘ But what are you going to do with the thou- 
sands of men who make a living herding sheep?’ I think we ought to 
find them a better business, for if they were supported for one year by 
their flocks they would have to use all the wool for clothing, and the 
mutton for food, so that there would not be a sheep left in the country 
at the end of a year. If there are any facts in the United States cen- 
sus on which we can rely, there have been the most reckless statements 
current on the floor of this House in the interest mainly of Ohio wool- 

owers, 

1 5 time is so limited that I can not treat this matter in detail, but 
I will try to make the point that the prosperity of wool-growing is not 
dependent upon a tax on imported wool. 

The wool-grower is dependent for the sale of his wool upon the man- 
ufacturers of his own country alone. Wool is the only one of our farm 
products of considerable value for which there is no foreign demand. 

If there is a surplus it must remain on hand. The manufacturers 
of other nations are not accustomed to our wools, and will not take 
them. 

Like all other things men wish to sell, its price will be governed by 
the demand for it; that demand will arise from the prosperity of your 
customers, and that only, Therefore, if the business of the woolen 
manufacturers is good you will get a fair price for your wool, but if 
these men are not successful, if their business is hard and waning, 
your market grows narrow and wool falls, as we have seen it fall during 
the last ten years. 

The wool-grower and the manufacturer can have no divided interest; 
they must flourish together or they must languish together, and at this 
time they are equally unhappy. A gentleman on the other side told me 
this morning that if I could establish the fact that the wool industry 
would improve with wool on the free-list he would vote for it. À 

I do not expect to convince him, though I see him listening. Itis 
te = a 5 election, and the party whip has a sharp lash. 

ughter. 

How, sir, did we get the blessing of a high tax on imported wool? 
It was the result of a combination between woolmen and manufact- 
urers. 

Prior to 1857 we had a nominal duty on wool, and the fortunate ex- 
perience of the country in every department of industry and enterprise 
under the tariff of 1846 led to the further reduction of the tariff in 
1857. And, as I had the pleasure to remind the House in the debate 
the other day, the whole delegation from Massachusetts here and at 
the other end of the Capitol voted forit. In that revision wool under 
20 cents a pound was made free. 

The effect upon wool was immediate. It went up, and in 1859 it 
was as high as it has ever been in our history, and the manufacturers 
of Massachusetts and Rhode Island made more money than they ever 
did in any year of their business. 

They flourished together, because their interests are identical. 

When the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxuxs] said, Continue 
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this tariff and even raise it and we will produce all the wool required in 
this country,” I saw that he did not understand the relation of wool- 
growers to manufacturers, 

No manufacturing people in our day can raise all its own wool. No 
soil or climate will produce all the various wools that enter into fabrics 
ranging from coarse carpets to cloths mixed with silk. The wools 
grown in America are not a complete raw material even for the cloths 
for men’s ordinary wear. We are controlled by fashion. The manu- 
facturer must make what is demanded. He has to make cloths such 
as people who pay high prices will buy. In order to get material for 
such clothing the wool-buyer must go to the world’s market and select 
fleeces to mix and blend with American wool. He may require Aus- 
tralian, or African, or South American, or Spanish, or French wools for 
his purpose, and if he does he will pay from 50 to 75 per cent. duty on 
them, and that handicaps him in competition with the men who have 
free wool; he is thus at a disadvantage with the manufacturers of Eng- 
land, France, Belgium, and Germany, the great cloth-exporting coun- 
tri 


es. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. The gentleman speaks only for himself and not 
for other members of Congress when he says they do not wear domes- 
tic goods. The cloth in which I am dressed was made in Maine; the 
suit was made in Maine. We are not up to the sublimated condition 
of some gentlemen from Massachusetts. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I hope the establishment that 
made the gentleman’s cloth is prosperous, for there are but few in New 
England that are so. They are not prosperons because of the tax on 
their raw material that enables the manufacturers of Europe to send 
here between forty and fifty million dollars’ worth of cloth a year, rep- 
resenting not less than 150,000,000 pounds of wool, which we neither 
grew, nor sheared, nor wove. 

Nor does the gentleman know that his coat is wool at all. Few men 
in this House have any idea how far substitutes are used for wool. In 
my district, in the immediate neighborhood where I live, within a ra- 
dius of 4 or 5 miles from my house, there is turned outa product ofabout 
$2,000,000 of woolen cloths—so called. You flatter yourself that they 
are woolen cloths, and so they are, except so far as cotton is mixed 
in them; but the wool was worn by previous generations of sheep and 
may haye been worn by two generations of men. These cloths are 
made from rags, picked to shred and fiber in a shoddy-picker, and then 
handled like wool. This cloth bears the relation to othér cloth that 
oleomargarine does to butter. 

Do you ask what these rags are? They are of all grades, carefully 
assorted; they are tailor’s clippings from fine clothes which make a 
good ‘‘short staple’? wool; but in this thrifty age nothing is lost and 
the shoddy rags come back again. Said one of these manufacturers to 
me, I have seen my old shoddy goods come back here time and time 

in to be picked up and made into new cloth.“ These shoddies are 
woolen cloths boastfully mentioned on the other side of the House 
that make the cheap suits in which the protected laborer is dressed. 
Why, sir, the cloth which the gentleman from Maine is wearing may 
have made a procession down from the really protected magnates of the 
land and been worn by the commonest inking from the sun. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. No, sir; this cloth was made in Maine, not in 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. These shoddy clothes are sold 
cheaply enough perhaps. Men may get their money’s worth, for they 
are sold at prices that would not buy their weight in actual wool. 

The American laborer who bears with the farmer the real burden of 
taxes is not able to buy woolen cloth, but wears the wool that comes 
from the crop of old clothes, [Laughter and applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. | 

Mr. FARQUHAR. They wear more than the European laborers do. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Perhapstheydo. Laborers wear 
what they can get. I do not believe the gentleman knew until now 
that our laborers do not wear woolen cloth. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Three-fouths of the cloth worn by the laborers 
of Europe is cotton and not woolen. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. The subject we are discussing is 
the duty on wool. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Iam talking about a practical question. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will so treat it, There are 
parts of Europe where men may be comfortable in cotton. If so, they 
do well to wear it. But in this country we have severe winters, with 
violent changes; the mercury falls to zero, and men who wear the 
heaviest woolen goods shiver. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. After all, Mr. RUSSELL, the average of cloth 
worn by the laborers in this country is better in every way than is 
worn by the laborers of Europe. : 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. And it should be. Now, that 
the gentleman has got to Europe, let me say something in regard to for- 
eign poer. We are the only civilized country on the earth to-day 
that imposes a high duty on wool, except poor old-fashioned Spain, 
and she is an exporter of wools and we are not. England, Belgium, 
France, and Germany took the duties off of wool years ago. 

Itis urged here that our people cau not keep their flocks without a 
protection to wool; it is said our sheep will disappear; one will forget 


the taste of mutton. That is not the teaching of experience here or 
abroad. 

The high-priced lands of England, open to the competition of all man- 
kind, carry more sheep than in former days. The pastures of France 
have double the sheep they had when wool was protected. 

No vote of mine would ever be given consciously against the inter- 
est of the American farmer, but I would take the duty off of wool, for 
I believe that in less than a year the price of wool would advance be- 
cause the woolen manufacturer, freed from the tax on two-thirds of 
his raw material, would be better able to buy the other third. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Sir, I have before said that the tariff of 1867 was the result of a com- 
bination of manufacturers and wool-men toshear mankind. Like Cesar 
Augustus, they decreed that all the world, their world, should be taxed. 
There should be a prodigious duty on wool and a compensating duty on 
cloth. It was an abominable agreement. The Treasury did not need 
the tax, and both of the contemplated beneficiaries were fairly pros- 
perous. The war was over and no revenue change was ever made upon 
such slight grounds. It brought its own punishment. It was an Ohio 
idea; but did flocks increase in Ohio under its action, or in any State 
east of the Mississippi? The census figures show an immediate and 
heavy decrease in those States. Your tariff proved a hireling shepherd. 
Within a year wool began to decline and flocks to shrink, and in five 
years there was a falling off in the number of sheep in the older States 
of 20 per cent. 

They increased heavily west of the Mississippi River from new and 
unforeseen causes—the opening of free range by the extension of rail- 
roads and the disappearance of the Indian and his game from the new 
Territories. 

That was the only part of the country where sheep increased, and 
that was from advantages that proved to be temporary. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is an incorrect statement that the flocks of 
Ohio decreased under the act of 1867. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
deny it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I certainly do. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, Then I repeat it with a full re- 
sponsibility for the statement that between 1867 and 1871 the flocks of 
Ohio decreased. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And Isay thatis not true. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. And that they decreased every- 
where east of the Mississippi; and the gentleman can look up the facts 
and contradict and confute me before the House when he has the fig- 
ures. I speak from recollection, and I will trust my memory in the 
matter until the figures are quoted. Tariffs can not help wool on high- 
priced land. A man who keeps sheep on land worth $100 an acre is a 
good husbandman; but he does not keep sheep for wool. He would 
keep them if the wool was worth no more than cow-hair or hen-feathers. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

I say this from an intimate knowledge of the business, for I am per- 
haps a larger wool-grower than the average in Ohio. In small flocks 
the wool product is a by-product. 

At the wool conference of last winter, in the very shadow of the Cap- 
itol, with this great tariff, the Ohio men said they could not raise wool 
at 30 cents a pound. They surely can not if that is all the return a 
sheep makes; but there is a difference between sheep handled by an 
Ohio farmer and an Ohio politician, and we see that when the Ohio 
and Kentucky and Tennessee lambs come into Boston market and sell 
for twice as much as the ewes are worth on the farm with the wool on 
their backs. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Sheep-keeping in the older States is a matter of ‘‘ mixed farming,” 
and it will never disappear with or without tariff. It with the 
twilight dawn of human history on the plains of Asia, the primal, eldest 
pursuit of men. If you tax-layers had been in Judea in the days of 
King Herod you might have made it poorer, but still there would have 
been shepherds watching their ficcks by night to hear and proclaim the 
glad tidings of great joy—peace and good-will to men. 1 
If you could devise protection from sheep-killing dogs you would do 
more good in your day and generation. [Laughterand applause. ] 

5 FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a ques- 
tion 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. You had an hour this morning. 
I listened to you. You made a good speech. Idid not interrupt you. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Lam always pleased to hear Mr. RUSSELL, and 
that I may be better instructed, I wish to ask him a question. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Very well, go on, but do not 
make a speech at the same time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I notice the gentleman says he raises sheep not 
for wool; but is it not possible that he could not raise them for mut- 
ton? I take it that the gentleman raises fancy sheep. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I do not like even to make an 
illustration from my own affairs, but I must reply to the gentleman 
that my flock is not ‘‘faney.’’ A farmer keeps sheep in mixed hus- 
bandry for various reasons. His product is lambs, mutton, and wool; 
it stands in that order. But there is another reason less understood by 
these not engaged in farming, that is the improvement of land and 
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restoration of prume Sheep make new land, and in that sense we 
have the old Spanish proverb, The sheep’s foot is shod with gold.” 
[Applause on the Democratie side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How many sheep does the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetis keep? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I have not seen my flock this 
spring; and we are constantly changing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Tell us whether you have twenty-five or thirty. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I said I had more than the Ohio 
average; we may have twice as many as that average, which is not 
over fifty. 

Now, sir, a word about sheep-raising on cheap lands under protection. 
I paid much attention to the wool-growers’ conference last winter, but 
I did not see any of you there, and I have here a memorandum of the 
statement made by Mr. Burbank, of Texas, a flockmaster of the an- 
cient type, who ranges over 35,000 acres of land with 5,000 sheep. 
Think of it; 7 acres to a sheep—as large asa French farm. He rents 
the land at 6 cents an acre. He paid four herders $21 a month each, 
out of which they boarded themselves, and yet Ohio only allows one 

man to 25 sheep. Ile found it hard to sell his wool at San Antonio at 
14 cents, for, though he allowed $1,300 for lambs, he could not get back 
his cost at the end of the year. 

This was an intelligent, accurate man, well placed; his land could 
not be much cheaper and he had superior sheep with product of wool 
above the average. What he wants is a better market for his wool, and 
that can not be had under the present conditions. 

This morning I received letters from the city of Lowell, so beauti- 
fully described by my colleague [Mr. ALLEN] in his recent speech, 
where when the day’s work is done the rosy-cheeked factory girl trips 
from the brightly lighted factory hall, her pockets heavy with her 
day’s wages and seeks her vine-embowered cottage. The news was that 
the Lowell Carpet Company had suspended operations. Of course the 
cry was raised that it was owing to the consideration of the tariff, the 
fear of the passage of the pending bill. 

The treasurer of the corporation, in a letter to one of the Lowell pa- 
pers, deniesthis, Heshows that trade is moribund from various causes, 
nnd thinks it would be powerfally relieved by taking the duty off of 
carpet wools ! 

Mr. PERKINS and others rose to questions. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I will repeat, that it may be fully 
understood that it appears that carpets can not be made by this strong, 
skillfully-managed corporation on account, principally, cf the duty on 
carpet wools. An indefensible tax, no such wools being grown in this 
country. 

All the duty collected on such wool is a direct tax on every yard of 
carpeting made, and there is no way to evade it. 

Mr. PERKINS. I understood the gentleman to say that all the 
woolen manufacturers at the East had gone into bankruptcy without 
exception in the last few years. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. You misunderstood me. Ihave 
not said so. 

Mr. PERKINS. What did the gentleman say ? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I have said over and again that 
the business was not prosperous, and I may say that many large and 
small manufacturers have become insolvent in the past ten years—some 
of them not once but two or three times, 

Mr. PERKINS. And that was in consequence of this tariff which 
gives to the wool-grower his protection? I would like to read an ex- 
tract from the speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] an- 
swering the statement of the gentleman from Massachusetts. I want 
to put one free-trader against another on that proposition. I want to 
show from the speech the profits of wool manufacturers, and then ask 
which is correct, free-trader MILLS or free-trader RUSSELL. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I can not yield my little time 
for such a purpose. - 

bos PERKINS and others rising in much confusion and many ques- 
tions. i 
Mr. BLAND. I rise to a question of order. We can not hear; there 
is too much confusion. Let the Chair call the committee to order. 

The Chairman rapped to order, but before order could be restored Mr. 
RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, Mr. PERKINS, and others made remarks not 
heard by the Reporter. 

Mr. MILLS. This is a violation of our agreement, and I call upon 
gentlemen on their honor to carry out their agreement. 

Mr. BRUMM. ‘Then why do you violate it every time you permit 
questions to be asked from your side? 

Mr. DAVIDSON. But this is not questioning; it is interruption. 

Mr. PERKINS. I, of course, recognize the fact that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts has the floor, and without his permission I would 
not interrupt him. 

Mr. COWLES. He gave no permission for such interruption. 

Mr. REED. The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
has made an asseveration that our agreement has been violated. As I 
watched the course of proceedings here I heard the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] request permission of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] to ask a question. The gentleman from 


Massachusetts continued his remarks and then stopped, turning to the 
geutleman from Kansas, and permitted his question. What violation 
of agreement was there there? 

Mr. MILLS. It was not the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] 
alone, but half a dozen gentlemen at once, interrupted the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, 

Mr. REED. He consented to it. 

Mr. MILLS. He did not consent to the interruption of but one 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I have an im- 
pression, somewhat shaken by events, that I have the floor; at least I 
had it. [Laughter.] I think Iam more tolerant of interruption than 
any man in the House, and if my time was not limited I would refuse 
no gentleman. I yielded to the gentleman from Kansas because he 
was so persistent that I thonght I could get through with him quicker 
by answering him, but he wished to interject matter into my speech 
that I think irrelevant, and requested me to reconcile my statement 
with something another gentleman had said. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wanted to know if that gentleman was correct 
in his statement. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, I do not speak for the chairman 
of the Committee on Ways and Means. Heis able to take care of himself 
and answer any gentleman on thgt side of the House [applause on the 
Democratic side], and if the gentleman from Kausas wants to debate 
with him he can get plenty of opportunities. 

Mr. PERKINS andothers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I must insist on having part of 
my time. Gentlemen see that I have no notes and evidently seek merely 
to break me up and prevent me from getting in my speech. 

Mr. PERKINS. I am afraid the gentleman has neither notes nor 
facts to sustain him. 
` Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask if it is right when a gentleman 
has the floor and is trying to be heard that he should be continually 
interrupted by questions and noises hurled at him in this way? It is 
indecent. 

The CHAIRMAN rapped to order. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I am willing to return to the 
questions of the gentleman from Kansas and explain more in detail what 
I said about the business of woolen manufacturing in Massachusetts. I 
said in a speech the gentleman perhaps did not hear last month that 
there were towns in my district whose business was wool manufacturing 
that had not built a new mill since the tariff of 1846. When mills 
are burned they are left unrestored, and I made otherstatements show- 
ing the difliculties of the trade. 

As a proof of my statement I will quote Mr. Charles A. Beach, of 
Connecticut, a manufacturer of wide repute and large experience, who 
testified before the Committee of Ways and Means in the last Congress 
that the wool manufactories of the United States—not of Massachusetts, 
not of New England, but of the United States—would not sell for 25 
cents on the dollar of their original cost. I speak, and gentlemen can 
correct me in their own time if I am wrong. One of the largest woolen 
corporations in the United States has been sold lately. The plantcost 
something like two millions, and it brought less than $300,000. 

Mr. MORSE. Name it. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. It is the Washington. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Was not that mill worn out? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. No doubt it was worn out, and 
so were the stockholders worn out. They had not made money enough 
to keep up the machinery. I could name other broken corporations 
and mills that are worn out, and their operatives, too. [Laughter on 
Democratic side.] 

I think the gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. ARNOLD] knows 
what it is to buy woolen mills at bankrupt sales. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I see that my time is just expiring and I will con- 
elude. I would not have trespassed so long upon the time of the com- 
mittee if the gentlemen on the other side had not been so anxious for 
information. [Laughter.] I thank the committee for their courtesy. 

Mr. FITCH obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fitcu] 
was to occupy the remainder of the present hour, of which, however, 
only ten minutes remain. Ile desires to ask consent to occupy now 
thirty minutes, twenty minutes of which shall be taken from the end 
of the next hour. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. This arrangement will not interfere with the 
time of the gentleman from Michigan | Mr. ALLEN], nor with that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. The Chair hears 
no objection. The gentleman from New York [Mr. FrrcH] will pro- 
ceed. Mr. FITCH (reading): 

~ THE TARIFF. 

Unless the tariff men take heed. unless they consent to a rational and consid- 
erate adjustment of the tariff such as only ean be made by the full light thata 
careful statistical study of the subject will bring, I fear from them, more than 
from any other source, a reaction which will bring us by and by into free trade 
and all its consequences of evil to the mannfacturing interests of the country. 

I desire to say that, in my judgment, it is not the best mode of defending a 


tariff to denounce every man who does not pronounce the shibboleth after our 
fashion us an enemy of the tariff.—James A. Garfield, July 13, 1808. 


1888. 
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Mr. Chairman, in the brief rematks which I desire to make on the 
bill under consideration, in the spirit of the words which I have just 
read, Ido not propose to discuss at length the arguments which gentle- 
men on both sides of the House have already fully presented, nor 
shall I attempt to review or to put a new meaning into the great 
mass of customs figures which have been so carefully prepared and ex- 
plained by the gentlemen who have preceded me. I do not intend 
io debate the question whether or not we shall have a tariff, or whether 
that tariff shall be one for protection or not. 

I assume that, whether this bill passes or not, we shall continue to 
have in this country a protective tariff, and that protective tariff, if it 
be fairly adjusted, if its burdens be distributed with justice so far as 
interests of my constituents are concerned, I expect to defend and ad 
vocate as long as I live. And as long as I live, whenever I find in the 
tariff laws or in any other of the laws which affect the people whom I 
represent anything which seems to me in any degree unfair or unjust, 
I shall not hesitate to advocate their revision and amendment. [Ap- 
plause.] I propose here to discuss at this time only what seems to me 
to be the question before the House, whether or not the present tariff 
and the free-list which accompanies it should remain unchanged during 
the existence of the Fiftieth Congress. 

In the discussion of this question I shall not attempt to imitate the 
gentlemen who have with such wonderful patience and industry ex- 
amined the views of the earlier Presidents and the construction of the 
tariff of 1789, and who have so carefully reviewed the whole course of 
legislation on this subject since the foundation of the Republic. They 
have analyzed for you every fluctuation in the prices of our manufactures, 
‘and they have accounted satisfactorily for each financial crisis in the 
history of the country. Every statesman who has in any way identi- 
fied himself with this question has been quoted by them, and every 
text-book and essay on the subject has been examined. Each gentle- 
man has found in the same material the most convincing proof that his 
particular theory was correct and that of his opponent mistaken. 

For my part, and with the utmost deference to the learning and 
ability of gentlemen who have spoken, Iam forced to believe that, 
owing to the changes in transportation, invention of new machinery, 
the growth and development of the country, and improvements which 
have accomplished modern civilization here and all over the world, the 
problem presented to us is entirely different from that considered by 
the earlier contestants over these questions. It seems to me that no 
two countries in Europe are to-day more strikingly different in the 
manner in which their inhabitants live, their means of communication, 
and their business customs than are the United States of fifty years 
ago and the country and people whose interests we are considering here. 

I desire therefore to leave to other gentlemen who have done it so 
well the consideration of all the earlier precedents, and to speak only 
of what the Republican party in our day and generation has promised 
to do, and to consider what duties are incumbent on us here and now 
in connection with that promise. I propose also to speak of what I 
consider to be the interest of the people in my own district, whose con- 
dition and whose wants are naturally better known to me than those 
of others. It can hardly be denied that the present tariff was largely 
made up in this way: Different interests in special districts sent in- 
formation. and delegations to Washington, urging the enactment of 
duties specially favorable to them, and sometimes elected Congressmen 
especially with a view to obtaining a protection which they deemed 
necessary for their district. It is not probable that the views of the 
persons represented in this way were always unselfish, and it is possi- 
ble that the advocates of these particular interests were not unwilling 
to profit by taxes which bore unequally upon other sections of the 
country. 

It is easy to say, and everybody says in the abstract, that we should 
legislate for our whole country and not tor sections of it, and that this 
bill should be considered as to its effect on the people at large and not 
on particular classes. But how has it in fact been considered in this 
debate? One eloquent gentleman after another has told of the special 
needs of his district, and has protested solemnly against some proposed 
interference with the vested rights of his constituents in the present 
tariff. First of all, and above all, the gentlemen representing the 
farming interests have been heard. I have read, for instance, with 
profit, and almost with conviction, the argument of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] for the continuance of the present 
tariff in all its parts for the protection of the farmers, who, it seems to 
him, are now insufficiently protected, and with equal interest have 
studied the seconding appeal of his colleague and my friend, Mr. 
BREWER, to the same effect. Nothing could have pleased me more than 
the touching tribute from the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McCo- 
MAS] to the virtuesof the farming constituency, among which he is for- 
tunate to live, unless it were the kindly offer of my genial and eloquent 
friend from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER], the guardian of the Ameri- 
can infant, to put a duty of 4 cents per dozen on the fourteen million 
dozens of eggs which are now imported free of duty, and which we in 
New York eat and are obliged to pay for in order to protect the Ameri- 
can hen and her rural owner against the combined poultry of Europe. 

I concede willingly the trath of all that the gentlemen say in the 
praise of their country constituents. Wein New York City have an 


intimate acquaintance with and a real liking for the New York State 
farmers, and will never willingly suffer them to be injured by any form 
of legislation if they will only be fair with us. It seems to us often 
that they hardly appreciate our friendship. Itseems to us that they 
allow their representatives in the State Legislature to treat us unfairly 
at Albany. From there, in their wisdom, these representatives regu- 
late our docks and control our street openings; they fix the height of 
our buildings and the depth of our sewers; they manage the quaran- 
tine in our harbor and they arrange the rate of fare on our elevated 
roads. We are relieved by their kindness from any particular responsi- 
bility or trouble about our local tax levy, and they improve, as seems 
to them necessary from time to time, the charter of our city. Above 
all, our morals and personal habits and the manner of our observance 
of the Sabbath are their especial care. [Laughter.] 

They study with great personal attention the errors of our metrop- 
olis, and they prepare yearly new and elaborate schemes for our reforma- 
tion. They vote enthusiastic indorsements of home rule in Ireland 
and explain to us at the same time that New York is hardly fitted to 
govern itself. We recognize the truth of all the praises which have 
been bestowed on the faSmers in this debate by almost every gentleman 
who has spoken, but we will never let pass any opportunity to ask them 
to treat their city neighbors and friends more kindly. And while their 
interests in this bill are so carefully watched and protected, it is per- 
haps not unfair that one of us from the city should glance over his dis- 
trict and see if there are no people of whom we can say, as my eloquent 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] said of the farmers, that they are 
“hard-working, earnest, intelligent, frugal, and moral,“ and whose in- 
— gore. deserve some degree of consideration in connection with 
this bill. = 

The upper part of the city of New York is mainly a residence dis- 
trict. The majority of the people who live there live on fixed incomes 
paid them as salaries or wages every month, or by the proceeds of pro- 
fessionag employment in which their incomes are limited. Some of 
them are architects, artists, clergymen, elerks in banks, insurance and law 
oftices, journalists, musicians, lawyers, physicians, teachers, book-keep- 
ers, railroad employés, drivers, conductors, policemen, firemen, tele- 
graph and telephone operators, salesmen, mechanical engineers, civil 
engineers, stenographers, printers, and skilled mechanics of all sorts 
not employed in industries which have protection under the present 


In that district lives, too, an army of deserving women who earn 
their living by unprotected labor, and often that of others dependent 
upon them. There is perhaps a necessity within the course of this 
long debate that somebody should say a word for these people. The 
farmer has his eloquent advocate trained in the county and State fairs, 
who is in arms to defend every product of his ground. The workmen 
in factories and the manufacturers have their special advocates, who lie 
awake at night to study their interests and whose voices have been 
heard here every day since the beginning of this session, asking for one 
measure or another for their protection. Almost every class has had 
its advocates here, except perhaps the millionaires, whom nobody will 
own to represent, and who have no friends in this House. 

Suppose, as examples of the class of people to whom I refer in the 
city of New York, we take the policeman, who guards our houses; the 
fireman, who will risk his life for our children; the reporter and the 
printer, who spend the night in preparing our morning papers; the 
carrier, who brings it through all kinds of weather, and the locomotive 
engineer on the elevated railroad, who takes us up and down town. 
These classes of workmen have no direct protection. They are not 
overpaid, nor is their life more luxurious than it ought to be. The 
money which they draw at the end of every month is not more than 
they need, and they are often sorely pinched to buy even the taxed 
doll to fill the taxed Christmas stocking or to pay for the taxed medi- 
cine necessary for any member of the family. 

Perhaps an impartial examination may show that these people are as 
intelligent, as patriotic, and as deserving of consideration in the mat- 
ter now before the House as are the Rhode Island mill operators or the 
Kansas farmers. Their wishes and views may be even as important to 
the Republican party. If you are to get any Republican votes in New 
York City you must get them from these people, These classes gave 
you under the wise management of Arthur votes enough to keepdown 
the Democratic majority in the city so that a Republican President was 
elected by the vote of the State of New York. They gavein my dis- 
trict a Republican an election to Congress, largely because his Demo- 
cratic opponent refused to support any measure of tariff reform, and 
yoted against the consideration of the Morrison bill. 

You can hardly afford to pass these voters over in your desire to con- 
ciliate the factory operatives and the farmers, unless, indeed, you have 
decided to elect your candidate without the vote of New York State. 
I have had it explained to me that this can easily be done. It is a favor- 


ite theory apparently of the same gentlemen who have decided that 
the city workingmen who gave the most outspoken and determined 
free-trader in this country, Mr. Henry George, 68,000 votes at an elec- 
tion when we could only get 60,000 for so good a candidate as Theodore 
Roosevelt, are wild with enthusiasm for the absolute maintenance of 
the present tariff; and of those other wise leaders of the party whose 
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declared policy is to alienate the German voters who are still true to 
dhe Republican party, in order to please the Prohibitionists, who laugh 
at their concessions and have always sought and always will seek the 
downfall of that party. 

I for one am not willing to accept such theories or acknowledge such 
leadership. In the interest of the Republican party, and in the inter- 
est of common fairness, I propose to ask gentlemen on this side of the 


House to consider for a moment how the t tariff, which we have 

ised to revise, now affects the people whom I have described, and 
to consider what they pay taxes on in the general distribution of the 
customs taxes now in foree. 

They pay upon everything. Look for a moment at what they eat. 
There is a tariff duty on beef, on pork, hams and bacon, butter and 
lard, cheese, molasses, grapes, wheat flour, oats, corn meal, rye, bar- 
ley, potatoes, raisins, vinegar, honey, rice and rice meal, sugar, extract 
of meat, pickles, currants, apples, salt, and condensed milk. The list 
is substantially an inventory of the stock of the grocery store at which 
they buy. There is a duty on the coal which warms them, on their 
cooking and household utensils, on their entire clothing from their hats 
to their stockings, on the medicines given them when they are sick, 
and on the roofs over their heads. What the professional men object 
to pay is shown by a letter which I will ask to have printed as a part 
of my remarks: 

New York, May 15, 1888. 
To Hon. AsnBEL P. Frren, M. C.: 

I begto near ed fon a member interested in the revision of the tariff. My 
plea is in behalf of instruments used in scientific medicine, which is the same 
as saying that they contribute to the exact information of the profession a: 

and are without money profit to the possessor. 

I can make you understand me by citing my own case, 

For six years I have been pathologist to the New York Foundling lum, 
making post-mortem examinations for of study upon the children 
— recording the findings in J. I have contributed to the pro- 
fe stock of exact records nearly 1,500 cases. These are available for all 
time to the profession for reference. 

A complete case for purposes of study consists in a carefully-recorded clinical 
history, with post-mortem findings and microscope examination of the struct- 
ural rges in the tissues of the organs. 

Now, it is the expert work of the pathologist to make the examinations, both 
and microscopic, of the ravages of disease, and it is upon this kind of 
work that medicine is to advance to the dignity of an exact ce. 

For my microscope I sent to J: where are made the best instruments for 
my 7 At the factory it cost ; to get it out of the custom-house 40 per 
cent. more. 

Later I sent for an oil emersion lens, and paid $80 at the factory, 40 per cent. 
more at the cr use. 

Hermann Katsch, of Berlin, makes an instrument called microtome, for cut 
ting infinitely thin sections or shavings from the surface of a picce of an organ 
of body, ned in alcohol. Herr Katsch is the only man in the world 
who makes this 


the country, 
work of one such scientist that the city of New York 
must give its tude..that a certain steam-ship just developing among 
its stecrage passengers was detained at quarantine and the city escaped over- 
“yo „ Kochs 3 paid 25 duty and received anything fro 
‘or s report he per cent. y never any m 
the city or Government. 

When we look up from our laboratory tables, microscopes, microtomes, and 
alcohol—taxed to suffocation—and read in the papers of the United States Treas- 
7, filled to suffocation, we reflectathat our scientific work takes much time, 

ngs no money return, increases our outgoes, and has not even the encourage- 
ment of the Government nor laity. 


an DR. WILLIAM PERRY NORTHRUP. 

Is it unfair to ask for these people a little consideration? Grant that 
we are to have a protective tariff; must we have this particular one 
forever? 

The gentleman from Indiana [ Mr. BROWNE], whose argument against 
this bill has interested me greatly, said the other day, Human wis- 
dom has never devised statutes of taxation or methods of industrial 
development which are not subject to just criticism.“ I can not put 
in any better words my conviction that this tariff is a fair subject of 
discussion. We had lately a Republican President, under whose able 
and skillful management the Republican party was an important fac- 
tor in political affairs in New York City, and who gained for us the last 
victory which our party has had in the city of New York. Few men 
knew the people of that city of all classes as well as he did. He had 
been collector at the ps of New York and knew well the practical 
effect of the tariff, and he said in his message: 

I recommend an enlargement of the free-list so as to include within it the nu- 
merous articles which yield inconsiderable revenue, a simplification of the com- 


par and inconsistent schedule of duties upon certain manufactures, particu- 
y those of cotton, iron, and steel, and a substantial reduction of the duties 


upon those articles, and upon sugar, molasses, wool, and woolen goods. 

On such Republican doctrines as that I am satisfied to rest. On such 
Republican doctrines as that we can ask for votes in the city of New 
York from the classes I have spoken of, and we will not then be forced 
to stand and defend, before people whose monthly wages hardly suffice 
for their necessary expenses, a tariff which imposes 25 per cent. on In- 


aa boots and shoes and 10 per cent. on precious stones. [Ap- 
plause. 

The commerce of New York, where most of the customs duties are 
eollected, while it asks in vain for the money which is n toim- 
prove the water ways where $147,000,000 of our revenue is collected 
every year, pays cheerfully taxes which are used to keep up custom- 
houses where nothingis ever collected, and to carry the mails on routes 
which use np the great profits of the city offices, to build harbors in 
Texas, where a sailor who happened to be stranded would be lost and 
lonesome, to improve rapids in Tennessee which no one but the lum- 
berman ever sees, and to dredge out creeks in Georgia which the Gov- 
ernment engineers who are given charge of the work spend a month 
in trying to find. Just so the people of the city of New York, sooner 
than object in any way to the protective tariff, which they believe to 
be, if properly laid and fairly administered, for the good of the whole 
country, have paid without objection and cheerfully, on everything 
they use or touch or handle, from the beginning, these customs duties 
for the henefit of the manufacturer and his employé and the long-suf- 
fering furmer. The time has now come when a revision of the tarift 
has been promised by both parties, and when the present duties yield 
so large a revenue that its further accumulation has become admittedly 
dangerous. Is it strange that at this time and under these circumstances 
they ask that a readjustment, partially at least, in their interest, may 
take place? And is it unreasonable to ask that a tariff which puts jew- 
elry at 25 per cent. and oil-cloth for tenement-house floors at 40 per cent. 
ad valorem; which brings in silver-plated harness at 35 per cent, and 
children’s cotton stockings at 40 per cent.; under which India shawls 
of the finest quality pay 40 per cent. and common woolen shawls 86 per 
cent., should be modified? On the theory of protecting or pleasing the 
manufacturing laborer and the farmer the mass of people in my district 
in the city of New York have paid for many years, each of them, out 
of money which they can ill spare, more for their meals, their shelter, 
their clothes, and their medicines than these things ought to cost them. 

The appreciation and kindly feelings which exist towards us in re- 
turn from the most highly protected manufacturers is shown by the 
remark in this debate of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. O'NEILL, 
speaking in opposition to this bill, that New York isin a large meas- 
ure a foreign city.” It is true, of course, that New York has many 
foreign-born citizens, and among them are a large number who bear 
the name of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] All of us in this country are foreign-born or are the descend- 
ants of European immigrants. Whoever speaks deprecatingly of the 
patriotism of the citizens who came to this country by choice and not 
by accident throws thereby a doubt on the integrity of that ancestor of 
his who first took the oath of allegiance to the United States. 

I have little regard for the man who contrasts his own patriotism 
with that of his grandfather, to the disadvantage of the latter. It is 
true, too, that a visitor from Philadelphia, when he first steps into the 
busy streets of New York and sees the movement of the commerce of 
a continent, when he enters first into the life and amusement of a city 
as interesting as London and as charming as Paris, may easily feel that 
he has passed a boundary line, and is in another country than his own. 
[Laughter.] But if the gentleman meant, as he probably did, that 
New York was a foreign city in the sense of being un-American, he was 
simply as much mistaken as he would have been if he had said that 
William Penn was a native American, or that the German settlers in 
Pennsylvania, and their children, were not as good and patriotic citi- 
zens of this country as we are. 1 

Now when we ask of the manufacturers who are represented by our 
kindly critic, Mr. O’ NEILL, a fulfillment of the Republican promise to 
remedy the admitted irregularities of the tariff, they say that if we 
touch one article in the present dutiable list, if we add one article to 
the present free-list the whole protection scheme isin danger. Let me 
answer by a quotation again from General Garfield, in the debate 
on the daty on coal, on) 10, 1871, in this House: 


Iwas su ata remark of the distinguished gentleman from Michigan. 
He asserted that there isno item in the whole tariff that can stand alone on its 


try. If this remark be true it strikes a blow at the whole tariff system, 
a blow I am not willing to strike. Iam unwilling to admit that bad taxes must 
be tied to good ones and thus be kept afloat. think it unwise to continue 
this duty on coal, and I am therefore in favor of its repeal. 

That, gentlemen, was the view of the last Republican President when 
a member of this House. I quote him always with peculiar pleasure, 
for he was one of the Republican candidates who could not only excite 
great enthusiasm in his own party and among his personal friends, but 
who could get votes enough from the business people who care little 
for politics to be elected to office. It seems to me that General Gar- 
field fully answered that objection, but the highly protected manu- 
facturers have endless objections. They seem to think that they areto 
have a monopoly of objections. We must not ask for cheaper veg- 
etables in the city; the farmer objects. We must not want cheaper 
clothes; the wool-grower objects. We must not ask for cheaper car- 
pets or household utensils; the manufacturer objects. We must not 
ask for cheaper coal; the mine-owner objects. We must not claim 
cheaper sugar or rice; the planter objects. 
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Well, for one, I for my district of consumers, object to this chorus 
ofobjection. Wedo not own sheep; we can not raise tice or vegeta- 


bles or sugar; we mine no coal in the Thirteenth district of New York. 
If every interest in this country which is protected is to come hereand 
cry out at any proposed addition to the free-list or reduction of the 
tariff taxes, in the interest of the great principle of protection, we, in 
our turn, shall ask that our monthly wages and the limited incomes 
on which many of us must live shall have the protection promised us 
by both political platforms, and that not by and by, but now and in 
the Fiftieth Congress. 

We shall ask this courteously and modestly now. Ifwe are metonly 
by selfish and determined refusals the request will have to be made 
moreemphatically. Certainly weare willing to have a protective tariff, 
but we do not want an unreasonable and an unchangeable tariff. We 
want a tariff which shall protect where protection is needed, and a free- 
ae Wei shall give us the necessaries of life on terms that are at least 

ir to all. 

Gentlemen say that the tariff builds upa home market. Very good. 
In the residence district of New York City we are the home market; 
we use our monthly pay the whole year around to buy your goods. 
Now that you have an opportunity, now that you can afford it, now 
that you have promised it, be fair to your home market. Show us by 
timely and reasonable concessions that you are not entirely selfish, and 
we will, as we have heretofore, go on cheerfully paying more for every 
thing which we use than we think the goods ought to cost us. 

The answer to this seemingly reasonable demand on our side of the 
House seems to be this in substance: It is true that the tariff ought to 
be revised. The party platform promised it; the last Republican Presi- 
dent and his Secretaries advised it; the party conventions in many 
States have agreed to it; but it must be done only by the Republican 
party in a House of which that party shall have a majority. 

There are two objections to this answer: 

First. It is a postponement, an indefinite postponement of something 
which was promised four years ago, and ought to have been done be- 
fore now. Whatever hopes gentlemen may have of the future, no one 
ean say when we shall be strong enough to makeand carry through by 
Republican votes alone a revision of the tariff. If you are to read out 
of the party everybody who reminds you of your promises, or who has 
any of the old Republican habits of free speech and candid criticism, 
perbaps you may never be strong enough to control the House. Hab. 
plause.] Even if the fall elections should return a majority of Repub- 
licans, nearly a year and a half must elapse before the Fiſty-first Con- 
gress can even meet, and if a tariff debate like this should then ensue, 
certainly two years must pass before the present tariff can be changed. 
And itis morethan probable that even then the highly protected indus- 
tries would still find some new reason why action should be postponed 
for another indefinite period, and that their representatives would vote 
again as many gems of poetry and prosaic tables of figures as we have 
heard for the last two wecks to demonstrate that the slightest altera- 
tion of the sacred tariff for the relief of the people, on whom some por- 
tions of it weigh heavily, would end forever the prosperity of the coun- 


28 it is still more likely that gentlemen who are interested in the 
preservation intact of the present tariff would claim that the election 
of a Republican House was a verdict of the peopleagainst any revision 
whatsoyer. [Laughter.] 

For my part I desire to consider this question now, in the Congress 
to which I was elected partly for the purpose of consideringit. Whether 
the Fifty-first or Fifty-second or Fifty-third Congresses areto be Repub- 
lican or Democratic, what their action may be in the changed circum- 
stances under which they may meet, is something which concerns me 
at present very little. I propose to do what I can—recognizing how 
very little it is—towards fulfilling the promises of the party on this 
subject now, when I have an opportunity. [Ap 

Second. It is an unpatriotic answer to the reasonable demand that our 
promises to reform the tariff be fulfilled to say thatas a condition prece- 
dent we must first have a success of our own party. If the revision is 
right, if it is in the interest of the business and development of the 
country, as our conventions and our leading statesmen have said it was, 
I for one am willing to make it, whether there is any political capital 
in it or not. 

It is a business question more than a political question, and it isa 
business question on which we are committed. 

If a revision of the tariff is necessary, it seems to me to be as absurd 
to vote against it on party grounds as it would be to oppose the ad- 
mittedly necessary appropriations for the Government because they are 
preis in a Democratic committee and proposed to a Democratic 

ouse. 

Tam one of those who were disappointed that we have as yet before 
us no Republican bill to reform the tariff. I do not forget the excel- 
lent bill putting coal, sugar, molasses, rice, wool, and some raw ma- 
terials on the free-list, introduced by my Republican friend from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON], whose 43,000 votes at the last election demon- 
strate what a hold on his people his fidelity to their interests has given 
him. I admired his speech and I would gladly vote for his bill. But 
I mean that I had hoped that before this we would have had submitted 


to us a bill put forward by authority, framed by gentlemen whose 
length of service and great ability fitted them for such a task, a billin 
regard to which all of us would have been consulted, in which our 
varying views could have been compromised, a bill in which all of us 
would have yielded something to reach a common agreement, 

For such a bill, framed by such high authority, perfected by such 
consultation, and giving to the people of our city some of the benefits 
to which we think they are enti even if itdid not give us all which 
we could desire, I would have given my support most heartly. In- 
stead of such a bill, those of us who think that the reform of the tariff 
is a business question, and who are committed to its support, are given 
so far only an eloquent denunciation of the manner in which this bill 
under consideration was made. For myself, I do not know that I 
care particularly how it was made or who made it, If the gentle- 
men who denounce its authors and the place whereit was constracted 
will prepare, in a manner in their judgment more suitable for the pur- 
pose, a better bill than this one, I shall certainly be glad to give my 
support to their measure in preference to any other. But if I am 
asked to oppose this bill, not so much on account of its contents as on 
account of its history, I must decline to doso, even if I stand alone on 
this side of the House. 

The history of the bill before it came before us is as immaterial to 
me as was the political history of the voters who sent me here before 
their appearance at the polis. I did not decline their suffrages on ac- 
count of their antecedents, and if 6,500 of them could afford to forget 
their Democracy and give that district to a Republican I can in my 
turn forget the origin of this bill in the consideration of the question 
whether it is in the interest of my district and in the line of what I 
claimed in the canvass to be the belief of my party and my own belief. 
There is something better than Republicanism or Democracy, and that 
is common honesty. I have insisted, over and over for years in my 
district, that the Republican party was committed to tariff reform. I 
have attacked, in the canvass, my Democratic opponent for doing ex- 
actly that which gentlemen here propose that the Republican party 
should do. If the gentlemen in of the party interests on this 
floor propose to abandon the position which I and others have defended 
and insisted upon, it is not for me to criticise their wisdom; but I can 
not ize their authority to make me give up the convictions which 
were good Republican doctrine when I adopted them and to break 
promises which I feel bound in honor to fulfill. 

I can not as yet know in what shape this bill will come before us for 
final action. I believe that it should be amended in many particulars 
before it is passed, and I have submitted and shall submit some amend- 
ments which seem to me necessary. I can notas yet know whether 
or not a Republican substitute will be offered, or if there be one what 
it will cover. This much, however, I know now, that whenever I have 
an opportunity to vote for any measure which seems to offer the relief 
which I believe my people are entitled to have, and which I have my- 
self for years insisted should be given them, I shall not fail to vote in 
their interest and for my own convictions, without regard to the conse- 
quences of my vote to myself. [Applause.] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, I yield one minute to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, when I requested the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] to permit me to interrupt him my 
object was to make a statement which would have relieved him very 
greatly from seeming, if not intentional, misrepresentation of a fact to 
which his statement related. I wanted to say to him, and I now avail 
myself of the courtesy of the gentleman from Michigan to make the 
statement, that he who undertakes to make a comparison of figures 
between 1867 and 1861 as to the sheep flocks of Ohio and then under- 
takes to apply those figures to a solution of the effect of the tariff re- 
vision gf het upon that industry errs very greatly in the force of his 


Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, ALLEN, of Michigan. I yield the gentleman another minute. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The tariff of 1867 found the sheep flocks of 
Ohio of a character not fitted for the production of wool; they were 
killed and sold in various ways. As rapidly as new grades of sheep 
could be imported and bred the flocks of sheep grew up in Ohio, and 
steadily improved in numbers until 1883. I have included in the 
speech which I had the honor to make a table showing the exact num- 
ber of sheep in Ohio, the steady growth of the flocks up to 1884, and 
their steady diminution from 1884 to the present time. I place these 
statements as matters of fact against the mere flippant declaration or 
the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

[Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, withholds his remarks for revision. See 
APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. DALZELL. I had no intention to take any part in this discus- 
sion. My name is not on the Speaker’s list, and I have the floor now 
only by the courtesy of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Ryan], who 
yielded to me a portion of his time. 

I do not rise to make a speech in defense of the protective system, 
but to correct some gross misstatements of fact that have been made 
on the floor of this House in respect to certain of the industries of my 


district, to expose in their true light the illogical, inconsequential, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


basurd conclusions sought to be drawn from those misstatements, and 
to resent impertinent intrusion into the private affairs of certain of 
my constitaents and misrepresentations in respect thereto. 

I find the text for the few remarks that I propose to make in the very 
extraordinary screed read on the floor of this House on Friday last by 
the gentleman who represents the Erie district of Pennsylvania. I 
call it extraordinary because, for one reason, the gentleman saw fit 
therein to class himself with statesmen, and at the same time to char- 
acterize as a demagogue with his mouth full of catch-words,’’ and 
“a Bourbon,“ every member of that very large and very respectable 
class that does not believe that political economy is an exact science, or 
that the gentleman from Erie is a statesman. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

¥ shall not stop to discuss his claims to that lofty title nor to explore 
with a precision which might prove distasteful so as exactly to locate 
a demagogue with his mouth full of catch-words.““ The American 
people may very safely be left to pass judgment on that question, and 

istory generally manages to locate public men in their proper places 
without the use of such men’s own yard-sticks. 

Nor shall I stop to discuss the learned propositions of constitutional 
law to which the gentleman holds. I prefer not to measure swords 
with him in that arena. With respect to the constitutional right to 
levy a protective tariff I am a Bourbon to the extent that the origin of 
the Constitution, the practice of the Republic for a hundred years, the 
opinions of the fathers, and the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States are amply satisfying to my conservative mind. 

But I would like to know who it was that told the gentleman that 
Thomas Jefferson ever said any such thing as he puts into his mouth 
as having been said in answer to Alexander Hamilton when, as the 
gentleman states, Hamilton and Washington were engaged in build- 
ing up a business aristocracy as an important part of a projected gov- 
ernment of corruption and splendor.” I say to the gentleman that 
whoever gave him the information played on his credulity; that Thomas 
Jefferson, in his sixth annual message to Congress, in 1806, discussing 
the question of asurplus, put the pertinent inquiry, Shall we suppress 
the impost and give the advantage to foreign over domestic manufact- 
ures? And I would be further pleased to be advised in what edition 
of American history the gentleman found it recorded that the Presiden- 
tial campaign of 1800 was fought on the issue of protective tariff and 
settled on the gentleman’s side“ by the American people in favor of 
Thomas Jefferson and the Constitution.“ I fear that somebody again 
has been playing on his credulity. [Laughteron the Republicanside. ] 

But when the gentleman leaves those departments of statesmanship 
which involve history and philosophy and quotation and gets down to 
a description of the present bill, I do not find so much fault with him. 

I find that the bill has been framed in the interest of the whole people, and 
for two purposes. 

A MEMBER. Who says that? 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam reading from the speech of the gentleman 
from the Erie district. 


First, tostay the mounting surplus in the Treasury, and, second, to relieve 
the overburdened industries of the country from excessive taxation, the pro- 
ceeds of which do not pass into the Treasury, but go directly to the support of 
grasping monopolies, which are for the most part combined in utterly inde- 
fensible and atrociously oppressive trusts, 


We shall find a little later on that the statesman from Erie is the 
inveterate and unrelenting foe of monopolies and the enthusiastic 
champion of the wage-worker and of the rights of labor. [Laughter. ] 
Now, the method by which this twofold benign purpose is to be accom- 
plished is also twofold. Our industries are to be relieved and our labor 
interests advanced by throwing open to the world our markets with 
respect to certain things to be put upon the free-list, and the revenue 
is to be decreased by lowering the import duties 7.7 per cent.; so that 
the imports that are now kept out by the present tariff may come in 
in an ever-increasin, m under the new. I do not believe that I 
need discuss that part of the gentleman’s position, because I am again 
Bourbon enough to believe that history repeats itself; and as all ex- 
perience in the past discloses that lower import duties mean increased 
revenue, so I believe that all experience in the future will disclose the 
same thing. 

But I come down now to that in which I am particularly interested, 
and which in all probability prompted my appearance on the floor to- 
day. The statesman from Erie asserts that the proposition that pro- 
tection gives a home market to the farmer is, to use his elegant lan- 
guage, a fallacy and a fraud,” and he illustrates his position by 
supposing a case, namely, that of a farmer in the neighborhood of the 
Edgar Thomson Steel Works, at Braddock, in my district, and this, as 
I say, is the point at which I begin to have some interest. As I have 
lived within sight of Braddock Field for nearly twenty years, and in 
sight of the Edgar Thomson Steel Works ever since they were erected, 
I may be permitted to say that the illustration of the gentleman con- 
tains not a line or a letter consistent with truth. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

The fact is that he could by no possibility have selected an illustra- 
tion which would more thoroughly and effectuaily refute his theory. 
Industrious farmers near the Edgar Thomson Steel Works have been 


affected as farmers always have been, are now, and always will be, by 
the planting of a manufacturing establishment in their midst. 

They are no longer obliged to raise wheat or to come into competi- 
tion with Mark Lane, London. The teeming population of the steel- 
works furnishes to them a market, and a market such as they never 
had before, and for products that they could never sell before—for all 
sorts of garden truck, vegetables, milk, butter, and all that sort of thing. 
If the statesman from Erie did not know that, he was grossly ignorant; 
if he was not grossly ignorant, his is a bad case of moral strabismus, 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] 

But when he pursues his illustration further, to the extent of pietur- 
ing the farmer, discouraged but not disheartened, struggling to pay 
off the mortgage upon his farm which cost him $100 an acre, the ridic- 
ulousness of his illustration becomes sublimely grotesque. The men 
who bought their farms in the neighborhood of Braddock for $100 an 
acre have long since sold them at $2,000 an acre. The statesman from 
Erie [laughter], if he wanted to buy an acre there, would find it dif- 
ficult to buy one anywhere within miles of the Edgar Thomson Steel 
Works, on the banks of the Monongahela River, or in the valley of 
Turtle Creek, for $2,000 an acre. 

But, to pursue the gentleman’s illustration, my heart fairly bled for 
this industrious farmer (who must have been a neighbor of mine) when 
he found himself obliged to pay 3.3 cents a pound for a steel beam. 
[Laughter.] What the farmer wanted the steel beam for the states- 
man from Erie did not explain. [Renewed laughter.] But, thinking 
it over, I consoled myself with the idea that he probably did not want 
many pounds and that possibly he had something left ont of the 
$2,000 that he got for the last acre that he sold. 

The fact is, Mr. Chairman, that the erection of the Edgar Thomson 
Steel Works has changed Braddock from a straggling village into a 
busy town, filled with an intelligent, industrious, cheerful, and pros- 
perous population; a town wherein there are two national banks, hand- 
some stores, paved streets, an opera house, and a public library founded 
by the munificence of Mr. Andrew Carnegie. 

Mr. SCOTT. Out of proceeds plundered from the American peo- 
ple [applause on the Democratic side]; contributed as a part of tho 
plunder to secure the $500,000 that he admitted to me he had put in 
his pocket in one year. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I had no idea that I had hurt the 
gentleman half so badly thus far. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
I hope he will try to keep his temper. 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwill answer you if the House will give me the time. 

Mr. DALZELL. But the misapprehension of the statesman from 
Erie as to what he was talking about when he made use of this illus- 
tration is mild as compared with his delusion when he talks about the 
profits of the steel company and the percentage of wages paid to their 
employés. It is just at this point (and the gentleman has only this 
moment illustrated it) that his moral strabismus becomes actually piti- 
able. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

In estimating the cost of manufacture, and therefore the manufact- 
urer’s profit, the statesman from Erie ignores altogether $20,000,000 of 
invested capital. [Laughter.] He omits any allowance for deprecia- 
tion of plant, for insurance, for taxes, for repairs, for transportation, 
for commissions. He allows nothing even for the cost of fuel to fur- 
nish the steam power, and he omits, according to his own confession, 
the cost of spiegeleisen, an element necessary to be used in the manu- 
facture of steel rails. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will it interrupt the gentleman if I ask him 
a question ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I am not dealing now with anybody but 
the statesman from Erie; the statesman from Ohio may come further 
along. [Laughter.] 

It must therefore be absolutely and mathematically true that the 
figures he gives as to cost and profitsare deceptiveand unreliable. To 
suit his own purposes he further puts a fancy figure upon steel rails, 
namely $37.50, when the report of his own committee, which he signs, 
puts it at $31.50. 

Mr. SCOTT. Here are your own figures on the price of steel rails. 

Mr. DALZELL. I do hope the gentleman will keep his temper. 
[Laughter.] Add now to the cost of a ton of steel rails at $26.79, the 
gentleman’s own figures, the omitted items of cost, and take $6 off his 
selling price, and then, having solved that problem, define for me the 
difference between a statesman and a demagogue. [Laughter andap- 
plause on the Republican side.] His fi as to the percentage of 
wages to the cost of production are even wilder, if that were possible, 
than those he has already given us. He seems to assume that Besse- 
mer pig-iron grows on the trees at the Edgar Thomson farnace, and 
even then he does not allow anything for the labor of picking it. 
(Laughter. ] > 

All the ñgures that relate to labor, beginning with the ore in the 
mine, its loading and unloading; with the coal in the hills, its mining, 
its carriage to the coke oven, its transformation into coke, its transpor- 
tation to the place of consumption—all the various figures that go to 
make a ton of Bessemer steel represent very little more than labor, are 
suppressed; and the absurd conclusion is announced that the percent- 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4281 


age of labor to the selling price is 10.9 per cent. Why, the first figure 
in his calculation is $18 for a ton of Bessemer pig; and he knows—I 
think he knows—that of the $18, $16.50 represent labor; and he de- 
liberately left that out in his calculation when heread hisscreed in the 
House. ` 

Mr. SCOTT. There is a duty of $6.72 a ton on pig-iron and $17 on 
steel rails. Does the gentleman forget that? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not. 

Mr, SCOTT. Then he is misstating and misrepresenting the facts. 
Recollect that there is a duty of $6.72 a ton on pig-iron and $17 on 
steel rails, making $23.72. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yet the statesman from Erie, when he comes to 
boasting, contradicts himself, He tells us that from his practical ex- 
perience of a third of a century in coal-mines, labor there gets 70 to 85 
per cent. of the selling price of the product. I suppose that must have 
been coal not mined to be made into coke or to go to steel works. 
With respect to his figures representing wages of coal-miners, which 
you will find in his speech in the RECORD, I was told to-day by an in- 
telligent and competent miner that if any such wages were ever paid 
they were exceptional. 5 

I hope the gentleman is listening to me now, because I affirm that if 
those wages ever were paid, they were paid at Scott Haven, in Pennsyl- 
vania, in store orders upon a truck store, keptin violation of the laws 
of Pennsylvania, by means of which the employer is enabled to rob his 
employés. ; 

The gentleman’s figures as to the stcel beams are just as inaccurate 
as his other figures, for the reason that he starts to get the final result 
with the steel-rail figures as a premise, and of course the result must be 
as incorrect as the premise. 2 l 

Now, that is about all that the gentleman said with respect to this 

i industry in my immediate neighborhood, and having dem- 
onstrated that with respect to this industry his figures are wrong, I 
have accomplished my purpose in rising, and I do not care to pursue 
him further. pie 

With respect to every other subject that he touched upon, it will be 
found on examination that his methods were the same; and he even 
resorts to the flimsy business of disproving the plain conceded facts of 
history by the percentage method, by which I mean, of course, the 
method which ignores the fact that a given sum is a larger percentage 
of a small sum than it is ofa larger one. [Laughter.] 

But I must not leave my colleague simply with words of criticism. 
I have words of praise forhim, too. My heart bounded as I heard him 
roll off from his screed words of denunciation of ‘‘ monopolies” and 
“base and indefensible trusts.” I congratulate him upon becoming 
the champion of labor; but I congratulate more the great army of labor 
in this country upon the accession to its ranks of the statesman from 
Erie. I cry a threatening warning to the hosts of monopoly“ and of 
t‘ pernicious and indefensible trusts’’ that their destroyer is in the field. 
What labor has gained and monopoly lost by the conversion of the 
statesman from Erie it would be difficult for any one not living, as Ido, 
in Western Pennsylvania adequately to appreciate. 

Turn for a moment, if you will, to the autobiography of the states- 
man of Erie as contained in the Congressional Directory. [Laughter. ] 
I read: 


Engaged, in 1850, in the coaland shipping business, owning and running sey- 
eral vessels on the Lakes; su uently became largely interested in the manu- 
8 feat aes and the mining of coal, as well as in the construction and opera- 
tion of rai ¥ 


(Laughter. ] 

I beg your attention to this— 
either as president or director of various lines aggregatin over 22,000 miles 
of completed road, the greatest number of miles of railroad, probably, which 
any one individual was ever an officer or director of. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Think of that for'a labor champion [renewed laughter] and for an 
opponent of monopolies and indefensible trusts? There will be much 
joy among the miners of Scott Haven; there will be tears of gratitude 
on many a blanched cheek; the light of hope in many a lack-luster eye; 
a benediction and the sweet incense of thanksgiving from humble 
hearthstones in the poverty-stricken huts of Scott Haven, when the 
news shall arrive that the statesman of Erie is no longer their oppressor, 
but has become their champion and friend. [Laughter and applause. } 

Think of the consternation in the strongholds of monopoly and 
amongst the naughty partners in indefensible trusts! 

Ifsit were given me, Mr. Chairman, to advise the historian of the 
fature, I would have him choose for his most dramatic page the states- 
man of Erie, when like some medieval knight clad in armor, with 
visor down and lance apoise, his pennon flying, its motto, Death to 
monopoly,“ he rides down the cheering line of admiring labor, full tilt 
in his conquering career of glory. [Laughter and 3 

But here, Mr. Chairman, I would leaye him with only a word of 


friendly advice, for which I charge him nothing. It is not statesman- 
like to discuss the private affairs of your neighbors behind their backs. 
Besides, this House and the country are no more interested in the 
question whether Mr. Andrew Carnegie has a summer castle amid the 
hills of his native Scotland than they are in the question whether the 
statesman of Erie has a $5,000 clerk and a $10,000 cook. [Great laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, yesterday evening I received a letter 
by special m from the member from Pennsylvania who has just 
taken his seat, as follows: 


Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, May 15, 1888. 


DEAR SIR: Some time during the session to-morrow, probably in the after- 
noon, I propose to make some observations with respect to your speech of Fri- 
day last. I think you will probably be interested, and hope you may be pres- 
ent. 

Yours, truly, 
JOHN DALZELL, 

Hon. W. L. Scorr. à 

A letter so courteous, Mr. Chairman, could not but receive that con- 
sideration to which it seemed to be entitled. I have therefore, sir, 
remained here all day waiting until the member from Pennsylvania 
might have an opportunity to explain to this House and the country 
wherein, as has been whispered about, I was mistaken in the facts pre- 
sented in my speech of Friday last. Sir, I expected the gentleman, as 
the special representative of the trust interests of this country, to come 
here prepared at least to say something in rebuttal of the facts I have 
presented. With those interests, representing $20,000,000, at his back 
to supply him with the data necessary to refute my statements, with five 
days to prepare a carefully written speech which he has just delivered, 
with time unlimited in which to deliver it, I have waited here until 
this late hour expecting to hear the statements I have made contro- 
verted, or at least denied. But, sir, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
confines himself to the subject only in a criticism of my historical 
allusionsand ridiculing my illustration of the Braddock farmer. There 
he stops and devotes the remainder of his speech to a personal vilifica- 
tion of myself. 

Mr. DALZELL rose. i 

Mr. SCOTT. Iask the gentleman from Pennsylvania whether he 
has ever heard of the case of the Thomson estate ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Against whom? 

Mr. SCOTT. Against the Pennsylvania Steel Company. I propose 
to state here facts brought up in a court of justice and which can not 
be disputed. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh! I know all about that case. 

Mr. SCOTT. I paid very cose attention to what the gentleman 
said, 

Mr. DALZELL. Iam giving you attention. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will ask the Clerk simply to read what I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the auditing of th t of the trustees of the estate of Ed, 
the decedent, the Sollowing tacts Appeared g 8 se are Perera 

The testator at his death owned one thousand shares of stock of the Pennsyl- 
vania Steel Company, This company being in need of funds, the stock at the 
time having been somewhat depressed, sold to the Pennsylvania Railway Com- 
pany six thousand shares, and used the proceeds to improve its plantand carry 
on a larger business, which proved very remunerative, and in 8 1881. 
the directors of the Pennsylvania Stee! Company authorized their president to 
repurchase of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company five thousand res at $265 
a share; which was accordingly done and duly paid for. At the purchase it was 
stipulated that the Pennsylvania Steel Company should — — offer to 
its shareholders to take their pro rata proportion of these five thousand shares 
at par, and that the Pennsylvania Railroad Company should also take and pay 
for the shares which might be allotted to it on the remaining one thousand 
shares which had not been resold to the Pennsylvania Steel Company. 

On the same day a communication marked “ confidential” was sent to each 
stockholder of the Pennsylvania Steel Company, citing the facts and offering to 
apportion these shares pro rata and at par among the stockholders of the com- 
peony. The rite for fractional shares was fixed at $200 a share, At the time 
of this purchase the undivided profits of the Pennsylvania Steel Company 
amounted to $3,236,423.51. The net cost to the company of the purchase was 
$825,000, leaving a surplus of profits which amounted to $2,461,423.51. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, in my remarks of Friday last I only 
referred to one steel works in our State in connection with their enor- 
mous profits under the protective system, and I have merely had read 
the case which I sent to the Clerk’s desk as corroborative evidence of 
what I stated in connection with the Edgar Thomson Steel Works 
and their profits, and which the gentleman in his remarks has not at- 
tempted to refute. The Pennsylvania Steel Company, with a capital 
stock of $2,000,000, I think, after the payment of dividends, had 
surplus earnings amounting to $3,286,423.51, and these large accumu- 
lated profits were earned during a period when the iron and steel in- 
dustries of this country could hardly becalled in their most prosperous 
condition. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the member from Pennsylvania appears here as 
the special attorney of the proprietors of the Edgar Thomson Steel 
Works and their interests, and he has not had one word to say on be- 
half of the wage-workers employed in that industry. 

Will the member from Pennsylvania rise in his seat and say that he 
believes Carnegie & Co., in forcing their men by Pinkerton’s detectives 
to go back at 10 per cent. reduction on their wages, considering their 
enormous profits, can be justified? Does he justify it? . 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you want me to answer the question ? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, I want you to answer it. 

Mr. DALZELL. There are two answers. The first is that you are 
trying to divert this House from the subject that I discussed, and which 
I would like you to meet. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Oh, answer the question. Do not try to evade it. 

Mr. DALZELL. And this is the second, that the statement that 
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the Edgar Thomson people compelled their employés to go back by 
detectives is untrue in fact. 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not state that, but I stated that they covered 
their works with Pinkerton detectives and then hired foreign labor to 
come there and drive their men out. And you are standing here to-day 
professing to represent an enlightened constituency, and yet advocate 
the man who would be guilty of such an act as that. [Renewed ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. DALZELL rose. 

Mr. SCOTT. No; just let me proceed now. 

Mr. DALZELL. Butdo you not want me to answer your question? 

Mr. SCOTT. Isay tothe gentleman that he has mistaken his calling. 
Mr. DALZELL. That may be; but do you not want me to reply? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do; butI have but five minutes left, [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Then you ought not to ask any questions. 

Mr. BRUMM. We will give an extension of your time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the statesman from Erie allow a question 
right at this point? 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; you are a general interrupter, and I will not 
yield to your questions. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
sid 


e. 

ar SCOTT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I admire the patriotism of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania in the interest of those he represents. 
But I would like to know how many days’ labor he ever furnished to 
the wage-worker of this country. I would like to know when the 
week came around how many men have ever been on his pay- 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, Iam notamillionaire, and do not pretend to 
be. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
` Mr. SCOTT. Oh, you are not. You have had the opportunity of 
being a millionaire, but you have not had the brains to get there. 
[Derisive laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. DALZ. Oh, no, I had not the opportunity. 

Mr. SCOTT. Itis just such gentlemen as the member from Penn- 
sylvania whom the Constitution and the laws of this country are in- 
tended to protect and whom we are all endeavoring to protect to enable 
all, whatever their abilities may be, to get an honest living. 

Mr. DALZ ELI. Oh, I can take care of myself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has not denied, or 
at least he has not submitted any figures or facts denying, the state- 
ment I made that $4.09 was the total amount that labor received in 
the production of a ton of steel rails. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I can prove right here that what yon state is not true. 

Mr. DALZELL, Now will the statesman from Erie allow me just 
a minute? 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir. Here is a contract under seal, as awarded by 
the board of arbitration between the Edgar Thomson Steel Works and 
their employés, specifying the number of men employed, the work they 
were to do, and the percentage each man was to get. I will further 
state to the gentleman that if he can induce his principals to open up 
their books, if he will get up on this floor and offer a resolution ap- 
pointing a select committee to go to the Edgar Thomson Steel Works 
and ascertain from them what they pay for their labor or what it costs 
to produce a ton of steel rails, I will open every book I have, every 
balance-sheet I have. I will take them up to Scott Haven and com- 
pare the wage-workers of Scott Haven with those of the industries which 
the gentleman here is pleading for, and I will abide by the report of 
that committee, and a majority of it may be géntlemen on the other 
side if they are only honest and square men. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman include, also, his anthracite 
miners? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, the anthracite miners, too. 

Mr. Chairman, Ihad hoped that a question so important as this to the 
whole country could have been discussed on this floor without personal 
attacks upon any gentleman. I made no personai charges against the 

prietors of the Thomson Steel Works. I merely stated facts 
ee with t industry as shown by their contracts, and I 
merely stated what the senior member of that firm had admitted to me 
in the Committee on Ways and Means, that he had drawn this amount 
ofmoney which I stated he had drawn, namely, $1,500,000 in one year 
as his share of the profits, and I made certain illustrations in connec- 
tion with it. But it appeared to have stuck in the heart of the gentle- 
man who has just preceded me, and in answer to my facts he comes here 
and makes a personal attack upon me. I can say to him, sir, that I 
mind it no more than I would the barking of a dog in the street. [Ap- 
paoa on the Democratie sido and derisive laughter on the Republican 


e.] 

1 will stand upon my record at home and with my people. And if 
I have ever been the oppressor of labor, if I have ever ejected a man 
from his home, if I have ever endeavored in my life, although I have 
been, I may say, a large employer of labor, to put one Jaborer in the 
place of another, or to force one man in the place of another; if I have 
employed a detective—not a Pinkerton detective, merely, but any other 
kind of a detective—to come and protect my property or to protect it 
against the men that are working for me, or have worked for me, I, 
sir, will resign my seat and leave this Hall the day it is proved. 


Mr. BRUMM. Does the gentleman not contribute to pay the coal 
and iron police? 

Mr. SCOTT. I never so contributed. I know you made a statement 
on this floor that I had employed Pinkerton’s detectives, which is false, 

Mr. BRUMM. And I will prove it. - 

Mr. SCOTT. I will make you prove it. Iam going to bring you be- 
fore the bar of this House and make you prove that charge. 

Mr. BRUMM. All right; I will be there. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman’s argument in to 
my employing a $10,000 cook has the same foundation for truth that 
some of his other statements have; and if such were the fact, sir, I 
could only compare the wages paid my cook with the wages paid by 
his clients at the Edgar Thomson Steel Works. As to the salaries paid 
my secretaries, or at least those who assist me in my business, if he 
refers to the men in my employ, I can tell him that there are a good 
many of them who get more than $5,000 a year. 

Now, I have nothing more to say. I have been identified with the 
laborers of this country all my life; I have worked and toiled with 
them; and when I start out to rob anybody or to get anybody’s money 
pma not be the money of the wage-worker of this country. [Ap- 

use, 
_ The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House the committee will now 
rise. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having tu 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had 
We consideration the bil? H. R. 9051, had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5.30 p. m. having arrived 
the House, pursuant to order, stands in recess until 8 o’clock this 
evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o' clock p. m. 
The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro 
tempore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 
SperaKkenr’s ROON, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1888, 
I hereby designate Hon, Bexrox MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
at this evening's session. 
JOHN d. CARLISLE, Speaker, 


Hon, Jonx B, CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for ie further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read, : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify ihe laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue. 

Mr. WICKHAM. Mr. Chairman, we are en, in discussing no 
matter of ordinary legislation. The bill under debate touches upon 
subjects that affect every hearth-stone in the land. It will reach, if 

„ With its invisible hand into the parlor of the rich, and fail not 
to affect the cabin of the poor. It will not only touch these extremes, 
by its direct action, but also reach them by its equally as certain in- 
direct effect. It will come home not to one class alone, but to all classes 
and conditions. : 

Well may I say, then, that it is no ordinary subject of legislation. 
It will determine, ifadopted, the manner in which, the extent to which, 
and effect with which, all the vast revenues necessary to support the 
immense machinery of our Government shall be drawn into the Treas- 
ury. 

A piece of legislation, having for its end and aim such results, de- 
mands our best endeavor and our most patient consideration, and the 
exercise of our highest patriotism. We may not, each for himself, 
consider alone the wants and interests of our respective localities, but 
it becomes our duty to take a broad and comprehensive view pf the 
whole country, with the intent and purpose to do that which will re- 
dound most to the welfare of all the people. 

If we honestly approach this discussion in this spirit, with our gaze 
fixed steadily and unswervingly upon this polar sta which should 
guide all our actions, we can not fail to do that which will commend 
itself to our conscience and hetter judgment, and resul in benefits, far 
reaching and permanent, to all classes and conditions—the high and 
the low, the rich and the poor—the only legitimate and just object of 
all general legislation. 


We have, and for many years have had, a protective system of reve- 
nue collection. It is not perhaps in some of its details without imper- 
fections and defects. but it was designed to have and has had the effect 
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of protecting our industries against the competition of foreign indus- 
tries of like kinds. a 

It is in the main a system that sprang into existence through the 
necessity for a large revenue growing out of the war of the rebellion, 
and it has been continued with some modifications through the neces- 
sity of large revenue, growing out of the results of the war. 

War is a curse taken in every view, but in some of the aspects of 
our late war it was not an unmixed evil. It not only destroyed the 
worst system of human bondage that ever existed among men; it not 
only resulted in a restored Union of the States, more firmly cemented 
than before, but it caused to be demonstrated, in keeping with what 
protectionists have always contended, that a protective tariff would not 
only bring prosperity to industries already begun, but would encour- 
age and stimulate the establishment and prosperity of new ones in the 
Jand; that such a tariff would not only stimulate and develop manu- 
factures, strictly so-called, but would also protect labor engaged in all 
other departments as well—in mining, agriculture, stock-raising, wool- 
growing, and common day labor; that it would drive the blood of 
prosperity into every artery of the commercial and industrial body; 
that while it would not decrease the estates of the rich, it would im- 
mensely enhance the material prosperity and comfort of the great mid- 
dling and poorer classes; that from a country comparatively poor and 
undeveloped it would in less than a quarter of a century develop a 
mighty empire of prosperous people, and that, too, notwithstanding 
during the same period a relentless civil war of four years’ duration 
wiped out of existence labor and property to the extent of $5,000,000,- 
000, and destroyed or greatly impaired the energies and producing 

wer of a million of men, equal at least to twenty million years’ 

bor of a strong man; that it would, from a time when the middling 
class lived in a comparative deprivation of many of the necessaries, 
bring us to a time when the poor would be living in good houses, well 
furnished, be wearing good clothing and enjoying many other comforts 
and even luxuries. 

Before the enactment of the tariffs of 1861 and 1867 it is within the 
memory of very many upon this floor that the homes of the mechanics, 
laborers, and farmers of our country contained only the barest neces- 
saries; that upon their floors were found no carpets, in their best 
rooms’? no musical instruments, upon their walls no decorations of 
art; that their means of transportation, for the most part, consisted of 
the ox-cart or lumber wagon; while to-day, after twenty-five years of a 
protective system, upon their floors are found the finest products of the 
loom, in their parlors are heard the sweet tones of the piano, their 
walls are covered with exquisite designs in paper or fresco and hung 
with the productions of the artist, while the owners ride to their devo- 
tions or on their pleasure in carriages which in days before the war 
were rarely used by the rich. 

These results of a protective system, an enumeration of which might 
be greatly enlarged, were, long before the beginning of the tariff system 
that made them possible, even from the beginning of our government, 
foretold and promised by our wisest and most patriotic statesmen. 
What their clear and prophetic vision saw our day has realized. 

Yea, more; the establishment of the Union of these States grew out of 
a necessity felt by the people of the colonies for protection against the 
importation of foreign-made goods and the consequent destruction of 
our own manufactures. 

During the period between the Revolutionary war and the adoption 
of the Constitution, a period of six years, the distress and depression and 
gloom that had settled upon the people as a result of the absolutely free 
foreign trade under which they were living, which had resuited in the 
destruction of the manufactures of the land and the drainage of all the 
specie from the country, drove our fathers to the plan of the formation 
of a more perfect union,“ as a measure by which to secure protection 
against England, who had become tenfold more formidable by reason 
of the importations of the products of her factories, in competition with 
ours, than she had been during the war on the battle-field. 

I know that upon this floor, during this debate, the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] has contended that there is no warrant in 
the Constitution for the passage of laws designed to protect labor. He 
asks, with great emphasis: But what right have you to protect labor?“ 
Mr. Chairman, at the time of the adoption of the Constitution, and 
before the Revolution, there was a well-defined and accepted distinc- 
tion between the two powers of levying taxes to raise revenue“ and 
‘laying duties for the regulation of commerce.” The right to regu- 
late commerce by the laying of duties was never denied to the mother 
country by the colonies, but the right to levy taxes for revenue was 
denied, because the colonies were without representation. 

As early as 1766 Benjamin Franklin, in his famous examination be- 
fore the House of Commons, recognized the distinction. The questions 
and his answers were as follows: 

Q. What will be the opinion of the Americans on these resolutions? [Aszert- 
ing the right of Great Britain to tax America.] 

A. They will think them unconstitutional and unjust. 

Was it an opinion in America before 1763 that the Parliament had noright 
to lay taxes and duties there? 


A. I never heard any objections to the right of laying duties to regulate com- 
ee a right to lay internal-revenue taxes was never thought to bein Par- 
en! 


Q. On what do you found your opinion that the people of America make any 
such distinction ? 

A. I know that whenever the subject has occurred in conversation it has ap- 
peared the opinion of every one that we could not be taxed a Parliament 
when we were not represented. But the payment of duties laid as regulations 
of commerce was never disputed. 

In the same year Lord Chatham, in the House of Commons, in his 
celebrated speech on the right of taxing America, recognized the 
distinction when he said: 

If the gentleman does not understand the difference between external and in- 
ternal taxes I can not help it. There is a plain distinction between taxes laid 
for the purpose of raising revenue and duties im for the regulation of 
trade for the accommodation of the subject, altho in the consequences some 
revenue may incidentally arise from the latter. 

On the same occasion he further said: i 

The commons of America, represented in their general assemblies, have eyer 
been in possession of this constitutional right of giving and granting their own 
money. They would have been slaves if they had not enjoyed it! At the same 
time this kingdom, as the supreme governing and legislative power, always 
bound the colonies by her laws, by her regulations and restrictions in trade, in 
navigation, in manufactures, in everything except that of taking their money 
out of their pockets without their consent. 

In the House of Lords, in 1775, we find Lord Chatham using the fol- 
lowing language: 

Let this distinction, then, remain forever ascertained—taxation is theirs, com- 
mercial tion is ours. As an American, I would recognize to England her 
supreme right of regulating commerce and navigation; as an Englishman by 
birth and principle, I recognize to the Americans their supreme, unalienable 
right in their property—a right which they are justified in the defense of to the 
last extremity. 

Among the earliest proceedings of the Congress of Independence, 
recorded in its Journals October 14, 1774, may be found the following 
unanimous declaration with reference to the colonies: 

They are entitled to a free and exclusive power of legislation in their several 
provincial } tures, where their right of representation can alone be pre- 
served, in all cases of taxation and internal policy, subjett only to the negative 
of the sovereign, in such manner as has been heretofore used and accustomed ; 
but from the necessity of the case, and in regard to the mutual interests of 
both countries, we cheerfully consent to the operation of such acts of the British 
Parliament as are bona fide restrained to the regulation of our external com- 
merce, for the purpose of securing the commercial advantages of the whole 
empire to the mother country, and the commercial benefits of the ive 
members, excluding every idea of taxation, external or internal, for a 
revenue on the subjects in America without their consent. 


In 1778, Lord North, for the purpose of winning back the insurgent 
American colonies to their allegiance to the British Crown, procured the 
passage of a bill by Parliament, which contained an offer of uncondi- 
tional surrender of the original ground of controversy, in these words: 

It is expedient to declare that the King and Parliament of Great Britain 
will not impose any duty or tax for the purpose of raising a revenue in the 
colonies, except only such duties as may be expedient to impose for the regula- 
tion of commerce. 

I have quoted these authorities to show that there was previous to 
and during the Revolutionary war, and down to the adoption of the 
Constitution, a well-understood and well-defined distinction between 
duties imposed for the regulation of commerce ” and “duties im- 
posed for raising a revenue.’ And we find this distinction well pre- 
served in the Constitution, for we find expressed in that instrument 
not only the power conferred upon Congress— 

To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises— 

But the further and distinct power— 

To regulate commerce with foreign nations and among the several States. 

It seems clear, in the light of the language of the men whom I have 
quoted, that the power to regulate commerce involved the power to 
restrain and regulate the importation of foreign articles of commerce. 
But we are not limited to our own opinion. Let us hear what his- 
torians, framers of the Constitution, their contemporaries, and the great 
expounders of its meaning have said. James Madison, one of the 
framers of the Constitution, and whose qualifications as an expounder 
of its meaning will not be denied by any one, said in his letter to Jo- 
seph C. Cabell under date of September 18, 1828: 

It is a simple question, under the Constitution of the United States, whether 
the power to regulate trade with foreign nations as a distinct and substantive 
item in the enumerated powers embraces the object of enco: g by duties, 
restrictions, and prohibitions the manufactures and products of the country. 
And the affirmative must be inferred from the following considerations: 

Which he proceeds at length to enumerate. Bancroft, in speaking 
of this period, says: 

Of the many causes promoting union, fourabove others exerciseda steady and 
commanding influence. The new Republie as one nation must have power to 
regulate itsforeign commerce, to colonize its large domain, to provide an ade- 
quate revenue, and to establish justice in domestic trade, by prohibiting the sev- 
eral States from impairing the obligation of contracts. Each of these causes 


was of vital importance; but the necessity for regulating commerce gave the 
immediate impulse to a more perfect Constitution. * 


It was with the belief impressed upon his mind that the impending 
ruin hanging over the people of the Confederacy was the result of the 
unrestrained foreign trade, that Fisher Ames said in this House in 1789, 
when debating the first tariff bill: 


I conceive, sir, that the present Constitution was dictated by commercial ne- 
ponies Aga than any other cause. The want of an efficient government to se- 
cure 


e manufacturing interest and to advance our commerce was long 
by men of judgment and pointed out by patriots solicitous to promote general 
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Daniel Webster, that giant expositor of the Constitution, and who 
was thoroughly acquainted with its history and to the causes which 
led to its adoption, said in 1833: 

The protection of American labor against the injurious competition of for- 
eign labor, so far at least as respects general handicraft productions, is known 
historically to have been one end designed to be obtained by establishing the 
Constitution. 8 

And in 1844 he said: 


I defy the man in any degree conversant with BiTi in any degree ac- 
quainted with the annals of this country from 1787 to the adoption of the Consti- 
tution in 1789, to say that this [laying duties for the protection of American labor 
and industries] was not a leading, I may almost say, the e STERA, Southas 
well as North, for the formation of the new Government, ithout that pro- 
vision in the Constitution it never could have been adopted. 

Rufus Choate, another great constitutional lawyer, said in 1842: 


A whole people, a whole generation of our fathers, had in view as one great 
end and purpose of their new Government the acquisition of the means of re- 
straining by governmental action the importation of foreign manufactures for 
the encouragement of manufactures and < of labor at home, and desired and 
meant to do this by clothing the new Government with this specific power of 
regulating commerce, 

As soon as the First Congress assembled petitions flowed in upon it 
from every section of the Union, from the South as well as the North, 
praying for the enactment of a law to protect the manufacturing inter- 
ests of the country, and Congress, in response to this almost universal 
desire, met it in the second Jaw it passed, which was an act to secure 
thecoasting trade and protect the mechanicarts by discriminating duties, 

Since the enactment of this law many others from time to time have 
been A by Soret more or less protective in their design or effect, 
according to the political complexion of the Congress at the time. 

And it has been our experience during the hundred years that have 
passed away that our people of all classes have been the most prosper- 
ous during the times when we have had the most pronounced protec- 
tion. 

It will be found upon the examination of our history that every 
period of gloom, despondency, and bankruptcy through which we have 
passed has followed the abandonment of protective tariffs and a re- 
sort to those for revenue only, save one—the last—which clearly was the 
result of the enormous waste of life, labor, and property caused by 
the war of the rebellion; and let me say that this one was of compara- 
tively short duration, because of the magnificent recuperative power 
which we had as a people developed through the fostering effect of our 
tariff protection. 

Upon the truth of what I have just said I call a Democratic witness, 
the Atlanta Constitution, a paper that has shown its devotion to De- 
mocracy for more than a generation. This is what it said in a recent 
issue: 

OUR TARIFF HISTORY. 

It was not until some time after the colonies became independent that there 
were duties placed uponimports, From 1784 to 1790, inclusive, the imports from 
England exceeded the exports from America in the sum of 952,372,875, and a 
clamor arose for protection, 

The first tariff law was approved by the President July 4, 1789. Its pre- 
amble recited: „ Whereas it is necessary for the support of the Government, 
the discharge of the debts of the United States, and the encouragement of man- 
ufactures that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported,” 

From the year 1796, when the protective tariff was in full operation, to 1801, 
a period of seven years, the exports of this country exceeded the imports by 
$20.57 316, leaving England in debt to America, In 1824, although the revenue 
was suilicient, a new tariff was adopted with higher duties in order to extend 
the benefits of protection This measure had the active support of Presidents 
Monroe, Jackson, and John Quincy Adams, 

In 1533, owing to the demands of South Carolina, then in almost open rebel- 
lion, a revised tariff law was passed, lowering the duties to about 20 per cent, 

By 1840 this **tarift revision ™ had so diminished the revenue, and manufact- 
ures were so prostrate, that the Government and the people were almost in 
bankruptcy. his caused a raising of customs duties to the protective point in 
1812, under which trade revived and the Government's it was preserved. 

ln 1846 a reduction was made in tariff rates, and during the next eleven years, 
while these reduced rates were in force, the revenues fell short of the expendi- 
tarse by vi ear In 1860 the Government had to borrow $20,000,000 to main- 
tain it i 

The duties were increased in March, 1861, and since then, while the war tariff 
has been reduced to natural proportions, the manufactures of America have 
flourished as never before. 

By the passage of this bill and its enactment into law, we are called 
upon to enter upon an abandonment of and adeparture from the policy 
established by our fathers, and written by them in our very Constitu- 
tion; a policy under which we have grown from three millions of peo- 
ple to sixty millions; under which our property has increased from a 
few millions in value to the enormous aggregate of sixty billions, an 
average of $1,000 for every man, woman, and child in the land; an 
amount far outstripping the wealth of free-trade England, which less 
than a quarter of a century ago largely exceeded ours, and which she 
had been centuries accumulating; under which our people have not 
only increased their possessions so largely, but have increased their 
comforts and luxuries beyond those falling to the lot of any other peo- 
ple on the footstool, and which far exceed the wildest prophecies or 
dreams of the wildest visionary. 

I say we are in this day and generation, after realizing all these ben- 
efits, a fitting description of which is beyond, far heyond, the power 
of my tongue to express, called upon to enter upon an experiment, to 
say the least of it; to putin peril and hazard all these magnificent and 
glorious results; all this wealth and consequent power; all this comfort; 
all this luxury; all this improvement in the condition of the laboring 


classes, by inaugurating a system that no man upon this floor, or else- 
where, has been able to show will not result in the great impairment, 
if not entire destruction, of them all. 

I do not claim that the eof this bill alone will cause the ruin 
of our industrial system; but I do say that if this bill becomes a law 
the wedge will have been entered that, by the future blows British 
effort and Democratic subserviency shall strike, will be driven to the 
complete rending asunder and final destruction of our grand system, 
from which so many and great blessings have flowed. 

While the passage of this bill would not alone entirely ruin our in- 
dustries, it would result in the destruction of many of them, and the 
consequent train of dire and far-reaching results in other branches. 

I know that the advocates of this bill deny such a result and declaim 
eloquently of the beauties of free trade, or what they choose to call a 
revenue tariff, and lament and deplore the ruin that is sure to follow 
the further continuance of our present tariff. I know that they point 
to England and what they call her prosperity as an evidence of the 
beneficent effects of the system. I know that they read advice to us 
to adopt her policy from Englishmen and English books. But they 
forget that England’s present system, so far as her manufactures are 
concerned, is one of the most powerfully protected systems in the world; 
they forget that her statesmen have seemed to think that her manu- 
facturing proprietors were the only class that should have protection, 
while all other classes of producers and all classes of laborers should 
be subjected to the grinding and destructive effects of free trade; they 
forget that by allowing the entry into her ports free of duty of raw 
materials for her shops, and exempting her manufacturing capital from 
all direct tax under the excise, she has protected them, and so enabled 
them to undersell the manufacturers of other countries not protected by 
tariffs, or in some other way. 

I know it is fashionable among so-called tariff reformers to point to 
England and talk of the advantages which free trade has given her in- 
dustries, but those who have given study to this subject do not hesitate 
to say that she is a protective state, so far as her manufacturing propri- 
etors are concerned, and this evidence is afforded by an advocate of free 
trade, who will not he charged with making such assertions to bolster 
a preconceived opinion. 

David A. Wells, a pronounced free-trader and formerly Special Com- 
missioner of Internal Revenue, and now a member of the Cobden Club, 
in his report for the year 1868, uses this significant language: 

Again, a careful study of the financial systems of the various commercial na- 
tions of Europe has led the Commissioner unhesitatingly to the conclusion 
that whatever may be the state of European public opinion in respect to free 
trade, and whatever may be the claims preferred for it on the broad grounds of 
liberality and humanitarianism, the fiscal legislation of Great Britain, France, 
Germany, Belgium, Holland, Austria, and Russia is now, and always has been, 
framed solely and exclusively with reference to one object, namely, the pro- 
motion of supposed national self-interest, and has never had the slightest regard 
to the interest of any other nation, or to any arguments, other than those based 
upon specific national wants and specific national experiences, 

Thus, the policy of Great Britain, which exempts capital employed in man- 
ufacturing and banking from all direct taxation under the excise, and all raw 
materials imported from foreign countries from all taxation under the customs, 
although not so termed, is undoubtedly protection in its most subtile and effect- 
ive form, and as such has been recognized and commented on by the French 
economists, 

It will thus be seen that England’s fiscal policy is designed, not to 
favor her laboring poor, not to enable them to draw and receive higher 
wages, not to enable them to live easier and surround themselves with 
more comforts, but to enrich her manufacturing princes, to swell their 
plethoric coffers, and that, too, in disregard of the interests and wel- 
fare, not only of the artisans in her shops, but also regardless of the 
effect upon her farmers and common laborers. 

Her legislation in this particular is clearly class legislation, designed 
to enrich the few and impoverish the many. That this is so, and that 
it is having the effect upon the laboring classes that might be expected, 
abundant testimony is at hand. 

This is what Mr. Howard Vincent, M, P., says in a letter to the Lon- 
don Times: ‘ 

No national party could possibly ignore the serious state of affairs now pre- 
vailing, It is detailed from day to day in your columns. Land worth from 25 
to 75 per cent. less than forty years ago, and almost unsalable. Arable land 
thrown into pasture, yet fewer animals in thefields. Agricultural distress very 
similar to that described by Lord Shaftesbury as prevailing about 1844, In the 
towns hundreds starving, owing to factories being closed or working only half 
time. Deputations to local authorities praying for relief works. In the metrop- 
olis hungry men at every corner. Pauperism increasing. Discontent rising. 
Employment everywhere scarcer, while the population is rapier multiplying. 

There is no class, no profession, no avocation, no calling unaffected in some 
degree, Distress must always be felt more in some places and in some com- 
munities than in others. But the general fact is undeniable. The commis- 
sioner of police of the metropolis, the vestries, the guardians of the poor, as 
well as philanthropic societies and statesmen, may open isters for the un- 
employed, but that will not provide the employment, for little or none is to be 


found in town or country. ‘Temporary remedies may be applied, but they will 
not be more effectual than palliatives to a malignant cancer. 


Mr. Henry Tampian, M. P., recently stated in the House of Com- ; 


mons that the British farmers were losing £50,000,000, or $250,000, 000 
a year. In other words, England has ruined its farmers that its man- 
ufacturers might grow rich, while it has kept the wages of operatives 
as low as possible for the same reason. 

Is it to be wondered at, in view of theseacknowledged results of Brit- 
ish free-trade class protection that the stalwart young English farmers 
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are leaving their unprofitable farms and flocking in such numbers to 
our shores? Or that her poets, that class so quick to respond to the cry 
of human distress, should, with pens dipped in the gall and bitterness 
of human want, be writing words like these: 

Old England when, by tariffs low, 

Protected fair from foreign foe, 


Felt everywhere the thrill and glow 
Of labor and prosperity. 


But England showed another sight, 
When Cobden’s scheme with killing blight 
Fell as the fall of gloomy night 

On industry and husbandry. 


By selfish greed and fierce tirade, 

By class and party feeling swayed, 

A “free,” a falsely canting Trade 
Was throned in pious tyranny. 


Then came in cheap, poor foreign skill; 

Then W the rich man richer still, 

The while the worker's cup did fill 
With idleness and beggary. 


But richer yet the few will grow, 

And labor yet shall sink more low, 

If England's conscience still be slow 
To execrate the infamy. 


Een now the curse of Cobden’s hand 

Lies on our workshops, on our land, 

And, wanting food and labor, stand 
Our artisans and peasantry. 


The misery deepens; what shall save 

Our men from sinking to the slave, 

But that we doom to deepest grave 
Free trade with all its villainy? 


False, false to England and her race, 
There let it hide its traitor face, 
And 2 509 scorn and dark disgrace 


ll be its fitting sepulchre. 
Or words like these: 


Clothed all in contradictions I saw this fetich dread, 

This hypocrite, free trade, lift high its vaunting head; 

If reason to his hearers would any warning bring, 

Thus, thought I, to his fellows an Englishman might sing: 


“Why starve your workingmen through foreign labor cheap, 
The labor of such misery as makes the angels weep? 

Why drive them off abroad, your toilers skilled and true, 

And open wide the door to a vagrant foreign crew? 


“Think you this greed of gold shall add to England's fame? 
Know you these foreign slaves shall bring eternal shame? 
The hand of Cain is on it, this cheapness that you seek, 

The sweat of blood of men, the tears of women weak.” 


Lines, that if they do not contain so much poetic art, none the less 
echo the woe that England’s humane poet sung in his Song of the 
Shirt” forty years ago, when he heard the cry of her who was— 

Sewing at once with a double thread, > 
A shroud as well as a shirt. 
And wailing in her anguish— 
O God, that bread should be so dear 
And flesh and blood so cheap! 

The President in his message calls upon Congress to enter upon the 
same policy that has ruined the farmers of England. He substantially 
recommends the removal of tariff duties from several of our greatest 
agricultural staples. 

While the comparative unimportance of the agricultural interests of 
England as compared with her manufacturing interests might in the 
minds of British statesmen have furnished an excuse for their course, 
so ruinous to England’s farmers, no such excuse can be found for the 
members of this House. 

Agriculture in America, with her breadth of acreage and fertility of 
soil, holds the most important place among industrial pursuits, In 
view of the fact that, according to the last census, of 17,392,099 of our 
population engage in all kinds of industries, 7,670,493, almost nine- 
twentieths of the whole, are employed in agriculture, of which a very 
large proportion, if not all, are engaged in the production of one or 
more of the articles to which the bill under discussion proposes to apply 
the principle of free trade by removing all duty upon their importa- 
tion, this House can not say that the interests of the farmers are so 
small comparatively that their success and prosperity may be sacrificed 
or greatly impaired for the benefit of those engaged in other pursuits. 

This portion of our society is just as much entitled to the protection 
of the laws as anyother. It will be a sorry day for America when her 
farming industry shall show signs of decay. That portion of our pop- 
ulation engaged in agriculture are at once the safety and the glory of 
our nation. 

They are intelligent, conservative, patriotic. They are attached to 
the land and loye their country with intense affection. They draw 
their substance directly from the bosom of mother earth, and so are 
most interested in preserving us against invasion or any other evil that 
may threaten us. 

Shall this great and important portion of our population be abandoned 
in the adjustment of our tariff duties to the remorseless competition of 
wool-growers and flax-raisers of other lands, where labor or lands or 
both are cheaper? Or shall we preserve our magnificent markets for 
their use, and thus enable them to continue to hold their proud place 
among the toilers of America? 

We wantin this country no such one-sided monopolisticsystem as that 


which curses England, but we want rather to continue that system 
which encourages and builds up all industries and all labor, whether 
engaged in manufacturing or in producing the fruits of the field. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], while conceding that wages 
are higher in this country than in Europe, and trying to account for 
their being so, and trying to show that it is in no manner due to the 
protective tariff, makes a claim which seems to me to be absurd; one 
which he is not only unable to prove, but which he does not attempt 
to prove, and concerning which he is content to rely alone upon dog- 
matic assertion. 

He says: 

What, then, is it that makes aigner wages? It is coal and steam and ma- 
chinery. It is these three powerful agents that multiply the production of labor 
and make it more valuable. a 

He says further that fifty years ago it required five persons to make 
eight yards of cloth in one day, for which they received 20 cents each, 
or an aggregate of $1 for the five; that in a year the five persons 
produced 2,400 yards, but now, when coal, steam, and machinery 
are used, five persons in a year can produce 140,000 yards; that 
the result of the labor-saving machinery is an enormous increase in 
productive capacity, and that the result of that has been a great in- 
crease in the rate of wages. Why? How? In his own language, I 
ask the gentleman, ‘‘ How can it be explained?“ He does not conde- 
scend to tell us. Is not the statement ludicrous? A manufacturer 
employs five persons one day to work for him, for which he pays them 
$1. The next day, having at great expense to himself and the con- 
sequent employment of greatly increased capital, put in steam ma- 
chinery, he pays the same five persons for one day’s labor, which was 
no harder for them to perform, or any more skillful, than the work 
they did before, five or ten times as much wages. In other words, he 
makes a large outlay of capital, and instead of reaping the benefit 
himself he generously turns it all over to his workmen. 

Surely in making this claim the gentleman pays the manufacturer 
a high compliment as a generous and benevolent man, not quite in keep- 
ing with his statement made a few moments before, that although a 
manufacturer may be able to pay higher wages, he does notdoit. He 
says, “Unquestionably he is [able] but he does not do it.“ And he 
further emphasizes and also illustrates the argument by saying, Jay 
Gould is able to pay his bootblack $500 a day, and Mr. Vanderbilt his 
hostler $10,000 a year, but neither of them does it; but each goes out 
into the market and employs his man at the market price. 

Neither is his claim that wages are made higher by coal and steam 
and machinery quite consistent with his other statement, made almost 
in the same breath, and which is a good deal more nearly correct, that 
wages are regulated by the ‘‘demand and supply and the capacity of 
the laborer to do the work for which he is employed.” 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman, at the risk of being inconsistent, 
puts the rate of wages on the true ground when he says thatit depends 
upon the demand and supply. And it is because their rate depends 
upon the demand and supply that the protective tariff is instrumental 
in increasing them. It increases the demand. It does this by creating 
a wide diversity of employments. It stimulates the establishment and 
success of a great variety of manufactures, adapted to the varied talents, 
tastes, and opportunities of the working people, instead of confining 
them to one or a few industries to which they must adapt themselves 
or starve. And this answers, too, his question: 

How is it that the wages in the different States of the Union are different, 
while the tariff is the same from Maine to California? 

There is a demand for the employment of labor in a given industry 
only in that part of the country where that industry is carried on. A 
cotton factory in New England will not create a demand in Texas for 
spinners; nor will an iron mill in Alabama create a demand for pud- 
dlers in Maine. And right here lies the secret of the difference be- 
tween wages generally in the South and in the North. In the North 
attention is paid to manufacturing of al Fkinds, while in the South in 
many parts, even where great natural advantages exist, no attention 
is given to the matter. In the North capital takes advantage of the 
opportunity afforded by a protective tariff and buildsup manufacturing 
establishments, while in the South, from lack of capital or enterprise 
or from prejudice, and perhaps from all three, the opportunity afforded 
by the protection given by the tariff is not seized, and so no new demand 
for labor is created in that portion of the country, and of course, as a 
result, there being no new demand, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILIS] in his better moments, there is no advance in the 
price of labor. 

But in some parts of the South light is breaking in. Some of her 
people, seeing the great material prosperity of the North, and seeing, 
too, the great advantages nature has conferred upon the South, have 
in some places invested their capital, aided by additional capital from 
the North, in manufacturing enterprises with great, and in many places, 
almost marvelons success. In Birmingham and Chattanooga and other 
places this has been done. Does the gentleman from Texas not believe 
that there is a greater demand for labor and for more kinds of labor in 
those cities than there was before such enterprises were established 
there? Has there not been an increased demand, and therefore an in- 
creased price? 

It is only a question of time when the South, fully awaking from 
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her lethargy, will arouse herself, pnt forth her mighty strength, avail 
herself of her great advantages, seize the opportunity which the pro- 
tective system aflords her, erect factories, build up the waste places, 
employ her own raw materialsand her vast supply of labor, and exceed 
in wealth and material prosperity anything that has yet been seen in 
America, and throw into insignificance by contrast her boasted days of 
greatness, when cotton was king and slavery was her corner-stone. 
May God speed the day when thus she will have fulfilled her destiny 
and the prophetic hopes of her early statesmen, who appreciated and 
advocated the doctrine of protection to American industries ! 

The gentleman from Texas includes among the three agents causing 
higher wages, machinery; but he does not tell us what has produced 
the machinery. How came the machinery he of to exist? 
Clearly it came into existence in response to a demand for it. This, 
of course, everybody will admit. What created the demand for it? 
Clearly the demand for multiplied and cheapened processes of manu- 
facturing goods for consumption. Why did methods of manufacturing 

need to be cheapened? Why, certainly because of the compe- 
tition of manufacturers, each and all of whom were striving to possess 
the market by offering their wares cheaper than others. 

How could these manufacturers, while thus competing and invent- 
ing machinery to cheapen their products, endure competition with the 
goods manufactured in Europe by cheaper labor? Surely only because 
they were protected by a protective tariff. Thus it was that the tariff 
afforded the inventors and improvers of machinery the opportunity and 
incentive to bring the same to the high state of perfection te which it 
has attained. In this manner it was that a protective tariff brought 
into existence the improved machinery, and so is entitled to the credit 
at one and the same time of creating the machinery of which the gen- 
. tleman speaks and also enhancing the rate of wages. 

Again, in reply to the claim of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MILLsI that wages are higher in this country because of the use ot 
coal and steam and machinery, I call his attention to the fact that in 
Europe, where low wages are, he will also find coal and steam and ma- 
chinery, and find them cheaper, too, in many places, if not in all places, 
than in this country. 

Tt is also an open secret that European manufacturers, especially the 
English, through agents whom they keep in this country constantly 
on the alert for anything new, buy up and ship to Europe every new 
and useful improvement in machinery; so that in the matter of ma- 
chinery the shops in Europe are as well supplied as those of this coun- 
try; and there is the best authority for the statement that there is no 
perceptible difference between the skill and speed with which machin- 
ery is operated in the best factories in Europe and America. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have not mentioned the only inconsistencies 
to be found in the position of the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and the others who with him are advocating this bill. 
They speak with vehemence and often with bitterness of the manu- 
facturer. They say, in the language of the chairman, that unques- 
tionably”’ he is able when the value of his products is increased by 

tection to pay higher wages, but that he does not do it; that he 
fa no regard for the laborers he employs; that he grinds them down; 
that he robs them of their fair share of the profits of the business in 
which he and they are engaged; that he is heartless, selfish, wicked; 
that while a protective tariff enables him to charge a large price for 
his products he pockets the entire benefit, and that his laborers get (in 
the language of the chairman of the committee) not a dollar of it.” 
And yet, Mr. Chairman, the advocates of this measure have been labor- 


ing for weeks to show, and that is the burden of their song, that to 


allow raw material to be introduced free will cheapen to the consumers 
the goods made out of such raw material; that if the manufacturer 
gets raw material cheaper he can afford to and will sell the manufact- 
ured product cheaper; and their offered consolation to the wool grower 
is, that while he will not get so much for his raw material, he will be 
enabled to buy his clothing enough cheaper to more than make up the 
difference in price. 

What consistency! How is this to be brought about? Why, they 
tell us that the manufacturer getting his raw materials cheaper, will 
sell his goods cheaper; that he will be more considerate of the farmers 
than he will be of his own employés; that while cheaper wool will 
enable him to make more profit at the same price for the product, he 
will kindly and generously relinquish that increased profit, and give it 
to his customer, a stranger, while he will withhold a profit made under 
a protective tariff from his neighbor, his employé. In other words, 
that under a protective tariff he is a robber, but under free trade in 
his raw material he will ‘‘presto change become a benefactor. ‘‘To 
this complexion’? are the supporters of this measure come at last. It 
is an undignified, uncalled-for, and wanton atiack upon a worthy class 
of American citizens. And that policy or system of fiscal legislation 
that requires a resort to such methods to sustain it and bolster it up, is 
unworthy of consideration in such a place as this, and unworthy the 
gentlemen who advocate it. 

Oh, no; it is not true that our manufacturers as a class are robbers 
and extortioners. There may be, doubtless are, among them bad men, 
as there are in all walks of life,andas there may be even among the man- 
ufacturers of free-trade England, who have their raw materials placed 
at their disposal, in part, at public expense and the cost of the other 


classes in that country; but as a class they are as generous, as honest, 
as benevolent as other men. They, as a class, show and feel an inter- 
est in their employés, as is evidenced by efforts that they are con- 
stantly and voluntarily making in innumerable ways to better their 
employés’ condition morally, intellectually, and physically, and above 
all, in their willingness, as statistics show, to constantly increase, as 
fast as able, their wages. 

I am not saying, and do not say, that labor, even in America, is suf- 
ficiently rewarded. I do not believe that itis, except perhaps in a few 
branches. I believe that labor here and everywhere is entitled in many 
branches to a larger share in the results of its own exertions; and I long 
for the day when laborers from one end of the land to the other shall 
be rejoicing in higher wages; when they shall be able to enjoy more 
comforts and a greater degree of luxury even than they now enjoy; 
when, under the beneficent influence ofa protective system, the branches 
of labor shall be so diversified and multiplied, and the consequent de- 
mand for workers shall be so increased throughout the Jand, South as 
well as North, that the toiler of whatever degree shall bein the enjoy- 
ment ofall those good things of the earth that it is possible for him to 
enjoy and which it is profitable for anybody to enjoy. 

I believe that the only system under which this ‘consummation so 
devoutly to be wished” can ever be realized is the protective system. 

And, Mr. Chairman, at the same time that our tariff is thus enhanc- 
ing the price of labor it is reducing the cost to our people of manu- 
factured goods. We have the authority of Mr. Dudley, late consul at 
Liverpool, for this statement: 


Upon investigation it will be found that nine-tenths of the manufactured com- 
modities used by the farmers of our country, including clothing, household 
goods, furniture, implements of husbandry, tools, etc., are as cheap in this 
country as they are in England, and in some instances even cheaper. 

Again he says: 

An examination will show that there is nota single manufactured commodity, 
so far as I know, that is not cheaper to-day in the United States under our pro- 
tective system than it was in 1860 under free trade, and before the present pro- 
tective tariff went into operation. 


But, Mr. Chairman, upon this latter point we do not need the testi- 
mony of Mr. Dudley. ‘There areas many witnesses on this floor to the 
truth of what he says as there are members entitled to be here. Who 
is so ignorant or forgetful as not to know its truth? Who does not 
know that there is hardly a manufactured article of common use, of 
use by the middle classes and those who are poorer, thatis not cheaper 
than before the tariffs of 1861 and 1867? Whois prepared to deny that 
carpets, furniture, implements of husbandry, the artisan’s tools, books, 
newspapers, linens, woolens, cottons, prints, writing materials, car- 
riages, wagons, hats, shoes, clothing, all things made of iron, plate-glass 
and all other glass, pottery, and many like articles are cheaper—some 
several hundred per cent. cheaper than before the war, and that very 
many of these things are now manufactured in this country which he- 
fore were produced in foreign lands? And who does not know that 
while this is so, and notwithstanding the farmer’s products are not for 
the time being bringing as good prices as they were a few years ago, 
they are for the most part sold for far more than they were before the 
war? In view of this condition of things, what becomes of all the fine- 
spun theories about the evils that protection will bring upon us, and 
of what avail are the distorted percentages in which our friends upon 
the other side so delight to deal? 

These are facts which the common people can understand and appre- 
ciate, and which will not be hidden from their view by all the sophis- 
tries of all the free-traders or reyenue-tariff tinkers in the land. 

This cheapness of manufactured goods in this country and advance 
in the price of farm products must be ascribed to the tariff. How else 
can it be accounted for? If not to be credited to the tariff, it must at 
least be admitted that it coexists with the tariff; that the tariff does 
not militate against it. And ifthe tariff does not prevent this state of 
things, what harm in permitting it to remain? 

But we are told by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] that the 
rate of wages is higher in free-trade England than in Germany under 
her protective system, and then he asks, ‘‘ Why is this?“ But he for- 
gets to say that while Germany has a protective system, she has had 
it only since 1879, and that since she adopted that system the rate of 
wages has steadily increased, as shown by the following table, which 
gives the increase for a period of five years, and which is an official state- 
ment carefully prepared by the Iron and Steel Association of the empire: 


Increase | Increase | Increase 

11 r cent. r cent r cent. 

ems. m 1879 | from 1579 | from 1879 

to 1882, to to 1881. 

All works: Es 

25.2 9 .2 
42.0 -2 1 
13.4 4 2 
23.5 . 0 3 
39. 4 4 4 
12.9 5 .8 
2. R| Ba 
Wages per emMmployé,..re.sessssseseseses ... . . 14.6 0 . 2 
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And as evidence that this desirable condition of things did not cease 
in 1884, the last year mentioned in the table, I quote the language of 
Mr. George Strachey, Her Britannic Majesty's chargé d’affaires at 
Dresden, as found in a recent report made by him to the British Gov- 
ernment: q 

The belief is widely diffused that the tariff reform of 1879saved Germany from 

ruin, and that the empire is now on the road to industrial greatness, per- 

ps to the succession of that hegemony which Great Britain, it is thought, now 

with difficulty holds in her hands. ion is in the national air and it will 

not be dissipated by foreign arguments, however accurately deduced from the 
axioms of scientific doctrine. 


Mre Strachey is not a protectionist, but a free-trader, and his testi- 
mony is not, therefore, t of a willing witness, > 

The fact is, that the wages in Germany in some industries havealready 
in nine years of protection advanced from a point considerably below 
those paid in England to a point of equality with them. 

THE ENGLISH SOLICITUDE, 

A few years ago, in 1879, it is said by the distinguished gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. Mints], our English friends took alarm about the 
growth and development of our cotton industry, and sent an expert to 
the United States to inquire whether their industry was imperiled by 
ours. He came, he saw,” and returned, with the glad assurance to 
his people— 

Be stiil, sad heart, and cease repining, 

Behind the clouds the sun is still shining. 
because, as the gentleman from Texas says, he found that the people 
of this country, while we could beat them in Jabor cost, like Ephraim, 
joined to our idols, and maintaining a high tariff on our raw materials, 
which would prevent our competing with the English. What raw ma- 
terial it was entering into the manufacture of cotton goods, the high 
tariff on which prevented our manufacturers from competing with 
those in England, he does not state; but no matter, it sonnds well, 
and like many other free-trade arguments, being only sound,“ ‘‘sig- 
nifies nothing.“ 

Now, will our friends upon the other side tell us why it is, if those 
experts who have been sent over here from England to spy out 
the land” report that, owing to our tariff on raw materials, the Ene 
glish manufacturers are safe, there is so much anxiety in England over 
the passage of this bill? Will they tell us why it is that in 1850, the 
next year after the journey of the expert, the London Times said: 

It is to the New World that the Cobden Club is chiefly looking, as the most 
likely sphere for its vigorous forcign policy. It has done whatit can in Europe 
and is now turning its eyes west ward and bracing itself for the struggle which 
isto come. It can not rest while the United States are unsubdued. 

If the tariif on raw materials was preventing American manufacturers 
from competing with British manufacturers why was the Cobden Club, 
made up largely of those same manufacturers, seeking the repeal of 
the tariff? 

Tf our tariff on raw materials stands in the way of our competing with 
the English manufacturers, as reported by this mythical expert, why 
do we find the following British papers using the following language 
in commenting upon the message: 


[The Statist.] 
There is hardly a single industry in the United States that is not interested in 
maintaining protective duties. 
[People's Journal, Dundee.) 


The change in the American fiscal 3 will be beneficial to this country, 
and the prospect of it has diffused fresh hope throughout the business circles in 


the city. 
x [Haddingtonshire Courier, Scotland.] 
We may look to an impetus being given to our home trade that will go far to 
make up for the depression of late years. 
3 (The Seotchman.] 
The free importation of iron, coal, and wool would be a great boon to British 
producers. 

It looks a little, Mr. Chairman, as if imposition upon the credulity 
of the chairman of the Committee om Ways and Means had not been 
confined to making him believe that seamless stockings could not be 
manufactured in America. 

TRUSTS, 

But, Mr. Chairman, many of the gentlemen who have a lvocated 
this bill have charged that protection fosters trusts, and th.. a large 
majority of that pestiferous brood have been organized to deal in cr 
control so-called protected products. Not one of those who have made 
this assertion has proved or even assymed to attempt to show how pro- 
tection is favorable to the formation of trusts. They have all been 
contented with the bald declaration. This form of argument may do 
for consumption in the districts or among the people represented by 
these gentlemen, but hardly gocs for much here, where we are engaged 
in the important and responsible duty of trying to ascertain the truth 
and of shaping the fiscal legislation of sixty millions of people. If 


protection brings into existence these formidable combinations we want 
to know it, and that gentleman who can demonstrate it will earn the 
everlasting gratitude of an abused and anxious public. 

Mr, Chairman, while it is true that not one argument or illustration 
showing or tending to show that these trusts are the offspring of pro- 
tection has been brought to our notice, there are many proofs to the 
contrary. The very fact that there is a single unprotected commodity 


which is the subject of a trust, demonstrates to my mind that protec- 
tion is not essential; for if a trust can be formed to manipulate the 
market in one unprotected production, why may it not be to do the 
same in another and in all; and where, then, is the connection between 
its formation and the principle of protection? Why, the most gigan- 
tic of all trusts, the pioneer and model forall the others, the one whose 
success has been the inspiration (if anything so wicked can said to be 
inspired) of all the others, that consists of fifty or more different 
partnerships and corporations, of which the Standard Oil Company 
proper is but one—the one whose success and profits have far out- 
stripped that of the Hudson Bay Fur Company, or the world-famous 
East India Company—the Standard Oil trust—manufactures, deals in, 
and substantially controls the market in a commodity upon which no 
protective tariff duty has ever cast its blight. 

And this is not the only unprotected commodity controlled or sought 
to be controlled by a trust; large numbers of such articles are manipu- 
lated by them. And within a few days information has come to us 
over the wires that in the far West a farmers’ trust, with a capital of 
$20,000,000, has been organized, of course for the purpose of control- 
ling or trying to control the products of their industry—the very class 
of all who, the free-trade orators say, are not protected by our present 
tariff, but who are the victims of protection unjustly afforded to other 
industries at the farmers’ expense, and to whom by far the greater part 
of the appeals of the supporters of this bill are directed. 

Far be it from me, following after those who areso expertin making 
unsupported declarations, to assert that these trusts are the result of 
free trade in, or insuficient tariff protection of, the commodities in 
which any of them deal; but it would seem that those who are not, 
or who may fancy that they are not, sufficiently protected in their bus- 
iness would be the very ones to cast about for protection, and would 
seek to build up a barrier of some kind, to destroy or break down com- 
petition. Ido not say that this is so; but I submit that there would 
be much more reason to expect it to be so than that those who our free- 
trade friends say are so highly protected by a tariff that they are grow- 
ing immensely rich, and whom they so flippantly call robbers and 
‘*swindlers,’’ would resort to it. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, if protection is the mother of trusts, how is it 
that they are found to exist in free-trade England? 

Oh, no! Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it would be less disin- 
genuous to inquire whether trusts are not simply another manifesta- 
tion of that selfishness which exists, and always will exist, inthe human 
heart; that inclination on the part of men engaged in business of any 
kind to seek advantage over their competitors; that tendency to over- 
reach and thrive at the expense of others, that has been known, at 
least in rare cases, to invade even the kind and benevolent precincts 
of an English trader’s heart, and has led him to force his odious fiscal 
and land laws upon impoverished Ireland and his opium trade upon 
an unwilling and unhappy people. 

Would it not be as well toinquire whether a trust is really anything 
new under the sun; whether it is anything more than another form 
for the “combinations,” corners, pools, and rings“ with 
which for years, reaching back of the enactment of the present tariff 
law, we have been familiar? > 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that this is all there is of it. And I be- 
lieve, too, that the remedy for the evil does not lie in the destruction 
of the protective system, under which the country and the whole coun- 
try has been so prosperous and under which thousands and millions, 
not members of a trust and who do not dream of becoming members 
of one, have prospered. 

The remedy is rather to be found in State control. It is competent 
for the people of the respectiveStates, and probably competent for them 
alone, to take away from partnerships or corporations organized under 
their laws the power to enter into such combinations, and thus prevent 
the evils arising from their creation. Then let this work be left with 
the authority constitutionally empowered to perform it, and let us per- 
form the duty which devolves upon us—decide whether the country 
shall enter upon the road to ultimate free trade, or whether it shall 
continue its grand triumphant march on the highway of protection to 
American labor. 

THE SURPLUS. 

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last annual report, states that 
on the Ist day of December last there was in the Treasury, after every 
possible obligation, including the sinking-fund requirements, had been 

rovided for, the sum of 855,258, 701. 19, which was every day growing 
, and which would, as shown by a careful estimate, be increased 
on the 30th day of next month to $140,000, 000. 

We are informed by the same official that there has been each year for 
twenty-two years a surplus of revenue above current annual expenses, 
amounting during that time, which ended June 30, 1887, to the grand 
total of $1,491,845,953.12, What was done with this surplus by for- 
mer administrations? Why, it was applied, except what was needed 
for permanent funds in the Treasury, as it should have been, to the 
reduction of the publicdebt. It never occurred to any former admin- 
istration that while we were owing an enormous debt there was any- 
thing to be done with the annual surplus except to apply it to the pay- 
ment of our indebtedness. 
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It was left to the one now in power to discover that there was great 
danger in the existence of a surplus much smaller than that which 
had been found to exist in each of several former years, and to make 
frantic appeals for its reduction by removal of tariff duties and gloomy 
prognostications of the dire results of a failure to do so. 

Why is it that the present Administration has not, like its prede- 
eessors, applied its surplus to the payment of the bonded debt? It 
has had ample authority to do so by express provision of law, so plain 
that it would seem that he that runs might read, and one which this 
House has, by a two-thirds vote, declared to contain the authority. 
Why, then, has it not, without being driven to do so by the inexorable 
demand of public opinion, and by the voice of many of its supporters 
in this House, instead of endeavoring to alarm the money market, and 
so bring on a financial panic, gone about doing what any wise business 
man would have done—paid its debts with its surplus ? 

The reason is too evident. Having a pet theory to establish, wish- 
ing to bring about the adoption in this country of a free-trade system, 
it has not hesitated to use the assumed pressure of a plethoric and 
overburdened Treasury to force its peculiar views upon the people. 
In other words, it has abandoned its relation of servant of the people 
and assumed that of their ian and master. 


Mr. Chairman, let the Administration continue in the good work of 


redeeming the outstanding bonds at a large saving of interest, as it 
has been compelled to do against its will, and it will not be long be- 
fore there will be no surplus“ to complain of, and in its place will be 
found a large decrease in the principal of the public debt, and conse- 
quent reduction in the interest burden upon the people. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if for any reason this course should not be found 
practicable, or if unfriendliness to this method shall result in tardy 
action in this direction, the Democratic majority in this House can find 
ample ways to prevent the future accumulation of any surplus in the 
Treasury by wise expenditure of the money that shall come into it. 

A bill has already been passed by the Senate of the United States, 
providing for the expenditure of $77,000,000 in eight years, in the 
education of the illiterate masses which will, if not enlightened, so dan- 
gerously threaten our peace during the coming years; a bill which a 
large majority of the members of this House would gladly vote for; 
but which, in obedience to the behest of the free-trade cabal that rules 
the Democratic majority, sleeps the sleep of death in the committee- 


room. 

The dependent-pension bill, that act of tardy justice to the disabled 
defenders of the Union, is upon the Union Calendar of this House 
awaiting action. Pass it, and a large portion, if not all, of the so- 
called ‘‘surplus ” will be distributed among the people, and one of our 
most sacred obligations will be discharged. 

Aservice-pension bill, an act of justice to the survivors of the war, 
the passage of which the late Democratic convention of Indiana in a 
catch-vote mood so heartily indorsed, would dispose of a large por- 
tion, and perhaps all of the surplus revenue in the Treasury. I say 
‘‘cateh-vote mood,” because the representatives of that party on this 
floor are supporting, and that same convention approved in another 
resolution, a policy which will make it impossible to pay the pension so 
indorsed. 

Our coast defenses are calling for repairs and improvements, without 
which we are absolutely at the mercy of foreign nations; and this 
would require the expenditure of a large sum. 

Our Navy is in great need of extension. The same necessity that 
exists for the erection and repair of coast defenses obtains with re- 
spect to the enlargement and increased efficiency of our Navy. In the 
event of a foreign war our Navy as at present constituted and pro- 
vided would not be able to cope with those of even third-rate powers. 
To strengthen and improve our Navy, so that it would be able to en- 
force our rights on the high seas and protect our coast, would require 
an expenditure which would greatly reduce the ‘‘surplus.”’ 

Again, to refund to the States that paid them the direct taxes that 
were collected from them, and the retaining of which by reason of the 
refusal and neglect of the other States to pay their share has resulted 
in such a gross injustice, would take about $17,000,000 from the ‘‘sur- 
plus” and circulate it among the people. 

To refund this money was so apparently an act of justice that three- 
fifths of the members of this House insisted upon doing it, through an 
eight days’ continuous session, until enough of them, at the crack of 

the party whip, took the back track” to indefinitely postpone the 
justice, and at the same time save the sacred “‘surplus.”’ 

But, Mr. Chairman, if we are not to pay our honest debts and liberal 
pensions, nor refund the direct tax, nor build and repair our coast de- 
fenses, nor increase our Navy, nor instruct our ignorance, and we are 
to reduce our revenue, the only question remaining is in what manner 
shall such reduction be accomplished. The President and a majority 
of the Committee on Ways and Means say it shall be done by a reduc- 
tion of the duties on imports and the admission of certain articles now 
paying duties to the free-list. 

The amount of the surplus for the current year is estimated at $113, - 
000,000. I have attempted in my feeble way to show why this reduc- 
tion should not be secured in the manner su by these gentlemen. 


It remains for meas an honest man, upon the responsibility resting 
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in part upon me as a representative of the people, to give my views 
upon the way in which the flow of this surplus into the Treasury may 
be prevented. 

Personally, Mr. Chairman, I would be glad, if we are to reduce the 
revenues to current expenses, to see the whole internal-revenue system 
abolished. It is a system of taxation, pure and simple, and direct in 
its character, and one that has never been resorted to in this country 
except in emergencies. It is odious in its burdens and odious in the 
methods of its collection. Under it the tax-gatherer can enter and 
invade the privacies of homes and have admission to business men’s 
most valued secrets. It accomplishes its end, and in many cases can 
only doso, by asystem of espionage calling to its aid spies and emissaries. 

The repeal of this system would dispose at once of the whole question 
of a supposed surplus. That surplus is estimated at $113,000,000. The 
income derived from the internal revenue last year was $118,000,000, 
which, less the expense of its collection, $4,000,000, would leave the re- 
duction almost precisely equal to the surplus. It is to be observed 
further in this connection that this would also dismiss an army of offi- 
cials, four thousand in number, and reduce the expenses of the Govern- 
ment $4,000,000 a year. What better way can be devised to settle this 
vexed question of a surplus than this? But it is said by the supporters 
of this bill that this would be leaving the burdens upon the necessaries 
of life and taking it off from the vices. It is interesting to note, in this 
connection, that this is the first time in the history of the Democratic 
party that they have been solicitous to keep burdens upon vice and re- 
lieve the necessaries. They are so anxious to place burdens upon vice 
that they are willing to burden the people with four millions of expense 
to do it. As is sometimes the case with other new converts, their zeal 
has got the better of their sense. If the Democratic party in its new- 
born zeal to reduce the cost of the necessaries, wishes to remove the bur- 
dens therefrom, why does it not admit sugar, that article of prime ne- 
cessity that enters into the consumption every day of the poorest in the 
Jand, to the free-list? It pretends to be anxious to warm the poor man’s 
body; why not also be anxious to sweeten his cup? The answer is too 
lain. Itis for political reasons that this 5 is made. 
No Demoerat can, nor has attempted to, explain it. It is not the only 
8 in which this bill is truckling, dishonest, cowardly, and sec- 
tio 

There is another reason why this tax should be removed from spirits 
and fermented liquors. The matter of taxing the liquor traffic should 
be left with the States, the only authority that can, under our Con- 
stitution, as a police regulation, impose a tax upon the traffic as dis- 
tinguished from the liquors themselves. The General Government 
should not in any manner stand nor seem to stand in the way of the 
proper exercise of this power by the States to eradicate this great evil 
from the land, except in the event of a dire necessity, like a war or the 
resulting necessity for large revenue to pay the cost of it. 

But, Mr. Chairman, while this would be my way of preventing the 
accumulation of a surplus, I am not unwilling to vote for any other 
method upon which a majority can agree that will at the same time 
continue in force without any impairment the principle of protection 
to American labor. 

I am willing to vote in a spirit of harmony and compromise for the 
repeal of all the internal revenue derived from the tax on tobacco and 
cigars and the special taxes on manufacturers of and dealers in those 
articles, the tax on spirits used in the arts, and the duty upon sugar. 
This would, less the amount of a sugar bounty, of which I shall speak, 
reduce the income ninety-five millions which is perhaps as large a re- 
duction as can safely be made. 

To repeal the duty on sugar, under the circumstances, would be no 
violation of the principle of protection to home industries, since the ex- 
perience of the past demonstrates that there can not be produced in 
this country from cane above 10 per cent. of our consumption of this 
article, owing to climatic and other reasons that will continue to exist. 
When it is impossible, in the nature of things, to produce an amount 
of any article of common consumption nearly equal to that eee 
tion, that is not one of those articles that should be protected by a tariff, 
any more than an article which we can not produce in any quantity. 
There are of late, however, indications that owing to new inventions 
and discoveries the manufacture of sugar from beets and sorghum may 
prove-successful, and may yet, with proper encouragement, equal the 
great demand in this country. 

I would, therefore, while removing the duty from this article, pro- 
vide for a bounty which would sufficiently protect the cane-sugar in- 
dustry, and at the same time stimulate the experiments which are now 
promising so much in the way of the production of surgar from sor- 
ghum and beets. 

But, Mr. Chairman, to return to a subject which I have already 
touched. We have a public debt of nearly twelve hundred millions. 
When, I ask the gentlemen upon the otherside, do they propose to pay 
that? If there is to be no income beyond current expenses, when can 
that be paid? More than two hundred millions of the bonded debt 
fall due in 1891, now close at hand. How shall they be met at ma- 
turity? I suppose our friends upon the other side would say, by mak- 
ing a new loan. But are they in favor of indefinitely continuing our 
debt? Do they believe that a publicdebt isa public blessing?” Do 
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they want to follow in the footsteps of Great Britain and have and ſor- 
ever continue a public loan? The alacrity with which they favor the 
English idea of free trade may well Greate the suspicion that they are 
also willing to continue indefinitely our public debt, because that, too, 


is English, you know.” i : 

For myself, Mr. Chairman, I have to say that I am in favor of a 
continuance of the policy of the Republican party, of paying our debts 
until the last cent of them shall be liquidated; not only those thatare 
bonded, but those other large amounts that are equally as sacred. 
And the American people, too, are in favor of this policy. They al- 
ways have been, and have given no sign of a change of opinion. Not 
a petition has come up to this House during this session of nearly six 
months’ duration asking for any change. A great deal has been said 
about the burdens of taxation resting upon the people and the neces- 
sity for removing them. I call the attention of the American people 
to a fact which perhaps, owing to the clamor of the Democratic politi- 
cians, has escaped their attention, that not a single person has asked 
this Congress by petition to reduce taxation by a reduction or repeal 
of tariff duties. Not one. The RECORD will fail to disclose that a 
single petition has been introduced for that p There could be 
no stronger evidence that all this talk about the people’s groaning un- 
der their burdens of taxation has no foundation. It all emanates from 
the brains of politicians who see the handwriting on the wall that 
their party has been ‘weighed in the balance and found wanting,” 
and who are casting about for some issue or party shibboleth with which 
they may make an attempt to hoodwink the people into intrusting them 
again with political power. 

And, Mr. Chairman, while there is such a dearth of petitions for the 
passage of the Mills bill, or any similar measure, the record of the pro- 
ceedings of this House discloses the fact that thousands upon thousands 
of our people, in all walks of life, but especially those engaged in labor, 
are, by petitions addressed to us, crying out and protesting against its 
passage. To all these prayers the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means turn a deaf ear; they give these people no hearing; but, 
taking counsel alone of the demands of their own political fortunes, 
they insist upon saying to these people, You don’t know what you 
want. We alone are able to determine that. What you need is nota 
continuation of our own American system, but its destruction, and the 
erection upon its ruins of a foreign system, for which, while it is true 
you do not ask for it, every English manufacturer and every English 
ship-owner is devoutly praying ; and this being an English administra- 
tion, to them alone do we give ear.“ 

Mr. Chairman, a vast amount of valuable time has been occupied in 
the course of this debate by those advocating this bill in the vain at- 
tempt to show that the placing of wool upon the free-list will not injure 
the producers of wool. The same men who say thiscomplaim that a duty 
upon any other manufactured article than wool—and wool is a manu- 
factured article—enhances the profits upon that article to its manufact- 
urer. Ifit does, why not also to the producer of wool? If aduty will 
give more profit to one manufacturer, why not to another? To an or- 
dinary mind this question is unanswerable. Even some of those rending 
the air for free wool admit that the duty does enable the wool-grower 
to make a better profit; but they say if he will only let them take the 
duty off he can buy his woolen clothes enough cheaper to make up the 
difference. If taking the duty off would have the effect thus claimed, 
how many wool-growers are there raising so small an amount of wool 
that the difference in the price of their woolen clothing would equal the 
profits they would lose upon their wool? An exceedingly small num- 
ber, indeed. 

It takes not over 6 pounds of wool to make a suit of heavy clothing 
fora man. It does not take as much for a woman; but assuming that 
it does, an average family, say one of five persons, would thus gain at 
12 cents, the highest duty per pound upon the 30 pounds of wool re- 
quired to furnish each of them a good suit of woolen clothing for each 
year, the sum of $3.60. The President in his remarkable message says 
that a large proportion of the sheep owned by the farmers are found in 
small flocks, numbering from twenty-five to fifty. It is my observa- 

tion that a very small portion of the sheep-owners of the country have 
only twenty-five. I believe that the average would not be less than 
seventy-five. But suppose the average to be only fifty. According to 
the President the enhanced value of their wool would be, because of 
the tariff, $36. Thus we find that the increased cost of clothing of the 
farmer, because of the tariff, is $3.60, while his increased profit is 
$36. In other words, that his profit, by reason of the tariff, is just ten 
times his loss by it. Now, I have made no allowance for blankets for 
the family of the sheep-owner. Suppose he bought two blankets a 
year, weighing 5 pounds each, which would be a liberal estimate, 
his entire tax, by reason of the wool tariff, would be only $1.80; but 
to be entirely safe, suppose we double the amount of wool required, 
we would then have a tax of $9.60, an amount equal to only about 
one-fourth of the farmer’s profit on his wool. 

Now, all this is on the theory that the amount of the tariff is added 
to the cost to the consumer of the article upon which it is levied, while 
our experience shows that woolens are produced almost as cheaply 
under the tariff as they can be produced in England, and the Presi- 
dent’s argument falls to the ground. Even while Iam speaking, an 
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all-wool business suit fora man, cut in the latest fashion, elegantly 

made, and fit for any man to wear, can be bought in the shadow of this 

Capitol for $10, and coarser styles for proportionately lower sums 

pr ces that certainly refute all argument to the effect that a tariff 
gets high prices to the consumer. 

And when, as has been shown upon this floor without dispute, a pair 
of blankets of precisely the same weight and quality as those which 
cost in England $4.45, and upon which tariff duties and charges of $4.90 
are levied, making a total of $9.35, are sold in this country at $5.20, 
it is about time for the President and his co-workers in this House, and 
for everybody else, to cease making the monstrous claim that the tariff 
laws ‘‘ raise the price to consumers of all articles imported and subject 
to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties.“ 

Now, if the argument addressed to wool-growers that they can buy 
their clothing enough cheaper to make up for their loss on the price of 
their wool is a good one, why is it not equally as good applied to any 
other producers—to the manufacturers of all the multiplied articles 
which human ingenuity and industry can produce for the comfort or 
use of man? Why apply it to wool alone? And if it can be applied 
to all those industries as well as to wool, why does not the argument 
result logically in free trade, when all the expenses of the Government 
shall be raised by a direct tax and the custom-houses shall be abol- 
ished? Some of the gentlemen on the other side, not seeing any escape 
from this logie, accept it as good and boldly avow themselves as in favor 
of free trade. They are the consistent ones. The argument of the 
President as certainly ends in ultimate free trade as any conclusion ever 
resulted from a major and minor premise; and, Mr. Chairman, if the 
people of this country are ever deluded or driven or persuaded, or 

by their political leaders into the support of this bill, those 
leaders will be justified in taking further steps towards free trade, as 
they can well plead as an excuse that the people have declared in favor 
of such a policy. 

Mr. Chairman, I have listened in vain during the debate for one 
expression from that portion of the Democratic majority upon the floor 
of this House who are most vigorously demanding the of this 
bill, to wit, the gentlemen representing the cotton belt, of sympathy 
for the cause of labor; for the expression of a single desire for the ad- 
vancement of the cause of labor; for any commendation of this bill 
because it will enhance the price of labor or better the condition of 
the laborer. Why is this? The advocates of protection on this floor 
say that protection will increase the price of labor, and give that as 
one of the strongest reasons for their support of the system; but the 
gentlemen from the extreme South, while denying that protection will 
do what its friends claim, yet sing no peans to labor, speak no good 
word for it, express no solicitude for its welfare. On the contrary, one 
of those gentlemen has stated, during this debate, that he wants notonly 
cheap goods, but an opportunity to procure cheap labor; and another, 
the accomplished and able gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER], 
announces and adheres to the exploded doctrine that no warrant can 
be found in the Constitution for the protection of labor. 

Mr. Chairman, do not these gentlemen thus ignore the claims of labor 
because they mistakingly conceive the cheapening of labor to bein their 
interest and that of their constituents? Do they not wish to keep the 
insufficient remuneration of labor at the low ebb where it now stands in 
the South that they may be able to raise their cotton, rice, and sugar 
at the lowest possible cost, and thus increase their profits on those com- 
modities? This I believe to be the reason of their ignoring of labor. 
They stand in the same position that their free-trade predecessors of 
ante bellum days occupied. Their chief object was to procure cheap 
food and clothing for their slaves who performed their labor. The de- 
sire of those who follow them is now, since slavery has been abolished, 
to procure the labor of their former slaves at the lowest possible figure. 

uently they wish to see no general advance in the price of all 
kinds of labor, which would surely follow the establishment in the 
South of manufacturing industries under the beneficent ægis of a pro- 
tective system. 

The funny member from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN], as a part of his 
remarks, introduced and presumably indorsed a long screed in the 
form of part of a letter from one Dr. B. F. Ward, of Mississippi, who- 
ever he is (a near relative, judging from his ‘‘amoozing’’ production, 
of the late Artemus), in which the assumed virtues and greatness of 
the South and the shortcomings and unimportance of the North are 
set forth in terms as glowing as untruthful. 

That part of the letter introduced is as follows. I introduce it again 
that the people of my district and my section may have further oppor- 
tunity to understand the animus and present attitude of the unrecon- 
structed rebels of the South and their representatives on this floor: 

No careful observer will probably deny that among the wealthy and fashion- 
able classes at the North there is more idleness and extravagance, more folly and 
arrogance, more dissipation and vice,and a more im ble barrier between 
rich and poor than ever existed in the most opulent social circle of slave-holders. 
For however aristocratic they may have been, they were always courteous and 
refined. In the North the tendency to divide society on financial lines has 
grown with constantly increasing intensity for more than half a century, until 
now it is almost definitely established. The iy Aber and very poor are as 
widely separated as Dives and Lazarus. In the old South, on the contrary, there 


were processes constantly at work, effecting a gradual and steady di of 
wealth, which preserved in a great measure the homogeneity of society. 
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Prominent among the cies were the matrimonial alliances so often con- 
tracted between the sof the rich and poor. In fact, it was the rule for 
the active, intellectual, ambitious young men from the rer families to marry 
the pg aren of wealthy planters. Instead of — Ae to restrain these alli- 
ances they wore generally encouraged by 3 with a view to pre- 
serving the physical and mental vigor of their families without sacrificing their 
estates. To employ a homely but expressive phrase, “brains and money were 
constantly combining” to build up and preserve in the old South the finest so- 
ciety in the world, to the exclusion of those twin evils, the millionaire and the 


tramp. 

The fine moral and intellectual organization of Southern children has hereto- 
fore been largely. due to the fact that their mothers were exempt from the hard- 
ships of phys: drudgery and the depressing effects of impending want. The 
poorest man in the South supported his family with comparative ease, because 
of the gently rising gradations in society and the universal liberality of the 
stronger toward the weakest. How is it in those countries so long freed from 
the curse of slavery,” but where mechanical invention is vely in- 
creasing the congestion of wealth and stimulating Inxurious living among the 


rich, while it alarmingly swells the ranks of the hungry laborer, the socialist, 
— 1 ? Take husetts, the“ hub”’ of free schools, free labor, and 
boasted „ as a fair representative. The average expenses of labor- 


— oe who are the heads of families in Massachusetts amount to $754.42. 
w. 


with the sword the pathway of the pen and made America the stronghold of 
the Anglo-Saxon race. The first resolutions declaring the right of the colonies 
to be and independent” were introduced into a Southern legislature by 
a Southern man. The first resolutions to the same effect were presented in the 
Colonial Congress by another Southern man, and took form and consistence in 
the Declaration of Independence, under the matchless genius of still another 
Southern man. A Southern man led the patriot armies to victory, and estab- 
lished the possibilities of the proudest nation on the earth, A Southern man 
was prime mover of the convention that framed the Constitution. When the 
Government had been created its organic law was still an unexplained book, a 
po us oar in unskilled hands. 3 

It was left for the greatest legal mind of the a Southern Chief-Justice, to 
anal and stamp upon it the construction Which will be accepted as long as 
the itution is respected. A Southern man ed the ordinance for the 
organization and government of the great Northwestern Territory, an instru- 
ment second in importance only to the Constitution of the United States. A 
Sou man was author of the republican theory of popular government 
which prevailed * beg they i years of our greatest prosperity, peace, and 


fave Presiients tempore of the Senat 
ve ents pro of the Senate, 
88 were from slave States. Of five Chief-Justices 
woo 


to foreign countries, ninety-nine were from slave States. 

Without going further into exhaustive details, for which material is abundant 
and overwhehaing. we affirm, without fear of decent denial, thatalong the lines 
of these Ge Foe years are ran, all the broad and lofty conceptions of states- 

nship, all the bold and fruitful en rises, all the grand and comprehensive 
achievements from which have evolved the pride, the power, and the glory of 
the American people, 

The war of 1812 was scarcely less important in its results than the war of in- 
dependence. The one left us an embryonic nation; the other developed full- 
grown power, wiping out the results of twenty-five years, planting our flag 
upon the ocean, and y, at — mar doubt in the m of foreign powers that 
we were a Government de facto, and entitled to a place in the front rank of na- 
tions. This war, we are told bya Northern historian, “wasa ern measure 
for the protection of Northern interests; yet it was inaugurated and 
to a triumphant issue under the administration of a Southern slaveholder, sup- 
= by a “solid South,” in the face of the almost solid opposition of the free 

es. were the master spirits of that — Such men as Clay, Cal- 
houn, Monroe, Grundy, Lowndes, and Crawford; while only five Senators 
north ofthe Delaware voted to sustain it. 

In the gloomiest and most critical days of the conflict, New England, which 
“writes all the books,“ was holding a secession convention, denouncing the war 
and intriguing with the emissaries of Great Britain. Asa consequence, when 
England sent her powerful ficet to invest our ports, she exempted the coast of 
New England from the operations of the bl e. When the success of the 
war had established its popularity in the free States, a Southern man form 
the financial policy which extinguished its immense debt in less than twenty 


rs. 

nder these same slothful and demoralizing” auspices of slavery the great 
Indian wars were fought, their magnificent country opened to white settlement, 
the sa’ removed, and measures adopted for their civilization. Florida was 
acquired from Spain, and from France that vast domain, the Louisiana Terri- 
eee more than one million square miles, greater in extent and 
richer in resources than the whole territory of the then existing United States, 
and giving us the sole ownership of the Mississippi Riverfrom its sources to the 
G Thisone achievement, conceived and accomplished bya Southern Presi- 
dent, through the supreme skill and courage of a Southern diplomatist, over- 
shadows in its stupendous proportions, outweighs in the vastness of its results 
0. national mensure presented by Northern statesmanship and secured by 
Northern enterprise since the landing at Plymouth Rock. It was this far- reach - 
ing stroke of Southern diplomacy which elicited from the great Napoleon the 
prophetic remark that the “acquisition of Louisiana forever strengthens the 

wer of the United States and gives to England a maritime rival that will some 

3 her pride.“ Z 

e war for the independence of Texas and the administration of its govern- 

ment by its Southern Presidents was another manifestation of the!“ slothful en- 
ergies” of the ee idlers” and “overseers.” The war with Mexico and 
the annexation oi 
ment opposition which they had presented to the last war with b 
a Southern President again h 


mark, across the empires of 
bathe its feet in the Mediterranean. 


It is capable of producing 12,000,000 bales of cotton and will haveacattle range 
left Jarger than the whole Siate of New York. This war, prosecuted 
vated, 5 ive overseers,“ gathered into the national d 
Territory of New Mexico, itself larger than the Kin: of Great Britain and 
Ireland; extended the national boundary to the o, and opened to the world 
the Golden Gate of California. 

Mr. Tillet, in his haste to elevate the new South by d ing the old, forgets 
that most of the representative men of the new South, her Senators, Congress- 
men, Cabinet officers, governors, judges, jurists, leading journalists, college pro- 
fessors, eminent divines, and pandaan g men of business in every line were born 
and educated under the “curse of slavery.” There is no new South. The term 
Ricca aAA A A rinks, wating te OTa ihe sim 
Southern children into the conviction that their ancenton’, if not criminal, were 
little more than a race of “idiots,” blunderers, blockheads, and failares, But 
the present or future generations will never find reason to be ashamed of the 
brainwork: of the old South. 

He tells us that the wealthy families in the South, with a view to 
preserving the physical and mental vigor of their families withont sac- 
rificing their estates, encouraged matrimonial alliances between their 
daughters and the sons of the poor. That the vigor, physical and 
mental, of the wealthy families of the South needed the infusion of new 
blood irom some outside source, I am not prepared to deny, but he 
fails to tell us what alliances were provided for the sons of the rich. 
They seem to have been overlooked. Or were their alliances not mat- 
rimonial, but contracted ontside the pale of that sacred relation, and 
between them and their bondwomen? The tell-tale bleaching com- 
plexions of the African race in the South only too plainly answer this 
question. Who wonders that the families of the rich in the South 
needed more mental and physical vigor? 

Brains and money were constantly combining, he says, to build up 
and preserve in the South the finest society in the world ‘‘to the exclu- 
sion of those twin evils, the millionaire and the tramp.“ Thearrogance 
of this claim is only equaled by its oblivion of the combination that ex- 
isted between brains and the greed for money to build up and preserve 
slavery, that “twin relic of barbarism.” 

This same reliable gentleman tells us in his remarkable letter that 
all the brains, all the patriotism, all the moral worth of the country in 
the early days of the Republic were found in Southern men; but he 
forgets to point ont which one of them all was from the cotton States, 
that section to which he belongs, and which is attempting, by the 
sage of this bill, to fasten upon the whole country the infamous i ae 
impoverishing system of English free trade. 

He does not remind us that of all the splendid galaxy of great men 
who introduced into a Southern islature the first resolutions declar- 
ing the right of the colonies to be free and independent, who pre- 
sented the first resolutions to the same effect in the Colonial Congress, 
who wrote the Declaration of Independence, who led the patriot armies to 
victory, who were the prime movers of the conventior that formed the 
Constitution, who stamped upon the Constitution the construction 
which will be accepted as long as the Constitution is respected, and 
who framed the ordinance of 1787, not one was from the cotton States 
of the Union, not one from that portion of the South denominated 
solid.“ where elections are a farce, and where Representatives on this 
floor are, with few exceptions, recorded as coming with ‘‘no opposi- 
tion,“ by a vote in many instances less than one-tenth of the legally 
authorized constituency. He is also careful to omit mention of the 
glorious part which his own State has taken in all the grand achieve- 
ments of the country’s history. 

He does not mention the name of one ‘‘illustrious son“ of Missis- 
sippi who, possessed of that fine moral and intellectual organization” 
of which he prates, has shed any luster on our country. Has this Mr. 
Ward, or has the gentleman from Mississippi, the name of one to give 
us? Why is it that while the South has Naar making history for 
others to write and sell’? the State of Mississippi has received in that 
history no mention worthy of record, except that she diated her 
honest debts, and was the home of the only president of the only Con- 
federacy ever organized to destroy that Constitution which this brag- 
gart fn. his letter boasts Southern men framed, established, and con- 
stru 

Butthe ‘*apex of audacity, touse the language of another, is reached 
by this scribbler, when, as a stigma upon the fair fame of the North, 
he repeats the stale and long ago exploded lie that the Hartford con- 
vention was a ‘‘ secession convention,“ and when the only ‘‘secession 
conventions?” ever held were in those States, including his own, which 
through him are a ting to themselves all the virtue and greatness 
and patriotism in the land. 

While recounting the glories of the ‘‘old South,” as he is pleased to 
call it, why does he finish his record at 1853? Is he ashamed of the 
part the ‘Senators, Congressmen, Cabinet officers, governors, judges, 
jurists, leading journalists, college professors, and eminent divines,’’ 
porn and educated under the curse of slavery’’ have taken in the 
period since that year? Is he not equally as proud of the glorious 
part Southern men“ have taken in that period of our glorious his- 
tory as of that period to which he confines his praise? it strange, 
Mr. Chairman, that a man who thus extols slavery, and the system of 
society which it created and fostered, should protest against anything 
„new, and declare that there is no new South,” and that the term 
is simply a phrase costume?“ 
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It is just such men as this that have kept and are trying to keep the 
South in the shadow of the past; who constantly wave the bloody 
shirt“ and get mad because they can not have a monopoly of the 
business; who refuse to look forward, but have always their eyes to- 
wards the rear of the procession. It is not strange that the South 
should be so slow to avail herself of the benefits of the American sys- 
tem of protection to labor when men who are capable of writing such 
stuff are complimented on this floor as distinguished citizens and 
their productions are read and indorsed by honorable representatives 
from that section. 

Mr. Chairman, I deny the imputations implied in the attempt of this 
letter to belittle the part taken by the men of the North in securing 
and maintaining our liberties. Her great names come trooping into 
mymemory. Her Adamses, Franklins, Morrises, Sehuylers, Shermans, 
Warrens, Hamiltons, Jays, Livingstons, and a host of others make up 
the noble array. Their deeds I do not need to 1econnt; they are writ- 
ten on the glorious pages of imperishable history. And Iam reminded 
that while it may be true that men of the South were the first to pass 
resolutions (and I honor their memory), men of the North were the 
first to act, and the first to seal their devotion by shedding their blood 
in defense of American independence. 

i have only disgust and contempt for the fulsome twaddle in which 
this man talks about the fine moral and intellectual“ superiority of 
the men of the South over those of the North, and the sneers with 
which hespeaks of the hungry laborer, the socialist, and the paupers’? 
ofthe North. It smacks of the sentiment so prevalent in the days of 
the old South,“ that the farmers of the North were the ‘‘mudsills”’ of 
society and the mechanics were ‘‘greasy,’’ so often and so defiantly 
flung into the faces of the patient freemen of the North before the days 
when it was demonstrated that it took more than one of those South- 
ern cavaliers to whip five mudsills“ and ‘‘ greasy’? mechanics, and 
when it became necessary for those same mudsills and mechanics,“ 
by their prowess and devotion to human liberty, on a thousand fields, to 
defend that Constitution which only Southern men established and 
construed, against the deadly assaults of their descendants, 

Mr. Chairman, free-trade writers and orators are given to gloomy 
prognostications of impending ruin. Butsomehow such forecasts have 
always proved to be the mistaken utterances of trembling fear, and 
have never been realized. Many of those who stand high in the coun- 
cils of the free-traders have been thus unfortunate in their prophecies. 

Hon. David A. Wells, in a speech delivered by him in Cooper In- 
stitute, in November, 1883, and in which he claimed that protection 
had so stimulated manufacturing in this country that the home mar- 
ket was overstocked, and until free trade should come to our relief we 
should go on from bad to worse, said: 

Things will grow worse until, through wreck and disaster, the home domes- 
tie manufactur production is forced down into correspondence with or be- 
Jow the requirements for domestic consumption, unless inthe mean time, through 
a change in our national fiscal policy, other and larger markets and outlets for 


our present surplus product can be opened, or some special providence, like 
famine or war in the Old World,comes to temporarily help us out of our dilemma. 


Well, neither foreign war nor famine has come to our relief; there 
has been no change in our fiscal policy, nor has there been any forcing 
down of production; but, on the contrary, many more man i 
establishments have been commenced, and the production from shops 
and farms has been largely increased, and no *‘ wreck and disaster 
have come, and we are more prosperous and wages are higher and goods 
are more in demand than then. The fact is, and one which Mr. Wells 
in the same speech admits, that at that time there was, as all will re- 
member, a general stagnation in business throughout the civilized 
world, including even free-trade England, from which onr country, 
owing to the fiscal policy of which Mr. Wells complains, has recovered 
more rapidly and more surely than the nations of the Old World. 

Again, he said in the same speech: 

A continuation of the causes and policy which restricts our American manu- 
facturer merely to the domestic market for the sale of his products and debars 
him in a great degree from access to foreign markets, inevitably means, there- 
fore, low wages and the degradation and impoverishment of the masses, or in- 
sures the very results which it is claimed a high-tariff policy is certain to avert. 

Well, nearly five years have elapsed, and while the policy of which 
he complains has continued we have not had low wages nor degrada- 
tion and impoverishment of the masses, but, on the contrary, an ad- 
vance in wages and the opposite of degradation and impoverishment 
of the masses. 

Mr. Chairman, the argument of the free-trader and of the advocates 
of this bill, it seems to me, is a sordid dollar-and-cent argument. It 
rises to no great height. It has to do only with the question, How 
much cheaper can I buy a suit of clothes or a pair of shoes. It does 
not take a comprehensive and patriotic view of the situation. It does 
not ask what is the best thing for the country as a whole, but what is 
best for me as an individual. It does not occupy the standpoint of the 
country’s glory, of its increase in wealth and power, of the multiplica- 
tion of its industries. It does not take an account of America as stand- 
ing by herself and for herself. It does not appeal to our patriotism, 
but to onr love of money. It expresses no desire to see the price of 
labor enhanced, but drivels about cheaper clothing for those who have 
2 to earn their money before they can buy clothing, either cheap or 

ear, 


It does not glory in a system of our own, but has its eye fixed upon the 
system of a foreign people no more adapted to our situation than is that 
same le’s government to our free Constitution. In short, it looks 
8 and not forwards, It would foist upon a young, vigorous, 
progressive, and free people the old, worn-out, effete, impoverishing, and 
class-preferring system of a country whose rich are ever growing richer 
and whose poor are ever growing poorer. It is not the argument that 
the American people will listen to. It is not the argument that a peo- 
ple who unhesitatingly assumed the expenditure of $10,000,000,000 and 
the sacrifice of half a million of valuable lives to sustain and enforce a 
greats principle will appreciate. They still love that country they sac- 
rificed so much to save, and are looking forward to her greater and 
grander glory, when her people, through and by means of her beneficent 
protective system—her own American system—shall surpass the pro; 
perity and happiness which they have already achieved, and stand un- 
rivaled in the world’s history in all that constitutes a people’s great- 
ness, 

And now, Mr. Chairman, what is ourduty as representatives and pa- 
triots? Shall we, in response to the demands of doctrinaires, and in 
the face of our experience, abandon a policy under which we have ad- 
vanced from a third-rate to a first-rate power; under which we have 
undergone a complete industrial revolution; under which we have 
emerged from a condition of comparative obscurity to the proud posi- 
tion among the nations typified by the magnificent figure, with torch 
in hand shining a hundred miles out to sea, of Liberty Enlighten- 
ing the World; under which we quelled the greatest rebellion recorded 
in history; under which we have mere rapidly and more easily paid 
the enormous debt incurred thereby than could any other nation ever 
organized among men; under which labor has more liberty, more rights, 
more comforts, more power than under any other government on the 
earth; under which religion is freer, truth more untrammeled, freedom 
more assured, and wealth more diffased than amongany other people? 

Shall we continue the policy of keeping American markets for Ameri- 
ean labor, and so foster our own industries and build up our own great- 
ness, or shall we return to our condition before all this 5 and 
glory came upon us, to that condition always following trade leg- 
islation, and surrender to England our independence and prosperity ? 

To these questions for myself I have but one answer. I stand for 
the toilers of America, their continued and increasing prosperity, and 
the consequent glory of my country. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, in considering the subject 
covered by this bill we are addressing ourselves to a duty which in 
every age has been the most important that has devolved on the rep- 
resentatives of the people. Inherent in the very idea of human gov- 
ernment, no matter under what system, no matter how crude or how 
perfect, is the principle that each individual member must make some 
contribution to a common fund to be used for the common good. 

Every individual who is worthy to become a member of organized 
society, known as government, will cheerfully make this contribution 
just so long as he feels that the amount exacted approximates a fair 
3 of the common burdens among those to be benefited, and 
no longer. 

The methods by which these contributions are gathered into the com- 
mon fund, no matter how simple or how complex; no matter how harsh 
or how insidious in their operation; no matter whether paid in hard 
cash out of the citizen’s pocket, or by the sale of his property by a col- 
lector, or coneealed in the enhanced price of what he eats, drinks, or 
wears, constitute taxation. 

It certainly goes without saying that under our boasted free govern- 
ment, whose people we are representing in our deliberations on this 
bill, both the methods and measure of taxation ought to be just and 
equal to every citizen wherever be his home or whatever be his occu- 
pation. However much we may differ on other propositions; however 
difficult it may be for the member on this side of the House to convince 
the member on that side that when the consumer has paid $1.47 for an 
article that it cost only $1 to produce he is poorer than hewould have 
been had he bought it for the $1; and however dificult it may be for 
the member on that side to convince this side that the man who paid 
the extra 47 cents received a blessing in disguise; however persistently 
and vociferously and ingeniously the tax-eater may plead with the tax- 
payer that both are made richer by the peculiar twist of the wrist by 
which this operation was performed; however doggedly the tax-payer 
may insist that the emptinessof his pocket is none the less real because 
his money was taken by a process which he was led to believe would 
fill rather than empty his purse! however much we may debate these 
questions, I venture the assertion that no man in this Hall or out of it 
will be found toray that the burdens of the Government, like its bless- 
ings, ought not to fall equally on all the people. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is fortunately one other proposition upon 
which we can all agree. Much adverse criticism of the President’s 
bold, fearless, and manly message has been indulged in, both in this 
and in the other end of the Capitol, and in the press, by the representa- 
tives of those whose ‘* business interests,” as they style their right un- 
der the existing laws to levy contribution on the necessaries of life, 
they say will be disturbed if this bill passes. At first some were even 
bold enough to say that there ought to be no reduction of taxation; 
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that instead of reduction of taxation there ought to be expansion of 
expenditure to get rid of the surplus; that the representatives of the 
people ought to be ds fertile in expedients to squander the surplus as 
they had been in expedients to collect it; that they ought to be able to 
find or invent some new drain by which an overflowing Treasury might 
be emptied. With them it mattered not how or where the money was 
expended, so it was expended,and the necessity for tax reduction averted. 
But this idea was advanced cautiously to ascertain whether the people 
would submit to having their money thus squandered. An unmistaka- 
ble negative response from the press and the people has warned the 
opponents of revenue reform that the people stand guard over this ave- 
nue of escape from the duty they owe their constituents, and have 
promised time and again to discharge—to reduce taxation. 

So that now I believe I am justified in saying that no member on 
that side of the House, however he may hate to see the pruning-knife 
of revenue reform applied, however much he may resist reduction of 
taxation, will dare to rise in his seat and say that more money is not col- 
lected from the people than ought be collected, or that the remedy for 
this surplus is not to reduce taxation and leave the money in the 
pockets of the people, where it belongs. Hence I say that upon this 
proposition we are all agreed, that the way to prevent a surplus is to 
reduce taxation. I know that is the unanimous judgment of this side 
of the House, and if any one of my Republican friends on the other 
side of the aisle believes now that the surplus ought not be reduced by 
reducing taxation, I would like to have him announce that fact as part 
of the platform on which he asks his constitutents to return him to 
this House. . 

Then, Mr. Chairman, agreeing that taxes ought to be reduced, how 
much and on what ought they be reduced? Ought they be reduced so 
as to relieve the tax-payers of the most possible or of the least possible 
of the burdens that taxation necessarily brings? Shall the reduction 
be made in the interest of those who lose by taxation or in the interest 
of those who gain by taxation? Shall the reduction be made at the 
dictation of the gentlemen on the other side of this House who repre- 
sent those who receive largely more of the amount paid by the people 
than the Government itself, or shall it be made under the direction of 
gentlemen on this side of the House who represent those who are ap- 
pealing to have some part of a ruinous and unnecessary burden rolled 
off their shoulders? 

In short, shall we repeal internal-revenue taxes, every dollar of which 
is levied on luxuries and when collected goes into the Federal Treas- 
ury, or shall we reduce tariff taxation, less than one dollar of which out 
of four paid reaches that Treasury, the other three going into the pockets 
of the manufacturing capitalists, corporations, and trusts, for whom, 
attempt to disguise the fact as they may, our Republican friends are 
making the fight on this floor? I shall not stop now to discuss the 
question whether this three-fourths of the enormous toll gathered by 
these manufacturing capitalists, combines, and trusts, while the Gov- 
ernment gathers one-fourth, is ever, by a peculiar process of legerde- 
main which no human being has ever yet been able to understand, vol- 
untarily transferred from the pockets of these charitable capitalists back 
to the pockets of the laboring men and farmers whence it was taken. 
I leave that question for the manufacturing laborer, struggling with 
capital and Pinkerton’s armed detectives for enough of his hard earn- 
ings to keep want and hunger from the door of his cabin, to answer. 
I leave the answer to that question to the Western and Southern 
farmer, competing single handed and unprotected in the markets of 
the world against the cheapest labor in the world with his wheat and 
cotton for enough money to pay the annual interest on the mortgages 
that tariff-fatted capital has fastened on his humble home. But we 
are asked to believe that capitalists are honest and liberal and mag- 
nanimous, and generous, and just. Only get the tribute of protection 
into their pockets and they will divide liberally with the farmer and 
the laborer. They must exercise faith in the generosity and liberality 
of the capitalists. Nobody can see how they get back their share of 
this tribute which consumption pays to manufacturing production, but 
they are asked to trust, 

For myself, Mr. Chairman, I have come to loathe and despise the 
word trust,“ as applied to wrongs now committed under that name. 
I believe that if it was within the scope of legislation I would vote for a 
bill to strike it from the English language. 

Mr. Chairman, I have in my short service on this floor heard from 
this side of the House some of the severest arraignments of trusts. In- 
deed, I wish to be just and say that through this debate, when driven 
to the wall, many of our friends on the other side of the House have 
disclaimed any desire to legislate in the interest of trusts. 

But, sir, there is one trust; a legalized trust; a forced trust; a trust 
by which the farmer and the laborer, the blood, the bone, sinew, and 
intellect; the sweat and toil that produce wealth, is by law compelled 
to make, not the natural and voluntary, but an unnatural and unequal 
combination with capital, which is only wealth already produced. 
This combine, under the forms of law, compels labor, whether on the 
farm, or in the shop, or at the Icom, to pay to capital as its trustee 
almost one-third of its hard earnings, 47 cents out of every $1.47, under 
the guise that in some mysterious way, and after itshall have deducted 
what it deems its proper share, it will return it to its proper owner. 


Mr. Chairman, I represent a constituency of 160,000 people. Fifty 
thousand of these by their daily toil make for themselvesand the 110,- 
000 who constitute their helpless and dependent families such subsist- 
ence as is left toa farming community, alter paying the tax and tribute 
exacted by the revenue laws which weare trying toamend. I do not 
intend to claim that this subsistence is as comfortable as the rich soil 
and natural advantages of my State ought to afford. Nor do I intend 
to stop now to Ais with the venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. KELLEY], who was so recently Kentucky’s guest, and who seems, 
like the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], to think it the proper thing 
for a Republican protectionist who enjoys the hospitality ofa Southern 
State, to seize the first opportunity to misrepresent and belittle his hest. 

Nor shall I, by comparing his speech in Louisville with his speech 
on this floor, rob him of the satisfaction it seems to afford him to boast 
that he not only insults, belittles, and misrepresents my people here, 
but that he was ill-mannered enough to do the same thing in the very 
home of his host. Kentucky is not what she ought to be. She is not 
what she longs to be. She is not what she would have been if my 
venerable friend from Pennsylvania had notso successfully spent twenty- 
five years of his mature and vigorous manhood in fastening on the 
country a system and rate of taxation that have made her industries 
pay a constant and exorbitant tribute to the industries of his State— 
that have made her people poor and his people rich. 

The gentleman says he has— 
devoted the years of his vigorous manhood to the overthrow of the politica 
influence of the slave oligarchy in this country. 

If he would only devote his declining years to the emancipation of 
its political affairs from the fatal embrace of its twin-sister, the high- 
tariff oligarchy, which fastens the chains of slavery on every human 
being who eats his bread in the honest sweat of his brow, without re- 
gard to race, color, or previous condition, he would outlive the day 
when even his imagination, distorted as it is by prejudice, could con- 
jure up such a dark picture of Kentucky as to say of her that— 
the masses of her people are steeped in poverty and illiteracy, and are strangers 
not only to the comforts of humble life, but to the commonest and most abso- 
lute necessaries of Northern laborers. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that the condition of the farming and 
laboring people of my State, engaged in occupations that pay but re- 
ceive no protection, occupations that yield but meager returns on the 
money and labor expended after Pennsylvania has collected her tariff 
tolls, appeared pitiable in the extreme to the great apostle and repre- 
sentative of the tariff barons of the State of Pennsylvania. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it ill becomes this great apostle and leader of 
that system of high tariff, which has wrought comparative poverty 
not only among my people but among all the people of the South and 
West, to taunt the victims his system has wronged. 

Compared with his people, who have an equal or even a much less 
capital invested in manufacturing under the peculiar privileges and 
bounties the present tariff affords, I am forced to confess that my peo- 
ple are poor. And they will remain poor just so long as other indus- 
tries have a legal right to levy 47 cents on every dollar that they are 
compelled to spend for the necessaries and comforts of life. No mem- 
ber on this floor has so far had the hardihood to claim that any farmer ° 
engaged in producing the great staples of this country gets directly one 
dollar of benefit from protection. It is admitted that he is constantly 
paying out more money on every one of the four thousand articles cov- 
ered by the tariff schedule which he buys than he would pay if the 
tariff was reduced. 

As a portion, and a very large portion, of the consumers, these farm- 
ers paid into the public Treasury last year their portion of $217,000,000 
collected on Sapore goods. It will be admitted that four times as 
many home-produced goods were bought and consumed as there were 
of foreign. The tariff put it within the power of home manufacturers 
and producers to sell these goods for $868,000,000 more than they could 
have been bought for in the foreign markets if we were allowed to buy 
our goods where we can buy them the cheapest. 

In every case where any foreign goods of asimilar class were imported 
and sold here in competition with similar goods made at home the 
proof is conclusive that the home manufacturer was adding to his goods 
the entire tariff the foreigner was required to pay. Whenever and 
wherever the home manufacturer is selling at a less price than the 
foreign goods, with freight and tariff added costs, then it is shown con- 
clusively that more tariff is being charged than is necessary to es 
35 home manufacturer, and he can make no complaint at a fair re- 

uction. 

If it be true, as gentlemen on the other side of the aisle in their 
stress are sometimes led to argue, that goods are made and sold as cheap 
or cheaper here than we could buy them if there was no tariff duty on 
them; or, in other words, that the tariff duty is not added to the price 
and paid by the consumer of home- produced goods, then the tariff is 


of no benefit to the manufacturer, and all this desperate resistance to 
tariff reduction by the representatives of protected interests is waste 
of lung power and valuable time. If it was not added; if it did not 
go into the pockets of the manufacturers; if the consuming farmers 
and laborers did not have it to pay, that side of the House would not 
only lead the van for reduction, but for its entire removal. 
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Turning again to agricultural Kentucky, which the venerable gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania says is steeped in poverty and illiteracy,” 
and which, Iam bound to admit, is poor when compared with tariff- 
fatted Pennsylvania, Jet us see if the gentleman, had he been dis- 
posed to deal fairly with this matter, could not have found a better 
reason for this condition than that she is the most illustrious victim 
of” the internal- revenue or the whisky trust. It would have occurred 
to one who could lift himself above sectional prejudices and mercenary 
interests, especially when he was searching for statistics to misrepre- 
sent our illiteracy, to examine the internal-revenue returns and to ask 
himself why it is that Ohio and New York, each of which pays more in- 
ternal revenue than Kentucky, are not ‘‘steeped in poverty and illit- 
eracy.” Why it is that Illinois, which pays twice as much internal 
revenue and makes more and meaner whisky than any State in the 
Union, “is not steeped in poverty and illiteracy.” [Applause.] In- 
deed, he might have come closer to home, even into the precincts of 
his own wealthy State of Pennsylvania, and found that she was paying 
two-thirds as much internal revenue as Kentucky, and that she had 
19,540 retail whisky shops, more than five timesas many as Kentucky, 
dealing out, as he eloquently expresses it, this— 
most fruitful source of poverty, ignorance, vice, crime, disease, insanity, and ig- 
nominious death known to the civilization of the nineteenth century. 

By looking a little further into the statistics he would have found 
that there were in the State of Illinois 11,635 and in the State of Ohio 
15,540 retail liquor-dealers, the former over three times as many and 
the latter over four times as many as the 3,598 in the State of Kentucky. 
Yet the gentleman will not dare rise and say that Illinois, with over 
three times as many retail whisky-shops and making more mean whisky 
than Kentucky makes of good, is a victim of the whisky“ trust“ or is 
steeped in ‘ignorance and illiteracy.” [Applause.] If he said that 
of Illinois my usually good-natured friend [Mr. CANNON] of that State, 
who so cordially indorsed this sentiment when tttered about Kentucky, 
would draw his Spofford’s Almanac and utterly confound him by read- 
ing to him and the House all the statistical tables it contained. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the explanation of Kentucky’s poverty and Penn- 
sylvania’s wealth is so plain that he who runs may read. A few words 
tell the simple story: Kentucky pays 47 cents of tribute on every dol- 
lar's worth of tariff-protected goods she buys. Pennsylvania receives 
47 cents tribute on every dollar of these goods she sells. 

Commerce is nothing but exchange of products through the conven- 
ient representative of values known as money. And when the Ken- 
tucky farmer comes to exchange, through the process of sale and pur- 
chase, his farm products for the manufactured products of Ohio, Mli- 
nois, Pennsylvania, and the New England States, he is, under the ex- 
isting tariff laws, required to give $1.47 of the value of his products, 
fixed in the markets of world, for $1 in value of those manufactured 
products fixed in the same market. 

Thus for twenty-seven years the hard earnings of the farmers of the 
South and West have, under this high protective law, poured in a con- 
stant stream of 47 cents on every dollar into the coffers of the manu- 
facturing States, with the same unerring certainty with which the 
waters from the mountains, the hillsides, and the valleys have under 
the laws of gravitation poured into the bosom of the ocean. 

In my State, Mr. Chairman, there were in 1880, as shown by the 
census, 320,000 persons engaged in farming. The same census shows 
that for each person who labors there are two helpless women and chil- 
dren dependent on his labor for support. 

The census does not show how much of the products of the farm are 
sold or exchanged for the necessaries of life which are manufactured or 
5 by our protected friends who say they will be ruined if this 

ill passes, but I assume that even the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who says the masses of our people are strangers not only to the com- 
forts of humble life, but to the commonest and most absolute daily nec- 
essaries of Northern laborers,” will admit that every person engaged 
in farming spends on an average at least $100 for machinery, farming 
implements, clothing, sugar, and salt, and other protected articles for 
himself and the two that are dependent on him. 

This is only $33} for each per year, and is certainly poverty enough 
to satisfy even the distorted imagination of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania. Kentucky’s 320,000 farmers spending $100 each with our 
manufacturing friends under a tariff averaging 47 per cent. will pay 
$22,000,000 for the goods they buy and $10,000,000 tariff for the glor- 
ious privilege of dealing with our own people. 

Ten millions a year is the contribution, not of all these people of my 
State, ‘steeped in poverty and illiteracy ’’ to this high-tariff Moloch, 
but the contribution of the farmers alone. My district contains one- 
tenth of the farmers of the State. One million dollars is exacted from 
its farmers, one hundred thousand from each of my ten counties, $100 
from each man, woman, and child that from choice or stern necessity 
wields the hoe, follows the plow, or drives the reaper, whose occupa- 
tion coming closer than any other tonature and nature’s God ought to 
be as free from unjust human exactions as the air he breathes, which 
according to the gentleman from Pennsylvania is about the only com- 
fort the poverty-steeped illiterate enjoys. x 

But some one on the other side of the aisle in his zeal to justify this 
wrong is ready tojsay: ‘‘I am ready to admit that $33} is less than will 


buy the tariff-taxed articles consumed even by the pauper in the Ken- 
tucky poor-house. But when you say that 47 per cent. is added to all 
those articles he uses you put the figures too high. The prices of all 
protected articles are not increased by the amount of the protection 
given.“ Then if they are not, why all this fuss about the small re- 
duction asked in this bill? If you are not using the full rate of pro- 
tection you are getting under the Jaw, how are you to be hurt by 
striking off what you are not charging? 

If you say that under the tariff laws you sell an article cheaper than 
it could be sold without a tariff, then I say abolish a tariff that does 
the manufacturer no good. Whenever a tariff does the consumer no 
harm it can do the manufacturer no possible good, and ought to be 
promptly abolished. But, if you think my per cent. is too high, name 
one yourselves. Whatis the per cent. of protection that we pay and 
you receive? It must be large or you would not stake your party and 
close your eyes to all considerations of common justice and honesty, to 
make the fearful fight that you are making here to retain it. 

I will take the lowest per cent. that any honest Republican statisti- 
cian will say the consumer pays the producer of tariff-taxed articles, 
and show that in ten years it will impoverish any community of con- 
sumers and enrich any community of producers of these articles. Re- 
verse the effect of the tariff laws in Kentucky and Pennsylvania. 
Let us receive and her pay the same tribute that we are paying and 
she is receiving now. At the end of ten years Kentucky will bloom 
like the garden of Eden, and the venturesome crow that should attempt 
to wing his flight across the once rich and proud and arrogant Republi- 
can State of Pennsylvania would either carry his provisions with him 
or reach civilization again with an emptier stomach than ever went to 
bed 1 a Kentuckian ‘‘steeped in poverty and illiteracy,” [Ap- 
plause. 

But we are told, Mr. Chairman, that the farmer and laborer ought 
to pay the present rate of taxation cheerfully because the manufacturer 
needs it and uses it to pay the farmer better prices for his produce, and 
the laborer better wages for his service. These propositions seem now 
to constitute the larger part of the stock arguments for high protection, 
since the protected industries have been driven from the plea of infancy. 
To ask if the manufacturers and capitalists have heretofore dealt so 
generously with the farmer and laborer in return for the enormous sums 
these beneficent trustees have collected, ought to be asuflicient answer 
to both of these arguments. ` 

But in view of the readiness with which the representatives of capi- 
tal and monopoly on the other side of the House, driven from dll other 
grounds of defense, retreat behind these subterfuges and make a pite- 
ous appeal for high protection in the interest of the poor laborer and 
farmer, it becomes us to examine these arguments with more serious- 
ness than they really deserve. Necessity is the mother of invention, 
and the necessity of the attorneys of tariff-fed capital, in this last ditch, 
appealing in the interest of the two classes they have fleeced and im- 
poverished since 1861, that their tribute be not disturbed, would merely 
excite ridicule, if it did not so often deceive. 

Do they need the present rate of protection to enable them to pay, 
not only the wages now paid laborers, but even higher wages than ill- 
paid and discontented labor has ever demanded? What are they pay- 
ing labor? Production is the joint earnings of capital and labor, and 
ought to be divided in proportion to what each puts into the common 
partnership. Ifa laborer borrows $1,000 of capital he pays for its úse 
and the risk of its loss 6 per cent., or $60 per year. When the laborer ` 
is able thus to form a partnership with $1,000 of capital, by borrowing 
it and investing it himself, $60 is the amount of the joint profits that 
$1,000 of capital receives, 

If the laborer invests this $1,000 in farming it is the wniversal ex- 
perience, and no man who has observed the farming operations or 
studied the farming statistics of this country will deny the proposition, 
that as a rule even this interest, this apparently small exaction of 
capital, will finally consume all the profits of the joint venture. And 
in three cases out of four the farmer borrowing the capital will finally 
fail. On the other hand, the capitalist who lends his money at this 
rate, whether the borrower uses it in farming or other pursuits, will 
grow gradually but certainly rich. And I undertake to say now, and 
fear no contradiction, that no man or class of men have any right to 
invoke the aid of special laws to enable them to realize more than 6 
per cent. on capital invested in the production of articles our own 
people must buy and consume. ci 

And I undertake to say farther, that whenever capital employs labor 
in producing that which the people must buy and consume, it has no 
right to demand, and especially has no right to invoke, the aid of law 
to demand more than 6 per cent., which is a fair profit on the capital 
invested. All the profits beyond that ought either be paid to the 
laborer by increase of wages or released to the consumer by reduction 
of prices. Applying these propositions to the manufacturing, farming, 
and labor statistics of the census of 1880, and what do we have? 

The States of Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Ohio, and Illinois seem 
to make the most desperate efforts through their high-tariff representa- 
tives to keep up tariff taxation, and thereby take care of the farmers 
and laborers not only oftheir own States butof the whole country. It is 
therefore pertinent to inquire what they are doing for the farmers and 
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laborers for whom they entertain such tender regard. I will not com- 

the rich manufacturer of these States with the poor farmer and la- 
wad of Kentucky or of the Southern or Western farming States. Nor 
will I co the farmer of Massachusetts with the farmer of Illinois, 
as is done by the St. Louis Republican, against which the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] so warmly protested when the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON] a few days ago had such a comparison 
read at the Clerk’s desk as part of his remarks. 

But I will compare the earnings of the farmers and laborers of Massa- 
chusetts with the earnings of the protected manufacturers of Massa- 
chusetts; the earnings of the farmers and laborers of Pennsylvania 
with the earnings of the protected manufacturers of Pennsylvania; 
the earnings of farmers and laborers of Ohio with the earnings of 
the protected manufacturers of Ohio; the earnings of the farmers and 
laborers of Illinois with the earnings of the protected manufacturers of 
Illinois. These States are certainly conspicuous examples of the de- 
velopment of the farming and manufacturing industries in the same 
Btate, side by side, under the benign influence of the very tariff laws 
we are trying to reform. 

The census shows that in 1880 there was in Massachusetts invested 
in farming $164,288,956; that there was engaged in farming 64,973 

; that the value of the total products of the farms of that State 
for that year was $24,160,881. By simple division we find that to each 
person engaged in farming there was invested $2,528 of farm capital, 
made up of the value of the land, farming implements, and stock. We 

. find farther that the entire value of the product of the labor of one per- 
son using $2,528 of farm capital was $372 for the year. We find further 
that the entire capital invested in manufacturing in that State was 
$303,806,185; that the number of engaged was 352,255; that 
the entire product, after deducting the cost of material, was $244,- 
162,629. 

It is easy to figure from this that to each person engaged in manu- 
facturing there was invested $863, and the product of each person so 
employed using $863 capital was $693. A manufacturer, then, joining 
his labor to an inyestment of $863 made $693 in Massachusetts, and a 
farmer in the same State, joining his labor to $2,528, made $372; or 
the farmer, with nearly three timés as much money invested in land, 
farm implements, and stock as the manufacturer invests in mils and 
machinery can make a litile over one-half as much profit. This is the 
beneficent effect of our high protective tariff on the farmer in Massa- 
chusetts. 

But some Massachusetts Republican is ready to jump up and say that, 
although more than twice as much money to the hand is made with 
one-third the capital in manufacturing as in farming, manufacturing 
capital pays the difference to the manufacturing laborer. Let us see 
whether this isso. Fortunately, the census statistics settle this, too. 
Those statistics show that the entire wages paid to the 352,255 persons 
engaged in manufacturing in Massachusetis was $128,315,362, or $364 
to each person. I have found no statistics showing farm wages in that 
State. > 

But let us illustrate these statistics. Mr. A has $2,528 and he invests 
it in a farm, farmingimplements, and stock, and putting his own hands 
to the plow-handles works twelve months on this farm. Mr. B has 
only $863, which he investsina manufacturing establishment, and hir- 
ing Mr. C, who has no money, to do his work, spends the year loaf- 
ing around the hotel and market place telling the farmers and laborers 
the great value to them of the protective tariff, and writing me and 
other Co: en that not only his special industry, but the entire 
country will go to the bow-wows if the rate of tariff is reduced. 

Here we have the acs is manades and the ee play- 
ing their respective parts in glorious manufacturing Massachusetts under 
the glorious tariff law which is kept up for the benefit of the farmer 
and Jaborer. How do they come out at the end of the year according 
to the census statistics. A has for the use of his $2,528 and his year’s 
work $372. B receives as the product of his $863 and C’s labor, $693. 
How much of this $693 does he give to C, the laborer, for his year’s 
work? He gives him $364 and keeps $329. Two thousand five hun- 
dred and twenty-eight dollars and farmer A’s hard year’s work brin, 
$372. Laborer C’s year’s work brings him §364. Eight hundred an 
sixty-three dollars and the war tariff brings manufacturer B, who has 
not struck a lick of work, $329. 

But turn to Pennsylvania. Capital invested in farming in 1830, 
$1,095, 405,324; number cccupied in farming, 301, 112; farm products, 
$129,760,476. To each person engaged in farming $3,637 is invested 
in land, implements, and stock. And the labor of each person so em- 
ployed with $3,637 invested yields $431. 

In manufacturing there is $474,510,993 invested, 387,072 hands en- 

ged, who received in the year 1880 $134,055,904 in wages, and pro- 
derei. after deducting raw material, 5279, 797, 882. 

To each person engaged this gives $1,252 of manufacturing capital 
invested, and each person produced $719 and gets $346 in wages. 
Substantially the same result follows, The farmer for a year’s toil and 
$3,637 invested gets $431. The laborer engagedin manufacturing gets 
$346, and the tariff-eater, otherwise known as the manufacturing capi- 
talist, can put in $1,252, do nothing, and get $373—$27 more than 


farmer gets for his year’s work and his investment of nearly three times 


the money. 

representative of the Ohio or Illinois protectionist, on the 
other side of the Hall, CCF 
and Pennsylvania are poor; that no such meager returns to the ſarmer 
and laborer, as compared with the returns of manufacturing capital, 
can be ſonnd on the rich soil of Ohio or Illinois. Not too fast, my 
friends. Let us examine this tale-telling census. From the State of 
Ohio hails the i member of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee [Mr. MOKINLEY] who writes such an elegant minority report to 
show that the country will be ruined if even theslightest move is made 
toward stopping manufacturing capital from robbing the farmer and 
the laborer. 

In Ohio there was in 1880 invested in farming, $1,261,726,263. Of 
her population 397,495 were laboring in this occupation and the prod- 
uct was $156,777,152. In manufacturing there was invested in that 
State $188,939,614, and laborers engaged, 183,609, and they received 
$62,103,800 in wages and produced after deducting material, $132,964,- 
132. This shows that to each person engaged in farming there was in- 
vested $3,174; to each person engaged in manufacturing, only $1,029. 
That each person in farming received for his year’s labor and 
a farm capital of $3,174, ucts to the amount of $394. That each 
person engaged in man uring received for his year’s labor, if he 
worked himself, and the use of only $1,029 of capital, $724 in products, 
That the manufacturing laborer received for wages only 

So that ifthe manufacturer invested his $1,029 in mills and machin- 
ery and hired a laborer to do his work, and gave himself up to idleness 
and the enjoyment of fine whisky and the other luxuries which our 
Republican friends are so anxious to untax, he gets $386—$42 more 
than the laborer, for whose benefit he has made so many hard fights to 
maintain the tariff, gets for twelve month’s toil; and only $8 less than 
the farmer, to whom his tariff furnishes such a profitable market, gets 
for his twelve months’ toil and his investment of $3,174. 

_ And this in the great State of Ohio, where Democratic Representa- 
tives are expected to vote for high tariff because wool is protected. I 
can not so much blame her few sheep-farmers for clingling to protection 
on wool. Impoverished by manufacturing tariff, made beasts of bur- 
den for every bounty and subsidy manufacturing capitalists choose to 
heap upon them, it is but natural that the féw who can, by the aid of 
these manufacturers, saddle part of their burdens on their fellow- 
farmers by collecting of them tribute on their wool, should hasten to 
doso. It is only another illustration of the stronger shifting burdens 
and levying tribute on the weaker. 

But let us go farther West, to the great agricultural and manufact- 
uring State of Illinois. If there is anywhere on the continent where 
it might be supposed that the farmer would hold his own with the 
manufacturer, tariff or no tariff, it would be on the rich lands of Illi- 
nois. In 1880 Illinois had $1,175,772,293 invested in farming, and 
436,371 of her population were engaged in the business. Her entire 
farm products were $203,980,137; or each person en in farming 
invested $2,694 in capital, and with this capital and his labor produced 
$468. In the same State for the same year there was invested in man- 
ufacturing 8140, 652,066, and 144,727 persons employed. The product, 
after deducting cost of material, was $125,020,766, and the wages paid 
amounted to 857,429, 085; or each person employed used $972 of cap- 
ital, produced $864 in value of manufactured articles, after deducting 
price of material, and received in wages $397, the same results as in 
Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, and Ohio. 

The Illinois protectionist invests $972 in some manufacturing cor- 
poration, hires one of the laborers he loves so much to do the work- 
spends the year in reading the New York Tribune and delivering lect- 
ures on the benefits of a high protective tariff to laborers, and his 
hard-working, horny-fisted neighboring farmer, who has $2,694 in- 
vested in his farm and is working twelve hours a day to try to make 
buckle and tongue meet” at the end of the year. 

And what is the result? How do the three come out? The farmer 
gets for his hard year’s labor and the use of $2,694 invested, $468. The 
laborer who furnished the year’s hard labor to the capitalist, gets $397, 
and the poor manufacturer who is going to close ont his business and 
be forever ruined, and is not going to make any more cheap goods for 
the farmers and laborers of this country, and is not going to furnish the 
farmer a good market for his produce any longer, nor the laborer high 
wages for his work, if the Mills bill passes, gets $467 for the use of $972 
and the hard labor he performs in talking up high tariff and filling the 
mails. with petitions and circulars sents to Congress to assure members 
that his industry is about to be ruined. 

Glorious country this where for a year's toil on a farm costing, with 
implements and stock, $2,694, the farmercan make only one dollar more 
than he Who neither toils nor spins’’ gets on $972 invested in a manu- 
facturing corporation. Where the manufacturer yokes a laborer to $972 
of capital, and when this unfair and unequal partnership at the end of 
the year has made $864, keeps $467 for the part of this small capital, 
and gives the laborer only $397 for his share. In common decency I 
would have at least divided equally. 

But, Mr. Chairman, whenever a member comes on this floor and lifts 


the laborer gets for his hard year’s work, and only $58 less than the | his voice in defense of an industrial system that, in its practical results, 
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treats an intelligent American laborer as worth less in our political 


economy than $972 of capital and pays such a laborer less thau chat sum 
earns, and at the same time raises his hands and rolis his eyes back into 
the past in holy horror at negrgslavery, which never rated human serv- 
ice so low, I involuntarily exciaim ‘‘Thou hypocrite.” The Pharisee 
“thanking God that he was not as other men was a model of humility 
compared with such an exhibition of offensive self-complacency. 

But, Mr. Chairman, when from the same census we compare the con- 
dition of the unprotected farmer and laborer with the condition of the 
protected manufacturer in the entire country, the startling results are 
still more damning to this iniquitous relic of war legislation. 

The 7,670,493 ms engaged in farming in the United States in 
1880 had invested $12, 104,031,440, or an average of $1,578 to each per- 
son. They produced $2,213,402,564 in farm products, only $289 to 
each using a farm capital of $1,578. The 2,732,595 laborers en- 

in manufacturing used an investment in manufacturing capital 
of $2,790,272,606, or only $1,021 to each person employed. They pro- 
duced, after deducting cost of material, $1,972,773,642, or $772 to each 
person employed. 

These 2,732,595 manufacturing laborers received in wages $947,- 
953,795, or only $347 to each person. The manufacturing laborer, for 
whose wages the manufacturing capitalist has such tender regard, gets 
only $347 out of $772 earned, while this modern philanthropist ets 
$375 for the use of $1,021 capital for one year. For this capital,which 
ought not to bring him over 6 per cent., he gets 36 per cent. without 
adding a stroke of his labor. The farmer can get only 18 per cent. on 
his capital, throwing in his own work for the entire year. 

No wonder the protected manufacturer, who invests his capital in 
manufacturing and yokes one of the laborers, for whom he similates 
such intense affection, to each $1,021 of his investment and gives the 
laborer only $347 and keeps $375 of the $772 earned, winces and 
squirms when the Mills bill proposes to reduce the 36 per cent. he is 
receiving by reducing the tariff which alone makes such enormous 
gains possible. 

No wonder the wages of farm laborers are low, when the tariff robs 
the farmer not only of the means with which to pay labor, but of the 
means to furnish himself and family with the commonest comforts of life. 
No wonder manufacturing labor is struggling for its rights, when man- 
ufacturing capital is demanding and receiving for $1,021 more annual 
divdends by $28 than it pays the laborer for a year’s wages. 

Yet, Mr. Chairman, in the face of these figures, furnishing, as they do, 
the solution to the agricultural prostration as compared with the man- 
ufacturing thrift and wealth, of even these most favored States in this 
Union; in the face of constant strikes and lockouts which mark the fierce 
struggle of laborers in these States to wrest from capital sufficient of 
these enormous profits to afford a comfortable subsistence, the repre- 
sentatives of tax-pampered manufacturing capitalists but serve their 
masters in making their appeals in the name of the farmer and laborer. 

Listening to the discussion on this floor one would think it had been 
conclusively proven that the reduction of the tariff meant reduction of 
American wages. So far from this being true, it is admitted by its 
strongest advocates that up to this time ail efforts of protectionists to 
demonstrate this proposition have failed. In the annual report of Mr. 
Herbert Radclyffe, the secretary of the Home Market Club, of Boston, 
on the last of April, which each one of you has received among the 
wagon-loads of high-tariff literature poured in upon yon, he, lauding 
constant agitation of that club in the interest of protection, says: 

I believe that the agitation will yet demonstrate that a reduction of the tariff 
means a reduction in wages to the American wage-cearners. 

If after all these years of bold assertion of this proposition, and su- 
human effort to establish it, the demonstration is only a thing to 
hoped for in the future, had we better not heed the lessons taught 

by the census statistics and labor strikes and lockouts, and turn our 
attention to bettering the Iaborer’s condition by reducing the cost of 
his living? 

Mr. Chairman, you can no more reduce the wages of labor engaged 
in manufacturing in this country by the reduction of the tariff than 
you can reduce the price of the farmer’s wheat, corn, and cotton. Both 
are fixed in the markets of the world. Every honest student of the 
labor problem will admit that while the laborer of this country re- 
ceives more per day, week, month, or year than similar labor is paid 
in Europe, yet he receives no more, and, indeed, in many cases less, for 
a fixed amount of work here than is paid for the same amount of work 
in Europe. 

This is because he accomplishes so much more work in the same 
time on account of his superior intelligence and the superior character 
of our machinery and methods of prodaction. This has been so fully 
shown by the distinguished chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee and by other gentlemen in this debate, and is so fally admitted 
by protectionists who meet this question fairly, that I shall not stop 
to discuss it. 

Then where will the loss, if any, resulting from the tariff reduction 
fall? The struggles of capital, organized and unorganized, in this 
House and out of it, to prevent this reduction answers this question. 
If there is loss to any one, which I very much doubt, it will be in re- 
duced dividends on capital. And reduced dividends on capital means 


reduced interest to ihe borrower. It means one long step towards the 
emancipation of our debt-ridden cities, counties, townships, and farms 
from onerous interest changes, that year by year destroy the prosperity 
and consume the earnings of the people who furnish the labor, the en- 
terprise, and the energy that organize States, build cities, and develop 
the waste places of this country. I believe that a proper reduc- 
tion of the tariff will cheapen capital, break down unlawful trusts, and 
emancipate the farmer and laborer from the unjust and unnecessary 
exactions of the manufacturer and capitalist. 

I am not surprised that the distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLEY] should talk differently, even though he knewmy 
views were correct. Like Demetriusof Ephesus, heand his co-workers 
of like occupation, who by means of protection have fastened them- 
selves like parasites onto the backsand stomachs of the poor who must 
eat and wear their goods, have made no small gain thereby. Indeed, 
the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. MCKINNEY] so thoroughly 
photographed that gentleman and the tariff monopolists whom he rep- 
resents that I can not refrain from quoting a paragraph from his speech 
delivered in this debate. 


Mr. Chairman, I have read in one of the old histories, written many centuries 
ago, of a class of people who had a monopoly of a certain industry and made 
great gain therefrom. And there was a ce man came into the land where 


that 


“The same time there was no small stir about that way, for a certain man 
named Demetrius, a silversmith, which made silver shrines for bronght 
no small gain to the craftsmen, whom he called together with the workmen of 
we have our wealth; 


like occupation and said, ‘ Sirs, ye know that by this craft 
3 see and hear that not alone at Ephesus but almost throughout all 


aul has persuaded and turned away much people, saying that they 
ee oe eats made with hands; so that not only our craft is in dan- 

rto beset atnaught, but also that the temple of the great less Diana should 
— desp: and her yen mangor a should be destroyed, whom all Asia and the 
world worshipeth.’ And when they heard these things they were fall of wrath 
and cried ont, saying, ‘Great is Diana of the Ephesians.’ ” 

Now, like these people of old, Pennsylvania has for a long time had a mo- 
nopoly in many * industries which have brought to m wealth, 
An has come into their midst who dwells at the other end of this avenue, 
and has proclaimed to the people against such a monopoly, and many who have 
heretofore believed in their doctrine are repenting of their sins and proclaiming 
their conversion before all the people. [Applause.] 

And now comes the great apostle of protection and calls together his people 
and says: Sirs, ye know that by this protection we have our wealth, Moreover, 
ye see and hear that not only in Pennsylvania, but almost throughout all the 
nation this s; eof reform hath persuaded and turned away much people, 
an Ae that re be no justice in this doctrine of protection, so that not onl: 
this our wealth is in danger to be set at naught, but also that the god, 
dess of protection should be despised, whom Pennsylvania dnd all the land 
hath ofore worshiped. And when they heard these words they were 
full of wrath, and cried out, Great is the goddess of protection! [Applause.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I intend that justice shall be done Demetrius in 
this comparison. To his credit be it said that history nowhere records 
that Demetrius ever, either as a guest or otherwise, belittled or mis- 
represented the people whom he had impoverished in accumulating his 
ill-gotten gains. 

Our friends on the other side of the aisle say that protection stimu- 
lates the manufacturing industries. I admit that it does. It has 
stimulated them as strong drink stimulates the human system. Lean- ` 
ing and relying on this stimulant year by year, they have demanded 
and received more of it, till now, drunk and debauched by long and 
excessive indulgence, they make piteous appeals for more copious 
draughts from the bowl of protection. 

Mr. Chairman, this is nota contest between the principles of free trade 
and protection, no matter how much the blatant d e may ex- 
pect to deceive the people by this cry.” Itis an attempt to relieve the 
people from a small portion of unjust and unnecessary taxation. But 
I wish to close with a word of caution to those arrogant protection- 
ists in and out of this House who denounce every man who desires tariff 
reform as a free-trader. 

Refuse to reduce and reform the tariff; refuse to lift any part of this 
burden from the shoulders of the toiling millions of this country; de- 
feat this bill as yon have defeated all other measures of relief, and a 
long-suffering people will rise in the majesty and h of d 
tion, and sweep from the statute-books a system the abuse of Which 
has wrought such widespread injustice and poverty in a land where 
honest labor, under just laws, would bring peace and plenty to every 
home. [Applause. ] 

[Mr. SHIVELY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Chairman, the questions of revenue, of how 
to get the necessary funds to bear the expenses of the Government, has 
at all times been exceedingly interesting. The object of all govern- 
ment is to secure the best interests of the governed. For this have 
men banded together into societies, organized governments, made con- 
stitutions, and framed laws; the object being to promote the general 
welfare and secure a community in which individual prosperity and 
happiness would be the basis of governmental strength and durabil- 
ity. And so our forefathers, fleeing from the wrongs and oppressions 
of the Old World, came to this new continent and settled into commu- 
nities and colonies, which in dne time were formed into counties and 
States, and one grand Government, the United Statesof America. And 
so the Government was formed and framed for the protection and benefit 
of each individual, as well as for the protection and benefit of the whole. 
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And thus our fathers started on a grand and mighty career, after a 
terrible and exhausting struggle of seven long and weary years for inde- 
pendence. It was never their to flee from one oppression to be 
sufferers and slavesof another. The bloody struggle had united the 
people in one patrotic brotherhood, and the white-winged messengers 
of peace found no sectional lines stretching from east to west to divide 
and mar and checker this glorious country, the fortitude and courage 
of whose sons had plucked liberty from the hands of the despot, and 
forced the Kingdom of Great Britain to proclaim the colonies ‘‘ Free 
and independent States.“ And then “in order to form a more perfect 
union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of 
liberty,” did our fathers ‘‘ ordain and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America;’’ to promote the general welfare,” and not 
create and protect monopolies and trust combinations to enrich the 
few and enslave and impoverish the many; to protect all, and not en- 
force a condition in which a few would become the wealthy class and 
the multitude the poor class. This was not intended to be a govern- 
ment where the word ‘‘caste’’ should line and have a place, buta free 
government, where the poorest may become rich, and the highest and 
most distinguished place and office the legitimate ambitions of the sons 
of toil who follow the plow or drive the jack-plane or wield the trowel. 
And if the true spirit of the Government is ever destroyed, if liberty is 
finally lost, it will be because the people will have sold their birthright 
for a mess of pottage. 

I will read with great pleasure the able message of the President of 
the United States addressed to the two Houses of Congress at the be- 
ginning of this session, and sir, I felt a growing interest in my heart 
and recognized the fact that the country had once more a Chief Execu- 
tive who felt an interest in the whole country, who recognized himself 
to be President of the whole country, uninfluenced by sectional ill-will, 
animated by a patriotic desire to promote the best interests of all the 
people, and who early calls the attention of Congress and the whole 
country, not to how best the country may be kept in continued dis- 
cord, nor how best the strifes and hatreds of sectional animosities may 
be inflamed and kept burning, but how best peace, prosperity, and 
happiness may be secured and perpetuated to the people of a glorious 
and harmonious government after the clouds of civil war have rolled 
away and the sunshine of peace and kindness once more united friend 
with friend and section with section. Those dark and bloody and un- 
happy days are gone, and I hope forever. And as the signs and sym- 
bols of the hard strife are fading away from our memories we gladly 
unite in the hearty wish for the prosperity and continued welfare of 
the whole country. And for one I shall stand by and sustain that 
policy which may be best calculated to preserve the peace and secure 
and promote the happiness and prosperity of the people. 

Questions of finance, of political economy and governmental admin- 
istration confront us, and as lawmakers, representatives of the people, 
we must address ourselves to these grave and great questions. It may 
not be expected that partisan spirit has ceased to exist, but hope revives 
when we witness, as we often do at this Capitol and upon this floor, 
how Representatives on all sides, if not agreeing in all things, agreeing 
at least to move steadily on for what is believed to be best for the whole 
country, 

As for myself, Mr, Chairman, I am here with no other purpose in view 
than to represent my constituents faithfully, and secure for them, so far 
as my own humble efforts can be effective, the passage of such laws as 
will enhance the welfare of my constituents, the welfare of my State, 
and the welfare of the whole country. I have given attention to such 
matters as I have thought would best secure these results, and if my 
voice has not been heard upon every question which has challenged the 
attention of the House, I have felt no less interest and given them no 
less labor and attention. 

But, sir, after all, we have as yet accomplished but little for the re- 
lief of the people, and I have thought it were high time we were giving 
attention to the necessities of the hour. What has yet been done forthe 
relief of the tax-burdened people? What has been done to carry out 
the recommendations of the President for a relief from the dangers and 
oppressions of an overflowing Treasury ? What has been done to remove 
from the weary necks of the people the now unnecessary and oppressive 
war taxes, which to this day, nearly twenty-five years after the close 
ofthe war, hang in gloom over the people like a miserable nightmare, 
attacking labor, destroying the fruits of industry, expanding further 
the already overflowing and swollen pockets of the rich, and breaking 
down the hopes of the laboring classes as the rich grow richer and the 
poor become poorer? Sir, visions of horror rise up before meas I look 
in the face of the uncertain future, and for one I am here to work and 
to vote for each and every measure which will restore to the people 
prosperity at home. And I am ready now to vote for the removal of 
these high and unreasonable and erg taxes, and assist as best I 
may all efforts, come they from whatever quarter they may, to a re- 
turn to the times when capital and labor shall be restored to their true 
relation of twin sisters in this common inheritance of the great Union 
ef our fathers, We acknowledge no authority or claim from any 
quarter or section of superiority, and I say to Congress and to the Chief 
Executive, give all the people a fair and equal chance, ; 


Mr. Chairman, time will not serve me to investigate and canvass in 
a speech at this time all the multifarious questions involved in the bill 
now before us. But, sir, I have examined the bill in detail, and I 
shall cheerfully support it. It is a moderate bill. It does not cut 
down at one lick all the inequalities of the present tariff law. It was 
thought wise to so legislate that business, now supported and main- 
tained by the kindness and partialities and favoritism of the Govern- 
ment, as seen and felt under the existing law, should have time enough 
to be warned that the days of their infancy have about expired and 
they must prepare to walk alone. 

Before I enter further the discussion of the injustice and unfairness 
of a tax upon the necessaries of life generally called the tariff, I wish 
to consider another species of tax, invented and brought into being by 
the Republican party, as is said by them, to meet the necessities of 
immediate war and procure the means of supporting the Government 
in war between the States, called the war of the rebellion.” To 
raise a sufficiency of funds to carry on that war it became necessary, in 
the opinion of those then in control of the Congress, to pass what was 
called the internal-revenue law. Under this act incomes, and banks, 
and matches, whisky and brandy, ale, beer, cigars, snuff, tobacco, etc., 
were taxed and a large amount of revenue was collected, which at 
that time was of great necessity to meet the exigencies of civil war. 
These were essentially war taxes, and should have been discontinued 
as soon as the necessity which created them had passed away. 

They were willingly borne, when necessary, because the people rec- 
ognized the necessities of the Government; but they were never popu- 
lar, and as the Republican party held on to them after the war was 
over and used the thousands of internal-revenue officers, who like lo- 
custs filled all the land, as instruments in the bands of that party to 
terrorize the people, to spy upon them and entrap them in all kinds of 
charges of violations of the law and through and by such influence and 
prosecutions and persecutions control the elections and perpetuate the 
continuance of that party in power, the law itself soon become to be de- 
spised and hated by the people, and a universal desire was for the re- 
peal of these odious laws. The war was over and the Republicans were 
in power in every branch of the Government. Did they repeal them? 
No! In the Forty-seventh Congress the Republicans were in full pos- 
session of the Government and controlled every branch of the Govern- 
ment—executive, legislative, and judicial—hboth Houses of Congress und 
the President. Mr. Chairman, then they had a fair chance to repeal 
the internal revenue. Did they doso? Did they introduce one bill 
todoso? They were in full power; did they take the tax off of brandy 
and whisky and other distilled spirits? No, sir, no! Did they then 
take the tax offor make one step to take it offof tabaceo? No, sir, no! 

What did the Republicans in that Congress do towards lightening the 
burden of the tax-payers then? Listen, ye oppressed tax-payers; the 
Republican party then in full power took the tax off of banks and bank 
capital and incomes, and never said a word about removing the tax on 
distilled spirits and tobacco. If the Republican party was the friend 
of the people who suffer from these onerous and disagreeable taxes, why 
did it not remove them in the Forty-seventh Congress when in full 
power? ‘There can be but one answer, Mr. Chairman. The Republi- 
can party was not in sympathy with the people, not in sympathy with 
those who had to meet these hard taxes, and only passed such laws as 
would relieve the wealthy—the banks and those who had large in- 
comes—and gave not a vote to relieve the oppressed or remove these 
hard laws from the necks of the poor. 

But that party now is moving to lift these taxes. Ah! Mr. Chair- 
man, they pretend to be so doing. Following the lead of one who sits 
on this side of this Chamber, they pretend to be marshaling their 
forces to repeal these laws, but, sir, judging them by the past, I assert 
that this is a pure species of political hypocrisy, a mere trick to de- 
ceive the people. I charge that at this day they are in favor of keep- 
ing up the taxes on spirits and tobacco, and would only vote to take 
them off in order to keep the tax up on breadstuffs, clothing, and the 
real necessities of life. I sir, myself, would vote to remove the odious 
tax and forever abolish it, but I must also vote to relieve the people 
from an onerous tax on the prime necessities of life, and while I am 
anxious to remove all these internal-revenue taxes, I must say that I 
prefer cheap clothes, cheap shoes, cheap hats, cheap blankets, cheap 
plows, cheap hoes, cheap axes, and cheap necessaries of life to cheap 
whisky. 

A protective tariff isan unjust and unfair discrimination by the Goy- 
ernment in favor of one class of citizens against another class of citizens. 
It is an enforced contribution in which one man is made to contribute 
to the support of another man’s business without a resulting benefit, 
and contrary to the spirit and letter of our Constitution. The Govern- 
ment has a right to tax people either directly or indirectly to raise 
money to carry on the Government, but Congress has no right under 
the Constitution to force A to support B in his business. What right 


has the Government to show such difference and such partiality as to 
pass a law to force one man, without value received, to give his money 
to the assistance of another man in his private business? And yet that 
is what those who advocate a protective tariff are doing, and that is 
what has been forced upon the working masses and poor toilers for lo! 
these many years, until injustice and wrong come up in sighs and 


groans from the oppressed poor in a greater grief and deeper woe than 
escaped from the hearts of the unhappy Jews when they toiled and 
endured Egyptian bondage. 

That this Government of the people and for the people, foremost in 
the arts and sciences and in free laws, with a Constitution the admi- 
ration of the world, declaring equal rights to all and special privileges 
to none, the handy but immortal work of those immortal heroes who 
before they would submit to have forced upon them astamp tariff tax of a 
few pence on tea, and for the maintenance of that right pledged and 
offered up their fortunes, their sacred honors, and their lives say that 
we, the descendants of such a people, should come at this day, under the 
cringing and whining plea of aiding and helping poor infant industries, 
thereby seeking to grow rich by placing hard burdens, grievous to be 
borne, upon the necks of the poor, the toilers, the workingmen and 
workingwomen, and the young and tender children, who, because of 
this powerful giant-infant, are sent so early to the tread-mills of the 
machine shops instead of to school, that the vast investments in manu- 
factories of afiluent corporations might be sustained and upheld in 
their already too great influence and power—these crimes, I say, are 
enough to shock, to startle the people from their lethargy to rise upin 
mass and drive these would be lords and masters from their already 
fortified castles. 

I have not time, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the committee 
and the country, in detail, to the demands of those who are seeking 
power and influence from the General Government with which to op- 
press the people. I can only call attention to a few necessaries, the 
markets of which are under the control and influence of the protection- 
ists. Such articles as sugar, salt, wool and woolen goods and wearing 
apparel, blankets, hats, shoes, etc. 

Under the plea of aiding infant industries the tools of the working- 
man are sold at high prices to benefit the corporations which manu- 
factare them. 

Spades and shovels and hoes have to pay a tariff rate of about 35 per 
cent. in order that the same articles made here may be forced upon the 
men who are compelled to use them. So, also, scythes, sickles, and 
reaping-hooks are made by the present tariff 35 per cent. higher to the 
purchaser as the law now stands; screws of iron, called wood-screws, 
cross-cut saws taxed in 1883 8 cents per lineal foot, and mill pit and 
drag, over 9 inches wide, 15 cents per lineal foot, and hand-saws over 
24 inches in length, $1 per dozen and 30 percent. additional. Let all 
the workers in wood hear this. Axes, hatchets, and adzes, a tariff tax 
of 35 per cent., drawing-knives 24 per cent., squares in iron or steel 6 
cents per pound and 30 per cent. additional, and iron squares marked 
on one side3 cents per pound and 30 per cent. additional. 

I call the attention of the committee and of the people to these high 
taxes put upon these necessary tools of the mechanics and Jaboring men. 
Before a man can start out on his work to support himself and family 
he must go to a store and purchase these tools of his trade, and pay 
into the hands of the manufacturers an extra price above what he might 
get them for, in order that the manufacturer may receive his protected 
blessings from a one-sided and partial administration of the Government. 
This, Mr. Chairman, is Republican rale—Republican methods of deal- 
ing with the workingman. 

If we look to an earlier day, when it was said American manufact- 
ories were young and needed assistance, you will see that our earlier 
statesmen did not make the burdens of the people so hard to be borne. 

Wool and woolen goods unmanufactured had no protection from 
1789 to 1816, and not until March 3, 1857, did this industry seem to 
need protection, but was absolutely free up to that time, and then a 
tariff of 24 per cent. was levied. The act of June 6, 1872, reduced 
the duty 10 per cent., and the act of March 3, 1875, re-enacted the 
duties to what they were prior to the act of June 6, 1872, and, Mr. 
Chairman, as the law now is the people are unmercifully taxed to sup- 
port these woolen manufactories. Blankets, flannel goods, all goods 
with wool as part of the texture with as high a tariff as possible, so as 
to amount to prohibition to the foreign manufacturer with the privi- 
lege to the home manufacturers to ask as high a price as these bloated 
corporations may agree to demand from the consumer. And so the 
poor consumer has to pay these pets of the Government from the shoes 
and socks which keep his feet from the ground to the shirts and pants 
and coats which cover his body, to the hat which shelters his head 
from the sun and storms. These infant industries are strong. They 
very nearly own us. They are seeking to be our masters, and we are 
nearly their slaves. 

I call briefly attention to duties on iron, namely: 

Cast-iron butts and hinges, 2} cents per pound. 

1883, hoop-iron, $20 per ton. 

Iron in rods, $25 per ton, II cents per pound. 

Slit-iron, $25 per ton, 1} cents per pound, 

Bar-iron, rolled or hammered, comprising flats not less than 1 inch or more 
than 7 inches wide, nor less than one-quarter inch or more than 2 inches thick. 
Rounds from one-half inch to 4 inches in diameter, from 1883 1 cent per pound. 
Bar-iron ditto. Flats less than three-eighths inch. Rounds and squares less 
than three-quarter inch, Ii cents per pound. 

Horseshoe nails in 1883, 4 cents per pound. 

roana and wrought nails from IIA to 4 cents per pound. Spikes, 2 cents per 
2 1864, $9 per ton. 

Pig-iron, 1870, $7 per ton. 
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Tacks, brads, and sprigs, not including 16 ounces to 1,000, 2} cents per thousand. 

Tron cables and chains, 2} cents per pound. 

We are all, with every interest we have in life, completely dominated 
by the power and influence of the protectionists. 

To show, Mr. Chairman, the enormous amount of tax the people pay, 
from all sources of taxation, the total amount of receipts of the Govern- 
ment from all directions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, was 
$371,403,277.66. To make this sum, this enormous drain from the 
earnings of the people, there was paid inon customs, or tariff, $217,- 
286,893.13, and on the internal revenue $118,823,391.22, which makes 
an average duty or tax on goods imported into this country of 47 per 
cent. And of this immense tax we paid a tax on— 


Sugar, molasses, and sugar candy.... $58, 016, 686. 00 
Tron and steel, and manufact f. 20, 713, 234. 00 
Wool.. 5,729, 717.00 
Manufac 29, 729, 717. 20 
F 15, 540. 301. 00 
Glass and glassware 4,510, 312,09 
Earthenware...............- 2, 409, 726, 16 
Hemp, jute, material for 6,228, 310. 41 
Cotton and cotton goods 1, 233, 599. 57 
Lumber an d salt, in round fi 1. 700, 000. 00 

FINS O EE E A NE OI NE EES —— RTS 145, 981. 778. 14 


I might go on for hours and hours enumerating the articles which 
the protectionists have dominion over, and show how they do place 
heavy burdens on the people—such articles of prime necessity as sugar 
and salt and wool and woolen goods and wearing apparel and blankets 
and hats and shoes and almost every article used as necessaries for life 
which are produced and manufactured in this country. 

Upon what principle of right, I ask, Mr. Chairman, has a man who 
raises sheep to have the Government use its power to enable him to 
receive for his wool more than it is worth in an open market? What 
has he done that he should be protected at the expense of the poor? 
Will the Government make laws to keep the poor from being clad? 
Will the Government so legislate that the poor whom, we are told by 
the great Master, we always have with us, must suffer for- ordinary 
raiment to protect their flesh and skin from the cold rains and snows 
and blasts of winter winds that creep through the crevices of their 
poorly thatched homes? Will the Government take sides with the 
wool-growers in a controversy between them and the poor widow with 
her orphan children, as to how much they shall exact from her to clothe 
the little boys and girls, and assist these rich establishments in grind- 
ing out of the unhappy widow her last dollar to meet the hard neces- 
sities of her unhappy life? I again ask, will the Government take 
sides with these vast monopolies against the poor widow with her young 
and tender brood, amongst them, perhaps, boys who are to be the de- 
fenders of this country? Will the Government assist in making these 
boys and girls, the children of the poor, tributary slaves and vassals of 
these powerful trusts and corporations? 

Mr. Chairman, I speak plainly. Iusethesimplestand plainest words 
which can express the hardship of the suffering poor, the oppressed 
and tax-burdened laborers and workingmen of our country; and if per- 
chance I may contribute some good I shall be satisfied that my time at 
the capital of my country has not been spent in vain. 

I want to see Congress engaged in making laws which shall be equal 
and just to all men. We want no partiality shown by the Government 
to a favored few. But let all men stand alike, upon their personal 
merits and worth, and not a few favored at the expense of the many 
laborers of the land. We can not disguise the fact that a miserable 
and wretched discontent is now universal with the patriotic working- 
men of our country; and while I am opposed tostrikes and other com- 
binations of like character, because I believe needed redress of their 
unjust grievances can not be secured by such methods, yet I do sym- 
pathize with the efforts of labor to secure a just reward for toil and 
sweat, that moves engines, builds houses, tills lands, sows seed, re- 
claims waste places, and fills barns and smokehouses with corn and 
meat. And for one, in this great struggle for bread, for life, I say to 
the Government and to Congress, Hands off! and let the laboring man 
have a fair and equal chance with the capitalist, with the bondholder, 
the stock-broker, and the kings of imperial corporations and trusts. 

If you would not sap the blood of patriotism which gives vigor and 
life to the Government; if you would not destroy the love of country 
now so fresh and purein the hearts of the yeomanry of our country; if 
you would put down a mean effort to establish caste in this free country, 
which like some miserable wire-gras: is now clogging the plowshare of 
labor, we will have no more class or sectional legislation; industry will 
be encouraged by laws which are equal in their burden and equal in 
their protection and benefits to all, the rich and the poor, the laboring 
men, the farmers, the mechanics, the merchants, and the manufacturers, 
Then real peace will be established and strikes and riots will no more 
disturb our repose. 

The honest working people are tired of supporting and gazing at these 
lilies of the valley, who toil not, neither do they spin; and yet Solo- 
mon in all his glory was not arrayed like one of them. 

This is a free Government, and the popis waunt freedom in it—free- 
dom to all, oppression to none; equality before and in the laws to all; 
special and preferred protection and privileges to none. [Loud and 
long-continued applause. ] 
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Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee donowrise. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BYNUM having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LANE, from the Committees of 
the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill 


(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 


the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 
And then, on motion of Mr. SHIVELY (at 10 o'clock and 15 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


‘Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 9997) to relieve Eliah Blake from 
the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. COMPTON: A bill (H. R. 9998) to amend the law relating 
to the execution of wills in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 9999) for the relief of Bellamy S. Hine — 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 10000) for the relief of John N. 
Graves—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 10001) for the relief of D. B. War- 
ren—to the Select Committee on Indian tion Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10002) for the relief of A. B. Medlan—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10003) for the relief of Joel McKee—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10004) granting a pension to John 
W. Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H, R. 10005) granting a pension to Miss 
Mary Hayne, as a nurse in the war of 186i—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: A bill (H. R. 10006) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Edward Whitehouse—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10007) for the relief of Henry 
Rose—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MAISH: A bill (H. R. 10008) for the relief of the Pennsyl- 
vania State Agricultural Society—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FORAN: Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) authorizing the 
Secretary of War to grant a permit to Frederick Freund to erect a 
hotel upon the lands of the United States at Fort Washington, Md.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Petition of United States Glue Manufact- 
uring Association, favoring the retention of the present duties on glue, 
_ gelatine, and isinglass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of Mrs. Theodoria 
Hoskins, widow of Maj. Jesse Hoskins, for a pension—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of vessel-owners of Detroit, Mich., 
against winter bridge over Detroit River—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Petition of H. N. Whittle and others, of Me- 
chanic Falls, Me., for reform in the method of employing convict 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of employés of the Pioneer Twine 
Mills of New Brighton, Pa., against reduction of duties on hemp and 
flax and kindred fibers—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Local Assembly No. 4047, shoe cutters, 
and of Maggie Jordan and S others, of Brockton, Mass., for the bill to 
limit the sale of convict-made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Petition of Local Assembly No. 2094, Knights 
of Labor, of Ohio, against civil pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Atso, memorial of the Board of Transportation of Nebraska, relative 
to State control of certain railroads—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of James B. Roberts, alias 
James Brown, for removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. PERKINS: Papers and evidence in support of House bill 
No. 3157, granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Baker—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. B. TAYLOR: Petition of Edward Whitehouse, for removal 
of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of J. H. W. Platts and 
others for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Clai 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the inter- 
nal-revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Snyder County, and of pharma- 
cists of Mount Union, Pa. 2 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of druggists of Susquehanna County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 5 

By Mr. MAISH: Of citizens of Cumberland County, Pennsylvania, 

By Mr. WISE: Of citizens of West Point, Va. 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Pablic Lands: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of Charles H. Ames and others, and of C. 
W. Swallow and others, of Massachusetts. 

By Mr. MORROW: Of citizens of Nevada County, California. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to tne Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of farmers of Dundore, Pa. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of Stevensville, Pa. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of O. D. Potter and others, of Webster, Me. 

ed Mr. HIESTAND: Of citizens of Hilltown, Bucks County, Penn- 
sylvania. 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Of citizens of Bridgeville, Del. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: Of citizens of Cheshire, Mass. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 centa day foreach day they were 
in the service, were sev y referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

By Mr. FORD: Of 200 citizens of Fennville, Mich. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Of 16 ex-soldiers of Eureka, Gallia 
County, Ohio. 


The following petition, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, was referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. ATKINSON: Of citizens of Franklin County, Pennsylvania. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, May 17, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. LARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 5259) to relieve Jacob G. Bostatter from the charge of 
fraudulent enlistment; and 

A bill (H. R. 7398) to subdivide the eastern judicial district of Loui- 
siana, and to fix the time and place for holding terms of court therein. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the report 
of the eommittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendmentsof the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9711) making 
an appropriation to enable the several Executive Departments of the 
Government and the Bureau of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, including the National Museum and the Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries, to participate in the centennial exposition of the Ohio 
Valley and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 
to October 27, 1888. 


OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 


Mr, ALLISON. I present the report of the committee of conference 
on the Cincinnati exposition bill. 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will bo read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d ng votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 9711) making an appropriation 
to enable the several Executive Departments of the Government and the Bu- 
reau of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National 
Museum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to icipate in the centennial 
exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
from July 4, to October 27, 1883, having met, after full and free conference have 
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their res ive Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments num 3. 8, and 22, 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2. 5, 6,7, 8, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 18, 17, 19, 20, and Zl, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment ns follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

“That there shall be 5 a committee of Congress com of ten 
members, five to be appa nted by the President of the Senate and five by the 
8 of the House of Representatives. Said committee is authori: and 

cted to visit said exposition and make such report to Congress in 
half as SOE SERS, deem needful and proper.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert 8147 780; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


that be- 
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Sennen toon 
matter pro 
ing: 


to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 

to be stricken out by said amendment, insert the follow- 

1 — expenses of the committee of Congress, $2,500; and the Senate 
same. 

the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 

numbered 18, and nres to the same with anamendment as follows: After the 


aroda Thatt : tof — pea ec eee b rga — if Con. 
pay men 0 ou y comm: 0 = 
shali be made on vouchers approved by the co: 4 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
W. B. ALLISON, 
= na DA 
Managers on mapeia ya the Senate. 
* D. B. HENDERSON, 
J. G. CLEMENTS, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 


Managors on the part of the House. 
The report was concurred in. 
ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CAMERON. I move that when the Senate adjourn to day it 
be to meet on Monday next. ` 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihope that motion will not be pressed at this mo- 
ment. Let us see how far we get on to-day with the business of the 


session. 

Mr. CAMERON. ‘We may as well decide the question now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Pennsylvania 
insist on the motion? 

Mr. CAMERON. I think the question had better be taken now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. CALL presented a petition of certain fourth-class postmasters in 
Florida, praying that their compensation be increased to $50 a quarter 
in some cases and $75 a quarter in other cases; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of druggists, citizens of Philadel- 

hia, Pa., praying for the repeal of the law classifying druggists as 
Riese dealers; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I present a petition of 14 postal clerks, 
praying for the passage of an act for the readjustment of the salaries of 
postal clerks. Although the petition is addressed to me personally it 
is undoubtedly intended for the consideration of the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and I move that it be referred to that com- 
mittee. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amendments: 

A bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allotment of land in severalty to 
United Peorias and Miamies in Indian Territory; f 

A bill (S. 2901) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and West- 
ern Railway Company the right of way througù the Lac de Flambeau 
Indian reservation in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yankton and Mis- 
souri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton Indian reserva- 
tion in Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 2807) to grant to the Puyallup Valley Railway Company 
aright of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation in Washing- 
ton Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1331) for the relief of John Fletcher, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2265) for the reliefof acting assistant surgeons 
ofthe Army, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to say that I disagree to the report in 
that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2730) for the relief of Charles F. Bowers, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1058) to relieve John J. Farnsworth of the charge 
of desertion, submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted a report to accompany the bill (H. R. 
7222) to amend an act entitled “An act to establish agricultural sta- 
tions in connection with the colleges established in the several States 
under the provisions of an act e July 2, 1862, and of the aets 
supplementary thereto,’’ hereto reported by him. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. $42) for the relief of George F. Brott, to re- 
port it adversely. I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 


endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2967) to provide for the erec- 
tion of a monument to the memory of General George Rogers Clark; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2968) granting a pension to Mrs. J. E. 
Norton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2969) to restore to the pension-roll 
of the United States the name of Elizabeth Reid, formerly Elizabeth 
Horton, widow of James L. Horton, United States steamship Yantic; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 2970) for the relief of Calvin J. 
Cowles and George B. Hanna; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 2971) for the relief of Michael 
Conlan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion of Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and A of J. Goldsborough 
Bruff be taken from the files of the Senate and ‘erred to the Committee on 


LAND-PATENT SUTTS. 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the ne arasen Seen res be, and he r“ directed to answer 
without unnecessary delay resolution of the Senate of the 26th day of March 
1883, calling for information with regard to suits authorized by the Department of 
Justice to vacate land patents issued by the United States, so far as said resolu- 
tion relates to popoa litigation to vacate patents to the Mexican land daims 
known as the Ranchos Raymundo, Las Pulgas, Corte de Madera del i 
Buri-Buri, and Cañada de Guadalupe la Visitacion y Rodeo Viego, situate in 
the State of California, together with the dates of the several patents for said 
claims proposed to be vacated; the names of the persons interested in 

the same, the names of the attorneys employed to prosecute the p: suits, 
and by whom they are to be compensated; whether amy contracts have been 
made with private parties to pay the costa of the United States in said propona 
suits; whether the Attorney-General has made such an examination of said 
cases as to determine whether such suits onght to be commenced, how the 
United States will be benefited thereby; whether the United States is likely to 
be su ul in such litigation; whether the Department of Justice has exact 
information as to the number of inhabitants residing on said claims; the num- 
berof innocent persons whose titles will be clouded by the pro litigation; 
and to what extent the De t of Justice proposes to relitigate the private 
land claims in California which have been adjudicated and patented by tribu- 
nals organized by Congress for that purpose. 

Mr. STEWART. Task for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unani- 
mous consent for the consideration of the resolution at this time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think that it had better be printed, so that we 
may see it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution goes over under the 
rule on the objection of the Senator from Missouri, and it will be 
printed. . 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5259) to relieve Jacob G. Eostatter from the charge 
of fraudulent enlistment was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military A finirs. 

The bill (H. R. 7398) to subdivide the eastern judicial district of 
Louisiana, and to fix the time and place for holding terms of court 
therein, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the Senate resumes the consideration of 
the Calendar under Rule VIII, beginning at Order of Business 866. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I desire to state that I shall ask the Sen- 
ate on Monday, the 28th instant, to proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 18, being the bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlers 
on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other pur- 
poses. I wish to give this notice now, and I hope that there will be 
no objection to the taking up for consideration of the bill at the time 
indicated, inasmuch as a few days thereafter I shall find it necessary 
for me to absent myself from the city for some time. 

The bill was reported December 20 last, and has been passed over 
from time to time as it has been reached on the Calendar for the con- 
venience of the Senators from New York; but I hope that at 2 o’clock 
on the day indicated the Senate will allow me to have the bill taken 
up for consideration and proceeded with to its conclusion. I do not 
think it will take long to dispose of it; I certainly do not expect to 
occupy much of the time of the Senate in remarks concerning it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not wish to object to any assignment for the ac- 
commodation of the Senator from Iowa; I only desire that the unfin- 
ished business be not displaced by any arrangement that is made, and 
that it hold its position as the unfinished business of the Senate. 
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Mr. PLATT. The 28th is a good way off. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have put the day pretty late in the month, 
being the 28th. 

Mr. BLAIR. I understood it was next Tuesday. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. No, not until Monday, the 28th instant. 


POSTAL CRIMES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will report the first 
order of business on the Calendar. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. House bill 7052 passed the Senate yesterday 
with an amendment. I move that the Senate insist upon the amend- 
ment and ask for a committce of conference. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes 
and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Delaware moves 
that the Senate insist upon its amendment to the bill, and ask for a 
conference on the bill and amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SAuLSBURY, 
Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, were appointed. 


INSPECTORS OF HULLS AND BOILERS. 


Mr. FRYE. I was necessarily absent from the Senate yesterday in 
the room of the Committee on Commerce considering the river and 
harbor bill, and shall be detained in committee all day to-day. There 
are twoor three small bills on the Calendar that will take comparatively 
little time, and I ask unanimous consent that I may call them up now, 
in order that nothing shall prevent my attending to the river and har- 
bor bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will not ask for a violation of 
our understanding. 

Mr. FRYE. I can not be here to-day, as the Senator knows, and I 
could not be here yesterday. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If when we reach those bills anybody objects to 
them, we can send for the Senator. 

Mr. FRYE. But there was a bill reached yesterday and passed 
which ought not to have been passed in its present shape; it ought to 
have been amended before it was passed; and that was done because I 
was not here. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will state what the bill is, I shall 
move to reconsider the yote by which it was passed, so that it may be 
amended, 

Mr. CULLOM. It seems to me that those Senators who are com- 
pelled to be out of the Senate on committee work ought to have a little 
opportunity to call up bills in which they are interested. 

Mr, COCKRELL. How many committees are there that have leave 
to sit and that are in session now? If we grant the privilege to one 
and violate the rule, we must grant it to all, and if we do that we may 
as well abandon what we have agreed to do. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator knows the river and harbor bill is one 
which requires continuous consideration by the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators will address the Chair. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator from Missouri objects, I have nothing 
to say, and I shall ask no further favors of the Senate. 

I move to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill 2393 was passed 

esterday. 

4 ‘The PRESIDENT protempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2393) to fix the compensation of in- 
spectors of hulls and boilers in certain districts of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine moves to 
reconsider the vote by which this bill was passed by the Senate. 

The motion to reconsider was to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was or- 
dered toa third reading and read the third time will also be recon- 
sidered, if there be no objection. 3 

Mr. FRYE. I move, in line 4, after the word Michigan,“ to insert 
the words“ New London.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 4, after Michigan,“ insert New Lon- 
don; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the inspectors of hulls and the inspectors of boilers for 
the districts of Albany, Michigan, New London, and Superior shall hereafter be 
entitled to receive an ann salary of $1,500 each; and that the inspector of 
bulls and the inspector of boilers for the district of Apalachicola shall hereafter 

be entitled to receive an annual salary of $1,200 each; and all acts and parts of 
acts inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 

third time, and passed. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business 866 is the next 
bill on the Calendar under Rule VIII. 


Mr. ALLISON. Pending that, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the pension appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5445) making ap- 
propriations for the payment df invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other p h 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending question ison an amend- 
ment of the Committeee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The pending question is on the proposed amend- 
aene of the Senate committee to strike out in lines 15, 16, aud 17 the 
words: 

That in all pensionsto widows, payments shall be made from the date of death 
of the husband, 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

That all pensions which have been, or which may hereafter be, granted under 
the general laws regulating pensions to widows in consequence of death occur- 
ring from a cause which originated in the service since the 4th day of March, 
1861, shall commence from the date of death of the husband. 

I desire to know whether 

Mr. ALLISON, The Senator will allow me to suggest that he can 
accomplish the purpose he has in view by simply striking out of the 
amendment, as it is in the text, the words which have been or.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 17, of the matter proposed to be inserted 
by the Committee on Appropriations, after the word pensions,“ I 
move to strike out the words which have been or;“ so as to read: 

That all pensions which may hereafter be granted under the general laws reg- 
ulating the pensions to widows in co! uence of death occurring from a cause 
which ori, ted in the service since the 4th day of March, 1861, shall com- 
mence from the date of death of the husband. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The amendment which I have proposed is pre- 
cisely the bill on that question which was reported by the Senate Com- 
mittee on Pensions, and which was passed by the Senate and is pend- 
ing in the other House. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to inquire if the Senator means to 
confine this payment to those who hereafter get pensions? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes. In the bill which was passed by the Sen- 
ate, known as the dependent-pension bill, there is this proviso—and I 
propose to insert the same proviso in this bill— 

All pensions granted to widows under this or any other general law shall take 
effect from the date of death of the husband of such widows, respectively, but 
not dating back of the passage of this act. 

That is what was recommended by the Committee on Pensions, and 
it was passed by the Senate. My amendment simply makes the lan- 
guage of this bill conform to that. 

Mr. TELLER. Then that leaves the widows who got pensions be- 
tween 1880 and the approval of this bill -governed by a different rule 
from that which governs all the payments of pensions to widows prior 
to 1880, and that will govern them subsequent to the passage of this act, 
leaving an interregnum of some eight years where one rule is applied 
and at all other times another rule is applied. 

It seems to me that if we propose to make any change at all we ought 
to put all the widows on an equality and give all the widows of the last 
war pensions alike. The aim of the amendment of the committee, I 
understand, is to give the same to all, to give to those who got their 
ponon between 1880 and the date of the approval of this proposed 

w and hereafter the same pension. I do not see any reason for leav- 
ing the interregnum between 1880 and, say, the Ist of July, 1888, and 
providing that the widows embraced in that class shall get their pen- 
sions on the date of application and the others from the date of the 
death of the husband. We give pensions to the widows because their 
husbands were entitled to pensions, and I do not see by what rule we 
can object to paying the pensions of widows from the date of the hus- 
band’s death. It seems to me eminently proper, if we are going to pay 
the pensions in the future as we have paid them largely in the past, 
that we should apply the same rule to all. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not insist 
upon this amendment. I think the amendment proposed by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations has been very carefully considered, and isa 
proper provision. It is in practical accord, I will say to the Senator, 
with the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pensions, as will be 
seen by his last report. On page 18 of his report the Commissioner 
of Pensions states: 

Under existing law a widow's pension certificate can only bear date from the 
poy Bd which she files her application. Our knowledge of the sacred relations 
of husband and wife makes us know that the last thought which often oceurs to 
the widow is that of the pecuniary results of death. Moreover there is a sense 
of delicacy which prevents a woman from immediately making application to 
be availed of the results of her husband’s death, and so between cares, delicacy 


and sometimes ignorance of right, long intervals elapse between the death of 
the husband and the filing of the application of the widow. 


Then it is true he recommends that— 


In such cases as may hereafter arise it seems to me that the law should allow 
the commencement of the pension to date from the death of the husband, where 
the other conditions required by the law are present. 

The reason which actuated the committee in moving thisamendment 
which applies to those cases arising hetween 1880 and the present time 
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was that as respects all other widows the pension does begin at the date 
of the death of the husband. Under section 4713 of the Revised Stat- 
utes in the case of every widow applying for a pension, where the cause 
of death originated prior to March 4, 1861, the widow receives the pen- 
sion from the date of the death of the husband if the application is filed 
within three years. The statute of March 3, 1879, applied a different 
rule to widows of soldiers who served in any war after the 4th ot 
March, 1861. That was a manifest injustice. This provision places 
all the widows upon an exact equality practically, and therefore, al- 
though it is retroactive to the extent of allowing widows who filed their 
applications between 1880 and 1886, or the time of the passage of this 
bill, arrears of pension, yet it places them upon an equality with all 
other widows receiving pensions. So I hope the Senator from Missouri 
will not insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Task the Senator from Iowa whether the quota- 
tion he has read from the report of the Commissioner of Pensions as to 
fixing the time when the pension of the widow of a soldier shall begin, 
to wit, at the date of death of the husband instead of the date of the 
application, was not looking to the future and not to arrears of pen- 
sion as understood by the Commissioner of Pensions? 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis true the Commissioner recommends it as to 
the future, but his argument applies to the amendment of the commit- 
tee as well. I quoted his argument, not his recommendation. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Does not his argument apply simply to the 
question of the delicacy tat is incident to the fact of the death of the 
husband which prevents the widow from applying immediately after 
his death? 

Mr. ALLISON. Soitdoes, butin every other case except that of the 
widows between 1880 and the present moment, who are widows of sol- 
diers in service after March, 1861, the widow does draw her pension 
from the date of the death of her husband, notwithstanding her appli- 
cation may not have been immediately made. 

Mr. BECK. Is it not true that the widows of the soldiers of the 
Mexican war must arrive at the age of sixty or sixty-two years before 
they are pensioned at all? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true of service pensions, but the widow of 
an invalid soldier of the Mexican war draws a pension from the date of 
the death of her husband if the application is filed within three years, 
and if it is not filed within three years, under section 4713 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, she, of course, then can only draw from the date of the 
filing of the last paper. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In moving this amendment I was simply aiming 
to have inserted in the bill the recommendation of the Committee on 
Pensions and the formal act of the Senate in passing the dependent 
pension bill which has this express provision in it, as I have read. I 
thought this bill ought to be made to harmonize with that bill. AsI 
said, in the dependent pension bill, which has passed the Senate and is 
now pending in the other House, we find this provision: 

Ail pensions granted to widows under this or any other general law shall take 
effect from the date of death of the husband of such widows respectively, but 
not dating back of the passage of this act. 8 

There are just two questions involved. The first is in regard to the 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations without 
the adoption of my amendment, and the other is the provision in the 
bill as it came from the other House. The question is, how much will 
be the additional cost imposed by the adoption of the committee 
amendment instead of the House provision. I have made estimates, 
and they are accurate according to the data upon which they are made; 
and it is the estimate of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Estimating that 7,000 claims of widows will be allowed during the 
fiscal year 1889, and that the average period of nine months will cover 
the arrearage at $12 per month, or $108 for the year, will make the ad- 
ditional cost $756,000 for the fiscal year 1889. This will be the addi- 
tional cost if the proviso is limited to claims hereafter allowed, which 
will be the proviso I propose to insert. If the proviso is extended to 
claims of widows against whom the limitation of arrears act has run, 
then the estimate is that 9,959 claims of widows have been already al- 
lowed since June 30, 1880, wherein pensions have been allowed from 
date of filing the application instead of from dates of deaths of hus- 
bands; and that an average period of nine months elapses between 
date of death and date of application of widow for pension. Thus, 
estimating $3 per month for nine months, or $72 for each of the 
9,959 claims of widows so already allowed will make the additional 
cost of $717,048 for this one class alone—that is, for the class of claims 
against whom the limitation of the arrears act has taken place. If, 
therefore, the proviso should include only these two classes, and that 
is what the proposed amendment of the Senate committee includes, 
to wit, claims of widows hereafter allowed and claims of widows al- 
ready allowed, subject to the limitation of arrears act, from date of 
application instead of dates of deaths of husbands, then the additional 
cost will be $756, 000 for the first-named class for the fiscal year 1889 and 
$717,048 for the last-named class, making a total of $1,473,048, which 
will be the net additional cost for the fiscal year 1888; and in addition 
to this additional cost must be considered the claims of widows here- 
after that is, after the end of the fiscal year 1889—allowed each year. 
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No estimate of the probable number of widows’ claims which may be 
allowed each fiscal year after 1889 has been made by the Pension Office. 
We can, however, easily make an approximate estimate upon the same 
data upon which the estimate for 1889 has been made by the Pension 
Office. Estimating an average period of nine months from date of 
death of husband to date of application of widow, at $12 per month, 
we have $108 for each claim of a widow allowed in such year, and, 
estimating the number of claims of widows to be allowed after 1889 
at 6,000 annually, we have $648,000 as the additional cost each year 
after 1889 for this class of claims hereafter allowed. 

That will be the effect of the amendment proposed by the Senate 
committee. 

If the Senate amendment becomes a law, these estimates will prove 
rather below than above the actual amounts of the additional costs 
which will be imposed thereby; but if the Senate amendment is not 
agreed to and the proviso in the bill as it came from the House shall 
become a law, and in all pensions to widows, payments shall be made 
from the date of death of the husband,” then we are at sea without 
compass or chart, and have no even approximate estimate or supposi- 
tion from the Pension Office as to the additional cost which will be 
imposed thereby. We have the estimates for the two classes, which 
will be included in the proposed Senate amendment which I have al- 
ready given. To these must be added the claims of 11,831 widows of 
the war of 1812, and allsuch claims as may hereafter be allowed; that 
is, since June 30, 1887. 

Mr, ALLISON. May I interrupt the Senator just a moment? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It will be no interruption. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator speaks of widows of the war of 1812. 
The pensions of all those widows are service pensions purely. I wish 
that to be understood in connection with his statement. 

Mr. COCKRELL. As a matter of course the pensions to the widows 
of that war are service pensions; but the amendment proposed by the 
committee would give them arrears. That is the point I am making 
distinctly. 

Mr. TELLER. It would give them arrears? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Unquestionably, according to my construction 
of it. 

To these must be added, as I said, the claims of 11,831 widows of the 
war of 1812 and all such claims as may be allowed since June 30, 1887. 
And the claims of widows of the soldiers of the Mexican war—of which 
895 had been allowed up to June 30, 1857, and 4,443 in all had been 
allowed up to April 30, 1888—and infinite wisdom alone can tell how 
many will be allowed hereafter, and all such claims as may hereafter 
be allowed; and in addition to all these must be added all claims of wid- 
ows allowed by special acts of Congress at the rates specified in each of 
such acts, many of which are at the rates of $25, $40, $50, and $100 per 
month. And these widows would take arrearages according to those 
rates from the date of the death of their husbands, and in many in- 
stances the arrearages would run up to many thousands of dollars. 

The only estimate made by the Pension Office is as to the number of 
claims of widows of the soldiers of the Mexican, Florida, and Black 
Hawk wars, and other wars allowed prior to March 4; 1861, and who are 
nowalive. This number is placed at 1,702, and it is estimated that the 
average period for which arrears would become due would be five years, 
and the rate per month would be $8 per month, or $96 per year for 
each of the 1,702 widows for five years, amounting to $816,960. It 
must be observed that this estimate only includes 1,702 of the 11,831 
widows of the war of 1812 and the 4,443 widows of the Mexican war, 
whose pensions had been allowed up to April 30, 1888. If we deduct 
this number of 1,702 widows, for whom the Pension Office made the 
foregoing estimate, from the whole number of widows of the war of 
1812 on the rolls June 30, 1887, being 11,831, and of the widows of the 
Mexican war on the rolis April 30, 1888, being 4,443, and, together, 
numbering 16,274, we have left 14,972 widows of the Mexican and 
prior wars now on the rolls. Estimating the average period of arrears 
for each of these 14,972 widows at five years each at $8 per month, we 
haye the additional cost of $7,186,560 for these widows, in addition to 
the $816,960 for the 1,702 widows. In this way the estimate for all 
the 16,274 widows now -on the pension-rolls will be $8,003,520, as 
the additional cost of the provision in the bill as it came from the 
other House. This does not include the claims of such widows which 
may hereafter be allowed. 

According to the report of the Commissioner of Pensions for 1887 
there were on June 30, 1877, in his office 9,764 claims of widows of the 
war of 1812, of which 676 were then ding, and 9,088 on the re- 
jected files—that is, rejected, but subject to reconsideration on pres- 
entation of properevidenceat anytime. And there were 3,095 claims 
of widows of the Mexican war, of which 3,081 were pending and 14 on 
the rejected files. 

Nearly all, if not all, of these pension claims of the widows of the 
Mexican war were allowed prior to April 30, 1888, as the large in- 
crease in the allowance will show; but how many more have been filed 
since June 30, 1887, or may hereafter be filed, no one can possibly tell. 

It is absolutely impossible for any one to figure or calculate with 
any accuracy the many millions of dollars which will be taken out of the 
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Treasury by reason of the provision in this appropriation bill inserted 
by the House of Representatives. The-Mexican war pension bill alone 
provides: 

That every such ofcer, enlisted man, or widow who is or may becomesixty- 
two years of age, or who is or may become subject to any disability or depend- 
ency * * * shall be entitled to the benefits of this act. 

There are hundreds of these widows who are not yet sixty-two. They 
are not yet entitled to their pensions, The pension law as enacted here 
in M 1886, gives $12 per month to widows. That law must be 
taken into the account. Fifteen or twenty or thirty years ago a soldier 
of the Mexican war died and his widow was not sixty-two years of age, 
but some ten or fifteen years hence she becomes sixty-two years of age 
and becomes entitled to a pension under the Mexican war pension law. 
The House provision gives her arrearages from the date of the death of 
her husband at $3 per month up to the 19th day of March, 1886, and 
after March 19, 1886, $12 per month. I say there is no justice, no fair 
dealing, no equity in this, and the Pension Committee took the correct 
position in its report on the dependent pension bill in limiting the al- 
lowance of arrears to cases hereafter allowed. : = 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

-Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iwant to say to the Senator that he must not take 
the report of the Pensions Committee upon the dependent pension bill 
as a precedent for any other case. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iam not taking the report, but the action of the 
Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understood the Senator to refer to the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I referred to the bill reported by the committee, 
the language of the bill itself as passed by the Senate. It is the action 
of the committee and of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to say to the Senator that the committee 
advised the Senate at the time when that bill was under considera- 
tion that it had not reported such a bill as it desired to report, but it 
reported such a bill as it had reason to believe from the circumstances 
of the then situation, then fully described, and which I will not now 
do more than refer to, was the best attainable proposition at the time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I remember that. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The committee would have desired, if it had fol- 
lowed its own inclination, toreport a much more liberal bill, but it felt 
itself constrained at the time on account of the peculiar situation to 
report only such a bill as it did rt. And, if the Senator will allow 
me to say another word as one of the members of that committee, I re- 
gret now that the committee had not done what it desired to do, because 
we find from the action in another place that that bill has been side- 
tracked and that a pretense has been made to pass a more liberal bill, 
but probably an action taken with no other design than to obstruct 
rather than to secure the passage of any bill at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, we have been liberal in these mat- 
ters; we have been just; we have been generous; we have been mag- 
nanimous. On the 19th day of March, 1886, Congress enacted a law 
entitled An act to increase the of widows and dependent rel- 
atives of deceased.soldiers and sailors, and under that law widows are 
allowed $12 a month, while the soldier himself is only allowed $8 per 
month. We provide in that act— 

Thatno claim agent or atlorney shall be recognized in the adjudication of 
Claims under this act. 

So that the widows get the entire benefit of that increase of $4 per 
month, an increase of 50 per cent. over what the pension was before, 
without any remuneration or claim on the part of the claim agents or 
pension attorneys. 

I think the amendment which I have proposed is fair and just and 
liberal, and that it is all that ought to be granted. I think the pro- 
vision in the bill as it came from the House should be stricken out, 
and that the amendment proposed by the Senate Committee on Ap- 

priations should be amended to the extent I have indicated, and I 
as my amendment will prevail. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the difference between the proposi- 

‘tion of the Senate Committee on Appropriations and that of the Sen- 
ator from Missonri is that the latter will save to the Government $717-, 
048. We know exactly what the difference is. Tho uncertainty of 
the House provision has nothing to do with the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations, and it is a simple question for 
the Senate to say whether they desire to save $717,048 from a class of 
very needy people, and leave those people receiving a different pension 
under different treatment from what all other widows who have re- 
ceived pensions previous to 1830 and those who will receive pensions 
hereafter. If it isso essential that we should save this amount, and 
take it from this class of people, the Senate ought promptly to sustain 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri. If, on the other hand, 
it is the purpose to do equal and exact justice, the same justice weare 
to do to those who apply hereafter, if we are going to do exact justice 
to all sorts of classes alike, we are bound to give to those who got their 
pensions between 1880 and the passage of this bill the same that we 
give the others. $ 

How long does the Senator from Missouri or any body else suppose it 
will be, if we pass this law in this shape, until we shall be asked to pro- 
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vide for this class of cases? He knows, certainly, that we shall be very 
apt to doit. If we are to deal with this subject at all, we had better 
deal with it in a proper manner and deal with it in such a way that 
there shall be an end of it. If there is any reason why we should give 
pensions hereafter to date from the date of the soldier’s death, the same 
reason exists why we should do it with those widows who have had 
their pensions allowed since 1850. 

This is but a continuation of the soldier’s pension, except that we 
have added $4 a month extra. > 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations if, as the bill now stands on 
the report of the committee, the arrears of pension are denied to the 
widows of the Mexican war soldiers? I simply wish to know the fact. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. BLAIR. That being the fact, is there any reason for that save 
that the pension drawn by the soldiers of the Mexican war is a service 
pension, as a rule, while in the other case it is a pension founded upon 
disability? Is there any other reason for the distinction? 

Mr. ALLISON. The report of the Committee on Appropriations ex- 
cludes the idea of the widow of a soldier who receives a service pension 
being included in this provision for arrears. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit a suggestion there? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr, COCKRELL, What becomes of the widows of the soldiers in 
the Mexican war who have been granted pensions on account of the 
death of their husbands from disease or disability connected with the 
service and incident to it? 

Mr. ON. I thank the Senator for calling my attention to 
that, although of course I should have alluded to it. 

The theory of the amendment 1 by the Committee on Appro- 
priations is that these pensions shall apply only to widows of soldiers 
who themselves received pensions on account of disability, and shall 
not apply to the widows of soldiers who received a pension merely on 
account of service in the Mexican war or the war of 1812. The Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire wanis to know why that distinction is made. 
In the first place, it is made because in many cases there are widows 
whose claims would run back for fifty years, especially in the case of 
the war of 1812, and they would in many cases run back thirty years, 
or twenty-five years at least, in the cases of the Mexican war. 

The Committee on Appropriations did not wish to deal with that 
great question of whether the widows of soldiers of the Mexican war 
and of the war of 1812, who have been widows for thirty or fifty years, 
and who have been granted pensions on account of the services of their 
husbands in the war of 1812 for fourteen days or in the war with Mex- 
ico for six days, should come now and receive fifty years arrears ot 
pension. We did not undertake to grapple with that great question. 
We considered that that question was not one which was properly ger- 
mane to the provision here, and although this clause as it came from 
the House of Representatives is capable of being construed as it is con- 
strued by the Senator from Missouri, yet it is capable of being con- 
strued in a much narrower way. If the Senator wili look at the report 
of the Commissioner of Pensions he will see that that Commissioner 
would probably decide that under this original provision as it came 
from the other House arrears would only be granted where applica- 
tions were made hereafter. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Some other Commissioner might take a different 
view. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is true, but the Senator himself stated thein- 
justice of that provision as applied to service pensions, because it is true 
that a widow of a soldier of the war with Mexico could receive a pen- 
sion when she arrived at the age of sixty-two years, although her hus- 
band may have died in 1848, forty years ago. Therefore it was mani- 
fest to the Committee on Appropriations that this provision as it came 
from the House should not beallowed to pass on account of its injustice 
to the widows of soldiers of the war of the rebellion, and because it was 
likely to give to the widows of soldiers of the Mexican war arrears or 
pensions for from thirty to forty years. The Commissioner states that 
the average of these would certainly be nine years. Hence the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations undertook to deal with the narrower question, 
which they believed was intended by the provision put in this bill by 
the House of Representatives. 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire asks me why it is that we 
excluded the widows of the war of 1812 and of the war with Mexico? 
I will state to the Senator frankly why the committee did go. The 
committee excluded those because up to 1879 the pension of every 
widow dated from the death of the husband if application was made 
within three Years. At that time we cut off trom that provision the 
widows of soldiers who were engaged in the war of the rebellion, but 
we retained it as to the widows of soldiers of the Mexican war. In 
other words, Mexican-war widows up to this very moment, if they 
have filed their application within three years, by section 4713 of the 
Revised Statutes receive a pension back to the date of the death of the 
husband, 

We concluded that this liberal provision for the widows of soldiers of 
the Mexican war was fair and reasonable, and we did not choose tointer- 
fere with it. But if anybody thinks that this report of the committee 
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deals unjustly with the Mexican-war widows I am not very particular 
about their insertion or not. The Commissioner of Pensions estimated 
the cost to be $800,000, and that the average of arrears would be five 
I think that this is a sufficient answer tothe Senator from New 
mpshire that this average of arrears being so great is a fair indica- 
tion that it should be considered as a separate question, while the aver- 
age of the arrears to the widows of soldiers of the war of the rebellion 
is only nine months. If the distinction is wiped out it will cost 
$800,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. As long as the amount is so small and the basis on 
which it is given to the widows of the war of the rebellion is precisely 
the same in nature and merit as that on which it is to be extended to 
the widow of a soldier of the Mexican war, would it not be more sym- 
metrical and in accordance with principle and worth more than the 
$700,000 or 8800, 000 to have the amendment of the committee modi- 
fied so as to include all? I would much prefer to support it in that 


way. 

While I am up I wish to say that I think the committee failed to 
appreciate the new light that has dawned on the horizon of this coun- 
try within a recent period with regard to something like justice, not 
to say liberality in the matter of pensions to those who have been the 
defenders of the life of this country. The Senate ought to take notice 
of the fact that in the other branch of Congress there has been already 
reported, so far as I know unanimously, certainly with the ardent sup- 
port of the majority of the committee, that is to say, the Democratic 
party, an arrears-of-pension bill, and that the $250,000,000 which the 
first payment is to costis spoken of in very appropriate terms as a mere 
bagatelle and as a proper method of absorbing and distributing the 
surplus at the present time and fora long time tocome. All these 
matters ought to be considered in view of this dawning reason and this 
promise of justice liable to become a great tree, if not a great forest, 
overshadowing the whole country. It ought to be considered, I think, 
in dealing with so comparatively small a question as is involved here, 
whether we shall not adopt the new policy and all parties be united to 
illustrate that policy in this instance in the comparatively slight appro- 
priation of $700,000 or $800,000 that is required. It seems to me we 
ought to do this. 

Then we should remember further that not only has the idea of pen- 
sions, based upon disability as contracted in the war of the rebellion, 
become obsolete in the other end of the Capitol, but they have gone 
so far as to adopt there the notion of a service pension, and to report 
favorably to it with reference to all who participated in the recent war 
of the rebellion; and it does really begin to look as though the country 
was reconstructed and the Union restored, and that the war amounted 
to something, 

I do not think it is becoming in those of us who, during this long, 
dark struggle of twenty years and more have tried tosecuresomething 
like justice to the soldiers of the war of the rebellion, now to under- 
take to draw distinctions between those who served in different wars; 
and I respectfully suggest, and I would move if it be necessary to make 
the motion (I think the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
will be able to suggest the language to be inserted himself), to insert 
what may be n to make this provision cover the widows of 
soldiers of the Mexican war whose pensions depend upon the disability 
of their dead husbands. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to correct one reference made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire to the committee of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, if it is permissible. 

Mr. BLAIR. If I am wrong I desire to be corrected. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I understand, in the same way, I suppose, as the 
Senator gets his information—from the newspapers—that the Demo- 
cratic members of the Committee on Pensionsin the House, all of them 
except the chairman, are entitled to be absolved from the charge the 
Senator makes as to the alleged recent action of that committee look- 
ing to a new departure in the matter of a more liberal pension policy. 

Our friend, the chairman of that committee, if rumor is to be cred- 
ited, is playing altogether a lone hand in respect to at least one and 
the most important of the measures to which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has referred, the per diem rated service-pension proposition, 
which was reported from that committee to the House. Therefore the 
Senator must notstate that the committee of the House have performed 
such an act as that to which he refers, and that our Democratic friends 
of that committee are responsible for it in any extent, except as to the 
chairman, who at the present time is somewhat peculiarly circum- 
stanced politically. 

Mr. BECK. I hope the gentleman will state here what ho means 
by a lone band.“ [Langhter. ] 

Mr. PADDOCK. ' If there is any place in the world where that 
term is perfectly understood itis in Kentucky, where my distinguished 
interrogator was reared and educated, [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam the only Senator on this side of the Chamber 
who does not understand it, I think. [Laughter.] I am obliged to 
my friend from Kentucky for asking the question. 

I did not mean to be understood as saying that the committee in 
the opposite end of the Capitol have sanctioned the service-pension 
idea in full, but so far as I am aware there is no lack of union in the 


committee in the indorsement of the removal of the arrears-of-pension 
limitation as to those who participated in the war of the rebellion, no 
lack of unanimity in the recommendation that the Treasury be called 
upon to devote its surplus to the amount of $250,000,000 immediately 
among those who participated in the war of the rebellion and con- 
tracted disabilities. God be thanked for that! But as to the other 
question, the granting of service pensions to those who took part in 
the war of the rebellion—on the Union side, I mean to say, of course; 
I wish to guard myself in that particular—I do not understand that 
there is unanimity. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I only desire to say that I believe all 
that the Senator from New Hampshire predicted is likely to happen; 
the limitation on the arrears of pension will, I fear, be removed, an 
$250,000,000, may be double that sum, be given away under patriotic 
pretenses to pension agents and lobbyists, whereby the old soldiers will 
be more demoralized than benefited. I fear that many of the repre- 
sentatives ofboth parties are pandering to what they consider the sol- 
dier element of the country. They will find some day that it is really 
the pension agents and the other patriotic robbers who get the most of 
it. I agree with the Senator from Nebraska that a man will play a 
lone hand and a poor one at that when he votes against a pension bill. 
There seems to be a desire to vote for whatever will squander the most 
money and give it in such a way that a few pretended soldiers’ friends 
who hang around Washington and call themselves special advocates of 
the soldier (who are really robbing him and at the same time are rob- 
bing the tax-payers of the country) are the principal beneficiaries. But 
I only rose for the purpose of saying that the bill referred to by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] will be over here very soon, 
and when it does come I shall most earnestly endeavor to have an in- 
come tax imposed on all the incomes of the wealthy men and corpora- 
tions of the country to meet these great appropriations for pensions, so 
that the wealth of the country shall insome way contribute to the bur- 
dens that are imposed to support the men who are said to have saved 
the property of the country which these men hold. 

Mr. TELLER. But you want to pay the bonds off. 

Mr. BECK. I suppose we must pay them off, and pay them off with 
any premium added that anybody who holds them sees fit to ‘ask. It 
is because of the high taxation that you Republican gentlemen have im- 
posed on us that it is necessary either to pay extravagant premiums 
or to lock the money up. So perhaps it is better to pay off the bonds at 
any premium. Of these two evils we must choose the lesser. Once a 
tax is imposed on incomes to pay pensions we will have a body of men 
out of which this money will be exacted, who will hold in check the so- 
called liberality of the political patriots in both Houses who think they 
are making capital with the soldier by the vast sums they make the 
tax-payers contribute for their own advancement. I propose to let them 
be met by demands for reasonable taxation by the men out of whose 
pockets the money will have to come when the income tax is imposed. 
The principle is right. The organized wealth of the country, the cap- 
ital of the country, ought to pay the pensions that are so lavishly squan- 
dered under the pretense that the services were rendered to protect that 
wealth, which is now in great part exempt from taxation. 

The more the proposition for an income tax is examined the more favor 
the proposition will meet at both ends of the Capitol. I hope when 
the great arrears bill comes that I can show good reasons why the money 
should be provided by an income tax sufficient to meet all these extraor- 
dinary expenditures, and to pay it out of the accumulated wealth ot 
the men whose property was saved, if not created, and is protected by 
what is assumed to be the patriotism of the men who, together with 
their widows and children and relatives and everybody else connected 
with them, are to be supported hereafter by the people at large, whether 
they need it or not. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, Ido not intend to discuss the tariff 
question on this bill, nor do I intend to discuss the question whether 
there shall be an income tax. When such a measure comes here it 
will be time enongh to discuss it. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to what was the legislation 
when these liabilities on the part of the Government were in 
towards the soldier. In 1862, on the 14th of July, we enacted a law 
in these words: : 

That if any officer or other person named in the first section of this act has 
died since the 4th day of March, 1881, or shall hereafter die, by reason of any 
wound received or disease contracted while in the service of the United States 
and in the line of duty, his widow, or, if there be no widow, his child or children 
under sixteen years of age, shall be entitled to receive the same sion as the 
husband or father would have been entitled to had he been totally disabled, to 
commence from the death of the husband or father, and to continue tothe widow 
during her widowhood, or to the child or children until they severally attain to 
the age of sixteen years, and no longer. 

That was a reiteration of the earliest act that ever passed, and was 
renacted in 1836 and in 1848. I do not mistake when I say that ever 
since we have had a pension law, that was the law up to 1879. At 
that time when the arrears-of-pension bill was pending here the rule 
was changed. I do not suppose that anybody at that time intended to 
change it in reference to widows. I doubt very much whether Con- 
gress intended to say that when a man entitled to a pension died and 
his widow succeeded him, there should be an interregnum of such time 
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rights were before making her application. At the most it would be 
but a very brief period; and it can not be possible that anybody con- 
nected with national legislation was looking for a little saving of that 
kind. ‘ 

Such was the policy of the Government; such was the law of the 
Government. It entered into the contract when a man went tothe war 
that if he got hurt he should have a pension, and if he died from the 
effect of his injury his wife should have a pension, and that pension 
should commence at the date of his death; in other words, the ion 
should continue right along from the time the soldier got it till his 
widow died, if he died from the effects of service in the Army. 

It does not seem to me that it is wise to attempt to make a little 
saving of the amount we should have to pay out in this interregnum 
between 1880 and 1888, which would be the effect of the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. I agree with him that there would be 
a manifest impropriety in allowing service-pension widows to come in, 
and that that would swell the amount so that it would be utterly im- 
possible to make a calculation; but we know now exactly what we 
have to vote for when we adopt the committee’s amendment. Shall 
we give to these widows $717,048, or shall we adopt a rule that all 
admit is invidious, unfair, and unjust to them forthe purpose of saving 
that amount? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just one word, Mr. President. Having been 
engaged for twenty years in a flerce conflict with the Republican party 
in its political contests, I must now do justice to that party and vindi- 
cate it from the reflection cast upon it by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. BLAIR]. In long past contests we learned to respect and 
honor each other, and now I can not let this reflection upon the Repub- 
liean party that it has not done justice to the soldier go unrebuked. 

The Republican party had unlimited control of the legislative branch 
of this Government from the 1st of January, 1866, until the 4th day of 
March, 1875, and during the administration of President Johnson they 
had a two-thirds majority in the Senate and House, and could pass any 
legislation they chose over the President's veto; and from, the 4th of 
March, 1869, up to the 4th day of March, 1875, eight years, the Re- 
publican party was in the zenith of its power and glory, and it con- 
trolled fhe legislative and executive branches of the Government, and 
it had full power and authority to do equal and exact justice to the sol- 
diers of our country, and I repudiate the idea that that great party re- 
fused to do justice and equity and fair dealing to the soldiers, their 
widows, and their orphans. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Republican party at that time received no ap- 
plications from ex-soldiers for pensions. The ex-soldiers were living 
upon the memory of their glorious achievements, their patriotic serv- 
ices, and they sought no pensions. The widows and the orphans of the 
fallen were provided for by relatives and friends at home, as were the 
indigent wounded when they returned; but when the time of their need 
came the Republican party provided for them as best it could. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then you only do justice and equity and fair 
dealing when you are compelled to doso by the solicitations of the in- 
terested parties. I must reject that insinuation. 

Mr. PADDOCK. We did it just as rapidly as our Democratic friends 
allowed us to do so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. ‘‘ Democratic friends allow you,“ when you had 
unlimited control and all power and authority from 1866 to 1875, and 
talk about the Democratic party permitting you to doit! Why did 
you not do it then? Why talk about the long hours and the weary 
years which the Republican party has passed_struggling to do the sol- 
dier justice, and now there has been a light in another branch of the 
Government where there is a disposition to do them justice! Iam as- 
tonished that my Republican friends will sit in their seats and hear 
the Senator from New Hampshire cast such aspersions and reflections 
upon their grand old party.“ 

I say, Mr. President, that it is not a political question that we are 
discussing here. I say the members of all parties in the United States 
will do justice and equity and liberality and magnanimity to the sol- 
diers of our country and their widows and orphans. I say that by leg- 
islation enacted during the existence of Republican administrations and 
Democratic administrations, with a Republican Senate and a Republic- 
an House, with a Democratic Senate and a Democratic House, we have 
redeemed every pledge that we made to those gallant defenders of the 
integrity of the Union. There the law stands. We have done justice; 
we have done equity; we have done fairly. We have not only done 
that, but we have dealt liberally; we have dealt generously; we have 
dealt magnanimously. 

Mr. President, I moved the pending amendment simply as a matter 
which I believed was just, was non-political, was calm and right. 
Since the expiration of the limitation on arrears we have passed the act 
that gives widows $12 per month instead of $8. We have increased 
their pensions by the act of March 19, 1886, 50 per cent. We have 
added to the pension $4 per month, when before it was only $8 per 
month; and I say that we have done all that equity and fair dealing, 
and justice and liberality, and ity and generosity call for at 
our hands. 


Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, I have cast no aspersions on ‘‘the grand 
old party,’’ as the Senator from Missouri seems to think. Iam ex- 
ceedingly glad at what he now has to sayin the direction of the vindi- 
cation of his party from the charge of any illiberality or hesitation in 
the past in doing what I call justice, generosity, and liberality to the 
soldiers of the Union in the war of the rebellion; but I think that if he 
will examine the records of the last ten or twelve years, since the Demo- 
cratic y came again to have influence in the Government of the 
United States, after having absented itself asa body substantially from 
the affairs of the Government during the earlier part of the last quarter 
ofacentury, he will find that every advance in the direction of increased 
pensions in amount and in the classes included on the pension-roll that 
has been made has been made against the opposition of the Democratic 
party, and in recent years every bill that has liberalized or added any- 
thing to the pension-roll in money or in the classes which are to be 
benefited by the contributions of the Government to those who have 
preserved it has originated in the Republican branch of Congress—in 
every instance of any consequence at any rate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not the Senator remember the arrears act? 

Mr. BLAIR. I remember it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Where did it originate? 

Mr. BLAIR. It originated with a Republican, and was pressed 

Mr. COCKRELL. Oh, no; a Democratic House passed the arrears- 
of-pension bill. 

Mr, BLAIR. Yes; but it was not a Democratic measure. It was 
long pressed by Republicans in the Republican Senate, and passed 
under the pressure of political exigencies bya Democratic House. The 
Senator may make claim that the Democratic party is entitled to the 
credit or discredit of what is known as the arrears-of-pensions act. 
The Presiding Officer of the Senate can give his information in regard 
to that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator, did not that act first pass the 
House of Representatives? 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not undertake to say that it did not first pass 
the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is all. 

Mr. BLAIR. But does the Senator know nothing except the mere 
surface of the outside of legislation? Does he not know the origin of 
the measure, how it was pressed persistently day after day, session 
after session, Congress after Congress, by Republican members of both 
branches of Congress, and finally was extorted from the Democratic 
party under the dread of political defeat, just exactly as it might be 
premised that some of its existing liberality so lately developed is at- 
tributable to the same class of motive ? 

Mr. President, I have but to refer to recent legislation to convict the 
Senator from Missouri, not of any intentional misrepresentation, but 
of a lapse of memory, which is very unusual with him. He will recol- 
Yect that at the last Congress we sent to the House of Representatives 
a measure originating in the Senate designed to give reliefto those who 
are in actual necessity, and many of them in the almshouses of the 
country, after having preserved their country’s capacity to construct 
even almshouses by their sacrifices on the field of battle and in the 
vicissitudes of war. We sent that bill to a Democratic House of Rep- 
resentatives, and this same committee, or this same chairman of the 
committee of a Democratic House of Representatives, pared it down, 
exfoliated it, eliminated from it all its features of decent liberality 
even, and that bill went to the President of the United States, after 
haying been concurred in by the Senate as the best that could be done 
under the circumstances, and it met the veto of a Democratic President. 

During the present session of Congress we have passed another meas- 
ure and sent it to the Democratic House, a measure somewhat less lib- 
eral than our legislation in the two last Congresses, and that so far has 
had no consideration. It has come to the surface, it seems, with an 
amendment designed for its extermination. So it has been for three 
Con in succession; the Senate of the United States and Repub- 
licans in the Senate of the United States (with some Democrats, I ad- 
mit) have been doing their utmost to make some provision for those 
who are in the extremity of suffering and want, that extremity of suf- 
fering and want resulting from their efforts to preserve this great coun- 
try—we have, I say, ed a measure of that kind and sent it to the 
Democratic House, and there it has been consigned to the gulf of oblivion. 

The Senatorfrom Missouri knows that, and he knows well that there 
is not on the pages of the statute-book of this country a single item of 
pension legislation of any consequence, unless it may be the Mexican 
war pension legislation lately enacted, that has not originated in the 
head and in the heart and in the motives of the Republican party. 
The Senator knows that he will hardly pick out a provision that has 
been placed on the statute-book but has been extorted and has simply 
been able to receive thesullen acquiescence of the Democratic party as 
a party. The Senator knows that, and the country knows it, and the 
soldiers of the country know it. 

Now, Mr. President, I ask the Senator in charge of the bill that he 
shall modify the terms of this amendment, that he amend it to include 
the widows of the soldiers of the Mexican war whose husbands died 
from disability contracted in the service, so that the $700,000, or what- 
ever amount be necessary, may be given to them; that the principle be 
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applied as it ought to be, and thus uniformity and justice secured in 
our enactment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question recurs on the motion of the Senator from Missouri to amend 
the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let it be read. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I wish to make a few remarks in 
reference to this amendment, 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow the amendment to be re- 
ported before he proceeds? $ 

Mr. FAULKNER. Certainly. 

The Chief Clerk read the amendment of Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, I regret that the partisan feelings 
of the people of this country are appealed to whenever a pension meas- 
ure comes before the Senate. It seems to be the purpose, the object, 
and the intention of some gentlemen who take part in the discussion of 
these bills always to bring in a partisan question touching the adop- 
tion or rejection of any pension bill presented to the Senate for its ac- 
tion. Ido not know what is the purpose or object of this, unless it is 
to make political capital; but it does not occur to me in what action I 
deem proper on the floor of the Senate that my honest sentiments as to 
the propriety of passing any particular bill that may be proposed to 
the body for its action are to be influenced by such considerations. I 
look upon it, so far as parties are concerned, that both parties by their 
platforms, by their past political history, are pledged to do justice, 
full-handed justice, to those who died or were wounded or contracted 
disease in the defense of the Union; and, so far as I am concerned, both 
as a Senator on this floor and as a member of the Pensions Committee, 
I propose to meet that responsibility and carry out that pledge fully 
and completely. 

But I have only risen now for the purpose of correcting what I con- 
ceive to be an erroneous remark made by the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. PADDOCK], who is a member of the Pensions Committee, and 
who, in speaking of the dependent-pension bill reported by that com- 
mittee, alluded to the fact that it was not as liberal as the committee 
deemed proper for certain reasons which he indicated. 

The remarks of the Senator may be correct and just as to the action 
of the committee with regard to the second section of the bill, but I do 
not concur with him that that is a correct representation of the opinion 
or action of the committee as to the third section of that bill, which 
embodies the very principle that is embodied in the amendment of the 
Senate Committee on Appropriations tothe bill making appropriations 
for the payment of pensions for the succeeding fiscal year. Thataction 
of the Committee on Pensions, if I understeod aright, was the delib- 
erate, considerate judgment of that committee; and so far as an amend- 
ment was put on that bill fixing the commencement of the pension at 
the date of the death of the soldier instead of at the date of the appli- 
cation filed, it was made under the recommendation, as stated by the 
chairman of the committee, of the Commissioner of Pensions, and it 
was prospective in its character and not retroactive, as is the present 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator will allow me to say that I did not 
intend, in what I said about the sentiment of the committee as toa 
stronger measure than that presented, to convey the impression that 
be—the Senator from West Virginia—entertained that desire. I meant 
only to refer to the fact that every Republican memberof the Commit- 
tee on Pensions on the floor of the Senate when that bill was under con- 
sideration made expressions as to his desire to have done more, but did 
only what could be done under the circumstances, and they being a 
majority of the committee reflected the views of the committee as such. 
I did not mean to speak for or of my friend from West Virginia, nor of 
the sentiments expressed by any member of the committee when the 
bill was being considered in the committee-room, but as to the real 
wishes of the majority as expressed here. I do not in this intend the 
slightest reflection on the Senator; on the contrary I wish to bear testi- 
mony to his perfect fairness, his uniform kindness, liberality, and gen- 
erosity as a member of that committee in respect to all questions and 
cases of general as well as special character that have come before it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska seems 
to have misunderstood the extent and scope of my remarks. I do not 
question the fact that the general scope of that bill affecting dependent 
pensions was not as liberal as a majority of that committee desired; but 

do mean to say that this clause of that bill in the third section was the 
deliberate judgment of the committee, so far as I know without a dis- 
senting vote: 

All pensions granted to widows under this or any other general law shall take 
effect from the date of the death of the husbands of such widows, respectively, 
but not dating back of the passage of this act. 

That clause in the third section of the dependent pension bill, as it 
is known, as I understood, was the deliberate judgment of the com- 
mittee. There was a reason outside of the merits of the case why the 
committee desired to make that limitation. The committee in report- 
ing the bill was looking to taking care of a certain class of persons who 
had served in the Army and had dependent relatives, meeting an im- 
mediate want in order to pass some bill here; but when they found 
that they had other bills before that committee involving the whole 
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subject of arrears, it was not the purpose of the Committee on Pensions 
to separate each one of this class and put them in separate bills, but to 
consider the entire question of arrea as a whole, and either pass 
or reject. the proposition to remove the bar of the limitation, not only, 
as to widows, but also as to the soldiers themselves. Those matters are 
now pending before the Pension Committee, and yet before action by 
the Pensions Committee, before under the rules of the Senate the com- 
mittee which has jurisdiction of the subject has acted on a question 
coming expressly within its jurisdiction, we find that another commit- 
tee, the Appropriations Committee, by reason of some legislation put 
upon this appropriation bill by the House of Representatives, in viola- 
tion of its own rules, and, as I conceive, in violation of the rules of the 
Senate, has taken up this subject (which is peculiarly within the juris- 
diction of the Pensions Committee, who have bills now before them 
involving identically this question) and brought in an amendment, pass- 
ing upon it without any action of the Pensions Committee, 

It strikes me, Mr. President, that that isa mistake on the partof the 
Appropriations Committee, and it is a mistake on the part of the Senate 
to consider it and to take action upon it based upon the action of the 
Appropriations Committee. This subject ought to be remanded where 
it belongs, to the Pensions Committee, and if the provision is to be 
brought in it should apply not only to the widows, but certainly the 
soldiers have the same right to the removal of the bar of the statute of 
limitations. 

It can not be said by any member on this floor, and especially by any 
upon the other side, who havea majority upon the Committee on Pen- 
sions, that he has not confidence sufficient in that committee to trust 
this matter to their consideration and to their action. That being the 
case, I claim that this question should not be considered by the Senate 
on this bill, but the whole amendment should be voted down and the 
clause of the House bill stricken out, and then let the Pensions Com- 
mittee consider a widows’ bill that shall cover the entire subject, and 
not be bringing in an amendment only for one particular class. That 
is the objection which I have to the amendment of the Senate Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

I do not commit myself on the question of arrearages of pensions, I 
have not satisfied my own mind that it is a wise policy in the Govern- 
ment now to remove the bar of the statute which is applied to arrear- 
ages of pensions, either as to the soldiers or their widows. Until that 
bar is removed as to the soldiers, I do not think the widows’ claim 
should be considered, for I do not think the widow of a soldier stands 
upon a higher or loftier plane than does the man who bared his breast 
to the storm of bullets and in that way saved the Union. 

The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] in the discussion of this ques- 
tion was mistaken in another respect, and so was the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. They say this involves $717,000 to be ex- 
pended if this bill passes in addition to the other sum that was men- 
tioned. That is not the end of this question. That amount is very 
small, inconsiderable compared to what will grow out of the passage - 
of this bill in this form. That would only be the amount to which the 
widows would be entitled who have received pensions since 1889 up 
to the present time. But, Senators, if you pass this bill with this 
clause in it, you will find the same result that followed the passage of 
the arrearage-of-pension bill, that the annual increase of applications 
for pensions after the passage of the bill will double and treble. That 
was the case in regard to the arrearage-of-pensions bill. After its 
adoption by Congress the applications more than doubled yearly, and 
so will it be in this case. ‘here are applications now pending in the 
Pension Bureau for widows’ pensions where the husband died fifteen 
years ago, and there will be a great number of that class induced by 
the large sum that will come in in the aggregate by this bill who will 
file applications who otherwise would not have paid any attention to 
the monthly stipend that is given by the ordinary pension law. 

But that is not the question. I say frankly and without any hesita- 
tion, that where the obligation is just, where the provision is right in 
itself, the amount to be expended, unless it should go far beyond the 
bounds of reason and the resources of this Government to meet it, should 
not weigh with me in the consideration of the question; but now we 
are asked to remove the bar of the statute which has resulted from the 
fact that parties did not avail themselves of their legal rights, and are 
therefore simply appealing to the equity of Congress to come in and 
remove the entire bar so that they can do what they neglected to do 
when they had the power. I understand that in almost all the cases 
when the bar applied the parties filed their applications within a short 
period, and have been drawing pensions since, the amount not being 
very large to any individual one. But this is simply a question of 
asking for the removal of that bar for the widows, and I say before we 
take that up we ought to take up the question of whether we shall re- 
move the bar from the soldier himself, and until that is decided we 
ought not on an appropriation bill to pass this legislation and change 
the law as it exists to-day in regard to widows. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, of course we all know the power of 
the Committee on Appropriations, and we sometimes think we realize 
the extent of that power in a manner inimical to the interests of other 
committees; but in our struggles before the Senate we find the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations generally right if success is the true criterion 
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of what is right and wrong in human affairs. But however that may 
sometimes be, however poor we may sometimes think the legislation 

roposed by that committee, nevertheless we have often witnessed the 
Bet on this floor that it is impossible to obtain much of the legislation 
most essential in this country except through the exercise of the func- 
tions of that committee; and when the Committee on Appropriations, 
either in the House or the Senate, takes up the condition of the soldiers 
of the country or the widows of the soldiers and their dependent parents, 
and by reason of a great power in the control of the revenue legislation 
of the country, or rather the great power which is behind that com- 
mittee in the necessity that such legislation does bring it to the front 
when all other committees and all other agencies have failed to put that 
form of legislation to the front, and by reason of the universal necessity 
of the country that its bills do secure consideration for legislation of 
this character, I think the committee in both branches of Congress en- 
titled to the thanks and not to the censure of the House and Senate. 
So here in this case the Committee on Appropriations has given us the 
opportunity, probably the only opportunity on this or any other ap- 
propriation bill, of doing anything whatever that is practically any- 
thing which goes beyond mere talk for the benefit of the soldiers and 
of their dependents during the present Congress, or, at all events, dur- 
ing the present session. 

I am not inclined to complain of an alleged usurpation which is 
for the public good or a grasping of jurisdiction by the Committee on 
Appropriations. I hope that the committee will take advantage of its 
opportunities and its other opportunities, if it has them during the 
session, to give us further and more liberal legislation or stop the wheels 
of government until we can get consideration for these claims. 

I want to say just one word further. The Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], when he first rose, I thought, spoke in a way 
that suggested a feeling that some one had remotely censured his own 
conduct as a member of the Committee on Pensions. I do not know 
that he meant that, but I desire to say that in anything I may have 
observed I had no reference to that Senator. I believe that the soldiers 
of this country get no fairer, no more just, liberal, and careful consid- 
eration of their claims from any Senator of any party than from the 
Senator from West Virginia. It is unnecessary to say that, unless I 
‘was misapprehended in what I said first. 

But now in regard to the matter of the arrears of pension on which 
much is said on the floor of the Senate and which is dealt with as though 
it were a proposition either of a moon-struck fool or a demagogue, I 
desire to say that that proposition, as I think, is one based simply upon 
the most naked form of justice. There is no reply to the argument 
based upon simple, naked justice in favor of the demand of these peti- 
tioners for the removal of the limitation. What is it? It is a propo- 
sition, after the lapse of twenty-five years, to pay to those men who 
during those twenty-five years have suffered under pensionable disa- 
bilities contracted in the service of their country, men who would 
haye been entitled to pensions had they applied for them twenty-five 
years ago, who would have been drawing those pensions continuously 
since and whose payment would have taxed the Treasury of the United 
States not alone the amount of the original sum paid but, in the interest 
that would have accrued upon those payments made from time to time 
four times yearly down to the present, which wouldin the interest have 
amounted to vastly more than the first cost. 

These men have withheld their applications, some of them from 
ignorance of their rights, and some of them from other motives; some 
of them largely from the same patriotic motives which impelled them 
to enlist in the service of the country originally, from motives of the 
highest patriotism, and from a sense of independence and a desire that 
the rendering of their service should be based and allowed to stand 
simply on the basis of a pure patriotism. They wished to sustain 
themselves as long as they were able to do so; but after the lapse of 
many years, dependence coming upon them, failure of health, failure 
of fortune, and the approaching night of old age, they are induced to 
prefer their claims under the law after all these years of suspension 
and of waiver, which have inured wholly to the advantage and not to 
the disadvantage of the country; which have given to the country, as 
Isaid before, in the form of withheld interest, vastly more than the 
original principal itself. These men under these circumstances, at this 
late day, after in three instances we have done the same thing, ask for 
the removal of the limitation so far as they are concerned. Now I say 
the equities are all on their side. They ask and they have a fair right 
to a service ion after the lapse of all these years. 

If, after this lapse of time, notwithstanding the failure of memory 
and all those influences which go to make litigation doubtful and ex- 
pensive and uncertain, they are able to establish their claim and to get 
a verdict from the Government itself against itself and to get their 
names placed on the pension-roll, then arises this secondary quesiion, 
when ought that pension to commence? Ought it not to commence 
from the date of the disability in such a case as this? What reply can 
be made to this proposition? What reply ever has been made or at- 
tempted to be made on the part of anybody, except to say that it in- 
volves considerable money? If the claim had been preferred when it 
might have been, and when one would think from the nature of the 
response now made it ought to have been, the draft on the Treasury 


would have been perhaps treble what it now is. So the Government 
is in no situation whatever to bring forward this as a defense. The 
Government is careful to say and to claim that no limitation ever runs 
against the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will please suspend. 
The hour of 2 o'clock has arrived, and as the Chair understands the 

liamentary state of the business the unfinished business is the bill 
H. R. 8560) to establish a department of labor. 

Mr. HARRIS. Under the agreement reached by unanimous consent 
yesterday that bill is postponed, remaining the unfinished business un- 
til after yesterday, and the two successive legislative days have been 
devoted to the consideration of the Calendar, when the Chair an- 
nounced that that bill should be laid before the Senate as the unfin- 
ished business having the right of way. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands, and will 
state that the unfinished business will be laid aside for the considera- 
tion of the appropriation bill that now has the right of way, and at the 
conclusion of the appropriation bill the Calendar will be in order under 
Rule VIII, the Calendar displacing unfinished business, 

Mr. HARRIS. I hope we shall come to a vote on this bill as early 
as possible, so that we may proceed with the Calendar. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations whether there is any necessity for pressing this bill now. 
I was absent from the committee during its consideration. Of course, 
that was my own fault; but the question of new legislation discussed 
by the Senator from West Virginia isan important one. I want to 
look into it, and perhaps the committee may want to look further into 
it. I am not quite sure of the policy here proposed. I should like 
very much to have the bill go over until Monday morning. 

Mr. HARRIS. Say Tuesday. Monday is to be devoted to the Cal- 
endar. ‘ 

Mr. BECK. If there is any embarrassment to arise from it, I do not 
wish to press the request I have made. 

Mr. ALLISON. Of course it is no embarrassment to me. The Sen- 
ator knows the condition of the appropriation bills. The whole ques- 
tion of legislation has been very fully considered by the committee and 
has been debated in the Senate. In addition to that, it was claimed in 
the House—I think I may state that from reading the Reconp—that 
this provision was merely a declaration of the existing law, rather in 
analogy to that provision we had in another bill about the Public Print- 
ing Office, and the then chairman of the Committee of the Whole in the 
House of Representatives decided that this provision did not change ex- 
isting law. But when the Senate Committee on Appropriations came 
to look into it, it appeared very clear to us that if the provision passed 
as it passed the House it would change existing law so as to draw in 
service pensions and the widows of service pensioners, If it is conven- 
ient to the Senator from Kentucky to have this bill go over until Mon- 
day, and if that will interfere with nothing else, I do not know how to 
object; but my impression is that Monday has been set apart for an- 
other matter. 

Mr. HARRIS. I beg to suggest to the Senator from Iowa that the 
agreement reached by unanimous consent yesterday devotes both to-day 
and Monday to the consideration of the Calendar, and I prefer that he 
should designate Tuesday. 

Mr. ALLISON. What will become of another matter, I ask the 
Senator, fixed for Monday, which perhaps would require us to go into 
executive session at an early hour on that day? I shall be constrained 
to moye to reconsider the vote by which we agreed to adjourn over to 
Monday unless I can have a thorough understanding that this bill 
shall be taken up Monday to the exclusion of everything else. 

Mr. HARRIS. I prefer that the Senator should move to reconsider, 
for I can not consent to vacate the agreement made yesterday by unani- 
mous consent. 

Mr. BECK. I do not care to press any suggestion of mine, if it em- 
barrasses going on with the bill now; but I was very much impressed 
with the importance of the measure as suggested by the Senator from 
West Virginia. 

Mr. ALLISON, I think the Senator from West Virginia is unjust 
to the Committee on Appropriations, in the sense that he suggested that 
we have undertaken to interfere with the proper business of any other 
committee of this body. We found this provision on the bill, and we 
found that it went further and much further than the House seemed 
to believe when it passed upon it, and therefore we concluded to amend 
it in such a way as to confineit to what we fairly thought it should be, 
both as to the past and to the future, meaning thereby simply to ex- 
clude the idea of service pensions and long arrearages, and only giving 
arrears in the cases where it was manifest that the law, certainly sinco 
1880, intended that the pension shonld date from the death of the 
husband. 

Now, I think this bill can be voted on to-day; but if the Senator 
from Kentucky desires a postponement especially I will consent to th 
bill going over to Monday. . 

Mr. BECK, No; I shall not press my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BLAIR. I have but a few more words to say. I was only 
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calling attention to the somewhat cavalier manner in which the claims 
for the removal of the limitation on the arrears-of- pensions act had 
been treated. Iam hardly out of the way in saying, particularly to 
our friends on the Democratic side of the Chamber, that they seem to 
think that with the changes going on any one who favors the arrears- 
of-pension bill, as it is called, necessarily intends to enter upon an un- 
justifiable raid on the Treasury. With a view to that I was making 
the suggestions which seemed to me pertinent to the fact that those 
claims are more just than any other in the direction of pensions that 
are preferred against the Government. 

It would be more just for us to strike from the pension-roll every 
name which is now upon it of a disabled soldier who has preferred 
his claim and been drawing pension these past years, and who has to 
that extent been benefited by the Government—I say it would be 
more nearly an act of justice to strike every name now on the roll from 
the roll than to withhold arrears from this class of men when under 
the difficulties to which I have alluded they now finally do establish 
their claim. And upon that proposition I am willing to stand, and I 
should be glad to hear any one controvert that proposition. 

Why is this so? First, the man who at the present time establishes 
his claim must have had a stronger claim than the most of those already 
on the roll, because he secures in the end a verdict, as I said before, 
oftentimes from an unwilling tribunal, always from a tribunal inter- 
ested for the Government rather than for the soldier, against the Gov- 
ernment, and after all these years and under all these difficulties and 
circumstances the order is made by the Government to write that man’s 
name on the pension-roll; that is to say, his claim for a pension is as 
just as that of the very first applicant—the man who has been drawin 
a pension for a quarter of a century. That man during all this peri 
of time was kept ont of his just dues and the Government in its ex- 
tremity has had the use of his money. The Government had the money 
when the Government was paying 6 per cent. and 5 per cent. and 4 
per cent. The Government had the money in the distresses and exigen- 
cies of the war when it was difficult to maintain the public credit under 
any circumstances. These men went without their pensions; they 
waived their claim; their money was in the Treasury and it was used 
in prosecuting the war and in maintaining the existence of the Govern- 
ment for the time being, aud it was applied upon the publicdebt. They 
gave a part of the reward of the bondholders of whom we hear so much. 
It went to improve the rivers and harbors of the country; it paid the 
salaries of Government officials; it sustained our foreign relations; it 
was the money of these soldiers, these men with just claims against 
the Government, waived for the time being and loaned to the Govern- 
ment, in the highest conceivable moral sense, that enabled the Govern- 
ment to go on. 

Now they come before us at this late period, late in life, approaching 
death, and they ask us (with the admission of the Government that 
they should all the time have had their pensions) for the removal of 
this limitation, and they only ask what Congress in three instances has 
already done, that is to say, that they shall have the principal of their 
claims from the beginning, waiving all the matter of interest which 
would have been theirs by virtue of their having been entitled to the 
money long ago. 

Mr. President, I say that asa matter of justice and of equity between 
man and man, between the Government and these men, between the 
Government and the men who have been drawing pensions all this 
time, it is clearer justice and equity to strike from the pension-roll 
every name now upon it than it is to deny arrears to those who are 
pensioned at this late day, being adjudged entitled to what belonged 
to them all the time. Of course, to strike from the roll the names now 
upon it would be a crime; nobody has suggested it in the highest 
flight of imagination of bad men even. Noone could think of such a 
thought as that, and I suggest it only by way of illustration, and I 
appeal to the Senator from Missouri and to any Senator in this Chamber 
and anybody in this country if the point which I have stated is not in- 
contestably true, that itis nearer to justice to purge the roll as it 
stands than to deny arrears to those who from henceforward establish 
their claims, if it is not nearer justice to do the former than to refuse 
to do the latter. 

It will cost something, it is true; perhaps several millions of dollars, 
perhaps one-fortieth part of the existing publicdebt drawing interest; not 
more than that. We havea surplus fund that will pay a very large 
portion of italready. We have the means of raising whatever is nec- 
essary farther. If the tariff legislation proposed in the other end of the 
Capitol should be enacted into law itis notatall sure that the revenue 
will be reduced. It is, on the other hand, quite probable that the rev- 
enues of the Government will be increased with the incoming tide of 
foreign commodites which will pay duties, and, although at a lower 
rate, nevertheless increasing amounts, by reason of increased importa- 
tions, will pile into the Treasury more money than we are getting to- 
day. Thatwill continue until sych time as the demoralization of Ameri- 
can business shall have destroyed the power of the American consum- 
ing public to purchase foreign commodities, and you will get no reduc- 
tion of the revenues until it comes as a natural consequence of the ruin 
of the business of the people at home, the destruction of their purchas- 
ing power. So we are likely to continue the possession of our present 
revenue, or for the time being of increased revenue, and I ask you, Mr. 


President, if that be so, whether we may not safely and justly act in 
the direction of the removal of this limitation? Ithinkso, and I hope 
if this matter is to be continued, if it is to go over to receive further 
consideration from the Committee on Appropriations, that they will take 
advantage of these little opportunities which come to us as a godsend 
from the House, and instead of restricting its provisions enlarge them 
and attach to this bill a recommendation of an amendment removing 
the limitation on arrears and also providing pensions for the needy sol- 
diers of the war of the rebellion without reference to the origin or the 


nature of their disability. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to amend the amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. TELLER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Si bas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay.’’ 3 

Mr. PAYNE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. « 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from WesttVirginia [Mr. Kenna]. If he were present, I 
should vote nay.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Witson]. If he were present, 
I should vote “nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. BROWN. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
am paired with the Senator from New York [Mr. Hiscock]. I voted 
under a misapprehension. I withdraw my vote, 

Mr. BUTLER. On this question I am paired with the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. REAGAN. I desire to say that my coll [Mr. Coxe] is 
paired with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Jones]. My colleague is 
absent, attending the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] is paired 
with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoN ESI. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the Secre- 
tary that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] announced a pair with 
the colleague of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My colleague [Mr. CHACE] is absent, paired with 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. COLQUITT]. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam paired with the Senator from Lonisiana [ Mr. 
Gipson], but I understand my colleague [Mr. BOWEN ] is not paired, 
and I therefore transfer the pair to my colleague and I shall vote. 

Mr. EVARTS. Iam paired with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan], and therefore can not vote. - 

Mr, FAULKNER. I am requested by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. Corqurirr] and the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE] to 
announce their pair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The occupant of the chair announces 
that he is paired with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. 
If the Senator from Kentucky were present the occupant of the chair 
would vote nay.“ 

Mr. BECK. I am y with the Senator from Maine 


m paired general] 
[Mr. HALE], who is absent from the Senate Chamber at the moment, 
I have sent for him. I will transfer my pair to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE] and let my vote stand. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have heard it stated that somebody is paired 
with the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE]. f 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] announced 
the pair of his colleague [Mr. CoKE] with the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jones]. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] announced the 
same pair, and thereafter it leaves the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] 
without a psir, and being paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] I was requested by his colleague to make the announcement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to state—perhaps it is now unnecessary— 
that my colleague [Mr. MORRILL] is absent from the Chamber on ac- 
count of ill-health and is paired with some gentleman; I do not know 
who it is at this moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] to the fact that the Chair understood 
the Senator from Ohio to anncunce a pair with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Coker]. 

Mr. PAYNE. No, sir; with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JONES]. 

The result was anngunced—yeas 17, nays 19; as follows: 


¥EAS—I17, 
Bate, Faulkner, Pugh, Vest, 
Beck, George, Ransom, Walthall. 
Berry, Hampton, Reagan, 
Call, H: Saulsbury, 
Pasco, Vance, 


4308 


NAYS—19. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hawley, Spooner, 
Allison, Dawes, Mitchell, Si 
Blair, Dolph, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Edmunds, Plumb, Teller. 
Chandler, Frye, Sawyer, 
ABSENT—40. 

Blackburn, Eustis, Ingalls, Piatt, 
Bowen, Evarts, Jonesof Arkansas, Quay, 
Brown, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Butler, Gibson, Kenna, Sabin, 

eron, 8 eee, 3 

1 ray, ‘anderson, itanford, 

Coke, Hale, Morgan Turpie, 
8 Hearst, Morrill Voorhees, 
Daniel, Hiscock, Paddock, Wilson of Towa, 
Davis, Hoar, Payne, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is not a quorum voting. The 
Secretary will call the roll of the Senate. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators answered 


to their names: 


Aldrich, Daw Manderson, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Dolph, Mitchell, Sawyer, 
Bate, Edmunds, Morgan, Sherman, 

A Evarts, Paddock, Spooner, 
Berry, Faulkner, ` Stewart, 
Blair, Frye, Payne, Stockbridge, 
Blodgett, Hale, Platt, Teller, 
Brown, ampton, Plumb, Turpie, 
Call, Harris, Pugh, Vance, 
Chandler, Hawley, Ransom, Vest, 
Cockrell, oar, Reag Waithall, 
Cullom, Jones of Arkansas, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-eight Senators having responded 
to their names, a quorum is present. The Secretary will call the roll 
for the yea-and-nay vote on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
souri. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from New York [Mr. Htscock]. The Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] is paired with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. By an agreement we have arranged to 
transfer the pair of Mr. Hiscock and Mr. BLACKBURN; so that the 
Senator from Nebraska and I can vote. I vote „ea.“ ‘ 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). On account of the 
transfer of the pair I vote ‘‘nay.”’ 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. PLATT (when his name was called). 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

Mr. SABIN (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. Kenna], but I have transferred that 
pair to the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIpDLEBERGER], and vote 
‘ ea. 

Mr. TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. GIBSON], but have transferred the pair to 
my colleague [Mr. Bowen]. Therefore I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILsoN I. If he were present, 
I should vote nay.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (after having voted in the affirmative). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. Upon a 
former occasion a few minutes ago, forgetting it, I voted on the yea-and- 
nay vote when there was no quorum. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] was paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CoKE] a few min- 
utes ago; but the Senator from Maine is now present, and I will trans- 
fer my pair with the Senator from Vermont to the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. COKE] and let my vote stand. 

Mr. REAGAN. My colleague [Mr. COKE] is absent on business of 
the Committee on Commerce, and paired with the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. MORRILL]. If here, my colleague would vote vea.““ 

Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. CAMERON]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 20, nays 23; as follows: 


I am paired with the 


YEAS—20, 
Bate, Cockrell, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, 
Beck, Faulkner, Morgan, Saulsbury, 
Berry, George, Pasco, Vance, 
Brown, Hampton, Pugh, Vest, 
Call, Harris, Ransom, Walthall, 

NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Dolph, Hoar, Sherman, 
Allison, Edmunds, Ingalls, Spooner, 
Blair, Evarts, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blodgett, Frye, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Chandler, Hale, Sabin, Teller, 
Cullom, Hawley, Sawyer, 

ABSENT—33, 

Blackburn, Cameron, Colquitt, Dawes, 
Bowen, Chace, el, Eustis, 
Butler, Goke, Davis, Farwell, 
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Gibson, Kenna, Payne, Stanford, 
Gorman, McPherson, P Turpie, 

Gray, orrill Plumb, Voorhees, 
Hearst, Paddock, A4 Wilson of Iowa, 
Hiscock, er, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 
Jones of Nevada, 


So the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Committee on Appropriations to strike 
out and insert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 

The nextamendment of the Committee on Appropriations, wasin line 
54, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike out “fifteen ’’ and insert 
eighteen;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For stationery and other necessary expenses, to be approved by the Secretary 
of the Interior, $18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 57, after the word Treasury,” to 
insert ‘‘ where practicable;’’ so as to read: 

For rents, $18,200. And the Secretary of the Treasury, where practicable, shall 
cause suitable rooms to be set apart in the public buildings under his control in 
cities where pension agencies are located, which shall be acceptable to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, for the use and occupancy of said agencies, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 61, after the word respectively,“ 
to strike out the following clause: 


And the Secretary of the Interior shall designate and provide suitable rooms 
in the Pension building for the use and occupation of the pension agent at Wash- 
ington, D. C., and the office of said agent shall be removed therein. 


The amendment was agreed to. è 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be concurred 
in in gross, unless there be objection. Shall the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole be concurred in in the Senate? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1645) to limit the hours that letter-carriers in cities 
shall be employed per day; 

A bill (H. R. 2928) granting a pension to William Lemons; 

A bill (H. R. 4358) to increase the limit of cost for the public build- 
ing in course of erection at Charlaston, S. C.; 

A bill (S. 38) granting to the Washington and Idaho Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Cœur d’Alene Indian reservation; 

A bill (S. 39) granting an increase of pension to Frederick Beno; 

A bill (S. 269) to grant to the Fort Smith and El Paso Railway Com- 
pany a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


poses; 

A bill (S. 316) for the relief of Edward Fitzgerald; 

A bill (S. 331) granting a pension to John Kalbfleisch; 

A bill (S. 347) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio; ` 

A bill (S. 354) to provide for the survey of certain historic grounds, 
locations, and military works; 

A bill (S. 475) for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de- 


U 

A bill (S. 801) for the relief of Basile Champagne; 

A pill (S. 805) granting a pension to Melvina Greenwood; 

A bill 8 816) granting a pension to Amastasia Walter; 

A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to David A. Servis; 

A bill (S. 835) for the relief of Elisha Griswold; 

A bill (S. 850) granting certain lands in the Territory of Wyoming 
for public purposes; 

A bill (S. 860) granting a pension to Stephen Singleton; 

A bill (S. 1096) granting a ion to James Lucas; 

A bill (S. 1204) to provide for holding the circuit and district courts 
of the United States at Martinsburgh, in the district of West Virginia; 

A bill (S. 1237) granting a pension to Anna Mertz; 

A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Emma Von Bernewitz; 

A bill (S. 1795) for the relief of the First National Bank of Marion, 
Towa; and 

A bill (S. 2419) granting a pension to Lemuel R. Rea. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. > 

Mr. EVARTS, Mr. PADDOCK, and Mr. MITCHELL submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the river 
and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

SWORD OF WASHINGTON. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the order af the Senate the 
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Calendar under Rule VIII will now be proceeded with; and the Sec- 
retary will report the first order of business under Rule VIII. 

The bill (S. 2564) authorizing and directing the Secretary of War 
to purchase from Miss Virginia Tayloe Lewis a sword of Washington 
was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 
objection, without prejudice. 

FLORIDA LAND TITLES. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. CALL March 31, 1888, authorizing 
a special committee of five Senators to investigate in Florida the ques- 
tion of fraudulent land patents, etc., was announced as the next busi- 
ness in order. 

Mr. HARRIS. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be passed over, 
retaining its place on the Calendar. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN April 3, 1888, relating 
to the order of business, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may be indefinitely postponed. The occa- 
sion has passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be indefinitely 
postponed, if there be no objection. 


DISPOSAL OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


The bill (S. 2511) to withdraw the public lands of the United States 
in Mississippi from sale at ordinary private entry and to restrict dis- 
posals thereof under general statutes to homestead settlers was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have passed a bill providing for that subject 
already, I am advised. 

Mr, WALTHALL. No, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. In auother shape, but covering the same ground? 

Mr. WALTHALL. We passed a joint resolution for the temporary 
disposal of public lands in Mississippi and other States. This is for 
the purpose of continuing that legislation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I can not hear. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Vermont that this bill has not been acted on, but a joint reso- 
lution has been passed temporarily withdrawing these lands from sale 
until the pending legislation on the subject can be disposed of. This 
is the pending legislation. There is also a bill looking to the same 
end pending in the other House. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Was that joint resolution passed at this session of 
Congress ? 

Mr. WALTHALL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Senator a copy of it at his desk ? 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have not, butI think I canstate the substance 
of it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the bill read, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the bill is 
before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, which was reported from the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands with amendments, in line 4, after the words 
„United States,“ to strike out the words“ in the State of Mississippi 
shall cease to be subject to disposal by sale at ordinary private entry, 
and’’ and insert now subject to private entry;“ in line 6, after the 
words disposed of, to strike out under general statutes in no other 
manner than’’ and insert under and“; and, in line 8, after the word 
laws,“ to insert the word only; so as to make the bill read: 


That from and after the passage of this act the public lands of the United 
States now subject to private entry shall be disposed of under and according to 


* the provisions of the homestead laws only. 


Mr. STEWART. Is that a general bill now? What is the extent 
of it? 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will explain it in a moment. 

Mr. STEWART. Explain its extent. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The bill as first introduced restricted its opera- 
tions to the State of Mississippi. It has been proposed to be amended 
as reported by the Committee on Public Lands so as to make it a gen- 
eral Jaw applicable to all the States and Territories of the United 
States. I rose for the purpose of offering an amendment. After the 
words that from and after the passage of this act the public lands of 
the United States,“ I move to insert except those situate in the 
State of Missouri.” 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I do not think that the Committee 
on Public Lands are familiar with the subject about which they are 
proposing to legislate if they have reported such a bill. If it is to be 
applicable to all the public lands in the United States, it is a prohibi- 
tion against the use of four-fifths of the public lands under any cir- 
cumstances. If nothing but the homestead law is to be enforced; if 
under that law alone titles to public lands are to be acquired, you ex- 
clude from settlers the great mass of the public lands of the United 
States. Four-fifths at least, and perhaps a larger portion, of the pub- 
lic lands require irrigation before they can be settled on. The home- 


stead settlers can not go upon them at all; they can not remain upon 
them until the preliminary work is done. The result will be that you 
will stop settlement throughout a vast region of country where settle- 
ment can go, and it can go nowhere else. : 

By this proposed act you would do another thing; you would exclude 
the miners and the people living in the mountainous region from ob- 
taining any timber or fuel for any purpose—the timber and fuel in 
the mountains throughout the entire Western country, in the Rocky 
Mountains, the Sierra Nevada Mountains, the Wahsatch Mountains, 
and other vast ranges of mountains, The timber is up in those mount- 
ains. You can not acquire title to that land by homestead, because it 
can not be settled on. There is very little timber land in the United 
States left that is susceptible of habitation at all. It is in the rough, 
high mountains, where you can not take the land under the home- 
stead law. 

Is Congress going to pass a law providing that the timber of the coun- 
try can not be used under any circumstances, and a law that is entirely 
inapplicable to all the remaining public lands? It might do in Mis- 
sissippi. I have no objection to it as a local bill, but when you talk 
about passing a general bill of this kind, it shows that there has been 
no investigation whatever of the subject; that there has been no intel- 
ligent consideration of this great subject, which demands attention. 

We have an empire of land requiring irrigation, and some system 
ought to be devised whereby it can be occupied by settlers, and by set- 
tlers alone. It is a great subject. A resolution has been passed calling 
upon the Interior Department to make an investigation and report what 
can be done to promote irrigation, to set aside reservoirs, and what can 
be done with the waters to fertilize that vast region and make it habit- 
able. But is it proposed that Congress shallestop there and exclude 
everybody from going upon the land, and that it will not undertake to 
meet the question? 

In the valley lands of the whole country, like the Mississippi Valley, 
we know now that the homestead law was the only law applicable. 
All such land ought to have been disposed of under the homestead law. 
The pre-emption law has been practically a fraud. It was better than 
what 5 it. What preceded it from the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment to 1841 was the surveying of lands in large quantities and 
offering them at auction, and the middlemen fattened on the purchase 
of them by again selling them at a vast advance. From 1841 to the 
present time we have had the pre-emption law in operation. The pre- 
emption law was better than what preceded it to 1862. In 1862 we 
passed the homestead law, which was the best law ever passed. The 

re-emption law would have been nearly as good as the homestead law 
3 that it was an unnecessary tax upon the settler to charge him 
a dollar and a quarter an acre) if it had not been for carrying along 
with it a part of the old system which provided that after the land had 
been surveyed for a certain length of time it should be offered at auc- 
tion and sold at private entry, thus allowing people to buy in advance 
of settlement. 

Under the pre-emption law there were about 90,000,000 acres taken 
by private entry in advance of settlement. The pre-emption law since 
1862 has been an obstruction—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada has spoken 
five minutes. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the Senator will be allowed to go on. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think this is too important a bill, involving the 
whole land poliey of the country, to be passed under the five-minute 
rule, and I object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not desire to interpose if the Senator from 
Nevada wishes to speak further; but I shall object to the further con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
out prejudice. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. STEWART subsequentlysaid: On examining the land bill I find 
that it only applies to lands that have been offered and are subject to 
private entry, being none of those in the region of which I spoke. My 
speech had no application to the terms of the bill, and I withdraw it 
so far as the bill is concerned, but I want to make it more emphatic as 
far as the subject-matter is concerned. I understand the Senator from 
Ohio will withdraw his objection and the bill may be passed. I think 
there is no objection to it. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Do I understand the Senator from Nevada to say 
that the bill only applies to offered land ? 

Mr. STEWART. Subject to private entry. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I do not think so. 

Mr. STEWART. Read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has passed from the con- 
sideration of the Senate, and is no longer before the body except by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. SHERMAN. 


The bill will be passed over with- 


I said I would withdraw my objection, which I 


made because the Senator from Nevada objected so strenuously to it, 
but when he told me that it did not contain the provision which he 
thought it did I was willing to waive my objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. It might be well to pass it over until to-morrow. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa objects to 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it go over. 

Mr. MITCHELL. ‘The bill repeals the pre-emption law and applies 
to all lands é 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over. 


B. F. ROCKEFELLOW. 


The bill (S. 686) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay $614.11 to B. F. 
Rockefellow, on his account as postmaster at Cañon City, Colo., or so 
much of that amount as shall appear to the proper accounting officer 
of the Government to haye been paid by him for necessary clerk-hire 
in the Cañon City fice. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. BOWEN 
April 4, 1888. 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 686) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and make the following re; : 

That the claimant, B. F. Rockefellow, was postmaster at Cañon City, Colo., 

during the years 1877 and 1878, and a portion of the year 1879. At the time of 
his appointment the office was small and unimportant. On February 24, 1877, 
it was made a separating office, and a sum of $150 was allowed as clerk hire, 
commencing on the Ist a, Sa January, 1877. The business of the office in- 
creased rapidly, and Mr. kefellow was compelled to empley additional 
clerical assistance. The discovery of the wonderful rich mines of silver at 
Leadville, Silver Cliff, and other points in Colorado, med a great increase 
of mail at Cafion Ne bh ope Posie as all the mail that went to Silver Cliff and 
aoe as well as much of the Leadville mail, was separated at the Cañon City 
office. 
The Leadville mail leſt Caflon City between 11 and 12 o'clock at night; the 
Rosita and Silver Cliff, towards morning; and the large amount received and 
disc for other places made it necessary for the post-oflice to be kept open 
most of the time night and day, The salary of the postmaster was $100 per 
month, with the addition of $150 for clerk hire; out of this the postmaster was 
compelled to pay his rent and employ his clerks. 


For the quarter ending June 30, 1878, the postmaster paid in excess of 


what he was allowed =e $87.50 
For quarter ending September 30, 1878. 112.50 
For quarter ending December 31, 1878... 156. 83 
For the quarter ending March 31, 1879. 257. 28 
nenn . coves Na 614. 11 


These accounts were all transmitted to the Post-Office Department, with proper 
vouchers, but not allowed for want of available funds, as it was alleged. 
The gross receipts of the office for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1878, oe 
—. 6, 098. 42 


eren icesesessspossstvsvessescavsseveysassvessensseras 8, 87 4. 32 


This leaves a net sum of $7,174.32 for the two years. The amount of labor im- 
ponot on the postmaster may be seen from the receipts of the office; but in ad- 

tion to the duties of postmaster fora and rapidly wing town, be was 
compelled to distribute . mails for other points, which did not swell the re- 
oeipis of the office, but did require great „ The following newspaper 
ite: cut from a Cafion City paper of about the Ist of April, 1879, will in part 
explain the amount of work formed at that office: 

“Sunday corer paar for Leadville and upper Arkansas points contained 


—— 


It should be added to the above that the surplus money over and above the 
amount paid out on money-orders, remitted weekly from this office, amounts 
to from $1,500 to $2,000, and there are thirty to sixty-five registered pack: daily 
in transit. When complained to, the Post-Office Department replies that, 
‘owing to the limited appropriations allowed by Congress, no changes looking 
to the enlargement of the mail facilities of Cafion City and other places similarly 
situated can be made.’ Congress should make a tour in a body to Colorado this 
summer and learn something.” 

In r. fellow, after various efforts to secure an increased allow- 
ance for clerk hire, received the following from the Post-Ofice Department: 


‘*Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
“OFFICE OF THE First ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
“ Washington, D. C., March 22, 1879. 


„Sim: In reply to your letter of the I4th instant, referred to this office and 


recommended ed Senator y I have to say that, owing to the limited ap- 
propriation for clerical services in post-Oflices, it is deemed inadvisable at pres- 
ent to grant any additional allowance for clerical assistance in your office. 
Your application has been placed upon the files of the Department, and will be 
further considered as soon as funds will warrant it. 
“Very respectfully, 
“JAMES H. MARR, 
Fur First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

“PosTMASTER, Cañon City. Fremont County, Colorado.” 

He soon after sent in his resignation, feeling that he could not afford to work 
nightand day and pay his entire tohisclerks. After the Ist of April, 1879, 
the Department ordered an additional amount of $750 for clerk hire, making the 
total amount allowed for clerk hire $900. 

During the time Mr. Rockeſellow was paying his salary out for clerk hire, he 
gave his entire time to the business of the office. He applied, through the Sen- 
ators from Colorado, for an increased allowance for clerk hire; the Senators 
endeavored to secure such allowance, but were always met with the same state- 
ment, that the Department had not the money that could be used in that way. 
The whole case is presented in the affidavit of Mr, Rockefellow, except as to 


/ 


stints made by the Senators at Washington for his relief, which affidavit is as 
ows: 


“STATE OF COLORADO, County of Fremont, ss: 
B. F. Rockefellow, postmaster at Cañon City, Colo, for about ten years end- 
ing May 15, 2 duly sworn, deposeth and says tkat he paid for clerical 
services in the n City, Colo., post-office, which was absolutely necessary 
to properly separate and forward the mails, as follows: 
8 vane 30, — 55 ane 3 

ly 1 to September 30, 2 
October to December 31, 1878. 
January 1 to March 31, 1879 


seess 


and that vouchers for amounts so paid accom ied the several quarterly re- 
turns to the Post-Office Department; that the Department only allowed for the 
year $150, leaving a deficiency as above of $614.11; that Cañon City during that 
time was center of great influx of population, owing to the Grand Cafion war 
and railroad building; that it was the terminus of the Denver and Rio Grande 
Railway for thattime, and head of daily stage lines to Leadville and other West- 
ern points, as also stage lines to Silver Cliff, Rosita, and several other points; 
that the separating business of this post-effice increased so rapidly that towards 
the last he was obliged to pay the full salary of the office for clerical service, 
which fact he represented tothe Post-Office Department, and received reply 
that the allowance could not be raised owing to lack of appropriations neces- 
sary to meet the expenditure. 

That he was unable to longer carry on the office at such a loss, being obliged, 
besides, to work most of the © eighteen to twenty-two hours daily in the post- 
office to get the mails off in time, and that he was forced to resign in cons: uence, 
and that immediately afterwards, and based upon the business done in said post- 
office by him, the salary of the office was raised from $1,200 to $1,800 per year, 
and clerk-hire allowance from $150 to $900 per annum; and said deponent, from 
his intimate acquaintance with mail service in Colorado, verily eves that his 
office was obliged to perform more distributing service for the period mentioned 
than any other post-office in the State, except Denver, and that the payment of 
the deficiency of $614.11 aforementioned is justly due him and un . Farther 


deponent saith not. 
“B. F. ROCKEFELLOW, 
N Late Postmaster, Cañon City, Colo. 
“Sworn and subscribed to before John Wilson, clerk of district court, this 29th 
day of December, A. D. 1880. 
“ JINO. WILSON, Clerk.“ 


The postmaster was compelled to pay the rent of the building used for the 
post-office, as no allowance was made by the Department for that purpose; and 
as rent is high in Colorado, the rent and clerk hire very nearly consumed the 
salary of the postmaster. 

The case is an exceptional one. The rapid increase in business is shown by 
the receipts of the office for 1878-79. The claimant had given bond for the faith- 
ful discharge of his duties as postmaster; the interests of the people and the 
Government demanded the services ren „and no good reason can be given 
why the money advanced for the purpose of paying the employés for labor ab- 
3 in le ought not to be refunded. Congress made appropri- 
ations for money paid out by land officials without authority of law ba MAKAA 
it has appeared such payments were necessary and have been beneficial to the 
Government. In this case the Government was the gainer, having made a large 
sum of money out of the office, and the claimant worked fora nominal sum, and 
then paid out nearly every dollar he received for rent and other nses, 
Therefore your committee think that the claimant is entitled to e the 
money he paid out for clerk-hire, and not allowed, and therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
CHARLES GALLAGHER. 


The bill (S. 1706) for the relief of Charles Gallagher, of New York, 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that that bill may be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Lask leave to makea report from the Commit- 
tee on Printing in regard to the printing of a matter that is important 
to be ordered to-day. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing to 
report back favorably with an amendment a Senate resolution, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. SHERMAN 
May 16, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That5,000 copies of the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations: 
(Miscellaneous Document No. 109, first session Fiftieth Congress), being the re- 
port relating to the fisheries treaty, together with the views of the minority, be 
printed for the use of the Senate in connection with the message of the Presi- 
dent, dated February 20, 1888, and the pro) treaty with Great Britain, and 
the map of the fishing limits prepared at the Hydrographic Office. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Committee 
on Printing will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 6, after the words Great Britain,” 
strike out the words: 

And the map of the fishing limits prepared at the Hydrographic Office. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. There being no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Printing, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to have the Senator from Nebraska 
explain why it is not proper that this little map should be printed? 

Mr. MANDERSON. We find it to be the fact that the cost of print- 
ing additional copies of these reports with the message of the President 
and the treaty will be but $288 for the 5,000, the matter being already 
in type. The printing of the map (which we think has already been 
printed in quite sufficient nnmbers for the use of the Senate) would 
inerease the cost of printing beyond the $500 limit allowed by the law, 
and therefore it would make it necessary that the resolution should 
pass both Houses of Congress. 


1888. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4311 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I think it had better pass both Houses then, be- 
cause to the proper understanding of the subject among our citizens, 
for whom this extra printing is done, the desirability of seeing those 
shores, and the delimitations, and the whole situation, is quite im- 

t. I should hope, therefore, that if it is necessary to send a con- 
current resolution to the other House, this will be turned into a con- 
current resolution and let us ask the other House to agree to it, as I 
should suppose they doubtless would, rather than to cut out of the 
document a little map that is extremely necessary and useful to under- 
standing the subject. > 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ithink myself that the printing of the map 
would probably be desirable, and the cost would not be very great. It 
would, however, extend the cost beyond the limit fixed by the law 
which one House alone may order. But it seemed to the committee 
that this document should be immediately printed for the use of the 
Senate; and fearing the delay which might be incident to making it a 
concurrent resolution and sending it to the other House, the committee 
thought it best to present the resolution in the amended form. I feel, 
however, like being guided very largely by the views of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Nebraska stated to me another 
consideration which caused me to think that the report of the commit- 
tee is right. The map belongs to the Hydrographic Office and would 
have to be printed in a different form. It would have to be printed in 
colors and that would create some considerable delay. As a matter of 
course, the printing would have to be done ina different way; it would 
have to be done on wood, I presume. 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, on stone. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It is a lithographed map. It is already printed. 
It will only be necessary to reproduce a certain number, 5,000 copies. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Still the lithographer’s stone is not owned by 
the Government, but it is owned by the lithographer who reduced the 
map and printed the several hundred copies already ordered. I cer- 
tainly have no objection to making this a concurrent resolution if the 
Senate can wait. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Perhaps the better way would be to diminish the 
number to 3,000. That would bring the cost within $500, would it 
not? 

Mr. MANDERSON. I should doubt it. I can have the calculation 
made. 

Mr. HOAR. If we pass it to-day in the form of a concurrent reso- 
lution the Committee on Printing can report it at any time in the other 
House. They are a privileged committee. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It does not seem that much privilege attaches 
to the committee in the other House. I know a great many matters 
which have been delayed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think we had better try it, because it is a matter 
so useful to the understanding of the treaty and of the reports that 
this little map onght to go with it, even if it takes a week or two of 
waiting. I appeal to the chairman of the Committee on Printing not 
to insist on the amendment, bat to turn the resolution into a concur- 
rent one. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I certainly have no objection to that course if 
it is the desire of the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment proposed by the Committee on Printing. 

The Cuter CLERK. In lino 6, after the words Great Britain,” 
strike out the words 

And the map of the fishing limits prepared at the Hydrographic Office. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I now ask that the Secretary be instructed to 
change the form of the resolution to that of a concurrent resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be understood 
as 1 mast the resolution in the form of a concurrent resolution, and 
the clerical work will be done by the Secretary. As thus amended will 
the Senate agree to the same? 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

MARY E. HOPKINS. 

The bill (S. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hopkins was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to Mary E. Hop- 
kins, widow of Alfred Hopkins, late captain in the Navy, $5,156.64, 
being for the salary of Hopkins, on leave pay, from the 21st of No- 
vember, 1882, to the 24th of September, 1884 

Mr. HARRIS. 


the word Secretary,“ the words of the Treasury; so as to read: 
directed to pay, ete. 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and | bill. 


The amendment was to. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I wish to hear the report read. 
‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 
The Chie§ Clerk proceeded to read the report submitted by Mr. 
BLACKEURN April 4, 1888 
. COCKRELL. 


I move to amend the bill in line 3, by adding, after | 


practically the amendment of the proceedings of a naval court-martial 
of an officer: 

Mr. EDMUNDS. That is what I suspected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does so by ignoring the sentence of the court- 
martial and paying the widow the salary from the date of dismissal to 
the date of death. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator, if opposition arises to 
the bill, that it go over, retaining its place. 

Mr, COCKRELL. I have no objection to that course. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], who 
has charge of the bill, is not present. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes; that is fair. Let it go over, retaining its 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). 
bill will be passed over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION 

The bill (S. 2110) granting the rightof way for the construction of a 
railroad through the Hot Springs reservation, State of Arkansas, was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill being objected to, it will 

over. 
oe BERRY. I hope the Senator will withdraw the objection. It 
is not a very long bill. It has been pending here quite a while, and I 
have been watching it a good deal. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator desire me to withdraw my objection, 
for an explanation of the bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Task the Senator if he desires to have me withdraw 
my objection, for an explanation of the bill? I had an idea that this 
was one of those bills in the interest of railroad corporations and rather 
against the rights of the people. J 

Mr. BERRY. I will state to the Senator that the city council of 
Hot Springs, Ark., together with a large number of citizens there haye 
petitioned for it. The matter was referred to the Secretary of the In- 
terior, referred by him to the superintendent of the reservation, a re- 
port made, and the bill was drawn according to the recommendation 
of the Secretary of the Interior. The people at Hot Springs, so far as 
I know, have no objection toit. They think the proposed railway 
would be a convenience to visitors. I do not understand to what the 
Senator from Massachusetts refers—I could not hear him very dis- 
tinctly—in regard to its being contrary to the interests of the people. 
If there is anything of that character in the bill and he will suggest 
it, I shall be glad to have him do so. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Arkansas inform the Senate 
what is the extent of the public reservation at Hot Springs? How 
large is it and what is the necessity for a railway passing through the 
reservation, which my recollection leads me to believe is very small ? 
It is not a large reservation. It does not stand in the way of any rail- 
road. x ‘ 

Mr. BERRY. I will state, in answer to the Senator from Maine, 
that I think there are 261 acres in the reservation. 

Mr. HALE. A little more than a half mile square. 

Mr. BERRY. The object and purpose of the parties there is to build, 
not a general railway, but simply a mountain railway, with a view of 
transporting passengers around the city and over those mountains to 
visit the places of interest. It is local in its character and not to be a 
general railway at all, as will be seen by the bill, The bill also pro- 
vides that the railway company shall erect observatories and eligible 
locations. It is intended only for a local railway running around the 
city and crossing part of the reservation. That is the purpose of the 
bill. I know nothing whatever about it except that a large number 
of citizens there petitioned for it and the city council of the city of Hot 
Springs passed a resolution indorsing the proposition. The matter was 
referred to the Secretary of the Interior, and by him referred to the 
superintendent. The superintendent made & report recommending va- 
rious amendments, which have been incorporated in the bill recom- 
mended by the Committee on Public Lands. That is all the knowledge 
Ihave in reference to the subject. There has been noobjection from any 
source to the bill so far as my knowledge extends. If any persons 
there, either visitors or residents, object to it, I know nothing about it. 
I know nothing about the proposed legislation except that it was sent 
here and took the course I have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
insist upon his objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR., I will withdraw it so far as to allow the reading of the 


The 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 
Mr. HALE. I think the bill had better goover for to-day. Ishould 
like to examine it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine objects. 
Mr. HALE. Let it retain its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will retain its place on tho 


That is quite a long report, and the bill involves | Calendar, 
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INDIAN GRAZING LANDS. 


The bill (H. R. 8393) to protect lands belonging to Indians from un- 
lawful grazing, and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. . 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 7, after the word tribe,” 
to insert or occupied by any Indian or tribe of Indians under au- 
thority of the United States;’’ and in line 9, after the word ‘‘tribe,’’ 
to insert or Indian; ” so as to read: 


That section 2117 of the United States Statutes at Large be so amended as to 
read as follows: 

“Every person who drives, or otherwise conveys, any stock of horses, mules, 
or cattle to range, and feed on any land belonging to any Indian or Indian 
tribe, or occupied by any Indian or tribe of Indians under authority of the 
United States, without the consent of such tribe or Indian, is liable to a penalt 
of $1 for each animal of such stock; such penalty to be recovered by 
as provided in section 2124 of the said Statutes at Large.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 24, after the words ‘‘by 
the,” to strike out nation or tribe’’ and insert ‘‘Secretary of the In- 
terior;’’ so as to read: 

If a nation or tribe of Indians has no treasurer, then the amount of the penalty 
shall be paid by said clerk to such 5 as may be selected by the Secretary 
of the Interior to receive it, all said payments to be made under orders of court 
previously made and entered of record. 

The amendment was a to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. è 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES subsequently said: During my absence I understand 
that the bill (H. R. 8393) to protect lands belonging to Indians from un- 
lawful ing, and for other purposes, was The Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and myself have been engaged in the Committee 
on Appropriations. He had an amendment which he was anxious to 
propose to the bill. Itherefore move to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed, and will let the motion to reconsider lie until he 
comes in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will be re- 

_ceived and entered. 


vil suit 


TIMBER DEPREDATIONS, 


The bill (H. R. 8006) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to timber depredations, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the bill may as well lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Nevada to object to the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The bill will be passed over, retaining 
its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. STEWART subsequently said: I objected to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8006) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to timber depredations. I have since 
compared it with the statute and I find that the only change it makes 
is to include Indian reservations. Consequently Ihave no objection to 
the bill, and I should like to withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nevada withdraws 
his objection to the bill, and its consideration will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. It proposes to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States so as to read: 


Every person who unlawfully cuts, or aids or is employed in unlawfully cut- 
ting, or wantonly destroys or procures to be wantonly destroyed, any timber 
standing upon the lands of the United States which, in pursuance of law, may 
be reserved or purchased for military or other purposes, or upon any Indian 
reservation, or lands belonging to or oceupied by any tribe of Indians under 
authority of the United States, shall pay a fine of not more than $500 or be im- 
prisoned not more than twelve months, or both, in the diseretion of the court. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT MILITIA. 


The bill (S. 657) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act more effectually 
to provide for the organization of the militia of the District of Colum- 
bia,” March 3, 1803, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is an adverse report. 

Mr. COCKRELL, That may be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next order of business is the bill 
(S. 2432) concerning the militia of the District of Columbia, which is 
also adversely reported. j 


Mr. HAWLEY. The substituted bill, though it does not appear | 


technically as a substitute, is Senate bill 2602, the succeeding Order of 
Business. 


The bill (S. 2602) concerning the militia of the District of columbia 


was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The Secretary read the bill. 
Mr. COCKRELL. 


word “all” and insert ‘‘the six;’’ and in line 5, after the words days 
of,” to strike out any parade or;’’ so as to read: 


That all officers and employés of the United States and of the District of Co- 
lumbia who are members of the National Guard shall be entitled to leave of ab- 
sence from their respective duties, without loss of pay or time, on the six days 
of encampment ordered or authorized under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. HAWLEY. There is no objection to that amendment on the 
part of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is customary to place at the end of such acts 
the clause, All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby 
repealed.” I suggest that in this case, because there are upon the 
statute-book now cleven solid pages of these heavy statutes concern- 
ing the militia of the District of Columbia, and of course the greater 
part ofitisantiquated. It is the Jaw of 1803, which has been forgotten 
long ago, like the general statutes of the United States concerning the 
militia of the States. This proposed act is much shorter, and sub- 
stantially takes the place of all of them. 

Mr. HARRIS. A repealing clause can certainly do no harm. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add a new section, as follows: 

Sec. 42. All acts and parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know how the title appearing on the Cal- 
endar came to be there. The proper title of the bill is, A bill con- 
cerning the militia of the District of Columbia.” The Calendar says, 
“A bill to amend sections,“ ete. I call the attention of the clerks te 
be sure to give the correct title. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
move an amendment to the title? 

Mr. HAWLEY. The title is correctly printed in the bill. 
wrong on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The correct title will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. ‘‘A bill concerning the militia of the District 
of Columbia.“ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair desires to know whether 
it is the desire of the Senate that the bill (S. 657) toamend the act en- 
titled ‘‘An act more effectually to provide for the organization of the 
militia of the District of Columbia,” passed March 3, 1803, and the 
bill (S. 2432) concerning the militia of the District of Columbia shall 
be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let them be indefinitely postponed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The two bills will be indefinitely 
postponed. 


It is 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 

The bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company to acquire and use real estate forrailway purposes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iask that that bill be passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; let that lie over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

ESTATE OF C. M. BRIGGS. 

The bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
give the Court of Claims like jurisdiction to hear and determine the 
claim of the legal representatives of C. M. Briggs, deceased, for the pro- 
ceeds of 455 bales of cotton, now in the Treasury of the United States, 
alleged to have been owned, in whole or in purt, by Briggs, as is given 
to that court by the acts of March 12, 1863, and July 2, 1864, upon 
petition to be filed in the court at any time within two years, any stat- 
ute of limitations to the contrary notwithstanding. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN C. WEAVER. 

The bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to John C. Weaver, 
of Dennison, Clark County, Illinois, $600, as compensation for a sub- 
stitute furnished the Union Army during the war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN HINSMANN. 

The bill (S. 304) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to so correct the military record of John Hinsmann, late private in Com- 
| pany G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers, as to make 
it read that Hinsmann died March 5, 1864, from services performed 


| while in the line of his duty. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
In section 32, line 4, I move to strike out the | be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ASHER W. FOSTER.: 


The bill (S. 588) for the relief of Asher W. Foster, was considered 
as tn Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War to re- 
meve from the records of the War Department the charge of desertion 
now standing thereon against the name of Asher W. Foster, late quarter- 
master-sergeant of Company G, of the Fourteenth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS MILLER. 


The bill (S. 66) giving a military record to Thomas Miller was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of War 
to enter on the rolls of Company M, Eighth Regiment Tennessee Cay- 
alry Volunteers, the name of Thomas Miller, as duly mustered into 
the United States service on the 27th of August, 1863, and to complete 
his military record, as follows: Killed by the enemy November 25, 
1853, while in the line of duty.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHRISTIAN FREDERICKSEN. 


The bill (S. 587) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of 
War to issue to Christian Fredericksen, who served under the name of 
N. T. Wisborg as a private in Company G, Ninth Kansas Volunteers, 
an honorable discharge from the service of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to add to the bill: 

Upon the surrender of the discharge issued to Neil T. Wisborg, or of satis- 


factory proc’ of its loss, and upon evidence satisfactory to the War ‘Department 
of the identity of Christian Fredericksen with the said Wisborg. 


That amendment is recommended in the report of the Committee on 


Military Affairs, but by some means it was not iaserted in the face of 


the bill. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC PARK IN SAGUACHE COUNTY, COLORADO, 


The bill (S. 2427) to establish a public park to be called and known 
as the Royal Arch Park was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to add as an additional section: 

Sec. 2. In case there exists any valid claim to any of the lands described in 
section 1 of this act, under the homestead, pre-emption, timber-culture, or min- 
eral laws of the United States, then such tands so claimed are exempted from 
the provisions of this act: Provided, however, That if any or all of such claims 
have been, or shall be, relinquished or abandoned, or shall lapse, then all pante 
or ‘Is of said lands to which such claims had attached shall be considered 
as included in the graut made by the first section of this act, the same asif no 
such claim had ever attached, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. R 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
JESSE A. CORN. 


The bill (S. 2316) restoring the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. Corn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to authorize 
Jesse A. Corn to pre-empt the land now claimed by him on making the 
proofs required by tbe provisions of the pre-emption law. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report of the committee will be 


read. 

The Chief Clerk read the following report, submitted by Mr. TELLER 
April 9, 1888: 

The Committee on Publie Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2316) re- 
storing the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. Corn, having had the same under 
consideration, report: 

The bill having been submitted to the Secretary of the Interior for a report 
thereon, he sends to the committee the following letter: 

“ DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, April 4, 1888. 

“Sr: Lam in receipt of your letter of the 30th ultimo, transmitting copy of 
Senate bill 2316, requesting the views of this Department thereon. 

“Said case is now pending before the Department on the appeal of Jesse A. 
Corn from the decision of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, reject- 
ing his right of pre-emption to the northeast quarter of northeast quarter and 
northeast quarter of northwest quarter section 30, and southeast quarter of 
south west quarter and southwest quarter of southeast quarter section 19, town- 
ship 51 north, range 10 west, Gunnison, Colo., upon the ground that said claim- 
ant had exhausted his pre-emption right. - 

It appears from the record that Corn made the prior filing referred to, but 
pleads by way of excuse the following: That he settled upon and improved 40 
acres of land on the Arkansas River, in Fremont County, Colorado, about 12 
miles below Cañon City (the tract last above described), in April, 1874, there 
being no other vacant land then adioining said tract; that he roceeded to build 
a diteh for the irrigation of said land to the value of $800, a log house for resi- 
dence pu valued at $100, a valued at $50, a smoke-house valued at 
$100, fencing valued at $200, and also did clearing on said land to the value of 
$300, the total value of said improvements amounting to $1,550; that a 
to wit,in July and September, of 1875, the Arkansas River completely flooded 
said tract of land, covering the same in places to a depth of from 6 inches to 3 
feet; that his crop was completely ruined thereby, and his house was in t 
danger of being washed away, thereby endangering the lives of himself and 


family; that having been advised by several of his neighbors to remove from 
said land on account of said overflow, and because of the danger attendant to 
his living there, on or about January, 1876, he relinquished his pre-emption 
filing to said tract, and sold his improvements at a great sacrifice. 

“ Believing, as he states, that he had a right to make a second filing, inas- 
much as he had never proved up on the first tract, he filed for his present claim 
November 6, 1884, alleging settlement May 1, and offered final proof on the 
same February 12, 1887, showing a continuous residence on the part of his 
family. He himself lived on the land continuously from date of settlement, 
with the exception of absences of three months during the thrashing season of 
each of the years 1834, 1885, and 1886, but returned to his family nearly every 
week, who continued to reside on the tract. f 

„The claimant bas made valuable improvements on this land, amounting in 
value to about $2,500, including the buildings, fencing, dite! „leveling. and 
8 the land, and has evidently acted in good faith, but in orance of 

W. 


“As the claimant exhausted his pre-emption right under section 2261, Revised 
Statutes, with his filing in 1874, the Department is powerless to relieve this pre- 
emptor, but as the equities are so strong in his favor I am of the opinion that 
the bill should be passed for his relief. 

ee upon this claim will be suspended until Congress disposes of the 


2 j “Very respectfully, 


“WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 
‘Hon. P. B. PLUMB, : 


“Chairman Committee Public Lands, United States Senate.” 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BLAIR. Iask unanimous consent that, without interfering with 
the regular order of business, the Senate proceed to consider the un- 
objected private pension cases on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
private pension bills on the Calendar that are unobjected to, the Senate 
now proceeding, under its former unanimous consent, with the Calen- 
dar in jts order. 

Mr. MAR RIS. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will with- 
draw that request, because he will have no trouble at any hour of any 
day in securing the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is not the point. I only wanted to sce some 
business done. 

Mr. HARRIS. If the Senator will not interfere with the standing 
order we can go on with the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAIR. I withdraw my request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next case on the Calendar under 
Rule VIII will be reported. 

CLOSING OF ALLEYS IN WASHINGTON. 

The bill (S. 1612) to provide for the closing of parts of two alleys in 
square 132, in the city of Washington, District of Columbia, and for 
the relief of Charles Early and Corbin Warwick, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

À OFFICERS OF MARINE CORPS, 

The bill (S. 2049) to equalize the grades of the Marine Corps was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

HEIRS OF A. GATES LEE AND B. P. LEE. 


The bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of the heirs of A. Gates Lee and 
heirs of B. P. Lee, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. It provides for paying to the heirs of A. Gates Lee, deceased, of 
McCracken County, Kentucky, and the heirs of B. P. Lee, deceased, 
$675, fur use and occupation of their mill property by United States 
troops during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DECORATION TO BRIG. GEN. ABSALOM BAIRD. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 59) authorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, 
United States Army, to accept from the President of the French Re- 
publica diploma conferring the decoration of Commander of the National 
Order of the Legion of Honor was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate, ordered to be en- 
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COMMANDER JOHN W. PHILIP. 


The bill (H. R. 639) to authorize Commander John W. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher from the Government of the 


` be made in the plan of said bridge during the progress 
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United States of Colombia was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BAYOU D’ARBONNE BRIDGE, IN LOUISIANA. 


The bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D’ Ar- 


bonne, in Louisiana, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, insection 4,line12, before the word court,“ 
to strike out ‘‘district’’ and insert ‘‘ circuit;’’ and in line 13, after the 
words Louisiana in,” to strike out which ” and insert whose juris- 
diction;’’ so as to read: 

And in case of sny litigation arising from 26 obstruction or alleged obstruc- 
tion to the free navigation of said river, ca or alleged to be caused by said 

dge, the case may be brought in the circuit court of the United States of the 


State of Louisiana in whose jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge 
may be located, . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 5: 

And if the rate of compensation can not be agreed upon by the parties, the 
fame shall be fixed by the Secretary of War. 

So as to make the section read: 


. Src. 5. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have 
and be entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of railway 
trains over the same, and over the pes thereto, upon payment of a rea- 
sonable compensation for such use. And if the rate of compensation can not bo 
agreed upon by the parties, the same shall be fixed by the — of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 6, line 17, after the words not 
be,” to insert ‘‘ commenced or;’’ so as to read: 

And until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secre- 
tary of War, the bridge shall not be commenced or built, and should any change 
— 2 N 2 3 such 

subject to the appro’ of the Secretary o ar, and said struct- 
mens be changed, at the cost and expense of the owners thereof, from time 
to time, as Congress may direct, so as to preserve the free and conyenient navi- 
gation of said bayou. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 

Sec. 7. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date of this act heing approved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOB BARNARD. 

The bill (H. R. 5683) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to complete a contract for the sale of certain real estate to 
Job Barnard was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It au- 
thorizes the commissioners of the District of Columbia to carry out 
and complete the contract of sale made by W. Dennison, J. H. Ketcham, 
and S. L. Phelps, former commissioners, with Job Barnard, dated June 
12, 1877, duly acknowledged and recorded in liber 858, at folio 221 of 
the land records of the District, and on payment by the purchaser of 
the money therein agreed to be paid the commissioners are to execute 
and deliver a deed to the purchaser, his heirs or assigns, conveying 
thereby the title of the District to the real estate described in the con- 
tract. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

AMERICAN GROCER ASSOCIATION. 

The bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American Grocer Association 
of the city of New York was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay, upon the order of 
the Postmaster-General to the American Grocer Association of the city 
of New York, $486, or so much thereof as may be found equitably due, 
for postage erroneously paid by the association. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TEXAS JUDICIAL DISTRICTS. 

The bill (H. R. 1874) to change the eastern and northern judicial 
districts of Texas, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 

PROTECTION OF OFFICERS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the officials of the United 
ea in the Indian Territory was considered as in Committee of the 

ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, after the word murder,“ at the end of line 11, to insert: 


Assault, or assault and battery, or who shall in any manner obstruct by threats 
or violence any person who is engaged in the service of the United Stat®s in the 
discharge of any of his duties as agent, policeman, or other officer aforessid. 


* 


So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That any Indian hereafter committing the person of 
any Indian agent or policeman appointed under the laws of the United States, 
or a any Indian United States deputy marshal, posse comitatus, or guard, 
while lawfully engaged in the execution of any United States p or law- 
fully en in 7 other duty imposed upon such agent, liceman, deputy 

, posse comitatus, or guard by the laws of the Uni States, any of the 
following crimes, namely, murder, manslaughter, or assault with intent to mur- 
der, assault or assault and battery, or who shall in any manner obstruct by 
threats or violence any person who is engaged in the service of the United 
States in the discharge of any of his duties as agent, policeman, or other officer 
aforesaid, within the Indian ow epg or who shall hereafter commit either of 
the crimes aforesaid, in said Indian Territory, against any person who, at the 
time of the commission of said crime, or at any time previous thereto, nged 
to either of the classes of officials hereinbefore named, shall be subject to the 
laws of the United States relating to such crimes, and shall be tried by the dis- 
trict court of the United States exercising criminal jurisdiction where such of- 
fense was committed, and shall be subject to the same penalties as are all other 
persons charged with the commission of said crimes, respectively, and the said 
courts are hereby given jurisdiction in all such cases, 

The amendment was agreed to. R 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to bo read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 7 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendment and 
that a committee of conference be appointed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
JONES of Arkansas, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE were appointed. 


ARRESTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The bill (H. R. 8394) to authorize United States marshals to arrest 
offenders and fugitives from justice in Indian Territory was consid- 
ered as in Committée of the Whole. 

The Committee on Indian Affairs reported amendments, in line 5, 
after the word process,“ to insert connected with any criminal pro- 
ceeding,” and in line 10, after the word execute,“ to insert like; 
80 as to make the bill read: 

Be it ena ete., That assage 
is hereby part erp and potas Dane 8 66 
nected with yt Ape proceeding issued out of the circuit or district court 
of the United for the district of which he is marshal, or by any commis- 
sioner of either of said courts, to enter the Indian Territory, and to execute the 
same therein in the same manner that he is now required by law to execute like 
processes in his own district, 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. ; 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I make the same motion in this case, to insist on the 
amendments and ask for a conference. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
Jones of Arkansas, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE were appointed. 


JOHN M’BEAN. 


The bill (S. 2213) for the relief of John McBean, of Umatilla County, 
Oregon, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 
The first amendment was, in line 4, after the name John MeBean,”’ 
to strike out long and insert ‘‘ for a long time an;“ soas to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, clc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to allot to John McBean, for a long time an interpreter at the Umatilla 
Indian reservation, in the State of O. n, a tract of land, not exceeding in 
amount 160 acres, out of the lands in the Umatilla reservation, which lands, 
when so selected by the ot the Interior, shall be patented to the said 
John McBean on the same terms and conditions as patents are issued to the 
Indians selecting lands on such reservation in pursuance of existing law. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was to add to the bill the following proviso: 


Provided, That the consent of the Umatilla Indians upon said reservation to 
such allotment shall be first obtained in manner and form satisfactory to the 
Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

SEWELL COULSON AND OTHERS. 

The bill (S. 1031) for the payment of Sewell Coulson, and Porter, 
Harrison and Fishback for legal services was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. Itdirects the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Sewell 
Coulson $3,950, and to Porter, Harrison and Fishback $2,500, for legab- 
services rendered by them (as recommended and approved by the Judge- 
Advocate-General and Secretary of War) in defending ex-officers and 
ex-soldiers for acts done by them in obeditnce to the orders of a supe- 
rior officer of the United States Army, in Indiana, during the late war. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MRS. S. B. DUVALL. 


The bill (S. 1503) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, widow of the 
late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. z 2 i : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an 
amendment, in line 7, to strike out otherwise“ and insert “any other 
funds belonging to them in the Treasury; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

„ That Mrs. S. B. Duvall, wid f the late Rev. W. P. Duvall, 
3 of the indian ‘hoarding school Shox the Sac and Fox In- 
dians of Kansas, be allowed and paid, out of any moneys accruing from the sale 
of their lands, or any other funds belonging to them in the Treasury, the sum 
of $757, a sum due for the boarding, clothing, and care of the Indian children be- 
jonging to that tribe for the years 1563, 1864, and 1865, and this shall be received 
in full payment of the claim. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. $ ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

INAUGURATION DAY IN THE DISTRICT. 


The bill (S. 2551) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia so as to make Inauguration 
Day a holiday within said District was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CLEMENT A. LOUNSBERRY. 


The bill (S. 326) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

Secre Treas i ‘by, authorized and di- 
eto gig eg . F appropriated. 
D ient A ee dee in Tho pay mental cle meee 
15 3 office front April 1, 1881, to June 30, 1882, and which 
amount was disallowed in the settlement of accounts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

HEIRS OF MAURICE GRIVOT. 

The bill (S. 204) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot was 
considered as in Commitee of the Whole. It directs the payment to 
Marie Emma Nicholas and Anne Elodie Jaques, heirs of Maurice Gri- 
vot, late of New Orleans, La., of $962.85, in satisfaction of money and 
property taken by the Government, and in full payment of their 
claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The last section of the bill will be 
stricken out, if there be no objection. The words are Sec. 2. That 
this act take effect from and after its passage. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

UNITED STATES NAVAL HOMES. 


The bill (S. 128) for the relief of sailors and marines in the United 
States naval homes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the naval asylum located at Philadelphia, Pa., shall hereafter be desig- 
nated and known as the United States Naval Home. 

Sec, 2. That any inmate of the United States Naval Home who is entitled to 
receive from the Government an Saati penam; or a pension for service in 
the Mexican war, and who has a child, wife, or parent 2 5 shall, by filing 
with the proper pension agent a written direction to that effect, approved b; 
the governor of the home, have his pension, or any part of it, paid to su 
child, wife, or parent. The pensions of all who now are or shall hereafter be- 
come inmates of the home, except such as shall be assigned as aforesaid, shall 
be paid to the pay-ofticer of the home. The money thus derived shall be held 
by such pay-oflicer in trust for the pensioner to whom it would otherwise have 
been pa d, and such part of it as shalt not sooner have been paid to him shall 
be paid to him on his final discharge from the institution. The governorof the 
home may, from time to time, direct the payment to any inmate of such part 
of his pension money as he may think best for his interest and consistent with 
the discipline and good order of the home, but such pensioner shall not be en- 
titled to demand or have the same so long as he remains an inmate of the 
home, In case of the death of any pensioner, any pension moncy due him and 
remaining in the hands of the pay-oiticer of the home shall be paid to his legal 
representatives, if demand is made within three years; otherwise the same 
shall belong to the home. 


Sec. 3. tra ation at Government expense may, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy, be furnished to such persons authorized to enter 
— 8 Home as beneficiaries as shall be unable to pay for their transporta- 

jon same. 


Src, 4. That all Jaws and parts of laws relating to the United States Naval 
Asylum now in force and not inconsistent with this act are continued in force, 
and such as are inconsistent herewith are to that extent repealed. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I desire to call attention to the third section, 
which authorizes the Secretary of the Navy to pay transportation ex- . 
penses., I wish to ask the Senator from Connecticut or some other 
Senator—I believe the Senator from Connecticut has been a manager 
of a soldiers’ home—do we pay the expenses of transporting our sol- 
diers to the volunteer soldiers’ homes ? : 

Mr. HAWLEY. My impression is that we do on their first being 


sent there. I think they get through the proper officer transportation. 
I know sometimes when they go away, or go off on long furloughs, 
they pay their own bills; but I think when they are originally sent 
there they are furnished transportation. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not so understand the regulations. There 
is a soldiers’ home at Leavenworth, Kans. If a soldier in Missouri 
wants to go to that home I do not understand that the Government 
pays his expenses from his home to the institution at Leavenworth. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think at least on his first application the Govern- 
ment pays his transportation. That is my impression, but I may be 
mistaken. A great many of them could not get there if you did not 
pay their transportation. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Missouri will notice that this 
payment is only to be made in a case where the sailor beneficiary is 
unable to pay. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that; but there ought to be an equal- 
ity between the soldiers and sailors. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then the Senator wants the inmates of a naval 
home treated as well as the inmates of a soldiers’ home. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unquestionably, if the inmates of a soldiers’ 
home get it; but if the inmates of a soldiers’ home do not get transpor- 
tation, then the sailors themselves ought not to get it. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Iam sure I am right about our paying the fare to 
the soldiers’ homes when men first go there. 

Mr.CHANDLER. I ask that the clause be read again. 

The Chief Clerk read section 3, as follows: 

Src, 3. That e at Government expense may, under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy, be furnished to such persons authorized to enter 
the Naval Home as beneficiaries as shall be unable to pay for their transporta- 
tion to the same. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator from Missouri object to that 
as it stands ? 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator has withdrawn the objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I havenever objected toanything. Istated that 
if the law governing our soldiers’ homes did not authorizé the payment 
of expenses of transporting the soldiers applying for admission to the 
homes from their residences to the homes, then this ought not to be 
passed. They say it does. Then this ought to pass in order that they 
shall be on an equality. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of the in- 
mates of the United States Naval Home.” 


EXTRA-TIME PAY TO CHICAGO CUSTOM-HOUSE EMPLOYÉS. 


The bill (H. R. 2068) anthorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
pay certain citizens of Chicago, employés of the custom-house, for extra- 
time service, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. WALTER. 


The bill (S. 773) for the relief of James E. Walter was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to James E. 
Walter, late contractor for dredging the harbor of Brunswick, Ga., 
23 cents per cubic yard for 12,000 cubic yards of hard excavation, less 
13% cents per cubic yard already paid, amounting to $1,095, the addi- 
tional payment having been recommended by the Secretary of War as 
a fair and just compensation for the work. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN C. FREMONT. 


The bill (S. 2395) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United States Army was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Let that go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Texas objects to 
the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 

Mr. REAGAN. I will state to the Senator that I have called for 
some information which I want to use in the consideration of the bill. 
When I receive the information from the Department, I shall not ob- 
ject to the consideration of the bill. Let it go over without prejudice. 
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Mr. HALE. The bill has gone over once on the objection of the Sen- 
ator from Texas, I do not say there was any positive agreement that 
it would not be objected to again p 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was not called up in order before. 

Mr. HALE. Still I understood that when it came up we should 
have a vote upon it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has not, however, been reached on the Calen- 
dar in its regular order before. We have never heretofore been this far 
on the Calendar. The Senator once moved to take it up. The bill 
will lead to discussion, and we can not ibly pass it this evening. It 
would simply be a waste of time to take it up without accomplishing 
anything. 

Mr. HALE. I give notice, then, that at some very early day I will 
move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill, and I 
hope then it will be disposed of. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar without prejudice. 


MILITARY HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


The bill (S. 2461) appropriating 8150, 000 for quarters and barracks at 
the branches of the National Military Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment in line 
3, after the word dollars,“ to insert the same to be immediately 
available;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ele. That the sum of $150,000, the same to be immediately availa- 
ble, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 
propriated, to be expended under the direction of the board of managers in the 
construction and equipment of additional quarters and barracks for disabled 
veterans at the acuibent nartiwentern, and western branches of the National 
Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, located at Hampton, Milwaukee, and 
Leavenworth, respectively. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LIGHT-SHIP AT BUSH’S BLUFF SHOAL. 


The bill (S. 2517) for the establishment of a light-ship at Bush’s 
Bluff Shoal, Elizabeth River, Virginia, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTEAU RIVER BRIDGE IN ARKANSAS. 


The bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, on the lands 
of Mrs, M. A. Bower, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark., 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over, retain- 
ing its place on the Calendar. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SAN DIEGO, CAL. 


The bill (S. 1864) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Diego, Cal., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported the bill 
with amendments, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ procure,” to insert by 
purchase or condemnation proceedings;’’ and in line 9, after the word 
dollars,“ to insert which sum is hereby appropriated;’’ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacied, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and 
directed to procure by purchase or condemnation proceedings a site for, and 
cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults therein, 
for (he post-office, custom-house, internal-revenue office, and other Government 
offices, nt the city of San Diego, Cal., the cost of which site and building shall 
not exceed $200,000, which sum is hereby appropriated: Provided, That the site 
shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings, by 
an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys; and no part 
of the money hereby 5 shall be expended until a valid title to the 
site of said building shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of 
Californ’a shall have ceded exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the 
time the Government of tte United States remains the owner thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of the State and the 
service of civil process therein, 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DISTRICT IMPROVEMENT ASSESSMENTS. 


The bill (S. 1092) for the relief of St. Vincent’s Orphan Asylum, in 
the District of Columbia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, with an amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause, and 
insert: 

That the provisions of section 1 of the act of the late Legislative Assembly 
of the District of Columbia, entitled “An act ulating assessments for im- 
provements,” approved December 19, 1871, shall construed to apply to all 
cnses where the work was done after February 21,1871, and that the commis- 
siovers of the District of Columbia are hereby to make the necessary 
reductions in assessment for such work, 


Src. 2. That drawback certificates for the amount of such reductions, with 


interest thereon to the date of the of this act, shall be issued to the 

holders of the liens, the security for which is reduced by the operation of this 

act, and to such other persons as may be found to have paid in excess of one- 

third of the cost of such work draw certificates shall be issued for the 

amount of such excessive payment, All such drawback certificates shall be re- 

3 for arrears of general taxes due the District of Columbia and unpaid 
une 30, 1887. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill for the relief of certain 
property in the District of Columbia.” 

POTEAU RIVER BRIDGE IN ARKANSAS. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I objected to the consideration of Calen- 
dar number 1074, Senate bill 1948. I withdraw the objection now, as 
I understand that some amendments have been agreed to, on the adop- 
tion of which I am prepared to assent to the passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being withdrawn, the bill 
will now be considered. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whoie, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Com- 
pany to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, on the lands of 
Mrs. M. A. Bower, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the words less 
than,” to strike out fifty“ and insert ‘‘seventy;’’ in line 5, after 
the word least,“ to strike out twenty“ and insert thirty; and 
in line 9, after the word“ point,” to insert and give a clear opening 
of 70 feet in width; ” so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That if said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous 
— the spans shall not be less than 70 feet in the clear, and the main span 
shall be over the main channel of the river. The lowest part of the super- 
structure of said bridge shall be at least 30 feet above extreme sighs water, as 
understood at the point of location: Provided, That if the same shall be con- 
structed as a draw-bridge, the draw or pivot shall be over the main channel of 
the river at an accessible navigable point, and give aclear opening of 70 feet in 
width, and the spans shall not be less than 10 fect above extreme high-water 
mark, as understood at the point of location, to the lowest part of the super- 
structure of said bridge: Provided also, That said draw shall be opened promptly 
upon reasonable signal for the passing of boats. i 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 3, as follows: 


Sec. 3. That the said company is authorized to have a right ot way not ex- 
ceeding the width of 100 feet for the approaches to said bridge on each side over 
the lands claimed by individual members of the Choctaw tribe, under the laws 
and usages of said tribe, and shall obtain the same by contract with said owners 
or claimants, or in case of a failure to obtain said right of way by contract, 
then the same may be condemned by proper proceeding in the district court of 
the United States for the western district of Arkansas, such proceedings to be 
governed by the laws of the State of Arkansas as now in force respecting the 
condemnation or right of way for railroads. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Asa substitute for section 3 I offer the 
following: 


Sec. 3. That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes 
of a bridgeway or approaches to said bridge, and for no other purpose, a right 
of way not exceeding 50 feet in width on each side of said Poteau River over 
the lands claimed by individuals under the Jaws and usages of said tribe of 
Choctaw Indians, and may contract for and obtain the same from such Indian 
or Indians by purchase: Provided, That no part of the lands herein authorized 
to be taken be leased or sold by the company, and they shall not be used ex- 
cept in such manner and for such purposes only as shall be necessary for the 
construction and convenient operation of said bridgeway; and when any por- 
tion thereof shall cease to be so used, such portion shall revert to the individual 
Indian or Indians from which the same shall have been taken. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the committce is 
to strike out section 3. The motion of the Senator from Arkansas is to 
strike out the section and insert the words just read. The question is 
on the motion to strike out and insert. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I now submit what I send to the desk as 
an additional section to come in after section 3. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to insert after section 3 the fol- 
lowing: 

Sec. 4. That before said 3 shall be constructed through any lands 
held by individual occupants according to the laws, customs, and usages of the 
Choctaw Nation, fullcompensation shall be made to such occupants for all prop- 
erty to be taken or damage done by reason of the construction of such bridge- 
way. In case of failure to make amicable settlements with any occupant, such 
compensation shall be determined by the appraisement of three disinterested 
referees, to be appointed, one (who shall act as chairman) by the President, one 
by the chief of the nation to which said occupant belongs, and one by the said 
bridge company, who, before 8 the duties of their appraisements, 
shall take and subscribe before a d ct judge, clerk of a district court, or 
United States commissioner an oath that they will faithfully and impartially 
8 the duties of their appraisement, which oath, duly certified, shall be 

turned with their award to and filed with the Secretary of the Interior within 
sixty days from the completion thereof; and a majority of said referees shall be 
competent to act, in case of the absence of a member, after due notice; and 
Lt sos the failure of mgood ing hd to make such appointment within thirty days 
after the appointment e by the President, the vacancy shall be filled by the 
district Jude of the United States court held at Fort Smith, Ark., upon the ap- 
plication of the other party. The chairman of said board shall appoint the 
time and place of all hearings within the nation to which such occupant belongs. 
Each of said referees shall receive for his services the sum of #4 per day for each 
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day they are engaged in the trial of any cause submitted to them under this act 
with mileage at 5 cents per mile. Witnesses shall receive the usual fees allow 
by the court of said nation, Costs, including compensation of said referees, 
shall be madea partof the award, and be paid by such railway company. Incase 
the referees do not agree, then any two of them are authori: to make the 
award. Either party being dissatisfied with the finding of the referees shall 
have the right, within ninety days afterthe making of the award and notice of 
the same, to appeal by original petition to the district court held at Fort Smith, 
Ark., which court shall have jurisdiction to hear and determine the subject- 
matter of the petition, according to the laws of the State of Arkansas for de- 
termining the damage when property is taken for railroad purposes. If, upon 
the hearing of said appeal, the judgment of the court shall for a larger sum. 
than the award of the referees, the costs of said appeal shall be EA e r seats 
the railroad company. If the judgment of the court shall be for the same or a 
less sum than the award made by the referees, then the costs shall be adjudged 
against the party claiming damages. When proceedings have been commenced 
in court the bridge company shall pay double the amount of the award into 
court to abide the judgment thereof, and then have the right to enter upon the 
property sought to be condemned and proceed with the construction of the rail- 
way. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was to strike 
out section 6, as follows: 


Src. 6. That the district court of the United States for the western district of 
Arkansas, or such other court of the United Statesas may have jurisdiction over 
the Indian Territory in which said bridge is located, shall have jurisdiction over 
all controversies arising between the said Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Com- 
pany and the Choctaw tribe of Indians; and said courtshall have like jurisdic- 
tion, without reference to amount in controversy, over all controversies arising 
between the inhabitants of said nation or tribe of Indians and said bridge com- 
pany, and also over all controversies which may arise between the stockholders 
and the company and among each other; and the civil jurisdiction is hereby 
extended within the limits of said Indian nation, without distinction of citi- 
zenship as to parties, so far as the same may be necessary to carry out the pro- 
visions of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I think perhaps I was in error in one re- 
spect. This bill went to the Committee on Commerce and two sections 
were recommended to be stricken out by the committee. Subsequently 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEST] agreed that the sections stricken 
ont might be allowed to retain their place in the bill, it being a local 
matter and not of very great consequence. The friends of the measure 
got together and prepared the amendments which I have submitted, 
which were thought to meet the objections the committee had to the 
bill and at the same time carry out the purpose the other side had, with 
the impression that there would be no objection to the bill thus amended. 
I stated when I got up that the amendments had been submitted to the 
Senator from Missouri, but I now understand they have not been. If 
the bill passes, however, and it does not meet with his entire approval, 
I shall be willing to have it reconsidered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

‘The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to authorize the Fort 
Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the 
Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 6 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 21, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 17, 1888. 


The House met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who stated that 
the Speaker was unavoidably absent, and directed the reading of the 
following communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 17, 1888. 
I hereby designate Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN to preside at the session of the 
House to-day. 
JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Bon. Jons B. CLARK, 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. JONES, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for ten 
days, on account of important business. 

Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, had his leave of absence extended 
for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

OHIO VALLEY CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I send to the desk a priv- 

ileged report, which I ask to have read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the 1 votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9711) making an appropriation 
to enable the several Executive Departments ofthe Governmentand the Bureau 
of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum 
and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Centennial E. i 
tion of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, Fro 
July 4 to October 27, 1888, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their tespective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3 and 22. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 5, 6, 7, 8, 11, 12, 13,14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 20, and 21, and agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from itsd ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 4, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the following: 

That there shall be appointed a committee of Congress, composed of ten 
members, five to be appointed by the President of the Senate and five by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. Said committee is authorized and 
directed to visit said exposition and make such report to Congress in that be- 
half as they may deem needful and proper.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmentof the Senate 
numbered 9, and a to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum pro insert “$147,750; ” and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 10, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the, matter proposed to be stricken out by said amendment insert the follow- 
Hae For expenses of the committee of Congress, $2,500; ™ and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 18, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
matter pro to be inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

p ided, That payment of the expense incurred by the committee of Con- 
gress shall be made on vouchers approved by the chairman of said committee.” 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

D. B. HENDERSON, 


J. C. CLEMENTS, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


W. B. ALLISON, 
I. L. DAWES. 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senale, 


The following is the accompanying statement required by the rules: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the di ein 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R 9711) 
making an appropriation to enable the Departmentsof the Government to par- 
ticipate in the centennial exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to 
be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, submit the following written statement in explana- 
tion of the action agreed upon by the conference on the amendments of the Sen- 


ate: 

The Senate made twenty-two amendments to the bill, all but five of which 
were of a verbal character or to perfect the punctuation in the bill. The con- 
ference committee recommend that the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendments of this character. p 

The other amendments in controversy struck out the provision in the bill for 
the Congressional committee to constitute an advisory board to confer with the 
managers of said exposition and the heads of the Executive Departments in 
reference to the character, extent, and conduct of the Government exhibits and 
the appropriation of $5,000 for their expenses. 

The conference committee recommend as a substitute that a committee of 
Congress, consisting of tive Senators and five Representatives, be appointed by 
the President of the Senateand the Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
respectively, with power to visit said exposition, and make such report to Con- 
gress as they may deem needful and proper, with an appropriation of $2,500 for 


their expenses, 
D. B. HENDERSON, 
J. ©. CLEMENTS, 
BENJ. BUTTERWORTH, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. T move that the report be adopted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the conference report was to; and also moved that the motion 
to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MILITARY SCHOOL AT FORT LEAVENWORTH, KANS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the 
of War of an appropriation for expenses of an infantry and cavalry 
school at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., for the fiscal year 1889; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CHARLES CARPENTER, ADMINISTRATOR, VS. THE UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of find- 
ings of fact in the case of Charles Carpenter, administrator, vs. The 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


T. N. ALLISON VS, THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of find- 
ings of fact in the case of Thomas N. Allison vs. The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


ANNIE E. DAVIS, ADMINISTRATRIX, VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of find- 
ings of fact in the case of Annie E. Davis, administratrix, vs. The United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 
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GEORGE MUNGA VS. THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
findings of fact in the case of George Munga vs, The United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


EASTERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the House Calendar the bill (H. R. 7398) to subdivide the eastern 
judicial district of Louisiana, and to fix the time and place of holding 
court therein; and to put the same upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That all processes from the circuit and district courts for the 
eastern district of Louisiana against defendants residin: 3 in the parishes of Pointe 
8 Baton Rouge, Iberville, Ascension, East Feliciana, West Feliciana, 

Baton Rouge, e Tavinewon. shall be returned to said courts at 


defendants residing | 
na shall be returned to 


Terms of circuit and district courts shall be held at Baton Rouge sem 
— R on the second Mondays of April and November. 
Szo, 3. That if there be more than one defendant and they reside in different 
divisions of the district, the plaintiff may sue in either division, and send du- 
r defendants; and thesaid writs, when executed 
ugg, shall constitute one suit 


Agee 


shall be tried 18 the division to which the process is returnable under he pro- 

visions of this 2 unless by consent of all parties the cause be removed to some 
other division of said district. 

Sec. 5. That all prosecutions for crimes or offenses hereafter committed in 


either division shall be ble within such division: Provided, That all 


crimes and offenses heretofore committed within the divisions created by this 
act shall be prosecuted, tried, and determined in the same manner and with the 
game effect as if this act had not n passed. 
6. That all paaa and petit jurors summoned for service in each division 
alios of such division. 

t a deputy clerk of the district court shall be appointed at cach 
the two divisions of said eastern district where said court is required 
held, each of whom, in the absence of the clerk, may exercise all the offi- 
fed of clerk at the place and within the division for which he is ap- 

in 
a That causes removed from any court of the State of Louisiana in the 
within east district are removed 


The following amendments were recommended by the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 
Pe ong Ha line 7, insert the word and between “St, Helena” and Liv- 


ection 5, line 2, after the word either,” strike out the words of the.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JACOB d. BOSTATTER. 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 5259) to relieve Jacob G. Bostatter from the charge 
of fraudulent enlistment, and that the bill be put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


now orn on said rolls. nst Jacob Y. Bostalter, late private in Company 
H, Thirty- th hio Volunteer Infantry, and that said Jacob Y. 
ter be resto: te all rights 1 lost or suspended reason of any such 


There was no objection, and the motion was agreed to. 

The committee recommended amendments changing the name, wher- 
ever it occurred in the bill, so as to read Jacob G. Bostatter, and 
making a corresponding change in the title. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was „ read the third time, and 


Mr. BOOTHMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order, and I now 
move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. Lask unanimous consent that gentlemen having re- 
ports to present may have leave to send them to the desk and have 
them duly referred. 

There was no objection, and it was so * 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
A The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 


CENTENNIAL CELEBRATION. 


Mr. HOOKER, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, reported back 
with amendments the bill (S. 2292) to provide for a celebration at the 
national capital in 1889 in honor of the centennial of the Constitution 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of a petition from cit- 
izens of the District of Columbia, protesting against interference with 
the liberty of the United States Marine band, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Labor. 


LYDIA CALHOUN. 


Mr. YODER, from the Commiitee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 486) granting a restoration of pension 
to Lydia Calhoun; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES CARPENTER. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10009) for the relief of Charles Carpenter, admin- 
istrator of Celia A. Grove, deceased; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CLAIMS UNDER BOWMAN ACT. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 10010) for the allowance of certain claims gx 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the Bowman act; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee ot 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. TOWNSHEND, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. K. 5052) 
equalizing the payment and doing justice to the officers, soldiers, and 
sailors of the United States in the late rebellion who were paid in cur- 
rency commonly called greenbacks; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the farther consideration of bills 
raising revenne. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation 
and simplify the Iaws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr, Chairman, denunciation isa harbor of refuge for 
such oratorical hulksas have been dismasted in the tempest of the forum, 
or such as have gone to sea on the ocean of free trade without hav- 
ing fully equipped themselves for the voyage. ee ] <Any per- 
son can declare that-protection is robbery. It does not require much 
genius or ability to make a mere assertion. Such declarations are sel- 
dom more than imitations—a tcan doas much. A simpleton au- 
dience, composed of such human parrots, might be induced to believe 
such declarations, but American intelligence—never. 

The man who asserts, that protection is robbery, displays either his 
ignorance or his demagogism, and perhaps both. I could with as 
much plausibility declare that free trade is rape. Remarkable as it 
may seem, during soe proto of the debate on the Mills tariff bill in 
this House, we have time and time again been treated to the declara- 
tion, that protection was robbery, and have asoften been treated to the 
twin declaration, that the Democratic party was opposed to free trade. 

If the Democratic party is not for free trade, then it must be for pro- 
tection; if it is for protection, and protection be robbery, thenthe Dem- 
cratic party is in favor of robbery, and the only difference between it 
and its adversary is, that it believes in sectionalizing robbery, and 
hence supports hills tariff bill. If these positions be true, then 
this Democratic upon the theory, that the manufacturers in 
New England have had the benefit of the robbery long enough, and de- 
termines to withdraw protection from them and let them compete with 
the manufacturer of British wares made by pauper labor, or close up; 
that New York, Michigan, and Kansas have had the benefits of the rob- 
bery long enough on salt, and hence salt must go on the free-list, and 
those engaged in its manufacture must compete with pauper labor, or 
close up; that Pennsylvania and Ohio have had the benefit of the rob- 
bery on coal and iron long enougli; but because Virginia, West Virginia, 
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Tennessee, Alabama, and Missouri have not had this benefit sufficiently 
long, the coal and iron interest may still continue to rob. Might it not 
be well to place the coal and iron of Pennsylvania and Ohio on the free- 
list, and continue those articles in West Virginia, Virginia, Tennessee, 
Alabama, and Missouri under the present tariff? And this kind of a 
‘compromise might relieve my friend from Virginia [Mr. O’FERRALL] 
and my friend from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] from the dilemma in 
which they are placed. 

But to return. The agriculturist of the North and West have had 
the benefit of the robbery of protection long enough, and so the framers 
of the Mills bill put wool, linseed, garden seed, all oil-seed, hemp- 
seed, beans, peas, milk, poultry, hemp, beeswax, flax, and other products 
of the farmer on the free-list, but will continue to rob the farmer and 
all others for the benefit of some Southern States, on rice, sugar, cot- 
ton-ties, ete, 

If protection is robbery, it is robbery West as well as South, and 
East as well as North. If it is robbery, why do you rob the bean and 

farmer of the Northwest for the benefit of the rice farmer of the 
Bontheast? If it is robbery, why do you rob the hemp and flax farmer 
of the North for the benefit of the sugar-planter of the South? If it 
is robbery, why do you rob the wheat farmer by taxing him on the 
material out of which the band is made with which he binds his 
sheaves of wheat, and do not tax the cotton-planter for the band with 
which he binds his cotton bales? 

Robbery, in law, is the forcible and felonious taking from the person 
of another any money or goods, putting him in fear, or by taking from 
his person any property by violence, or by menace or threats of death 
or bodily harm. In an enlarged or general sense it is plundering, pil- 
laging, taking by violence, wrong, or oppression. If protection be 
robbery, then, to put it in its mildest form, it is plundering the peo- 

le; it is pillaging from the people; it is taking their property by vio- 
3 by wrong, by oppression. If protection is robbery, and Demo- 
cracy is not in favor of free trade, then every Democrat who supports 
protection is a robber, a pillager, a plunderer, a wrongdoer, an op- 

Tessor. 

k Every argument made in favor of the Mills bill, with one or two ex- 
ceptions, has denounced protection, attributed to its baneful influence 
all the evils that have ever afflicted this country in a commercial or 
financial way. Theagriculturist has been oppressed by it; the laboring 
man has been plundered by it; the mechanic has been pillaged through 
its influence; the baby in the cradle has cried because of its oppression, 
and none but the manufacturer has been the recipient of any of its favors. 
The manufacturer has been the beneficiary of this pillaging and plun- 
dering and wrongdoing and oppression. And yet, in the same speeches, 
almost in the same sentence, many times in the same declaration, have 
we heard praises and Jaudations in favor of the Mills tariff bill. 

Who framed the Mills tariff bill? That is a conundrum which no 
one as yet has solved, to my knowledge. It was charged that many 
of its provisions were framed by ‘‘ Parsee” Moore, an agent for large 
importing firms in New York. When the charge was made, there was 
a flush of righteous indignation hovering over the features of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], and interrogation after 
interrogation from him followed fastand followed faster, but there was 
nodenial. By all the rules of evidence, the solution of the conundrum 
might well be held to be that Parsee Moore framed the Mills tariff 
bill. It matters not, however, who framed it; we know who fathered 
it and brought it before the House ROGER Q. MILLS, of Texas; BEN- 
TON MCMILLIN, of Tennessee; CLirton R. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas; 
W.C. P. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky; HENRY G. TURNER, of Georgia; 
WILLIAM L. WILSON, of West Virginia; WILLIAM L. SCOTT, of Penn- 
Sylvania, and WILLIAM D. BYNUM, of Indiana, These are the mem- 
bers on the majority side of the Ways and Means Committee by whose 
action this Mills bill was presented to this House and has been brought 
up for consideration. 

If the Mills bill is nota free-trade bill, then it must be for protection, 
and if protection is robbery, then it must be for robbery; and if it is 
robbery, then these gentlemen whose names I have given, are robbers, 
and in this position must they pose before the American people by all 
the rules of logic and argument, if the Mills bill is pot a free-trade bill. 
(Laughter. ] 

It is interesting to quote the language of some of these robbers. My 
friend from Texas [Mr. Mus], in speaking on the tariff andin favor 
of the Mills bill, said: 

We have wool, flax, hemp; our country is full of coal and iron and lumber 
and yet with all these advantages over all others we have pursued a suicidal 
policy of protection which has closed the markets of the world against us. Not 
content with this, we have plundered the great body of our agricultural people 
out ofa large part of their wealth, 

And again, in speaking of protection and what is demanded of those 
who favor the Mills tariff bill, he says among other things: 

Freedom from taxation, levied for the purpose of enriching favored classes by 
the spoliation and plundering of the people. 

He is the captain of this spoliation gang; he is the chief plunderer, 
by reason of his being at the head of the Ways and Means Committee, 
and by reason of the Mills tariff bill having been named afterhim. True, 
he says in substance, Jam a robber only for revenue. Iama plunderer 


| 


, 


for revenue only. Iam a spoliator for revenue exclusively.” [Lau 
ter.] And yet he is for the Mills bill, because he says in closing hi 


I hope and trust that the bill which we have presented to you will recive a 
majority of your votes, a majority of the votes ofthe Senate, and become a law, 

How remarkable that he can support a bill recking with protection, 
reeking with robbery, reeking with plunder. The bill, in so far as it 
does recognize the doctrine of protection, according to the statements 
that he has made in this public speech, robs the people, is suicidal, 
is full of spoliation, plunders the laborer and the farmer; but yet, in 
the face of all this, he says, I hope it will pass.“ This may seem 
like a severe conclusion, but if protection is robbery, and the Mills 
bill is for protection, how can the conclusion be escaped ? 

The next plunderer on the Committee on Ways-and Means is my 
friend from Tennessee [Mr. MoMILLIx IJ. Heis first lieutenant of the 
robber gang. He says in his speech, page 3592: 

Robbery of them— 

Meaning the people— 
under the forms of law has been perpetrated, and to-day they stand moneyless, 
the tax-gatherer staring them in the face, and demand relief at our hands, 

Now, what does he propose to do about this robbery? Let us see 
how grand and magnanimous this first lieutenant of the company is. In 
his speech, in giving the amount of reduction on dutiable goods, he says: 

Present rate on dutiable goods, 47.10 per cent. 

In other words, that is the size of the present robbery under the pres- 
ent robber tariff. Then he says: : 

Proposed rate on dutiable goods, 40 per cent. 

Meaning that the rate on dutiable goods in the Mills bill is only 40 
per cent. He proposes to be generous and reduce the plundering, rob- 
bing, and fleecing just 7. 10 per cent.* He proposes to say to the toiling 
masses, the toilers on the farm, and at the forge, in the shop, We have 
been robbing you on duitable goods at the rate of 47.10 percent. We 
have heard your cry for relief; we will be magnanimous and relieve 
you to the extent of 7.10 per cent., but we must still continue to rob 
you to the tune of 40 per cent.“ [ Laughter.] 

Now, my friend from Tennessee is not one of these robbers for rev- 
enue exclusively, for revenue only, or only for revenue. He is one 
that believes in protection. I suppose that is why he can only stand 
a 7. 10 per cent. reduction of the robbery. [Laughter.] I know many 
on this side of the House will be surprised to hear that he is a protec- 
tionist; but I tell you it is so. He admitted it himself. On the 28th 
a. S April, in reply to my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], 

e said: 

Now, I propose we should collect, by a tariff for protection, suficient money 
to carry on the Government and to protect American industries. That is what 
I propose. I propose nothing else. 

Now, I submit that out of his own mouth he has established his 
right to promotion. My friend from Texas should resign,and my 
friend from Tennessee should be promoted to captain of the robber 
gang. The gentleman from Texas is a plunderer for revenue only, and 
the gentleman from Tennessee is more than this—he is a robber for 
sweet protection’s sake. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Will the gentlefuan allow me to interrupt him 
right there? 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I know the gentleman does not desire to misrep- 
resent me. The remark he has just quoted was credited to me, but it 
was made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. O'NEILL], and I 
corrected the RECORD next day. 

Mr. PETERS. I took it from the Record. I had not noticed the 
correction. I understand, then, that the gentleman from Tennessee is 
not in favor of protecting American industries. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. You will gather from my action and from my 

h what I am in favor of. 

Mr. PETERS. I must, then, proceed to say that the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] at least should resign and allow my friend from 
Tennesse2 to assume the captaincy of the robber gang, for the gentle- 
man from Texas declares he is only a robbey for revenue; but my friend 
from Tennessee will not make that e. (Laughter. ] 

The second lieutenant of this spoliation combination is CLIFTON R. 


BRECKINRIDGE, the gentleman irom Arkansas, a suave, genial, vel- 
vet-gloved, kind-hearted, courteous, and elegant bandit. [| Laughter. ] 


He has not spoken, so I can not comment on what he may say. 

The orderly sergeant of this magnificently equipped combination is 
my old and distinguished friend, the gray man eloquent, from the classic 
shades which formerly resounded to the tread of ‘* Harry of the West.” 
Such is his magnificent command of the English language and the 
fervidness and fascination of his oratory that he can hold a man en- 
tranced while he is denouncing him as a raseal, a robber, and a plun- 
derer. He is the one, however, who calls the roll, assigns the members 
their places in the ranks, and, by his fatherly supervision and parental 
use of the party birch, maintains decorum, order, and precision in the 
execution of the various mancuvers when the company is on dress- 
parade. [Laughter.] He has not yet spoken, so I spare him. 

The second sergeant, or, as we might term him in military parlance, 
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the first file-closer, is my distinguished friend, HENRY G. TURNER, 
from Georgia. I was sick, confined to my room when he spoke, and 
have not been able to get a copy of his speech; so I must pass it by 
without comment. 

The third sergeant, or second file-closer, is my bright young friend 
from West Virginia, W. L. WILSON. His eloquence is par excel- 
lence.” It is of that plausible, insidious character, combining the 
force of reasoning with such beauty of expression that makes you re- 
gret all the while the falseness of his premises. In his speech he travels 
outside the beaten path. Robbery is too harsh a term and is not poet- 
ical enough; hence he says: 

You have fastened your system of taxation (meaning protection)as a parasite 
upon that consumption which, for the wage-earner, means nine-tenths, and 

uently ten-tenths of his earnings, until you have built up a tariff which is 
well entitled to say, “ Whoever else escapes my exactions, the poor I have al- 
ways with me, 

Is not that elegant? No robbery declaration from him. No plun- 
dering denunciation from my learned and accomplished friend; but in 
a grander way—in a more Oriental style—he declares that protection 
is a parasite upon consumption. This parasite, according to the logic 
of the reasoning of my friend from Tennessee, consumes 47.10 per cent., 
and my friend WILSON, following in the line of his argument, proposes 
to extract some of its dragon teeth so that it will only consume 40 per 
cent. In substance, he cries out: Oh, ye burdened masses, the para- 
site of protection is upon you; you are alive with it; it is sapping and 
mining the life out of you. My party’s President is in the White 
House; my party controls the machinery of the House of Representa- 
tives; my party has eight of the thirteen members of the Ways and 
Means Committee. We will come to your relief; we can not kill the 

rasite, because that might lose us the coming election and the offices, 
but we will reduce the speed of his ponderous jaws from 47. 10 per 
cent. to 40 per cent.“ [Laughter. ] 

The next file-closer, or fourth sergeant, is my unpretentious friend 
from Pennsylvania, W. L. Scorr. A casual glance at his style of 
denunciation indicates that he has some trouble with that portion of 
the rank and file, marchingin his immediate neighborhood. With his 
commission to the important office of file-closer, apparently, came some 
special instruction from the commander-in-chief at the other end of the 
avenue, communicated through the general commanding at this end of 
the avenue. Rumor has it, that some privates in the rank of the Demo- 
cratic party in the House have not been keeping step; have failed to 
obey the command of Captain MILLS to dress up and toe the free-trade 
mark; have persistently. refused to cast their eyes to the right across 
the water in the direction of British influence. Not only this, but one 
of the number, more daring than the rest, threw into the tent of the 
officers, a fire-brand named the Randall tariff bill. [Laughter.] 

This and other acts of insubordination could not go unnoticed. They 
were called to the attention of the commander-in-chief. He began a 
course of discipline. He first reduced the rations of patronage to all 
of these malcontents. They were stiff-necked still. Then, as a fur- 
ther act of discipline, only rations of bread and water were ordered. 
This severe 8 brought many recalcitrants to terms. A little bread 
they could stand, but water never. [Great laughter.] A few of the 
more daring, with strong convictions, however, refused to bow the knee, 
even in response to this severe discipline. One of the number was then 
scou with the cat-o’-nine-tails of the veto power. After all had 
failed, then the fourth sergeant was commanded to close up the ranks 
and compel obedience to the orders of his chief. The gallant name- 
sake of the great Scott of former times, remembered who it was who 
cast the firebrand into the tent, but discretion, he knew, was the bet- 
ter part of valor, and so, with terrific, blood-curdling denunciation, in 
speaking of the Randall bill on May 11, he said: 

From whatever point you look at it, it isa misbegotten, ill-shapen, pretentious 
monster, with no excuse for existence and no purpose in life but to obstruct the 
Democratic party and to delay the justice which the country demands. 

The shock of this thunderbolt was terrific. The beauty of the 
White House” fled from the galleries, and as soon as the applause on 
the Democratic side had subsided, the Randall bill continued its sweet 
repose in the room of the Committee on Ways and Means. [Lauguter.] 

The last file-closer is my tall and good-natured friend from Indiana 
[Mr. Bynum]. His denunciation is of the combination order, com- 

- bining declaration with implication, the whole being a prelude to a sort 
of a musical extravaganza. In his speech on the 26th of April he con- 
centrated and combined the pillage, plunder, and robbery theory in the 
highest style of art. He says: 

To show how American labor has been pillaged and plundered by this masked 
robber of protection, I have obtained, etc. 

And then follow the dulcet notes of a table obtained from the Chief of 
the Bureau of Statistics, showing our imports and exports of cotton and 
woolen goods for the last ten years. He then goes on to say, after a 
brief comment on this table of cotton and woolen exports and imports, 
that— 

There is, however, a sti]l more striking illustration of the effects of present 
Saua npon American industries and American labor. We have not only bur- 


That is, American industries and American labor — 
in order to increase the production of materials where there is a deficiency in 
the home product, giving to European manufacturers and European labor 
cheaper materials to work up, but we have robbed them— 


That is, American industries and American labor— 
lacing a higher rate of d 
——.— a su 7 lus, thereby iving the American producer a monopoly of the hme 
J) for ĩͤ2u ss fa bade orion Take Gopher ore | We 
have the finest quality and the largest supply o copper in the r . 

His mind has become so imbued with the manner in which the masked 
robber of protection pillages and plunders American labor in the con- 
sumption of cotton and woolen goods, that he naturally concludes, that 
labor also consumes copper, and that the great copper trust of the world 
is robbing the horny-handed son of toil, becanse we have more Ameri- 
can copper than can be consumed by Americans. 

This robbery of labor in the copper business led me to examine how 
much the Mills bill proposed to reduce the robbery. Investigation 
discloses the fact that the plundering business was to be reduced from 
2) cents per pound to 2 cents per pound on certain kinds of copper ore 
and upon certain other kinds from 35 per cent. ad valorem to 30 per 
cent. ad valorem. My friend from Indiana is therefore willing, to be 
consistent with his great protestations in behalf of American industry 
and American labor, to reduce the robbery 5 mills per pound on certain 
copper materials and 5 per cent. ad valorem on certain other copper 
materials. How thankful and grateful American labor will be for this 
magnificent concession. How much more easily will it be for the toil- 
ing massess to stand the wear and tear upon their cotton and woolen 
consumption, with the robbery and plundering upon copper reduced in 
these magnificent proportions. [Laughter. ] 

This also led me to examine somewhat, the extent of the robbery that 
was being perpetrated in relation to woolen and it has been 
stated by careful statisticians that, conceding the tariff on woolen goods 
to be a tax added to the cost of the article, it would amount to the im- 
mense and exorbitant sum of 29 cents per capita. With what tears of 
joy andswelling emotion the people of this country will receive the news, 
that the robber gang propose to reduce this enormous tax, now amount- 
ing to 29 cents per capita, to 27 cents per capita! The poor and down- 
trodden agriculturist, monopolist, laboring man, and all of the sixty 
millions of people beneath the Stars and Stripes, will thus be saved 
the first year, a sufficient sum of money to buy a 2-cent postage-stamp. 
Myestimatesof the reduction of this wonderful robbery may be somewhat 
in excess of the facts, but I will give to this plundering combination, so 
anxious to relieve the down-trodden and distressed, the benefit of the 
doubt, and will therefore let the figures stand so as to save a full 2- 
cent postage-stamp. [Laughter.] 

These illustrations are sufficient to show the absurdity of this cry of 
oppression and plunder and wrongand robbery from this system of pro- 
tection. It is enough to make the wooden savage standing in front of 
a cigar store, smile out loud. [Laughter.] 

This robber tariff is collected only on a portion of the articles im- 
ported from foreign countries. About $233,000,000 was imported last 
year upon which there was noduty. About $425,000,000 paid duties 
amounting to about $214,000,000. We have 60,000,000 of people, and 
this gives an average of $3.56 foreach person; but this includes duties 
on a large number of articles which the farmer and laboring man does 
not use. The devotees of fashion who imitate the English snob, and 
punish the body for dear fashion’s sake, rather than comfortit, who wear 
diamonds, and silks, and broadcloth, who smoke imported cigars and 
drink imported bourbon and fancy wines, who own tapestried carpets, 
and who adorn themselves with fine laces, kid gloves, and flash 
jewelry. These are the ones who pay over $100,000,000 of this $214,- 
000,000. Take off $60,000,000 on account of sugar and molasses and 
$4,000,000 on account of rice, all of which the Mills bill proposes to con- 
tinue to tax, and it leaves but $50,000,000 to be divided among 60,- 
000,000 people, or about 83 cents for each person. If, then, tariff bea 
tax, and adds the amount of the duty to the cost of the article, the 
masses of the people pay at the rate of 83 cents per annum each, to the 
support of this great and magnificent Government of ours. And this 
is the extent of the robbery over which so many crocodile tears have 
been poured out in high and low places. ‘This is the pretended cause 
orna lachrymalexudations, that have deluged White House and Capi- 
tol. 

One day’s abstention by Democratic gullets, from the consumption of 
Democratic whisky alone, would more than cancel the annual charge. 
[Laughter. ] 

I have thus far assumed that the tariff is a tax, but by the logic of 
facts, this assumption is shown to be incorrect. These facts may for 
convenience be grouped into three classes: 

First. Every article the manufacture of which has been developed 
under protection in the United States, can be purchased for a less price 
to-day, than ever before in our history. 

Second. Such articles can be purchased as cheap, or cheaper, in this 
country, than they can be in any civilized country where protection is 
not the rule. 

Third. Many articles sell in this country for an amount equal to, or 
nearly equal to, the amount of the duty charged. 

The first proposition is so clearly established by an incident which 
occurred in a Western town and so well detailed in a Western news- 
paper, that I quote the article entire: 


A farmer in good circumstances walked into a general store, such as are usu- 
ally found in small country towns, accompanied by his son, a young managed 
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twenty-four years. The farmer said to the merchant, “I want to buy a set of 
crockery ware for my son, who is just married and about to commence house- 
keeing. Give mea plain white set.” 

The merchant promptly set out the articles, and, on being asked, stated the 
m and made out the bill. The old farmer pulled out his long leather pocket- 

k, and taking out an old yellow paper said, Here is the bill of crockery I 
bought from you in 1859, when I was first married. There are the same num- 
ber of pieces; these are better than I got, and the price is less than half as much. 
Where did mine come from, and where are these made? 

The merchant answered, Yours came from England; these are made in this 
country.“ “Is there a duty levied on crockeryware?” said the farmer. Oh, 
yem: replied the merchant, “ the duty on this kind of ware is 40 per cent, of the 

ue. 

l. mg. said the farmer, “I have just read the President's message; here it is. 

ê says: 

ee But our present tariff laws—the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of 
unn taxation ought to be at once revised and amended. These laws 
have the primary and plain effect of raising the price to consumers of all articles 
im and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties. Thus 
the amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase for use 
these imported articles.’ 

And then he adds: 

Those who buy imports per, the duty charged thereon into the public Treas- 
ury, but the great majority of our citizens who buy domestic articles of the same 
soy ay, asum at least approximately equal to this duty to the home manu- 

ol r. 

This does not seem tobe so asto crockeryware. The President must be 
mistaken in that conclusion, 

“Besides that,“ said the farmer, “here are the bills I paid you for window-glass 
and nts for my house and for the one I have just builtformy boy, and I find 
that I did not have to pay half as much now as I did in 1859, and I see there is 
avery heavy duty on these articles. What makes them so much cheaper, when 
the President says the duty is a tax?“ 

The merchant replied, It does look like the President had made a mistake 
in that statement, don't it?” 

I assert that a tariff is not a tax, unless the purchaser of the protected 
article pays more for it, in consequence of the duty imposed, than he 
would if the duty was notimposed. I need not go into detail. Every 
one convorsant with history as well as with the contrast between 
prices in the past and present, admits that every article of common con- 
sumption in the country to-day, unless it be some of the products of 
the farm, can be obtained for a less price, than they could under the 
Walker tariff of 1846. Any farmer in the West who goes to the country 
store to-day to buy crockeryware, and who remembers what he paid 
for the same kind of crockery ware in 1850, will be convinced that the 
prices of to-day are but little in excess of half what they were in 1850. 

It is safe to say that crockery ware is 37 per cent. cheaper than in 
1860; that all kinds of cotton and woolen goods are 25 per cent. 
cheaper; that boots and shoes are 25 per cent. cheaper; that iron and 
steel products are 25 per cent. cheaper than they were in 1860. The 
fact of it is, and a careful purchase of the various articles will estab- 
lish it, that not a single article the manufacture of which has been 
developed in the United States by protection, but what can be pur- 
chased at a less price to-day, than it ever could before in the history of 
the country, and it can be purchased at a less price to-day, than it 
could possibly have been purchased, if the manufactures of that article 
had not been developed in this country under the protection system. 

Mr. HEARD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. PETERS, I will yield for a question only. 

Mr. HEARD. I desire to ask the gentleman if any of the manu- 
facturex’s profits were to be paid for in agricultural products—if these 
things could be bought to-day cheaper than at the time he mentions? 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, sir; and the figures will show it. 

Mr. HEARD. I deny that proposition in toto. 

Mr. PETERS. I repeat, the figures will show it; that less bushels 
of wheat, less bushels of corn, less pounds of bacon, would be needed; 
less days labor, and less sweat. But if you apply the other test, namely, 
that articles can be purchased cheaper in a country where protection is 
the rule, than they can be in a country where protection is not the rule, 
then do the facts sustain the assertion, that the tariff is not a tax, be- 
cause the articles under the tariff can be purchased cheaper than they 
possibly could if the tariff did not exist. 

A large number of articles in which the furmer is interested, which 
are manufactured in this country, retail cheaper in New York City to- 
day than they do in Liverpool, London, Paris, Berlin, or St. Peters- 
burg. I will name some of these articles, and I defy contradiction. 
Among them are augurs, axes, butcher-knives, chisels, coffee-mills, 
drawing-knives, garden-shears, guns, hay-knives, horse-clippers, iron 
bolts, grass-scythes, steel shovels, sickles, spades, squares, kettles, locks, 
mop-sticks, fire-brick, mouse-traps, bird-cages, planes, plows, pulleys, 
punches, scissors, sheep-shears, sieves, springs, table knives, tongs, bar- 
rels, crosscut-saws, mill-saws, needles, pins, and I might continue the 
list so as to include pitchforks, rakes, harrows, wind-mills, thrashing- 
machines, wagons, and, in fact, almost all farm implements. 

The same is true of many things which the farmer consumes. Sugar 
and molasses are sold almost as cheap to-day over the retail counters 
in our Western cities as they are sold in Liverpool or London. There 
is scarcely an article that goes upon the farmer’s table that is not sup- 
plied and can not be purchased for less money in America, than it can 
in Europe, and particularly in England, which is the European repre- 
sentative of all that is antagonistic to protection, as has been stated 
time and again during this debate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let me ask the gentleman this question: While 
I have no desire to interrupt him, I wish to know if I understood him 
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correctly to assert that the articles he has been cnumerating are sold 
cheaper here than they are in Europe? 

Mr. PETERS. Les, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all I wanted; I just wished to know the 
gentleman’s position on that subject. 

Mr. PETERS. I can not close my discussion of this proposition better 
than by quoting from a speech made by Hon. Thomas H. Dudley at 
the Farmers’ Convention, at Chicago, last November. He said: 

By our present protective tariff on the lowest grades of unbleached cotton 
cloths there is a duty of 2} cents per square yard; on bleached, 3} cents; and 
on colored prints, 4} cents, with a corresponding higher rate on the higher 
grades of cottom goods. Will any one assert that these duties have increased 
the price or in any way added one cent to the cost of cotton in the 
United States? In none of these cases has the duty increased the price; on 
the contrary, it has not only lowered the price, but it has also forced the Eng- 
lish manufacturer to reduce his price as well—a step he would never have taken 
so long as he had the monopoly of our market and could fix his own price for 
his commodities. This reduction did not take place until our home competition 
came in and forced him to put down his prices. 

Now let any American farmer reflect for one momenton the extent of the use 
of cotton goods in his house. All the underclothing of himself and the mem- 
bers of his family, and often the calico dresses his wife and children wear, the 
sheets between which he sleeps, the ticking on his bed, and, it may be, the cloth. 
on his table, as well as the towels and napkins he uses, and the curtains at the 
windows, are all manufactured from cotton, and the manufacture of these goods 
gives employment to thousands of American workmen, who, to a great extent, 
form the farmer's home market. 

Something over three years ago I attended the national agricultural exhibi- 
tion of France. It was held in Paris, and a grand exhibition it was, quite worthy 
of the great nation it represented. I spent four days at the exhibition. There 
were 14 or 15 acres of ground covered with farming implements, tools, machin- 
ery, eto. All the exhibitors had their price-lists upon their exhibits, and I was 
careful to obtain copies of them. The lowest-priced horse-rake was 250 fran 
or $50 of our money. You can buy one just as good in any town in the Unit 
States for $27. The lowest-priced mower was 8102 in our money, and was no 
better than we sell for $60, if as good. The lowest-priced reaper, without the 
binder, was $185; no better than ours for 8110. The plows, harrows, and culti- 
vators were 20 per cent. above the price they are selling for in the United States. 
There was not a hoe, fork, shovel, spade, or rake on the ground but was dearer 
in price and inferior in quality to ours, 


The third proposition is supported by so many instances that I have 
time only to give the most striking as well as the most easily under- 
stood illustrations. Mr. DINGLEY, of Maine, in his admirable speech, 
gave a good practical illustration, He said: 


I have before me two samples of cotton prints, identical in quality and char- 
acter—the one made ina British, the other in an American mill, If the British 
manufacturer sends a square yard of his print into our markets he is required 
to pay a duty of 5 cents thereon—a hundred percent. The price of the British 
print at retail in Manchester is 5 cents per square yard, If the fundamental 
theory of the President and of the gentleman from Texas, and all others who 
have spoken against protection, is correct, then the cost of all prints of this qual- 
ity of prints in American markets is 10 cents per d at retail, for that is the 
English price plus the duty. But itso happens that any one can go into any 
retail store in our commercial centers and buy this print at 5 cents per yard— 
the same as the duty. 

Mr, Burrows, of Michigan, in his exhaustive speech upon the tariff, 
said: 3 

Take as an illustration our steel-rail industry, and let us see if the theory of 
the President is correct, The first Bessemer-steel rail made in thiscountry was 
in 1865. At that time there was a duty of 45 per cent, on the foreign product, 
which continued until January 1, 1871, when the act of Congress went into effect 
which imposed a specific duty of $28 a ton. In 1807 steel rails were selling in the 
American market for $166 2 ton in currency, or $138 in gold. In 1870 the price 
had fallen to $106.75, when the duty of $28 was imposed. Now, if the theory of 
the President be correct, the imposition of the duty of 828 would have had the 
effect of advancing the price by the amount of such duty from $106.75 a ton to 
$134.75. But what in fact was the result? Under the stimulating effect of this 
protection the product of our steel-rail mills rose from 2,277 tons in 1867 to 2,101,- 
904 tons in 1887, giving investment to millions of capital and employment to 
thousands of laborers, while the price went down from $166 a ton in 1567 to 
$31.50 in March, 1888. 


His second illustration was equally forcible: 


Take the case of “blankets,” to which the chairman alluded. A pair of 
5-pound blankets were recently imported at the lowest possible cost. Thestate- 
ment of the cost, duty paid, is as follows: 


Cost in England at wholesale... 


G soca snnsntorsdesunusanbagut cessed os nansnancensna ste ee e 


If the theory js true, these blankets ought to sell for $9.35a pair; but, a, mat. 
ter of fact, American blankets of precisely the same weight and quality were 
selling at that time for $5.20. 


Continuing, he said: 


But a more forcible illustration, if possible, of the unsoundness of the Presi- 
dent’s theory is found in the history of a recently established industry in his 
own State. Previous to 1884 there Was not a pound of soda-ash manufactured 
in the United States. We consume annually 175,000 tons in the manufacture of 
glass aud other American products. Previous to 1881 we imported every poena 
of it at an average cost of Ris aton. A duty of $ was imposed, and the Solvay 
Process Company was organized at Syracuse, the only one on this hemisphere, 
at a cost of $1,500,000, with a capacity of 50,000 tons annually. It commenced 
manufacturing soda-ash in January, 1884. How has it affected the price of this 
commodity? Was the duty of $5 added to the $8, advancing the cost to $53 a 
ton? On the contrary, it fell in the American market as low as $28 a ton in three 
years, a saving to the people annually of $20 a ton on the entire consumption of 
the 175,000 tons, or $3,500,000. a 

I can hardly refrain from quoting a letter sent to the New York 

Tribune by a lady from North Carolina. It is as follows: 
Editor Tribune: 

Sim: Ican not understand this high and low tariffchat I hear the men taking 


so much about. The inclosed I take from a newspaper published here, v 
copied it from the Philadelphia Record: 
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woman slips on her thimble (taxed 25 per cent.) and threads 
thread (taxed 25 per cent.) and snips it off 
with scissors (taxed 25 per cent.) and sews a button (taxed 25 per cent.) on her 


“When a sewing 
her needle (taxed 26 per cent.) with 


husband's winter flannel Shirt (taxed 68 percent.) she is quite unconscious in her 
effort to get on in the world how the blessed tariff rs her down, Probably 
not one woman in the land ever thinks of it; but it is high time she should 
think of it, and make her husband, who is clothed with the right to vote, act 
u it, High taxation is the blight of labor.” 

t does seem that we poor women are very much imposed u to have 25, 
FETT It is true w. we had low 
tariff the needles now cost 5 cents a paper we had to pay 10 for, and the 
thimble that we now buy for 2 cents we got for 10 cents, and the thread that we 
now get for 5 cents we had to pay 10 for, and the scissors that we now get for 
30 cute we had to pay ar for, aud ihe flannel shirt that we now pay 50 cents for 
we had to pay $1.25 for. There must be something done to lower the tariff or 
we will starve to CT We 
are 1 pan the help we can get. Make the President Co: take off 
all the tariff and Jet us go back to old times, “before the war” prices. We are 
tired of this 25 per cent. business. There is no sense in it, and you men must 
do better or we women will take the ballot in our own little hands and vote. 


Yours truly. 
JANE M. McFADDEN, 

Asnxvitze, N. C., February II. 1888. A Sewing Woman. 

Another strong illustration is to be found in the development of the 
salt industry in this country. Twenty-five years ago we had but a 
limited_supply of salt, but under the system of protection, new fields 
were opened, new plants established, and then the price began to fall. 

I quote the prices per barrel from 1867 to 1886, as follows: 
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My friend 


for 1 cent. 

Will some one kindly explain how it can be sold at this rate if the 
duty is a tax and increases the cost of the original article? The duty on 
salt is about 85 per cent. 

This is but another illustration of the absurdity of the charge that 
tariff is robbery. The original cost of the salt is a mere trifle, It is 
the tion from the manufacturer to the consumer that may be 

pressive. It is not the tariff; but concede that the tariff does addsome- 

g, did you ever hear a sensible, well-posted farmer complain of this 
tariff? No. Why not? Because he knows that he buys at a nominal 
sum from 5 to.7 pounds for a cent. He turns it into beef or pork for 
which he gets 3 cents per pound, or by adding 1 pound of salt to 14 
pounds of butter, he is able to sell the salt again at from 25 to 35 cents 
per pound. [Applause.] : : LS : 

The has been made time and time again in this debate, that 
only a portion of our people are benefited by a protective tariff; 
that only those who are engaged in manufacturing and in working in 
manufacturing establishments are interested in a protective tariff. 
What I have shown in the reduction of the prices of the articles of con- 
sumption is an answer to such a declaration, but every agriculturist 
and every mechanic and every laboring man has a further interest. 
These classes especially, must bow to the imperial decree of the law of 
demand and supply. : 

Imagine a city of 10,000 people in which all the adult males were 
carpenters and dependent npon their trade for a living. No carpenter 
from abroad could get any work in that city. So far as that city is 
concerned, there would be no rate of wages or pay foracarpenter. Why 
not? Because every carpenter would do his own work, and every man 
being a carpénter there would be no employment for such a mechanic in 
that place. ‘There would bé no demand for such labor. 

These mechanics could not earn any money by following their occu- 
pations in such a city, and as a result could get no employment, no 
money, no credit. What matters it to them if each one lives in a fine 
house which he has built? It would shelter him from the storm, but 

is eupboard, made by his own hands, would be empty, his wife and 
children would be crying for bread, and as starvation came on apace, 
dethroning reason, he would give all he has to appease the hunger 
of himself and those dependent upon him. His fine house, the product 
of his skill, the labor of his hands, would be sacrificed to avert starva- 
tion’s death. Has he no interest, then, in such a diversified system of 
ndustries as would give to him employment at his trade, for a fair com- 

ion, with which he could purchase the necessaries of life? 

What is true of the carpenter is true of every other mechanic. What 
does he care for the sum of 83 cents per annum, his proportion of the 
robber tariff, if he can by means of that system get employment at the 
rate of from $2 to $5 per day? If we were a nation of boot-blacks’’ 
we could earn no money at our trade. If we were a nation of miners 
we could earn no money at mining. ‘The supply of miners would be 
so great that all wages would be destroyed, and it would be a struggle 
with each other for a mere subsistence; a struggle, too, in which but a 
few could even subsist, and the rest must starve. 

Whatever, therefore, diversifies our industries enlarges the demand 


for Jabor of all kinds. The of revenue reform, which is free 
trade, is to close up our man ing industries because, forsooth, it 
is claimed, we can buy these articles cheaper in the open markets of the 
world; to close up our coal and iron mines because we ean buy coal and 
iron cheaper in the markets of the world, to close up our sugar and 
salt and Iumber industries because we can then buy sugar and salt and 
lumber cheaper in the markets of the world. But what then becomes 
of the labor employed in all of these industries? The supply for labor 
in other avocations is even now equal to the demand. Add these mill- 
ions to 1 and it means a destruction of wages in all manual 
employments. Has the farmer no interest in the diversification of in- 
dustries? Every one who is not a farmer or a member of a farmer’s 
family, is a customer of the farmer. The farmer produces the absolute 
necessaries of life. He does not sell these to his brother farmer. He 
must sell to some one who does not produce them. Why does Liver- 
pool regulate the price of wheat in the world? Because it is the com- 
mercial center of a vast area of country, which does not produce as much 
wheat as it consumes. The producer pays the cost of the transporta- 
tion of wheat from his field to Liverpool, and he must compete in that 
market with wheat from India and Russia and every other country 
that has a surplus, 

Suppose instead of consuming only 90 per cent. of our wheat in the 
United States, we consumed 10 per cent. more than we produced. What 
would be the result? would fix the price of wheat for our 
country, instead of Liverpool. The farmer then would not have to pay 
the cost of transportation to Liverpool, but only to Chicago, which 
would average only half as much. 

The foreign producer would not only have to meet our tariff of 20 
cents on each bushel, but he would also have to pay the cost of the 
transportation of his wheat from India or Russia. t then does the 
farmer ot Kansas need? He needs more customers in the United States. 
He wants the consumption of farm products of all kinds to exceed the 
production. ; 

He does not want the ten million of customers he now has, engaged 
in the mines and manufacturing establishments of the country, to be 
thrown out of employment. If such a result was reached, then a large 
number would become his competitors; would add to the production 
and decrease the consumption of farm products. I have the honor to 
represent a district that contains more farmers and more farms than any 
other district in the United States. They are protectionists because 
they want more customers. Itis not the tariff thattroublesthem. It 
is occasional bad crops, and a lack of consumers in the United States. 
They do not believe that old John Bull has any love for an American 
farmer, They do not believe that the English manufacturer, 2 
the Cobden Club, is spending millions of dollars, to have free-trade 
lished in this country, because of any love he has forthe American farmer. 
They are anxious to diversify industry, even in Kansas, with its miles 
of waving grain. They want manufacturing establishments in every 
town. They hail the coming of these industries with joy. They know 
these industries will increase consumption and will bring a market 
nearer to their farms. They are a reading, thinking, reasoning class 
of farmers. There are more newspapers in my district than in any other 
in the United States. There are more school-houses, more churches, 
and more post-offices. 

I will quote an article taken from one of the leading daily papers in 
my district, because it explains the interest of the farmer in manu- 
facturing establishments more clearly and more succinetly than I can: 
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engaged 
the third between 50 and 70 per cent., and 
and we have as a result: 


the fourth all above 7 


per cent., 


Engaged in agriculture. 


Below 30 per cent. 
Between 30 and 50 per cent. 
Between 50 and 70 per cent... 
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Between 50 and 70 per cen! 
Above 70 per cent. . . . 
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i ucts in the fourth class 
class a 


‘There are more than twice as many 
eg show ag p- 
2,000,000 in the fo! class, 


as in the first, yet the crops of the 1,000,000 in the 
ita nearly three times as m as the crops of the 
Yet there are free-traders who will the cheapest market in which 
our farmers should both buy and sell is beyond the seas. 

If our farmers were surroun manufacturers and their attendants, a 
large consuming population, better prices could be obtained for nag Eee 
product. any one so foo! as argue that this would make the er 

r? Isany one so foolish as to insist that the New England farmer would 
Be better off if he were compelled to take what the Western farmer gets for his 


ucts 
The value of lands in manufacturing States is far higher than in those listed 
as agricultural States. To illustrate, take a few States: 


Or take these States by counties, and it is made still clearer that it is to the 


interest ofthe farmer to have his market close to his door. 


Manufacturing coun- 
ties, 


Other counties, 


States, 


Andrew Jackson said: 


Plant your manufactories by nue side of your farms and you will crown your 
country with blessings. 

Ben Franklin said: 

It is well understood that whenever a manufacture is established which em- 
ploys a number of hands it raises the value of lands in the neighboring country 
all around it, partly by the x demand near at hand for rodace of the 
Jands and y from the plenty of money drawn by the Taanatsaren to that 
part of the country. It is therefore the interest of 
of lands to encou 
imported among us 


all our farmers and owners 
our young manufactures in preference to foreign ones 
m distant countries. 
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Read now what a British official said in the House of Commons the | 


other day. If free trade is such a pana thing for the farmers, why this 
condition of the British farmer? This official said 

‘That the prolonged depression of agriculture in England is a matter that sur- 
passes the trish problem in interest and danger, ‘The loss in values for the last 
year is put at nearly $250,000,000, an amount equal to a reduction of one-fourth 
of the export trade of the country. Thousands of acres of have gone out 
of cultivation, and there has been a concurrent decrease in all kinds of live- 
stock. - Furthermore, there is a 8 of unemployed persons who 
formerly earned a living as farmers, the present number being estimated at 
700,009, while those who are able to find employment have to work at greatly 
reduced wages. a 

Now I want to read a few extracts from British sources to show why 
the Britisher is so interested in having us adopt free trade or reduce 
our tarifis. Hon. Alfred Morris, connected asan official with the Man- 
chester British Union, says. 

A reduction of tariffs in America will most undoubtedly lead to an a 
tation of the mass of imports into the States. The effect of abolition or of re- 
duction of the tariff respectively on the mass of imports is only a matter of de- 
gree. In either case an enormous amount of internal production in the States 
will be displaced. Tampering with the tariff must flood the American market 
with foreign manufactures, to the displacement of her labor and impoverish- 
ment of the community at large. 

There is the honest truth How do the revenue reformers like it? 
The utterance was not a politic one, anda word of caution became nec- 
essary, and so the London Pall Mall Gazette issued this admonition: 


England free-traders would be well advised if they moderate the ecst: of 
their jubilation over President Cleveland’s message. Every word which they 
say in its favor will be used as a powerful argument against the adoption of its 
recomme: ions. 

In 1884 we had up the Morrison horizontal bill, providing for a re- 
duction of 20 percent. After this House refused to consider that meas- 
ure, the London Telegraph said: 

A bill to establish in America what the English call free trade has just been 
defeated in the House by the narrow majority of 4. The measure was of 
enormous importance for English manufacturers, as it would have enabled them 
to export goods to the States without the crushing tariff now imposed, and its 
fate was watched with intense interest by Englishmen. Were it passed, it would 
have been worth £100,000,000 per annum to British manufactures, 

Now, a few words about that bugbear, the surplus, and I must close, 
for my time is * 

The idea that been croaked from the White House, and echoed 
by almost every Democratic throat, that we have too much revenue, is 
a false pretense and a fraud. Cut down the revenues now so that you 


ugmen- 


will have no surplus, and how do you expect to pay the $230,000.000 


of 4} per cent. bonds which fall due in 1891? If the surplus is increas- 
ing at the rate of $60,000,000 per annum, it will only provide $180,- 
000,000 to meet this obligation. 

The holders of these 4} per cent. bonds do not want them paid at 
maturity. They are good investments. The national banks do not 
want them paid, because many of them are deposited as the basis of 
their circulation. Wall street does not want these bonds paid, because 
they are a part of the speculative stock in trade of that financial para- 
site. These interests are anxious to see the Treasury depleted so that 
when 1891 rolls around, these bondsean not be paid. They first started 
the cry about too much surplus and it was repeated and echoed and re- 
echoed at this end of the line by the President and his subordinates, 
ae hundreds of business interests trembled upon the brink of a finan- 
cial panic. 

Upon this condition of uncertainty and doubt, Wall street thrived, 
and if the President had been a partner in the scheme, he could not have 
more efficiently contributed his part to this unholy enhancement of 
the gamblers’ interest; but aside from all these considerations, if we 
had no debt to meet in 1891, the revenues are not too great. What 
loyal heart can say, they are too great, while more than 20,000 old sol- 
diers are either in the poor-houses of the country, or are supported by 
charity? What loyal heart can say, they are too great, while hundreds 
of thousands of the old soldiers who saved the country, have obliga- 
tions due them from these revenues, which have not been eanceled? 

No; these revenues are not too great, and will not be, until all of 
these obligations have been discharged, not by the death of the creditor, 
as Democracy fondly hopes, but by such payment and recognition, as 
will comfort the needy, lighten the infirmities of age, and inspire that 
patriotism that shall summon another army in the hour of national 
peril. [Great applause. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, in the consideration 
of the present bill, two controlling questions arise at the very outset. 
They are, first, the necessity requiring the passage of the present bill, 
and, second, the effect the passage of it will have upon the business of 
the country. These are not to be answered by political prejudice, but 
from the standpoint of national interest. The necessity for such a re- 
vision of the tariff law might be established by such authorities as the 
messages of Presidents Arthur and Cleveland; by the recommendations 
of Secretaries Folger, McCulloch, Manning, and Fairchild; by the find- 
ings of the Tariff Commission of 1882, and by the declarations of both 
of the great political parties in their national conventions in 1884. To 
these opinions both parties have been committed, and ought to be es- 
topped from further questioning the necessity of revising the present 
tarifflaw. Still, as they are but advices and opinions, we prefer to 
find the substantial reasons requiring action upon this bill. 

These reasons arise from two causes, first, an idle surplus, and, sec- 
ond, the inequalities of the law. Weare told that there is an enormous 
sum of money, reaching into the millions, constantly pouring into the 
Treasury vaults, that will be held there asan idle surplus. At the 
end of the present fiscal year this surplus will have reached the enor- 
mous sum of $140,000,000. If this is continued, in time our money, 
instead of flowing in the channels of business, where it is needed, will 
be held in uselessness as a monument to our financial folly, and as a 
temptation for wasteand extravagance. Then oneof two policies must 
be adopted—that of getting the surplus back into business circulation, 
or that of stopping its accumulation. Ican think of but three ways 
of accomplishing the first. These are, increased appropriations, the 
payment of the public debt, or some plan of national improvements 
and defenses. Inasmuch as our appropriations are already liberal and 
ample, no sound policy could warrant any material increase; and un- 
necessary extravagance under all circumstances is inexcusable and to 
be condemned. It is true that an overflowing Treasury invites and 
produces waste and extravaganceand reckless expenditures. We have 
but to look at the Calendar of this Congress to see the effect of our sur- 
plus in the revival of rejected claims, stale demands, and in the various 
schemes brought forward to extract money from the Treasury. 

The maintenance of a government at best is expensive, and inas- 
much as the great mass of our people are not burdened with a sur- 
plus of their own, every expenditure and the administration of every 
branch of our Government should be controlled by economy. If our 
public debt were due, or could be paid off upon any terms of fairness 
or equity, we might find temporary relief in unloosing our money by 
taking up our bonds. But believing as I do that our bondholders have 
been the recipients of too many favors by past Congressional legisla- 
tion, I ean not believe that just legislation, or statesmanship, or fair- 
ness to the people who bear the burdens of taxation will permit us to 
pay the enormous premiums that are being demanded. Certainly 
something more than the necessity of collecting an unnecessary tax is 
needed to justify the payment of an undue obligation at the premiums 
asked. Besides, if this policy were followed it could only be tempo- 
rary at best. As to the system of national improvements I have heard 
no specific plan suggested. There are some internal improvements 
that tend to cheapen the transportation, and even the improvement of 
our Navy that might be judiciously followed. But these can be done at 
a very small sum as com to the millions of surplus. 

The necessity for any system of defenses against foreign countries or 
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foreign foes has no more substance to it than the shadow of this Capitol. 
If we pass just laws bearing alike upon all people, exacting no tax from 
one class for the benefit of another, stay the possibility of one man ac- 
cumulating millions from the small tributes laid upon the masses, rec- 
ognize neither class, section, nor individual interests in legislation, 
we need have no fear of any foe, foreign or domestic. Every fireside 
and hearthstone will furnish muscle and courage and patriotism that 
will be ample protection at all times against all invasions and all coun- 
tries Then, if there can be no expenditure brought forward by sound 
public policy, suggested by liberal appropriations and controlled by 
economy, by which our money vaults may be relieved and their hold- 
ings returned to commerce, our only relief must rest in checking the 
- accumulation of the surplus. If there can be no proper or legitimate 
avenue through which to return the surplns, there must be some way 
of keeping our money in the hands of business by decreasing our reve- 
nue to the necessities or wants of the Government when economically 
administered. How can this bedone? Either by repealing our inter- 
nal-revenue laws or by a reduction of customs duties. 

If there can be found no better way of checking the surplus than by 
the repeal of the internal- revenue laws, I certainly prefer that plan to 
anunn extravagance of expenditure, because I do not think 
the Government should collect one cent for any other purpose than the 
economical needs of the country. On the other hand, by extending 
the free-list and making such reductions as suggested in the present 
bill, the surplus will be reduced between seventy and eighty millions. 
The first method will give us cheaper whisky, beer, and tobacco. The 
other will give us cheaper material with which to build our houses and 
to furnish them, 3 implements with Which to work, and cheaper 
clothing for our families. Whisky and tobacco are not used by our 
wives and children, are not necessary to the personal comfort of the 
individual or the happiness of the family, and are voluntarily used as 
a matter of extravagance and luxury and may be voluntarily discon- 
tinued with benefit to person, business, home, and community. On 
the other hand, the lumber, paint, glass, bolts, hinges, and nails in our 
houses, the blankets and furniture in our bed-rooms, the cooking-stove, 
pots, kettles, and pans in the kitchen, even tne tableware and our 
clothing—in a word, every one of the four thousand articles that bear a 
tariff tax—are necessary in business or to personal or home comfort, and 
every dollar of tax paid upon them that is not needed by the Govern- 
ment or collected for the wants of the Government is an inexcusable 
folly and a burden as wrongful and unjust as was ever legislated upon 
a free and intelligent people. 

Again, the tax on whisky and tobacco goes to the Government, while 
only about one-fifth of the tariff tax reaches the Government, and the 
other four-fifths go to the protected industries. In the first case the 
tax is paid to support the Government, and in the other case it goes to 
the support of the protected industries. Unless, then, there is some 
compensation to those who help to support these industries, some re- 
turned benefit or gain, our sense of fairness, of just and equal laws, 
our belief that our laws should fall fairly and evenly on all alike, 
ce us to declare for this bill Against a repeal of the internal-revenue 

W. 

This leads us to the second question. What effect will the passage 
of this bill have upon the country at large? Or, in other words, is a 
tax for protection or a tax for revenue the true and sound policy of 
our Government? 

A protective policy indicates that there are two interests in the coun- 
8 one that receives the protection and the one that pays for it. 
In this free land, where self-reliance and independence are inhaled in 
the very air we breathe, there should be some sound reason for requir- 
ing by legislative act that those who are engaged in the hundreds of en- 
terprises and businesses that are not protected should contribute to the 
support of the few who are engaged in the protected industries by pay- 
ing them a royalty for their goods in the shape of a tariff. There are 
yarious reasons assigned. One says our infant industries can not be 
developed without protection. Another says it helps our capital to 
pay better wages. Another says it keeps out foreign goods that repre- 
sent cheap or pauper labor of Europe. Another says it has enriched 
the protected industries, and thereby the manufacturing States. An- 
other says it gives us a home market. In a word, all our prosperity, 
our improvements, our civilization, our inventions, and genius are the 
outcroppings of a protective system. 

But, tor the sake of argument, we may reduce all these claims to 
three general propositions that are claimed by our Republicans. They 
claim 

First. It helps capital invested in these industries that are protected 
to develop and increase their business; 

Second. It assists the manufacturer in paying better wages; and 

Third. It indirectly helps everybody else by giving us a home market. 

Whatever reason there may have been for aiding infant industries 
when onr country was new and unpeopled, there certainly can be none 
at the present day founded on the needs capital has for protection. 

We have but to read the speech recently delivered by the gentleman 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to satisfy us on that point. 
He boasted that New England, with but one-thirteenth of the popula- 
tion of the country, had one-eighth of the wealth; that protection had 


brought her $650,000,000 that she had invested in manufactories; that 
she has $575,000,000 in her sa¥ings-banks, or more than one-half of all 
in the country; and in addition to all this— 5 

has millions of capital invested in loans on property in Western cities, in West- 
ern, Southern, and trans-continental railways. 

And he might have added that she has nineteen of the forty-three 
trust companies. This magnificent showing, it is claimed, is due tothe 
benign influence of a protective tariff. As to just how many millions of 
wealth it has made for them we are not told; but may wenot ingnire, 
ifit brought you millions of dollars, from whence came it? The answer 
must be from the millions of other people engaged in the other avo- 
cations of life; from every person who has paid 30, 40, 50, and 60 per 
cent. of tariff on the goods they used. If protection has added one 
million or one hundred millions to their wealth, it has as certainly 
taken that amount from the earnings of the rest of the country. 

Who are the people who have paid this? The farmers and the me- 
chanics, the carpenters and the blacksmiths, the butchersand the bakers, 
the tailors and the seamstresses, the laborers and servant girls, those 
making agricultural implements, every person who uses the protected 
articles. Do they boast of their ious by the millions? Work 
to them at best is hard. By the sweat of their brows they are willing 
to earn their living, but when they are required to work extra time to 
pay tariff prices for all they buy from those who already boast their 
millions, work indeed becomes bitter, and ially so when they see 
that this same money is loaned back to them at 8, 9, and 10 per cent., 
invested in their State, county, and city bonds, and controlling their 
railroads and freights. ; 

I do not care to challenge the gentleman’s boast. New England is 
as much to me as tohimself. Her rocks and hills are as dear to me as 
the fields of Illinois. The murmur of the ocean upon her shores is as 
musical as the ripple of the Mississippi. Her Webster and Hancock 
and Adams are held in as much veneration as a Lincoln or a Douglas. 
In our prattling infancy we were taught to love the historic fields and 
heroes of New England. While our love and patriotism are confined 
to no locality or range, but to every section as one country, we would 
like to know why New England should be blessed at our expense and 
disadvantage? 

Strip us of unequal laws and legislative disadvantages and put us on 
the footing of self-reliance and independence, and how will any of the 
New England States compare with Illinois? Has nature spread ont the 
blessings of her hands more abundantly anywhere than in Illinois? 
Rivers and lakes second to none wash her banks. A soil in richness 
beyond compare, one vast garden blooming with its products, and yet 
you boast we are poor as compared to the manufacturing States. You 
boast of the millions that have been filched from us by the system of 
tariff and put into your enterprises and savings-banks. You boast of 
owning our mortgages, of buying our city and county bonds, of con- 
trolling our railroads, and yet you ask us to continue to pay the bur- 
dens of a tariff to add to your already incalculable wealth. 

We are ready and willing to pay all the necessary expenses of Gov- 
ernment, but every dollar that is collected unnecessarily or exacted of 
us to give to you as a favor or bounty is as unjust as if it were collected 
by the hand of tyranny to support an idle and haughty aristocracy. 

The silent and speechless pyramids of Egypt, that for fifty centuries 
have been a living and visible monument to the world of the tyranny 
that filched and forced labor and money from the slaves and unfortunate 
subjects of Cheops, are but one degree removed from the effect of that 
policy which, to give millions of aid to one enterprise by extracting it 
from another, withdraws from business its capital and piles up that 
other monument of folly, $140,000,000 of idle surplus. Abuses in tax- 
ation and the raising of revenue have ever been a favorite way of ex- 
ercising tyranny. 

It has been the peculiar boast of the English-speaking people that 
they have ever guarded themselves from such abuses, There has been 
more than one John Hampden to oppose unjust taxation. Every chap- 
ter of history has furnished its Hampden. The very harrow that pre- 
pared our country for freedom and independence was England’s pro- 
tective policy that required the western colonies to pay a tax upon the 
various articles they used. And the very spirit that opposed the stamp 
act and the tea tax rises in the West to-day and challenges the wisdom 
of a protective policy that lays a 47 per cent. tax on what the West 
buys and thereby increases the already enormous wealth of the East. 

I am not a strong believer in millionaires. It means poverty some- 
where, It is too powerful. It crushes independence, enslaves labor, 
and sets at defiance law. If, instead of advocating a protective policy 
that starts the little streams from the pockets of the millions into the 
treasury of the millionaire, you could find some measure to reverse the 
current and empty his millions into the pockets of the masses, you 
would indeed be called blessed. 

Bishop Spaulding says, in a recent article in the Forum: 

A democracy where the millions own not! and the few own millions 
must fall a prey to socialistic, communistic, and anarchic turbulences, and 
though so far there is no proper soil here for such germs to siron in, the pol- 
icy which uses all the powers of government to build nests 


or paupers, who 
like unfledged birds shal! eat only when capitalists drop food into their mouths, 
will soon supply the lacking conditions. 


But we are told if we reduce the duties, the importation of foreign 
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goods will stop our manufactories, will throw out of employment the 
workmen of those industries, or reduce their wages. I will answer this 
by quoting from the excellent speech of the Chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee. He says: 

It will do nothing of the sort. What will we import, and what did we import 
when prices rose and the duties fell in 1880? We imported more of the same 
articles which we were importing before the prices rose. We will import more 
of the re we can not produce or which can be produced cheaper in other 
countries than at home. If we look to our table of imports in 1880, we will see 
that over sixty millions of the increase was of articles in the free-list and about 
one hundred and twenty-five millions in the dutiable list. Theincrease of im- 
ports free of duty will not hurt the manufacturer or the laborer. 

We always import more coffee, more tea, more of everything that is required 
to meet the wants of the people when prices are high, because when prices are 
high the country is more prosperous and the people are better able to buy and 
pay for what they want, and the tariff is then lower and dutiable articles are 
more largely imported to compete for sale with the home products. In look- 
ing through our consumption statement we see that a certain line of articles 
are imported from year to year; then observing the periods when prices are 
high and the tariff low you will see that the same articles are imported in 
larger quantities. 

Our manufacturers do not then stop. They go on with increased activity. 
They did not stop in 1880 when the large importation setin. It gave them re- 
newed life; their wheels flew faster, their machinery worked more constantly, 
and their operatives were all employed. 

The same was claimed when a bill was brought into this House to 
repeal the tax on quinine. In 1878 it bore a heavy duty, and there 
were five firms, employing five hundred men at $1.50 per diem, engaged 
in its manufacture, and it sold at an average of $3.50 an ounce. It was 
virtually a tax on health and considered a hardship on account of its 
universal use. The same objections were used then as now—importa- 
tion of foreign goods, closed manufactories, and idle workmen. The 
duty was removed, and what was the result? We have, in the ten 
years since, twelve instead of five firms, more than twice the number 
of workmen, quinine selling at 50 cents instead of $3.50 an ounce, and 
thousands of dollars worth sold in Paris and London, the very home 
of the competition that was feared. 

Whatever is imported has no need of protection, and whenever our 
goods leave our shores for foreign markets protection should cease. Go 
through the list and you will finda large number of the protected indus- 
tries that are exporting their goods and competing with pauper ’’ made 
goods at the ‘‘pauper’s’’? home. We find our coal is selling from Eng- 
land to Venezuela, our lumber shipped even to China, and our cutlery 
sold all over Europe. Even the Pittsburgh Gazette, which is not only a 
high-tariff paper, but is published at the home of the protected indus- 
tries, boasts that the Pittsburgh steel works have established a number 
of branch houses in Europe, India, and Australia. 

Wherever our goods go, Wherever we are compelled to seek a market 
for our produce, there ought to be some exchange of trade. Commerce 
can not be one-sided. If we wish to sell our goods and produce to for- 
eign countries, we must be willing to take whatever they have to ex- 
change for them. 

But, says the protectionist, if we exchange the goods and produce 
which we are compelled to send abroad to find a market for foreign 
goods, will that not lessen the consumption of our home manufactures 
and thereby injure our own industries and the labor they employ? 

In this country labor is honorable in all our various industries, and 
its interest should be consulted whenever legislation may affect it. 
There are, according to the last census, over 17,000,000 of persons in 
the various industrial pursuits. Of these, 7,670,497 are employed in 
agriculture; 2,934,876 are domestic servants and laborers; 1,139,362 are 
in professional service; 1,810,256 are employed in trade and t: rta- 
tion; 1,214,023 are carpenters, blacksmiths, masons, butchers, bakers, 
tailors, seamstresses, plasterers, etc., leaving 2,623,089 persons engaged 
in those manufacturing industries that claim to be benefited by pro- 
tection. 

We would not answer that because these are in so small a minority 
their interest must yield to that of the majority. 

We assert, first, that the price of labor is not controlled by a tariff 
law further than what demand is thereby made for it. No one meas- 
ures the wages by the profits he makes. It makes no difference whether 
a man is making 10 or 100 per cent. profit, he no more pays the employé 
more than he is compelled to pay in the market at the place of hiring 
than he pays the farmer more for his wheat and pork than it com- 
mands in the market. He is not in business for that purpose and does 
not do business in that way. He gets his labor in the market and at 
the market price, the same as he does the various material and product 
that he uses. The ‘hail-storms of statistics that have been showered 
upon the House to prove that labor is benefited by protection prove 
nothing of the sort. 

It is no argument to compare the wages of this country with free- 
trade England. The difference is in advantages. The great West, 
that has been furnishing homes for Europe’smillions furnishes a check 
to starving wages. Compare Germany and France, with their protec- 
tion, to free-trade England if you want a true comparison, and you will 
find England pays much better wages. From what countries do our 
great flood of immigrants come—from free-trade England or the high- 
tariff countries? You might as well compare England with China as 
our country with England to establish the question of the policy of 
government that will better the laboring classes. But did not tho gen- 


tleman from Texas prove conclusively that while the American gets 
much better wages for a day’s work than the Englishman he turns cut 
so much more finished work in a day that he really receives less wages 
on the articles made? It is simply the superiority of every branch of 
industry in this country over that of Europe. If the tariff could be 
so collected as to be paid or distributed to the workmen in whose in- 
terest it is now asked the burden might be borne with less complaint. 

But does not each of these 2,600,000 workmen in protected industries 
bear some of the burdens of the tariff? Does he not see his earnings 
go in the 47 per cent. tariff on all that he buys for himself and family? 
And how about the other fourteen and one-half millions of other peo- 
ple in the various industrial pursuits from whom the tax is continually 
taken and to whom no benefit comes? - 

Are not the thousands of servant girls who work fourteen and fifteen 
hours a day to be allowed to complain when they see their small earn- 
ings melting away under the 47 per cent. tariff which they pay upon 
the dresses, and shoes, and underwear, and everything else that they 
buy? 

The laboring man in the most humble walk of life is taxed to help 
capital, and if he asks for protection, who heeds his cry? Does not 
capital, that is so afraid of the pauper labor of Europe, without even a 
tinge of remorse or pity fill his place with the very Jabor it so much 
fears? 

Do the thousands of seamstresses that work all day and borrow day- 
light from the candle to support themselves and families get protection 
from our Government? Do they amass fortunes, own stone fronts, buy 
our bonds or hold our mortgages, and yet they must pay their mite on 
all they buy to support capital. y 

Several gentlemen in their ecstacy over the innumerable blessings 
which they seem to think comes from a protective policy, have grown 
eloquent over our Western industries. 

These industries manufacture agricultural implements. From the 
Tenth Census we find that there were, in 1880, in the State of Illinois, 
220 establishments making agriculturalimplements. The total amount 
of capital invested in these manufactories was $11,306,955. They em- 
ployed 7,300 persons, to whom they paid in wages $3,186,999. They 
paid for their lumber $1,332,201 and for their iron and steel $3,498,- 
414. Lumber has an average duty of 16 per cent, and iron and steel 
an average duty of 40 per cent. At the above rate of duty the manu- 
facturers paid on their lumber over $180,000 and on their iron and 
steel $1,097,000. This would make a total tariff tax of $1,277,000 
paid on the lumber, iron, and steel, or more than one-third of the 
amount of all the wages paid by those establishments. How these 
industries, their employés, or those to whom their goods are sold are 
benefited I can not understand. 

Mr. Buford, a manufacturer of Rock Island, Ili., says: 


There is not one article that we make that isin the least benefited by the tariff. 
On the contrary almost everything that we buy is enhanced by the tariff, and of 
course our customers in turn have to pay more for what they buy of us. Almost 
every manufacturer in the West labors under this disadvantage. We shipa 
mgo amount of our products abroad where we have to compete with foreign 
makers, 


The manager of the Deere & Co. Plow Works, at Moline, Ill., which 
turned out one hundred thousand plows in 1881, says— 


That the cost of every implement turned out by his house is enhanced 15 to 
25 per cent. by the present tariff, with no compensating benefit. 


Our Western industries are establishments that make plows, culti- 
yators, corn-planters, hay-presses, wagons, mowers, reapers, harvesters, 
the various agricultural implements, stoves, boilers, engines, ete. Tell 
me how they are protected ? 

Does not the Jumber which they use, the iron and steel and paint, 
every article that enters into the manufacture of their goods, except 
that of brain and muscle, come to their doors loaded with a tariff duty, 
which they must pay? They have grown and flourished not by reason 
of a tariff, but in spite of it. 

If they could get their material, whether you call it raw or not, free 
of duty could they not pay better wages, put more money into their 
pockets, and sell their goods cheaper to the farmer? With no protec- 
tion for their business, and paying a protection on all the material they 
use, they have made the greatest advancement in all industries in the 
country. With the whole world as a competitor they have no compe- 
tition. You might as well claim that the satellites of Jupiter, the 
changes of the moon, the ebb and flow of the tide, or even the Christian 
salvation are the result of protection as that the success of the agricul- 
tural-implement industry of the West is due to such a cause. 

But the protectionist says, We supply you with a home market.“ 
Home market is a phrase as seductive as protective.“ Our 60,- 
000,000 people are to be fed and clothed whether we have protection 
or not. Let us see where the farmer’s market is. From the census 
report of 1880 the total sum of farm products was about $2,500,000. 000. 
Of this sum $586,000,000 were sold abroad, leaving $1,914,000,000 that 
were consumed at home. As the 2, 623, 009 of persons employed in those 


industries that are protected are less than one-sixth of the persons 
engaged in all other kinds of industries and business, it is fair to sup- 
pose that only one-sixth of the home consumption was used by them. 
This would make $319,000,000 of home market as against $586,000, 
000 of foreign market. How does this furnish a home market? 


J 
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Do the Western people consult the quotations of produce in New Eng- 
land when they are seeking a market? One gentleman spoke of how 
the establishment of one industry furnished a better local market for 
the farmer. A better market ſor what? Garden produce and such things 
that have only a local market. The great staples of the farm, her wheat 
and corn and oats, her pork and cattle, are not affected by local markets. 
The New Englander buys the Illinois and Kansas wheat for the same 
price that he pays for New England wheat. 

The whole world is the market for these staples of the farm, and if 
a large amount of them are sold abroad does not that foreign market 
ultimately control the home market? Now, when you send the farmer 
abroad with his $586,000,000 of produce to sell in a foreign market 
why not permit him to exchange it for the goods he needs? Suppose 
he does, and when he has returned, after paying his freight both ways, 
and enters his own country, what does he find? That he must sell 
from one-third to one-half of his goods to pay the duty on the balance. 
If he be told, on inquiring why this is done, that it is to support the 
Government, to bear its necessary expense, you will hear no com- 
plaint. The farmers are as patriotic and respond as readily to the de- 
mands of the Government as any class of people. But when you tell 
him that it is not needed by the Government, that it is not collected 
for that purpose, but it isa tribute laid to protect and sustain those 
infant industries whose presidents and directors and stockholders num- 
ber their possessions by the hundreds of thousands and millions, he does 
complain, and is justified in complaining. 

From reliable statistics I find that from 1860 to 1883 the agricult- 
urists have sold in European markets breadstuffs, provisions, and cot- 
ton to the value of $8,000,000,000. What became of this enormous 
sum? Ifthe farmer will examine the tariff list he will find where a 
large portion of it has gone; he will find that he has paid a tariff 
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And so on through the list of all the things he buys. Even the farm - 
ing utensils with which he raises his crops bear their average burden 
of the 47 per cent. tariff, while the twine with which he binds his wheat 
costs him one cent a bushel for the blessings of tariff. When he com- 
mences to complain tell him the truth if you dare. Explain to him 
that but one-fifth of those various sums goes to the Government and 
the other four-fifths go to those who make the protected goods. 

If he is not surprised at this, tell him further that the Government 
does not need all or even the fractional part that it receives, but is hold- 
ing it in idleness when he and his neighbors are needing it in their 
business. Will he not say, Why am Iunnecessarily taxed?” Nou an- 
swer Jo develop the various industries of the country.” Will he 
not reply, Who helped me to clear my farm, build my fences, and 
break up prairie sod? I came here when it wasa frontier and with 
but few advantages, littlemarket, and few of the necessaries of life, and 
by my own industry tamed and improved this farm. Let the develop- 
ments of the country rest with American energy, enterprise, and brains 
without being trammeled by forced development. We boast of our 
free schools, free speech, free institutions; and add to the freedom we 
now have free commerce, and our industries will develop themselves. 
Blessed as our country is by nature, our thousand hills stored with 
mineral, our forests of magnificent timber, our broad lakes and ex- 
tensive rivers for transportation, with the richest soil beneath the sky, 
we ueed no other incentive to possess these riches and develop this 
meteor eh than the ambition and energy and enterprise of the American 

E. g 

Some of our protectionists have seen fit to lecture our Irish friends 
for adhering to what they style an English policy. I would say to 
them, it is never safe to enact laws from prejudice; but if I mistake 
not the references were more unfortunate than that. “What is our po- 
sition on this side of the House? We ask that the inequalities of law 


shall be remedied; that favoritism shall stop, class legislation be wiped 
out and all our people put on equal footing, and the race of life left to 


merit, energy, and ability. In this free land of ours, blessed by all the 
riches that a bountiful Providence could bestow, no power, country, or 
people can frighten us by competition in any field. 

Is not this what Ireland has asked for, what she has demanded and 
fought for for five centuries? It is not free trade that she complains of, 
but free people she demands; that an Irishman and an Englishman shall 
stand on equal footing before the law. She asks to have the tariff of 
English landlords removed, to wipe out the laws that draw tribute from 
her people to support a favored class in England, when there is no bene- 
fit returned to them. It is home rule she demands. These are the 
questions that Ireland, weak, depopulated, and butchered, has fought 
for for five hundred years. Ireland, that has and adorned every 
branch of English history, furnished Eng her greatest statesmen, 
most brilliant orators, her poets, historians, and even her master sol- 
dier, the great Wellington, single and alone has fought England step 
by step; England, almost all-powerful on land and sea; England, that 
knew no master in the Levant; that alone could stay the imperial 
march of the mighty Napoleon, Ireland has fought her for five hun- 
dred years to strike down the hated high tariff of England’s landlords, 
and to-day, with the aid of that incomparable Gladstone, bids fair to 
win her victory. 

Do not chide the Irishman for opposing unjust and unequal laws, 
they are his enemy everywhere. The spirit born in him at his birth; 
moving in every fiber of his existence, and ceasing only at his death, 
is opposed to them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair intended at this point to recognize 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Nuttin] for fifteen minntes, but 
does not see him in the Hall. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] is now entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would prefer that the de- 
bate should alternate, if any gentleman on the other side is ready to 
address the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York Mr. Nurrina] 
is not present on account of illness. 

Mr. MILLS. Before the gentleman from Arkansas Task 
that he may be allowed to speak without limit of time—a courtesy 
which has been accorded to all other members of the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Mr. MASON. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILIS] asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from may be per- 
mitted to speak without limitation as to time. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MILLS. This courtesy has been extended to every other mem- 
ber of the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. MASON. I simply wanted to ask 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mason] 
will not object. 

Mr. MASON. I have not objected; I only wanted to know how long 
a time the gentleman from Arkansas would occupy. There are some 
of us who have been waiting some time for an opportunity to speak. 

Mr. MILLS. We have extended every courtesy to the other side of 
the House in extending time and in lengthening sessions, ete., inorder 
that everybody might be accommodated. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the gentleman from Arkansas should speak 
two hours, it would not interfere with the time of the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Mason]. a 

Mr. MASON. Ionly wanted to know whether the gentleman woul 
have the privilege of speaking all day. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. z 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Texas? The Chair hears none. 

LMI. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, withholds his remarks for revis 
on. See APPENDIX. ] 3 


Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, in response to the gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat, I take the liberty of saying, in 
behalf of gentlemen on this floor who are the friends of the protective 
system, that while many of us are ready to admit that some revision 
of the present tariff system may be desirable, we are not willing to 
entrust that revision to gentlemen who avow themselves as hostile to 
the principle of protection. We fear the Greeks even when bearing 
gifts; and we can not but distrust the professions of friendship which 
our friends on the other side are making in favor of the principle of 

tion. 

The national Treasury is congested. Our income is greater than our 
needs. This isan admitted evil, and its arrest is the burning question 
of the hour. How shall it be done? This is the practical problem 
given for our solution. The way to its speedy determination is open, 
easy, and certain. A dozen lines cutting down internal-revenue taxa- 
tion $75,000,000 would bring instant relief. This method, or the free- 
list, or both, to the extent employed will work exact arithmetical re- 
sults. Nothing else can or will. Reduction of imposts will enhance 
the evil, bringing only increased importation and increase of revenue. 
Men may deny this, but it is a truth proved by experience and recorded 
in our recent history. 

To illustrate. During the three years from 1881 to 1883, inclusive, 
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we imported 2,939,226 apg of worsted cloth, on which we collected 


duties amounting to $2,456,548.03; while in the succeeding three 
years, under the operation of the act of 1883, which reduced the tariff 
on these and all woolen goods, we imported 12,966,493 pounds of 
worsted cloth, and collected as duties thereon during the same period, 
$7,367,411.65, an increase of revenue on that one item, over the three 
preceding years, of $4,910,863.62. And during the same period, under 
the tariff amendment of 1883 alluded to, the te increase on 
all the woolens imported was $11,465,503.27. It goes without saying 
that if you reduce duties, by as much as they are reduced, by so much 
do you open the flood-gates of foreign importation, and the foreign 
manufacturer, ever alert and watchful for an opening to our market, 
pours his surplus upon us in threefold volume. 

The instance cited, one of many, of the effect of a recent reduction of 
duties upon a single class of articles, should be instructive. In the face 
of such and so recent an experience touching the very pivotal point of 
the pending controversy, who dares to affirm, with the confidence which 
is born of reason and experience, that the proposed reduction in the bill 
before the House will diminish the aggregate customs revenue under 
existing law? Will the honorable chairman of the committee venture 
to predict with any remote degree of approximation to accuracy, how 
or to what extent these reductions will affect importations of the v ari 
ous articles enumerated? 

If he should make candid reply, and I am sure he would make no 
other, he would doubtless admit that importations would increase. 
pressed further with the question—to what probable extent ?—I feel 
quite sure that the same candor would extort confession of absolute 
ignorance. Let us not forget the precise point at issue, to wit: By 
what method shall we relieve the Treasury of its congestion? I take 
the President at his word. I emphasize the evil ‘condition ’’ which he 
condemns, and which he has made the subject of his annual message, 
to the exclusion of every other national interest, domestic and foreign. 

Whatever we do or attempt in the premises must therefore be re- 
garded as a means to that one great end. Will the method of reduc- 
tion proposed by the Mills bill reduce the aggregate revenue now de- 
sired from the enumerated articles to the extent of such aggregate re- 
duction? Certainly not; for there will be large increase of importa- 
tion. But to what extent? Quien sabe? Nobody knows. There is 
an uncertain factor in the problem, indeterminable in value. We are 
thrown into the realm of pure conjecture. To the extent of the amount 
covered by the free-list as pro: twenty-two millions, and the pro- 
posed internal-revenue reduction, twenty-four millions, the bill meets 
the point; but how about the thirty-odd millions of surplus remaining, 
and what if increased importations add as much more? For I beg to 
assure my friends on the other side that the ebb and flow of trade are 
under Jaws as inexorable as the law of gravity. 

You can not lessen by the smallest degree the barriers to foreign im- 
porshon and avoid the full measure of inflow your opening affords. 

you could cut duties and at tHe same time hold the inflow at its 
present volume, you could compute arithmetical results. But the mo- 
ment your artificial barrier is lessened or removed, a law, not of your 
making and beyond your control, comes into play, and your prophecies 
will fail, and the grizzly monster, the surplus, will grin mockingly in 
the scared faces of your successors in office. 

But is this the real object its author, or authors (for its paternity is 
somewhat nebulous), and its promoters and friends in this country and 
in England have in view? 

The existing surplus is only a stalking horse. It is made the pre- 
text and occasion of a general assault all along the Democratic line 
upon the protective system. The President leads the charge. The 
distinguished gentleman from Texas, the eloquent member from Ken- 
tucky, the able and accomplished Speaker of the House, with all their 
Southern allies, still clinging to traditions born of a vanished system, 
have struck hands with the theorists and doctrinaires and importers 
and the disciples of Cobden on both sides of the sea, and declared un- 
relenting war upon the great American system of protection. 

The air is resonant with furious declamation in denunciation of its 
enormities, Savage phrases and unsavory similes are unsparingly flung 
atit. It is robbery, it is fraud, it is unjust, it builds up monopolies, 
it defrauds the laborer of his hire, it swells the coffers of the rich, it 
carries desolation and misery and scatters the seeds of poverty and pau- 
perism. The brilliant Kentucky editor, always honest in his utterances, 
styles it a painted harlot. From the plains of Texas, from the wilds 
of Arkansas, from the recesses of Tennessee, from the savannahs of 
Carolina, and from the swamps of Mississippi we hear the same dolefal 
wail over the wrongs and oppressions which the tariff inflicts upon the 
free, intelligent, energetic, prosperous, self-supporting, well-fed, and 
well-paid laboring men of the great industrious North. And when our 
eloquent friends on the other side tire of the rhetorical display of these 
imaginary evils they turn to prophecy and unfold visions of material 
glory and prosperity under the banner of free trade such as eye hath 
not seen,“ nor hath entered into the imagination of any other than a 
free-trader to conceive. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been sailing these many days on a sea of rhe- 
torical free-trade assumption, 

It has been assumed that the present tariff imposes an unjust and 
oppressive burden of taxation upon the people. 

* 


It has been assumed that an import duty enhances to its extent the 
cost to the consumer. , 

It has been assumed that protection does not increase wages, nor pre- 
vent their reduction. 

It has been assumed that with free raw material we can compete with 
the low-priced labor of other countries in the markets of the world. 

It has been assumed that the effect of protection has been to make 
the rich richer and the poor poorer. 

It has been assumed that the agricultural classes are not its benefi- 


ciaries. 

It has been assumed that the proposed reduction of duties would not 
injuriously affect the great cluster of industries concerned. 

It has been assumed that the people of the country demand the 
changes proposed. : z 

It has been assumed that the Mills bill will reduce income to the 
measure of our needs. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, every one of these assumptions rests in pure as - 
sertion, has not only been unproved, but isdemonstrably without founda- 
tion in fact or experience. 

Who complains of burdensome taxation? Where are the petitions 
of the farmers, the manufac and the great hosts of wage-workers 
in mine, and forge, and mill, and field asking relief? Whence comes 
this plaint? I hear the voice of Mr. MILES and his conferees on the 
committee and on the floor. It is echoed from the classic shades of 


If | Harvard and Yale. The Mugwump press takes up the refrain. The 


Democratic press dare not break with their only possible candidate on the 
eve of the election. I see, too, the hand of a foreigner resident in the 
city of New York, a very intelligent and enthusiastic apostle of free 
trade. No; Mr. Chairman, no voice nor sign comes from the people in 
favor of this measure. 

The door of the committee room swung free and on willing hinges to 
the representatives of free trade. It was shut to the people and their 
representatives. The laboring men, whose oppressions these gentlemen 
so bewail, vainly sought to enter their protest. The inventors and man- 
ufacturers, the creators and masters of great industries, who build cities 
and towns and promote great enterprises, who give remunerative em- 
ployment to hundreds of thousands of men, masters of their craft and 
eapable of wise suggestion even to the learned members of the commit- 
tee who turned their backs upon them, were denied access to the secret 
conclave. Farmers all over the land have showered petitions upon this 
body praying for better protection to their products, and yet gentle- 
men stand here in their places day after day and assume to represent 
the people as excessively taxed by the tariff and clamorons for relief. 
We are unable to trace the complaint beyond the mouth of the free- 
trader, 

Without intending the slightest discourtesy to any gentleman who 
has no doubt honestly persuaded himself of the truth of his belief, I 
must say the audacious effrontry of this assumption is almost sublime. 

A many times millionaire stood in his place here the other day and 
flung opprobrious names at the advocates of protection. He styled 
them ‘* Bourbons of the densest kind,” whatever that may mean. 
He said protective duties are ‘‘artificial restraints imposed upon the 
natural energies of the mass of men by ignorance, rapacity, and tyr- 
ranny for the benefit of the few,” etc. 

He spoke of the overburdened industry of the country from ex- 
cessive taxation, the proceeds of which do not pass into the Treasury, 
but go to the support of grasping monopolies,” etc. 

In view of this gentleman’s business career these utterances would 
seem to be intensely ironical, He is a citizen of the great State of Penn- 
sylvania. No candid student of the history of her magnificent indus- 
trial growth and development can justly deny her obligation therefor 
to the system the gentleman so bitterly assails. 

The accumulation of his own colossal fortune was made possible only 
under the conditions which protection afforded, and his own case is an 
illustration of the possibilities open to all of like gifts and enterprise 
through a system which fosters, encourages, stimulates, and rewards 
intelligent American thrift and Jabor in every field of human activity. 

But lest the gentleman may turn upon himself and himself 
as being a melancholy example of the disastrous effect of this semi- 
civilized,” Bourbon,“ „ignorant, “plundering,” “rapacious,” ‘‘ty- 
rannical” (I quote his phrases) policy of protection, let us see how this 
so-called ‘‘ excessive taxation, the proceeds of which,” he says, go 
to the support of grasping monopolies,” affects the people of his State. 

In the year 1886-87 the average amount of deposits of savings banks 
in Pennsylvania was $42,219,099, by 156,722 depositors, an average to 
each depositor of $269.39. This vast sum represents the wage-money 
accumulation of thepeople, and this is the perniciousresult of protection 
to the laboring people of Pennsylvania. This is not rhetoric, nor as- 
sumption, nor prophecy—it is fact. 

Example is better than assumption; the facts of experience afford 
sound premises forwiseconclusion. Gorgeous rhetoric and impassioned 
oratory are admirable; they have full swing in the realm of fancy and 
imagination, Our friends on the other side, cutting loose from the re- 
straints of fact, revel and cavort in the airy fields of conjecture. 

Here is the great State of Pennsylvania crowned with all the visible 
evidences of affluent p ity. Her thriving cities and towns are 
thronged with busy multitudes; her agricultural products feed the hon- 
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est workers at remunerative prices. Her colleges, schools, lyceums, 
libraries, churches, and her charitable institutions are witnesses of the 
intelligence and Christian civilization of her people; and her laboring 
classes have more than forty-two millions cash deposit in her savings 
institutions. But to make refutation more complete, let us take a 
broader illustration: In eighteen States, including Maryland, Dela- 
ware, North Carolina, and the District of Columbia, embracing in 1880 
a population of 28,500,000, the aggregate amount of deposits in their 
savings-banks in the year 1886-’87 was $1,235,247,371, credited to 
3,418,013 depositors, being an average to each depositor of $361.39. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the fruitage of the protective system. Itisno 
ſuncy-drawn sketch. It is not rhetorical rot. It is the solid, proved, 
tangible, computable, arithmetically demonstrated object-lesson which 
the industrious laboring men of this country of every craft and pursuit 
bring to this Congress in refutation of the fallacious assumptions of the 
free-trade theorists. How aptly this tremendous accumulation of wage 
earnings, unparalleled in history and impossible in any other country 
or under any other system, illustrates the words of a New England 
poet—not Lowell: 

After all your golden dreams) 
Of golden fountains and golden streams, 
The sweat of patient labor seems 

The true Pactolian water. 

Mr, Chairman, the rich, the corporations, the monopolists, the trusts 
do not deposit their money in the savings-banks, and I point to the 
financial exhibit referred to as a refutation of the assertion so stoutly 
affirmed by the distinguished gentleman from Texas and so often reit- 
erated by others on that side, that protective duties benefit only the 
employer. And I point to it asa triumphant vindication of the protect- 
ive system. 

The message of the President, so much commended by the British 
press as being in their interest, isa very curious document. Its osten- 
sible excuse was the surplus which the President coolly charges to the 
tariffsideof the revenue. His argument reduced to terms is this: Here 
is a surplus of, say, eighty millions annually beyond the needs of the 
Government; to that extent taxation is excessive, therefore tariff duties 
are excessive. The conclusion is forced, and its motive is hostility to 
protection and its purpose its destruction; and so he proceeds to assail 
the tariff, and while professing friendly regard for imperiled industries, 
he recommends legislation which even his free-trade followers dare not 
approve. He would take nothing from the one hundred and nineteen 
millions of internal revenue; he would not disturb the whisky ring— 
that bulwark of Democracy and the mightiest organized foe of temper- 
ance in existence to-day in this country. 

Oh, no! There is a sentiment abroad cherished by many good people, 
greatly respected and encouraged, especially by the whisky ring, that 
whisky is a luxury and therefore should be taxed; and so it has come 
to pass that Uncle Sam is set to house and protect about $300,000,000 
worth of whisky for the benefit of the ring. This monstrous monopoly 
is entrenched in the very citadel of the Government, protected by law 
and the sleepless vigilance of a powerful lobby. 

The Presidential scheme was utterly impracticable, without enlarge- 
ment of the free-list to the point of general industrial destruction. Be- 
sides, the free-trade contingent, who had planned this raid, began to 
hear from the tobacco-growing districts, and the much-bepraised scheme 
was modified to meet the double exigency. 

The President accepts the situation, and now the Mills bill is the 
Democratic shibboleth. Notice is posted on the doors of the White 
House: No recalcitrant Democrat need apply here.” ¶ Laughter aud 
applause.] And this is modern Democracy. Fear of Executive dis- 
approval confronts every Representative who feels constrained to follow 
the dictates of his own judgment upon an economic question and to 
represent the interests of the constituency which elected him. The 
President assumes the rôle of dictator. He may and should give Con- 
gress information; he may recommend. It is not his province to dic- 
tate, even by indirection, what Congress shall do, or how any member 
shall vote. 

Weare not surprised, however, to see a distinguished Democrat who 
just now basks in the sunshine of Executive favor stand in his place 
here and proclaim that the bill which formulates the protective opin- 
ion of a brother Democrat still more distinguished than himself, but 
who does not bask, is a misbegotten, ill-shapen, portentous, unjus- 
tifiable monster, with no excuse for its existence and no purpose in its 
life but to obstruct the Democratic party.“ And here all the other 
baskers applaud. [Laughter.] A monster entitled to such a pictur- 
esque group of descriptive adjectives would adorn the greatest show 
on earth.“ It may be and doubtless is ‘‘portentous,’’ but if, as the 

tleman says, its purpose in life” and its ‘‘excuse for existence“ 
is to instruct the Democratic party, then may its existence be pro- 
longed until its righteous purpose is fully accomplished. 

Should this bill become a law, Mr. Chairman, it would paralyze every 
industry in my State. 

The flock-masters of Vermont, after more than half a century of care- 
ful and intelligent breeding from importations of Merino sheep origi- 
nally selected from the best flocks in Europe, have reached a standard 
of excellence in their product never yet surpassed in any country. 


These sheep have been sought and purchased by breeders in every 
State from Maine to California. ‘The masters of vast flocks in Austra- 
lia have come for them, and to-day a cargo of them, gathered in my 
own county, is on the sea bound for that distant colony, while still 
another is on its way to the Argentine Republic. 

This has become a great industry, beneficial alike to the breeders 
and to the wool producers, the standard of whose wool product is thus 
advanced and by renewals from time to time keptata high point as to 
quality and quantity. Years of patient study and labor and large ex- 
penditure of money have been necessary to work out this result, which 
has proved of inestimable value to the people at large of this country. 
If wool is put onthe free-list this industry ceases to exist, for let me 
assure the advocates of this measure that in this field, as in every 
other of American industry, the home market is the best, and is the 
great dependence of the breeder of fine sheep. When the home mar- 
ket is destroyed the motive for production ceases. It has been asserted 
here that this radical change will not seriously injure the farmers en- 
gaged in wool growing. This was especially asserted by my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL], who, I believe, keeps a lot of fancy, long- 
wooled sheep, but not a great many of them at that. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. How many do you call ‘‘agreat 
many?“ 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. When I speak of a great many” I 
refer to thousands. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. 
who has a thousand sheep? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. Oh, yes; many of them. And the 
gentleman’s sheep, as I understand, are not what we call in my part 
of the country wool-growing sheep. They have wool, to be sure, but 
the gentleman says himself that he puts mutton first and wool last. 
The gentleman does not look like a farmer and does not talk like a 
farmer, nor does he talk like a sheep-raiser. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Allow me to remark that under 
the present tariff the wool producers of this country have all gone 
largely into the mutton business, and killed a great part of their sheep, 
as we learn from the speeches delivered in this House. Under the 
present tariff we are all in the mutton business. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. How many sheep has the gentleman ? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, As I stated to the gentleman 
from Maine yesterday, it is difficult for a man to tell in the spring of 
the year how many sheep he has [laughter]; but I will say that from 
recent reports I have from 130 to 140. 

A MEMBER. Is that all? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. That is a much larger flock than 
the average of those in the State of Ohio for which gentlemen plead so 
earnestly in this Honse. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. The gentleman has a peculiar way of 
making up evidence. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. The average flocks of Ohio arc 
somewhere between thirty and forty sheep to a wool-grower. The wool 
of such a flock would be worth as much as the average of hen’s eggs on 
an Ohio farm. I will add that if all the wool of all the sheep in this 
country—and the flocks besides—were to be sold, they would not sup- 
port the number of people who with their families are represented on 
the other side as being engaged in wool-growing. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. I am very sorry, Mr. Chairman, that 
the great body of sheep-growers in this country, who, I think, might 
probably compare in intelligence on this subject with my friend from 
Massachusetts, do not agree with him on this point. He is in a very 
sad minority. It is a little singular that the wool-growers of this coun- 
try do not entertain any such opinions as my friend announces here. 
We have heard his views on this subject and his reasons for them. I 
am inclined to doubt altogether the accuracy of his statistics. He does 
not speak by the card.” He speaks a great deal from his inner 
consciousness. His statistics seem to flow forth without any partic- 
ular previous examination. | Laughter. ] 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. I wish the gentleman would 
speak louder, so that I could hear what he is saying. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It is difficult, Mr. Chairman, to credit 
gentlemen with sincerity when they assert this. The only compensa- 
tion offered is a cheaper blanket. When a farmer can buy a good suit 
of woolen clothes, ready-made, for $10; when under this abused sys- 
tem clothes and every article put to human use has been cheapened; 
When the farmers do not ask this change, when the manufacturers 
in whose interest professedly this action is proposed enter their united 
protest against it, when the laboring men do not ask it and do not want 
it, when in short nobody wants it, except the gentlemen on this floor 
who represent the traditions of another age and another system, the 
free-traders and the British manufacturers, it certainly seems passing 
strange that any sane man in the light of this undeniable situation can 
seriously claim that the destruction of a great industry, involving hun- 
dreds of millions of dollars, the property of more than a million of 
farmers, should be sacrificed at a blow upon a mere conjecture that if 
this is done he will get his clothes at less cost, and the manufacturer 
can export clothes to England and Germany in competition with the 
low-priced labor in those countries. 


Is there a farmer in your State 
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Those gentlemen who refuse to listen to the advice of the manufact- 
urer and would open to him the markets of the world, are wise only 
in their own conceit. 

Says Mr. Phillips, jr., a large woolen manufacturer of Massachusetts, 
opposed to free wool, ‘‘The world’s market is the great free-trade 
shadow-dance.’? And the whole case is tersely stated in the quotation 
from the Commercial Bulletin, of Boston, January 14, 1888, which I 
find in the views of the minority: 

In brief, with the removal of all duties on wool, * * è weshould not gain 
a cent's worth of foreign trade, for the other woolen-using countries, France, 
England, and Germany, could still undersell us in foreign markets with the 
help of their cheap labor, We should lose the fine-wool industry, which would 
be Leroi to South America and Australia, and we should also lose cheap 
mu . A 

My friends from Massachusetts does not deal in cheap mutton, I be- 
lieve. He sellss his mutton, I understand, at Young’s Hotel, Boston. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman allow me to 
have read a telegram which I have just received ? 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. It can be read after I close. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Iam much obliged to the gen- 
tleman. After he closes I will have it read. 

Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. If the ratio of increase of sheep in the 
United States prior to 1883, which was arrested by the reduction of the 
duty on wool in that year had continued, the number of sheep in 1887 
should have been 64,000,000, but it steadily declined to 45,000,000—a 
loss of about 6,000,000 in two years. In 1883 50,000,000 of sheep 
yielded 300,000,000 pounds of wool and 12,000,000 carcasses for food, 
and the total annual production was estimated at $120,000,000. The 
national organization of wool-growers represents 400,000 farmers. 
Their vast investment in this interest was made under the promise of 
protection. Will you, gentleman of the South, deny to the wool-grower 
what you gave to the rice-planter and the sugar-planter of your own 
region? Are sugar and rice less daily necessaries of the poor than the 
clothes he wears? Food is first in the list of necessaries. 

By a new classification you increase the duty on rice, you maintain 
the duty on sugar, which increases the cost of every meal to every fam- 
ily in this country, and you deal your free-trade blows at every North- 
ern industry. You come to the rescue of the Southern to wer. 
Coal and iron ore are dear to some of your Southern confreres, who 
will not sud port your bill if it slights their interests. So you say coal 
and ore are not raw material; but, coming a little farther North, you say 
wool and salt and lumber are raw material. 

You also class as raw material marble, which my State largely pro- 
duces, and of which there are rich deposits in Georgia, Tennessee, and 
many other States of this Union, still undeveloped or partially devel- 
oped. Northern enterprise has recently gone into Georgia and is open- 
ing quarries there. I saw a representative here the other day trying 
to get access to some member of this Committee on Ways and Means, 
to represent the injury which this proposed measure would do to these 
interests, which Northern capital is now endeavoring to develop so 
areatly to the benefit of the Southern people. You say that marble 
is raw material, although it costs more than twice the labor to cut a 
block of marble and put it into the mill that it does to saw it into 
slabs and fit for market; but then, gentlemen of the committee, how 
cculd you know this fact when you would not hear ex-Goyernor Proctor, 
of my State, who stands at the head of the interest in this country, 
and who has visited the quarries of Italy and carefully studied the 
whole problem? Nor could I appear before you and represent the case 
of my constituents. Your inner consciousness could evolve raw mate- 
rial; so down goes marble on the free-list. Millions are invested in its 
production. Thriving towns and thrifty peoples clustér about its scenes 
of operation. It pays wages averaging $1,75 per diem. For similar 
labor in Italy wages e from 20 to 75 cents per day, the latter sum 

ſor skilled labor. It employs more than twenty thousand men. The 
value of machinery used in quarrying marble alone is estimated at 
$1,200,000, and the aggregate value of the product was in 1883 over 
$31,000,000. 

As for everything else, ours is the best market for marble. 

The competition, however, is in the higher grade of marble, so that 
if it is put on the free-list production of high-grade marble will practi- 
cally cease, and the price of the lower-grade marble, which is that in 
general use, will increase because of limited production. 

So also wood-pulp is classed as raw materia]. Here is another great 
modern industry created by protection. Mills have been erected, ex- 
pensive machinery invented and manufactured, employment furnished 
to many thousands of laborers, and paper is cheaper than ever before. 
It is the same story so oft repeated in this country. Every protected 
industry ultimately cheapens the product. 

Nor does the Northern farmer, whose lot is cast along the Canadian 
border, escape your attention. On the Canadian side of the line land 
is cheaper, houses are poorer, the scale of living is much lower, and 
the rate of wages correspondingly lower. It is only because of our 
higher wages that the constant flow of emigration sets to our side from 
Canada, of which they make such complaint, and yet you propose to 
reduce our border farmers to the level of the Canadian standard by 
placing a considerable list of products common to both countries upon 
the free schedule. Is this fair and just? Is it wise or expedient? 


A protective tariff which guards American labor, which holds theduty 
squarely to the point of difference between our labor and that of any 
and all foreign countries, which maintains the principle that we should 
give preference to the employment of ourown people, which encourages 
industry in all diversified forms, has proved beneficent in every period 
of American history when on trial. It isasystem, and must be judged 
as such by its general scope and effects, It was not conceived in any 
class interest, and while its friends must admit that absolute justice in 
the adjustment of all details is a work ot great difficulty, yet, if upon 
the whole, it is so framed as to secure and advance the great general in- 
terests of the country and the people, it should deserve the support and 
commendation of the people. Under this system the great interests, 
farming and manufacturing, of employers and employed are interdepen- 
dent and mutually helpful. 

The conflicts between labor and capital, which have been referred to 
in this debate, aré not the result of starvation wages, nor even in many, 
perhaps a majority of cases, of low wages. They are born of a quick- 
ened intelligence and a clearer understanding of the just law of right 
which should govern the economic relations of men everywhere. The 
early methods may be clumsy and often faulty, as I think they have 
been, but these conflicts are the visible signs of life, and the steps and in- 
strumentalities of better adjustments. They are signs of life. Organ- 
ization, debate, the platform, and the newspaper will enlist attention, 
excite interest, induce reflection, and wise action will follow consid- 
eratedeliberation. If only our Southern friends will forbear to throttle 
the laborer by giving his employment to other people, or by cutting his 
wages to their beggarly standard, he will be—as the Labor delegates 
who vainly sought a hearing before the committee said—abundanily able 
to take care of himself and to secure his just share of the employer's 
profit, whether under the tariff or otherwise. Our Southern friends, 
who have arrayed themselves in very nearly solid phalanx against 
Northern industry and enterprise, need not concern themselves about 
the unrest of the laboring classes in the North. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Foran], who is well entitled to represent that class of 
Northern men, has yoiced their sentiments on this floor far more truly 
than any gentleman on that side of the House, as the next report from 
the ballot-boxes of this country wili show. 

The laborer is coming to know his power, and that his power to com- 
mand the service of capital increases each succeeding year. He is 
learning that there is no necessary conflict between labor and capital. 
Mr. Atkinson reports that between 1830 and 1884 the amount of cotton 
cloth made by an operative increased sevenfold, the wages of the oper- 
ative rose from $164 in gold to $290, and the profit on each yard of 
cloth decreased sixfold. 

Wages increase while profits diminish. It seems a paradox, but it 
is fact. The association of capital in industries which superficial 
thinkers count an evil enables capital to utilize on a grand scale the 
accumulated results of past labor, and so, while the profit on the sin- 
gle pound or yard diminishes, the aggregate profit of the vastly in- 
creased business insures to the employed advanced w ; 

So capital and labor are both working consciously or unconsciously 
in line with a beneficent law of equalization. This law can have its 
perfect work only in our favored land under a tried system which se- 
cures diversity of remunerative employment; which gives, as is proved, 
the wage-earner an ever increasing interest in the earnings of capital; 
which stimulates labor-saving invention; which encourages every form 
of industry; which guards our laborers against the evils of unrestricted 
competition with impoverished foreign labor, and which insures to our 
country that pre-eminence in growth and substantial prosperity which 
challenges the admiration of the world. [Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole will rise in order 
5 the House may receive a report from the Committee on Enrolled 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Rod RS having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under consid- 
eration the tariff bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 90) for the relief of William Clift; 

A bill (S. 94) for the relief of Perez Dickinson, surviving partner of 
the late firm of Cowan & Dickinson; 

A bill (S. 97) for the relief of J. L. Cain and others; 

A bill (S. 517) for the relief of J. Henry Rivés; 

A bill (S. 566) making an appropriation for a final survey and esti- 
mates for and the commencement of the construction of a boat-railway 
around the obstructions to navigation at The Dalles and Celilo Falls, 
in the Columbia River; 

A bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Murphy; 

A bill (S. 961) for the presentation of badges to the officers and men 
of the Greely relief expedition; 


A bill 


A bill 8 975) for the relief of H. A. Myers; 


S. 1078) for the relief of Florida Kennerly; 
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A bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the legal representatives of George 
McDougall, deceased; 
Bi bill (S. 1177) for the erection of a public building at Fortress 
Droe; 
A bill (S. 1242) for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. 
William 


A bill (8. 1323) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
officers of the United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 


gns; 

Pe bill (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the 
public building at Sacramento, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 1599) correcting the military record of James O'Rourke; 

A bill (S. 1625) to amend section 7 of the act entitled “An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to the immediate tion of du- 
tiable and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880; 

A bill (S. 1782) to authorize the leasing of the school and university 
lands in the ‘Territory of Wyoming, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1871) to perfect the military record of Warren C. Alden; 

A bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and „ bridge across the Mississippi River, at or near Clin- 


Wa; 

A bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1903) granting the right of way through the Fort Riley 
military reservation, Kansas, to the Chicago, and Western 
Railway Compan, 


* 
A bill (S. 1969) granting right of way to the Junction City and Fort 
Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley military 
reservation in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2030) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River, at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 
town Railway Company; 

A bill (8. 2116) to provide aid for State homes for the support of dis- 
abled soldiers and sailors of the United States; 

A bill 3 2377) providing for the issue gratuitously of certain meteor- 
olopa a to voluntary observers at present recognized in 

Ce} 

A bill (S. 2393) to fix the compensation of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in certain districts of the United States; 

A bill (8. 2410) for the relief of L. A. Davis; 

A bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 

A bill (S. 2446) granting an increase of pension in certain cases 
therein mentioned; and 

A bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps responsi- 
ble for public property. 

‘The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacifc 
Railway Company; 

A bill (H. R. 3290) te amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 4601) to amend the naval record of Nickolas Leuschen, 
Peter Leuschen, and Loth Possum; and 

A bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John Powers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments the bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes and amendatory of 
the statutes therein mentioned, requested a conference with the House 
on said bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. SAULSBURY, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr. WILsox, of Maryland, the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the report 
of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9711) mak- 
ing appropriations to enable the several Executive Departments of the 
Government and the Bureau of Agriculture and the Smithsonian Insti- 
tution, including the National Museum and the Commission of Fish 
and Fisheries, to icipate in the centennial exposition of the Ohio 
V. and Central States, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 
å to ber 7, 1888, 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the re- 

rt of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

ouses on theamendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2216) for the 
relief of Thomas A. Osborn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the House of the following titles: 

A bill . R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 1640) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in 
the district of Burlington, N. J., to the name of Trenton, in said dis- 


trict; 
A bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. Thorne; and 
A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of Henry Brock. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 
Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 


* 
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the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were signed by the Speaker: 

A bill (S. 38) granting to the Washington and Idaho Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Cœur d’Alene Indian reservation; 

A bill (S. 39) to grant an increase of pension to Frederick Beno; 

A bill (S. 269) to grant the Fort Smith and El Paso Railway Company 
a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 326) for the relief of Edward Fi d; 

A bill (S. 331) granting a pension to John Kalbfleisch; 

A bill (S. 347) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Youngstown, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 354) to provide for the survey of certain historic grounds, 
locations, and military works; 

A bill (S. 475) for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de- 


A bill (S. 801) for the relief of Basile Champagne; 

A pill (S. 805) granting a pension to Melvina Greenwood; 

A bill (S. 816) granting a pension to Amastasia Walter; 

A bill (S. 820) granting a pension to David A. Servis; 

A bill (S. 835) for the relief of Elisha Griswold; 

A bill (S. 850) granting certain lands in the Territory of Wyoming 
for public purposes; 

A bill (S. 860) granting a pension to Stephen Singleton; 

A bill (S. 1096) granting a pension to James Lucas; 

A bill (S. 1204) to provide for holding the circuit and district courts 
of the United States at Martinsburgh, in the district of West Virginia; 

A bill 6 1215 granting a pension to Anna Mertz; 

A bill (S. 1717) granting a pension to Emma Von Bernewitz; 
4 A bill (S. 1795) for the relief of the First National Bank of Marion, 

owa; 

A bill (S. 2419) granting a pension to Lemuel R. Rea; 

A bill (H. R. 1275) for the erection of a public building at Colum- 
bus, Ga., and appropriating money therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 1645) to limit the hours that letter-carriers in cities 
shall be employed per day; 

A bill (H. R. 2928) granting a pension to William Lemons; and 

A bill (H. R. 4358) to increase the limit of cost for the public build- 
ing in course of erection at Charleston, 8. C. 


SESSIONS OF COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE. 


The SPEAKER pro The Chair lays before the House a re- 
quest, which the Clerk will read, from the Committee on Agriculture: 
The Clerk read as follows: * 
The Committee on Agriculture asks leave to sit during tho sessions of the 
House for the transaction of important business. 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. COGSWELL] asks unanimous consent that the letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury transmitting an estimate from the United 
States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries may be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, instead of the Committee on Claims, the latter 
reference having been made on the 16th instant. The change of ref- 
erence will be made if there be no objection. The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

TARIFY. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 
session, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to take part in the gen- 
eral debate upon the tarif. I intended to reserve what thoughts were 
pertinent to its details when it came up for amendment in the commit- 
tee. But for certain references of a personal nature to myself I would 
have refrained. k 

For my own choice I have in charge the Census and Apportionment, 
matters which are of more importance, and I may say dignity, than any 
mere temporizing with our fiscal or economic system. The reports of 
the census form the basis not only of all argumentation, but of all just 
legislation in connection with our and economies; and there- 
fore my time and strength have been devoted to laying the foundation 
of those returns because they are authentic, and have reference to our 
entire country. Properly to deduce conclusions on these topics, our 
lawmakers should build upon these foundations. In the long and ex- 
haustive debates which have occurred during the past few weeks, mem- 
bers have not been loth to draw upon the census of 1880, which for 
completeness and pertinency has no comparison with any former census, 
or the census of any other land. According to reliable estimates the 
next census of the United States will show 64,500,000 inhabitants. It 
will reveal an immense increase over former decennial periods, certainly 
much greater than that between 1860 and 1870, when it was only 224 
per cent. 

TARIFF A BUSINESS QUESTION. 

As I remarked on the first day of this session, in response to the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the regulation of our system of 
taxation, whether internal or by customs duty, is a matter of business. 
It is not a fit subject for mere party discussion, much less for personal 
recrimination, It does not depend upon the of nor the 
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utterances of our statesmen so much as on sound business judgment, 
based on facts collected with careful heed by the officers of the Govern- 
ment. ' 
Tue member who approaches the subject of the tariff with a view to 
making party capital will have more or less of bias, and can not reach 
conclusions satisfactory to the general interest. 

BUSINESS: LABOR, CAPITAL, AKD LAND. 


What is business? It is the adaptation of means to an end, the em- 
ployment of factors for the general and individual welfare of the 
people. These factors are labor, capital, and land. Legislation that 


shackles in any way these wealth-producing forces is, in its very nature, 
tyrannical and unjust, because it is the result of discriminations and 
combinations in which the interests of the people suffer. 

Of these factors, the first to be reckoned is capital. We do not Jack 
capital. But it may well be considered whether capital, in later years, 
has had equitable and contented distribution, and how far our taxing 
system has contributed to this end. 

As to the land, have we nota larger territory than any European state 
except Russia? We have one and a half million square miles of arable 
land, scarcely one-quarter of which is in eultivation. Three hundred and 
twelve thousand five hundred square miles produce all our grain, hay, 
cotton, sugar, rice, and garden vegetables. We are enlarging our pro- 
portion of cultivable and pasture lands rapidly, not only by our nat- 
ural growth, but by immigration. Our mines of gold, silver, copper, 
and coal are only the auxiliaries of our boundless and varied acreage. 
It must, indeed, be a comprehensive system, depending upon a wise 
adjustment, that would deal with a so richly-endowed landed inherit- 
ance. 

In spite of certain sorts of monopoly which are fixing themselves 
upon our land in the shape of cattle kings, railroad grants, and ab- 
sentee landlordism, we are comparatively free from the feudality, 

rimogenitive succession, and other aristocratic and exclusive privi- 
eges of older countries. 
ENLARGED MARKET INDISPENSABLE. k 

With such an outgrowth as we obtained in the last century are we 
not rapidly becoming đependent upon a market beyond the limitation 
ofourtarifflaws? In fact, is not restriction to the home market a barrier 
against the supply to and the demand of other nations? Why should this 
flood of good things be dammed against e to other countries with 
whom we might exchange? Why should it be flung back upon us to de- 
stroy and be destroyed? 

These are questions which press upon every farmer in the land, and 
upon every manufactarer who has not the fortune to be combined in a 
“ trust. , 

EXLARGED MARKET FOR OUR CRUDE MATERIALS. 

Our ernde products form the bulk of our exports, but should we not 
be warned by the increasing land products of other countries Russia 
and India and South America—that any restrictions against foreign 
trade becomes a self-imposed restriction upon our own. 

SURPLUS, THE PRRESIING QUESTION. 

The Ways and Means Committee have responded to the urgent mes- 
sage of the President with as much wisdom as is possible under the 
cireumstances of our industrial All the philippies hurled at 
the President return upon his revilers, What hesaid in his pointed and 
emphatic message was imperatively demanded because of the extortions 
which filled the Treasury. The wrong that he exposed was multiplying, 
in his judgment, into a brood of wrongs. The Treasury had become a 
hoarding-place for money needlessly drawn from the people. Its with- 
drawal from the people was bad then, in December, 1887; it is worse 
now. It menaces industry and business. It invites public scandal. It 
stimulates public plunder. 

One of our Ohio Demoeratic statesmen, Governor William Allen, used 
to say that it was as hard to run a powder-house in hell as an honest 
government with a plethoric treasury.” [Applause and laughter. ] 

RELIEF. 

Where is the relief? Five ways are proposed: 

1. To keep on hoarding? This is not only a continuance but an ag- 
gravation of the peril. 

2. Tospend? This isthe remedy of my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
BROWNE], who pointsout many good and many wild schemes and larg- 
esses for a spendthrift Congress. To this I am opposed. 

3. Topay the public debt? This is being tried with the undue bonds; 
but with what result? The last purchases which haveso much enhanced 
those bonds show. The President warned us of this remedy as inviting 
the payment by the Government of an increased premium; and the facts 
already more than justify his apprehension. 

4. To deposit the money in banks for use by the people? Against 
this, too, he warned, and wisely so. I never will consent to foster 
„any fateful alliance between the banks and the Treasury, or any 
“reliance in private business upon public funds. It is of the very 
essence of Jacksonian principle to divorce the Federal fise from private 
enterprise. 

5. To substitute for the 4 per cent. bonds due in 1907 a bond bear- 
ing less interest, say 2} per cent., and pay to the holders money equal 
to the present value of the difference in interest, or rather to exchange 


bonds at a fixed premium? It isa safe investment for a man or a gov- 
ernment to invest in his or its own notes or bonds. Perhaps this plan 
is the best next after reducing taxation. 

6. The last proposition is the one before us. It is the reduction of 
taxation, internal or otherwise. 

REDUCTION OF TAXATION. 

Who can be harmed by the reduction of a burden? It may be a nec- 
essary burden, in so far as it pays for our security under government; 
but still is it not a burden? Its relief should be sought, and it should be 
consistent with the only proper object revenue, not for hoarding or ex- 
travagance, but for economical expenses. 

I do not design to argue at length the nature of this burden. I am 
now, as ever, convinced that such a tariff as we have not brings 
about serious conflicts between labor and capital but is responsible for 
the high prices of manufactured goods; that it depresses the labor mar- 
ket; and that it fosters trusts and combinations. In fact, every tariff 
from 1789 down to the present time, in so far as it was protective, in- 
jared both farmer and laborer by making farming less profitable in order 
to make the cost of labor to the factory cheaper. 

INTERNAL. REVENUE. 

In remarking upon the tariff in 1882 I was very frank to contend that 
I would forego the opposition which I made to the resolution of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] for the abolishment of 
the excise system. I was willing then to forego that opposition on the 
basis of a resolution which I offered in the House, and which is there 
quoted. But I desired to abolish the internal-revenue system only as 
a system or mode of collection, not as to the taxation of certain arti- 
eles. Iwas willing to see the tax collected by the States. I think 
now, as I said then, that it would have worked like a charm. The 
protectionists were not, however, in favor of reducing taxation in the 
tariff, but they were in favor of a hasty riddance of the whole internal- 
revenue system and its Federal mode of collection. I regarded the 
tariff which we sought to revise as a monument of war necessity and 
of subsequent treachery. It was promised that it would be reformed ` 
after the war when the internal taxes were reduced on home manuſact- 


ures. 

I then inveighed against the Federal administration of the inter- 
nal-revenue law ond favored its abolition, because of its cumbrous, 
corrupt, and spying Its officers were then in the habit of pur- 
suing the offender into cigar and tobacco shops, and into stills, brew- 
eries and factories with threats and promises, in order to influence thé 
voter in favor of the administration. Thanks to Democratic economy, 
that army of five thousand has since been many times decimated. Worse 
than the janizary or the mameluke, itundertook by its occult machinery 
to intimidate and defrand; and I was willing to do away with it in the 
Federal system, as every speck of it on our body-politic was then a 
cancer. 

There has been no time since the discussion of the tariff of 1864 
when economic measures were before Congress that I havenot protested 
against their excesses, and given the reason, which has been verified; 
and that is that the excesses would engender a surplus, which was cor- 
rupting to legislation and administration. At all times I have been 
willing to cut down the taxation to avoid this peril. I was willing 
to welcome relief from this surplus. And since we could not tear 
away the octopus which was preying upon the people in the indirect 
form of taxation, I was even willing to take the direct form and thrust 
it one side; and the more so because it was in the hands of the Repub- 
lican party, which was using its emissaries and officersfor espionage 
not only in New York City, but elsewhere, for sustaining their corrupt 
practices and perpetuating their 5 

But, sir, this bill is before us. It concerns more a surplus than it 
does a tariff reform. The surplus is now the principal object with me; 
the tax but the incident. If I can not apply the reduction at one point, 
I will hereafter to another. But for the present I believe that the com- 
mittee that reports this bill, considering all the varied industries of this 
country, have done the best that was perhaps possible with a view to 
the successful accomplishment of the great object—the reduction of 
taxation—so as to avert future accumulations and avoid the paralysis 
of business. 

THE BILL NOT A RADICAL MEASURE. 

Why, at best, this bill proposes very little. The wonder is that so 
much noise has been made because of what it does propose. In round 
numbers it takes off but about 878, 000, 000-854, 000, 000 from the tariff, 
and $24,000,000 from internal taxes. It adds to the free-list some 
articles of necessity, so as to reduce the cost of their manufacture and 
that of the commodity itself. 

The present average of the tariff on dutiable goods is 47.10 per 
cent. This bill, if passed, would leave it 40 per cent., and is not the 
latter still an enormous burden on production ? 

NOT A FREE-TRADE MEASURE. 

Call this bill a free-trade measure! Why, it leaves the average duty 
higher by 10 per cent. than it was under the law of 1862, which was 
a thorough war measure. Before the recommendation of the Tariff 
Commission it should hide its head, for that commission recommended 
20 per cent. reduction, which would have left the average less than will 
be left if this bill becomes a law 
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If this bill be not passed and the matter is committed to the discus- 
sions of the forum, where the people can hear homely and plain dis- 
cussion, no one can tell the result when next it comes before a reno- 
vated Congress. [ Applause. ] 

OPPORTUNITIES AND ABTICLES TO REVISE, 

There are various articles from which a revenue could be wholly or 
partially dispensed that would benefit the whole community, and 
pa the least injury to our manufacturing interests on the protection 

eory. 

The amount collected from these for the year endiug June 30, 1887, 
are as follows: 


$50, 000, 000 

Tobacco.. 30, 000, 000 
Alcohol 12, 000, 000 
Tin-plates.......... 5, 700, 000 
w-grade wools 5, 000, 000 
Chemicals, eto. 4. 000, 000 
Flax, unman 2, 400, 000 
Lumber... 1, 000, 000 
er 700, 000 
Coal and coke 600, 000 
Iron ores....... 700, 000 
85 000 


I should have been very willing, were there no other alternative, of 
taking off from this list the revenue proportionably, or almost in any way, 
to prevent the menacing accumulations in the Treasury. From any of 
these articles, especially sugar, tobacco, lumber, wool, coal, and salt, 
which are used by the masses more than almost any other, I would, in 
an emergent condition of our business, be willing to make reductions. 
Salt is a necessity for our dairymen, and is used largely by our meat and 
fish packers. Sugarisasnecessary toa family asbread. Coal is indis- 

ble to our homes and factories. Lumber should be free for build- 

g purposes, and we should as a sanitary and economic measure save 
our forests. Chemicals should be free—as free as the raw material of our 
woolen fabrics. Besides, the relief of chemicals would benefit our soap 
and other manufacturers. And alcohol should be free, when used in 
the artsand manufactures. Relief here would bea boon to many of our 
lesser industries. A great relief would be given also in the matter of 
clothing; because at least 50 per cent. more for clothing and blankets 
is paid in this country than in other countries. 

Here, too, are the percentages of taxation on several articles which are 
necessaries, and from which some selections for relief might be made: 


Per cent. 


Tax on . — dress goods costing 22 cents a yard .. 
Tax on common cloth., 


Tax on flannels............ 72 
Tax on common woolen shawls... 87 
Tax on cotton hosier y s+ 


Doubtless, in the finality of this bill, when it comes to a conference, 
considerations of this nature may be paramount; but for the present, 
whether this bill is amended or not to suit my views or those of my con- 
stituency, I will give my vote, heart, and mind to its passage. 

MAXIMS OF TAXATION, 

Writers on political economy have laid down for the accomplishment 
of taxation maxims which are almost classical. These are developed 
by John Stuart Mill, in his Fifth Book and second chapter, to be: 

First. That the subjects of every State ought to contribute to the 
support of the Government as nearly as possible in proportion to their 
respective abilities. Otherwise it is inequality. 

Second. Adjust the time and manner of the payment, and the amount 
of the tax with certainty, so that the tax-gatherer should not become 
insolent or corrupt. 

Third. The convenience of the tax-payer. 

On this head is reckoned taxation paid by the consumer of an article, 
little by little, as he has occasion to buy the goods. He should be at 
liberty either to buy or not to buy, as he pleases. In this he pictures 
our own tariff m. 

And fourth—which is more to our purpose in this discussion—that 
every tax ought to be so contrived as to take out and to keep out of the 
pockets of the people as little as possible over and above what is needed 
for the Treasury. 

Under this head is discussed the diversion of a portion of the labor 
and capital of the community from a more to a less productive employ- 
ment; and in this, too, he speaks appropriately as to our own system. 

But above all there should be equality as the rule in taxation as in 
all other affairs of governments. [Applause.] The sacrifices which 
taxation requires should be made to bear as nearly as possible with the 
same relative pressure upon each and all. It is equality of sacrifice. 
It means the apportionment of the contribution of each person toward 
the expenses of the Government. This standard is one of perfection. 
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It can not be completely realized, but it is necessary in discussion to 
know what perfection is. In other words, if we can not in a debate of 
this kind find out the absolute truth and the perfect theory, we can 
do as the mariner does at sea when he loses his com or his reckon- 
ing—he can sail by a star, if he can not sail intoa star. [Applause. ] 

hese maxims, Mr. Chairman, may seem abstract. They may be 
placed within the category of doctrine; but I hold now, as I have ever 
held here, that there can be no wise, practical legislation unless we 
deduce it from, or find it crystallized in, correct theory. The sneer 
against scholastics and doctrinaires comes from ignorance of the phi- 
losophy of economy and legislation. 

The same law of induction by which Lord Bacon, after experiment, 
generalized, applies as well to political as to physical science. It has 
been said that Lord Bacon in his Novum Organum, made possible the 
discovery of the circulation of the blood, the steam-engine, electric 
motors, and all those forms and forces of invention which have changed 
the industries of the world, and given to civilization its advancement. 
It is only when the fixed laws are violated that man retrogrades, or if 
he does not retrograde, that he simply marks time, and does not march. 

It is not worth while, Mr. Chairman, for me to go over the platitudes 
connected with the debates on protection. I have labored in that line 
since I first entered Congress. 

CONSISTENT OPPOSITION. 


The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] the other day referred 
to the tariff known as the Morrill tariff bill, as though that distin- 
guished gentleman [Mr, MORRILL] had not produced many bills, any 
one of which might well bear his name. In referring to the bill of 1861 
the gentleman from Ohio remarked that I was not here to vote against 
it, although I was one of the two members now in this Congress (Judge 
HOLMAN being the other) who were then members of this House. I 
wondered at the statement at the time, for I thought that I had never 
missed an opportunity of vindicating the liberalities of trade against 
the demands and exactions of class legislation. But I find in my re- 
marks made in 1884 in this House that I said: 

On the 25th of February, 1851, I came into this House from a sick bed to pro- 
test against the tariff bill then pending. I denounced it as a great fiscal tyranny, 
a mountainous burden on the West. While favoring a revenue tariff to meet 
our then small expenditures, I opposed all bounties, special advantages, and 
class legislation. I showed that the bill as then designed raised bounties from 
the consumers of the West and South, to be paid to the iron - masters of Pennsyl- ` 
vania and the manufacturers of New England. 

I have none of the vanity of consistency [laughter], but I will not 
be charged with inconsistency when I repeat further that in August, 
1854, when another Morrill bill came up, Isaid that the West could take 
care of itself —for I then represented in part the State of Ohio, now so 
well represented by my friend [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] who honors me by 
his close proximity and attention—that it is rich by nature in its re- 
sources; and if the people of Pennsylvania can not live by working their 
forges, with their own natural resources, and if the people of New Eng- 
land can not live by working their spindles, with their natural inge- 
nuity, without the aid of other classes of industry and the bounty of 
the Government, let them move to the West, and there the God ot 
Nature will protect them in the cultivation of the soil, if they have the 
industry to work and the frugality to save.’’ 

Indeed, sir, before 1861, in some remarks which I made on an ap- 
propriation bill, I vindicated the same idea. My record on this topic 
has not changed. It is as clear asa ‘‘ fountain in July, when we see 
each grain of gravel.” 

PRACTICAL MODE TO ASCERTALI LOUNTIES, 


But the speech to which I made reference especially when I inter- 
rupted the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] was that made in 
1864. I said it was the most elaborate speech I had ever made upon 
the subject, amid a score of speeches. It was necessarily more or less 
elaborate and exhaustive, because at that time there was a deprecia- 
tion of American paper, as compared with American gold, of 60 per 
cent., and that was of course added to the cost of the article bonght 
abroad. Moreover, in all commercial transactions between two foreign 
countries the basis of exchange must be specie, as the currency of the 
countries is reduced to par values. So that then, when a man brought 
a hundred dollars’ worth of goods into this country he had to sell 
them at that time for $174 of our currency, with freight and duties 
superadded. That amount I ascertained by taking the cost of Amer- 
ican gold as compared with English gold. 

This state of things no longer exists. Nevertheless, by the same mode 
of demonstration you can find out precisely the moneyed element that 
enters into this tariff tax and the proportion which never goes into the 
Treasury of the UnitedStates. Theelementsof cost upon merchandise 
imported from foreign countries are, first, cost abroad; second, the dif- 
erence of exchange; third, the duty; fourth, freight, insurance, and 
other charges of importation; and fifth, the importer’s profits, which 
we reckon at 10 per cent., and all the preceding items. 

Now, it is precisely at this point of cost that the imported article 
comes in competition with the corresponding article of the home man- 
ufacturer. The gate of all the items above mentioned constitutes 


the protection bounty which the tariff system gives to the American 
The consumer of the domestic article, of course, pays 


manufacturer. 


1888.— ; 
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this bounty, in addition to the duty, to the manufacturer. No man 
familiar with political economy pretends to dispute this axiom. No 
-man pretends to dispute the proposition that the object of a tariff for 
protection is to increase the price of the article; else who would care 
for protected bounties? Not the manufacturer, certainly. If not he, 
who, then? Certainly not the consumer. 

In order to verify a posteriori from the facts the cost of the taxed 
articles in addition to the tariff, I obtained the bills of lading at our 
custom-houses on pig-iron, bar-iron, cotton, and woolen manufactures, 
etc., which will be found in the Globe of June 2, 1864. 

I was almost afraid in that debate to show what the cost and bounty 
of these articles were when they reached the consumer. It was almost 
incredible, especially when aggravated by a depreciated money system. 

Of eleven principal articles imported from abroad and reckoned upon 
the basis of standard gold currency of the United States, I could not 
resist a conclusion that there was an average of over 60 per cent. in 
the shape of a bounty to home manufactures. And I deduced this con- 
clusion: 

Think of it! For the iron which we use in all its varieties of adaptation; for 
the cotton we wear, whether printed or plain, in the calico dress or the shirt- 
ing; for the wool in blanket, carpet, or clothing; forthe news r, book, and 
pamphlet; for the leather we use when tanned or man ured into bootsand 
shoes; for the clothing we buy already made up; forthe soap and candles and 
India-rubber goods; for these only under our tariff of 1862, and not counting 
our recent increase or the pro increase of this bill, we pay as gratuity to 
one class of persons the enormous sum of „250, 252. 

Will any one pretend that all this is for revenue? What! when the tariff 
does not raise one-tenth of that sum on all articles of importation? What, then, 
is this $750,250,252 paid for? Not for war, not for debts, not for expenses. Is it 
possible that we have to pay on some ten articles only, in paper money, $750,- 
000,000 to get less than $50,000,000 of revenue from them? 

I use these figures simply to show the method under the tariff of 
1862, and not for the purpose of showing what the present tariff with 
its 47 per cent. duty levies upon the people; but to show the immense 
sums paid by the consumer which never gets to the Treasury of the 
United States, but goes as bounty to the home manufacturer. 

Deducting the 60 per cent. for depreciated paper money, on the amount 
then ciphered as bounty on the articles named, and you have, in order to 
get $50,000,000 into the Treasury, paid a bounty of $300,000,000. This 
was a stupendous outrage. [Applause.] 

Is not the President correct, therefore, as an economist and wise in 
his foresight as a statesman when he says: 

That the tariff renders it possible for those of our people who are manufact- 
urers of certain articles which are protected and taxed to sell them for a price 
equal to that demanded for the imported goods that have paid the customs 
duty? So that it happens that while comparatively a few use the imported 
articles, millions of our people who never used and never saw any of the for- 
eign products purchase and use the things of the same kind made in this coun- 
try, and pay therefor nearly or quite the same enhanced price which the duty 
adds to the imported articles. 

But how, small is his reckoning of the amount that never sees the 
‘Treasury and is the heavy part of the tax upon the consumer. He says 
that those who buy the domestic article pay a sum at least approxi- 
mately equal to the duty to the home manufacturer. If I am correct, 
the sum thus paid is five or six times the amount ofthe duty. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

He is re-enforced in this statement by that of Robert J. Walker, in a 
letter I have before me, dated November 30, 1867. I quote from it: 

Our present tariff is also most unequal, oppressive, and unjust, It is griev- 
ously onerous upon agriculture, commerce, navigation, ship-building, the 
mines, and fisheries, whilst eyen manufactures, in connection with our present 
wretched excise system, are languishing under its inflictions. The present 
tariff, besides the tax of $150,000,000 a year upon imports, the duties on which 
are paid by the people into the Treasury in gold, exacts another ta wof at least 

,000,000 a year in the enhanced prices of rival protected domestic articles. 
This can be readily proved by companas the prices current in gold of such do- 
mestie articles with the prices of similar articles produced in other countries. 
Thus the tariff taxes the people of the United States to the extent of $500,000,000 
a year, of which only $150,000,000 go into the Treasury, and the remaining 
$350,000,000 go into the pockets of the protected classes. And yet even they are 
not prosperous, on account of the diminished demand for their products, and 


because they are also burdened, with the rest of the people, by the weight of 
intolerable taxation. 


half of this goes 
and munici 


CHEATING BY STATUTE. 

It will not be doubted that it isan under statement, that to get 
$200,000,000 into the Treasury it costs a thousand million! If this be 
not accepted as true, then go to the custom-houses and inquire for the 
bills of lading. When you find out the fact as I did, you will not won- 
der at the diabolism of the tariff; you will not wonder that the father 
of all sin and lies is the father of the tariff. [Laughter.] Members 
grow indignant at the percentages levied on our necessaries and the 
comparative immunity of luxuries; but they grow reconciled when it 
is known that these sums go to carry on government. They are reason- 
ably content with them, even though they create a surplus and en- 
danger values and credits. But this is not the head deviltry in the 
business. Our tariff makes “‘horns and hoofs’? free, while it taxes the 


Word of God! The devil is in that, but only a little devil. It is when 
our laws adds to the tax that goes to the Treasury the robberies out- 
side that the worst begins. Do you deny this result? I give youa 
touchstone to test it. 

We import, say, $400,000,000 a year of the protected goods, and pay 
an average of 47.10 per cent. on them. Alongside in the merchant’s 
store are the competing American goods, They are 47.10 per cent. 
higher than they would be sold outside of the United States. And 
since they are five times the value of the foreign goods, in dollars, we 
must pay $5 tax to the protected manufacturer where we pay $1 tothe 
Government. Any woman who buys Irish linen in Cork, or a shawl 
in Paris, when she brings it in will know the unhappy fact. It is 
sometimes true, as this debate develops, that American goods are cheaper 
over our own borders. They have to be sold in foreign markets and to 
compete they must be undersold. < 

The devil is never dressed up so elegantly as when he appears as a 
protectionist, 

Oh! how is the devil dressed? 
He is dressed in his Sunday best, 


With his scarlet coat and breeches of blue, 
But there is a hole for the tail to come through. 


[Laughter. ] 

It is said that when the devil walked the earth in full dress he took 
most delight in seeing a cunning old lawyer cheating by statute.““ 
[Laughter.] If he had only known the complicated machinery of the 
tariff, ad valorem and specific, mixed in his own dress, by the square 
inch and by the threads, he would have enjoyed far more the legisla- 
tive cheat. [Laughter. 

A FORM OF TYRANNY, 

And now, I ask, where, under our Constitution; where, by the laws 
of nature; where, by the laws of Providence, is the warrant thus to 
violate the rights of property? Governments may seize property, the 
property of individuals, by mere arbitrary act. This, says Dr. Way- 
land, is a form of tyranny with which all the nations of Europe of old 
were too well acquainted. 

But— 


He says— 
the same thing is done by unj 4 
wellsoever chosen, enact AS any dS aoe 3 5 the 
whole, is unjustly taken away, or unjustly subjected to an oppressive taxation, 

Frequently since 1864, Mr. Chairman, I have had occasion to pursue 
the same methods of argumentation in relation to these peculiar modes 
of public oppression. I have learned these principles in connection with 
economy, not from slave-owners, or Southern statesmen, or members of 
the Cobden Club, but from a teacher whom I reverence and who belonged 
to New England. I need not say to the reverend gentlemen now in 
yonder gallery—who represent the Baptists of this country—what em- 
phasis belongs to the teaching of Dr. Francis Wayland, our most dis- 
tinguished moralist and Christian. [Applause.] He warned us in 
our college days to beware when the antidote to evil became the source 
of evil; when society itself set the example of peculation; when public 
injustice became the prolific parent of private violence. He told us the 
result as he had gleaned it from history, to which he applied his an- 
alytical code of morality. That result was, that capital, immigration, 
and production ceased, and a nation either sinks down in hopeless de- 
pendence, or else the people, harassed beyond endurance, believing that 
their condition can not be made worse by any change, rush into all the 
horrors of civil war. The social elements are dissolved, the sword en- 
ters into every house, the home ties which bind men together are sev- 
ered, and no prophet can predict at the beginning what will be the end. 

ILLUSTRATIONS FROM BAD TRANSPORTATION, 

Let me make a homely illustration. I heard it in the class-room, 
from Dr. Wayland; and to it Mr. David A. Wells has added his own 
piquant observation. It refers to the interchange of commodities and 
to transportation. If transportation be difficult, it adds to the cost of 
the article to the. consumer, just as a tariff or tax. Whenever you di- 
minish the abundance of things which minister to our necessities, itis 
like interposing a desert, swamp, an unbridged stream, or a bad road 
between producer and consumer. No road at all; it is a prohibitory 
duty. Twenty per cent. duty is like a bad road; 30 per cent. is a cor- 
duroy road [laughter]; 40 per cent. like a broad, deep, and rapid un- 
bridged river, and 50 per cent. like a swamp flanking the river on both 
sides, while 80 or 100 per cent., such as is levied upon steel rails, blank- 
ets, and window-glass, is a band of brigands who strip the merchant of 
nearly all he He should be grateful to God that he escapes 
with his life. [Laughter and applause. ] 

LOCAL INTERESTS, 

I do not complain of gentlemen desiring to help their local interests, 
Truly it requires a little sacrifice to vote for the general weal when it 
causes a particular reduction of profitat home. Local color in art gives 
grace to picturesqueness. Our polity hasasa presiding genius, auton- 


omy. Let us respectit, but let us not carry it to such excess as to make 
the removal of general wrongsimpossible. Statesmanship should study 
5 best to reconcile the jarring and diverse industries of our extensive 
lan 

May I quote, with proper modesty, the sentiment upon which I have 
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acted in 


to these local interests? I can not do better than quote 
from a debate in the Globe (page 2683, volume 52, first session, Thirty- 


eighth Congress) in which the eminent gentleman from Maine, 
Blaine, complained of my remarks about Maine and lumber. 

Mr. Cox. I leave to correct the gentieman. He could not have made 
these remarks if he had listened attentivelyto my speech. I referred to the lum- 
ber interest only to show that it was unprotected. My remark, therefore, was 
in fivor of the gentleman's State. Isaid the lumber interest of the West by the 
census of 1860 amounted to over $33,000,000, while that of New England was only 
about $12,000,900. - Hence lumber was unprotected. 

Mr. BLAISE. The gentleman arraigned the New England States, and I did 
not hear him make any exception. 

Mr. Cox. I did arraign New England as a whole, but not in regard to the 
lumber interest. 

Mr. Buarss. I would like to know in regard to what interests the gentleman 
arraigns my State? 

Mr. Cox. I named ten articles on whieh they have special protection. 

Mr. BLAINE. Will the gentleman name one article on which the State of Maine 
has orpona e only one? That is all I ask for. 

Mr, Cox. I will say to the gentleman that I made no reference particularly to 
the State of Maine. 

Mr, BLAINE. But the State of Maine is in New England, and the gentleman's 
sweeping charges were against New England as a whole. 

Mr, Cox. I gave the statistics of cotton, woolen, and iron manufactures, cloth- 
ing, ete. If any of these arein Maine, my remarks will apply. Maine gener- 

ys the rest of New England in her exactions. 
r, Why, sir, your own State is 


. BLAINE. rotected in iron to the amount of 
millions of dollars more on that single article than Maine ever received on all 
her products 


Mr. Cox. 8 necessarily follow that I am to stand up for one particn- 
lar interest in my State if I deem it the general interests of the whole 
State, or militates a just principle of taxation. 

These views of public duty on these difficult subjects I commend to 
younger members. They did not embarrass me either as a member 
from agricultural Ohio or commercial New York. Indeed, I believe 
they sent me to Congress again and again from the great metropolis. 
[Applause.] 

Some members here are unequal to the effort, or are reluctant to at- 
tempt to make local sacrifices for the general good. My commission is 
as a Representative of the United States from New York and not for 
New York. - [Applause.] 

Members admit that there are certain productions which upon princi- 
ple should not have protection; but they declare that they will make 
reprisals for the clamors and exactions of the tariff in other matters 
where they are unprotected. I have inveighed against this system as 
2 pada and the reciprocity of robbery. [Applause and 
laughter. 

‘Oar tariffs illustrate this in every paragraph. Kentucky wants 
cheap copper stills for her whisky. She gets even with the Michigan 
robber by demanding a tariff on hemp. Now hemp is to be on the 
free-list, and why not copper? Maine steals on lumber to make up for 
the Massachusetts roguery on fabrics. Massachusetts howls for cheap 
coal; Pennsylvania says, no; and so Massachusetts goes out with a Home 
Market Club and knocks down the West and South, to rifle them of half 
their gains on corn and raw cotton. Tennessee, Virginia, and North Car- 
olina, being fleeced all round in clothing, sugar, and what not, go for 
‘*goobers”? ata centa pound. [Laughter.] California demands a large 

risal for her olives and vines, because she is flec ted on salt by New York, 
West Virginia, Ohio, and Michigan. The Gulf States form a band of 
brigands, and march forth with precious little hope for any-steal worth 
the powder; but being reduced to extremities, they callon Fra Diavalo 
from Louisiana to lead against the robber gang of cut-throats on cotton- 
ties and trace-chains. Pennsylvania, the Robert Macaire of the lot, 
steals boldly on all articles from a plate glass to a locomotive; and to 
make up for the general loss, the Northwest masks herself behind her 
forests and demands timber reprisals; and soon. Nothing is sacred. 
Even the corsets of Connecticut, around which hover so many happy 
associations laughter], or the brier-wood pipes of Father Knickerbocker 
are not safe from the interchangeable piracies of the tariff. [Laughter 
and applause.] Oh, the beauty of reciprocal rascality! [Laughter.] 

IS IT ROBBERY, OR COMMUNISM? 

Gentlemen seem to take umbrage because we call these tariffs which 
take from one class to give to another, robbery. But I have the best 
ethics for the statement that the right of property is violated by cheat- 
ing, stealing, robbery, or violation of contract; and universally, just 
as these crimes prevail, production languishes, industry diminishes, 
the richest soil fails the impoverished inhabitants. But when Gov- 
ernment lays its powerful grasp on the of the citizen to bestow 
that 8 on favored enterprises, it is none the less robbery and 
comm: because done under the forms of law. 

Oh, but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] says it is 
not a tax, only a trade regulation.” [Laughter.] In this he differs 
rom every writer upon political science. Iam inclined, notwithstand- 
ing the euphemism, to call it,—otherwise. [Laughter.] The suave 
expression trade regulation’? sounds pretty, but it is all the same a 
tax and something worse. 

Is IT BURGLARY? 

But stop! Mr. Chairman, I should apologize. I must be decorous. 
[Laughter.] It is not robbery. Since the tariff forces taxes from one 
person to give to another by indirection, by a sleight-of-hand manip- 
ulation, is it not merciful to call it by another name than robbery? 
Ah, sir, it is done in the night season. [Laughter] It is done against 
the defenseless victims when asleep and in their homes. Some folks 


Mr. 


would call it burglary. [Laughter and cheers.] But I must be par- 
liamentary. hter.] Therefore I call it a trade regulation. 
[Laughter.] I have read a volume by M.'Iiuc, a Catholic priest, who, 
dressed in the yellow robes, trateled through Thibet. He made many 
graphic descriptions of the then strange land of the Grand Llama, 
Among other descriptions (I quote from memory) is that of an ad- 
venture in the Thibetan mountains: 
Ax EUPHEMISM—“ TRADE REGULATIONS.” 

A brigand meets the priest upon the read. The brigand does not 

point a pistol at his breast nor draw a knife. He says with perfect 


courtesy: 

Venerable elder brother! It is cold to-day in the mountains. I 
would like the loan of thy cloak.” 

And again: 

‘Beloved friend, dost thon not see that I am tired with walking? 
Thy horse, if thou pleasest. 

This is a trade regulation’? in the land of the Grand Llama! 
[Great laughter. ] 

But the great bulk of our tariff Jarcenies is done in the night season; 
and if Dr. Wayland and other writers be correct beyond a cavil, these 
unequal, unlawful, and ontrageous taxes are flat burglary. I beg 
pardon—I will use again the language of my friend from Ohio, used in 
this House, and not in Canada—it is not taxation. It is a little trade 
regulation“ by which Ohio is made magnificent and prosperous at the 
expense of our Southern brethren. 

SUN AND COAL. 


Gentlemen complain that this isa radical bill to ruin our indus- 
tries. How can this beso? Why, the sun and his kindred elements 
are regarded as aliens against which we must have protection and pro- 
hibition. Coal is left off of the free-list, although ready to drop into 
our ships from the cliffs of Nova Scotia, to give caloric to the factories 
of New England. > . 

Mr, Chairman, I once had occasion here to improve upon one of Bas- 
tiat’s fables so as to apply it to our country, but I did not then know 
that the story had a basis in fact. M. Rouviére, late prime minister of 
France, in a speech in 1882, I think, said that the tallow chandlers of 
France—good, kind, simple protectionists—petitioned the chamber of 
deputies to suppress gas. Why? Because it would ruin their business. 

With this new light I beg to repeat the analogue, with my own com- 
ments, and to print Bastiat’s petition as an addendum to my remarks. 

M. Bastiat’s petitioners desired to suppress sunlight. They were pro- 
tectionists of the genuine type. They demanded that the authorities 
should close all windows and sky-lights, inside and outside, all shutters, 
curtains, blinds, bulls’-eyes, openings, chinks, clefts, and fissures 
whereby the sun enters to the disadvantage of the manufacturers of 
wicks, snuffers, street-lamps, extinguishers, and the producers of oil, 
tallow, resin, and alcohol. [Great laughter. ] 

- “No cheap and plentiful light from abroad for us,” they cried. 
[Laughter.] Let us have petroleum against the external competition 
of daylight. Light is an uppish, solar foreigner, and should not rival 
the coal-gas from the sunless retorts of the earth. [Laughter.] Light 
is alien. It is cheap, pauper labor. [Laughter.] It inundates us half 
the time. Your Joshua is a protectionist. [Laughter.] He would 
have the sun stand still that coal and gas be high-priced. [Laughter.] 
The market for gas, candlesticks, and gas-burners should not be dis- 
turbed. Oh, no! Foris not light asecret enemy, purchased with for- 
eign gold? [Laughter.] Quench it, and artificial light will be gor- 
geous and bountiful, though dear. How many domestic industries does 
not the prism destroy?” 

Surely, the sun saps the foundations of agricult for is not tallow 
from the sheepfolds of my friend from Vermont [Mr. Stewart]? 
[Laughter.] It destroys the oil market, plugs the gushing wells, and 
interferes with transportation. It throws out of employment workmen 
innumerable; itreduces the wages of such as are left. Under this policy 
of free light, what becomes of what is left of the whaling industries of 
New England? Who protects the heroes of the harpoon? ‘The very 
bronzes, gildings, crystals, lamps, and spacious saloons of the rich are 
useless half the time because illumined by the proximity of the sun, 

Let us build an opaque roof, ribbed with steel, over the land. [Ap- 
plause and laughter.) What matter the expense? Every American 
eoal-bunk and mine will furnish the material for an American-made 
gas-retort. No gratuities of nature, no natural wealth. Give labor a 
chance, [Laughter.] Let manufacture thrive. Down with the sun! 
Imprison electricity! Up with old chaos and darkness! And while 
cheap foreign labor is forbidden in its products at the custom-house 
forget not also to bar out from Castle Garden the cheap foreign laborer 
who comes thither with light in his eye and iron in his blood; for is 
not his light and iron an alien to the protectionist? [Applause and 
laughter. 

‘ PEANUT INDUSTRY AND THE SON OF AFRICA, 

The raiser of peanuts, by a parity of reasoning, protests against the 
free importation of that article. It is consumed by my little Arab con- 
stituency of the Bowery. [Laughter.] Imustregardthem. Because 
the same article is raised by those whose cheap labor is evidenced by 
its clotheless condition under Africa’s burning sun—let peanuts be pro- 
tected! Why not? 


~ 
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The same philosophy applies to the salt made abroad by solar radi- 
ance and evaporation. The sun is a cheap laborer, and although we 
havea sun shining over our own Onondaga in New York, it has not the 
calorific properties and chronic results of other suns, in other skies, 
which have Jaid away vast mines of saline crystals in the bosom of the 
earth 


There is coal, too. Why should it not be protected or restricted from 

abroad? Is it not the product of the sun and nature? 
THE SUN, CARBON, AND LOCOMOTION, 

One Sabbath George Stephenson—the inventor of our multitubular 
locomotive—sees a train flashing by with its long white plume of 
steam. -Turning to his friend, he asks: 

Can you tell me what is the power driving that train?“ 

„Well, is it not one of your big engines? 

Axe, but what drives the engine? 

„Oh, very likely a canny Newcastle driver.” 

„What do you say to the light of the sun?“ 

“How?” asked the friend. 

. It is nothing else,” said the engineer. It is light bottled up in 
the carth for tens of thousands of years—light absorbed by plants and 
vegetables—being necessary for the condensation of carbon during the 
process of their growth if it be not carbon in another form; and now 
after being buried in the earth for long ages, in fields of coal, that 
latent light is again brought forth and liberated. It is made to work 
as in that locomotive for great human purposes. 

Was there not poetic beantyin the reality of this conception? Think 
of it. This sun power, equal to billions of horses, is not only every 
day providing fuel for some great locomotive emergency of the future, 
but it lifts up fabulous weights of watery vapor into the clouds, which 
returns to bless the earth by giving form and color, fiber and juices, 
scent and strength to tree and flower. 

These same sunbeams were pressed into coal by the centuries and pon- 
derosities, and when mined and fired become incentives to fabrication 
and motions, that outstrip Apollo’s coursers of the sun. They move 
the fast-flying shuttles of manufacture and interchange to create the 
tapestry of a better civilization. [Applause.] 

Why should these natural and cheap workers for human happiness 
be laid under embargo and prohibited to our people? 

THE FRUITS OF THE EARTH—ARE THEY FREE? 

The same cogency of reasoning, the same patriotic love of a home mar- 
ket, and independence of foreign supply, especially in case of war, are 
illustrated in a petition sent to this House by a Connecticut gardener 
from Glastonbury. Almost in sight of the Charter oak his strawberry 
beds give their succulent rubies to the sun; and thesun, through coal and 
Stephenson, harness a force to bear them to my constituents. But the 
Connecticut gardener is not satisfied with this nearness to the New York 
market. He demands that a heavy if not prohibitive duty be placed 
upon all foreign fresh fruits; oranges now taxed 25 cents a box; 
grapes now 20 per cent. ad valorem, and bananas—and why? Because 
the consumer being satisfied with cheap foreign fruits fresh from the 
West Indies would discourage his strawberries. [Laughter.] He 
would embargo the ships of all lands, where currants grow, and figs 
and dates are sugared by the sun, in order to leave a larger yearning 
in the human esophagus for the strawberries and huckleberries of the 
Nutmeg State. fraughter.] 

By a parity of rensoning the anchovies and sardines of France and 
the raisins of Turkey should be prohibé in order to protect the suckers 
of Illinois and the grapes of California. [Laughter.] 

Truly, when we do begin our attacks upon nature and her processes it 
ishard tostop. Itis the little end of the wedge fora potato, and then 
the result is a whole catalogue, including the gramniverous animals, 
the rhinoceros, hippopotamus, and elephant, by which we teach chil- 
dren natural history. [Laughter ] 

The present bill proposes to repeal the 10 per cent. ad valorem on 
barks, beans, berries, balsams, birds, and bulbs. Who opposes thisal- 
literative benefaction? On barks? Some quack who has found aroot 
that may be ruined in the market for medicinal use. On beans? 
Some maker of castor-oil intended ta relieve theinfant industry of the 
home market. [Laughter.] On berrries? Some batrachian of the 
swamp who croaks for protection to hiscranberries. Balsams? But why 
goon? The argumentum ad absurdum has no limit for opposing the 
revision of such a tariff as we have. Let foreign nuts, and seeds, and 
weeds, and dried insects not edible,“ be prohibited or restricted, for 
is not the country rich in hazels and hickories, garden seeds, and jim- 
son weeds, and who knows what industries chemistry may evoke out of 
these—our natural resources ! 

INFANT SUCTION POWER. 

Mr. Chairman, I am confused by the tabular opulence of our tariff 
speeches. We have tables on wages, tables on the home market, tables 
on iron and lumber, tables on cotton and copper, tables on salt and 
wood-screws—tables on everything. I am afraid we do not study them 

* heedfully. Iwill not make many tables; but I am studying statistics, 
I have made a calculation about our infant industries, and their 
power of suction from a maternal government. [Laughter.] Skipping 
the era from 1846 to 1860, during the existence of a good Democratic 
tariff, I beg to develop some statistics. That suction power amounted 
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to 10,441,000 horse- power. [Great laughter, ] I prove it by showi 
the power of the fly in mechanics as a provocative to force. [Laughter, Í 
Taking the unit of power, which is 1 pound weight raised a foot, and 
the weight which a horse raises is 33,000 ponnds a ſoot in a minute, I 
thus get the one-horse power. My friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH ] late Commissioner of Patents will note my accuracy. [Laugh- 
ter.] These are statistics. [Laughter.] Then after the manner of 
our protectionists, I seek the census of 1880. [Laughter.] I desire 
the number of horses, oxen, milk cows, mules, asses, and other cattle. 
[Laughter.] The number in the aggregate is 48,095,807, from Alabama 
to Wyoming, all within our borders. I give a period of three months 
of the year for fly time.. [Laughter.] Then, sir, I demonstrate irre- 
ſragibly that these live stock for about ten hours of the day keep their 
tails in motion. [Laughter.] I deduct as an uncertain factor the 
Texican steer, who uses his foot to kick vagrant flies from his ear 
[great laughter], and then I find that the forces thus expended and 
utilized, omitting the Texican steer, give me the premise which I 
have seen somewhere in the speeches of the gentlemen on the other 
side, from which I dedace the untold suction power of our infant in- 
dustries! [Laughter and applause. ] 

Through this enormous and well-ascertained horse-power in fly time 
Lam enabled to gauge the amount of milk which Michigan suckles 
through copper, Pennsylvania through iron tubes, Massachusetts on 
cotton, New Jersey on spool-thread, Louisiana on sugar, Maryland on 
coal, New York on salt, California on blankets, Ohio on wool, and so 
on. Of course there is more or less struggling as to which infant should 
have the right of way [laughter] or the first pull at the pap. [Ap- 
plause and laughter. ] 

It is said, sir, of the infant Hercules that when he was suckled by 
his mother he pulled so hard that he spilled the lacteal fluid and pro- 
duced the milky way in the heavens. Hercules is Pennsylvania. 
[Applause and laughter. ] 

WAGES—SYLLOGISMNS. 

I do not affect elaborate tables. They are so common as hardly to 
be read, especially when they refer to wages under the tariff. A table 
may show a low scale of wages for England, and a high scale for the 
United States. But what does it prove? Let me reproduce here, in 
syllogistic form, these logical sleights of hand or mouth. 

Thus argues the protectionist: 

England has free trade; England has low wages. Ergo, free trade 
produces low es. 

Again: The United States has protection; the United States has high 
wages. Therefore protection produces high wages. [Laughter.] 

Now, one may very easily parody such chop-logic, thus: 

England has a House of Lords. England has low wages. Conclu- 
sion: the Lords make wages low. [Laughter.] 

Or, the United States is infested with tramps. The United States 
has high wages. Therefore tramps make wages high. [Laughter.] 

Ireland has no snakes. Ireland has low wages. Argal: Snakes make 
wages high. [Laughter.] 

Apply the same argument to Russia. Russia has high 
Russia has low wages. Therefore protection makes wages 

Turkey—will gentlemen excuse me for my reference? [Laughter.] 
Well, Turkey has a low tariff—S per cent. Turkey has the Koran. 
Therefore the Koran makes wages low. [Laughter.] 

The truth is, as has been frequently stated on this floor, and proven, 
that wages are a matter entirely irrelevant to the discussion of tariff, 
depending upon the law of supply and demand, and the circumstances, 
situation, and resources of the country. [Applause.] 

I have discussed, Mr. Chairman, very often here the relation between 
the tariff and wages. I will not enter upon that further now, except 
to say that by the reports of our consuls, and notably the consul at 
Birmingham, Mr. Schoenhof, and by a comparison of tariffs and wages 
in other countries, it is safe to conclude that the tariff does not affect 
wages in the sense in which the Republicans claim it does. No man 
can argue, solely from these relations between wages and prices and 
tariffs, as to the beneficial results to the people. 

INVENTIONS, STANDING ARMIES, CONSUMERS, ETC. 

A country like ours, which has 250,000 inventions protected by the 
patent law, as my friend [Mr. BUTTERWORTH | so well recognizes, and 
with her artisans and laborers replete with intelligence and ability, 
need not fear competition from nations which have withdrawn, at great 
cost, millions of their productive citizens for standing armies. The 
nations who compete with us have 1 man for every 24 of the popu- 
lation in the soldiery; in the United States we have but 1 man in 1,610 
of the population. 


3 
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IOME MARKET, 

When protectionists clamor for a home market they forget that there 
is no standing army of consumers, and that nearly all of our people are 
producers. They say: We must have a home market; we must con- 
sume all we produce at home, and produce only as much as we con- 
sume.” 

We do produce more agricultural products than we consume by five 
hundred millions’ wortha year. How can we consume these products at 
home—in our country? It would require several millions more people 
who would consume only and produce nothing. Butif more people do 
come in there will be more products still and a greatersurplus. The pro- 
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posed remedy only increases the surplus, and can not diminish it, un- 
less, indeed, we follow European example and keep a standing army 
of two millions of idle soldiery. [Applause. ] 

A liberal Englishman statesman—not a 'Tory—Sir Lyon Playfair, 
speaking of this condition of our country, points to the United States 
as the great industrial nation of the future, and exclaims: ‘Luckily 
her protection policy is an incubus upon her industry, and gives us in 
England breathing time to prepare for the coming struggle.” 

NON-PROTECTED CLASSES, 

It has often been repeated here that the last census shows that of 
the 17,392,099 of our population engaged in industries, 7,670,493 were 
employed in agriculture; and, in round numbers, about 4,000,000 in 
professional and personal services, nearly 2,000,000 in trade and trans- 

rtation, and nearly 4,000,000 in manufacturing and mining. At 
least 1,214,023 were engaged in pursuits which were not benefited but 
rather injured by a high tariff. They were injured, I say, because the 
protective tariff, which is alleged to make high wages for others, did 
not benefit these. The pattern-makers, the bricklayers, the molders, 
the house carpenters, and many workers in other branches of business 
which are absolutely unprotected, command higher wages than those 
working on protected articles. 

There are nearly 400,000 carpenters and joiners, 300,000 milliners 
sand dressmakers and seamstresses, nearly 200,000 blacksmiths, 133,000 
tailors and tailoresses, 102,000 masons, 76,000 butchers, 41,000 bakers, 
22,000 p and others engaged in unprotected pursuits, who bear 
the burden without receiving the supposed benefit of the favored class. 

Counting out the number of unprotected farmers—and over one-half 
of our entire population are dependent upon farms—I have before me 
alist of trades and employments. Itincludes over one hundred classes, 
from the architect to the wood-chopper, who derive no sort of reward, 
but whose business is crucified between the two thieves—ad valorem 
and specific duties, leyied upon all they consume, 

Here is a list of the number of our population engaged in 1880 i 
non-protected industries: i 


Architects 1 3,375 
Artists and teachers of art. 9, 104 
2,331 
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19, 058 
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Physicians and surgeons. 
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; 13, 384 
Whitewashers........ 3,316 
Boatmen and watermen... 20, 368 
Book-keepers in stores. 59,790 
Canal men. . ; - 4,823 
Clerks in stores... 853, 444 
Commercial travel 28.138 
Clerks in railroad offices 12. 331 
Clerks in insurance offices... 830 
Clerks in express companies... 856 
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Newspaper carriers. 
Strectratiroad empl 


Sailors. 
Salesmen and saleswomen.. 
.Steam-boat men and women.. 
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Traders in wood and coal... 
_ Traders in cotton and tobacco, 
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Dealers in paints and oils 
Dealers in paper. . . — 
Bakers. . 
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Bridge builders......... 
House builders, 
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Carpenters and joiners... 
Car-MakerS... esses . . . . 
88 and lime burners... 
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Engineersand firem 79,628 
Engravers............... 4,577 
Fishermen and oystermen 41, 352 
Brick and stone masons.... 102, 473 
ger a a 53, 440 
ners. 228 
et a H0 
inters 128, 556 
Paper-hang 5,013 
Photographers. 9, 909 
Plasterers. . .. . .. .. 22, 083 
Printers and stereotypers.. 72,726 
Quarrymen...... 15,169 
Quartz-slaters 4,026 
Stave-makers 4, 061 
Wood-choppe: ave» 12,781 


It is this class of people that I have the honor in large part to repre- 
sent. They live in our cities, and though they may be largely engaged 
in manufacturing according to our census returns, they are not manu- 
facturing those articles which have the special favor of our tariff. 

DO NOT TAX WAGES. OH, NO! 

Gentlemen may tell us that they do not tax the wages of these men, 
whether high or low, by their tariff. 

I know that they do not tax their wages; but they tax all that their 
wages buy. They thus reduce the purchasing power of the little money 
that is left at the end of the week or month; for every article that en- 
ters into their expenditure, from the potatoes, taxed specifically 15 cents 
a bushel, to the salt, at over 80 per cent. ad valorem, and from the rent 
of their houses, which is enhanced by the tax on lumber and ‘iron, 
etc., to the blankets that give them comfort in the winter nights. 

INSECTS IN THE TARIFF, - 


We have reports made by our Commissioner of Agriculture about 
every imaginable insect that preys upon our crops: The Hessian fly, 
the army-worm, the weevil, and that latest pest called Hemiptera, or 
the family of Leide. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BUTTERWORTH | understands this family. They have trade regula- 
tions” of their own. [Laughter.] I may say that they are familiarly 
known as the chinch-bug.“ Efforts are being made to dislodge these 
pests that destroy our grasses andour grains. Much money is expended 
out of our surplus for that purpose. Would it not be much better for 
the farmer, if the same amount of skill in the treatment of certain little 
tariff insectivora were investigated so as to destroy them? Where our 
game laws do not suflice, or our birds do not answer the purpose of de- 
stroying these pests, our reports tell us that a solution of common soap 
added to boiling water or kerosene will have that effect upon chinch- 
bugs. Let us not be particularas to the nature or quantity of the remedy. 

LUXURIES AND NECESSARIES, 

Allow me, Mr. Chairman, to place in parallel columns a statement 
of a number of these insectivora. One column will show some of the lux- 
uries of life, which come in free, or nearly so, under the present tariff, 
and the other the duties on the articles of necessity. And yet; for years 
and years in this House, gentlemen have refused even to consider the 
advisability of reducing the one or raising the other of these taxes and 
harmonizing their discordant elements: 


Duty on articles of luxury. Duty on articles of necessity. 
Ottar of roses, free. Castor-oil, 180 per cent. 
Neroli, or orange-flower oil, free. Linseed-oll, 62 per cent. 


Diamonds, 10 per cent. 
Raw silk, free. 
Jewelry, 25 2 cent. 


r cent, 
moines, in bottles, 29 per 
Finest thread lace, 30 per cent. 
Fine Aubusson and Axminster car- 
pets, costing abroad $2.77 a yard, 46 


per cent. 
Finest India shawls, costing abroad, 
say $20 a Spo weight, 35 cents a 


pound and 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
or say per cent. 
gs, 50 per cent. 


Finest broadcloth, costing $5 a pound 
abroad, 35 cents a pound, and 40 per 
cent., equal to about 41 per cent. 


Pate de foie gras, 25 per cent. 
Musical instruments, of all kinds, 25 
per cent, 


Duty on a quart bottle of champagne, 
9 ahead $1 a bottle, 58 cents. 


Curry and curry powder, free. 
Oli n or free, 
Spices of all kinds, — 


Common window-glass, 87 per cent, 

Raw wool, 45 per cent. 

Steel rails, apor cent. 

Horseshoe nails, 116 per cent. 

Cheapest mixed woolen goods, cost- 
ing abroad 24 cents per yard, 77 per 


cent. 

Spool thread, 51 per cent. 

Common druggets, costing abroad 26 
cents a yard, 86 per cent. 


Common woolen shawls, costing 
abroad 68 cents a pound, 8 per cent. 


Common worsted stockings, costing 
26 cents a pound abroad, 73 per cent. 
Common cloth, costing 65 cents a pound 
abroad, duty 35 cents a pound, and 35 
per cent, ad valorem, equal to 89 per 


cent. 

Rice, 106 per cent. 

Galvanized wire smaller than No. 16 
and not er No. wire 
gauge, 132 per cent.; smaller than No. 


26, per cent, 
Duty on a dollar's worth of bleached 
cotton fabric, costing abroad 5} cents 


25 at cents, 
cents duty per bushel, 
Corn starch, 85} per cent. duty. 
Salt, & per cent. duty, 
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AMERICAN IDEAS, NOT FOREIGN. 
Our American statesmen from the earliest days to the present who 
have been wise in econony have been accustomed to swear in the words 
of no masters from abroad: 

In the ‘‘Principles of Trade,” which appeared in 1774, two years 
before Adam Smith wrote his Wealth of Nations, it was asserted that 
commerce should bs as free between all nations of the world as it 
was between the several counties of England. 

Franklin’s letters of 1778 were of the same tenor, namely, that our 
tariff should be for revenue only. Jefferson, as minister to France, was 
then advocating free trade. He recommended that commerce be re- 
lieved of its shackles in all parts of the world. Gallatin opposed pro- 
tection very soon afterwards in Congress. 


HONEST DEFINITION OF FREE TRADE. 


As early as 1831, William C. Bryant argued for the liberties of in- 
terchange. The agitation went on up to the final triumph, in 1846, 
when the tariff, in the language of Senator ALLISON, was made as 
perfect a tariff as any we ever had.“ [Applause.] Protection had 
no more strenuous opposers than the men who, like Emerson, in the 
very midst of the war, spoke of free interchange as in the interest of 
all nations. 

These men did not undertake to convey the idea that free trade was 
the abolition of custom-houses, nor the substitution of direct for indi- 
rect taxation. In the language of a representative protectionist paper, 
the Philadelphia American of the 7th August, 1884, they held that it 
meant such an adjustment of taxes on imports that the entire revenue 
of the country should be thus collected, and so long as it did not lay 
its duties in such a way as to lead any one to undertake any employ- 
ment or make any investment he could avoid in the absence of such 
duties. 

NEVADA TO THE RESCUE—THE IRISH VOTE. 


The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. WOODBURN ] undertook, as he said, 
to fill up a gap. He filled one. [Laughter.] He thought that the 
President’s message was a British document, but not having the testi- 
mony on that head complete from the internal evidence of the document 
itself, he rushes to London and invokes the Cobden Club to his assist- 
ance. He makes many apocryphal statements in relation to it, and 
quotes that enemy of Ireland and America—the Tory organ—the Lon- 
don Times, as evidence that the Democratic leaders of this country 
are horrible free-traders. He revamps the old story of British gold 
which is to be used in America for the Democratic party aud its success. 
He finds in the membership of the club an army of dukes, and the 
Lord knows who, and drew the inference that with their ‘‘three guineas 
apiece’? they are going to subdue America and overturn the Repub- 
lican party fanghe] and things generally! Goodness, gracious! 
Whole ocean into tempest tossed to waft a feather and to drown a fly! 
[Laughter.] He was careful to omit the names of the distinguished 
Republican leaders, who are, of course, in the conspiracy against them- 
selves! He became so confased as to the name of the Secretary of War 
that his mistake naturally produced great laughter and applause,” 
which should have been reconsidered on the statement of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. COGSWELL] that it was quite another 
Endicott! 

Among others whom he should have named as members of the Cob- 
den Club were some of the most liberal men in American politics upon 
both sides, including the Speaker of this House and several Senators. 

Now, sir, what was the objective point of all this logical debate on 
the Mills bill? It was the Irish vote. [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman was careful to let the House know that he was born 
in Ireland. Our Congressional Directory had already indicated that. 
But if I should pursue the method pointed out by ascientistof Dublin, 
Dr/McElheran, I thinkI could denationalize the gentleman. [Laugh- 
ter.] That distinguished doctor showed that the way to test a true 
Celt was not by the place of his nativity, but by his features and 
name. You may recognize the genuine Celt by his eye or by his hair. 
The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. VANCE] smiles and pointsto his 
own ruddy poll. [Laughter.] I look around for a white charger 

` [laughter]; but there is no fear of the coincidence, as the gentleman is 
not of the gentler sex. [Laughter.] The Celt hasa handsome eye 
and a graceful figure, while the Angles and Saxons—as Defoe held— 
were the mud of all the races. Of course I would not apply such a re- 
mark by the author of Robinson Crusoe to the gentleman from Nevada, 
although perhaps he deserves it for his baseless attack upon Mayor 
Hewitt. Ofcourse, since the statement as to our mayor has been re- 
fated, he will make the amende. - We will give himtime. [Laughter.] 

The gentleman may have been born in Ireland. I once heard an Irish- 
man say, Because a baby is born in a stable it does not follow that he 
is a horse.” [Laughter.] Itis well understood by physiologists that 


such men as Shakespeare and Sir Isaac Newton are ascertained by- 


their lineaments to be Celtic in their origin. Cromwell and his confis- 
cators left quite a spawn of aliens in Ireland; and some of them have 
claimed to be of the pure stock. But they are not. They are not the 
O’Callaghans, the Murphys, the O’Conners, the O’Shaunesseys, the 
Sullivans [laughter], or the O’Neills, whose royal lineage is honorably 
upheld by my friend from Missouri who sits near me. [Laughter. ] 
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When a member makes profert of himself, in order to reproach 
others, he must take the consequences, even if they be both philologi- 
cal and physiological. ‘‘Wood-burn’’—what does it mean and where 
did it come from? There never was a better Saxon word than wode or 
wudu; itis a wood. It signifies, when an adjective, ‘‘mad,”’ furious“ 
[laughter], because wild animals lived in the woods of Denmark or 
Friesland. Burn is thoroughly Saxon. It is from biernan. I surmise 
that the gentle defender of Tories from Nevada was descended, most 
honorably of course, either from some lordly Saxon charcoal burner, or 
that the name came from some of the Cromwell soldiery, who burned all 
the woods they could not confiscate when they invaded Ireland. 

Names are not much in a debate, but as the gentleman has spread 


my middle name—Sullivan—on the record, I must analyze that also ~ 


a little in return, by saying that Sullivan is from the Latin, Sol?“ 
and “ Levant.” Sun Rise! [Laughter.] My ancestor came from the 
East. I went back as his reflux wave. [Laughter.] I may mention 
confidentially that one ef my ancestors carried a hod at the building of 
Solomon’s Temple. [Langhter.] All I know of the family is that a 
recent ancestor came over from Ireland with Lord Baltimore. He was 
in “noble” company. 5 

There is another test of Celtic blood to which I may refer, as it isso 
pertinent to the Mills bill. The gentleman from Nevada will be pleased 
to know that his championship of the Tory protectionists of England 
indicates that he leans toward, if he does not belong to, the bluest blood 
of the landed aristocracy of England. [Laughter. ] 

Evidently the speech of the gentleman was made for the purpose of 
prejudicing the Irish against the Democracy, by reason of their dislike 
to their English oppressors. But his arrow falls far short of the mark. 

The gentleman was pleased to say something complimentary of my- 
self as a member of the Democratic party, and referred to me as ar 
resentative of a cosmopolitan constituency in a cosmopolitan city. He 
spelled my name at full, and more than intimated that I became a 
member of the Cobden Club, because it was a nobleman's foreign as- 
sociation.” 

This remark of the gentleman from Nevada seems to have been well 
received by the House. To be more exact, let me quote his language: 


At the same time, to my utter astonishment, I find one of the foremost men 
of the Democratic party, a distinguished author, wit, and humorist, a Repre- 
sentative of acosmopolitan constituency in a cosmopolitan city, SAMUEL SULLI- 
VAN Cox, became a member of the noblemen's foreign association. 


By the brackets I notice, though I did not hear the speech, that this 
was received with laughter and applause. 

I am at a loss how to discriminate. I have no special vanity, but I 
suppose the applause was intended for myself as a foremost Democrat, 
author, wit, humorist, and Representative [laughter], and that the 


laughter was at the gentleman’s expense for associating me with- 


noblemen—as such people run nowadays in and out of divorce courts 
in England. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not altogether certain that the gentleman should 
be laughed at for calling meanobleman. Ihave hadsomesortofadeco- 
ration given to me by the successor of the Caliphs and the Sultans. 
But the nobility which I most admire is not that of mere title. I had 
almost forgotten my honors abroad. I did dearly yearn for the so- 
ciety of you gentlemen. [Laughter.] All the pride I have is to be 
a Commoner along with other common folks here. [Applause and 
laughter. ] : 

I do not care even for the courteous ‘“‘ Honorable ’’ in this House. I 
have an ambition to be considered a good man and a faithful member. 
I have no special desire to be considered either witty, humorous, or a 
littérateur. Whatever the House or the gentleman may have meant by 
their laughter and applause, I would commend to him the verse of 
Tennyson, where he says: 

How e’er it be, it seems to me, 

‘Tis only noble to be good; 

Kind hearts are more than coronets, 
And simple faith than Norman blood. 

[Cheers.] 

And certainly no one ever merited this tribute of the laureate of Eng- 
land more than Richard Cobden, the yeoman’s son, the friend of America, 
and the defender of just economic laws. [Cheers.] 

When the gentleman prints my name SAMUEL SULLIVAN Cox in 
the RECORD, he indicates something of my Celtic blood, but he indi- 
cates something better than my. thought and service. 

I beg to say that I accept my middle name with considerable pride; 
for among the best men of the Revolution from New Hampshire were 
the two Sullivans, one of whom was governor of Massachusetts and 
the other a general in our Army. Both were the friends of Washing- 
ton. The general was not only the first to wrest Fort William and 
Henry from the tory Government of England, but, after the Revolu- 
tion was over, he signalized his bravery and skill by suppressing the 
Indians in Central New York, when they were allied with the tories 
with which the gentleman is pleased to be allied. 

Iam not so proud of my middle name as I was; for when I reflect 
that Boston culture has produced another kind of Sullivan [laughter], 
and that he ingloriously retreated from the beautiful land of France 
before 1 as British slugger, I am not so vain of my name parted in 
the middle, 
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The gentleman from Nevada represents a little rotten borough which 
is held by a lot of silver lords. From his standpoint he chooses to de- 
fame the men who made the ‘‘cheap loaf” for the poor Englishmen, 
and who, as O'Connell expressed it, were engaged in the same sad work 
toward Ireland. The attempt is as futile as the attack of a microbe 

inst the shaggy frontlets and pachydermatous hide of the American 
bison recently brought to this capital. [Laughter.] The gentleman’s 
State is supposed to be in the Union. With its forty-odd thousand in- 
habitants it has as much power in the Senateas New York withits six 
millions. Still, should he not cultivate something of the modesty 
which belongs to littleness, of which I am a commendable specimen, 
and not be too forward in attacking men who, like Cobden and his corn- 
law repealers, and as Macaulay said of the Puritans, were the noblemen 
of nature by the imposition of a mightier hand? 

If the gentleman would produce the impression that those who have 
been named as members of the Cobden Club in their catalogue are un- 
faithful to Ireland or to America, he had better correet the RECORD; 
at least so far as my name is concerned, for not only have I defended 
her sons and had resolutions passed of sympathy and of succor for the 
cause of Ireland and Irishmen who were imprisoned wrongfully, as 
the RECORD of this House will show, but I had the honor of making 
the motion, before a Democratic Speaker [Mr. RANDALL], by which 
Mr. Parnell was accorded the privileges of this House for an address 
upon the wrongs of Ireland. 

It would take more misrepresentation and innuendo than the Tory 
member from this rotten borough has shown, to produce any impression 
upon the cosmopolitan constituency which I have the honor to repre- 
sent, X 

By ancestry, by inclination, by virtue of long service here, running 
through nearly thirty years, I never had one thought for or sympathy 
with the Tory leaders who sought to drive England to desperation by 
their protective policies. 

The Tories of New Jersey, from which State came my folk, were in 
alliance with the Hessian and the red-coat to drive the patriotsof the revo- 
lution into ignoble humiliation. They failed; but had they succeeded, 
and had the Liberals of England, whom the gentleman stigmatizes, 
failed, we mightstill have been an English dependency, and the gentle- 
man, if he had lived at all, might have been engaged in the constab- 
ulary force in Ireland to-day endeavoring to suppress, under the orders 
of Tory Balfour, the enfranchisement of the people of his native isle 
who are seeking for home rule. 

In picking out my name, had he looked over the list of the Cobden 
Club a little more closely he would have seen the name of Governor 
Jacob D. Cox, a Republican gentleman and soldier. He was an honest 
statesman. This he illustrated in this House, and as Secretary of the 
Interior. In association with such aman one can welcome such pitiful 
assaults as those of the Tory member from Nevada. 

Governor Jacob D. Cox was the friend and associate of General Gar- 
field. They were both sympathetic with lMeralitiesof all kind. I do 
a ove that either of them accepted all the tenets of the Cobden 

ub. A 

I do not understand General Garfield’s relations in that way, and cer- 
tainly I had no such idea. I do not know how I became a member. 
It was tendered to me, Isuppose, for my persistency in vindicating the 
liberalities of thought which belong to economic study and the ob- 
servations which I made of the working of our tariff m. The 
Cobden Club has other objects beside freedom of trade. It sends out 
pamphlets in relation to the tenure of land. It favors the removal of 

ogeniture, It would improve the tenure of title to land in Eng- 

d as well as elsewhere. It would stop the great pension-lists and 

other excesses of English economic administration. Publications on 

these themes are sent to its members. I have received my share and 

such instruction from them as I could glean. But it does not follow 

that I am bound by all its tenets, for I, too, swearin the words of no 
master, and no platform, and no party onthis subject. 

While in a foreign country I was elected a member of a society which, 


being translated, means Phil-Hellenic. In my diploma these Greeks 
spelled my last name with a K, acapital K. 5 The K was 
at both ends of the name [laughter — Koks. [Laughter.] The object 


of this association is the study and diffusion of knowl: of ancient 
Greek archwology, history, language, and literature. It may have its 
peculiar theories about Grecian art and philosophy; but did it follow 
that though I accepted such an election, honorably tendered, I was 
bound to any particular philosophy of ancient Greece, whether that of 
Plato or Aristotle? Must I become a cynic or a stoic, revel in the sty 
of Epicurus, or my soul become transmigratory with Pythagoras? 
Must I accept a peculiar 2 of the dative case, or adhere to the pre- 
Periclean or post-Periclean schoo} of art? I was never called on to eat 
fish or drink cold champagne in the seat of Byzantine Empire; but if 
I had been I should have drank to the Iliad and the Odyssey and to the 
swelling of the yoiceful sea, which is the vehicle and symbol of liberty! 
Ido not know what this honorable society of Greeks may do on the 
Bosphorus, at the seat of their ancient empire and glory, but I hope 
that they will do nothing that will ever be brought up in Congress to 
55 . of myself, my party, or patriotic associations. [Ap- 
plause. 
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This little esprit of the gentleman, according to the brackets in the 
RECORD, produced laughter and applause. ”? : 

It is well that the gentleman got in his laughter first. The incident 
reminds me of another Irishman. He was in a meadow with a little 
bovine. The bovine began to paw the earth and tear up the ground 
with his horns, and the Irishman laughed and laughed at the unique 
performance. [Laughter.] But soon the little bull pitched him over 
a fence. The Irishman got up, and said, Isn't it lucky I got in my 
laugh first?” [Laughter.] 

Before I finish with the history of this club and its opponents and 
members the gentleman will be, perhaps, not alittle astonished to know 
where the laugh comes in; and that he has made himself the advocate of 
the meanest and worst of all the aristocratic and titled gentry that ever 
rackrented and stole the land or harassed and oppressed the people of 
any country. [Cheers.] 

RECIPROCITY WITH CANADA. 

In this connection it is but just that we should recognize the efforts 
in and out of this country made by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUT- 
TERWORTH] to reciprocate without restrictions with the Dominion of 
Canada. Boldly, in spite of the objurgations of his party, he casts pro- 
tection to the winds, moved on Canada, and took a toboggan slide into 
freetrade. [Laughter.] Iperused his admirable speeches with eager- 
ness to find the re-enforcement of a policy whith I have here advocated. 
Alas! He was himself one of the lost sheep to which he referred so 
felicitously. Doubtless he made the Canadian protected wilderness 
resonant with his bleating. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY], in “peeping” 
around for the one sheep he had lost and loved more than the ninety- 
nine who had not gone astray, must have been astonished to find that 
by leaving him alone he soon came home—with his little protection 
tail behind him. [Langhter.] 

But what will gentleman do for the lost Norse lamb from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON]? He is still wandering. No one is looking for him. 
He has the range of the Northwestern pastures, and I think we need 
not mourn over him. [Laughter.] He belongs to the hardy race who 
are not afraid to syllable the words and ideas of commercial liberty. 
[Applause. 

The gentleman from Obio is not ignorant of the elements of reciproc- 
ity; he knows their value; and he has upheld its banner. Iam proud of 
his efforts. He applauds the zollverein of ourown Union. He would 
extend it not merely by interchanges with Canada, but to the other 
Americas, But the moment he mounts his reciprocal charger and 
makes our continent the scene of his chivalric endeavor, he turns his 
back upon other continents. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend from New York yield to 
me for a moment ? 

Mr. COX. With much pleasure. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend had read my speech he would 
have found that my argument went to the effect that the protection 
system deals with conditions and not with boundary lines. It deals 
with the philosophy of economic politics without any reference what- 
ever to geographical lines. 

Mr. COX. ‘Then, of course, if that is the definition, my friend is in 
favor of his philosophy being extended. It means to be reciprocal with 
Canada. If it be good philosophy for Canada, it is good philosophy to 
apply to Central America and South America and Mexico. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly, and wherever the conditions 
are the same. It is against the false conditions that destroy, where 
restrictions should apply and not against the locality. The gentleman 
will see 

Mr. COX. I get your idea. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is a good one, is it not? [ Laughter.] 

Mr. COX. Yes; but it is a little remote and nebulous. [Laughter 
and applause.] But I think I get it. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not much charity for my friend from Ohio. 
I have for my friend from Nevada, for he does not know as much as 
my friend from Ohio. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Ohio is not 
ignorant of the conditions in to reciprocity. The same condi- 
tions would bring European countries here by the aid of the vapor of 
water and by the telegraph. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If my friend will permit another interrup- 
tion, I will ask that his time be extended. 

Mr. COX. Well, do it now, so that I can be certain, so as to be court- 
eous. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will ask an extension of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. A The time of the gentleman from New York has 

ired. 
Nt. BUTTERWORTH. Lask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman be extended without limit, as I want to interrupt him 
for a moment. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. COX. I want to call my friend’s attention 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. while I would like to listen to 
the 
as it 


. Mr. Chairman, 
tleman from New York all day, I must interpose an objection, 
not just to other gentlemen in the limited time remaining. 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


4339 


Mr. COX. That settles it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I beg my friend’s pardon; the time has 
been extended, as I understand it. 

In 1848 a measure for complete reciprocity this House with- 
out a dissenting voice, being voted for and supported both by Demo- 
erats and Republicans alike, the understanding being then that it in 
no wise trenched upon the protective system. 

Mr. COX. I would like to be permitted to answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ibeg my friend's pardon. I did not know 
that there had been objection. [Cries of Go on !”.] 
ate CHAIRMAN. The Chair of opinion that the objection came too 

te. 

Mr. COX. I do not desire to continue if there is an objection. I 
dislike very much to take the time of other gentlemen. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now permit mea moment. 

Of course in this matter, and a part of my proposition was that, the 
tariff fence should be extended around Canada and extend the system 
along and around the Border, they adopting the same tariff system as 
against the world, where different conditions prevail, should we not 
extend a hand to them? , 

Mr. COX. I give you my hand on that. [The gentlemen shook 


hands. 

Mr. hurreRWORTE. Then we are making progress at last. 

Mr. COX. Iam with the gentleman, and by the doctrine of Richard 
Cobden and his club, and the same doctrine of John Stuart Mill, and 
the same doctrine of Robert J. Walker and his tariff, Iwould advocate 
for Canada the liberality of our exchanges. I congratulate and wel- 
come the honorable gentleman within the bosom of the good old reci- 
procity and revenue-reform party. [Applause.] And I will give out 
for him, before I get through, a hymn to sing that will warm his heart 
so as to make us thoroughly harmonious. 

The gentleman from Ohio, who is a most erudite and eloquent gen- 
tleman, joined with the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Symes], who 
is also both eloquent and learned—and, by the way, Colorado is asort 
of English colony—in deprecating the Anglomania which leads mem- 
bers here to oppose the Tory protection party of England and Canada. 
I hope to see my friends’ efforts bring fruit in reciprocity with Canada, 
and thus aid Ohio and Colorado and all of us; and such fruit that will 
give wealth, content, and cordiality for both countries, as Cobden and 
Chevalier did for England and France, and as Cobden and Robert J. 
Walker did for England and America when they shook hands across 
the Atlantic, the one by the tariff of 1846, and the other by the repeal 
ol the corn laws. They thus gave a splendid aggrandizement to their 

respective countries. 
ONIO AND THE SOUTH. 
The peor the gentleman from Ohio drew from my native State is 
a proud record of the achievements of her people. During this cen- 
tennial season it was peculiarly appropriate; but when it is considered 
that her prosperity is due in part to unequal laws, there is not so much 
ride in the comparison which he institutes between Ohio and the South. 
y, let me ask, if these laws be equal—as tax Jaws should be in a 
common union—should these results be sodiverse? Why boast of re- 
sults which are the results of Federal disfavor to one section and favor 
to another? Is it fair that strength should forever aid the strong? 
Shall wrong hold sway forever? No, no; the gentleman following the 
vaticinations of thegentleman from Michigan Mr. Burrows] sees the 
iron that is sleeping in the sunless chambers of the southern earth, 
awake, and through its agencies will yet bless the South beyond its 
fondest dreams. 
The attemptof the gentleman from Ohio to excite indignation against 
Democrats who were in sympathy with the corn laws, of which Cobden 
was the leading champion, shows that he is not yet altogether in sym- 
pathy with the men who favored that repeal. 


TORIES AND PROTECTIONISTS RUINED IRELAND. 

That class of men for five centuries held England in its thrall, and, 
what was worse, mercilessly persecuted Ireland. They were protec- 
tionists of the most intense and grasping sort. It was while these 
Tories ruled that they destroyed the labor of Ireland by exactions and 

} tions only equaled by the myrmidons of Cromwell. They not 

ay confiscated like Cromwell, but they did worse. Their protection, 
like that of the wolf to the lamb, struck down the woolen and other 

| industries of Ireland. 

|_ The gentleman therefore places himself in line with the spoilers of 
Ireland in the past centuries and with the Salisburys and the Balfours 
of the present. He is in sympathy with the long list of Tory minis- 
ters, from Lord North down, who harassed and plundered that ‘‘sad- 
dest isle of the sea.” [Applause. ] 

He places himself in so far as he can in sympathy with a party of 
aristocrats who, under the reign of the Georges, and the worst of the 
Georges—George the Third—produced the revolution which gave us 
independence, and who, with allies like our Indians—those hell-hounds 
of savage war—and the me’ Hessian, made the early struggles of 
our fathers a long conflict against all the barbaric cruelty of the Tory 

‘protectionists and Jandlords. He arrays himself against that Liberal 
party, from whom the Whigs of our Revolution received their name. 


| That party was led by Chatham, Barré, and Burke in the defense of our 
colonies against Tory trade restrictions, taxation and tyranny. The 
old Federal party was recruited, after our Reyolution, from the Tories. 
During the war of 1812 that same Federal element sustained England 
against the Madisonian Democracy. To-day, the pon Tory admin- 
istration is fighting the Liberals of England and Ireland, who have 
Gladstone and Parnell at their head. The Tories are protectionists. 
They drove the English people in 1846 as they are now driving the Irish 
by every menace to their freedom and their prosperity—to the very 
point of starvation and insurrection. [Applause.] 
LESSONS OF THE CORN-LAW REPEAL, 

There are lessons here quite pertinent to the pending bill and do- 
bate. I crave your indulgence for dwelling on them. 

For five centuries England blundered in fostering industry by re- 
stricting exports and forbidding imports. Her statesmen, like the Lo- 
tus-eaters of Tennyson, listened listlessly to the— 

Chant of an ill-used race that cleave the soi 

Storing their yearly little dues of wheat and wine and oil, 
Her arousal came with a terrific revolution, producing clamors for 
bread and protests against starvation. 

Up until 1846, when she began to reciprocate with us, the history of 
her corn Jaws is the history of a desperate struggle unexampled in our 
world. 

Her first effort was to restrict the imports of foreign wheat, rye, bar- 
ley, oats, and maize—different species of so-called Corn ’’—so that she 
might have abundance and cheapness at home. 

These early restrictions, from 1360 to 1688, were well intended. She 
was, during that period, an agricultural rather than a manufacturing 
country. She raised all the corn she consumed, and hadasurplus, At 
that time any law against the importation of corn would have been in- 
operative. She was not then so foolish as to enact such laws. 

We have upon our statutes some similar sops, quite as unsubstantial 
as they are insulting to our farmers. 

But even with such legislation, she was hampering the natural force 
of her industry and trade. She was forming the habit of meddling and 
tinkering, by Parliamentary action, with the growth of her industries. 
She was raising up a favored class. Of course, it was done on the pre- 
text of protection and patriotism, but it was done really for the aggran- 
dizement of the rich landed proprietors. She built up great families 
and self-seeking monopolists; and this, sir, is our first lesson growing 
out of the corn laws. Strike out the words agricultural monopolists,’’ 
and insert ‘‘ manufacturing monopolists, and leave the word ‘‘ protec- 
tion“ stand, and you have the same combination here that throttled 
both commerce and agriculture there. It compelled the people to pay 
tribute to the lords of the land. [Applause.] In other words, it put 
money into the pockets of the few by crippling and destroying the in- 
dustries of the many. 

Then came another era of, class government. It was that of an in- 
ternal protective m. It was a system of bounties and penalties— 
bounties to the rich and penalties upon the poor, forbidding the pur- 
chase of corn in one market in order to dispose of it in another. It 
crowded out the middle men. ‘The only result was one which ever fol- 
lows the intermeddling of law with the natural course of trade—stagna- 
tion and decay. 

More than one hundred years ago, contemporaneous with our own 
struggle for independence, these internal restrictions were effaced from 
English law. The protective system failed and free trade was estab- 
lished, but only within the circuit of the country’s borders. In our 
Union we copied something from thisexample. Bounties were simply 
the price which the people paid for the lush growth of unremunerative 
labor. What the operatives of England paid for so many years to agri- 
culture and its ‘‘splendid paupers,” agriculture in this country has 
paid to the lords of the loom and the forge, who have been inspired 
with the same grasping avarice in their demand for enormous duties on 
manufactured articles. 8 

It is not necessary, in drawing these lessons from English legislation, 
that I should discuss the justice of giving a bounty to one person or one 
class for encouragement and not to another. Absolute justice requires 
a bounty or a subsidy to every one, and when that paradisical epoch 
arrives there is a bounty to no one! If my neighbor pay a bounty to 
me equal to that which I pay to him, there is no benefit to any one, ex- 
cept to the tax-gatherer. 

PROHIBITION OF CORN IN ENGLAND, 

A hundred years ago the manufacturing and commercial interests of 
England began to arise with greater strength. Newavenues of wealth 
opened from the colonies. The nation received an impulse of pros- 
perity. The consumption of corn increased and prices rose correspond- 
ingly. Then began the prohibition of grain importation. The agri- 
cultural monopolists fancied that they were floating serenely upon the 
bosom of a Pactolus whose very sands were gold. ‘They were deceived, 
just as the protectionists in this age and country deceive themselves. 
Corn Jaws began to appear in all the variety of their manipulations to 
outwit the natural laws of trade. Food became dear, but dear food 
did not bring high wages. Riots became common. Labor was ground 
down between the upper and nether mill-stone of protection. Then 


began a most terrific erain England. It had all the agonies ofa tragedy. 
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Gaunt famine, likeaskeleton, invaded laborers and tenants, even upon 
the very farms whence came the rich livings of the titled landlords. 
Wages declined, rents advanced, and wealth became more and more in- 
equitably distributed. The rich grew richer and the poor pone 
Then came on the struggle which gave presage of relief. The landed 
interests were still dominant. The hungry population resented their 
exactions with a fury born of despair and death. Parliament was men- 
aced. Cordons of the military surrounded St. Stephen's 
CORN-LAW REPEALERS. 

During this night of British gloom the protectionists of England were 
callous to every appeal and every interest of human life, Starvation 
has a wild logic of its own. Brave men arose. They questioned with 
stern and pitiless inquisition the legislation which taxed bread. The 
scales fell from their long-abused sight. Little legislative makeshifts 
were used to palliate the consummate evil and postpone the dreaded 
crisis. In vain the great families, led by the Duke of Wellington, 
who, like Brennus, threw his sword into the scale, attempted to with- 
stand the current. 

LEADERS OF THE PEOPLE AGAINST TORIES, ARISTOCRATS, AND PROTECTIONISTS. 

Who led this warfare for the poor against the rich? Who gave it ora- 
tory, and dialectics, and song? Who voiced the disasters and cried 
aloud for the reform, for the repeal of these cruel laws? Chief among 
those who vindicated the rights of the poor against monopoly in this 
legislative war, in which he never rested for years, was Mr. Villiers, of 
Wolverhampton. He is an old, old man now. They have erected a 
monument to his memory, even in his life. I place his name before 
that of others, not less brave but more laggard, under whose leader- 
ship the repeal was consummated. 

When that distinguished statesman, Sir Robert Peel, was denounced 
by his party in the Commons for the act of repeal he cried out deflantly, 
and yet how tenderly and proudly: 

I shall leave a name execrated by every monopolist who, from less honorable 
motives, clamors for protection because it conduces to his own individual ben- 
efit; but it may be that I shall leave a name sometimes remembered with ex- 
pressions of good-will in the abodes of those whose lot itis to labor, and to carn 
their daily bread by the sweat of their brow, when they shall recruit their ex- 
hausted strength with abundant and untaxed food, the sweeter because it is no 
longer leavened by the sense of injustice. 

There were other men who championed the demand of the people for 
the ‘‘ cheap loaf,” and whose names are handed down honorably among 
the poor of England, whose ‘‘ untaxed food was all the sweeter because 
it was no longer leavened by the sense of injustice.” 

OTHER CHAMPIONS IN AMERICA AND ENGLAND, 

In the long roll of these worthies, champions too of anti-slavery in 
America as well as England, are Cobbett, Prentice, W. J. Fox, Hume, 
Potter, Dr. Bowring, Sumner, Beecher, Garrison, Phillips, and others. 
But why make the catalogue? That night of English wrong was set 
thick with. stars—a whole constellation. Cobden among them was 
shining resplendently as a star of the first magnitude. [Applause.] 
Cobden was not a nobleman. He was not an hereditary legislator. He 
was born of the people. He was the sonofayeoman. He was brought 
up totrade. It was his business training, together with observation 
abroad, while a partner in a Manchester cotton-mill, that made him so 
cogent in debate and so simple and earnest in his devotion to the cause 
of the people and to the cheap loaf.” [Applause.] 

EULOGY OF COBDEN, FRIEND OF AMERICA, 

Mr. Chairman, I should be derelict as a member of Congress, or as a 
citizen of the United States, if I did not, even in this feeble way, vin- 
dicate the splendid fame of Richard Cobden. He was not merely a 
friend of the poor when they needed friends, but he wasa distinguished 
economist when economy was thundered from the hustings for the re- 
lief of the starving. More than all these, by his speeches, writings, 
diplomacy, and parliamentary efforts, he has done more than any other 
Englishman to hold up the institutions of our own country, not merely 

. for the indulgence of mankind, but for their imitation and admiration. 
Nor were the encomiums which he bestowed upon our country born of 
a mercenary or trading spirit. He had a genuine love for America. 
He twice visited us. He denounced those who had depreciated our 
character and slandered our people. 

In a volume of his writings, which I have in my hand, there is a com- 
parison between Great Britainand America. With what fervor he turns 
to the industrial, economical, and foreign peaceful policies of America, 
while with the live coal of a seer on his lip he bids at distance our 

. future, Hail! He does this with a pride which knows no selfishness 
and with a humanity that regards noisolation. England and America 
were, in his view, bound together in peaceful fetters with the strongest 
of all ligatures that can bind two nations—commercial interests and 
the destiny of representative governments. [Applause.] He took 
pride in the discharge of our public debt. Though he found in Amer- 
ica a rival with his own country and analyzed the disadvantages of the 
position of England in comparison with America, he saw in the unlim- 
ited extent of our unsettled territory a means of employing capital and 
labor with which the little isles of Great Britain would in vain strive 
to compete. 

He was not insensible to the fact that the Englishman was a born 

aristocrat, with an insatiable love of caste, which he said pervaded 


every degree from the highest to the lowest; but he believed that in 
the course of time such changes would come through education and 
suffrage as to bring England upon the roster of genuine republican 
states. Every reform that England has made in the interests of her 
people, and for her colonial advancement, found Richard’ Cobden its 
friend and his gifted speech its ally. And it comes with an ill grace 
from an American, whether native or adopted, to blur the escutcheon 
this 33 of America and this honest friend of the people. [Ap- 
Plause.] 

I had the honor of being on the committee which welcomed Cobden 
to America. He visited this Hall. He was received with as much if 
not more welcome from the Republican than from the Democratic side 
of the Chamber. No one made his name a reproach, for he had been 
the friend of our Union. He had been the companion of John Bright, 
the Quaker manufacturer of Birmingham, in denouncing with resonant 
eloquence and virile logic the infamies of protection. 

I must beg my Irish friends to remember that Daniel O’Connell spoke 
for the repeal as the friend of the English and Irish people. Speaking 
at Manchester, he demanded to know why, if the corn laws are good 
to rescue a people from wretchedness, they do not rescue the people of 
Ireland? If these protective laws give employment and high wages, 
said he, why do they not give them in agricultural Ireland?” Sub- 
sequently, in demanding to know what the corn Jaws were for, he 
answered his own question by saying, to put money into the pockets 
of the landlords—not the money of the Russians, the Danes, or the 
Swedes, but that of their fellow-countrymen.”’ 

POETRY OF THE REPEALERS. 

Seconding these efforts of the tribunes of the people came the black- 
smith poet, Ebenezer Elliott, and the ‘‘ Voices from the Crowd,” by 
Charles Mackay. These corn-law rhymes not only denounced the ex- 
actions by which bread was made dear to the people, but they looked 
forward to that influx of grain from the new hemisphere—America—by 
which the loaf would be cheapened and the people saved from star- 
vation. 

These men disdained any compromise. They moved on to victory; 
they found the realm of England in discrowned and hunger-ridden 
anarchy. The time was ‘‘ripe, and rotten-ripe,’’ for change. 

RESULTS OF THE REPEAL, 

They gave it comparative quiet and prosperity, and progress followed 
the victory. More than that, so far as America was concerned they 
gave us lessons by which we were mutually bound and by which our 
values were immensely enhanced. ‘The Democracy of the United States 
reciprocated. In the interest of the people of both nations a great bene- 
faction fell like manna in a wildernessof selfishness. [Applause.] The 
event justifies the truth that nature, in heroverflowing goodness, had pro- 
vision against scarcity and famine; so that when crops fail in a small 
area like Great Britain, or are insufficient to supply her needs, there 
is lavish abundance and a surplus in other lands, in the valleys of the 
Mississippi and its tributary streams. The law to which Virgil re- 
ferred two thousand years ago as the ‘‘eternal federation’? by which 
Rome grew great, is the same law in modern days. P has given 
to the phrase a miraculous meaning, for it multiplied the loaf for the 
multitude, The result here was not merely a home market for home 
product, but the widest extent of surface for production in our own 
land, causing less danger of scarcity and an abundance of the neces- 
saries and conveniences of life for importation abroad. 

The repeal of the corn laws and the tariff of 1846 was the consecrated 
protest of benevolent legislation. They vindicated the providence or 
the All-loving Father, whereby the excess of one land and its opulent 
harvests, and the diversified labor of the people of all countries com- 
pensate for the deficiencies of each other. 

The same arguments which are used to-day by the protectionists 
here were used by the protectionists in England to prevent the repeal 
of the corn laws. The old story of the home market, and especially 
in the contingency of foreign war and the dependence upon another 
country for supplies was used in the Parliament of England just as now 
in the Congress of the United States. They were used in vain. Eng- 
land could no more be independent of foreign supply for her bread than 
America could be independent of England in the sale of her grain and 
cotton. 

The fruitfulness of labor was increased, toil itself was mitigated, 
misfortunes were avoided, and the benefits of the repeal, through in- 
ternational dependence and reciprocity, gave a new impulse to both 
countries. It opened a market for English goods here, while it en- 
larged our market for our product abroad. It did not injure either 
country. It aided both beyond all the dreams of avarice. 

Daring the twenty years preceding 1849 the exports of British and 
Irish productions had increased 33} per cent. for each decade. From 
1849 to 1859 the increase was 105 per cent. It is fair to presume that 
by 1859 English industry had become adjusted to the new conditions. 
Nevertheless, for the period up to the Franco-Prussian war there was 
an increase of exports of 45 per cent. The value of the exports per 
capita in 1849 was $10.93; in 1859 it had more than doubled, being 
$22.11. In 1869 it had risen to $29.79. In 1878, under a high tariff, 
while we Americans were making great boasts of our exports, their 
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value per capita was only $12. Nor have the working people of Eng- 
land been routed out of the mills by foreign pauper labor. In cotton 
manufacture the number of hands employed increased from 330,924 in 
1850 to 479,512 in 1874. The woolen trade for the same period nearly 
doubled its force. Soalso the flax industry. 


INTERDEPENDENCY OF NATIONS, 


God never made an independent man nor allowed an independent 
nation. Men and nations must lean upon each other. The very va- 
riety of the growth of nations with the staple of every soil make it the 
duty of legislators to exclude monopoly from the family of nations as 
selfishness from the family of individuals. 

BENEFICENCE OF THE TARIFF OF 1846. 


There never was a tariff during whose continuance there was so 
much advancement in all that makes up the wealth of nations as our 
low tariff of 1846. Under its provisions farmers got better prices for 
wheat, grain, wool, etc., than they have averaged under the present 
tariff. Manufactures multiplied more rapidly, farm values increased 
much faster, and all of our people had fall employment. Daring that 
period, from 1850 to 1860-61, a tramp was as unknown as a trust,“ 
a strike had no place in our political lexicon, the word *‘ lockout” was 
infrequent, and the word ‘‘boycott’’ was not known. There were no 
conflicts between capital and labor. The country became harmonious 
so far as its policy was concerned, because it was just. 

It has been said, ignorantly, that Robert J. Walker changed his 
views before he died as to the policy of the tariff measure so honorably 
associated with his name. knew Governor Walker when he was 
Secretary of the Treasury, and intimately. Asour Globe-RECORD shows, 
when he was made governor of Kansas, E followed his judgment in 
the crisis of Kansas and the Lecompton constitution. He was a man of 
remarkable genius for administration. His mind was in inverse pro- 
portion to his body. I had occasion to know that he never deviated 
from the doctrine of his great report on revenues of 1846. To make 
this assurance of record here I refer to a pamphlet letter of his handed 
to me by his son, General Duncan 8. Walker, dated November 30, 1867, 
after the war, and after comparison could be made between his system 
of 1846 and the high tariffs of 1861 and subsequently. This pamphlet 
was a defense of our resources to enhance our credit; a plea for the re- 
duction of our taxes and the disbanding of our army of tax-gatherers. 
He would have reduced our revenue to $244,000,000 a year, and haye 
derived it from three sources—a tariff for revenue, an excise on wines, 
malt and spirituous liquors, and tobacco, and a tax on our national 
banks. 

I print here what I may hereafter allude to more at length, namely, 
his résumé of our experience with his tariff for revenue: 

Under the tariff of 1816, as shown by the census, our wealth increased from 
1850 to 1860, 126.45 per cent., whereas, from 1840 to 1850, the increase was only 
64 per cent.; from 1830 to 1840, 42 per cent.; and from 1820 to 1830, 41 per cent. 
So also, from 1850 to 1860 our agricultural products increased 95 per cent., and 
our manufactares 87 per cent., being in both cases nearly double any preceding 
ratio of increase, So also, our exports, imports, and revenue nearly tripled in 
the same period of time, and our domestic trade rose nearly in the same ratio. 
This augmented ratio is not the result of increase of population, which. from 
1850 to 1360, was less than 36 per cent. The Irish famine was sup; by my 
opponents to account for the increase the first year, although the decreased 
price paid abroad that year for our cotton nearly equaled the additional sum 
paid by England for our breadstuffs and provisions, But the next yearand the 
next, before any gold had reached here trom California, our exports and reve- 
nue went on augmenting in a corresponding ratio, rising in eight years from 
$22,000,000, under the tariff of 1842, to $64,000,000 under the tariff of 1816. 

These results were wonderful, and our Committee on Ways and Means 
have considered under these lights this remarkable policy, ad valorem 
and all, in the framing of their measure. It was a novelty to kings 
and oligarchies. It exacted the largest duty from capital and the least 
from labor, and therefore it should have remained,at least in principle, 
for all the emergencies of our Republic. 

A SCOTCHMAN’S H@ROSCOPE—OUR FINANCIAL SUICIDE. 


In glancing at the cold statement in McCulloch’s Commercial Dic- 
tionary, under the head of New Vork,“ I find from that frigid 
Scotchman and statist thus samming up of the effect of the great com- 
mercial reform during the administration of Sir Robert Peel: 

He says that the last and greatest of all changes was the change in the corn 
laws. It had a powerful influence in the United States. Mr. Polk’s Govern- 
ment haying free trade by these and other circumstances succeeded in carrying 
a comparatively liberal tariff, to take effect from first of December, 1846 ; and 
this tariff kept its ground until 1857, when it was superseded by a still more 
liberal one. But the downfall of the tariff by which it was carried was quickly 
followed by a reimposition of high duties by the act of Congress of ch 2, 
1861, and this again by the outbreak of the civil war. 

Bat— 

Adds the great Scotchman— 
the bulk of the American people have never been supposed to be blind or in- 
different to their own necessities; and these they may be assured will be best 
promoted by reverting to, as soon as possible, and maintaining a system which 
enables them to ell in the dearest and to buy in the cheapest markets. If they 
retain high duties, they will fall wholly on and on no one else, and the less 
they buy from foreigners the less they will be able to exportto them, 

In other words, as I have often preached in this House, we can not 
continue to sell our surplus, which is growing every day by reason of 
our increasing army of labor, unless we buy from others. A one-sided 
arrangement leads to impoverishment, overproduction for home needs, 
and consequent mortgages and bankruptcy. 


Mark the words which I cite from this cold statistician. He warns 
us that to retain high duties they will fall wholly upon ourselves, and 
on no one else. 

Or, since gentlemen prefer figures of poetry to figures of arithmetic, 
I might well apply the metaphor of Byron about the struck eagle 
stretched upon the plain, who viewed his own feather on the fatal 
as — against the shaft that quivered in his heart. [Ap- 
plause. 

Indeed, sir, we are already feeling the pangs of the wound that we 
ourselves have made; but it is all the keener to feel them when we re- 
flect that we have furnished the pinion which impelled the steel, and 
that the very plumage which had warmed our eagle’s nest drinks the 
life drop of his bleeding breast. 

RECIPROCAL PROSPERITY. 


England grew rich and America prospered by reciprocity. And 
when this reciprocity was broken on our part by inordinate tariffs, we 
failed proportionately, and the history of our tariff, shown in this de- 
bate, illustrates the fact that our tariffs, when they are low, give ad- 
vantages and advancement. When they are high it is otherwise. 

Patriotism and economy are not convertible terms. Economy means 
the law of the house, the law of supply and demand. It means cash 
and credit, not a banner nor a border. 

Every people must trade abroad. Every individual is dependent 
upon some other. If he bea luxurious man, he must-have jewels 
from Golconda polished in Amsterdam. His delicate neckerchief must 
tie him to the loom of Jacquard. The spices to stimulate his appe- 
tite come from the ancient seats of Oriental power. His cigar is from 
Cuba and Manila; his coffee from Arabia, Java, and Brazil. China 
gives him tea, and Cuba sugar. He will have his clothes, in spite of 
laws, out of the broadcloth of France and England, and his wife her 
dresses, of silk and satin, from Lyons, provided always they are of- 
fered on better terms; while for the man who is not a bon vivant or 
a rich man, the sail and steam of traffic is in perpetual unrest to relieve 
his burdens, cheapen his comforts, and provide his necessaries. 

Therefore liberal policies as to trade, while in our country always 
contemplating a revenue for an economic administration of the Govern- 
ment, should enlarge the area of trade and stimulate labor unto richer 
harvests. 

No man with a particle of reasoning in his composition can say that 
abundance with a large market is a curse, or scarcity with a narrow 
market a blessing. 

The elements of England which overcame the willful obstinacy of 
Anglo-Saxon legislators brought mankind together and gave to the 

roducer of corn in America his splendid market and its quick returns 
y steam and telegraph, and to the daily toilers of England it answered 
our Lord's prayer for their “daily bread.” 

Great Britain was forced to abandon her extreme protective policy 
only when the country was brought to the verge of bankruptcy, star- 
vation, and revolution. Her protectionists, as early as 1842, made the 
same arguments as those made in this House by our protectionists. 
They predicted that the reduction of the British tariff would shake the 
social relations of the country to their very foundations, subvert the 
whole system of society, lower wages, throw great quantities of land 
out of cultivation, render it impossible for the government to raise 
taxes, and reduce the laborer to a lower scale in life. Nothing of the 
kind happened. 

THE ENGLISH FLAG ON THE SEA, 

Among other predictions were those of Disraeli and other Tories that 
the ship-building of Great Britain would vanish, but never in all history 
has there been seen such a stupendous result as that which followed 
the repeal of restrictions on her ships. Her shipping rose from 3,400,- 
000 tons in 1848 to over 8,000,000 tons in 1883, and it is still rising, 
while we have lost all of our foreign shipping. 

OUR OCEAN TONNAGE LOST. 

It is the saddest of our experiences as a nation that our flag under 
navigation laws that will not let us buy, and our tariff laws that will 
not let us build, has ceased to kiss the breezes of other than our in- 
land and coasting trades. 

Dies iræ, dies illa, 
Solvet sæclum in favilla. 

The degradation of our commerce is like the obscuration of a star 
in the sky. It is not a partial, but a total eclipse, a lost Pleiad with- 
out even the phantasy of a nebulous cloud to reassure us of the return 
of our days of commercial glory on the sea. 

A PICTURE OF PROSPERITY. 

In 1841, when Sir Robert Peel took office, there was no interest, man- 
ufacturing or otherwise, that was not depressed, no property that was 
not depreciated, no seaport in which ships were not rotting at the 
wharf, no agricultural labor that was not working on starvation 
wages and parochial relief; the revenue was insufficient to meet the 
national expenses and bankruptcy menaced the country. All at once, 
as by some enchanter’s wand, agriculture became prosperous, rents 
were increased, manufactures and employment were extended, wages 
were raised, the revenue was enhanced, property was improved, and 
taxation was lessened. Every successive movement in the ameliora- 
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tion of the tariff of Great Britain up to and after the repealing act of 
1816 showed advancement in all the elements that make up the hap- 
piness and wealth of nations. [Applause. ] 

THE FARMING INTERESTS, 

It is easily shown that not more than 5 per cent. of the labor of the 
country is affected by our present tariff in the way of protection. Other 
members have shown the relation which the agriculturist bears to the 
tariff, and they have shown that he is not protected at all. But, on the 


other he is at the mercy of other countries, with their cheap forms 
of labor. He must sell his crops at prices fixed by the pauper labor, 
not of Europe, but of Asia and Africa, since the price of wheat 


in this country is regulated by the price in the European markets. 
The whole world contributes its supplies to those markets, and the 

ts of Russia, Hungary, and India, with their cheaper labor, are 
rivalsof our farmers. Therefore, our farmers are in direct competition 
with the cheapest labor in the world. 

The Indian fellah, with his 6 pence a day for his labor, and the Russian 
serf, with something less, compete with our farmer, whose product is 
subject, in addition to a charge for transportation through inland to sea- 
board and three thousand miles of water besides, to the markets which 
fix the prices of his stufls. When you consider that, in addition to all 
this, he has to pay the tariff-increased price for every protected article 
he buys, you can well understand what the protective system does for 
him. It throttles him. It paralyzes the four million of farmers who 
are and should be the mainstay of the country. It is no exaggeration, 
perhaps, when one of our humorists in Georgia wags his fanny tongue 
about the infant industry that gets its slice of bounty, and takes a 
powerful long time to get grown.” [Laughter.] 

When a man 

Says he 
goes to one of these manufacturing cities he finds everybody strutting around, 
and the banks full of money, and the land worth $200 a front foot; but just let 
Con talk about reducing the tariff, and they scrouge up and pull a small 
bottle from under their cont tails and cry out, “I am an ee tae poor little in- 
fant! Ain't you gwine to protect me? Aro you gwine to take away my pap 
and leave me an orfen?™ 

[Laughter.] 

Another one of our humorists in writing of and from the great West 
intimates that the farmer has the priceless boon of liberty. But it 
is liberty to pay war prices for everything he wants, and to sell his 
crops for less and less yearafter year; liberty to pay big prices for ma- 
chinery, help, clothing, and everything else he buys, and to ride into 
town on a December day, accompanied by the cold remains of an assas- 
sinated hog, and then to be told that pork had gone down to 4 cents! 
He properly regarded such a ride, in the society of a hog that died by 
one’s own hand, as depressing. And yet it was that same animal that 
had been loved so well in infancy, hid down in the cellar so you could 
not hear him squeal when he was killed, and which the farmer after- 
wards helped to scrape with a case-knife, so that even in death he 
would be a source of pride. He is depressed by the thought that all of 
that hog is swallowed up by the price of the protected frock he hoped 
to carry home to his wife. 

Mr. , I am not yet alarmed at the India competition in 
wheat, with which we are threatened. Our Department of Agriculture 
in its Report No. 46, November, 1887, has a paper which is calculated 
to allay any present alarm on this subject, even in spite of the in- 
creased importation. Nor do I care to discuss at the present time the 
varying prices of our wheat and other grain stuffs, or the ample sur- 
plus that under every circumstance and condition we have for exporta- 
tion. Our prices have been remunerative and the quantities enormous. 

A table which I have before me will show that from 1872 to 1886 
tho United States has furnished in grain and flour 51.10 per cent. 
more than one-half of the whole of the wheat surplus of the world, 
that is absorbed by the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland. 

The largest national product since 1874 is annually harvested in our 
country. France stands in the second rank, but imports more than 
she rts. India comes third, and Russia occupies the fourth rank 
The table will show the various relative proportions. 

My chief object in referring to these matters now is to show the 
impulse which was given to the accrued product of our soil by the 
repeal of the corn laws and the enactment of the tariff of 1846. 

EXPORTS OF CORN AND COTTON BEFORE AND AFTER RECIPROCITY, 


In a table which I have prepared I have taken the exports of wheat 
and corn alone, including flour and meal. I have tabulated them in 
five-year periods. 

In 1830, at the end of the five years, we exported over 23,000,000 
bushels of wheat, and more than 6,500,000 bushels of corn. 

‘These exports grew in half-decennial periods, until in 1845, preced- 
ing the great reciprocity treaty between Great Britain and the United 
States, when the wheat export was over 34,000,000, and the corn about 
8,000,000. 

Now mark, sir, the marvelous increase which, in spite of the Tories 
of England and their allies here, resulted from the liberalities of Cobden 
and his allies of the Corn Law League. 

The five years ending in 1850 show our wheat export at over 71,500,- 
000 bushels, and our corn nearly 54,000,000. So that almost at once, 


compared with the five years ending in 1845, we more than doubled 
our wheat exportation and had more than six times as much of corn ex- 
portation. Since 1850 the fi are still more marvelous. So that 
at the end of the five years ending in 1885 our exported wheat amounted 
to 608,000,000 bushels and our corn to nearly 279,000,000 of bushels, 
And since that time the stupendons energy of our soil and enterprise 
of our farmers can be traced directly to the liberalities of interchange 
championed by the Cobdens of England. Is it for this great benefac- 
tion to the teeming West, with its fat glebe and stalwart farmers, that 
these men of 1846 are reproached by their Tory allies in America? 

It is N true 2 to the production and ex port of cotton 
as with respect to the exportation of grain. A grand impulse was 
given to that staple by the reciprocal laws of 1846. 

Going back to 1830, when our annual production was only 1,000,- 
000 bales and our exportation 772,000, we find that after 1848—49 
we had 2,808,000 production and 2,226,000 exportation, while dur- 
ing the last year our production was 6,500,000 bales and our exporta- 
tion 4,500,000! 

Here is.to be found the wealth of our magnificent soil, whose sur- 
plus has enabled us not only to pay off our great indebtedness, but, 
under hampered conditions and in spite of the restrictions of our tar- 
iffs, most unnaturally exacting and cruel, to assume among the powers 
of the earth the station that we to-day occupy. 

It would seem that there is no argument that can be made from our 
authentic statistics cogent enough to persuade the selfishness of some 
men eyen into the indulgence of self-Igve. Self-love has been defined 
as that which would lead a man to eat his own dinner and allow his 
neighbor to eat his, while selfishness is defined to be the appetite of a 
man for his own dinner and a desire to eat that of his neighbor. 

THE AD ABSURDUM. 
It would be a very difficult task to persuade men who are selfish to 
indulge in self-love, much less in disinterestedness. Perhaps the most 
cogent reasoning upon this subject would be after the manner of our 
humorists, known as the ad absurdam, which Aristotle ranks among 
the best rudiments of logic. 

We havea humorist known as “Bill Nye.“ I was about to read for 
your relief his description, exaggerated somewhat, of the farmer’s lifo 
out West. I forbear. 

A MEMBER. Give it to us. - 

Mr. COX. Iwill print it, as good reading on a dry topic. This 
clever writer has been acting as a rural gentleman. He has ideas of 
stock-growing, garden-sauce, and other home-spun matters about farm- 
ing in the West. I quote: 

„Well, farmin’ is like runnin’a r in regards to some thin: Every fell 
in the world will take and turn ant tell you how to do it, —.— if he don't 
know a blame thing about it. There ain’ta man in the United States to-day 
that don’t secretly think he could run airy one if his other business busted on 
him, whether he knows the difference between a new milch cow and a horse 
hay-rake or not. We had one of these embroidered night-shirt farmers come 
from town better'n three years ago. Been atoilet-soap man and done well, and 
so he came out and bought a farm that had nothing to it but a fancy house and 
barn, a lot of medder in the frofit yard, and a southern aspect. The farm was 
no You couldn't raise a disturbance on it. Well, what does he do? Goes 
and gits a passle of slim-tailed yeller cows from New Jersey, and aims to handle 
cream and diversified farming. Last year the cuss senta load of cream over 
and tried to sell it at the new crematory while the funeral and hollercost was 
goin’ on. I may be a sort ofa chump myself, but I read my paper and don't get 
left like that.” 

“What are the prospects for farmers in your State?” K 

“Well, they are pore. Never was so pore, in fact, senco I've been there. 
Folks wonder why boys leaves the farm. My boys left so as to get protected, 
they said, and so they went into a clothing store, one of em, and one went into 
hardware. and one is talkin’ protection in the Legislature this winter. They 
said that farmin’ was gittin’ to be like fishin’ and huntin’, well enough fora man 
that has means and leisure, but they couldn’t make a livin’ at it, they said, 
8 boy is in a drug store, and the man that hires him says he is a royal 

eller, 

“Kind of a castor royal feller,” I said, with ashriek of laughter. 

He waited until I had laughed all I wanted to, and then he said: 

I've always hollered for high tariff in order to hyst the publie debt, but now 
that we've got the national debt coopered, I wish they’d take a little hack at 
mine. I've putin fifty years farmin’. I never drank licker in any form. I've 
worked from ten to eighteen hours a day; been economical in cloze and never 
went to a show more'n a dozen times in my life; raised a family and learned 
upwards of two hundred calves to drink out of a tin pail without blowing all 
their vittles up my sleeve. My wife worked alongside o’ me sewin' new seats 
on the boys’ pants, skimmin’ milk, and even helpin’ me load hay. 

For forty years we toiled along together and hardly got time to look into 
each other's or dared to stop and get acquainted with each other. Then 
her health ailed. Ketched cold in the spring: house, prob'ly skimmin’ milk and 
washin’ pans and scaldin’ pails and spankin’ butter. Anyhow, she took in a 
long breath one day while the doctor and me was watchin’ her, and she says to 
me, ‘Henry,’ says she, ‘I’ve a chance to rest,’ and she put one tired, wore- 
out hand on top of the other tired, wore-out hand, and I knew shed gone whero 
they don’t work all day and do chores all night. 

I took time to kiss her then. I'd been too busy for a good while previous to 
that, and then I called in the boys. After the funeral it was too much for them 
to stay around and eat the kind of cookin’ we had to put up with, and nobody 
spoke up around the house as we used to. The boys quit whistlin’ around the 
us and talked kind of low by themselves about going’ to town and gettin’sa 

ob. ° 
j “They're all gone now, and the snow is four feet deep on mother’s grave up 
there in the old berryin’ ground.” 

5 paraeh of us looked out of the car window quite a long time without say- 
ing an ng. 

11 don't —.— the boys for going into something else, long's other things 
pays better; but I say—and I say what { know—that the man who holds tho 
prosperity of this country in his hands, the man thatactually makes money for 
other people to spend, the man that eats three good, simple, square meals a day 
and goes to bed at 9 o'clock, so that future generations with good blood sad 
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cool brains can go from his farm to the Senate and Congress and the White 

‘ouse—he is the man that gets left at last to run his farm, with nobody to help 

m but a hired man and a high protective tariff. 

“The farms in our State are mortgaged for over $700,000,000. Ten of our West- 
ern States—I see by the papers—have got about three billion and a half mort- 
gages on their farms, and that don't count the chattel mortgages filed with town 
clerks on farm machinery, stock, wagons, and even crops, by gosh! that ain't 
two inches high under the snow. s what the prospects is for farms now. 
The Government is rich, but the men that made it, men that fought perarie 
fires and 3 pies wolves and Injuns and potato-bugs and blizzards, and has paid 
the war debt and pensions and everything else, and hollered for the Unionand 
Republican party and high tariff and anything else that they was told to, is 
left high and dry this cold winter with a mortgage of $7,500,000,000 on the 
farms they have earned and saved a thousand times over.” 

Yes; but look at the glory of sending from the farm the future President, the 
future Senator, and the future member of Congress. 

That looks well on paper, but what does it really amount to? Soon as a 
farmer boy gits in a place like that he forgets the soil that produced him and 
holds his head as high asa hollyhock. He bellers for protection to everybody 
but the farmer, and while he sails round in a highty-tighty room with a fire in 
it night and day, his father on the farm has to kindle his own fire in the morn- 
ing with elm slivers and has to wear his son’s lawn-tennis suit next to him or 
freeze to death, and he hasto milk in an old gray shawl that has held that mem- 
ber of Congress when he was a baby, by gorry! and the old lady hastosojourn 
Lac af bre winter in the flannels that Silas wore at the riggatter before he 
wen ngress. 

So I say, and I think that Congress agrees with me, Damn a farmer, anyhow! 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, we should strike out all after the enacting 
clause of this bill and pass an amendment to tax all that the farmer pro- 
duces. Would it not compel our manufacturer to pay the foreign price 
of it, and the tariff of 40 or 50 per cent. besides? Perhaps this would 
benefit the farmer. But how would it operate as to the manufacturer 
and the rest of the people? d where is the difference between such 
a tariff and the present one, except this, that the farmer’s ox is now 
gored, and in the other case it would be the ox of the manufacturer? 
[Applause. ] 

CORN-LAW REPEAL POETRY. 

I am sure the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], who 
joined his eloquent voice in the denunciation of the Cobdenites and 
the Democracy, must have observed how Tory protection was impoy- 
erishing and decimating the Canadian Dominion for the lack of reci- 

rocity. He must have observed the need of just such poetry for the 
North as the gentleman from Michigan quoted so exultantly in the 
conclusion of his speech for the South. 

By way of reciprocity, also, I would give the gentleman from Ohio 
a little gem which he can quote with reference to protection anent the 
fish question, that he saw illustrated in Canada, and*which is but a faint 
copy of what we have in this country. È 

One of our own native singers, known as the Sweet Singer of Mich- 
igan,” has given us a touching ode about the alligator. I commend 
it to the gentleman from Ohio, who has been studying the fish ques- 


tion in Canada: 
How cheerfully he seems to grin, 
How neatly spreads his claws, 
And welcomes little fishes in 
With gently smiling jaws! 
[Laughter. ] 


COBDEN AND HIS CLUB SYMPATHIZERS WITH OUR UNTON. 


It must not be forgotten that the men who founded the Cobden Club 
were the men who, through the darkest hours of our own civil con- 
flict were, in and out of Parliament, devoted to our Union. It was 
this “School of Manchester” that prevented the English cabinet from 
joining with the French Emperor in recognizing the Southern Confed- 
eracy and breaking the blockade. What ingrates, therefore, are these 
Republican lovers of the Union who join the Tories to attack the Cobden 
Club. These Cobden promoters of interchanges, by which both coun- 
tries were benefited and neither injured, or who, in the language of Gen- 
eral Garfield in this House, desired a point of stable equilibrium upon 
our tariff, with a rate not so high as to keep foreign producers altogether 
out of our markets or to stimulate the unnatural growth of manufact- 
ures, but who, protective step by step, reach forward to the goal of free 
trade—these are the men who are the object of these tirades, in order 
to prejudice the ignorant against the liberal tariff reformers of our 
country. 

LEADING REPULLICANS; REVENUE REFORMERS. 

Why should you Republican gentlemen be so indignant that mem- 
bers upon this side are members of the Cobden Club? If Cobden and 
his club favor a tariff for revenue, without the burdens which belong to 
a protectivesystem, it only shows how sensible Cobden and theclub were 
aud are. Have not some of your best men favored such ideas? Has it 
not been proven in this debate that such Republican leaders as President 
Garfield, Mr. Blaine, and others who were their lieutenants and subor- 
dinates, were marching in the same direction? It matters not whether 
they belonged to an English club or not. It matters more what their 
sentiments were upon this theme. It proves nothing; but it is an ad 
hominem, and an estoppel upon your bravado. I challenge the other 
side to deny what I assert to be the truth, that the Forty-second Con- 
gress, which elected Mr. Blaine its Speaker, was organized on a liberal 
and not upon a protective basis. It ill becomes those who sustained 
Garfield and Blaine to call us to an account for the same ideas to which 
those Republican leaders gave their adhesion. 

I now assert that Blaine virtually made a bargain with the revenue 
reformers shortly before his second election to the Speakership. It 
was to this effect: that if they would not interfere with him in that 


election he would give them a majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means of the Forty-second Congress. [Applause. ] 

This compact was made— 

Writes a gentleman who knows the fact— 
and entered into at the Fifth Avenue Hotel during one of our revenue: ro- 


form meetings. . Blaine 


He says 
was not at the meeting, but he was at the hotel, and ho came there hecause 
the meeting was to be held there, as he told me at the time. He said, further, 
that he came expressly to sce us. We were all good Republicans then. It was 
in our power to make Jordan a hard road to travel” for any candidate for 
Speakeragainst whom weshould unite. We had not thought of uniting against 
Mr. Blaine, but we had thought of taking steps to give revenue reform a push 
in the House, and naturally the Speakership was the place to begin. Mr. 
Blaine knew that the meeting was to be held, and he came or “ happened in” 
just at the right time, but, as I have said, did not come to the meeting. 

He sent for me and asked us what we wanted. I told him that we wanted 
some tariff-reform legislation, and to that end we wanted a Committee on Ways 
and Means that could be depended upon. He said that he had always treated 
us fairly— . 

[Laughter]— 

and that he would do so still, but he could not give us the chairman. He 
did notsay in so many words that he would give usa 8 of the commit- 
tee, but since the only way to get any reform legislation was by having a ma- 
jority, we underst that “treating us fairly“ meant that precise thing, bub 
that the other side would have the chairman, Otherwise we should have car- 
ried out our original intention of selecting a Western candidate for Speaker and 
sup ing him with all the yotes and influence we could command. 

When Congress met Mr. Blaine was chosen without opposition. A few days 
later, and long before the committees were appointed, Eccexe HALE intro- 
duced his bills to repeal the duty on salt and coal. The latter was, I believe, 
turned over to General Farnsworth, HALE agreeing to supportit. The debate 
and the vote you remember very well, because you took a lively hand in it. 
Both bills passed by two-thirds majority, as I recollect. 

This was at the short (first) session of the Forty-second Congress, beginning 
March 4, 1871. At the beginning of the second session the committees were an- 
nounced, and, sure enough, Mr. Blaine had given us a majority, five of our men 
to four of the other side. r. Burchard, of Illinois, was put on, at my suggestion, 
as a Republican revenue · xeſormer who could be relied upon, Mr, Finkelnburg, 
of Missouri, was put on at Mr. Gnosvxxon's suggestion. 

When the protectionists began to complain that they had been betrayed, Mr, 
Blaine’s answer was, that he was the organ of the House and not of his own 
private views, whatever they might be; that the House had voted by very large 
majorities for the repeal of duties on coal and salt, and that he considered that 
an instruction to him to make the Committee of Ways and Means in harmony 
with those votes. This was really nnanswerable, but if Mr. KELLEY and his fol- 
lowing in the House had known what had gone before, what had taken place 


at the Fifth Avenue Hotel, they would not have been so easily appeased, 
9 


Ve, who knew about the Fifth Avenue Hotel conference, always belioved that 
Mr. Blaine put Mr. HALE forward to introduce the salt and coal bills in order that 
he might rwards say to Mr. KELLEY and the high-tariff, that the House had 
instructed him. ete. It is certain that Blaine helped all he could to get the bills 
passed. General John F. Farnsworth can testify fally on that point. 

That distinguished statesman and soldier I saw here a moment ago. 

A MEMBER. He is here. 5 

Mr. COX. I am happy to have his presence to set at rest this mat- 
ter. I doubt not he will confirm my statement and that of the other 
gentleman, my correspondent. [General Farnsworth bows acquies- 
cence.] [Applause.] The gentleman bows his assent. The commit- 
tee as constituted at that time had a liberal chairman, whose speeches 
indicate his tendency. But outside of the chairman, Mr. DAWES, of 
Massachusetts, there were three Democrats, Brooks, Kerr, and BECK, 
and two Republicans—Burchard and Finkelnburg, who gave a ma- 
jority in favor of the reduction of the tariff according to the policy 
laid down by such advanced thinkers as Garfield, ALLISON, Logan, 
and others. 

Now, sir, with what sort of grace and with what abundant arro- 
gance these gentlemen, who are now arraying themselyes with the 
relict feathers of the ‘‘Plumed Knight,” sent from Paris and Florence, 
and saluting him as the great vindicator of protection against the here- 
sies of President Cleveland—can these gentlemen from Maine and other 
States thrust any foreign club, even when it comes in the form of an 
Trish shillelah, under our eyes? [Laughter.] Let them deny the 
statement I make and I will produce the proof. The proof will show 
that their trusted leaders, if not all members of the Cobden Club, were 
as nearly associated in prinziple with it as any of the gentlemen who 
have been so truculently arraigned by the Tory protectionists of this 
House. [Applause.] 


INVOCATIONS FOR THE DAWS. 


I listened with rapturous delight to the murmurons river of breath 
which flowed so sweetly from the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
rows]. Iam sorry I do not seo him here. 

A MEMBER. Here he is. 

Mr. COX. Iam happy to see his roseate face. He made a gallant 
plea for American industry, capital, and labor against the whole world. 
That is the title of his pamphlet. It is a superb orchestra for a grand 
opera. His quiet style, his polished periods and musical tone enrapt- 
ured his side of the House, but it did not listen to his speech as I did. 
It has not read it since, as I have, between the lines. 4 

It convinced me of the futilities of placing shackles upon freedom. 
It confirmed my belief that a home market, when good at home, would 
be still better when extended. It was intended to show, although he 


did not seem to say so, that the bill which has been introduced by the 
Committee of Ways and Means was buta little thi 
miscellaneously begotten in the dark. [Laughter. 


, and, as he hinted, 
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The gentleman from Michigan never intended, as I judge by hiscon- 
clusion—and I hope the House will bear with me until I reach it—to 
give forth the impression that we should be restricted in our markets, 
and that abundance was not a benefaction, and the deprivation of food 
and shelter and clothing not a curse. Oh, no! Butin the conclusion 
of his speech truth crept in on his natural oratory, and lo! like Silas 
Wegz, he dropped into poetry. [Laughter.] Asa devoted friend of 
freedom he could not conclude his eloquent speech without something 
ostensibly in favor of freedom. [Laughter.] What an invocation it 
was when he quoted the free-trade poetry of Charles Mackay! I ap- 
plaud him for it; so did the Republican side applaud him, without 
knowing the covert and exquisite satire of his performance. 

The gentleman saw in the limited relief of this bill“ untoward cir- 
cumstances to retard the South in her material progress.” He rallied 
the South, and bid her march forth unimpeded to a splendid indus- 
trial future.“ Rising to a splendid climax he sounded the advance 
for the South. He rejoiced in the New South, a new industrial 
South, born of the throes of war, but full of hope and fall of courage.“ 
Indeed, it was the consummate flower of oratory. He saw the South 
standing with uplifted brow facing the dawn of a mighty future; 
her loins girt for a new race. With unfettered hands,’’ and, ah! here, 
sir, came out the grand peroration of his splendid speech: With un- 
fettered hand she smites the earth! The fountains of unmeasured 
wealth gush forth! Beneath her feet she feels the stir of a marvelous 
life. Her pathway is already illamed with the light of blazing far- 
naces, Her heavens are aglow with the break of a new day! All hail 
its oncoming !”? 

And then, with one grand, magnificent bound he leaps upon his Bel- 
lerophon and rides the winged steed of his imperial fancy. 


Aid the dawning, tongue and pen; 
Aid it, hopes of honest men; 
Aid it, paper; aid it type; 
Aid it, for the hour is ripe, 
And our earnest must not slacken into play. 


Then he calls on the men of thought and the men of action” on 
every side to ‘‘clearthe way.“ What way? The way which the muse 
of Mackay pointed out; the very way which Cobden had blazed out. 
„Clear the way,“ so that when the sun shall reach the zenith of 
that glorious day” of British free trade, the North and the South, 
cemented in the indissoluble bonds of commercial and fraternal unity,” 
will march together for ‘‘ grander industrial triumphs,” 

What a splendid burst of free-trade eloquence is this! Like the 
palm of Zealand, when it puts forth its flower, its sheaf bursts with a 
report that echoes through the forest like thunder! Even so, through 
the lumber regions of Michigan let this dawn of Cobden free-trade 
light up the bosky recesses and give cheer to the lumberman as he 
toils through wintry privations. Not satisfied with his own glowing 
sentences, the gentleman summons the poet of the Cobden Club, the 
friend of Cobden, the companion of Ebenezer Elliott, the co-worker 
with John Bright, the co-laborer with Sir Robert Peel, who sang the 
song of the cheap loaf, free trade, and a regenerated Great Britain ! 

I never dreamed till I heard my friend give forth his trumpet-sound 
for free trade how ennobling was the cause! You will say that perhaps 
he only adopted the words without meaning. But I will not believe it 
of so intelligent, cultivated, and liberal a member as the accomplished 
gentleman, 

It reminded meofastory. May I relieve the discussion by its relation? 

Several MEMBERS. Goon! [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. It is about a boy down in Virginia who desired to join 
the Baptist Church and be immersed. Perhaps the Baptist cl men 
who fill yonder gallery may recall the circumstance. [Laughter.] The 
boy wasnamed Jim. He is called to give in his experience before the 
deacons. They desire to know how he got religion. Hetoldthem: ‘‘I 
dreamed thatI saw Jacob's ladder and Jacob a-wrastling with the angels, 
and I heard a voice saying, Jim, climb dat ladder;’ and I clumb [laugh- 
ter], and I clumb; then another voice from de clouds came down, saying, 
‘Jim, climb on;’ and I clomb on, and I clomb on, till I got to the last 
round of de ladder. Den I hear the voice of de angels out of the crystal 
gates, saying, Climb on!’ and Isay, ‘Good Lord, I can’t climb no mo'.“ 
Den a voice ring ont and say, Jump, Jim; jump!’ an’ I jump;an’ dis 
chile got the damndest fall since de fall of Adam.” [Long-continued 
laughter. ] 

Was this invocation to free trade limited to my distinguished friend 
from Michigan? By no means. Other gentlemen hearing him, arose. 
They also cried out to aid the dawn the same old dawn! But we gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House are content simply with a reform 

¿Which relieves us of 7 per cent. out of the 47 burden, and for purposes of 
business to prevent the accumulations in the Treasury of the moneys 
of the people. This reform is hardly a twilight, much less a dawn. 

Now I propose, Mr. Chairman, to signalize this conversion of my 
friend from Michigan and his brethren who have echoed this song of 
the dawn of British free trade. I do not propose to be harsh toward 
them. Iwould like to see my friend not only assist but assisted in clear- 
ingoutthe way. Hewill have histroubles by the way. The dawn may 
be clouded and the paper and type too heavily laden with tax to be use- 
ful in aclearing. A 

It would be a glorious consummation of this debate could we only 
have gentlemen on the other side join in this invocation to paper and 


type and to the hearts of honest men to clear the way for British-Cobden 
free trade. And what part in this clearance would be taken by the gen- 
tleman who represents the little State of Nevada, with its 41 per cent. 
of foreign-born people and its 45,000 inhabitants? Will he join in the 
hymn when my friend from Michigan lines it out? And what will our 
other brethren of the Republican party do when Brother BURROWS raises 
his “Ebenezer.” [Laughter.] I would like to line out the inspiring 
verse. [Laughter. S 

Gentlemen need not rise to sing. If the tariff were not so high I 
would have purchased a tuning-fork for the occasion: Aid the dawn- 
ing!” Sing! But, gentlemen, you do not sing. [Laughter.] Surely 
such an ecstacy as that produced by Mackay’s verse, so well recited 
by the gentleman, must have stirred your hearts to music. [Laughter.] 
Or perhaps we had better have a prayer meeting. [Laughter. ] 

LYRICS FOR FREE TRADE AND FREE BREAD. 

It would be indecorous on my part to say that gentlemen on the other 
side who have been quoting the poetry of free trade with such wild en- 
thusiasm were ignorant of the source from which their inspiration came. 
I fear I am responsible for this gushing lyric, for I used it in ourcauecus 
to break the dead-lock so as to aid the dawning of our reform. [Laugh- 
ter.] My friend from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] somehow got into onr 
caucus, I think it was not intentional, for I have seen no signs of re- 
pentance and conversion. [Laughter.] He may have carried the bur- 
den of Mackay’s song to the accomplished gentleman from Michigan, 
and hence—the dawn. 

I recall another verse of this poet of the people, Mackay. In it he 
pleads earnestly that the operative of England should have leave to earn 
his daily bread by his skill and to buy it where he would. 

What do we want? Our daily bread; 
And trade untrammel'd as the wind; 

And from our ranks shall spirits start, 
To aid the progress of mankind. 

It was for the dawning of that day that he sang the song so elo- 
quently quoted by the gentleman from Michigan. It was nota British 
song. It was the song of a lover of his kind. When this distinguished 
poet came to America he again celebrated that same economic liberty 
which had been secured in England. I commend his verse to my 
friends on the other side: 


To the West, to the West, to the land of the free, 
Where mighty Missouri rolls down to the sea, 
Where a man is a man if he is willing to toil 

And the humblest may gather the fruits of the soll. 


THE LIBERTY OF LABOR, 

Why should not men who were anti-slavery propagandists and proph- 
ets have favored the principles of Cobden in the interest of liberty ? 
Does not slavery, like the restriction of exchanges, prohibit the pro- 
ducer from using the products of his own labor according to his own 
pleasure and advantage? Does not slavery deprive the individual of at 
least a portion of the results of his labor without return? There was 
no warrant in England, there is no warrant here,either by natural laws, 
or state laws, or constitutional requirement to restrict such freedom of 
exchange to the personal or class interests of any one, any more than 
there is a warrant for a state religion or the abridgment of speech, press, 
and suffrage. [Applause.] 

Why should the United States with its elements of prosperity and 
power and its institutions of equality and freedom isolate itself as if 
it were Japan or Corea? Nay, why should it, at a time when these 
Oriental countries are opening their ports to the world, be Jaggard in 
the race of commercial advancement? The history of mankind during 
all the ages displays no such fatuity. 

LOW TARIFFS OF HISTORY. 


Why, in Athens two thousand years ago a 10 per cent. revenue duty 
was regarded as an outrage. Five per cent. was the highest. In 
ancient Rome from 2} to 5 per cent. was the highest maximum. In 
Turkey, may I refer to my friend again [laughter], 8 per cent. is the 
tax on all foreign importations. 

Our First Congress made some showing of protective duties, but the 
average was only 8} per cent., and the duties we have now on cottons, 
woolens, and iron that run above 50 per cent. were then only 5. 

Why, sir, we have had forty changes in the tariff since our first en- 
actment. It was protective until 1846, when it was liberalized; so that 
by 1860 it reached an average as low as 17 percent. Then the war came 
on, which was exceptional. We then began to tinker with the tariff 
over and over again, until we have our present enactment. 

It is the habit of gentlemen to minimize the amount of taxation by 
showing how small per capita each particular tax is upon our people. 
Thus they infer that since it only takes 3 cents on one , 5 cents 
on another, and 10 on another, that we oughtnotto complain. But many 
a mickle makes a muckle, and the day of small things is large in legis- 
lation and ought not to be despised. 

THE LITTLENESS OF TARIFF RESTRICTIONS. 2 

Why, sir, when we think of it, the Earth itself is but a little thing 
in space compared with the glories of our planetary and other systems. 
It is hardly a grain of sand amid the stellar spaces. 

Professor Langley, secretary of the Smithsonian Institution, concludes 
his volume on The New Astronomy by a story which he relates of 
a race of ephemeral insects who live but an hour. Born at break of day, 
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they die of old age just aſter the sun rises. Their descendants may live 
on till mid-day, while it is another race that sees the glory of sunset. 
Imagine such ascene as sunset— ` 


Says the Professor— 


when the whole nation of mites gather under the shadow of some mushroom 
to hear what their wisest philosopher has to say of the gloomy prospect. He 
tells them of the time when the mushroom itself was young, and when the sun 
was in another portion of the sky; then that the sun had changed its course, 
and that all nature was about to be resolved into a fleeting nebulous mist. 
What the hearers of such a philosophic mite would think of his philosophy the 
infinite God only knows. 

But it seems to me that the philosophers of our time who undertake 
to limit the comforts and happiness and means of living of a few mites 
under one portion of our American mushroom, and to that portion only, 
are very much in the position of the ephemera, who talk about the laws 
of nature, as if they could constrain them to their own selfish will. 
[Applause. ] 

THE AMERICAN QUADRICENTENNIAL. 

Four hundred years ago Columbus set in the forehead of his time the 
jewels of Elizabeth the Catholic by the discovery of America. Weare 
preparing for the celebration of that remarkable event. The people of 
the three Americas will be called together to give gratulation over this 
marvelous fact in the history of our star. 

Four hundred years ago the red man held undisputed and barbaric 
sway over the vast region now embraced within our limits. Out of 
this wilderness has arisen from the loins of the old world a nation who 
rejoice and boast of their liberties. 

OUR ADVANCEMENT AND HOROSCOPE. 

Have we not a right to rejoice and boast? Has not our greatness 
expanded like the oak, bole upon bole, ring upon ring, and spread its 
branches from sea to sea, from Gulf to Lake? Our benevolence, and 
learning, and wealth, and splendor, and commerce have become the 
cynosure of all eyes, even as our country is the refuge of all peoples. 
We need not repair to the urns of other skies or to the policies of other 
lands to illumine the light of liberty in our own. We have what Rufus 
Choate called a youthful, exultant, and defiant freedom, enshrined and 
consecrated, and we are now happily united with one sentiment and 
under one Constitution. [Applause. ] x 


LABOR AND LIBERTY SHACKLED, 


With all this wonderful experience and accomplishment, beyond the 
wildest dreams of that classic genius which pictured a new Atlantis 
and an ideal corhmonwealth beyond the Hesperian star—shall our coun- 
try be shackled by a wrongful constraint? Shall Economy, which ever 
walks white-handed 2 p. her sister Liberty fail of that guiding 
effulgence which makes glad the heart of our people? Why should not 
our struggling millions aspire to a better future? Why should they lay 
up the treasures of their enterprises, if, indeed, the spirit of freedom be 
wanting? Freedom not only to work as we please, but to dispose of the 
product of our work as we please; freedom to spend our means where 
we can get the most for them; freedom to invest our means without 
the ignominy of enslaving statutes, and freedom to symbolize with our 
enstarred ensign, that beauty and unity with which nature has glorified 
our beloved land, and to inspire other nations with the same constitu- 
tional order wherewithal that we have been made free. 


What avail the plow and sail, 
Or land or life, if freedom fail! 


[Long continued applause. ] 


Exurerr No, 1.—Bastiat’s famous petition, 


Petition of the manufacturers of candles, wax-lights, lamps, candlesticks, strect- 
lamps, snu , extinguishers, and of the producers of oil, tallow, rosin, al- 
cohol, and generally of everything connected with lighting. 

To Messieurs the members of the Chamber of Deputies: 

GENTLEMEN: You are on the right road. You reject abstract theories and 
have little consideration for cheapness and plenty. Your chief care is the in- 
terest of the producer. You desire to emancipate him from external compe- 
tition and reserve the national market for national industry. 

We are about to offer you an admirable opportunity for applying your—what 
shall we call it? your theory? No; nothing is more deceptive than theory. 
Your doctrine? your system? your principle ?—but you dislike doctrines, you 
abhor systems, and as for principles, you deny that there are any in social econ- 
omy; we shall say, then, your practice, your practice without theory and with- 
out principle. 

We are suffering from the intolerable competition of a foreign rival, placed, it 
would seem, in a condition so far mupetior to ours for the production of light, 
that he absolutely inundates our national market with it at a price fabulously 
reduced. The moment he shows himself, our trade leaves us—all consumers 
apply to him; and a branch of native industry, having countless ramifications, 
is at once rendered completely stagnant. This rival, whois no other than 
the sun, wages war to the knife inst us, and we suspect he has been raised 
Sl Bip tans Albion policy as times go); inasmuch as he displays to- 

that haughty island a circumspection with which he dispensesin our case, 

What we ped for is, that it may please you to pass a law ordering the shut- 
ting up of all windows, sky-lights, dormer windows, outside and inside shutters, 
curtains, blinds, bull’s eyes, in a word, of all openings, holes, chinks, clefts, 
and fissures, by or through which the light of the sun has been allowed to enter 
houses, to the prejudice of the meritorious manufactures with which we flatter 
ourselyesaye have accommodated our country, a country which, in gratitude, 
ought not to abandon us now to a strife so unequal. 

e trust, gentlemen, that you will not regard this our uest as a satire or 

1 it wi ons at least previously hearing the reasons which we have to urge 

suppo 

And, first, if you shut up as much as possible all access to natural light, and 
create a demand for artificial light, which of our French manufactures will not 
be encouraged by it? 


If more tallow is consumed, then there must be more oxen and sheep; and, 
consequently, we shall behold the increase of artificial meadows, meat, wool, 
8 = above all, manure, which is the basis and foundation of all agricult- 
ural wealth. 

If more oil is consumed, then we shall have an extended cultivation of the 
poppy, of the olive, and of colewort. These rich and exhausting plants will 
come at the right time to enable us to avail ourselves of the increased fertility 
which the rearing of additional cattle will impaxt to our lands, 

Ras serene deer severed Prenons trees. Numerous 1 7 — 7 — of bees 
will on the mountains er perfumed treasures, now plaea eir fragrance 
on the desert air, like the flowers from which they are deriv: No branch of 
agriculture but will then exhibit a cheering development. 

The same remark applies to navigation. Thousands of vessels will proceed 
to the whale fishery; and,in a short time, we shall possess a navy capable of 
maintaing the honor of France, and gratifying the patriotic aspirations of your 
petitioners, the undersigned candlemakers and others. 

But what shall we say of the manufacture of articles de Paris? Henceforth 

‘ou will behold gildings, bronzes, crystals, in candlesticks, in lamps, in lusters, 

n candelabra, shining forth in ers warerooms, compared with which those 
of the present day can be regarded but as mere shops. 

No poor Resinier from his heights on the seacoast, no coal-miner from the 
depth of his sable gallery but will rejoice in higher wages and increased pros- 


perity. 

‘Only have the goodness to reflect, gentlemen, and you will be convinced that 
there is, perhaps, no Frenchman, from the wealthy coal-master to the humblest 
vender of lucifer matches, whose lot will not be ameliorated by the success of 
this our petition. ' 

We foresee your objections, gentlemen, but we know that you can oppose to 
us none but such as you have picked up from the effete works of the partisans 
of free trade. We defy you to utter a single word against us which will not in- 
stantly rebound against 5 and your entire potay, 

You will tell us that if we gain by the protection which we seek the country 
will lose by it, because the consumer must bear the loss. 

We answer: 

You have ceased to have any right to invoke the interest of the consumer; 
for, whenever his interest is found opposed to that of the producer you sacrifice 
the former. You have done so for the purpose of encouraging labor and in- 
creasing employment. For the same reason you should do so " 

You have yourselves obviated this objection. When you are told that the con- 
sumer is interested in the free importation of iron, coal, corn, textile fabrics— 
Tale reply, but the producer is interested in their exclusion. Well, be itso. 
If the consumers are interested in the admission of natural light, the pro- 
ducers of artificial lightare equally interested in its prohibition. 

But, again, you may say that the producer and consumer are identical, If 
the manufacturer gain by protection he will make the agriculturist also a 
gainer, and if agriculture prospers it will open a vent to manufactures. Very 
well; if you confer upon us the monopoly of furnishing light during the day, 
first of all we shall purchase quantities of tallow, coals, oils, nous sub- 
stances, wax, alcohol, besides zilver, iron, bronze, , to carry on our man- 
ufactures; and then we and those who furnish us with such commodities, hay- 
ing become rich, will consume a great deal and impart prospriety toall the other 
branches of our national industry. 

If you urge that the light of the sun is a gratuitous gift of nature, and that to 
reject such gifts is to reject wealth itself under pretense of encouraging the 
means of uiring it, we would caution you — eter giving a death-blow to 
your own policy, Remember that hitherto you have always repelled forei 
products, because they eee more nearly than home products to the 
eharacter of gratuitous To ey won the exactions of other monopo- 
lists, you have only half a motive; and to repulse us simply because we stand 
on a stronger vantage ground than others would be to adopt the os rears 
＋ X += —; in other words, it would be to heap absurdity upon absurdity, 

Nature and human labor co-operate in various proportions powers os 
countries and climates) in the 5 of commodities, T! ich 
nature executes is always gratuitous; it is the part executed by human labor 
which constitutes value, and is paid for. 

If a Lisbon orange sells for half the price of a Paris orange, it is because 
natural, and consequently gratuitous, heat does for the one what artificial, and 
therefore expensive, heat must do for the other. 

When an orange comes to us from Portugal, we may conclude that it is fur- 
nished in part gratuitously, in part for an onerous consideration; in other 
words, it comes to us at half-price as com with those o; R 

Now, it is precisely the gratuitous half (pardon the word) which we contend 
should be excluded. You say, how can national labor sustain competition with 
foreign labor, when the former has all the work to do, and the latter only does 
one-half—the sun supplying the remainder? But if this half, being gratuitous, 
determines you to exclude competition, how should the whole, being gratuitous, 
induce you to admit competition? If you were consistent, you would, while 
excluding as hurtful to native industry what is half gratuitous, exclude, a forti- 
ori and with double zeal, that which is t cared gratuitous. 8 

Once more, when products such as coal, iron, corn, or textile fabrics are sent 
us from abroad, and we can acquire them with less labor than if we made them 
ourselves, the difference is a free gift conferred upon us. The is more or 
less considerable in proportion as the difference is more or less great. It 
amounts to a quarter, a half, or three-quarters of the value of the product, when 
the foreigner only asks us for three-fourths, a half, or a quarter of the price we 
should otherwise pay. 

It is as perfect and complete as it can be, when the donor (like the sun in fur- 
petri ae with light) asks us for nothing. The question, and we ask it for- 
mally, is this, Do you desire for our country the benefit of gratuitous consump- 
tion, or the pretended advantages of onerous production? Make your choice, 
but be Jogical; for as long as you exclude, as you do, coal, iron, corn, foreign 
fabrics, in proportion as their price approximates to zero, what inconsistency 
would it be to admit the light of the sun, the price of which is already at zero 
during the entire day! 


Exurerr No. 2.—Exports of wheat and corn (includi: r and meal) from the 
United States in five-year periods, ec 2 


ended in the years named. 


A 
3 
~ 
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Exntnrr No, 3.—Production and export of cotton. 
Since 1874 the statement of apnea is that of the cotton movement by the 


g 
S 


National Cotton Exchange. The earlier statements, both product and export, 
are from Dana's “Cotton from Seed to Loom.” 3 
Produc- | Exporta- 
Years, — tion, tion. 
Bales. Bales. 
957, 281 853, 798 
720, 593 600, 000 
oro eis | S38 194 
1,038, 847 772,177 
987, 477 891, 501 
070, 438 867, 169 
205, 304 1, 027, 569 
254, 828 1,023, 013 
360, 725 1,116, 044 
425, 575 1, 167, 805 
804, 797 1,575, 348 
363, 403 1, 072, 935 
181, 749 1, 873, 408 
639, 353 1,811, 785 
688, 675 1, 459, 957 
394, 203 005, 395 
108, 579 625, 965 
484, 662 079, 721 
170, 537 666, 443 
860, 479 240, 869 
424, 113 857, 889 
808, 596 226,722 
171, 706 588,814 
257 987, 633 
029 443,103 
882 526, 45 
027 $17,583 
330 243,318 
345 953, 771 
251, 496 
732 
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481 
770 250 
086 , 887 
987 552, 457 
271 552, 761 
895 657, 015 
039 448, 020 
046 178, 917 
317 166, 742 
351 957.314 
na| an 
„ 2 
827, 845 714, 863 
632) 313 214,652 
474. 069 120.472 
865 891,705 
155 402.741 
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Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, I was much pleased but not surprised 
at the knowledge of the gentleman from New York who just took his 
seat [Mr. Cox] of the wardrobe of the devil. [Laughter.] 

His scarlet pants and coat of blae, 

And a little hole for his tail to come through— 
were very beautiful; but if the devil was half as patriotic as I sus- 
pect him of being he bought his garments, of whatever color, hole and 
all, in the recesses of hell. [Laughter.] I can imagine from the ac- 
quaintance the gentleman shows with his satanic majesty that when 
his earthly career is closed he will approach the gate, and, after hav- 
ing been refused admittance by Peter, he will approach that other 
warmer spot and give his name, SAMUEL SULLIVAN Cox, late of New 
York.” The devil will say: Why, Mr. Cox, could you not make it 
up there?’ “No.” Thedevil: F. T.?” “Yes; free-trader; couldn’t 
make it.“ Whereupon his majesty says: Walk right in, Mr. Sam- 
UEL SULLIVAN Cox; we take everything that comes to this shore; it 
is the only free-trade corner in the universe. [Applause and laugh- 
ter. 


A farmer once having left home received the following letter from a 
fox: ‘‘ My dear Mr. Farmer: I am informed and believe that your hen 
and chickens are not well, and I desire to tender you my most earnest 
solicitude and my attention as their physician. Please have your man 
leave the hen-house open nights, that I may treat them. Your true 
friend, A. Fox.” To which the farmer modestly replied: ‘‘My dear 
Mr. Fox: Your kind and neighborly letter has just been received. 
Your relations with me and my chickens in the past have not been 
such as would warrant me in employing you as their physician. The 
doctor should be the friend of his patient. I expect to be at home 
after the 4th of March next, and I will look out for my own chickens. 
Respectfully yours, A. Farmer.” 

So you understand, after the manner of Æsop, we do not want him 
to doctor our chickens. The tariff chicken belongs to the Republican 

y; and your anxiety to doctor it leads us to suspect you are more 
terested as an undertaker than as a physician. [Applause.] 


I represent a Republican district, a districtin favor of tariff reform, 
and I stand ready to vote for any bill to reform the inconsistencies of 
the tariff consistent with the best interests of the industries of this 
country. 

I charge that the Democratic party, or a majority of that party, is in 
favor of free trade. The Republican party is in fivor of protection; and 
while many of us believe there should be are form of the tariff, as I have 
suggested, still the great underlying difference between the two parties 
is there to stay. 

To prove that the Democrats are free-traders I make a very few ex- 
tracts of the many that could be cited to prove my position. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARE] said: 

T believe that a tariff for protection is the foundation and principal cause of 
all the complaints and unrest that has either threatened or actually disturbed 
the public peace and quiet for years, because it fosters one industry at the ex- 

nse of another, it transfers the labor and production of one class and gives 

t to another, thereby building up a small class of great wealth and impoverish- 
ing the great body of our ple. 

J amo; d to an . ſor protection simply. 

If we did not require money to defray the expenses of Government, I would 
be an absolute and uncompromising free-trader, 
ent of those who favor protection is (among other things) that 

is necessary to protect labor and production, and, to prove it, it is 
pora RN the laborer is paid higher wages in America than anywhere else on 

Admitting tho fact that in dollars and cents the United States pays higher 
wages than England; that England pays more than other countries in Europe, 
and that Europe pays higher than India, yet it is also an established fact that 
the laborer in the United States can not, as a general rule, save anything from 
the result of his toil at the end of each year; nor can he do so in England, nor 
elsewhere in Europe, norin India, It is equally as well established that in all 
those countries the laborer does eat and wear clothes adapted to his country 
and climate, Then what is the difference between earning $1 per day or 10 
cents per day, if the result is the same, nanicly, sufficient to eat to preserve life 
and sufficient to wear to protect the body? 

Think of it! ‘‘Sufficient to eat to preserve life.’’ Is the average 
Democratic heart not too kind to the laborer? Life can be preserved“ 
on 20 cents per day or less. Is he afraid our laborers if they get $1.50 
per day they would die of the gout? Will even a free-trader say the 
workingmen are to have nothing but a bare sufficiency for the stomach 
and back? Is there to be no home and home-life for him? No food 
and clothes and books for his children; no pictures to light his wall 
and no music or ray of refinement in his home? God pity this nation 
when such despair shall settle upon the hearts of those who labor. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LANE] says ‘‘the nations of the 
earth are striving to draw near to each other.“ Tes, every nation in 
the world employing pauper and cheap labor are trying to draw near 
tous. Every tramp he meets on the street will try to draw near to 
him. The filth and vermin on the tramp will try and draw near to 
him in order to indulgein free trade. But why does my colleague draw 
back from the festive tramp? -Why erect a Chinese wall between 
seas and the tramp? Oh! ho says, I am on a different plane of 

ife; I do not need him. But my country should get down and trade 
freely with any other country in the world. 

Do you not know and can you not see that in this country every citi- 
zen, however humble his trade or calling, is his own master, and that 
our country, therefore, as compared with most others, was built under 
the Providence of God by brave ancestors upon a more certain founda- 
tion, and a higher plane? 

Mr. Mitts, chairman of committee, and the acknowledged leader 
of the Democratic party, says: 

We will increase wealth if we lower the duties and let importations come in 
of those things which can be produced cheaper in other countries than our own. 

There is not a manufactured article on this earth wherein the raw 
materials are common and wherein labor creates a part that can not 
be produced cheaper in any other country in the world than in our 
own. Why? Simply because the laboris cheaper. No man can live 
in this country on the wages paid in other countries; not because he 
can not exist,“ but he must clothe and educate his children or vio- 
late the public sentiment of his country, which sentiment is our chief 
honor and glory. 

This proposition of Mr. MILLS, carried to its legitimate results, 
would do one of two things. It would either close every manufactur- 
ing and labor-employing establishment in this country or reduce those 
employed there to the cheap wages of other countries. ‘This would 
drive the children of the laborer from the school-house to the factories 
and mines, and may the Great Father of nations long delay the day 
when the American youth (the foundation stones of our future glory) 
shall be dwarfed in mind and body by this free-trade process. 

The wealth of a nation does not consist of its surplus in money, its 
railroads, its factories, nor its farms, but rather in that great wealth of 
humanity, educated and loyal, which is the sure guaranty that our 
future will be greater than our past. 

Mr. Mitts further pleads ſor freedom to buy the products of oth- 
ers’? where we please, while the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
HEMPHILL] asks for the same thing when he asks the right to purchase 
labor where it can be purchased the cheapest. ~ f 

I have quoted enough to show my proposition to be true that the 
Democratic party is in favor of free trade. 

The Northern Democrats say, Oh, no; we are not free-traders; we 
believe in tariff reform, and tariff for revenue only.“ Gentlemen, you 
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know as well as I do that the tail goes with the hide.“ You remem- 
ber a few days ago when we were in the deadlock, and you Northern 
Democrats walked up and down with a feather in your hat and a chip 
on your shoulder, and said you did not propose to be bossed by the 
brigadiers. King Caucus tapped the bell, and you went in like good 
boys and laid down your bundles. 

ica an er than 

TIl not be by the brigadier; ” 

But he gets there just the same. 

[Laughter. ] 

And when the great Democratic party shall have assumed control of 
the Senate and of the White House and of this House of Congress and 
of the Supreme Court, and the edict goes forth that free trade shall be 
the policy of the party, you Northern Democratg, being but the caudal 
appendage, the mere tail of the great Democratic dog, will meekly and 
modestly enfold yourselves between the hind legs of your owner and 
wait patiently for information from the business end of that dog whether 
to wag for free trade or for protection. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I have never been in favor of sending a man to the 
penitentiary for preaching free trade. Ido not think that is a good 
cause; but when a man like the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
miitee of this House stands up here and talks by the hour in favor 
of free trade, and then tells us that it is all for the benefit of the labor- 
ing men in this country, it makes me tired. [Laughter on the Repuh- 
lican side.] 

Here comes an American shoemaker who says to the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means: ‘‘ Mr. MILLS, I understand you arein 
favor of buying your shoes where you can buy them cheapest? Oh, 
yes!” ‘* Why do you want to buy them where you can buy them cheap- 
est??? „Why, just to help you poor American shoemakers.’’ [Laugh- 
ter.] The next man is a spinner of yarn or a weaver of cloth, and he 
says: Mr. MILLS, you say we ought to have free trade; that we ought 
to be permitted to buy our clothes wherever we want to and wherever 
we can get them cheapest. You can buy your clothing cheaper in Eng- 
Jand, I believe.“ Oh, yes,” says Mr. MILLS. Won't you tell me, 
says the American clothman, ‘‘why you want to bny your clothing in 
England?” Oh, yes; it is to help you poor American clothiers,’’ 
says Mr. MILLS. [Renewed laughter.] And here comes a man with 
swarthy brow and horny hand, an iron-worker, who says: I under- 
stand, Mr. MILLS, you want to buy your shovels and your hoes and 
all your ironware in England, where you can get them cheap.” ‘‘Oh, 
ves, says Mr. MILLS, ‘‘ but it is all for the benefit of you poor American 
iron-workers.”’ 

Now, Mr. as I said before, while I do not believe in send- 
ing a man to the penitentiary for preaching free trade, yet whena man 
stands up here and talks free trade, and says that he does it all for the 
benefit of American workingmen, I do think he ought to be sent down 
for six months twice a year for fifty years for hypocrisy. [Laughter 
on the Republican side, 

And, Mr. Chairman, the workingmen aro going into convention, 
and are going to adopta preamble and a resolution somewhat like this: 

Whereas the Democratic party, or rather the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, believes that 
he should have the right to purchase the products of labor wherever he 
can buy them the cheapest; 

And whereas he also says that he wants that right for the benefit of 
the working people of this country: 

Therefore resolved, That the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee for elasticity of conscience, for monumental gall, and magnifi- 
Sees triotism takes the whole bakery. [Laughter on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. Chairman, occasionally you will find a retired business man 
who is a free-trader, but always you will find the college professor who 
has competed for the prize of the Cobden Club; and always the dude: 
“Aw, dawn’t ye knaw. its a blawsted shame, ye knaw, ye cawn’t buy 
these gloves and neck-ties in New York for less than twice what they 
would cost in dear old Paree.’ All these are free-traders, and also 
that other class of gentlemen, who are not to blame for it, because they 
have been brought up in a country which a few years ago adopted a 
constitution which was cited here lately by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PERKINS], containing as two of its fundamental principles 
2 free trade with all the world and the right of capital to own 
its labor. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to devote a few moments to the ques- 
tion of trusts. The favorite peroration of the Democratic orators here 
is to charge the trusts to the tariff. Now, for the sake of the argument 
we will admit that the sugar trust is fostered by the tariff. We will 
accept your proposition upon that question for the moment, Butif 
that is true, why do you not take that trust and throttle it with the 
Mills bill? Is not that a simple proposition? I had the honor, as a 
Republican and a protectionist, of introducing a resolution upon that 
subject, reciting that it was alleged that the tariff fostered the sugar 
trust and asking for information and legislation, but I understand 
from members of the committee investigating the general subject that 
although they have employed an attorney and taken a great deal of 


evidence, not a word has been put before the witnesses to show to the 
country what effect, if any, the tariff has upon the trusts. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken upon that point. I am a member of that committee and I know 
that that question has been gone into quite thoroughly. 

Mr. MASON. I received my information from another member of 
the committee. I am glad that you have learned something upon the 
subject, and I hope that some result will come out of that committee 
which will be of benefit to the people of this country. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I merely wished to correct the 
gentleman. 

Mr. MASON. That is right. You know very well that if the con- 
trollers of the Mills bill should protect the producers of sugars in this 
country, and should at the same time uncover the refiners, those who 
have organized the ‘‘sugar trust,” and force them into the markets of 
the world, you would kill that trust“ in twenty-four hours; but you 
have not the co to do it. 2 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman had done me 
the honor 

Mr. MASON. ‘What are the wild waves saying? [Laughter.] 
If I can have two or three minutes’ extension of my time, I have no 
objection to yielding to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman had listened 
to my remarks this morning he would have found that in our dealings 
with the sugar schedule we not only make a reduction of $11,000,000 
on the sugar tax, but, superadded to that, we make a reduction of $11,- 
000,000 additional that the ‘‘trust’’ can charge the people for refined 
sugar. 

Mr. MASON. The gentleman will pardon me if I could not, while 
sitting in my seat, hear his remarks distinctly. But Isuppose the gen- 
tleman will admit that the committee still leaves the tariff on the kinds 
of sugar produced and sold by the sugar trust; is not that so? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Certainly; but—— 

Mr. MASON. If you would uncover them would they not have to 
8 the markets of the world? But are you not afraid to uncover 
them? : 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If we should uncover” the 
refined sugars and at the same time keep the tax on rawsugar, we should 
poe pare not merely destroy the trust, but destroy also the refining 
industry. 

Mr. MASON. Why could you not protect the raw material by a 
bounty? You have brains enough; but you have not the courage. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I admire the courage of the 
gentleman in so distinctly avowing the doctrine of bounty. That 
is the ‘‘true inwardness and essence of your whole protective policy. 

Mr. WILKINSON rose. 

Mr. MASON. I can not yield. If I can have my time extended I 
am willing to yield to all these gentlemen. 

The gentleman from Mississippi the other day said he wanted to ‘‘cook’’ 
this sugar trust; but he did not; he wanted to feed it, and he started 
into comic opera. But I would suggest to him and the gentleman from 
New York, inasmuch as they are poets, and as they propose by this bill 
to protect the sugar trust, that they try the old-fashioned lullaby: 

Rock-a-by, Sugar Trust, you’re on the tree top 
And while we’re in power your cradle will rock; 
But if the duty on sugar should tumble and fall, 
Down comes the Sugar Trust, Mills bill and all. 

[Laughter. ] 

Or if poetical genius should inspire them to rise to the heights of 
Mother Goose I would suggest: 


Little boy blue, come blow your horn nice, 
Blow hell out of mutton, but do not touch rice. 


[Laughter. ] 

In fancy I see the gentleman from Mississippi holding the infant 
“Sugar Trust? in his arms, and saying, Ah, there, stay there! 
[Laughter.] I wanted to cook the little tootsey-wootsey the other day, 
but I did not mean to cook you. Oh. no, that was a bluff.“ And he 

the inſant Trust“ to the gentleman from Texas, who says, 
‘*Tootsey-wootsey, little Sugar Trust, don’t cry; you shall have all the 
sugar in the United States; the Cobden boys can have everything else 
their way, but dear little Sugar Trust should not be hurt, oh, no.” 
And the gentleman from New York fondles and coddles it, and says, 
“Tf poor little tootsey-wootsey was to die we would not have any- 
thing left to throw at the Republican party.“ r 

The gentleman from Mississippi also said that the cows in his State 
did not give as much milk as those in New England, and his hens do 
not lay as many I want to say to him now that if there is auy- 
thing under God's heavens that will dry up a good cow, and stopa hen 
from laying, it is being brought up in a free-trade country. 

I was pleased when he boasted of the beautiful women of the South; 
everybody knows that all the ladies are pretty—some better looking 
than others; but it surprised me somewhat when the gentleman from 
Mississippi said that they had brainy men. I said to myself, ‘‘ Possibly 
that is true; but it is another illustration of the old saying, that you 
can never te}! the kind of goods a man keeps by the sample he puts on 
the road. [Laughter.] 
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The remarks of my friend from Missouri pleased me very much. 
After laboring like a mountain he finally proved that all the States of 
the Union that had taken advantage of the existing tariff laws had be- 
- come prosperous; and when the gentleman from Maine asked him 
whether he proposed to stop this he appealed to the clock. I 
find that clock is the most popular thing to appeal to on the Dem- 
ocratic side when members there are asked questions that they can 
not answer. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Missouri closed his 
speech by a prayer that the American flag should be seen in all the 
harbors of the world. That is a very pretty but a very soft sentiment. 
I never want to see the American flag masquerading on an English 
mast. I stood with many of my colleagues a few days ago and saw that 
magnificent vessel, the Yorktown, as she slipped from the cradle that 
had held her since her first rib was set down to the mighty waters, 
and one thing that made me proud was the fact that every pound of 
iron in her magnificent sides sprang from American soil in response to 
the blows of American citizens. And when, on the ship setting sail, 
every pound of iron, every foot of timber, every bolt and spar and rope 
comes from the labor and genius of American citizens, she speaks not 
only of the power and wealth of this country, but is a floating monu- 
ment to the industries of the country. Then, and not till then, should 
the colors of our country be nailed to her mast. [Applause.] 

The most popular party to-day in England is the Democratic party 
of the United States. [Laughter and applause.] The most popular 
individual to-day in England is the President of the United States of 
America, for he recommends to this body legislation in the interests of 
every country under God’s heaven but our own. [Renewed laughter 
and applause]. 

I heard a gentleman on the other side of the House, and I heard that 

t Democratic Senator from Indiana—that is, what is left of him, 
laughter ]—I heard them ask, Whenwas the American workman more 
degraded and poorer paid than now?“ That is, what we have heard. I 
will tell you when; why, every day the Democratic party was in power 
in this country. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I remember in 1857, when my own father, who was a skilled me- 
chanic and a builder of wagons, worked for seventy-five cents a day. 

You remember the carpenter who went South and applied for a 
situation as a carpenter, about that time, of a planter, and the planter 
said, ‘‘I am sorry I can not give you employment; just bought two 

nters yesterday.” [Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Are we to judge of his father’s skill 
by the gentleman himself as one of his products ? 

Mr. MASON. Is this the same gentleman? [ Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield for interruption ? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, if it does not come out of my time. Anybody 
who does not like my style of architecture knows where he can find me 
when I am not busy. Iam busy now. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I was about to say when interrupted by a gentleman who represents 
a brainy district [laughter] that if his party had continued in power 
every man who earns his living by the sweat of his brow would stand 
to-day not only with the products of other countries of the world 
brought to our doors, but in direct competition with slave labor upon 
his own soil. Yet they say they are the friends of the laboring man 
and want to buy the products of labor in other markets for the benefit 
of the laboring people here! [Laughter and applause. ] 

One more thing. There has been a great deal of talk in this coun- 
try amongst the best people that there should be some commercial 
union with Canada. There has been an honest difference ofopinion about 
it. But everything we had to trade on in that direction is absolutely 
frittered away by the Mills bill. [Applause.] 

It has been a great pleasure of the Democracy, and words that they 
have rolled under their tongue as a sweet morsel, that the Republican 
party was in favor of free whisky. I am here to answer simply for 
myself, responsible to no one but my conscience and to my constituents, 
and say that I never have been, and am not now, in favor of free whisky. 
I am in favor of whisky helping to support the poor-houses and prisons 
which it fills, and next to being a breeder of paupers it is the greatest 
producer of Democrats known to modern man, Iam in favor and will 
vote to take off the tax on all alcohol used in the manufactories, and 
there are thousands and thousands of dollars of it used in manufactur- 
ing soaps, which would help somewhat to reduce the surplus, and 
would be of benefit to those manufacturers who use it and to the con- 
sumers of soap. I do not expect the Democrats to vote for this propo- 
sition. No Democrat can consistently vote to reduce the price of 
soap. 

I wish to call the attention of the House to this fact, that, while it 
is true that but a small percentage of the laborers of this country are 
employed in industries that are protected by the tariff, yet every. un- 
skilled laborer engaged in any kind of work is in the market in com- 
petition with every other unskilled laborer in the country, and it isim- 
possible to benefit even a small percentage of our unskilled laborers 
without benefiting every other unskilled laborer in the country. Some 
one must labor. The old Democratic idea that to labor was degrading 


is passing away, and this country to-day, which is the greatest known 
to history, points with pride and joy to the men who have gone from 
the tow-path and from rail-splitting and from the humblest walks of 
life to the highest office within the gift of her people. 


The real trouble is here, Mr. Chairman: The gentlemen who com- 
pose the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means come six out 
of eight from those States lately in rebellion, who have been taught 
from infancy that free trade is right. Now, gentlemen, when you came 
here first after the war the prodigal-son racket worked well, but it is 
getting old. [Laughter and applause.] You used to talk about the 
prodigal son, who is represented in the Bible as coming in and telling 
his father, I have been off in a far country; I have lost all I had; Iam 
not fit to be your son; make me your servant.” But that is not the 
kind of a prodigal son you are. [Laughter.] You came in the front 
door; you wiped your feet on the carpet, and we have been told some 
of you drink out of the fire-extinguisher in the hotels, and others of 
you set your watches by the street-car enunciators! [Laughter and 
applause.] You do not sit down and wait for the fatted calf. You 
put your feet on the best table and say, Pap, what we want is veal.” 
[Great laughter and applause.] But the people are getting tired of 
that sort of thing, and next fall they are going to take the prodigal son 
by the nape of his neck and the seat of his government and set him out 
among the husks of a defeated Democracy [laughter], and your great 
leader, your Moses, His Accidency, His One-termitiveness Grover Cleve- 
land, will be promoted to the highest office known to the world, an 
American citizen in private life. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, this bill as it stands ought not to pass. It isa step 
backward. Let me give you a few samples of its consistency. Take 
the article of soap manufactured in this country. They place that- 
upon the free-list. Thousands of men are empl in the business 
here, and millions of capital invested in small and soap factories, 
There are eight or ten different chemicals used in the manufacture 
of soap which cannot be supplied here, which the soap-makers have to 
import and pay a duty upon. The duties upon these chemicals are not 
removed, and yet, so far as the manufacturers of soap are concerned, 
they are the raw material. A man who manufactures soap outside of 
this country pays no duty. If he shipped them to us in this country 
he would have to pay a duty, but if he manufactures them into some 
article to compete with some American manufactured article he can 
ship them in free. Consistency, thou art a jewel.“ Take the article 
of brushes. The manufacturers in this country have to pay a duty on 
the raw material used. This bill pro to reduce the 65 and sub- 
stantially puts brushes upon the free- list, and yet leaves the American 
manufacturer to pay a duty upon the bristles—an invitation to the 
brush factories of this country to move. This bill is substantially the 
same in jute and flax, and every part of it, so far as the industries in 
my district are concerned, is an invitation to those fuctories to go where 
they can get labor and raw material cheaper and import them free. 

I have seen it charged that the Committee on Ways and Meanshave 
beenrunning around loose with representatives of the English manufact- 
urers. 

I have seen it stated editorially, in responsible papers, that the agent 
of the English manufacturers has wined and dined the majority end of 
our Ways and Means Committee, and has in turn been wined and 
dined by them, and that he has had constant access to the committee. 
One paper offers to prove, if it is denied, that this man is the agent of 
English manufacturers, and that he has materially assisted in forming 
this bill. After that publication I expected to hear it denied by some 
member of the committee. I knew they had refused to hear American 
manufacturers on the bill in which they are so deeply interested, and 
did not think the committee would like to rest under the imputation 
that they were allowing ce, manufacturers privileges not allowed 
our own citizens. That denial, so far as I can learn, has not been made. 

How far that English influence has gone I do not know, but from 
some of the features I find in this bill I suspect an English parentage. 
[Renewed laughter.] And I say to you gentlemen on that side (I rep- 
resent a district largely composed of working people) that if one item 
of that bill is there by the suggestion of a representative of the English 
manufacturers, the man who consented to it is as mean and contempti- 
ble a traitor to the industrial interests of this Government as his pre- 
decessors were twenty-five years ago when they tried to destroy it. 
[Derisive laughter on the Democratic side.] Yes, that is what I say; 
that is what I mean. It lacks what your fathers had—the element of 
bravery. But the man who refuses a hearing to an American citizen 
and consents to be advised by an English manufacturer in a great meas- 
ure of public policy in this country is a betrayer of public trust and 
is unfit to occupy a seat in this House or in any other legislative body, 
ae it be the British Parliament. I am responsible for what I say, 
and if my language is not parliamentary the gentleman can make the 
most of it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if every man in the State of New York was a 
millionaire this country would be that much richer and stronger for it. 
Illinois and Missouri would be richer and stronger. There are no 
State lines except upon the map and in the heart of a Democrat. The 
wealth of one State is the wealth of all, and when I eat or drink or put 
on my coat or buy any of the things that I have to buy, rather than 
give one cent profit to any man in any country but our own I would 
give one dollar profit to that man who stands with me under the same 
flag, under the same government, who is bound by the same laws, who 
is bound to fight as I am for the defense of the honor and integrity of 
our common country. 
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I am like the boy who hired his sister to make his shirts. Some one 
said, ‘‘ You could have taken those shirts to the factory and had them 
made and saved $2.’’ Tes,“ said the boy protectionist, ‘‘Sister Sally 
got a pretty fair price. She always pays me well for what I do for her. 
That two-dollar bill is still under the same roof with me, and if sickness 
or trouble or hard luck comes to any of our family that money is there 
in the house.” - 

The free-trade boy calls his sister a New England tariff robber. 

Every dollar of wealth in New England is there to stand levy in times 
of peace c war for our common good. Yet the average Democratic ora- 
tor holds her in no closer bond than he does any foreign country. We 
are taunted daily by her growth and wealth. She is great and strong. 
I thank God for it, for therein lies a part of the strength of our com- 
mon country. 

I hail not from New England, and can speak without prejudice. 
The history of our country has neither beginning nor end with the 
history of New England left out. Her great statesmen, soldiers, and 
poets fill the brightest pages of our history, and we would prosper more 
if we spent less time finding fault with her, and more time in imitating 
her habits of industry and frugality. 

The South finds fault because other sections of the country have 
taken advantage of the tariff laws, while she has left her natural re- 
sources undeveloped. And this committee of Southern gentlemen seek 
by this bill to protect every article of manufacture or agriculture pro- 
duced in the South, and if in the protection to the South any Northern 
enterprise shall be accidentally protected we are welcome to it. 

But the gentlemen say that I am drawing sectional lines. Mr. 
Chairman, lam not. I draw attention only to the sectional lines that 
they have already drawn. This bill and every other bill coming from 
the majority of the Ways and Means Committee has been a direct at- 
tempt on the part of the majority to protect the interests lying in the 
South, regardless of the interests of the North, the East, and the West; 
and when I go through my district and see laboring men and manu- 
facturers there and know that under protection there is better promise 
than ever for the future, it grinds me to know that their affairs and 
their business are in the hands of such men. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Iam not drawing sectional lines; you are drawing them. I am call- 
ing attention to history. 

This bill is astanding monument to the incapacity of the committee— 
a standing menace to the best interests of this country. 

And in conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I would say again, we believe that 
protection protects the laboring man; and I call upon history to bear 
witness that every nation under the sun has prospered just in propor- 
tion as they have reached down to the struggling and laboring classes 
and lifted them toa higher and more dignified citizenship. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that in the early dawn of creation, when 
the waters and the earth were divided, and that great smiling valley 
of the Mississippi looked into the face of its Creator, He blessed it, and 
said that at some time there should spring up a race upon its fertile 
soil which should stand as a monument of self-government, chiet 
among the nations of the world. And I believe that when our infant 
nation took its first uncertain and tottering steps on the untried shore 
of self-government and our life was assailed, that same power gave us 
a Washington and a Continental army. And when the foul stain ot 
slavery, that gave the lie to our boast of freedom, was to be stricken, 
with secession and treason, forever from our soil, the same Great Keeper 
of the destinies of the world gave us a Lincoln, a Grant, and a Grand 
Army of the Republic. [Applause. ] 

And now,.Mr, Chairman, in this Fiftieth Congress, when the indus- 
tries of the country are assailed by a foreign foe, I believe that some- 
how something will be stirred in the hearts of the American people, 
something that will move them to action that will awake the giant of 
the Republican party, which has been sleeping for four years, and again 
place it in power; and standing in every harbor and port of entry in 
the land, it will say to the foreign invader offering labor products pro- 
duced by cheap and pauper labor from abroad, Thus far and no 
farther.” [Renewed applause.] And under the influence of Repub- 
lican doctrines the country, with new assurances of safety and protec- 
tion, will have new life and new hopes and make greater strides in the 
march of civilization and progre than has ever heretofore been accom- 
paa in the history of the world. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, this prolonged debate upon the 
revenue policy of the Government is invited by the recent m of the 
President of the United States submitted to this Congress. In it he 
announces that— 
the amount of money annually received through the operation of the present 


laws, from the industries and necessities of the people, largely exceeds the sum 
necessary to meet the expenses of the Government. 


This surplus revenue, he says, has continued to accumulate, until 
it— 
is estimated to reach the sum of $113,000,000 on the goth of June next, at which 


date it is expected that this sum added to prior accumulations will swell the 
surplus in the Treasury to $140,000,000. 


With this condition confronting us he tells us that— 
an opportunity for safe, careful, and deliberate reform is now offered. 

He then suggests a remedy for this disordered condition of the body- 
politic, which he informs us is produced by— 
a tariff or duty levied upon importations from abroad and internal-revenue 
taxes levied upon the consumption of tobacco and spirituous and malt liquors— 
in excess of the legitimate demands of the Government. 

The remedy proposed is in the revision of these tariff laws. 

These laws— 


He says— 


raise the price to consumers of all articles imported and subjected to daty by 
precisely the sum paid for such duties, 


Then, while he admits that ‘‘ comparatively a few use the imported 
articles,” yet he claims that millions of our people pay forthe same 
kind made in this country ‘‘nearly or quite the same enhanced price 
which the duty adds to the imported articles.“ A reduction of duties 
on raw material used in manufactures or its free importation is recom- 
mended. 

These form the basis and this is the reasoning for the proposed revis- 
ion of the existing duty. Pursuant to these recommendations the 
Ways and Means Committee have submitted to this Congress a meas- 
ure to secure this legislation. 

That there should be a revision of the tariff none deny. This far it is 
not a party issue. Differences occur as to the manner and extent of 
this revision, and herein arises two distinct theories, involving princi- 
ples which underlie the prosperity, if not the perpetuity, of our Gov- 
ernmental system. 

HOW TO REDUCE THE SURPLUS. 


Preceding this, however, and that which inspired the President to 
address this body, is the immediate question as to the disposal of the 
surplus revenues of the Government, and the necessity for the pend- 
ing legislation to reach this ead. 

Upon this we at once take issue. Not as to the disposal of this rey- 
enue, for this the country has been demanding in thunder-tones, but 
it is as to the means employed and the principle involved tlmt we 
differ. 

This legislation is not necessary to reduce the existing surplus. The 

lus is a mere pretext. Concealed within this pretended necessity 
is the initial movement of the policy and practice of free trade. 

A nation like an individual should expend its idle surplus in the bet- 
terment of its affairs, in the repair of its establishments, in the pay- 
ment of its debts, or in generous remembrance of past obligations. 


CHEAPEN WATER-WAY TRANSPORTATION, 


In the marvelous advance of this Republic, in its grand march to em- 
pire, experience has demonstrated that much of our material prosperity 
is due to the water ways of thecountry. Theinland commerce of the 
United States is the wonder of the world. The highest interests of 
state and the sound application of ordinary business principles all ap- 
peal to us to have a care to the judicious improvement of our rivers 
and harbors. The necessity of such control and development is con- 
curred in by the engineers who are in charge of these interests. For 
the present year these officers estimate that there can be profitably 
expended $160,000,000 for this purpose. 

Had the President manifested the same zeal in the study of the prob- 
lem of cheap transportation for our own people as he does to the ad- 
mission by another people of their foreign imports free, his services 
might result in substantial benefit. We have our own great home 
markets. To reach these from our widely-extended parts, in the least 
possible time and with the least possible cost is a matter of vast moment 
to the industries of the whole nation. 

The more numerous the avenues of transit the greater the compe- 
tition for traffic, and the greater the competition the cheaper the rate. 
While this may not always be the result as to land transportation, 
and indeed often finds competition producing combination, yet as to 
the navigable water ways of the nation we can always rely upon them 
to offer us a secure refuge against the extortion of monopolies and of 
unjust discrimination in rtation. 

By so much as these exceed just and reasonable charges the producer 
is impoverished, the consumer is taxed, the laborer is denrived. The 
producing regions of this nation lie parallel with the great rivers and 
lakes. No exclusive transit on these waters can ever be secured. 
These are the highways of all the people. The flat-boat, the skiff, and 
the barge of the poor man find the same welcome tide and the same pro- 
pelling current as those which float the yacht of the rich man or the mam- 
moth freight-carriers of the corporation. Nocombination, no trusts, no 
rebates, no discrimination can reverse the currents or blow a stronger 
wind for the rich than the poor. Here, then, is ‘‘an opportunity for 
safe, careful, and deliberate referm.” Let us have more free trade and 


more fair trade on our on waters. Let us reach the farm of the farmer, 
the mill of the miller, the product of the factory on cheaper highways. 
We hear much elocution over the poor man’s coat“ and the cheap 
blanket” as they shall come from the hands of the foreign workman, 
but little is said as to the monopoly of, carriage of the poor man’s bread. 
He pays a far greater tribute on home transportation than he does 
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through custom-houses. We had far better improve and cheapen the 
ways to our rich home markets. 

What can more appeal to the sympathy of the nation on the one 
hand, or excite its just indignation on the other than the oppressive tax 
on transportation which is levied on the products of labor on the wide 
and fertile domain of the Pacific Northwest? There we behold a river, 
the third-on the continent, and which drains an area equal to one- 
fifth of the nation, excluding Alaska; a river which carries on its own 
bosom the deep-draught ships of the ocean further inland than any 
other of the Republic, and yet not one bushel of grain, not one pound 
of wool can find a way to our own markets until it has surrendered 
one-fourth of its own value in freight tariff to the imperial ‘‘ custom- 
house“ of railway monopoly. Every bushel of grain carried 87 miles 
by mail, from The Dalles to Portland, is taxed 12 cents a bushel. Along 
almost the entire distance, and parallel with the rail, often washing its 
bridges and culverts, flow the deep and majestic waters of the proud 
Columbia. 

This exceeds the freight rate from Chicago to New York by water, 
1,000 miles in distance. 

Let me beg the attention of the representatives of the Illinois, Iowa, 
and Minnesota farmers to their happy condition in contrast with the 
farmers of the Columbia River basin. 

And when it is said foreign import duties should be abolished or re- 
vised in order that our producers may reach a foreign market to buy 
as well as to sell, is it forgotten that of the 17,000,000 bushels of wheat 
awaiting export from the tributaries of the Columbia every bushel is 
charged a greater tax for its transit of 87 miles along the Columbia by 
rail than it costs to ship it 4,000 miles by water from New York to 
Liverpool? 

Céuld the distinguished President not here see an opportunity for 
safe, careful, and deliberate reform ?’’ 

The representatives of the people in Congress assembled, under their 
dere e right to regulate commerce among the several States, 
voted liberal appropriations of the immense surplus in the Treasury to 
improve the water ways of the country and thus to relieve our people 
from the burdens imposed by excessive charges on land transportation. 
Twelve million dollars were voted. This would have reduced the idle 
surplusand ‘restored it to its place ainong the people, and 90 per cent. 
would have found its way to the wage-earner in labor, and he could have 
received an honest day’s wages for an honest day’s toil. Consumption 
would have been increased, production stimulated through the expendi- 
tures, andincalculable benefits conferred on the whole people. But the 
President prevented this reduction of thesurplus. He did not question 
the constitutionality of the appropriation. He did not assert the im- 
a! nor the extravagance of the proposed expenditure, nor did he 

eny that it could be profitably expended. 

He says in his message: 

This condition of our Treasury is not altogether new, and it has more than 
once of late been submitted to the people’s representatives in the Congress, who 
alone ean supply a remedy, 

And yet when they supply a remedy,” he vetoes it! This he does 
in the face of a condition Which he warns us is more than ever pre- 
saging financial convulsion and widespread disaster.“ Who, we can 
well ask, is more responsible than himself for the continuance of this 
very disaster which we are all so anxious to remedy? 

RELIEVE THE OLD SOLDIERS OF THE REPUBLIC. . 

The people’s representatives would also supply a remedy in the pa = 
ment of a just and sacred obligation to the old soldiers of the Republic, 
for now is a time to be remindful of those brave men who preserved us 
in war. Several hundred thousand of them still survive, with afew of 
other wars, including those against the hostile savages of our own front- 
iers. 

Age and infirmity have already reached most of them, while poverty 
and pain are the companions of many. ‘Thousands of them, penniless 
and in want, have at last sought an asylum in the almshouses of the 
country when relief was denied them by the Government which they 
saved. We instinctively revolt at the thought that it is possible that 
one of that noble throng who volunteered their lives for the Republic 
should now, in its hour of supreme prosperity, suffer them to become 
subjects of neglect and ingratitude. 

They can well recall the day when they went forth to battle, that 
the Treasury had no surplus to trouble the nation. They saw it in 
debt, and paying ruinous interest to maintain its sinking credit. 

Their work sustained the integrity and unity of the Republic. As 
the old Emperor said of Rome—that he found it of brick and left it of 
marble—so the old soldiers may say of their Government, that they 
found it a bankrupt, but will leave it the richest, the most prosperous, 
and the most powerful on earth. 

Let us, then, while they live, be generous to these faithful guar- 
dians of the nation. Whatever we may do in their behalf let it not be 
forgotten we shall still owe them a debt—the dehj—which we shall 
never, never be rich eno to pay. When they are gone let us re- 


member in liberality their widows and orphans. Let us single out 
the few survivors of those who endured the agonies of prison life— 
whose systems will ever remain poisoned with the virus absorbed amid 
the vapors and disease of their dungeon exile. 


Let us remember in particular the one who was a private in the ranks 
and who may not have epaulets and distinction tocommend him. Let 
us equalize the pay of the soldier who received his compensation in 
depreciated green backs, while the banker and bondholder received theirs 
in appreciated gold. Mere justice—common honesty—will dictate the 
payment at least of the difference. The soldier’s dollar should be equal 
to the bondholder’s dollar. One offered his life to save the Republic, 
the other his money. Let us be just. Then repeal, what I conceive 
to be the unjust distinction made in the arrearage act. This erects a 
bar depriving those applying after a certain date for arrears, while 
allowing its benefits to those vigilant enough to apply before, although 
the merits are equal. Besides this, the bounties should be equalized. 
Let us be honest and pay the old pioneers of the West who furnished 
suppliesand services to the Government in her Indian wars,and who have 
been begging for years for compensation for their homes and property 
destroyed by hostile Indians. Keeping in remembrance the numerous 
Presidential vetoes of measures in relief of those old veterans, it seems 
almost vain to hopethat any portion of the surplus will be permitted in 
appropriation for these noble objects with executive approval. 

IN TIME OF PEACE PREPARE FOR WAR. 

The people’s representatives would supply other remedies for re- 
duction. We have as a nation a long line of defenseless seacoast, which 
in time of war will permit dangerous inroads for the enemy; while at 
the same time the towns and cities within reach must at once be aban- 
doned or suffer destruction without the least attempt in self-protection. 
The entrances to our bays and rivers are without guard, garrison, or for- 
tification, and the inshore may be laid waste with no timely retaliation. 
No other nation on the globe is so perfectly indifferent or thoroughly 
defenseless in this respect. The wise admonition of the great Wash- 
ington appeals to us now with earnest significance, ‘‘In time of peace 
prepare for war.““ Experience has taught us that national defense is 
self-defense, and self-defense is the first law of nature. 

LET US PAY OUB DEBTS, 

But should there still be a disinclination to reduce the surplus for 
either of the objects mentioned there should be no hesitancy to apply 
it, and every dollar of it, in payment of the indebtedness of the Gov- 
ernment. In three years hence there will mature $230,000,000, bear- 
ing 44 per cent. interest. That these bonds might be purchased and 
retired gradually before maturity to the extent of the accumulated 
surplus, the President was expressly anthorized by act of March 3, 
1881, in the following language to so use the surplus: r 

t 
Boeri ei cose eel eet 
sider proper, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds. 

But he did not do it. The law was ignored. He permitted the sur- 
plus to accumulate. Every effort to reduce it by appropriations failed. 
The dependent pension bill passed Congress appropriating $20,000,000. 
This he vetoed. The river and harbor bill passed Congress appropri- 
ating $12,000,000. ‘This he vetoed. Still the surplus remained locked 
up and retained from circulation among the people. It continued to 
increase. 

On January 1, 1891, as I have before shown, our bonded indebted- 
ness of $230,000,000 will fall due. Had the surplus money in the 
Treasury been paid to our creditors and the bonds taken up, but little 
of the debt would have remained at maturity. We could well afford 
to have paid the premium upon the bonds, and been a great gainer, 
than to have permitted the interest to grow while the surplus millions 
wereaccumulatingin the vaults of the Treasury. A government should 
be at least as prudent as an ary business man. What would he 
have done with his notes outstanding and not yet due, and money ac- 
cumulating in his business for which he had no use? He would have 
met his creditors and proposed to call in his notes to the extent of his 
surplus money, paying principal and interest and a reasonable pre- 
mium. This would afford an inducement to the creditor, and largely 
so to the debtor. 

WHY WAS THE SURPLUS NOT REDUCED? 

When this law of Congress was so entirely ignored and the surplus 
still retained, a widespread impression was at once created that this 
mountain of gold and silver was purposely and persistently allowed to 
accumulate, so that the country might be alarmed, and that it could 
be said, as the President at last said, that the situation was more 
than ever presaging financial convulsion and widespread disaster,’’ and 
then by a combined attack on the protective policy of the country as- 
sume that the crisis was due to the unn continuance of the 
duties on foreign 5, Had the surplus been reduced in expendi- 
tures on river and harbor improvements, on dependent pensions, on 
sea-coast defenses, on the rebuilding of our Navy, or in the redemption 
of the bonded indebtedness, it can readily be seen that no surplus 
would exist, and hence that the chiefargument now urged for sosweep- 
ing a reduction of the tariff could likewise not exist. 

The President, when the country became aroused at his decided re- 
fusal to obey the law and thus reduce the surplus, at last explains 
that the law was— z 


subj to the s tion that it was intended as temporary and limited in 
its 88 — of conferring a continuing discretion and authority. 


Tus money 
may con- 
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This is his own language. 
The law says: 

stany time apply the supply money in the Treasury * * * tothe pur- 
. — eee el United Biates bonds. 2 

Can any one misinterpret the full scope and meaning of this? Can 
language be more comprehensible? Can any limitation in its applica- 
tion here be implied? Who could suppose“ that it was intended as 
temporary? But he bases his supposition on the fact that the law is 
found in an appropriation bill. This gave rise to a scruple as to its 
permanent character. But it has been well observed that the President 
evidently does not entertain the same supposition and doubt when it 
comes to the President’s increased salary, which was provided for ina 
law in an appropriation bill. Has he refused to receive any of this in- 
creased salary? Other laws are passed in appropriation bills and 
obeyed and enforced. This Congress is continually enacting such, and 
they are approved by the Executive. 

But this authority was ordained in 1881. If he had the doubt and 
supposition now relied on, why is it that this doubt was not com- 
municated to Congress and a recommendation submitted that more 
clearly-defined authority by special act be conferred upon him? The 
law having passed Congress, it became a mandate of the people; it 
was their instruction to him; and whether he approved of the policy or 
not he should, in deference to their sovereign will, have requested a 
construction of the act or a more specific enactment, and not have 
waited since his election to express this doubt and until the surplus 
had accumulated to $60,000,000, and then raise the alarm of finan- 
cialconvulsion and widespread disaster, and then admonish us that 
the surplus will amount to $140,000,000 in June, 1888. 

OUR NATION STILL LARGELY IN DEBT, 

But what of the indebtedness of the nation? Not one word is found 
in the entire message as to our entire outstanding obligations. It would 
not have answered the purpose of the President to have brought these 
facts into prominent notice. - That would have exposed the fallacy of 
hisreasoning. It would have shown at once that no surplus could ex- 
ist if our debts were paid. Nor does he explain how this indebtedness 
is to be paid if the revenues are reduced to the minimum proposed by 
him and the Ways ard Means Committee. 

OUR PUBLIC DEBT. 
Let us examine our condition in this respect. 


Amount of public debt outstanding, as per public debt 
for month of June, 1887 
Present outstanding interest-bearing deb’ 


Has this been forgotten? How shall we provide for that with tariff 
for ordinary expenses only? In 1891 there will mature the funded loan 
of $250,000,000; in 1907 there will mature the funded loan of $737,- 
800,600. 


? 


OUR REVENUES AND OUR EXPENDITURES, 

For a more satisfactory study of this great subject, it is well to view 
the great balance-sheet of our country, and there find from whence our 
revenues are derived and for what purpose expended, and this is seen 
in the following : 


The ordinary revenues of the Government from all sourees for the fiscal year 
ended June 30, 1887, were: 


EMER CCRGROUI ESE E LE A os sahb E SEA E clataonob casthebe sksasas $217, 288, 893. 13 
From internal revenue. . 118, 823, 391.22 
From sales of public lands. 9, 254, 286.42 
From profits on coinage, bi 8. 929, 252. 
From tax on national anks. . .. . . .. . 2, 385, 851. 18 
3, 301, 647.16 
1, 053, 037. 86 
1, 479, 028. 81 
1, 226, 259. 47 
1, 364, 435. 87 
$914, 793. 13 
of old public buildings. — 624. 882. 20 
From sales of Government property ... 262, 832. 33 
From immigrant- fund 258, 402. 50 
From 817, 452. 75 
From 94, 289. 76 
2. 367, 880. 01 
— 1. 488, 672. 04 
Total ordinary receipts. .. .. . ..... . e ee, I, 408, 277. 68 
The ordinary expenditures for the same period were: 
For civil any acon —— ——j— inneeren 
For foreign intercourse . 
nd Indian service 
‘or pensions 
For the military 
arsenal 
For the naval establishment. 
— —— at na vy- 
or 


For expenditures on account of the Distri 085, 251. 39 
For interest on the public debt. 224.877 2 
For the sinking fund serores 903, 218. 15 
Total ordinary expenditures. — 38,88. 428. 12 
—— ͤ ———˖ — 

e . ae 55, 567, 849. 54 


On the 1st of December last there was in the Treasury of available 
funds after every ordinary e ci en 
701.19. On the Ist day of February last this 


230,746.09. If the willof the people as expressed in the act of March 
3, 1881, had been obeyed, not one dollar of this money would remain 
in the . While the reductions proposed by the representa- 
tives of sixty millions of people have either been vetoed or studiously 
ignored, still the necessity exists for some action. This is admitted 
by all parties. But how will the President agree to dispose of the sur- 
plus in the Treasury? If we have any intimation at all, it is through 
the suggestions of his Secretary of the Treasury. He advises that the 
money lie in banks, and as by diminished taxation the annual revenues 
will be less than the appropriations, to this extent this surplus then 
in the banks could be used for the ordinary expenses of the Govern- 
ment. 

By the time this money could be so spent the revenues would have 
so increased as to be equal to proper annual expenses. And this again 
explains why it is that every effort to expend this money directly 
among the people for public improvements, for the relief of the old 
soldiers of the Republic, or in the redemption of Government bonds 
has met the sturdy resistance of the Administration. The banks could 
not obtain the benefit of it! Here we see the all-pervading influence 
of ve street. The voice of the people as against such inspirations is 
a myth! ; 

As thus it is proposed to retain the present surplus our consideration 
is next invited to the great scheme of preventing any further revenues 
beyond the actual and ordinary expenditures of the Government, and 
to do this the destruction of that policy which has nursed this nation 
in its hour of affliction and bankruptcy and raised it to its present 
proud eminence among all the nations of the earth. 

For one, I believe in removing various tariff inequalities. Some 
duties, as I view them, are entirely unnecessary. I am, sir, this far 
a revenue reformer, but not for the mere purpose of reducing the present 
surplus nor preventing future surplus revenue beyond ordinary govern- 
mental expenditures. ; 

Į am a believer in the general welfare“ clause in the Constitution 
of the United States, and in that other clause therein, To regulate 
commerce between the States, and to this end the liberal expend- 
iture of public money in the improvement of the water ways of the 
nation and the various other requirements to which I have referred. 


THE TWO CHIEF REVENUES. 
We find the two chief sources of revenue to be: 


From internal revenue. 2 


The first is that which is imposed as a duty or tax on all imports, 
and is not borne directly by the people, but is collected through the 
custom-houses of the nation. It may be said to be a tax on foreign 
production, paid by the foreign producer, except where like articles 
are not largely produced here, when the consumer pays it in the added 
cost. The second is that direct tax upon certain objects within the 
country, and is at present derived as follows: 


Internal-revenue taxes for thé year ending June 30, 1887. 


ve seser eoeeen eo neaesee assess meset 


Fermented liquor 
Oleomargarine..... 
Bank circulation. 


1888435 
2888885 


118, 823, 391. 
THE MAJORITY FAVOR A TARIFF FOR REVENUE ONLY. 

The greater portion of the majority of this House propose a revision 
of the former class largely to the extent of a tariff for revenue only, 
and where incidental protection is permitted it is only as a compromise. 
Ultimately this party will favor a duty on only such foreign imports 
as are not produced here, excepting, with discreditable partiality, such 
staples in the South as sugar, rice, tobacco, ete., as is done in the pend- 
ing bill. Under this system we relieve the foreigner of taxation, and 
American consumers pay all the duties. 

The foreign production in other respects will find here an open market 
and unrestricted competition with American products American 
labor. Many of these advocates deny with much warmth the imputa- 
tion that they are ‘‘free-traders.’’ “‘Incidentai protection can not save 
them, for this is no protection at all, and is practical free trade. 

What are we to understand by protection?“ That imposition of 
a duty on all such objects imported as are uced here, and just so 
much as will equal the difference in foreign and American labor. This 


is protection. 

Remove this difference and you have free trade. As labor in almost 
everything in traffie constitutes the chief value in the article, so it is 
labor virtually which is made subject to either ion or free trade, 
If the article in one country is the product of cheap labor, it must, 
with free trade, supplant that of the other country where labor is not 
cheap. We say we shall have cheap goods,” cheap wool,” and 

“cheap lumber,” but it would be more appropriate to say we should 
have cheaper labor in these articles. 

Well may wesympathize with that misguided man who is a toiler 
with his hands, when he boasts that under free trade we shall have 
cheap goods, When he raises the gate of protection and allows ingress 
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to the Trojan horse of free trade, it will open its flanks and over- 
whelm him in his own citadel with its armed conquerors. 

He is forging a chain with which to manacle his own limbs. The 
most conclusive arguments, however, are results. It is to these we turn 
to resolve our doubts as to the superior virtue of protection or free trade. 

A COMPARISON OF WAGES. 

As wages is the price of labor, and labor is the capital of the work- 
man, is it not natural that he should prefer that policy or that market 
that pays him the most on his capital? As the merchant takes his 
wares, so the workman takes his labor to the market of greatest profit. 

Under our present system the laborer is much better off than is his 
competitor on free-trade shores. He obtains superior wages, and pays 
but a small advance in price for his necessaries. 


A few instances will suffice: 
England. | United States. 


Occupation, 


PRES, Eems 
885883888 


FINS, nenne 
8 
8 
> 
8 


SRSASSSESSSSS 


Carroll D. Wright, chief of the Massachusetts bureau of labor statis- 
tics in 1882, made a comparison of the difference in wages and living 
between a weaver and his two children in Massachusetts and a like 
number in Lancashire, England. The former earns per week $10.30, 
the latter earns $6.96—an excess of $3.34 to the Massachusetts weaver. 


COMPARISON OF LIVING. 


The same statistician presents the expenses of a family in England 
and one in Massachusetts. 


Prices and quantities consumed per week. 


es... 


egetab aa de aoe 
Java, pound.“ 


It is thus shown that wages are better and living but a trifle greater 
under protection America than in free-trade England. But it is said by 
the free-trader, ‘‘ We pay dearly for this enhanced price on American 
labor in being deprived of buying in a cheaper market. And then the 
poor man is appealed to and eloquent perorations are uttered and many 
feigned tears shed in defense of this oppressed victim of the robber man- 
ufacturer. The cost of a blanket or a suit of clothes is the most com- 
mon illustration. The price in England is quoted and to this they add 
the import duty, and then defiantly remind the American laborer that 
for similar manufacture in the United States he must pay this sum and 
thus pay tribute to the robber tariff. With this they then proclaim 
that the duty becomes a tax. If it is not what is it for?” they ask. 


PROTECTION BEGETS CHEAP PRICES. 

To refute this absurd and misleading impression that a duty is a tax 
it has been shown in this Chamber, in the case of the poor man’s 
blanket” recently imported from England, that a similar article, a five- 
pound American blanket, was selling here for $5.20, whereas, if the 
free-trader’s theory is correct, the account would stand: 


The protectionist answers in this wise: 
Cost of blanket in England at wholesale . . senses . 
Higher price paid American labor. . . . 


Wholesale price of American blanket. 


l T nua busasgtooves sereohbeseate 9.35 
45 


The duty on calico is 5 cents a yard, and yet its retail price is that 
now. When this class of industry was in its infancy in this country, 
machinery crude, operatives unskillful, and the custom patronizing its 
old foreign markets, the free-trader’s present statement contained truth, 
for in that period of the struggling industry even a higher duty than 
the present added to the English cost could not breathe into it the life 
of competition. 

But protection nursed it, fed it, and guarded it from attacks by the 
full-grown, skillful, and vigorous wolf of free trade, until at last it 
has lived to manhood, and now in its consciousness of acquired skill it 
promises in a brief period to meet free trade” at its very doors and 
compete for the mastery of its own markets. 

Many other American industries have already reached this proud 
vantage ground. 

Cutlery, hardware, tools, reapers, mowers, drills, harness, trace- 
chains, American saws, shovels, forks, are all exported to England to- 
day and sell in that market. 

American watches and clocks are found in every portion of Europe, 
as well as American boots and shoes and American cotton fabrics. The 
American laborer can also buy his furniture, his carpet, and his nails 
cheaper hère fhan in England. The farmer can buy his wagons cheaper 
here than an Englishman can make them, together with his mowers 
and thrashers. With a little more encouragement and a little more ot 
our intense spirit of rivalry and competition among ourselves, and soon 
not a product of American manufacture can be made cheaper in Europe, 
and with improved skill and improved machinery and our fertile in- 
ventive genius, we shall become the cheapest and best as we are now 
the greatest manufacturing nation on the earth. 

COMPETITION DID THE REST. 

All must concede that prices have gone steadily down as the Ameri- 
can home manufacturers have increased in skill and obtained home pat- 
ronage. Twenty years ago the farm wife paid $1.50 for a calico dress 
of 10 yards, while now our manufactures have so improved and their 
trade so increased that 60 cents will buy the same article. Twenty 
years ago protection was in its infancy, and see how it has cheapened 
prices since. But contrast the prices under rigorous free trade before 
1860. A calico dress would cost then $2.50, and thus with everything 
else. But now these articles are, mauy of them, sold cheaper than 
in free-trade England. To compete with us the foreign import must 
be sold as cheap. What then becomes of the President’s philosophy 
when he tells us that the price is raised to consumers by precisely the 
sum paid for such duties?’’ Let us always remember that the great 
secret of the continued advance in cheap prices with us is due to our own 
competition. Among ourselves we have free trade, but as against the 
foreigner we have protection. It is internal competition on the one 
hand and external competition on the other. 

Protection has already secured the one and will soon secure the 
other, as it has in many instances. Here is where our situation is 
unlike that of any other nation. Weare many nations in one. We 
have every diversified industry and every known resource. TheStates 
engage in reciprocal traffic. They have everything within themselves. 
They are dependent on none. They have their own market. They 
find here an exclusive sale for those perishable articles of production 
which can not bear export. It is this new problem which the profes- 
sors fail to comprehend. 

THE PHILOSOPHY OF PROTECTION, 

The whole philosophy of protection and ultimate cheap prices may 
be resolved into an axiom: Protection begets production, production 
begets competition, and competition begets cheap prices. This is dem- 
onstrated by experience. It is even illustrated in the cross-roads store. 
It is tho pioneer of the country, and protected by the conditions which 
surround it. Prices are high. Soon population increases and the de- 
mand increases, and competition is the result and an opposition store 
is induced to come. Prices cheapen. This invariable result demon- 
strates the absurdity that the manufacturers of the country are becom- 
ing millionaires by reason of their immense profits. Does it notstand 
to reason that if such inducements were held out to capital that still 
more would embark in the business? Why is it that at a moment’s 
notice this Government could borrow millions of dollars at 3 per cent. 
and less of interest? Is it reasonable to assume that this could happen 
so long as opportunities existed to realize from 8 to 15 per cent. in manu- 
facturing? 

The more we buy from England the more she must manufacture for 
us and the less we shall man for ourselves, and soon we shall 
have little to sell. Weshall then buy more than wesell. The balance 
of trade will be against us. Our surplus money will go to England. 
Scarcity of money at home cripples trade, diminishes labor, lowers 
wages, increases interest, reduces consumption, and lessens the demand. 
In this condition a nation soon becomes a slave to a foreign market. 


65 | We had far better sell in a highly protected market where we can have 


something with which to buy than to buy ina free-trade market where 
we shall have nothing to sell. When we surrender our diversified and 
protected home market to the cheap producer of foreign lands we sur- 
render our best resources for buying. 

It is much easier to-day for a poor man to purchasea suit of clothes 
with a saving of ten days’ labor than to have purchased a like suit in 
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the days of free trade with a saving of twenty days’ labor. Itis not 
so much that clothing is cheaper now as that wages are much higher. 
If our manufacturing, our wool-growing, our lumbering, ete., is to be 
done in foreign countries it is there, and not here, the wages will be 
paid. To us it will be the killing of the goose that lays the golden egg. 

In that contingency it is possible that some things may be cheaper, 
but let it always be remembered that nothing is cheap to him who has 
nothing with which to buy. 

An old settler was known to be very fond of boasting to those later 
in the country, when everything had advanced and prospered with civ- 
ilization and enterprise, how once he could have bought there so cheaply. 
Pointing out vast farms of rolling meadows and golden grain he would 
say that he knew the time when he could have bought them for a pair 
of old boots. When asked to explain why he did not purchase on such 
inviting terms, he would reply, Well, I did not have the old boots.“ 

OUR LUMBER RESOURCES. 

An immense industry both on land and water, in external and in- 
land commerce, is our vast lumber business. This is among those to 
be placed under the free-trade guillotine. Our rich lumber market is 
offered to the foreign lumber merchant. The effect of this legislation 
will perhaps prove more disastrous to the Pacific coast than to any other 
portion of the Union. 

THE PACIFIC COAST. 

The extent and increase of this business on the Pacific are shown in the 

output for 1880 and 1887, as follows: 


WME A NOIR en rash eantib ecto 692, 606, 000 
There were employed to nfacture this 4,784 men. The feet of 
lumber cut in 1887 may be thus given: 


Washington .» 600,000, 000 
Oregon ... 300. 000, 000 
California 

Miscellaneous... 


enn T cncusupsodtedsesace’smepse'senssd\ setae coeten vente’ beapaved . 1,370, 000, 000 
THE TIMBER BELT OF THE PACIFIC. 

The varieties as well as quantity of the Pacific coast lumber for 
commercial purposes are far famed. The hard-woods, such as maple, 
ash, and myrtle, are found on the Coquille River and other streams as 
well. The unrivaled Port Orford cedar, the fir (Oregon pine), spruce, 
and sugar pine on Coos Bay, Puget Sound, Umpqua, Columbia River, 
Gray’s Harbor, Shoalwater Bay, Tillamook, Siuslaw, and on Hum- 
boldt Bay and other points lower down, with the world-renowned red- 
woods of California, embrace an area on the Coast Range not less than 
25 miles in width, and lie between 44° and 52° north Jatitude, 8 degrees 
or 660 miles in length. On the Cascades and Sierras is found in great- 
est abundance the sugar pine. 

Tn Alaska are extensive forests of yellow pine covering an area almost 
as large as the rest of the coast west of Nevada. Like the forests of 
Norway, those along the Pacific, owing to the humid atmosphere, are 
reproductive, and when denuded soon recover a new and rapid growth 
of the parent species. Not only is manufactured lumber here of value 
for local export, but millions of feet are now shipped by rail to points 
as far east as Chicago, and already over one-twelfth of the annual prod- 
uct is exported to foreign countries, as the following statisties show: 


Exports of lumber. 
Value. 
| 
$122, 061 
3, 787 
22, 204 
100 
116 
34, 405 2,596 
4,051 140 
66, 923 18, 263 
1,054,000 | 20,420 
23,423 425 
2, 414. 500 41,820 
428, 664 10, 110 
2,531, 679 p 457 
42,118 832 
201,234 5,032 
20, 007 531 
75,000 1,731 
E AAT e — | 660, 818 14, 929 
United States of Colombia.. 620,638 | 16,744 
2 IS | 19,520 300 
Zew Zealand | 6,007 165 
f — — 
menen ens 12. 166,350 | 337,763 


PROSPERITY EXISTS. 
Wherever you find a lumber manufacture you find prosperity within 


a wide radius of it. The forests of the Pacific afford one of the most 


majestic sights of the world. Often they seem like immense parks, 


and as if regulated and selected by the foresight of man. “Trees of an 
ever varying foliage exist. Some tower so high as to reach a height of 
200 to 300 feet. The diameter of many will average 8 feet, and of most 
from 3 to 5, while some remarkable red woods are known to have so 
huge a trunk as when sawed through will permit the passage of a 
wagon and team through the standing tree. Some acres are often 
found to yield 2,000,000 feet, board measure. i 

These great parks are merry with the music of the mills, the ring of 
the ax, the fall of the tree, and the moving of the timber. A constant 
demand for well paid labor exists. A home market is at hand to the 
small farmers and settlers. Here they sell at remunerative prices their 
flour, butter, milk, eggs, lard, bacon, fruits, berries, vegetables, hay, 
and barley. Many of these products, and indeed the most profitable 
of them, could not reach a foreign market, because of their perishable 
nature. For 300 miles on the Oregon coast this excellent home market 
exists for the farmer. The merchant, the blacksmith, the cattle dealer, 
the butcher, the gardener, and the farmers are all invited to partake 
of the revenues supplied by these lumber industries, They create a 
demand. A reciprocity of trade exists. All are protected by our ex- 
isting tariff. 

There are on our coast over 35,000 people engaged in the lumber 
business, and over 400 American v aggregating 175,000 tons, and 
most of them moving upand down the coast, entering even the smallest 
rivers and bays and bringing business to communities which have no 
other commerce or any outlet to market; for these coasters in addition 
to lumber transport the farmers’ produce. But how is it elsewhere? 
Nearly every State has large lumbering interests. In 1880 there were 
147,956 men employed; wages paid, $31,845,974. The nation's lumber 
product value was $232,268,729. It exceeds that of the iron, cotton, 
or woolen trades of the nation, Our timber resources, protected, are so 
abundant that local competition will always keep the prices at a min- 
imum. : 

TIESE INDUSTRIES IMPERILLED. 

Sir, I admonish gentlemen of the serious results which must follow’ 
to the great and active business of the lumbermen on the Pacific coast 
and elsewhere in the nation should the proposed repeal of the duty on 
lumber be effected. As to the region of the Great Lakes and in the 
New England States, as well as on the Pacific, our situation is peculiar. 
There they lie adjacent to a foreign country. We behold the inexhaus- 
tible forests of the Dominion of Canada. Shut out largely at present 
by our present tariff, we have fortunately had no occasion to realize 
the effect of competition of free lumber. By water, as wellas by land, 
the avenues will open. Already, so cheap is their labor, they can over- 
come the duty and enter our rich markets with many products. The 
Dominion lands may be purchased for $1 per acre, and as high as 640 
e any one person. They also have a homestead and pre-emp- 
tion law. - 

Of their occupied lands in 1881, 21,899,982 acres were returned as 
improved, of which 15,112,284 acres were under crops and 6,385,562 
acres were in pasture. In that year they produced 150,000,000 bushels 
of oats, wheat, rye, and barley, with immense yield of other products; 
but immeasurably greater in resources is their lumber. In their east- 
ern forests already extensive mills are in operation. On their British 
Columbia shores we find forests next to our own in quality and inex- 
haustible in quantity, stretching northward from Victoria and Van- 
couver and Burrow’s Inlet to the Alaskan boundary. Remove the 
duty from their lumber exports and at once you remove the margin of 
labor profit from our own lumberman. You drive him either to com- 
pete with cheap competing labor or to retire from business; and Amer- 
icans can not and will not endure this most laborious and often danger- 
ous occupation for less wages and less profit than at present. As it is 
now, but few loggers realize much more than a comfortable livelihood, 
and during the recent depreciation in the lumber market it was a strug- 
gle for many mill companies to escape bankruptcy. With this repeal 
they must retire, their mills they must close, their camps abandon, and 
all operations cease. As if by magic an air of desolation will pervade 
our forests and mills. Other industries will feel the decline. 

But in the Canadian and British Columbia forests active operations 
will at once commence. P will be greatand rapid. There will 
be cheap lumber on cheap lands and by cheap labor. To those dis- 
couraged and long-waiting Canadian pedple it will be the dawn of a 
new day. At once the stimulus of trade and traffic and labor so re- 
cently ours will be transferred to these foreign shores. Our home mar- 
ket this far will vanish. Their great prize will iat American mar; 
kets. Our farmers can not follow our industries. Cheap farm labor 
and Canadian tariffs will shut them out. 

CHINESE IN MILLS AND LUMBER CAMPS, 

We shall also find there an element in the transferred industry we 
did not expect. Cheap Chinese laborers peering across from their in- 
numerable Asiatic throngs will welcome an invitation to this new 
field of labor. Here will be a haven for this degraded class. But what 
shall be said of us? Tell me, you defenders of American labor with 
whom I have associated and united in this Congress for just and nece 
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essary legislation in behalf of the toiling masses, what say you who 
vote to tear down the wall of protection to American lumbering inter- 
ests to the effect you produce in bringing this cheap, starving labor ot 
China to compete with American citizens—the honest laborers of our 
own country? 

Can you vindicate your inconsistency? By onr restrictive anti-Chi- 
nese legislation we drive these Mongolian slaves from our shores and 
thus protect American workmen against competition from the cheap 
labor of a degraded class. Yet, in the face of this, and by free-trade 
legislation, you make it possible—aye, desirable—that these same people 
may manufacture and labor and produce on Canadian soil and enter 
their products in our American markets in defiant and exultant com- 
petition with our own labor then unprotected. If we are the friends 
of labor, let us demonstrate it. Let us be sincere. Let us look to re- 
sults more than to theories. 

For these reasons we assert that the repeal of the buty on lumber is 
a mischievous, unwarrantable, and grossly-injurious measure. 

American labor, American capital, and American home markets will 
all suffer a common fate in an unavoidable disaster. 

Another industry, next in valne, but more extended among the peo- 
ple, is that of wool-growing. This has been singled out and de- 
nounced in the Executive message. The President complains that 
the profit of the wool-grower is enhanced to the extent of the duty, 
and this alone, he says, equals about one-third the price of the wool of 
the former. 

The tariff then raises the prices of the wool, according to the Presi- 
dent, and this every wool-grower has found to be true. But Mr. MILLS 
thinks differently. In a speech delivered in February last at Provi- 
dence, R. I., where it was doubtless thought the manufacturers de- 
sired cheaper wool, he said: 


In 1860 they wanted more tariff, and they were successful in retaining it, and 
wool commenced going down. In 1867 was o the celebrated tariff which 
excluded all wool from the country except low carpet wool, and it has been 
going down lowerand lower, and thatis what the high tariff has done, making 
a lower price for wool. 


If he is right, then explain to us what the President means when he 
says of this duty on wool: 

And that it constitutes a tax which with relentless grasp is fastened upon the 
clothing of every man, woman, and child? 

And that— 

It is in order that the price of their wool may be increased? 

Now, we are asked to compete on equal terms with the degraded la- 
bor of Australia and the Argentine Republic. In the latter we find 
100,000,000 sheep, and herders are paid $3 per month, while in Oregon 
they receive from $20 to $40 per month. Is it any wonder that with 
the present tariff these people have entered our markets, increasing the 
imports from 1,715,699 pounds in 1882 to 14,038,030 pounds in 1887? 
Who is so blind as can not see that free trade in wool is the death-knell 
to American wool industries, and means the slaughter of our sheep and 
the consequent scarcity and increased price for mutton, the favorite 
meat of the poor man. 

Under what system of economy or sound business method, laying 
aside all patriotic principles, do the President and the Ways and Means 
Committee justify their course in favoring free importation of foreign 
wools, which last year returned a duty of $6,000,000, and which yields 
to our own American producers of the North and West an annual income 
of $75,000,000, saying nothing of the $15,000,000 worth of mutton sheep 
sold in our markets? And yet, with all this, that these same revenue 
reformers ” should protect the sugar of the South, yielding only about 
$15,000,000 income, for the protection of which the American consumers 
are asked to pay an annual tax of $60,000,000, is a subject of grave re- 
flection to all. Wool only imposed a ‘‘relentless grasp of 12 cents on 
each inhabitant, while the duty on sugar fastened“ a tax of 81 on 
every man, woman, and child in the land. Ifall the wool tariff were 
removed, it would only reduce the surplus to the extent of $6,000,000 ! 
Is it for this so great a sacrifice must now be made? 

WOOL-GROWEES’ PROTEST. 

Flock-masters everywhere ask for the retention of the present duty. 
They even desire a higher protection, and petition for a restoration of 
the duty of 1867. If a higher duty produced diminished prices is it 
reasonable to believe they would desire its enactment? 

The Wool-Growers’ Association, which assembled last fall at Wash- 
ington, Pa., unanimously adopted the following: 

Whereas there are those who are untiring in their efforts to destroy our in- 
dustry by placing wool on the tree-list in the tariff system of our country ; and 

Whereas, by false classification and frand in our custom-houses, foreign wool 

is being admitted at but a nominal duty, thereby nullifying the protection now 
promised us on the face of the Jaw; and 

Whereas this threatening attitude of the free-trade element in legislation and 
the enormous importations now made in third-class wools, paying but from 2 
to 5 cents per pound duty on wool that shonid be imported as rst class an 
second class, and requiring a duty of 10 and 12 cents, is the leading cause of the 


present depression and low price, and also the present admitted ice of im- 
porting scoured wool as unwashed at 10 cents per pound when it should pay 30. 


At a meeting of Ohio wool-growers, held at Columbus last August, 
the committee reported— : $ 
That all are of opinion (wool growers and manufacturers) that the several 
interests are in great danger of serious injury from efforts to be made at the 


next session of Congress to pass unfriendly and disastrous laws in regard to 
their business. 

When we view the astounding growth of the wool industry, the 
great per cent. of population employed in it, and the revenues it 
yields our own people, we are amazed to find intelligent persons se- 
riously threatening to annihilate it. From 60,264,913 pounds in 1859 
it increased to 302,000,000 pounds in 1885, while the imports of foreign 
wool increased from 26,282,935 pounds to 70,596,170 pounds. Has 
any member ever received any petitions from wool-growers asking that 
wool be made free? Have any petitions or resolutions from any other 
bodies come to us with this request? No more scathing rebuke was 
ever administered than that contained in the resolutions of the Wool- 
Growers’ Association which assembled in this city in December, which 
are as follows: 

The wool-dealers and wool-growers of the United States, representing a capi- 
tal of over $500,000,000 and a constituency of a million wool-growers and wool- 
dealers, assembled in conference in the city of Washington this 7th day of De- 
cember, 1887, having read the first annual message of the President to the Fif- 
tieth Congress, declare that the sentiments of the message are a direct attack 
upon their industry, one of the most important of the country, and in positive 
violation of the national Democratic pine of 1884, as interpreted by the party 
leadersand accepted by the rank and file of the party; that theargument made 
by the President for the removal of our protection against foreign competition 
is the old one, repeatedly made by the enemies of our industrial progress, and 
effectively answered in nearly every school district of our land, and so thor- 
oughly dlaoroved by the logic of facts and the demonstrations of experience and 
history, as to need no answer from us. We acknowledge that our small hold- 
ings, our scattered and unorganized condition, make us the easy prey of the 
free-trader, but we had a right to expect something different from the Chief 
Executive of the nation, at once the most happy, p rous, and contented of 
any of the world, made so by a policy of protection and development which he 
now seeks to destroy. We had a right to ex our President would favor the 
woo! growers of the United States, and confess our deep disappointment that 
instead he favors the interests of our foreign competitors. > + 

In 1883 a severe blow was struck at this gréat wealth by the reduc- 
tion of the duty, and at once the flocks of the country began to de- 
crease until at the commencement of this year they only amounted to 
43,544,755 from 50,626,626 in 1884, a loss of nearly 6,000,000 sheep, or 
about $12,000,000. - 

OREGON INJURED. 

This legislation will affect my own State seriously. The flocks of 
Oregon increased from 634,400 sheep in 1875 to 2,593,029 in 1887. The 
wool yield for last year is estimated at 14,000,000 pounds. It gave- 
then to our people about $3,000,000, not counting the sales of mutton 
sheep. Millions of acres are utilized there in this industry which will 
proye unprofitable in any other. Weare now the fourth State already 
as to number of sheep, hence it can be seen what we shall suffer under 


this ‘‘reform.”’ 
* ENGLAND CONFESSES. 

And yet with all this our nation is quietly but surely driving to the 
wall the wool industry in free-trade England. A little more protection 
and their works must at last fall before the all-conquering energy of 
the American. A most significant acknowledgment of this is from 
England’s royal commission, which was appointed to“ inquire into the 
depression of trade and industry in Great Britain.“ Hear what they 
say in their report as to their wool and woolen industry: 


The seriously diminished value of our exports of woolens during the years 
1880 to 1884 as compared with the years 1870 to 1874 must be as a clear 
poet that foreign tariffs are the great cause at work to prevent the natural and 

ealthy growth of this important industry in this country. How rapidly they 
must have been growing in France, Germany, and the United States, whilst 
comparatively anasi here, is strikingly shown in the tables on the pre- 
ceding page. In the eight years from 1876 to 1884 France, Germany, and the 
United increased theirannual consum ption of wool by 825,000,000 pounds, 
or, allowing for the estimated diminution of the home production of France 
and Germany, 295,000,000 ponada as is, 45 per cent,—while ours increased by 
only 12,000,000 pounds, or 3} per cent. 

This is illustrated by the extraordinary fact that whilst the value of our ex- 
ports of worsted and woolen manufactures in the five years from 1880 to 1854 ex- 
hibited, as compared with the five years from 1865 to 1869, a decrease of 43,1 per 
cent., the value of our imports, comparing with the same period, showed an in- 
crease of no less than 214.9 per cent, 

This fact confirms the evidence given before us by witnesses connected with 
the various industries that in the case of countries like Germany, possessing in 
ample measure the population and other resources required for successful man- 
ufacturing enterprise, the adoption of a system of import duties on manufact- 
ures, and eyen on primary articles of food, has not disqualified them from suc- 
cessful and growing competition with us in the home and colonial as well as in 
the neutral markets. 

OUR MARVELOUS PROGRESS, 


This best of all admissions should satisfy any mind what is for the best 
interest of our country. Free-traders are the friends of Britain. They 
would destroy our barriers to save the ‘‘natural and healthy growth 
of this important industry“ to England. Why will any American 
favor such suicidal policy? Are we not each decade making marvel- 
ous p in this industy? Lock at the figures: 1865, 155,000,000 
pounds produced; 1875, 192,000,000 pounds; 1880, 240, 000, 000; in 1886, 
285,000,000! Our manufactures of woolens are annually increasing, 
and each year becoming cheaper and cheaper to the consumer. Our 
importation of foreign woolen goods has relatively di , and hence 
the wail of the royal commission.“ Between 1850 and 1860 imported 


woolens averaged $1.09 per capita; 1860 to 1870, 91 cents; 1870 to 1880, 
it fell to 86 cents. Our home-grown wool has increased per capita: 
1850 2 1860, 2.3 pounds; 1860 to 1870, 4.2 pounds; 1870 to 1880, 5 
poun 
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OUR WOOLEN FACTORIES, : 
And behold this magnificent monument to American skill, energy, 


and labor! Workmen, look at this: 
Woolen | > 
> N Wool con- Wages Em- Value 
Year. woo veer ex Capital. umed. paid. ployés. | of product. 


No census, 
WE MANUFACTURE ALL OUR WOOL. 


Are we ashamed of this grand record? Do we desire to transfer this 
wonderful element in our mighty progress toalien lands and alien hands? 
We consume all we produce. We have no export surplus for foreign 
markets. We manufacture all we produce, and in 1887 had an import 
demand for 114,000,000 pounds which found here a market from for- 
eign shores, in addition to our own home production of 265,000,000 
pounds, reduced by reason of greatimportations. When we add to the 
raw wool import the 133,899,788 pounds of imported wool in manufact- 
ured goods we have in round numbers 248,000,000 pounds of foreign 
‘wools imported here, and in view of the frauds in importations we can 
safely assume that to-day we manufacture and consume twice as much 
as we produce. And yet we are asked to abandon our home produc- 
tion and give the entire production up to foreigners! We already pro- 
duce more wool than any other country on the globe, except one— 
Australasia. We have but this one yet to outstrip, and in the face of 
our marvelous advance thus far, who is to deny our ability to accom- 
plish even this result? 

SUGAR INDUSTRY, 

This of all the protected industries of our nation has shown the least 
progress as the result of attempted stimulation. For the predominat- 
ing sentiment of protectionists is to draw a line between those branches 
capable of developing a self-sustaining and independent growth and 
those not found so capable. We aim to foster and encourage the former, 
but where, after experience it is discovered that protection can be as- 
sured of no such results, the object is defeated, and the shield should be 
withdrawn. Protection is to be continued as to this but denied as to 
those great industries which have made astonishing advancement, and 
which take from rather than add to the cost on the igs of life. 

To support and sustain this industry against foreign competition 
the people have paid each year of the last ten years an average of $45,- 
000,000, And yet not to exceed one-twelfth of the sugar supply is pro- 
duced here. Less, indeed, is now produced than in 1861—62, and less 
the last year than that previous. In the mean while the foreign importa- 
tions have increased. In 1880 they amounted to 1,869, 173, 808 pounds; 
in 1885 to 2,578,993, 335, and the last year to 2,781, 159,646 pounds. The 
duty collected in 1880 was 839, 107, 256; in 1885 it was $50,885,916, and 
last year it was $56,507,495. This article placed on the free-list, with 
alcohol used in the arts and for medicinal purposes, may not prove an in- 
judicious reform. Every other protected industry has advanced and 
made marvelous progress. This has made none. 

SUGAR A NECESSITY. 

We are also reminded that this, of all articles, enters most closely 
into the necessaries of the American family. It is partaken in the tea 
and coffee and the humble meal of the poorest of the land. Formerly 
a luxury, it has become a necessity. Wehave admitted tea and coffee 
free; now let us advance one step more and admit their companion 
sugar—free. 

BEET SUGAR. 

But I would still not suffer the American sugar-planter of the South 
to go to the wall, for one section of this Union is as dear to me as an- 
other. I should favor the system of a bounty, not only to the South- 
ern planter of cane sugar, but to the Western planter of the sugar-bect. 
A new process has been discovered, and so perfect is the system of ex- 
traction of sugar from the beet that it is now fonnd that 70,000 tons of 
beets will yield 10,000 tons of sugar. 

In answer to questions submitted by me to Carl Spreckles during 
the sugar-trust investigation, that gentleman expressed the opinion 
that with proper encouragement we can in eight or ten years raise all 
the sugar that America would consume. California produced 600 tons 
in 1885 and 754 tons in 1886. A million tons could 3 in 
California and an equal quantity in Ohio and Oregon, largely in 
Kansas. Many lands will yield $100 per acre insugar-beets which now 
yield $10 in wheat, and will enrich, not impoverish the soil. Mr. 
Spreckles says: 

You can raise enough sugar here to supply the world. 


A BOUNTY ON SUGAR, 

France and Germany offer bounties for beet-sugar production. In 
Germany the bounty system has quickened the beet-sugar industry and 
now it produces an excess over consumption and exports largely to other 
countries, The bounty is on the export raw, as well as refined beet 
sugars, The internal taxes received last year nearly equaled the 
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beunty paid. Let us imitate these countries in their success, and in- 
fuse a new life among our farmers and thus stimulate them in the de- 
velopment of this new industry in our nation. 

THE FARMERS WILL SUFFER. 

Ofall classes few will suffer like the Americanfarmer. To-day there 
are about 9,000,000 people engaged in agriculture. Asaclass they out- 
number all. They know that farming is profitable in proportion as 
consumers are greater than producers. Manufactures inviteconsumers, 
These build up the home market. Four million people in commerce 
and manufactures will consume, it is said, the surplus production of 
6,000,000 farmers. This market is always sure, but a foreign market 
is often uncertain. We seek the nearest markets first. In every cam- 
paign it has been triumphantly charged that the Republican party, 
when in power, alone protected the manufacturer at the expense of the 
farmer. The facts, however, prove that this party has ever stood out 
as the consistent friend of the agricultural industries of the land. 
Nearly every production of the farm ismow found upon the protected 
list, and I favor a higher protection so that American markets shall be 
more for American farmers. 

The policy as well as the necessity for such legislation is at once 
apparent when we observe the immense importations of the foreign 
farmer, even with the payment of duty. This is for the three last 
months of 1886: 


Imports. | Quantity. | Value. 


Barley, with duty 10 cents 
Corn, with duty 10 cents.. 
Oats, with duty 10 cents.... 
Wheat, with duty 20 cents 
Butter, with duty 4 cents..... 
Cheese, with duty 4 cents .... 
Beans and peas, with duty 10 ce: 
Potatoes, with duty 15 cents.......... 
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8888888 


h EXCLUSIVE CANADIAN FARN IMPORTS, 

The cheaper farm labor of Canada is even mow largely able to over- 
come our tariff duties, which the Canadians pay on many products and 
then compete with us. For instance, the following imports for 1880 
and 1887 will show the quantity and also the increase: 


1887. 


7 


Imports. 


2 
25 


RT 


“7, 126, 436 
7, 662, 068 
-ii 


arresero 
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In 1880 Canada sold into the United States nearly 814, 000, 000 in ag- 
ricultural products, and in 1887 they had increased to $18,000,000. 
When the duty is removed let our farmers answer how much more 
these importations will cut the farmers’ home market. Why should 
our nine million farmers suffer the cheap labor of Europe and Canada to 
enter this country with $2,500,000 worth of vegetables alone? Think 
of cabbages from Holland and potatoes from Scotland and Nova Scotia! 
Think of seventeen million dozens of eggs imported, and many come 
from Denmark, Norway, and Swedenintoour markets! With all these 
articles on the free-list and no duty to pay, how formidable will be this 
competition to our farming interests. 

But not content with this already formidable competition with our 
own farm products, it is proposed in the Mills bill to give the farmer a 
final blow. By reference to this measure we find on the free-list such 
products of the farm as flax, hemp, jute, beeswax, soap, vegetables, 
plums, prunes, currants, meats, game, poultry, milk, eggs, beans, peas, 
bulbs, feathers, grease, garden seeds, linseed, flaxseed, broom-corn, 
tallow. These are usually the products of the small farmer, as many 
a poor family is wholly maintained from the sale of their poultry, vege- 
tables, and fruits. It may be asserted that these products have little 
competition from abroad and hence no harm can result from placing 
them on the free-list. Let us see. There were imported last year from 
foreign countries the following: G 


Articles. 


8 free).. 


With free trade for all these we can at once perceive how greatly these 
importations must increase. 
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Fruits, which our nation produces in such abundance, in such vari- 
eties, and of such incomparable quality are now protected by a tariff 
on the foreign import. They are to go on the ‘free-list. Many vast 
orchards exist in this country and numerous canning and preserving 
establishments are located in every State of the Union and employ 
many thousands of people of all ages. Over $15,000,000 in fruits and 
nuts were imported last year from aboad, paying 84, 210,098.64 as du- 
ties to share our rich market. But still the tariff was sufficient to 
stimulate our own fruit-growers, and this market developed an im- 
mense demand. Many poor families derive a livelihood in producing 
the smaller fruits, while millions of dollars are invested in more exten- 
sive dealings and properties. 

My own State is about entering upon the fruit industry with renewed 
energy and hope. The Oregon apple is already world-renowned. Peach 
and prune orchards have been planted in all sections, the former chiefly in 
Southern Oregon, and already very remunerative returns have rewarded 
these energetic people for their toil and risk. No climate in the world 
is so well suited for this purpose, and the usual pests which annoy the 
fruit-growers of the East are comparatively unknown. The soil varies 

ing to the location, but the fertile lowlands supply every requis- 
ite for the tree growth. The prune, of all the fruit varieties, seems to 
find in that climate the most congenial requisites and attains a per- 
fection not surpassed in France or Germany. The American Horti- 
cultural Society says of the Oregon prune that it must be pronounced 
unqualifiedly the best that ever came toits notice. It will possibly 
not prove very glad tidings to these hopeful constituents of mine to 
learn that Americans are not wanted to produce fruits in this country. 

Sir, my time will not permit me longer to dwell upon the various 
features of the measure before us. I can not bring my mind in aid of 
its approval. Those whom I have the honor to represent could justly 
assert that their best interests were sacrificed. Viewing it as a whole 
it is inequitable, partial, and sectional. It strikes at the farmers ot 
the nation, taking from them many safeguards, and leaves them no 
com ting equivalent. It discriminates unjustly against the agri- 
culturist of the North and West, while it continues protection to the 
planter of the South. It exposes and rains the wool-grower, while it 
enriches what its friends have so incessantly termed the robber man- 
ufacturer.’’ It takes the means of livelihood from the wage-earner by 
encouraging British industries, while it strangely professes hope for 
the poor man’s blanket.” While claiming high wages to the Amer- 
ican laborer, it invites competition with the cheap labor of Europe. 
What it collects from the poor man’s sugar it delivers to the rich im- 
porter. 

The voices which plead to us through this measure are rather the 
entreaties of Birmingham and Leeds than of Chicago and Philadelphia. 
‘They should rather reach the people of the United States from the Par- 
liament of England than through the American Congress. The princi- 
ple is anti-Democratic and anti-Republican as well. Let us rather be 
admonished by the great statesman of our earlier decades as well as by 
the warning voices of the fathers ot the Republic. 

It was the immortal Washington who said: 

The safety and interest of the people require that they sl. ould promote such 
manufactures as tend to render them indcpendent of others. 

The clarion tongue of Henry Clay once uttered these words: 

The home market is first in order and paramount in importance. 

The unyielding old patriot, Andrew Jackson, said: 

We should become a little more Americanized, and instead of feeding the pau- 
pers and laborers of Europe feed our own. 

And it was our beloyed Abraham Lincoln who said: 

I am in favor of the internal-improvement system and a high protective tariff. 

No, sir, it is neither patriotic nor business like that our farms should 
be on one side of the ocean and our workshopson the other. It is not 
right that our raw material should be transported to Europe and then 
brought back again after leaving 90 per cent. to alien labor for manu- 
facture. Itis not right to say that any nation can be independent 
while itis aslave toa foreign market. It is not right that American in- 
dustries, soon in their very zenith and splendor of perfection and growth, 
should now be destroyed by their own beneficiaries. Let us, sir, rather 
siand by that noble policy which has conferred on toiling man the high- 
est wages on earth, which makes him comfortable and free, and deco- 
rates him with a dignity of citizenship with which the golden fleece 
or Roman eagle” afford no parallel. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, was recognized. 

Mr. BYNUM. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield to me to makea 
suggestion? Only five minutes remain until the time for taking a re- 
cess, He has the floor and will retain it. Will he now yield to a mo- 
tion that the committee rise? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I should prefer doing that, resuming 
the floor in the morning. 

Mr. BYNUM. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) had come to no resolution thereon. 


CLEMENT A. LOUNSBERRY. 


Mr. NELSON. Task unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 2524) for the relief 
of Clement A. Lounsberry. 

The bill was read, as follows: - 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Clement A. Lounsberry, late postmaster at Bismarck, Dak., 
the sum of $1,214.51, that being the amount esponda by said Lounsberry in the 
payment of clerks necessarily emplo in said office from April 1,1881, to June 
30, 1882, and for rent, fuel, light, and other expenses from July 1, 1883, to the 
30th day of September, 1885, and which amount was disallowed in the settle- 
ment of his accounts, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? = 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amount? 


Mr. NELSON. A little over $1,200. The bill has been favorably 


reported. 

Mr. BYNUM. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report (by Mr. SIMMONS). 

Mr. NELSON (interrupting). I think I can make a brief explana- 
tion, which will take up less time than the reading of the report. 

Mr. BYNUM. Very well; let the gentleman make an explanation. 

Mr. NELSON. This claim is for clerk-hire paid out during what 
was called the boom period in Bismarck, Dak. The claimant was post- 
master at Bismarck. A great amount of business was done during a 
short period, the boom period, and he was compelled to hire extra 
Sone For what he paid out no compensation has ever been allowed 

im. 

The bill has twice passed the Senate. It was favorably recommended 
by Mr. Frank Hatton, then Assistant Postmaster-General; and it has 
been favorably reported unanimously by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Does the gentleman mean the Committee on 
Claims of the last Congress? 

Mr. NELSON. No, sir; I mean the Committee on Claims of this 
Congress. In the last Congress the bill came from the Senate too late 
to be considered at all. 

Mr. BYNUM. The trouble about allowing this is that itis just 
such a claim as hundreds of others now arising on account of increased 
business, 

Mr. NELSON. This was only a temporary matter. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I suppose it is all right. I do not think the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota would ask anything that is not right. 

Mr. BYNUM. I shall not oppose the passage of the bill. 

The Dill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. NELSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paed ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid upon the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5.30 p. m. having arrived 
the House, pursuant to order, is in recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock p.m., 
and was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro tempore. 


TARIFF. 

Mr. MAISH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
consideration of the tariff bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue. ; 

[Mr. HoLMES withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. FELTON. Mr. Chairman, I shall not attempt to discuss this 
great economic question as a whole or as to the relative merits of the 
principle of protection versus free trade, it having been ably, and I 
may say exhaustively, discussed during the long period that has been 
consumed in, its consideration, but will confine my remarks to one item 
of the free-list schedule in the bill now under consideration, which not 
only interests the people of the United States, but especially those 
of the State which I have the honor in part to represent. 

Sir, I am opposed tothe putting of quicksilver on the free-list, being 
of the opinion that such action will in nowise conduce to the benefit of 
the consumer or add to the nation’s wealth, but, on the contrary, will 
enhance its value, cause the removal of the millions of dollars now 
annually received for this product from our coffers to those of other 
nations, and force those now engaged and employed in its production 
in this country to other avenues of industry, there to compete with 
those now engaged and laboring in them, as such action will effectually 
paralyze this home industry. 


‘ 
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Mr. SPRINGER. May I ask the gentleman from California a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. FELTON.. Certainly. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Do I understand the gentlemen to say thatif the 
tariff is taken off quicksilver, as proposed in ee bill, the 
quicksilver mines of California will be closed ? ill it not pay to 
work them if the duty is removed ? 

Mr. FELTON. In my opinion that would be the effect. If the gen- 
ce will kindly favor me with his attention, I think he will concur 
with me. 

Mr. Chairman, it is necessary to a correct understanding of and con- 
clusion on this subject that we review the history of the production of 
this metal and ascertain the facts in connection therewith as well as 
the present situation; it should be instructing, it may not be uninter- 
esting. 

The sources of the production of quicksilver in all the past and at 
the present time are practically but four—Spain, Austria, Italy, and 
California, in the United States. 

The great Almaden mine in Spain was discovered over four hundred 
years before Christ, For twenty-two centuries it has been in course of 
development, always paying a profit, though its production previous to 
the fifteenth century was comparatively small (it being principally 
used for the making of vermillion), when in 1557 its amalgamating 
qualities with the precious metals was discovered, thus creating a large 
and increasing demand. It is the most perfect metallic deposit ever 
discovered of cinnabar, or perhaps of any other metal; consisting of 
three parallel veins or fissures, about 100 feet equidistant, penetra- 
ting the earth almost perpendicularly, they varying in no place over 
10 d growing richer and wider in metal each foot penetrated 
until a little over 1,000 feet is reached, where the bottom is richer than 
at any point above. There are immense reserves of ore in its lodes 
above the lower level, which are thought to contain sufficient metal to 
supply the world’s demand for the next half century; for the last twelve 
years the average percentage of metal per ton of ore was 9 per cent. ; 
for the last two years 10.50 per cent.; wonderful and fabulous as it may 
seem. Its product since 1850 is about equal to the entire production 
of the eighteenth century. 

The Idria mine, in South Austria, was discovered at the close of the 
fifteenth century. Next to the Almaden this is the richest mine, the 
bottom of the lode showing no diminution either in the quantity or 
quality of its ores; for sixty-three years ending in 1880, its average 
yearly profits were $164,000. Its reserves of ore are estimated to con- 
tain 900,000 flasks of 764 pounds. ; 

It will be here noted that these two mines are respectively owned 
and controlled by the Spanish and Austrian Governments, and worked 
for their account; their policy always having been wise and conservative 
in producing only sufficient to supply the demand at good prices, having 
1 reserves and invariably holding its surplus products for a good 
market, 

Of the Italian mines I have been unable to obtain any reliable his- 
tory or facts of its production other than that their yearly product 
amounts to a sum of between two and five thousand flasks, an amount 
too insignificant to affect the commercial value of the metal. 

Cinnabar was discovered in California during this century, and its 
development commenced in 1850, cotemporary with that of the dis- 
covery and working of its gold mines, from which time it has steadily 
been prosecuted with varying results as to amount produced and profits 
realized. ¢ In 1850 the ruling price was $114.50 per flask of 76} pounds, 
or $1.50 per pound; it now is $37 per flask, or 48.32 cents per pound; 
though great fluctuations in price have occurred during the thirty-seven 
years of its production in California (the highest figure reached being 
$118.55, the lowest $25.25), yet, notwithstanding these fluctuations, 
its price has in the main been steadily declining. 

I have prepared a table which I desire to have printed with my re- 
marks, showing the yearly production and prices from 1850 to 1888, or 
thirty-seven years, in California. A careful examination of the table 
will show that the prices during all that time have ruled in accordance 
with the California production; as the product increased, prices declined; 
as it decreased, prices increased; when the production for aterm of years 
was uniform, the price practically remained so, taking into considera- 
tion the surplus stock and occasional unexpected demand. I therefore 
assert that the California production for thirty-seven years has con- 
trolled the price of the world, the conservative and wise policy of the 
Austrian and Spanish Governments being a material factor in the re- 
sult. 


Amount, production of quicksilver in California, and prices from 1849 to 
1888. 


Number | Highest Lowest 
Year. of flasks. | „price. price. 
8114.75 884. 15 
76. 50 57.35 
61.20 55.45 
55. 45 55. 45 
85. 45 55.45 
55. 45 51. 65 
51.6 51.65 


Amount, production of quicksilver in California, ete.—Continued. 


Number | Highest Lowest 
Year. of flasks. price. price. 

28, 204 $53. 55 $45.90 
31,000 49.75 45.90 

13, 000 76.50 49.75 

10, 000 57.35 49.75 

S. 000 49.75 34.45 
42,000 38. 25 34.45 
40,531 45.90 38.25 
47,489 45.90 45.90 
53,000 45.90 45.90 

46, 550 57.35 45.90 
47.000 45.90 45.90 
47,728 45.90 45.99 
33.811 45. 90 45.90 

30, C77 68. 85 45.90 

31, 686 68. 85 57.35 

31, 621 66. 95 65. 00 
27,612 91.80 68.85 

27. 756 118. 55 91.80 
50,250 118.55 49.75 

75, O74 53.55 34.45 

79, 396 44.00 30. 60 

63, 880 35.95 29. 85 

73, 654 34.45 25.25 

59, 926 34.45 27.55 

60, S51 31.75 27.90 
52, 7. 29.10 27.35 

46, 7: 28.50 26.00 
31.913 35. 00 20. 00 
32,073 82.00 28.50 

29, 981 89.00 82.00 
IEA E AA A EEN R ALE E TEASE ERAT 33, 800 48.00 36.00 
C TTT 1,485, 170 | 25.25 


118.55 | 


In 1878 California had some thirty producing mines; in 1887 she has 
hut ten. The decrease was largely owing to the decline of prices and 
the pa low prices prevailing, at which they could not be profitably 
worked. 

A comparison of the factors entering into the cost of mining in Span- 
ish Almaden and the California Almaden will illustrate how unequal 
is the struggle in the production, namely: 

The whole of the underground working in the Spanish mine, after 
twenty-two centuries of working, can be comprised in a rectangular 
block 700 feet long, 350 feet broad, and 1,027 feet deep,” having pro- 
duced since 1850 to 1868, 1,239,776 flasks of metal. The exploration 
and ventilation is accomplished by three shafts. In 1883-84 the total 


‘amount of material taken from the mine was: 


From ore-chambers .. 
From barren ground 


Ore raised .., 
Ore worked.. 


r T TATE r cease 


Number of tons of ore reduced, 18,465.57, yielding 45,765 flasks, or 
9.485 per cent. 

The California Almaden workings extend over a very large area, 
“ comprised in a rectangular block 5,000 feet long by 6,000 feet wide, 
and 2,300 feet deep.“ They do not cover all the area here indicated, 
being very irregularly distributed within it. The workings are accom- 
plished through six shafts. 

In 1885 the total amount of material extracted was: 


S8 JGG e EE E A ERR TORR KAE NOA A 
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T 44,928.18 
Number of tons reduced, 39,534.65; yielding 21,400 flasks, or 2.07 
per cent. 
The wages paid at the Spanish Almaden mine, so far as I have been 
enabled to obtain them, though incomplete, are reliable: 


Miners, ore-chambers contract, average per day. « $0.81 
Miners, barren-rock contract, average per day 57 
Masons in quarries, contract, average per day. 1,03 
Lumbermen (day pay) . . .55 
Funden aisen Ss anin iani nies oeaio ajaib ea 49 


These departments probably command the highest wages, and if the 
assumption be correct we may conclude the average wages to be from 
50 cents to 60 cents per day. 
$7.10 per flask. 

The amount of wages paid in the California Almaden mine for-rela- 
tive positions is: 


The cost of production in 1882-83 being 
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While the above table is incomplete, it will serve to illustrate the 
difference paid in wages, the lowest being $1.50 per day; and the sta- 
“tistics of this mine show that for the year 1885 the average wages paid, 

including all employés, was $2.43 per day, and the cost of producing 
quicksilver per flask $26.38, $19.28 in excess of the cost of production 


in the Spanish Almaden mine. This large advance of cost in the pro- 
duction is owing to the large amount of waste material necessary to 
excavate, the difference in the richness of the ores worked, and the 

higher prices paid for labor, the latter averaging four times greater 
than that paid by the Spanish mine. 

And now, sir, in order to be fair in my statement to the House, in jus- 
tice to the intelligence and skill of the mine managers and employés of 
this mine, it is incumbent on me to state that the statistics of the ex- 
penses of the working of the two mines develop the following facts: 
That in 1885 eight times the amount of material was extracted from 
the American mine that was taken from the Spanish mine in 1883, its 

uction, however, averaging only 20 pounds of quicksilver per ton 
or that year, while the Spanish mine’s production was 200 pounds per 
' ton; that the average number of tons handled for each worker in the 
Spanish mine was only 6 23 tons, while at the American mine there 
was extracted over 63 tons per worker, or ten times the amount ex- 
tracted in equal time; that the cost of production, as before stated, of 
the Spanish mine was of that of the American mine. It costsno 
more to extract and reduce rich ore than poor, and were the American 
ores equal in richness to the Spanish the production of the American 
mines would be ten times as great, and cost 24556, equal to $2.64. Add 
for flasking $1, and we have $3.64 as the cost of production, as against 
$7.10 in the Spanish Almaden—a striking illustration of the benefits 
to be derived from an intelligent and well-paid labor, a labor only 
created or maintained by fair and commensurate wages, and only to be 
found in the United States. 

Of California’s production from 1850 to 1888, the New Almaden mine 
produced 873,259 flasks; estimated value, $35,321,350; from other 
sources, 611,911 flasks; estimated value, $24,751,799. Total value, 
$60,073,149, directly received from this home industry. But would 
we have its true value to the nation we must add its indirect value to 
the consumers, which should at the lowest be estimated at asum equal 
to the amount directly received for the product, making a grand total 
of $120,146,298. Its use being a necessity, if not produced at home it 
must be purchased from foreign production, and consequently foreign 
producers receive in this instance such a figure as they choose to name; 
as, notwithstanding our production for 1887 was 33,000 flasks, our im- 
portation in January last was 36,041 flasks, and in March 13,844 flasks. 

The United States is one of the largest of the few large consumers ot 
this metal, if not the largest, owing to our great and increasing mining 
industries, which have no equal in extent or wealth, and consequéntly 
we are correspondingly interested in the price of the mineral consumed 
by them, amounting to millions of dollars annually. It may be said 
that upon its price will depend the continuance of many of the produc- 
ing mines and the development of many others. 

Now, sir, in view of the facts herein set forth, taking into considera- 
tion the position now occupied in this industry by the Spanish and 
Austrian Governments; the remarkable and unparalleled extent and 
richness of their mines, in which centuries of production has made no 
perceptible change or diminution in their ore bodies, with continuing 
and increasing percentages of value; their great reserves of explored 
ore; the large amount of surplus stock of metal (that of the Spanish 
mine being 64,000 flasks); the continuing and compact ore bodies ren- 
dering the exploration and extraction of its rock proportionately cheap; 
their present cheap labor and certainty of its continuance, and that, 
but for California’s production, they would be practically the only 
owners and producers of this metal—in short, monopolizing its produc- 
tion and consequently its market price; that taking into consideration 
the facts connected with California’s production, the poverty of its ores 
at the present time (their value being only from one-fifth to one-tenth 
the value of the Spanish ores); their want of concentration in continu- 
ous and compact ore bodies; the large area requiring exploration and 
development, thus causing additional cost for excavating and working 
of the ore; the handling of large quantities of refuse rock, occasioned by 
the diversity of the distribution of metalin the large areas of the lode; 
that American labor in this industry receives four times the amount 
paid to the foreign, for which reasons it costs about 3] times more to 
produce it in America than in Europe—now add to the present cost of 
production, namely, $26.38 per flask, the amount of the present tariff, 
10 cents per pound, or $7.65 per flask, and you have $34.03; take the 
present market price, $37, and you have a profit of $2.97 over cost and 
tariff. 


Remove the present protective tariff of $7.65 per flask from the pres- 
ent market price and you have $29.35, at which the foreign importer 
could sell without losing his present profit, which is $22.25 per flask less 
freight and charges, and yet would only leave the home producer a 
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margin of $2.97 per flask, an amount too insignificant to pay for wear 
and tear and the depreciation of plant, wholly ignoring interest on 
plant and capital invested. 

No one could be induced to invest under this actual state of affairs; 
but those now engaged in it are forced to continue the struggle, hoping 
for favorable developments of ores in the future and an ing pro- 
tection from the Government. But remove the present tariff and those 
left must suspend operations. As heretofore shown many of our mines 
bave already been compelled to shut down at these and higher prices. 

Now, sir, I submit to the very able chairman and the intelligent 
members of the Ways and Means Committee who now preside over the 
material interests and destinies of this nation, under this statement of 
facts, which are reliable, will they continue to keep this mineral on 
their free-list schedule, cause the consumer to pay at least twice the 
present price, and drive from this industry into others five thousand 
laborers earning unequaled wages? For this will be the inevitable re- 
sult of such determination. Sir, in my opinion it would be wisdom to 
increase the tariff to 15 cents per pound, to insure the continuance of 
this industry to compete with a monoply of nations in an article that 
has no equivalent; hence our consumers must have it at some price, or - 
abandon enterprises requiring its use. Such a course would violate no 
principle of protection or free trade, as this industry is an exceptional 
one, subject to no principle rule or argument, except that of nature’s 
first law, self-preservation. 

Sir, could the committee visit the Spanish Almaden mine and be- 
hold the misery and often want of its laborers, observe their vices, and 
absolute ignorance, the accumulation of centuries of ill-paid labor and 
overpopulation, and then turn to the American Almaden mine, whose 
model village sits enthroned upon a mountain whose sides are dotted 
with plantations of the olive and the vine; gaze upon the spires of its 
churches, public schools, and libraries rising from among its vine-clad 
and flower-enframed cottages beneath the fraternal shades of its ever- 
green oaks; observe the manly bearing of its stalwart laborers, the in- 
telligent countenances of its inhabitants beaming withsmiles of content 
and happiness, all reflecting credit on its superior and humane man- 
agement and intelligent laborers, a living monument of individual lib- 
erty and high priced labor, they would pause ere they made of this 
beautiful scene a deserted village of ruined homes. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, from the report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury we learn that it will 28 8326, 530,000 to 
meet the obligations of the Government during the fiscal year begin- 
ning July 1, 1888, and ending June 30, 1889. The estimated income 
of the Government from sourees other than taxation ſor the same period 
is $35,000,000. Taking this amount from the sum 8326, 530, 000, esti- 
mated to meet the probable obligations of the Government, and there 
will remain 8291. 530, 000 to be provided for either by a loan or taxation 
in some form. No party in this country proposes to borrow the money 
to meet the deficit. The only legitimate resource is a resort to taxation 
and this has already been provided for by law. The Secretary of the 
Treasury estimates that during the next fiscal year there will flow into 
the Treasury from— 
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This would be $56,470,000 more than the estimated needs of the Gov- 
ernment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. TheSecretary of the 
Treasury in his last report also stated that the receipts for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1887, were $371,403, 277.66, that the e penditures 
for the same period were 8315, 835,428. 12, which left a surplus of re- 
ceipts over expenditures of 855,567, 849.54. He also stated that the re- 
ceipts for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, actual and estimated, 
are $383,000,000, and the expenditures for the same period $316,817,- 
785.48, leaving a surplus of $66,182,214.52. From this it will appear 
that the aggregate surplus for the three years amounts to $178,219, - 
270.80. This would be an average of $59,406,423 per year. In the re- 
duction of the revenue Congress is limited to the result thus disclosed. 
We may and doubtless will differ in respect to the methods of reduc- 
tion, but all will agree that the revenue the Government is now re- 
ceiving should be reduced. 

It is both unwise and unjust to the people to collect more revenue 
than is demanded to defray the proper purposes of the Government. 
All experience shows that an increasing and accruing surplus in a State 
or Federal Treasury invites a profligacy in the expenditure of money, 
and in the end brings in financial disaster and ruin. It seems there- 
fore plain that there must be such a change in our tax laws as will 
bring about a reduction of the revenue to the basis of the probable an- 
nual expenditure of the Government. If the reduction of the surplus 
was the only result to be attained the problem could be solved without 
difficulty. 

To pon A indiscriminately, sufficient revenue would bring about the 
desired result. But the chief end to be attained is not the reduction of 
the revenue. The serious conflict of opinion, and the main point in the 
controversy, is the method by which that reduction is to be brought 
about, We are confronted with a multitude of probable results as soon 
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as we come to consider the question of reduction. We should be gov- 
erned with great care in our movements, for the result of ill-advised 
and inconsiderate action would do more harm to the public interest than 
a great surplus in the Treasury. 

This is the only nation in the world disturbed with a surplus rev- 
enue; other nations are worried in devising measures to enlarge their 
revenue; their statesmen become skilled in the methods invented for 
the imposition of more taxes, and the amount of their debts and taxes 
has increased with the years of their p: Taking the decade 
from 1870 to 1880, taxation increased in Great Britain, France, Rus- 
sia, Sweden and Norway, Germany, and all other governments, great 
and small, of Europe 28 per cent., England being the lowest at 20 per 
eent. and Germany highest at 57 per cent. 

For more than a hundred years we have looked to Great Britain for 
examples of legislative wisdom, but in ascertaining ways and means 
for the reduction of the surplus revenue of this country we must ex- 
amine our own case and treat it in the best light we can. We stand 
as a noted exception in this respect in the line of nations. Debts in 
other countries are increasing, while in this country the opposite con- 
dition exists. In 1866 our public debt was $2,678,123,103.87. On 
January 1, 1588, it was, less cash in the Treasury, $1,225,598, 401.99, 
being a reduction of $1,452,527,701 in the short period of twenty-two 
years. The average increase of percentage of taxation in European 
countries from 1870 to 1880, as before stated, was 28 per cent. What 
was it in the United States for the same period? There was no increase, 
but, on the contrary, there was a decrease of 9.15 per cent. 

Our national debt is fast disappearing; the rate of taxation is being 
diminished; the revenues are greatly in excess of our expenditures. 
Our financial condition is most satisfactory, exceptional when compared 
with that of the nations of the world. We havea large annual surplus, 
and the all important question before the country is what are we going 
to do with it? 

How shall the reduction be brought about? Shall the proposed re- 
duction be taken from internal revenue, or shall it be taken from cus- 
toms revenues, or shall it be taken from both; and if the reduction is 
to be taken from both, then in what proportion from each? These. are 
questions of great importance to the people of this country, and upon 
these questions the Republican and Democratic parties divide. 

The revenues of the Government are derived from two sources, that 
is internal taxation and a tax on imports. From this it will be seen 
that we have a double system of taxation—the one direct, the other 
indirect. It has not been the settled policy of the Government to per- 
manently maintain both systems. The founders of the Republic had 
a choice of the two methods, and they determined to raise the revenue 
which was necessary for the support of the Government by imposing a 
duty on imports from foreign countries. While that method has under- 
gone modifications, it has never been wholly abandoned at any time, 
and I think I can safely say that it has been the approved method of 
raising revenue to provide for the ordinary expenses of the Government. 
While direct taxation has been resorted to upon two occasions before 
1862, to meet great national emergencies, it has always been abandoned 
as soon as the necessity passed away. 

In 1791 direct taxation was resorted to in order to replenish an 
empty Treasury of the new Government, and in 1813, in our second 
conflict with Great Britain, we again resorted to direct taxation to raise 
the necessary means to carry on that war. The act of 1791 was re- 
pealed nine years after its passage; and the act of 1813 was repealed in 
the year 1817, during the administration of President Monroe. From 
the organization of the present National Government, in 1789, to 1862, 
a period of seventy-three years, not more than $22,000,000 of all our 
revenues were derived from direct taxation. 

In 1862, to meet the extraordinary demands of a great civil war, we 
again resorted to internal taxation, and we have continued that system 
to this time, and the result has been that we have a large surplus in 


e Treasury. 

The Republican party believes that in imposing duties upon imports 
that these duties should be so levied as to give encouragement to Amer- 
ican enterprise, the employment of American labor, and the investment 
of American capital; and that party insists that the duties on imports 
should be levied not with a view to raising ‘‘revenue only,’’ but also 
with a view to encourage American industries and the employment 
and protection of American labor. 

The Democratic party, under the lead of President Cleveland, de- 
uounce the system as ‘‘ vicious and illogical,” and assert it to be not 
only unwise but unconstitutional. It must be remembered that that 
party of late years has been the peculiar guardian of the Constitution. 
That party insists that duties on imports should be levied ‘‘ for reve- 
nuc only,“ in the language of their last national platform; that the 
end to be attained is revenue and the accidental protection is a mere 
incident. If we should follow the advice of the President and secure a 


reduction of the revenue in the manner he proposes—thatis, by a re- 
vision of the tariff without touching our internal revenues—we would, 
in effect, be putting in operation the doctrines of free trade, and sucha 
course would lead to the destruction of our protective system. Here, 
then, is a question of policy which we must settle before we undertake 
to consider the bill reported by the committee. We will approve or 


enue only?” 


condemn the bill as we are in favor of the doctrine of protection or in 


favor of a doctrine which favors and enco free trade. 

As before stated, it has been the uniform policy of the Government 
under the Federal, Whig, and Democratic parties to rely solely upon 
revenues collected from duties on imports to meet the expenses of the 
Government, and when a resort to direct taxation was it was 


abandoned as soon as theemergency had passed. The e ett party 


has been criticised in this debate for continuing the established policy 
of the Government in the reduction of the revenue; that is, first reduc- 
ing the direct taxes before interfering with the tariff. Under this policy 
the Republican party in eleven years reduced taxation more than $362,- 
000,000, while the Democratic party since 1866 has been in control of 
the House of Representatives for eleven years only reduced taxation a 
fraction over $6,000,000. 

By putting tea and coffee on the free list and other modifications of 
the tariff we reduced taxation $78,000,000, and by removing internal 
taxes we reduced the revenue 8284, 000, 000. These were war taxes 
which had been imposed to raise money to carry on the war; and if 
they had been retained the protective system must have been destroyed, - 
because we were raising more money than we needed and had to make 
a reduction from the internal revenue or reduce the duties on imports. 
The Republican party will never consent to the substitution of direct 
taxation for that policy which yields revenue sufficient to carry on the 
Government and at the same time encourages American industries and 
protects American labor. In the reduction of $6,000,000 made by the 
Democrats while they had a majority in the House of Representatives 
they lost sight of the poor man’s clothing and the necessaries of life, 
and relieved that portion of our people who were suffering under the 
load of taxed whisky, suuff, and tobacco. 

When the first Congress under our national Constitution assembled 
we had an enormous debt, no credit, and no money in the Treasury. 
To provide sufficient money to meet the national obligations was the 
first duty. Under the new Government Congress had the power of tax- 
ation and the power to regulate commerce with foreign nations. How 
should this power be exercised? Should the duties be so imposed as to 
develop American industry, or should they be imposed to raise rev- 
They devised a plan not only for raising revenue, but 
they laid the foundation of that great American system which achieved 
our industrial independence and resulted in making this the richest and 
the most powerful Government in the world. To the actimposing du- 
ties was a preamble in this significant language: 

Whereas it is necessary for the support of Government, for the d of 
the debts of the United States, and for the encouragement and protection of 
manufacture that duties be laid on goods, wares, and merchandise imported: 
Therefore, ete. 

From which it will be seen that the fathers of the Republic in the 
very beginning took the bold ground that duties were to be levied not 
only for revenue bat to encourage and protect American industries. 
The Government, under the Articles of Confederation, was not able to 
protect our manufacturing interest or to advance our commerce, It 
was the commercial interest of the country as much as anything elso 
which secured the adoption of the present Constitution. One of the 
leading statesmen of that period said that— 

To be independent for the comforts of life we must fabricate for ourselves, 
We must now place our manufactures by the side of the agriculturist. Tho 
grand isga now is, shall we make our own comforts or go without them 
at the will of a foreign nation? He, therefore, who is now against domestic 
manufactures must be for reducing us either to dependence upon that nation or 
to be clothed in skins and live like beasts in dens and caverns, 

This is the language of Thomas Jefferson, the great apostle of De- 
mocracy. He enunciated an idea which has stood the test of time, 
and that is, We must place our manufactures by the side of the ag- 
rieulturist.“ He also said that 

Experience has taught me that manufacturers are now as necessary to our 
independence as to our comfort. 

President Washington said to Congress in his annual message: 


Congress have repeatedly and not without success directed their attention to 
the encouragement of manufactories. The object is of too much consequenco 
Piha 5 insure a continuance of their effort in every way which shall appear 
e e. 


The policy of protection has been confirmed by a hundred years of 
national experience and it has been approved by the foremost men and 
statesmen of this great country. From the 4th day of July, 1789, 
when the first tariff act was approved by President Washington, to this 
time, we have tried the system of a protective tariff and a tariff for 
revenue only. What has been the history of the country during that 
period as to prosperity? Did the country flourish more during the 
time a tariff *‘ for revenue only’’ was in existence, or did we have the 
greatest amount of prosperity during the existence of a protective 
tariff? 

An appeal to history will show that the eras of free trade or a reve- 
nue tariff have been times of depression and disaster, and that during 
the periods of protection this country has witnessed the test amount 
of prosperity. The British Government during our colonial history 
prevented the establishment of manufacturing industries in this coun- 
try, and by an act of Parliament a manufacturing establishment was 
declared a public nuisance and abated in South Carolina, and thissame 
State of South Carolina in 1833 tried to destroy the Union because the 
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Government had established a policy of protection. It was the policy 
of the British Government that we should not be permitted to establish 
manufactures in this country. We were to be confined to agriculture, 
and our markets for our products was to be in England. We must buy 
all manufactured articles in England. There must be no home market 
for our products. We were at the mercy of England. Then we had 
free trade, but upon such terms as England thought proper to concede 
tous. Dothe people of this country wish to be placed in that condi- 
tion again? Free trade will bring it about. The act of July 4, 1789, 
gave to this nation industrial independence and destroyed the domi- 
nating voice of British statesmen in the affairs of this country. In 
1824 a measure was enacted which gave sufficient protection to guaranty 
capital and labor from foreign ruinous competition. The tariff before 
that date, while a great protection to home manufactures, was not 
deemed sufficient, and the result was that our manufacturing indus- 
tries were of uncertain growth. The embargo of the war of 1812 stim- 
ulated the industries of the country, but as soon as peace was declared 
in 1814 a flood of foreign importations brought disaster to our manu- 
factures. jx 

England was determined not to lose her American market, and for- 
eign goods were placed upon our market at a loss to the manufactarer 
in order to destroy our industries. Herstatesmen declared that it was 
well worth while to incur loss upon the first exportation in order by 
the glut to stifle in the cradle these infant manufactures in the United 
States which the war had forced into existence contrary to the natural 
order of things. If the tariff is reduced to a revenue basis England will 
again attempt herold policy of exporting ata loss in order by the glut 
to stifle in the cradle our infant industries. 

The tariff of 1824 and 1828 enthused new life into our industries, 
which had been languishing by reason of British competition, and the 
country witnessed a period of marvelous prosperity. A writer of that 
day said: 

So soon as the tariff of 1824 went into operation the whole aspect and course 
of affairs changed. Capital was invested, labor came into demand, ad- 
vanced, mines were opened, furnaces built, mills started, shops multiplied, bus- 
iness revived in all its departments, revenue flowed copiously into the coffers of 
the Government; the debts created by two expensive wars were entirely paid 
ker Such a scene of general prosperity had never before been seen by our peo- 
p 

Unfortunately for the country the compromise tariff of 1833 was 

, and this act provided for a gradual reduction of duties until 
they should reach an average of not to exceed 20 per cent. The effect 
of this change of policy was that our manufactures one after another 
went down under excessive foreign importations. To save itself capi- 
tal invested in industrial enterprises was withdrawn. American labor 
stood idle. Then came the panic of 1837, which created more wide- 
spread desolation than any event of the kind in the history of the 
country. In 1840 the people of this country demanded a change, and 
in the election of General Harrison in that year by the Whigs a change 
was brought about. The tariff act of 1842 was passed, and the pro- 
tection system again resorted to. The result was that in a short time 
our industries, which had been destroyed under the operation of the 
tariff of 1833, were revived, and instead of disaster we had wide-spread 
prosperity. . 

In 1844 the Democrats defeated Henry Clay by the cry of ‘‘ Polk and 
Dallas and the tariff of 1842.” At least that was the issue in Pennsyl- 
vania, and that State was carried for Polk on that issue, and he was 
elected. The result was the tariffs of 1846 and 1857, and men now liv- 
ing know the disastrous consequences which resulted to the country 
from the of these revenue-tariff acts. The Government, in 
times of profound peace, was forced to borrow money at ruinous dis- 
counts of from 12 to 30 per cent. as the Treasury wasempty. This 
brings us to a new era of protection in the year1861. In March, 1861, 
the Republican party assumed control of the affairs of the country, 
and then commenced the most important movements in the history of 
this nation. The party which then took control of the Government 
has demonstrated that it had the capacity and the courage to control 
a great country during the period of a great civil war. 

A lack of either courage or capacity in the Republican party would 
have brought disaster and ruin upon the country. But that party did 
not fail, but took up its great work, the preservation of the Union, 
and it succeeded in its purpose as no other party in this country or any 
other country ever did. It required supreme courage and boundless 
wisdom in Congress and executive capacity of a high order to meet the 
startling and extraordinary circumstances which confronted the coun- 
try at the time. We had no money and we were without credit. We 
had to have both, and both were essential to success. Credit had to 
be created and money had to be èreated, and both were created in such 
a volume that the continuing demands of one of the greatest wars that 
ever afflicted a nation did not exhaust them. 

In taking upon itself the legislative, executive, and judicial powers 
of the Republic the Republican party clearly demonstrated that it pos- 
sessed the essential qualities to govern the country in time of great 
peril, and no partisan criticism can deprive that party of the honor of 
carrying the country successfully through the great conflict. As be- 
fore stated, in 1860 we had no credit at home and none abroad. How 
is it to-day? People seek our securities for investment, and they com- 


mand a premium here and in Europe. We were then borrowing money 
to meet the ordinary expenses of the Government and paying an ex- 
orbitant rate of interest. We now authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to anticipate our obligations with money taken from an over- 
flowing Treasury. 

In 1860 our manufactured products amounted to less than $2,000,- 
000,000 annually. Now they amount to about $7,000,000,000 an- 
nually. In 1860 this country was the third in rank of the manufacturing 
nations of the world. Now we are in the front rank. How about our 
farmers? If they could be present at the debate in this House they 
would conclude that they were the worst oppressed people in the world; 
that their farms were depreciating annually; that their annual harvest 
was of less value each year. We find that our farm values in 1860 were 
about $3,000,000,000. In 1880 they were more than $10,000,000,000, 
and producing an annual harvest value of more than 53, 000, 000, 000. 

England in 1860 boasted of a national wealth of $30,000,000,000. 
At that time our aggregate accumulations were only 816, 000, 000, 000. 
But what have we done under these years of protection since 1860, 
under the most adverse circumstances of a great civil war? In 1880 
we were the proud possessors of more than $60,000,000,000 of accumu- 
lated wealth. In 1860 England boasted of her great wealth and claimed 
that it was the result of her free-trade policy. Howisitnow? We 
have passed her in the great industrial race. She is now behind, with 
only $42,000,000,000 of accumulated wealth. 

After saying this much it seems to me that it can be said that the 
protective system, after acentury of national experience, has been con- 
firmed as the true policy of this country, and a policy of taxation 
sanctioned by the fathers of the Republic and confirmed by experience 
ought not to be abandoned and destroyed. 

The majority of the Committee on Ways and Means propose to assail 
and demolish our protective system. A reduction of 878,000, 000 an- 
nually is proposed, what is, $24,000,000 from internal taxation and 
$54,000,000 from duties on imports. 

It is proposed to transfer from the dutiable to the free list a large 
number of articles, such as wool, lumber, salt, flax, and other products 
of-the factory and the farm, upon which $22,000,000 revenue was de- 
rived last year, and the balance of $32,000,000 is sought to be obtained 
by placing the duties at a lower rate. This reduction is upon the 
theory that if you lower the duty you will reduce the revenue. This is 
a false theory, for. by lowering the duty the importations are in- 
creased and the revenue will not be diminished. 

We are collecting annually $120,000,000 from internal taxation. It 
is proposed by the bill under consideration to take only $24,000,000 
from that source. The President; in his m: opposed the reduc- 
tion of the internal-revenue taxes. It would seem that he is anxious to 
assai¥ and impair our protective system. He was anxious to relieve 
the Treasury of its plethoric condition, but insisted that the result 
should be reached through the methods of free trade. 

But what do the majority of the committee propose in their revision 
of the tariff? We find that the great wool-growing interest of the 
country is to be exposed to a ruinous foreign competition. Foreign 
competition will be the destruction of that great interest. Wool- 
growing is a matter of prime necessity to a civilized people. In this 
country that great interest is only in the infancy of its development. 
If the wool-growing interest is properly protected and encouraged we 
could produce the material for the clothing of all our people. The 
majority of the Committee on Ways and Means in their report on 
this bill advance the idea that free wool means cheap wool, and that 
cheap wool means cheaper clothing, and that the farmers will obtain 
cheaper woolen goods and they can afford to submit to the destruction 
of sheep husbandry. 

It may be and no doubt will be true that wool would be cheaper 
while our foreign rivals are destroying this domestic industry. But 
when they have destroyed the industry and driven our flocks to the 
slaughter-pen and taken from our market an annual production of 
300,000,000 pounds of domestic wool what will be ourcondition? Will 
we not be at the mercy of the foreign producer, manufacturers and 
consumers both alike? Will there be any restraint upon the cupidity 
of the man who furnishes foreign wool in our markets? 

The farmers are not manufacturers. They produceraw material. In 
the true commercial sense everything grown by the farmer on his farm 
is raw material. I speak of the productions of the farmer in the com- 
mercial sense. We hear a great deal said about the oppression of the 
farmer by the existing tariff. What relief is proposed by the Presi- 
dent or by the revenue bill under consideration to the farmer? His 
prejudice is appealed to. The President says that if the manufacturers 
get raw material free of duty they can stand a reduction of import 
duties, and still they would maintain their profits. From this it would 
seem that the President does not want to interfere with the profits of 
the manufacturers. His object is to reduce the revenue. 

It is plain this can not be done without casting the burden on some 
other industry and injuring the persons engaged therein. Where does 
he place the burden? He places it on the producers of raw material. 
Every article produced on the farm is raw material. Labor represents 
a large percentage of the gross cost in raw material. The policy pro- 
posed by the President is hostile to agriculture and labor, for he pro- 
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poses to unload the burdens from the manufacturing industries and 
place them on the farmer and on the labor of the country. I do not 
think I am mistaken in respect of the doctrines promulgated by the 
President in his message; I do not mean to misconstrue the language 
used by him. 

I think the President is an honest and conscientious man. Iam 
lad that he has brought his party square up to the issue of a tarift 
or revenue only.“ Ie has been aided in arriving at this conclusion 

no doubt by one of the most accurate and able writers in favor of free 
trade in this country. I mean Mr. Henry Watterson, of Kentucky, a 
thoroughly honest man, and dangerous because he is honest. In order 
that the farmer may purchase woolen goods at cheaper prices he must 
consent to a repeal of the duty on wool. This will preserve the profit 
to the manufacturer, and then he can reduce the price of the goods. 
Who is to pay the cost of this transaction? The farmer by selling his 
wool at a lower price pays the cost. The repeal of the duty on wool 
puts the farmers of this country in competition with the products of 
foreign countries, and the result is the depression in price and the sup- 
pression of that industry. 

The production of wool under protection rose from 60,000,000 pounds 
in 1860 to 308,000,000 in 1884, the year after the change in duty. In 
1886 it was 285,000,000 pounds, and according to the estimates of the 
Agricultural Bureau, 265,000,000 pounds in 1887. The reduction of 
the tariff duty (act of 1883) caused it to fall off 43,000,000 pounds. Im- 
portation of foreign wool has increased from 63,016,769 pounds in 1882 
to 114,404,174 pounds in 1887. Here we find an increase of 50,387,405 
pounds of imported wool. In 1860 the farmers of the United States 
owned 22,471,275 sheep. In 1870 this number had increased to 28,- 
477,951. In 1880 the number was increased to 35,192,074. 

By our last national census it is shown that our farmers produced in 
the year represented therein 1,754,861,535 bushels of corn, 459,479,505 
bushels of wheat, 407,858,999 bushels of oats, 44,113,495 bushels of 
barley, 19,113,495 bushels of rye, 35,205,712 tons of hay, 11,817,327 
bushels of buckwheat, 110,131,373 pounds of rice, 26,546,378 pounds 
of hops, 169,458,539 bushels of potatoes, and 5,737,257 bales of cotton. 
These are all raw material in the proper commercial sense, and labor 
constitutes the greater percentage of the cost of production. All of 
these articles can be produced in this country in quantities beyond the 
home demand. But still we imported them in 1887 to the extent of 
about $15,000,000. The reason for this importation is the fact that 
articles are not sufficiently protected against foreign producers. In 
1887 we imported of other products of our farms (excluding sugar, mo- 
lasses, and tobacco in the unmanufactured condition) over $50,000,000, 
making an aggregate of about $65,000,000. 

The farmers in the Western States produce about 12,000,000 bushels 
of flax-seed. This result has been brought about by reason of the tar- 
iff duty on flax-seed. The farmers receive a fair price for the product 
by reason of protection against cheaply raised seed of foreign countries. 
A large number of oil-mills have been erected in proximity with the 
production of the raw material, and the result has been that the price 
of flax-seed oil, which ranged from about 80 cents to $1 per gallon be- 
fore these mills were established, now ranges from about 36 cents to 
55 cents per gallon. It was the duty on the seed which induced these 
results. If the duty placed on many articles manufactured in whole 
or in part from the flax fiber was increased, it would induce the estab- 
lishment of plants for the manufacture of articles from flax fiber; but 
as it is the foreign manufacturers of such articles control the Ameri- 
can market to a great extent. 

The President in his message seems to believe that a duty imposed 
upon an imported article by the amount of the duty paid enhances the 
cost of such article to the consumer, and he says that it is a direct tax 
upon him to the amount of such duty, and he claims that by reducing 
the duty the article would be lessened to the purchaser to the extent 
of the duty paid, and he affirms that the duty imposed upon an article 
imported into this country not only raises the price of the foreign ar- 
ticle, but advances at the same time in equal degree the price of the 
domestic product. In order that I may not do the President injustice 
I quote from his message as follows: 

But our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of un- 
necessary taxation ought to be at once re d and amended. These laws, as their 
primary and pla in effect, raise the price to consumers of all articles imported aud 
subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties. Thus the amount of 
the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase for use these imported ar- 
ticles. Many of these things, however, are raised or manufactured in our own 
country, and the duties now levied upon foreign goods and products are called 
protection to these home manufactures, because they render it possible for those 
of our people who are manufacturers to make these taxed articles and sell them 
for a price or to that demanded for the imported gdods that have paid cus- 
toms duty. it happens that while comparatively few use the imported ar- 
ticles, millions of our poopie who never use and never saw any of the foreign 
products, purchase and use things of the same kind made in this country, and 
pay therefor nearly or quite the same enhanced price which the duty adds to 
the imported articles. Those who buy imports pay the duty charged thereon 
into the public Treasury, but the great majority of our citizens, who buy do- 
mestic articles of the same class, pay a sum at least approximately equal to this 
duty to the home manufacturer. This reference to the operation of our tariff 
laws is not made by way of instruction, but in order that we may be constantly 
reminded of the manner in which they impose a burden upon those who con- 


sume domestic products as well as those who consume imported articles, and 
thus create a tax upon all our people. 


The chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means asserts the same 


theory, and in his speech on the bill under consideration he assumes 
that a duty is a tax paid by the consumer. 

Let us look for a moment, as an illustration, at the steel-rail indus- 
try of the United States. In 1865 the first Bessemer steel rail was 
made in this country. There was a duty of 45 per cent. on the foreign 
productatthattime. This continued until January 1, 1871, when the 
act of Congress which imposed a specific duty of $28 a ton went into 
effect. Steel rails in 1867 were selling in our market for $166 a ton 
in currency, or $138 in gold. The price had fallen to $106.75 in 1870 
when the duty was imposed.» Now, if the President is correct in his 
theory, the imposition of the duty of $28 per ton would have had the 
effect of advancing the price from $105.75 a ton to $134.75 a ton. 

But what has been the result? In 1867 our steel-rail mills produced 
2,277 tons. In 1887 they produced 2,101,904 tons. How about the 
price? A ton, in 1867, was sold in our market at $166; a ton, in March, 
1888, sells for $31.50. What becomes of the President’s theory that 
the duty enhances the cost of the article and becomes a tax to the con- 
sumer? But in this connection we must not lose sight of the fact that 
millions of capital have been invested in this industry by reason of the 
encouragement extended by the act of 1870, and that thousands of 
laborers have been employed in this great industry. 

But to further illustrate the unsoundness of the President's theory we 
have only to refer to the manufacture of soda-ash in the United States. 
Before 1884 there was none manufactured in this country, and we im- 
ported every pound at a cost of about $48 per ton. We consume about 
175,000 tons in the manufacture of glass and other products. A duty 
of $5 per ton was imposed. A company wasorganized and commenced 
manufacturing in January, 1884, with a capacity of 50,000 tons annu- 
ally. Was the duty of $5 per ton added to the $48, thereby advane- 
ing the cost to $53a ton? That is the President's theory. The $5 per 
ton was not added to the costs, but on the contrary the price fell in the 
American market in three years as low as $28 per ton, and thus the peo- 
ple paid annually $20 a ton on the entire consumption of 175,000 tons, 
or $3,500,000. 

But why multiply instances? The instances are as numerous as our 
industries, Every product ef a protected American industry has been 
cheapened by reason of protection. The price of a commodity does not 
depend upon the rate of duty, but upon a law universal in its applica- 
tion, and that is the great law of supply and demand. If the demand 
for an article is great and the supply is limited the price will be high, 
but if the demand is limited and the supply abundant the price will 
below. While it may be true that the immediate effect of a tariff will 
be an increase in price, the ultimate effect will be the contrary. Alex- 
ander Hamilton, a man who impressed his ideas upon the age in which 
he lived, and the greatest intellect of his time, said a hundred years ago: 

But though it were true that the immediate and certain effect of a tariff was 
an increase of price, it is universally proved that the contrary is the ultimate 
effect with every successful manufacture. When a domestic manufacture has 
attained to perfection, and has engaged in the prosecution of it a competitive 
number of persons, it can be afforded and accordingly seldom or never fails to 
be sold cheaper, in process of time, than the foreign article for which it is a sub- 
stitute. The internal competition which takes place soon does away with 
everything like monopoly and reduces the price of the article to the minimum 
ofa reasonable profit on the capital employed. This accords with the reason 
of the thing and with experience. 

It has been suggested that the protective system is crippling our 
commerce. In 1860 our exports were only $336,576,057, our imports 
$356,616,119, being balance of trade against us of $20,040,062. In 
1880 our exports were $835,638,658, our imports $667,954,746, which 
leaves a balance in our favor of $167,683,912. In 1860 our total com- 
merce was only $687,000,000, while in 1880 it reached the enormous 
sum of $1,500,000,000. From 1848 to 1860, during the low tariff, there 
was but one year in which the balance of trade was in our favor, and 
during these thirteen years the net balance against us was 8396, 216,161, 
and this sum was drawn out of the country in gold to pay for goods 
manufactured in foreign countries. In the last thirteen years there 
has been but one year in which the balance of trade was against us, 
while we have the immense sum of $1,612,659,755 in our favor, and 
this has been achieved under the operation of a vicious tariff.” 

We have heard a great deal said in this debate about cheap clothing 
and cheap food for the poor man. No articles are of more universal 
use (and they are always placed in the list of necessaries) than sugar 
and molasses. They are found in the home of the poor man, and are 
consumed by all of the people. Why not place these articles on the 
free-list? The yearly collections from sugar and molasses are $58,000,- 
000. The repeal of the duty would reduce the price to consumers to 
the extent of the revenue derived fromit. The demand for consump- 
tion in this country so far exceeds the amount we produce that the 
element of competition between our producers and foreign producers 
is wholly excluded from the case. 

When this is the case the amount of duty paid becomes a part of the 
costs, for the duty paid follows the article into the possession of the 
consumer. During the year 1836-87 we imported 2,377,289,920 
pounds of sugar and 36,477,626 gallons of molasses. The domestic pro- 
duction was of sugar, 299,535,920 pounds; of molasses, 21, 508, 732 gal- 
lons. From this it will be seen that the element of domestic produc- 
tion is quite insignificant. The effect of the protective policy is almost 


unappreciable in respect of the development of the home manufacturer. 
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We wish to reduce our annual collections from revenue about $60,000, - 


000. It will be seen that we collect $58,000,000 ear from su 
and molasses. This vast sum of $58,000,000 is added to the cost of 
these articles to the consumers. This results from the fact that the do- 
mestic production falls so far below the demand for home consumption 
that competition disappears from the case. 

The average lowest price for sugar for sixty-one years, running from 
1825 to 1886, appears to have been 7} cents per pound, and the average 
highest price for the same period was 10} cents per pound. For the 
year 1886 the highest price was 5} cents per pound and the lowest 4} 
per pound. It seems from this to be true that, while the consumers of 
sugar have been paying the duty, the article has been lowered in price. 
This has been the result of the increased production and the changes in 
the general conditions of the industry. But the statement is true that 
the consumers of sugar in this country pay the dufy levied on it be- 
cause, as before stated, the home consumption is much greater than 
the domestic production. We could put an end to our financial trou- 
bles by wiping out the $58,000,000 of annual collections from sugar and 
molasses. A reduction of $60,000,000 is demanded. Take off*the $58,- 
000,000 would leave the insignificant sum of $2,000,000, which would 
not require a great effort to dispose of. 

But I do not wish to destroy the sugar industry of thiscountry. Let 
us provide for paying a reasonable bounty for the production of sugar 
in the United States by adopting the plan that has worked so well in 
European countries. The consumption of sugar in the United States 
in 1876 was 37.1 pounds for each in our population. This rate 
had increased in 1885 to 51.4 pounds, and is still increasing. In 1864 
we produced 56 per cent. of all the sugar consumed in the United States. 

As disclosed by the statistics of 1884, in twenty years our production 
supplied only 9} per cent. of the total consumption. In 1872 the total 
production of sugar from the beet in Europe was 873,000 tons. In 1884 
this was increased to 2,305,000 tons. A few years ago Germany did 
not produce sugar in quantity equal to the demand for home consump- 
tion. She now manufactures over 1,000,000 tons, and of this she ex- 
ports 600,000 tons. This is the work of the bounty system. Theagri- 
cultural industries of the European countries adopting this system have 
been greatly promoted. 

But there is another way by which we can get rid of the surplus 
without injuring our two industrial conditions. For the last fiscal 
year there was collected from spirits the sum of $65,829,321.71; from 
fermented liquors, $21,922,187.49, making a total collection under the 
internal-revenue law of $87,751,509.20 on the several kinds of liquors 
and the traffic therein. The total revenue collected for the same period 
from customs duties, internal revenue, and from all other sources, was 
$371,403,277.66, from which it will appear that nearly one-fourth of 
our gross revenue was derived from the internal tax on intoxicating 
liquors. 

Do those who manufacture and deal in intoxicating liquors object to 
this tax? They donot. They are in favor of the preservation of the 
tax. The removal of a tax is always hailed with joy and satisfaction. 
Why should the whisky interests be different from all others in this 
respect? Do they wish to fix ently in our revenue system the 
business of making and selling intoxicating liquors? Shall we make 
it a necessary presence in our revenue system by giving to it the en- 
during support of law? One-fourth of the gross revenue of the King- 
dom of Great Britain is derived from intoxicating liquors, and in that 
country it is regarded as a fixed and permanent part of their system of 
taxation. The habit of use in that country has grown and the volume 
of consumption increased, All other interests in the kingdom are op- 

to any reduction of the taxes on intoxicating liquors, 

This determination on the part of the Government of that country 
to continue that tax has brought about habits of wastefulness which have 
prevented the acquisition of homes and comforts by the people. I see 
it stated that intoxicating liquors cost our people $900,000,000 per 
year. Is this vast expenditure accompanied by any counteracting 
good? Ifit were possible any good could be said of it, a multitude of 
evils would be offset against it. It subordinates every other interest 
to the promotion of its own ends. It has no politics and it has no re- 
ligion, except such as it can control to its own purpose. It does noth- 
ing to promote the happiness of the people and has nothing in com- 
mon with any of those elements that are essential to their prosperity. 
It is the enemy of the best type of humanity. It insists on being let 
alone and never interferes in elections, and cares not as to political re- 
sults if its interest is protected. But it is the active enemy of all per- 
sons and parties who propose to put restraints on its sale. 

It unsettles the moral convictions of the persons engaged in the bus- 
iness, and the demoralization growing out of it often obstructs the ad- 
ministration of justice. In sonie localities it elects the judges and con- 
trols the courts. The whisky interest is a power in this Republic. It 
never looks to see what good is moving in the political field, but its 
malign purpose seems to be to see to its own interest alone. But I am 
asked, why take the tax off this business, which is so injurious to the 
best interest of the country? I will tell you why. I have learned 
that numbers will make any cause, however odious in the beginning, 
respectable. In 1860 Abraham Lincoln, a native son of Kentucky, and 
the greatest man produced in the tide of time, received 1,300 votes in 


that State for President. It was then odious to be a Republican in 
the State. In 1887 the Republicans cast 127,000 votes for Colonel 
Bradley, the gallant leader of the party- 

It is now respectable to be a Republican anywherein Kentucky. It 
is the same with any business. Let a large amount of money be in- 
vested in any business, that business will become respectable in the 
eyes of many well-meaning people. Was there ever a more odious 
system in this or any other country than African slavery? Yet the 
vast amount of money invested in that wicked institution not only 
made it respectable but was the cause of one of the most unjustifiable 
wars that ever afflicted a brave people. Look at the desolated homes 
in the country, the loss of half a million of men, a public debt of im- 
mense proportions—all incurred by reason of an institution in this 
country which was condemned by the civilized world. 

Whisky can be produced at 15 to 20 cents per gallon. A large 
capital can not be invested in whisky at 15 to 20 cents per gallon. 
The Government puts on a tax of 90 cents per gallon—about six times 
the original cost. To pay this tax and take the whisky out of bond 
requires an immense capital. Now, the business becomes respectable 
by reason of the capital that must be raised to carry iton. The whisky 
can be bought at 15 to 20 cents per gallon, but the tax of 90 centsa 
gallon must be paid and the product put upon the market, 

If the whisky tax is repealed the monopoly in the production would 
be destroyed. Thewhisky trust is the strongest political power in this 
country. The rich distillers of the States form the combination. It 
controls more men in political life than any other interest represented 
in State or Federal legislation. There is no organization in this coun- 
try which can raise as large a fund for political use. It controls every 
liquor store and drinking saloon in the United States, and holds the 
solid vote of the drunkards and liquor-sellers, a million in number, under 
its control. They say, In getting rid of the surplus don’t you touch 
the whisky tax. You may tear down the tariff and destroy American 
industry if you want to. The tax of 90 cents on the gallon is neces- 
sary to our monopoly. If that is abolished our business will be ruined 
by unchecked competition which we can not control, either as to the 
quantity to be produced or the price at which it may be sold in the 
market. We now control the price and the quantity to be produced. 
The supreme power in this country—that is the United States Govern- 
ment—is our partner in the business. This partner puts our whisky 
in a warehouse, takes care of it, keeps asmall army of men to shootthe 
poor devils in the mountains of Kentucky and other States who attempt 
to distill a few gallons, gives us three years to pay the tax till it com- 
mands a good price, and then if the market is depressed we are allowed 
to export our product to escape payment of the tax. Yes, the arrange- 
ment between us and the Government suits us as it is now arranged. 
If you want to be re-elected don’t you disturb our partnership. Oh, 
yes, smash the tariff if you want to; destroy the industries of the coun- 
try; turn thousands of laboring men out of employment; bring on a 
financial disaster such as has not been seen in this country since that 
fatal year, 1837, but don’t touch our business.“ Many a man in this 
country will take off his hat and then and there swear fealty to the 
whisky ring. I appeal to the laboring men of this country (and those 
who know my early history know that I have cause to be their friend, 
for I have felt the stings of poverty) will you permit the shops and 
factories in which you now earn your wages to be closed by a reduc- 
tion of the tariff, and suffer yourselves to be turned idle into the streets 
that the whisky ring may maintain its enormous monopoly ? 

Let us make a start towards the ultimate elimination of the liquor 
tax from our system of taxation. We must not permit the tax upon 
the manufacture and traffic in intoxicating liquors to become permanent 
in our system of revenues. We must take our revenue from sources 
that will promote our industries and maintain the wages of the people 
who work fora living. If there must be more protection in order to 
effect this result, then I say let it beextended. If we wish to promote 
the general welfare lef us encourage right and desirable industries and 
scatter manufacturing plants all over the country and bring the pro- 
ducer and consumer in close proximity. 

I know some of my friends will not agree with me in the ideas J 
here express. I appeal to them to read and carefully study what I 
have said and I think they will come to the conclusion that it would 
be a great mistake to intrench this worker of evil in the revenue system 
of our country so as to enable it to successfully retard and resist the 
active efforts of the Christian men and women for its ultimate extine- 
tion. Iam not willing by my vote to give aid and assistance to the 
most malign foe of organized society. You may ask, what do you pro- 
pose todo. I propose to remit to the States this whisky question, and 
if there is to be a revenue to be derived from it let it go to the people 
of the counties or States. I donot think prohibition is possible in the 
large cities. 

Public sentiment is law. Where prohibition can be enforced let the 
people adopt it. Where it can not be enforced I would adopt high li- 
cense. I take humanity as I find it and not as I want it, and I would 
legislate accordingly. I do not agree with the Prohibitionist, for I think 
they are trying to accomplish the impossible in this day and generation, 
Let us build churches and school-houses and educate the people and 
create a healthy public sentiment, and in that way we may be able to 
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control the appetites of men, as we certainly can not control their ap- 
tites by legislation. The Prohibitionist 5 1884 did their cause great 
ae and lost the sympathy of thousands of temperance 3 when 


they deliberately organized their party with a view to defeat the great - 
est and the grandest man this country ever produced, the man who was 
the great leader of the only party which has ever done anything for 
the temperance cause in this country. 

Before I close I wish to inquire, Why do we find this large surplus in 
the Treasury? Who is to blame? Have the President and those in 
authority under him done their duty? I find that an act was passed 
March 3, 1881, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase 
United States bonds with the surplusin the Treasury. The second sec- 
tion of said act is as follows: 


The of the Treasury may, at any time, apply the Supoa money in 
the Treasury, not otherwise appropriated, or so much thereof as he may con- 
sider proper; r, to the purchase or redemption of United States bonds: Provided, 
That the bonds so purchased or redeemed shall constitute no part of the sink- 
ing fund, but shall t be canceled. 


That act has stood upon the statute-books until now, and subsequent 
administrations without question redeemed and bought up $182,241,- 
750 of the bonds of the United States. 

The President’s own Secretary of the Treasury under the same law 
has purchased not only the 44 per cent. bonds due in 1891, but has 
also purchased the 4 percents due in 1907, paying for the former 103 
cents on the dollar, and for the latter 127 cents on the dollar, and ex- 
pending in the purchase of $18,088,000 of such bonds $21,665,500 of 
the surplus under this authority, which the President said in his mes- 
sage was subject to the suspicion that it was intended as temporary 
and limiteg in its application.” 

The President refused to proceed under the act of March 3, 1881, 
because he said that it was ‘‘subject to suspicion.’’ Has the law been 
repealed? Has any court decided against the law? Where does he 
get the power to set aside a law at will? Where does he get the au- 
thority to nullify an act of Congress? If the President had caused this 
law to be enforced from the time he went into office, March 4, 1885, 
would there be any large surplus in the Treasury at this time? 

There is another question to be considered in this connection, and 
that is the granting of pensions to the soldiers of the late civil war. 
If the President had signed the bill passed by Congress upon this sub- 
ject the surplus would have been greatly reduced in carrying out the 
provisions of that law. I hope to see that bill passed again. In pay- 
ing the bondholder, which is all right, let us pay another debt with 
more merit in it—that is, the debt which we owe to the brave men 
who went to the front in time of great peril, and by their heroic efforts 
made it possible for this Government to pay the bondholder his money. 
I want to see the day when every honorably-discharged soldier of the 
late civil war who is now in need is granted a sufficient pension to pro- 
vide for him and his family. 

I shall vote for such a law, and also for a law giving to the widows 
of soldiers a pension. Pay the soldier, the widow, and the orphan 
what they are justly entitled to out of this vast surplus in the Treas- 
ury, and by so doing you will place upon the statute-books of the 
country an act which will teach the coming nations that this is the 
greatest, grandest, and the most just and liberal nation to its brave 
defenders that has ever existed in the tide of time. 

Mr. Mals withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 
Mr. SPOONER withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. ] 

[Mr. Rosers withholds hisremarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. SAWYER. Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to take any part in 
the discussion of the general principles of the tariff bill now under 
consideration. Gentlemen on both sides of the House, distinguished 
for their experience in public life and for their familiarity with all as- 
pects of this question, have already spoken, and I do not profess to have 
either the ability or experience which would enable me to add anything 
to what has already been said. 

My only excuse for saying anything is the fact that I have the honor 
to represent a district which has one of the largest salt industries in 
the United States, and I am led to believe that this industry will be 
seriously injured by the proposed legislation. 

I desire to speak in behalf of these interests, and in so doing I shall 
not discuss the question as a party issue, because several gentlemen 
upon the other side of this House represent districts whose interests on 
this question are the same as those of the district I represent. 

The three great salt interests in the United States, naming them in 
the order of their development, are the Onondaga reservation, in New 
York, the Michigan, and the Warsaw district, comprising portions of 
the counties of Wyoming, Livingston, and Genesee, New York. 

The Onondaga reservation has been worked a little over ninety years. 
Its production has increased from 5,095 barrels in 1797 to 1,220,351 
barrels in 1886, the largest yield being in the year 1882, when it was 
1,810,775 barrels. The estimated product for the year 1887, as I learn 
from a speech made in the New York Legislature the present session, 
was 1,177,145 barrels. The production at this point for the past few 
years has been slowly diminishing. Salt at these works is made almost 
entirely by solar evaporation. 

The development of the salt interest in Michigan practically began 


* 


about the year 1860, since which time the production has rapidly in- 
creased, especially since 1869, when provision was made by law for its 
inspection. 

Its production has increased from 4,000 barrels in 1860 to 3,667,257 
barrels in 1886. 

The production for the year 1886 was graded as follows: 


Barrels. 
— ER E OE : PA NN AS R Wee, tate 
Packers’ — 2.2 
Solar . * 
Second quality. kos 71,235 
e r / N E s 3, 893 


Common coarse’? simply means a salt of imperfect grain but stand- 
ard purity, and making this a separate brand leaves fine salt’? more 
uniform and of a higher grade. 

The yield in this district for the year 1887 was 4,200,000 barrels, as 
I understand. 

In this district the salt is almost exclusively evaporated by artificial 
heat, the fuel being very largely the refuse of these lumber mills, slabs 
and saw-dust. Down to 1882 the two competing points in the manu- 
facture of salt were the Onondaga reservation and the Michigan districts. 

The Warsaw Salt Company, I believe the oldest company in the 
Warsaw district, sunk the first well in the spring of 1882, and began 
the manufacture of salt November 22, 1882. The production of salt in 
this district has increased from 120,000 barrels in 1883 to 1,213,212 
barrels in 1886, and the yield for 1887 is estimated at 1,660,000 bar- 
rels. In this district there are now twenty different companies having in 
operation sixty-five wells, besides one company largely engaged in 
mining salt, 

The capital invested by these companies in this industry in this one 
district is $3,000,000, and employment is furnished to over two thousand 
persons in the different processes of manufacture and the work con- 
nected therewith, besides the large additional numbers directly sup- 
ported by their labor, making, at a low estimate, three thousand persons 
directly supported from this single industry in this one district. The 
development of this industry has greatly increased the growth and 
business of the country surrounding these salt establishments. 

Salt in this district is evaporated by artificial heat, the fuel being 
principally coal and eoal-dust. 

For the finer grades after evaporation it is refined by kiln-drying, 
grinding, and sifting, and if from too much heat or any other canse the 
salt is off color, and not because of the impurity of the salt itself, it is 
sold for agricultural pu 

As to the cost of fuel and labor in this district, one company during 
the months of December, January, and February last past made 165,033 
bushels of salt, at a cost for fuel of $5,000.93, or a little over 3 cents 
per bushel or $1.25 per net ton; and during the same time the same 
company paid for labor the sum of $440.03, equal to 2.66 cents per 
bushel or $1.06 per net ton. So that the total cost of the manufacture 
of the salt during this period for fuel and labor was 5.26 cents per 
bushel or $2.29 per net ton. 

If to this are added a reasonable interest on investment and a reason- 
able amount for depreciation of machinery and utensils, some idea may 
be formed of the cost of salt production. 

The average price at which salt has been sold in this district has 
pea 6 cents per bushel, or $2.25 per net ton, delivered on board the 

packages not included. 

STe this district there is one company, the Retsoff Mining Company, 
that mines its salt, raising it through f a shaft from a depth of about . 
1,000 feet. This salt i is largely used in large lumps for salting cattle 
on the plains and elsewhere, or crushed into small pea-sized fragments 
for salting hides, manufacture of acids, and other purposes. 

The entire salt product of the United States for the year 1886 was 
7,707,081 barrels, being three-fourths of the entire consumption, of 
which 6,108,820 barrels were manufactured in Michigan and New York, 
and 1,598,261 barrels were produced in the other States and Terri- 
tories, as follows: 


ee 8 


Neva: 
The other States and Territories.. 


PRICE, 


Previous to the development of the salt industry in Michigan the 
cost of salt along the Great Lakes was about $2.35 per barrel, or 47 
cents per bushel. In 1866, after the Michigan works had been in 
operation about six years, the price had fallen to $1.80 per barrel. In 
1883, when the Warsaw works had fairly begun operations, it had fallen 
to 81 cents per barrel, In 1886 it had fallen to 60 cents per barrel, 
and in 1887 it was freely offered at 55 cenis per barrel. 

The above prices mean salt delivered on board the cars at the works 
and include the barrel, and estimating them at 25 cents each, would 
leave cost of salt on board the cars at the works 30 cents per barrel, or 
5 cents per bushel. 

The coarser grades of salt used for agricultural purposes and for salt- 
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ing stock can be bought in the Warsaw district. by the car-load, de- 
livered on the cars, at prices varying from $1.75 to $2 per short ton, or 
about 4 cents per bushel. 

Dairy or factory-filled salt brings at the works in Michigan and New 
York from $5 to $6 per short ton, in sacks holding about 200 pounds 
each, the sacks costing abont 4 cents each; the cost of such salt being 
about 15 cents per bushel. S 

The margin of profits upon salt manufactured and sold in the War- 
saw district for the past two years has been so small that no dividends 
have been made. ‘The business has been conducted without profit, 
and in most instances at a loss, although this may be due in part to 
expensive improvements made to improve the quality of the salt made. 
Some of the companies have suspended. 

A firm in the city of New York, largely engaged in the importation 
of salt and holding a monopoly in the celebrated Ashton salt, has sent 
to members of the House a circular Yor the purpose of increasing the 
sale of foreign salt at the exponse of our own domestic manufacturers. 

In it they say that the ‘cost of mining and crushing salt at Pif- 
fard,” the Retsoff Mining Company, ‘‘is from 50 cents to $1 per ton.” 

I have the letter of an official of that company stating that this state- 
ment is untrue, but that the cost of mining this salt and putting it on 
the cars is fully $2 per ton. 

The same firm says that this company are receiving very large profits 
upon their salt sold. 

To show the contrary to be true I havea copy of returns made by 
this same firm upon a consignment of over 15 gross tons of salt shipped 
by this same company in April, 1887, which shows that the net receipt 
of this shipment, exclusive of commissions, was $8.70, being about 66 
cents per ton of 2,240 pounds. Certainly this is a clear illustration of 
the correctness of their statement. 8 

It is claimed that the quality of American salt is inferior to the best 
foreign salt. 

Whatever truth there may have been in that statement in the past, 
it is certain that it is not true now. 

The most noted producer of creamery butter is the Elgin Butter 
Company of Illinois, and they use American dairy salt exclusively. 

Mr. W. H. Hintze, the president of that company, in a letter to the 

-Genesee Salt Company of the Warsaw district, says: 

After making the most thorough tests we have substituted the Genesee salt 
for the Ashton heretofore used in all our creameries, and have used nearly two 
cars of it. We believe the salt to be fully equal to Ashton in purity and perfec- 
tion of grain, and greatly superior to it in strength. The salt has a great sale. 
All our customers are using it, and their experiments fully confirm our own 


and give the Genesee a greater make-weight power than is possessed by any 
other salt, 


At the meeting of the National Butter and Cheese Association held 


in Chicago in 1886 the majority of the prizes for butter and cheese were . 


taken by users of American salt, and at a meeting of the same asso- 
ciation held at Manchester, Iowa, in November, 1887, fifteen premiums 
were awarded on butter, of which thirteen were taken by butter salted 
with American salt. 

The principal packing-houses in Cincinnati, St. Louis, and Kansas 
City Sy almost exclusively on American salt. One salt company in 
my district during the six months ending December 31, 1887, shipped 
to the packers in one Western city over 2,000 tons of salt. Dr. Engle- 
hardt, formerly New York State chemist, states as the result of his 
analysis of Ashton salt, the best foreign salt, that he found pure salt 
97.75 per cent., and onan analysis of three samples of different Ameri- 

can salt the lowest per cent. of pure salt was 98.48 per cent. 

Mr. Chairman, I have principally spoken of the salt industry as it 
exists in my own district. But taking into consideration the entire 
salt industries of the United States, from the best information I can 
gather, more than $10,000,000 capital is invested in this business and 
over seven thousand persons engaged in the several branches of ils 
manufacture and more than nine thousand persons directly interested 
in and supported by its manufacture. 

The statistics furnished by Dr. Switzler on this subject to the gen- 

* tleman from Kentucky [Mr. McCreary] and used by him in his speech 
on this subject were taken from the census of 1880, before this discoy- 
ery of the large saline deposits in the Warsaw district, and do not in- 
clude the increase of over 1,000,000 barrels in the Michigan district 
alone. They are therefore clearly and necessarily defective, as showing 
the present condition of this industry. 

Foreign salt pays duty as follows: Imported in bags, sacks, barrels, 
orother packages 12 cents per 100 pounds, packages included; im- 
ported in bulk, 8 cents per 100 pounds. 

The amount of salt imported in 1887, as appears by Dr. Switzler’s 
report, and not including salt imported and used in curing fish, upon 
which the duty is remitted, is’as follows: Imported in packages 327,- 
379,530 pounds, valued at $999,504.78; duties paid $392,855.44; ad 
valorem rate of duty 39.30 per cent. Imported in bulk 355,012,544 
pounds; value $356,442.18; duties $284,010.06; ad valorem rate of 
duty 79.68 cent., making total amount imported 682,392,074 
pounds, or 2,433,114 barrels; total value $1,355,946.96. Total amount 
of duty received was $676,865.50, and the average ad valorem rate of 
duty was 49.92 per cent. - 


From this official statement it appears how greatly mistaken the 
distinguished gentleman of Kentucky [Mr. MCCREARY] was when he 
stated in his speech made in this debate: . 

Salt is also made free. The salt manufacturers of this country are protected 
by a duty on imported foreign salt equal to about 100 per cent. This has had 
the effect of building up a number or wealthy and powerful companies, 

Salt isa raw material in cheese-making, butter-making, and in meat-packing— 
three interests that exceed the salt-making interests tenfold—but our tariff 
policy forbids our dairymen and meat-packers from buying cheap imported 
salt, and compels them to buy from the protected home manufacturers in New 
York, Michigan, and Ohio, ata price which is nearly doubled by the tariff duty. 

His statement that the tariff compels the purchase of salt from home 
manufacturers at a price nearly doubled by the tariff duty, or, in other 
words, salt could be bought at the rate of 3 cents per bushel were it 
not for the duty, is too absurd to need refutation in view of the facts 
above stated. Our strongest competition is with salt shipped from 
Liverpool, England. 

Of the salt imported into this country for the year 1887 a little over 
34 per cent. was imported from Liverpool. The importations of salt 
from this point, as stated in the circular, dated January 4, 1888, of 
Mr. Falk, one of the heaviest exporters of salt to this country, has been 
gradually lessening since 1880: 

1880, tons of 2,240 pounds 
18%, tons of 2,240 pounds... 
1887, tons of 2,240 pounds... 3 

From the same authority it appears that the price of salt at Liver- 

pool, free on board ship, has been gradually falling. 

Common salt: 
1874, per ton of 2,240 pounds. . . . . . . — — iona 81 
1880, per ton of 2,240 pounds... — 
1887, per ton of 2,240 pounds 

Fine salt, including packages: 
1874, per ton of 2,240 pounds... 
1880, per ton of 2,240 pounds, 
1887, per ton of 2,240 pounds. 


The same circular states that at that date, January 4, 1888— 
Ocean freights have risen from 40 to 70 per cent. since autumn. 
PRESENT FREIGHTS TO AMERICA, 
Per ton, 


Baltimore......... 


New York.... — s 
From this it appears that the cost of Liverpool common salt deliv- 
ered at the city of New York is as follows: $ 


Delivered on board ship, per gross ton . 
Freight 8 


5.54 
So that with no duty the English exporter could as well afford to sell 
Mog? salt in our markets at $3,75 per ton as they can now to sell at 

54. p 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what is the cause of this constant decrease on 
the quantity and price of salt imported into this country? 

Mr. Falk, in his circular above quoted, in speaking of the present 
English condition of the salt trade, says: 

‘The salt trade is at the most deadly crisis. Saltisteing offered at 50 per cent. 
below cost. The external cause which mars the trade’s progress is protection. 
To all nations we offer at fabulously low rates cheaper and better salt than any 
they can make. 

But governments, even those of civilized Europe, still force the interests of 
our small manufacturing class between us and their peoples. The great mass 
of consumers will doubtless correct this m verumęnt at no remote date; and 
even now the President of the great Republic of the West has sounded the first 
note of freedom. President Cleveland has now suggested in very clear terms 
that all necessaries be freed from imposts. 

It is scarcely credible that his voice will not avail with the le and with 
Congress against the small clique of plutocrats which owns the United States 
salt works, 

Now, what is the cause of the great decrease in the price of salt? 
Can it be owing to the great liberality of the foreign exporters of salt ? 
Certainly not, for they complain of the fact that they are obliged to sell 
their salt at 50 per cent. below cost. Nothing but necessity forces them 
to this. But this decrease in amount imported and this great reduc- 
tion of price is because of the discovery of the immense salt deposits in 
our own country, the energy and enterprise of our own people in the 
wonderful development of our salt industries, and the consequent in- 
crease of production and the competition necessarily arising therefrom, 
that there has been this gradual but rapid reduction in the price, so 
that now a bushel of salt at the works costs less than an equal bulk ot 
sand, and during this time our own people engaged in this industry 
have been protected by a small tariff duty against foreign competition, 
and the consumers have been able to purchase the article at a constantly 
diminishing price. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Hooker], in his speech dis- 
cussing that question, says: 

I have said, sir, I would illustrate by one single article which the Committee 
on Ways and Means have ventured to put at last on the free-list, It is the ar- 
ticle of salt, so essential, as I have said, in all the departments of industry, on 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 4365 


the farm and in the curing of everything. On that article you haye permitted 


a tax to be levied from the time salt first became an object of n to secure 
a revenue, Now it bears a duty of 12 per cent. on salt imported in bags and 
packages, and 8 per cent, on salt bought in bulk, except that you took the pre- 
caution to exempt from taxation the fish-curer on the coast of New England, 
which is the home ot the protective-tariff system. To him you give a rebate of 
duty on this great necessity which should have been as free as the air or the 
water. 

Is not sugar an essential article in every man’s family, be he rich or 
poor? and the gentleman forgotten that the people of this coun- 
try paid for the year 1887 as duties on this article alone over $56,500, - 
000, and an average ad valorem rate of duty of over 82.04 per cent., 
and this for the protection of a class producing only about one eleventh 
part of the entire quantity consumed ? 

Has the gentleman forgotten that the people of this country nen begs 

id as duties on rice—another essential article in every man’s family— 

ported into this country over $970,000, at an average ad valorem rate 
of duty of 64.01 per cent., and this to protect a class producing a lit- 
tle over one-half the rice consumed; and if the gentleman believes, as 
do many on his side of the House, that the amount of duties paid is 
so much added to the cost of the article bought and paid for by the 
consumer, does he not believe that the people of this country for the 
past year paid for these two articles a price increased by over $57,000- 
000 for the benefit of the producers of these two articles? 

His rather sneering allusions to the fish-curers of New England are 
hardly consistent with his willingness that the people of this country 
should pay to the producers in his own section of these two articles of 
sugar and rice, even under the proposed reduced rates, an amount ex- 
ceeding fifty times the amount claimed to be paid in consequence of 
the tariff on salt. 

The gentleman speaks of the duty on salt as being a tax upon salt 
paid by the consumer to the producer, and quoting another he says: 

You do not dare to say you want it asa tribute. You will put it on a tariff 
act, but it will come to be seen that it is a tribute. 

Is he willing that the producers of sugar and rice should demand that 
the consumers of these articles should pay to them a tribute of over 
$30,000,000 even under their proposed reduction of rates? 

I do not object to protection to the producers of sugar and rice, on 
the contrary I favor it. I would encourage the development of these 
industries, for I believe that under a wise system of legislation we may 
produce in our country all the sugar and rice our people need for their 
own use. - 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND], in his speech,speaking 
of protecting labor, uses the following remarkable language: 

The only way to protect labor in this country, or wage-workers, would be 
to reverse the system; that is to say, to let the cheap commodities that go into 
the comsumption of life, manufactured by the pauper labor, so called, of other 
countries, come here and supply at cheap prices the laborer of this country. 
Thus laborers here would get the benefit of labor and capital abroad, and, on 
the other hand, to probibit by law or by a tax all immigration or importation 
of any character of laborers from other countries to our shores to break down 
the labor market. This wage-workers in these protective industries are de- 
manding at the hands of Congress in so far as to prohibit the importation of 
contract labor, but we know how easily this law may be evaded and secretly 
setatnaught, Besides, immigration is free; people go and come as they choose, 
and this law is of no practical benefit. 

These remarks are based upon the idea, which is undoubtedly cor- 
rect, that foreign labor is cheaper than American labor, and also that 
“cheap commodities’? should come in free of duty. Now, supposing 
that these cheap commodities,” sugar, salt, blankets, clothing, and 
‘other cheap commodities that go into the consumption of life, man- 
ufactured by the pauper labor,“ should “come here free of duty and 
supply at cheap prices,” in whole or in part, the markets of our own 
country, would it not seriously affect and reduce the wages of our own 
laborers engaged in the production of these cheap imported commodi- 
ties? 

Again, the gentleman would prevent by law or tax all immigration 
or importation of any character of laborers from other countries to our 
own shores for the reason that it would break down our own labor 
market. 

Now, if it would be unwise, in order to protect our own laborers, to 
allow these foreign laborors to come here and pursue their particular 
avocatiens when the money they might spend for their own support 
would be spent among our own people, would it not be equally unwise 
to permit the productions of this foreign ‘* pauper labor, so called, to 
be brought here free of duty and be sold in competition with the same 
class of articles produced here by our own laborers to their prejudice. 
I must confess that I am unable to understand why a manufacturer ot 
salt in my own district should be prohibited from going into the salt 
district of England and there engaging by contract men working there 
at their low wages to come here and work at the same industry, and 
at the same time permit the salt manufactured by these same men at 
home to be brought here free of duty and sold, to the prejudice of our 
own manufacturers and laborers. 

The gentleman from Kentucky, in speaking of the law passed in 
1864, under the peculiar situation of the industries of our own country 
during the last years of the civil war, regulating the importation of 
foreign laborers by contract, says: 

A Democratic House of Representatives repealed this entire act in 1885 


But he forgot to say that the vote of a Republican Senate in favor 
of the repeal and the approval of a Repablican President were just as 


essential factors in the repeal as the vote of a Democratic House of 
Representatives, 

He also says, that— 

A Democratic President approved an amendment to the act repealing it, 
which made the repealing act more effective, 
but forgot to say that a Democratic President could not approve an 
act whieh had not been previously approved by a Republican Senate, 

But now it appears that a Democratic President favors receiving into 
our own country, free of duty, articles produced by these ‘‘ foreigners 
and aliens’? whom he is unwilling should come here under contract to 
labor and spend their earnings, and at the same time permit the impor- 
tation of articles made by the same class to come here in competition 
with the same articles produced by our own laborers, 

If our own laborers should be protected against the importation of 
foreign contract laborers, which I concede, it seems to me equally clear 
that our own laborers should be protected against the importation, free 
of duty, of the products of the same laborers at home. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I have clearly shown that the production of 
salt in our own country has so largely increased that we now produce 
three-fourths of all the salt now consumed in the United States. That 
the quality is now, in fact, andis rapidly becoming known to be, equal 
to the best imported salt of the same grade. That the price has now 
fallen so low that it is sold by the barrel, free on board the cars at the 
works, at the low price of 55 cents per barrel, barrel included. That 
the competition of our own manufacturers has been so great as to force 
the English exporters to put their salt, they themselves being the wit- 
nesses, upon the market at 50 per cent. below cost. 

Besides, it is well known that the price of labor in foreign countries 
exporting saltis much less than that paid our own laborers in the same 
employment; that the cost of iron, steel, and copper used in the con- 
struction of the machinery and appliances used in the manufacture of 
salt is much cheaper in foreign countries than here; that coal is cheaper 
in England than it is here. 

It is also well known that gentlemen largely interested in this in- 
dastry have been here urging that the duty on salt be retained and pro- 
testing against its being placed upon the free-list, claiming that this 
would be ruinous to their industry. These are gentlemen of high per- 
sonal character and of different political faith, and while they may be 
interested, it seems to me clear that their reasons are so conclusive that 
their views should be adopted and their wishes regarded. 

And now, sir, in conclusion, I would appeal to this House in view 
of the facts established, not to sacrifice hy its action one of the most 
promising of American industries. 

zut a very small part of the vast area of our country underlaid with 
saline deposit has as yet been developed. ‘This area is so vast that it 
contains more square miles of territory than is contained in the whole 
of England, our most formidable competitor. 

This industry in our country is yet in itsinfancy. The energy, in- 
dustry, and skill of our people will, by the continued development of 
these vast deposits, reduce the price of salt to its lowest possible sum— 
a price so low as to render competition from abroad impossible; and 
while by wise legislation we seek to fosterand encourage the production 
at home of sugar and rice, two of the necessaries of life among our com- 
mon people, let us be careful not to cripple or destroy one of the most 
useful of all our industries by placing the same on the free-list. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Chairman, Article II of the Constitution of the 
United States, definjng the powers and duties of the President, reads 
as follows: 

Src. 3. He shall from time to time give to the Congress’ information of the 
state of the Union, and recommend to their consideration such measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient. 

George Washington, the liberator of the country, when he became 
President adopted a plan of communicating to each session of Congress 
a message either oral or written, in which he treated of all the ques- 
tions that were expected to be considered by Congress; that is, of all 
which he deemed important, This custom has been continued—all 
the Presidents of the United States have followed it—and at every recur- 
ring session of Congress each has laid before that body a paper in which 
the President has discussed every grave and important question affect- 
ing both the internal and external relations of the country. Every 
President, I said, Mr. Chairman, has done this until the convening of 
the Fiftieth Congress, on the first Monday in last December, then Presi- 
dent Clevetand departed from the rule laid down by the Constitution, 
carried out by Washington, Jefferson, Madison, Jackson, and all the 
other distinguished men who have preceded him as the Chief Executive 
of this nation. 

There are many subjects of grave importance that the Congress of the 
United States, now in session, should consider; questions of both for- 

policy and internal rule, but the President of the United States 
did not seem to be aware of this fact. Grave complications were threat- 
ened with England and Canada because of the fishery question. Other 
questions of foreign policy in regard to the American continent, and the 
interference of European countries were also pending. The differences 


` 
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between labor and capital, threatening the very foundation-stones of our 
Government, the attempts of monopolists to control many of the arti- 
cles necessary to the life and health of the people. All these and many 
other subjects demanded the attention of the people; but they surely 


were not known to the President of the United States, because he has 
failed to do what the Constitution required of*him—speak of them to 


Congress. 
Instead of doing this he has transmitted a message upon but one sub- 
ject, and I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, in sending that message the 
ident of the United States has not conſined himself to such a strict 
statement of the facts as would be expected from one holding his high 
position. President Cleveland has declared that the only business 
which he considers important for Congress is to retain the internal-rey- 
enue laws and reduce the tariff. The leaders of his party, acting upon 
his recommendation, have so organized this House that nothing else 
can be attended to. The Speaker appointed a Committee on Ways and 
Means, and a steering committee, to control the business, and these 
intend to force the adoption of the President’srecommendations; that 
is, the retention of the internal-revenue tax and the reduction of the 
customs dues. Here is what the President says, which constrains me, 
as a representative of the people, to rise and enter my protest: 
Our scheme of taxation, by means of which this needless surplus is taken 
from the people and put into the public Troasury, consists of a tariff or duty 
rtations abroad 


levied upon impo: and internal-revenue taxes levied upon 
the consumption of tobacco and spirituous and malt liquors. It must be con- 


n 
their 
po 


* $ s 


e s 
The farmer and the agriculturist who manufacture nothing, but who pay the 
increased price which the tariff imposes upon every agricultural Le 
upon all he wears, and — 7 all he uses and owns, except the increase of his 
flocks and herds and such things as his husbandry produces from the soil, is 
invited to aid in maintaining the present 3 and he is told that a high 


duty on im of those who have sheep to 


ported wool is necessary for the 
shear, in order that the price of their wool may be 

Mr. Chairman, it is not true that there is no demand for the repeal 
of the internal-revenue law; it is not true that customs duties raise the 
price of the articles on which they are levied; it is not true that the 
system of collecting revenue by levying customs duties and our pres- 
ent tarifflaws are ‘‘ the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of un- 
necessary taxation;’’ itis not true that the farmer suffers because of our 
tariff laws. 

This system of collecting revenue was recommended by Washington 
in his first message, and the first law ever passed by the Congress of 
the United States was one which declared in the statute the necessity 
of protection for American manufactures. All the great fathers of the 
Republic favored a system which would build up our home manufact- 


ures. 
Washington, in his first annual message, Janugry 8, 1790, said: 


A free le ought not only to be armed but disciplined, to which end a uni- 
form pa well-digested ges is requisite; and their safety and interest require 
that they should promote such man ries as tend to render them independ- 
ent on others for essential, particularly military, supplies, 


Jefferson, in his second annual message, December 15, 1802, says: 


To cultivate pease nnd maintain commerce and Pavie inall their lawful 
enterprises, to foster our fisheries and nurseries of na on, and for the nur- 
ture of man, and protect the manufactures adapted to our circumstances. 

And in a letter to Benjamin Austin, of Boston, Mass., 1816, he uses 
these words: f. 

The general inquiry now is, shall we make our own comforts or go without 
them at the will of a foreign nation? He therefore who is now against domes- 
tie manufactures must be for reducing us either to a dependence upon that na- 
tion or to be clothed in skinsand live like beasts indensand caves. Iam proud 
to say Iam not one oſ these. Ewporience has taught me that manufactures are now 
as necessary to our independence as to our comfort. 


Madison, in his special message, May 23, 1809, uses ths language: 


And in his first annual message, November 29, 1809, in speaking of 
the condition of the country, he says: : 


Inacultivation of the materials, and the extention of the useful manufactures, 
more especially in the general application to household fabrics, we behold a 
rapid diminution of our dependence on foreign supplies. k 


that can enter with greater force and merit into the 
than a consideration of the means to 88 and 
the manufactures which have into existence and attained an 
of the 


promote 
unparalleled maturity throughout the United States during the 
European wars. This source of national independence and . 


recommend, therefore, to the prompt and ip of Congress, 


Monroe was just as decided in his utterances. In his inaugural, 
March 5, 1817, he says: 

Our manufactures will likewii tre the systematic and fosteri: 

e eee Penman. as Soy dos all iin steer 1 the reint of pidana 
soil and industry, we ought not to depend in the degree we have done on sup- 
plies from other countries. 

Equally important isit to vide at home a market for our own mat 
as by extending the. competition it will enhance the price and protect the cul- 
tivator against the casualties incident to foreign markets. 

And in his first annual message, December 2, 1817, he reiterates 
these views: ; 

Our manufactures will ire the continued attenti f Congress. 

iil employed in them CFC — — ia tne bs 
chinery and fabric ofall the most useful manufactures is of great value. Their 
83 which depends on due encouragement, is connected with the high 

nterests of the nation. Under this impression I recommend a review of the 
tariff for the purpose of affording such additional protection to those articles 
which we are prepared to man or which are more immediately con- 
nected with the defense and independence of the country. 

J. Q. Adams says: 

As yet f diminuti: perce le in the recoi f Trea: 
pis es ale addition of —— 8 8 ori need 55 — 
burdened with heavier duties by the last tariff. domestic manufacturer 
supplies the same or a kin article at a diminished price, and the consumer 
pays the same tribute to the labor of his own countryman which he must havo 
otherwise paid to foreign industry and toil. 

In the second annual message of Andrew Jackson, December 7, 1830, 
oceur the following words: 

Th to impose duties i rts originally be} seve’ 
States. The ri ht to adjust hone: duties with a views the 8 
domestic branches of industry is so completely identical with that power that 
it is difficult to sup) the existence of the one without the other. The States ` 
have delegated their whole authority over imports to the General Government, 
without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable reservation re- 
lating to their inspection laws. 

In fact, he had before this given quite plain expression to his views. 
In a letter to Col. Robert Patterson, of Philadelphia, dated May 17, 
1823, in acknowledging the present of a hat for Mrs. Jackson, made of 
American materials by American hands, he says: 

Its workmanship, reflecting the highest credit upon the authors, will be re- 
—— as an evidence of the perfection which our domestic manufactures may 

ereafter acquire if 8 fostered and protected. Upon the success of our 
manufactures, as the handmaid of agriculture and commerce, depends in a great 
measure the independence of our own country, and I assure you that none can 
feci more sensibly than I do the necessity of encouraging them. 

In a letter to Dr. L. I. Coleman, of my own State (North Carolina), 
August 26, 1824, he says: : 

H fled us and libert d ind 
Providence has bicased us with the means of national indepondenes and national 
defense. If we omit or refuse to use the gifts which He has extended to us we 
deserve not the continuance of His blessings. He has filled our mountains and 
our plains with minerals, with lead, iron, and copper, and given us aclimate and 
soil for the growing of hemp and wool. These being the great materials of 
our national defense, they ought to have extended to them adequate and fair 
protection, that our manufacturers and laborers may be placed in a fair compe- 
tition with those of Europe, and that we may have within our country a supply 
of these leading and important articles so essential to war. 

In short, sir, we have been too long subject to British merchants. N ts time we 
should become a little Americanized, and instead of feeding the paupers and laborers 
of England feed our own, or else in a short time, by continuing cur present policy, 
we shall be paupers ourselves. 

And yet President Cleveland and his party, professing to believe in 
the doctrines and follow in the footsteps of Andrew Jackson, want to 
turn us over again to the tender mercies of British merchants.” 

The fact that John Quincy Adams stated in 1825 that the price of 
goods is not increased by the duty levied on the foreign article, a fact 
that is known to every man in the country who will take the trouble 
to read a price current of 1859 and one of this year, does not seem to 
have penetrated to the White House. The President asserts that the 
farmer pays more for what he buys because of the levying of customs 
duties, when in fact the farmer pays less for what he has to buy and 
receives more for what he has to sell. 

Mr. Chairman, it is because I represent a districtin this House which 
has been almost purely agricultural in the past, but which is now in 
part becoming a manufacturing district, that I am compelled to rise 
here and enter my protest against such doctrines as are contained in 
the message from which I have quoted and which it is proposed to 
put into practical operation by the bill under consideration. It is a 
fact that has been demonstrated so plainly that, he who runs may read, 
and even a fool can understand, that in those States where the voca- 
tions are diversified, where manufactories are erected, where artisans 
are employed with their skilled labor in producing from the raw 
materials that come from the field or farm, from woodland or from the 
mine, such goods as are required for the use of civilized man that 
there the price of farm lands is increased, not tenfold, nor one hun- 


But there is no subject 
deliberations of 


dred fold, but several hundred fold over the price of the same but 
better lands where only agriculture exists. While the price of the 
land is thus improved its products are diversified and a sale found 


for them. 


* 
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It may seem a strange assertion, Mr. Chairman, I have just made, 
that the products of the land are diversified by the introduction of 
manufacturing establishments, but it is nevertheless true. Unless 
home markets are established the farmer can only find sale for those 
articles which will bear transportation to a distant or foreign market, 

but if you have a place near at hand where everything can be sold that 
the soil can produce, he can raise all kinds of vegetables, fruits, milk, 
butter, eggs, and those smaller products of the farm that will not bear 
transportation, and I therefore say that the products of the farm are 
diversified by the introduction of manufacturing establishments. 

That it is true what I assert as regards the value of land in man- 
ufacturing States, the following table is the best evidence: 

Here are three Southern farming States in a group, and three North- 
ern manufacturing States: 


Farming States: 


Observe the difference. The farmers, land is worth more than ten 
times as much in the manufacturing States as it is in the agricultural 
States. : 

Wages paid for transient farm-labor per day two years ago was, in— 


North Carolina 60 
South Carolina .... 60 
Less than one-half as much. 


In North and South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, and 
Arkansas 77 per cent. of the people are engaged in agriculture. These 
six States possess the best climate, the finest land, and grow the most 
valuable products of the country. The farming lands have an aver- 
age value of $5.18 per acre; the rugged lands of Pennsylvania, with 
ig 21 per cent. of the population engaged in agriculture, are worth 

.30 acre, 
In thirteen counties of that State (Pennsylvania) are to be found the 
Principal manufacturing establishments, and the farming land in these 
counties is worth $86.73, whilst in the remainder it is worth only 
$40.02. In Ohio the most of the manufacturing of iron is in twelve 
counties, and the land in these counties is worth $67.85, whilst in the 
remainder it is only worth $42.46. 

Butitis true not only of counties in the same States but of neighbor- 
hoods in the same counties, that the building of manufactories increases 
the prices of land near that factory, and gives to the farmers who own 
that land better prices, and a quicker market for all they produce. 
The district I have the honor to represent in this House contains eight 
counties, and I herewith present a table of these counties, showing the 
aggregate land, the average value of land per acre, the value of money 
invested in manufactories, the real and personal property, the popula- 
tion, and the wealth per capita. 


Statistics of counties of the Fourth Congressional district, North Carolina. 


Aver-| Stock in Total 


A age | incor- valuereal Wealth 

— Area in Popu- 

Name of county. gate land| value | porated | and per- f per 
„ acres. values. per com- sonal lation. capita. 
acre, | panies. property. 

220, 203 31,503, 918.67, $304, 542'$3, 217, 14,613 

-| 487,470 | 2,084, 924) 4.2 9, 3,218, 206) 23, 453 
154, 524 937,811) 6. 07. 10, . o — AA 

se| 271,333 | 1,598, 5. 8, 2,543, 20, 829 

430,504 | 2,432, 891) 5. H, 8, 978, 681) 23, 461 

ash. 832, 816 | 1, 669, 5.01 2, 629, 17, 781 

234,561 | 1,030,775) 4. 30,098} 1,995, 057} 23, 698 

Wake.. ROA 473 | 3,302,520) 6.49 F 47,930 


It will beseen by looking at this table that Alamance County, which 
has much the amount of money invested in manufactories, has 
$219 wealth for each person in the county, that its land has an average 
value of $7.23 per acre, whilst Chatham County, immediately adjoining 
Alamance, only has $138 per capita, and its land is only worth $4.27 
per acre, and it has almost no manufactories. Durham County isa 


new county made from Orange and Wake. Numbers of manufactories 
have been established in this county, and though its lands are no better 
than those of the counties from which it was taken, they are worth 
$6.07 average per acre; that is, a few mannfactories built in Durham 
County have increased the value of its lands in five years $1.80 per 
acre on the average. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen on the other side of the House, follow- 
ing the lead of President Cleveland, declare that they are in favor of 
the repeal of war taxes. So am I. And strange to say, I am willing to 
let the Democratic party declare what war taxes are. The only diffi- 
culty in agreeing to this proposition is to decide which is the Demo- 
cratic party. Its convention, which met in 1884 at Chicago, com 
of delegates from every district in the United States, from every State 
and from every Territory, declared that the internal-revenue taxes are 
nn odious war tax,” and should be repealed. President Cleveland, 
whom this convention nominated and whom a chapter of accidents and 
a book full of frauds placed in the Presidential chair, in his message to 
this Congress said that the internal-revenue taxes were the best taxes 
to retain, and that thesystem—the great system of protection to Ameri- 
can industry—was an odious war tax. : 

Mr. Chairman, which is the original Jacobs? Is it that large body 
of men assembled at Chicago representing the Democrats of the coun- 
try, or is it that large man seated at the other end of the avenue? 
Does he compose the Democratic party? Because if he does, I am not 
willing that the party shall determine what are war taxes and what are 
not; but if the representatives of the Democratic people assembled in 
their convention constituted the Democratic party, then I am willing 
that it should decide this question for me as to what war taxes are. 

I assume, Mr. Chairman, that Mr. Cleveland is not the Democratic 
party. It is true beyond a question that he has the Democratic party 
by the throat and is compelling it to do what he pleases. I notice gen- 
tlemen on this floor who are Democrats and haye been all their lives, 
who come here as the representatives of Democratic constituencies, 
that squirm and wriggle in the tight grasp of this political despot, but 
they can not escape; they bend to his will because he has ion 
of the flesh-pots, which have always been attractive since the days 
when Moses led the Israelites from the land of Egypt and out of the 
house of bondage. Holding the flesh-pots as he does, ladling out the 
pork, Mr. Cleveland is the Democratic party, The others rush to the 
feed-trough at his call and obey his commands. Taking him as the 
Democratic party, I will not permit that he select what are and what 
are not war taxes that should be removed. 

Sir, since the foundation of this Government there has been one set 
of taxes recognized as a direct war tax. The Democratic party in its 
convention was right when it said the internal-revenue taxes are a 
war tax. I want that tax repealed. It has taken from the people 
$3,569,174,618. From myown State there has been taken $38,000,000 
in the last twenty years. Poor, impoverished Carolina has been com- 
pelled to pay at the rate of 2 per cent. per annum on the valuation 
of its property. It has paid in twenty years nearly $40 for every 
living soul within its borders. It has paid a tax of $30 on every acre 
of land in the State planted in tobacco. It has paid over 4 per cent. 
of the value of all its farm products each year into the United States 
Treasury. The reconstructed States have paid into the Treasury of 
the United States in twenty years over $300,000,000 as internal-reve- 
nue taxes. The value of the farms in these States only equals the 
value of the farms in the single State of Ohio, and yet, poor as they 
were, these farms have been compelled to pay twice as much of internal- 
revenue taxes as the State of Ohio has paid, 

I could load down the Recorp, Mr. Chairman, with tables to show 
the injustice of this tax upon the farmers of the country, but it is un- 
necessary; enough of that has been done. I only desire to say, sir, 
that, so far as my State is concerned, the demand for the repeal of the 
internal-revenue tax is universal. It comes from every one, of all 
polities, without regard to race, color, or previous condition of servi- 
tude. There is not a voter in the State of North Carolina that does 
not demand this repeal. There is not a man, be he Democrat or Re- 
publican, who dare advocate the retention of this tax before any audi- 
ence in North Carolina; and this, Mr. Chairman, is the highest proof 


possible of the statement I heretofore made that President Cleveland 


has the Democratic party by the throat. He wants to retain the in- 
ternal- revenue tax; North Carolina Democrats want it repealed; and 
yet these same North Carolina Democrats propose to advocate the re- 
nomination of President Cleveland, and when that is done they will 
throw up their hats and shout for him as though they wanted him 
elected. 

Some of them will even go so far as to yote for him, but the number 
will be ridiculously small in comparison with the number of Demo- 
crats in the State, and those that do shout and vote for him will do it 
with a mental reservation. They will bein the condition of a Western 
man who made a bet that he could eat crow. When the dish was pre- 


he sat down to it and commenced his task. He swallowed a ſew 


mouthfuls, and said, Les, I kin eat crow, but I’m blamed if I hanker 
arter it,” 
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My Democratic coll e from the Second district of the State admits 
this when he said here but a day ago— 

It is well understood that the people of North Carolina, whom I have the honor 
in part to represent on this floor, are intensely opposed to the present in — 
revenue system. and that their plan of revenue reduction is to begin with the 
repeal of that system. 

My colleague correctly states the wishes of the people who sent him 
and me here to represent them in part. Knowing their desires, know- 
ing their will, my colleague announces that he does not intend to re- 
spect their desires or obey the will of his constituents. He deliber- 
ately misrepresents the people of his State and section at the bidding 
of the Democratic dictator at the other end of the Avenue. 

Mr. CowLxs, another colleague, from the Eighth district, in his speech 
„ on Monday last, says: 

Sir, we have too much revenue and too many systems of revenue. Strike 
down that which is effete and has been permitted to remain beyond the period 
of its allotted time, and give vital force and ene to that which since the 
organization of this Government has been established and maintained as the 
true source of Federal revenue. í 

The natural conclusion to be drawn from this declaration is that the 
speaker regards the repeal of the internal-revenue law as of paramount 
importance to the revision of the tariff. 

The votes of my colleagues on the Mills bill will be watched with 
no little interest by the people of North Carolina. 

I beg to quote from the proceedings of a Democratic convention held 
in Rockingham County, North Carolina, only a few days since. This 
is one of the strongest Democratic counties in the State. Among the 
resolutions adopted was the following: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Democracy of Rockingham, in oonven- 
tion assembled, that our Representatives in Congress should vote for the imme- 
diate and unconditional repeal of the internal-revenue laws, and that if they 
find it impossible at this session to abolish the internal revenue and revise the 
tariff, we prefer the former should be done. 

But to pass on to other subjects, I desire to say a few words upon the 
action of this Administration and of this House upon the subject of 
finances, and I shall confine myself to two propositions; that is, the 
contraction of the currency, and the payment of a premium on bonds, 
During the last campaign Democratic speakers and Democratic papers 
were proclaiming from the hill-tops that the Republican party had ac- 
cumulated $400,000,000 in the Treasury and were holding it there to 
the great damage of the country, They said that when the Democrats 
came into power this money should be distributed among the people of 
the country; it should no longer be hoarded in the Treasury of the 
Untied States. Mr. Daniel Manning, who succeeded a Republican 
as Secretary of the Treasury, found in the Treasury $375,000,000. In 
the three years which the Administration has beenin power the amount 
in the Treasury has nearly been doubled, and there is hoarded to-day 
nearly $700,000,000. This is the difference between Democratic pledges 
and Democratic performances. 

Instead of reducing the lus the Administration has nearly doub- 
led it. Itis true the Administration had an object in doing this; its 
object has been to be able to say that it was necessary to reduce taxa- 
tion, and in that way attack the American system of protection for the 
benefit of its friends in foreign lands; and why not, when we find that 
Thomas F. Bayard, the Secretary of State; Charles S. Fairchild, the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and William W. Endicott, the Secretary of 
War, are all members of the Cobden Free Trade Club of London, and 
that, in unison with them, the Speaker of this House, elected by Dem- 
ocratic votes to preside over it (though he failed of being elected a 
member of the body) is also a member of this free-trade Cobden 
Club. 

The free-traders, controlling the executive as well as the legislative 
departments, were determined to hold all the money possible in the 

„that they might have an excuse to declare it was necessary 
to reduce what they choose to call taxation—that is, the duties on 
imported goods. In March, 1881, when a Republican President was 
inaugurated and a Republican Secretary took charge of the Treasury 
Department, both this dent and this Secretary, coming from the 
great Northwest, not being the tools of the Wall-street speculators, as 
is the condition now, it was evident that there would accumulate a 
great surplus in the Treasury and that the price of bonds would ap- 

iate very rapidly. That Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Windom, 

ediately and without hesitation acted upon the law then and now 
on the statute-books—the law of 1869, which authorized him to re- 
fund the debt at a lower rateof interest. And he did refund the debt, 
reducing yearly interest several million dollars by so doing, and at the 
same time preventing a gorge of money in the s 2 

Mr. Cleveland and his Secretaries lacked either the inclination or the 
capacity, perhaps both, to act as did President Garfield and Secretary 
Windom; the result has Veen the accumulation of money of which I 
have already spoken, and the appreciation of bonds until they now 
bear from 25 to 30 per cent. premium. 

In the whole history of the world, from the earliest days of civiliza- 
tion down to the present time, no nation has ever paid a premium upon 
its own indebtedness. Every nation reserves the sovereign right to 
pay its debts when it pleases. The United States did this by special 
enactment in the acts of 1869 and 1870, when the bonds were reſunded. 


But for the first time in the history of the world this Administration, 
failing and refusing to exercise the sovereignty which belongs to the 
nation, has been paying a premium upon the indebtedness of the Gov- 
ernment. 

In marked contrast with the actions of Secretary Fairchild is that 
of Mr. Goschen, the financial minister of Great Britain, called there 
the chancellor of the exchequer, but occupying a similar position in 
that government to what Mr. Fairchild does in this. Mr. Goschen 
found, when the present Parliament assembled, a surplus in the treasury 
of Great Britain. He found that money could be obtained at a lower 
rate of interest than what Great Britain was paying on its consols, 
Mr. Goschen at once notified the holders of all the three classes of 
English bonds that he intended to reduce the interest from 3 to 2} per 
cent., and he allowed the holders of these 3 percents one quarter of 
1 per cent. premium, provided they exchanged their bonds within a 
certain period of time; and they have accepted Mr. Goschen’s propo- 
sition. The entire debt of Great Britain has been refunded at 2} per 
cent., a premium of only a quarter of 1 per cent. being paid for all 
the exchange. Mr. Fairchild is paying 25 to 27 per cent. premium 
on bonds of the United States, when, besides the universal law which 
authorizes nations to cancel their indebtedness at any time, there is a 
specific contract made with the holders of the United States bonds that 
the debt may be canceled or refunded upon contingencies which have 
already arrived. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one other subject in which the people of my 
State, the people of my section, and the people of this country are 
all interested. Intelligence is the foundation-stone upon which free 
governments must be rested or they are in the condition of that build- 
ing that was erected upon the sands, which, when the floods came and 
the rains descended, wasswept away. Any free government not founded 
upon intelligence will be swept away and destroyed. A table which 
I append to my remarks shows how many of the people of the country 
are incapableof Perk ee writing. Itshows how many in each State 
are incapable. A bill been introduced and passed in the Senate of 
the United States which provides, out of the abundance of money in 
the Treasury, aid for each State to educate its ignorant. This aid is 
continued over a period of nine years and amounts to $77,000,000. It 
is given to the States in proportion to the number in each State incapa- 
ble of reading and writing. This bill has come to this body. It has 
been referred to a committee and there it lies sleeping a sleep as sound 
as ua which comes to those who pass away from this existence into 
another, 

The Committee on Education has charge of this bill. It is com 
of Messrs. CANDLER of Georgia, MAHONEY of New York, CRAIN of 
Texas, CARUTH of Kentucky, BUCKALEW of Pennsylvania, LANE of 
Illinois, COBB of Alabama, PENINGTON of Delaware, Democrats; and 
O'DONNELL of Michigan, TAYLOR of Ohio, RUSSELL of Connecticut, 
BELDEN of New York, and WHITE of Indiana, Republicans. I want 
the people of this country to read these names. I want them to know 
that these Democrats are denying to the ignorant children of the coun 
try benefits of education. I want them to know that at the behest of 
Grover Cleveland JOHN GRIFFIN CARLISLE, the Speakerof this House, 
stocked a committee as dexterously as the most proficient gambler 
would a deck of cards to prevent the passage of a bili which would give 
the benefits of education to the ignorant. But, Mr. Chairman, that is 
in accord with Democratic ideas. It is the ignorant and vicious to 
whom they are indebted for power, and thus they properly encourage 
ignorance and viciousness. . 

The State of North Carolina, which I have the honor to represent in 

rt, would receive of the money appropriated by this bill $5,749,121. 

tead of the present average of fifty-four school days in the year we 
could more than double the term. Instead of sending only 148,000 
children to school we could send all who are now growing up in iguo- 


rance. 

Instead of the terribleweproach of having 464,000 of our people over 
ten years of age who can not write their names, and 368,000 who can 
not read their Bibles, all would be able to do so. 

The district which honors me with a seat in this Congress has 40,968 
voters, and I say it with profound regret and mortification that not one- 
half the children in that district have the privilege of attending school. 
We have done all we could. We are doing the best that is possible for 
ustodo. It is not the will but the ability that is wanting, and the 
$791,766 that district would receive under this bill would provide the 
means of educatioff for all of them. 

Mr. Chairman, in the name of the poor ignorant children of the 
South I denounce the men who are strangling this bill as the enemies 
of the Republic; as the enemies of free government. I denounce the 
party which sends such men to legislate for the country as unfit to 
make laws. 

On behalf of the thirty thousand children in my district who are 
growing up in ignorance for the want of school facilities, I demand 
the passage of this bill. I present a table showing the population in 
my district, schools, scholars who attend, children of school age who 
can not attend, and the amount of money that would be given to us 
by the passage of this measure, the Blair bill ;’”’ 
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23 2 32 it ought to be. 
2 EG es as it ought to j 3 
s| g 72 oa Mr. Chairman, the Democratic party poses as the friend of the work- 
a 5 8 4 3 E Ëz ingman. The author and the advocates of this bill declare it isin the 
Counties. E 8 E Z be 32 oa interest of the workingman. They even hope to induce workingmen 
ž È | |28 | 23 | Fs |tobelievethem. With tears in their eyes and supplication in their 
Es 25 Sieg 83 82 voices they say to the laborers, Behold your friends! Look at us; 
88 z |Z ga ga ER we love you as dearly as a wolf loves mutton.” They throw their 
arms round the workingman and while holding him proceed to reduce 
Slimane 14.613 3.0 64] 3.321 1,827| $59,621 | him to pauperism by legislation which reduces his wages to the star- 
Cha 23,453 | 4,862 | 103| 3,732| 4,130 95,688 | vation rates paid in Europe. 1 i 
22,340 3,80 40| 2,091 | 2,128) 91.148 But, Mr. Chairman, the workingmen of this country will not be de- 
wrt toe 9 ae or 15 717 ceived by these false pretenses. They are men of brains as well as 
17,731 | 3,701| 604.077 1,812 72,332 | muscle. They know that upon their intelligent labor rests the pros- 
23,693 | 5,283 | 40 1,576 | 2,700 96,683 | perity of the nation. They know that only through protection can 
47,939 | 10,968 | 144 | 7,083 | 7,934 | 195,593 memi teats 


they obtain wages which lead to independence and 
cation, which leads to intelligence. 

Mr. Chairman, the great body of mechanics and workingmen in this 
country will never submit to the wholesale destruction of American 
industries, and have their wages reduced to a level with the pauper 
labor of Europe, and political parties will do well to be warned in 
time. The party that attempts it will, and deservedly so, be utterly 
crushed ont of existence. 


194, 064 40, 968 | 568 | 27,362 | 30, 426 | 791,766 

Norr.—Later returns may slightly change these figures, but they are substan- 
tially correct. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of this country are not in sympathy with 
these Democratic policies. They do not believe in free trade. They 
do believe in protection, and the result is that in November, when the 


Preliminary computation of amounts to be received by the States and Territories, excluding the District of Columbia, of $77,000,000 distributed on the 
basis of the number of persons who could not write in 1880, as per Senate bill 194. 


[Prepared by the Bureau of Education, January, 1836, at the request of Hon. H. W. BLAIR.] 


Quota of each State and Territory for the— 


Person 
who could 
not write 
in 1880, 


Dollars. Doltars. Dollars, ie Dollars. 
„214. 180 177,000, 000. 00 7, 000, 000. 00 10, 000, 000. 00 „000, 000. 00 5, 000, 000, 
. ———— 

Alabama . . 433, 447 5.370, 848.45 488, 258.95 697, 512. 78 . 767,264.07 | 627,761.49 | 488,258.95 | 348,756.39 
Arizona Territory. 5, 842 72, 888. 30 6.580. 75 9, 401. 08 12. 221. 40 10, 341.19 8, 460, 96 6, 580.75 4,700.54 
Arkansas 202,015 2, 508, 170.97 | 227,561.09 | 325,087.14 422, 613.29 585. 292,578.43 | 227, 581. 00 162,543.57 
California 53,430 | 662,051.95 | 60,186.54 85,980.77 | 128,971.25 | 111,775.00 94,578.85 | 77,882.69 | 60,186.54 | 42. 990. 30 
Colorado. 10,474 | 129, 788.50 11,798.50 16, 855.00 25, 282. 48 21, 911.45 540. 15,169.49 | 11,798.50 8, 427.50 
Connecticut. 28,424 | 352,202.22 | 32,018.38 45,740.55 68, 610. 83 59, 462. 72 50, 314.61 41. 168.49 232,018.28 22,870.28 
Dakota Territory. 4,821 59, 737.09 5, 430. 64 7, 758. 06 11, 637.09 10, 085.48 8,533.87 6, 982. 25 5, 430. 64 3,879. 03 
Delaware ... 5 19,414 240,559.17 | 21,869.02 31,421.45 46, 862, 03 40, 613. 89 34,365.60 | 28,117.31] 21,869.02] 15,620.73 
se 80,183 | 993,548.79 | 90,322.62 | 129,032.31 | 193,548.46] 167,742.00 | 141,935.54] 116,139.08 | 90,322.62 | 64,516.16 
«| 1,542,180 | 520,416 | 6,448, 482.66 | 586,225.70 | 837,465.28 | 1, 256,197.92 | 1,088.704.87 | 921,211.81 | 753,718.75 | 586,225.70 | 418,732.64 
32, 610 1.778 22,031. 23 2,002, 84 2, 861,20 4,292.24 3,719. 64 3,147.32 2,575.44 2,002.84 1, 430.60 
3,077,871 | 145,397 | 1,801,616.46 | 163,783.31 | 233,976.16 | 350,964.24 | 304,169.01 | 257,373.78 | 210,578.54 | 163,783.31 | 116,988.08 
1.978,01 110,761 | 1,372, 441.26 | 124,767.39 | 178,239.12 | 267,358,68 | 231,710.86 | 196,063.04 | 160,415.21 | 124,767.39 | 89,119.56 
«| 1,624,615 | 46,609] 577,532.84 | 52,502.99 75,004.27 | 112,586.39 97,505.54 82,504.69 | 67,503.84 | 52,502.99 | 37,502.14 
995,096 | 39,476 | 489,147.72 | 44,467.97 63, 525. 68 95, 288. 51 82,583. 38 69, 878. 25 178. 10 44,467.97 | 31,762.84 
-| 1, 648, 690 392 | 4,316,930.63 | 302,448.24 | 560,640.34 | 840, 90 42 723,832.36 | 616,704.38 | 504,576.30 | 392,448.24 | 280,320.16 
-| 939,946 | 318,380 | 3, 945,051.48 | 358,641.04 | 512,344.35 | 768,516.52 | 666,017.66 | 563,578.79 | 461,109.91 | 359,641.04 | 256,172.17 
648,936 | 22,17 274,708.81 | 24, 973. 53 35, 676. 47 53,514.79 46, 379.41 $9,244.12 | 32,108.82 | 24,973.53 | 17,838.24 
934,943 | 134,488 | 1,666,442.88 | 151,494.8L | 216,421.15 | ~ 324,641.73 | 281, 357.50 238,063.27 | 194,779.04 | 151,494.81 108, 210.58 
1,783,085 | 92,980 | 1, 152,116.61 | 104,737.87 | 149,625.54 | 214. 438.31 184,513.20 | 164,588.09 | 134,662.98 | 104,737.87 | 74,812.77 
1,636,937 | 63,723 | 789,592.67] 71,781.15 | 102,544.50 | 153. 816. 70 133,307.86 | 112,798.96] 92,290.05 | 71,781,15| 51. 272.25 
780,783 | 34,546 | 428,060.02 | 38,914.55 55, 592, 21 83, 338. 31 72, 269. 87 61,151.43 | 50,082.99 | 88,914.55 | 27, 706. 10 
1,131,597 | 373,201 | 4, 624,339.33 | 420,394.48 | 600,563.55 | 900,845.43 | 730,732.72 | 660,619.91 | 540,507.19 | 490,394.48 | 300,281.78 
2,168,380 | 208,754 | 2,586,674.03 | 235,152.18 | 335,981.65 | 503,897.50] 436,711.19 | 369,524.86 | 303,338.51 | 235,152.18 | 167,965.85 
39,159 1,707 21, 151, 46 1, 922. 86 2, 746. 95 4,120.40 3,571.02 8, 021. 64 2, 472. 23 1, 922. 86 1,373. 47 
452,401 | 11,528 ùf 142,813.63 12,985.78 18,551. 12 27, 826. 66 24,116.46 20,406.24 | 16,698. 00 12,995.78 9, 275. 56 
62, 266 4,089 50, 419, 04 4,583.55 6,547. 93 9, 821.88 8,512.30 7, 202.72 5,893.13 4,583.55 3,278. 96 
346,991 | 14,302] 177,216.30 | 16,110.57 23,015.11 34,522.76 29,919, 74 25,316.62 | 20,730.59 | 16,110.57 | -11,507.55 
1,131,116 | 53,249 | 659,809,18 | 49, 982. 65 85,689.50 | 128,534.26 | 111,396.36 94,258.46 | 77,120.55 | _ 59,982.65 | 42,844.75 
119,565 | 57,156 | 708,220.88 | 61,353.72 91,976.78 | 137,965.09 | 119,569.75 | 101,174.41 | 82,779.06 | 64,383.72 | 45,988.37 
«| 5,082,871 | 219,600 | 2,721,066.93 | 247,369.73 | 353,385.32 | 530,077,98 | 459,400.92 | 388,723.86 | 318,046.79 | 247,369.73 | 176,692.66 
-| 1,399,750 | 463,975 | 5,749,121.37 | 522,647.41 | 746,639.14 | 1,119,958.70 | 970,630.83 | 821,303.06 | 671,975.23 | 522,647.41 | 373,319.57 
h mere 3, 198, 062 | 131,847 | 1,633,718.21 | 148;519.84 | 212,171.20 | 318,256.78 | 275,822.55 | 233,388.32 | 190,954.07 | 148,519.84 | 106,085.60 
174,768 7,423 91, 978, 52 8, 361. 68 11, 945.26 17,917.89 15.528. 84 13,139.79 | 10,750.73 8, 361. 68 5, 972. 63 
4.282, 891 | 228,014 | 2, 825,324.98 | 256,847.72 | 356,925.32 | 550,387.93 | 477,002.92 | 403,617.86 | 330,232.78 | 256,847.72 | 183,462.66 
. 276,531 | 24,793 | 307,210.44 | 27, 928.22 39, 897.46 59, $45.19 51, 866.70 43, 887.21 | 35,907.71 | 27,928.22 | 19,948.73 
lina. 995,577 | 369,848 4. 582, 792.26 | 416,617.48 | 595,167.82 | 892,751.83 | 773,718.27 | 654,684.61 | 535,651.04 | 416,617.48 | 297,583.91 
È 1,542,359 | 410,722 | 5,089, 262.62 | 462,660.24 | 660,943.20 | 991,414.78 | 859,226.15 | 727. 087.52 594,848.87 | 462,660.24 | 330,471.60 
2 1,591,749 | 316,432 3, 920, 513.78 | 356,446.71 | 509,209.58 | 703. 814.38 651. 972.45 560,130.54 | 458,288.62 356,446.71 | 254,604.79 
Utah Territory. 143, 963 8,826 | 109, 363.10 9, 42.10 14, 203. 00 21, 304.50 18, 463. 90 15, 623.30 | 12,782. 70 9, 942.10 7,101.50 
Vermont... 332,286 | 15,837 196, 238.51 17,839.68 25, 485, 26 38, 227. 89 33, 130. 84 28,083.79 | 22,936.73 | 17,839.68 | 12,742.63 
Virginia. 1,512,565 | 430,352 5, 882. 493.25 | 484,772.57 | 692,532.24 1, 088. 788.33 900, 291.91 761,785.47 | 623,279.01 | 484,772.57 | 310, 286. 12 
Washington Ter 75,116 3, 889 48, 188. 66 4,350.79 6, 258. 27 9,387. 40 8,135.75 6,834. 10 4,332. 44 4,380.79 3, 129.13 
618,457 | 85,376 | 1,057,895.33 | 96,172.30 | 137,389.00 | 206,083.51 | 178,605.71 | 151, 127.91 | 123,650.10 | 96,172.30 | 63,604.50 
Wisconsin.. 1,315, 55,558 | 688,420.03 | 62,583. 64 89,405.20 | 134,107.64 | 116,226.61 98,345.58 | 80,464.67] 62,583.64 | 44,702.60 
Wyoming... 20, 556 6, 889. 40 628. 31 894.73 1,132. 08 1,143.14 984, 20 805.25 626.31 447.36 


Mr. LANE. Mr. Chairman, during the course of the debate on the 
ding bill my colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] made the fol- 
owing statement in his speech: 

If we place our wool interest in competition with the cheap land and 
labor of Australasia and South America we shall destroy it, and then prices will 
increase and we shall be at the mercy of the foreign wool-grower. 

As one of the Representatives from the great State of Illinois, I can 
not suffer this statement to go unchallenged. I deny the proposition, 
and aver that the history of the wool interest does not warrant the 
conclusion. Iwill read from the Chicago Tribune, a Republican paper 
published in Illinois, now supporting Gresham for President, an article 
reviewing this statement, and I think completely answering it: 

Congressinan Cannon, of the Danville district of this State made, if correctly 
reported, a singular argument in support of continued needlessly high tariff 
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taxation. He is quoted as having declared that he would take $24,000,000 off the 

whisky and tobacco taxes, make sugar free, and pay a bounty of 2 centsa pound 

on the home product of sugar, thus doing away with eighty-six millions of the 

‘Treasury surplus, and making it impossible to reduce taxation on cloth- 
of the people and other like necessaries of life. 

s this the ‘reduction of the surplus” and the correction of the inequalities 
of the tariff” promised by the 5 in its platform of 1884? Mr, 
CAxxO is also reported as opposing any uction of the wool duties or of the 
enormous duties on woolen clothing, blankets, etc., declaring that * three- 
fourths of the wool consumed in the United States is produced here,” and that 
to put wool on the free-list would destroy sheep-raising in the United States. 

Mr. Cannon fails to take any account of the wool in the $50,000,000 worth of 
woolen goods imported annually—a singular omission. In fact, half the wool 
consumed in the United States must be impo: because the quantity and 

uality demanded can not be produced here, and therefore must be obtained 

m abroad in the form of wool or cloth, notwithstanding the high tariff tax. 
Why, then, tax sixty millions of consumers so heavily on articles they must 
have und can not obtain at home? 


4370 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 17, 


This paper says further: 


Where can sheep husbandry be cheaper than in the Southwestern Territories, 
where grazing is or land rent oniy nominal, no winter fi required, 
and the labor employed that of cheap Mexican greasers and she dogs? It 
is this competition which has virtnally — 0 sheep husbandry for wool in 
twenty States east of the Missouri, including Mr, Cannon's own State. There 
are not 50,000 sheep in all Mr. Cannon’s district, and they are raised only for 
mutton—the fleece will not pay half the cost of keeping. Granting all the 
bounty that is claimed, the farmers of Mr. Casnon's district can not receive 
more than 50 cents a sheep or $25,000 per annum from the 43 per cent. wool 
bounties now imposed. 

Free wool, however, would reduce the cost of clothing to the 175,000 people 
he represents an average of at the very least $3 each, asaving to the district of 
$525,000, or twenty-one times as much as Mr. Caxxox's few constituents who 
raise sheep can possibly gain by keeping up the present wool tax. Why,then, 
does Mr, Cannon favor retaining the wool tax so that his constituents may gain 
$25,000 when its repeal would save them twenty-one times that amount? Will 
he please explain? Why would he pay bounties to sugar-growers of Louisiana 
in preference to grain-growers or hog and cattle wers of Illinois? Don't II- 
linois farmers need better prices for theircrops? Why would he readjust whisky 
and tobacco taxes in such a manner that whisky and tobacco middlemen wiil 
pocket every centof the repealedtax? And so that there can be no reduction of 
the taxes on the kitchen, the taxes on the bed-chamber or sitting-room, the taxes 
on the wardrobe, and the taxes on the sick room, all of which are excessively 
high and still up to the war standard? ‘oe 

r cent. 


House furnishing: 
Glassware 


Clothing: 
Women's dress goods, cheapest. 
Women’s dress goods, dearest . 
Women’s cloaks...........scesecsecrsesssneeses 
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Mr. Cannon in this speech clearly commits himself to cheaper 
whisky and high wool, which is in perfect harmony with his colleagues 
on the other side of this Chamber. I ully submit that these 
principles will not be entertained by the people of Illinois, 

Iam ready to concede that this is the issue tendered by the Repub- 
lican party in the coming campaign; but there can be no question as to 
where the masses of the people will be found. They can not and will 
not accept cheap whisky in preference to free wool.. The Repubiican 
party wants to reduce the internal-revenue tax. The Democratic party 
says that the taxes should be reduced on the necessaries of life. 

What does the President say in his late message to this House? 

He says in regard to the whisky and tobacco tax as follows: 

It must be conceded that none of the things subjected to internal-revenue 
taxation are, strictly king, necessaries, There appears to be no just com- 
plaint of this taxation by the consumers of these articles, and there seems to be 
ie so well able to bear the burden without hardship to any portion of the 
people, 

The President here does not seem to agree with Mr. Blaine that to- 
bacco is one of the necessaries of life; nor does he agree with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois that whisky should be made cheaper. Now, what 
does the President say in regard to wool? He says in his message: 

The farmer and the agriculturist, who manufacture nothing, but who pay the 

price which the tariff imposes, upon every agricultural implement, 
upon all he wears and upon all he uses and owns, except the increase of his 
flocks and herds and such things as his husbandry produces from the soil, is in- 
vited to aid in maintaining the princot situation; and he is told that a high duty 


on imported wool is n for the benefit of those who have sheep to shear, 
in order that the price of their wool may be increased. 


They of course are not reminded that the farmer who has no sheep is by this 


scheme obliged, in his purchases of clothing and woolen goods 
to his fellow-farmer as well as to the man rerand merchant; nor is any 
mention made of that the sheep-owners themselves and their house- 
holds must wear clothing and use other articles manufactured from the wool 

they sell at tariff prices, and thus as consumers must return their share of this 

increased price to the tradesman. i 
I think it may be fairly assumed thàt a proportion of the sheep owned 

by the farmers throughout the country are found in small flocks numbering 

from twenty-five to fifty. The duty on the grade of imported wool which these 

sheep yield is 10 cents each pound if of the value of 30 cents or Jess, and 12 cents 
if of the value of more than 20 cents. If the liberal estimate of 6 pounds be al- 
lowed for each fleece, the duty thereon would be 60 or 72 cents, and this may be 
taken as the utmost enhancement of its price to the farmer by reason of 


uty. 

Eighteen dollars would thus represent the increased price of the wool from 
twenty-five sheep and $36 that from the wool of fifty sheep; and at present values 
this addition would amount to about one-third of its price. If upon its sale the 
farmer receives or a less tariff profit, the wool leaves his hands charged 
with precisely that sum, which in all its changes will adhere to it until it reaches 
the consumer. When manufactured into cloth and other goods and material 
for use, its cost is not only increased vo the extent of the farmer's tariff profit, 
but a further sum has been added for the benefit of the manufacturer under the 
operation of other tariff laws. In the mean time the day arrives when the 
farmer finds it necesssry to purchase woolen goods and material to clothe him- 
self and family for the winter. 

When he faces the tradesman for that purpose he discovers that he is ob} 
not only to return in the way of increased prices his tariff profit on the wool he 
sold, and which then perhaps lies before him in manufactured form, but that 
he must add a considerable sum thereto to meet a further increase in cost caused 
by a tariff duty on the manufacture. Thus in the end be js aroused to the fact 
that he has paid upon a moderate purchase, as a result of the tariff scheme, 
which, when he sold his wool, seemed so profitable, an increase in price more 
than sufficient to sweep away all the tariif profit he received upon the wool he 
produced and sold. 

When the number of farmers engaged in wool-raising is compared with all 
the farmers in the country, and the small proportion they bear to our popula- 
tion is considered; when it is made ee at, in the case of a large part of 
those who own sheep, the benefit of the present tariff on wool is illusory ; and 
above all, when it must be conceded that the increase of the cost of living, cai 
by such tariff, becomes a burden upon those with moderate means, and the poor, 
the employed and unemployed, the sick and the well, and the young and old, 
and that it constitutes a tax which, with relentless grasp, is fastencd upon the 
clothing of every man, woman, and child in the land, reasons are suggested 
why the removal or reduction of this duty should be included in a revision of 
our tariff laws. 


Can there be a doubt who is right, the President or the learned gen- 
tleman from the Fifteenth district of mois? The article quoted from 
the Tribune shows clearly that free wool would reduce the cost of 
clothing to the 175,000 people in his district by at least $3 each—a 
saving to his district of $525,000 per annum, or to the whole State of 
Illinois over $10,500,000 annually, assuming that each of the twenty 
districts in the State is as large as the Fifteenth district. Will the 
people be hoodwinked any longer? The facts are before them. He 
who runs may read. 

Again, the same paper says: 

The following table will show where in this country wool-growing is profit- 
able and where the great ranchmen with the big flocks are located—the inter- 
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ests that are still to be heavily p as they wage a destructive competition 
against wool-growing in the States east of the Missouri. The table is for 1836: 
Increase 

States. Owners. 3 in five 

A years. 
Per cent. 
2, 001 282 8 
1, 067 423 18 
4,605 560 90 
4, 326 1,430 11 
128 1,465 60 
406 3,075 l4 
137 3,400 67 
N 4,000 08 
814 5, 450 13 
8, 390 9,480 118 
44 13, 600 33 

35 23, 220 


Why do Congressmen like Mr, CAxxox, representing farmers who have been 
driven out of sheep husbandry for wool alone by the undtreutting competition 
in the far West and Southwest, still insist on big bounties for the ranchmen who 
are destroying wool-growing in Illinois and other States? Why do they aim 
to reform the tariff only by reducing internal-revenue taxes on whisky and to- 
bacco for the benefit of middlemen, or by taking off the sugar tax and replacing 
it with a direct bounty taken out of the people's pockets ? 

These are not the measures that will relieve Western farmers, especially re- 
ducing the whisky and tobacco taxes. If Mr. CANNoN desires to learn what 
duties can be reduced with great advantage to his constituents, who only get 
half prices for their hard-earned crops, and where reform can be made effective, 
let him study the following table showing the high war rates still levied on ar- 
ticles of prime necessity : 


Taxes on 
Use. each 
3 $100 worth. 
Lumber, pine or spruce, rough... .| House-building.... $16.18 
IN BULB E 3 . —.—. 43.97 
Lime. — 10. 00 
1 20. 00 
Clapboards, spruce. 10.98 
Shingles. . . 16.89 
Sere 26.17 
Screws, s 61.17 
Lin 54.79 
White lead, 40.19 


Taxes on 
Name of article. Use. each 

$100 worth. 
ine $35. 34 
indow-glass, smallest sizes 00 60.17 
Window-glass. largest sizes... 1 108, 50 
Wall-paper House furnishing 25.00 
edo. àl 45,79 
s 61.13 
59.03 
40.00 
59.02 
45.36 
45.00 


I suppose it will not be denied by any one that a duty on wool in- 
creases the price of that commodity. If, then, the present duty is 
taken off, the same logic will show that it will be cheaper; and, if 
cheaper, then the price of all woolen goods which the farmer and la- 
borer of Illinois must buy will be cheaper. In our Northern climate 
wool is an indispensable article of daily consumption to protect our 
people from the cold winds of the prairies. It shelters them by day 
from the winter’s blast, and covers them at night when the light of 
the fireis extinguished. 

The life of the farmer and laborer of Illinois without the protection 
of woolen clothing would be insupportable, and it will be difficult for 
them to understand why any person interested in making lawsin their 
interest should favor a law that would necessarily increase the price of 
their clothing, and especially so now as their wheat crops to a great ex- 
tent have failed and the great majority of the Illinois farmers are largely 
indebted, and the proposition to reduce the price of whisky and to- 
bacco would seem to me at this time to be a mockery of their misfor- 
tunes. No, Mr. Chairman, this is not what the people of Illinois want, 
and I know what I am speaking about; but it is the best time in the 
world to make the clothing of the people cheaper, and this can be done 
by taking the duty off wool. 

I affirm that the most offensive result of the wool duty is to keep out 
such wools as we can not produce and which are absolutely necessary 
inthe manufacture of woolen goods. Mr. George William Bond, of Bos- 
ton, who contributed an article on the development of wool mannufact- 
ures in the United States to the special wool report of the burean of 
statistics, in answer to a question whether any wool is imported that 
can not be grown here, said: 

In reply I would say that there are none of the third-class wools that can be 
grown in this country to advantage. It is more difficult to explain so 
as to be readily understood why we can not produce any lar grades of 
first-class wools. We may grow wool in some places equally fine and appar- 
ently as good in other respects as wools that are imported, but they may not 
have the same working qualities, * * * 

“Such is the influence of climate and soil upon wool that no two places can 
grow wool exactly alike. * * è We raise, comparatively to the demand, a 
small portion of first-class combing and delaine wool, and very little, even of 
this, has the characteristics required to make the finest goods which ion de- 


mands from France and England. Without the same woolsthat are used there 
these goods can not be made here, ” 


In order to manufacture woolen goods for sale at low prices to home 
consumers as well as to ship abroad in W with foreign man- 
ufacturers we must have cheap raw wool, and it is utterly impossible to 
grow what we need in this country. Instead of destroying the Amer- 
ican prices of wool it is proposed to afford a home market for the home 
product, which is increased by the importation of foreign wool to mix 
with home-grown wool. 

Free raw wool will be an advantage to the importer, the manufact- 
urer, the consumer, and most of the growers, except a few who are 
perfectly willing to sell inferior wool at high prices and raise the cost 
of every blanket in the country. No duty upon any imported article 
is more indefensible and bears heavier than the tariff on wool, which 
taxes everybody to no lasting purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read an 
article of recent date from the Missouri Republican, which bears on 
this question: 

THE ADVANTAGE OF FREE WOOL. 

Fifteen years ago D. D. Wells, a Republican, and one of the best authorities 
in this country on the subject of tariff and taxation, boldly asserted that a high 
tariff on foreign wool, instead of being an advantage to the American wool- 
grower, is a positive disadvantage—first, because it deprived home manufact- 
urers of foreign wools and 82 that mixture of different wools which has 

me an art in the manufacture; and second, because it discourages the home 
manufacturer of woolen goods, invites foreign goods, and thereby breaks down 
the home market for home wool. 

The wool duty can be made high enough to make the manufacture of woolen 

nearly impossible in competitiofi with foreign rivals who have the ad- 
vantage on free wool—and when this point is reached the home demand for 
wool disappears. 

A careful review of the domestic wool trade for a series of years, under differ- 
ent tariffs, by Mr. Rowland Hazard, a large woolen manufacturer of Rhode 
Island, goes far to confirm this opinion, and to indicate that the wool-growing 
interests would thrive as well, perhaps better, under a free-wool arrangement 
than under a high duty. 

There was s high duty—50 to 60 per cent.—on wool from 1867 to 1872, inclus- 
ive; and yet the wool-clip of the country, instead of increasing under it, ac- 
tually fell off from 177,000,000 pounds to 146,000,000 pounds, In 1872 the duty 
was reduced from 45 to 55 per cent., and the clip began to increase under the 
reduction, growing from 146,000,000 pounds in 1871 to 208,000,000 in 1877. 
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Immediately after the enactment of the high tariff of 1887, says Mr. Hazard, 
“the number of sheep in the great wool-growing States began to decline.” The 
total number in the United States in 1867 was 39,385,000; in 1577 it was only 
35,804,000. a falling off of 3,531,000. 

In Ohio the number ran down from 7,159,000 in 1887 to 3,783,000 in 1878; in Mich- 
igan from 3,473,000 to 2,320,000; in Pennsylvania from 3,230,000 to 1,785,000; in 
New York from 5,117,000 to 1,732,000; in Indiana from 2,783,000 to 1,111,000; in 
Illinois from 2,446,000 to 1,026,000; in Iowa from 1,950,000 to 482,000—the decrease 
in these eight States being from 26,829,000 to 14,761,000, or nearly one-half, 

It is true the number of sheep in the country is now increasing, and has been 
for several years past, but it is under the very wool duty which the Ohio sheep 
farmers complain of as too low. It is now 48,000,000. 

Another curious fact shown by Mr. Hazard’s tables is that the best average 
prices of wool were during the comparative free-trade era from 1857 to 1860, when 
they ranged from 49 to 59 centsa pound. So far fromthe high tariff of 1867 ben- 
9 So wool-grower by enhancing the price of wool, it had the very oppo- 

e effect, 

The price began to decline immediately, and did not recover until the wool 
famine” in 187172. 

Our wool clip at present is valued at $85,000,000, and it is not as much as we 
need by one-half. We require a large amount of woolen clothing, and if we do 
not make it ourselves we must import a portion of it from ab: K 

But it makes no difference to the wool-grower whether the wool we import 
is in a raw state or in the form of manufactured goods ; it competes with home- 
grown wool in the latter form just as much as in the other. 

To secure a good home market for the wool-growers we must encourage the 
manufacture of woolen goods and the 3 of them at home, and this 
ean be more effectually done by admitting wool free of duty than by regen 
— a high duty that manufacturers are not able to pay and compete with foreign 
rivals. 

Besides, the sixty-odd millions of consumers of woolen clothing have some- 
thing to say in the matter; they demand cheaper woolen clothing, and the de- 
mand is certainly reasonable. 


Mr. Chairman, the farmers of Illinois at least think the demand is 
reasonable, and the man who does not comply with the demand will 
be asked the reason why, which he will not be perhaps able to give. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my colleague is not alone in his position on the 
wool question. The eloquent and gifted gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows], the Republican member of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, said in this debate: 

The great wool-growing industry of the country, only in the infancy of its 
development [?], was to be exposed to a “ruinous” foreign competition which 
would surely prove its destruction. The majority tried to delude the people 
into the belief that free wool meant cheap clothing. 

He admitted that wool would be cheaper while our foreign rivals were trying 
to destroy ourindustry, but when they had eliminated from our market the pro- 
duction of 300,000,000 pounds of domestic wool, we would find ourselves bound 
hand and foot at the mercy of the foreign producer. Whatrestraint would there 
be then on his power or cupidity? 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read 
what the Chicago Tribune says of this statement by Mr. BURROWS: 


If Mr. Burrows desires a “parallel” to this absurd and ridiculous ment 
he can find it in the tariff debates of 1857 preceding the sree of the Repub- 
lican act which placed nearly all kinds of wool on the free-list, A few benighted 
Congressmen predicted blue ruin, and “ being bound hand and foot by foreign- 
ers,” as glibly or as hoarsely as Mr. Burrows does now, but the result was that 
during the four years following the free-listing of wool that product commanded 
the sree inaintained prices for any consecutive four years in the ry of the 
country. 

How does Burrows get around that fact. A 75 wool duty was imposed in 
1861, a stron one in 1862, and so on until the ve duties of 1867 
were reach Under the latter wool has sagged down in price, and the num- 

7 in the States between New a and Nebraska decreased nearly 
one-half, of M 


. BuRRows’s own State had in 1867, when the high wool 
amy was im , 4,028,767 sheep, while in 1880, after enjoy ing thirteen years of 
pene on, only 1,930,656 remained alive. How does URROWS explain 

Mr. Burrows ought to know thatthe United States is the only civilized country 
that now thinks of levying an import tax on such a product as wool. No 
country produces all the varieties of wool needed for mixing in making fine 
woolen goods, and hence when the import is free woolen manufacturin a 

t pilpres and the demand even for the home product is „ 

he lack of wool duties has not "ruined ” sheep husbandry in England, France, 

or Germany, and did not in this country when, under virtual free tradein wool, 

prices were better than at presentand better maintained through terms of years 
than they ever were under high protection. 

If Mr. Burrows desires another“ a to his ultra-protectionist ha- 
rangue he can find it in the outeries of when the import duty was taken off 
raw cotton. During the war the cotton manufacturers of Europe found their 
peg tapes raw ma from the United States cut off, and in order to keep their 

going extraordinary and quite successful efforts were made to stimulate 
cotton growing in India, and it was predicted that the competition so developed 
wona overwhelm and ruin the planters of the United States if our ports were 
made free. 

Nevertheless, cotton was put on the free-list in 1867 by a Republican Congress, 
and the results have been satisfactory to everybody concerned. Considerable 
cotton is imported, but it is of varieties not e in the United States, and is 
needed for mixing purposes by our cotton — as would be the case if 
wool were free. 

Mr. Burrows could find another “ lel” to his argument in the howling 
and bawling that took place in 1867, when it was p: to put hides and skins 
on the free-list. The “ruin” of the cattle and calf crop was predicted and start- 
ling arrays of figures were paraded to show the irreparable injury that would 
be inflicted on the country. 

Nevertheless hides were put on the free-list by the same Republican Congress 
that put raw cotton on the list, and the consequence was that boots and 
shoes were cheapened to the whole people, and leather manufacturers were en- 
abled to build up a valuable foreign export trade, increase their product,and 
ie wag far more labor and at better wages, while no injury whatever was done 
to the cattle industry. The export of leather goods last year amounted to $10,- 
436,138 and the year before nine millions. 5 

But conceding for the sake of the argument Bunnowsꝰ's false and foolish claim 
that the wool duty is added to the wool’s price and benefits 5 to 
that extent, why does he pro taxing his constituents four or five times as 
much in the extra cost of their pools goods as they can possibly get from the 


wool duty even as he figures it 
ws’s claim that if the duty were removed sheep husbandry would cease 
in the United States, and after the sheep had all 


ppeared foreign wool- 
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groweis would hold a monopoly and force up the price, is a piece of rot and 
more absurd than the other Congressional chestnuts which BURROWS has been 
airing in the recent debate. See how the record demolishes his false statements 
of “ruin.” For many years preceding 1856 the duty on wool was 30 per cent. 
ad valorem. In 1857 the Republican House agreed to put all wool on the free- 
list except the costliest grades. The average price in Boston from 1847 to 1881 
was thus quoted: 


Year, 


a| 25 to 30 45 
.| 25 to 30 46 
35 to 30 47 
50 to 60 46 
50 to 60 42 
50 ˖0 60 48 

50 to 60 5L 
50 to 60 58 
45 to 55 60 
.| 45 to 55 50 
15 to 55 50 

40 to 55 52 

45 to 55 44 

45 to 55 47 
.| 45 to 55 39 
.| 45 to 55 37 
.| 45 to 55 41 
3 to 55 43 


Now compare the prices of wool under the 30 per cent, protection duties from 
1847 to the time of placing wool on the free-list in 1857. they show that the 
loss of the duty “ ruined” the price of wool, as Mr. BURROWS asserts? Nothing 
ofthe kind. On the contrary, the price increased, while the cost of clothing 
was reduced to the people. 

When the progressingly heavy war duties began to be imposed in 1864, was 
the effect to add the duty to the price of wool? Not at all. Wool declined rather 
than advanced. In what a sorry plight do these facts from the record leave Mr. 
Burrows! 

Mr. Chairman, these two gentlemen speak the opinion of the Repub- 
lican party in this House. Are they correct and will the people sus- 
tain them? I believe not. I believe when wool will be put on the free- 
list—and it will—the result will be a large increase in manufacturing, 
a large addition to the number of operatives employed, and a large in- 
crease to the farmer, and a reduction of more than 25 per cent. in the 
price to the people who have to purchase woolen clothing. 

Mr. Chairman, the passage of the Mills bill by this Congress means 
cheaper clothing, cheaper houses, and cheaper food for the people. It 
means more prosperity to the farmer and laborer. It means the put- 
ting down of monopoliesand trusts. It means the triumphant election 
of Grover Cleveland, this fall, as President of the United States. It 
means the perpetuation of Democratic supremacy, and the eternal prin- 
ciples of truth and justice. [Applause.] 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. SPRINGER having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. LYMAN reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify 
the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue and had come to 
no resolution thereon. 

On motion of Mr. MONTGOMERY (at 10 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the House adjourned until 10 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10011) to increase the pension of 
Elizabeth B. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 10012) for the relief of Mary Ster- 
zel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10013) granting a pen- 
sion to Hezekiah F. Kiester—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10014) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of George W. More—to the Committee on Military 


irs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 10015) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Justin I. Wisner—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. S. T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10016) granting a pension 
to Fidelia E. Mead—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10017) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, abill (H. R. 10018) granting a pension to John R. W. Rose— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10019) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jacob Moog—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: A bill (H. R. 10020) for the relief of 
8 B. Roberts, alias James Brown to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 10021) for the relief of Charles 
Spencer—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 10022) granting a pension to Ellen 
O'Malley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10023) to authorize the 
Cairo and Tennessee River Railroad Company to construct bridges 
across the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WARNER: A bill (H. R. 10024) granting a pension to John 
Hobart—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 10025) for the relief of James 
T. Teeple— the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: A bill (H. R. 10026) granting a pension 
to William N. Edny—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (H. R. 10027) granting a pension to John Schade—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAREY: A bill (H. R. 10028) granting to the Wyominr 
Midland Railway Company the right of way through the Wind Rive. 
or Shoshone Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr, STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10029) for the relief of 
Allard & Crozier—to the Commitee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 


under the rule, and referred as follows: * 7 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Knights of Labor of Corinth, 
Miss., to protect free labor from convict labor—to the Committee on 
Labor. 

By Mr, BACON (by request): Petition of George Winter and others, 
against the employment of convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BARRY: Petition of Mrs. Nancy R. Cavett, of Noxubee 
County, Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BIGGS: Petition of Eliza G. Kennedy, heir of John H. 
Quisenberry, of Mercer County, California, for payment of war claim 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of Jacob Gainey, administrator of Eliza- 
beth Gainey, of Wilkinson County, Georgia, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of Basil H. Marcom, administrator of 
Thomas Marcom, of William A. Markham, and of John D. Horton, 
executor of John Horton, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYNUM: Petition of Emmett Itre and 250 others, citizens 
of Shelby County, Indiana, in favor of the erection of a soldiers’ home 
at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Petition of B. H. Cannon, secretary 
United Order of A. C. and J. Lodge, of Brooklyn, N. Y., to protect 
free labor from convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petitionof Col. N. A. Loganand 24 others, citi- 
zens of Michigantown, Clinton County, Ind., for the establishment of 
a soldiers’ home in Indiana—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers in the claim of N. P. Haiben, and of 
Benjamin Hamilton, of Whitfield County, Georgia—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. COGSWELL: Petition of merchants of Boston, Mass., 
against the passage of Senate bill, No. 977—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. CONGER: Petition of citizens of Adair County, Iowa, for 
the passage of the international copyright bill—to the Committee on 
Patents. : 

Also, petition of postal clerks on the Dubuque and Sioux City Railway, 
for the passage of the Cox bill for the readjustment of salaries of postal 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. CRAIN: A bill authorizing the Brazos River and Channel 
and Dock Company to improve the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petition of Elizabeth Porter, widow of Elias Por- 
ter, of Russellville, Ky., for relief—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of G. W. Feigan, Grand Army of the 
Republic department commander, for an appropriation of $200,000 for 
head-stones—to the Committee on Appropriations. 
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By Mr. GAY: Petition of citizens of Jeanerette, La., in favor of 
House bill 8716 to protect free labor from convict labor—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. HAUGEN (by request): Petition of citizens of Pepin County, 
Wisconsin, for a pension for George W. Moore—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of E. J. Stonebraker and 
33 others, citizens of Hampton, Iowa, in favor of House bill 8716—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of A. P. Lewis and 30 others, citizens 
of the Twenty-fourth district of Pennsylvania, against the reduction 
of the tariff on window-glass—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Iowarailway postal clerks, for the passage 
of the bill to readjust their salaries—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LANDES: Petition of Henry C. Wilfong, late of Company 
K, Fifty-third Indiana Volunteers, for a pension, indorsed by M. W. 
Nanly and 100 others, citizens of Wayne County, IIlinois-to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of A. V. Fisher and 53 others, of Methuen; 
of Ira D. Rodgers and 28 others, of Lynn; of E. G. Knowles and 55 
others, of Lowell; of D. L. Richards and 53 others, of North Dana; 
of C. E. Mann and 69 others, of Lexington; of M. A. Stone and 69 
others, of Reading; and of H, M. Chadwick and 69 others, of Lawrence, 
Mass.; of Edward A. Talpey and 29 others, of Cape Neddick; and of 
Edwin Towne and 77 others, of Waterville, Me.; of J. M. Chaffee and 
69 others, of Staffordsville, Conn.; and of C. W. Preston and 63 oth- 
ers, of Boston, Vt., in favor of bill introduced by Mr. LODGE for re- 
peal of duties on sugar and molasses—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of railway postal clerks of Iowa, in favor 
of the passage of the bill to readjust their salaries—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Knights of Labor of Council Bluffs, Iowa, to pro- 
tect free labor from convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McADOO: Petition of Knights of Labor, and of the Pioneer 
Labor Association, of Jersey City, N. J., to protect free labor from con- 
vict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Joseph C. Keller, of Frederick 
County, Maryland, for payment of his war claim—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of T. H. Conon, administrator of Al- 
fred O. Conon, of Marshall County, Mississippi, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MORROW: Memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal, for the establishment of a national quarantine station 
at San Francisco—to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, memorial of the same, for an immediate appropriation of $850,- 
000 for a post-office site at San Francisco, Cal.—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, memorial of the same, recommending an appropriation for the 
survey of public lands in California—to the Committee on Appropria- 
ti 


ons. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Petition of Local Assembly No, 3606, Knights 
of Labor, of Raleigh, N. C., to protect free labor from convict labor— 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. PEEL: Memorial of Loyal Creek Indians—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. > 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Mrs. M. A. Bauman and Louisa Teu- 
fel, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of the Minnesota Academy of Medicine, 
urging that instruments, scientific apparatus, medical books and ma- 
terials, etc., be placed on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. RUSK: Petition of Local Assembly 1466, Knights of Labor, 
of Baltimore, Md., in favor of House bill No. 8716 to protect free labor 
from convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Petition of members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Women’s Relief Corps, and Sons of Veterans, of Silver Lake, 
Ind., for the establishment of a soldiers’ home in Indiana—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of the Cotton Exchange of 
Houston, Tex., in relation to the sale of options on cotton and other 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Petition of John H. Harris, for pay- 
‘ment of his war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Mary E. Walter, of William- 
son County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the inter- 
nal-revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. KELLEY: Of 111 citizens of Philadelphiae, 

By Mr. O'DONNELL: Of G. V. Collins, of Charlott Mich. 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BINGHAM» Of members of the West Philadelphia Rifle and 
Gun Club, of Philadelphia, Pa. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Of professors, teachers, and advanced students in 
the Museum of Com tive Zoology, of Harvard College. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of Edward Donohoe and others, citizens of 
Greensburgh, Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GOFF: Of A. McCoy and others, of West Virginia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of W. S. Williams and 24 others, citizens of East 
Roxbury, Vt. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of citizens of New Jersey. 


The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of John Chalfant and other ex-soldiers of 
Fayette and Washington Counties, Pennsylvania. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 
on Mr. PUGSLEY: Of 52 citizens of Fayette and Clinton Counties, 

0. 
By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of 121 citizens of Winona, Dodge, and 
Wabasha Counties, Minnesota. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 18, 1888. 


The House met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who stated that 
the Speaker was unavoidably absent, and directed the reading of the 
following communication: 

SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 18, 1888. 
I hereby dèsignate Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN to preside at the session of the 


House y. 
JNO. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. JoHN B. CLARK, 


Clerk House of Representatives. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read in part. 

On motion of Mr. MCKINLEY, the reading of the remainder of the 
Journal was dispensed with. i 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

Mr. HOOKER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 

ten days, on account of important business. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

On motion of Mr. MILLS the reference of bills and communications 
upon the Speaker’s table was postponed until to-morrow. 

Mr, MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order, and I move 
that the morning hour for the call of committees for reports be dis- 
pensed with. : 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to prent from committees may send them to the Clerk’s desk 
and have them duly referred. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FILING OF REPORT. 
The following report was filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s desk: 
RELIEF OF SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. BROWER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9956) for the relief of certain soldiers and 
sailors of the late war; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of bills raising reve- 
nue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to the 
collection of the revenue, 
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Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, the hi duty of the 
statesman in this country, where we proceed upon theory of the 

uality of man, is to assist as best he may in maintaining the equality 
of the nation’s forces. It is for the reason that within the last few 
years, and following close upon the heels of a mighty martial struggle 
wherein the further perfection of our fandamental idea of government 
was the leading thought, we have drifted unwittingly, at least on the 
part of the masses, into a species of class legislation that is discrimina- 
ting between the industries of men, thus nullifying the fruits of the 
victories we have gained in the direction of legally equalizing men, and 
subverting the underlying principles of our Government, that I have 
been an attentive and interested listener to the debate that has been 
in progress upon the measure pending before the House. 

The discussion has already taken a wide range, and the inspiring feat- 
ure of it is found in the fact that this discussion of tariff reform, so 
quietly begun, is destined to widen until it embraces the whole brood 
of tariffs of every description in this tariff-ridden country. And this 
debate is none the less important for the reason that it was inaugurated 

‘in the interest of relief from but one of the important tariffs of the 
long list of unjust tariffs that are inflicted upon the people of this coun- 
try in the interest of special lines of business and industries. This 
discussion is not only serving a great purpose in exposing these various 
tariffs, levied in the interest of the few upon the many, in their proper 
character and nature, and showing them all akin, being of a common 
paren greed, and sustained by a common method, the elimination 
of the principle of competition from the commerce of the country; but 
it is important in this, that it is stripping the mask from the face of 
fraudulent pretense and placing individuals as well as parties before 
the people for what they are rather than for what they profess to be. 
Through this debate and the discussion that it will inevitably lead to 
throughout the country there will be thrown a flood of light where 
light has long been sorely needed; and in this light the people of this 
country will see the real issues in which they are interested and be the 
better enabled to draw a line between their friends and their foes with- 
out accepting 8 Ger conclusive the party label on the sleeve. 

And in the light that must come from a discussion of this tariff ques- 
tion in all its varied forms party lines will be reformed and political 
organizations will come to stand for living, vital, modern questions as 
well as sacred memories, and the beginning of the end of the days of 
the politician who has exalted past party virtue for the sole purpose of 
obscuring the present vicious methods in vogue everywhere in the com- 
merce of the country will have come. í 

The t battle between monopoly and competition has begun, and 
in my judgment will be waged until the propie shall have gained well- 
defined victory with practical and enduring beneficial results over the 
commercial monsters that have been too largely dominating the coun- 
try, dictating its officiary, and shaping its legislation. 

Grave abuses exist every where in the name of commerce, and through 
these abuses colossal fortunes, aggregating an undue proportion of the 
nation’s wealth, have been placed in the hands of a few individuals at 
the expense of the many. 

And thus, in this Republic, founded on the oe of the equality 
of all men and industries before the law, we find that the grossest in- 
equalities of the nation’s forces have been built up through great com- 
mercial agencies exercising unrestrainedly in their right as their own 
private property the sovereign powers of the Government, which belong 
alone to the whole people. 

This sovereign power of the people has been let to the banks to con- 
trol the people's money, to therailroads to control the transportation of 
the people’s commerce, to the telegraph to control the transmission and 
dissemination of the people’s news, and to the jobbers and the manu- 
facturers to control the prices of the people’s food and clothing and the 
other necessities of life, until we find the Government an indorser with- 
out profit in all these gigantic agencies wielded by individual hands, 

eas by individual heads, in the sole interest of strictly private 


tjzens. 

This class of men, panoplied with the usurpation of this sovereign 
power, have so far abused their trust as to be wrongfully extorting from 
the body of the people and porog into their own private coffers more 
than a billion annually of the people's hard-earned money. This mon- 
strous condition of affairs has borne its legitimate fruit, and weseespring- 
ing up everywhere as the hateful progeny of this usurpation innumera- 
ble modern monsters, known as trusts,““ all like their more 
ble, and for that reason more dangerous, predecessors, sired by greed 
and damed by contrivance that eliminates from American commerce the 
vital principle of honest competition. And through the demoralization 
that has resulted from this course of commercial conduct we have reached 
a point where lead in the dice represents the genius of American enter- 

and the Government of the United States is looked to as the com- 
mon agent to place thediceor keep watchful ward over the agency that 
does. And all this in the sacred name of the development of the com- 
merce and the industries of the country and to protect American Iabor. 
No business enterprise in this day of pools, tariffs, and trusts is regarded 
as worthy the attention of a really great business man that does not 
afford its proprietor some undue advantage over his competitors and his 
customers, enabling him to drive the former out of business and to com- 


pel the latter to deal with him on such terms as he shall dictate with 
no es limitation on his greed than his own sense of policy may sug- 
ges 

That this principle is as actively present under the practical opera- 
tion of a tariff levied with a view to protection as it is under the oper- 
ations of a.pooling arrangement between railroad companies or trust 
combines, by which they forestall the market value of the articles and 
commodities in which they deal, is so self-evident that it needs no 
proof. In both instances the object is the extinction Sf compot don, 
and the difference between the two is one of degree m by the 
distance each halts short of reaching a point of absolute prohibition. 
That one relates to foreign and the other to domestic trade can make 
no sort of difference so far as the principle of discrimination is con- 
cerned. All concede that as to domestic affairs the principle is odi- 
ous and not to be tolerated, but as to foreign affairs some contend 
that itis a blessing for which we should all be devoutly thankful. 
That there is a distinction between being extorted from by home-folk 
and those you know and by foreigners and mere strangers, I am will- 
ing to concede; but that there is such a distinction as to convert that 
which is crime in the former to benefaction in the latter I most em- 
phatically deny, and I need only call up the farmer of the West, and 
especially those in the district which I have the honor to represent, 
who are paying the coupons of pool and protection agents, which are 
contrived on and clipped from every industry and calling they pursue, 
in order to furnish an unbroken line of testimony in support of the 
proposition I here afirm. A more fertile and Heaven-favored country 
Godin His most generous mood never made than that which the farmers 
of the West occupy; and amore honest, intelligent, sober, economical, 
and industrious people can not be found among the civilized peoples of 
the earth than are to-day tilling the soil of this great fertile West. 

But notwithstanding Heaven’s favor and their own inherent virtue, 
the balance of trade is against that section of country, and the mort- 
gages that plaster the homes of the people stand for the difference, and 
represent the price they pay through one protective contrivance and 
another, like the pool, for the development of every ‘‘home ” industry 
save their own. They pay the extortionate rates of the railroad pool, 
the telegraph pool, the insurance pool, the coal pool, the coal-oil pool, 
the corn pool, the wheat pool, the lumber pool, the salt pool, the sugar 
pool, the manufacturers’ pool, the jobbers’ pool, and the various other 
pools of this pool-cursed country, and then, in consequence of the neces- 
sities created by this series of exhaustive processes, they are compelled 
to borrow their own money back from another class of pool agents at 
extortionate rates of interest. This is the same principle that our pro- 
tection friends grow so fervidly eloquent about as it works in that por- 
tion of our country characterized by some Eastern friend, no doubt an 
ardent protectionist, as the ‘‘rowdy West.” 

Our farmers in the West are more and more coming to understand 
that the beauties of protection, as portrayed by its advocates, relate to 
the condition of those who are the beneficiaries of the system, and not 
to those who foot the bills. But do not understand from what I here 
say, as to the balance of trade being against the farmers of the West 
and as to mortgages that rest upon their homes to mect that balance, 
that the people of that section of the country are in a forlorn and hope- 
less condition. I mean nothing of the kind. The farmers of the West 
are a proud, and, considering their condition, a prosperous people, and 
with a fair fighta great future before them. But what Ido mean tosay is 
that there is unjust discrimination against them; that there are unjust 
and onerous limitations placed upon them and their industry, and that 
the contest that they are engaged in with the agents of the protective 
pools of the country, backed by the 3 power of the Govern- 
ment, is an unequal contest. And it is for the reason that the discus- 
sion of that phase of protection involved in the pending measure will 
arrest the attention of the public and lead to the discussion of protec- 
tion jn general that I hail with unfeigned pleasure the present debate. 

en the smoke of battle shall have lifted from the field and the 
people calmly and dispassionately consider the facts as they shall then 
appear, they will see that a pool is a pool; that a trust is a trust; that 
protection is protection, whether relating to foreign or domestic con- 
cerns, the leading, vital principle of the life of all of them being the 
extinction of the principle of competition. Protection without proper 
restraint means monopoly, and both mean death to the most vital and 
efficacious principle of American commerce—competition, Competition 
means fair play, monopoly means foul play; and it means foul play on 
the highest authority, for it surrounds men with conditions of tempta- 
tion that subvert all honesty and lead us up to where we can appreciate 
as never before, perhaps, the full foree and meaning of that portion ot 
the Lord’s Prayer which prescribes the absence of temptation as the 
condition on which man shall gain the kingdom of heaven. But as 
odious as the principle may be, its application may be at times, and 
doubtless is as necessary in the complex affairs of state as the deadly 
poisons are necessary in the practice of the life-saving science of medi- 
cine. 

But happily for the country the time has come when the farmers of 
the great West have such time for thought and action with reference to 
their own affairs as to see to it that a line of policy is marked out that 
has a tendency to equalize the burdens and the benefits between the 
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different sections of the country and the industries peculiar to each. 
And speaking for myself as a citizen of one of the great commonwealths 
of the West, which I have the honor in part to represent, I will say 
that the West will meet this question in the broad-minded, generous 
spirit with which she has ever come to the discharge of all her duties 
to the Republic, but in so doing she will endeavor to disabuse the minds 
of our Eastern protection friends of the impression they seem to have 
gained, from the expressions of Western representatives with Eastern 
ideas, that we are such dull, obtuse, and easily deceived people as not 
to be able to tell a burden from a blessing, and that in acquiescing in 
the policy of a tariff for revenue with incidental protection we are doing 
it in obedience to duty, undeceived by the sophistries of the modern 

rotectionist, who is ready to ascribe to his idol all the blessings that 
have come to man in this goodly-land. The matter of tax-paying is 
business and not pleasure, and no amount of sophistry can make it 
seem otherwise. 

The Secretary of the Treasury estimates the needs of the Government 
for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1888, and ending June, 1889; at 
$326,530,000. He also estimates that there will come into the Treasury 
within that time from— 0 


Customs duties... 8 8228, 000, 000 
Internal revenue á 
All other sources 


markable fact that the entire history of protective legislation, so far as 
my research goes, fails to disclose a single instance where the wages of 
the Jaborer in a given industry were increased by reason of the imposi- 
tion of an import duty or the increase of a duty already imposed. 

It is true that as to this question, as to most others, they present col- 
umns of figures showing that wages in this country are higher than in 
other countries, and then presumptuously claim the difference asa trophy 
of protection. And while there is no proof that the tariff has anything 
to do with the increase of wages, there are many circumstances, like the 
varying wages in adjacent cities with the same tariff conditions, that 
abundantly prove that the lion’s share of the benefits (as is notably 
shown in the steel-works of Edgar Thomson) given the American man- 
ufacturer goes into the pockets of the rich proprietor, Among the lead- 
ing and prime conditions which account for the greater wages American 
laborers receive over foreign laborers is in the superiority of American 
labor, and on that point I submit as high protective authority an ex- 
tract from a letter by Hon. W. M. EVARTS, then Secretary of State and 
now a Republican United States Senator from New York, transmitting 
to Congress May 17, 1879, the consular reports on the state of labor in 
Europe. He says: 

The praago American workman performs from one and one-half to twice as 


much work in a given time as the average European workman. This is so im- 
portant a point in connection with our.ability to compete with the cheap labor 


Tos an wy, | Manufactures of Europe, and it seems at first thought so strange, that I will 
Wesen TTT ~ $83,000,000 | trouble you with somewhat lengthy quotations from the reports in support 
being $56,470,000 in excess of theneeds of the Government for the ensu- | thereof. * * * 


For the first time our manufactures are now assuming international propor- 
tions. At a time of universal depression we have met those nations w. held 
a monopoly of the world’s markets, met them in their strongholds, ete. * * * 
Within the last fifteen years we have demonstrated our ability by the brilliant 
development of our own resources to exclude by honest competition foreign 
manufactures to a large extent from our shores, 

But if this superiority of American labor over the pauper labor of 
Europe did not more than account for the difference in wages, still 
American manufacturer would have no cause of complaint against the 
pending bill, as the per cent of duty imposed on every article is in every 
instance largely in excess of the per cent. which the labor represents in 
the article produced in this country. 

Making protection to American labor the leading ground for asking 
laws protecting them from foreign competition with the cheap products 
of pauper labor, the American people have consented to take upon 
themselves the great burden of adding, as the Jaw stands at present, 47 
per cent. to the price of the whole range of dutiable articles, which, 
taking the estimated value of such articles at $2,500,000,000, and one- 
half the duty as added to the price, we have the enormous sum, in 
round numbers, of about $600,000,000 that the American laborer should 
receive. The following table of statistics, prepared by Mr. Seaton, 
Superintendent of the Tenth Census, and extended to show the present 
and p d tariff rates by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
Masi, demonstrates the fact that as to the articles named in the 
table labor receives only 16.9 percent., while the per cent. of protec- ` 
tion demanded for it by the manufacturer and generously accorded by 


ing year. 

All, or nearly all, agree that there should be such a recast of the 
revenue laws of the country as to leavethatexcess of $56,470,000 in the 
pockets of the men whose rightful property it is. 

All, or nearly all, agree that the obligations of the Government, 
economically administered, are the just measure of taxation. 

To meet these obligations is stern business, and no array of figures 
nor labyrinths of statistics can obscure the fact that the identical people 
who pay this great sum of $326,530,000 are the people who buy the 
articles on which this burden directly and indirectly rests. This much 
is clear, and the protectionist, feeling that the burden is on him to do 
so, in view of this mighty contribution to his business of $228,000,000 
by the consumers of his goods, endeavors to show by one intellectual 
invention and another that each of these contributors to protection 
has had a benefit in the development of home industries and the in- 
creased wages of labor. 

Concede this statement to be literally true, and it is the most non- 
sensical investment that a people ever made, of two hundred and 
twenty-eight millions of money. Look at a few figures and contem- 
plate a few facts deducible therefrom, and you will reach the conclu- 
sion that as a mere investment the proprietors of this cash had better 
bought stock in the Standard Oil Trust or have started a new one on 
their own hook. According to the Tenth Census— l 


The whole population was. „50, 185, 783 


Total number engaged in manufactures and mining +. 8,837,112 | the people amounts to 69 per cent.: i 
Weir PER VEA O ͤ sevice peeedeaG . 46,348, 671 | Table, compiled from the Tenth Census, showing value of various manufact- 


ured products, per cent. of labor cost, rate of duty existing and pro- 


Here we have 46,348,671 people paying $186,522,065 of money to 1 
posed. 


maintain an increasein the wages of 3,837,112, orat the rate of $48.61 +- 
per head for every man, woman, and child thus employed, or $4.02 
pe head for the 46,348,671; or for the Congressional district which I 

ve the honor to represent, the farmers would have paid the enor- 
mous sum of $683,400 for the development of industries they did not 
own and to increase the wages of people they did not employ. And 
on the estimates of this year by the Secretary of the Treasury the 
amount of import duties will reach $228,000,000, which will amount 


oroen 
of bee 
Present tar- 

iff, 
Proposed 

rate, 


P 


Per ct. | Per ct. 


to $4.27 for every man, woman, and child in the United States, or | Carpets. . . . . $31,792,802 | $6,835,218 | 21.5 47 30 
$725,900 for my Congressional district. But we can not concede | Cotton goods... 210,950,383 | 45,614,419 | 21.6 50 40 
only momentarily for the sake of argument the claims of the protec- | Nolte nuts, ete... op lhea eee rb a — 
tionists. Our farmers know that as a common contribution to our 3 —— 141 1. 788.250 iss 20 25 
country the development of industries in which they have no pecuniary —— 653,900 44,714} 6.8) 194 97 
interest is something to be proud of, but they know that glory as a bre $56,608 <<. — = 
diet is exceedingly thin, and that as raiment itis too diaphanic for the | Wool ats. 8,516,569 | 1,893,215 22.2 5 40 
i i 160,608, 721 392| 16. 
temperaturë in which they live to be of any value. 885858 — TIY fek N = — 


And, Mr. Chairman, as to the claim that protection increases the 
price of labor, I have something to say. In the first place I deny that 
we are indebted to the tariff in any degree for the difference in wages 
in this country and in Europe. And in the second place, conceding 
for argument’ sake the point, I deny that the pending measure pro- 
poses any such reduction of duties on imports as to interfere in the 
slightest degree with the wages of those employed in this country in 
the production of dutiable articles, and on these points I desire to sub- 
mit proot which, in my judgment, conclusively sustains them both. 
The higher wages paid labor in this country are due to several causes, 
and none of those the tariff, for while on that specious pretext the 
manufacturers have been protected to an extent that enabled them to 
execute their purpose, they have, in every instance, proved recreant to 
their professions of friendship to labor, and have taken the proceeds of 
the protective legislation, generously given them in the interest of their | less offensive and provocative in his treatment of his victims, 
workmen, and coolly put it in their on pockets; and as the absence of |’ Here he stands as the exponent of a system that has filched from the 
evidence is sometimes as strong as affirmative proof, I point to the re- | people hundreds of millions annually on one false pretense and another, 


This exhibit discloses the fact that the manufacturers have not dealt 
in good faith with this question, and that they have cheated both the 
people and their employés, or, in other words, are guilty of obtaining 
money under false pretenses. On this estimate they have retained 52.1 
per cent. of the amount granted them on account of labor, and the mild 
form of punishment they receive at the hands of the pending measure, 
whichis characterized by the protectionist advocatesas ‘‘an assault upon 
home industries,” is a reduction of duties to such a point only as leaves 
them an average of 40.7 per cent., or 23.8 per cent. more than the aver- 
age wages the manufacturers are now paying theiremployés. Itwould 
seem that on this showing the American manufacturer, tempering his 

with prudence, would be less presumptuous in his demands and 


* 


4376 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 18, 


not only not offering to make any restitution to the laboring men of 


these millions whose property it equitably and rightfully is, but is 
fighting with the desperation of a wild beast to prevent any modifica- 
tion of this t burden of extortion in the future. Protectionists 
might as well understand that this fight is on to a finish, and that there 
will be no rest in this country until this system of plundering the 
American people in the name of American labor shall be torn, root and 
branch, from our revenue policy and cast out forever. And certainly 
every laboring man in whose name this outrage is committed is inter- 
ested in seeing this end accomplished, or at least in secing that there is 
a division of the spoils in harmony with the conditions on which it is 


rocured. - 

i In truth, evidence Pea, pe on every hand that the manufacturer, 
the capitalist, and not the laborer, is the beneficiary of our protective 
system. Were it not so, Mr. Chairman, instead of bringing into this 
country in great numbers pauper laborers of Europe to take the place 
of American laborers, our protection friends would join in the move- 
ment to put a high protective duty on such labor importations and thus 
show themselves not only the friends of the laboring man but consistent 
protective tariff advocates. 

And the laboring man is not such a fool as not to know that it is a 
much graver crime against him and his family to import pauper labor 
to drive him out of business or bring him down to starvation wages than 
it is to import merely the product of that pauper labor. Hundreds of 
thousands of dollars are spent by these protected industries in prepar, 
ing arguments bristling with statistics to show the blessings of taxing 
one class of people to sustain the business of another class of people, 
and great enterprise and ingenuity, without regard to expense, is ex- 
hibited in placing these arguments where they will do the most good. 

They are made to appear as original matter in an editorial way, as 
the disinterested sentiments of the editor, and they are sent in season 
and out the year round into the homes of the farmers and others of 
their victims in order to hold them ina state of repose. But when the 
argument has ended there appears but one fact beyond the realm of 
doubt, and that is the fact that the consumers of dutiable articles in 
this country, whether they be foreign or domestic, pay in excess of 
what they would have to pay but for the tariff, the tariff duty what- 
ever it may be, whether 47 per cent. as now, or moreor less. In other 
words, if the tariff is at the rate of 47 per cent. of the value of dutiable 

the consumers pay an excess of 47 per cent. over and above what 
they would pay but for the tariff. The importer adds the tariff among 
other items to the cost of his goods, and then meets the price fixed by 
the American merchants on his goods, and thus the consumers in each 
instance pay the enhanced price, and if the amount required by con- 
sumers be three billions, one billion four hundred and ten million rep- 
resents the price they have paid to aid home industries. Of course 
these figures may not be correct in every instance, but they are approxi- 
mately so as a basis of calculation for all practical purposes in illus- 
trating in greater or less degree the sum of the burden borne by the 
American people in the name of protection to American industries, 

Vehement denial that the duty is added to the cost and specious ar- 
guments to show that dutiable articles are produced in this country as 
cheaply as abroad are all, no matter how plausible, tainted with fraud, 
doubt, and great uncertainty, in view of a few established facts about 
which there never has been any doubt. And the skeptic is altogether 
pardonable, for he sees the American manufacturer spending hundreds 
of thousands of dollars to keep the European manufacturer out of the 
American market, and he sees the European manufacturer so eager to 
get into this market that he is willing to pay about $225,000,000 per 
annum for the mere chance of having his products ex in our mar- 
kets. The American manufacturer is fleecing his victims at such a rate 
that the European manufacturer can afford to pay $225,000,000 per 
annum for a stand in our market-place. This is a condition and nota 
theory. And while there is but one single fact about which there is no 
controversy, and that the fact that the consumers of the classes of arti- 
cles subject to duty pay the duty, all else as to offsets and the like being 
mere speculation on the part of the protectionist, the wiser and safer 
practice is to hold fast to the path marked out by the fathers of the Re- 
publican party before the various protected interests had assumed such 
vast proportions and had gained as undue and as dangerous a power over 
the minds of men as they have over the commerce and industries of the 
country. 

The Republican party recognized this rule and applied it in legis- 
lation, and if their voice could be heard to-day a vast majority of the 
people (of Iowa at least) would declare in favor of a tariff for reve- 
nue, with incidental protection, in such sum as, added to the internal- 
revenue taxes paid in under existing laws, would meet the just obli- 
. of the Government, honestly and economically administered. 

hen I ask my neighbor to pay me $2 for an article, the product of 
my labor, that he can buy across the way for $1, there rests on me a 
decisive burden to explain to my neighbor how on business principles 
he can afford to do that thing, and the explanation will be y in 
the nature of the venerable and often-told story in which a white 
man and an Indian and a turkey and a buzzard were the leading char- 
acters. Of the $228,000,000, the estimate of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the receipts of the Government for the ensuing year from tariff 


duties, 100,000,000 at least will be paid by the farmers, estimating 
their numbers at the moderate sum of 44 per cent. of the population 
of the United States; and they will pay it because they have to pay it 
as good citizens, and not for the reason that they regard it a privilege 
and a blessing. 

They know they must bear their just proportion of the tax, and that 
to pay it in this disguised way, when they have some voice in deter- 
mining the amount of it, more or less, as they will to buy more or less of 
dutiable articles, is perhaps quite as satisfactory as to pay a fixed sum 
over the Treasurer’s counter, as they do as to Slate and county taxes, 
and which if not paid exposes their property to distraintand sale. But 
the tax-payers of the Eighth Iowa district, which I have the honor to 
represent, in paying $725,900, their proportion of the $228,000,000, the 
estimate for the current year, will demand that there be such a reduc- 
tion of the revenues as will bang this enormous burden to the smallest 
possible amount. And the people of Iowa are in such earnest mood on 
this and kindred subjects that no amount of sophistry as to benefits ac- 
cruing from protection nor juggling as to the non-partisan character of 
the question will induce them to fi holding individuals mally 
responsible for their official actiof. A Representative will not this 
year be permitted to vote with the trusts and then plead in his defense 
that his action was not political action. 

e has large and well-trained majorities, held together by force 
of habit, from long association and prejudice, and other than by prin- 
ciple, will return an Iowa member this year who, on any pretext, does 
not yote for a reduction of the ‘excessive taxation that, in connection 
with other drains from other protected industries, is draining Iowa 
annually of her substance and putting $100,000,000 per annum in 
the Treasury more than is needed to meet the obligations of the Gov- 
ernment, From long suffering the people have been seeking light, 
and, in my judgment, the time has come when the cry of ‘‘free trade” 
and British gold” will no longer divert the attention of the tax- 
payer from the hand that, during the diversion thus created, glides 
deftly into his breeches pocket. 

The nation is at peace within its own borders and with the world. 
We have had now more than three years’ Democratic administration, 
and there is no rent in the flag and no stoppage of Union soldiers’ pen- 
sions or payment of the rebel debt. The time has come when the peo- 
ple can look after their own private interests, as contradistinguished 
from public affairs, without en the public weal. There is no 
longer any call to 1 for public interests. If the regu- 
lation of the tariff, the railroads, the telegraphs, the banks, and the 
trusts are not political and party questions, the people will make them 
party questions, and men who wish to remain in public life that do not 
seek to find some way of putting these institutions on an equality with 
the ignored farmers, who stand for one-half—and the better half—of 
the industry of this country, to the end that the hundreds of millions 
that the farmers are now paying in extortionate rates into custom-honses, 
railroad and telegraph offices, and banks, will be notified that their 
services are ro longer wanted. 

One of the most forceful schemes on the part of this combination of 
interests against the people has been the non-partisan dodge by which 
they (the pool agents) have maintained the equality of political forces 
by keeping one party as deep in the mire as the other in the mud, and 
the people left without any inducement to change their party relations. 
In my own State, where I am familiar with men and methods, the au- 
dacity of the corporation bosses, who associate themselves with .the 
dominant party for the purpose of directing its course in the interest 
of monopolistic power, is largely born of the fact that a few leadersad- 
mitted to the councils of the minority share with them in their devo- 
tion to monopoly as well as in the spoils that follow such devotion. 

TARIFF. 

For the purpose of opening up the way for men who want the bene- 
fits of belonging to party, and also want the benefits that accrue from 
doing those things that are in violation of party promises and party 
tradition, an ingenious way has been opened up that is worthy of tho 
inventive ingenuity of the pool agents of the day. The declaration has 
gone out that the tariff is not a political question, and that therefore 
no party sin can be committed in relation to it, let the action of the 
individual be what it may. That this will prove as weak as most of 
the other propositions the agents of monopoly seek to sustain their 
cause with will appear when it is stated that according to Worcester’s 
dictionary politics is defined as the science or the art of government, 
or the administration of national or public affairs; that part of ethics 
which consists in the knowledge or practice of conducting the various 
affairs of a State or nation.“ It strikes me that raising the revenues 
isa of the various affairs“ involved in conducting the affairs 
of the State or nation.“ If on the leading question in politics, com- 
mitted to the leading committee of the House, and whose chairman is 
conceded to be the leader of the House, party lines can not be drawn, 
it is astrong point made in support of the common charge, now so fre- 
quently heard everywhere, that parties have outlived their useful- 
ness and are only able to draw the lines on historical questions, always 
breaking on all questions affecting banks, railroads, telegraphs, trusts, 
and other Government-aided enterprises that are making private mer- 
chandise of the sovereign power of the people. The tariff question is a 
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ponio question, and the Republican party has so recognized it, and 
a well-defined position with reference to it, notwithstanding the 
fact that some of its self-constituted leaders are trying to harness it up 


in the interest of monopoly. The party faith, as formulated in its plat- 
forms and through the utterances of party leaders, as well as the gen- 
eral line of legislation it has enacted sincè it came to power, bind the 
rty to the policy of a tariff for reyenue so adjusted as to encourage 
ome industry. In view of the fact that the Constitution limits the 
tariff to the revenue needs of the Government, and the further consid- 
eration, of a practical nature in the working out of that policy under 
the constitutional limitation, that the annual receipts from tariff are 
now about $225,000,000, and that Senator SHERMAN, a protectionist, 
and probably, from his long experience in public affairs of a financial 
character, the highest authority in the land, said, ina speech delivered 
in 1869, that— 


The wit Vo args could not possibly devise a tariff that would yield $140,000,000 
in gold without amply protecting our domestic industry— 


there does not seem to be any other tenable ground for the party to 
stand on. The whole history of the party as a party shows this. The 
Whig party was the original tariff party in this country, and Henry 
Clay was the oracle and idol of his party in general and on that ques- 
tion in a special sense. Henry Clay, advocating this position from the 
standpoint of a patriot and as to its effect upon the whole country, 
asked for a temporary protective tariff for our American industries dur- 
ing their infancy, which is the exact position of General James A. Gar- 
field (the last President the Republican party elected), as he defined 
his position on this question as being in favor of such protection as 
would lead to free trade. When the Whig party went into bankruptcy 
the Republican jer fell heir to the assets, and especially to its posi- 
tion on the tariff; and consequently President Garfield was voicing the 
organic law of his party on the tariff when he declared himself in favor 
of only such protection as would lead to free trade. 

Chester A. Arthur, elected as Vice-President upon the ticket with 
Garfield, and whose admirable administration as Garfield’s successor 
received the cordial indorsement of his party and made it possible for 
his party to prolong its power, declared in his last annual message in 
favor of— 
such tariff reductions as may seem advisable when the result of recent reve- 
nue laws and commercial treaties shall have shown in what quarters those re- 
ductions may be most judiciously effected. 

The recent revenue laws“ he there referred to as the result of the 
revision of 1883 were followed by increased, instead of reduced reve- 
nues, adding fresh force to his recommendation and proving the sound- 
ness of his political views. President Arthur’s policy was the party 
policy, and that was, only such import duties as, taken in connection 
with the revenue from other existing sources, were needed to meet 
the obligations of the Government honestly administered. 

The protection spoken of in the party platforms was the protection 
that came from a wise adjustment of the duties imposed. 

President Arthur had three Secretaries of the Treasury—Charles J. 
Folger, of New York, an Eastern State; and General Gresham and Hugh 
McCulloch, of Indiana, a Western State—and all three were able and 
trusted leaders of the Republican party, and all three were outspoken 
for tariff reform. 

Secretary Folger, in his report for 1883, recommended 

That the duties upon the articles used or consumed by those who are the least 
able to bear the burden of taxation should be reduced. 

And Secretary McCulloch, in pointing out in his report the proper 
way in which to do this, said: 

1. That the existing duties upon raw materials which are to be used in man- 


ufacture should be removed. 
2. That the duties upon the articles used or consumed by those who are the 


least able to bear the burden of taxation should be reduced. 


Again I desire to call attention to the fact, in order to emphasize it 
as it deserves in these days, when the launching of the mere epithet 
of ‘‘ free-trader’’ is expected to successfully degrade the work of tariff 
reform, that President Arthur’s administration was not only a Repub- 
lican administration but one that won exceptional commendation from 
his party, that found warm and generous expression in the resolutions 
of every party State convention held that year. Mr. Arthur’s admin- 
istration was but executing Republican principles in compliance with 
the Republican platforms; and the Chicago Tribune, the leading Re- 
publican newspaper in the United States, when measured by its devo- 
tion to the masses as against special interests, puts the situation ina 
nutshell and voices the sentiments of its party in the West when it 
says: 

Thus the last Republican administration anticipated by four years the recom- 
mendation just made to Congress by Mr. Cleveland and laid down the precise 
doctrine which, coming from a Democratic President, is now expected to excite 
the abhorrence of Republicans, 

And passing from national to State aftairs, I find that the record of 
the Republican party in Iowa is well defined as being for tariff with in- 
cidental protection; and in proof of this allegation I will submit the 
platform utterances of the party, as I have them at hand, until at an 
unfortunate moment monopolistic power largely dominated the State 
and, taking advantage of the great diversion from its machinations 
created by the agitation of the prohibitory question, stole into the party 


piatom in 1883 a paragraph declaring against any tinkering with the 
tari - 

I have been a Republican from my youth up, following, in peace and 
war, the fortunes of my party banner without breach of discipline dur- 
ing all these years, save in two instances, the most notable one being 
when I gave my somewhat cordial support to the candidacy of an in- 
dependent Republican. How many of my brethren on this side of the 
House can say as much? And, however much my action in these in- 
stances may be open to criticism by that class of Republicans who have 
just made their last return from their latest escapade into the Demo- 
cratic party, it does not alter the record of the Republican party in my 
State nor my familiarity with it as a party to it. And I shall proceed 
to present it to the House. 

In 1871 the Republican State convention declared— 


That while we favor a just and reasonable degree of protection to all branches 
of American industry against foreign competition, we are unalterably opposed 
to any system of legislation which favors one section of the country or depart- 
ment of industrial enterprise at the expense of another, and therefore advocate 
such protection only as a fairly adjusted revenue tariff will afford. 


In 1873— 


That we demand a general revision of the 
us free salt, iron, lumber, cotton and woolen 
to a revenue basis only, 


In 1875— 

That we favor a tariff for revenue, so adjusted as to encourage home industry, 

In 1877— 

That we favor a wisely adjusted tariff for revenue. 

In 1878— 

That we favor a wisely adjusted tariff for revenue, 

In 1879 the very same words occur in the eighth paragraph of the 
Republican platform. And as late as 1880 the then Republican gov- 
ernor of Iowa put a paragraph in his inaugural message speaking in 
hostile terms against the prohibitory duty of $28 on steel rails as being 
a grievous burden on the farmers, by making railroad building more 
expensive and transportation of their products higher, and asking the 
Legislature to memorialize Congress to reduce or abolish the duty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, soon after this corporate power in Iowa politics 
became bold, and even insolent, and when it could not control conven- 
tions and put such planks in the platform as it desired, it went to the 
Legislature and accomplished what it had failed to accomplish with 
delegates at conventions fresh from the country. A great change, how- 
ever, has taken place within the party within the last two years. The 
party, enraged by the shameful manner in which it had been misrep- 
resented in a legislative way, arose in its might and displaced the re- 
creant public servants in such decisive numbers that the last Legisla- 
ture of thatState, which hasjustadjourned, enacted several propositions 
into law that former Legislatures had refused to listen to. Corporate 
monopoly power has received hard blows in Iowa within the last two 
years. 

Its executive and legislative departments have been retrieved by the 
people, and with vigilance on the part of the earnest men of the party 
more valuable ground will be gained. Pools, trusts, special rates, and ` 
other monopolistic contrivances for the prevention of competition and 
the distribution of favors among the friends of corporate control have 
been legislatively denounced. And as high protective-tariff interests 
have everywhere made common cause with the railroads, the tele- 
graphs, and the trusts, and advanced from the old-time doctrine of 
tariff for revenue, with incidental protection, to protection for the sake 
of protection, no matter how much money was thereby being taken 
from the people and hoarded in the Treasury, so this class of tariff pre- 
tensions have met the fate of the company they kept and have in Iowa 
retired to the old ground; and I have not the least doubt but that the 
wise heads of the party will advise a retreat on this question to the 
point it occupied before being carried away by the pools and the trusts, 
And Iowa's representative Republicans have been more outspoken in 
official life than even their party through its platform. 

In July, 1866, the revision of the tariff was before the Congress. 
Then, as now, the high-tariff men were telling the West they would 
receive benefits in this way, and that when Hon. John A. Kasson, 
one of the ablest and most popular men Iowa ever produced, and whom 
it kept continuously in office until within the last three years, when 
he voluntarily retired, told the House such propositions were ‘‘illogi- 
cal” and absurd.“ What you call protection,” he said, answering 
the New England sophistries, ‘‘amounts, therefore, simply to an equal 
robbery; taking from one home interest to pay to another.“ The bill 
under discussion then was very similar to existing law. Again, in the 
same speech, speaking of the then pending bill, Mr. Kasson said: 

And now what does this billdo? It raises the tariff on lumber, which is so 
DOSNT IS the Western prairie farmer; on nails, without which he can not drive 
his on his house or build his fence; and on salt, without which he can 
not preserve his beef and pork, There is hardly a thing we consume which this 
bill forgets to raise the duty upon. Every prominent necessity of life, food, 
fuel, shelter, and clothing, is embraced and made more expensive to the con- 
sumer throughout the country. Even on boys’ pocket-knives the duty is in- 


creased about three times, 600 cent., one member of the committee me; 
and yet it is said this is a tariff for mere protection. 


James W. Grimes, Iowa’s first Republican governor, her most 
Senator during the war, and whose history is one of the brightest lega- 


resent tariff laws that shall give 
brics, and reduce the whole thing 
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cies Iowa has inherited, from his place in the Senate on January 24, 
1867, the question of the tariff being under consideration, spoke as 
follows: 


We know what enans means, and so far as I haye the ability, Iam resolved 


that the people shall know what it means. 
It means that two or three large uring interests in the country, not 


satisfied with the enormous profits they haverealized during the last six years, are 


seen these free-trade 
to see the first man who was in favor of free eons sd have I seen any man 
who was ee to a revenue tariff which would incidentally protect such 
branches o erican industry as needed the fostering aid of the Government. 
It is on questions of detail that we differ. We di as to now much money 
shall be taken from the pocket of Peter to support and enrich his brother Paul. 


Hon. W. B. ALLISON is an Iowa Republican who has served in Con- 
gress since 1864, and was for some years a member of the Ways and 
Means Committee in this House. He is so strong with his party to- 
day in that State that it is presenting him with great earnestness as 
the proper man to receive the indorsement of his party at large as its 
candidate for the Presidency. And Senator ALLISON’s strength in Iowa 
is due to the defense he has made of Iowa interests, and especially with 
reference to the tariff. On March 24, 1870, in this House, discussing 
the tariff bill then pending, Senator ALLISON said: = 

The agricultural interest, it will be seen, is much the largest interest in its ag- 


gregate product as well as in the number of persons employed. I believe no 
one will claim that this large interest is directly poon It is true that under 


1 Spe on. and popes posed 
ural products, butit doesnot afford SOEREN to great wheat grain- 
ucing regions of the country. The tleman from Ohio [Mr. Wilson], in 


portation, 
What is true of wheat is equally true of other 


grains. Therefore the farmer has 
y no mat all, and whatever benefit he derives is from what the 
— market i for home products, Unfortunately for the farmer, the 


market price of wheat is fixed by the price which the us will bring abroad, 
or the price of wheat in London or Liverpool, At that market, where the surplus 
is sold, and which fixes the value of the whole crop, he comes in competition 
with the grain produced in the Crimea, in Hungary, and in the region of the 
Baltic, from fields cultivated by what is known, in comparison to our own, as 


per labor. 
But I am told we must so as to furnish a home market for all our 
high tariff. 


piy eonna prod: 

nation selling the cheapest will control the market. This rule excludes our 
highly-taxed manufactures mad 

kets of the world, although we have natural advantages possessed by no other 


To the above remarks by Senator ALLISON I invite the attention of 
the House and country to show the position of the party and the people 
of his State; and to my colleague from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], who 
seems to think the farmers of Iowa are sufficiently protected by the tariff 
on wheat, corn, and other farm products to equalize their benefits under 
the tariff with the manufacturers in whose interest it was con- 
ceived and enacted, I kindly commend the views of his predecessor, who 
owes his political eminence to them, with the ion that he care- 
fully revise his own sentiments in harmony therewith if he would real- 
ize the cherished hope of his friends to still further follow in the way 
opened up by his illustrious leader. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, it appears from an examination of the record 
that the weight of the evidence establishes the fact that the true posi- 
tion of the Republican is that of tariff for revenue with such adjust- 
ment as will afford incidental protection to our home industries. And 
this is undoubtedly the correct position. 

As a Western man I have no sort of patience with that protection 
craze which has developed in this country in the form of trasts, having 
for their object the prevention of competition and fair play; and while 
the tariff isn ot responsible for all these trusts that are amassing large 
fortunes on unpaid stocks, the beneficiaries of our tariff laws have 
abused their trust to such an extent as to put the people who pay the 
bills on their guard. ‘The history and growth of protection in this 
country prove this. In the first place, protection was only demanded 
for our inſant industries. Then, again, it was presented in the shape 
of a war necessity, to raise the extraordinary sums of money needed to 
defend the nation’s life; and in this connection, in consideration of the 
heavy tax imposed upon manufactured articles under the internal-rey- 


enue system, the duties on imports were largely increased wita the dis- 
tinct pledge and understanding that when the internal-revenue taxes 
were removed the duties on imports levied to meet them should also 
be removed, 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, who reported the bill to increase the 
duties on imports, stated that the increase was necessary as an ‘‘ equiv- 
alent’? to the internal-reyenue taxes imposed on manufactured articles. 
This was in the long session of 1864, and at the close of his speech he 
made this distinct pledge: 

This is intended as a war measure, a temporary measure, and we must give it 
our support as such, 

And again, as— 

a war measure im; the necessiti 
8 pases by, 8 ee iat the Government, the scarcity of 

From this history it appears that it was reserved for the later advo- 
cates of protection to put their claim on its own merit as a permanent 
system. ‘The earlier advocates of protection and all those who spoke 
for it, up to the day when monopolistic power, through pools and trusts, 
began to feel that it owned the country, did not pretend that the man- 
ufacturers of this country needed legislative aid save in a temporary 
way, and the country, relying upon the good faith of the statements 
thus made, acceded to their demands. Protection has run nearly the 
whole gamut of subterſuges, pleading, among other things, its own in- 
fancy and its country’s misfortunes as the different reasons why the 
people should give it aid, promising solemnly in each instance that 
when the reason for the tax had ceased the tax itself should cease. But 
the friends of this special interest are fertile in resources, and now, when 
infancy has passed, when the misfortunes of war are over and the taxes 
on manufactured products are removed and the people come to claim 
their own according to the bond, they are met with another subterfuge. 

Recognizing a need of an ap t growth in grace, the alleged friends 
of protection are massing their forces on high moral grounds, and are 
now demanding that before the tax is removed from the poor man’s 
necesssities the tax must be taken from whisky and tobacco, but more 
especially from whisky. This is the last resort, and I trust it is doomed 
to meet the ignominious defeat it deserves. But why on any pretext 
longer dally on this subject? What promise has been kept? What 
promise has been made by the advocates of these high duties that they 
have not violated? Not only so, but in many instances we find the 
beneficiaries of this aid combining to regulate and forestall the market 
value of their own products and cheat the country out of the benefits 
of the promised competition among themselves after the country gen- 
erously conceded them the protection asked from foreign competition. 

With this kind of record before the country, can protectionists com- 
plain if some people should suspect protection capable of making com- 
mon cause with the monopolistic interest of the country, and that the 
miraculous conversions to their cause that they parade as the result of 
honest research and enlightened understanding, are simply the effects 
of a prudent and well-disposed extension of the metallic influences of a 
most lucrative system. If protection has not been recreant to an in- 
dulgent people, it has been iarly unfortunate in the record it has 
made, and can not blame the people, and especially the farmers of the 
West, whose interest in any view of the case are most remote and most 
aouit, for wanting a showing of assets and a general accounting of 
stoc 

For these reasons the people of the West turn instinctively to a mod- 
ification of the tariff for a reduction of the revenues to a point com- 
mensurate with the needs of the Government. 

The pending measure does not meet my views, as Iam opposed to any 
reduction of internal taxes, and would prefera reduction of duty 
on sugar if not indeed its entire removal. But modification being one 
of the demands of the hour, differences as to details must give way to 
compromise if anything is to be accomplished and the country 
that its Representatives are not again violating faith and reaching the 
same end by another road that it reached in the previous House. My 
objection to the bill is that it does not sufficiently reduce the tariff du- 
ties and reduces internal-revenue taxes too much. 

But I can not have my way, and as the bill leaves the duty at a 
higher average per cent. than former tariffs enacted by the special 
champions of protection, and is higher than is needed to cover any dif- 
ference there may be between the pa of labor in this country and 
foreign countries, and conflicts to as limited an extent with any special 
interests in my State, and especially the district I have the honor to 
represent, as any that is ever likely to meet the approval of a majority 
of this House, I am prepared to support the measure with some few 
modifications. And it is impossible for me to see what reasonable 
excuse a Western tative can frame for his defense in voting 
against the bill in all cases where it does not encroach upon some spe- 
cial interest in the district in which the member may chance to live. 

OTHER TARIFFS TO MODIFY. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there are other tariffs that need revising and re- 
ducing as well as the tariff on imports, and the leading one is the tariff 
therailways are imposing upon the domestic commerce of the country. 
And as these tariffs hunt in couples and constitute the component 
parts of a trap that catches the commerce of the country, foreign or 
domestic, whether it be going or coming, it is altogether pertinent to 
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this discussion to submit in this connection a few suggestions as to the 
imperfection of any tariff reform that does not radically reform the rail- 
way tariffs of the country. And this matter is of special interest to 
my section of the country, so farinland and from the leading markets, 
whether at home or abroad. Our farmers pay the extortionate rate of 
the railroad tariff going to market with their products, and they pay 
the manufacturer’s tariff and the railroad tariff coming home with the 
necessaries of life, 

Our railroad establishment is a great blessing, yet dominating as it 
has, and still does, all other interests in this country, building up this 
point and crushing that, enriching one man and impoverishing an- 
other, corrupting with its vicious methods the entire business of the 
country, extorting hundreds of millions from the people each year in 
excess of reasonable charges for the services rendered, and corrupting 
the various departments of government, State and national, until the 
entire country seems helpless in the railway barons’ grasp, it would 
be better that this country had struggled on with its old-fashioned 
methods of transportation if these great evils can not be arrested and 
forever prohibited. 

The railroad companies, like the manufacturers of the country, have 
abused the generosity of the people who contributed of subsidy, both 
public and private, a large proportion of the capital which built the 
roads. And when, after the roads are built, equipped, and in running 
order, the people look over the account and find that these roads, not- 
withstanding the generous gifts of individuals, towns, cities, counties, 
States, and the United States—these highways are charged up to the 
country for transportation purposes at about three times what they are 
worth, and when they,suggest some plan of adjustment or management 
that will have a tendency to equalize the burdens between the com- 
panies and the people they are set down as an unreasoning, raw mob 
who are simply dissatisfied on account of the great distance they see 
between themselves and gentlemen who are able to be connected with 
the railway establishment of the country. And those who have been 
in authority have been so dead as to the trespasses and sins of this 
great establishment that but little progress has been made in the way 
of correcting the great abuses connected with it. 

Built, as I have said, largely by public and private subsidy, this es- 
tablishment is charged up to the country at an enormous cost, which, 
with the tremendous power it has in commanding the highways, makes 
the contest between it and other industries a most unequal one. 

These various lines, according to Poor’s Manual, hadin operation in 
1886 125,146 miles of road charged up to the country in capital stock, 
and debt at more than 88,000, 000, 000, with earnings to the amount 
of about $800,000,000, whilst forthe year 1887, Mr. Poor says, at page 
10 of his Manual for 1887, that— 

The earnings for 1887 are likely to equal $900,000,000, the increase to equal fully 
10 per cent, over that of 1886, 

And from the same authority we learn that the roads earned $305 
per mile more in 1886 than they did in 1885, and he adds that— 

Hereafter it seems probable that the earnings of our railroads are to increase 
in ratio considerably greater than the amount of capital invested in them. 

And for the benefit of those who are endeavoring to make the people 
think the interstate-commerce law of last year is a thing of virtue, I 
call attention to Mr. Poor's observation that 

The general managers of our great lines feel themselves to be much more 
masters of the situation, as it were, than for some years past. 

And this is perfectly natural, as I shall endeavor to show before I 
‘finish. This railroad establishment is the most costly one in existence 
on the earth, and unless put under stringent legal control will make 
itself such complete masters“ of the entire country thatthe people 
will practically be transferred from a republic to an amalgamated corpor- 
ation. The entire obligations of this Government for the ensuing year 
are estimated at $326,000,000, and yet the railroads taxed the peopleot 
this country, according to Mr. Poor, for the year 1887, $900,000, 000, or 
nearly three times as much as the United States charged the people to 
run the machinery and discharge the obligations of the Government. 
| These railroads have a funded debt that is as much a debt and 
charge on the people as the debt of the United States, and that debt is 
this year about the enormous sum of $4,000,000,000 or $1,300,000,000 
‘larger than the debt of the United States at the close of the war, and 
on this debt the companies are making the people pay a greater inter- 
jest than they are paying on the Government debt, And the whole 
stands for fraud and ought to be wiped out of existence. When a 
| farmer puts a mortgage on his farm it goes on as an incumbrance, and 
he is hard pressed till it is removed; whereas a railroad company may 
be characterized as a creature organized for the express opportunity of 
going into debt, and the peculiarity is that the more the company be- 
comes indebted the richer becomes its proprietor, for it has methods 
which enable it to fixits value at any arbitrary sum it pleases and levy 
‘contributions on the people of the surrounding country to make that 
‘valuation sound and reliable. Peter A. Dey, a railroad commissioner 
of Iowa, first chief engineer of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, 
‘and a thoroughly competent man in his profession, testified before the 


Pattison Pacific Railroad Commission last year that the Union Pacific. 


road could be replaced, equipped, for $25,000 per mile, and I doubt not 


that the entire system in the United States could be replaced at that 
figure, or perhaps less, which would put their value at about $3,000,- 
000,000. ‘ 

If this be true these railroads are costing the country this year in ex- 
cess of a reasonable charge for their services as common carriers about 
the sum of $600,000,000, which, in connection with the $350,000,000 
it is estimated the people pay on account of tariff duties, is the snug 
sum of $1,150,000,000, which annual drain from the people accounts 
for the fabulous fortunes so suddenly made by the railroad and trust 
barons of the country. The prices of all property, save railroad and 
trust property, fluctuate and vary being affected by the surroundings; 
but the stocks and bonds of railroads, let the property cost what it may, 
been ever so extravagantly built, and when prices of labor and ma- 
terials were high, let these all vary, and come and go in price as they 
may with good and hard times, railroad stocks and bonds, the alleged 
cost of the roads, stand as steady as the earth that is checkered with 
their mileage. The people saw this great wrong, and they asked that 
they have such legislation as would right it. They demanded that the 
pool by which the companies fixed arbitrarily the charges for transpor- 
tation, thereby fixing arbitrarily the value of railroad property, be 
prohibited, and that the companies be denied the power of favoritism 
called special rates by which they have been able to transform old- 
fashioned bribery into a common courtesy.“ 

The people made demand that pools and special rates, the twin 
abominations by which the railroads have placed every other industry 
in this country at their feet, should be taken ont of the hands of the 
companies as power too dangerous to trust in the hands of anybody. 
With competition restored, favoritism abolished, rates would seek their 
level like other property, and the equilibrium be restored. The com- 
panies saw the rage of the people; and, taking time by the forelock, 
they find themselves intrenched behind a commission, the dumping 
ground of legislative responsibility, and the result is that rates are in- 
creased, the roads are made to earn $305 per mile more than before the 
law was enacted, and in the language of Mr. Poor, an authority on that 
subject, The managers of our great lines feel themselves to be much 
more masters of the situation, as it were, than for some years past.“ 
The managers“ feel that they have something that their friends can 
keep the country quiet with, until they see how the experiment“ 
works, and the companies know that by that time they will be the 
better enthroned and established through judicial and legal barricade 
in the possession of their ill-gotten gains and fictitious values, 

These companies know that any public and governmental recogni- 
tion they can have from their present standpoint of fraudulent stocks 
and bonds and values in general is in the direction of giving them char- 
acter and stability. Hence they regard the interstate-commerce law, 
with a commission provided for that treats with them as an honorable 
establishment on an honest and sound basis, as a step in the direction 
of a general curative statute, and they feel more like masters of the 
situation than they have for years.“ And when the first act of the 
commission was to suspend the law pending investigation, instead of 
after investigation, it looked as though the companies had made no 
mistake, 


And when, on reading the first annual report of that august tribunal 
instituted to execute a law to prevent and break up practices 
on the part of the railroad companies of the country, we find that it 
simply offers an apology on behalf of the companies to show why they 
are not complying with the most important provisions of the law, the 
people of this country will be the more confirmed in the opinion that 
the railroad ers knew what they were doing, and that the peo- 
ple in asking for bread received a stone. 

I have given this matter attention, and I do not believe there is sub- 
stantial compliance with the law, or ever will be until the discretionary 

wer exercised by the companies by virtue of the words ‘‘undue”’ and 

‘unreasonable’ and like circumstance and condition“ is taken root 
and branch out of their hands, their schedules of rates required to be 
posted where men can see them instead of filed away in drawers in the 
office of the Interstate Commerce Commission, where it takes three 
to find them after you get to the office, and State courts given jurisdic- 
tion for the enforcement of rights under the law, instead of practically 
denying parties aggrieved a day in court by sending them to United 
States courts or the United States commission. And to show that in 
the matter of rates the companies are ignoring both the law and the 
commission and furnishing grounds for the next annual apology on the 
part of the commission, I submit the following extracts from sched- 
ules of rates in the oflice of the commission as they were prepared for 
me by Mr. C. C. McCain, the competent and courteous auditor of that 
body: 

Rates from Chicago to New York. 


All 
rail. 


Via 
lake. 


o 
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Rates to Chicago from Kansas City and Council Bluffs. 


Class. 


[me | 


$0.75 


= 
Epe 


Ser- 


opener 
7 


Class. 


Respectfully, yours, 


©, C. McCAIN, Auditor. 
These tables show that the rate from Council Bluffs and Kansas City, 
about 500 miles, is as great as the rate from Chicago to New York, about 
1,000 miles; and that the rate from Bedford, Iowa, to Chicago is as 
great as the rate from Kansas City over the same line in the same di- 
rection to the same destination, though the distance from Kansas City 


to Chicago is about 150 miles greater than from Bedford. And the 
distance from Sidney, Iowa, to Chicago is 50 miles less than from Coun- 
cil Bluffs, and from Creston, Iowa, is 100 miles less, and yet the rate 
is substantially the same. 

Mr. Chairman, the reduction of the railroad establishment in this 
country to an equality with other industries is the first business ot 
the hour. As the system stands at present it commands everybody 
and everything by the tremendous power it exercises over the high- 
ways, that power being as recklessly and as wantonly exercised as it 
ever was by the gentlemanly highwaymen of the olden time. Andas 
it stands at present the people are as helpless in the grasp of railroad 

ers, who are masters of the situation“ in fact, and have as little 
to say as to how the $900,000,000 is to be collected off them for trans- 
portation this year as he who at the muzzle of the highwayman’s gun 
quietly gave up his purse. And those managers are not content with 
extorting from the people more than half a million money directly as 
common carriers, but they organize commercial companies along the 
line of their roads, and through the preference the managers of the 
roads can give those companies as special rates enable them to drive 
into bankruptcy and out of business all competition. The Standard 
Oil trust, that has absrobed hundreds of millions of the people’smoney, 
could not have been a thing possible but for the unlawful and vicious 
contracts it had with transportation lines. 

And along the line of all these roads, and notably along the line of 
the Union Pacific Railway, commercial companies are organized whose 
owners control the transportation linesthey are situated on, and through 
special rates granted them are enabled to bankrupt and drive out of 
business all competition, so that the people are Jeft utterly helpless in 
the hands of the railroad not only as to the price of trans- 
portation but as to the price of all that is transported. Under these 
circumstances it is not at all strange that farm lands and farm products 
should be steadily declining all the time, and that railroad property, 
and the stocks of any trust with arrangements for special rates from a 
railway company, should be steadily appreciating in value and scarcely 
obtainable in the open markets. These great wrongs must be crushed 
out of existence. If the laws were as they should be in this country, 
and those laws were decently enforced, the proprietors of such con- 
spiracies for forestalling the market value of products and to prevent 
the due course of trade and commerce would be convicted of felonies 
and sent to prison, where they would properly belong. 

The great West is suffering more to-day from the abuse in railway 
tariffs than from the abuse in high impost duties. But she is suffering 
from both, and she joins hands cordially with the tariff reformers in 
the reduction of duties, and she asks them to join hands with her in 
her effort to reduce the charges of railroad transportation, which at the 
present time are at least 50 per cent. higher than honesty and good con- 
science demand, 

The great West, the granary of the world, is charged so much for 
transportation that all her profits are absorbed in going to market, and 
the cheap products of the outside world come to her with high tariff 
duties and high freight rates added, so that between the upper and the 
nether mill-stones of tariff for revenue and tariff for railroads the 
great West is dispoiled of her substance, and seems to be left the com- 
mon prey of the manufacturers and common carriers of the country. 

This condition of things will not much longer be tolerated by a brave 
and self-respecting people. Unrest is manifest everywhere. Labor 
unions, farmers’ alliances, and numerous other organizations are form- 
ing, and while there is more or less lack of harmony, light is breaking 
and the day is not far distant when all these men, with common cause 
and common interest, will unite to overthrow the commercial monsters 
that are coining their sweat. And when they do who can doubt the 
result? Then will come legislation for men as well as commerce, And 
this legislation will be for the men who in time of peace create the na- 
tion’s wealth and in time of war defend it with their lives, 

The great contest in this country that we are now entering upon is 
one for the equality of commercial and industrial establishments before 
the law, as men are equal before the law. The people are awakening 
to the fact that after having contended in this country for more than a 
hundred years, in war and in peace, for the equality of all men before 
the law they are in danger of losing the fruits of their costly triumphs 
through a species of class legislation in the interest of certain indus- 
tries. 


The people can not cope with these Government-aided interests, 
whose agents, procurers, slanderers, and bribe-distributers throng the 
halls of all legislation in this country; and when they come to under- 
stand that this is the source of the inequalities that exist and the pro- 
lific source of all the extortionate burdens they bear they will unite 
their straggling forces, and with the same invincible power with which 
they slew the monster of human slavery at the South they will slay 
this more modern monster that is seeking to enslave all men who eat 
their bread in the sweat of their face, and again place the Government 
in the hands of the whole people, where it rightfully belongs. 

The following colloquy took place during the foregoing speech: 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Will my friend permit a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. by 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My friend will observe that the protective, 
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system regulates competition between our own country and other coun- 
tries, to make it fair, just, and humane, while combines and trusts de- 
stroy all competition. That is the difference. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I think the gentleman will find his ques- 
tion answered fully and emphatically in the course of my remarks. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, the presence of a large surplus in the 
national Treasury has inspired the gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber to deliberately attack the industrial system inaugurated by 
the Republican party in 1861; a system which has brought marvelous 
prosperity and industrial development to the whole country; a system 
which in twenty-two years time, since the close of the war, has brought 
into the Treasury enough money to defray the current expenses ot 
Government, bring its depreciated paper money up to par with gold and 
silver, and enable the Government to refund the war debt at a much 
lower rate of interest, pay off seventeen hundred millions of dollars of 
the principal of the war debt, and collectinto the Treasury the present 
tae en system that has attracted and now commands the admira- 
tion of the ablest political economists and wisest statesmen in the world. 

A system that has produced such results must possess intrinsic merit, 
must be based upon wise, conservative, sound, economic principles, 
and before we, the representatives of the nation that has under its pros- 
pering provisions achieved so many industrial victories and such mar- 
velous increase of wealth, consent to set it aside and make a change, it 
will be the part of wisdom to know that the new system, the one pro- 

for adoption, will be able to afford wiser safeguards to American 
industrial development. 
PROTECTION THE CENTRAL IDEA. 

The central idea of the present system is the levying of duties on im- 
portations from foreign governments in conformity to a rule that will, 
while it brings into the national Treasury the required sum of money 
necessary to meét the demands of the Government, so arrange the levy 
that American goods, wares, and merchandise shall be protected from 
free and unrestricted competition with those of foreign governments. 

Mr. Chairman, this principle that has been tested for a period of 
twenty-seven years under the greatest possible variety of conditions; 
tested in time of war and in time of peace; tested with a depreciated 
paper currency and with a circulating medium redeemable in coin and 
equal to it in purchasing value; a principle that has proven by that 
fairest, safest, and best of all tests, experience, to be equal to any and 
all demands that can be made upon it, to be set aside, and for what 
reason? Because, notwithstanding it has accomplished all, yes, much 
more than its most sanguine advocates ever claimed it would, it has 
come to be considered by that modern Pericles of Democracy, Presi- 
dent Cleveland, to be the vicious, illogical, and iniquitous source ot 
unnecessary taxation.“ 

The wise men of ancient and modern times have laid down this ax- 
iom—that there is no rule of guidance in human affairs so safe, none 
that can be so implicitly relied upon, as that of experience. This fact 
must hold good for special reasons in the consideration of all industrial 
questions. 

Happily forall who may wish to contrast conditions and results under 
different industrial policies in the history of our Government, the past 
“t rises before us like a dream, and we can see and know what results 
have been produced under tariff laws enacted and enforced in thé in- 
terest of protection, and the results when the tariff laws have been 
enacted and enforced with the sole purpose in view of raising revenue 
to defray the expense of Government. 

The lines of light and darkness are not more distinctly drawn in 
nature than are those of prosperity and prostration of business un- 
der these different industrial systems. I shall not go into a statisti- 
cal statement to prove the facts stated in support of my views, but 
will say, quoting from the history of the past, that every one, not one, 
or two, or three, but every period of industrial development from the 
organization of the Government in 1789, to this hour, every one 
of them, and all of them, were preceded by the adoption of a tariff so 
adjusted and levied as to afford protection to American goods, wares, 
and merchandise from open and unrestricted competition with foreign 
importations. This is the history of the past, and I group these eras 
after the second war with England as follows, from 1825 to 1833, from 
1842 to 1846, and from 1861 to 1888. 

I do not stop here. Iam willing to go further, to accept other bur- 
dens, and to assert, and challenge successful contradiction of the truth 
of the statement I now make, that every single period of industrial 
and business depression and every financial disaster, with one single 
exception, and that phenomenal and growing out of the war, was pre- 
ceded by a change in the manner of levying duties, whereby the feat- 
ure of protection to American goods, wares, and merchandise was 
stricken out and tariff duties were levied for the sole purpose of pro- 
viding revenue for the support of the General Government. I group 
these periods of industrial and business depression and financial disas- 
ter as follows: From 1817 to 1825, from 1833 to 1841, and from 1847 
to 1861. There they are, gentlemen, recorded and of history, and it 
is from a careful study of these facts that we must reach a conclusion 
in reference to our duty in considering the pending bill. 

H Clay, a leader of industrial thought, left it as his deliberate 


enry 
judgment that the period of most sweeping and universal depression 


in all our commercial and industrial interests was from 1817 to 1825. 
By the terms of the treaty of Ghent, at the close of the war of 1812 
between America and England, and at the request of the progenitors 
of the present Cobden Club, all the protective features of our tariff 
laws were removed, and duties were levied for the purpose of raising 
revenue only. Mr. Clay also declared that the eight years from 1825 
to 1833 were the most prosperous in our history. What wand of 
progress touched our prostrate and perishing industries in 1825 and 
awakened them into not only a newness of life but to such marvelous 
development? 

Mr. Chairman, I say to you, to the committee, and especially to my 
colleagues from the South, that if history and experience establishany 
one fact more clearly than any other, it is that it was the protective 
tariff of 1824, increased and amplified by the act of 1828. The people 
had been for eight years staggering under the revenue tariff of 1816; 
our industries were practically destroyed; labor was unemployed, 
except in agriculture, and want was an unbidden guest everywhere, 
when, in 1824, the protective features were restored to our tariff laws, 
and at once, and as if by magic, these industries awakened to a new- 
ness of life, and in less than eight years the whole current of events 
was changed. Labor was everywhere in demand at remunerative prices, 
and prosperity, such as our nation had not up to that time known, 
blessed all our people, blessed them through the diversification of la- 
bor industries and the consequent increased demand for labor. One 
would think that such an illustration would have caused the states- 
men of that day to have permitted plenty to bless the land. 

Mr. Chairman, history is ever repeating itself. The leaders of the 
section of the Union who are now demanding the repeal of the protect- 
ive tariff of 1861 then demanded the repeal of the tariff of 1824 and 
1828, and they succeeded, and the revenue tariff of 1832 was enacted 
and went into operation in 1833 and continued in force until 1842. 
Did it give the farmers, mechanics, and laborers relief? Did it bring 
prosperity to the country and plenty to the homes of those who toil? 
The history of that decade is one of widespread disaster. Loss to the 
capitalist. Loss to the business man. Loss to the farmers. Loss to 
the mechanic and artisan. The blight of industrial prostration rested 
like a cloud over all the country, until all the varied business and com- 
mercial interests were covered with it as the waters cover the deep. 
It is not strange that it was so. 

Labor is king, the mightiest king that ever ruled the earth. Labor, 
when employed, is a powerful force, felt in every avenue of trade and 
business. Give labor employment at remunerative wages and nothing 
can impede the onward march of its progress. It lays its hands upon 
a wilderness, and it becomes a garden of roses and flowers. It wants 
the continent bound by bands of steel, and lo! a railroad reaches from 
the Atlantic to the Pacific. Every mile of these railroads opens up 
new industries, new markets, and thus the boundary of labor’s possi- 
bilities widens on every hand. This is a law as inexorable as those of 
fate, and as true as Holy Writ; and yet, because it always has been 
and now is, an existing condition at variance with certain platitudes 
of theories considered by certain theorists to be true, they will not ac- 
cept them, deny their existence, and thongh again and again demon- 
strated, persist in flying in the face of history and ofttimes repeated 
precedents, by insisting that if it be true that a revenue tariff did pro- 
duce these results from 1833 to 1842, they could theoretically demon- 
strate the fact that a tariff for revenue only would not produce them 
aa and after January, 1847, when the Walker tariff was to go into 

‘ect. 

I pause long enough to remark that it did, however. Strange as it 
may appear to my colleagues, who clamor for a revenue tariff or a tariff 
for revenue only, it did work out the same identical results. In a time 
of profound peace, when the wants of the Government were merely 
nominal, and during a decade when there was taken from the mines of 
California and added to the circulating medium of the people the enor- 
mous sum of one thousand millions of gold, a sum sufficient in itself 
to awaken into life the energies of a continent; in a decade in which 
there were no epidemics, at a time when pestilence did not oppress, at 
atime when rain and sunshine brought forth abundant harvest to bless 
the farmer, what was our condition ten full years after the law of 1847 
went into effect? Were our great labor industries busy? Was labor 
everywhere employed at fair wages? Did peace and prosperity bless 
our people? Were the receipts of the Government equal to or in ex- 
cess of its current expenditures? Were the shelves of our merchants 
filled with the products of our looms and spindles? Did the Treasury 
report show a surplus? As an historical fact was the condition of the 
people oe of the Treasury such that we can now point with pride to 
that period? 

Mr. Chairman, this is a Democratic House that leans strongly towards 
free trade; a House whose Speaker is and has been since 1883 a mem- 
ber of the English free-trade Cobden Club; a Speaker who, in naming 
the Committee on Ways and Means, did not place on the majority a 
representative of any of these great labor industries from any one of the 
great man ing States of the Government, nor did he name the 
committee so that its control would be in the hands of men who have 
in the past and do now believe in the dignity of labor; but he did name 
the Committee on Ways and Means in such a way that the control of 
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the majority was left in the hands of men who have been and now are 
not only opposed to protection and in favor of free trade, but were so 
deeply impressed with the idea that capital should own its own labor, 
that they had the courage to risk life itself in an effort to create a con- 
federacy the corner-stone of which should be human slavery. 

While I am a Republican protectionist, therefore, Mr. Chairman, in 
order that my reply may be shorn of all personality, I shall call upon 
a prominent and honored Democratic official to bear testimony in my 
behalf, a name the mere mention of which must command the respect 
and confidence of my colleagues upon the otherside of the Chamber. A 
man ripe in years and in experience; a man who from childhood to a 
ripe old age had studied all the phases of this industrial problem and 
brought to his aid in reaching his conclusions all the experience of the 
past industrial history of the Government, and his evidence is not 
merely a casual remark; it is his judgment upon existing facts known 
to himand carefully set forth in his first annual message to Congress, 
delivered December 8, 1857. My witness is none other than ex-Presi- 
dent James Buchanan, who, in speaking of the conditions—not theories— 
then existing in all branches of our industrial and commercial circles, 
said: : 


We have 
yet, notwit 
ests, is at the present moment ina deplorable condition. 
we oa ya plenty in all the productions of agriculture and in all the elements of 
national wealth, we find our manufactures suspended, our publie works re- 
tarded, our private enterprises of different kinds abandoned, and thousands of 
useful laborers thrown out of gat EA ment and reduced to want. The revenue 
of the Government, which is chiefly derived from duties on imports from abroad, 
has been greatly reduced. Under these circumstances loan may be required 


d all the elements of material wealth in rich abundance, and 
nding all these advantages, our country, in its monetary inter- 


before the close of your present session, but this, although deeply to be regret- 
ted, would prove to be only a slight misfortune when com with the suf- 
fering and distress prevailing among the people. 


Mr. Chairman, I appeal from the statement of President Cleveland, 
who says the present protective tariff is the“ vicious, iniquitous, and 
illogical source of unnecessary taxation,“ and who makes an appeal for 
a revenue tariff,to the experienced statesman and learned Democratic 
President, James Buchanan, who, in his annual message to Congress 
in December, 1857, laid before Congress and the country the existing 
conditions, not theories, of the national Treasury, the business and in- 
dustrial conditions existing at the end of an uninterrupted decade of 
the same tariff reform, ten years of the same tariff policy that Presi- 
dent Cleveland and the gentlemen of the South now ask us to adopt. 

I ask if in the light of this Democratic official evidence, if in the 
light of history and in the face of these ascertained and established 

it will be wise for Congress, with an outstanding national war 
debt of $1,200,000,000 and unadjudicated debts running into the hun- 
dreds of millions, which must be paid within the next five years, to set 
aside an industrial policy which has been found to be equal to every 
emergency, in war and in peace; a policy which has quadrupled our 
wealth in twenty-eight years and enabled the people to pay the heavy 
tax burdens laid upon them and pay off seventeen hundred millions of 
the principal of the war debt; a policy that has built up an industrial 
system so diversified that it has been able to meet all the demands of 
our people in all their wants—I repeat, in the light of experience and 
history, can we afford to set aside the present policy and enter upon 
another and different one, one that has been often tried, and one that 
has just as often as it has been tried inevitably resulted in business de- 
pression, industrial ysis, driven labor out of employment and into 
enforced idleness, depleted the national Treasury and left it in bank- 
ruptcy; and the national credit seriously impaired? 
take it, Mr. Chairman, that no one fact is more clearly established 
than this, that the inevitable result of every change in our tariff laws, 
from protection to a revenue tariff—or a tariff for revenue only—or in 
the case of every material reduction in the tariff that the trade balance 
has been largely increased against our Government. 

The average rate of tariff in 1832 was 37.6 percent. The same in 
1833. In 1834 it was reduced to 18 per cent. The average trade bal- 
ance against our Government during these three years was $11,156,618. 
Then reduced tariff of 1833 went into full effect and the average 
for the next three years ran down to 18, 16, and 14.5 percent., and the 
average annual trade balance increased to $30,939,540. The great 
financial revulsion of 1837 began in May of the latter year, and resulted 
in universal loss to every industry and business, while labor was eyery- 
where in enforced idleness, 

Take another financial revulsion, that of 1857. The average percent. 
of the tariff for the years 1854, 1855, and 1856 was 22.7. During these 
years the average annual importsamounted to 8207, 764,352; the exports 
to $224,391,807, leaving a balance of trade against us of $43,372,545 a 
year. Then the average tariff levy was reduced to 15.6 per cent., with 
this marvelous result: in six months our imports ran up to $183,733,- 
033; our exports decreased to the sum of $105,420,659, leaving a trade 
balance against us in half a year of $78,312,379, or a balance against us 
of more than $156,000,000 a year; and in less than six months after the 
reduction took place the great financial revulsion of 1857 began, a 
crisis that wrought havoc and widespread disaster all over the land. 

What is a balance of trade against our Government? Itis the dif- 
ference between what we sell abroad and what we buy from abroad, 
and must be paid in gold or its equivalent, and yet notwithstanding 


In the midst of un- 


‘ing the overcoat. 


the fact that the past history of our financial and business disasters 
shows conclusively the cause for each and all of them to be a radical 
change in our tariff laws, or a material reduction, yet we are gravely 
asked to-day to embark once more on the treacherous course, where 
we know that dangers and breakers will menace us on every hand. 
For one, Mr. Chairman, Ishall enter my protest against such a suicidal 
policy, because experience, the best of all guides, tells me the result 
will be disastrous to the whole country, and more especially so to the 
labor and labor industries. I think, Mr. Chairman, that itis our first, 
our highest, our imperative duty, to enact laws for the protection of 
the material interests of the people we represent. Ido not believe that 
we can be justified, in the lightof history and experience, in adoptin 
a policy that has in every instance when it has been tested resul 

in such dire results to the industrial and financial interests of the 


people. 
PROTECTION DOES PROTECT LAEOR, 

Mr. Chairman, I bave heard gentlemen upon the other side of the 
Chamber declare that protection does not protect the laborer here in 
America. I am not a theorist, and yet if the great industrial system 
of protection to American labor does not protect it I have wondered 
why it was that hundreds of thousands of men and women left their 
homes in Europe every year and emigrated to America to become citi- 
zens of the Republic and co-workers in its manifest destiny. Sir, do 
you believe that all these thousands come here to be made slaves? 
Would they flee from the oppressions of Europe to become still more op- 
pressed here by an industrial system that is talked about, studied, and 
prayed for in every humble cottage in Sweden, Germany, Ireland, 
wherever there is a resolute heart that yearns for larger liberty, better 
wages, and a greater margin of profit from daily toil? 

Mr. Chairman, protection does protect labor, and Iam gofmg, in a 
practical way, to demonstrate just how it does it in one or two lines of 
trade. First, I want to illustrate, by two actual purchases of cloth- 
ing, one made in London, England, the otherhere in Washington City, 
and show just how the American tailor is protected in the question of 
wages paid him in comparison with the wages paid the tailor in London. 
I desire to state the amount paid in London for a suit of clothes and 


the amount paid for an overcoat; then the price paid the tailor in 


London for making the suit of clot hes and the price paid him for mak- 
I desire then to show the amount the dealer retained 
to pay for the material used, for cutting the garments, and profit on 
his business in London, and having done this to institute a compari- 
son between them and the amounts paid and received here in Wash- 
ington for the same purposes. 

I may be permitted to remark, Mr. Chairman, that these facts and 
figures, obtained from actual purchases, not from any theorist, demon- 
strate conclusively the truth of the declaration I now make, that pro- 
tection does protect the American laborer who is a tailor and works on 
woolen clothing. My townsman, Dr. J. M. C. Adams, of Frankfort, 
Ind., was in London, England, last fall, and while there had an over- 
coat and suit of clothes made to order. He paid the merchant tailor 
in onr money $20 for the suit of clothes and $20 for the overcoat. He 
asked the gentleman what he had to pay his journeyman tailor for mak- 
king the suit of clothes, and he was astonished, as I have no doubt 
you, Mr. Chairman, the committee, and the country will be when told 
that the tailor who made the suit of clothes was paid the magnificent 


sum of $3.50. Three dollars and fifty cents paid in the great city of 


London—home of the Cobden Club—for making a suit of heavy winter 
clothes! 

Upon further inquiry he was informed that the journeyman tailor 
who made the overcoat was also paid the magnificent sum of $3 for mak- 
inga heavy beaver cloth overcoat. Let us for the purpose of easy com- 
parison and illustration take $1,000 worth of merchant tailoring in Lon- 
don and compare it with the same amount of work here in Washington. 
Let us see how much of the $1,000 is paid in London to the men who 
make the clothes, and how much is retained by the dealer to pay for 
material used, for cutting garments, and as profits on his business; and 
having done that then ascertain the same facts here in Washington 
City, and having done this institute a comparison betwen them. 

COST OF LONDON CLOTHING: 
25 suits of clothing at $20 each. 


25 overcoats at $20 each............ . 
Total value of London clothing... bestes zee 1,000, 00 
Š MONEY PAID TAILORS TO MAKE LONDON CLOTHING. 
Paid journeyman tailors for making 25 suits of clothes at $3,50 each... 887. 50 
Paid journeyman tailors for making 25 overcoats at $3 each . .. 75.00 


Total amount paid for making $1,000 worthofclothingin London 162.50 


Deduct from ‘the $1,000 the amount paid for making the clothing, 
$162.50, and we find that out of the sum the merchant tailor had left 
$837.50 to pay for material, cutting, and profits. Thus we find that out 
of $1,000 worth of clothing made the men who madethe clothes received 
only $162.50; the merchant $837.50; or, put in another form, labor was 

id 16.25 per cent. the dealer received 83.75 per cent. out of each dol- 
lars worth of clothing sold. I bought a suit of clothes here in the city 
and an overcoat,and from my tailor I learned what he paid his jours for 
making the suit and for making the overcoat. I paid him for a spring 
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overcoat $28 and he paid his journeyman tailor $10 for making it. If 
it had been a heavy winter overcoat, like my townsman bought in Lon- 
don, then he would have paid his journeyman $12 for making it. I 
paid him for the suit of clothes $38 and he paid his journeyman tailors 
$16 for making the suit. 

Let us take $1,000 worth of merchant tailoring here, or as nearly as 
we can, and ascertain what amount is paid for making the clothes and 
how much is retained by the merchant to pay for material used, for 
cutting the garments, and profit on the business, 

COST OF WASHINGTON CLOTHING. 


Sixteen overcoats at $28 ench . . .. .. . ... . . . ee e · . . e. 8418 
Fifteen suits of clothes at $38 each........... 570 
Total value of Washington dlothing. . . ... 1,018 


MONEY PAID WASHINGTON TAILO: 


Paid journeyman tailors for making sixteen overcoats at $10 each ..... 3 $160 
Paid journeyman tailors for making fifteen suits of clothes at $16 each... 210 


Total amount paid for making $1,018 worth Washington clothing..... 400 


Deduct from the $1,018 worth of Washington merchant-tailor work 
the sum of $100 paid Washington jour tailors for making the clothing, 
and we find that the merchant has left to pay for material used in the 
clothes, for cutting them, and profit on his business, the sum of $618; 
while the merchant tailor in London has, out of the same amount, left 
him for the same purposes the larger sum of $837.50. Thus out of 
$1,018 worth of clothing made here in Washington, the tailors who 
make the clothes are paid the sum of $400, while the merchant receives 
$618; or, if you please, stated in another form, labor was paid 40 per 
cent.; the merchant received 60 per cent. ont of each dollar’s worth 
of clothing made and sold here in America, where, according to the 
arguments, declarations, and conclusions of the members of the South, 
labor is oppressed and impoverished by the vicious, illogical, and in- 
iquitous policy of protection.“ 

These facts, which are true, facts obtained from actual sales and pur- 
chases, show that here in America the tailors who make the thousand 
dollars’ worth of clothing receive $400 for their labor, while in London 
they receive only $162.50. Four hundred dollars paid to tailors here 
in protected America for making $1,000 worth of clothing versus $162.50 
paid for making the same amount of clothingin free-trade London tells 
the story of how protection protects American tailors in more convine- 
ing language than any argument I can offer, or than any words I can 
possibly utter. Mr. Chairman, likean axiom in mathematics, it demon- 
strates itself. 

I make two points on the facts I have given, and I challenge contra- 
diction of either one of them. They cannot be successfully denied. 
They can not be disputed. They will stand as mile-stones to mark the 
progress we have made in industrial development. They tell how, 
under the wise, practical, and beneficent system of protection, we have 
so diversified labor industries that the price paid for labor here is two 
and one half times greater than the price paid for similar work in Lon- 
don, England. 

First. I make the point that labor here in protected America is paid 
40 per cent., while in London, England, labor is paid only 16} per cent, 
of the cost of clothing for making the clothes. 

Second. I show that while the merchant tailor in London received 
83} per cent. of the value of the clothing he made and sold, the same 
perscn here in protected America received only 60 per cent. for the ma- 
terial furnished, for cutting the goods, and profit on his business. 

These figares and illustrations are conclusive, and prove that labor is 
equally as well protected under our system of taxation as the manu- 
facturer. Does any man pretend to think or believe, that the protected 
American tailor who is paid $16 here in Washington City for makinga 
suit of clothes can not buy more of the necessaries of life here, can not 
live better here, can not save more money here, is not better off here, 
than the English tailor in London is, or can ever hope to be, who is 
paid and receives only $3.50 for doing the same work in that great me- 
tropolis of free trade? 

Sixteen dollars paid fere in the capital of protected America for 
making a suit of clothes tersus $3.50 paid in free-trade London! Gen- 
tlemen of the South, advocates of the proposed Mills bill, a measure 
which should be entitled ‘‘An act to paralyze American industries and 

perize American labor for the sole benefit of foreign manufactur- 
ers, and laborers, and American importers, whose only interest in Amer- 
ica is the rent they pay,“ how do you like this photograph from real 
life? How can these facts, and figures, and conclusions be evaded? 
Will any advocate of the bill under consideration stand up here, in the 
presence of this committee and of the country, and even pretend to say 
that the tailor who made my overcoat here in Washington, and was 
paid $10 for the work, does not live on that sum infinitely better than 
the tailor in London ever can hope to live who was paid $3 for making 
an overcoat there? 

Ten dollars for making an overcoat here in protected America versus 
$3 for making the same article in free-trade London carries with the 
statement its own conclusive answer to all the arguments that can be 
formulated against it, and shows in a way so plain and simple and 
conclusive that even a child can see and know and comprehend, and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4383 


at the same time so convincing and irresistible that human sophistry 
can not impair the force of the truth in the declaration that protection 
does protect the wages of American laborers. 


AMERICAN LABORERS HAVE A SHARE OF THE WEALTH WROUGHT BY THEIR 
HANDS. 


My distinguished colleague, Mr. BYNUM, said the other day in his 
able tariff speech: 

The advocates of protection tell us that the country has grown rich under this 
system. True, it has grown rich, but where is the wealth? Inthe hands of the 
few, while poverty abides in the homes of the many. Why is it that the great 
masses of the people have no share in the wealth that has been wrought by 
their hands? 

My reply to this statement is that the only true measure of prosper- 
ity is the balance the laborer has left after he has provided the neces- 
saries of life for himself and those dependent upon him; and it is bya 
comparison of this balance under different conditions that we can ar- 
rive at an intelligent and correct conclusion of the queries, whether 
the money made is in the hands of the few, and whether Jabor has a 
share of the wealth it produces here in protected America. My col- 
league boasts that he represents thousands of intelligent wage-workers 
and manufacturers of fifty millions of annual products. I admit that 
fact, and then I challenge him to show a community where there are 
an equal number of wage-workers, a city whose manufacturers produce 
fifty millions a year, beyond the limits of the United States, anywhere 
on the face of the earth, where the wage-workers own as many homes 
and have as much money to their credit in the banks, the savings of 
their labor. I tell the gentleman and the committee no man can find 
such a place anywhere. 

Ido not stop here. There are in Europe 312,000,000 people, and in 
the industrial North not far from 40,000,000 of people, or one-eighth 
the number in Europe; and yet the laborers ofthe North, the men who, 
in the opinion of my distinguished colleague, are oppressed by protec- ` 
tion, have to-day on deposit in their savings-banks a sum equal to the 
savings of the wagemen of the 312,000,000 people of Europe and in ad- 
dition theretoa surplus of more than $200,000,000 tospare. Mr. Chair- 
man, this sum, vast as it is, is not taken into consideration and does 
not represent a dollar’s value in the millions of homes owned by the 
laborers of the busy industrial North. No other country on earth pre- 
sents such a magnificent spectacle. No other policy than protection 
could enable the bread-winners in millions of instances to own their 
homes and in addition thereto have placed to their credit in their sav- 
ings banks more than one thousand millions of dollars. 

My distinguished colleague also said: ‘‘American labor to-day is car- 
tying ppon its back burdens which the labor of no other country could 
stand.” And why, Mr. Chairman? Why can not the labor of any 
other country stand the burden of taxation? I will tell my colleague 
why. It is because they are not so well paid as American labor; not so 
well housed as American labor; not so well clothed as American labor; 
not so well fed as American labor; do not have so large a balance left 
after paying for the necessaries of life as American labor has; and that 
is why they can not bear such a burden. In the great industrial North 
the children of our wage-workers are sent to school from six to nine 
months in the year; and the nearer the schools are located to one or 
these manufacturing centers the longer the term of school and the higher 
the branches of scholarship taught. I ask my colleague and the com- 
mittee to name the place on earth, outside the industrial North, where 
the children of laborers enjoy such benefits! I pause for a reply. 

I will say to gentlemen from the South that one-half nearly of the 
tax burdens in that section are for school purposes, and I want to re- 
mark that these public schools are the idols of our hearts. 

I have for fourteen years been giving employment to labor, and be- 
lieve I am familiar with its wants and demands. I have yet to hear 
the first objection raised by any laborer against national tariff or State 
taxation. 

I have often heard objections raised by them against the taxes levied 
by city councils, township trustees, and county commissioners, and the 
reason is plain—the tax burden that is heavy, the tax burden that is 
felt, is the direct one made by municipal, township, and county tax 
levies. The reason I have not heard objections to the State tax is be- 
cause it is light, is not felt; and the reason why no objection is made 
to Government tariff taxation is because it is an indirect levy, one that 
is not felt by the people. 

My distinguished colleague will find a complete answer to the finan- 
cial condition of the wagemen of Indiana in the fact that at no other 
period in its history have so many homes been owned by wage-workers 
as now; and in the further fact that at no other time have they had so 
much money on deposit to their credit. The amount to their credit 
in the savings-banks of the State is $2,170,000, and I find by an in- 
quiry in the district I have the honor to represent that about 40 per 
cent. of all the deposits in the national and private banks belongs to 
the wage-workers and farmers of the district. Take for illustration 
the First National Bank of Frankfort, Ind., just after the April pay- 
ment of taxes, when deposits always run low. They have fifteen hun- 
dred depositors; of this number seven hundred are farmers and laborers, 
Ont of a total deposit of $230,000, $85,000 belong to the laborers and 
farmers of Clifton County. I am satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that an in- 
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quiry in the other districts of the State would show an equal per cent. 
of the deposits in their banks to be the property of the wagemen and 
farmers that I find in the Ninth district. 

I desire to call the attention of my colleague to the material pros- 
perity of Indiana to-day as contrasted with what it was when the 
present tariff law was adopted; to the financial standing of the State 
now compared to what it was then; to the wealth of our people now 
as compared with their wealth then; to the financial condition of our 
farmers now with what it was then. I ask him to compare the com- 
forts and conveniences of our farmers now with what they were then, 
their surplus money, the value of their farms, the kind of homes they 
live in now, the stock, herds, roads, and other evidences of thrift to be 
found everywhere among Indiana farmers, and contrast them with the 
same conditions when we adopted the protective principle in levying 
tariff duties, and then I challenge him to say that the policy has not 
been of incalculable value to Indiana farmers, laborers, mechanics, and 
Indiana capital, whose wealth has been increased more than $300,000,- 
00: 


0. 

IfI had time I would tell him of our dependence then upon other 
governments and States for all our manufactured goods, plain woolens 
alone excepted—not a railway-bar mill, bar-iron mill, nail-mill, plow- 
works, car-shop, glass-works in the State. Now Indiana has the largest 
wagonand carriage, plow, and plate-glass worksin thecountry. Wemake 
railway bars of steel and ingots of steel, nails, bar-iron, railway-cars, 
the finest polished plate-glass, furniture, woolen goods, giving employ- 
ment to scores of thousands of laborersat good wages. These consumers 
are brought to the doors of our farmers, who thus find a ready home 
market for all the products of garden, field, and farm, until Indiana 
has become a hive of busy industry whose people are rapidly increas- 
ing in wealth and all the accomplishments which follow in its train. 

At New Albany is located the great polished plate-glass works of the 
late W. C. De Pauw, one of the foursuccessful worksin America, Mr. 
De Pauw informed me not long before his death that he lost half a 
million in establishing the works before a cent of profit was made up 
on his investment (the loss sustained by reason of the Ohio floods was 
not included in this amount). He also informed me that he had never 
made in any one year more than 5 per cent. upon the capital invested, 
and he told me then, as his son, N. T. De Pauw, writes me now, that 
they can not standa reduction in the tariff; thatif a reduction is made 
one of two things must occur, the works must close down or they will 
be forced to reduce wages. I give a table of wages paid to laborers in 
plate-glass works in America, England, France, Germany, and Belgium: 


Statement showing the amount paid per month to workmen in plate-gla. 
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The foregoing table shows almost the same increase of wages paid 
American glass-workers that is paid American tailors. 

I want to add one illustration. In 1873 I had to buy, as trustee for 
another, some plate-glass. At that time American plate-glass had not 
been successfully made, and we were at the mercy of foreign plate-glass 
makers. I then paid $260 for foreign-made glass that I can now buy 
for $110, this reduction in price having been brought about by the 
building up of the plate-glass industries in our country and the crea- 
tion of competition between home and foreign manufacturers. I will 
not vote to break down and close up or vote to make necessary a reduc- 
tion of wages toan American industry that has in fifteen years reduced 
the cost to the consumer more than one-half, an industry that gives 


employment directly to 6,000 American laborers at double the wages 
paid to foreign plate-glass makers. I would vote to buildup more works 
and to increase wages, but I will never vote to reduce them. I desire 
to say further to the committee, Mr. Chairman, that, while American 
plate-glass makers have reduced the price to consumers more than one- 
half, in addition the national Treasury has been enriched in the sum of 
$17, 257,481.18 receipts from duty on plate-glass. 

I am persuaded that every consideration demands the protection of 
all such American manufactures. Time forbids any further argument 
in this line. I know that a comparsion of facts will show the same re- 
sults in any one of onr manufactures. Such has been the result in 
all cases where investigations have been made. To emphasize the con- 
dition, if possible, of wage-workers who are most directly affected by 
our protective system, I ask my colleague to go with me to Massa- 
chusetts, the cradle and home of protection, as it is of liberty, where’ 
American industries have been fostered for many years, and where can! 
be found stalwart advocates of protection to American wage-men. With 
less e e than Indiana, we find that 848,787 of her laborers and 
mechanics have on deposit to their credit in their savings-banks the 
enormous sum of $274,098,413. If he is not yet convinced that they 
who produce the wealth have a share of it, I will ask him to go with 
me to Connecticut, land of invention and workshops. With only half 
the population of Indiana, 256,097 of her wage-workers have on de- 
posit in their savings-banks the great sum of $92,481,425. If all his 
doubts are not removed,-I would request him to journey with me to 
New York, where more than 1,000,000 of her laborers—to be exact, 
where 1,208,072 wage-workers have placed to their credit in their sav- 
ings-banks the marvelous sum of $457,050,250. I tell my colleague 
here in these savings-banks are the savings of a part of those who have 
under our protective system creatéd the wealth of the North by honest 
labor well rewarded. 

To enable these truths to become indelibly impressed upon the tab- 
lets of his memory, I invite him to examine the statistics of the nine 
great manufacturing States, Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New 
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont, where 2,944,731 wage-workers have on deposit in their say- 
ings-banks $1,033,279,827, a sum almost equal to the national debt. 
What more evidence can be wanted? What more conclusive answer 
to the query of my colleague can be made? What clearer refutation 
of the charge that protection impoverishes labor is possible? I say to 
my colleague, Mr. BYNUM, my dear sir, you are mistaken in your 
query, Why is it that the great mass of the people have no share in 
the wealth that has been wrought by their hands?“ They do have. The 
great number of 2,944,731 of them, in nine States, have placed to their 
credit the enormous sum $1,033, 279, 827 of the wealth that was wrought 
by their hands, and these people are the wage-workers under the pro- 
tective system your President has seen proper to style the“ vicious, 
illogical, and iniquitous source of taxatipn;’’ and as I read the history 
of the past twenty-seven years of my country, note its mavelous growth 
in wealth, see how the cost to the consumer has been reduced one-half 
by reason of the competition fostered and built up under our wise in- 
dustrial policy, whereby protection to American labor and American 
industries has been the central idea, and when I try to comprehend the 
quantity of the savings of those directly benefited in only nine States, 
over $1,000,000,000 earned—ay, earned and saved under that system of 
protection President Cleveland styles ‘‘ vicious, illogical, iniquitous ’’— 
I am reminded of the expression of a Hoosier who, as he in his igno- 
rance imagined, had been converted, and who, when called upon soon 
thereafter to pray in public, had the audacity to begin his prayer by 
exclaiming, ‘* Oh, thou logical, rogical, diabolical God!““ 

Iplace the famous expression of President Cleveland, who in an official 
message to this House, in speaking of the protective features of our tariff 
laws, a system which has, as it hasbeen clearly shown, in twenty-seven 
years quadrupled our wealth, made America the greatest manufactur- 
ing nation on earth, enabled our wage-workers to place on deposit out 
of their savings a sum $200,000,000 larger than all the combined sav- 
ings of laborers in Europe; a system which has brought our national 
currency to par and made our national credit the best of any Govern- 
ment on earth; a system that has provided money to defray the current 
expenses of Government, and pay off seventeen hundred millions of the 
principal of the war debt; a system which has reduced the cost to con- 
sumers one-half, and enables American wagemen to be paid the high- 
est wages on earth; a system that has done all these things and left a 
large surplus in the Treasury—I repeat, I place President Cleveland’s 
famous expression in reference to this system, which he styles the 
„vicious, illogical, iniquitous source of unnecessary taxation, along- 
side the one where the tyro in religion prayed to God as the logical, 
rogical, diabolical God,’’ and I present them, Mr. Chairman, as com- 
panion pieces of ignorance of the plainest fundamental principles of 
the subjects under consideration when they were uttered. 

DEMOCRACY OPPOSED TO PROTECTION, 


My distinguished friend, Mr. McComas, of Maryland, in his speech 

of May 2, in speaking of the bill now pending, said: 
Has any friend of this bill in this debate uttered one sentence in favor of the 
= tariff system, which discriminates in favor of the home producer and 
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He paused and yielded time for a reply, whereupon the eloquent 
member from Mississippi [Mr. HOOKER] replied. I quote from the 
RECORD of May 3: 

Mr. Hooxer. No. There was no one, and you will not hear any Democrat 
utter one. 

That statement will not be forgotten. I want topublicly thank the 
distinguished gentleman for that frank, clear, honest, and conclusive 
statement: 

No. There was no one, and you will not hear any Democrat utter ore. 

It is refreshing after years of doubt to know from sohigh an authority 
that no Democrat here upon this floor will utter a word in fay®r of the 
American tariff system, which has wrought such marvelous develop- 
ment for American industries. I read the words, Mr. Chairman, and 
then I thought that the distinguished Democratic leader from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and his colleagues were Democrats. Mr. 
RANDALL has been in Congress fora quarter of a century, has won hon- 
orable party leadership along the line of this industrial problem. I 
have yet to hear of his ever being accused of writing, speaking, work- 
ing, or voting for any other than the Democratic party and all of its 
candidates, and I submit if twenty-five years of continuous public ser 
vice for the Democratic party can be so easily and summarily dispensed 
with. I say to the gentlemen of the South that Mr. Cleveland owes 
his election to Mr. RANDALL’S influente in New Vork aud New Jersey. 

I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that the distingnished gentleman, Mr. 
HOOKER, voiced not only his own sentiments, but also those of his 
people when he uttered the words I have quoted. The people of his 
section, I regret to say, since 1832, when they became thoroughly im- 
bued with the pernicious doctrines of the great leader in South Carolina, 
Mr. Calhoun, have not deemed it wise or proper to support legislation 
in Congress which would tend to establish an American system of in- 
dustrial development, that would protect American interests and foster 
and build up American industries; and yet, Mr. Chairman, I have asked 
myself this question, What interests can possibly lie nearer the hearts 
of my distinguished friend, Mr. HOOKER, and those of his constituents, 
than the interests of the American people? Weare all Americans— 
the people of Maine and those of Texas, the people of Mississippi and 
those of Indiana—and I must, as an American, feel a just pride in any 

policy which brings blessings and plenty to any section of my country. 

I concede the fact that the leaders of the South since. 1832 have 
fought the principle of protection and the American industrial policy; 
fought it persistently, bravely, openly; upon the forum, in this Hall, 
at the ballot-box, and upon hundreds of battle-fields. The great war 
of the rebellion was brought about for the sole purpose of creating a 
government whose fundamental principles should be human slavery 
and free trade. The constitution of the so-called Confederate States 
provided among other things that its congress should be clothed with 
the authority— 

To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises for revenue necessary to 
pay the debts, provide for the common defense, and carry on the government of 
the Confederate States; but no bounties shal! be granted from the treasury; nor 
shall any duties or taxes on importations from foreign nations be laid to pro- 
mote or foster any branch òf industry; and all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the Confederate States. 

That is free trade, pure and simple. 

Before the war the institution of slavery, which existed only in the 
Sonth, demanded as its companion-piece in their industrial system free 
trade. They were complements of each other, and I can readily see 
and understand why before the war and so long as the people of the 
South had slavery they should favor free trade and oppose the princi- 
ple of protection, because the latter would be antagonistic to the insti- 
tution of slavery. The war has changed all these conditions. A new 
era has dawned upon our country, the cause for sectionalism has been 
removed, and there is no longer any reason in theory or in fact, why 
the people of one section of the Union shall oppose a principle which 
the history of the past and our own experience teaches us has bene- 
fited all classes in every community where it has been adopted. I 
point my colleagues of the South to the cotton and iron manufac- 
turies which, under the present protective system, have been established 
in Georgia, Tennessee, and Alabama, and ask them if their coming has 
not largely increased the value of real estate and benefited the farmers 
and laborers of that section. 

I invite the gentlemen to go with me among the workmen in the in- 
dustrial centers of the North, ascertain the number of the homes they 
own—amillions of homes earned and paid for out of the savings of their 
daily toil. Let us examine their savings of money on deposit in the 
laborers’ banks, the savings-banks of that section—in round numbers 
three millions ot depositors, with more than a thousand millions of 
dollars to their credit. Let us visit their homes, their schools, their 
reading rooms, their societies, where we shall find many evidences of 
plenty, contentment, and even the luxuries of life; and then when we 
have done this I ask my colleagues of the South to contrast the con- 
dition of these wagemen, their homes, schools, savings, and general sur- 
roundings and intelligence, with those of the South, of England, or any- 
where else on earth, and then they will see and know why the Repub- 
lican party, representative of the great loyal, liberty-loving, and Amer- 
ican-imbued North, accepted the wager of battle tendered them in 1861 
and fought to asuccessful conclusion the war to preserve the nationality 
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of the Union. The great loyal heart of the North believed that labor 
should be made a king, not a slave. 

They believed that om was the birth- right and heritage of every 
American citizen; and that every citizen was entitled to the amplest 
protection in life, liberty, and business. So thoroughly imbued are the 
Republicans with this theory of equal rights and protection that I chal- 
lenge my colleagues upon the other side of the Chamber to name one 
Republican voting precinct in any State from Maine to Oregon where 
there is not absolute protection of the sacred right of the ballot. There 
can not be found one Republican voting precinct anywhere where the 
humblest citizen, native or foreign born, black or white, who is a legal 
voter, can not go openly and freely as becomes a freeman, and vote for 
the men of his choice, have his vote counted as it was cast, and the re- 
sult honestly announced. So deeply and thoroughly are Republicans 
imbued with this doctrine of protection for all in all their rights of citi- 
zenship that the man who wouid oppose it would be as one in fifty 
thousand. 

The Republican masses and the great industrial North are in favor 
of equai rights and protection; ‘protection of national unity; protection 
of the equality of citizenship whereby one vote in Indiana shall equal 
one vote from any other State in this House and in the councils of the 
nation; protection of American manufactures and laborers by a wisely 
devised protective-tariff system. Ah, my dear sir,” says one of my 
colleagues of the South, Do you not know that your protective sys- 
tem is a giant robber?“ My reply is, My dear sir, I can not compre- 
hend your meaning when you call protection a robber. I look into the 
national Treasury and see that it brings into it the money required by 
the wants of the Government? I talk with the men who have their 
money invested in American industries, and they tell me, We do not 
want a change.’ I go among the great mass of the people—those who 
buy and consume the products of these protected industries—and they 
tell me, ‘We now buy our articles at one-half the price we paid before 
we built up these industries and made them ourselves; we are not 
robbed at all.’ I then seek an interview with the bread-winners, the 
men-who toil; we talk over the whole situation and contrast conditions 
under different systems; some of them have fled from the oppressions 
of free trade and know from experience, the best of all teachers, the 
God's truth about the whole business.“ They tell me, ‘We own more 
homes, have more money saved, receive better wages, than any other 
bread-winners on earth. The system does not rob us, and we ask you 
to let well enough alone.“ Upon inquiry I learn that our national 
wealth has increased 400 per cent. in twenty-eight years of this rob- 
bery, four of those years being a period of cruel, devastating war, and 
I wonder who has been robbed. Surely not America, nor her people, 
for they have grown rich beyond comparison with any other people on 
earth during the same time.” 

Mr. Chairman, protection is not robbery. It isa blessing both to the 
Government and the people. It has been a blessing to the United States 
of America since 1861, when the present policy went into operation. 
There comes to me, Mr. Chairman, a voice from out of the experience 
of the past which cays to me that it is the highest duty of the legisla- 
tor in this Government of the people to enact laws whereby the people 
shall be fully protected in all their rights; hence I am in favor of pro- 
tecting the unity of the nation, protecting the purity and equality of 
the ballot, protecting the honor of my country, protecting American 
industries, and protecting American labor from being forced to accept 
the cheaper wages paid to free-trade European bread-winners. 


DEMOCRACY AND MONOPOLY. 


The distinguished gentleman from Maryland [ Mr. RAYNER], inspeak- 
ing of tariff reform and Democracy, April 30, said want it to be of 
that kind that can point to Mount Vernon’s shades and Mouticello's 
heights and say that from the day of its birth it has been the mortal 
enemy of monopoly.” And as I read I wondered, Mr. Chairman, if it 
could be possible that my eloquent colleague had forgotten the history 
of this generation. The head and heart and soul of Democra¢y have not 
been, nor are they now, the mortal enemy of monopoly“ from its birth. 
Upon the contrary, not content with advocating the claims of the giant 
monopoly of the century—human slavery—within the jurisdiction ot 
the Government, they actually endeavored to withdraw from the Union 
and organize a confederacy, the chief corner-stone of which was to be 
the giant monopoly, human slavery. The Democratic party of to-day 
is the open ally, the avowed champion, the chief support of the great- 
est monopoly of this age, the whisky league, a monopoly that is not 
content with controlling the whisky business, but assumes to dictate 
political policies, control party management, and corrupt elections by 
bribing electors and election officers, and Old Sumptuary will once more 
be called into service at St. Louis in June to sound the key-note of the 
new alliance of 1888, entered into between the Democratic party and 
the Whisky League of America. 

I desire to remind my distinguished friend of another fact which 
shows how the souls of Democratic leaders yearn for a chance to be- 
come the mortal enemy of monopoly.“ I refer him and the com- 
mittee to the metal schedule in the bill under consideration, and to 
the item of steel railway bars. Under existing laws the tariff is $17 a 
ton. It is proposed to reduce the tariff on railway bars to $11 a ton, a 
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reduction of $6 a ton, or a fraction over 35 per cent.; and for whose 
benefit? For the sole benefit of the railroad monopolists of America. 
I concede that the majority report tries to theorize and show that it 
the tariff is reduced the cost of building railroads will be cheapened, 
and then freights and fare will also be cheapened. I say, however, 
and I appeal to the history and experiegce of the past to prove the 
truth of the saying, that the rates of fare and freight are not in any 
way whatever affected by the tariff on railway bars, but are agreed upon 
aah adjusted in advance, at least annually, by the great trunk lines, 
when they meet to make assiguments of per cents. of traffic to compet- 
ing lines. And yet so intense and burning is the desire of the Demo- 
cratic party to become the mortal enemy of monopoly ” that it would 
reduce the tariff on railway bars $6 a ton, thereby serfously crippling 
the rail-mills of the country, with all the scores of millions of invested 
capital, and largely reduce the wages of all the thousands of workmen 
in these mills; and for whose benefit? For the sole benefit of the rail- 
way monopolists of America and the rail-makers of Europe; while by 
the provisions of the pending bill it is proposed to levy and collect $45,- 
000,000 a year from sugar, a prime necessity of life. 

Mr. Chairman, just imagine the force of the declaration of Democ- 
racy’s ‘‘mortal hatred of monopoly“ in the bill under consideration, 
wherein Democracy makes a reduction of 35 per cent. in favor of rail- 
way monopolists and only 20 per cent. on sugar, a prime necessity of 
life. The majority report of the bill under consideration places the 
total value of all manufactured products in America last year at $7,000,- 
000,000. The amount of wages paid to American laborers to make 
these products was 51, 400, 000, 000. The sum of money that would have 
been paid in Germany to labor to make the same products would have 
been $616,000,000, and in England English laborers would have been 

id $784,000,000. The total amount of tariff collected last year was 

217,286,893, therefore I say to the gentleman that the difference paid 
to the workmen here in America above the wages paid either in Ger- 
many or England is nearly equal to three times the total sum of tariff 
taxes levied and collected. 


TABLE OF PRODUCTS, LABOR AND TARIFF. 


Amount of manufnctures. . . . . .... . . . tees $7, 000, 000, 000 
‘Wages paid to make them in America... 1, 400, 000, 000 
Wages paid to make them in Germany. . . ... 616, 000, 000 

Excess of wages paid in America . Se 784, 000, 000 


Wages paid to make them in America... 
‘Wages paid to make them in England 


Excess of wages paid in America . q — 


616, 000, 000 
Let us charge the whole tariff levy to labor and see how the balance 
will stand: 


American pay-roll in excess of pay-roll in Germany. . . $784, 000, 000 
Deduct total amount of tariff. ..... . . . e ee eee 217, 288, 893 
Balance to credit of American wages. ...... . . . ..... 566, 713, 107 
American pay-roll in excess of pay-roll in England... s.. 616,000,000 
Deduct total tariff duties............ccscoserveccsersssrecccesssnccnsessneccnse see eee 217, 286, 893 
Balance to credit of American wages... . . . . . . . . . .. . . .. . . 398, 713, 107 


Mr. Chairman, I am astonished, that with full knowledge of the very 
great difference paid in wages here and in Europe, that gentlemen will 
seriously insist that the way to reduce the revenue of the Government 
is to reduce the rate of duty. If the Mills bill shall become a law with- 
out amendment I predict that, instead of reducing, it will double our 
revenues, close down the greater part of our manufacturing industries, 
and place our laborers in enforced idleness, 

I call the attention of the committee to the history of increased im- 
ports in 1835 and in 1857, immediately after material changes in our 
tariff laws, and to the very large excess of wages paid in America above 
those paid in Germany and iù England to manufacture the products of 
last year, as the reasons why this result will surely follow until the ac- 
cumulated wealth of our wagemen, an amount over one thousand mill- 
ions, shall become exhausted. There is only one practical way to re- 
dace the revenues of the Government, and that is to increase the free- 
list and also increase the rate of duty levied upon importations, and 
thereby decrease the quantity of importations upon which duties are 
levied. The adoption of such a policy would surely reduce the reve- 
nues of the Government, 

Mr. Chairman, there is another monopoly in existence in this coun- 
try; a monopoly that is inimical to the peace, the prosperity, and the hap- 
pinessof the people. Thismonopoly isan active, aggressive factor; it will 
not tolerate opposition, and is so constituted that its charter may become 
perpetual. It is insolent in its demands, imperial in its methods, un- 
American in its tendencies, and yet, strange as it may appear, Democ- 
racy is not the mortal enemy of this monopoly. 

Democracy loves political power. The monopoly I refer to exercises 
autocratic political power in the name of the solid South. The Demo- 
cratic party, through this monopoly—the solid South—arrogates to 
itself the right to count and claim all the votes of that section. It will 

not tolerate opposition to its purposes. It has demonstrated a new 
problem—that a unanimous vote can be greater than the vote cast. 


Democracy may not be united upon other questions, but it is upon 
its monopoly of the right to receive votes in the South. Ihave heard it 
said, and believe the saying to be true, that if there is any one idol 
that is more precious than all others to Democracy, any one cen- 
tral idea around which the head and body, the heart and soul of 
Democracy love to rally, as its chosen leaders ponder over and fully 
contemplate the length and breadth, the height and depth of Democ- 
racy’s mortal hatred of monopoly,“ it is its darling pet—the solid 
South. The alliance between them is both offensive and defensive. 
How disconsolate indeed would modern Democracy be without its 
monopely of the solid South. To contemplate Democracy without the 
solid South could only be equaled by an effort to contemplate the play 
of Rip Van Winkle with the character of Old Rip left ont. When the 
days of this monopoly are ended, the mission of Democracy will be 
completed. Democracycan not exist without its monopoly of the solid 
South. They are one and inseparable. as much so, Mr. Chairman, as 
were the famous Siamese twins of that section. 

A MATERIAL REDUCTION OF REVENUE MEANS OPPOSITION TO PENSIONS. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not in favor of any material reduction of the 
revenues of the Government. No greater mistake could be made by 
Congress than to largely decrease the revenues at this time. The 
funded debt of the Government is over $1,200,000,000, two hundred 
millions and more of which fall due inside of five years. The current 
expenses of Government exceed three hundred millions a year. There 
is a great outstanding debt not yet adjudicated, which will run up 
into hundreds of millions of dollars, claims pending for half a century. 
Besides all these there are now pending in the Pension Department in 
this city one hundred thousand claims of Union soldiers and their loved 
ones; claims for pension which ought to be allowed; claims that are as 
legal, just, and binding as claims can be; claims that can not be al- 
lowed under existing laws, because of technical failure of proof. The 
Government owes these heroes a sacred debt, and it should by a gen- 
eral law enable these claims to be allowed. To meet all these solemn 
obligations will require sixty millions or more and thereafter largely 
increase the annual pension-list. We can not enact a law which will 
secure so large a measure of justice to the people as one which shall 
provide for these claimants. We should by a general law provide for 
every Union soldier who is now broken in health, and for all the 
widows and children of deceased Union soldiers. 

The Government very wisely pensioned all the Mexican war veterans 
at the age of sixty-two. I say, sir, and with all due respect to those 
veteran heroes, that great and honorable as their services were, they 
become dwarfed into insignificance when compared with the services 
rendered the Government by the Union soldiers. The Union soldiers 
won the greatest victory of all the ages in behalf of humanity. They 
saved the United States to the arts of peace and industrial development. 
They preserved the unity of the nation and rescued our flag from de- 
struction and made it the proud emblem of a government of the peo- 
ple, whose chief glory is that the people are equal before the law. The 
Union soldiers saved this temple of human hopes and of liberty pro- 
tected by law to bless all the countless millions who shall occupy it. 

Who can measure the obligation we owe these Union soldiers? They 
risked life for country and humanity. What more could they do? 
What better evidence of consecrated devotion could be presented? Harv- 
ing done so much for the Government, I now demand that in the hour 
of the nation’s prosperity, when its Treasury groans beneath its weight 
of silver and gold, when all the current obligations are met and there 
still remains a surplus, that the Government these heroes saved shall 
properly care for all of them and their widows and children. Care for 
them as a Government of the people should care for its citizen soldiers 
who in the hour of its greatest peril risked life in its behalf, 

Mr. Chairman, I can not speak for other members; I cannot know 
into what lines of thought and action duty may call them. I do know 
this, however, that, on behalf of the million surviving comrades of the 
Union Army, the men to whom we are indebted for all the blessings 
of constitutional liberty and a Government of the people, I shall op- 
pose any and all material reductions of the revenues of the Govern- 
ment until all its solemn obligations to all these Umon soldiers, for 
pay, bounty, and pensions, shall have been fully paid. I shall insist 
that the promises made these soldiers shall be sacredly kept by the 
Government; every promise to every soldier, and to his widow and his 
children. The surplus is theirs. It belongs of right to the men who 
saved not only the surplus, but the Government itself, from total de- 
struction, 

Again, Mr. Chairman, one of the results of the late war was the en- 
franchisement of the colored race—a race that had been held in legal 
bondage under the laws of the land. Other laws made the act of teach- 
ing them to read and think for themselves a crime punishable by fine 
and imprisonment. The law not only held them in slavery, it also 
kept them in ignorance. The war has changed their legal status; 
then they were slaves; now they are citizens, equal before the law 
with their more highly favored brothers of Saxon origin, and every con- 
sideration of national honor and safety demands that this race be edu- 
cated and through it be made capable of exercising intelligently the 
rights and duties of citizenship, intelli being one of the test 
safeguards of the state. The presence of slavery in the South made 


1888. CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


A387 


ignorance the birthright and heritage of all the poor white eof 
that section, and to them education should be sent. I hold, Wr. ir- 
man- and it is the judgment of the people I have the honor to repre- 
sent as well as my own—that, under these circumstances, the linedf 
duty is very plain for the Government to pursue. The least it can do, 
the least it ought to do, is to take out of its overflowing Treasury not 
Jess than $12,000,000 a year, and expend it in organizing and aiding 
the public schools in the South. The Government made the slaves cit- 
izens; it should qualify them for citizenship and then let them alone 
to work out as a race their own destiny. : 

There is no justice in or need of the direct tax on cigar-dealers and 
druggists, These should be removed. This would decrease the reve- 
nue three millions. No man can justify the levying of a revenue tax 
on alcohol used in the arts. This tax should be removed. There are 
known safeguards which will prevent the alcohol used for that purpose 
from ever being used as a beverage. This would reduce the revenue 
not less than eight millions. More than 25 per cent. of the tariff rev- 
enue of 1887 was paid on sugar—a prime necessity; an article that enters 
into use in every home, whether it be the cottage of the laborer or the 
palace of the millionaire. It is not a protective tariff beyond the sum 
of six millions of dollars, because of the fact that we do not produce 
over one-tenth the sugar we consume. Of the vast sum of fifty-eight 
millions of duty derived from the tariff on sugar, it therefore follows 
that six millions operates as a protection to American sugar, and the 
enormous sum of fifty-two millions of the sugar tariff was a tariff for 
revenue, pure and simple, and that levied on a prime necessity of life. 

The bill under consideration proposes to raise the great sum of forty- 
five millions a year of tariff revenue from sugar,a necessity in every 
American home, and I shall enter my protest against such a burden 
being laid on sugar. It isnot a tariff levied with a view of protecting 
American sugar beyond the sum of $6,000,000, but will, if adopted, 
make sugar beara direct revenue tariff of $39,000,000 a year. The 
Government can paya direct bounty on every pound of sugar produced 
in America for a period of nine years, levy a tariffon imported sugar 
to pay the bounty to American sugar, and if under the stimulus of a 
direct bounty the amount produced shall increase from one-tenth to 
one-half the quantity our people consume, they will save in nine years 
time, by the adoption of the bounty system and the repeal of the pres- 
ent unjust and outrageous sugar tariff, the sum of at least $220,000, 000. 
No man can be a consistent protectionist and advocate and favor the 
levying of a tariff on sugar, which will bring into the Treasury torty- 
five million a year—a sum of money which is and must be a revenue 
tariff pure and simple, and that too collected upon a necessity in every 


home. 
$ USE THE SURPLUS TO RESTORE SILVER TO PAR. 

When our fathers adopted the standard of values for our Govern- 
ment upon which should be based the financial transactions of Gov- 
ernment and people, they said silver and gold shall be the standards, 
and they adopted a ratio between these precious metals. Their action 
was eminently wise, conservative, just. From the day, long centuries 
ago, when for thirty pieces of silver a burial place was purchased, to this 
hour, silver has changed less in intrinsic value than gold. The same 
fact holds good in the history of our own country. Certain holders of 
bonded securities have for years been actively engaged in an effort to 
have the leading governments of earth adopt a single-coin standard, 
and that to be gold. No friend of humanity, no friend of this Govern- 
ment of the people, can advocate that measure. No more pernicious 
legislation can be conceived than an act to reduce the standard of val- 
ues one-half by demonetizing one of the two precious metals. Its ef- 
fect would be to double the wealth of every creditor and double the 
debt of every debtor, thus creating an impassable barrier between pov- 
erty and wealth. America is a coin-producing country, large quanti- 
ties of both silver and pa being produced each year;*hence it follows 
that the Government should, by every known legal enactment, and by 
every recognized diplomatic policy known, exert its great influence in 
favor of keeping and maintaining both standards at par. At this time, 
and for afew years past, the bullion value of our silver dollar has been, 
and is, worth less in the money markets than the bullion value of gold. 
What have we done to restore the equilibrium of values? Nothing, 
absolutely nothing. What are we doing to-day? Nothing whatever. 

We produce about fifty millions of silver a year. All our national 
debt and private debts are based on it as one of the two equal stand- 
ards, and yet when there is a deliberate effort made to demonetize sil- 
ver, and thus destroy its value as a standard of other values, with 
the national Treasury overflowing we sit idly by and do absolutely 
nothing to arrest the depreciation of silver. Under existing law the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to purchase and coin two mill- 
ions of silver every month. If the Government would go upon the 
markets and purchase double that sum, buy four millions a month, in 
less than two years’ time silver would be equal to its former value, and 
once moreequal togold. The Government has made $30,000,000 ont of 
the coinage of silver, therefore the Government can well afford to make 
an investment in silver, the inevitable result of which will be to pull 
the whole massof silver up to par with gold in all the nations of earth. 
The Government owes this effort to place the metals at par on the old 
ratio to the Co and business interests, not only of our Government, 
but the world. 


Mr. Chairman, it may be wise statesmanship to take 125 or 126 cents 
of the people’s money and go upon the markets and buy with it 100 
centsof the people’s paper. I repeat, it may be wise, businesslike, and 
economic statesmanship to do that thing if it be, I am not able to see 
it in that light. I can not believe it is a wise po to do that; yet 
the Secretary of the Treasury is doing that very thing. Recently, 
when the bill was under consideration to increase the circulation of 
national banks from 90 to 100 per cent. of the face value of the bonds 
deposited to secure the circulation, J was amused as I contemplated 
the anomaly of Congress trying by the enactment of one law to in- 
crease the value of the outstanding Government bonds, while by an- 
other bill then pending it proposed to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury to go upon the market and buy the very same bonds out of 
the surplus in the people’s Treasury. I would, if I could, authorize 
the See: to go upon the market and buy silver with the surplus, 
If bondholders in Europe and America continued their efforts to depre- 
ciate silver, I would let them know that Uncle Sam was the backer of 
silver to the amount that he had decided that the law which has been 
in existence for nearly a century, which said that 412} grains of 900 
fine silver, stamped with the sovereignty of the United States as being 
a dollar, was a dollar, and should be so received and accepted ev 
where; and when this is done it will be because itis known that U; 
Sam's resourees are beyond computation. 

Doubting Thomases predicted in 1861 that the Union would be de- 
stroyed. Uncle Sam said it should not be. The Union exists, and is 
one and inseparable. Then these same people declared that the war 
debt could never, no, never be paid, Uncle Sam very quietly and yet 
firmly declared it shall be paid, every dollar of it, and I will show 
you how to enable the people to pay it and at the same time enrich 
themselves; and then he started up an American industrial system 
that has been and is the marvel of the ages, and, lo and behold, how 
rapidly that debt disappears. Every dollar that is due is paid, and a 
great surplus balance in the Treasury. 

Whenever Uncle Sam shall lay his hand on the silver problem and 
say it shall be taken and accepted as an equal standard of values with 
gold, according to the law fixing the ratio adopted by our fathers, it 
will be so accepted, because the resources of Uncle Sam are illimitable. 
Silver is distinctively the people’s money. Uncle Sam is the repre- 
sentative of the people's Government. He should utilize the surplus 
in his Treasury in buying silver and restoring it to par with gold. It 
is his coin. Silver should be Americanized fully and completely, 
like our industrial policy, and when this is done it will be at par. 
When we authorize the purchase of silver instead of bonds ont of the 
surplus in the Treasury we shall confer a lasting blessing on this gene- 
tation by a restoration of the equality of values, and by inaugurating 
an era of unprecedented prosperity in all the avenues of business, and 
thereby confer a blessing upon all the sons and daughters of toil, 

Mr. PLUMB Mr. Chairman, the question before the committee, 
which has been so long and so ably discussed, is, under the present state 
of public affairs,a broad one. It reaches far beyond any paltry cent 
per cent. view of rates of duties to be demanded on this or that impor- 
tation; it comprises within its ample outline the surplus in the Treas- 
ury, debt payment, internal- revenue taxation, a proper economic system 
for the country, and thus affects the prosperity and happiness of every 
citizen of the United States. 

The settlement of this question involves the supremacy, if not the very 
existence, of the political parties of the day, and with them the different 
policies they propose to pursue in administering the affairs of the Gov- 
ernment. It, moreover, goes to the very bottom of the social condition 
of the various sections of the Union, both as to what these conditions 
now are and what they are to be, 

Taken with our system of money, with which it is intimately con- 
nected, it is by far the most important that in time of peace interests 
and affects the American people. In what I may say upon this occa- 
sion I do not propose to enter upon a discussion of the principal provis- 
ions of the Mills bill so called. Others who have addressed the House 
on both sides of this Chamber have given special attention to the de- 
tails of this measure, and it has been shown that whatever is its pur- 
pose, it is an ill-advised and unsatisfactory bill, which if enacted into 
law, would deal a death-blow to our system of protection. 

It is with such a view that I shall offer tothe committee the ideas I 
entertain on this great question. In so doing I shall speak plainly, 
especially of such public men as are actors in the important events now 
transpiring, not for the purpose of traducing them personally, but in 
the exercise of the privilege of a member on this floor to criticise every 
public officer for his official acts. x 

I shall refer to the surplus in the T: and the course pursued 
by the President in relation to it, as well as his determined purpose 
to overthrow protection. I shall refer to the course of the Speaker or 
the House in the appointment of the Ways and Means Committee and 
of the fitness of that committee to discharge the duties thereof, and 
shall endeavor to show that ever since this Administration came into 
power a plan has existed which has at length ripened into a conspiracy 
to cause the Democratic to entirely change front, both on the 


question of protection and of taxation by means of internal revenue. 
SURPLUS. 


When President Cleveland was inaugurated there were less than 


4388 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 18, 


$10,000,000 in the public Treasury applicable to the payment of the 
public debt, the administrations that preceded him caving pursued 
faithfully the Republican policy of using the surplus to pay the debt 
and stop interest. Butnotso Mr. Cleveland; although there were sub- 
ject to call enough 3 per cent. bonds to absorb the accumulations in 
the Treasury, some nine months were suffered to and nearly a 
hundred millions had accumulated before the Treasury began to call 
for these bonds. 
The evils of such financial management were clearly understood by 
the President, for in his message he says: 
The public Treasury, which should only exist asa conduitconveying the peo- 
le's tribute to its legitimate objects of expenditure, becomes a hoarding-place 
or money needlessly withdrawn from trade and the people's use, thus crippling 
our national energies, suspending our country’s development, preventing in- 


vestment in productive enterprise, threatening financial disturbance, and invit- 
ing schemes of public plunder. 


And, what is more, this Administration came into power demanding 
that the surplus be used for paying the public debt; and yet this same 
Administration, guided by this same President, inaugurated a financial 
policy which violated not only every doctrine laid down in his message, 
but a prominent plank in the platform of his party, and he has con- 
tinued to do so to this very hour. 

Mr. Chairman, there is not now, nor has there been since December 
1, 1873, any legal necessity for ceasing to pay off the public debt, and 
no Republican administration has faltered in the work of debt payment. 
The law as it stands in the statute-books, and as it stood before and 
since any of the 4} and 4 per cent. bonds were issued, provides for the 
redemption and paymentof the public debt whenever conditions exist 
such as have prevailed ever since this Administration came into power. 

Sir, I deny emphatically that there is a dollar of surplus in the Treas- 
ury. : 

How is it possible to have a surplus whep the Government debt ex- 
ceeds oné thousand millions of dollars, nearly all of which sum is rep- 
resented by bonds that were issued under a statute which reserves to 
the Government the right to redeem them before maturity under cer- 
tain prescribed conditions which now exist? Would any business man 
or banker dare to report a surplus in q statement of his private affairs 
under similar cireumstanc<s | 

If General Andrew Jackson was now in the Presidential chair, does 
any one think he would be paying a premium to bondholders? No, 
sir; far from it. It is left to this Administration io put its hands into 
the Treasury and pay in premiums millions of dollars, when the law 
clearly points to a payment of the principal and interest of the debt 
with no premium added, and for one I can not resist the conclusion 
that had he been as true to the people in this matter as he has ever 
been to the hoarder of capital he would not have asked for Congres- 
sional sanction as a shield and excuse for not relieving the tax-payers of 
the country from the payment of premiums for the sole benefit of a 
small but powerful class of bondholders. 

But, Mr, Chairman, this financial jugglery had another object, which 
was to obtain Congressional assent to the avowal made in his message 
that— 

In considering the question of purchasing bonds as a means of restoring to 
circulation the surplus money in the Treasury it should be borne in mind that 


premiums must of course be paid upon such purchases, and that a large part 
of these bonds could not be purchased at any price— 7 


a proposition which contemplated that the bonds would become too dear 
to purchase, which would justify an attack on the principles of protec- 
tion to American industries as the only means left for the reduction of 
the surplus. 

It is pertinent to ask here, Mr. Chairman, why the House of Repre- 
sentatives, with a Democratic majority of 41 in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress, did not pass a measure which would haye effectually provided 
against the surplus then iu the Treasury—the surplus complained of 
by the President, and for which the Speaker, on taking the chair, 
urged Congress for a speedy enactment of some substantial measure of 
relief. It was in the power of the Speaker to have constituted the 
Ways and Means Committee without changing the number of good and 
true Democrats on it, so that a measure would have been reported from 
it and passed the House which would have corrected the inequalities 
of the tariff and reduced taxation without attacking or endangering 
protection to labor, so essential to the prosperity of all our people 

Mr. Chairman, it was the earnest desire of the constituents of a 
large majority of gentlemen then on this floor to have had this done, 
and but for the power exercised for its defeat by the Speaker, it would 
have been done then. Sir, the gentleman from Kentucky, who pre- 
sides over our deliberations, receives and is entitled to the confidence 
and respect of this body, regardless of party, for the able and impartial 
mauner in which he discharges his duty as a parliamentarian; but, sir, 
as impartial as he may be in deciding questions of order, it can not be 
poe sg that he and he alone is accountable for the existence of the 
surplus in the Treasury. Sir, if there be in the history of financial 
legislation a more flagrant exercise of political power than this, I know 
not where it is to be found. ~ But, sir, this is not all. The committee 
appointed by the Speaker again and again refused to permit the ma- 


jority of the House to vote upon such effective measures for disposing 
of the surplus as to them seemed best. 

„Mr. Chairman, it is perfectly plain that all that was thus done to 
retain the surplus in the Treasury was in pursuance of a well matured 
plan and for a well understood purpose, which was nothing less than 
to furnish an excuse for an attack upon protection—a plan which was 
as fully entertained by the President as by the 5 If any doubt 
exists as to this, the remarkable message of the President will at once 
dispel that doubt. On the question of the surplus he has spoken with 
all the solemnity of a state paper. He has deemed his dietum on this 
subject to be of so much importance as to justify himself in an abso- 
lute refusal to follow the direction given in the Constitution, as under- 
stood and followed by every one of his predecessors from Washington 
to Arthur. That instrument says: 

The President shall from time to time give the Congress information of the 
state of the Union, and recommend to their Sonbideration such measures as he 
shall judge necessary and expedient, 

This is his plain duty, but whatsoever is more than this cometh of 
evil.” The President has informed Congress as to the condition of the 
Treasury, and no one has a right to criticise the language employed 
for that purpose; but, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that when the Chief 
Magistrate goes further than to give information, and not only recom- 
mends for our consideration measures, but passes judgment in advance 
on the different methods by which the end desired may be reached, 
commending as he does one method of taxation and condemning another 
as vicious, both being constitutional, and each having been adopted by 
the Government ever since it had an existence, that high functionary 
betrays either a lack of regard for the requirements of the Constitution 
or an unwarranted desire to dictate to a co-ordinate branch of the Gov- 
ernment what legislation it must adopt. 


INTERNAL REVENUE, 


I have already pointed to the President’s stubborn refusal to dispose 
of the surplus and have not shown the subterfuges which have been re- 
sorted to in order not to do the very thing he was clothed with power 
to accomplish, and I next call attention to the new position he has 
taken on the subject of internal-revenue taxes, and which, at his insti- 
gation, the Democratic party is expected to take on that question. 

The Democratic platform of 1884 declares that 

From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-houses 
have been the chief source of Federal revenue, and such they must continue to 
be. The internal revenue isa war tax. We denounce the Republican party for 
having failed to relieve the people of crushing war taxes. 

Every one of the above declarations was Democratic gospel when Mr. 
Cleveland was nominated as the standard-bearei of the party, and to 
these propositions there was no dissent. It has been the boast of De- 
mocracy that its principlesnever change. They were time-honored and 
immutable; but alas! for these degenerate days, this cry can no longer 
suffice to give confidence and comfort to the hearts of the Bourbons. 
Their new President has for some reason made a new platform covering 
the issue I have quoted, and his chosen Secretary of the Treasury uses 
his influence to aid in foisting a new and different doctrine of finance 
on the party and on the country from that of 1884. The Presidentin- 
sists that internal revenue shall remain as a part of our system of taxa- 
tion, and the Secretary of the Treasury, after conceding that internal 
taxation is a war measure, says that it should not be done away with, 
but should be installed as a permanent part of our system. 

Why this right about face, Mr. Chairman, and from whence comes 
the authority of a junto of Democratic leaders to commit the lesser 
lights of the party to such a new departure? Surely something occult 
must account for this radical change of front, and to bring this hidden 
something to light will be my endeavor. 

Bear in mind Mr. Chairman, the President well knew that no im- 
portant changes in our protective system would be tolerated as long as 
surplus was employed in reducing the public debt, nor as long as the 
expressed sentiment of all parties in favor of dispensing with internal- 
revenue taxes known as war taxes remained unchanged. We have 
seen in what manner he has maneuvered with debt reduction and the 
surplus, and we now see with what deliberation he repudiates the 
Democratic platform in regard to the removal of the internal-revenue 
or war tax, both being necessary in order to have an excuse to attack 
protection. I know, Mr. Chairman, that the President has protested 
over and over again that such is not the object, but he doth protest 
too much’’ with his words. Let the argument of his message speak on 
this point. 

The President states that the sum of one hundred and thirteen 
millions will be on hand as a surplus in the Treasury on the 30th of 
June next, the close of the fiscal year, and this sum he claims measures 
the excess of taxation which he insists must be reduced by that amount; 
and he further declares against any reduction in internal revenue which 
now amounts to one hundred and twenty millions per annum. So 
when one fi out these propositions they find them to mean that 
one hundred and thirteen millions should be taken from revenues now 
collected annually from customs. These collections for the last fiscal 
year amounted to $217,000,000; now, if you follow the President’s 
figures and reduce this sum by one hundred and thirteen millions, which 
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ought not, as he insists, to be levied, there would remain only one hun- 
dred and four millions to be collected annually as duties on imported 
goods, a reduction of nearly 50 per cent. on the present amount. 

These estimates and these propositions are of the President’s own 
making, and they show to what extent he proposes to reduce the tar- 
iff. I know, Mr. Chairman, that none of the President's supporters on 
this floor dare adopt his bold utterances on the amount of reduction to 
be insisted upon, for they well understand that it would be impolitic 
to do so now, but there the figures stand, and they show how thor- 
oughly the President is committed to the destruction of protection, for 
who can not see that it would be impossible to reduce the tariff 50 per 
cent. without bringing absolute destruction upon every important man- 
ufacturing industry in the land. 

So, instead of striking the full blow at once, as the proposals of the 
message clearly indicate, the Mills bill is brought forward; not asa 
full expression of the free-trade idea now, but as one more possible to 
adopt and just as sure to accomplish that destruction in the end. 

Mr. Chairman, the personnel of the Ways and Means Committee of 
the present Congress shows unmistakably that the interests of the ma- 
jority of the people was not considered in its formation. I have no 
wish or desire by thought or word to in the least disparage any of the 
gentlemen composing that committee. They are not to be blamed for 
accepting the high position assigned to them by the Speaker. They 
each and all of them have ability and attainments which entitle them 
to the respect of those who know them, but they are not in sympathy 
with the people of this country on the economic questions committed 
to their charge. This is not strange, as will appear when we consider 
their antecedents and surroundings. 

The committee consists nominally of thirteen members, five of whom 
are Republicans and eight Democrats, but six of the latter come from 
States recently under the thraldom of slavery, namely, Texas, Arkan- 
sas, Kentucky, Georgia, and West Virginia—these States thus furnish- 
ing six-eighths of this important committee; and I say this advisedly, 
for while there are nominally five Republican members, the bill comes 
solely from the eight Democratic members, not one of the Republicans 
having been permitted to see the bill or even to know a single syllable 
it was to contain until it had been published to the country. Every 
Republican on that committee might as well have been at their homes 
as dancing attendance at the committee-room while this bill was being 
formulated. It is a delusion to think that there were thirteen mem- 
bers on that committee; there were but eight, the five appointed from 
manufacturing States and favoring protection were absolutely ignored; 
they were not permitted to participate in the work of the committee, 
aud were not recognized as having any right to act or to have a voice 
in its deliberations; and of the eight practically constituting the com- 
mittee, six, as I have shown, come from a particular section. 

Mr. Chairman, look next at the antecedents of these six members. 
Examine their surroundings with a view to determine their fitness for 
a proper discharge of the duties imposed upon them, Look at the 
States from whence they come. Does Texas furnish any such prac- 
tical knowledge of the various interests to be affected as justifies cloth- 
ing oneof her Representatives with such power as the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee possesses? When at home does he re- 
side in a district having diversified industries? Before I close I will 
present some figures from official sources which will throw light upon 
this branch of the inquiry. 

Next to Texas comes Tennessee, a State of such varied resources and 
conditions that in order to find materials adapted to the end in view 
the Speaker was obliged to select a district that furnished the required 
surroundings, and it was found not among the hills rich with minerals 
with which Providence has blest that growing commonwealth—not in 
the new Tennessee, but in the old, where manufactures have obtained 
no foothold, and where diversified industries have no existence. 

Arkansas was the next State which the Speaker thought was entitled 
to a position of power over questions affecting the whole country. She 
has within her borders untold material resources. Her coal fields and 
her forests, her rich ores and her richer soil, adapted to the culture of 
wheat, cotton, and sugar, will, under an enlightenment of her people, 
which can not long be delayed, lead her forth and cause her to shine 
with all the vigor of a new life, a peer among the grand States of this 
Union. But as yet shesleepeth. On the rich bottom-lands of the Ar- 
kansas and White Rivers cotton is still raised with success, even in the 
slip-shod way peculiar to that region, but no diversity of production 
exists there. Here it was that a representative was found having the 
business experience of a cotton-planter, and he is the third on the com- 
mittee we are analyzing. In all candor I submit that such experience 
does not and can not fit any one to act on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee for the advancement of the industrial interests of the entire 
country. 

But let us go further in our work of analyzing this committee. Ken- 
tucky has the fourth place, a State which furnished to the councils of 
the nation the most gifted statesman the South has produced since the 
days of Thomas Jefferson, a man whose noblest instincts and early 
public efforts were in favor of the emancipation of the slave, and whose 


overthrown only because the interests of slavery demanded free-trade 
instead of the American system of protection, for which he labored. I 
mean Henry Clay. I know, alas, too well how that great man yielded 
his convictions that he might gain the Presidency, and how he failed 
in reaching the goal of his ambition; but, sir, had he been content to 
stand firmly by freedom and protection, what greatness and what 
glory would have been her’s to-day? 

Such a lead must have been followed by State after State, until the 
whole South by peaceful and proper means would have become free; 
preparation for freedom and citizenship would have been secured to 
the negro in a manner which to entorced abolition was impossible. We 
should have had no internecine war with its immense cost in blood 
and treasure; and being one in sentiment, one in purpose, what imag- 
ination can portray the greatness and grandeur the Union would have 
achieved when the first centennial of its existence was reached. 

But, sir, it did not so occur; the doctrines of free trade based upon 
the heresy of slave-labor were too subtle to be withstood. Calhounism 
became the doctrine of the South and of Kentucky, and behold the re- 
sult. Unsurpassed in the salubrity of her climate, the fertility of her 
soil, the beauty of her scenery, the richness of her hills in mineral 
wealth, abundantly supplied with natural waterways adapted to cheap 
transportation, yet, with all these advantages, that State has fallen 
back, back, until she is as far behind her younger and naturally no 
better sister States in material progress as is the accomplished member 
from the Lexington district behind what he would be if he were to-day 
advocating the doctrines of protection, so ably maintained by his pred- 
ecessor, Henry Clay. 

But, sir, I venture to suggest that the adhesion of that gentleman to 
the doctrines of Kentucky’s idolized statesman would have unfitted 
him in the eye of the Speaker for a place on the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. If but oneof his eloquent utterances had been for protection, 
the oligarchy whose mouthpiece and effective manager was chosen to 
name this committee would have rejected this worthy Kentucky mem- 
ber as totally unfit for the purposes of Democracy in 1888. 

Then Georgia comes in for a position which gives her an opportunity 
to ially express her ideas on the economic legislation of this na- 
tion, and that State has a right to so express herself; but would it not 
have been eminently proper to vary somewhat the monotony which we 
have found to have governed the action of the Speaker thus far? And 
if Georgia must be represented, why not take one {rom that portion or 
the State in which her vast mineral wealth, long hidden, now begins 
to be brought to light by the new order which universal freedom has 
inaugurated therein? Why have recourse to that Congressional dis- 
trict where slave labor for so long a time has been used for the produc- 
tion of a single staple, and where diversified industry has never yet 
secured a foothold? I will endeavor to make the answer plain fur- 
ther on. 

The sixth and last State out of which this committee has been formed 
is West Virginia, a State that in the near future will demonstrate the 
fact that raw material, labor, and capital will be as strongly united in 
interest as her citizens will be overwhelmingly in favor of protection 
for even now a change of 75 votes in that Congressional district would 
have deprived the Speaker of an opportunity to venture quite so near 
the old Mason and Dixon line to find a Representative who would give 
his sanction to the Milis bill. 

Mr. Chairman, geography is a good guide in many important investi- 
gations; a careful study of locality aids the Speaker of this House to 
know where he may look for those upon whose action he can depend 
for the execution of his purpose. Why, sir, it will not be claimed that 
the Democrats on this floor from the excluded States—States in which 
there exists a condition of things furnishing actual experimental knowl- 
edge of the effect of diversified industries on the prosperity of the peo- 
ple—are not the peers of their fellow Democrats on this committee. 

But, sir, it seems that the qualifications required by the Speaker are 
not good standing in the party, not ability to legislate, not experience 
with the leading industries of the country, not a broad-minded pur- 
pose to have the interests of all sections tairly represented; not any of 
these; but his idea was this, and only this, to select a committee which, 
from its surroundings and antecedents, as well as from the well-known 
devotion of its members to the doctrines of free trade, could be trusted 
to frame a bill which under the pretense of standing by all productive 
industries would, if it became a law, deal a fatal blow to protection. 

Run this list over once more and you will find that four of its mem- 
bers were elected as Democrats without any opposing Republican can- 
didate, and why? Let the peculiar methods now in vogue in certain 
sections of this country fdr silencing political opposition answer. Iam 
dealing, Mr. Chairman, with sectionalism not as its defender, but to 
expose the most glaring and indefensible sectionalism which the polit- 
ical history of this country affords. Theimpropriety of looking to the 
States named fora Ways and Means Committee is shown by the fol- 
lowing facts, compiled from the Tenth Census reports, from which is 
seen the relation these States bear in the number of manufacturing es- 
tablishments, capital employed, and the annual value of their products 
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* Now take six other States, but one of which has practically a repre- 
sentative on this committee, and see what place the census gives to 
them, as shown by corresponding data: 


Wages. Product. 
429, $414, 864, 673 
123; 313; 362 | 631, 135, 284 
2 | “hee 
134,055,904 744. 878, 445, 
24,309,716 | 165. 880, 205 


604, 845, 946 | 3, 385, 189, 593 


Why, Mr. Chairman, the six States selected by the Speaker have 
only about 19,000 establishments, while the unrepresented States have 
132,000, inround numbers, and $112,000,000 of capital against $1,694,- 
000,000, and the number of hands employed are only 115,000 against 
1,663,000; wages paid $30,000,000 against more than $600,000,000. 
The entire product of the six States represented by the six sectional 
members of the committee is less than $200,000,000, and less than one- 
half of the same productin the State of Illinois alone. Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, I know of a single rail mill in my own State the value of the 
output of which in the manufactured product for the past yearamounted 
to $8,000,000, with a pay-roll for wages alone of nearly a quarter of a 
million of dollars; considerably more than that of the entire State of 
Arkansas. The ore used at that mill was shipped by vessel and by rail, 
the coke and coal consumed were mined and manufactured at a dis- 
tance and transported, giving employment at the mill and at the mines 
and in transportation to more men than were employed in manufact- 
uring in the entire State of Arkansas in 1880. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire now to compare the two classes of States 
named in respect to their agricultural importance, and for that purpose 
I beg leave to present the following table compiled from the Tenth 
Census, which onstrates that not only in manufactures, but in ag- 
riculture, the six manufacturing States I have named were entitled to a 
representation in the committee in the persons of some of the able Demo- 
cratic Representatives from those States who are honored with seats on 
this floor: 


Number 


Total cereal production. 
Bushels. 
"coherent AN EE TE p p p 5 — 2881 = 
Kentucky .. -34| 89, 953,432 
Tennessee .. 78 75, 037, 844 
West Virginia 75 20, 409, O44 
Texns. 30 36, 625, 011 


I repeat, sir, that none of these great manufacturing and agricultural 
States are represented on the Ways and Means Committee by a Demo- 
crat save Pennsylvania, and some Democrats will question whether the 
Keystone State is properly represented after all. To be sure, the dis- 
tinguished gentleman whose name stands seventh and last on the 
Democratic side on the register of this committee [Mr. Scorr] lives in 
one corner of that great Commonwealth, but this fact does not of itself 
show that he represents the avowed sentiments of the people of his 
own State on the question of protection. It must be conceded, how- 
ever, that his impress has been made on the Mills bill, for he is one 
of the largest owners and operators in soft coal in the United States, 
and yet that wonderful document appears to leave the duty on soft 
coal unchanged. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the Democrats on this committee, with but 
two exceptions, were supporters of the lost cause; they were Confed- 
erates, and several of them officers in the rebel army. That army took 
the field for the purpose of establishing a government as different from 
our own in its primal doctrines and purposes as the Stars and Stripes 
differ from the Confederate flag. Their plan was to make human 
slavery the corner-stone of their political system, the central idea being 
that slavery furnishes the best and most desirable labor system possi- 
ble. For a half century they had used their utmost endeavor to secure 
the adoption of that idea by this Government, and because a nhjority 
of the people clung to the Declaration of Independence and to the Con- 
stitution and would not accept the hideous doctrines of the slave power, ~ 
they resorted to open rebellion. They adopted the principle that no 
branch of industry should be protected for the plain reason that their 
laborers being slaves would have no laborers to protect. Their consti- 
tution declared among other things: 

8 gress taxes, posts, 
V 3 — me — ae 
fense, and carry on the government of the Confederate States; but no bounties 
shall be granted from the Treasury, nor shall any duties or taxes on importa- 
tions from foreign nations be laid to promote or foster any branch of industry. 

Such a constitutional provision as this demonstrates the sagacity and 
ability of the men who sought to erect a state on the idea that the. 
workingmen should be the property of the owner of the soil and of the 
capitalist. It unquestionably meets the wants of such a government 
but it was rejected by the framers of our own Constitution as totally 
unsuited to a government of, and for, and by the people.“ 

Since then these members have taken an oath to support the Consti- 
tution of the United States. They are here in the house of their 
fathers, and intend to stay.” They acknowledge that in the war they 
were overborne and obliged to lay down their arms, but they do not 
confess that they were wrong; on the contrary, they still insist that 
they were right on principle, and they are now advocates of the same 
political ideas they then put forth on economic questions. 

Mr. Chairman, such is the record, fairly stated, of the majority of the 
Ways and Means Committee, and who by their unprecedented course 
towards the minority constituted themselves the entire committee; and 
in concluding what I have to say respecting it I submit that it would 
be unreasonable to expect from such a source a bill that ought to com- 
mand the support of this House or the approval of the country. 

THE STATUS OF THE FREEDMEN. 

Mr. Chairman, the true inwardness and real purpose of those who 
are responsible for the present endeavor to break down protection can 
not be fully understood without considering the status of the negro, by 
whose muscle the labor of the South has been and in the main must 
be performed. True, he is no longer a chattel; he can not be put on 
the auction block as of old, but he is not regarded as a free man of 
right ought to be. His former owner finds by experience that the labor 
of the negro free is more valuable than was the labor of the negro slave, 
and for that, ifforno other reason, thereis no wish or purpose tore-enslave 
him; but it does not yet enter into the average Southern mind that 
the negro must become educated and must be protected in all of his 
civil rights; in short, a fellow-citizen equal with themselves, in order 
to enable the South to reach the material prosperity to which its nat- 
ural resources entitle it. 

Those who control the politics of the South do not as a whole desire 
that the colored man shall become educated, and they do not intend 
to permit him to enjoy or exercise the rights of a citizen, such as the 
amendments to the Constitution of the United States have vouchsafed 
tohim. They do not think that it is proper to have the negro advance 
a single step beyond the condition of an unowned slave, and in that 
condition the people of the old planting States of the South still pro- 
pose to have their laborers remain. 

In those States where colored men are most numerous they are not 
heartily accorded their civil rights; they are tolerated rather in their 
quasi condition of freedmen for the cheap labor they furnish and for 
the political power their enumeration unjustly confers upon their old 
owners. I say unjustly, for by force and fraud the colored citizen is 
deprived of his vote, and yet that very citizenship goes to increase a 
representation which on this floor is employed to deprive the negro 
a and all other laborersof the protection to which they are en- 
titled. A . 

Mr. Chairman, one of the strongest reasons I have for standing by 
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the principle of protection to American labor is the belief that just in 
proportion as the wonderful resources of the South come to be developed 
under the new era now dawning upon her, will education take the 
place of illiteracy, the recognition of all the civil rights of the negro 
take the place of their denial, which to-day is unblushingly practiced 
in the old planting States. Whatthe South most needs is the develop- 
ment ofher material resources, and this can only be secured by diver- 
sified industries, by manufactures wherewith to employ labor. 

The negro is the laborer of the South, and no man will ever take his 
place. He is there“ in the house of his fathers ’’ eight millions strong, 
and he is there to stay. He must be educated in order to become a 

table laborer and a good citizen. He must be elevated from the 
ow condition compatible with the plantation drudge to that higher 
state in which his naturally bright mental qualities can be brought out 
by actual endeavor and thought-inspiring work. In this new field the 
negro will vindicate his claim to manhood, and will by his own ad- 
vancement secure the admiration of his fellow-men, and when this is 
done he will be as secure in the enjoyment of his citizenship as any 
one anywhere. Free trade will never bring to the South that happy 
day, but with protection it can not be long delayed. 

If you will insist that the public debt can not be paid except at a high 
premium, and therefore taxation should be reduced, Jet it be done by 
taking off the enormous tax on sugar, and by removing internal-revenue 

jtaxation, so that the principle of protection to our industries may be 
preserved, and for that end give to the sugar industry a bounty to en- 
courage to the utmost its production on our own soil. No doubt the 
tariff needs revision to remove inequalities and to simplify collection 
laws. Let that be done, and done by the friends and not by the ene- 
‘mies of protection. But, Mr. Chairman, this is not the object of the 
bill before us nor of the party in power. 

Sir, a fair adjustment is not the question before us. It is, 


WHICH IS RIGHT, FREE TRADE OR PROTECTION? 


They say free trade is right on principle, and they consent to violate 
that principle and adopt a wrong one far enough to collect the taxes 
required to defray the expenses of the Government economically ad- 
ministered. 

It is difficult to find anywhere as much folly and political wickedness 
crowded into so few lines as this proposition contains. If absolute 
free trade between this country and foreign nations is right, why not 
adopt it and collect the taxes directly from the 185 N for whose 
benefit Government exists? Collect from property accumulated 
wealth what it costs Government to protect them and from the individuat᷑ 
what it costs to protect his life and liberty. That would be fair and 
houest; but to place all the burden of supporting the Government on 
those who consume manufactured goods and the necessaries of life and 
let accumulated wealth in the form of either property or money go free 
is rank injustice. 

I am for protection for the sake of protection, and not for revenue. 
If there be no better reason for maintaining duties on foreign goods 
than that it furnishes the best mode for raising revenue, then I will be 
against it. ‘That method of taxation can not be defended standing by 
itself; with no compensating facts to sustain its equity, it is totally in- 
defensible. I know it is justified on the ground of the ease with which 
the tax is collected when the tax-payer is not aware of the exaction, 
but I submit that such an argument is unworthy of intelligent men. 

I am for protection because it surrounds the laboring man with con- 
ditions which secure to him employment at a rate of wages which en- 
ables him to pay the taxes imposed on the articles he consumes and 
then have more left to sustain himself and his family than he could 
possibly have on the other plan. Iam for protection because it is the 
only way in which we can develop our own resources as a nation, em- 
ploy our own muscle, our own machinery, our own brains, and our 
own capital, and in which these forces can work together in the most 
successful manner to promote the advancement of our own country. I 
am for my own country, and for the people of my own country, against 
the world. 

But you say we propose to dispense with foreign trade. We have 
never failed to have commercial intercourse with the nations of the 
earth, and we propose to enlarge that intercourse; but not by reducing 
wages, and in this we radically differ from the advocates of free trade. 
They would follow in the footsteps of monarchies and extend commerce 
by reducing the condition of the employé to the level of the laborers 
of the Old World. This we will never do. 

And now comes President Cleveland and tells us— 
| Thatthe plain effect of our tariff laws is to raise the price to consumers of all 

cles imported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties, 
„and that millions of our people purchase and use things of the same kind made 


in this apa’ and pay therefor nearly or quite the enhanced price which the 
duty adds to the imported articles. 


This is a grave charge that the President has putin his message, and 
inasmuch as the duties on foreign importations average over 40 per 
cent., if the charge is true an awful burthen of taxation is laid on con- 
sumers which ought at once to be removed. But is it true? Or is it 
only the President’s theory unsustained by facts, as the conditions which 
confront us when examined will abundantly prove? 


This theory has been so many times disproved and shown to be utterly 
groundless by exhibitions of the prices at which our manufactories pro- 
duce the goods consumed by our people that to repeat them would be 
useless. But, inasmuch as the President makes a special effort to con- 
vince the farmer and agriculturist that he is imposed upon and fear- 
fully injured by protection, I will be pardoned for a single attempt to 
nail the false theory he seems so anxious to have believed like base coin. 

Farmers use cut nails. In the year 1887 we made in this country 
6,908,870 kegs of these useful articles of 100 pounds to the keg. The 

price of iron nails on the 16th of April last at Pittsburgh was 
$1.90 per keg. The dufy imposed by the existing tariff on cut nails 
is 1} cents per pound. Now, if the President is correct, the people of 
the United States paid $8,646,087.50 more for nails alone than they 
could have purchased them for, but for the vicious and illogical’? 
tariff. And it follows also that the same nails could have been bought 
in New York from English or Belgian nail-makers at 65 cents per keg 
of 100 pounds. 

*Mr. Chairman, there is not a Democrat in my Congressional district 
that believes the President is right. He may think he is honest possibly, 
but he will-tell you the Chief Executive of this great nation has got 
beyond his depth and is dealing in theories that he does not compre- 
hend. The logic is all on his side, but where are the facts? There is 
something in this protection business that is hard for a theoretical free- 
trader to understand, something “‘that giveth and yet increaseth.” 

Mr. Chairman, when a mere lad I stood in front of a country store 
in Ohio and saw a six-horse team, such as Thomas Corwin so graph- 
ically described, come lumbering up the road with its broad-tired wheels 
and its wagon-bed with heavy bows covered with linen that was spun 
and woven by hand. It was laden with 5 tons of merchandise, not a 
box or bale or cask of which had changed its place in that wagon since 
it was loaded in Chestnut street, Philadelphia. How many weary 
weeks had been consumed in the journey over the Alleghanies I do not 
know, but I learned since then that freight paid by the pioneer mer- 
chant in Ohio on that load of goods was $6 per 100 pounds. About 
that time the State of Pennsylvania proceeded to build a canal to the 
West for the purpose of cheapening transportation and extending the 
commerce of her metropolis. 

The farmers and teamsters of that State, many of them, were de- 
cidedly opposed to such ascheme. They were logicians like our Pres- 
ident, and they demonstrated (to themselves) that when a canal-boat 
laden with 80 tons of freight could be hauled by a single mule, when 
it required sixteen six-horse teams to do the same work, the teamster’s 
occupation would be gone, the farmers would no longer have a market 
for either horses or oats, and ruin was sure to come. But the canal was 
built and the farmer lived to see the prices of horses, oats, and farms 
doubled and quadrupled by the very condition from which he expected 
nothing but disaster. What was the matter with the Pennsylvania 
farmer? Mr. Chairman, it was simply this: He had never had an ex- 
perience that caused him to look beyond the mere logic of the prop- 
osition to those forces and influences that were sure to come and con- 
tradict his theory, and that is what ails our President and all advocates 
of free trade. 

But gentlemen on the other side tell us that protection does not pro- 
tect the laborer. A few figures, taken from industries in my own im- 
mediate neighborhood, will show this statement to be as groundless as 
the one I have just discussed. I refer to coal mining, window-glass 
manufacturing, and bottle blowing, and give the following tables of 
prices paid in England, in Belgium, and in the United States. The 
prices paid are gathered from parties in whom I have the utmost confi- 
dence, and the figures they give are, as I personally know, exact. 


COAL MINING. 


Hon. Thomas Burt, M. P. for the Northumberland district in Eng- 
land, writing from Neweastle-upon-Tyne under date of April 23 last, 
gives a full account of the hours of labor and wages of the employés en- 
gaged in coal mining in that district, from which the following statement 
is made and the earnings of employés tabulated : 


The hours of adults in the coal mines of Northumberland vary from seven to 
ten, from the timethey leave the surface till they return, or, to quote the words 
of the act, from bank to bank.” The coal-hewers—whoare the great rity 
of the workmen—are employed about seven hours, The hewers’ work is ex- 
ceedingly hard, and any one who has done it or seen it done, 


WILL THINK THE HOURS LOXG ENOUGH. 


Deputies, stone-men, shifters, and laborers generally work eight hours a day. 
In some cases rolley-way men and others employed in the transit of coal work 
ten hoursaday. This longer period, however, applies only to comparatively 
few underground workers. Banksmen, screcners, and other persons employed 
on or about the pit-head usually work ten hours, and in some few cases eleven 
hours per day. 5 

Having given the hours of labor, I proceed to state the rate of wages paid at 
the present time. Trap „per day, ls.; drivers, 18. 2d.; putters are paid by 
the piece or score, and their average earnings are 28. 9}d. per day. In the case 
of adults the following wages are paid: Coal-hewers average, 4s. Td. per day; 
stone men, about 4s.; deputies, 4s.3id.; shifters, 3s. Officialsare paid as follows: 
8 £2; back-overmen, master shifters, and master wastemen, 328. per 
week. 


The earnings above stated, compared with wages paid for similar 
service in coal-mines of my district, are as follows: 
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Employés. ` r 
Trappers $0.24 | $0.75 to $0.90 
Drivers 28 1.25 to 2.25 
Putters. 67 1.25 to 2.25 
Coal-hewers (miners) while employed. . do. 1. 10 1.2 
Stone- nen S . 96 2.00 tọ 2.25 
Shifters ..... 22 1.50 to 2.25 
Overmen. s.s.s. 40. 00 1. 00 to 1.50 
Deputy overmen . . . . .... . . .. . . .. G0. . . 31.50 65.00 


$ Year round, 


Now, take the window-glass and glass-bottleindustries, both of which 
have obtained a foothold in my own neighborhood, and compare the 
wages paid in the State of Illinois with the wages paid for same service 
performed in foreign countries: i 


Table of wages paid for making window-qlass in Belgium and Illinois. 


. 


Employés. 


{ 
Pittsburgh and 
| Belgium, the West. 


| | 
| j 
] 


875.00 $125.00 to $150, 00 

*25.00 70.00 to 90. 00 

Flatteners . *25.00 | 100.00 to 140.00 
Assistant fl 12. 00 45.00 
Cutters.. 25.00 | 90,00 to 130.00 
Master sh 30, 00 90. 00 
Shearers 15.00 45.00 
Fot- makers eee eee. eee 90. 00 
.. . . tnpsaniyes chweerbe 35.00 to 40.00 


* About. 


Some blowers will make much more than the amount stated, but that 
is exceptional. 

The wages in Belgium are for much longer hours anda greater num- 
ber of days per annum. The workmen in the United States have aver- 
aged only about thirty-two weeks per year since 1883. 

Next comes bottle-making. In Belgium and England first-class bot- 
tle-blowers get from $1.60 to $1.75 per day, while the earnings of the 
same class of workmen in Illinois amount to from $5.50 to $6 per day. 
Laborers of various kinds around bottle-works in Belgium and England 
get from 40 to 50 cents per day, while the same laborers in Illinois ar 
paid from $1.75 to $2.50. These figures tell the story. 


WHO ASKS FOR A CHANGE? 


Mr. Chairman, who has petitioned Congress for the removal of duties 
on imported goods? Have mechanics or laboring men, manufacturers 
or operatives, mill- owners or workers in mills, mine-owners or miners, 
petitioned fora reduction of the tariff? How many agriculturists have 
asked for the passage of the Mills bill? There has been next to no 
demand for tariff reduction from the people of the United States. 
England and the Democratic party on this floor alone seem to be in a 
praying mood for the reduction of tariff rates. Has anybody save dis- 
tillers asked that the internal-revenue tax on whisky should remain 
undisturbed? On the other hand, is it not true that two hundred 
thousand of as good and as earnest men and women as inhabit the 
several States have asked for the removal of that tax, knowing that 
it enables the producers of alcoholic drinks to wield their questionable 
business so as to make immense profits and at the same time create a 
political power which no other combine in the country can equal, not 
a jot or tittle of which is withheld from the Democratic party on elec- 
tion day in every town, city, or hamlet in this broad land? 

Mr. Chairman, for one I am ready to repeal the internal-revenue tax 
on spirits, and in that way to reduce the surplus and break up the great 
whisky trust, for I think that rich and powerful combination, which 
now not only manufactures whisky, but builds its saloons and hires 
its bartenders in every place desirable for their nefarious business where 
the law permits, would fall to pieces in a single year after the repeal of 
the Government taxonwhisky. I am not seeking fora way to promote 
the rum traffic; Iam not anxious to lighten the burden of the rum- 
seller. In any municipality where public sentiment practically fails 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicants as a beverage, let the highest possi- 
ble tax be levied on the retailer for the sole benefit of the tax-payer in 
those counties where the immense cost of the crime they cause to be 
committed has to be borne. 

I pity the man who can look with indifference on that great de- 
stroyer of life, happiness, property, and good morals, dram drinking, 

* which lays a heavy hand on the happiness and prosperity of the labor- 
ing men of this country. Ofthe nine hundred millions annually ex- 
pended for drink it is safe to presume that one-half of it is taken from 
the pockets of laboring men, and for this vast contribution there comes 
no return but misery and crime. How many snug homes, filled with 
such comforts and delights as the human heart craves, would this 
worse than wasted sum bring to the family, making the light of hope 
and love to shine where now the thick darkness of despair so often casts 
its baneful shadow. Sir, show to me that by my voice or vote I can 


— 


even restrain this great evil in a practical way, and that voice and vote 
will not be wanting. 

Talk of trusts; there is the Cotton-seed oil trust, the Standard Oil 
trust, and transportation combines, not one of which has any rela- 
tion to tariff protection, but greater and more powerful than any in 
this country is the whisky trust. It and the Democratic party are 
one in interest—they are united in life, and in death they will not be 
divided. The internal-revenue tax on whisky will not be disturbed by 
Democratic votes, for this tax is the umbilical cord that insures the 
existence of both. It signifies its wish that the tax on whisky shall 
remain undisturbed, and the ready nse of the President is, your 
wishes shall be gratified whatever may be the effect on the manufact- 
uring interests of the nation that need protecting; and the Speaker, 
more than ready to sustain such a policy, so frames the committee that 
whisky is safe. ` 

NATURE OF THE CONFLICT. 


Mr. Chairman, the political conflict in which we are now engaged is 
the addenda to the late conflict of arms, and it has not come an hour 
too soon. The issue is made so clear by the action of the President 
that the disguises of this bill are of but little account. Free Trade vs. 
Protection is the title of the cause now on trial before the American 
people, and upon which we as jurors will in a few days be compelled 
to vote. That such is its true character is understood both by the 
workingmen of America and the manufacturers of England. In proof 
of this I beg leave to insert here a copy of a preamble and resolutions 
adopted at a mass meeting of workingmen held at Cooper Union, New 
York, on the Sth instant, which reads as follows: 


Whereas the so-called Mills tariff bill, now under discussion in the House of 
Representatives, by placing on the free-list many articles that come into com- 
petition with the produci of American labor,and by swooping reductionsin 
the duties upon others, menaces the ruin of many of our industries, and would, 
if enacted into a law, entail great loss of employment and widespread suffering 
among working people; and 

Whereas the workingmen of this country have been contemptuously denied 
0 Si the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, which framed 
the bill; an 

W bereas it is now apparent to every workingman that the prevailing agita- 
tion of the tariff question and the proposed reduction of duties are destroying 
confidence in business, reducing wages in some occupations and stopping alto- 
gether the wages in others: 

Therefore, we, the workingmen of the city of New York, in mass meeting as- 
sembled, earnestly potang against the passage of the Mills tariff bill and 
against any and all measures of a similar character which threaten the labor 
and industry of our country and propose to lower the American standard of 
wages, do hereby declare and proclaim the nenea resolutions: 

Resolved, That we demand_of the Representatives in Congress from this city 
that they not only vote against this most recent attack on the prosperity of 
American labor, but that they use their utmost endeavors to secure its defeat, 

Resolved, That we protest against a bill which puts raw material on the free- 
list when that so-called raw material is the product of American labor. 

Resolved, That we protest against a bill which would break down the barrier 
which defends American labor from competition with the pauper labor of Eu- 
zope and Asia, aud aims to reduce our families to the foreign level of cheapness 
and poverty. 

Resolved, That we demand that the internal-revenue war taxes be repealed, 
and that protection to American labor be maintained and made more effective. 

Resolved, That we call upon our fellow-workingmen in all parts of the Jand to 
rise up and denounce the Mills tariff bill as a menace to our welfare and to our 
rights as citizens, which threatens to deprive us of the opportunities of educa- 
tion afforded by the American system of high wages, and we denounce as a 
fraud the free-trade argument that the cost of living in this country is increased 
in e to the rates of duty on imports, except as we choose and are able 
to live better here than our unfortunate rivals in foreign countries. 

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be sent to the President and to every 
member of Congress. 


And should any doubt exist in any mind as to how the manufacturers 
of England regard this movement, it would be dispelled by the follow- 
ing, from the London Saturday Review, which is only one out of twenty 
English editorials on the subject which are of similar import. It says 
that the message deals with a question which is as interesting to Eng- 
lishmen as Americans, and it adds: 

President Cleveland has devoted himself entirely to the tariff. It is im 
sible to recast this without touching directly the pockets of every citizen of the 
United States and indirectly influencing the commercial interests of the world. 
The President and the Democratic leaders have finally decided that they have 
nothing to gain by keeping measure any longer with the protectionists. They 
have, from whatever motive, resolved to adopt the free-trade policy. Nothing 
can be more explicit than the President's language. The simple aud plain 
duty which we owe the people is to reduce taxation to the necessary expenses 
of an economical operation of the Government, and to restore to the business 
of the country the money which we hold in the Treasury.” In America this 
means free trade. 

Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the decision of Congress on this 
question, it will be reviewed by the court of last resort in this country, 
the citizen, whose scepter of power isa free ballot, and to that grandest 
tribunal on earth this case must be submitted; and for one I can not 
doubt as to what the verdict will be. The good sense of the American 
people has never been appealed to in vain; their instinctive tendency is 
to right action, and whenever oceasion calls for their serious thought 
an expression of their judgment has thus far proven to be indeed the 
voice of God. Mr. Chairman, in dignity and independence there is no 
sovereign on earth who can compare with the intelligent, independent, 
and fearless citizen of the United States who does not hold an office 
and who aspires to none. Such a one is without a peer, except it be 
his fellow-citizen in like condition. To such the destiny of the Re- 
public is committed, and the first century of matchless progress through 
which they have conducted it justifies the faith that centuries to come 
will add to its glory and renown. 
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Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the President in his recent mes- 
sage apprised Congress that the proceeds of surplus taxation in the Treas- 
ury by June 30, the end of the current fiscal year, may be expected to 
reach the sum of $140,000,000, including prior accumulations, or, more 
closely stated, the sum of one hundred and thirteen millions, apart from 
prior accumulations, over and above all authorized expenses, including 
the sinking fund for the current fiscal year. In reference to this con- 
dition, he proceeds: - 

Our scheme of taxation, by means of which this needless surplus is taken from 
the people and put into the public Treasury, consists of a tariff or duty levied 
upon importations from abroad, and internal-revenue taxes levied upon the con- 
sumption of tobacco and spirituous and malt liquors. It must he conceded that 
none of the things subjected to internal-revenue taxation are, strictly speaking, 
necessaries, There appears to be no just complaint of this taxation by the con- 
sumers of these articles, and there seems to be nothing so well able to bear the 
burden without’ hardship to any portion of the people. 

But our present tariff laws, the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source of 
unnecessary taxation, ought to be at once revised and amended. These laws, 
as their primary and plain effect, raise the price to consumers of all articles im- 
ported and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties, Thus 
the amount of the duty measures the tax paid by those who purchase for use 
these imported articles. 

From this utterance I understand the President to be averse to any 
reduction in internal taxation, as that mode of taxation affords, as he 
says, no just complaint,” and that nothing is so well able to bear 
the burdens without hardship to any portion of the people.“ He further 
says our tariff laws are the vicious, inequitable, and illogical source 
of unnec taxation, and ‘‘ought to be at once revised and 
amended,” and with intent to enforce an earnest recommendation 
that the surplus revenues of the Government be prevented by the re- 
duction of our customs duties, he urged upon Congress immediate 
consideration’’ of these matters to the exclusion of all others. 

These are distinct declarations and not susceptible of doubtful con- 
struction. In substance it is asserted that the reductions n 
should be made through the means of additions to the free-list and 
lower rates of duty on importations. 

In the presence of such language, emanating from the Executive, au- 
thorized by direction of the Constitution to communicate and— 
from time to time give to Congress information of the state of the Union,and 
recommend to their consideration such measures as he shall judge necessary 
and expedient— 
it is the imperative requirement of the representatives of the people of 
the United States to give fair, intelligent, and prompt attention to the 
suggestions made. I have done so, and as a remedy for the evils pict- 
ured, I introduced and had referred to the Committee on Ways and 
Means, on March 12 last, a bill— 
to reduce and equalize duties on imports, to reduce internal-revenue taxes, and 
for other purposes. 

An examination of the provisions of the bill mentioned shows the 
remedies I would apply are at variance with those recommended by the 
President. He seeks to prevent the continuance of surplus revenue by 
a resort to changes in our customs duties only. Theremedy I propose 
is through a repeal of internal-revenue taxes as well as by a full revis- 
ion of the tariff, as promised to the people by the Democratic conven- 
tion which assembled in Chicago in 1884. 

The reductions provided for in the bill alluded to would aggregate 
on internal taxation about $70,000,000. It repeals the entire internal 
tax on tobacco and fruit brandies; it repeals the license tax on whole- 
sale and retail dealers, leaving these for such control by State authority 
as the respective States may see fit; it makes all alcohol used in the 
arts and manufactures free, and reduces the tax on whisky to 50 cents 
per gallon. 

These taxes have always been the last to be levied and the first to be 
repealed when no longer needed. It was the boast of Jefferson that 
he had given the death-blow to the excise tax, ‘‘that most vexatious 
of all taxes,” at the commencement of his administration; and among 
other things for which he received the thanks of the Legislature of his 
native State on his retirement from office was for internal taxes abol- 
ished.” 

The first tax also to be repealed after the war of 1812 was the excise 
tax, which was recommended by ison, and was the first law en- 
acted under the administration of Monroe, 

The Democratic convention of 1884 declared that the system of 
direct taxation known as the internal revenue is a ‘war tax,’ and this 
declaration, taken in connection with other declarations in the plat- 
form which I will quote further on, clearly establishes the fact that the 
opinion of the convention was that the internal-revenue ‘‘ war“ taxes 
should first go, and should all go whenever a süfficient sum was real- 
ized from custom-house taxes to meet the expenses of the Government, 
economically administered. We are practically in such condition now, 
and a true response to these instructions warrants the repeal of the in- 
ternal laws to the extent the bill proposes. 

I favor now, as I havealways done, a total repeal of the internal-reve- 
nue taxation. [Applause.] In the bill which I introduced I proposed 


to sweep all these taxes off the statute-book except 50 cents on whisky, 

and I would transfer the collection of that tax to the customs officials, 

if upon examination and reflection it was found to be practicable, 
Some of the reasons which induced me to form this judgment and 


now to adhere to this course I can not better state than by a repetition 
of some of my former expressions in this connection: 


With Albert Gallatin I have regarded the excise or internal-revenue taxes as 
offensive to the genius of our people, and tolerated by the framers of the Con- 
stitution only as a measure of necessity in the emergency of war, and that just 
so soon as the occasion for them had passed away they should cease to exist. 
He and Thomas Jefferson, as the very first act of Jefferson’s administration, se- 
cured a re! of internal taxes and relieved the people from their inequality, 
inquisito: annoyances, and hordes of officials clothed with dangerous powers. 
Only in these latter days have I heard men calmly claim these war taxes are 
still necessary—a generation after the war which gave rise to them had closed. 
And it is a very s ive and suspicious feature of the affair that those upon 
whom the tax is laid clamor loudly against its being taken off, regarding it no 
doubt as a protection against competition to the large monopolies, 


To substantiate the ground taken by me in that letter, I will refer to 
two authorities. I will read first from Blackstone’s Commentaries 
(book 1, pages 317, 318) to show excise is a war tax: 


But at the same time the rigor and arbitrary proceedings of excise laws seem 
hardly compatible with the temper ofa free nation. For the frauds that might 
be committed in this branch ot the revenue, unless a strict watch is kept, make 
it necessary, wherever it is to give the officers the power of entering 
and searching the houses ofsuch as deal in excisable commodities at any hour 
of the day, and, in many cases, of the ht likewise. And the proceedings in 
cases of transgression are summary and sudden. 

* * * s * « s 

However, its original establishment was in 1643, and its progress was gradual 
both sides protesting it should continue no longer than to the end of the war, 
and then be utterly abolished. * * But from its first origin to the present 
time its very name has been odiousto the peopleof England.” It has been kept 
up, however, to supply the enormous sums necessary to carry on the continental 
wars of Europe. 


So believed Jefferson; and let us next see what he did. I read from 
Schouler’s History of the United States, volume 2, page 21: 


In economy and retrenchment the President had already made a beginning 
by reducing the diplomatic establishment and consolidating some revenue of- 
fices subject to executive control. The movement now contemplated was to 
abolish that whole system of internal taxation, which he had heartily detested 
as tyrannous, burdensome, and liable to abuse of patronage; which had always 
been unpopular in the Middle and Southern country, and which cost more than 
the first three years’ net produce to put down resistance to its collection. But 
excise receipts had risen gradually to the neighborhood of $1,000,000, and many 
feared that the Treasury would suffer if this resource was suddenly cut off. 
Jefferson had, however, gone over the ground carefully with Secretary Galla- 
tin; against the present yield of the internal taxes they set off what the Gov- 
ernment might safely economize elsewhere. 

Customs duties alone would, as they correctly surmised, supply a revenue 
sufficient to support the Federal establishment, and, besides paying interest on 
the public debt, extinguish its principal, should peace continue, in fiſteen or 
eighteen years, Federalists were ocr: *utons, end tee with ends ta place 


tried to induce a re „ only par. „ cau, bie! te ar was laid to the ront 
and with the Aon kalt of thie Went els GE the dM ces at the din: 
of the Administration. 

In addition I then said rid ocw repeat ihat if this intermsi-ie\ouns 
system were abolished to. v would “ave no surplus revenue te 


scare us, while the admini ©.) on of hii 
purer and better, 

On the tariff the bill embraces à revision of the entire system on 
principles believed to be in harmony with the last authoritative decla- 
ration of the Democratic party, from which I quote, as follows: 


From the foundation of this Government taxes collected at the custom-house 
2 been the chief source of the Federal revenue. Such they must continue 
to be. 


aaiye 


voull Le reudered 


= s * s s * s 

All taxation should be limited to the requirements of economical govern- 
ment. The necessary reduction in taxation can and must be effected without 
depriving American labor of the ability to compete 5 with foreign 
labor and without pe paan rates of gay than will be ample to cover auy 
increased cost of production which may exist in consequence of the higherrate 
of wages existing in this country. 

This declaration of principles clearly recognizes the fact that a differ- 
ence exists in the cost of the production of commodities in this and 
other countries in consequence of the higher rate of wages existing in 
this country, and declares for duties ample to cover this difference. 

This is the cardinal principle that must govern in any intelligent re- 
vision of our tariff. Our industrial system differs from that of any 
other country in the important fact that labor in this country receives 
a much larger share of what is annually produced than in any other. 
It is believed to be demonstrable that this advantage to labor can be 
maintained only by giving to our industries protection equal to the 
difference. Whether this difference be expressed by wages or by what 
wages will command for wage-earners, does not matter in the final 
analysis. The question is, what proportion of the annual products of 
labor and capital combinded does labor receive, and how much larger 
is that proportion in our system than in any other? It may not be 
possible to state exactly this difference, but statistics are abundant 
enough to proye that the difference is largely in favor of American 
labor. Noone will deny that an industrial system under which annual 
products are most widely distributed and in which labor receives as its 
share a larger proportion is the better system. 

As the name of Edward Atkinson has been referred to in this debate, 
publishing his opinion which was given a long while ago, let us see how 
he speaks of recent events in his late article on ‘‘ Low prices, high 
wages, small profits; what makes them?’ He says that 


Since the end of the civil war, in 1855, and yet more since the so-called panie 
of 1873, there has been greater pro; in common welfare among the people 
of this country than ever before. It been the period in which there has been 
the greatest application of science and invention to the production and distrie 
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bution of food that ever occurred in any single generation in the history of this 
or any other country; and food is the prime necessity of material life. * * = 


The cost of the material for food, of materials for clothing, boots, and shoes, and 


of fuel, probably represents about 70 per cent. of the cost of living on the part of 
well-to-do ies, railway employés, or of other persons in analogous ocou- 
pations who may be considered in the average position of working people. Ail 
these elements of Jife have declined very greatly in their prices in the period 
under consideration. * * * Some one wisely and wittily said that “It 
does not much matter what happens to the millio; ; how is it with the mill- 
toal is shall appear that out of this great reduction in prices the millions have 
ined her wages ; that hundreds of thousands of families have gained better 
greater comfort in life; while those who have suffered temporary 
loss have been only the rich who have been =o of adjusting themselves 
tothe new conditions, or the unskilled r who have been unable to grasp the 
greater opportunities for welfare which invention has offered them, then may 
we not come to the conclusion that diminished profits and low prices are merely 
the complement of higher wages and lower cost, and are therefore most certain 
indications of general progress from poverty to welfare, yet Pill leaving the 
problem open, how to help the unskilled poor? 

This would seem to settle the question as to whether we should ad- 
here to the beneficent policy pursued of een in and protecting 
our own home manufactures by the protectior which necessarily results 
from any proper adjustment of duties in any tariff bill for the purpose 
of raising revenue to carry on the Government economically adminis- 
tered. It demonstrates unmistakably the truth of what those who 
agree with me have contended would be theresult. To increase wages 
products must be increased, for in the end wages are but the laborers’ 
share of products. While a dollar may buy more in another country 
than here, a day’s labor, which is the crucial test, will exchange for 
more of the necessaries and comforts of life here thau anywhere else. 
[Applause. ] 

Under free trade this advantage which accrues to labor would disap- 

It is impossible that it should be otherwise; for if a tariff does 
not in itself give higher wages to labor, it does preserve from destruc- 
tive competition a system in which labor can and does receive as its re- 
ward better wages or a larger share of the fruits of its own toil than 
in any other system. No two industrial systems side by side, with 
labor in one receiving double the wages of labor in the other, could 
long exist under free trade between them. ‘Too much stress can not 
be laid upon such facts as these, because on them hinges the neces- 
sity of protecting American industries, in order to preserve the ad- 
vantages to labor that have arisen under them; and who would wish 
to see that system overthrown and reconstructed on the basis of other 
countries, with labor kept at the level of a bare existence, and with no 
hope of ever bettering that condition? 

Before proceeding iv explain the principles and provisions of the bill 
which I introduced, as it affects the tariff, I will stop to refer to a few 
of the fundamental propositions which have been persistently main- 
tained throughout this debate, and which appear to exercise a control- 
ling influence over the opinions of so many. 

First. That duties are alwaysadded to the price which the consumer 
must pay. 

On articles not produced in this country thisis doubtlessly true, as a 
general rule, and measurably true also on articles in part produced in 
this country but not sufficient to supply the entire demand. But on 
all those commodities produced in sufficient abundance to supply, or 
measurably supply the home market, different principles control. In 
that case competition, where it is free to operate, determines the prices 
of the various products and the foreign producer comes to this as a 
market where prices are fixed, and the duties are what he pays for the 
privilege of entering our market. [Applause.] 

Another erroneous proposition is that duties on articles produced in 
this country are a tax or bounty which the consumer pays to the man- 
ufacturer, by means of which the manufacturer derives larger profits 
than prevail in other industries. 

If this were true it is not easy to see what justification could be of- 
fered for the committee bill any more than for the preseat tariff laws. 
But that this, as a general rule, is erroneous becomes apparent enough 


on a closer\examination of the laws of trade which prevail under all 


That there is a tendency in every industrial system to an equaliza- 
tion of profits on capital and wages of labor is an admitted principle of 
political economy. Adam Smith long ago laid down the proposition 
that larger profits in one industry than in others could not long prevail 
in the same country. Other economists state the same principle. Sup- 
pose that, with our industries constituted as they are, we formed a 
world by ourselves, would it be claimed that one class, as consumers, 
paid a perpetual tax to another class, as producers? Would not rather 
the economie law just stated prevail? Such would be the condition, 
too, under a tariff entirely prohibitory. The same law, too, operates 
under a tariff that covers the difference in the cost of production be- 
tween this and other countries. 

Of course the tendency to an equalization of profits on capital and 
wages of labor never reaches a dead-level, because of the varying con- 
ditions and influences under which production and consumption go on. 

From these principles it follows that all who participate in an indus- 
trial system are partakers of its benefits, whether they are employed 
in one industry or another—not the manufacturer alone, but the la- 
borer ; in short, all who produce and exchange products are alike bene- 


fited under this system, and that is the system we seek to continue by 
a proper adjustment of tariff duties. Only those who have fixed in- 
comes or are in office for life with fixed; salaries, would be benefited by 
the overthrow of this system and the establishment of free trade. But 
this is the last class that has a right to complain. 

Still another assumption is that any class of producers—for instance, 
the agricultural class or the wage-earners—could continue indefinitely 
to sell their products, or their services, in our present higher market, 
and at the same time buy the products or the services of others in 
cheaper markets. That this is not possible becomes clear enough on 
the most casual examination. If the farmer ceases to buy the products 
of the manufgcturers, he will certainly cease to sell to them, and must 
sell his products in the market where he buys what he consumes him- 
self. Suppose last year we had manufactured a thousand millions’ 
worth less than we did and had gone abroad for these products, ex- 
pecting to pay for them with agricultural products; could a thousand 
millions more of agricultural products have been sold abroad at the price 
such products brought here? We sold all the wheat and cornand meat 
products that Europe would take at the prices that prevailed. Who 
can tell at what prices Europe would have taken even five hundred 
millions or one hundred millions more of our agricultural products 
than she did take? The mere statement of the proposition is enough 
to disclose the error on which it is founded, and shows the importance 
of uniting manufactures with agriculture, or, as Jefferson states it, put 
the manufacturer by the side of the farmer. In fact, both must, in 
our country, depend almost exclusively on our home market. It is 
folly, if not a crime, to attempt a change in these respects. It would 
bring ruin and bankruptcy without the possibility of having such a re- 
sult accomplished. The greater the diversity of industries in any 
country, the greater the wealth-producing power of the people, and 
the more thereis for labor and capital to divide, and the more independ- 
ent that country becomes. [Applause.] 

I now come to the principles on which the bill I have introduced is 
framed. 

The bill embraces a full revision of the tariff. 

It carries to the free-list many articles which enter into consumption 
as raw material, or otherwise, and in the production of which there is 
no injurious competition between this and other countries, 

In fixing the tariff rates the aim has been to adjust the duties as 
nearly as possible to cover the difference in the cost of production in 
this and other countries, arising from the different conditions I have 
stated. This rule has been extended to all the industries embraced in 
our system where climatic or other causes do not put us at a disad- 
vantage in carrying on production. 

Tn working out the details of the bill under these principles it has 
been my purpose to lower the duties wherever possible and reduce the 
revenues. 

But here we come upon principles that require careful attention. Be- 
tween the extremes of free trade on the one hand and a prohibitory tariff 
on the other there are three principles, one or the other of which must 
governs in levying a tariff. First, revenue only, or an even rate of duty 
on all imports, just high enough to yield the revenue needed to support 
the Gorernment. 

Second, maximum revenue; that is, a tariff that will yield the largest 
possible revenue. 

Third, a tariff to cover the difference in ccst of production in this 
and other countries. r 

The points important to consider in connection with these principles 
is, that the line of ‘‘revenue only” falls below either of the others, and 
that the line of maximum revenue (which is the largest product result- 
ing from multiplying the rate of duty on any article by the quantity 
imported) is always and necessarily below the line of difference in the 
cost of production. Consequently, to lower the rate of duty, until the 
line of maximum revenue is must result in an increase of revenues 
and not a decrease. To reduce the rate from the Iine of maximum rev- 
enue down, will result, of course, in reduced revenues. On the other 
hand, to raise the rate until the line of maximum revenue is reached, 
is to increase tha revenues; but from the line of maximum revenue up, 
an increase in the rate of duty necessarily results in reduced revenues. 
To ignore these principles is to act blindly, and any computations cal- 
culated to show the results of changes in the tariff that do not take 
these facts into account are utterly worthless. 

An all-important consideration in connection with these principles, 
as will be seen from a close i tion, is that, in order materially to 
reduce revenues by reducing the rate of duties on competing industries, 
it is necessary to go below the maximum revenue line, that is, below 
the line of fair or even competition, and give the advantage to foreign 
manufacturers. 

It is for this reason, it is believed, that the committee billin very 
many cases, and especially where ad valorem duties are substituted 
for existing specific rates, will result in an increase rather than a de- 
crease of the revenues. 

To determine just where the line of difference in cost falls is, of, 
course, in many instances, difficult; but it may be safely assumed, 
and has been adopted as a governing rule in preparing the bill I have | 
introduced, that when the importations in any line of commodities is 
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large and increasing from year to year (and no good reason appears why 
the things can not be as well produced here), that the duties are below 
the cost line, and that the advantage is with the foreign producer. If 
production in the same line is diminished, or suspended altogether, in 
this country, it becqmes proof positive that the advantage is too great 
to be overcome without a readjustment of duties. 

Where importations are light or not increasing, it may consistently 
be assumed that the duties are quite high enough and in many cases 
may be safely reduced; and in case the industries are of such a nature 
as to permit trusts or combinations of any kind to raise prices above 
the level of prices or profits in other industries, then it becomes im- 
portant that the cost line should be closely adhered to. 

It is less important, of course, to apply this rule rigidly where prices 
are regulated through free competition. In such cases, under the eco- 
nomic principles I have stated, the tendency is always to a general level 
in profits, wages, and prices in all industries. 

And before leaving this point I wish to state distinctly that if in any 
case it can be made to appear that the measure I have proposed gives 
more protection than is needed to cover the difference in the cost of 
production, I am ready to lower it; on the contrary, if in any instance 
the rate of duty is tąp low to cover this difference, I am ready to help 
raise it; and on this principle in the bill, I have offered the duty on a 
few articles has been increased, as I shall later on explain. 

Again, if it is made to appear that the present duties, or the rates 
proposed in my bill in any way are made use of, or can be, to foster 
monopolies, I stand ready to apply the remedy. Monopolies may and 
do exist, with or without the tariff. Certainly the greatest monopolies 
and trusts in this country now—the Standard Oil trust, the whisky 
trust, the cottonseed-oil trust, and others I might name, have no con- 
nection with our tariff laws. I have never advocated a tariff for the 
purpose of supporting monopolies, but for the protection of labor, and 
Iam for the protection of labor, not at one stage merely, but at all 
stages in the production of any commodity. Iam for the protection 
and maintenance of an industrial system that allows to labor better re- 
ward tlian any other. I believe such a system to be the outgrowth of 
our better form of government and our higher civilization, and thatits 
overthrow will endanger the very existence of our institutions. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

ADMINISTRATIVE FEATURES OF THE BILL, SPECIFIC DUTIES. 


The late Secretary Manning signalized his administration of the 
Treasury Department by a more complete and thorough inquiry into 
the administration of the customs service than had ever been attempted 
by his predecessors. His annual reports for the years 1886 and 1887 on 
the collection of duties, his report on the revision of the tariff in Feb- 
ruary, 1886, and his various special communications to the Committees 
on Finance and Ways and Means of Congress, are monuments of his 
marvelous, effective, and conscientious labors in this regard. In all 
these he urged a thorough and complete revision of the tariff and the 
elimination of its many ambiguities, which had led to endless disputes 
and litigation and consequent hardships to importers and losses to all 
interests concerned. He urgently and repeatedly dwelt upon the ne- 
cessity for the substitution of specific for ad valorem duties wherever 
practicable, not only in the interest of good administration, but as a 
guard against fraud and to protect the honest trader. 

In these views respecting specific duties he was supported by the al- 
most unanimous opinions of the leading importing merchants as well 
as the principal manufacturers of the country, whose testimony on the 
subject he transmitted to Congress with his report on the revision of 
the tariff. 

The customs officers, charged with the immediate work of apprais- 
ing imports and collecting duties, also gave emphatic and convincing 
testimony to the importance of the adoption of the system of specific 
instead of ad valorem rates. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury, in an able letter to the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means of the House, dated June 
14, 1886, presented unanswerable arguments in favor of the applica- 
tion of specific duties in place of high ad valorem rates, particularly as 
to silks, laces, embroideries, and leather gloves. 

In submitting schedules covering these articles and recommending 
their adoption by Congress, he said: 

Should the recommendations herein made be adopted, it is confidently be- 
lieved that the greater part of the contentions constantly prevailing at the port 
of New York with respect to 1 will disappear, importations by 
regular merchants throughout the country become general, and the full duties 
provided by the laws be secured at a diminished cost of collection. 

In his last annual report to Congress he also used the following lan- 
guage: 

Whatever the rates of customs taxation may be the laws for collection of the 
same should be made as efficient as possible. In this the bona fide importer 
who wishes to gain only the legitimate profits of his business, the home manu- 
facturer, and laborer are equally interested. They all have a right todemand 
that the laws be so administered as to give them every possible protection in 
their business. The high ad valorem tariff of the 3 of a century has 


been the fruitful cause of devices to gain improper advantage at the custom- 
house. It is, therefore, desi 


in revising and reducing rates of duty 
they should be made specific instead of ad valorem so far as the nature of the 

rmit. Theoretically considered ad valorem are preferable 
utin practice, under such rates as we have had and must 
too easy source of deception 


merchandise will 
to specific duties, 
continue to have for years to come, the former are the 
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and inequality at the eustom-house. Congress has it in its power to change, 
from time to time, as may be advisable, specific rates so as to meet any perma- 
nent changes in values, 

In matters relating purely to the administration of the laws I esteem 
it to be the duty of Congress to consider carefully and to act upon the 
advice df the executive officers, who know the facts and are charged 
with the responsibility of the administration of the Jaw, and in the prep- 
aration of the bill presented by me I have conformed to this view; and 
as a part of the work of revision of the tariff the aim has been to re- 
move the incongruities and inequalities with which it abounds and 
which have been so fruitful of lawsuits and losses to the revenue and 
merchants, and which have been obstacles in the way of honest and 
orderly administration. 

ADJUSTMENT OF RATES, 

In adjusting the rates under the various schedules information has 
been sought and obtained, so far as practicable, from those having 
knowledge of the industries affected, and these interests have been duly 
considered in arranging the details of the bill. 

It is estimated that the customs revenue will be reduced by this bill 
something over $20,000,000 per annum. These reductions are distrib- 
uted throughout the various schedules, reductions being larger in some 
than in others. 

Of all the industries in this country those deriving least direct ben- 
efit from tariff laws are the products of agriculture, and no material 
reduction in rates on these products has been deemed advisable. One 
important change proposed in one of the schedules is that imposing a 
specific rate of duty on animals. This, it is believed, will prove a bet- 
ter measure of protection to our stock-raisers and wool-growers. There 
has been much complaint among wool-growers over the depression in 
the domestic wool market since the enactment of the tariff in 1883. 
This depression, it is believed, is in large measure due to evasions of 
duty by the importation of wool tops and waste—which the bill cor- 
rects—and the discrimination in our present tariff between worsted 
and woolen cloths, which has well nigh driven worsted manufactures 
from this country. The Secretary of the Treasury, in his last annual 
report, refers to this interest in thesé words: 


A conspicuous example of the inequalities of the tariff is found in the dis- 
crimination in the rates of duty imposed on woolen and worsted cloths, 


And adds: 


There is much reason to believe that the manufacture of worsted cloths must 
soon cease in this country unless the tariff law in this regard is amended. 


Careful attention has been given in the bill to this subject, with a 
view to remedy the evils complained of and to restore this important 
industry to the United States. 5 

The time allotted to me in this discussion will not permit detailed 
reference to the different schedules, This must be left to other occa- 
sions, but certain provisions in the metal schedule having been sharply 
assailed, I feel compelled to occupy a little time in the consideration of 
a few items. 

- THE METAL SCHEDULE, 

In the metal schedule the reductious in rates apply to a majority of 
the articles therein enumerated, and include iron and steel rails, bar- 
iron, plate-iron, iron and steel fish-plates, nails and tacks, iron and steel 
beams, girders, and other structural iron, railway wheels, iron and steel 
ingots for making wheels and tires, sheet-iron, hoop-iron, anchors, tubes, 
axles, ins, screws, needles, horseshoes, mechanics’ tools, castings, 
hollow-ware, copper, lead, and various other manufactures of metal. 
A comparison of the two bills will show that the reduction of duties 
extends to many more articles in this schedule than does the commit- 
tee’s bill. Certain articles in this schedule, namely, bronze-powder, 

rs’ iron, tin and terne plates, cotton-ties, iron and steel wire rods 
and ingots, billets, slabs, and blooms, are dutiable under the present 
tariff at such low rates, or at ad valorem rates which are so easily and 
largely evaded, that their home production is either wholly prevented 
or seriously restricted, so that the greater part of the revenue derived 
from this schedule comes from the large and constantly increasing im- 
portation of these articles. 
TIN-PLATE, 

Particular objection has been made to the increased rate of duty pro- 
vided for in the bill introduced by me above the existing law on tin- 
plate. The present rate is 1 cent per pound, the proposed rate 2.10 
cents per pound, This increase is necessary to secure the production 
of tin-plate in the United States. 

At present tin-plate making is practically unknown in this country, 
though we are as well fitted to make it as England and Wales, from 
which countries most of our tin-plate come. The United States is 
the largest consumer of tin-plate in the world. We take nearly two- 
thirds of the production of Great Britain. Within six years we have 
paid British manufacturers over $100,000,000 for tin-plate, besides pay- 
ing freight. This is too much money to send out of the country for 
an article which we are capable of producing at home. 

The value at the port of export of the tin-plate imported during the 
year ending June 30, 1887, was $16,883,813. As near as I can learn, 
the total wages paid the British laborers in the production of the tin- 
plate imported into the United States last year were about $9,000,000. 
My wish is that such amount be expended in our own country, and 
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that it go to our own wage-earners. The rate fixed would induce such 
extended manufacture, that in my judgment, by reason of competition 
and the law of demand and supply, the price would not be higher after 
twelve months than we are now paying for the same article, and would 
put the manufacture of tin-plate where, by proper inspection laws, 
it could be kept free from poisonous adulterations when manufact- 
ured for canning purposes. At the same time it would create such a de- 
mand for labor as to give employment to every idle iron and steel worker 
in the country, and thus enable labor to maintain a standard of wages 
that would secure to the workingman reasonable remuneration and a 
respectable livelihood. It would also give additional employment to 
labor in the production of coal, iron ore, coke, limestone, and other 
materials. There were imported into the United States about 255,000 
gross tons of tin-plate in 1887, which represent 870,000 tons of iron 
ore, 300,000 tons of limestone, 1,800,000 tons of coal and coke, 360,000 
‘tons of pig-iron, 5,000,000 pounds of lead, 25,000,000 pounds of tin, 
12,000,000 pounds of tallow and palin oil, 35,000,000 pounds of sul- 
phuric acid, 12,000,000 feet of lumber, and, in addition, fire-brick, 
clay, oil, and other lubricants, hemp, ete. ; 
It would require sixty-eight large works of five trains of rolls each, 
involving an outlay of $30,000,000 capital, and employment to about 
24,000 workmen, who would earn at least $12,000,000 in wages. All 
this would be accomplished, I believe, without the least injury, within 
one year to any consumer of tin-plate in the United States. 
COTTON-TIES. 


Cotton-ties are used chiefly for baling cotton, rags—waste, and sim- 
ilar articles, They are made of hoop-iron. The hoops are usually 1 
inch wide by No. 18 wire gauge thick, are cut to lengths of 11 feet 
each, punched, have a buckle riveted or attached to them, are var- 
nished or painted, and put into bundles of 50 pounds each. 

The present rate on cotton-ties is one of the most marked inconsist- 
encies of the tariff, as they bear a less rate of duty than the article 
out of which they are made. 

It is plain that these cotton-ties should not only bear no less a duty 
than is levied on hoop-iron, of which they are made, but it is fair that 
they should pay an additional duty, equal tothe additional labor cost. 
They do not now bear the hoop-iron duty, and yet itis proposed in the 
bill before the House to place cotton-ties on the free-list. In the act 
of 1883 the duty was put at 35 per cent. ad valorem, which, on the in- 
voice price, is equal to a duty of four-tenths of a cent a pound, while 
No. 18 hoop-iron, 1 inch wide, bears a duty of 1.2 cents per pound. 
It is thus seen that cotton-ties pay, under the existing law, but one- 
third the duty on the articles from which they are made. This isa 
positive discrimination against the home manufacturer in favor of the 
foreign producer and shipper, and the foreigner to-day controls the 
market in this country. In 1887 the average invoice value per pound of 
cotton- ties imported was 13 cents. The average invoice value of hoop- 
iron not thinner than No. 20, imported, was 24 cents per pound. In 
other words, the cotton-ties made out of 1 and No. 18 hoop were in- 
voiced at about one-half the invoice price of the hoop-iron out of 
which they were made. The invoices on cotton-ties are undervalu- 
ations, of course, and the injury done to the American manufacturers 
is greatly aggravated by the application of an ad valorem duty, a sys- 
tem which gives most protection where least is needed and the least 
protection where most is needed. In a word, permits the foreign manu- 
facturer and the American importer to fix the rates of duty on imports, 
and not those who administer our tariff laws. 

The placing of cotton-ties on the free-list prevents any hope of their 
production in the United States, for the rate of wages for rolling and 
heating a ton of cotton-ties in England is $2.31; in Pittsburgh, $4.10, 
nearly double, and so on all through. The cotton-growers of the cotton 
belt do not suffer in any way as regards the price of cotton-ties. They 
sell their entire bales, including bagging and iron, at cotton rates, and 
no tare is charged in this country and the charge abroad is borne by the 
shipper. ‘There is no reason or equity in the proposition to place this 
article on the free-list. 

WIRE RODS, ETC. 

The clause in the present tariff as to wire rods reads as follows: 

Iron or steel rivet, screw, nail, and fence, wire rods, round, in coils and loops, 
not lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, valued at 3} cents or less per pound, six- 
tenths of 1 cent per pound. Iron or steel, flat, with longitudinal ribs, for the 
manufacture of fencing, six-tenths of a cent per pound. 

In the bill which I introduced limitation to sizes smaller than No. 
5 is abandoned, and the rate is based on value. 

The present rates of duty are six-tenths of a cent per pound on sizes 
not smaller than No. 5 wire gauge, and 45 per cent. ad valorem (ac- 
cording to the rulings of the New York custom-house) on smaller sizes. 
I pro to make it 1 cent per pound. 

This rate will not, it is believed, on a fair valuation, exceed 45 per 
cent., if it reaches that. Relative to the duties at present collected on 
these articles, a statement from the Treasury Department says: 

Steel wire rods li Jo. 7 i 
for, fall under the pacer e 8 ie CT vom A ee ae 
m at 45 per cent. ad valorem, while both iron and steel wire rods above 
No. 5 wire gauge are provided for at six-tenths of a cent per pound, or $13.44 
per ton. ormous quantities of the article lighter than No. 5 have been im- 


perted at values which, at 45 per cent., have yielded a duty of only the equiva- 


lent of $11 per ton. Thus a lower rate of duty is apparently collected upon the 
finer and more costly than upon the coarser and cheaper article. 

The statistics show that the importations of iron and steel wire rods not lighter 
than No. 5 wire gauge were invoiced at an average value in 1836 of about 14 
cents per pound, while steel wire rods lighter than No. 5 wire gauge were in- 
voiced at an average value of only L. cents per pound. This would seem to 
indicate that the latter was undervalued, since (being finer) they are supposed 
to be worth more than the article invoiced at 11 cents. 


It is impossible fo: our manufacturers to make wire rods under the 
present tariff. Taking into account the price and the duty on pig-iron, 
and the cost of the various processes necessary to convert it into wire 
rods, ingluding loss of material, the rate I propose is less than the aver- 
age rates imposed on heavy bar-iron under the present tariff, and is the 
same as is proposed by the bill reported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means on ordinary bar-iron of coarser size. It should be borne in 
mind that wire rods do not go directly into consumption by the people 
in that form, but are mainly used by the manufacturers of wire- There 
is no bill before Congress which proposes any reduction of rates of duty 
on barbed, galvanized, and other wire used for fencing. These rates 
have practically kept such foreign wire out of our market, and while 
they remain unchanged there can be no appreciable increase in the price 
to the farmer of his wire for fencing, notwithstanding an increase in 
the duty on wire rods. . 

During the year 1887 there was imported into the United States 334,- 
698,837 pounds of these rods, of which 247,730,164 pounds were steel, 
lighter than No. 5 wire gauge, paying duty at 45 per cent. ad valorem, 
equal to $10.80 per ton, which is less than the duty pro by the 
bill of the committee on heavy railway bars, and is only $4.80 per ton 
more than the same bill proposes on pig-iron. Even my colleague from 
the Erie district, with his disposition to figure down the cost of manu- 
facturing metals in this country, would hardly pretend that this margin 
is sufficient to cover the difference between labor in this country and 
abroad in the manufacture of this article. 

The rate proposed in my bill is not more than sufficient to cover the 
cost, and its adoption will give work to home laborers, prevent the 
large and increasing importations, and result in large reduction of rev- 
enue, 

STEEL INGOTS, BLOOMS, AND SLABS, 

In the bill which I introduced a change is made from ad valorem 
duties, as authorized by existing law, to specific rates. The reason for 
this is ‘‘to guard against undervaluations which are shown to have been 
extensively practiced, particularly in blooms and slabs, which have been 
invoiced below 1 cent per pound. These undervaluat ions have been 
ee at just complaint by reputable merchants and domestic pro- 

ucers. P 

That the present rates are too low is evident from the enormous in- 
crease in importations since the act of 1883 went into effect. What that 
increase has been will be seen from the following table: 


Table showing the importation of various grades of steel, 1884-1887. 


Articles. 1884. 1886. 1887. 


Bars, billets, etc., valued at 4 cents a 


o E ENIE EEA 28, 639, 833 95, 537, 092 323, 180, 960 


Ingots: cogged ingots, blooms, and 
sani, valued at 4 cents a pound or 
OMI ci das y cst soasen tapedg buncapedeanensicees 


11, 548, 375 88, 752, 868 279, 819, 950 


In the ordinary course of business there has been no such increase in 
the demand in this country for steel in this form as to justify any such 
increase in importation as above. It has come because the advantage 
on account of this low rate of duties has given the foreigner the pos- 
session of the American market. 

The average entered value of this merchandise in 1887 was only 
$17.75 per ton, which, at 45 per cent. ad valorem, is less than $8 per 
ton, or only about $1.28 more than the duty now imposed on pig-iron, 
and only $2 per ton more than is proposed by the bill of the committee. 

I apprehend, sir, no gentleman on this floor will contend that this 
is not an inequality which should be corrected. It is manifest that a 
necessity exists for a revision and change in the rates on these several 
articles, and the rates suggested have been made with reference to the 
cost of production, and are in harmony with the rates on iron ore and 
pig-iron, and are no more than necessary to compensate for the differ- 
ence between the cost of labor and other legitimate costs of manufact- 
ure in this country and abroad. The adoption of these rates would 
largely prevent the enormous flood of importations, give the work to 
our mills and laborers, and cause a large reduction of revenue. 

DECREASE OF REVENUE. 

The statement has been recklessly made on this floor within a few 
days that the changes proposed in my bill in the metal schedule 
would cause an increase in duties of about $9,000,000. This state- 
ment was directed presumably to the particular articles to which I 
have just made extended reference. I have shown that these changes 
would largely decrease rather than increase the revenue from these 
articles. I now emphatically assert that the changes proposed through- 
out the metal schedule would cause a reduction in revenue of over 
$6,000,000. This result is arrived at by fairand logical estimates, and 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4397 


not by that wonderful method of computation by which my colleague 
[Mr. Scorr] sought to demonstrate the other day that a duty of $5.50 

ton would be a sufficient protection on steel rails made from pig- 
iron paying a duty of $6.72 per ton. 2 


COST OF STEEL RAILS, 


Respecting the cost of steel rails at the works of Carnegie Brothers, 
which my colleague has presented, I will give some figures which have 
been furnished to me, and which I believe to substantially correct, al- 
though I have not had time to test the same. At any rate, they will 
serve to show the worthlessness of estimates made up from imperfect 
knowledge of industrial processes and which take into account only 
the cost of the last stages of production. 


Pig metal required for a ton of rails, 2,610 pounds, Costing. . .. . $19. 83 
Spiegeleisen and man .... AATE E E VTS E 
G I A TT A A E A 4.80 
Cost of ingot-molds, fire-brick, fire-clay, coke, oil, maintenance, e 3.20 
Making total cost of ton of rails ..........cccosrserserrrrsensessesssecsasnepssesenee 31.07 
From this deduct 285 pounds steel scrap..... $2.18 
Deduct also 10 per cent. from wages of 1888 . ... . .. .. . .. . . . .. 4 a 
TOR WiDG BA e E E a a 28. 41 


including those sold as second class. This does not include interest on 
or profits on capital. 

All rails are sold on five years’ guaranty, to be replaced, if found de- 
fective, at the expense of the manufacturers. 

Respecting structural iron, I insert a letter from Belgian makers offer- 
ing beams, girders, and structural iron for bridges, etc., promising a 
nice profit to all who secure orders. I consider that this circularletter 
is a complete answer as to the insufliciency of the rate fixed in the com- 
mittee’s bill. 

LA PROVIDENCE ROLLING-MILLS. 


(General agent for United States of America and Dominion of Canada, Andris- 
k Jochams, Charleroi, Belgium.) 


CAARLEROI (BELGIUM), 1887. 


DEAR Str: We beg to solicit your orders in iron beams and channels, which 
we can offer you at: : 

(Price quoted on 8 under rate of any competition.) 
33 Boston, Philadelphia duty paid. (Baltimore, New Orleans, or San 

rune . 

We make currently all sections of beams and channels usually required in 
America, and also up to 20 inches beams sections, 

Prompt delivery is guarantied from eight days to a fortnight after receipt of 
order, f. o. b. Antwerp. 

Contracts are executed f. o. b. Antwerp, or c. i. f., duty paid, free on cars into 
the largest cities of United States of America. 

All the irons are guarantied to weigh within a few pounds of the weights that 
your architects require. 

Tensile strength and quality guarantied as good as the best American prod- 
ucts, 

Private cable-code sent on application, madein such a way as to enable yon 
to stipulate orders in a few words. 

We undertake to execute complete iron building, and any architectural work 
according to drawings; aiso bridge work. 

Awaiting the favor of your order, which shall have our best attention, 

We are, dear sirs, yours, obediently, 
ANDRIS-JOCHAMS. 


CHARLEROI, le 14th March, 1888. 


a 

Dear Sres: I beg youto take notice that we have appointed as our 
sole and general agents in United States of America for the sale of our archi- 
tectural iron, as percircular inclosed, and you will oblige usin addressing your 
demands to them in future, 

With the prospect of a reduction in duties on architectural iron and steel in 
your country, we will be soon ready to offer you such advantages in prices and 
quality that you will find a nice profit in importing from us. 

Messrs, Weir, Smith & Rogers intend to keep a large stock of our products 
always in hand, so that to be able to make at all times immediate deliveries, - 

We remain, dear sirs, with much respect, your obedient servants, 
ANDRIS-JOCHAMS, 


THE COMMITTEE BILL, 

Having thus indicated my views of the principles which should gov- 
ern tariff legislation, I now come to examine briefly the bill reported 
by the Committee on Ways and Means. It should be borne in mind 
that a number of the gentlemen composing the majority of the commit- 
tee have served upon the committee in previous Congresses, have par- 


ticipated in the discussion and preparation of tariff measures, and have | 


had special opportunity for becoming familiar with the facts and infor- 
mation presented to Congress by the Secretary of the Treasury with 
regard to the ambiguities and ‘inequalities of the existing tariff, the 
innumerable protests, appeals, and suits which have grown out of the 
faulty construction of its schedules and free-list, and the need of their 
thorough overhauling and revision, if for no other purpose than to cure 
the defects and remedy the evils in their construction. They should 
have been familiar, moreover, with the repeated recommendations for 
the adoption of specific duties made by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
as being necessary for the collection of the customs revenue with regu- 
larity, uniformity, and certainty. 

Notwithstanding these facts, we have before us the bill of the com- 
mittee, which is notin any proper sensea revision of the tariff, but con- 
sists of amendments constituting, I might say, a patch-work upon the 
existing law, perpetuating and multiplying its numerous infirmities 
of phraseology; its ambiguities and inequalities, which have perplexed 


and vexed the executive officers in its administration, have been the 
subject of volumes of Treasury decisions year by year, and have em- 
broiled the Government and merchants in untold litigation, making it 
necessary to create new courts for the special trial of custom cases, 
which are increasing in number month by month and involve unknown 
millions of demands upon the Government—a constant menace to the 


ury. 

Not only have the committee ignored the recommendations of Sec- 
retaries Manning and Fairchild and of the customs officers at the va- 
rious ports for the adoption of specific duties, but have actually, ina 
large number of cases, substituted ad valorem rates for existing spe- 
cific duties, thus showing preference for a system which has been 
abandoned by all the civilized commercial nations on the globe, and 
which has been fitly characterized as a system under which thieves 
prosper and honest traders are driven out of business.“ 

A declared purpose of this bill is to secure free raw materials, to 
stimulate manufactures.” In execution of this idea the bill places on 
the free-list a large number of articles which are really articles of man- 
ufacture, such as salt, sawed and dressed lumber, laths and shingles, 

| hackled and dressed flax, burlaps, machinery, terne or galvanized 

plates, glue, glycerine, soap, certain proprietary articles, extracts of 

: hemlock, oils of various kinds, including hemp-seed and rape-seed, 

| olive and fish oils, refined sulphur, various coal-tar preparations, earth 

| paints, distilled oils, alkalies, and various other chemical compounds; 

| various manufactured mineral substances, prepared china clay, quick- 

silver, bricks of all kinds except fire-brick, prepared meats, lime, plas- 

ter of Paris ground and calcined, various prepared drugs and chemicals, 
and many other articles of like character. 

These constitute the products of large and useful industries through- - 

| out the United States, in which many millions of capital are invested 

| and employing many thousands of working people. 

At the same time the bill leaves or puts upon the dutiable lists such 
articles as lead ore, iron ore, zinc ores, nickel ore, and coal, which 

| might be called raw materials, if that term can be properly applied to 

| anything involving the expenditure of labor in its production. Fur- 
| ther than this, the bill not only makes so-called raw materials free, 

; Such, for example, as flax, jute, hemp, hemp-seed and rape-seed, crude- 
borax, opium, and hair of animals, but places on the free-list the 
manufactured products of these materials, namely, burlaps (for bag- 

| ging, etc.), hemp-seed and rape-seed oil, boracic acid, codein and other 

| salts and compounds of opium, and curled hair for mattresses, ete. 
Capaian ie 5353 

Thus the manufacture of such articles is made impossible in this 
country, except by reducing American labor to a worse condition than 
that of labor in Europe. It goes even farther, and places or leaves 
dutiable certainso-called raw materials, as, for example, iron ore, lead, 
coal, paper, paints, caustic soda and other alkalies, and sulphate of 
ammonia, while placing on the free-list articles made from these ma- 

: terials, such as hoop-iron and cotton-ties, iron or steel sheets or plates 

or taggers iron coated with tin or lead, known as tin-plates, terne- 

plates, and taggers tin, sulphate of iron or copperas, machinery, books 

| and pamphlets, paintings, soap, and alum. In other words, the bill 

| leaves or makes dutiable the raw material and puts on the free-list the 

| article manufactured from it, thus not only placingan insurmountable 

barrier in the way of making such articles here, but actually protect- 
ing the foreign manufacturer and laborer against our own, and im 

| ing for eae efit a burden upon the consumer in this country. [Ap- 
plause. ' 

| Again, the bill places lower rates on some manufactured articles than 
on the materials used in making them, as for instance: Manufactures 
of paper, 15 per cent.; and the paper to produce it at 25 per cent. 

he paint known as orange mineral, 1} cents per pound; white lead, 
from which it is made, 2 cents per pound, 

Type metal, 15 per cent.; pig-lead, from which it is made, 1} cents 
per pound, equal to 44 per cent. 

Axminster and all other carpets 30 per cent.; yarns used in their 
manufacture, 40 per cent. 

It leaves an internal-revenue tax of more than 300 per cent. on alco- 

hol used in the arts, amounting, according to a fair estimate, to as much - 

| as the entire amountof duty collected on raw wool, which aleohol enters 
as a material in a vast number of important and need ſul articles, which 

: the committee have either made free or have so reduced the rates thereon 

| that the duty would be less than the tax on the aleohol consumed in 

their manufacture. 

In some cases the difference between the duty imposed by the bill 
on the so-called raw materials and the articles made from them is so 
small as to destroy these industries, except upon the condition of level- 
ing the wages ofhome labor to that of Europe. - 

For example, the difference between the duty proposed on pig-lead 
and that proposed on litharge and red lead, which are made from pig- 
lead, is only one-fourth of a cent per pound. 

The difference between the duty on pig iron and that on steel blooms 
is only $2 per ton; between steel blooms and steel rails but $3 per ton; 
and between blooms and wire-rods less than $3 per ton, coupled with 
the free admission of hoop-iron, cotton-ties, and sheet-iron in the form 
of galvanized and coated plates. 
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It is plain that such legislation would leave the ore in the mines, 
the pig-lead at the smelting works, the pig-iron to rust at the fur- 
naces, while foreigners would supply our markets with these manu- 
factured pioduets. 

In a large number of articles throughout the schedales, not already 
named, the reductions proposed by the bill are so large that the effect 
must be to destroy or restrict home production and increase enormously 
foreign importations, thus largely increasing customs revenue instead 
of reducing it, as claimed by the advocates of this bill. I mention 
particularly the following: Earthen and china ware, common window 
and plate glass and glass bottles, leaf-tobacco, manufactures of cotton, 
manufactures of flax, hemp, jute, and other fibers, carpets, fancy-goods, 
brushes, leather gloves, manufactures of India rubber, clay pipes, and 
other pipes. 

It is claimed by the committee that the bill will reduce the customs 
revenue about $54,000,000. On the contrary, I assert that it is fair to 
estimate that its effect would be to largely increase the revenue instead 
of reducing it; while the amount of material wealth it would destroy 
is incalculable. 

Those supporting the bill hold themselves out as the champions of 
the farmer, while they take from him the protection duties on his wool, 
hemp, flax, flax-seed, meats, milk, fruits, vegetables, and seeds. And 
what do they give him in return ? 

They profess to give the manufacturer better rates than they now 
have. If this be so, how is the farmer to be benefited, or where does 
he get his compensation for the loss of his protective duties? 

Much has been said about removing taxes upon ‘‘ necessaries”? and 
imposing them upon luxuries.“ What does this bill propose to do 
in that direction ?. 

It gives free olive-oil to the epicure, and taxes castor-oil 97 per cent.; 
it gives free tin-plate to the Standard Oil Company and to the great 
meat-canning monopolies, and im a duty of 100 per cent. on rice; 
it gives the sugar trust free bone-black, and proposes prohibitory du- 
ties on grocery grades of sugar; it gives free licorice to the tobacco 
manufacturer, while retaining prohibitive duties on manufactured to- 
bacco; it imposes a duty of 40 per cent. on the ‘‘ poor man’s blanket,” 
and only 30 per cent. on the Axminster carpet of the rich. It admits 
free of duty the fine animals imported by the gentlemen of the turf, 
and makes free the paintings and statuary of the railway millionaire 
and coal baron. [Great applause. ] 

I forbear farther criticism of this singular measure, for enough has 
been said to show that my objections to it are not only to the rates 
imposed on many articles, but to the theory generally on which it has 
been constructed. 

I yield to no manon this side of the House in my desire for continued 
Democratic control in the administration of the Federal Government. I 
do not believe the adoption of the committee’s bill will make such result 
certain. I can not be coerced into any particular action upon economic 
questions by the direction of party caucus. The period of the political 
caucus has ed, never to return, and yet we should confer and have 
unity, if it is possible. In these matters I speak only for myself. M; 


ı convictions on the tariff are strong, and founded, as I think, upon prin- 


+ 


ciple, and upon information and intelligent comprehension of the sub- 
ject. When any one here enters upon the task of invoking caucus 
power or other modesof coercion, I can only say to him, if heacts with 
good pu that it will prove a fruitless undertaking; or if with ill 
motive, then I assign him to all the natural contempt which such self- 
constituted superciliousness deserves. [Applause. ] 
Mr, Chairman, the question of affording protection to American in- 
dustries is not a new one. It was the question uppermost in the col- 
onies when our Government was founded. It contributed, perha 
more than any other consideration to the adoption of the Constitution 
by the States. It has continued a question in every Congress from that 
day to this, and it will not die with this Congress nor this generation. 
It will continue as long as industries exist and our Government requires 
revenue, But I speak, I believe, with the sanction of the very highest 
authority when I say that for the first forty years of the existence of 
our Government there was no question as to the right of Congress to 
protect and encourage American manufactures by the exercise of the 
taxing power, or, in the language of Madison, ‘‘ encouraging by duties 
* * the man and products of the country.“ That this 
Was the policy, too, of every administration, and particularly of every 
Democratic administration, from Jefferson to Van Buren, is among the 
incontrovertible facts of our history. Jefferson favored such a policy. 
In his letter to Colonel Humphreys, January 20, 1809, he says: 
My idea is that we should encon: home manufactures to the extent of our 
own consumption of everything of which we raise the raw material. * 
23 again, in his letter to Mr. Leiper, January 21, of the same year, 
says: 
I have lately inculcated the encouragement of manufactures to the extent 
of our consumption, at least. 
Again, in his letter to Governor Jay, he says: 
An equilibriam of agriculture, manufactures, and commerce is certainly be- 
come essential to our independence. ufactures sufficient for our own con- 
[rape sera te what we raise the raw materials, and no more; commerce sufficient 
to carry surplus produce of agriculture, beyond our own consumption, to a 


market for exchanging for articles we can not raise, and no more. are 
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the true limits of manufactures and commerce. To go beyond them is to in- 
crease our depondonce on foreign nations and our liability to war. 


Other quotations Might be made to show the interest of the founder 
of the Democracy in American manufactures and his concurrence in 
the prevalent opinion that it was legitimately within the powers granted 
to Congress by the Constitution to so levy duties as to protect and en- 
courage home industries. But as to the constitutional powers of Con- 
gress over this subject, none will dispute the high authority of Madison, 
who, above all others, as said Webster, was most competent to judge 
of the intentions of the makers of that instrument; but I wish to say 
for myself, before reading what I am about to present as coming from 
this authority, that I have never found it necessary or proper, for the 
justification of my own course, to claim more than such protection as 
incidentally might come from properly adjusted duties on imports. 
But that the doctrine that duties might under the Constitution be im- 
posed as a means of regulating trade, passed unquestioned by the framers 
of the Constitution, who afterwards participated in the legislation of 
Congress on this subject, will hardly be disputed. But on this point 
hear what Madison himself says. In his letter to Mr. Cabell as late as 
1828, he enters into an claborate discussion of this question from which 
I extract the following: 


It is a simple question, under the Constitution of the United States, whether 
“the power toregulate trade with foreign nations,” asa distinct and substantive 
item in the enumerated powers, embraces the object of encouraging by duties 
restriction nd prohibition, the manufactures and products of the country. 


And then he goes on: 


If Congress have not the power, it is annihilated for the nation; a policy 
witbout example in any other nation and not within the reason of the solitary 
one in our own, 


And further on in the same letter: 


If revenue be the sole object of a legitimate impost and the cneouragement of 
domestic articles be not within the power of regulating trade, it would follow 
that no monopolizing or unequal regulations with foreign nations could be 
counteracted; that neither staple articles of subsistence nor the essential im- 

ements for the public safety could, under any circumstancos,be insured or 

‘fostered at home PA regulations of commerce, the usual and most conyenient 
mode of providing for both, 


And in his closing argument he adds these convincing conclusions: 


That the oncouragement of manufactures was an object of the power to regu- 
late trade is proved by the use made of the power for that object in the first 
session of the first Congress under the Constitation, when among the members 

resent were so many whohad been membersof the Federal convention which 
ramed the Constitution, and of the State convention which ratified it, each of 
these classes consisting ofmembers who opposed and who had espoused 
the Constitution in its actual form. It does not appear from the printed pro- 
of Congress on that occasion that the power was denied by any of 
them. And it may be remarked that members from Virginia in particular, as 
well of the Anti-Federal as the Federal party, the names then tingnishing 
who had opposed and those who had approved the Constitution, did not 
hesitate to propose duties and to suggest even prohibitions in favor of several 
articles of her production. By one adut was pro on mineral coal, in favor 
of the Virginia coal-pits; by another, aduty on hemp was proposed, to encourage 
the growth of that article; and by athird, a prohibition even of foreign beef was 
80 ed, as n measure of sound policy. 

A further evidence in support of the constitutional power to protectand foster 
manufactures by regulations of trade—an evidence that ought of itself to settle 
the question—is the uniform and practical sanction given to the power by the 
General Government for nearly forty years, with a concurrence or ulescence 
of every State government throughout the same period, and, it may be added, 
thro all the vicissitudes of party which marked the period. No novel con- 
struction, however ingeniously devised or however respectable and patriotic 
its 3 can withstand the weight of such authorities or the unbroken cuts 
rent of so prolonged and universal a practice. 

„And may it not be fairly left to the unbiased judgment of all men of 
experience and of intelligence to decide which is most to be relied on for a 
sound and safe test of the meaning of the Constitution, a uniform interpretation 

all the successive authorities under it, commencing with its birth, and con- 
tinued for a long period through the varied state of political contests, or the 
opinion of every new legislature, heated as it may be by the strife of parties, or 
as often happens, by the eager pursuit of some favorite object, or car- 

ried away, possibly, by the 


werful eloqnence or captivating address of a Tew 
popular statesmen, themselves perha: 


influe by the snme misleading 
causes? If the latter test is to prevail, every new legislative opinion might 
make a new constitution as the foot of every new chancellor would make a 
new standard of measure. 


Monroe continuously, in all his messages, recommended protection 
and encouragement of American industries; and in his special message 
of May 4, 1822, he said: 

Duties and imposts have always been light, not greater perhaps than would 
have been imposed for the encouragement of our manufactures had there been 
no occasion for the revenue arising from them; and taxes and excises have 
never been laid except in cases of necessity, and repealed as soon as the neccs- 

ity ceased. 

I call the attention of gentlemen, Democrats of the later school, to 


this language: 
Duties * * * not greater haps than would have been imposed for the 
enoo ent of our manufactures, had there been no occasion for the revenue 


arising from them, 


In his second annual message Jackson presents in clear language 
views in conformity with those who preceded him: 


Among the numerous causes of congratulation the condition of our impost 
revenue deserves special mention, inasmuch as it promises the means of extin- 
guishing the public debt sooner than was anti hated and furnishes a strong illus- 

n of the practical effects of the present tariff upon our commerci interests. 
~The object of the tariff is 8 by some as unconstitutional; aud it is 
considered by almost all as defective in many of Deparo 

The power to impose duties on imports originally belonged to the several 
States. The right to adjust those duties with a view to the encouragement of 
domestic branches of industry is so completely incidental to that power that it 

difeult to suppose the eristence of the one without the other, The States 
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have delegated their whole authority over imports to the Gencral Government 
without limitation or restriction, saving the very inconsiderable reservation re- 
lating to their inspection laws. This authority having thus entirely passed 
from the States, the right to exercise it for the pu of protection does not 
exist in them, and consequently if it be not possessed by the General Government 
it must be extinct. Our political system would thus present the anomaly of a 
people stripped of the right to foster their own industry and to counteract the 
most selfish and destructive policy which might be adopted by foreign nations. 
This surely can not be the case. This indispensable power thus surrendered 
by the States must be within the scope of the authority on tho subject expressly 
delegated to Congress. 


And he adds: 


In this conclusion, I am confirmed as well by the opinions of Presidents Wash- 
ington, Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe,who have each repeatedly recommended 
the exercise of this right under the Constitution, as by the uniform practice of 
Congress, the continued acquiescence of the States, and the general understand- 
ing of the people. 

I quote also on this point one who, though not a Democrat, on con- 
stitutional questions may be always listened to—Webster. While this 
question was before the country in 1844, he said: 7 


I consider it as capable of mathematical demonstration as any 28 in 
Euclid, that the power of discriminating in custom-house duties for the protec- 
tion of American labor and industry was understood, not by some but by all, 
by high and low every where, as included in the regulation of trade. 

I am aware that about this period another doctrine and another set 
of ideas, under the leadership of Mr. Calhoun, more in consonance with 
the institution of slavery which then existed, began to take root in the 
South, and later to exert its unhealthful influence on the policy of the 
Government. I do not propose, however, here to traverse the history 
of this contest and the conflict between the industrial institutions of 
the two sections of the country, or the results of that conflict. But 
the new doctrine did not change the opinion of Jackson, nor swerve him 
from his settled purpose. For thirty years the contest between these 
two ideas went on. The tariffs of 1842 and 1846 marked the supremacy 
for the time being of the different views. And I stop here to note that 
the Democrats from Pennsylvania in the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives all voted, I believe, for the tariff of 1842, and all against the 
tariff of 1846, except Mr. Wilmot. 

What would have been the destiny of our Republic had these ideas, 
with the condition of things of which they were the outgrowth, pre- 
vailed I leave to other imaginations. Happily, as I believe, for the 
whole country, the ideas and the doctrines of those who founded our 
Government and organized our institutions prevailed instead. Under 
these ideas our industrial system was founded with the establishment 
of the Constitution of 1789. The first Congress, in the first act impos- 
ing duties, declared that they were laid, among other purposes, for 
the encouragement of manufactures.’ Here was the beginning of that 
system which has had such a marvelous growth and under which the 
accumulation of wealth has exceeded in a hundred years that of any 
other nation on the earth. It is that system I would perpetuate. It 
Jackson could say he was confirmed in the opinions I have quoted from 
him, by the opinions of Jefferson, Madison, and Monroe, how much more 
am I confirmed in my opinions by his great authority added to that of 
the founders and builders of the Democratic party ? 

I warn the party that it is not safe to abandon principles so fanda- 
mental to our institutions and so necessary to the maintenance of our 
industrial system, principles which attest the wisdom of those who es- 
tablished them by the fruits they have born, the full fruition of which, 
however, can only be realized in the extension of diversified industries 
to all parts of the country, not in the North and East alone, but in the 
South and West as well. : 

A new era of industrial enterprise has already dawned upon the 
South. No section of the country possesses greater natural advantages 
than the South, with her genial climate, her limitless raw materials, 
her mines of coal and iron, with abundant labor ready to develop them. 
Considering what has been there achieved ina single decade, whatmay 
not a century bring forth for her under a system calculated to favor the 
highest industrial development? When I read the history of my coun- 
try and consider the past and present, and reflect on what is before us, 
I can not believe that the ideas that went down in the convulsions of 
1861 will ever again dominate the destinies of this Republic. [Pro- 
longed applause. | 

Bg the chairman announced that Mr. RANDALL’s hour had ex- 
pired, 

Mr. BIGGS said: I ask that the gentleman from Pennsylvania be 
permitted to go on. 

Mr. MILLS. I must object. [Cries of Ob, no!“ and “‘ Withdraw 
the objection.’’?] I can not consent to throw back toward the close of 
the day gentlemen who are yet to speak. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania was to speak at 10 o'clock. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side (to Mr. MIL LS). We gave Mr. 
Cox two hours yesterday. Why did you not object then? 

Mr. MILLS. I appreciate the zeal of you gentlemen of the Repub- 
nee Party; but it was not a proper thing to do. This time has been 
vided. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yielded the hour which I was to bave from 10 
to 11 to-day. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I believe I am to be recognized next after the 

entleman from Pennsylvania. I yield him fifteen minutes of my time. 
Applause. ] . 


Mr. RANDALL. I did not hear the statement of the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The gentleman ſrom Ohio has yielded the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania fifteen minutes of his time. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. I appreciate the gentleman’s kindness. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understand that the gentle- 
man from Ohio has yielded a portion of his time to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. He has. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think it proper, Mr. Chair- 
man, with the consent of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the 
gentleman from Ohio, to make a statement which I think I can afford 
to make [Cries of *‘ Regular order! ] 

Mr. COX. I think it is only decorous and kind that the time of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania should be extended. [Applause, 
mingled with cries of Regular order !’’] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I believe it due to all of us 
that I should say—and I think I can afford to say it, as I have asked 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr> MILLS] to withdraw his objection— 
that the facts in regayd to the occupation of the time to-day were these: 
It was understood that the gentleman from Ohio and myself were to 
have so much of the beginning of this day as might be needed; it was- 
the understanding in the Committee on Ways and Means on both sides 
that the gentleman from Ohio was to commence at 11 o’elock and to 
speak so Jong as he might desire to speak; that I was to answer him 
and should have my time extended. 

That was the distinct agreement between the gentleman from Ohio 
and myself, not personally, but as members of the committee selected ` 
by our respective sides to close the debate, with the exception of the 
remarks which may be mađe to-morrow by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] and my colleague [Mr. CARLISLE], the honored Speaker 
ofthe House. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] ap- 
proached me the other day, stating that he was sick and would not be 
able to speak until to-day, and he asked me to consent that to-day the 
House should meet at 10 o'clock, and that he should speak from 10 till 
11. Isaid that was a matter as to which I could not answer except 
with the concurrence of the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, the gentleman from Ohio, and myself had a friendly 
colloquy which ended in an agreement made by us, subject, of course, 
to the ratification of the House, that to-day the House should meet at 
10 o’clock; that the gentleman from Pennsylvania should occupy the 
hour from 10 to 11; and that then the agreement which had been mado 
by the Committee on Ways and Means as to the occupation of time by 
the gentleman from Ohio and myself should be carried out. 

Mr. RANDALL, That is 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. One moment. Subsequently 
the gentleman from Ohio requested that the House should meet at 10 
o'clock on the intervening days, Wednesday and Thursday, to which s 
gentlemen of the Committee on Ways and Means on both sides agreed, 
and at their request I made the proposition to the House, and in pur- 
suance of that arrangement we have been meeting at 10 o’clock. The 
understanding was that the gentleman from Pennsylvania should com- 
mence at 10 o’clock to-day and continue until 11; that the remainder 
of the day should be divided as I have indicated. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, however, gave up the time from 10 until 11 this morn- 
ing at the request of certain persons, and I have no doubt properly 

Mr. RANDALL. A gentleman got the floor last evening. I was 
here at 10 o’clock to-day ready to take the floor. 

A MEMBER. The arrangement made last night was in open House. 

Mr. MILLS. They had no right to make that arrangement. 

Mr. RANDALL. I should have been through with my remarks by 
this time if I had been allowed to proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. When I came here this mom- 
ing Iwas informed of that change in the programme, with which I had 
nothing to do, but to which I immediately gave cordial assent, feeling 
that whatever was agrecable to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the 
gentleman from Ohio, and the House, would be entirely agreeable to 
me. But when I informed the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee 

Many MEMBERS. Let us have the regular order. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa (to Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky). 

Have you any proposition to make? 

Mr. RANDALL. IfI had been allowed to go on I should have con- 
cluded by this time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
explanation is this 

[Cries of “ Regular order !"7] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I think this is the regular 
order. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has yielded for a moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, no. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. He has no time to yield. 

= BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The proposition I desire to 
make 

[Cries of Regular order!“ È 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Let us hear the gentleman’s proposi- 
tion. 


Sous 


My reason for making this 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The proposition I desire to 


make—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until order is re- 
stored. 

Mr. PAYSON (after a pause). Mr. Chairman, what is the regular 
order? 

Mr. KELLEY. To hear a proposition which is about to be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is general debate on this bill, 

Mr. PAYSON. Who has the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has the floor, 
having had fifteen minutes yielded to him by the gentleman from 
Ohio. 

Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky to make 
a proposition whereby I shall not encroach upon the kindness of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Keniucky. ‘The proposition I was going 
to make was in order to relieve the gentleman from Ohio, because when 
he gives the fifteen minutes he proposes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, and objection is made that he shall consume more chan an 
hour in the discussion of this question, it will of necessity place him 
and the House in a most uncomfortable attitude when he takes the 
floor in his own right. My proposition is that the gentleman from 
Ohio, who has yielded his time, take it back, and that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania shall have such time as he may desire to conclude 
his remarks, it being understood that the time so occupied shall come 
equally out of the time allotted to the gentleman from Ohio and my 
ae 45 when Ishall follow him. [Cries of That's right!“ and ap- 

use. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RANDALL resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. MCKINLEY was recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Before the gentleman from 
Ohio proceeds I desire to ask unanimous consent that he, as well as the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who follows him, 
may be permitted to occupy unlimited time in the discussion—the 
same courtesy which has been extended to other gentlemen on the 
committee. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, our country is in an anomalous 
situation. There is nothing resembling it anywhere else in the werld. 
While we are seeking to find objects to relieve from taxation, in order 
that we may relieve an overflowing Treasury, other nations are en- 
gaged in exploring the field of human production to find new objects of 
taxation tosupply their insufficient revenues. In considering the sit- 
uation that thus confronts us, and the bill that is presented here as in- 
tended to relieve it, it is well that we should understand at the begin- 
ning tne things upon which all are agreed. 

They are, first, that we are collecting more money than is required for 
the current needs of the Government; and second, that the excess, 
whatever it may be, beyond the wants of the Government should be 
left with the people. Ourcontention, therefore, is upon the manner of 
the reduction and not upon the reduction itself; not that no reduction 
shall or ought to be made, but how and upon what principle can it 
best be accomplished. We agree, further, that the tax upon tobacco 
shall be removed and thus leave with the people $30,000,000 which they 
annually pay upon this domestic product. Were we men of business, 

verned by the principles which guide practical men of affairs, this 

arden would have been and could have been removed any time within 
the past two years, and if removed two years ago no surplus would now 
vex the Administration or alarm the business of the country. In 
passing, it is suitable that I should say that within the period named 
no hinderance from this side of the House would have been interposed 
to the abolition of this tax. 

It is also suitable that I should say, for the sake of the truth of his- 
tory, that gentlemen on this side and gentlemen on the other side of 
the House repeatedly made efforts during the last Congress to secure 
recognition for the purpose of offering a bill to abolish this tax, which 
request was refused by the presiding officer of the House, and refused, 
too, Mr. Chairman, when every intelligent representative on this floor 
knew that if an opportunity was given to yote upon a bill for the aboli- 
tion of that tax it would have received not simply a majority, but the 
vote of fully two-thirds of the House. I repeat that if that had been 
done, if the House as then organized had given to the representatives 
of the people an opportunity to vote upon a simple proposition to re- 
duce taxation, no immediate surplus would be now in the Treasury to 
interrupt and disturb the business of the country. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

ut this tax was not abolished, and if done now still leaves about forty 
millions of revenue collected in excess of the public necessity. How 
ean this amount be remitted with the least disturbance to the business 
and employments of the people? 

This, Mr. Chairman, is the real, the practical question. At this point 
parties and individuals differ, and herein the two lines of political thought 
which have prevailed from the formation of the Government are clearly 
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manifested, and present for consideration and the ultimate judgment ot 
the people the division between the Republican and Democratic parties 
upon a purely economic question. I can not forbear, in this connec- 
tion, to congratulate the country that upon this question our fellow- 
citizens of all sections and all nationalities, without regard to past party 
affiliations, unbiased by prejudice, and uninfluenced by passion, can 
divide. Here is presented an issue which leaves the past behind and 
looks only to the present and the future, an issue without a tinge or 
touch of sectionalism, which awakens none of the bitter memories of 
former discord or divisions, which appeals neither to race nor geograph- 
ical lines, which knows no North, or South, or East, or West, but brings 
all within its sweep and contemplation, each dividing upon what each 
may honestly regard for the best interests and highest welfare of all; 
an issue which we can consider and discuss calmly and deliberately, 
having only in view the future of the individual citizen and the high- 
est and best destiny of the Republic. In this spirit I welcome the is- 
sue so sharply, and I may say boldly, made by the President in his 
annual message and now further made by the bill under debate, and 
approach its consideration with the single purpose to reach if possible a 
conclusion which shall bring to the country and the whole country, with 
whose interests we are temporarily intrusted, the widest benefits and 
the most lasting good. [Applause. ] 

It will be freely confessed by our political opponents that this bill is 
but the beginning of a tariff policy marked out by the President, and 
is a partial response only to his message, to be followed up with addi- 
tional legislation until our system of taxation shall be brought back to 
the ancientlandmarks of the Democratic party, toa purely revenue basis; 
that is, that the tariff or duty put upon foreign importations shall here- 
after look to revenue and revenue only, and discard all other consider- 
ations. 

WHAT IS REVENUE TARIFF? 

This brings us face to face, therefore, with the two opposing systems, 
that of a revenue as distinguished from a protective tariff, and upon 
their respective merits they must stand or fall. Now, what are they? 
First, what is a revenue tariff? Upon what principle does it rest? It 
is a tariff or tax placed upon such articles of foreign production im- 
ported here as will produce the largest revenue with shomsalions tax; 
or, as Robert J. Walker, late Secretary of the Treasury and author of 
the tariff of 1846, from whom the advocates of the measure draw their 
inspiration, putit: 

The only true maxim is that which experience demonstrates will bring in 
each case the revenue at the lowest rate of duty, and thatno duty beim- 
posed upon any article above the lowest rate which will yield the largest amount 
of revenue. he revenue (said Mr. Walker), from ad valorem duties last year 
(1845) exceeded that realized from specific duties, although the average of the 
ad valorem duties was only 23.57 per cent. and the average of the specific du- 


ties 41.30 per cent., presenting another strong proof that the lower duties in- 
crease the revenue, 


To secure larger revenue from lower duties necessitates largely in- 
creased importations, and if these compete with domestic products the 
latter must be diminished or find other and distant and I may say im- 
possible markets or get out of the way altogether. A genuine revenue 
tariff imposes no tax upon foreign importations the like of which are 
produced at home, or, if produced at home, in quantities not capable 
of supplying thé home consumption, in which case it may be truth- 
fully aid the tax is added to the foreign cost and is paid by the con- 
sumer. 

A revenue tariff seeks out those articles which domestic production 
can not supply, or only inadequately supply, and which the wants of 
our people demand, and imposes the duty upon them, and permits as 
far as possible the competing foreign product to be imported free of 
duty. This principle is made conspicuous in the bill under considera- 
tion; for example, wool, a competing foreign product, which our own 
flock-masters can fullysupply for domestic wants, is put upon the free- 
list, while sugar, with a home product of only one-eleventh of the home 
consumption, is left dutiable. 

Any tax levied upon a foreign product which is a necessity to our 
people, and which we can not fully supply, will produce revenue in 
amount only measured by our necessities and ability to buy. In a 
word, foreign productions not competing with home productions are 
the proper subjects for taxation under a revenue tariff, and in case these 
do not furnish the requisite revenue a low duty is put upon the foreign 
product competing with the domestic one—low enough to encourage 
and stimulate importations, and low enough to break down eventually 
domestic competition. For example, the duty proposed under this bill 
upon cotton bagging will extinguish the industry here, and under its 
provisions we would import all of that product from Caleutta and Dun- 
dee. A large revenue would come from this source, because the for- 
eign would take the place of the domestic production. This duty is a 
revenue one, and gives no protection whatever to-the home producer. 
If it did it would not be a revenue tariff. As the Cobden school of po- 
litical science puts it, The moment it is made clear that a tax is a 
benefit to home producersthen the free-trade dogmacondemnsit. The 
test is simple and easy of application. Free-trade or a revenue tariff 
does not allow any import duties being imposed on such articles as are 
likewise produced at home.” Or if produced at home a revenue tariff. 
would soon destroy their production. 


NS 
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WHAT IS A PROTEBTIVE TARIFF? 

What is a protective tariff? Itisa tariff upon foreign imports so ad- 
justed as to secure the necessary revenue, and judiciously imposed upon 
those foreign products the like of which are produced at home or the 
like of which we are capable of producing at home: [Applause.] It 
imposes the duty upon the competing foreign product; it makesit bear 
the burden or duty, and, as far as possible, luxuries only excepted, per- 
mits the non-competing foreign product to come in free of duty. Ar- 
ticles of common use, comfort, and necessity which we can not produce 
here it sends to the people untaxed and free from custom-house exac- 
tions. [Applause.] Tea, coffee, spices, and drugs are such articles, 
and under our system are upon the free-list. It says to our foreign 
competitor, if you want to bring your merchandise here, your farm 
products here, yourcoal and ironore, your wool, yoursalt, your pottery, 
your glass, your cottons and woolens, and sell alongside of our producers 
in our markets, we will make your product bear a duty; in effect, pay 
for the privilege of doingit. [Applause on the Republican side.] Our 
kind of a tariff makes the competing foreign article carry the burden, 
draw the load, supply the revenue; and in performing this essential 
office it encourages at the same time our own industries and protects 
our own peoplein their chosen employments. [Applause.] That is 
the mission and purpose of a protective tariff. That is what we mean 
to maintain, and any measure which will destroy it we shall firmly re- 
sist, and if beaten on this floor we will appeal from your decision to the 
people, before whom parties and policies must at last be tried. [Ap- 
plause.] We have free trade among ourselves throughout thirty-eight 
States and the Territories and among sixty millions of people. Abso- 
lute freedom of exchange within our own borders and among our own 
citizens is the law of the Republic. Reasonable taxation and restraint 
upon those without is the dictate of enlightened patriotism and the 
doctrine of the Republican party. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Free trade in the United States is founded upon a community of 
equalities and reciprocities. It is like the unrestrained freedom and 
reciprocal relations and obligationsofafamily. Here we are one country, 
one language, one allegiance, one standard of citizenship, one flag, one 
Constitution, one nation, one destiny. Itis otherwise with foreign nations, 
each a separate organism, a distinct and independent political society 
organized for its own, to protect its own, and work out its own destiny. 
We deny to those foreign nations free trade with us upon equal terms 
with our own producers. [Applause.] The foreign producer has no 
right or claim to equality with our own. He is not amenable to our 
laws. There are resting upon him none of the obligations of citizen- 
ship. He pays no taxes. He performs no civil duties; is subject to no 
demands for military service. He js exempt from State, county, and 
municipal obligations. Hecontributes nothing to the support, the prog- 
ress, and glory of the nation. Why should he enjoy unrestrained 
equal privileges and profits in our markets with our producers, our 
labor, and our tax-payers? Let the gentleman who follows me an- 
swer. [Applause.] We put a burden upon his productions, we dis- 
criminate against his merchandise, because he is alien to us and our 
interests, and we do it to protect our own, defend our own, preserve 
our own, who are always with us in adversity and prosperity, in sym- 
pathy and purpose, and, if necessary, in sacrifice. [Applause.] That 
is the principle which governs us, I submit it isa patriotic and right- 
eous one. In our own country, each citizen competing with the other 
in free and unresentful rivalry, while with the rest of the world all 
are united and together in resisting outside competition as we would 
foreign interference. 

Free foreign trade admits the foreigner to equal privileges with our 
own citizens. It invites the product of foreign cheap labor to this market 
in competition with the domestic product, representing higher and better 
paid labor. It results in giving our money, our manufactures, and our 
markets to other nations, to the injury of our labor, our tradespeople, 
and our farmers. Protection keeps money, markets, and manufactures 
at home for the benefit of our own people. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 2 

It is scarcely worth while to more than state the proposition that 
taxation upon a foreign competing product is more easily paid and less 
burdensome than taxation upon the non-competing product. In the 
latter it is always added to the foreign cost, and therefore paid by the 
consumer, while in the former, where the duty is upon the competing 
product, it is largely paid in the form of diminished profits to the for- 
eign producer. [Applause.] It would be burdensome beyond endur- 
ance to collect our taxes from the products, professions, and labor of our 
own people, 

THE BILL WILL NOT REDUCE THE REVENUE. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this is a bill ostensibly to reduce the revenue. 
It will not doit. Take from this bill its internal-revenue features, its 
reduction of twenty-four and a half million dollars from tobacco and 
from special licenses to dealers in spirits and tobacco, eliminate these 
from the bill and you will not secure a dollar of reduction to the Treas- 
ury under its operation. Your $27,000,000 of proposed reduction by 
the free-list will be more than offset by the increased revenues which 
shall come from your lower duties; and I venture the prediction here 
to-day that if this bill should become a law, atthe end of the fiscal year 
1889 the dutiable list under it will carry more money into the Treasury 
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than is carried into the Treasury under the present law, because with 
every reduction of duties upon foreign imports you stimulate and in- 
crease foreign importations; and to the extent that you increase foreigu 
importations, to that extent you increase the revenue. 

THE INCONSISTENCIES OF THE BILL, 

There is another singular thing in connection with this bill, and I have 
nowhere seen attention called toit. Now I do not intend to examine the 
bill item byitem. The minority of the Committee on Ways and Means 
(whose views, on behalf of my political associates I presented) went suf- 
ficiently over the bill in detail. But there are a few striking things in 
the bill which the country ought to understand. No one would have 
supposed from hearing this discussion but that the bill reduced duties 
all along the line. You never would have suspected, had you listened 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr, MILLS], or the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], or the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. By- 
NUM], or other gentlemen of the Ways and Means Committee, that 
this bill increased duties, would you? How many men on the other 
side of the House know what is in this bill to-day? I would like to 
poll them. [Laughter]. 

Now, here is a single item, steel billets. The present duty on steel 
billets is 45 percent. ad valorem. In this bill it is increased to $11 per 
ton, which is equivalent to 68.33 per cent.—an advance of 45 per cent. 
Do you know what is made out of these steel billets? Wire fencing, 
which incloses the great fields of the West; and the raw material is 
increased 45 per cent. by this bill; and if the principle of the gentlemen 
who advocate the bill be true, that the duty is added to the cost, every 
pound of wire fencing that goes to the West will be increased from one- 
quarter to one-half a cent a pound; all this under a Democratic bill. 
What else is made out of steel billets? Nails, which everybody uses, 
which enter into the every-day uses of the people. The duty upon nails 
is reduced 25 per cent., and the raw material is increased 45 per cent. 
[Laughter.] As a friend near me suggests, when one end goes up the 
other goes down; and the latter, I trust, will be the fate of this bill. 
[Laughter. ] 

Why, sir, the duty on wire fencing is only 45 per cent. ad valorem; 
yet the billet from which wire fencing is made must pay in this bill 
63 per cent. Here [illustrating] isa piece of wire rod drawn from 
these steel billets, and which finally goes into fencing. That is duti- 
able at 45 per cent, under this bill; and the steel from which it is 
made is dutiable at 63 per cent. Whatdo you think of ‘‘raw material 
for manufactures? [Laughter.] No account is here taken of the labor 
required to draw the rods, 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is not all which is remarkable about this 
bill, this great bill which is based upon principle, it is said, which the 
President stands behind and beneath, and which he insists shall be 
passed, whether or no, in this Honse, and for the passage of which he 
is dispensing official favors; for, as the Post, of this city, says, ‘‘there 
is an Allentown for every SowDEN.’’ [Laughter and applause. ] 

What else? Here, for example, are cotton-ties; which present an- 
other queer freak in this bill. Everybody knows what cotton-ties are; 
they are hoop-iron cut into lengths just large enough to go round a 
bale of cotton. Now, if the Southern cotton-planter wants some of this 
hoop-iron with which to bale his cotton, he goes to the custom-house 
at New York or Charleston and cuts off all he wants; and he does not 
have to pay a cent of duty; but if the farmer-constituent of my friend 
whosits before me [Mr. NELSON ], or your farmer-constituent, want some 
hoop-iron of precisely the same width and thickness, and goes to the 
custom-house to get it, the Government makes it pay one cent and a half 
of duty upon every pound he takes, while it lets the cotton-planter take 
his for nothing. Ifthe Western farmer wants it for his bucket or his bar- 
rel or to go on his wagon-bed, or if the washerwoman wants it for her 
washtub, every one of these must pay a cent and a half a pound, un- 
der the philosophy of the gentlemen who framed this bill, while the 
cotton-planter gets his absolutely free of duty. 

Gentlemen, is that fair? I appeal to Southern men who sit before 
me; I appeal to Northern Democrats who sit around me; is that fair 
upon any principle of justice or fair play? Talk about sectionalism ! 
You raise the question in your bill; you make a sectional issue which 
I deeply regret, and Iam sure you must upon serious reflection. 

There are some other features in this bill which are a little singular. 
The proposed duty on white lead is 2 cents a pound, while orange min- 
eral, which is made from white lead, is reduced to one cent and a half 
a pound. [Laughter.] That is another case of high duty upon raw 
material and low duty upon the finished product. x 

Why, what in the world, Mr. Chairman, has this bill done for the 
people anyhow? What has it done for the farmer? It has taken the 
duty practically off of everything he grows; I will not stop to give the 
items. It makes free practically every product of the farm, the forest, 
and mine. 

It takes the duty off of wool. What does it give the grower in re- 
turn? Does it give him anything free? Ev ing he buys is duti- 
able. The coat he wears, the hat that covers his head, his shoes, his 


stockings, his sugar, his rice, everything bears a duty and substan- 
tially everything he raises put on the free-list. 

The duty on wool must go. What has this Democratic party given 
the agriculturists in return for this slaughter of their interests? I 
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have looked this bill up and down, and I will tell you what they have 


done for the farmer. They have given him free sheep-dip. [Laughter 
and applause.] Sheep-dip is made free and the duty is released. My 
distinguished friend from Virginia [Mr. LEE], who honors me with his 
presence here, knows what this article is. It is a preparation which is 
used on sheep. It is made up largely of the stems of tobacco. It has 
got a little sulphur in it, I believe; it has got a little Iime in it. They 
t that on the free-list, and that is all they do for the farmer. 
Langhtey | os 

Mr. HOPKINS. of Illinois. What good is that to the farmer after 
they have destroyed his flocks? 

Mr. McKINLEY. None. They leave the shears he clips his wool 
with at 45 per cent. ad valorem. They make his wool free and make 
the farmer pay 45 per cent. for the shears with which he clips his wool. 

Laughter. 
L me aR ie not all. The bell, the sheep bell—if my friend from 
Massachusetts [Mr. RUSSELL] is here, if that golden-shod shepherd 
from Worcester is here [laughter and applause], he will understand. 
It is the bell that is put around the neck of the sheep to admonish the 
shepherd of the whereabouts of the wandering flock under his charge. 
I am told the gentleman has got on the outside. I learn now he is 


here in his seat; I am glad to see him. He knows what I am talking |. 


about. (Laughter. ] 

They have left them dutiable at 45 percent. ad valorem. Why, the 
sheep even will be ashamed of you, gentlemen. [Laughter.] 

Tin plates are made free. What are tin plates madeof? Ninety- 
seven and a half per cent. are sheet-iron or sheet-steel: 2} per cent. 
tin. Tin plates are made free. Sheet-iron, sheet-steel are dutiable 
at 2 cents a pound. Now, Ishall not tax you further with the details 
of the bill. I might spend hours in pointing out like inconsistencies. 
I will leave their further discussion for the five-minute debate. I only 
give these samples so that my honorable and learned friend from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] who replies to me, shall take them up 
and explain the principle on which these rates are fixed and these 
duties levied. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another thing which I wish to call attention 
to in connection with this bill, and that is the internal-revenue part 
ofit. Itseems to have escaped attention. Now, so far as the aboli- 
tion of the tax on tobacco is concerned we are all in accord; but this 
new feature of the bill provides for the of the law which au- 
thorizes the destruction of illicit stills when found in unlawful use. Un- 
der the present law if you find a man engaged in unlawful distilling, 
not having paid the tax or secured the license, the officer is authorized 
to go and destroy the whole outfit. This bill repeals that section of 
the law and provides that the still shall neither be mutilated nor de- 
stroyed, but preserved presumably for future violations of the law. 

ter and applause. } 

And in this bill further provision is made that in case a man is ar- 
rested for illicit distilling, the judge is especially with the 
duty of looking well to his comfort and to his well-being while he is 
in the custody of the officials of the law. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

That provision does not apply to any other class of criminals under 
any of our statutes; but if a man is engaged in violating the revenue 
laws he must be tenderly looked after by the judge, who is directed to 
see that he is in every way made comfortable while serving out his 
sentence in prison. [Renewed laughter on the Republican side.] 

THE VICIOUS AD VALOREM SYSTEM INTRODUCED IN BILL, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one leading feature of this bill, which 
is not by any means the most objectionable feature, but which, if it 
stood alone, ought to defeat this entire measure; and that is the intro- 
duction of the ad valorem system of assessment to take the place of the 
specific system now generally in force. Tou all know the difference be- 
tween the ad valorem system and the specific mode of levying duties. 
One is based upon 22 the other upon quantity. One is based upon 
the foreign value, difficult of ascertainments, resting in the judgment of 
experts, all the time offering a bribe to undervaluation; the other rests 
upon quantity, fixed and well known the world over, always determina- 

and always uniform. The one is assessed by the Stick, the ton, 
and the pound-weight of commerce, and the other is assessed by the for- 
eign value, fixed by the foreign importer or his agent in New York or 
elsewhere; fixed by the producer, fixed by anybody at any price to escape 
the payment of full duties. Why, the valuation under the ad valorem 
system is not even uniform thronghout the United States. 

My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Morse], who listens to me now, 
knows that the valuations fixed upon imported goods at the port ot 
Boston are often different from the valuations fixed on the same class 
of goods, costing the same, arriving in New York, Philadelphia, San 
Francisco, or Charleston. 

So we do not have and can not have a uniform value, for the value 
is subjectalways to the cupidity or dishonesty of the foreign importer or 
potno, It is a system, sir, that has been condemned by all the lead- 

g nations of the world. There is not a leading nation that adheres 
to any considerable extent to the ad valorem rates of duty upon articles 
imported into its borders; and England has abandoned all ad valorem 


duties except one, for the very reason that there can be no honest adminis- 
tration of the revenue laws so long as the value is fixed thousands of 
miles away from the point of production and impossible of verification 
athome. Henry Clay said fifty years ago: 


a 5 fix the value of the foreign merchandise, and I do not care what your 
uty is. 


Mr. Secretary Manning, in his very able report made to the last Con- 
gress, has gone over the entire question, and he publishes in a volume 
the opinions of the experts of the Treasury, the collectors, the naval 
officers, the special agents of the Department, all of them declaring 
that there is nothing left for the American Government to do but to 
abolish the ad valorem system and adopt the specific in the interest 
of the honest collection of the revenue and for the safety and security 
of reputable merchants. And the Secretary himself says in language 
too strong and plain to be misunderstood that it is the duty of Congress 
to abandon the ad valorem and establish specific duties, 

I give below these opinions. 

Naval officer Burt, of New York, says: 


I have long been convinced that a change from ad valorem to specific rates 
would not only be a benefit to the revenues, but would go far to relieve their 
administration from the friction and inevitable injustice that have made it in a 
measure odious. I might give here a résumé of my reasons for this opinion, as fre- 
quently d officially hitherto, but I presume the Department is fully ap- 
prised of all the arguments adduced on either side. Iwill therefore simply say 
thatthe ad valorem system is theoretically the perfect system, and that this has 
engaged its support by those whohave only opportunity to view it as an ab- 
stract proposition. This prejudice in its favor must 8 fixe way before the 
overwhelming evidences that in practice, n Ain rates, it breeds 
injustice, contention, and commercial obstructions t most intolerable. 


James D. Power, a special agent of the Treasury, in a report to the 
same Secretary, says: 


Ad valorem rates of duty afford temptations and . eben rsp for fraud 
which can not be guarded against, even by the most rigid rules and vigilant 
watchfulness, The assessment of values er this system is based upon expert 
knowledge of values, the most uncertain and arbitrary method that could be 
devised. Under the ad valorem system fraud has prospered and demoralized 
the importing trade, which has passed from the hands of American citizens 
into the control of men who have taken advantage of our high import duties 
to enrich themselves at the expense of the revenue and the ruined trade of 
American wholesale firms, Fraud of this nature is difficult to detect and more 
difficult still to establish. In the absence of documentary proof it resolves it- 
self into a mere difference of opinion between e: and the owner of the 
suspected goods can at all times procure experts who will maintain the correct- 
ness of his invoice pea; or he may select an easier and more convincing and 
efficacious line of defense 8 affidavits from his buyer or partner 
abroad to the effect that the invoice cost was the actual price paid for the goods 


Messrs. L. G. Martin and A. K. Tingle, special agents, make the 
following statement to the Secretary: 

There can be no doubt that a change from ad valorem to specific rates would 
help to diminish the tendency to corrupt action and loss to the revenue by the in- 
competency or indifference of appraisers. The application of i 
all textile fabrics would undoubtedly be a work — difficulty, particularly 
as to woolen goods, but it is believed that a schedule can Pp 
skilled officers in the a T's department, with the aid of manufacturers 
merchants, which would be satisfactory to all except those who aro 
profiting by the present system of undervaluation. 


crores 8 3 sums up the ohjections to ad valorem 
rates, to quote hi guage. He exposes the vice of the sys- 
tem which this bill seeks to engraft upon our legislation: 


Whatever successful contrivances are in operation to-day to evade the rev- 
enue by false ecb or by undervaluations, or by any other means, under an 


ad valorem system, will not cease even if the ad valorem rates shall have been 
ned ly reduced. They are incontestably, they are even notoriously inherent 
n system. 


Oneadvantage, and peraan the chief advantage of a specific over an ad valo- 
rem system is in the fact that, under the former, duties are levied by a positive 
test, which can be applied by our officers while the m dise is in on 
of the Government, and Raorao toa standard which is altogether national and 


which a) perabl valorem system, 
noe to. which the ad. 3 wishes applied must be — in ps one 
many thousand miles away, and w circumstances most unfavorable to the 
administration of justice. One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates 
did not exceed 25 or 30 per cent. undervaluation and temptation to undervalua- 
tion would disappear; but the records of this Department for the years 1817, 
1840, and 1857 do not uphold that conclusion. 

This one feature of the bill ought to be enough to insure its defeat, 
and if the party associates of the late Secretary had given heed to his 
sound utterances this vicious mode of assessment would have no place 
in the bill. Instead of simplifying the collection of the revenues as 
the title of the bill declares, it will increase the difficulties now ex- 
perienced, encourage fraudulent invoices, promote undervaluation, im- 
pair the revenue, and do incalculable injury to honestimporters and 
merchants. . 

THE GENERAL EFFECT OF PROTECTION. 

I now come to- consider the general effect of the protective system 
upon our people and their employments. ‘There is no conflict of in- 
terests and should be none between the several classes of producers and 
the consumers in the United States. Their interests are one, interre- 
lated and interdependent. That which benefits one benefits all; one 
man’s work has relation with every other man’s work in the same 
community; each is an essential part of the grand result to be attained, 
and that statesmanship which wonld seek to array the one against the 
other for any purpose is narrow, unworthy, and unpatriotic. The Presi-. 
dent’s message is unhappily in that direction. The discussion had on 
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this floor has taken that turn. Both have been calculated to create 
an where none existed. 

The farmer, the manufacturer, the laborer, the tradesman, and the 
producer and the consumer all have a common interest in the mainte- 
nance of a protective tariff. All are alike and equally favored by the 
system which you seek to overthrow. It is a national broad 
and universal in its application; if otherwise it should be abandoned. 
It can not beinvoked for one section or one interest to the exclusion of 
others. It must be general in its application within the contemplation 
of the principle upon which the system is founded. We have been liv- 
ing under it for twenty-seven continuous years, and it can be asserted 
with confidence that no country in the world has achieved such indus- 
trial advancement, and such marvelous progress in arts, science, and 
civilization as ours. Tested by its results, it has surpassed all other 
revenue systems. 

From 1789 to 1888, a period of ninety-nine years, there have been 
forty-seven years when a Democratic revenue-tariff policy has prevailed, 
and fifty-two years under the protective policy, and it is a noteworthy 
fact that the most progressive and prosperous periods of our history in 
every department of human effortand material development were dur- 
ing the fifty-two years when the protective party was in control and pro- 
tective tariffs were maintained; and the most disastrous years—years of 
want and wretchedness, ruin and re ion, eventuating in insuffi- 
cient revenues and shattered credits, individual and national—were 
during the free-trade or revenue-tariff erasofour history. No man liv- 
ing who passed through any of the Jatter periods but would dread their 
return, and would flee from them as he would escape from fire and pesti- 
lence; and I believe the party which promotes their return will merit and 
receive popular condemnation. What is the trouble with our present 
condition? No country can point to greater prosperity or more enduring 
evidences of substantial progress among all the people. Too much money 
is being collected, it is said. We say stop it; not by indiscriminate and 
vicious legislation, but by simple business methods. Do it on simple, 
practical lines and we will help you. Buy up the bonds, objectionable 
as it may be, and pay the nation’s debts, if you can not reduce tax- 
ation. You could have done this long ago. Nobodyischargeable for 
the failure and delay but your own Administration, 

Who is objecting to our protective system? From what quarter does 
the complaint come? Not from the enterprising American citizen; 
not from the manufacturer; not from the laborer, whose wages it im- 

roves; not from the consumer, for he is fully satisfied, because under 

t he buys a cheaper and a better product than he did under the other 
system; not from the farmer, for he finds among the employés of the 
protected industries his best and most reliable customers; not from the 
merchant or the tradesman, for every hive of industry increases the 
number of his customers and enlarges the volume of his trade. Few, 
ind have been the petitions presented to this House asking for any 
reduction of duties upon imports. None, that I have seen or heard of, 
and I have watched with the deepest interest the number and charac- 
ter of these petitions that I might gather from them the drift of public 
sentiment—I say I have seen none asking for the of this bill, 
or for any such departure from the fiscal policy of the Government so 
long recognized and followed, while against this legislation there has 
been no limit to petitions, memorials, prayers, and protests, from pro- 
ducer and consumer alike. 

NO PUBLIC DEMAND FOR SUCH A MEASURE. 

This measure is not called for by the people; it is not an American 
measure it is inspired by importers and foreign producers, most of them 
aliens, who want to diminish our trade and increase their own; who 
want to decrease our prosperity and augment theirs, and who have 
no interest in this country except what they can make out of it. 
To this is added the influence of the professors in some of our institu- 
tions of learning, who teach the science contained in books and not that 
of practical business. I would rather have my political economy 
founded “pon the every-day experience of the puddler or the potter 
than the learning of the professor, the farmerand factory hand than 
the college faculty. Then there is another class who want protective 
tariffs overthrown. They are the men of independent wealth, with 
settled and steady incomes, who want everything cheap but currency; 
the value of everything clipped but coin—cheap labor but dear money. 
These are the elements which are arrayed against us. 

Men whose capital is invested in productive enterprises, who take the 
risks of business, men who expend their capital and energy in the de- 
velopment of our resources, they are in favor of the maintenance of the 
protective system. The farmer, the rice-grower, the miner, the vast 
army of wage-earners from one end of the country to the other, the 
chief producers of wealth, men whose capital is their brain and mus- 
cle, who aspire to better their condition and elevate themselves and 
their fellows; the young man whose fature is yet before him, and 
which he must carve out with his hand and head, who is without the 
aid of fortune or of a long ancestral line, these are our steadfast allies 
in this great contest for the preservation of the American system. 
Experience and results in our own country are our best adoisers, and 
they vindicate beyond the possibility of dispute the worth and wisdom 
of the system. 

What country can show such a trade as ours, such commerce, such 
immense transportation iines, such a volume of exchanges, and such 


marvelous production from the raw material to the finished product. 
Its balance-sheet is without a parallel in the world’s history—richest 
in agriculture, greatest in its domestic trade and traffic, and leading in 
manufactures any nation in Europe. Why abandon a policy which can 
point to such achievements and whose trophies are to be seen on every 
hand? The internal commerce of the United States is greater than the 
entire foreign commerce of Great Britain, France, Germany, Russia, 
Holland, Belgium, and Austria-Hungary. Why, asingle railroad sys- 
tem in this country (that of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company) car- 
ries more to and traffic in a single year than all the merchant 
ships of Great Britain. The whole of Europe has not built as many 
miles of railroad as this country has during some recent years, and in 
1880 the whole known world did not lay as many miles of track as 
were laid acrossthis country. Great Britain’s foreign commerce equals 
about one-sixth of our domestic commerce. Can we do better under 
any other fiscal policy? Wesay not. Wise statesmanship commands 
us, therefore, to let well enough alone. 

Sir Edward Sullivan, in a recent article in the London Post, makes 
these suggestive comparisons, which I beg every gentleman to hear: 

Under free trade the masses must get poorer, because they get less employ- 
ment, A well-known statistical work gives a comparison of the material prog- 
ress of France under protection and England under free trade. If there is any 
truth in figures it ought to startle us from our free-trade 

‘The comparison is based on the returns of legacy duty: 

In 1826 England was 108. a head richer than France. 

In 1850 England was 19s, a head richer than France. 


In 1877 England was 5s. a head poorer than France. 
France has 57 per cent. of her land under tillage, and it is increasing every 


year. 

The United Kingdom has 30 per cent. of land under tillage, and itis diminish- 
ing every year, but the population of England increases much more rapidly 
than the population of France. 

The commerce of England has increased 21 per cent. in ten years. 

The commerce of France has increased 39 per cent. in ten years. 

The commerce of the United States has increased 68 per cent. in ten years. 

The commerce of the world has increased 26 per cent. in ten years. 

So much for the blasting effect of free trade. 


In Germany, so long ago as the 14th of May, 1882, Bismarck, in a 
speech before the German Reichstag, paid to the Republican tariff 
high eulogy. He said: 

The success of the United States in material development is the most illustri- 
ous of modern time. The American nation has not only successfully borneand 
suppressed the most gigantic and expensive war of all history, but immediately 
afterward disbanded its Army, found employment for all its soldiers and ma- 
rines, paid off most of its debt, given labor and homes to all the unemployed 
of Eur as fast as they could arrive within its territory, and still by a system 
of taxation so indirect as not to be perceived, much less felt. Because it is my 
deliberate judgment that the prosperity of America is mainly due toits system 
of protective laws, I urge that Germany has now ed that point where it is 
necessary to imitate the tariff system of the United States. 

You may try protection by any test you will. Youmay try it not only 
by the condition of the individual citizen and his happiness and pros- 
perity and the aggregate prosperity of the nation, but try it by the pro- 
gress which has been made in invention and scientific development; try 
it by any standard you may raise, the protective system shows by its 
results that it anyother. You can match it with no other. 

Go to the Patent Office and examine the evidences furnished from 
that great register of the products of American genius. Take the States 
which have stood by the protective system, which have believed in it, 
which have been built up under it, and contrast them with the States 
whose Representatives have stood in unyielding opposition to the sys- 
tem on this floor. See what result you get. Take Connecticut, a little 
State, buta manufacturing one. In the year 1887 there were 788 pat- 
ents granted to the inhabitants of that State, 1 for every 790 of its in- 
habitants, while for Arkansas the number of patents granted was 65, 
1 forevery 12,346. Take Massachusetts: In 1887 there were 1,875 pat- 
ents granted to the people of that State, 1 to every 950 of her popula- 
tion, while to Kentucky there were 245 patents granted, or 1 to every 
6,729 of her population. Take Illinois: 1,595 patents were granted to 


her people, 1 to every 1,929 of her population, while for Georgia there 
were 130, or 1 in every 11,862 of her population. Here is the list: 


[From the Commissioner's report, 1887.] 
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These figures need no comment; they point their own moral; they en- 
force their own lesson. They demonstrate better than any argument 
that I can make that invention and progress and the general diffusion 
of knowledge follow manufacturing and industrial enterprises. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

A HOME MARKET. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the estublishment of a furnace or factory or mill 
in any neighborhood has the effect at once to enhance the value of all 
property and all values for miles surrounding it. They produce in- 
creased activity. The farmer has a better and a nearer market for 
his products, The merchant, the butcher, the grocer, have an increased 
trade. The carpenter is in greater demand; he is called upon to build 
more houses. Every branch of trade, every avenue of labor, will feel 
almost immediately the energizing influence of a new industry. The 
truck farm is in demand; the perishable products, the fruits, the vege- 
tables, which in many eases will not bear exportation and which a for- 
eign market is too distant to be available, find a constant and ready 
demand at good paying prices. 

What the agriculturist of this country wants more than anything 
else, after he has gathered his crop, are consumers, consumers at home, 
men who do not produce what they eat, who must purchase all they con- 
sume; men who are engaged in manufacturing, in mining, in cotton- 
spinning, in the potteries, and in the thousands of productive indus- 
tries which command all their time and energy, and whose employ- 
ments do not admit of their producing their own food. 

The American agriculturist further wants these consumers near und 
convenient to his field of supply. Cheap as inland transportation is, 
every milesaved is money made. Every manufacturing establishment 
in the United States, wherever situated, is of priceless value to the 
farmers of thecountry. The six manufacturing States of New England 
aptly illustrate the great value of a home market to the Western farmer. 

‘hese States have reached the highest perfection in skill and manu- 
factures. They do not raise from their own soil, with the exceptions 
of hay and potatoes, but a small fraction of what their inhabitants 
require and consume; they could not from their own fields and gran- 
aries feed the population which they had in 1830, much less their 
present population. The most intense revenue-reformer, the most un- 
enlightened Democrat, will have to confess that New England is in- 
debted in large part for her splendid development to the protective 
system. Now, has her prosperity and progress been secured at the sac- 
rifice of other interests and othersections? Jans wer no, but has brought, 
as I believe I shall be able to show, a positive blessing to all of our 
60,000,000 of people. 

In 1880 the population of thesesix States wasover4,000,000. The food 
products required by their people, the very necessities of their daily lifein 
a large measure, came from other States and remote sections of the Union. 
They raised in 1880 but one-quarter of 1 per cent. of the total wheat pro- 
duction of the United States. They raised in the same year but one-halfof 
1 per cent. of the total crop of Indian corn, 2} per cent. of the oats, 12 
per cent. of the hay, and 13 per cent. of the potatoes which were pro- 
duced in the United States. What did they consume? What did they 
buy of the Western farmer? Fifty millions of dollars’ worth of meat 
were consumed by their industrial people in a single year. The extent of 
theirneeds is strikingly shown by the fact (obtained from the accounts of 
Commissioner Fink, that during the year 1884 the trunk lines“ brought 
into New England no less than 470,000 tons of flour and 950,000 tons of 
grain. At 200 pounds to the barrel of flour, this is an importation of 
4,700,000 barrels, or one and one-fifth, nearly, for each inhabitant. 


` During the same year there were exported from Boston and Portland, 


the only points in New England from which breadstuffs are sent abroad, 
2,100,000 barrels of flour, leaving for consumption within these States 
2,600,000 barrels. These figures take no account of the large trade by 
water from New York. Iam informed that a large part of the flour 
consumed in Connecticut, Rhode Island, and Southern Massachusetts 
is received in this way, but no reliable statistics are available. It is 
reasonable, however, to suppose, and this comes to me from what I 
deem good authority, that the amount thus received and consumed 
offsets a large portion of the foreign exports to which I have referred. 

Of the grain received during the same year rather less than 400,000 
tons were exported, leaving for New England consumption 550,000 tons, 
for all of which these States were the customers of the Westin addition 
to the amount grown upon their own soil. In addition to this, New 
England consumed, in 1886-’87 in her factories nearly one-fourth of 
the entire cotton crop of the country. More than this, she used in her 
woolen millsin 1880 fully one-half of the entire wool clip of the United 
States, and during the year 1886 she consumed more than one-sixth of 
the entire anthracite-coal/production of the country and 5} per cent. of 


the bituminous-coal production, and every pound of both came from 


the Middle and Southern States. 

Is not New England (I appeal to the gentlemen of the other side, I 
appeal to the farmers of the country) worth preserving? Is not the 
industrial system which makes such a community of consumers for 
agricultural products possible worth maintaining? Does not she fur- 
nish you a market worth fostering? Does not she give you a trade 
and an exchange of products worth your while to guard with the most 
considerate care? And does not her condition indicate the wisdom of 


the policy we advocate? Is not her market better for you than a for- 
eign one? Is not New England a better customer for you, more reli- 
able, more easily reached, more stable, than Old England? [Applause 
on the Republican side.] Is not Boston a better consumer for the people 
of the United States than London, New York than Liverpool, Pitts- 
burgh than Manchester, Cincinnati than Birmingham? [Applause on 
the Republican side. ] 

New England buys of you for all her wants; Old England takes not 
a pound or a bushel from you except what she must ha ve and can not get 
elsewhere, 

Now, let us contrast this home market of New England with the 
foreign market of Old England. In1880 New England consumed 540,- 
000,000 pounds of cotton, at 11.61 a pound, which in value then 
amounted to $62,695,000, 20 per cent. greater than the per capita value 
of all our domestic exports to the United Kingdom, and this was only 
New 1 contribution to the Southern producers of cotton. She 
sends at least $70,000,000 to the West and Northwest for her food sup- 
plies. She sends to the wool-growers of the Middle, Western, and Pa- 
cific States $40,000,000 annually for their fleeces. I repeat, is not this 
market worth preserving, ay, cherishing, and does it not make us long 
to have New England thrift, New England enterprise, and New Eng- 
land politics more generally distributed throughout all sections of the 
country? [Applause on the Republican side, T 

You can destroy this valuable home market by such legislation is as 
proposed in this bill; you can diminish this demand for food, for cotton, 
for wool, for flax, and hemp produced in other sections of the country 
by following the delusive theories of our friends on the other side of 
the House; you can diminish the capacity of the operatives to buy of 
you by diminishing their wages; you can drive them from the cotton 
and woolen factories to the farms; they will then drift to the West and 
Northwest, not to engage in manufacture, but in a great measure to be- 
come tillers of the soil, and instead of being as they are now, and as 
they will be under a proper tariff system, your consumers, they become 
your competitors. They go from the ranks of consumers to the ranks 
of producers; diminish the consumers and increase the producers. The 
foreign market for agricultural products is one of the delusions of free 
trade. If it ever had any real substance as against a good home market 
that has long since disappeared. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee says to the Western 
farmer, Let New England go. Pass her by and go to Old England.” 
Well, that is about as practical as the Democratic party ordinarily is. 
[Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. DUNN, a prominent member of this House and chairman of one 
of its leading committees, and I remember to have heard him say what 
I now read from the RECORD: 


The wheat producer of the Northwest is standing face to face w ith the wheat 
producer of India. A few years ago India shipped 40,000 bushels of wheat. Last 
year 112) she putinto the market 40,000,000 bushels. Can you protect the North- 
west farmer against that labor? India can put wheat down in the markets of con- 
sumption in Europe cheaper than we can transport it from the fields of produc- 
tion to the markets of consumption ; that is to say, India can produce and market 
her wheat in Europe for what it costs the farmer of the Northwest to trans- 
port his to the market of consumption, without allowing him for the cost of pro- 
duction, In other words, the transportation of wheat costs the American farmer 
as much as both transportation and production cost the India farmer. 


In the face of a statement like this, from such high Democratic au- 
thority, how, I ask, is the wheat of the American farmer to reach the 
European market with any profit to our producers? And yet it is to 
this kind of competition the chairman of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee invites the American farmer. Do the farmers want such a mar- 
ket with such acompetition? What their answer will be no man can 
doubt. They reject with indignation and scorn the chairman’s moria- 
tion. [Applause.] The home market is the best, besides being the 
safest, It has got the most money to spend, and spends the most. It 
consumes the most; it is therefore the most profitable. 

The masses of our people live better than any people in the world 
Great Britain only buys our food products when she has not enough of 
her own and can reach no other supply. This market, therefore, is fit- 
ful and fluctuating, and can not be relied upon as we can rely upon our 
own consumers. The foreign market under a revenue tariff for agri- 
cultural products has not been encouraging in our own experience in 
the past. It promises less under such a system in the future. 

INCREASED IMPORTATIONS THE PURPOSE OF THE BILL, 

The chairman of the committee in opening this debate boldly an- 
nounced that we must increase foreign importations to secure national 
prosperity. How much does the gentleman and the party with which 
he is associated desire to increase importations? Are they not large 
enough already? Are they not now crowding our producers and di- 
minishing their annual productions? Are they not already making 
labor restless, filling it with apprehension and uncertainty as to the 
future? Is this country to be the dumping ground of foreigh prod- 
ucts? During the last fiscal year over $233,000,000 in value of for- 
eign merchandise was imported into the United States free of duty, 
and over $450,000,000 additional was imported which paid a duty. 
Is this not enough? Do the iron and steel workers want further im- 
portations in their line, representing cheap labor, to compete with the 
product of their labor? Over $50,000,000 in value of iron and steel 
manufactures was imported lagt year, every dollar of which repre- 
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sented foreign capital and foreign labor, which might well have been 
roducedathome, Every ton could have been made here, and American 
ds were waiting to make it. f 

How much labor do you suppose was represented by the $50,000,000 
worth of iron and steel that came into this country last year? It would 
have taken 1,740 puddlers and helpers, working every day for 300 days 
in the year, to have produced the scrap-iron that came from Europe last 
year. It would have taken 2,500 men 300 days to have produced the bar 
and structural iron, and steel billets, and slabs,and ingots which were im- 
ported into the United States last year. It would have taken 300 men 
300 days, besides those engaged in preparing the raw material, to have 
produced the plates and sheets, the corrugated iron, and the steel in 
various forms imported Jast year. It would have taken 3,700 men 300 
days to have made the wire rods and the nails and the screws and 
wire in various shapes which were imported into the United States last 
year. It would have taken 800 men 300 days to have made the washers, 
and the bolts, and the fish-plates, and railway-plates, the steel tire, 
hinge-iron, and tubes of steel which were imported into this country 
last year. It would have taken 500 men 300 days to have made the iron 
and steel rails which were brought into the United States from abroad 
last year. It would have taken 24,000 men to manufacture the tin- 
plate imported last year. Summing up these figures 33,540 men, work- 
ing for 300 days, would have been required to produce the $50,000,- 
000 worth of iron and steel which we imported last year. Do you want 
that volume increased? Ten million sixty-two thousand is the aggre- 
gate number of days’ work that were taken from American working- 
men, every day’s work of which they could have performed, and were 
waiting ready to perform. [Applause.] Including all branches of 
Jabor required to manufacture the fifty millions of imported iron and 
steel and the manufacture thereof, taking into account the labor em- 
ployed in the mining, transportation, and manipulation of the raw ma- 
terials, and it would employ nearly, if not quite, one hundred thou- 
sand men. 

I do not know what you think about it; but I would not permit a 
single ton of steel to come into the United States if our own labor 
could make it. [Applause.] Let American labor, as far as practi- 
cable, manufacture American products. [Applause.] And if you do 
not like it, you know what you can do. [Laughter.] This Govern- 
ment is made for Americans, native-born and naturalized; and every 
pound, every bushel, every ton, every yard of foreign product that 
comes into this country to compete with ours deprives American labor 
of what justly belongs to it. 

Do the farmers want increased importations of agricultural products ? 
Of barley alone there were $6,152,000 of value imported last year, and 
of vegetables a value of $2,276,000. The total imports of the products 
of agriculture for the year 1887 free and dutiable were in value $197,- 
308,240. Of this sum $46,678,443 was admitted free of duty and the 
remainder paid a duty. Do the agriculturists want the duties all re- 
moved and their products driven from this market. Seven million 
three hundred thousand dollars’ worth of foreign glass came into this 
country last year. Do the glass-blowers want this volume increased ? 
Five million five hundred and forty-five thousand dollars’ worth of 
pottery of foreign make entered our market last year. Do the potters 
want this vast sum augmented? Will the wool-growers who were com- 
pelled to compete with $16,000,000 worth of foreign wool last year 
relish the prospect of having their product further displaced next year; 
and the lakor engaged in woolen manufactories in this country, are they 
anxious that the $44,000,000 worth of woolen goods imported in 1887 
in competition with the products of their labor shall be multiplied in 
1889? All these importations will be greatly increased if this bill shall 
become a law. Every invoice of foreign goods which comes here the 
like of which we can make crowds out just so much American labor. 
Is there to be no limit to this foreign invasion ? 

I answer, only to the extent that our people shall make importations 
impossible by reducing the cost of the home product. This will be the 
only restraint upon foreign merchandise glutting this market to the dis- 
placementof ourown. If ourpresentlabor conditions are maintained— 
and this bill gets upon our statute-book—there will be no barrier in 
the way of a perfect inundation of foreign goods in the United States. 
It should not be forgotten that low duties or no duties substitute for- 
eign imports for home-made and home-grown products, and to the ex- 
tent of such substitution take work and wages from American labor. 
The effect of this bill, and there can be no other, is to increase importa- 
tions, displace our own products by foreign ones, diminish the output 
of our factories and mills, curtail the demand for labor, and reduce the 

of those who may be able to get work. This result is as clear 
and manifest to me as the simplest mathematical problem, and we have 
only to look at the wage scale of competing nations to know what our 
labor will come to with free trade or its equivalent. We can not com- 
pete with foreign nations without the restraint of a tariff unless we 
ve equal conditions and equal labor cost. To do this we must intro- 
duce European conditions and European methods in the United States, 
and that is what this bill and all similar legislation mean. 

The trammels of trade must be removed” is the language employed 
by the friends of this bill. How and in what way? First, by removing 
the duty from raw materials used in manufacture, which of necessity 


will be at the expense and loss of those engaged in preparing them. 
But to a tariff reformer that is of little account. This trammel must 
go, to enable the domestic manufacturer to compete with the foreign 
manufacturer at home and abroad. After this, and nextin order, the 
trammel of high wages mustbe removed. ‘Thisis the most important 
and essential ofall. This is the chiefobstruction. Free raw material 
will not equalize the condition of manufacturers at home with those 
abroad. Cheap labor, underpaid labor, underfed labor willbe the next 
demand of the adyocates of this bill. Some of them have been frank 
enough to avow it already. This is the inexorable logie of the situa- 
tion. If we are to control the whole of our own market and send our 
manufactures across the sea, it can be accomplished in one way only, by 
reducing the cost of the home product tothe same or below the cost of 
the foreign product. To do this every intelligent man knows involves 
an enormous reduction of the wages of American workingmen. To 
this a revenue tariff comes at last and from which there is no escape 
and against it every true American interest cries out in an emphatic 
and earnest protest. 

I propose a wiser and more patriotic solution of the difficulties of our 
financialsituation. If we will buy more American goods and less foreign, 
we will reduce the income of the Government and leave and increase 
the surplus among the people. If we will buy more American mer- 
chandise and less of foreign make, manufactures at home will run the 
year round and labor will be suitably rewarded and steadily employed. 
If we had some of that lofty patriotism evinced by the fathers, if we 
were more American in feeling, sentiment, and purpose, there would 
be fewer advocates of this bill. 


AMERICAN WAGES AGAINST EUROPEAN WAGES. 


There has been much effort made in this debate to show that, after all, 
American workingmen get no better pay than the workingmen of other 
countries. Let us consider this branch of the discussion fora little while, 
for i it be true that labor here is no better rewarded than elsewhere, then 
the strength of protection is much weakened. I beg to cite, against 
the unsupported statements of the gentlemen who have already spoken 
upon the other side, the testimony of American workingmen whose op- 
portunity for information from experience in both countries, and other- 
wise, makes their evidence incontrovertible. From the statements made 
March 10, 1886, before the Committee on Ways and Means, I read. 
Some of this testimony is two years old, but the only reason it is so is 
because laboring men were not permitted to testify this year. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. Roger Evans, workingman, speaking upon this subject, said: 


Of course you must not gauge the American workingman by the amount of 
coarse bread and meat which will be necessary for him to subsist upon. It can 
not be. The American workingman must have other things than those. He 
must be fed and clothed and be able to maintain his family as becomes the dig- 
nity of an American citizen. 


Another, Mr. Philip Hagan, spoke as follows: 


Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, I was born undera free-trade government; and 
I believe that that free-trade government deprived me of an education. The 
reason of that was that I had to go to work when|I was eight years of age; and 
Iremember also my little brother going to work under that free-trade govern- 
ment when he was eight years of age. I remember well when there was a fam- 
ily of nine of us(including my father and mother), and when my wages for work- 
ing in a mill were 10 cents per day. That was under a free-trade government. 
Subsequently I went up higher there to 5 shillings a day, or $1.25. That was 
about the limit I could reach—six and sixpence a day—and having to pay 60 
cents out of that to my helper. 

Many members of this committee know all this just as well as I am stating it, 
and I am not going to detain you any longer; but I will state that as soon as 
my limited knowledge informed me that labor was protected in the United 
States Ieame here. Ideclared my intentions and {I became a citizen of the United 
States. And now I havea family, and now I make regularly L4 shillings a day. 
The produce on which I lived in England came mostly from the United States, 
and certainly I ought to get it as here as in England. I worked for 5 
shillings a day in England, and I get 14 shillings a day here. 5 l 
am able to send my children to school, and they are getting an education, which 
their father did not get under a free-trade government, I want to see these 
children raised up and educated as citizens, 


[ Applause. ] 2 
Mr. Thomas Williams said: 


As American citizens we can not be compelled to subsist upon what the work - 
ing people of England, France, or other European countries subsist upon. The 
people of this country have made it just what it is, and in a very great measure 
the workingmen have made it what it is. Some of us have come across the At- 
lantic, leaving the land of our birth, and have come here with the expectations 
that we were going to better our condition. We have bettered it in a great 
measure. We will get along if you will let us alone. The manufacturers and 
ourselves will fight our own battles. 


Mr. Thomas P. Jones said: 


Icame to this country to better my condition, and I am happy to say that I 
seve bettered my condition. I have made more wages than lever made in the 
old country. 

It has been shown here to-day, and, as I think, very clearly, that this tinkering 
with the tariff is not for the best interests of the country; is not for the best in- 
terests of the wealth- producers, of the men who built up this country. Then, 
gentlemen, I take it that itis your duty to throw this bill to the dogs. I cer- 
tainly do not stand to dictate to you altogether in this matter, but I will assure 
you this far: that there is a school of education among the working people in 
this country, and that if this tinkering of the tariff is allowed to proceed; if 
you will, in spite of ourremonstrances, zo on destroying our interests and shut- 
ting up the industries of the conntry, our working popie will be ere longsuffi- 
ciently educated to step forth and sax, Gentlemen, thus far shall you go, and 
no farther.” We will elect men and send them here to legislate for our jaterests 
if you will not do so. We have the power, gentlemen, and you know it 

Laborers in this country were never so cemented as they are to-day, One of 
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the principal things which has helped us to that is this very bill which the hon- 
orable chairman has brought before this committee. Where I live, in Chicago, 
you would be surprised to see the feeling that exists among the working classes. 
And why? Because some of the propi there worked in this country in free- 
trade times. I have a brother-in-law who, in free-trade times, traveled to his 
work 6 miles in the morning, getting there at sun-up, worked all day, and 

home at sundown, and all for a paltry 50 cents a day. I also have 
worked for 50 cents a day, but not in this country, thank God. Ihave worked 
for 25 cents a day, but I do not want to have to do it again. I have seen in the 
city of Glasgow, in Scotland, men working for 12 cents a day and a bowl of 
soup. That does not become an American citizen, We can not haye such a 
State of affairs here, and we will not have it. 


I have a letter from Mr. William Barbour, of the Barbour Flax S pin- 
ning Company, of Paterson, N. J., under date of 31st of March, in 
which occurs the following: 

DEAR Sir: Asastockholderand director of Barbour Flax-Spinning Company, 
of Paterson, N. J., I wish to make a statement to you r ng the flax-thread 
industry, and to call your attention to the effect which the proposed Mills bill 


would have upon it. 


s + e 


* * . 
While Iam an American born,and the 3 Irepresent in Paterson, N. J., 


is thoroughly American, I am also a large stockholder in a flax-spinn com- 


pany in Ireland; and that you may judge of the relative wages paid in the two 

countries, I would state that the parao of the two mills, as recently compared, 

differed only about $500, the numberof handsin the Irish mill being 2,900 against 

1,400 in the New Jersey mill. 
* * 


* * * * * 
Yours, truly, 


Hon, W. MOKISLEY, Jr., 
Washington, D. C. 

That is, 1, 400 American laborers are paid the exact sum which 2,900 
laborers are paid for the same labor in Ireland, and yet gentlemen 
would have us believe there is no difference in favor of the American 
workingman. [Applause. ] 

The Singer Sewing-Machine Company maintains a factory in Glasgow, 
Scotland, as well as its works in New Jersey. It employs one-third 
more hands in its Scotch establishment, yet the pay-roll there is only 
half that of its American works, the actual figures being $18,000 and 


WM. BARBOUR. 


„000. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HERBERT. Can the gentleman tell me the price a sewing- 
woman in Scotland pays for a sewing-machine and the price a sewing- 
woman in New Jersey pays for the same kind of a sewing-machine? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Yes, sir; I am told the prices are about the same 
except a sewing-machinein Scotland costs more than a sewing-machine 
in America. [Laughter and applause. ] 

John H. Ross, superintendent Boston Thread and Twine Company, 
under date of April 23, 1888, says: 

e are paying three times the average wages paid for similar labor through- 
on urope. 

Here is a letter under date of April 26, 1888, from the representatives 
of at least a half million workingmen of the United States: 


WASHINGTON, D. O., April 26, 1888. 


Dear Sim: Having seen by the papers that Mr. Mils and others, in their 
speeches in the House of Representatives upon the tariff bill, have asserted the 
wages pua to labor were no higher in the United States than in 
the undersigned, desire to state, through you, to the members of Con; that 
such statements are misleading and false. Wages are higher in this coun- 
try than in any other in the world. Notwithstanding the fact that the state- 
ments have been made by members on the floor of the House of Representatives 
that the tariff only benefits the manufacturer, and that they receive all the ad- 
vantages from the 3 given by the Government, we know that we re- 
ceive our share of the benefits of protection on the industries we represent, 

We therefore emphatically 3 t any reduction of the duties that 
will bring us on a level with the low price paid for labor in Europe. We insist 
upon the tenance of a strong protective tariff, in order to maintain an 
American standard of wages for American workingmen. 


R lly yours, 
WIL M WEIHE, President of LOUIS ARRINGTON, Master Work- 


Amalgamated Association of Iron man Glass Blowers Assembly 143. 
and Steel Workers, JAMES CAMPBELL, President oj 
WM. MARTIN, Secretary of Amal- + Local Assembly 300, Knights of 


tion of Iron and Labor,Window Glass Workers of 


Steel Workers. America. 
JOHN CONKLING, Master Work- WM. J. SMITH, President American 
man Na Assembly Iron and Flint Glass Workers’ Union. 
Steel Workers’ Knights of Labor. WM. J. DILLON, Secretary. 
JOHN COFFEY, Master A 
Glass Blowers’ Assembly 149. 
Hon. Wittram McKINLEY, 
Washington, D. C. 


This bill proposes to equalize American production with European 
production by bringing down American wages to the level of European 
wages, and, Mr. Chairman, I give you notice here to-day that you can 
not doit. [Applause.] 

AGRICULTURAL WAGES, 


Now as to farm wages here as contrasted with other countries. I 
have a letter from Mr. Dodge, the Statistician of the Agricultural De- 
partment: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU or STATISTICS 
Washington, D. C., March 29, 1888. 

The wages of white labor in agriculture in this country is about ~ r = 
wages pa r, according to J, 
Jeans, in the Ro Agricultural Society’s Journal x 5 
og spent —— neha’ 3 u ety's ot |, Was about $12.65 per month 


In the Argentine Republic the common farm hands get $10 to $12 per month, 

In India agricultural wages are about $20 to $25 per year. 

Wages here in the wool-growing industry are two or three times as much as 
in competing countries, ; 

Consul Wamer, at Cologne, in his oficial report of May 21, 1886, to 
the State Department, gives a statement of the increase of exports from 
Germany to the United States, also the wages paid. The laborer, 
whether he works in iron orsteel works, factories, stone-quarries, or rail- 
roads, earns as a rule from 47 to 70 cents per day, and for skilled labor 
he may get from 80 to 92 cents per day. Women, when employed, earn 
from 24 to 30 cents per day. ys under sixteen receive 19 to 24 cents 
a day, and an extra strong boy may earn 30 cents. Working hours are 
from 6 to 6 in summer, and 7 to 7 in winter, with one hour for dinner. 

The consul-general at Vienna, in speaking of the Austrian laborer, 
says a home of his own, though ever so modest, is beyond his reach. 

Consul Tanner, at Chemnitz, Saxony, says: 

The customary wages to hired servants on a farm are $57.19 per year, with 
board and lodging, for men, and $28.50 for females. Field hands are paid atthe 
rate of 5} cents per hour. Women receive 2} cents per hour. 

Speaking of their food, he says: ; 

Sugar or sirup are never allowed, and but very little milk. Tea is never 
used, For dinner they have meat and vegetables three times a week, and al- 
ways on Sundays. 

This effectually disposes of the claim that wages in England and 
other countries are as high as here. 


WAGES IN THE SOUTH AND PROTECTION TO RICE. 


The wage question in the South is interesting, and I have seen it no 
better stated, and the reason for maintaining protection nowhere more 
strongly presented than in the report made this year on the American 
rice industry, prepared by the Rice Association and addressed to the 
association of Savannah, I read: 

During this period pices 1810 to 1860] the duty on foreign rice was 20 per cent. 
ad valorem. In all the rice-producing divisions of the country slave labor was 
then employed, and no foreign rice was imported. 

It will be noted that slave labor operates as a positive prohibition to 
foreign imports, It takes the place of a protective tariff, and presents 
to labor a choice between the one and the other. 

Cheap labor can successfully compete with cheap labor on equal terms 
and with equal chance of profits in the markets of the world without the 
aid of legislative protection, and what I have read shows the character of 
labor best adapted to free trade. This report says the conditions sur- 
rounding the American producer have entirely changed. Let me read: 

Since the emancipation ofthe slaves the cost of agricultural labor in the South 
has been greatly increased. In the rice districts of the Carolinas and Georgia 
ay ag anes from 40 to 60 cents, and the best expert (not mechanical) labor 

0 r diem. 

80 that no time since 1865 could rice have been cultivated as a staple product 
without the protection afforded by import duties upon foreign grain. 

Now, with what labor does the Southern rice-grower compete? I 
will read from this report a quotation from the report of the United 
States minister at Pekin: 

Coming now to the field-hand whom the farmer hires, we arrive at the sub- 
stratum of labor, The average wages of an able-bodied young man is $12 per 
annum, food, straw, shoes, and free shaving. Deducting $4 for his clothing, he 
saves $8 aonuaire os may do so, 

‘Ten years’ saving will enable him to buy one-third of an acre of land (value 

r acre, $150) and necessary implements by which he can attain by his own 


borasubsistence. * In ten years he can become possessor of two-thirds 
of an acre, 

The report goes on further: 

In Ja , the field-hands receive their food and lodging with wages from $8.60 
to $12. r annum. The wages of females are about gd per annum. 

In British India the per diem is 6 cents for males and 1} cents for females. 

In Kurnel the highest permanent wages are 50 cents per month. 

In Borat men employed by the year get from 80 to 100 pounds of grain per 
month, and from 44} cents to $1.98 per annum. 

In Bombay and Madras laborers are paid from 6 to 12 cents per diem. 

Hence the wages paid at the South in the rice-fields are many fold greater 
than those paid to laborers in the rice-fields of Asia. Two-thirds of the cost of 
production is disbursed in wages in the former. 

The report then concludes: 


The contrast in this element of cost should render unnecessary any further 
comment than that without the intervention of the existing import tax on Asi- 
atic rice competition would seem impossible. 

This argument I commend for its force and fairness, and it makes 
out a strong case for the rice-grower, who in my judgment deserves 
protection and which we cheerfully accord; but the same argument ap- 
plies with equal force to domestic wool, flax, and hemp, and other prod- 
ucts of agriculture and manufacture. They are all within the same 
principle; all of them cultivated and produced with wage-lahor greatly 
in excess of that paid abroad. Yet these American products are to be 
severely crippled, if not wholly destroyed. 

Thisstatement of the rice-growers is a most striking demonstration of 
the wisdom and necessity of protection. It shows what is true in the 
North is true in the South. The chief and controlling question is one of 
labor, and so longas the labor cost herein any departmentof employment 
exceeds the labor cost in Europe so long we must have a protective 
tariff which shall compensate for this difference. And whether the 
labor is in the rice-fields of Georgia and of the Carolinas, or in the 
wheat-fields of the Northwest, in the factories of New England, the 
mines of Maryland and Virginia, or the furnaces of Pennsylvania, Ohio, 
and New Jersey, it must be protected against the less rewarded labor 
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whose products come in competition with theirs. Either this tariff 
must be maintained to maintain the difference of wages or one of two 
things must inevitably occur: we must abandon production in many 
of the most valuable fields of industry here or our labor must come 
down to the standard of the competing labor; and we may discuss our 
theories until the frosts of December and we can not alter the fact. 

This is the issue and it can not be evaded. 

LABOR NOT ASKING FOR IT—CHEAP CLOTHING. P 

It is a fact worthy to call to the attention of the House that a labo: 
organization representing a million working men, with its representa- 
tives in this city whose sole duty is to look after the interests of labor, 
have given no sign of approval of this bill. Not a petition has come 
through this source asking for its passage, or anything like it. What- 
eyer utterance has been made has been in opposition and protest. 
Every member on this floor has observed the activity of this committee 
of Knights of Labor in regard to legislation affecting the interests of 
Jabor, but in all their vast constituency, found in every State of the 
Union, found in the fields, in the factories, workshops, and mines, no 

«word or sign but of disapproval and condemnation has come. 

The expectations of cheaper clothes is not sufficient to justify the 
action of the majority. This is too narrow for anationalissue. No- 
body, so far as I have learned, has expressed dissatisfaction with the 
present price of clothing. It is a political objection; it is a party slo- 
gan. Certainly nobody is unhappy over the cost of clothing except 
those who are amply able to pay even a higher price than is now ex- 

- acted. And besides, if this bill should pass, and the effect would be 
(as it inevitably must be) to destroy our domestic manufacturies, the 
era of low prices would vanish, and the foreign manufacturer would 
compel the American consumer to pay higher prices than he has been 
accustomed to pay under the robber tariff, so called. 

Mr. Chairman, I represent a district comprising some 200,000 people, 
a large majority of the voters in the district being workingmen. 
have represented them for a good many years, and I have never had 
a complaint from one of them, that their clothes were too high. Have 
you? [Applause on the Republican side.] Has any gentleman on 
this floor met with such complaint in his district? 

Mr. MORSE. They did not buy them of me. 

Mr. McKINLEY. No! Let us see; if they had bought of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts it would have made no difference, and there 
could have been no complaint. Let us examine the matter. 

[Mr. MCKINLEY here produced a bundle containing a suit of clothes, 
which he opened and displayed amidst great laughter and applause. | 

Come now, will the gentleman from Massachusetts know his own 
goods? [Renewed laughter.] We recall, Mr. Chairman, that the chair- 
man of the Committee on Ways and Means talked about the laboring 
man who worked for ten days at a dollar a day, and then went with 
his ten dollars wages to buy a suit of clothes. It is the old story. It 
is found in the works of Adam Smith. ¶ Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] I have heard it in this House for ten years past. It 
has served many a ſree- trader. It is the old story, I repeat, of the man 
who gets a dollar a day for his wages, and having worked for the ten 
days goes to buy his suit of clothes. He believes he can buy it for just 
$10; but ‘‘the robber manufacturers” have been to Congress, and have 
got 100 per cent. put upon the goods in the shape of a tariff, and the suit 
of clothes he finds can not be bought for $10, but he is asked $20 for it, 
and so he has got to go back to ten days more of sweat; ten days more of 
toil; ten days more of wear and tear of muscle and brain to earn the 
$10 to purchase the suit of clothes. Then the chairman gravely asks 
is not ten days entirely annihilated ? 

Now, a gentleman who read that speech or heard it was so touched by 
the pathetic story that he looked into it and sent me a suit of clothes 
identical with that described by the gentleman from Texas, and he 
sends me also the bill for it, and here is the entiresuit, robber tariffs 
and taxes and all” have been added, and the retail cost is what? Just 
$10. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] So the poor 
fellow does not have to go back to work ten days more to get that suit 
of a He takes the suit with him and pays for it just $10. [Ap- 
s But in order that there might be no mistake about it, knowing the 

-honor and honesty of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MORSE], 
he went to his store and bought the suit. [Laughter and cheers on 
the Republican side.] I hold in my hand the bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Read it. 

Mr. McKINLEY (reading): 

Bosrox, May 4, 1888. 


J. D. Williams, bought of LeopoLD Morse & Co.; men’s youth's, and boys’ 
clothing; 131 to 187 Washington street, corner of Brattle— 


I believe it is. 

Mr. MORSE. Yes, Brattle. 

Mr. McKINLEY (reading): 

To one suit of woolen clothes, $10. Paid. 

[Renewed laughter and applause. ] 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I never knew of a gentleman engaged in 
this business who sold his clothes without a profit. [Laughter.] And 
there is the same $10 suit described by the gentleman from Texas that 
can be bought in the city of Boston, can be bought in Philadelphia, in 


New York, in Chicago, in Pittsburgh, anywhere throughout the coun- 
try at $10 retail the whole suit, coat, pants, and vest, and 40 per cent, 
less than it could have been bought in 1860 under your low tariff and low 
wages of that period. [Great applause.] It is a pity to destroy the 
sad picture of the gentleman from Texas which was to be used in the 
campaign, but the truth must be told. But do you know that if it was 
not for protection you would pay a great deal more for these clothes? I 
do not intend to go into that branch of the question, but I want to give 
one brief illustration of how the absence of American competition im- 
mediately sends up the foreign prices, and itis an illustration that every 
man will remember. My friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARDY], who 
sits in front of me, will remember it. The Missouri Glass Company was 
organized several years ago for the manufacture of coarse fluted glass 
and cathedral glass. Last November the factory was destroyed by fire. 
Cathedral glass was theirspecialty. Within ten days from the time that 
splendid property was reduced to ashes the foreign price of cathedral 
glass advanced 28 per cent. to the American consumer. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Showing that whether you destroy the Amer- 
ican production by free trade or by fire it is the same thing; the price 
goes up to the American consumer, and all you can do is to pay the 
the price the foreigner chooses to ask. [Renewed applause. ] 
THE POOR MAN’S BLANKETS. 

Now, the gentleman had a lot of blankets here the other day. The 
very climax of the gentleman’s speech was reached when he came toa 
description of the American blankets, and the enormous burdens that 
the tariff laid upon the poor man’s bed and covering. Why, you would 
have supposed that he was enunciating the national issue for 1888, and 
I think really that is about all they have left now that civil-service re- 
form is gone. [Laughter.] 

Now what is the fact? He told you that for one pair of 5-pound 
blankets, which he exhibited, the price was $2.51, the labor cost 35 cents, 
the tariff $1.90, and the difference between the labor and the duty 
$1.55. Then the gentleman from Texas turned to this House and to 
his admiring associates and listening audience and said: Why does 
not the manufacturer give the laborer that $1.55, the difference be- 
tween the labor cost and the duty?“ which inquiry was followed by 
deafening applause. 

Did he not leave the impression upon the mind of everyone that the 
manufacturer got the duty? He asked why did he not give it to the 
laborer? and turning he said: ‘‘Of course he would not do that; he 
put it into his pocket.“ I will tell you the reason, or at least a suffi- 
cient reason why the manufacturer did not give it to the laborer. It 
was because he did not get it himself. 

I do not know where the gentleman got his figures, but I have a 
careful statement from one of the leading blanket manufacturers of 
this country, and I intend to give the facts fully. 

Blankets are numbered according to grade and according to weight. 
There are several grades of five-pound blankets numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 
and 5. A No. 1 five-pound blanket made in the city of Philadelphia 
sells for $1.72. The labor represented in the blanket is 874 cents; the 
duty is $1.02. Of a scarlet blanket, five pounds, the price is $2.27; 
the labor is 87} cents; the duty is $3.17. Of the white all-wool Falls 
of Schuylkill blanket the price is $3.62; the labor $1.05; the duty $2.60. 
Of the Gold-Medal blanket the price is $4.53; the labor $1.05; the 
duty $3.50. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the duty was added to the cost, what would 
the American manufacturers get for these blankets? They should get 
for the first blanket $2.74. How much do they get? They get only 
$1.72. They should get for the second blanket, duty added, $3.77. 
How much do they get? They get $2.27. They should get for the 
third $5.12. How much do they get? They get $3.17. They should 
get, duty added, for the fourth class $6.22. How much do they get? 
They get $4.35. They should get, duty added, for the highest grade, 
$8.03. How much do they get? They get $4.05. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what did these same blankets cost in 1869 under 
a revenue tariff, under the free-trade domination of this country by the 
Democratic party? What did we pay for the same blankets that year 
as contrasted with what we pay now? The blanket that sells to-day 
for 81.02 sold in 1860 for $2. The blanket that sells now for $1.45 sold 
in 1860 for $2.50. The blanket that sells now for $1.31 sold in 1860 
for $2.25. The blanket that sells now for $1.90 sold in 1860 for $3.50. 
The blanket that sells now ſor 82. 58 sold for S3. 75 in 1860. The blanket 
that sells now for $4.35 sold for $7.50 in 1860. The blanket that sells 
for $5.85 now sold for $10 in 1860. The blanket that sells now for $6.80 
sold for $13 in 1860. 

PRICES OF 1850 AND 1888 COMPARED. 

Now let us see how the wages are, for that is an essential element 
in this question. In 1860 a spinner got $6 a week in this same estab- 
lishment, and I am speaking from the books of the manufacturer, It 
is no idle and hearsay, second-hand statement that I am making, nor 
does it come from any foreign souree, nor is it based on any informa- 
tion from abroad. It is taken from the actual books of a manufacturer 
of blankets in Philadelphia, who has been manufacturing for a great 
many years. A spinner got fora week’s work in 1860, $6. What does 


he get now? Fifteen dollars. Six dollars a week in 1850, and $15 a 
week in 18881 A piecer boy got $1.15a week in 1800, and he gets $3.50 


4408 


now. A weaver got $4 in 1860, and $10in 1888. A finisher, unskilled, 
got $4.15 in 1860, and he gets $9 in 1888. A skilled finisher got 86 in 
1860, and $16 in 1888. A dye-house hand, unskilled, got $4.25 in 
1860, and he gets $9 in 1888, A common laborer $4 in 1860, and gets 
$7.50 in 1888, A skilled laborer got $4.50 in 1860, and he gets $9 in 
1888. An engineer got $6.50 in 1860, and he gets $16 in 1883. 

The weekly earnings of the spinner in 1860 could buy three pairs of 
cheap blankets for one week’s work. The spinner under American pro- 
tection in 1888, for the price of one week’s work can buy fifteen pairs 
of blankets. ‘Talk about productive capacity! Think about buying 
capacity! The spinner buys his blankets for one-half what they cost 
him in 1860; and he gets twoand a half times as much for his labor in 
1888 as he got in 1860. Do you wonder these men do not like your 
bill? [Applause.] Do you wonder these men condemn the action of 
the committee for not listening to their protests? Why, you are prepar- 
ing here to-day—and that is the purpose and effect of this bill—you 
are preparing here to reduce the scale of American wages. But I am 
not through with the blanket issue. You may think that what I have 
already given is sufficiently exhaustive, but I have an actual transaction 
here that I know will be of interest to the members of this House, and, 
therefore, at the expense of wearying your patience, I am going to ask 
your attention to it. [Cries of G0 on!’’] 

THE UNITED STATES BUYING FOREIGN BLANKETS. 

On the 25th of March, 1887, the United States Government adver- 
tised for bids for the putchase of blankets for the use of the medical 
department of the Army. This wasin 1887, under the present Admin- 
istration. There were foreign bids and there were American bids. 
Now, if the President is right in saying that the duty is added to the 
cost, then the foreign cost, duty added, ought to be just equal to the 
American price. Now, what are the facts of this transaction? As I 
have said, there was a foreign bid, and there was an American bid. 
The foreign bid was for a four-pound blanket for medical purposes, to be 
furnished for 82.25% For the same four-pound blanket for the same 
purposes, the American bid was $2.56, there being a difference of 309; 
cents. Who, who do you suppose got the contract? There was a 
foreign bid, and an American bid, and the difference between the bids 
was 30 cents on each blanket. Now tell me which manufacturer, 
the American or English got the contract? Is there anybody here who 
would not have given it to the American, there being a difference of 
only 30 cents between the bids? 

Is there any gentleman on this floor who would send abroad to get 
a pair of blankets merely to save 30 cents on them, thus taking away 
from the American manufacturer and the American farmer and the 
American laborer that much business? However that may be, that 
contract did go abroad. English labor, with foreign wool, made those 
2;000 blankets for the useof our army. American labor was boycotted 
and they came in without paying any duty. The Government took ad- 
vantage of a law that stands on the statute-book and admitted them 
free of duty. There being so little revenue in the Treasury, it was nec- 
essary, of course, to save every penny, so they took advantage of that 
law which permits the United States to bring in goods free of duty. 

Now letus look at the figures. The duty on blankets of that quality 
is 18 cents a pound and 35 percent. ad valorem. Eighteen cents a 
pound upon 2,000 blankets, 4 pounds each, is $1,440; 35 per cent. ad 
valorem is $1,576.40, making a total duty upon those 2,000 blankets, 
which were bought from a foreign blanket maker, of $3,016.40. The cost 
of those blankets, free of duty, amounts to $4,504; with the duty added 
the total would be $7,520.40. 

Now, if the President is right and if the chairman of the Committee 
on Ways and Means is right in saying that this duty is added to the 
price to the American consumer, then $7,520.40 is exactly what the 
American price would be. 

Now, then, gentlemen, what was the American price? The Amer- 
ican price was $5,120. That is, it was $2,400 less than the foreign 
cost, duty added. Without any duty, the difference between the cost 
of the American and the cost of the foreign blankets, the whole 2,000, 
was about $600. Now you see the American manufacturer does not 
get the duty, and that, I submit, is a sufficient reason why he does 
not give it to his workmen. Iam very sorry, Mr. Chairman, thatthe 
President of the United States did not know of this transaction, which 
had occurred under his own administration, so that he might have 
avoided making the blunder which he made in his message when he 
said that the duty was added to the cost. And I do not know what 
those around me may think about it, but I am very sorry that our 
Government went abroad and bought those blankets just to save 30 
cents apiece on them. [Laughter and appiause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Chairman, I wish that this Government of ours, which is sup- 
ported by its own people, and not by foreigners, would patronize its 
own people. I think that is an example of patriotism which should be 
set by those charged with public administration. I wish the men who 
pay the taxes to support this Government, to pay the President's sal- 
ary and other of the Government, would be patronized when 
the Government has anything to buy, don’t you? And are you not a 
little ashamed of this transaction, all of you? Ido not know whether 
the like was ever done under any former inistration or not; but it 
never ought to be done, except in time of war or great public necessity, 
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by any future administration of any party. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 
ALL EUROPE INTERESTED IN THE PASSAGE OF THIS BILL, 

All Europe is watching the progress of this bill. Its immediate pro- 
moters are not following it with keener vigilance and more absorbing 
interest than their foreign sympathizers. All trades, all manufactur- 
ers across the Atlantic, are watching it with the deepest concern and 
anticipating the rich harvest which awaits them when our gates shall 
be opened, our industrial defenses torn down, and free and unrestrained 
acce to our splendid markets afforded for the products of their cheap 
abor. 

I have in my hand the Pottery Gazette, published in London, under 
date of January 2, 1888, from which I read: 

Earthenware is reported to be reduced to 30 per cent. This will help the trade, 


but we trust the men and masters here will not be too sanguine as to resultsand 
upset the trade. 


Their information upon the earthenware schedule is quite accurate; 
they had it in advance of the minority members of the committee, 
and while thoroughly pleased the editor of the Gazette feels constrained 
to advise the men and masters not to be too sanguine as to results and 
thereby upset the trade and defeat the bill. He advises them not to 
rejoice too soon; the news is almost too to be true, and too much 
ecstacy on their part might prejudice it before the American House. 
Why should they rejoice when our tarif goes down? Our working- 
men and employers have no such feeling. They dread it; they oppose 
it; they know what it means tothem. They know that it will benefit 
the foreign rival and bring distress to them. 

The reduction of duties upon earthenware will help Staffordshire, 
England, and their people know it well, while it wil] hurt American 
potters and the labor they employ. 

Again I read: 

Our American friends are expected over shortly— 

They are detained here during the pendency of this bill— 
when we shall hear what the effect is to be of the promised alteration in their 
tariff. The protected manufacturers in the States are already making efforts to 
stop the reduced imports, but it will be useless. 

With what confidence they speak! They mistake the temper of our 
people. They are staking too much upon the fulfillment of Demo- 
cratic pledges. 

This long nursed and favored class must give way a little to the consumer, 
whose long suffering has at length come to the front. 

The generous sympathy which the English manufacturer has for the 
American consumer is touching indeed. 

The consumers are as ten to one of the United States inhabitants, and the pro- 


tection to the pottery and glass manufacturer of the commoner description rep- 
resents the cost of labor many times over. 


This reads like the speech of the gentleman from Texas. It sounds 
so like the Democratic speeches of the last two weeks that we might 
well conclude that the gentlemen of the majority on this floor were rep-. 
resenting an English and not an American constituency. 

Again I read: 

Is this fair to the housekeeper? Isitright? Nay, is it just? 

This sympathy would have been more highly appreciated by the 
American consumer had it been extended at a time when the Stafford- 
shire potteries controlled the American market, before we had become 
successful competitors, and when they were charging us 100 per cent. 
more for the coarse tableware that went into the houses of the masses 
than we now have to pay, resulting from the competition created by 
our own potteries. The hope of foreign producers is in the Democratic 
party. 

Foreign producers are already preparing for the new order of things. 
They are already establishing agencies in the United States, preparing 
to invade and oceupy this market. 

I have among my notes a letter from Andris Jochams, of Charleroi, 
Belgium, proprietors of the La Providence Rolling Mills, which gives 
unmistakable evidence of preparation for the passage of this bill. 

Let me read the letter: 

CHARLEROI, le lith March, 1888, 


Dear Sirs: I to take notice that we have appointed Messrs. Weir, Smith 
& Rogers as our sole and general agents in the United States of America for the 
sale of our architectural iron, as per circular incl and you will oblige us in 
addressing your demands to them in future. 

With the prospect of a reduction in duties on architectural iron and steel in 
your country we will be soon ready to offer you such advantages in prices and 
quality that you will find a nice profit in importing from us, 

We remain, dear sirs, with much respect, your obedient servant, 
ANDRIS JOCHAMS, 


Messrs. WEIR, SMITH & ROGERS, 41 Broadway, New York. 


The American public, it will be observed, is assured that with the 
prospect of reduction of duties on architectural iron and steel in your 
country we will be soon ready to offer you such advantages in prices 
and quality that you will find a nice profit in importing from us.“ Re- 
duced duties are to increase their profit whiçh, for the time, at least, is 
to be divided so as to give to the American importer a “ nice profit.” 

TRUSTS. 

There has been much discussion about trades and combinations in 

the course of this debate—trusts to control prices, diminish produc- 


1888. 
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tion, extinguish competition—and these are made a fruitful theme 
for vicious assaults upon the tariff. This is the only new feature that 
has been developed in the tariff discussion, and therefore deserves 
passing attention. I have no sympathy with combinations organized 
for this or any other purpose, to control the supply and thereby con- 
trol prices. I regard all such as against public policy and opposed to 
fair and legitimate trade. They are, however, in no wise related to 
the tariff, and the tariff is in no way responsible for them. 

There is nothing in the tariff laws to promote or even suggest them. 
They are of foreign origin they originated in free-trade countries. They 
can and do exist among producers and factors not in any way affected by 
thetariff, They are of recent date in the United States. The most widely 
known trusts of the country are not engaged in what are termed pro- 
tected industries. The oil trust and the whisky trust, which are so 
commanding and powerful, which make prices and alter them, control 
supply and production, these surely can not be charged toa protective 
tariff, for nothing which they make or merchandise is subject to pro- 
tective tariffs. The most oppressive trusts—oppressive to the Ameri- 
can consumer—are those which deal in foreign goods, and all of which 
will be promoted and strengthened by the passage of this bill. 

There is a trust or combination made up of all the plate-glass manu- 
facturers of Europe. I have here a circular which is dated London, 
25th of April, 1887, and which reads: 

Dear Sir: We beg to inform you that the Associated Plate-Glass Manufact- 
urers have revised their prices for plate-glass of all descriptions, and that, 
withdrawing all previous bene ga we inclose you herewith our tariff of 

rices, the discount from which will be 30 per cent., with the exception of glaz- 
Es giass used for silvering purposes, the discount from which will be 25 per 


cent, 
We are, dear sir, yours, respectfully, 
LONDON AND MANCHESTER PLATE-GLASS 
MANUFACTURING COMPANY (LIMITED.) 
— UNION PLA LASS COMPANY (LIMITED,) 
PILKINGTON BROTHERS. 


Ade GRAND RY. AGENCE GÉNÉRALE DES-GLACERIES, Belges. 


This trust is still in force. Here is a foreign combination to control 
the price of plate-glass, and the gentlemen on the other side are engaged 
in making the monopoly more complete and controlling by reducing the 
import duties now paid on their product and by relieving them of a bur- 
den they now have to bear, and thus enabling them to break down Amer- 
ican competition, which alone has reduced the price of plate-glass, and 
now prevents the most extortionate exactions for the foreign product 
upon American consumers, 

Here, again, is an importers’ trust in the same line of goods, I read 
from the New York Herald of February 28 an account of the inyesti- 
gation by the New York Legislature: 


THE GLASS TRUST, 


Mr. James H. Heroy, an importer of plate and French glass, was next called 
to tell what he knew about the glass trust. He is a spry old gentleman who 
has been in the business for fifty years. Colonel Bliss asked the witness to 
identify a circular. It isa very peculiar circular, and will open the eyes of the 
public, if not the eyes of the committee, It is as follows: 


“Henry C. MARRINNER, 
Plate and sheel-glass importer, No. 126 South Fifth avenue: 

“We beg leave to quote you 70, 10, and 5 per cent. discount from the price- 
list, January 20, 1887, for French window-glass. In case yon wish to make any 
large purchases we can make you extra discounts as follows: If you receive 
from us or any members of our association in New York (which includes all 
the regular importers), either all from one house or part from each ot the houses, 
one hundred boxes in one calendar month, you are entitled to an extra discount 
of 5 per cent.; or if the deliveries to you in any one calendar month from any 
or all of these houses should amount to $1,000,then you will be entitled to an 
extra discount of 10 per cent. This is done, as you will see, to give large pur- 
chasers the advantage over small buyers, which they have been long entitled 
to, but which could not be given to them until we made our present organiza- 
tion to regulate prices. 

This arrangement of rebates takes effect from February 1. 

“We can also make deductions from the new price-list of January 5, 1888, for 
colored, enameled, ground, and cathedral glass, extra discounts, as follows: 

= 1 orders of twenty cases or 2,000 feet or more at one time, 10 per cent. dis- 
coun 

For import orders of 7,500 feet or more of cathedral and one hundred cases 
ormore colored, enameled, and ground glass we will make special prices, accord- 
ing to the conditions of the order. 

“Yours, very truly, 


“HEROY & MARRINNER.” 


NOTHING DONE IN A HURRY. 

There was no doubt about the intention of that trust. Mr, Heroy said “it 
was simply” to make prices below which they would not sell their goods, At 
the last meeting he attended he thought it was the desire of the combination to 
reduce prices, and added, We have not yet decided what to do in the case of 
aman who undersells us. We do not decide these things ina hurry. Asa re- 
sult of the combination prices have advanced. I can’t tell 8 the amount 
of the business done. It is largely exaggerated, but including all branches, it 
is about $20,000,000,” 


I have also in my possession a copy of the trust contract. Not con- 
tent with making this combination among themselves, they sought in 
every way possible to induce our American producers of plate-glass to 
join them and assist in fleecing the American public. 

There is a foreign trust on china and earthen ware. I have the evi- 
2 here in the London Pottery Gazette of March 10, 1888, from which 

It any manufacturers are not true to the rules of the new association the bond 


they will have signed will enable their fellow-manufacturers to sell them up 
“rump and stump.” Nothing but the state of dire necessity into which the 
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trade has fallen would tempt men to put their hands to such a bond. The 
scheme has just been successful with the china manufacturers. They have just 
obtained a second advance, - 

If the keen buyers who always want to beggar the trade and reduce prices 
say to a manufacturer who will not sell at lower than the fixed rate, Well, if 
I am forced to pay the association price I will not buy from 12 such manu- 
facturer can reply, All right; if you buy from another, and I have to stand for 
orders, I shall get my pull out of your business, for our rules will not let me suf- 
fer through refusing to reduce at your request.“ So you see one manufacturer 
can not be played off against the others, 

There is a foreign tin trust and a foreign iron trust to control prices 
and deprive the public of the advantages of legitimate competition. 
All these are to be benefited by this bill. Its author should change 
its title so as to make it read, ‘‘An act to promote foreign trusts and 
combines and break down American competition.“ Weshouldsetour 
faces against all these unnatural associations. We should crush out 
those at home, and do nothing to encourage those abroad who organize 
to prey upon the American market. We can control the former, but 
the latter, while robbing our own citizens, are beyond our control and 
out of our jurisdiction. 


PROTECTION SENTIMENT EXTENDING, 


Mr. Chairman, while the Democratic majority, aided by the active 
force of the Administration, is seeking to break pown the protective 
system, under which we have realized such unexampled prosperity, 
what do we witness elsewhere and in other countri®? Within the last 
six months there was held a great meeting in England, representing 
thirty thousand workingmen. The meeting was called to consider the 
depressed condition of labor, and to demand such a change of the fiscal 
legislation as would abandon free trade in the United Kingdom and 
adopt a protective tariff. They resolved— 

First. That this meeting is strongly of opinion that the time has come when 
all classes interested in the nation’s prosperity should unite in demanding a re- 
vision of its fiscal system. 

Second. That this meeting records its opinion that all articles imported from 
2 should bear a fair share of taxation with the same articles produced at 

iome, 

These resolutions, with a suitable memorial, were presented to the 
British Parliament. In the same month the Chamber of Commerce of 
Lincolnshire, England, adopted the following resolutions: 

That this meeting is of opinion that the fearful depression both of trade and 
agriculture are intimately connected with, and both are caused by, foreign com- 
petition, resulting in low prices, which are affecting all the industries of this 
country; that false free trade is a failure obtained at the expense of the native 

producer. This meeting, therefore, begs to wae of their representatives in 

arliament and the Government the necessity of speedily taking measures to 
prevent the ruin impending over trade, and especially over the land of this 
country and all concerned in it, either as‘owners, cultivators, or tradesmen, and 
that a reconsideration should at once take place of our present fiscal arrange- 
ment. 

The working people of England find that competition with countries 
employing cheaper labor too oppressive to bear longer, and are demand- 
ing in the interest of themselves and families to be saved from the further 
degradation it willentaik It is not American, competition they dread; 
it is the competition of France, Germany, and Belgium—countries whose 
labor is even more poorly paid than the labor of England. They have 
come to appreciate at last that nothing but tariffs which are defensive 
in their character will save them from utter ruin and destitution. We 
wiil be in precisely the same situation if this bill shall become a law. 
Our competition is with all the world, for no labor is so well paid as 
ours, and being the highest paid labor invites the sharpest competition 
from the lowest. We will have no objection to free trade when all the 
competing nations shall bring the level of their labor up to ours; when 
they shall accept our standard; when they shall regard the toiler as a 
man and not a slave; but we will never consent while we have votes 
and the power to prevent the dragging down of our labor to that of the 
European standard. [Applause.] Let them elevate theirs; let them 
bring theirs up to our level, and we will then have no contention about 
revenue or protective tariffs. We will meet them in open field, in 
home and neutral markets, upon equal footing, and the fittest will sur- 
vive. [Applause.] This is no time to seriously think of changing our 
policy. The best sentiment, the practical judgment of mankind, is 
turning to it. Sir Charles Tupper said a year ago in the Canadian 
House of Commons: 

No person who has carefully watched the progress of public events and pub- 
lic opinion can fail to know that a very great and marked change has taken 

lace in all countries, I may say, in relation to this question (protection). * * * 
n England, where it was a heresy to intimate anything of that kind a few 
years ago, even at the proa to which I am referring, a great and marked 
changein publicopinion taken place. Professor Sidgewick, a learned Fellow 
of Trinity College, Cambridge, and professor of moral philosophy in that great 
university, and the gentleman who read at the meeting of the British Associa- 
tion in 1886 a paner on political economy, has published a work in which opin- 
ions that would have been denounced as utterly fallacious and heretical at that 
time have been boldly propounded as the soundest and truest principles of 
political economy. * * * Statesmen of the first rank, men occupying high 
and commanding positions in public affairs in England, have unhesitatingly 
carr arg eae „ to the strongest opinion in favor of fair protection to 

ritish industry, 


CANADA AND THE UNITED STATES, 


Why, even Canada, a dependency of free-trade England, is too wise 
to favor the false doctrines of her mother, and has rejected her teach- 
ings, and to-day is prosperous under a protective system, which she in 
the main borrowed from us. I wish every citizen might read the 
budget speech of the minister of finance in Canada, and contrast it with 
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that of my honored but misguided friend from Texas. On the 12th of 
May, 1887, in the Commons, Sir Charles Tupper, in speaking of a pre- 
vious period in the history of Canada under free trade, said: 

When the languishing industries of Canada embarrassed the finance minister 
of thatday, when instead of large surplus large deficits succeeded year after year, 
the opposition urged upon that honorable gentleman that he should endeavor to 

ve increased protection to the industries of Canada, which would prevent them 

m thus languishing and being destroyed. We were notsu 1—I will not 
say in leading the honorable gentleman himself to the conclusion that that 
would be a sound policy, for I have some reason to believe that he had many a 
3 on that question but at all events we were not able to change the 

licy of the gentleman who then ruled the destinies of Canada. As is well 
| Severe that became the great issue at the subsequent general clection of 1878, 
and the Conservative ty being returned to power, pledged to promote and 
foster the industries of Canada as far as they were able, brought down a policy 
through the hands of my honored predecessor, Sir Leonard Tilley, * * * and 
I have no hesitation in saying that the success of that policy thus propounded 
and matured from time to time has been such as to command the support and 
cine of a large portion of the people of this country down to the present 

y. 

Under this system he proceeds to show that Canada has enjoyed a 
prosperity the like of which she never enjoyed before, and then, in- 
stead of recommending a reduction of duties, proposes the increase of 
duties upon certain foreign merchandise, to the end that Canadian in- 
dustries may be fostered thereby. 

Here. is what the gentleman from Texas, our premier, says. Mark 
the contrast: 

Now,sir, what has been the result of this policy [of protection]? Enormous 
taxation upon the necessaries of life has been a constant drain upon the people; 
taxation, not only to support the expenditures of the Government, but taxation 
so contrived as to fill the pockets of a privileged class and take from the people 


five dollars for private pu for every dollar that it carries to the public 
Treasury. * è This is one of the vicious results, eto. „ What use 


have our manufacturers for the tariff at all? Why are they constantly beseech- 
ing Congress not to ruin them by reducing war rates? * * * It is a policy 
that is at war with the institutions of this country—the concentration of the 
wealth of the country in the hands of a few. 

My friend has not read with profit or purpose the history of his coun- 
try. Wedded to the economic teachings of Calhoun and Walker, he 
has not observed their contradiction and refutation in the matchless 
peers of his country. He still lives in the past. The condition of 

own State, her boundless resources, appeal to him, but her voice, 
if heard, is not heeded. He seeks to throw across her pathway and 
the pathway of the Republic the tattered dogmas of a half century ago 
and stop the wheels of progress, interrupt our advancing civilization, 
and stifle the just aspirations of the people. The country isin no frame 
of mind for such retrogression; against it every instinct of humanity 
revolts, every noble sentiment protests. 

If the people of the country want free trade or a strictly revenue 
tariff it is their privilege to have it. The majority voice should be con- 
trolling, but it must be after a full, fair, and candid expression. I do 
not eve that a majority in this House were instructed by their con- 
stituents to vote for this bill or any other committed to the doctrine of 
free trade, If the issue had beenso understeod many of the gentlemen 
who are promoting this legislation would not be here. I do not believe 
the country understood in 1886 that if the Democratic party carried a 
majority in the House it would do what is now being proposed. How 
many Representatives on that side of the House would have been left 
at home upon a platform favoring free wool and substantially free agri- 
cultural products? More by far than your majority. 


LET THE PEOPLE VOTE ON THE ISSUE BETWEEN A REVENUE .TARIFF AND A 
PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 


The opportunity of the people of this country is next November. If 
they want free trade they can so vote, but they must have it after full 
discussion. The majority now on the floor of this House were not in- 
structed by the elections in 1886 to vote for this bill; there was no such 
issue, erever we sought to make it the issue it was obscured or 
denied by Democratic protectionists in the North. Nobody knows 
that better than the gentleman from. Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], the 
friend of labor. [Laughter.] 

The House of Representative, I say, was not elected upon that issue. 
I challenge your party, under the instructions given you by the people 
two years ago, to force this measure through the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I voted for the consideration of the Morrison bill; and 
my people sent me back here by double my previous majority. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam aware of that; I had not intended to allude 
to the gentleman at all. A man who has under his control thirty or 
forty thousand miles of railroad; a man who has coal mines all over 
creation; a man whohas great plantations down here in Virginia, must 
be a very weak candidate, indeed, if he can not come to Congress in an 
off year on almost any issue. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOTT. I have been a Democrat all my life; and in a Presi- 
dential year I was elected to this House in a district which gave Mr. 
Blaine 6,000 majority, and gave me 900. [Applause. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iam very glad if the gentleman ‘made the issue 
on free trade; but ifhe did, he is the only man in the North who did 
so. And when he was elected in 1884, he had not voted for the Mor- 
rison bill; had you [addressing Mr. Scorr]? 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes, sir. - 


Mr. MCKINLEY. Did you vote for the Morrison bill before 1884? 

Mr. SCOTT. I voted for the Morrison bill before my people elected 
me for my second term. 

Mr. McKINLEY. But you had not done so before being elected the 
first time. 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir. 

Mr. McKINLEY. You were boasting of the immense majority you 
had in 1884, when Mr. Blaine was a candidate. 

Mr, SCOTT. No. The gentleman from Ohio said that I was elected 
in an “off year.“ I replied that I had been a Democrat all my life, 
and that in a Presidential campaign, when Mr. Blaine carried my dis- 
trict by 6,000 majority, I was elected by a majority of 900; and at the 
next election, after I had voted for the Morrison bill, I carried the dis- 
trict by double the majority that I had received before. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. What I cannot understand is this: If the gen- 
tleman's district believes in free-trade and is against protection, how 
did it happen to give 6,000 majority for Mr. Blaine? [Applause. ] 

Go back to the people and ask to be returned on this bill andthe Presi- 
dent’s message; do not dodge or equivocate, but stand up to the issue 
squarely, make your platform in Connecticut the same as in the Caro- 
linas, in New York and New Jersey, the same as Mississippi and Georgia; 
and then ifyour majority is returned yon will be commissioned to adopt 
this bill or something like unto it, abandoning the American for the 
British policy. [Applause.] The details at this time can be of little 
moment. ‘This bill points to the overthrow of the protective system; 
that is its tendency and mission. 

It is the system which is on trial; not one item or one schedule of the 
tariff, but the principle upon which the whole rests, Nothing which 
that side of the House can do or will do touching the tariff can be other 
than hurtful. If it corrected a single abuse or inequality or incon- 
gruity it will be at the expense and sacrifice of many great interests. 
It is destruction, not correction you are after. When your bill levels 
at all it levels down. When it equalizes articles belonging to the same 
group and family, representing the same raw material and the same 
amount of labor, its equality is with the lowest. It does not help that 
which bears the lowest duty, but destroys that which bears the highest. 
It injures the whole that it may put the whole upon the same footing. 
It gives no consideration or protection to a single home industry or 
American product, except probably cotton and rice. It puts no lan- 
guishing American industry on its feet; it sets in motion no idle spindles; 
it starts no new fires; it creates no increased demand for labor; if an in- 
dustry is down it keeps it there, its very breath is paralyzation, it in- 
jures Tss it touches and touches that it may injure. [Great ap- 
plause. 

If the tariff needs revision—and in some particulars revision would 
improve it—it must be dons by its friendsand in full recognition ofthe 
principle of protection. It must be done by a party with courage 
enough to raise duties if needed and reduce them if unnecessarily, 
and with wisdom enough to foresee and provide against redundant 
revenue, and in correcting inequalities prudent enough to inflict noin- 
jury upon any, but bring good toall. Thatis the correction of inequali- 
ties to which the Republican party pledged itself in its national plat- 
form of 1884, and for the fulfillment of which it has not since then had 
a majority in the House to enforce. If it had it would have long ago 
been done. It will do it when it is again in control. Not correction 
which destroys, but which makes simple, harmonious, and equitable 
all of the provisions of the tariff. 

It is fortunate that our Government is founded upon the consent of 
the governed, that every citizen has a voice in making and unmaking 
the House of Representatives every two years, and even if he is de- 
prived in the interim of a hearing there is one day when he can 
speak and vote and make his influence felt [applause]; for I tell you, 
Mr. Chairman, if the workmen were without the ballot we would have 
free trade within twelve months, and their protests and ours would be 
as idle as the wind which none of us heed. Fortunately forthem they 
have a vote, and if they fail to use it for their homes, and their fire- 
sides, and their families they will show much less manhood, independ- 
ence, intelligence, and righteous resentment than I am sure they pos- 
sess. It was the ballot in the hands of labor to be used next Novem- 
ber which kept coal and iron ore from being placed on the free-list in 
this bill, and unless the majority is reversed in this body and the Fifty- 
first Congress placed under Republican control these products, with 
others of equal importance, will be stricken from the dutiable and 
placed upon the free-list. This is only the initial step. The chairman 
of the committee has so declared. Listen to his words found in his 
opening speech: 

We should lay taxes to obtain revenue, but not restrict importations. * © + 
We should place every material of manufacture on the free-list. * * * 


This is the proclamation made by the premier of this body; this is 
in direct line with the President’s message; this is the plan, the pol- 
icy, and the purpose of the Democratic party. The elections once safely 
over, the party now in control again invested with power, and the work 
will go ontotheend. The Democratic patriots and protectionists must 
get out of the way. Even Democrats who believe that protection is 
n local issue, and as such worth maintaining, must not further in- 
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cept those directly employed in and about rolling mills and steel works. We 
have not inoluded the millions who are benefited by the product of our labor, 
not the least of whom is the farmer. Our hard-earned earnings ramify through 
them all—the grocer, butcher, baker, broker, lawyer, insurance agent, real es- 
tate nt, banker, merchant, in fact every kind of business derives a benefis 
from the brawnand muscle of the ape area laborer—and any reduction therefrom 
means a corresponding reduction all around. 

Again, we desire to call your attention to the manufacture of tinned plates, 

The Mills bill places tin-plates on the free-list, Whatever professions of friend- 
ship and partiality to American labor the majority of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee may have made, this act of theirs in placing tin-plates on the free-list 
clearly indicates their real intentions of ultimate free-trade. It is an act solely 
and absolutely in the interest of British capital and labor, securing to them a 
monopoly of tin-plate manufacture needed to supply the needs and wants of the 
Anara people. It is an act that implies the inability of American labor to 
produce tin-plates, or that it is better to employ British labor at low to 
supply us with tin plates, rather than permit the same to be done by home r 
at reasonable wages. 

It is unnecessary that we should enter here into the history of the tin-plate 
question in this country. Suffice it to say that although strenuousa ttempts 
were made between 1872 and 1878 to establish tin-plate manufacture in 
country, all failed for lack of proper encouragement by the Government. A 
protective tariff was never enforced for the purpose of promoting tin-plate 
manufacture here, 

British manufacturers, though ing a monopoly oftin-plate manufacturo 
since 1720, never supplied cheap tin-platesto this country until attempts to manu- 
facture tin-plates were made here, In 1875 we had four tin-plate works in oper- 
ation in this country. Prices of British tin-plates were very high upto that date. 
Quoting from the Iron Age, we find the prices to have been, in 1873, for ordinary 
coke es, $12 per box, and for charcoal 3 $14.75 per box. A box con- 
tained 112 sheets of 14 by 20, and weighed about 112 pounds, It was the high 
prices that had existed up to this time that tempted American capital to under- 
take tin-plate manufacturing. The duty at that time was 15 cent, ad valo- 
rem. In 1875 the duty was made specific, 1.1 cents per pound; but it was only 
a low revenue duty, equal to about 15 percent. ad valorem. The British manu- 
facturers finding thatthe attempts to manufacture tin-plates in this country were 
successful rapidly reduced 8 and by the aid of cheap labor and a low tariff 
in 1878 completely throttled the young American industry. Since this little epi- 
a pen lace we have had an era of low prices and an extremely poor quailty 
of tin-plates, 

As workingmen we reason that if British manufacturers were enabled to 
throttle this young industry by the aid of a low revenue tariff, that the same 
results would follow in bars, sheets, structural, and all other forms of iron and 
steel manufacture, had we not a protective duty. 

The low revenue tariff on tin-plates, which also includes terne plates, have 
furthermore been very injurious to our sheet-iron and steel industry. Forsey- 
eral years the imported tin and terne plates have been steadily displacing home 
productions of sheets of the finer grades, particularly galvanized and leaded 
sheets in several directions, In the roofing business the quantity of home-pro- 
duced sheet-iron has fallen off within the last six years nearly one-half. If 
these results have followed from a low tariff, what may we expect to follow in 
the wake of free tin-plates? It is reasonable to presume nothing less than the 
complete annihilation of the sheet-iron and steel business in all the finer grades, 

The arguments used bya majority of the Ways and Means Committee in favor 
of free tin- plates seem to us very illogical and impracticable. They make but 
one point, to wit: Cheaper cans to promote the export trade in canned goods, - 
This is ridiculous, as the law now provides a drawback of 90 percent off of the 
duty to the rter, The remaining 10 per cent. affects the price of a dozen 
3-pound cans of salmon about i cent. Just imagine an item of I cent per dozen 
cans of salmon peconthe exporter such an advantage in the foreign market as 
would effectually overcome all competition. 

The majority report does not show that free tin plates would be any adyan- 
tage to the home consumer of canned goods. Nor can canners expect any ad- 
vantage, as the tax is not paid by them, but by the consumer of canned 
For this reason we fail to comprehend why canners are agitating lower duties 
on tin plates or free tin plates. 

Importers and such large users of tin plates as the Standard Oil Company aro 
naturally in favor of free tin-plates, There are quite a number of importers 
who are inferested as owners of the tin-plate works—Henry, Nash & Co., Bond 
& Parsons, Sims & Coventry, Taylor Brothers, Phelps, Do: & Co., and others, 
We readily admit that to these free tin-plates would be quite an advantage. 

British manufacturers would also expect to realize some benefit from the free 
tin-plates, For over eight years they have been constantly complaining of the 
low pure of tin-plates in the United States, It must be observed that the agita- 
tion for a protective tariff and home podadan of tin-plates has had its moral- 
effect, in a large measure at least, of keeping down the price of the article in our 
markets, Let free trade in tin-plates be established, and the agitation in favor 
of protection and home productionceases, It is but natural to suppose that Brit- 
ish manufacturers, finding themselves absolutely masters of the situation, will 
so materially advance prices to a point at leasb satisfactory to themselves, 

It is therefore evident to our minds thatthe real beneficiaries of free tin-plates 
would be the foreign producers of the‘article, foreign merchants, and importers, 

To the American workingman and chief consumer no material benefit what- 
ever would accrue, On the other hand as wage-earners our workingmen would 
be greatly injured. In the name of the iron and steel workers, we therefore pro- 
test against the action of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee in 
placing tin-plates on the free-list, or against any reduction in the present duty. 

We go further, and earnestly petition Congress to seriously meditate as to the 
advisability of placing a protective duty on tin-plates, a duty commensurate 
with the higher labor cost in this country; thus securing employment to Ameri- 
can labor, in the production of tin-plates, at wages in harmony with those now 
bag comps d in our iron and steel manufactories. 

For the purpose of fully demonstrating this matter we submit herewith a cost 
sheet, showing capers cost of production of tin-plates in this country and 
Great Britain. We have taken great care in preparing this cost sheet, and as it 
is a new feature in the presentation of this subject we hope you will give it care- 
ful study and consideration. 5 $ è 

The effect of placing a protective duty on tin-plate will not have the effect, as 
some people argue, of raising the price in proportion to the increase in duty, 
The increase in price will be really immaterial. It should be observed that 
under our present system of having all our tin plates manufactured abroad, 
that a large expense is incurred between manufacturer and consumer. This, 
with home production, would be absorbed in higher wages to labor, 

The value at the port of export of the tin-plates imported during the fiscal 

ear ending June 30, 1887, was 810, 83,813. The average 8 of tin- plates for 

year, paid by the American consumers, not including the Standard Oil 
5 ores gi and a few other large corporations, was about 5.2 cents per pound. 
Our total importation last year wouldthusindicate a value of nearly $30,000,000. 

The cost of production of the tin-plates, according to the cost sheet we sub- 
mit, would be $15,877,623, in Great Britain, and in this country $23,267,982. This 
indicates that with home production the price to the consumer would be ad- 
vanced but very little over present rates. 5 

The advantages to the home market, however, would be immenso. The total 


t the procession. You saw an exhibition of the spirit this morn- 
ing [laughter], when the generous courtesy of my friend from Ken- 
tacky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] saved his party from a most unfortunate 
embarrassment. The hope of the country, Mr. Chairman, is in the 
ballot. The future, and, as I conceive, the welfare and progress of the 
Republic, the future condition of the wage-earners depends upon the 
issue to be settled in November. American citizens who love their 
country must be on guard on that day of supreme concern; it is their 
day, their one great opportunity. Parties must be subordinated to the 
t interests of the masses. No party necessity is great enough to 
force its adherents against its country’s best interests. I care not what 
in the future may be the party name which stands for thissystem, which 
stands for the people, I will follow its flag under whatever designation 
or leadership, because it is my country’s flag and represents its great- 
ness and its glory. 5 
Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I conclude and thank you for 
our kind attention and for the generous indulgence of the House. 
Long and continued applause, and cries of Vote!“ 
I desire to print in the RECORD a letter received from the Amalga- 
mated Association of Iron and Steel Workers: 


[National Amalgamated Association of Iron and Steel Workers of the United 
States, general office, Nos. 512 and 514 Smithfield street.] 


PITTSBURGH, PA., May 14, 1888. 

DEAR Sm: We respectfully ask you to submit to the Fiftieth Congress the 
following statement of the importations of iron and steel for the year ending 
June 30, 1887, and its relation to labor. The quantities imported are of various 

es, and the calculations made are for the number of men that could have 
n employed in and about our rolling mills had that amountof iron and steel 
been manufactured in the United States: 

The items have been taken from the Report of Commerce and Navigation for 
1887. It has been estimated as near as could be done to give a fair average of 
the number of men in each item that it would require directly at the furnaces 
and trains of rolls to make the amount of iron and steel as enumerated in the 
following clauses: 

First. The amount of scrap imported was 261,263 tons. If this amount had 
not been brought over, and had been made out of pig-iron into muck bar in our 
mills it would have given employment to about seventeen hundred and forty 
8 helpers, each day of three hundred days in a year. It would also 

ave given employment to many others at the muck rolls rolling it into bars 
before it could be used at the finishing trains and worked into finished prod- 
uct ready for the market. The number ofmen herein specified does not include 
the miners of ore and coal or those employed at blast furnaces, foundries, ma- 
chine shops, etc., which are necessary in order to make this material. 

Second. Bar and structural iron and steel, also billets, slabs, blooms, and in- 

is imported during the year amounted to about 275,000 tons. This would 
favs given employment to at least 1,000 men per day in and about steel mills in 

tting it in shape for the different departments that make it ready for the mar- 
et, or into a merchantable article. Again, it would require and give employ- 
ment to fifteen hundred men working in the iron mills in which the iron and 
steel is reworked and made into a finished article, This is in addition to the 
one thousand already mentioned. 

Third. The importation of cotton-ties, hoops, bands, and scolls of iron and 
steel was in the neighborhood of 19,800 tons. This amount would have given 
employment to two hundred and fifty men per day, at three hundred days per 
year. 

The cotton-ties especially have given cause to considerable trouble among the 
men employed in mills making a specialty of cotton ties. Because of the ad 
valorem rate of 35 percent. we have almost every year tocontend with a reduc- 
tion in the price per ton of the imported article that caused prices to be estab- 
lished here from which the American manufacturer and workingman suffered 
alike. The Mills bill provides that cotton-ties be placed on the free-list. We 
positively pag oe) as such action will deprive our workmen of the opportunity of 
making the limited amount of cotton-ties they now make, and in addition, it 
will very materially injure our hoop-iron trade. When cotton-ties were ad- 
mitted under a specific duty, the unit of value was a fraction over 2 cents per 
pound, Since the introduction of the ad valorem rate, the unit of value has de- 
clined Ne year, until now it is 1.2 cents per pound. 

Fourth, Plates, sheets, and corrugated iron and steel was imported in various 
forms amounting to about 23,300 tons. That amount would have given work to 
three hundred men each day of three hundred days in the year, and, as already 
stated, to many others in preparing the material from which sheets and plates 
are manufactured, Sheet steel, we understand, has been imported during the 
past year at 45 per cent, ad valorem. We claim that this is a gross injustice on 
our steel workers, as the Sutan shect steel shonld be no less than that on 
sheet iron of the same sizes, e claim that ad valorem rates should be elimi- 
nated from the lists of imports, as it admits of undervaluations and fraud. You 
need no further proof of this than the fact that 30 gauge sheet iron is admitted 
at a lower rate than the heavier gauges, yet the cost of production of the former 
exceeds that of the latter. 

Fifth, Wire rods, nails, screws, and wire in various shapes was imported to 
the amount of about 150,000 tons. This amount would haye given employment 
to at least thirty-seven hundred men per year. 

Sixth, Nuts, washers, bolts, and railway fish-plates, or splice-bars, steel tire 
for railway purposes, including hinge iron and tubes of steel, were imported to 
the amount of about 50,000 — to manufacture which eight hundred men 
would have been employed three hundred days in a year, had such been manu- 
factured in this country instead of abroad. 

The number of men that could have been steadily employed here in making 
the above amount of products a livelihood for themselves and their families 
can be readily estimated. Therefore, should the Mills bill pass, which provides 
for a still further reduction of duties on iron and steel, it would certainly aug- 
ment the importation of such manufactured articles, aud would therefore cause 
moro idleness and suffering among the working classes, who have already been 
affected since the measure was introduced in the present session of Congress. 

There was also imported over 49.500 tons of iron and steel rails. The Mills 
bill pepo to take off the present duty $6 per ton, thereby leaving the dut: 
only $11 per ton. Taking into consideration the amount that was imported, 
such a reduction as proposed by the bill would have a tendency to still farther 
increase importations, and would be the cause of throwing hundreds of more 
2 5 that are merely getting a living now in the mills manufact- 

ng rails. 

The 49,500 tons would haye given at least five hundred men employment for 
e year in addition to those producing the material to make the same 

In the foregoing statement we have dealt with none ina numerical sense, ex- 
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wages paid to British labor in the 88 of tin-plates kaal scot last year 2 of iron ore, 300,000 tons of 3 —— 800,000 tons of coal and coke, 360,000 

was 5 gainan $8,991,468. American wages for same amount of work would be $20,- | tonsof pig-iron, 5, 000, 000 pounds of lead, 25. 000 pounds of tin, 12,000,000 pounds : 

352,875. of tallow or m-oil, 35,000,000 pounds of sul n 11,000, 1000 feet of lumber, 

‘This increase in L e ge furnished to labor would more than remove the | fre- brick, clay, oils and lubricants, hemp, ete. 

glut in the labor et. It would create such a demand for labor as to give It would require sixty-eight large works of five trains of rolls each, involving 

8 to ore idle Atoms oa 6 pae gr seh ek an aes, 8 ga 1 000, aie rast, —.— giv ing peel Ac peep to Abank 24,000 
also stimulate labo: uction of coal, m, ore, coke, lime- | workmen rolling-m' one, who wo earn at least 000 r 

stone, and other materials, The 24, 2 tons of tin- plates represent 870,000 annum. £ 2 * 


Comparative cost of the manufacture of tlack plates of ordinary quality in = or steel at a Welsh tin-plate works, and the like at an American works, at wage rates paid 
each country. 


[In Great Britain there are 94 works, with a capacity of 376 mills, or 4 mills to each works. English works make 30 boxes per day, Welsh works 35 and 40 
boxes. Weekly average per mill, 11 turns, 400 boxes. Total for 4 mills, 1,600 boxes per week, or 80,000 boxes in a year, 17 boxes to the ton.] 


English 5 * boxin ri — 
rates, rates, earnings. ea! En n 
gland, States. 

Steel or iron bar, per to $ oe Z geen | mo eee | is 82 

or iron per 8 rr À . 234 
Roller,” per box. box.. 661 23 $2.27 $8.05 iy 2 
Catcher, pe . NE ` cal 3 
Doubler, pe ar box... K 11 1.92 3.85 . 11 
pena per oes * | 208 ral 4 io “ts 
Shearer aad assistants,} per box 102% M1 6.44 30, 80 202% ett 
Annealers,} per box. . . -03 12 10,13 382. 00 fr .12 
Cold ro Tei process in England... mI +03. ait 6 037 17 

ro 


Two engineers, each. 
Two helpers, ench . . . 
One man 3 sheari 
Sunday repairs, — 
Sulphuric acid, ¢ £5, or 
Coal for boilers, annealir 
nase pots and stands. .... .... . . 


— 


Credits — SE 20 ‘pounds per box... 
Net ropt per box of black Plate e sseses sasssedeusccoueee 3 
TINNING DEPARTMENT. 


Tinman, 55 boxes per day, 5 
3 35 boxes per day, per bo 
Greasc- boy, 35 pores pa 850 pe box 
Branning, 1.44 pe 

Dusting, $1.08 per 27 100 1 
One ian ee DIEA and lighting fires. 


Tist a hand. 
Two second hands 
Reckoning 
Boxing ind branding boxes, $1.38 per 100 boxes 
Foreman of tin house. 
Bricklayer for repairing pots.. 
Smith and machinist.. 


Block tin on American plat 
Bran for cleaning plates 
Castings for repairs of ti 
Lamp oil for lighting. 

Tinning royalty on pate 


Orrin . 


United 
General charges. | Wales. States. 
Banker's commission $2,500 88. 000 
Rents, taxes, etc... 1,500 1,500 
Manager's salary 1,500 3,000 
Bookkeepers 750 1,500 
Pay and yield 500 1 000 
General clerk... 400 800 
7.10 BOO A TAER r RRR ee . -08% .16 
Total. — 3.13} 5.25 
Credit copperas and tin-scruff............ box 2s eae .08 12 
/h d A O T | 8 | BE AEN ocr gos Se 3.05} 5.13 


* The “roller” pays the “ catcher” in the United States, + Paid for product of four millsin both countries. Per week. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4413 


We could elaborate on this subjectstill more, but we feel that we are encroach- 
ing upon your valuable time. Whatis herein given we can substantiate. Our 
people are no theorists in their line. They are men who by dint of hard physi- 
eal [aber (labor that has made it possible to encircle this country with a com- 

lete network of iron and steel), energy, experience, suffering, and hardships 

ve become thoroughly practical. Our conditionas workingmen is such that 
requires legislation—for our betterment, not for our detriment, which the pas- 
sage of the Mills bill will make possible. Some will argue that our employers 
will reduce our wages anyway, even though the tariff remains as it is. We ask 
you to leave that to us, and we will endeavor to take care of ourselves. As is 
customary in all branches of business, even among lawyers, we have our little 
family quarrels, but we dislike outsiders to interfere in the settlement thereof. 

We mean no disrespect to any one when we say that we look upon this yearly 
agitation of the tariffas a menace to our business, though, perhaps, unintended, 

Asan organization we have strenuously and persistently op d any con- 
certed political action. We never have and do not now owe allegiance to any 

litical party. We know neither Republicans, Democrats, Greenbackers, 

ibitionists, Union Labor, or any other known political party in the United 
States. In the opening ceremony in our lodge meetings we forbid “the intro- 
duction of any subject of a Ponne nature.” We simply quote this to show 
that we have never dabbled in politics as an organization. 

We have never contributed $1 or 1 cent toward electing or defeating any party 
or any man, and we ask Congress not to force us into that position by passing 
a bill that will undoubtedly jeopardize our wages. While every member in our 
organization is free to and does exercise his political preference, we are protec- 
tionists and have unanimously declared ourselves such as an organization at 
almost every recurring annual convention. 

All ties directly or indirectly interested in or against protection were re- 
fused hearings before the Ways and Means Committee, and we have no method 
of e the ears of the members of Congress only in this wey. We there- 
fore submit this statement through you, and ask for it a respectful hearing to 
the end that we may be allowed through the medium of protection against for- 
cign competition to maintain decent living wages. 

Accompanying this, please find a copy of our scale of prices“ for reference 
in case of dispute. 5 

Yours respectfully, and on behalf of the iron and steel werkers, 
WILLIAM WEIHE, 
President, 
WILLIAM MARTIN, 
Secretary. 
Hon. WILLIAM MCKINLEY, Jr., 
Washington, PD. C. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, when Congress 
assembled Jast December there had been purchased all of the bonds 
which were necessary to complete the required sum for the sinking fund 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888. There had accumulated in 
the Treasury a surplus of about $55,000,000, and the daily sum col- 
lected by taxation was about $1,000,000, so that it was estimated that 
the surplus remaining unexpended on July 1, 1888, would be not less 
than $150,000,000, The Forty-eighth and the Forty-ninth Congresses 
had refused to consider any act reducing taxation; and the Secretary of 
the Treasury was not willing, under the act of March 3, 1881, to pur- 
chase bonds not required for the sinking fund. : 

When the Committee on Ways and Means was announced, on January 
the 5th, it necessarily had to confront this condition of affairs and at- 
tempt to frame a bill which would so reduce the revenues of the Goy- 
ernment as to bring its legitimate expenses and its revenues close to- 
gether; and this, too, in such a way as to reduce the burden of taxation 
upon the people. It recognized that the revenues could be reduced by 
raising the duties to a prohibitory standard—but this only increased 
the burdens of taxation. 

The repeal of the entire internal-revenue law would also reduce the 
revenue to a point where there might be an annual deficit of $20,000,- 
090; but this deficit could not work harm for the present, as the sur- 
plus remaining on June 30, 1888, would be sufficient to comply with 
the requirements of the sinking fund until 1891, when the four-and-a- 
halfs fall due. But no large section of the American people really 
favored a plan which removed taxation from spirits, beer, and tobacco, 
and left the necessaries of life burdened; nor was the committee will- 
ing, in the assorting of taxes and in the attempt to give substantial 
relief from the present unnecessary taxation, to adopt a plan which did 
not 0 0 a single furnace, cause a single wheel to revolve, give to labor 
a single day’s wage, remove from commercial activity any burden, nor 
from the manufacturer any annoyance, This plan simply took from 
the public Treasury that amount of taxes which were voluntarily paid 
in a mode which distributed those taxes equally, impartially, and not 
by burdens upon the necessities of life. 

Rejecting, therefore, the proposition to increase the duties for the 
purpose of reducing the revenues of the Government and increasing 
the revenues of the manufacturers, and the proposition to re the 
internal-revenue system, the committee attempted to frame a bill which 
would reduce the revenues by a safe amount, and would relieve, as far 
as a moderate bill could do, the evils of the present unequal-system; 
reform the inequalities of the present tariff, and promote American in- 
dustry by giving to American labor the hope of a permanent, stable, 
and profitable market. It recognized that a system which had been 
in existence for over a quarter of a century could not be hastily nor 
recklessly overturned. It desired to harm no industry. It constantly 
leant in favor of the established rates of duty, and in case of doubt 
proposed a rate which it believed to be entirely safe. 

No one can appreciate more than we that the bill reported by us does 
not answer all the conditions of to-day; that many duties are left at a 
rate entirely too high; that the relief which ought to be given has not 
been granted to the extent which the condition of the country and of 
labor required; but I venture to affirm that under all the circumstances 
which surrounded us—trying to perform an onerous public duty with 


an eye single to the public good—we have reported a bill which every 
fair-minded man in America may accept as wise, moderate, and proper 


legislation. And upon this statement, for one, I am willing to go to 
the country and to submit to its judgment. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side]. 


And here it may not be improper to notice the personal criticism on 
this committee by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. 

With a wit which was equaled by the courtesy and much greater 
than the desire for accuracy exhibited, the gentleman from Michigan 
insinuated, what he would not be reckless enough to directly 
that not only was the bill reported not prepared by the Committee on 
Ways and Means which reported it, but that, 

When pressed upon this point, there was no member of tlie majority so lost 
to all sense of personal pride as to admit the parentage. 

And this statement is introduced with the assertion of the gentle- 
man that— 


It would be no violation of the secrets of the committee-room to state that. 


I trust that it is within the most rigorous bounds of parliamentary 
language to say that this is absolutely without foundation; in its length, 
breadth, height, depth, and thickness it is a creation of the gentleman’s 
fancy, except that he violated no secrets of the committee-room in mak- 
ing the statement; what he violated I leave to him to determine 
[Applause and laughter]. 

At no meeting in that committee-room or elsewhere, at no time or 
place, in no manner whatever has the majority of that committee ever 
given any one any pretence to say that it denied its responsibility for 
this bill, or that any one but the members of that majority was in any 
degree whatever responsible for it. 

Of course any bill not in whole or in part prepared by the gentleman 
from Michigan would fail to meet his approbation, for it is the pleas- 
ing belief of gentlemen of his opinion that they alone are competent to 
prepare tariff bills; and if it were possible for Job to return and ask 
that olden question which puzzled the depth and the sea, Where 
shall wisdom be found, and where is the place of understanding?“ the 
modest gentleman from Michigan, either alone or in company with 
some of his colleagues, would feel constrained by the irresistible sense 
of duty and of fitness to rise and with downcast eye but firm demeanor 
and band resting on his manly breast answer, here!“ [Great laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side]. 

There need be no denial on the part of the minority of the commit- 
tee of complicity in the preparation of any bill reducing the amount 
of bonus paid by the tax-payer and Consumer to the favored beneficia- 
ries of class legislation. It goes without the saying that they are guilt- 
less of such offense. And it is true that in the preparation of this bill 
we did not hope to meet their wishes, receive their approbation, or 
find their support of the provisions agreed on by us. We disagree 
in toto cho. We believe that taxation is a sovereign power to be used 
only to the extent of public necessity and for governmental purposes; 
they believe it ought to be used for private interests and the promotion 
of private gain. . 

With us the burden of proof is on him who seeks to insert rates of 
duties in a tax bill to demonstrate that the revenue is necessary and 
that the tax is a proper one; they believe that the burden is on the tax- 
payer to demonstrate that no private profit will be lost by removing a 
public tax. With such opposite views it is the merest folly to suppose 
that it were possible for that committee to agree upon a tax bill. 

But it is proper that this House and the country should know, what I 
doubt not is known, that this bill was the result of great labor, of an 
earnest desire to reach a fair and conservative compromise measure; 
and that every item of it underwent the scrutiny of every member of 
the majority of the committee. As a whole it is a compromise of in- 
dependent and earnest opinions of earnest men bent on practical legis- 
lation. [Applause]. 

It does not pretend to change a system, to set aside the present system 
and substitute in lieu of it another and different system. It leaves the 
average rates of duty higher than they were under the Morrill tariff, 
and it isa protective-tariff bill. The committeedid not believe that it 
was its duty to do more than to propose a moderate reduction of tax- 
ation by increasing the free-list, reducing certain rates, and removing 
as far as practicable unnecessary restrictions, and to make an effort to 
render the administration of the law more efficient to the protection 
of honest importers and the detection and prevention of fraud. 

Whatever views any one may hold as to the proper theory on which 
a tariff bill ought to be framed, those views are not violated by this 
bill. We do not pretend that it isa scientific measure. The present 
law is very highly protective—in some instances prohibitory. Hewho 
believes that protection ought to be the main object and revenue only 
incidental may find it to his interest to accept so moderate an ĝffer as 
is now made; he who thinks that in raising the revenues such inci- 
dental protection ought to be given as is practicable will find in the 
poe of this proposition, when he examines them carefully, that 

is support of this measure would be consistent with his opinions. 
While men of my views, content with trying to accomplish what is 
practicable and patiently watching the fair experiment of reducing tax- 
ation and increasing the free-list by putting thereon raw material, ac- 
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cept the practical and give our support. It is a bill framed to meet the 
present condition, not to fit any particular theory. 

The bill reported affects the schedules under which there were im- 

rtations during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, to the value of 
Eass, 208,157.11, on which were collected $139,852,632.620f duties, and 
it is estimated that the aggregate reduction of duties caused by the 
changes proposed in this bill will amount to $53,720,447.22. This esti- 
mate is, ofcourse, conjectural. Thereduction ofratessometimes produces 
increased importations, and in certain articles affected by the proposed 
changes this may occur. So, too, increase of population brings increase 
of consumption, and larger importations are needed to supply this in- 
creased demand. On the contrary, it is believed that this bill will en- 
able the home manufacturer of woolen and other textile fabrics to so 
equally compete with his foreign competitor as to supply the home 
market with much of what is now supplied by importation, and that 
this will continue until the foreign goods of certain characters will be 
entirely driven from the American market. 

We have no doubt that with the superior skill, intelligence, and ma- 
chinery under the control of our manufacturers, that all that is neces- 
sary to secure for them the home market is that they shall be put on 

al terms with the foreign competitor. We have kept steadily in 
view the fundamental principle of all true national growth—that there 
is no hostility between the man who pe the material out of which 
the fabrics must be made, the labor by which the change from raw ma- 
terial to finished product is accomplished, the manufacturer under 
whose supervision and by means of whose capital this change is made, 
and the consumer fer whose benefit and at whose cost all this is done. 
Inextricably intermingled, there are no classes under a proper and nat- 
ural system of development. 3 

The changes proposed by this bill are designed to give to the farmer 
by whom all provisions are raised a market for his breadstuffs and 
for raw materials, which is only profitable when he has a prosper- 
ous manufacturer for a purchaser; to the laborer, the hope of a con- 
stant market; and to the manufacturer, freedom from unnecessary bur- 
dens. We have, therefore, put upon the free-list, as far as we felt it 
was just, the materials necessary for the manufacturer. We have re- 
duced the rates, wherever we have touched them, to a point that gives 
to the home consumer the hope of fair competition whenevera demand 
may be made by an internal trust to advance the prices beyond a fair 
consideration for the article to be sold, and yet we have left the rates 
so that the protection afforded is greater than any necessity, and makes 
all competition of foreign manufactures upon terms of great advantage 
to tlie American manufacturer. We do not believe thereis a singlein- 
stance in the bill where the duty left upon an article is not more than 
the difference between the cost of production in America and the cost 
of production abroad, plus the freight. When the bill is examined in 
detail, I think this will be found to be true, and I remit the discussion 
of the details of the bill until it be taken up, item by item, under the 
five-minute rule. 

But I will illustrate that this is accurate by a mere reference to the 
cotton schedule: — : 


facturing interest of the United States was Fees by Mr, 
an eminent practical a as — byes 1 


22. r bale, the aggregate cost of the cotton bein „98,725, and of other 
— — the aggregate proceeds of the product were $192,090, - 
Arne mills paid $42,010,510 for the services of operatives and all other employés. 
The cost of labor was 21.28 per cent. of the value of the product, and 41.13 per 
cent. of the value of the cotton and all other raw ma consumed. 

The cost of the raw of all kinds and wages was $144,246,557, and the 
product was sold for $192,090,110, leaving a credit balance of $52,156,747, which 
seems to include, though not so stated, the cost of insurance, interest, and sell- 
ing, as those items are not charged in the account balance-sheet. 

The cost of labor was 21.28 per cent.; the proposed duty is from 35 
to 40 per cent., being from 175 to almost 200 per cent. on the labor. 
But, in addition to this enormous advantage, the English manufact- 
urer has to pay freight on the cotton exported from America, which is 
about 12 per cent. on the material, and freight on his finished product, 
which is 12 per cent. on the fabric, and it is fair to estimate this double 
freight at 18 percent. To this must be added the double marine in- 
surance and the additional cost of the increased handlings necessary, 
and to this the increased productivity of the American laborer. 

The rates proposed and the changes recommended ought to meet the 
approval of the gentlemen from Massachusetts, for they are even higher 
than those advocated by Henry Wilson and approved by Charles Sum- 
ner in 1857 (Globe, Thirty-fourth Congress, third session, volume 35, 
page 343), and of the gentlemen from Ohio, for they are far above what 
Senator SHERMAN declared in 1867 (Globe, volume 63, part 3, appen- 
dix, page 71, second session of Thirty-ninth Congress) was sufficient. 
Let me submit to the distinguished Representative from Ohio [Mr. Mc- 
KIN Ley] what his no less distinguished Senator then said 


We must now protect Ax srican manufacturers, not merely against foreign 

competition, but also against the effect of our own laws. This is really all the 
n they now need. 

* * * If you reduce their products to a specie basis, and put them on the 

same footing they were on before the war, the present rates of duty would be 

too high. it would not be n for scarce any branch of industry to be 


ecessary 
protected to the extent of your present tariff law. 


They do not ask protection against the pauper labor of Europe, but they ask 
protection against the violation of your own laws. These are our paper cur- 
rency and our internal taxation. 

You have repealed every burden imposed on the manufacturer under 
the internal taxation except as to alcohol, and we are ona specie basis; 
and yet you asseverate, with a display of intense passion, thata bill pro- 
posing changes so much more moderate is, in its conception British, in its 
design unpatriotic, and in its effects fatal. Gentlemen, how do you ex- 
pect the country to believe that you are sincere when they contrast 
your utterances with those of the statesmen who were your leaders? 

It was determined, in response to what seemed to be the sentiment 
of a large part of the country, to propose the repeal of taxes on manu- 
factured tobacco. For practical statesmanship is the art of wise com- 
promise, and in a free country the desire and judgment of a Jarge por- 
tion of the people whom we represent must be accepted as a sufficient 
reason for legislation. 

In the twenty-five years in which the internal-revenue system has 
been in force certain statutes have been found to admit of an adminis- 
tration which is oppressive and irritating. The committee havethought 
it wise to repeal so much of these statutes as were not necessary to the 
proper administration of the system and the collection of the revenue 
under it. We propose the repeal of special retail licenses, the revenues 
from which we do not need, which licenses we do not believe to be nec- 
essary to the administration of the law and the collection of the remain- 
ing revenues, and which are a continual source of oppression and irri- 
tation, as is shown by the fact that more than 50 per cent. of all the 
prosecutions in the Federal courts are for the alleged violation of those 
provisions of the statute which are proposed to be repealed. 

It 1s also proposed to give to the Secretary of the Treasury the dis- 
cretion to make an experiment as to whether the revenues upon dis- 
tilled spirits may be collected ina simpler and less expensive manner 
than under the present statute—as to whether the army of office-holders 
required by the present system can not be either greatly curtailed or 
wholly discharged. It is not made mandatory upon him, because the 
committee was not willing to force the Executive to try this experi- 
ment, but they did desirenot only that heshould have the opportunity 
so to do but that he should take advantage thereof. The present sys- 
tem is largely based upon the hypothesis that every one who manu- 
factures spirits, beer, or tobacco is dishonest, and is to be watched as 
if he were intent upon defrauding the Government. It is believed that 
a system ought to be, and can be devised based upon precisely the op- 
posite hypothesis, and this law permits the Secretary to make an ex- 
periment with the smaller distilleries if he chooses so to do. 

There were reasons which made the committee examine with the 
utmost care whether it is practicable to exempt fruit brandies and 
alcohol used in the arts from taxation without destroying the legiti- 
mate distillation of taxed spirits; and no provision could be framed 
which seemed satisfactory—no provision that practically exempted these 
spirits on the one hand and yet was at all just to those who obeyed the 
law as to other spirits, or secured the collection of the revenue on the 
spirits taxed. Our belief was that to exempt fruit brandies and alcohol 
used in the arts was indirectly and hypocritically, but effectually, to 
destroy the internal-revenue system; and if this is to be done we pre- 
ferred to do it or have it done openly, and thus fix the responsibility 
for it upon those who accomplished it. Those who vote to exempt 
alcohol thus used will do so with the knowledge that it is a vote to de- 
stroy the tax on distilled spirits. 

The aggregate amount of reduction is estimated to be $78,176,054. 22, 
taken in nearly the proportion of 2 to 1 from tariff taxation and in- 
ternal-revenue taxation. a 

This reduction, of course, does not affect the surplus now in the 
Treasury. As to that the policy which the committee has desired to 
be pursued, and which under the bill reported by it and amended in 
the Senate, and under the resolution passed by this House on the 16th 
of April, has been inaugurated by the Secretary of the Treasury since 
this discussion began, is that the payment of the publie debt with the 
surplus which has aceumulated, and which will continue to accumulate, 
ought to be the settled policy of the Government. And as to the fu- 
ture the reduction of taxation by the removal of burdens through a re- 
vision of the tariff is the policy through which alone the Democratic 

can hope to retain the confidence of the country. 

The bill is before Congress; the responsibility of its preparation was 
upon us; the responsibility of legislation is upon you. No sneers as to 
its authors; no charges, however offensive or discourteous, as to the man- 
ner of its preparation; no abuseof those who were concerned in its prepa- 
ration can remove from you the responsibility of action nor change the 
issue made by the bill itself. The surplus continues to grow; the evil 
effects of it are daily exhibited; schemes without number to squander 
the public money, to distribute it among the States, to cultivate a habit 
in the American people of looking to Washington as a t alms-giver 
can be defeated only by your action as to this bill. And itis noanswer 
to say that it was prepared in secrecy, that its authors are incompetent, 
that there was impropriety in the mode of its consideration. Neither 
your own consciences nor the country will acquit you if you shirk the 
responsibility and evade the issue under such excuse. Nor will it be 
accepted as any answer that there was any provision of any sortin the 


1888. 


Confederate constitution, or that the gentlemen engaged in the prepara- 
tion of this bill were on one side or the other side during that great strife, 
or that certain States have lagged behind in the of national 

wth. It might as well be understood that what we do and say here 
is done and saidin view of the American people, who are in dead earnest 
concerning this matter. 

It has been reported that in some savage tribes, out of the bones of 
the dead, implements of various sorts were made; but in this debate 
it has occurred to gentlemen so eminent as to be distinguished! repre- 
sentativesof the people to deliberately dig up the bones of the heroes of 
the great war and out of them make dice, and loaded dice at that, to 
play in this game of politics. In sucha game, even with such dice, the 
gentleman using them may rest assured thatthey willlose. The Ameri- 
can people arein no humor either to witness or approvesuch proceedings. 

The venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania may also be assured 
that no criticism he may permit himself to make upon Kentucky will 
be held to be any answer to the bill under consideration, or any excuse 
forrefusal to give relief to the people, overburdened by excessive taxa- 
tion and looking to this Congress for some wise legislation. Kentucky 
can bear with serenity both the commendation and the condemnation 
of that venerable gentleman, and I beg him to remember that no mat- 
ter what he may feel called upon to say, he will again be welcome to 
our hospitality, which will be as generously afforded to him as it has 
heretofore been; for in his old age we will not remember, if he comes 
among us, that garrulity which has led him to say things the utter- 
ance of which can only harm him and which Kentucky can both forgive 
and forget. 

If the tariff be sucha stimulus, if under its operation only prosperity 
and progress are possible, then the question that he asks—why Ken- 
tacky is a Jaggard—is indeed a mysterious and unanswerable conun- 
drum. If it be equal and just in its operation it becomes a still more 
mysterious problem, but if it be a carefully-devised system by which 
those sections which happened to be older and more developed and 
with larger accumulated capital obtained all the advantages under it, 
and made all other sections tributary to their gain and profit, then the 
question, if the implication contained in it were true, is of easy answer. 
You have obtained by the operation of an unjust law the surplus money 
which our fields and our mines and our labor have produced. Forced 
to purchase from you at prices which were wholly beyond the value of 
the articles purchased, debarred from the markets where we could buy 
the cheapest, and compelled to sell much of our product in the markets 
where we had to sell the cheapest, we have been laborers for your ben- 
efit; and it is scarcely becoming for you to ask of us why we have not 
prospered, when your cities have been partly built on our labor and 
your charities come from exactions laid upon our shoulders. 

But while itis true that, relatively, these manufacturing States have 
grown unequally wealthy, I am confident that they are not as wealthy 
as they would have been if Carolina and Georgia had not voted for pro- 
tection in 1816, or Webster had won in the great battle of 1824. The 

wealth would have been so much more that their just share 
thereof would be more than their unjust share under the protection sys- 
tem. It has been a giant moving upwards, but burdened and manacled. 
The flight has been that of the eagle, but an eagle weighted and tram- 
meled. We took the wrong road in 1824, and surrendered the easy 
mastery of the world and the unrivaled supremacy of the seas. 

It is not, however, true in the sense in which the gentleman asks it, 
that Kentucky has been laggard. Under the apportionment in 1870 
she obtained one additional Representative on this floor, and again, 
under the apportionment of 1880, she obtained another. From 1870 
to 1880, Kentucky increased in population nearly 24 per cent.; Penn- 
sylvania nearly 22 per cent., and New England a little over 15 per 
cent., so that in spite of unequal laws her growth has been steady, 
ay ee and prosperous, without jealousy of any sister State, and 
with y regard for all sections. 

It is true that we have not imported contract labor from Hungary to 
mine our coal at a price so small that the duty upon it will pay much 
more than the cost of the mining, and thereby driven the native popu- 
lation from their homes. It is true that we have not used the laws of the 
land to induce foreigners to settle among us under such contracts as 
to force the native laborer to work at starvation prices and thereby 
give to gentlemen in Kentucky the means to found great libraries, or 
even write valuable books showing the exploits of that “triumphant 
5 through whose delusions such accumulations became pos- 

e. 

For the convenience of her citizens Kentucky has divided her terri- 
tory into numerous counties, and- the revenue paid by the citizens of 
some of these counties do not equal the expenditures needed to be dis- 
bursed within those counties, and such counties are called pauper 
counties,“ being, however, not a term of reproach nor of poverty. But 
I felt a pang of pain when the venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
in his blind attack upon Kentucky, spoke of these ‘‘ pauper”? counties, 
not on my own account, but for my friends, my Republican colleagues 
from Kentucky [ Messrs. THOMAS, HUNTER, and FINLEY }, each of whom 
lives in oneof these ‘‘pauper’’ counties, and in these ‘‘pauper’’ coun- 
ties resides the Republican strength of Kentucky. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman permit me to ask, 
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do not the gentlemen from the First, Second, and Tenth districts rep- 
resent paupercounties? And are not all of these gentlemen Democrats? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman refers to Mr. 
LAFFoon, Mr. TAULBEB, and Mr. STONE. I am glad of it, when it 
puts my friend in such excellent company.. 

When that speech is read by the citizens of those counties, who have 
held in affectionate remembrance the name of my venerable friend, 
they will think, if they do not say, Et tw, Brute, and I fear that they 
will not remember that the last word is in Latin and is a word of two 
syllables. [Applause.] 

The venerable gentleman permits himself to say: 


In the midst of almost unparalleled wealth and general physical advantages 
the mass of her people are steeped in poverty and illiteracy, and are strangers 
not only to the comforts of humble life but to the commonest and most absolute 
daily necessaries of Northern laborers. In 1850 the number of her people above 
ten years ofage who werc reported by the census as unable to read and write 
were more than one-half of her total population. The number was 606,578, while 
her total population, which of course included those under ten years of age, 
cecil. 1,163,498, 


The venerable gentleman, after the speech of my colleague, Gover- 
nor McCreary, corrected the figures, but did not retract the cha 
founded upon them; statements far more inaccurate than were the fig- 
ures; æ description so grotesque and rated as to excite only pity 
for him who could deliberately write and deliberately utter it. It is 
a fair specimen of the accuracy and fairness of one of the fairest de- 
fenders of the present system, and of the temper, animus, and taste of 
the leader of the Republican House. It harms not the State of whom 
it is recklessly said. 

I hope my Republican colleagues from Kentucky will circulate this 
speech of their leader over their districts which the gentleman attempts 
to describe; for he expressly declares of that portion of Kentucky in 
which I reside, and in which Democratic majorities are given: 

Central Kentucky, * * * Imay say,is the seat. of a more refined and cul- 
tivated pastoral community than I have ever been introduced to elsewhere, 
unless it was in the southern counties of England. 

I know not whether the anonymons writers of the extracts read by 
the gentleman are Kentuckians; if they be, ‘‘It is a nasty bird that 
fouls its own nest.“ 

Mr. Chairman, I venture to submit that in this Congress Kentucky 
needs no defense; that it is not immodest in her people to hope that 
her sons in either branch have not been unworthy of her, a fact to 
which I trust my venerable friend will hereafter feel more like testi- 
fying. 

But I will not be tempted further; in passing I express the confi- 
dent belief that the day has gone by when either the passions of the 
war, denanciations of the whisky ring, abuse of the South, identifica- 
tion of revenue reformers with the Confederate army, or any other of 
the skillful arts which those interested in the maintenance of thissys- 
tem have heretofore sosuccessfully used, can prevent some action which 
will be the beginning of a system which is based on the great princi- 
ple that all tariff legislation should be for the public good and not for 
private interest. 

But I venture to affirm that the gallant Federal soldier who, urged 
only by a sense of duty, in time of t peril risked his life in retriev- 
ing the disaster impending at Shiloh, will hardly be satisfied, when he 
asks for cheaper clothing and cheaper lumber, to be told that he had 
fought at Shiloh to settle the question that the Eastern manufacturer 
had the right to compel the Western consumer to pay such duties as his 
greed demanded, and that any effort to cheapen the necessities of life 
by removing therefrom the preseut exactions would be held to be rec- 
ognition of the Confederate constitution and the wisdom of that seces- 
sion. The day has when under the old flag, andin the name of 
loyalty, the sweat of the farmer and the laborer, coined into hard money, 
ean be taken without consideration under the pretense of tariff protec- 
tion to American labor. 

And as I listened to the venerable leader of the House and other elo- 
quent colleagues denouncing the whisky ring,” and pleading in the 
name of morality for free whisky, and to other gentlemen declaiming 
with assumed ferocity of manner and exaggeration of rhetorical pas- 
sion about the late war, the Confederate constitution, and the rebels, I 
could scarcely repress the hope that the enemies of tariff reform would 
accept these gentlemen as their leaders, and make up the issue to be 
tried by the people as they desired. On the one side the payment of 
the public debt, the reduction of tariff taxation by removing burdens 
from the necessities of life, and a peaceful rivalry among all sectionsin 
building up the future of a united country; on the other side, the 
squandering of the public money, free whisky, taxed necessities of life 
to benefit a favored few at the expense of the many, the protection of 
trusts, and sectional hate. = 

Representativesof the Republican party, did these gentlemen express 
your real sentiments? Was the applause with which you greeted their 
utterances sincere? So be it. We accept the issue, and appeal first to 
this House to decide, and then to the grand assize of the sovereign peo- 
ple, whose servants we are. 

In the year from July 1. 1886, to June 30, 1887, our importations were 
in value 8683. 418,981. of which $233,093,639 were free of duty and 
$450,325,322 dutiable, and the total duty paid was $214,222,310. 

Of the importations of last year, $245,587,016, under the classifica- 
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tion adopted by the late distinguished Secretary, Mr. McCulloch, were 
articles in a crude condition which enter into various processes of do- 
mestic industry, and articles wholly or partially manufactured for use 
as materials in manufactures and mechanic arts. The te duty 
on this sam was $39,961,346. Of this sum $19,567,903 was paid as 
duty on articles in a crude condition which enter into the various 
processes of domestic industry,“ and $20,393,493 duty on articles 
wholly or partially manufactured for use as materials in the manu- 
factures and mechanic arts.” This aggregate sum of $39,961,396 is 
not only the protection paid on his material by the American manu- 
facturer for the benefit of the foreign manufacturer in all the markets 
of the world, but it is much more. It is that much addition to the 
cost of production upon which he must make his annual profit. 

It is that much added to the burden of the consumer, together with 
all the embarrassments, annoyances, and expenses arising out of a sys- 
tem which in its administration as well as in its rates opens the door to 
great frauds as against the honest 5 and importer, and causes 
trouble to those Who are compelled to use these imported materials. 
This sum is 10 per cent. profit on 8400, 000, 000, 5 per cent. profit on 
8800, 000, 000 of manufactures. But if it be true that the computation 
of its real burden is the proportion that it bears to the profit of the 
manufacturer and not to the cost of production of the product, this 
prevents the production of far more than $800,000,000 worth of manu- 
factures. In many of the mills of New England a profit of one-third 
of one cent on a yard is an ample return upon the capital invested and 
employed. 

is necessary material which we have to import and upon which this 
burden of forty millions is imposed is in its added cost rendered too ex- 
pensive to be used in the production of manufactures where the margin 
of profit is very small. When to the imported material, estimated last 
year at $245,587,016, is added the cost of the material, labor, and skill 
necessary to produce the finished fabric, and to that the necessary cost of 
handling, transportation, and delivery until the product isactually in the 
hands of the consumer, the aggregate sum forms a much larger proportion 
of the seven thousand millions which is estimated to be the annual prod- 
uct of our manufactories than has been ordinarily understood. If it 
was the last feather that broke the camel’s back, the removal of only a 
very slight part of the precedent load would have enabled that caravan 
to carry in safety what had been committed toits charge. Every prac- 
tical man knows that it is not always the largeness of the sum which 
prevents bankruptcy or which enables him to manufacture in success- 
ful competition with his rivals. The mere difference in location, the 
mere cost of a single as compared with a double handling, the slight 
advan in freights, may produce success to one and disaster to an- 
oo when in ali other things as between them there seemed to be 

ity. 
A0 . this burden would therefore give a relief ſar greater than 
may be calculated by estimating it in relation to the cost of production. 
It would give new stimulus to many manufactures now languishing— 
would piye proni to many which are now run at a loss, and it would 
be that s but absolutely necessary sum which marks the differ- 
ence between 8 and loss in the attempt of our manufacturers to 
compete with the foreign manufacturers in the markets of the world. 
We talk of subsidies to ships for the purpose of reviving our foreign 
trade. We spend many millions of dollars a year upon our rivers and 
harbors for our internal trade so that they may, as far as possible, aid 
us in our contest for foreign trade. Here is, in its highest sense, a real 
subsidy that ought to be given to commerce. 

To release this forty millions to the producers of America is to enable 
them to enter on more nearly equal terms with their foreign competi- 
tors inall the markets of the world; and as in these latter times it has 
been discovered that it is the small profit on the large production, and 
not the large profit on the small production which brings wealth, the 
larger the output of our factories the cheaper is the cost per unit of pro- 
duction, and the lower therefore the price of the necessities of life to 
the ultimate consumer. 

So, too, this is a direct gift to him who produces in America the ma- 
terials necessary for our manufactures. The only possible profitable 
market for him who produces the material upon which more labor and 
greater skill must be expended to make it useful, is to the manufact- 
urer who is prosperous. It is therefore absolutely n that the 
farmer, who produces such material as comes from the field and stock— 
the miner and the forest-owner—that we shall adopt such a policy as 
will ps a constant, stable, and profitable market for the material 
which he must sell in its incomplete state, so that he will be able to 
buy and pay for the finished product after it has passed through the 
hands of the manufacturer. 

The 265,000,000 pounds of wool raised in America can be turned 
profitably into the necessaries of life which the wool-raiser must pur- 
chase only when he has a wool manufacturer who is prosperous and 
can therefore afford to purchase his material at a fair price. He who 
from the bowels of the earth digs ore, or mines coal, or from the moun- 
tain side or Southern swamp cuts the timber to which the centuries 
have given life and vigor, must have, if he can make his labor support 
those who are dependent upon him, some person who can take these 


incomplete materials and by added labor and higher skill fit them for 
the uses to which they were designed, and thereby pay to him a fair 
price upon which he may always rely, and furnish to him a stable 
market upon which he may always make his calculations. 

The greatest of all products, which in this country must have its 
daily sale—and that for cash—is labor. Whoever else may retain his 
goods or wares in barns, or granaries, or warehouses, he who has naught 
but labor must sell it, and that for cash, so that the daily bread which 
depends upon the daily wage can be given to those whom God has put 
upon him to support. Competition can alone furnish a profitable mar- 
ket for labor—that profitable competition which gives life to trade; 
not that ruinous competition which the stimulus of a forced and un- 
natural system produces; but the natural competition which grows out 
of the development of a country and the necessity for a daily supply of 
its daily wants. This wage-worker demands that we shall frame such 
a system, if it be within our power to do so, as will furnish twelve 
months’ labor for twelve months’ pay. As it is now, whatever other 
advantage may be claimed for the present system, no fair man will deny 
that in all the great protected“ industries there can be but seven 
months of labor, orat least seven months’ pay for twelve months’ labor, 
for in seven months when these factories run at their capacity they turn 
out twelve months’ supply for the market they have, so that they give 
to their operatives the option of seven months’ labor, at fair prices for 
that labor, to secure twelve months’ living, or let them work the whole 
twelve months, but only at such rates as would in the aggregate amount 
to seven months’ pay. 

A protective tariff does not, and in the nature of the case can not, fix 
the wages of labor. Labor, like all commodities, will, under the 
operation of the law of supply and demand, command its worth in 
the market where it is for sale; and all that legislation can possibly ac- 
complish is to interfere with the natural operation of this law, and so 
far as it does this only harm can ensue. 

Canada, the United States, and Mexico have protective tariffs, but 
the price of labor is not uniform in any section of the continent; it dif- 
fers in every Province of Canada, in almost every State of the United 
States, and of Mexico. 

If there is demand for labor equal toor greater than the supply; then 
labor is profitably paid; and if combinations of capital to force labor to 
sell itself at prices fixed by the combination can not be successfully 
formed, then labor will be free to make its own bargains. But if the 
market be so restricted that the supply of labor exceeds the demand, 
or if capital is enabled to combine to prevent competition, then labor 
must be sold at the price fixed by the employer. 

Now, our present system does both—it restricts the market to be sup- 
plied by our labor, and it enables the manufacturers to fix the price they 
will pay to labor. Whenever the duty is high enough to prevent for- 
eign competition, then the operative making and the consumer purchas- 
ing those protected fabrics are in the power of the manufacturer. 
No organization of labor, no Knights of Labor, can break such shackles; 
the strikes“ give only assistance to the trust, who own the mar- 
ket. The only relief is in Congress by the reduction of duty to the com- 
petitive point. We are in morals the partner of every combination 
rendered possible by the tariff. Who ever desires to dissolve this 
partnership will support this bill; and per contra, those who wish the 
**trusts’’ to continue will oppose any amendment or revision of the 
present law which could endanger their perpetuation. It is a contest 
between the revenue reform and the tariff trust party. 

It is estimated that there are twenty millions of our citizens engaged 
in gainful operations. Of these it is a large estimate to say that fifteen 
hundred thousand can possibly be affected by the reduction of tariff du- 
ties; the most careful computation is that 7 per cent. may be thus effected. 
When you exclude all professional men, who, in one form or another, 
work for their livelihood; all agricultural laborers; all men who do 
work which must be done at the place where it is required—which is, 
by very large odds, the greatest part of other labor required in America 
than agricultural labor, such as house-building, repairing of all sorts, 
clothes-making, and the daily labor necessary in every community for 
its daily wants, which can only be done by persons resident in the com- 
munity and being of that community—and the operatives in those 
industries which are not protected or which do not need protection, the 
number remaining is not equal, in my judgment, to the number re- 
quired to produce the exports which we now sell abroad. 

If a proper estimate be made of the number of men whose labor is 
required to produce the cotton, wheat, breadstuffs, and manufactured 
goods which we export, I have no doubt that it would equal the labor 
employed in the production of the merchandise claiming protection. I 
do not know whether any one has attempted to make this calculation. 
If it be true, as I believe itis, then any system which renders unprofit- 
able this labor can not be defended upon the ground that it renders 
profitable the labor employed in our protected industries, unless the 
proportion between them is so great that the country can afford to do 
without these exports or to export them at a disadvantage. But it is 
indubitably true that these exports are’n to our prosperity and 
credit. We could not stand the drain of gold which would be neces- 
sary if our exports were seriously diminished. We hold our position 
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amid the nations of the world now because -I will not say solely, but 
mainly of these exports, which furnish to them the food and clothin; 
required by them. 7 

The relief, therefore; of the manufacturer from the payment of this 
$40,000,000 a year is so much really given to the production of the 
crude material in America and to the laborer who earns his bread by 
the sweat of his brow. for it must be remembered that all of this ma- 
terial is absolutely necessary for the successful manufacture of the crade 
material produced in America, Without itmany of our factories would 
have to be still, and much of the material for which our farmerand mine- 
owner receive fair prices would become comparatively valueless. From 
climaticand other reasons there are materials which we absolutely need, 
but which we can not raise, materials which we must have, and which 
America either does not produce or produces at such cost as to render 
the fabric into which it has to be put too expensive for common use. 
These large importations as a rule to which, of course, there are some 
exceptions—add not only to the prosperity of the manufacturer, but 
are necessary to furnish a market for the product of the material man, 
and to furnish labor for the wage-earner. 

The bill now reported is incomplete in that it does not remove all 
these burdens. The whole extent to which it does relieve by putting 
upon the free-list the articles which are on the dutiable list is $22,000,- 
000. It does, however, reduce the burdens as to the other seventeen 
millions so far as the committee felt that it could do so at present; for 
some of these articles which are imported and are put under the classi- 
fication I have indicated come in competition with articles manufact- 
ured in America. And the committee has left duties, in some cases 
altered, and in some undltered, as in its best judgment the interests 
of each individual case required, giving the doubt always to theindus- 
try which claimed that it could not survive unless duty was left. 

The principal items put upon the free-list have been wool and tinned 
plate, and the real issue between us and our opponents can not be bet- 
ter illustrated than by the different propositions concerning duty on 
tinned plate. Notone pound of this is made in America; not one pound 
of it can be used except in helping some other industry; it enters into 
many of the most important of our native industries. Our fruits, our 
fish, our vegetables, our meats, our milk, are canned in these tinned 
plates; it enters into the domestic economy of every housewife. There 
is hardly any material of which the distribution is so wide and the use 
so various, and the burden imposed by the tax levied on it so heavy. 
It will relieve in more ways and to a larger extent more of the minor 
industries of the country than almost any repealof tax upon our whole 
schedule. Its repeal does not injure a single human being; it affects 
no interest injuriously. No manufacturer has accepted the offer of the 
Government, indirectly made by putting a duty on tinned plate, to 
erect a factory where it is made. Its repeal will cause at once great 
increase in the industries in which it is Ñ To make tinned plate 
free and cheapen sugar will at once give to every farmer who has milk 
now to waste a market in our large cities for condensed milk. Every 
owner of an orchard where any sort of fruit now goes to rot because its 
transportation is impossible will find a market for his product. On the 
other hand, our opponents offer to make the duty on this article abso- 
lately prohibitory. It is an article which must be used, without which 
we can not get along. To make the duty 2.1 cents per pound neces- 
sarily requires either that it shall be imported at this increased cost, 
which will be some seven millions a year of added burden to the users 
of it, or that an inferior article at a much higher price shall be tempo- 
rarily used by being purchased from the American manufacturer, and 
into his pocket will go not only the duty which is now paid, which is 
$5,706,433.89, but as much more, being the difference between the 
present duty, 1 cent, and the proposed duty, 2.1 cents, minus just the 
margin necessary to undersell the foreign manufacturer and prevent its 
importation. 

So that our opponents, under pretense of reducing the revenue, de- 
liberately propose to take from the American consumer of this neces- 
sary article a sum not smaller than $11,000,000, and pay this as a bonus 
to American manufacturers who already have a protection so large as 
to be ableto make an association which does not hesitate to enter into 
the politics of the country and send its agents into Congressional dis- 
tricts to aid in the defeat of the Representatives of the people who stand 
in the way of their personal aggrandizement. On the one hand we 
propose to promote American industry in all its departments by putting 
this five million and odd dollars now paid into the Treasury of the 
United States as an additional sum that may be paid by those who turn 
tinned plate from its imported condition into the various forms in which 
it can be used in America to those who, in one way or another, farnish 
the material which is to be canned, or the labor used in these various 
industries. On the other hand, our opponents propose to pay as a bonus 
$11,000,000 taken from American tax-payers without consideration or 
compensation under the pretense of aiding American labor. It is not 
strange that with the hope of accomplishing such a result, associations 
can be organized, funds for corrupt election purposes raised, and lob- 
bies paid to influence Congress. 

As another illustration of this difference, I may give the different 
propositions concerning the duty on wool and woolen goods, In the re- 


port of the majority is a table showing the relation of the proposed duties 
XIX—277 


under this bill to those proposed by the meeting held in this city last 
January of the so-called ** Woo! Growers’ Association,“ and the Wool- 
en Manufacturers’ Association,” at which it was agreed that the sched- 
ule set out in that table should be submitted to Congress, and if possi- 
ble, adopted by this Congress as a proper schedule of taxation upon the 
woolen goods which the American people must use. 

To that meeting the tax-payers and the consumers were not invited. 
Their presence would have been held to have been an impertinence; 
and from the standard of the gentlemen participating in that meeting 
this would have been just. They knew that the present tariff law had 
been, in the main, the result of the dictation of just such meetings held 
in this and other cities during the last twenty-seven years. ‘The tariff 
legislation had been practically in the nature of private and special leg- 
islation for the purpose of giving to those who sueceeded in having 
“hearings” before the committee that rate of duty which their greed— 
not their necessities—required. They had grown habituated to the 
custom of dictating legislation, and the very force of habit, if nothing 
else, would have prevented them from invitingso inconsequential gu- cs 
as the tax-payers and the consumers. Some one at that meeting boasted 
that the Wool-Growers’ Association carried a million of voters in its 
pocket. Such votes as that gentleman could carry in his pocket might 
find entire comfort in the space which would be allotted to him, in 
company with a million others, in such pocket, 

Their ideal of a Ways and Means Committee was one composed of 
gentlemen who represented such associations, which belief seems to be 
shared by Representatives on this floor, whose indignation at the spec- 
tacle of a committee framed to represent the tax-payers and the con- 
sumers struggles with the proprieties of life to find utterance. Vet the 
same fierce charge was made in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses. i 

This Kentucky Speaker seems to be possessed with the absurd idea 
thatthe people who pay taxes-and purchase goods, who raise wheat 
and cotton, who live on farms and till the soil, really ought to have 
some voice in legislation concerning the weight of the burden of taxa- 
tion which they are to bear, and some representation on the com- 
mittee whose duty it is to report bills for raising revenue. The idea 
may be absurd, but, gentlemen, it is growing in popularity, and we 
are ready to join issue with you in your clamorous plea that the tariff 
must not be revised except by the friends of the industries protected 
by it, and to assert that it must be revised by the representatives of all 
the people who are taxed by it. 

I do not hesitate to declare that the schedule agreed upon at that 
meeting is simply iniquitous. It will be borne in mind that we raise 
in America about 265,000,000 pounds of wool; that it requires more 
than 600,000,000 pounds forthe uses to which wool is put in our coun- 
try under our climate. By reason of climatic influences, over which 
Congress has no control, the hair necessary to be used in certain man- 
ufactures can be grown only outside of our territory; and also cer- 
tain wools not produced in America are absolutely needed to be mixed 
with our wools to produce the fabrics required. Therefore to utilize 
the 265,000,000 pounds of American wool and to produce the amount of 
woolen goods absolutely necessary, there must be imported, either in 
its raw state or in its manufactured state, over 300,000,000 pounds of 
wool. 

The wage cost of producing woolen goods is estimated to be about 
$17.70 per $100 worth. This is ample protection for the difference be- 
tween the cost of labor in America and abroad upon any theory what- 
ever, because it gives to the manufacturer the entire cost of the labor 
he uses. But every pound of wool imported in a manufactured state 
is so much labor taken from our wage-earners. Every yard of imported 
cloth represents labor done abroad and the subtraction of that much 
labor that could by possibility be done here. So that any system which 
results in the introduction of finished product rather than of crade ma- 
terial is a direct blow at the labor of this country. But this is not the 
only injury done to labor by this system. The laborers must wear the 
clothes made out of the wool; our climate necessitates it. The dutyon 
the material increases the cost of his clothing, so that he is by the same 
act deprived of labor and also compelled to pay an inereased cost for 
hisclothing. In addition, as the duty on the raw material is inflexible 
and must be paid by the mannfacturer, whenever there is a depres- 
sion in prices the only place where the manufacturer can make dimin- 
ished expenditure is by decreasing the wages of his laborers, so that 
this laborer who has been deprived in large part of what is his legiti- 
mate work and has had added to his expenses the increased cost of his 
living, becomes now also the victim of the periodic depressions caused 
by this tax. À 

The farmer obtains no better advantage under this tax than the 
laborer. Except in a very few instances, the husbandry of sheep is a 
subsidiary interest to the farmer’s business. Our opponents talk of the 
„million of fiock-masters,’’ as if “the flocks” these masters“ own 
were their principal capital. They talk also, in adding up the start- 
ling sums of money invested in this business, of the value of the 
farms on which these flocks are kept. There never was a more rans- 
parent piece of humbuggery. There are less than millions of sheep 
in America. Making due allowance for the large flocks in the Terri- 
tories and some of the Western and Southwestern States, and the large 
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flocks owned by a few Eastern flock-masters, the average flock of the 
ordinary ‘‘flock-master’’ can not be greater than twenty to twenty- 
five sheep, whose cost is almost nothing, for they are the scavengers ot 
the farm. And as mutton, they would pay for the slight expense to 
which their owners are par in taking care of and breeding them. 

I have no doubt that I speak the experience of the great majority of 
farmers when I aver that a small flock‘of sheep is of itself an advantage 
to a farm, and that for the amount invested, the profit on a small flock 
of sheep is the very largest return of the farmer's operations. The vast 
majority of those who own sheep do not raise enough wool to clothe their 
families. The difference between the cost of their clothing by virtue of 
our tariff, and what it would be if wool were free, would in the great 
majority of cases cover more than the entire value of their clip—cer- 
tainly more. than any possible difference between the value of wools as 
“protected ” if all our adversaries claim for protection were true, and 
the price of wool as free; so that the wool-raiser is more interested in 
the revision of the tariff and the reduction of the duties upon woolen 
goods upon the basis of free wool than he is in the perpetuation of the 
present tax. Butas there are only a million of flock-masters, the fifty- 
five million of people scattered all through America who are not pecuni- 
arily interested in the ownership of these flocks are compelled to pay 
an increased cost for all the woolen goods which they are obliged to 


use. 

But the duty on wool has, by the experience of the last twenty-seven 
years, been demonstrated not to be of advantage to the wool-grower, be- 
cause it has notgiven to hima constant, profitable, and permanent mar- 
ket. Ofall the manufacturers we have had in America the woolen manu- 
facturer has had apparently the largest protection and the hardest 
struggle for existence. He has had to produce his goods at so large a 
cost of production that he has been constantly on the verge of being un- 
able to dispose of these goods at a price which rendered their manu- 
facture remunerative. He has had to compete with foreign manu- 
facturers who had an absolutely untaxed material, in the use of which, 
by the very necessity of the case, selection of different sorts of wool was 


necessary. 

No duty could be made so high as to pay the American farmer for rais- 
ing the sheep whose wools are necessary to be mixed with our wools, 
and no law could relieve the manufacturer from the necessity of using 
those wools. It has been a hopeless fight against the elements. Some 
men have made large fortunes under it by making the cheaper fabrics 
which, under the prohibitory operation of specific duties, has given to 
them the absolute control of the American market, which cheaper fab- 
rics are made, not out of wool, but out of wool and adulterants in all 
proportions from one-tenth wool up, as the conscience or the greed of 
the manufacturer dictated, 

Now, after these twenty years ofexperience, this meeting held in Wash- 
ington deliberately undertook to force upon the American people asched- 
ule which increases the almost intolerable burdens now put upon woolen 
goods, in utter disregard to the claims of justice or the laws of supply 
and demand. The committee propose duties which are too high, duties 
which are unnecessary to give to the woolen manufacturer the control 
of the American market, and these duties range from 30 to 50 per cent. 

We have placed these duties thus, because we felt it was to the in- 
terest of every section of the country that the woolen industry should 
be prosperous; that the wool-grower should have a prosperous pur- 
chaser of his wool; and the woolen wage-worker finds steady employ- 
ment in factories running at full time the whole year. And we have 
placed the duties high enough, in our judgment, to absolutely secure 
this in spite of any undervaluation or ‘fraud that dishonest importers 
may be guilty of. And-yet our opponents propose to put on these 
same duties running from 69 to 134 per cent. We have arranged 
the schedule so that the cheaper article may be imported, if it be 
necessary so to do to prevent any combination or trust, and so as to 
give to the purchaser thereof an opportunity to buy goods made out of 
wool ins of so-called woolen goods made out of wool and adulter- 
ants. They havedevised a scheme by which all the cheaper goods are ab- 
solutely prohibited fromimportation. The finest goods which the rich 
need have had placed upon them the lowest duties, while the goods 
which the humble, and even the prosperous who are not wealthy, must 
use, must be purchased from the American manufacturer. If the Amer, 
ican people could be induced to take this table and thoroughly under- 
stand the present schedule, the schedule proposed by the committee, 
and the schedule proposed by the meeting held in January, I believe it 
would end the controversy between us. 

The clamor against free wool which has frightened some is abso- 
lutely without justification. The proportion that tho wool interest 
bears to the agricultural interests of America is so small, and the dif- 
ference — even if all that our opponents say could be trne—between its 
value now and its value under free wool is so inappreciable when com- 

to the aggregate of the vast wealth of America, and of all the 
nvestments which the farmer holds, that the clamor for its protection 
demonstrates what skillful organization, backed with the aggressive- 
ness of private , and urged with conscienceless audacity can do. 
If this bill goes into operation, one of its beneficent results and not the 


least will be the emancipation of American politics from the domina- 
tion of the so-called wool-growers and the freedom of the representa- 


tives of the pore from the control of those who profess to speak in the 


m of flock-masters. 

The mo on the farms and city property of the West represent 
only a part of the aggregate price the farmer has paid under a 
system he has been induced to support by the bribe of taxed wool. 

No one, in the true sense of the word, owns the soil he tills, unless 
the profits of his toil belong to him; otherwise he is merely a tenant, 
no matter under hat name he may work. Under oursystem the farmer 
is forced to see his profits, willy-nilly, goto those by whom and for whose 
benefit this tariff was enacted. By a law which no Congress can con- 
trol the price of the surplus of any merchandise fixes the price of the 
entire supply. The price of wheat, cotton, and of other crops and prod- 
uce, of which we export a surplus, is fixed under free trade at Liver- 
pool. The profits of this produce are more than swallowed up by the 
cost of what has to be purchased, which is fixed at home under this 
tariff; so that the farmer’s profit has annually gone under the opera- 
tion of this tariff to those for whom in reality he has been toiling. If 
it were the profit only it might be endurable, but it has been far more 
than the profit. The enormous debt owed by the West and South to 
the East represents two distinct sums—investments out of which the 
debtor hopes for profitable return and the deficit between the income 
and the expenditures of the debtors. What this latter amount is it 
may be impossible to accurately estimate, but in the aggregate it is 
very large, and is due to the operation of our class legislation. 

And as the causes which created the first deficit still exist, and in 
addition thereto must the annual interest be met, this deficit must 
continue to increase until disaster occur or those causes be remoyed. 
That which produced the necessity for borrowing even when agricult- 
ural products were high, will increase this burden of debt, and the 
depression of our agricultural interests will continue. Our country is 
so new and rich and there are so many sources of wealth that the 
slowly accumulating debt is carried without such bending under the 
load as to make the debtors cry out. But the private debt of the 
farmers of America is very large, and must of necessity increase unless 
relief comes by enabling them to sell their products where they can 
sell at the highest and buy their supplies where they can purchase at 
the lowest price. 

Can he not afford to try the experiment and see if it be not possible 
to hre a financial system which will enable him to keep his own sur- 
plus 

The failure of legislative attempts to make employments permanent 
is signally illustrated in the flax and hemp industry of America, Flax 
and hemp and the grasses out of which fabrics can be made can bo 
grown in every part of America. The seed of the flax and hemp is 
valuable for oil, of which great quantities are needed. Since 1842 
the duties on both flax and hemp have been more than sufiicient to 
make the production thereof profitable if there were no other causes 
at work. The duty on hemp was originally imposed in 1789 for the 
benefit of Georgia, in which State not a pound, practically 8 
has been raised for many years. Under natural causes wholly inde- 
pendent of the tariff the production of hemp increased in America until 
it reached 79,000 tons. 

The peculiar formof labor in Missouri and Kentucky, with the fertil- 
ity of their soil, rendered it so profitable to raise hemp that they gradu- 
ally drove from the market all other American hemp. While the tariff 
still remained the production of hemp in America decreased until it 
fell below 5,000 tons, while the products made out of hemp and kin- 
dred fibers enormously increased. During the last few years, with the 
duty at precisely the same amount, the farm value of hemp has fluctu- 
ated from over $10 a cwt. to less than $4 a cwt., and theamount of its 
production has varied from less than 5,000 to probably as much as 
10,000 tons. The duty did not raise the price to $10 a ct.; it did not 
lower the price to less than $4a cwt. 

Substantially, this has been the history of flax as well as hemp, until 
to-day the flax grown in America is grown for the seed, and no attempt 
made to use the fiber. In the mean time substitutes have been found 
for all the coarser products made from flax and hemp. Our cotton has 
been covered by bagging made from jute butts; standing cordage has 
been made from wire. As wheat and cotton had to compete in the 
Liverpool market with wheat and cotton raised in India, the cost of 
their production had to be reduced to the lowest possible sum; and so 
inventive genius has been at work to cheapen the expense of these neces- 
sary articles. In the process of these inventions the wheat is harvested 
with reapers which tie the bundles with twine. Over 33,000 tons ot 
this twine was used in America last year out of, in the main, imported 
crude material. The use of the finished fabrics made from flax has con- 
tinued in America even though, for climatic reasons, most of it must. 
be made abroad. Now, during all these years, in the vain attempt to 

‘í protect” the flax industry, large taxes have been imposed on the raw 
material and on the manufactured product. It has been a hopeless 
contest, except in one aspect, Those who were interested in keeping 
up this systeni and who were making from it large sums of money 
could easily afford to pay to Kentucky nominally $25 a ton on from 
5,000 to 10,000 tons of hemp to silence her protest against the contin- 
uance of taxation which required her to pay not only this bribe, which 
she appeared to receive, but in addition thereto enormous sums, 
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It was a bargain that the gentleman from Pennsylvania can well af- | ance, and by means of which he is secured in the enjoyment of the 


ford to plead with the Kentucky people to keep up, that they should 
apparently receive from $150,000 to $300,000 a year nominal protection 
for their hemp, which sum they actually paid themselves, and in ad- 
dition thereto paid to others very much larger sums, while his constit- 
uents and those interested with them really obtained through the oper- 
ation of this system those profits which built up their cities and States. 
And the references made on this floor by him and other gentlemen to 
Kentucky and the whisky trust are simply to weaken the influence ot 
the Representatives from Kentucky, who will no longer consent to be 
ties to any such combine.“ Last year nearly 160,000 tons of these 
Rhers were imported, upon which was a tax of $1,930,340, and on the 
products manufactured therefrom an additional tax of 87,567, 611. 72. 

I submit to the good people of that State that it is my duty to ac- 
cept the proposition contained in the bill reported, by which the nom- 
inal protection to hemp, amounting to perhaps $200,000, is surrendered, 
and the American people relieved thereby from a tax of $4,766,846.88; 
that it would be utterly unbecoming in me to ask the American Con- 
gress to pay to the people residing in the blue-grass section of Ken- 
tucky less than a quarter of a million of dollars if thereby they had to 
tax themselves this 84, 766, 846.88. This is the debit and credit side of 
this much of this bill, but the result thereof is of far more importance 
really than the amount of taxation removed by this bill. 

I trust that the passage of this bill will break up the ‘trust’? made 
by the Binder Twine Association, by which the price on binding-twine 
is kept at several cents per pound more than a fair profit thereon. 

Wheat and cotton are relieved of a burden which was constantly 

wing. Allarticles which have to be put in bags, all furniture which 
to be wrapped in burlap, and the numerous other products into 
which these materials are woven, will be so much cheapened by this 
bill and the cost of their manufacture diminished that all the goods 
which can be made out of them in our climate ought to be made in 
America, and the the result of that will be that the uses to which 
American flax and American hemp can be put will increase the de- 
mand for such products. It will be no longer in the power of combi- 
nations and trusts to control prices, and the producer of the raw ma- 
terial in America will find that he will have a free market and a fair 
demand for his crop. 

There can be no better demonstration of the wisdom of permitting 
raw material to be imported free of duty than the experiment tried with 
raw silk and raw hides. To-day our silk industry is in a most pros- 
perous condition, gradually but surely driving foreign silk from our 
market, and it will, I confidently predict, successfully compete in other 
markets with such silks as our climate will permit to be made in this 
country. It is still more strikingly illustrated in all those industries 
which are based upon raw hides. The producer of the raw material in 
America has not been injured; but, on the contrary, benefited by the 

rmission given to our manufacturers to import the material needed 

y them free of duty, and our tanners, glove-makers, manufacturers of 
all kinds of leather and of boots and shoes have continued to prosper. 

The importation of hides has greatly increased, and the prosperity 
of those who use them has proportionately jncreased. There is no 
reason to doubt that precisely the same result would follow the per- 
mission to obtain wool on the same terms that raw silk and raw hides 
are obtained. Theindirect influence has been equally as marked. Our 
only trade with certain countries grows out of our purchase of raw 
hides and coffee. Remove the barriers and this trade will widen until 
we will control the entire trade of those countries whose principal 
products are raw material, which we can turn into the finished prod- 
uct which they must have. 

‘The questions which necessarily arise out of the discussion occasioned 
by the introduction of the bill reported by the Committee on Ways and 
Means have been inherited from our fathers and will be of equal in- 
terest to our sons. The very existence of government necessitates the 
sovereign power of taxation. It is impossible to conceive of a govern- 
ment, in any true sense of that term; of society organized into any 
form in which it is capable of protecting life, liberty, and property, 
without the power of requiring the payment of the sums needed for 
the daily administration of its aftairs. 

It is the sovereign power, for by it the Government assumes the right 
and exercises the power to take from the citizen such part of his earn- 
ings as is necessary for its support, prior to permitting him to use 
them for the support of those dependent upon his labor, By means of 
it, it substracts from the support of the families of its citizens its own 
expenditures. It ought therefore to absolutely need the money before 
it resorts to this power, and the limitation upon its exactions shonld 

be its necessities. And in a free government where there are, in the 
, eyes of the law, no classes; where every one is the equal of every other 
one under our institutions and in the protection afforded by the law, 
not only ought the taxation to be strictly limited by the necessities of 
the Government, but it ought to be impartially and equally collected 
from thecitizenry. As far as it is possible toaccomplish this end, every 
man should be required, as every man ought to be willing, to pay his 
fair proportion of the expenses of the Government which has been 
formed for the purpose of his protection, to which he owes his allegi- 


property that he has earned or inherited; and he ought not to be re- 
quired to pay any more than that fair share. 

We therefore, in the very nature of our institutions, find these two 
fundamental principles; the amount of taxation is to be limited by the 
necessities of the Government; the distribution of the burdens is to 
beimpartialand equal. When I say the necessities of the Government 

I mean that the objects for which taxation is levied must be govern- 
mental and public purposes; thatitis a fraud, under the guise of pro- 


viding for public expenditures, to lay taxes for private objects. It max 


be difficult to draw the line of division between public and governmental 
purposes and private purposes, precisely as it is difficult to draw the exact 


line which the twilight obscures between day and night. Buthe who ` 


professes to have any donbt about the existence of this line of demarka- 
tion is as absolutely foolish or false as he who would deny that there is 
a broad and visible distinction between the light of noonday and the 
darkness of midnight. 

So, too, it may be quite impossible to so lay and collect the taxes as 
that the exact proportion that in absolute justice should be assessed 
against each individual citizen can be ascertained, but itis not difficult 
to frame the law with the desire and to draw its provisions with the 
honest purpose to secure that approximate equality which is possible. 

Therefore, in the very nature of our Government, the power of the 
United States to levy and collect taxes is limited by the necessities of 
the Government economically administered, and its power to apportion 
those taxes is limited toan impartial distribution among the citizens of 
the United States. Any system of taxation which violates these two 
principles is necessarily vicious. Buteven ina broader view itis vicious 
under any formof government. The very foundation of all social order is 
both private and public honesty. Under no form of government nor 


under any possible pretense can the mere power by which one man's 


money is given to another man, without his consent and without com- 
pensation, be justified. Whenever by operation of law the money 
earned by one man can be taken by another without just compensation, 
then the power by which it is done, no matter under what pretense it 
is exercised, is in the ultimate analysis immoral, and the result is legal- 
ized robbery. No argument can change this essential truth; ne patz 
sible appeal to the growth of the country, to the accumulation of wealth, 
to the apparent prosperity of the years in which such a system may 
have been in vogue can justify such a system. 

I know that the old and divine test that by their fruits ye may 
know them”? has been applied by those who profess to be great thinkers 
as demonstration of the virtue of systems which have in them some in- 
herent vice; so, too, coincidence and proximity are taken for cause and 
effect—the post hoc for the propter hoc; and we are in the midst of ar- 
gumentation of precisely the same sort to-day about the fiscal system 
of the past twenty-seven years. In my boyhood and early manhood 
I heard this argument applied when it seemed to be unanswerable. 
Through negro slavery, it was claimed, a great and fertile country had 
been redeemed from the forest, had been cultivated to the highest degree 
of fertility; noble cities had been built; magnificent rivers covered with 
a profitable commerce; a civilization as delightful as it was splendid 
had within the memory of living men been developed under a sky of 
surpassing beauty amid a people adorned with every noble 
istic; and at the beginning of the year 1860 the prosperous, rich, and 
powerful Southern States, with a future of illimitable hope and glory 
the demonstraton that African slavery was indeed a beneficentand fruit- 
ful institution—seemed by this rule to set the matter beyond dispute. 
But who now, recalling those sad years of war, and sadder years of re- 
construction, and the difficulties which now encompass our people as 
they are trying to solve the problem of the duplex races, would attempt 
by that rule to prove the proposition which our fathersso firmly believed? 

It has been recognized by the world that the union of church and state 
has not by the same rule been demonstrated to be most wise. Its ad- 
vocates point to the gradual illumination of the world, as it emerged 
from the Dark Ages, led by the church, whose bishops were soldiers and 
whose soldiers were priests, as the result of that union which gave to 
the church the power of the sword, and made the sword instinct with 
the spiritof the church, so that by the power of heroic might the nations 
were conquered, and by the sweet influence of priestly care they were 
converted. Yet who in America, ing all the other facts connected 
with this long union of church and state, the scaffold and the fagot, the 
dungeon and the rack, would dare to advocate that we should return 
to the day when the ruler of the people knelt before the head of the 
church, and when the decrees of councils contemptuously set aside the 
enactments of parliaments. The free churches of America, the free 
churches every where, have found that the only true servitude is to God, 
the only lasting power from God; that, ruling by love through the faith 
which makes men free, they are indeed powerful. The lesson can not 
be too often taught, that a vicious principle is in the very nature of the 
case obliged to work in theend disaster. Whatever may be the appear- 
ance during the time when this principle is at work, of prosperity or 
power, or growth, or wealth, is either only appearance, or it is in spite 
of and not because of the principle. [Applause.] 

No system of taxation could be so oppressive and so vicious as to 
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have prevented the development and growth of the United States. A 
country like ours—in jtsresources so abundant, in its soil so fertile, in its 
minerals so exhaustless, in its water-power so powerful, lying midway 
between the two oceans, so as to face Europe on the one shore and the 
Orient on the other; inhabited by a people the very most enterprising, 
energetic, and aggressive that the world has ever seen; possessing in 
the highest degree the faculty oforderand the capacity to build States— 
could not but prosper in spite of any system of taxation which the wit 
of man perverted to the aggrandizement of personal ends might devise. 

When the mere erection of a cabin and the building of a fence and 
the plowing of the surface of the virgin soil change the value of land 
from a dollar and a quarter an acre to ten and fifteen dollars an acre; 
when the deficit of breadstuffs, which would have brought the world 
to the verge of starvation, could be supplied only by the surplus which 
these virgin farms, with scarcely any culture joyously rendered; when 
the clothing which the world needed had in large part to be weaved 
from the cotton which grew hsar on these fields; when the immigrants 
from narrow and tax-ridden homes abroad found new and ample homes 
and constant and profitable labor in these new and outstretching prai- 
ries, there was no possibility that any system of taxation could be so 
oppressive and mischievous as to prevent the marvelous growth and 
development of such acountry. It could only retard that growth and 
create conditions which would bring unhappiness and distress. It could 
not prevent the accumulation of wealth; it could only distribute it un- 
equally and oppressively. Itcouldnot make the country weak; it could 
only make the citizensdivisible into unequal classes, It could do great 
harm, but it could not produce destruction. 

All the good which these various and fruitful causes have produced 
has been claimed by the advocates of this system as the necessary 
and natural result of it. By it God gave to the sun the heat which 
prodaced the harvests; through its occult influences the rivers ran 
downward to the sea; by the resistless might of its silent energies the 
crops grew and were harvested, and the new homes of the West built, 
and the railroads laid down. Without it nothing can be accomplished. 
Its advocates, however, do not ascribe to it the evils which have grown 
up during the years of its domination. All prosperity comes from it. 
All adversity comes from other sources. 

I am not one of those who in my zeal for revenue reform undertake 
to prove that the country has not grown richer during this past quarter 
of a century. Nor am I one of those who ascribe to the protective 
tariff all those troublesome problems which press upon us for solution. 
We have daily increased in wealth. There have been sufficient causes 
forthisincrease. We have had and now have evils which need remedy. 
There are other causes than the protective tariff which have helped to 
produce these evils. We deceive ourselves and we weaken our cause 
when we are not frank and just about these matters. But there are 
evils which a protective tariff either produces or, uniting with other 
causes, aids in producing. 

Thirty years ago the Americon flag was seen in every port. In our 
bottoms outgoing ca paid freight to our ship-owners and incom- 
ing cargoes added to the profits of the trip. Our insurance companies 
during those years obtained the premiums on those cargoes. Our ware- 
housemen received the commissions for their storage. Our merchants 
made the profits on the exchange of these goods. We sold in the for- 
eign markets in which we were able to buy. We sold at a reasonable 
profit, we bought at a fair price. The material which we obtained in 
exchange for our manufactured product we turned into new product, 
and our laborers obtained the profit of the wages thereby occasioned. 
And so, year by year, as this commerce grew our wealth accumulated. 

All this has been changed; partly it has been caused by the substi- 
tution of the iron vessel for the wooden vessel; but largely caused by 
a system of faxation which rendered it impossible for an American to 
carry on trade with a foreigner. You can not sell to advantage where 
you can not buy at a profit. While barter in the old mode, where one 
man traded his grain for another man’s cloth, has apparently 
away, all the commerce of the world is equally barter now as it was 
then. No man can buy unless some man will buy from him that which 
he has to sell. No man can sell unless he can buy from the person to 
whom he sells, directly or indirectly. Besides that, there is a profit 
which is enormous from the mere handling, if I may so express it, of 
trade. As civilization increases, in the mere bringing to the consumer 
that which the producer has made and returning to the purchaser that 
which the consumer has paid there is a large profit. He who transports 
these goods, he who insures them, he who guaranties the credit involved 
in the transaction, he who manages the business of the exchange, becomes 
as necessary as the weaver or the manufacturer, and must have his share 
of the cost of production and profit of the transaction. 

The little country of Holland has never raised enough inany one year 
to preserve it from starvation during that year. It has never manu- 
factured enough cloth to prevent its people from great suffering. Res- 
cued from the sea by dykes, it has seized from the sea its enormous 
accumulation by the mere profit of the exchange of commodities between 
the producer and the consumer. With the possible exception of two 
States of the American Union, and a tribe or two of American Indians, 
the people of Holland per capita are the wealthiest in the world—liter- 
ally the accumulations given by the ocean tothe people who have gath- 
ered the profits from exchanging the commodities of the world. 


We ought to own the ocean; with our mineral resources and our 
forests and our extraordinarily long seacoast, with our interior lakes 
and our mighty rivers, we ought to have been the ship-building, ship- 
owning, and ship-carrying nation of the world. Into our hands ought 
the commerce of the world to have naturally drifted; into our coffers 
ought to have been gathered the profits of these exchanges. It was 
ours thirty-five years ago; not all of it, but more than 70 per cent. of 
it, and the great bulk of it ours potentially. We have lost it. We 
own no ships except those that are in the coastwise trade, with such 
exceptions that they scarcely need to be spoken of. Our own exports 
are transported in foreign bottoms under foreign flags, and all the profits 
of their carrying in every way, and of the returning cargo of imports 
for which they are sold, go to foreigners, Millions upon millions 
which ought to have belonged to us have been literally given by us, 
thrown into the laps of foreigners by our own action. 

In 1855, of the tonnage of our foreign trade 71.95 was American; in 
1887, 14.80 per cent. was ours; an aggreg ate decrease of 57.15—the * 
average annual decrease from 1855 to 1866 and from 1866 being about 
1} per cent. 

The annual freight paid on our foreign trade to foreigners has been 
variously estimated from $140,000,000 to $200,000,000. This enormous 
annual tax, now paid to foreigners, ought to have been ours; and the 
aggregate sum which we have thrown away in our selfish folly since 
1855 is much larger than our public debt. 

The advocates of the present tariff system vehemently deny that this 
gradual and fatal decay has been caused by it. They can not deny that 
as a remedy this policy has been wholly inefficacious. Since 1866 this 
decay has gone on under the protective system. We can hope for no 
relief from it. 

‘The unrestrained power in Congress to enact navigation laws was the 
result of a ‘“‘bargain’’ of the New England States with some of the 
Sonthern States by which an equivalent therefor, the continuance of 
the African slave trade for twenty years, was guarantied (Hildreth’s 
United States, volume 3, page 520), and the navigation laws under 
which we have lost the carrying trade of our own foreign commerce 
were conceived in that spiritand enacted in pursuance of that bargain. 

The basal thought on which rest legislation creating slavery, pro- 
hibitory tariffs, and compulsory navigation regulations, is precisely the 
same; the power of society organized into government totake from one 
man that which is his and tow it by operation of law upon an- 
other. Slavery took all of a man’s labor, returning only a livelihood 
measured by the humanity and willofthe master. High tariff filches 
so much of his labor as is necessary to pay the difference caused by the 
tariff in cost of necessary articles. Compulsory navigation laws force 
him to purchase, not where he chooses, but where he must. All re- 
strict liberty ofaction and of selection by legislation, and restrain free- 
dom of choice for the private benefit of others. This thought is at war 
with the development of man and theprogress of civilization, and all 
legislation based on it must fail. 

The substitution of steam for wind as the motive power, and of iron 
for wood as the material, at once made our navigation laws ‘‘ anti- 
quated,“ and to preserve our superiority on the seas we ought to have 
so amended our laws as to permit American ship-building to be done 
on equal terms with foreign ship-building, and to permit our citizens to 
purchase wherever they could buy on the best terms. As sea-freight- 
age is fixed by the laws of free trade—for the oceans scorn our tariff 
laws and despise our navigation regulations—our obstinate adherence 
to the selfish policy which controlled our legislation could have no 
other result. We doomed our ship-owners to a ruinous competition 
with foreign ship-owners by our navigation laws; and to make the 
fight absolutely hopeless we prohibited them from receiving returning 
cargoes by our tariff laws. 

We have lost not only what I have just pointed out, but in addition 
to that, we have actually lost that trade which ought to be ours, even 
if it were carried on for us by foreigners, Not even can the foreigners, 
who get all the profit of what commerce we have, keep the American 
commerce from dwindling year by year. American goods can not be 
sold anywhere in the world, except as to certain articles of which I will 
hereafter speak, because America will not allow the purchaser of those 
goods to sell to American consumers that which that purchaser raises, 
nor will it allow its own citizens to purchase from those consumers that 
for which and for which alone they could be induced to buy from us. 

An American manufacturer is not able to compete in South America 
with English manufacturers, because when he offers his goods to that 
consumer in South America the consumer has nothing with which he 
can pay—leaving out hides and coffee—that the American can afford 
to purchase to bring into the country; for the first act that the Amer- 
ican Government does to this American citizen who tries to extend 
American commerce is, without judge or jury, to mulct him in a fine 
of an average of $46 for every $100 of goods which he has had the 
criminality to attempt to purchase to bring into America, to have 
worked up by American laborers in American factories, for the pur- 
pose of selling at a profit to go into the pockets of American citizens. 

This is not a fancy sketch or flower of rhetoric. We have Canada 
on the north of us, Mexico, Central America, and South America on 
the south of us; China, Japan, and The Isles of the Sea“ opposite 
to us on the west, and their trade ought to be with us—by divine 
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right it is ours. The millions which a fair profit thereon gives to other 
nations could belong to us. These golden currents which would beau- 
tify and fructify our fair land have been turned from our shores by the 
miserable short-sightedness of those whose greed has weakened their 
vision and whose selfishness has obscured their judgment. 

The climate and other influences which, under Divine Providence, 
determine what shall be the natural products of a country force us to 
buy certain material which we need, and which we can not raise. To 
the extent of that necessity, and to it alone, seek we any commercial 
relations with the world anywhere. We must have certain articles. 
At great loss and burden, with enormous duties, we purchase those 
articles and pay for them sò far as possible with our manufactures. To 
this extent and this extent alone have we trade relations with the 
world, except so faras our cotton, our breadstuffs, and our provisions 
are concerned. There the reverse is true—the nations must have these 
products—they would not buy them from usif they could obtain them 
anywhere else in the world. Our surplus wheat supplies the deficit of 
the world’s harvest. Our cotton supplies the clothing of the world, 
and ifit were not a necessity we could sell neither wheat nor cotton, so 
that all the trade we have with the world is compulsory. 

But for the blessings of an abundant Providence we would have iso- 
lated ourselves from all mankind. If we could have raised all we 
wanted, and if the world could have raised without us all it wanted, 
we would have succeeded in erecting barriers more impassable than the 
fabled Chinese wall. Wherever there has been a possibility to estrange 
a nation from us, so far as commercial relations were involved, we have 
succeeded in doing it. It is the only civilized country in the world 
whose policy has been sedulously to make money by eating each other 
a et pe highest political economy has been that a people can grow 
fat upon each other; that by taxation wealth can be accumulated; that 
the more the Government takes from its citizens the richer the citizens 
are by the subtraction. And of course such a system must necessa- 
rily produce evil symptoms; not at once, and not disastrously in the 
time at which it has been at work, because other causes have operated 
and other forces have been at work to minimize the evils of this system. 

The necessity for our breadstuffs, our provisions, and our cotton has 
made a trade out of which we have gotten great profit in many ways 
and have preserved commercial relations from which great good has re- 
sulted. On the other hand, the absolute free trade which under the 
most beneficent provision of the American Constitution has been made 
obligatory within the territory of the United States, has given to this 
great country and to its many millions of people a trade and commerce 
the blessings of which can not be estimated. The really marvelous 
growth of the country, so far as any financial system has effected it, has 
been the result of this magnificent experiment of absolute internal free 
trade, which has given day by day a daily lie to all the theories upon 
which our foreign system has beenadvocated. While it has been claimed 
that Boston can not succeed with her wealth and enterprise and capital 
against Newfoundland and Nova Scotia, she has succeeded against the 
pauper African labor ofthe South; and Chicago, which could not by any 
possibility have succeeded as the rival of Toronto, has been able to 
grow into a magnificent city ofa million people in rivalry to New York. 

When the boundary of the American territory was the eastern bank 
of the Mississippi River, all our good people had to be protected against 
the pauper labor that roamed at large in the uncivilized territory west 
of the river, But as soon as Thomas Jefferson acquired the territory of 
Louisiana it was found that free trade was a blessing to the foot of the 
Rocky Mountains, but that it was disastrous forit to go one step further 
so that the pauper labor of the Mexicans living beyond that boundary 
could compete with the American laborer; but when the war of 1847 
carried our boundary to the Pacific Ocean and gave us the magnificent 
territory of Texas, it was found that free trade from ocean to ocean and 
from lake to gulf made every section prosper. And when in the cer- 
tain progress of American development Canada becomes one with us, 
absolute free trade between us will again vindicate itself, as it has be- 
tween the States. x 

In levying taxes they ought to be so levied until we may be ready 
for direct taxation, as, first, to be just, as nearly as this can be accom- 
paser and second, if it were possible, to be imposed upon and paya- 

le out of the surplus of the country, and not out of the amount nec- 
essary for the support thereof; and third, to be voluntary, so that the 
tax-payer, who is also citizen, should not be in a constant state of 
irritation towards the Government to which he owes allegiance and of 
which he is in part sovereign. 

The system we have violates all of these principles. The very es- 
sence of protection is that one man shall pay under the pretense of 
revenue to his government a bonus to another man; that the pur- 
chaser shall be compelled to purchase from an American manufacturer 
at a price higher than he would be able to obtain the articles for if he 
were absolutely free to buy wherever he chose; that he should there- 
fore pay for that article two distinct sums of money—one, its fair value 
to him; the other, the added price which by operation of law he is 
compelled to pay to the manufacturer, and for which he directly gets 
nothing. Whatever excuse may be given for this, however it may be 
claimed that the country is indirectly benefited thereby, and that the 
purchaser of these protected goods contributes in this way as really to the 


public prosperity as if he paid these sums into the public Treasury; 
the fact remains that in all these industries in which protection is of 
any advantage one citizen receives by operation of law the earnings of 
another citizen for which he gives nothing. 

I say advisedly, where protection] is of any advantage, for there 
are duties imposed under our present system which are absolutely of 
no advantage to any human being, neither to the manufacturer, the 
purchaser, nor the consumers, There are others about which we may 
dispute as to whether they are of advantage or not. There are others 
which were purely shams put into the statute for the purpose of de- 
ception. The duty on wheat and cotton, whose price is fixed in Liver- 
pool under free trade, is purely a sham; it does not in any way affect 
the price of either of these articles. The duty on certain cotton fab- 
rics, of which we export large quantities to the East, has ceased to 
be of any advantage either to the Government, which derives no rev- 
enues thereby, or to the manufacturer, who finds that he can make 
and sell them at prices which successfully compete in foreign markets 
with foreign manufacturers. And in some cases where the duty is 
just so much added to the price of the article changes wholly beyond 
the power of American legislation alter this condition. The duty on 
copper did not bring to the American Treasury scarcely a cent; it 
simply put into the pocket of the owners of our copper mines the 
whole duty imposed, and was a burden, to the precise extent of the 
duty, upon all American manufacturers of copper and copper wares, 
and was added, together with the interest and profits thereon, to the 
cost of such articles as American purchasers had to buy in which cop- 
per was a component material. Enormous profits therefore went into 
the pocket of the copper-mine owners. Some of these profits have been 
beneficently spent by those to whom by the operation of this iniquitous 
law these large sums were paid. Charities which bear the name of 
these copper-mine owners were in reality paid in small sums by all the 
American citizens scattered over every section of the country who are 
compelled to use copper in the various forms in which it enters into 
domestic use. And the foreign manufacturers of copper obtained from 
the American mines their crude article at the same price that the Ameri- 
can manufacturer did, minus the duty, and to that extent had the ad- 
vantage of their American competitors. 

But as the production of copper in the world was not equal to its use, 
a foreign syndicate has been formed which has purchased the entire 
output of the known copper mines for a period said to be three years 
in the fature, and has by this means put up the price of copper all over 
the world uearer to the level of its former price to the American user 
thereof. So that at present, while the copper-mine owner obtains his 
profit from the foreign syndicate, and the American consumer of cop- 
per is not benefited by this syndicate, the American manufacturer is 
put more nearly upon a level with his foreign competitor. 

The duty upon steel rails has been largely a bonus. It is fair to say 
that steel rails can be profitably made in America for $26 a ton. They 
have been able by the operation of our tariff, giving $17 a ton protec- 
tion, to do what it may be impolite, but perhaps not inaccurate, to call 
levy tribute on the railroad builders of from one thousand to twelve 
hundred dollars a mile for the 13,000 miles of railroad that were con- 
structed in America in the year 1887. So that the profit over and above 
a fair living profit on their produce for that year, created altogether by 
law, could not have been less than $13,000,000. 

The Pittsburgh Post in an editorial of May 1, speaking of the late 
labor difficulties at the Braddock Works, says: 

The cost of labor in the Protection of a ton of steel rails is, estimated not to 
exceed S a ton. It is probably less than $4. 

At other places the labor cost of a ton of steel rails varies from $3.85 
(at Bethlehem, Pa.) to $7.57. So with the proposed duty of $11 per 
ton the entire wage is paid and a possible bonus of from $3.43 to $7.15 
given to the manufacturer. 

It is, however, fictitious to assert that this sum, enormous as it is, 
was paid out of the pockets of those who builded the railroads; it was 
raised mainly, if not altogether," by, the sale“of railroad bonds, the 
coupons upon which are part of the fixed charges which the railroad 
companies must earn or go into bankruptcy. This annual interest 
must be raised by the reduction of the wages of those employed by 
those companies, or by the increasezof freight charged on what they 
transport. Itis no doubt partly done by both. When the railroads 
pool this interest is raised by increased freight. When the railroads 
fall out and fierce competition ensues, it is raised by reduction of 
wages; so that in the end these enormous yearly bonuses paid to the 
steel-rail makers are burdens upon labor; they are paid by the reduced 
wages of the railroad employés, and the reduced cost that the farmer 
and producer must receive for his wares by means of the increased cost 
of transportation thereupon. Every bushel{of Western wheat, every 
pound of Southern cotton, every barrel of pork transported over these 
roads, their price also fixed in the Liverpool market, must pay its share 
of this enormous sum mulct from honest labor by a provision of the 
tariff law passed in the name of American laborat the dictation of the 
most powerful organization in America. 

I select these instances to illustrate that the present system violates 
intentionally the first principle I have laid down, that all taxation 
should be impartial, and also that it violates intentionally the second 
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principle, that this taxation should, as far as possible, be paid from 
the surplus of the nation instead of from its daily livelihood. As it is 
now all the direct and indirect sums which must be because ot 
the present tariff law are to be first subtracted from aggregate in- 
come of the American nation, and are that much taken from this in- 
come before any of it can be used for the support of the American peo- 
ple. Itis estimated that on the basis of the labor of 1880 the income 
of the American people was ten thousand millions of dollars. Before 
this can be distributed among the partners in this enormous corporation 
that we call the United States of America these sums must be subtracted, 
and_as the sum is to be distributed among sixty millions of people, the 
amount subtracted, while in itself it may seem not to be very large in 
proportion to the enormous aggregate, is large in proportion to the 
amountreceived by each laborer in the country. The amount he pays 
must be measured not by the entire amount of this income, but by the 
sum which he is to receive therefrom. 

' A system of taxation which, if it could be devised, would give to 
each person in America a fair and comfortable living, and impose the 
burdens of the Government upon the surplus, which, being produced 
by the united labor of everybody, ought to bear, if it could be done, 
the expenses necessary to the protection of everybody, would bea wise 
and beneficent system. Under it there might be less rapid accumula- 
tions of great fortunes, but there could be no distress. It would fall 
so equally that no single person under its operation would be distressed. 
Now, the operation of the present law during the last twenty-five years 
has been precisely in the o ite direction, as is demonstrated by the 
accumulation of the almost fabulous fortunes which we have seen grow 
up under our eyes during those years. 

Unequal distribution of the wondrous wealth which has been pro- 
duced by American toil and accumulated by American economy has 
given to certain individuals fortunes greater than the world has ever 
seen under any other sky or any othersystem. The law of primogeni- 
ture, operating through the centuries, together with the vast growth of 
wealth in Great Britain, has not been able to give to any human being 
such a fortune as the A cheep tariffof America has enabled a few gen- 
tlemen to secure within a score of years. Colossal fo: made as 
if in a day, bear testimony to the viciousness of a system which enables 
so few men to absorb the surplus accumulations of a nation, and that, 
too, without Me Sas to the growth of the country or to its 
happiness, It has laid the foundation of caste in creating classes and 
distinctions between the classes created by it. 

Inevitably unjust legislation, giving unearned privileges to classes as 
classes, must produce combinations and organizations to maintain 
the legislation once obtained; and this with equal certainty begets hos- 
tile combinations, and the result is the formation of caste, which sim- 
ply means the t defeat of the weaker classes. I am not cen- 
suring those who have been the beneficiaries of this system, nor am I 
uniting in the clamor, which sometimes savors of di , against 
them personally. I am simply pointing out the outward symptom 
which demonstrates that there must be an inward disease. I am sim- 
ply asserting that the possibility of such a result must be caused by 
the viciousness of this financial system which for twenty-seven years 
has existed in America. 

Generically the same causes produce strikes, riots for bread, labor 
organizations, and the other manifestations of resistance to oppressive 
class distinctions in Europe and America. It is the operation of une- 

ual laws creating class benefits. In whatever form this oppressive 

ction appears there will also be fonnd resistance to it. As man 
moves forward in the upward path to a civilization imbued with the 
con spirit of the truth that all men are born free and equal, the 
depth of his original degradation and the weight of the yoke he wore 
measure the nature and extent of the revolt. In France the horrors of 
the revolution measured the long years of oppressive crimes of which 
that revolution was the retribution. In England the parliamentary 
es mark the point from which those people began the march to 
equality. If we will persist in class legislation we must submit to ac- 
cept its necessary concomitant, discontent, exhibited first in protest by 
murmurings, then in resistance only by organizations, and then by what- 
ever force the circumstances produce. We have as our hope of safety 
the ballot-box, by which peaceful revolution may prevent forceful re- 
volt. Butif enormous capital, through organized effort, can control 
the ballot-box and return its servants to Congress, discontent, founded 
on justice, will find a remedy. Free trade in England can not prevent, 
it will hasten, the ultimate abolition of the Jaw of primogeniture, the 
disestablishment of an established church, the exclusive ownership of 
the soil, and of a hereditary legislative chamber. Protective tariffs and 
monopolistic legislation can not introduce into America permanent and 
hereditary class distinctions. He isa shallow thinker who does not 
know that man is essentially the same everywhere, and that his ulti- 
mate goal is a civilization based on equality. 

And also our system enforces the collection of the taxes so as to give 
the tax-payer no option as to itspayment. He does not pay to the tax- 
gatherer, as in the States where direct taxationis enforced. Nor does 
he pay voluntarily in the same sense as a man does who purchases a 
luxury, knowing that its ncreased price is caused by a revenue duty 
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imposed thereon, but he is compelled to pay by the increased cost 
levied upon the necessities of life, Even if a hundred and twelve per 
cent. duty be levied upon his blanket, the blizzards which sweep over 
Kansas require a Kansas father to pay this involuntary tax with a de- 
mand more compulsory than the pistol of the highwayman with ‘‘Stand 
and deliver.“ He who has to build a house for his family on the 
homestead which he has acquired for nothing from the Government is 
compelled by a law, which knows no exception, to pay this involun- 
tary tax upon every pane of glass which he puts into the window to 
let the sunshine in and keep the rain out; upon every foot of lumber 
and every nail which, together, make his home—not one dollar of 
which, as a rule, goes to his Government, nor lessens the burdens of 
his State taxes, but goes to citizens entitled under the law to no greater 
consideration and no higher favor than he. 

It is undoubtedly true that under the operation of the stimulus of 
high protective duties, competition takes place. Men with small cap- 
ital, unfamiliar with the particular industries thus protected, rush into 
them, factories are erected at large expense, and frequently on credit, 
at improper places, because the calculation on paper of the cost of the 
production and of the possible price under the protective duty, leaves 
an apparent profit so large as to overcome the great expense of interest, 
unfortunate selection of locality, and unfamiliarity with the business, 
Temporarily this competition produces decrease of the price asked of 
the consumer, and causes an overproduction of the article. Then comes, 
inevitably, disaster. The weak go tothe wall. Bankruptcy diminishes 
the number of manufacturers, clamor is made for increased protection 
for the purpose of paying higher wages, while the wage of the laborer 
is necessarily diminished. 

Then comes combination. The strong who have survived the storm 
of disaster see that they can take advantage‘of these duties much more 
profitably by a union among themselves, and fleecing their customers, 
rather than fighting each other, and trusts, pools, and organizations 
are formed by means of which prices are advanced and production di- 
minished. I do not mean to say that a tariff either necessarily pro- 
duces trusts or that it alone produces them. These organizations can 
be formed whenever combination of producers can prevent competition, 
but these trusts can be destroved whenever they are formed under the 
operation of protective duties by lowering the duty so as to afford op- 
portunity for foreign competition, whereby the consumer of the neces- 
ary article may have a chance to purchase it from some one else than 
the trust. I need not illustrate this by an attempt to go over the cate- 
gory of trusts, like the sugar trust, the linseed-oil trust, the borax trust, 
and the various other combinations which are thelegitimate outgrowth 
of the system which Congress is asked to perpetuate, and which has 
the e pee the irresponsible action of those interested in the product 
of these ious articles to levy taxation upon the American people 
to the extent that our duty enables them to keep out the foreign manu- 

The bill reported by the committee does not render certain the de- 
struction of these combinations, but as to some of them itrenders their 
exactions tolerable, and as to others we believe it will result in their 
dissolution. We urge that in the present condition of our financial 
affairs the country can well afford to make this experiment and say 
whether it is possible for Congress to prevent the exactions of these 
organizations. ‘Those interested in these trusts, made possible by the 
present tariff, and which the proposed bill will dissòlve, or will reduce 
their present exactions to more reasonable profits, naturally denounce 
those who prepared this measure, and use the gains gotten from tho 
law to preserve unchanged the law. And those Representatives who 
represent these organizations may be expected to resist the passage of 
this bill desperately. I hold in my hand The Manufacturer, the 
official organ of the Manufacturers’ Club of Philadelphia, in which 
is published a memorial, and the opening sentence of the editorial 
thereon is: 

The club asa body of business men spoke in no unmeaning phrases at its last 
meeting. For the guidance of those who represent it in Congress, it put in tho 
form of a memorial its sentiments concerning the reduction of revenue, etc. 

Who represents it“ in Congress? It“ knows, Ido not. But 
who ever represents the Its,“ who have combined to enact this bur- 
densome tariff and to defeat any amendments thereto which will give 
relief from the enormous exactions imposed by it and by means of it, 
will be found compacted against any tariff legislation which renders 
possible the dissolution of the ‘‘ trusts.” Fortunately no laws, how- 
ever prohibitory, and no trusts, however greedy, can prevent the 
progress of invention and the achiévements of skill, by which the cost 
of production is always being diminished. Our opponents point tothe 
diminished cost of all articles during the period of the present tariff, 
and claim that it is because of the tariff. 

The facts are as they state; the cause is not. There is not one prod- 
uct named by them, which is not to-day cheaper in England than in 
America. If the tariff thus operated, its present friends would soon 
become its bitterest foes. They do not fight so desperately for the con- 
tinuance of laws whose operation is to destroy their profits. But no 
law can prevent that development which increases the efficiency of hu- 
man labor as it increases in skill and multiplies many fold its power 
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of production, nor can any nation so isolate itself as to be beyond the in- 
fluence of this universal spirit of improvement. This at last is our 
safety. 

Therefore skilled labor never needs proiection. -The more unskilled 
the labor is the less is it in demand and the lower its productive power 
and the higher its relative cost, So in times of depression the r to 
which least money is paid is the first di „ because the highest 
priced labor is the cheapest labor, producing more results in proportion 
to wage and therefore costing less to employer. The leader of the bar 
needs no tariff to protect him from the shyster, the great doctor does not 
fear the competition of the quack, nor does the respectable mechanic feel 
alarm at the competition of the pauper journeyman. 

So it is certain, in spite of doctored figures, manipulated to conceal 
and mislead, that in America the labor receiving the highest wage pro- 
duces for its employer the largest return, and is therefore the cheapest, 
and that as a rule the wage-cost of the fabrics in America is less than 
anywherein the world. Free American labor from the trammels of our 

t tariff and it will conquer the world of trade. [Applause.] 
Bat even with prohibitory tariffs and numerous trusts the cost of pro- 
duction will continue to decrease and thereby cause some decrease in 
the cost to the consumer; but not in prope proportion, for under such 
a system the bulk of the sum thus saved in production will swell the 
profits of the manufacturer. 

The question has been often asked by our opponents, why do immi- 
grants come to America if labor is paid so nearly as much abroad as 
here. Our first answer is that the questioner always confounds the daily 
wage received by the wage-earner with the cost of his labor to his em- 
ployer. The daily wage may be much greater than is paid elsewhere 
and yet the relative cost be, and probably necessarily is, less; for labor 
cost is to be measured by volume and value of production to him who 

ys; by amount of money and the purchasing power of that money to 

im who receives. But, secondly, in the meaning of the questioner, the 
assumed fact is not true. The operatives“ donot migrate to America; 
those who are in Great Britain and Europe, the wage-earners in those 
industries which are“ protected“ here, do not come tous. Mr. Powers, 
one of the brightest of the press gang.“ to whom we owe so much, 
has done good service in an article exhibiting the occupations of our im- 
migration, from which I have gathered this: 

In the ten years from 1877 to 1886 there arrived in this country 
4,255,295 immigrants, of whom somewhat more than one-half were 
women and children; of the remaining 2,120,582 there were only 35,- 
581, or less than 2 per cent. operatives in the textiles, metals, and 
other protected industries, excluding miners, of whom there were 38,- 
570, being less than 2 per cent. These were, as a rule, those with 
whom life had not gone well at home, and were of numbers just suffi- 
cient to be used either as a menace or na substitute to striking operatives, 
In the unprotected industries we received 2,046,431, of whom 1,523,- 
707 were house servants, tillers of the soil, and common day laborers. 
These are attracted evidently by other causes than our tariff laws. 

But, thirdly, the advantages offered by the new continent and our 
free institutions tempt men of all climes to cast their lot in with us. 
The tax-gatherer, the recruiting sergeant drafting into armies where 
2,200,000 men are under rigorous discipline, and the hopeless contest 
against class distinctions drive thousands to ourshores. Let us keep 
them and our own children happy by low taxes, no standing armies, 
and absolute equality of chances in the struggle of life, 

Several times since this debate commenced the true argument against 
this bill, the only really effective appeal, has been uttered; it may be 
condensed into United we stand, divided we fall.” It is the argu- 
ment of combination, of threat. Each ‘‘protected’’ syndicate says to 
all others in this greatest of all American ‘‘ trasts,”’ the tariff com- 
bine, ‘We must stand ther, four-squared like infantry in battle 
resisting a charge, for revision anywhere is defeat everywhere.” So 
the sole duty any one will give up is that on sugar, because they be- 
lieve the surrender of the sugar duty will take from the so 
many millions of dollars that thereby all the other duties may be saved. 
The promise to give bounties is as purely illusory as were the offers 
made on the Mount of Temptation. The present tariff isthe result of 
combination; it is to be maintained by combination. The interests 
which secured its passage are to retain its benefits; the means received 
by it, so far as necessary, are to be used to perpetuate it. Yes, gentle- 
men, we recognize the force of this argument. 

The removal of the duty on sugar will give no relief to the manufact- 
urers of New England; it will not aid in the restoration ot our lost 
commerce, remove the necessity for the use of Pinkerton’s detectives 
to put down those strikes which have been lately discovered to be 
the evidences of contented labor and the demonstration of wise and 
nappy industrial progress; secure a profitable market for Western wheat 
or Southern cotton; furnish competition to keep trusts within bounds; 
nor end—believe, good gentlemen, who defend this prohibitory tariff 
and class legislation—the agitation of which you complain. Free to- 
bacco and free sugar willnot bring submission to vourexactions. Let 
us understand each other. We want a fair, conservative, moderate 
measure; we extend to you a compromise and offer a fair experiment. 
You may reject it, but you can not evade the issue. He who rejects 
compromises may live to regret it, 


The present law can not remain as it is; its inequalities are too nu- 
merous and too unjust, its temptations to fraud too great, its burdens 
too onerous; revision is needed, and that, too, by every section of the 
country. The arrogance displayed on this floor by certain Representa- 
tives does not reflect the anxiety felt by many of their constituents. 
In New England and Pennsylvania, asin Minnesota and Michigan, are 
heard the murmurings of discontent. There is no section whose inter- 
ests demand the passage of this bill more than New England. And to- 
day I appeal from such of her Representatives here as stand in the way 
of progress to her people at home to take hold of this matter. It was 
against her protest that the protective tariff was enacted—perhaps the 
most splendid protest against it was by her Webster. Her true inter- 
est is the reconquest of the seas. Her hope of regaining leadership in 
the Republic is to put herself in the van of this movement for free com- 
merce and unshackled industrial activity. Itdoth not become her to 
oppose where men fight for ampler freedom. 

The boast has been made on this floor that the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means in the Forty-eighth and Forty-ninth Con- 
gresses—that gallant and pure gentleman, brave of heart, clean of 
life, loyal to friend, frank to foe, with a conscience void of offense and 
a love for truth that nothing could daunt—has been stricken down 
becanse he opposed this ‘‘combine.’’ Greatly as I deplore his defeat 
and as much as I miss his presence, it may be that his defeat, compassed 
as it was, will be of greater benefit than his presence. His very absence 
arrests the attention of the Republic, and all the people ask, Are such 
elections necessary to the maintenance of this system?” Gentlemen 
protectionists, I warn you that the vacant seat of Morrison cries louder 
than the virtues of Duncan ‘‘against the deep damnation of his taking 
off. [Great applause on the Democratic side]. 

The effort in this debate by grave Representatives to demonstrate that 
taxation on foreign commodities is paid by the producers and not by 
the consumers; that prices are lowered by increasing the cost of pro- 
duction, and that taxation gives added wealth to the fruits of labor 
puts to shame the rhetorical and pious demonstration of Rev. Jasper, 
of Richmond, Va., that the sun do rise and set,” for not even be- 
fore Galileo did any one ever believe thus, nor has it as much excuse 
as had the riots against the introduction of machinery which Miss Mar- 
tineau so graphically describes. 

One of the greatest of modern scientists has very recently said: 

No fact in political economy is more clear than that taxation on foreign com- 
modities must ultimately be paid by the consumers, not by the producers. All 
taxation is a deduction from the fruits of labor and from the fertility of the soil 
of the country imposing it. No political economist has ever been able to show 
how prices to consumers can be lowered by increasing the cost of production. 

This thinkerand scientist had not the pleasure and advantage we have 
enjoyed of hearing this debate, for nothing can be more certain than 
our friends on the other side are political economists with whom wis- 
dom shall die,” and that they have proven to their own entire satis- 
faction that those who believe what this thinker annouuces are mis- 
erably shallow and altogether wicked. 

These agile and fertile debaters have as little regard for the facts of 
history as they bave for the trathsof political economy. To them the 
established fact that the era from 1850 to 1860 was one of wondrous 
prosperity and growth, and that 1860 was peculiarly and singularly a 
prosperous year, does not prevent them from solemnly declaring that 
under the Walker tariff the country nearly went to the demnition bow- 
wows and was in 1860 on the very verge of bankruptcy. And no one 
has put this with greater power than did General Garfield in his speech 
of March, 1878. 

The two countries which in the last quarter of a century have in- 
creased with the most marvelous growth have been our own and Aus- 
tralia. Different financial systems have dominated these two new and 
p us countries. One common cause for their prosperity attracts 
attention; that is, new land to be had almost for the asking. This is 
the prime cause of the past and present growth of both of these lands— 
not the only canse; for these countries are dominated by an English- 
speaking race, and on their fertile soil flourish free institutions. The 
continued prosperity of each isassured. Loving my own country more 
than all others in the world, I desire her to adopt a system that will 
enable her to outstrip this lusty young rival of the Pacific seas. It is 
within our power. 

Seventy per cent. of the cotton which England turns into finished 
product and sells all over the habitable globe grows upon American soil. 
She comes to our markets, buys our raw material, transports it in her 
vessels to her docks, manufactures it with her laborers in her factories, 
transports it in her vessels to every port, transmutes it by barter un- 
der the laws of supply and demand into other articles; makes a profit 
on the purchase, on the freightage, on the manufacturing, and then on 
the articles for which she sells it. Her annual increase of receipts over 
the price that she pays us for our cotton is not less than $125,000,000. 
In twenty years her apparently overcrowded population has increased 
over six millions. The wages of her laborers have steadily increased. 
The number of her paupers and convicts has proportionately decreased. 
With equal strides have her political privileges been widened to larger 
classes of her citizens. 

_ Now, this profit from the mannfacture of this cotton should be ours. 
Our citizens ought to take this raw material raised in our fields, turn 
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it into the finished product in factories owned by American capital, 


where American operatives receive the wage that would be a just pro- 
portion of the profit of this labor. Our ships ought to transport the 
outgoing and the incoming cargoes; our insurance companies receive the 
premiums; our commission merchants the commissions; our bankers 
the exchange. Asystem which prevents this is asystem tobe setaside. 
A system which gives hope of this is a system to be fairly tried. And 
as with cotton, so with wool, and all the material which by the in- 
genuity of man can be used for the comfort of man in his advanced 
civilization. Such a country as ours with such a system has a future 
which no imagination is able toaccurately picture. If one standing on 
the banks of the Mississippi River eighty-five years ago, when Thomas 
Jefferson acquired that great western territory for America and free 
institutions, could have foreseen what has occurred during these years, 
not longer than the lifetime of some venerable citizens who linger 
yet among us, and had given utterance to the heavenly vision which 

before his eyes, he would have been held to bea mere dreamer. 

If one, standing here in this Hall to-day and looking into the future, 
could be able to see what the years would bring us undera system where 
the untrammeled activities of a free Christian people find fruition, 
under a climate so salubrious and with a soil so fertile, all burdens to 
progress thrown aside, all the passions of the past removed, and every 
one engaged in a generous and unselfish rivalry to make for and out of 
the opportunities to which he is called all that is possible, no hand could 
paint and no orator picture what would be the result. 

Then we, the children of exiles and emigrants, could welcome our 
kinsmen of all lands to cast their lot with us, for willing hands would 
find waiting work to yield a livelihood. The silence of rivers now 
broken only by the occasional boat would be turned into the sweet hum 
of profitable commerce. The secret lodges of anxious and discontented 
operatives would become the open assemblies of happy and contented 
families from whose hearth-stone the shadow of want had given place 
to the mild radiance of permanent comfort. The husbandman, no 
longer sowing in tears, would yet reap in joy—that joy which springs 
from content, and is founded in the certainty of an assured market at 
remunerative prices. 

The legislation of the country, having for its object the public good 
and freed from the domination of private greed, would successfully 
grapple with the problems which progress will present, and a free peo- 
ple be represented by free representatives neither owned, seduced, nor 
terrified by organized interests. 

Slowly will this fature come. We have had our backs to it; to-day 
let us turn our faces to its rising sun. If we can dono more, we can 
lift our eyes toward this east of new hopes and resolve that from this 
hour our steps shall be in that direction. [Loud and long-continued 
applause. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the tariff bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5 for the relief of John C. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 639) to authorize Commander John W. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accepta silver pitcher from the Government of the 
United States of Colombia; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
certain citizens of Chicago, employés of the custom-house, for extra- 
time service; 

A bill (H. R. 4908) for the relief of the heirs of A. Gates Lee and 
heirs of B. P. Lee, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 


ceased ; . 

A bill (H. R. 5683) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to complete a contract for the sale of certain real estate of 
Job Barnard; 

A bill (H. R. 8006) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States in relation to timber depredations. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the payment of invalid and 
other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles, requested a conference with 
the Honse on said bills and amendments, and had appointed conferees 
on the part of the Senate, as indicated: 

A bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the officials of the United 
States in the Indian Territory. Conferees: Mr. DAWES, Mr. JONES, of 
Arkansas, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE; and 

A bill (H. R. 8394) to authorize United States marshals to arrest of- 
fenders and fugitives trom justice in Indian Territory. Conferees: Mr. 
Dawes, Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, and Mr. STOCKBRIDGE. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed a resolution, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested, for printing 
the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations (Miscellaneous Doc- 
ument No. 109, first session Fiftieth Gonar) relating to the fisheries 
treaty, in connection with a message of the President of the United 
States on the same subject, the proposed treaty with Great Britain, etc. 

The m also anncunced that the Senate had passed joint reso- 
lution and bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) authorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, 
United States Army, to accept from the President of the French Repub- 
lic a diploma conferring the decoration of Commander of the National 
Order of the Legion of Honor; 

A bill E 66) giving a military record to Thomas Miller; 

A bill (S. 128) for the relief of the inmates of the United States 
Naval Home; 

A bill 204) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot; 

A bill (S. 304) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, late 
of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry; 

A bill (S. 326) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry; 

A bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American Grocer Association of 
the city of New York; 

A bill (S. 586) for the relief of Asher W. Foster; 

A bill (S. 587) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen; 

A bill (S. 686) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow; 

A bill (S. 773) for the relief of James E. Walter; 

A bill (S. 1031) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, Har- 
rison & Fishback for legal services; 

A bill (S. 1092) for the relief of certain property in the District of 
Columbia ; 

A bill (s. 1503) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, widow of the 
late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1612) to provide for the closing of parts of two alleys in 
square 132, in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief of 
Charles Early and Corbin Warwick; 

A bill (S. 1864) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Diego, Cal. ; 

A bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to EE. construct a bridge across Bayou D'Ar- 
bonne, in Louisiana; 

A bill (S. 2213) for the relief of John McBean, of Umatilla County, 
0 


n; 
“A bill (S. 2316) restoring the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. Corn; 
A bill (S. 2461) appropriating $150,000 for quarters and barracks at 
the branches of the National Military Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; z 

A bill (S. 2517) for the establishment of a light-ship at Bush’s Bluft 
Shoal, Elizabeth River, Virginia; 

A bill (S. 2427) to establish a public park, to be called and known 
as the Royal Arch Park; 

A bill 8. 2551) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, so as to make Inauguration 
Day a holiday within said District; and 

A bill (S. 2602) concerning the militia of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now take a recess until 8 
o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was called 
to order by Mr. MCMILLIN, who directed the reading of the order pro- 
viding for the Friday evening sessions. 

The Clerk read the order. 

JOHN RUTLEDGE. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the further consideration of 
the bill (S. 2651) to remove the political disabilities of John Rutledge, 
of South Carolina, and put it upon its pose 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read subject to objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc. (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That John Rut- 
ledge, of the State of South Carolina, be, and he is hereby, relieved of all polit- 
ical disabilities imposed upon him by the third section of the fourteenth article 
of the amendments to the Constitution of the United States. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed, two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof. 

HETTY K. PAINTER. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to call the attention of the House to the blil 
(H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hetty K. Painter, and to 
make this statement. This bill passed the House and went to the Sen- 
ate, and was there amended. It came back to the House, was referred 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and by them reported to the 
House with the recommendation that the amendments of the Senate 
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be non-concurred in. I desire to move now that the amendments be 
non-concurred in, and that the request for a conference be granted. 
Theye was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will appoint the conference 
committee hereafter. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole under the special order which has been read. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, Mr. DOCKERY in the chair. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. I ask unanimous consent that the Cal- 
endar of private bills be taken up, and that we commence where we 
left off on last Friday evening; each case to be called in its order on 
the Calendar, and when called unless responded to it be informally 

over, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. RYAN. Before that is done may I ask where we left off; on 
what page of the Calendar? 

The CHAIRMAN. The clerk at the desk is unable to state where 
the call was suspended at the last meeting. The RECORD, the Chair 
supposes, will show it. 

Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. LONG. I object to that. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. Then I demand the regular order. 

Mr. FORD. I ask unanimous consent that the regular order may 
be observed with this exception, that if no member present calls far 
the consideration of a bill when it is reached on the Calendar it be in- 
formally passed over, retaining its place. 

Mr, TAULBEE. I am in favor of that, but would like to offer this 
suggestion as an amendment to it. I think it would meet the objection 
of the gentleman upon the other side if the call where it rested 
last Friday evening, but with the understanding that we first take up 
for consideration such bills as were then passed over at the request of 
the members present. 

Mr. LONG. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. We will save the calling of their bills in their 
order on the Calendar and thus save time, as my request will obviate 
the necessity of going over the whole list. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I can state where we left off on last Friday even- 
On page 63 of the Calendar, at bill No. 4504. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 

from Michigan as modified? 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
endar. 

The Clerk read as follows: e 
b Page 48, House bill 5961, to increase the pension now paid to Mrs, D. P. Wood- 

ury. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not understand that there was any 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Michigan, but only to 
the modification of the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Arb 8 . The Chair understood the gentleman from Ohio 
objec 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. As I understood the Chair to put the 
request of the gentleman from Michigan as modified, I objected. Ihave 
no objection to the original request. 

Mr. FORD. Then I renew that request. 

Mr. RYAN. There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection that order will be pursued, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 


The first business on the Calendar called up by Mr. HERMANN was 
the bill (S. 42) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen. 
The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie Wright Owen, only surviv- 
ing daughter of George Wright, late a brigadier-general of United States Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month, 


Mr, HERMANN, As the report is somewhat lengthy perhaps gen- 
tlemen may not object to my making a brief statement of what it em- 
les. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report. 
and we ought to have it read. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio), 
us follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 42) 
granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen, having considered the same, report 
it back with the recommendation that it do pass, and in support of this action 
adopt and make part hereof the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, 
which is as follows: 

[Senate Report No. 177, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 42 nti 

a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen, have examined the same, — . s 
This bill passed the Senate in the last Congress, and your committee report 
it back again, recommending its passage, and submit their former report: 

The claimant is the daughter of George Wright, late a brigadier-general of 


in 


I object. 
The Clerk will report the first bill on the Cal- 


This is a peculiar case 


the United States volunteers. Weappend hereto the record of his distinguished 


military service furnished by the War Department, and a notice of his services 
and death which appeared at the time; a copy of her petition, which states 
the grounds of her present claim, and other documents in support thereof. 

She is now poor, and her physician in this city presents a statement of her 
present condition, that she is suffering with attacks of disease, increasing in 
severity, which will soon entirely disable her. 

It will be observed that the extraordinary services and misfortunes detailed 
in this case prevent its forming a precedent to any extent for other rf ig ey 
and to refuse this application would, in the opinion of your committee, be an 
exhibition of ingratitude eee the Republic. 

We recommend the passage of the bill.“ 


Mr. HERMANN. The remainder of the report consists only of the 
petition and some communications bearing upon the subject. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the remainder of the report. 

Mr. GLASS. That seems to be a very long report, and I think this 
bill ought to go over to a full House. I shall object to its considera- 
tion to-night. 

Mr. HERMANN. May I ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he 
will indulge me fora moment? I am sure no gentleman will deliber- 
ately object to a measure of this character when acquainted with the 
circumstances. I desire to make this statement, and if the gentleman 
from Kentucky, Governor McCREARY, was present, he would corrobo- 
rate largely what I desire now to say briefly. Unfortunately, however, 
he is not here, though he was present at the last time, expecting this 
case to be consid then. s 

This is the daughter of Maj. Gen. George Wright, who went down ina 
shipwreck on the coast of Oregon some twenty years ago on the ill-fated 
Brother Jonathan. This woman’s mother was with him at the time. 
He was traveling to Portland, Oregon, with a number of soldiers, and 
in a great storm which oyertook the ship she went down and all were 
lost. Her brother, Colonel Wright, was massacred in the Modoc mas- 
sacre at the time he was gallantly leading his command into the con- 
flict, about the same time that General Canby was killed. Under those 
circumstances she lost her brother, who had given her valuable support 
subsequently to the death of her father. 

Her husband, who had rendered gallant service in the war, received 
wounds which endedhislife. Sheis now without father, mother, broth- 
er, or husband, except one brother, who has been recently appointed 
to a position in the Supreme Court under this Administration, who, I 
understand, is now contributing to her support. Of the three persons 
who were her supporters I may say all of them gave their lives in the 
service of the country. 

This woman is to-day penniless, up to a recent period working with 
her own hands for a livelihood. Never has this Government suffered 
to the extent of a single cent in the matter of a pension in any one of 
those cases, neither for the general who went down, nor the brother 
who died for his country in the Modoc difficulty, nor for her husband. 
So you will see this is certainly a meritorious case, and it is a case of 
very peculiar hardship, It is a case, it seems to me, in which the 
Government could very well afford to extend its gratuity under these 
peculiar circumstances. Being an exceptional case, I ask that this 
House shall do as it has done in so many other cases not possessing 
nearly the merit this case I hope the House will agree to 
grant the reliefrequested. The bill has the Senate unanimously, 
and it comes before the House with a unanimous report from the House 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. FORD. Does the gentleman say that this bill has passed the 
Senate? : 

Mr. HERMANN. It has. 

Mr. MACDONALD. What other similar case has the House passed ? 

Mr. HERMANN. The House has passed a number of cases of much 
less merit. The House granted pensions to widows whose husbands 
were possibly of greater distinction, but in this case the widow did not 
receive a pension. 

Mr. MACDONALD, Will the gentleman mention any such case? 

Mr. HERMANN. You may take the case of the widow of General 
Ricketts or the widow of General Logan, and others. 

A MEMBER. Those cases are quite different. 

Mr, BAKER, of New York. Why could this lady not be pensioned 
on account of her husband ? 

Mr. HERMANN, Her husband died after the war, when not in the 
service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not rise to oppose this bill, but for the pur- 
pose of calling the attention of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
the fact that they have reported to the House a bill grantinga pension to 
the invalid daughter of General Hackleman. In my experience in con- 
nection with the late war there has been no case of so high merit as that, 
I understand that the Committee on Invalid Pensions has reported a 
bill to pension the daughter at $18 a month; not a widow, but adaugh- 
ter, as in this case. 

I wish to say if this bill passes that I will ask the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions to put Mrs. Hackleman’s pension on the same foot- 


ing. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If this bill is to pass atall, why fot put the pen- 
sion on the footing of a widow's pension? There is no ground on earth 
on which you can justify giving the daughter of a deceased soldier, 
who is not entitled to a pension at all under the law, $50 a month, 
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while you give the widow of a man whose head was shot off in battle 
only $12 a month. 

Mr. HERMANN. This lady is not only the daughter of a soldier, 
but she is the widow of a soldier. 

Mr. N Why, then, can she not get a pension under the 


w? 

Mr. HERMANN. Forthereason that her husband died after the war, 
when not in the service. s 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Then she is not entitled toa pension under the 
general law: but you propose to give her more than you give to four 
women whose husbands were actually killed in battle. 

Mr. HERMANN. I submit to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
the circumstances which surround this case are entirely exceptional. 

Mr. McMILLIN, There are no more harrowing circumstances, of 
course, than those surrounding a woman who has to look ata dead hus- 
band. But the tendency of this kind of legislation is to build up classes 
and to grant larger ions to widows on account of the former official 
standing of their husbands, ignoring the fact that all American citizens 
before the law are, or should be, on an equal footing. 

Mr. HERMANN. Has the gentleman taken the same position with 

to other cases? 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I have, exactly. I have uniformly voted against 
granting these exorbitant pensions to one class while we give a mere 
pittance to others. 

Mr. HERMANN. Does the gentleman think it is right and just that 
this House should make a discrimination in favor of those who pos- 
sibly may have more influential friends or whose husbands may have 
borne more distinguished titles than others? 

Mr. McMILLIN. No, sir; but you aregoing upon the idea that this 
woman has got fifty-dollar influence. 

Mr. HERMANN. I do not claim it on that ground at all. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I inferred that you did from the way you spoke. 

Mr. HERMANN. Not at all, sir. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I have tried in my action here to do equal justice 
to all, and I state now most candidly that my acumen is not sufficient 
to enable me to see that because a woman is the daughter or the widow 
of a deceased general she has any ter claim upon this Government 
than the daughter or the widow of a poor fellow who did not have any 
rank in the war, and who went out to fight not for the glory but for his 
country. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, since I observe that there is such 
opposition to this bill in its present form, as I do not wish to delay 
ion legislation here this evening, I will make a proposition which 
believe will meet with the cordial indorsement of the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN]. I will accept an amendment making 
this pension $30 instead of $50. That was suggested in this House 
some two or three weeks ago, but I declined then to accept the com- 
promise, preferring to submit the case to the House upon its merits. 
Under the present circumstances, however, I will accept it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why not put this woman on the same footing as 
we put the daughter of a man who was killed in battle? She is not 
entitled to any pension at all under the law. What is given is given 
as a gratuity. I am not objecting to that, because I propose always 
to resolve my doubts in favor of those who appear to have claims on 
the Government. I had not intended to open my mouth at all upon 
this subject, but I desire to say now, as a citizen of the United States 
and a representative of its people, that in my judgment we will legis- 
late most wisely and most equitably when we make our laws uniform, 
and when we leave every American citizen to believe that he or she has 
the same right before the law as every other one has. I do not be- 
lieve in building up classes in this country founded upon the standing 
or rank which individuals may have obtained. There is no higher 
standing in this country than American citizenship, and we have all 
got that. [Applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the galleries be cleared. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dockery). Ifthe applause is repeated the 
Chair will direct that the galleries be cleared. 

Mr. MORRILL. I simply desire to say in behalf of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions that I have no recollection of this bill having ever 
passed that committee. I do not want to be understood as saying that 
it did not because I may not have been présent when it was con- 
sidered, but if I had been present I should have opposed it bitterly. 

The principle adopted by the Committee on Invalid Pensions has 
been to allow pensions to invalid children who have passed the age of 
sixteen. Where a child is imbecile or crippled and helpless, we have 
gone to the extent of granting pensions to children over sixteen, but 
only in such cases. In the case of General Hackleman, who was killed 
in battle, we allowed her a pension of $18. We fixed upon that amount 
because she was a helpless invalid unable to take care of herself. We 
havc established that ratein such cases—that is, in all of them that we 
have allowed, but we have only allowed pensions to children over six- 
teen years where they were invalids or helpless and compelled to de- 
pend upon charity forsupport. As Iunderstand this case, the claimant 
is not an invalid, but is capable of taking care of herself. 

Mr. HERMANN. She is an invalid. 

Mr. MORRILL. I understood the gentleman to say she earned her 


living with her own hands, I move to amend this bill by striking out 
$50 and inserting $18. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I suggest that the pension be fixed at the rate 
provided by law for a widow. i 

Mr. MORRILL. In the cases of imbecile children 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But this is not such a case. 

— MORRILL. In those cases we have fixed the rate at 818 a 
month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. L am in favor of granting pensions wherever they 
are deserved, but we do not popularize the system of pensions, nor do 
we satisfy the pensioners themselves when we place one class upon the 
rolls at a rate twice or three times as highas another class equally mer- 
itorious. 

Now, I suggest to the gentleman from Oregon that he can get along 
easily with this bill by agreeing io make the pension the same that is 
allowed to other widows, and, as I have said, even that is beyond the 
law, because this is not a soldier’s widow. She went from under her 
father’s protection and married another man who did not lose his life 
in the service. 

Mr. HERMANN. He lost his life from disabilities incurred in the 


service. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then the case comes under the general law, and 
if so, why does not she get her pension through the Pension Office? 

Mr. HERMANN. Simply because she is unable to prove certain 
facts that the office requires proof of. É 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Oh, yes. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] by striking 
out 518 and inserting 512.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. MoMTLLTN]. 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, before the vote is taken I desire 
to say a word in vindication of myself. The gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. MORRILL] has suggested that he has no knowledge of this bill 
having passed the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. MORRILL. I said I was not present at the time. 

Mr. HERMANN. Well, the gentleman who reported the bill from 
that committee is present this evening. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MOR- 
RILL] was present.. 

Mr. HERMANN. But, Mr. Chairman, rather than delay other pen- 
sion legislation this evening, I will 7715 2 the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]. I know, of course, that I have 
the power under the rules to delay all legislation until this measure 
can be properly considered with a full quorum of the House present, 
but I have too much patriotism, and, if it comes to that, too much hu- 
manity, to desire that other cases should be deferred by keeping this 
case standing in the way, and for that reason I will agree to accept the 
amendment making the pension $18, if that is the best proposition that 
gentlemen will permit to go through this evening. ` 

I think the gentleman from Tennessee should be willing to consent 
to a pension of at least $18 or $20. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think this pension ought to be on the same 
footing as that of other widows. 

Mr. SPOONER. If she is the widow of a captain the regular pen- 
sion would be $20. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. But she is not the widow of a captain. y 

Mr. SPOONER. I understand she is. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. My understanding was different, 

Mr. HERMANN. Her father was a general; her brother, a colonel; 
and her husband, as I understand, a captain. I will agree to $20 as d 
compromise. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I thought the gentleman had accepted $18. 

Mr. HERMANN. Very well; I will accept $18 rather than have 
further delay. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I wish to say that we ought in these matters to 
follow the law. One-half an hour of the valuable time of the House 
this evening has been occupied in the consideration of a case that is to 
be rated outside of the ratings of the law. No greater truth was ever 
uttered than that uttered by the distinguished gentleman from Tennes- 
see [Mr. MCMILLIN] when he said that there is no higher title on this 
earth than that of American citizenship. 

Mr. HERMANN. We all know that. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And what is the pride of American citizenship if 
it be not that we are equal under the law? I shall object to the con- 
sideration of every one of these special bills unless there is a constitu- 
tional quorum present, I want to say to my Republican colleagues 
that the great central idea around which our party has rallied since its 
organization has been the equality of citizenship under the law. Ihave 
letters by the score from men of the rank and file of the Army, who 
have thanked me for the words I have said here in speaking for the 
equality of citizenship under the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the ition of the ques- 
tion. This bill proposes to grant a pension of $50. The gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] has moved to amend by striking out 
50 and inserting ‘‘18; and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
MCMILLIN] has moved to amend the amendment by striking out 18 
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and inserting 12.“ 
amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLIN’S amendment to the amendment was not to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MORRILL, to 
strike out 50 and insert 18, it was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move to further amend by striking out the 
words ‘‘only surviving daughter of George Wright, late brigadier- 
eral of United States volunteers,” and inserting ‘‘ widow of —— Owen, 
a soldier in the late war.““ I do not know what her husband’s full 
name was; but my object is to put this pension upon the ground on 
which it ought to be granted. The fac that this woman is the daughter 
or granddaughter of somebody who was a general ought to be no foun- 
dation for a pension. I voted against pensioning the granddaughter ot 
Thomas Jeferson, the author of the Declaration of Independence. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCMILLIN, it 
was agreed to. < 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHANNA LOEWINGER. 


The next Business on the Calendar was the bill (S. 739) granting a pen- 
sion to Johanna Loewinger. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. I call for the consideration of this bill. Iam 
oing 1° call for the consideration of every bill as it is reached on the 
endar. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ets., That tho Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johanna Loewinger, widow of 

arles Loewinger, deceased, late of Company E, Twenty-eighth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio), which was read in part, 
on Stee reading being dispensed with on motion of Mr. GUENTHER, 
as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid, Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 739) 
granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger, having considered the same, report 
t back withthe recommendation that it do pass, and in suppots of ihis action 
adopt and make part hereof the report of the Committee on Pensions of the Sen- 
ate, which is as follows: 


Senate Report No. 205, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


“Charles Loewinger, the husband of the widow now claiming a pension, 
enlisted June 13, 1861,in Company E, Twenty-eighth Ohio Volunteers. Dis- 
charged for disability May 18,1862. Application for a pension filed January 27, 
1865, for chronie diarrhea and ulceration of the bowels. He died July 17, 1876. 
His widow filed her ne apt to be put upon the pension-roll 31, 1880; 
claim rejected July 25, 1885. 

“The medical reviewer rejects the claim of the widow on the ground ‘that 
the soldier committed suicide, as shown by the verdict of the coroner's jury, 
and his death ju this manner is not considered the result of chronic diarrhea, 
nor chargeable in any way to his military service.’ If the above finding is sus- 
tained by the evidence filed with the widow’s application there could be no 

uestion that her claim had been properly rejected. Ons careful analyses of 
the testimony the committee can not a with the finding of the Pension Of- 
fice, and is satisfied that the evidence clearly supports the opposite conclusion. 

“The verdict of the coroner's jury finds: ‘The deceased came to his death 
from suicide by cutting his throat with a razor, caused by long-continued ill- 
ness.’ - 

“This verdict is supported as to the cause of his suicide by an overwhelming 
amount of testimony. 

“The ‘certificate of disability for discharge’ finds him ‘ inca) e of perform- 
ing the duties of a soldier, because of chronie ulceration of the mucous mem- 
brane of the colon, resulting from an attack of camp fever contracted while on 
Big Sewell Mountain, in October, 1861, marked by excessive exhaustive diar- 
rhea, occasional hemorrhage of the bowels, and such reduction of strength that 
he is utterly unfit for service.’ 

“The evidence of anumber of physicians, as wellas his neighbors, embracing 
the period from the date of his discharge to the hour of his death, conclusively 
proves that his disease, for which he was discharged from the service, contin- 
ued, without intermission, during that whole period, and that he suffered ex- 
cessive pain and was totally unfit to perform any labor, and that during the 
latter years of his life he was confined to his house, and most of the time to his 
bed; that his condition preyed upon his mind, and at times it was seriously af- 


ed, x 

Dr. G. C. Werner, who attended him during the last years of his illness and 
at the time of his death, testified that— 

The soldier became with melancholy and became very debilitated 
several months before he committed suicide; that aiant never had any doubt 
but that the chronic diarrhea, from which he was continuously suffering, was 
the immediate cause of his melancholy; that death was not caused by cutting 
his thront, as affiant sewed up the wound and there were no arteries severed, 
and that, in affiant’s opinion, he could not have lived more than a few days 
longer, as he was then in a dying condition from chronic diarrhea.’ ” 

“This statement is Jeti by the affidavits of Neland Frentz, Dr. F. L. 
3 Annie N. Rohrer, Mary Byer, Frank Geiler, Carl Kencher, and Carl 

rene, 

“The medical reviewer, July 14, 1885, upon these facts, in referring the cause 
to the chief of the medical division, said: ‘As the case now stands we must, in 
1 — opinion, accept death os duc to diarrhea, and not to the wound in the 

roat, 

“This conclusion, which the committee think is fally sustained by the testi- 
mony, was reached after the medical reviewer had commented upon the cage, 
way 4 1 155 and the medical referee himself had called for further testimony 

une Me 

“It is clear from the evidence that the pensioner was the victim of painful, 
exbausting, and debilitating disease; that no cause other than this disease is 
pretended to have existed which could have affected the mind of the husband 
of the petitioner and caused him to take his life. And it is fair to conclude that 
at the time he made the attempt on his life his mind, by reason of the disease 
contracted in the service, was seriously And the evidence of the phy- 
sician that he did not die from the injury inflicted, but as the result of his de- 
bilitated condition resulting from that disease, seems to your committee con- 
clusive of the case. 

“The conclusion of the committee in this case is fully sustained by the decis- 


The first question is on the amendment to the 


fons and rulings of the Pension Bureau, found in the ‘ Digest of Pension Laws 
and ns,’ pages 141, 142, 143, —4 279. 

“Your committee would report the bill favorably, after amending the title so 
as to read: ‘A bill granting a pension to Johanna winger ;’ and by striking 
aut in line 6, the word ‘Johnanna’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word Jo- 

na. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass, 
BERRY DAY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 737) 


granting a pension to Berry Day. 
Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of 1 v. father of A. L. Day, 
deceased, late of Company I, Fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill S. 737, 
having considered the same, report it back and recommend its passage, and in 
support of this action adopt and make part hereof the report of Senate Com- 

ttee on Pensions, which is as follows: 
[Senate Report No. 140, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

This claim was rejected by the Bureau of Pensions March 4, 1886, upon the 

und that the claimant was not dependent upon the soldier for support at 

e date of his death. 

The claimant is now eighty-one years of age. His only son, A. L. Day, of 
Company I, Fifth Ohio Infantry Valunteers, was killed at the battle of r 
Mountain, in August, 1862. His mother died in 1847. 

At the time of the soldier’s death the father owned a house worth about $2,000, 
which was undera mortgage of $1,000, He had also about $500 in personal prop- 
erty, and this was all of his estate. S. W. Reud and John W. Fisher depose that 
the son worked for his father up to near the time of his enlistment, and, as de- 

nents understood, contributed his wages to aid his father. The claimant's 
8 (trading in horses) was a constant loss to him until 1868, when he dis- 
posed of the last vestige of 9 and has ever since been supported 
the labor of his second wife and by the Odd Fellows. 

Mrs. Kate Fisher, sister of the deceased, deposes that this soldier sent her 
money nearly every pay-day to aid their fatherin supporto thefamily, amount- 
ing to some $25 or $30, and that hie sent to his father much larger sums. 

The report of the board of examining surgeons, dated October 15, 1582, states 
ea ved claimant is incapable of supporting himself, and that the disability is 
senility. 

‘The passage of this bill is recommended. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELIZA DOUGLASS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 339) 
granting a pension to Eliza Douglass. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the penson-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza Douglass, dependent mother 
of James Douglass, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Colored Troops. 

The report (by Mr. THoxrson, of Ohio) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 239) 
granting a pension to Eliza Douglass, having considered the same, report it 
back and recommend its passage, and in support Of this action adopt and make 
pat hereof the report of the Senate Committee on Pensions, which is as fol- 

ows: 


— 


Senate Report No. 49, Fifticth Congress, first session.] 


This is a claim for a pension by Eliza Douglass, as the dependent mother of 
James Douglass, a private in Company II. Fifth Regiment of Colored Troops. 

“The proof in this case seems to be sufficient to show that the soldier, James 
Douglass, who enlisted on the 15th of June, 1582, and was discharged September 
20, 1865, contracted the disease of which he subsequently died, April 15, 1870, 
whilst in the service of the United States and in the line of duty. 

“The facts which would ordinarily justify the granting of a pension to the 
mother of a deceased soldier appear to be sufficiently established by the evi- 
dence. The only question ted by the record adverse to the claimant, 
Eliza Douglass, as the spall ehy mother of James Douglass, is the fact that the 

roof is conclusive that at the time of the death of the said James Douglass ho 

eft a widow, who some time subsequent to his death married. 

„Section 4707 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides 

I any person embraced within the provisions of sections 4692 and 4693 has 
died since the áth day of March, 1961, or shall hereafter die by reason of any 
wound, injury, casualty, or disease which under the conditions and limitations 
of such sections would have entitled him to an invalid pension, and has not left 
or shall not leave a widow or legitimate child, but has left or shall leave other 
relative or relatives who were dependent upon him for — . — in whole or in 
4 at the date of his death, such relative or relatives shall be entited in the 

‘ollowing order of precedence to receive the same pension as such person would 
— been entitled to had he been totally disabled, to commence at the death of 
su rson. 

This section clearly contemplates that the right of a dependent relative to 
a 8 shall accrue only in those cases in which the soldier dying has not 
left a ‘widow’ or ‘legitimate child.’ 

**Section 4708 of the Revised Statutes of the United States provides— 

„The remarriage of any widow, dependent mother, or dependent sister en- 
itl ed to pension shall not bar her right to such pension to the date of her re- 


Hut on the remarriage of any widow, dependent mother, or dependent sis- 
ter having a pension, such pension shall cease.’ 

“The committee know of no provision of law which authorizes the substitu- 
tion of a dependent mother to the rights which the law gives to the widow ofa 
deceased soldier in case said widow should marry after the death of her hus- 
ba section 4708 not applying to such a case. 

“This view was taken by the Pension Bureau in the above claim, and the 
right of the claimant to a pension denied on this construction of the law. Un- 


der these circumstances the action of the Commissioner of Pensions in 
ing the claim was correct under the law as it exists, 
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But the committee in this case feel compelled to report the above bill favor- 

ably under the circumstances disclosed by this record, and recommend thatthe 
bill be passed.” 
Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Chairman, last Friday I was present, as I 
have been almost every pension night, and the rule has been for the 
Calendar to be gone through with and to consider bills which are not 
objected to. Under that rule gentlemen have passed four or five bills 
which they have had an interest in in behalf of soldiers’ widows in 
the State from which they come. I have introduced bills now upon 
the Calendar which were in the interest of soldiers of the State of New 
Jersey. It was understood last Friday that to-night bills were to be 
taken up beginning where we left off on last Friday. I do not see 
any ible way of reaching bills in the interest of New Jersey unless 
we clear the Calendar as we go along. If we had gone on in that way 
we would have gotten through the Calendar by this time, and could 
have commenced again at the beginning, but as we have gone on I do 
not see any chance to reach the bills in which Iam interested. Now, 
I would rather go on and consider the bills as they come up on the 
Calendar and dispose of them. But if the committee will agree to 
take up the Calendar where we left off on last Friday, so that we may 
consider such cases as are called up, then Iam willing to withdraw all 
further objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the pending bill. 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 


C. R. THOMAS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S 335) 
granting a pension to C. R. Thomas. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over. 


MARY E. JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 337) 
granting a pension to Mary E. Johnson. 

Mr. FINLEY. > I would like to say to the gentleman from New Jer- 
sey that if he undertakes to call up bills in every case when they are 
reached, without the request of the gentlemen who are interested, it 
may be that they would not regard it as courteous on his part. 


The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over. 
MANON VANGORDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 330) 
nting a pension to Manon Vangorden. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over. 


JOHN GERMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3504) 
for the relief of John German. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be passed over. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Bills of the following titles were passed over, no member asking for 
their consideration: 
A bill (H. R. po for the relief of Julia Triggs; 
A bill (H. R. 5751) for the relief of Margaret M. Hatch; and 
A bill (S. 1638) granting a pension to William Richardson. 
JOHN TAYLOR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 2656) 
to increase the ion of John Taylor. 

Mr. CHEAD I ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That th f the Interior be, and he hi 
Ghorieed and ĩ to TORAS the pansion of John Saylor, late of Battery 


M, Third New York ‘ht Artillery, from $12 to $16 per month, on account of 
gunshot wound of the head and its results. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


A similar b 
ninth Congress, and their 

“The applicant for pension is now receiving a pension of $12 a month by an 
act of Congress approved May 4, 1882. 

“On the Sth day of November, 1884, he K to the Department for an in- 
crease on account of disabilities incurred while in the service, and was rej 
by the Department upon the certificate of the examining board, made Novem- 
ber 4, 1885, which is as follows: 

Ball entered 2 inches below and behind the right angle of the mouth, in- 
juring the inferior maxilla and passing through the structure of the lower por- 
tion of the mouth, coming out an inch above and to the left of the pomum 
Adami; cicatrices are depressed and adherent; there is considerable alilia 
probably owing to the injury of the nerves of the tongue; there is no external 
evidence of iy to the left shoulder, but there is apparent slight loss of sen- 
sation of face and of left shoulder. 

* ‘Examining Surgeon S. A. Lumly certifies to gunshot wound fracturing in- 
ferior aginn Aee jaw; ball entering lower border of the inferior 8 


and emerging from left jaw helow inferior , remoy- 


several molars and causing partial paralysis of vocal organs and impairing 
speech; derable ag in cold weather; atrophied condition of left jaw; 
facial neuralgia; health impaired: degrees of disability permanent.’ 
eee Surgeon George Kellog and others certify substantially as last 
above, and ad 


that articulation is much impaired; that claimant at times is 


unable to speak; has difficulty in mastication. Claimant says his articulation 

was perfect before he was wounded ; has loss of power in left arm and hand; 

1 slightly impaired, probably due to injury to filaments of ca 
exus. 

“The claimant claims an increase of disability on account of the injuries ro- 
ceived while in the service. 

He has 5 appeared before the committee, and it is evident that he 
is incapable of using his left arm so that he may earn his livelihood by manual 
labor; he is also afflicted with a painful and embarrassing stammering of 
his s arising from the gunshot wound above referred to. 

“From the evidence presented, and his personal appearance and examination 
by the committee, the committee are of the opinion that claimant is entitled to a 
further rating than he already has, namely, $16 per month, and that the bill be 
amended by striking out the words“ twenty-four,’ in lines 7 and 8, and insert- 
ing instead thereof word ‘sixteen.’ ” 

he bill then under consideration both Houses of Con; but was 
3 the President on the ground that the increase allowed under the act 
approved May 4, 1882, “when applied for at the Pension Bureau in 1885, was de- 
nied, on the ground that the rate he was receiving was commensurate with the 
d of his disability, a board of surgeons having reported that he was re- 
ceiving a liberal rating.” 

Your committee concede that the disability is liberally rated on the basis pro- 
vided by law. i. e., ability to perform manual labor, and that is as far as the Pension 
Bureau is permitted under the terms of the law to go. But this caseis of adifferent 
character. It is not as muchclaimant's inability to e manual labor which 
induces him to come to Congress for relief as his inability to procure employ- 
ment by reason of the very serious impairment of his s . Impairment of 
speech and deafness alike, while not an interference in the performance of man- 
ual labor, subject the unfortunate individual to much embarrassment in obtain- 
ing employment, and Con already has taken the necessary steps to grant 
relief to those who are totally deaf. 

Recognizing the merit of the bill under consideration, your committee report 
favorably on the same, and ask that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the Mll was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


W. A. LEMASTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 647) for 
the relief of W. A. Lemaster; which was passed over, no member ask- 
ing for its consideration. 

HANNAH H. LATHAM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 8506) 
forthe relief of Hannah H. Latham; which was passed over, no member 
asking for its consideration. 


B. 8. VAN BUREN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 3568) 
for the reliefof B. S. Van Buren. 

Mr. TAULBEE. ask for the consideration of that bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Barent S. Van Buren, late a musician in the 
Fourth Regiment of Illinois Cavalry Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren, submit the following report: 

The case of Barent S. Van Buren, formerly a musician of the Fourth Illinois 
Cavalry Volunteers (claim for invalid pension No. „was by the 
Pension Office September 17, $885, on the ground that the evidence on filein the 
ee ae not — 8 that tumors of breast and thigh originated in the service and 

e line of duty. 

The history of this case is as follows: Soldier, who was the son of Judge E. 
Van Buren, of Chicago, was a musician and joined the regiment composed of 
the Fourth Illinois Cavalry Volunteers in October, 1861; was discharged with 
the other members of the band at Cairo in the spring of 1862. The testimony 
on file in this case in the Pension Office goes to show that soldier contracted 
tumors of chest, abdomen, and thigh, on the march from Fort Henry to Fort 
Donelson, Tennessee, in February, 1862. The weather was wet and cold, and 
the constant riding day and night, and the constant exposure, brought on sick- 
ness, which resulted in said tumors, which were hard and soft alternately and 
at times suppurated; always tender and troublesome, 

These tumors existed at the date of discharge in April, 1862, and Dr. J h 

è after discharge for 
these tumors, is dead, and soldier has been unable to furnish the testimony of 
a commissioned officer of the regiment as to the incurrence of his disability in 
the service, owing to the fact that the members of the band were not with the 
regiment when traversing the country from Fort Henry to Fort Donelson, Ten- 


nessee. 

He has furnished the testimony of the different members of the band who 
were with him at the time, and to whom he showed his tumors at Randolph 
zaoa in February, 1862, after the ride across the country, 

The testimony shows that he wasa strong, healthy man when he enlisted, by 
parties who knew him. This is shown by several witnesses, and that he was 
afflicted as above set forth on his return from the Army. It is certain from the 
testimony on file that this man was sound and well when he enlisted, and it is 
1 certain that he was discharged because of his sickness which he con- 
tracted after his enlistment, It seems that by an equitable construction this 
claimant contracted this disability while in the service and in line of duty. 

Therefore the committee recommend that this bill do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


BILLS PASSED OVER. 


Bills of the following titles were passed over, no members asking for 
6a ll (H. . 2251 tin to Julia Welch 

A bi a granting a pension to Julia Welch; 

A bill H. R. 815 E aeae Co Tana Chanen Biher 

A bill (H. R. 4182) granting a pension to Elizabeth Jones; 

A bill (H. R. 3509) granting a pension to Harriet I. Peabody; and 

A bill (H. R. 7932) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun, 


` 
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MRS. F. SELINA BUCHANAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1985) 

granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. Selina Buchanan. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I ask for the consideration of that bill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. F. Selina Buchanan, widow of 
the late McKean Buchanan, of the United States Navy, and pay hera pension 
of 850 per month, in lieu of the amount she is now receiving. 

The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1985, adopt 
9 eg are the Senate Committee on Pensions, and recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


United States Navy, with the rank of commodore (the a HE attainable by offi- 


is post on board the fri, 


` vision and performed gallant service until the sinking of the ship. 


Being at that time sixty-four years of age, the shock to his system was such 
that his health was seriously undermined, and his death was the result. 

By the act of March 3, 1871, revising the various naval grades, Paymaster 
Buchanan was raised to the grade of pay director (then newly 5 the 
rank of commodore, but his death occurred two weeks later, on Ma 18, 1871, 
before the issuance of his commission. 

“In view of the foregoing fa of the decedent's long and valuable services, 
of the widow’s advanced age, she being over eighty-three years old, and in 
view of the further fact that there are now, or were not long since, on the pen- 


sion-rolls the widows of ten admirals, four commodores, and anumber of other 


officers of the Navy and Marine Corps, receiving $0 per month, your committee 
recommend that the prayer of the 
with a bill increasing her pension 


The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


Pass. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no desire to discuss the general proposi- 
tions contained in this bill. It is so thoroughly in keeping with every 
bill reported from the Committee of the Whole, having passed the 
Senate and been reported from the House committee, that I can not 
understand the gentleman’s objection. But I desire to be consistent 
with the record that the House has made on every bill submitted em- 
bodying this proposition, and as the gentleman, I am sure, desires to 
be consistent in his opposition to the principle involved, I am perfectly 
willing to entertain any suggestion coming from the committee with 
reference to the bill, in order that it may not delay proceedings with 
respect to other bills following it on the Calendar and yet at the same 
time give to the bill consideration of the same character that other 
bills have always received. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move to amend the bill by striking out “‘ fifty ” 
and inserting ‘‘thirty-five.’’ 

Mr. BINGHAM. Ishall not object to letting the bill go to the House 
on such an amendment as that. I only want the House to pass upon 
the question. 

Mr, CHEADLE. I object to $35 as well as fifty. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman offer an amendment? 

Mr. CHEADLE. No, sir. Iam not in charge of the bill. I will 
state to my colleague on the committee that a number of similar cases 
have been set down for the 28th of the month, directly after the read- 
ing of the Journal, and I am perfectly willing that this bill shall take 
the same course. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman submit any motion? 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend by inserting $30 per month. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is what she now gets. I am willing, if it 
be the judgment of the committee to fix $35 as the rate, to let the 
House pass upon the question involved, as it has done in similar cases. 

Mr. FORD, Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania permit a sug- 
gestion. ` 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

Mr. FORD, Why not allow it to take the same course as the other 
bills set for consideration in the House on the 28th of May? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no objection to that, as I have said. Does 
the gentleman mean at $35? 

Mr. FORD. No; just as it stands. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let the recommendation of the committee be that 
the bill go over to the 28th day of May with the previous question or- 
dered, but with the right of amendment, and with fifteen minutes’ de- 
bate on each side. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iam perfectly willing for that. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

Mr. MORRILL. If that agreement is entered into I will withdraw 


the amendment. 
In the absence of objection this bill will be re- 


titioner be granted, and they submit here- 
to $50.” 


The CHAIRMAN. 
ported to the House with the understanding that a vote is to be taken 


on it in the House on the 28th day of May, following the bills which 
have been similarly reported for consideration on that day, with fifteen 
minutes’ debate on each side and the previous question being considered 
as ordered, with the right, however, to offer amendments. 

There was no objection. 


ANDREW FRANKLIN, ALIAS M'KEE. 


The next hill on the Calendar, the consideration of which was asked 
by Mr. RYAN, was the bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to 
Andrew Franklin, alias McKee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew Franklin, alias Mc 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the pension he is 
now receiving under an act of Congress approved February 28, 1885. 


The report (by Mr. Briss) was read, as follows: 


They recommend the favorable consideration thereof, and adopt the report 
of the Senate Committee on Pensions, as follows: 

“The claimant was a soldier in the Mexican war, and is now about ninety- 
five years ofage. By spoon act, approved February 28, 1885, he was granted a 
pension at $8 per month. He now asks for an increase of the same to $30 
month. The testimony which was produced before the committee at the 
the bill granting him a penran was pending shows that the claimant saw hard 
service Ín the war with Mexico and was wounded in action, 

On account of the great age, the infirmities, and the total dependence of the 
claimant, the committee are of opinion that the increase should be allowed. 
They therefore recommend the passage of the bill.” 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MOSES L. CHASE. 


The next business on the Calendar, the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. GROUT, was the bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to 
Moses L. Chase. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be hereby directed to put 
upon the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and restrictions of the pension 
pyres cg name of Moses L. Chase, a private in Company M, First Vermont 

valry. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2 ting a pension to Moses L. Chase, having considered the same, report 
as follows: 

The claimant was a private ih Company M, First Vermont Cavalry, being en- 
rolled August 27,1864, for three years. The records show that soldier partici- 
pated in several battles. It is also shown that he had hospital service at Cha 

1 Point, Md., for intermittent fever; at the Armory Square Hospital, Wash- 
Raton. D. C., for chronic diarrhea, and at the Baxter Hospital, Burlington, Vt., 
and the Sloan Hospital, Montpelier, Vt., for the latter disease. 
Montpelier, Vt., was in June, 1865, shortly after which he was mustered out. 

Soldier made aie for pension, alleging chronic diarrhea, and also kid- 
ney disease, resulting from being thrown from a horse at Harper’s Ferry, W, 
Va., by which his back was severely injured. 

There is medical evidence on file showing that soldier is now incurably sick 
with kidney and bladder disease, the board of examining surgeons rig ee 
Vt., giving this opinion, and there is also both medical and lay evidence show- 
ing that when he came home from the army he was very feeble with chronic 
diarrhea and kidney disease. 

The case was submitted for special examination to Homer Riggs, and after a 
very thorough inquiry the examiner made a favorable report, closing as follows: 

“ihe evidence of Samuel F. Stearns, who is considered one of the most reli- 
able men in his town, shows beyond a reasonable doubt that the soldier was - 
thrown from a horse and hurt, and was taken up by his comrades unconscious. 
From the evidence before me, I am of the opinion that the claim is meritorious,” 

Notwithstanding this favorable finding, the claim was rejected, and as your 
committee are fully persuaded that the claim is a thoroughly just one, and that 
a hardship has been done the soldier by its rejection in the Pension Office, re- 
port it back favorably and recommend its passage, with an amendment substi- 
tuting the word place for the word “ put” in the third line. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


LAURA L. WALLEN. 
I inadvertently allowed the bill just preceding 


His treatment at 


Mr. McKINNEY. 


this on the Calendar to be over, Inowask that it be considered. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 5593) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. Wallen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension to Laura L. Wallen, widow of 
Henry D. Wallen, late colonel of the Second Infantry, United States Army, to 
the sum of $50 per month. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I do not desire to consider this bill now; but I 
ask that it go over to the 28th of May, under the same conditions pre- 
cisely as those bills preceding it. 

Mr. CARUTH. I do not object to the request of the gentleman; but 
how are we to dispose of the number of bills which are fixed for that 
day? . 

Mr. RYAN. If not disposed of on that day they will go over to an- 
other day. : 

Mr. CARUTH. I have a bill set for consideration on that day which 
I do not want interfered with. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. This will 


not interfere with it or any previous 
bills. ° : 
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Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut) was read, as follows: 

That Laura L. Wallen is the widow of Henry D. Wallen, who at the time 
of his death, December, 1887, was colonel of Second Infantry. The records of 
the War Department show that Colonel Wallen was appointed in 1836 and 
served in the Mexican war, and in each grade of promotion upon the frontier, 
until his death, which was from co! upon the frontier of Arizona. 
The most notable service of Colonel Wallen’s life, in obedience to orders most 
distasteful to an officer anxious for military distinction and rank, was performed 
during the late war. 

His knowledge of the Indian tribes and his great tact and judgment in deal- 
ing with them pointed to him as a man suited to the arduous and delicate task 
of dealing with the warlike tribes of Apaches and Navajoes on the frontier of 
New Mexico. Though averse to this service in the condition of the country, as 
his letters to the War Department, to President Lincoln, and to the Military 
Committee of the Senate show, he complied with the orders of the of 
War with such zeal and Peps A that though commanding but three companies 
of his re ent, composed of fresh volunteers, he kept the frontier, that fora 
cent! been ex to the violence of sayage tribes, in a condition of 
peace that it had rarely known. 

About 9,000 Indians were brought into a reservation, disarmed, and induced 
to labor, land was reclaimed by irrigation, crops planted and harvested in peace, 
while all the energies of the Government were engaged in the pi ious work 
of war. The value of this frontier service can scarcely be overrated; but forthe 
discretion and executive ability of Colonel Wallen the whole frontier of New 
the fires of savage warfare, and the Govern- 
at n time when it had no forces to spare. 

This continuous service in a hot and unhealthful region broke down Colonel 
Wallen's health, and after years of suffering be died, leaving a widow, advanced 
in years, and an invalid daughter dependent upon u pension of $30 per month. 

In view of Colonel Wallen’s services, and the present condition of his widow, 
the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
Hampshire on what ground it is asked that an increase shall be given 
in this case beyond that given in other cases of a similar character? 

Mr. McKINNEY. Because of the services given to his country, and 
because the widow to-day is entirely dependent upon her pension. We 
have many precedents for this kind of increase. 

Mr. MORRILL. I wish the gentleman would name some of them, 
because I am not familiar with any. 

Mr. McKINNEY. I think there are quite a number, if the gentle- 
man will look. 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Lask the gentleman from Kansas if that is the 
course of his committee? 

Mr. MORRILL, The Committee on Invalid Pensions never recom- 
mended such a case. Indeed, in the case of Colonel Hendricks, who 
was killed in battle, the committee reported adversely on a similar ap- 
plication, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. This case comes from the Committee on 
Pensions? 

Mr. MORRILL. ~ Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. I do not object to the bill going over to the 28th 
of May, under the same order as has been adopted with regard to other 
bills. ‘The House can then discuss the bill, and can pass it or kill it, 
as it pleases. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Let it go over with the right to offer amend- 
ments, 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ido not object to the bill going over with the 
right to be voted on in the House. But I do object seriously to the 
practice of selecting out some cases of this class to the exclusion of 
others, 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri). Is there objection 
to the proposition that the bill shall go over to be considered in the 
House under the conditions which have been stated ? 

There was no objection, and the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation stated. 


EVELINE M. ALEXANDER. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar called up for consideration (by 
Mr. SAWYER) was the bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension to Eveline M. 
Alexander, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. Andrew J. Alexander. 

Mr. SAWYER. This is a bill wherea widow is now receiving a pen- 
sion of $30. The bill recommends a pension of $50 per month. Her 
husband was wounded while serving in the Army with the rank of 
brigadier-general. I ask that this bill take the same course as others 
and be considered in the Honse on the 28th of May under the same 
order, with tho right to offer amendments, 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Let the bill and report pe read. 

The CHAIRMAN. As the Chair understands, the gentleman who 
calls up this bill does not desire to have the bill now considered. 

Mr. SAWYER. I ask to have it considered merely to the extent of 
its being ordered to take the same course as the others. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If that action is to be taken, the bill and the re- 
port should be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
itations of the pension Jaws, the name of Eveline M. Alexander, and rate 
8 pension at $50 per month, which shall be in lieu of the pension she now re- 
ceives. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4578) granting a pension to Eveline M, Alexander, widow of Byt. Brig. Gen. An- 
drew J. Alexander, submit the following report: 


Ita rs from the report of the Adjutant-General, on file in the Pension Of- 
fice, General Alexander entered the Army of the United States J 
26, 1861, as second lieutenant, and until May 4, 1887, when he died, 
holding the rank of lieutenant-colonel. He served as utant-general of the 
Third Army Corps of Army of the Potomac, and of the Seventeenth Corps of 
the Department of the Tennessee. Served as chief of staffto General Stoneman, 
commanding Department of the Tennessee, an r- general in 1865. 
Subsequently served with his regiment and in other ea) 
Mexico, Arizona, Colorado, Texas, and Montana. That i 
from active service in consequence of disabilities incurred in the line of duty as 
an officer of the Army. 

It appears that in 18 he commanded the Second Brigade, Fourth Division 
Cavalry Corps, Military Division of the Mississippi, 

Mrs. Alexander is now receiving a pension of Bo per month as the widow of 
a lieutenant-colonel. 

The evidence shows that she is a lady, in ordinary circumstances, with a 
young son, about twelve years of age, and at that age when the expenses of ed- 
ucation are rapidly 3 

The letter from General Wilson, one of the most distinguished cavalry officers 
of the Army, addressed to one of the committee, is annexed hereto and made a 
part of this report. 

The committee believe that this lady, the widow of so distinguished an officer, 
who bravely commanded a brigade while in active service, who was in fact a 
brevet brigadier: eral, there being no vacancy in the full rank, is under the 
circumstances fairly entitled to the relief this bill seeks to givo, and therefore 
recommend that the bill pass. 

WASHINGTON, March 14, 1888. 

StR: I beg to call your attention to the claim of Eveline M. Alexander, wifo 
of the late General Andrew S. Alexander, for an increase of pension. 

It was my good fortune to know General Alexander wating the rebellion— 
appointed into the Army from Missouri, and by conspicuous merit rose to the 
command of a brig e of cavalry in thecorps which I the honor of iz- 
ing and commanding. Prior to that he was a lieutenant-colonel and tant 
adjutant-general of the Seventeenth Army Corps, on the staff of his brother-in- 
law. Maj. Gen. Frank Blair. 


After serving with meas chief of staff through the Nashville cam , dur- 
ing which he rendered most valuable service, I secured for him the rank of 
brevet brigadicr-general (it being understood that he could not be appointed to 


the full rank because there were no vacancies in that e), and ed him 
to the command of a brigade of cavairy in Upton’s Fourth) division, which 
command he held during the final campaign thro Alabama and Georgia, 
with which the war was ended. Hegreatly distinguished himself in the battles 
at Montevallo, Ebenezer Church, the assault and capture of Selma, the 

of the Alabama, the assault and capture of Columbus, Ga., and finally in the 
operations which resulted in the capture of Jefferson Davia. 

In all these battles and operations he was eran ape for the en , cour- 
age, activity, and ability with which he commanded and led his brigade, 
was constantly under my observation, and I most ear efor A nore witness to 
his high qualities and character, as well as to the untiring ustry and per- 
sistency with which 1 every duty. 

I was y a witness to an incident which I do not doubt was proxi- 
mately cause of his death. During the passage of the Alabama by the corps 
on aponton bridge, built for the occasion, Alexander, with a smali boat and 
crew, was trying to protect the bri: from the drift-wood with which the river 
was filled by the rap oy rising . An enormous treo caught his frail craft 
between it and the bridge, overturned the craft, threw the general into the 
water, and as he arose to the surface and seized the bow one of the pontons 
ca tand crowded him almost to death. a 

lle was rescued with great difficulty; two of his ribs were broken, his back 
was severely injured, and his lungs badly bruised. Twenty-two years after- 
wards, while suffering from disease directly the result of his long and faithful 
services, he died from the bursting of an abcess on lungs, which I doubt not 
had its origin from the injury ies described., e time in the line of 
his duty as a brigadier-gen: „and it was not his fault that he did not hold the 

ull rank, He was larly assigned to command before that date as a brevet 
brigadier-general, and for all purposes of the military service and for the law 
he was just as much a ie: as a dozen appointments to that e 
could haye made him. commanded and wasobeyed assuch, he was injured 
as such, and now that he is dead, leaving his wife and youngson dependent upon 
the justice and liberality of his country, I submit that they should receive a pen- 
sion according to his services and command as a brigadier-general and nov ac- 
cording to the lineal rank he had when he died. 

“Iam well acquainted with Mrs. Alexander and her father’s family, one of the 
most distinguished in New York, and am sure she has no support and no means 
of educating her young son except what she derives from the small pension now 
allowed herand the meager saving from her husband's army pay, which 
heinvested several years before he became disabled. 

“She needs, and ought to have, the largest pension ever paid under such cir- 
cumstances, and no one who will take time to read the little volume I prepared 
and which his wife published, giving an account of his life and services, can 
doubt the justice of this conclusion. 

He was a brave, virtuous, heroic soldier, and of the highest character in all 
the relations of life, and as the actual commission of bri; er-general of vol- 
unteers could have imposed no additional service, danger, or command upon 
him, I trust his widow's paon may be prompti granted, Iie who gives 
* gives twice. In this case I hope there will Be no delay. 

I deemed necessary, I will cheerfully make aflidavit to the truth of the fore- 
going statement. 

Perhaps I should add that General Alexander was also the brother-in-law of 
Major General Upton, of New York, and that young Upton Alexander is now 
the sole representative of those two most gallant and patriotic soldiers and is 
dependent upon this increased pension for the edgication a boy of such lineage 
Sbon receive. 8 i 4 

ery respectfully, your o ent servant, 
ó JAMES H. WILSON, 
Late Maj. Gen. Vol., Comag. Cav. Corps M. D. M., 
and Broret Maj. Gen., U. S. A. 
Hon. Jons G. SAWYER, 
House of Representatives, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion that the bill be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it shall go over 
for consideration in the House on the 28th of May, with the preneo 
question ordered, fifteen minutes of debate on each side, and the right 
to offer amendments., Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

HARLOW B. HYDE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar, called up for consideration 
br . was the bill (S. 1477) granting a pension to Harlow 
. By 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior bo, and he is hereby, nu- 

thorized and directed to place on the penston- roll. subject to the provisions and 

limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harlow B. Hyde. dependent 

e of George B. Hyde, late a private in Company C, Second Wisconsin In- 
try. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: _ 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1477) 
granting a pension to Harlow B. Hyde, submit the following report: 

The committee, from an examination of the very full statement of the facts 
as contained in the report of the Senate committee on this bill, hereto attached 
and made a part hereof, find that this is a meritorious claim, and therefore they 
recommend that the bill do pass. 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Harlow 
B. Hyde, have examined the same, and report: 

Harlow B. Hyde is the father of George B. Hyde, late private in Company 
O, Second Wisconsin Infantry. From the record testimony it is shown that the 
soldier was enrolled on the 22d day of April, 1881; that he was wounded in action 
August 28, 1862; that he received his wound at the battle of Gainesville, and that 
he died from its effects on the 10th of September, 1862. The father claims that 
he was dependent upon his said son at the time of his enlistment, and on the 
17th of April, 1883, he filed an application fora pension. Theclaim was rejected 
October 7, 1885, on the ground that the claimant's physical condition was not 
satisfactorily shown, neither his property or income at that date; that the con- 
tributions from his son are shown by the testimony of the family, which con- 
sisted of himself—the mother having died before the war—and a daughter nine- 
teen years of age. 

Apart from his immediate houschold he hada married son, aged twenty- 
nine, three unmarried sons, two of whom were in the Army. Another objec- 
tion to the allowance of his claim consisted in his having a home, which he sold 
for $1,000, from the proceeds of which $150 had to go for debts. It is also held 
that the evidence does not show that his piman infirmities prevented his earn- 
ing a living. He appealed from the decision of the Commissioner, but the Sec- 
retary of the I r sustained the rejection. ` 

The committee are of the opinion that there is ample proof, independent of 
that contributed by claimant's family, to show that he was dependent upon his 
son for support, and it consists in the fact that the son lived with his father be- 
fore and at the time of his enlistment; that he labored for his father’s mainte- 
hance, and in the well-established fact that the father was unable to labor for his 


own eS es 

Dr. L. F. Benedick, Winooski, Vt., testifies as follows: 

“Ilas attended claimant for the last fourteen years (prior to July 3, 1883, cov- 
ering a period from 1869) for rheumatism. Is unable to give dates, as his a 
cuniary circumstances forbade the idea of much pay. When able to pay he did 
so atthe time of service. Also had a right inguinal hernia. Since 1869 has 
been quite infirm. That his age is now seventy-nine. Know him to be truth- 
fal, honest, and industrious, when able to work, and too proud to ask the Gov- 


ernment for a pension if he did not believe it to be his l and moral right.“ 
The su n’s certificate of examination, made at Burli n, Vt., describes 
his condition as follows: 


“We find an elastic soft tumor in right groin. It protrudes from external 
abdominal ring; is size of butternut, or about Ii inches in diameter. It is an 
oblique inguinal hernia. He has moderately varicose veins of leg. The 
facts of duration of above condition are not within our knowledge, 
but in our best j t these conditions were present for several years pre- 
vious to late war. e also believe that in consequence of such disabilities he 
was unfitted for manual labor.” 

Then follows the rating, which is total. 

The report, which is official, shows that in the best judgment of the examin- 
ers the conditions they describe existed prior to the war. Assuming that they 
are correct—and their statement is corroborated by that of Dr. Benedick—the 
claimant was a dependent father when his son enlisted, He was dependent be- 
fore, since, and is now. The son contributed to his support up to the time of his 
death, for he had no income from any other source, and the only property he 
had he sold for $1,000, upon which there was a — ra eA of $300. 

At the time of his son's enlistment he was fift: years old, was afflicted 
with inguinal hernia and other disabilities—was disqualified for manual labor. 
He was dependent, and upon whom if = his son, who lived with him 
sad was his sole support? He is now eighty. wat yeas st and the pension 
fox hadyasi Ea = plainly entitled, in the o on of ttee, has been too 

g eld. 
8 00 accompanying bill is reported for his relief with a recommendation that 
o pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. PEAVEY. 


Mr. CLARK. I ask consideration of the bill (S. 1478) granting a 
pension to George W. Peavy, just preceding the one last considered. 

There was no objection. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the renee y laws, the name of George W. Peavey, late first lieuten- 
ant Fifty-seventh United States Colored Volunteer Infantry. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 1478) 
granting a pension to George W. Peavey, have examined the same, and report: 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions on this case, hereto attached 
and made a part hereof, contains a full statement in detail of the facts in this 
case. Your committee are led to believe that it is a meritorious case, and would 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of George 
W. Peavey, have examined the same, and report: 

This case is fully explained in the report of the committee made at the last 
session of Congress, which is as follows: z 
an Toe pater made e SES Lte the Pension eye on Zoe 8 . 

app on was rejected; and now appeals Congress for the to 

— he thinks he is entitled, and which it 12 evident he needs. His 
service embraces the time from July, 1861, to October, 1566. He enlisted as a 

rivate in Company B, First New York Cavalry, and was discharged June 13, 
Ises, that he might be promoted to a lieutenancy. Atthe time of his promotion 
the colonel of his regiment says: 


“* He has served in my regiment nearly fouryears. He is a meritorious sol- 
bis and I 3 well worthy of promotion. He is efficient, intelligent, and of 
good repute.’ 

“James A. Hudson, an attorney of New York City, says he was an onlisted 
man in the same regiment with the petitioner; that he knew him daring all 
the time of their service sand has known him ever since; that he has been in 
the habit of acla bi every week and oftener. In his afidavit he refers to 
his knowledge of his severe complaining some time after 1870, and of his con- 
tinued suffering from that time to the present. The petitioner produces the 
testimony of his attending physicians to show that his disability is great, and 
that it severely affects his back and one leg. 

“The Pension Office rejection is on the ground that he has had no pensionable 
disability since the date of filing his claim, April 12, 1884. If he hada pension- 
able disability priorto filing his daim, and contracted it in the service, he would 
have a claim toa ee uring the prevalence of such disability. 

“The Adjutant-General’s report shows that during the last year of his serv- 
ice he was four times reported sick, and twice on special duty. He believes 
and claims that his helplessness was caused by sleeping over the stot oes 
on à transportation boat. The record gives no account of the nature of his 
sickness While in the Army. It never does, and he is unable to procure official 
testimony as to his condition prior to discharge. He hoped to subsist without 
a pension, but he became almost helplessly disabled, lost his property, and was 
compelled to appeal to the Government for what he deemed to be due him. 
He is now seventy years old. 

His case seems to have merit, but he has had no attorney, and it is not well 
prepared. In the opinion of the committee, though the evidence is not such as 
is required by the Pension Office, his illness is due to his service. It is the ex- 
33 of any careful observer that but very few of those who served in the 

te war have escaped disabling diseases. This man served about five contin- 
uous years. He was very faithful and of good repute. In any case he will not 
require the aid he asks very long, and it is better to give it to him upon the 
shadow of a doubt that he has not technically made out a case ihan to commit 
the injustice of withholding it if it is his due. 

s Your committee report a bill for his relief with a recommendation that it do 
ss.” 

It appears from the record reports that this soldier enlisted July 12, 1861, and 
was discharged October 23, 1866. It is also proven from this source that during 
the five years of his service he is always reported present for duty,” or“ present, 
sick.” James A. Hudson, whose testimony is in part quoted in the previous re- 
port, says that he knew him while serving with him in 1851, 1862, 1853, and 1864, 
and after an interval of two or three years their intimacy was renewed. 

“Through all of these years I have known that he caimed and believed that 
1 ee eas from which he suffered were received while in the Army and in the 

ne of duty. 

The Pension Office called for testimony as to his treatment in hospital during 
his service. His answer was that he was not treated in hospital at any time, bub 
in his own quarters, being an officer. Then the regimental su: n’s statement 
was ired, which he declares emphatically that he procu: 
to the Pension Office. No notice was taken of this, and h 


It is true, as stated in the previous report, that his case has not been properly 
completed. He had no attorney, and depended upon bis friends and his own 
efforts to proper my. To the committee it is evident that ho 
was sound when he entered the service. It is beyond question that he was ac- 
cepted as such. His service a the years was uninterru and without a 
cloud. His reputation is vouched for by some of the best citizens of New York. 
Without an exception he is rated as a temperate, honest, reputable man. He 
gives as a reason for delaying his application that so long as he was able to su 
port himself he would not become a pensioner; but a change came. The little 
property which he and his wife had saved is gone; his health entirely failed; 
age is coming cn, and dependence stares him in the face. It may be added, as 
shown by statements of his neighbors and friends, that he is utterly dependent, 
and is now Let E IEO eee, ET wane ž 

i zaera “on the 

e filin 


ground that there has been no pensionable disability since g of his 
claim.” This rejection is based upon the reports of the medical examiners be- 
fore whom he was 

Physicians who have examined him differ very mai y from the doctors 


teriall 
appointed by the Government. Dr. Holbrook, of New York, says: 


Nr. Peavey has been carefully me, and I find him suffering from 
chronic bronchitis and partial — e of nerves controlling bladder and sex- 
ual o As near as I ean trace origin of his troubles, they had their first 


cause in exposure as a soldier in the war. While thoroughly opposed to grant- 
ing pensions on slight pretext I am 

strongly inclined to believe Mr. Peavey is entitled to one. At any rate, he is en- 

titled to a most thorough and impartial hearing.” 

i Dr. Thomas W. Ogden, of New York, certifies, from a sense of duty,” as fol- 
ows: 


morial, herewith exhibited, and can vouch for the truthfulness of all statements 
made concerning his im health and pecuniary em 
my candid belief that these conditions are the direct result of the exposure to 


eee he eei tasa ote ae terrace of his service as a soldierin the 
nion Army. 
“Tknow Mr. Peavey’sclaim to be based upon facts which make the Government 
his debtor, and hence I 5 commend him and his case to the confidence 
sarge ies are of all who have the power to aid him in securing recompense for 
the bilities entailed through service he ren the nation at a 
time when, had he devoted his time and energies to making money, he could, 
without risk of life or exposure inimical to health, have placed himself in inde- 
pendent nees,’ 4 

The committee are of the opinion that the prayer of the petitioner should be 
granted, and report the accompanying bill for his relief. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimons consent to take up and consider 
the bill (S. 2356) which is found on page 82 of the Calendar. 
Mr. CHEADLE. I call for the regular order. 


Mr. DocKERY resumed the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill. 


MARY GAMMELL. 
The next bill on the Private Calendar, called up for consideration 
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. SAWYER, was the bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Mary 
mmell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it ere etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to rovisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Gammell, — — of Andrew 
Gammell, late private in Company C, Thirty- fourth Massachusetts Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1298) 
granting a pension to Mary Gammell, submit the following report: 

The full and convincing facts in this case, as sprene in the report of the Sen- 
ate Committee on Pensions, hereto attached and made a part hereof, convince 
ee ee that this is a just case, and they therefore recommend the passage 
of the bill. 


[Senate Report No. 13, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Mary Gam- 
mell, widow of Andrew Gammell, haye examined the same, and report: 

Andrew Gammell, the late husband’ of the petitioner, was a private in Com- 
pany C, Thirty-fourth Massachusetts Regiment. From the report made by the 
Adjutant-General to the Commissioner of Pensions, it appears that he was 
wounded on the 15th of May, 1864, and sent to the hospital at Frederick, Md. 
This wound is thus described by an examining surgeon: 

A ball passed in near the spine on a level with left shoulder; passed deep 
under muscles of neck out in front.” 

For this disability the soldier was pensioned September 2, 1869, from January 
21, 1866, atM per month. ring the subsequent years he applied for increase, 
and was rejected. He died at Holden, Mass., December 10, 1882, and on the 25th 
of Jannary, 1886, his widow applied for pension, which was rejected on the 
ground that the evidence did not connect the death with the wound. 

From the affidavit of Dr. I. O. West, of Princeton, Mass., filed with the sol- 
dier's application for invalid pension, it is shown that 

He has suffered a good deal from pain, soreness,and lameness of left shoulder, 
extending up the neck to a tumor, which was developed immediately after a 
gunshot wound received during the late civilwar. He had a great deal of severe 

in his left side, and on one or two occasions I bave treated him for inflam- 
mation of lung and pleura of left side.” 

The affiant says he is disqualified for labor to any extent, and that his dis- 
ability is the result of his wound. This testimony was given August 13, 1869. 

Dr. James G. Shannon, a resident of Rutland, Mass., and late hospital sfeward, 
United States Army, testifies in bi | ood of the widow's claim as follows: 

“That the late Andrew Gammell came under my care in January, 1879, and 
he continued under my care the greater part of the time until his death, Decem- 
ber 10. 1882. He died of consumption, and I always believed that the gunshot 
wound in the lower — of the neck was the primary cause. During my ac- 
quaintance with him he was never able to support his family.” 

In a subsequent affidavit the same witness says: 

He died of consumption, caused, I believe, by a bullet wound near the apex 
of, 3 the left lung. A large tumor had formed at that point and extended 
up n 5 

Dr. Joseph S. Ames, of Holden, Mass., testifies that the disease of which he 
died was induced by the bullet wound received while in the service. In a sub- 
sequent affidavit the same affiant says: 

I have for a long term of years been well acquainted with the late Andrew 
Gammell, and have at different times prescribed for him; that his death, occur- 
ring on the 10th day of December, 1 was caused by consumption, and that 
the mary cause of his disease was a gunshot wound in the neck. Of this 
opirsor I am well satisfied.” 

V. B. Jefferson, a resident of Worcester, testifies that— 

lle knew Andrew Gammell long before the war; that Gammell worked for 
him on his farm before he en and he never knew but what he was a stron, 
and healthyman. After he came home from the war he lived in my house an 
worked for me until he died, when he was able to work, but there was a good 
deal of the time when he was not able to do anything. He had a large bunch 
on the back of his neck, where he was shot, and a bad cough a long time before 
he died, I think the wound was the cause of his death. He was sick a long 
time before he died, and he used to complain of the back of his head and neck, 
and siyi good deal of trouble with his lungs about breathing, especially if he 
had a cold.” 

The examining surgeon, before whom the soldier was ordered during the 
er of his serene: for invalid pension, says in his report— 

“The disability is permanent. I find a ball hit pker the seventh cervical 
vertebra, deep under the muscles of the neck, out at the left side of the 
same, leaving that shoulder and arm weak, lame, and painful.“ 

The of surgeons at Worcester, who examined the soldier on his appli- 
cation for increase, say in their ropat 

A ball in néar the spine on a level with left shoulder; passed deep 
under muscles of neck out in tront.” 


aliowed the meager ponon of Aa month. 
ed with the widow’s application positively and unequivo- 


of the highest ility that the soldier died from th ects of the 
wound, which resulted in pulmonary , and this conclusion is perfectly 
consistent with the 


and without any pas to the contrary, the conclusion of the medical referee is, 
from consumption, not gunshot wound.“ 


to understand why the case is thus ovr. popin of in the face of so much undisputed 
and positive testimony. ed asa merely technical way of disposing 
of it, because the doctors affirm that he died of consumption, it is at least ap- 
1 5 that this is not a liberal or even a just decision. The bullet penetrated 
© near the apex of the left lung; inflammation ensued; there was a gradual 
decline, waste, and decay—a diminution of the vital powers whose functions 
had been impaired by the bullet, which penetrated deep, passing in near the 
spine, on a level with the left shoulder, near the apex of the left lung. There is 
not a doubt in the mind of the committee that this man died from the wound 
received in the service. 
The accompanying bill for the relief of his widow is reported herewith, with 
a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chairdesires to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the position of the bill (S. 811) for the relief of Lydia D. Haltz, 
which the committee and the House at last Friday evening's 
session by mistake, the bill having been reported adversely by the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. Having ascertained this fact, the present 
occupant of the chair stated it in the House on Saturday, and the action! 
of the House on Friday evening was reconsidered. Now, if there be no 
objection, this Senate bill No. 811, having been reported adversely, 
will be reported to the House with the recommendation that it be in- 
definitely postponed. i 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


COLUMBUS BOSTEDER. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar, called up for consideration by 
Mr. RYAN, was the bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus 
Bosteder. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls, subject to the limitations of 
the pension laws, the name of Columbus Bosteder, late a private in Company 
B, First Regiment of Missouri Volunteers, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 432) 
granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder, submit the following report: 

In March, 1876, claimant filed an raf Comma for on, alleging that while 
enga in building breastworks at Atlanta, Ga., he strained back, and suf- 
fers from same, which also resulted in varicocele.” This application was re- 
jected on the ground of no record and inability to furnish satisfactory evidence, 

Claimant enlisted in Russell’s regiment of Missouri Engineers, and served 
from October 31, 1861, until July 22, 1865. The regimental hospital records are 
not on fileat the War Department. The company books show that he was ab- 
sent, sick, at Nashville hospital February, 1864. 

Dr. William A. Neal, the assistant surgeon of the regiment, states that he was 
well acquainted with the claimant, and that at the time of his enlistment he 
was in good health and 1 free from varicocele and lameness of the 
back; that while the claimant was in line of duty on or about October 15, 1864, 
at Atlanta, Ga., while en; in lifting sand-bags for the fortifications (accord- 
ing to the claimant’s and his comrades’ statements, who saw him at work, to 
the affiant), the claimant contracted a varicocele and struin of the back; that 
he, as the assistant surgeon, saw the claimant 6 the injury and 
treated him for varicocele and strain; that about the 20th of November, 1864, 
on the march, near Hillsborough, Ga., the claimant reported to him for difticulty 
in marching, from lameness in back and varicocele, and was by him admitted 
to ambulance; that the claimant also came to him in 8 D. C., in 
June, 1865, in regard to his lameness, when affiant again examined him, finding 
lameness and varicocele still existing. This was shortly before his discharge. 

Capt. Thomas W. Bailey, of his company, testifies to incurrence of the dis- 
ability from personal knowledge. 

Dr. Seth Byram testifies to treatment after discharge, and that claimantcould 
not do half a day’s work. 

Dr. Ralph B. Crawford testifies to treatment in 1870, and subsequent; says he 
found claimant suffering from varicocele, hydrocele, and spinal w ess, 
causing great debility. 

Enoch Hunter, a neighbor, testifies to an acquaintance from 1870, and says 
—- was suffering from a rupture that prevented his performing manual 

r. 

The examining surgeon at Ponca, Nebr.. says, July 18, 1883: 

“I find that left testicle is enlarged to about 3 inches in length and nearly 2 
inches in width; is very painful on pressure. Can not walk much on 
account of the d g pain suffered.” 

The medical s, at two subsequent examinations, describe the disability 
fully and recommend a three-fourths rating. The claimant in his affidavit, and 
also in his examination before the special examiner, states that he did not notice 
any swelling until 1869, though there was a constant soreness and n in the 
affected parts. Great stress been laid upon this statement in the Pension 
Office, and the presumption was raised that the disability might have been sub- 
sequently incurred. On the other hand, it is clearly shown by witnesses, who 
are reputed worthy of credit, that a disability was incurred at the time, place, 
and in the manner elaimed; that he was treated for same shortly after and twice 
subsequently in the service; that he is now permanently disabled, and has been 
for nearly velar & years. 

To grant him the benefits of this bill seems to your committee but tardy just- 
ice, and they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
$ CORDELIA R. JONES. 


The next business on the private Calendar called up for consideration 
(by Mr. SPOONER) was the bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to Cordelia 
R. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, . to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cordelia R. Jones, widow of Theo- 
dore Jones, a private in Company G, Twenty-cighth Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1300) 
granting a pension to Cordelia R. Jones, submit the following report: 

The report of the Committee on Pensions of the Senate is a full statement of 
the case, and is adopted by yout committee with a recommendation that the 


bill pass. 
[Senate Report No, 20, Fiftieth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the petition of Cordelia 
R. Jones, praying for a pension, have examined the same, and report: 

The — husband, Theodore Jones, enlisted as a private in Com 
G, Twenty-eighth Illinois Volunteers, March 8, 1865, and was discharged March 
8, 1866, by reason of the expiration of the term of his enlistment. 

The claim is that he contracted a catarrhal disease in Camp Butler in Murch, 
1865, and died of the effects March 29,1876. He has no hospital record. Oliver 
P. Cromwell, first sergeant of his company, deposes that Jones was sick in 
Camp Butler with a severe cold and complained of his head hurting him from 
then until Cromwell leit the company, ut August 1, 1865. 
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Cromwell was called on by the Department for further information, and 
made the same statement, adding that Jones went to the doctor quite often. 

B. F. Kerrick corroborates the above, adding that Jones was frequently ex- 
empt from guard duty on account of disability, and was more or less 
during his whole term of service. Called on for information under his own 
hand, Kerrick informed the Department, August 16, 1886, that Jones contracted 
catarrh in Camp Butler between the Sth and 31st of March, 1865, by exposure to 
cold in open barracks, which settled in his head, gathered and broke, and would 
appear again after taking a slight cold. Was favored by captain by exemption 
from gon duty. Was affected by his allment aſter his return home, and when- 
ever deponent met him afterwards, would say he wasall well except the catarrh 
in the head. He was no shirk, but was a good soldier. 

Adam R. Mulholland corroborates this testimony, 

Dr. A. T. Tustison deposes, February 16, 1884, that he first knew Jones in Au- 
gust, 1868,and first treated him in December, 1868; 2 in M: , 1869, and 
thence up to the time of his death, for nasal catarrh, Treated him during his 
last sickness. Direct cause of death was congestion of the lungs. Jones was 
disabled by the disease more or less during the time deponent knew him. 
Called on the Department for a more circumstantial tory, Dr. Tustison 
writes that it isa recognized fact that in the majority of catarrhal diseases of 
long standing the lungs become diseased out of sympathy, especially if there be 
any tubercular or scrofulous taint, which was the case in the Jones 5 

ones had an irritable cough, which gradually grew upon him the last four or 
five years of his life. In a subsequent affidavit, April 5, 1887, Dr. Tustison testi- 
fies that Jones had a chronic catarrh of the hea and throat and an irritable 
cough, which grew upon him, 

It ap; satisfactorily that claimant can not ascertain the address or where- 
abouts of either of the surgeons of the regiment, or any of the officers of the 
8 that the family physician, Dr. Cutler, who treated him after his dis- 
charge, is dead, and that deponent n was the second physician who 
treated him, 

This claim was rejected March 26, 1887, in accordance with the opinion of the 
medical referee “showing that the fatal disease can not be accepted as a result 
of nasal catarrh.” Claimant appealed, but the rejection was aflirmed by the 
Secretary, on the ground that the issue is a “ pathological question, which, hav- 
ing been determined adversely by the medical referee, the Department is con- 
strained to adopt the same conclusion,” 

After a careful consideration of the evidence in this case, your committee are 
of the opinion that, notwithstanding the technical objections of the Department, 
—— 1 of this soldier is entitled to a pension on account of the death of her 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee do now rise. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


SAMUEL E. WYMAN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar, called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. SPOONER) was the bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief 
of Samuel E. Wyman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the’Interior be. and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Samuel E. Wyman, late of Company 
G, Fifth Regiment Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers, on the pension-roll, sub- 
ject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill = R. 
2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Samuel E. Wyman served in Company G, Fifth Massachusetts Volunteers, 
from September 10, 1862, to July 2, 1 when discharged. He again enlisted 
in the same command July 14, 1864, and served until November 16, 1864, the ex- 
piration of his term of service. He applied for pension November 8, 1879, on 
account of rheumatism, contracted about December, 1862, at New Berne, N. C. 

The claim has been rejected upon the ground that there is no record of the 
alleged disability or evidence of treatment therefor in the service or prior to 
1867. Th ion was after special examination. The report of the special 
examiner covers 269 pages, and for the purposes of this report it is deemed suf- 
ficient to embody only the summing up of the case by the special examiner, 
which is as follows: 

“The general feeling is that claimant is an honest man, and that he would not 
ask fora pan unless he believed himself honestly entitled thereto. I am 
told that he was rather seclusive in the service and not as sociable as a good 
many others. He is proud, and on account of his deformed condition stays at 
home and does not show himself as much as he might. Itis therefore not at 

singular that so many of his comrades have forgotten about him since the 
war. 

“Twenty-four comrades testify that they do not recollect of claimant being 
lame, or of his complaining about rheumatism or any other disability in the 
service. Seven comrades testify that they do remember of his being lame and 
off duty and complaining of rheumatism, I believe the case must be settled 
by the itive evidence (referring to the several depositions) from comrades, 
and in depositions (twenty-four in number) as to condition since d e, and 
from all facts in the case I believe the claim to be meritorious.” 

Medical examination shows back is bent forward so that he looks like a man 
with a large lump on his back, and the spine is not flexible; right ankle and 
left knee enlarged and inflamed; is je and delicate, and has rheumatic iritis 
of both eyes, Is bent over tosuch a degree that the abdomen and thorax come 
so near to each other that the ear of the surgeon can not be placed over the 
heart, Heart's sounds rapid, feeble, and muffled; slight murmur with second 
sound. Disability total second grade. 

Your committee have carefully examined the evidence in the case, and can 
not but concur in the opinion of the special examiner, who made such a thor- 
ough investigation of the case, that the claim is meritorious, and therefore re- 
port favorably on the accompanying bill and ask that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


THOMAS M’GUIRE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up (by 
5 5 Lona) was the bill (H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas Me- 

uire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas McGuire, late of Com 
pany I, Ninth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R.7829) 
granting a pension to Thomas McGuire, have had the same under considera- 
tion, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Thomas McGuire enlisted in Company I, Ninth Massachusetts pecan 

0 


ed June 21,1864. He alleges that by reason 


August 2, 1 and was discharg 
exposure during the campaign in the Wilderness he contracted disease of left 


leg, resulting in varicose veins and pårtial paralysis. The claim has been re- 
2 by the Pension Bureau because there is no record of the alleged disabil- 

ty,and the evidence, including that obtained by special examination, is not 
deemed sufficient to connect it with the service. 

A careful perusal of the testimony establishes beyond a doubt that claimant 
was healthy and sound at enlistment; that, as a matter of fact, after the cross- 
ing of the Rapidan he became lame from some cause; that his lameness in- 
creased, and although able to resume his old occu n (thatof puddler's 8 
after discharge, was soon compelled to seek r labor. Probably within a 
year after discharge he was treated for this leg trouble for a period of five 
months at the Massachusetts General Hospital, while the postmaster at Wey- 
mouth, Mass., testifies that shortly after his return from service, the exacttime 
not now remembered, soldier did receive town aid because of this disability, 
alllant then being one of the overseers of the town, 

The absence of record evidence, as well as of the testimony of commissioned 
officers and ar ngs would seem to be satisfactorily accounted for by the fact 
that the disability was contracted but a short time before the muster-out of the 
command, and had not at that time becomeso serious in character as to be easily 
remembered after a lapse of more than twenty 

The claimant, as well as all the principal witnesses in the case, are shown by 
the ial examiner to be credible, and, while there is not that mass of evidence 
in the case usually found in pension claims, your committee are convinced of 
its sufficiency as to origin in the service. 

The disability has continued, and is described by the examining surgeons as 
partial paralysis and varicose ulcers of left leg. Claimant has not been able to 
do any work since 1886. Heis without resources, and now aided by the town in 
which he lives. 

Believing the claim meritorious, your committee report favorably on the ac- 
companying bill and ask that it do pass. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 


the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. ADELINE COUZINS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up Senate bill 2356 in order that it may go over until May 
28, to be considered with other bills set for consideration on that day. 
It is a bill granting a pension of $50 a month to Mrs. Adeline Couzins, 
and I ask that it go over until May 28, subject to the same conditions 
as the other bills of like character that are then to come up for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I do not ask that the bill be considered 
now. Ido not wish to delay the business of the evening. I merely 
ask that the bill go over until the 28th. 

Several MEMBERS. Let it be read. 

The bill was read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
asks unanimous consent that this bill go over until the 28th instant, 
subject to the conditions agreed upon as to several other bills of like 
character which are to be considered on that day. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman understands that the bill is not 
called up for consideration now. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes; but I call for the reading of the report. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I call for the r order. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I will withdraw the call for the reading of the 
report provided it is printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] with that understanding. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do not understand the ef- 
fect of the proposition, Mr.Chairman. Is the previous question to be 
ordered on the bill? I object to that. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I call for the regular order. 
more time being taken up in this way. 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL] 
can state in three minutes what the report contains. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I am confident that the gentleman will 
not object. It is a case—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection ? E 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. For the present objection is 
made, Mr. Chairman. I do not understand the effect of the proposition, 


MARY A. WEST. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. GALLINGER) was the bill (H. R. 7815) granting a 
pension to Mary A. West. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 


I object to any 


of the pension laws, the e of Mary A. West, ow of Edward West, late 
corporal of — E, First be org Heavy Artillery New Hampshire Vol- 
unteers, pension m numbered 321,490. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7815 — nting a pension to Mary A. West, having considered the same, report 
as lows: 

Edward West was a corporal in Company E, First Regiment New Hamp- 
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shire Heavy Artillery,and was pensioned for varicose veins. This disability in- 
creased in severity until the soldier became greatly broken in health, the blood 
being impoverished and the brain suffering as a consequence. Finally he died 
from an embolism (blood clot) at the base of the brain. Claimant applied for 
pension, as widow of soldier, but it was rejected on the und that it was not 
peeps certain that death resulted from the disease for which soldier was 
pensioned. 

Laying aside all technicalities, there seems to be no good reason for the re- 
jection of this ni dier was attended at different times during the Jast 
years of his life by four reputable physicians, and they severally testify that 
death was the result of the disease contrapted in the Army. 

Dr. N. W. Bean, of Chichester, N. H., says: 

“Itis my opinion, from my knowledge of the case derived from attendance 
on soldier, that the obstruction to the circulation, caused by the varicosed con- 
dition of the leg, was the inciting cause of all the symptomsattending his death,” 

Dr. B. S. Warren, of Concord, N. H., a medical examiner for the Government 
during the war, testifies as follows: 

“I believe that the disease of the brain was caused by minute embolia, de- 
rived from disintegrated clots formed in the dilated sacs of the varicose veins 
of the lower limbs.” 

Dr. N. T. Clark, of Loudon, N. H., and Dr. James C. How. of Haverhill, Mass., 
both testify unqualifiedly to the same facts, the latter physician saying: 

sy uently saw him. He was suffering from large varicose veins of the 
right leg, with enfeebied action of the heart and dyspeptic trouble. I have no 
doubt that the disease from which soldier died was caused by and was to be ex- 
pected from the condition of the veins.” 

This case was approved for admission, but, as above stated, was rejected by 
the medical reviewer on the ground that it had not been medically established. 
Inasmuch as four reputable physicians, who attended the soldier and knew all 
about his condition, swear positively that he did die from disease contracted in 
the Army, and for which he was pensioned, your committee regard the claim 
as one of exceptional merit, and therefore recommend its 3 with an 
amendment striking out all after the word “ volunteers,” in the eighth line. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was adopted. 

There being no objection, the bill as amended was laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass, 

EDNA M. HILDRETH. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up (by Mr. 
Grovt) was the bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hil- 
dreth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to put 
on the pension- at the rate of $25 per month, the name of Edna M. Hildreth, 
of Jay, Vt., the helpless invalid daughter of William H. Hildreth, who was a 
member of Company D of the Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, and who 
died from wonnds received in battle, 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 

Claimant is the helpless invalid daughter of William H. Hildreth, late a pri- 
vate in Company D, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, who was severely 
wounded at the battle of Fredericksburgh, and died in Harewood Hospital, in 
the city of Washin, . There is abundant evidence before the committee, 
medical and ott , to show that claimant is utterly unable, in consequence 
of an incurable disease, which has afMlicted her all through life, to do anything 
for Ler own support, and that she has no relatives who are able to care for her. 

Fur many years she has been supported by a step-father, but what little prop- 
erty he had was recently destroyed by fire, and now this daughter of s soldier 
whio gave his life for his country must either receive aid from the Government 
or become 2 pauper, to be supported at public expense. case is yin 
the line of nunierous ents, several of which have been at the pres- 
ent ion of the rate of pension being placed at $18 per month. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by substituting the 
word “eighteen” for the word “ twenty-five,” in the fourth line, and also by 
striking out sli after the word “Hildreth,” in the sixth line, and inserting the 
words “a private in Company D, Fourth ent Vermont Volunteers,” and 
with these amendments recommend its passage. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. ADELINE COUZINS. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen who ob- 
jected to the order requested by me with reference to Senate bill No. 2356, 
to provide a pension to Mrs. Adeline Couzins, have eonsented to with- 
draw the objection. I renew the request for unanimous consent that 
this bill go over with the others of the same class until May 28, the 
previous question being considered as ordered, but the bill to be open to 
amendment at that time. 

~ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I will state that upon the ex- 
planation made to me by the gentleman from Missouri I withdraw my 
objection. 

Mr. BYNUM. The only question is whether, if the previous ques- 
tion be ordered, there will be any right to offer amendments when the 
bill comes up. 

The CHAIRMAN. That right will exist, if it be now reserved, 

Mr. BYNUM. If that can be done, I have no objection to the pre- 
vious question being ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will go over 
till May 28 with the understanding that the previous question is 
ordered, but that the bill shall be open to amendment. The Chair 
hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

ABIAL S. CHAMBERLAIN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar called up (by Mr. Lone) 
was the bill (H. R. 8489) pon a pension to Abial S. Chamberlain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be ü enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll, subject to the provisions of 
the on laws, the name of Abial S. Chamberlain, late Company K, First 
Massachusetis Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


Chamberlain was mustered as captain of Company K, First Massachusetts 


Votuntcers, May 24,1851; promoted to lieutenant-colonel and transferred to the 
Third Regiment North ee Colored Volunteers November 10, 1863. He 
was mustered out of service June 16, 1865, On June 25, 1862, in battle at Fair 
Oaks, he was severely wounded in mouth and jaw, for which he-is now in re- 
eeipt of a pension at the rate of $20 per month. He filed an application for in- 
crease on account of paralysis resuliing from the wound, which application has 
been denied by the Pension Office, the medical referce holding that the paraly- 
sis is not c ble to the wound. 

The certificate of the surgeon, who examined the pensioner at his home on 
September 29, 1887, he being unable to leave his room, is as follows: 

I find a sear on the right side of lower lip, extending to jaw, also on the end 
of tongue. The scar on lip about an inch long, not adherent. Another cicatrix 
about an inch below the angle of lower jaw, which is adherent to the bone, with 
an indentation in bone about one-quarter inch in depth and one-half inch in 
width, not tender to pressure. His walkisfeebleand staggering. His intellect 
is dull, appears bewildered when questioned. The power of motion of left arm 
and leg is greatly impaired, so as to require help in dressing. He has only par- 
tial control of his bladder; his urine runs away, keeping clothing wet. I 
think the lysis is due to cerebral lesion, caused probably by injury of 
branches of the trifacial nerve, lying in the track of the ball. He is, in my opin- 
ion, entitled to total rating for the disability caused by wound of month and 
jaw, and for that caused from resulting paralysis first grade, requiring aid of 


another person.” 
Dr. A. Elliot, late assistant surgeon One hundred and fourth United States 
under date of February 28, 1888, testifies that claimant is unable 


Colored Troo 
to be about his room only as he is assisted. He uires the assistance of some 


one all the time, he not even being able to attend the calls of nature without 
being assisted. 

Claimant's hearing and 1 are likewise impaired by the wound. 

The effect of a wound upon the nervous system is at times extraordinary in 
character, as is well illustrated in cases of lockjaw, following often upon the 
slightest injury. In this case there is a serious wound, which, in the opinion of 
the examining surgeon, acting under the special instruction of the Pension 
Bureau, after a thorough examination of the case, affected the branches of the 
trifacial nerve. If this is true, and your committee have no reason to doubt the 
correctness of the surgeon’s opinion, the connection of the 3 with the 
wound seems to be established. At any rate no other cause for this deplorablo 


condition appears in the case. 
ieving that some relief should be granted this great sufferer. 


Therefore. 
pa committee return the accompanying bill, with the recommendation tha 
ng therein, after the word Volun- 


t do pass, amended, however, by inse 
teers,” in last line, the following words: And pay him a pension at the rate 
of $45 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him.” 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


And pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per month in lieu of the pension now 
received by him. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I move to amend the amendment by striking ont 
845 and inserting 872. This report shows that the applicant is 
totally disabled; and the rate under the law fora pensioner totally dis- 
abled is $72 per month. It appears from the report that the applicant’s 
wife has been obliged to attend him continuously for the lastsix months. 
If in any case ever presented the applicant was entitled to $72 under 
the law, this is such a case. I trust the amendment will be adopted 
withont division. ‘ 

Mr. MORRILL, The law allows only $50 ina case of this kind, 
where the pensioner requires the constant assistance of another person, 

Mr. CHEADLE. Then make it $50. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I wish toinquire whether the facts which would 
entitle this applicant under the practice of the Pension Office to apen- 
sion of $50 a month are made to appear in the report? 

Mr. MORRILL. The Pension Office rejected this claim on the ground 
that the paralysis was not proved to have been the result of the wound. 
If that fact had been established to the satisfaction of the office $50 a 
month would have been allowed. In such cases the rule of the com- 
mittee has been to fix the rate just below $50—at $45, as in this case. 

Mr. CHEADLE. If there is any objection to my amendment, I 
withdraw it. 

The amendment reported by the committee was agreed to. 

Mr. LONG. I move to amend the title and body of the bill by cor- 
recting the name, which should be ‘‘Abial G. Chamberlain,” instead 
of “‘Abial S. Chamberlain.” 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LONG] will be agreed 
to. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. \ 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee now rise. 

Mr. SAWYER. Before that is done, I hope the gentleman from 
Michigan will allow the next bill on the Calendar to be considered. It 
is one introduced by myself, and I expect to be absent for the next 
two weeks. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I have no objectjon. 
the present. 


I withdraw my motion for 


NETTIE ELLICOTT. 


The next business on the Calendar called up (by Mr. SAWYER) was 
the bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll of the United States, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nettie Elli- 
cott, widow of George E. Ellicott, late a private in the Seventeenth New York 
Independent Battery. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 
The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of George G. Ellicott, who was 
mustered in the United States service, August 26, 1862, as a private in the Seven- 


teenth New York Independent Battery, and was d: June a) 1865, The 
soldier died May 17, 1884, leaving surviving him the beneficiary, his st Ee. 


solder at the time of his death was receiving a pension for chronic diarrhea, 
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nn 1 from July, 1881. He had been drawing a pension for this 
The character of the soldier fully appears. 
“Tho physicians who attended soldier during his last sickness state in their 
ag — he 755 from e pedr Mb gee and erysipe 8 widow set 
N on, and tbe same was on the groun the erysipelas was 
a result of chronic diarrhes and not otherwise traced to the service. 

Whee was no dispute that chronic diarrhea continued down to soldier’s 
death, and pension paid to that time. The evidence as to cause of soldier's 
death, aside from the evidence of the widow and non-professional witnesses, 
consists ofthe report of examining surgeons, the hf 5 5 of the ! ofi- 
cer in the Pension Office, and the affidavits of Drs. Munson, Warren, and Cham- 
berlain, physicians living nosas soldier, and who knew him and treated him 
the last years of his life. The personal character and professional standing of 


these gentlemen is fully in ebay 

eral shows that the soldier was treated in 
hosp’ n service, for this disease, and the evidence 
shows the soldier was sick: with the same disease at time of his d e. The 
reports of the examining surge ons, made in 1878 and 1881, show the continu- 
ance and existence of this disease at those periods, and the evidence on file 
shows that the disease continued down to the time of his death. 

Dr. Chamberlain states in his affidavit that he treated the soldier “in the 
month of November, 1881, for a severe attack of chronic diarrhea, w con- 
tinued for a week or ten days. The diarrhea was of a very bad, chronic form 
and much pus and blood passed with the fæces. There prevailed alow general 
tone and lack of vitality 8 by palor, flabbiness, lassitude, and general 


debili 
8 saw him in each year to his death, observed his condition, and 
talked with him 3 I saw his growin: weakness and debility, and the 
advancing effects of his said diarrhea until he finally died in the spring of 1884. 
From my personal knowledge of his case, I have no doubt that the chronic di- 
ricer teh By the 1 rimary and leadin cause of his death, as it was my opinion 
m, as above f that ho could not long survive the said 
Teenie dar diarrhea,” 


Dr. Munson states in his affidavit: 

“I attended said Ellicott from the 6th day of May, 1884, until the 16th day of 
May, 1884. That said Ellicott was suffering from c ronie diarrhea and erysip- 
elas, ‘the latter 3 a phlegmonous character as it Lepore ars me former 


p 
which he — and was the prominent factor in the case . precludeda 


Dr. Wasren, in his affidavit, states : 


“On or about the 15th day of May, 1884, I was called in consultation with Dr. 


Edward Munson to see sai Ellicott’ I found him . phlegmonous 
erysi of the face and head, which I was informed by the attending physi- 
cian commenced as an ordinary form of erysipelas about one week pre- 


vious. The following symptoms had obtained when I saw him: Pulse] 130, 
temperature 104; low muttering delirium; face swollen and edematous; fetid ; 
skin of face, forchead, and ears puffy, dark „and almost purple, extending to 
neck, where a natural ‘color prevailed. 

“J found in the gets of the case that he was a pensioner from chronic diar- 
rhea, and that the diarrhea which prevailed at that time and during a 5 * 
ness was, in our opinion, an aggravation of his chronic 

ently my opinion that the low condition of his system, which 
pand tien tc FFT 
the attack, was due to and directly consequent upon this same chronic diar- 


rhea 
"Miho same physician, in a subsequent affidavit, says, upon reconsidering his 


“I wish it to be understood that the primary and ere cared of the said 
soldier's death was chronic diarrhea, which had so vitiated his system and re- 
duced his general vitality as to render him liable to noone poy mega of diseases, 
or the supervening of secon: causes, such as erysipelas or ulcerations in 
various parts of the body, which might hasten, and in this case undoubtedly 


did, the fatal result. 
“F should say thatthe erysipelas which supervened upon the chronic diarrhea 


in this case was only an incidental contributing cause of death, whereas the 
chronic diarrhea was the original and primary cause of the sickness and death 
of the said soldier.“ 

The medical examiners in the Pension Office had the affidavits presented to 
them,and while the committee would not desire to criticise in the least their 
action, they feel that the clearly stated opinions of these physicians of high 

in their profession, who knew the soldier, examined his 

case, ar saw his condition, ena who had better opportunity of forming a cor- 

rect conclusion, are enti to acceptance, and they therefore recommend that 

this bill to place th the name of this w dow, whois shown to be a worthy and poor 
woman, upon the pension-roll, do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. ‘ i 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. N 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore marine 
resumed the chair, Mr. Dockery reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having had under consideration the Private Calendar, 
had directed him to report sundry bills with various recommendations. 


BILLS PASSED. 
House bills of the following tities, reported without amendments, 
were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed, 


namely: 
A bill (H. R. mes to increa&e the pension of John Taylor; 
A bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren; 
A bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Colambus Bosteder; 
bill bill (HT. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; 
H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; and 
at — R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott. 
mendments reported to House bills of the following titles were sev- 
erally agreed to, and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and being engrossed, they were accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, namely: à 
A bill (. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 
A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 


A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; and 
A bill (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Abial G. Chamberlain. 


Senate bills of the following titles, reported without amendment, 
were severally ordered to a third reading, and they were accordingly 
read the third time, and passed, namely: 

A bill 2 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill (8 it granting a pension to Berry Day; 

A bill (S. 339) granting a pension to Eliza Douglass; 

A bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Franklin, 
alias McKee; : ; 

A bill 5 um granting a pension to Harlow B. Hyde; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to George W. Peavey; 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Mary Gammell; and 

A bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to Cordelia R. Jones. 

The amendment reported to the bill (S. 42) granting a pension to 
Lizzie Wright Owen was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
BILL INDEFINITELY POSTPONED. 

The bill (S. 811) grantinga pension to Lydia D. Holtz was indefinitely 
postponed in accordance with the recommendation of the Committee of 
the Whole. 

BILLS UNDISPOSED OF. 

Bills of the following titles, in accordance with the recommendation 
of the committee, were postponed to May 28, the previous question or- 
dered thereon, and thirty minutes allowed for debate: 

5 5 (S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. Selina 
u 
A bill (iL. R. 5993) granting an increase of pension to Laura L. Wal- 


ler 

A bill (H. R. 4578) granting a pension to Eveline M. Alexander, 
widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Andrew J. Alexander; and 

A bill (S. 2356) to provide a pension for Mrs. Adeline Couzins. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the votes just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to, 

MARY ANN LANG. 

On motion of Mr. CHIPMAN, the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar was discharged from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Mary Ann g, widow of Peter 
Lang, late private Company K, Sixteenth Regiment Michigan Voluntecrs, on 
the pension-roll, at the rate prescribed by existing provisions of law. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The r — — 2 Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7907) granting a pensi Ann Lang, have had the same under consider- 
bis 2 leave to nage tee the following report: 

g is the widow of Peter Lang, gait enlisted in Company y K, 
Peck rn i e Mi n Volunteers, December 21, 1863, and was muste 
out July 8, 1865. He died February 21, 1881, of dropsy. At the battle of Me- 
chanicsville, Va., June 1, 1804, he received a wound o nose, on account of which 
he was a pensioner at time of his death. A week vious to his death he ap- 
plied for increase of 8 — account of — bat this application was 
not filed until February 26, 1 

The widow's claim has been age ET and the rejection affirmed by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, on the o ground that the soldier’s death (cause, dropsy) was, 
in the opinion of the medical referee, due to the excessive use of alcoholio 
liquors. This decision appears to have been based u —.— the report ofa special 
examiner. It a be a erefrom that soldier, at time of his death and for 
some 3 kept a beer saloon in the . of Detroit; but it is not 
shown, 8 


the testimony of one person, that in the pursuit of this 
business S edlen aaa that he ever was under the influence of liquor, 

while on the other hand it is clearly shown that he used beer moderately aad 
at his place of business only. 


p! 
This witness is one Dr. Hoyt, who attended the soldier at different times 
robably after 1878, and who treated him in his last illness. He testifies that he 
Test treated soldier for 1 affecting arms and legs severely, which, as 
= then understood, was of long standing. This rheumatism keptu „and he 
had attacks lasting ‘four or five weeks up to about a year and a half before he 
died. Then he had a liver trouble, which was of a cirrhosis character, that re- 
sulted in dr „which caused his death. there wasalso heart trouble, 
but does not ‘think that there was any disease of kidne Affiant was un- 
able to connect the rheumatism with the liver trouble and could not give any 
other reason for it except his (soldier’s) long use of beer and liquor. 

Dr. Julius Richter testifies to an acquaintance with the soldier since 1867,and 
that he treated him from that time until 1871 for chronic rheumatism. Again 
treated him at intervals from 1873 to death. There was no enlargement of the 
bese but there was atrophy of the heart, Somethree years before death dropsy 

. Wasin attendance upon the soldier three or four hours before his 
death. D Does not believe that soldier’s daily drinking had any connection with 
fatal disease, 

A number of comrades testify, and their testimony is uncontroverted, that 
soldier did contract rheumatism’ and suffered therefrom at the time he was 
wounded, as before stated. Neighbors testify that when home on furlough, 
after the ay (4 of the a he used linaments for rheumatism of legs, At 
date of final discharge he is again shown to have suffered from the same dis- 
ease, and its continuance thereafter is clearly established. 

There was no post-mortem examination. The soldier's occupation would 
seem to have so prejudiced the claim of the widow that no effort whatever was 
made by the Pension Office to examine the comrades and others who have tes- 
tified in the case. 

It is a well-established medical fact that rheumatism of long duration will 
produce disease of heart, and that dropsy is a common sequel of the latter dis- 
ease 


That soldier did contract rheumatism in the service, and that he was a con- 
stant sufferer therefrom ever after, is shown beyond a cone It is likewise 
shown that his heart became seriously affected OaE should the 
widow now be deprived of a pension because one yta ician Bk mtes dro; 
to the use of beer, when ano! —— who was more intimately acquainted wi 


the soldier and his habits, connects the same with the rheumatism of service? 
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In the opinion of your committee the widow should have the benefit of the 
333 and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask that it 
o pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


EMILY M’CLURE. 


On motion of Mr. BAKER, of New York, the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar was discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily Me- 
Clure. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, clc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Emily McClure, 
mother of Thomas J. McClure, late first lieutenant, Com y L, Seventh Regi- 
ont New York Artillery, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws. 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8881) granting a pension to Emily McClure, have had the same under consider- 
ation and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneticiary named in the bill is the mother of Thomas J, McClure, who 
was killed in the battle of Cold Harbor, June 3.1864, while serving as first lieu- 
tenant of Company L, Seventh Regiment New York Artillery. e left surviv- 
ing him a widow, but no minor child, who was pensioned and died after re- 


marriage. 
Prior to his enlistment as well as during his service the soldier contributed to 
the support of his widowed mother, who was not, and is not now, possessed of 
any property affording her an income, but has since the death of her husband 
in 1857 been dependent upon her own labor and the contributions of others. Of 
these facts there is ample evidence before the committée, She is now seventy- 
one years of age and unable longer to gain a subsistence through her own ef- 


forts, 

The fact that the soldier left surviving him a widow deprives the mother of a 
pension under the general pension law. But Co ss having in many instances 
granted relief to the poor and aged parents of deceased soldiers who are not 
otherwise provided for, your committee are ofopinion that the reliefasked forin 
this case should likewise be granted, and therefore report favorably on the ac- 
companying bill and ask that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, the 
House, pursuant to order, stands adjourned until 11 o’clock a. m. to- 
morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED AND RE- 


FERRED. 


Under the rule private bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. DUNHAM: A bill (H. R. 10030) for the relief of Dearborn 
Foundry Company, of Chicago, III.—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 10031) for the relief of Joseph L. 
Walls—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10032) granting a pension to Mil- 
ton Wallen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10033) granting a pension to Charlotte Taylor— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAGAN: A bill (H. R. 10034) in relation to the claim of 
William H. H. Brooks against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 10035) for the relief of J. 
M. Biacklock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10036) for the relief of 
Reddick Aycock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 10037) granting a pension to 
Aaron Shurtleff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10038) for the relief of Joseph C. 
Black—to the Committe on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10039) for the relief of George W. Claypool, ad- 
ministrator of Reuben Cla; 1—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10040) for the relief of A. D. Powers—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of Robert D. Sears, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of citizens of Louisville, Ky., in favor of 

the bill to prevent convict labor to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Susan C. Ashcroft for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims, 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Grand Army ofthe Republic of Ver- 
mont, in favor of an appropriation for headstones for departed com- 
rades—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of General Daniel Butterfield, for the restoration of 
Fort Putnam as provided for by House bill No. 9210—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Petition of the employés of the Pioneer Flax 
Mills, of New Brighton, Pa., against the reduction of duties on goods 
manufactured from flax and hemp—to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. y 


By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of John J. Trice, of Anna L. | 
Boxley, widow of Joseph C. Boxley, and of Mattie D. Trice, heir of 
Silas Boxley, of Louisa County, Virginia, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. | 

By Mr. REED: Petition of Excelsior Assembly, No. 325, Knights of 
Labor, against convict labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, 
Minn., for an appropriation for certain improvements at Fort Snelling, 
Minn.—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Johanna Merckle, of East Feli- 
ciana Parish, Louisiana, and of Alphonse H. Amand, of Point Coupee 
Parish, Louisiana, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J.D. STEWART: Petition of C. M. Meriwether and others, 
heirs of David Meriwether, of Jasper County, and of J. B. Ozburn, 
heirof John M. Ozburn, of Clayton County, and of Reddick Aycock, of 
Georgia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of J. S. Staleup and others, re- 
garding convict-made goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of heirs of Sarah Hayes, of Davidson County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of E. W. Gates, executor of Hiram W. Tyler, 
of Henrico County, Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the inter- 
nal-revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of druggists and physicians of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. CANDLER: Of citizens of Georgia. 

By Mr. HARMER: Of citizens of Pennsylvania. 


The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Of citizens of Beaver Falls, Minn. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of citizens of Plymouth, Conn. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment ot a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. JEHU BAKER: Of 135 citizens of Washington and St. Clair 
Counties, Illinois. 

By Mr. McKENNA: Of 76 citizens of Alameda County, California. 

By Mr. TRACEY (by request): Of 75 citizens of Albany, N, Y. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 19, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask unanimous consent that bills on the Speak- 
er’s table be permitted to remain there until next Monday’s session. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following 
titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 1640) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in 
the district of Burlington, New Jersey, to the port of Trenton, in said 
district; 

A bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. Thorne; 

A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of Henry Brock; and 

A pill (H. R. 9711) making an appropriation to enable the several 
Executive Departments of the Government and the Bureau of Agri- 
culture and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Mu- 
seum and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Cen- 
tennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October 27, 1888. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the call of committees for reports. 
The motion was agreed to. 


1888. 
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Mr. MCMILLIN. I now ask unanimous consent that members hav- 
ing reports to make from committees may be permitted to hand them 
in at the Clerk’s desk. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 

esk: 


EXTENSION OF JURISDICTION OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT COURTS. 


Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
the bill (H. R. 1208) extending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit 
and district courts to the Great Lakes and their connecting waters; which 
was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 10041) ex- 
tending the criminal jurisdiction of the circuit and district courts to the 
Great Takes and their connecting waters; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ARNO VOSS. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2070) for the relief of Arno Voss; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH FRIEDMAN. 


Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8786) for the relief of Sarah 
Friedman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. : 

JAMES H. JUDKINS AND WILLIAM T. JUDKINS. 


Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on the 
table: 

A bill (H. R. 2018) for the relief of the estate of James H. Judkins; 

d 


an 

A bill (H. R. 2019) Yor the relief of the estate of William T. Judkins. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 10042) for 
the relief of the estates of James H. Judkins and William T. Judkius; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed, 

> CLAUDE H. MASTIN. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 437) for the relief of Claude H. Mastin, 
surviving partner of Le Vert & Mastin, of Mobile, Ala. ; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

Several messages, in writing, were received from the President of the 
United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The message further announced the approval of bills of the follow- 
ing titles: 

1 5 act (H. R. 3727) for the relief of William P. Gorsuch; 

An act (H. R. 518) for the relief of T. J. Edwards, administrator of 
David Edwards, deceased; 


An act (H. R. 3180) granting a pension to John H. Sayers; 

An act (H. R. 5195) granting a pension to David W. Seely; 

An act (H. R. 5311) granting a pension to Alonzo H. Gregory; 
An act (H. R. 7882) granting a pension to John Kinney; 

An act (H, R. 3554) granting a pension to Catharine Black; 

An act (H. R. te granting a pension to Eliza Shreeve; 

An act (H. R. 4845) granting a pension to Wilhelmina Kuhlmann; 
An act (H. R. 8211) granting a pension to Lafayette Lakin; 

An act (H. R. 404) for the relief of Mary McGrath; 

An act (H. R. 45 for the relief of Martha Gray; 

An act (H. R. 6576) for the relief of James M. McKeehan; 

An act (H. R. 6971) to pension Peter Clark, jr.; 

An act 25 R. 4519) to grant a pension to William J. Miller; 

An act (H. R. 3158) increasing the pension of Howard S. Abbott; 


An act (H. R. 6379) to increase the pension of David M. Rennoe; 

An act (H. R. 3844) granting an increase of pension to Wilson C. 
Moles; 
= an act (H. R. 5249) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 

mith; 

An act (H. R. 130) granting a pension to John E. Smith; 

An act (H. R. 138) granting a pension to Joseph Perry; 

An act (H. R. 428) granting a pension to William B. Johnson; 

An act (H. R. 431) granting a pension to Hannah Varquison; 

An act (H. R. 680) granting a pension to Henry H. Stutsman; 

An act (H. R. 4104) granting a pension to Mahala Dexter; 

An act t R. 4491) granting a pension to Rosanna Robey; 


4579) granting a pension to Mary G. Crocker; 
5347 granting a pension to Norah S. Cramer; 
5847) granting a pension to Elizabeth Twigg; 


H. 
H. R. 
H. R. 
H. R. 


An act (H. R. —.— granting a pension to Mrs. Lepha A. Osborn; 

An act (H. R. 6582) granting a pension to Elizabeth Ward; 

An act (H. R. 7094) granting a pension to Nancy Van Dyne; 

An act (H. R. 7181) granting a pension to Aletta V. Quick; and 

An act (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to David L. Partlow. 

THE TARIFF. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I move that the House now resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of bills raising 
revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the further consideration of the bill the title of which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation, and to simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, 


Mr. BAKER, of Illinois, rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that it was understood 
on both sides of the House that this day should be given to the honor- 
able gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] and the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARLISLE]. It was further understood, however, 
that the gentleman from Maine was not to begin until half past 11 
o’clock to-day. In the mean time the Chair will recognize, by request, 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BAKER], but will be obliged to limit 
the recognition to the time specified—that is, until half past 11. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The House can extend the time. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday, happening 
for the moment to be out of the Hall, words were spoken by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] reflecting upon my honor, 
reflecting upon the honor of my constituents, and as taken down by the 
9 Reporters I ask the Clerk to read them in the hearing of the 

ouse. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On this floor it has been thrown up to us that the gentleman under whom I 
served in the last Congress had been defeated. That man, clean in life and 
brave of heart, frank to his foe and loyal to his friends, with a great, boundless 
love of truth that nothing could impair—they taunt us that his seat is vacant, 
and that William R. Morrison is the victim of the “combine; ” but, gentlemen, 
much as I miss him—for I have passed the time of life when men ordinarily form 
new attachments—yet his vacant seat is more clamorous with true eloquence 
than his presence would be. I tell you, gentlemen protectionists, the virtues 
of Duncan never cried as loud against the “deep damnation of his taking off,” 
as the vacant seat of Morrison, And the American people are asking whence 
comes the funds that have debauched the ballot-box and defeated the election 
of a representative of the people. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. Here, sir, is a direct and outrageous attack 
upon my honor and upon the honor of the district I represent on this 
floor. In my own name and in the name of the entire Eighteenth Con- 
gressional district of Illinois, which he has dared to defame, I hurl the 
words back to the gentleman from Kentucky and denounce the impu- - 
tation they convey as grossly untrue. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] I hurl the words back into the face and teeth of the gentleman 
from Kentucky with absolute and unmitigated defiance. [Applause. ] 
To use an expressive, though perhaps not very elegant figure of speech, 
no gentleman from Kentucky shall swing his black-snake whip over 
my shoulders or the shoulders of my constituents with impunity. He 
will at least incur the risk of having it wrenched from his frend, and of 
feeling, mayhap, the butt end of it. [Laughter.] 

If there be distinction in the adjective Kentuckian, then I, too, ama 
Kentuckian. I first saw the light of day hard by the shades of Ash- 
land, the home of that immortal Kentuckian, Henry Clay [applause]— 
unswerving as Abdiel in his great-hearted patriotism, grand in all his 
proportions, eloquent as mortal man ever was in pleading the mighty 
cause of his country, and his whole country, and whose old-time seat of 
peerless honor and glory in this Hall is now, alas, worse than empty, 
occupied, as that seat now is, by a gentleman whose speeches are gar- , 
lands of flowers without leaves or fruit, totally unsuited to affairs, and 
well adapted to a lady's boudoir, but for their habitual touches of domi- 
88 15 arrogance. [Great applause and laughter on the Republican 
side. 

That great old-time seat I say is worse than empty—occupied asitis 
by a gentleman who hisses through his teeth his ill-informed derision 
of the d ideas of the grand old statesman whom he succeeds. [Ap- 
plause.] The colossal shade of that great man hovers over the entire 
Republic, from ocean to ocean. It walks the Northland and the 
Southland, and will be a living inspiration in that mighty contest, that 
impending groundswell which will lift President Cleveland from the 
White House, and very possibly lift the gentleman of Kentucky from 
the seat of Henry Clay. [Great applause. ] 

Be Mowbray’s sins so heavy in his bosom, 

That they may break his foaming courser’s back, 
And throw the rider headlong in the lists, 

A caitiff recreant, 

The words of the gentleman from Kentucky challenge a comparison 
between his district and mine. The Congressional Directory shows 
that 30,339 votes were cast for Congressman in my district, whilst in 
his but 4,791 votes were cast, about one-eighth of the voting popula- 
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tion, as I am told, and all voting on one side, whatever the reason 
of that curious arrangement may have been. [Laughter.] The gen- 
tleman from Kentucky represents less than one-sixth of the votes 
cast that I represent—a feature of minor representation which is spread 
wide and far through many States affiliating with the gentleman po- 
litically. It will be seen that the gentleman from Kentucky does not 
occupy ground that makes it prudent for him to indulge in reckless 
and damnatory statements affecting the honor of an election in another 
State of which he actually knows nothing—even if the law of fair and 
manly dealing were not sufficient to duly restrain him in such case. 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 
The gentleman from Kentucky is as unfortunate in his historical re- 
lation to his own great father as is the seat he occupies to its former 
d occupant, Henry Clay. Robert J. Breckinridge is a name that 
ongs to the whole Republic. He was great as a thinker, great as a 
scholar, great as a writer, great as an orator, and transcendently great 
as a patriot—a patriot whose intellect, whose heart, whose soul em- 
braced the entire country, instead of a fragment of it. [Applause.] 
It is narrated of him that, meeting a young man who was about to 
join the Confederate army in the war for secession and disruption of 
the Union, he remarked to the youth as follows, using a strong meta- 
phorical expression to convey the intensity of his patriotic feeling: 

I understand you are going to join the rebel army. Your father brought you 
to me in his arms, a struggling infant, and asked that I might baptize and ded- 
icate you to the service of Almighty God; but had I known at that hour that 
you would have ever betrayed 2 country and joined the ranks of those who 


‘were attempting to destroy it, I could have found it in my heart to have stran- 
gied you at the baptismal font, 


[Laughter and applause. ] 

There was a Kentuckian who twas a Kentuckian [great applause], 
and good for something else besides—good for the whole country. 
with all its mighty interests of civilization and humanity. [Applause. j 

The bottom truth about the election in the Eighteenth district of 
Ilinois is that that district was released from the entanglements of one 
of the most wretched sloughs of political debauchery that could be found 
anywhere in the United States, 

As an illustration of this as bearing upon one important part of the 
election I will ask the Clerk to read, with clear voice and due accent 
[laughter and applause], the following purely spontaneous testimonial 
brought tome by a committee consisting of two Democrats and one Re- 
publican shortly after the election. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Rooms OF THE CITIZENS’ LEAGUE, 
East St. Louis, Il., November, 1888. 


Ata meeting of the Citizens’ League of the city of East St. Louis, III., held 
this date, the following preamble and resolutions were unanimously adopted : 

Whereas for several years ourcity has been misgoverned, its affairs conducted 
regardless of the people’s interests and will, its public funds stolen and squan- 
dered, and its people oppressed and terrorized by men elevated to office through 
chicanery, fraud, and crime; and 

Whereas this pernicious and frightful state of affairs was produced and con- 

tinued by the most shameless frauds perpetrated on the ballot-boxes, whereby 
tramps, repeaters, and other illegal voters were voted at each election in largo 
num our honest voters intimidated, bulldozed, and assaulted at the 
while attempting to exercise the sacred privilege and right of the fran ; 
and further, the honest ballots cast were tampered with and changed, or the 
ballot-boxes stuffed by dishonest election judges and clerks; and 

Whereas this atrocious condition of affairs had attained such a firm bold here, 
the perpetrators thereof being intrenched in office and power, and sustained 
by our municipal authorities and enforced by our police power, assisted by the 
evil elements of other sections, that our people begun to well-nigh despair 
of ever being able to remove the galling and damnable yoke; and 

Whereas every legitimate interest in our city was s ring, real estate depre- 
ciating, industrial enter, fearful of remaining here, merchandising unsta- 
N decreasing and uncertain, and business generally flagging and waning 
and the lives of our people in constant 8 and 

Whereas, Hon. JERU by his noble and 3 espousal of the cause 
of our down trodden and terrorized people, and his able, vigorous, and unfelent- 
ing—which proved a destructive one—onslaught upon the outrageous and atro- 
cious ballet. box frauds which prevailed at elections here and rendered the name 
of East St. Louis a synonym of shame and disgrace, awakened the slumbering 
powers of our people and encouraged them to make an exhibition of their vigor 
and majesty as American freemen; and 

Whereas such an exhibition of a pure ballot and an honest count was made by 
our people at the election here, held on November 2, 1896, at which both triumph- 
antly led, and the cohorts of fraud, dishonest elections, and crime were 
routed and scattered, and the new election or registration law was adopted by a 
vote of nearly three to one; and 

Whereas the adoption of said new election law insures the dethronement of 
all the evils aforementioned and the disenthrallment of our people from the rule 
of fraud, violence, and crime, and the future rule of the people, and good gov- 
ernment of our munici ity; and 

Hon. JEHU BAKER very materially and patriotically contributed to 
this great and beneficent achievement: Therefore be it 

Resolved, By the Citizens’ League of East St. Louis, composed of people who 
have the welfare and true interests of East St. Louis at heart, and irrespective 
of race, politics, or creed, that the most hearty thanks are due and cordially ex- 
tended to Hon. JENU B as we know the same are as generously felt b; 
every good citizen of our municipality, for the manly, patriotic, Christian an 
most invaluable services rendered our whole people in their successful battle 
for the regeneration and redemption of East St. Louis, 

Resolved, That these resolutions be spread upon the record of this leagyo and 
acopy ofthe same be conveyed to Mr, BAKER by a committee appointed for that 
purpose and the same be published if not objectionable to Mr, BAKER, 

TIE Citizens’ LEAGUE OF Easr Sr. LOUIS. 
D. C. MARSH, Acting President. 
H. C. JACKIESCH, Secretary. 


Mr. BAKER, of IIlinois. That, sir, was a purely unpartisan testi- 
monial, perfectly spontaneous, and it was a surprise to me when I re- 


To Hon. JEHU BAKER, 


ceived it, being waited upon as I said by a committee composed of two 

Democrats and one Republican, and representing citizens of East St. 

* oe of race, politics, or creed. [Applause on the Repub- 
can side. 

Sir, I say truth when I say the change wrought in the city of East St. 
Lonis was similar—only on a much smaller scale—to that which was 
wrought in the great city of New York when Tweed and his methods 
were torn up by the roots. 

That, sir, was truly honest work, as in my heart of hearts I knowit 
was honest work. Defamation took wing, wretched falsehoods were 
manufactured and circulated widespread over the United States—shame- 
less falsehoods, I will glance at two of them, giving some idea of the 
alleged frauds by which my predecessor was defeated. In one case the 
scene was located at Mount Semel in Illinois, far outside of my dis- 
trict [laughter and applause on the Republican side], charging that 
there were fraudulent tickets, and that voters were purchased at so 
much ahead. Who, outside of Illinois, would know that Mount Car- 
mel was not in my predecessor’s Congressional district? Another case. 
A gentleman performed the ordinary act of drawing out of a bank at 
Alton $199.50, and the agents or commissioners of two of the Chicago 
papers spread all over the land the infamous falsehood that the amount 
was $25,000, and based the report upon a gross perversion of a state- 
ment of an honorable Democrat, who, when his attention was drawn 
to the matter, stated the amount at about $200, and added: 

The Democrats of Alton were not purchased and are not purchasable; and 
our losses in this city ought not to be attributed to the unlawful use of money. 

And yet these falsehoods, these atrocious falsehoods, these damnable 
falsehoods, these corrupting and debasing falsehoods, have continued 
to float in the putrid air of the lowest stratum of partisan malignity; 
and the gentleman from Kentucky in effect becomes their sponsor and 
purveyor, and upon their rotten foundation formulates in this Hall an 
imputation against the honor of the good people I represent—of all 
parties, The lightning of Heaven should consume me, God should 
take my name from out the Book of Life, if I did not rise pp in self- 
contained indignation (for my language is parliamentary, at all events) 
to repel and crush the imputation! [Applause.] 

I proceed, however, to a closer approach to the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky. He impugns the integrity of my election. He impugns the 
character of my constituents, those masses of honest farmers, working- 
men, and business meñ who bore me to this place upon their honest 
shields as the result of as fair a political victory as ever took place 
Ade the limits of the United States. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

I, whose election is impugned by a solitary voice here, that of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, and not by a memorial signed by thousands 
of Kentucky voters [laughter], instantly throw down the gauntlet with 
ringing defiance at his feet and tell him the imputation is grossly and 
scandalously false, and challenge—ay, challenge is the word—an in- 
vestigation. [Great applause on the Republican side. ] 

Thrice is he arm’d, that hath his quarrel just. 

[Applause. ] 

Lay on, Macduff; 
And damn'd be him that first cries, Hold, enough! 


[Great and continued applause. ] > 
Mr. Chairman—— [Cries 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 
of “R order!“ 

The CHAIRMAN, The regular order being called for, the first thin 
is to have order in the Hall. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I had supposed, Mr. Chair- 
man—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call for the regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] is en- 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I judge the gentleman from 
Maine will be willing to give me five or six minutes, which will come 
out of the time of the Speaker. 

Mr. BAKER, of Ilinois. By all means let that be done. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is quite significant that the 
quotation which I made was concerning the act of Macbeth, and the 
gentleman from Illinois closed his defense by identifying himself with 
Macbeth in his quotation, “Lay on, Macduff!” ete, It may be a fair 
and just identification that the gentleman has unconsciously made with 
that imaginary historical ter. [Derisive laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] Iam not surprised at the temper of the venerable gentle- 
man from Illinois, against whom I said nothing. I made no charge on 
him. He was the mere usufruct of what others did. He got the ben- 
efit of what other ms did. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, What did they do? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. And I have no doubt from 
what I have heard of him that he was in the main innocent of what 
was done; that in the innocency of his simple modesty he thought that 
the election was due to his merit; that it was his commanding intellect 
and great popularity that accounted for the defeat of Mr, Morrison. 
I am sorry that the facts should dispel that pleasing conceit of the ven- 
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erable from Illinois. [Cries of Oh!?“ “Oh!” from the 
bilean side] 


7 desire to have read by the Clerk, as the foundation of whatever was 
in the few brief remarks that I made, the letter which I send to the 
desk, and then I will ask him to follow that with the other letter which 
I also send to the desk. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Tue AMERICAN TINNED PLATE ASSOCIATION, 
Room 49, Lewis Block, Pittsburgh, Pa., October 8, 1886. 

DEAR Sm: I spent a few days last week at East St. Louis and Belleville, look- 
ing into the chances of defeating W. R. Morrison and electing JEHU BAKER for 
Congress. I was wey eer enco in believing that can bedone. A 
large number of wor! at the above places who supported Morrison two 
yoa ago are now workinghard for Mr. BAKER. Morrison is a free- trader, and 

been the acknowled, leader of the free-traders for over three years, and 
as such can not be esteemed asa friend of labor. BAKER defeated him several 
years ago, and I believe candoso again. as heis ee func pdga honest man, 
4 . 


mist, and, tho nota man, yet one of a large heart and splen- 
eer A Le er 18 able. j 
Your name has been given me as a good, reliable man, and one 


t was only u 
ashington, who 
his infamous bill to increase the free-list and reduce 


as his principles are all 
the 


man, an honorary member © Amalgamated 
member of the Knights of Labor, I bave not but y d. 
I can, however, manage to pay, you reasonable compensation for lost time and 
‘our expenses. There will be a committee of workmen there in a few days 
this section. Iwill be there myself in about ten days from now. Please 
let me know at once if you can accept my proposition, and if you do I will for- 
ward you a small amount of money to start you out. Hold me responsible for 
everything in this letter. 
Hoping to havea favorable reply, I remain, truly 8 ours, 
Ex-President Amalgamated Association. 
P. S.—Judging from your name, I would think you to a Welshman or of 
Welsh extraction. Iam of the same nationality, and rom y you are either a 
Republican or a Greenbacker or a prohibitionist in polities. As such you will 
find BAKER a man to support, Ido not suppose the Greenbackers have a 
candidate in field, ae 


the way, if you know a good man who can assist us in that line, say at 

Collinsville, you can en him to assist you on same 5 Iwin 

— you with the needed funds, all of which will be provided for by our 
orkingmen’s Tariff Club. Answer at once, please. six 


Mr, THOMAS WILLIAMS, 
Caseyville, Iils. 

[In the reading of the above communication some passages were 
greeted with loud applause from the Republican side of the Houseand 
18 poeem with loud applause from the Democratic side of the 

ouse. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Ithank you, gentlemen ofthe 
other side, for applauding what Mr. Jarrett did. Itwas whatI charged 
upon you yesterday. I am glad you plead guilty. Will the Clerknow 
read the other communication ? 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

[Wiliam J. Lewis, ident, Pittsburgh, Pa.; Alfred Marshall, treasurer, Phil- 
= ie a peg John Jarrett, „Pittsburgh, Pa. Executive committee: 
W. J. Lewis, L. Bacon Foss, Alfred 1, W. C. Cronemeyer, B. F. Jones, 
E. P. Williams, Charles Gilpin, Henry Whiteley, John Jarrett.) 


THE American TINNED PLATE ASSOCIATION, 
Room 49, Lewis Block, Pittsburgh, Pa., October 19, 1888. 


DEAR SIR AXD BROTHER:. Yaur favor is just received. I am exceedingly 
pleased to hear from you, and es y to hear that you are right on this mat- 
ter. I will be at Belleville on Friday, and would like to meet you there, AsI 
know that it is and has been pretty on the miners, I will defray your ex- 
penses to Belleville on that day if you come. I desire to have a special talk with 
you over matters. Also bring a good German representative with you. Hold 
me — an n you may incur. Till then, good-bye. 

ours, an e y. 
JOHN JARRETT. 


Tomas N. WILLIAmsS, Caseyville, Tit. 

[The reading of the above was also interrupted by applause, occa- 
sionally from the Republican and occasionally from the Democratic side 
of the House]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now I ask the Clerk to read 


this. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time yielded by the gentleman from Maine 
| has expired. é 
| . Mr. REED. It seems as if the gentleman were taking up more than 
the five minutes. [Cries of “Regular order! ““] 
j . BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Maine 
desires to take the floor away from me I wili yield it. 
| Mr. REED. Isee you are going to have read a newspaper extract. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not understand whether the gen- 


5 from Muine objected to the gentleman from Kentucky proceed- 
| ing. 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. I hope the gentleman from Kentucky will 
be allowed to go on. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman from 
Maine to yield five minutes of his time? : 
Mr. Certain] 


A s y. 
The Clerk read the following extract from the Commercial Gazette 
of Pittsburgh, Pa.: - 


[Commercial Gazette (Pittsburgh, Pa.), November 4. 1838.] 
JOHN JARRETT—HIS REMARKS ON HIS FIGHT AGAINST MORRISON—HE CRITICISES 
PITTSBURGH MANUFACTURERS AND THE E LEADERS BECAUSE OF Par- 
GENCE—NO HELP FROM THIS CITY TO FIGHT FREE TRADE. 


Mr. John Jarrett, who has been conducting a tariff campaign against Morrison 
and the other free-traders of the West, returned home yesterday and was seen 
= his residence on Bedford ayenue by a Commercial Gazette representative, 

e said: 

I nave just come home from St. Louis. I was campaigning in Congressman 
Morrison's district, the Eighteenth of Illinois. You know that he was defeated, 
but I do not claim that it was I who accomplished his defeat. I did all that was 
possible, but I do not take all the credit to myself.” 

3 Did yea ee of your own volition ?"* 


“Then why did you go?” was the next query. 
“I went because I was sent,” was Mr. Jarrett’s reply. 
“And who sent you?” 

WHO BACKED HIM. 


“T went as the representative of the American Tin-Plate Association, to talk 
to the workingmen of Illinois.” 


[The ot Big of the extract was followed by applause from the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will not take up the time 
of the gentleman from Maine to have read, but will put in the RECORD 
another interview with Mr. Jarrett, of November 10, and a letter from 
Mr. Powell, which shows he received from Pittsburgh $1,550, which 
was used in that election. The papers referred to are as follows: 

[Penny Press, November 10, 1886, Pittsburgh, Pa.] 
WHAT IT COST TO KILL MORRISON—JARRETT'S EXPENSES IN THE CAMPAIGN 
AGAINST THE FREE-TRADER. 

“The expenses of my campaign nst free-trade Morrison amount to just 

$747.42," said John Jarrett this morning. I made three trips to his district, and 


during the last of the fight had thirteen men in the field. 9 5 for their time, 
and al their traveling and hotel expenses. This is e money that was 


GENERAL POWELL OUT OF HUMOR—HE DOES NOT SEEM TO BE HAPPY AND SERENE. 
BELLEVILLE, November 12, 1836. 

Dran Sie: In your issues of the 10th and 11th instant you have said much 
more than the s will warrant, and much more than you or any of your 
friends can prove when called upon to testify, as you ma: about the means 
and methods and persons Migs tae in the recent campaign. Had you beenas 
intelligently observant and discerning as were many of your friends of the 
same political faith in this district, you would not now be so stupidly blind as 
to the real causes that led to the overwhelming defeat of Mr. Morrison, for I as- 
sume that you are not ignorant of the fact that very many Democrats voted with 
tho Republicans for Mr. BAKER, not because they were paid for their votes, but 
for good and substantial reasons justifying their actions in judgments. 

in reference to the undersigned's connection with the recent campaign, he is 

leased to say, for the enlightenment of yourself and others who have drawn so 

heavily upon your vivid imagination as to the amount of money employed to 
secure the defeat of Mr. Morrison, that his services were of a voluntary charac- 
ter, extending in the main to the Congressional feature of the campaign, because 
of its nation importance, as I believe; and Iam impressed with the idea that 
I have an equal right with you in the enjoyment of my opinions and to work for 
the cause I espouse. Hence, Mr, BAKER having been selected as the Republican 
standard- r and the champion of esia — to American industries and 
American labor, the only issue in the campaign, I felt it my duty to aid in every 
honest and honorable effort necessary to secure his election. In pursuance of 
this pu whilst in Pittsburgh in October on other business connected with 
our Eae made an effort to obtain assistance for meeting the ordinary ex- 
penses of the campaign ffom a few of my friends, which I found hard work, be- 
cause they, like yourself, regarded the defeat of W. R. Morrison next to an im- 
possibility, because, like yourself, they were ignorant of the actual condition of 
things in our district. - 
* Hence, I secured all told in and outside of the district the enormous sum of 
$1,550, an amount that you admit inadequate to cover the legitimate e ofa 
Congressional campaign, when considered that there are five counties in this dis- 
tritt to divide that amount between. I have no personal knowledgo of any 
other moneys having been brought into this dist by any one clso, except a 
sum not exceeding $700 paid Mr. Jarrett and others for actual work, expenses, 
and time engaged in canvassing in the district for some weeks previous to the 
election, which Mr. Jarrett and his friends had aright to do without asking your 
consent. Now, sir, I want to inform you and your disappointed friends that I 
did not go to Philadelphia nor Chicago. Nor do I believe that you can finda 
single instance in the entire district where one dollar was spent for beer or 
votes to secure Mr. BAKER’s election by Mr. Jarrett or any one else working in 
the interestof Mr. BAKER. I know thatthe entireamounts specified were used 
strictly in providing for the payment of legitimate expenses, such as you recog- 
nize and have enumerated. 

Mr. BAKEnr’s canvass was an able and honorable one. rising above the unjusti- 
fiable personal abusive methods adopted by his opponents up into the earnest 
and able discussion of questions of vital importance to every man, woman, and 
child in our district, made chiefiy by himselfsquarely upon the question of pro- 
tection to American industries and necessarily American labor, your opinion 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Mr. Jarrett’s visit to the district, to my knowl- 
edge, was atthe instance of and under control of the workingmen, jocrats 
and Republicans in the district, independent of the action of iron barons of 
Pennsylvania and the district or county committees. I repeat that the facts 
warrant the conclusions that the defeat of Mr. Morrison was effected by and 
through the able and honorable canyass made by Mr. BAKER, aided by the dis- 
affection in the Democratic party. The prevention of the usual fraudulent 
voting in East St. Louis by the honest Democrats there, the intelligent and earn- 
est work of Mr. Jarrett, the thoroughly organized efforts secured throughout 
the district, all combining, influenced the verdict of the voters in the districtin 
favor of Hon. JEHU BAKER. 

Yours, in the true interests of American industries, American labor, agricult- 
ure, and good, old-fashioned American butter, 

W. H. POWELL, 


W.J. UNDERWOOD, a 
Editor News-Democral, 
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The foregoing characteristic letter, with its admixtures of weak sarcasm and 
baronic threats, is published as General Powell's contribution to current polit- 
ical literature in this Congressional district. It neither yindicates him nor his 
champion nor does it disprove the fact that an attempt was made by Republican 
m rs to defeat Colonel Morrison by corrupt means contributed through 
outside influence. 

As far as the News Democrat is concerned, it knew nothing of the part taken 
by General Powell in the contest until aſter the election; and during the cam- 

ign we do not remember that he was censured or criticised in any respect for 
Eis friendship to Mr. Baker. Weknew that he wasa partisan in the faith of his 
party and expected him to use all honorable means to elect his man, After the 
election, however, in an unguarded moment of jubilation, he could not sup- 
press himself and let the cut out of the bag by saying that he had asked for 

assistance“ in the East in the interest of ped ered This admission, added 
to the fact of Jarrett's presence in the district and the exposure of his Geant 
methods, was a link in the chain of the damaging evidence that really settled 
the 


case. 

General Powell says he only received $1,550 to cover the legitimate expenses 
of a Congressional campaign.” This is the first time we ever heard of the man- 
agers of a political party going abroad for money for that purpose. It wascer- 
tainly an extraordinary precedent, and is well calculated to leave the impression 
that people abroad desired Colonel Morrison’s defeat more than the people at 
home. As far as we know, the legitimate expenses of local elections are always 

rovided for at home. It is to be presumed that the candidates of the Repub- 
fan paniy were assessed by its leaders and managers, as was the custom, and 
if they did not contribute to their own election it is not probable that people 
abroad would feel interest enough therein to help them out, 

In his letter General P. says that he has “no personal knowledge of any other 
moneys having been brought into the district by any one else, except a sum not 
exceeding $700 paid Mr. Jarrett and others for actual work, expenses, and time. 
ete.” It does not follow that because he did not know of “ other moneys” that 
there were none. It is pretty well established that Jarrett obtained money at 
Alton through one of the banks there, and as he made more than one trip from 
Pittsburgh, be could have carried on his person several thousand dollars with- 
out the knowledge of General Powell. 

The truth about the matter is, General Powell's letter establishes, in our opin- 
ion, two important facts that n the prevailing theories of Colonel Morri- 
son's defeat. Foreign assistance was secured to accomplish the result, and now 
that this fact is known Republican leaders are worried and out of humor about 
the matter. Public indignation has reached a degree that causes them alarm, 
and their ene are taxed to the utmost capacity to divert attention to other 
than the theories, There may have been other causes tending in a small degree 
to a Colonel Morrison’s vote, but these causes were not potential in his 
defeat. 

General Powell further says that to his knowledge Jarrett's presence in the 
district was “at the instance ofand under the control of the workingmen, Demo- 
erats and Republicans, in the district.’ He may be better posted in this respect 
than we are, but we imagine the number of workingmen engaged in the busi- 
ness was limited to a very small circle—say about a f-dozen who were con- 
spicuous with Jarrett in his manipulation, and who were on his list of friends; 
and even these workingmen are of the sort that would like to be iron barons— 
something of the order of the constituents of the now famous Workingmen’s 
Tariff Club, of Pittsburgh. 


Therefore it is demonstrated by these statements that there were two 
different agents who raised money in Pennsylvania, carried it to Mr. 
Morrison’s district, and used it to defeat him. How much more money 
there was, and how many more agents there were, no one of course 
knows. ' 

The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. BAKER] either knew of this money 
raised outside of the district by the agents of the American Tin-Plate 
Association and other Pennsylvania manufacturers to be used to elect 
a Representative in the State of Illinois, or hedid not. If he knewit, 
then of course he can not be offended at that fact being known to the 
American people. If he did not know it, he can not be offended at me 
for bringing it to his attention to-day. All I said was that that was a 
mode of debauching the ballot-box that ought to be condemned. To 
send money raised in another State, and agents from an association 
which is now seeking to have the duty on tin-plgte raised 110 per cent., 
which duty Mr. Morrison would have voted against, and which duty, 
it is presumable, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BAKER] would vote 
for—I said that was not the way to elect representatives of the people, 
No personal slight to me, no offensive reference to me by the venerable 
gentleman from Illinois, can obscure that issue before the American 
people. He and I sink into insignificance in contrast to that issué as 
to whether the associations and trusts built up by the tariff can send 
into other States to defeat representatives of the people who will not 
yote what they desire and elect men who will vote what they demand. 

One more reference, sir, and I conclude. The venerable gentleman 
compliments my father, He does not know, no one into whose family 
the plowshare of that terrific civil war did not run and divide it 
can understand, the awful dilemma of a loving son with the irresist- 
ible dictates of his conscience on the one side and the unspeakable 
veneration and love for a father on the other. My father was a Ken- 
tuckian who never gave utterance to the miserable and cruel twaddle 
that the gentleman from Illinois puts into his mouth about throttling 
that child. He wasa manly and generous man who would have looked 
upon that as both cruel and silly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. I heard him say a great deal worse 
than that myself in Lexington, Ky., if the gentleman will pardon me. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ot Kentucky. And I say to the venerable 

mtleman from Illinois [Mr. BAKER] that I forgive him for hiding 

hind the grave of a dead father to wound a living son. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BAKER, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, one word. The Kentucky 
mountain has labored and brought forth a ridiculously small mouse. 
[Jeers on the Democratic side.] In the letters which he has had read I 
detect nothing that is of any importance, and as to his statement of the 
contents of the letter of General Powell, the gentleman is inaccurate. 
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Having seen that letter I am prepared to say that there is not one thing 
in it against which an impeachmeant can be brought, not one thing, 
and, as far as I can see, there is not a thing in either of the letters read 
from Mr. Jarrett which contravenes the election laws of the State of 
Illinois, and the gentleman from Kentucky, while looking after the 
purity of the ballot-box, might better be exercised in regard to that 
considerable region of our country where it is generally understood 
that immense masses of American votes are suppressed. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the fami- 
lies of the members who can not find places in the galleries, and who 
are now in the corridors of the House, be admitted to the floor. It is 
a privilege which has often been granted before. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I shall not object provided gen- 
tlemen will observe the rules and refrain from smoking while the ladies 
are here. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. REED, Mr. Chairman, I purpose to discuss to-day some of 
the general principles which, in my opinion, underlie the two modes 
of national action which are confi ly in dispute in Congress and 
in the country. I shall treat the bill before us as in their hearts the 
leaders on the other side treat it, as a step only in a particular di- 
rection. The whole course of the debate has gone that way, and it 
is a just and proper way. 

How important the propositions at issue are the intense interest 
already excited by the pending measures on two continents bears 
the strongest witness that can be borne bymen. Those who, living 
on this side of the ocean, grow and make articles which are neces- 
sary for the comfort and happiness of the people of the United States 
are on one side of the question, while the foreign manufacturers, 

d foreign statesmen are all on the 
other, 

This, however, should not prejudice the question. If it be true 
that by having their goods manufactured abroad the people of the 
United States as a whole would become richer and more prosperous, 
would have their houses better furnished, their tables s Dead” with 
finer linen, and covered with more healthful food; if their bodies 
would be protected by warmer woolens from the cold of Maine and 
by finer clothing from the burning sun of Texas; if they would on 
the whole, and from generation to generation, enjoy more of the 
comforts and luxuries of life, and would themselves be more intelli- 
gent, more independent, and better fitted to be the citizens of a Re- 
8 already great and destined to be mighty beyond all former 

reams of empire, then by all means let us sink national prejadice 
burst the barriers of provincial narrowness, and with one ‘accord 
adopt not merely the present bill, but such legislation as will surely 
treble the spindles of Europe and destroy our own—such measures 
as will put out our furnaces and illumine those beyond the sea. 
Let us vote for such laws as will make our mines mere holes in the 
ground, and stand aside to behold the glory alike of free raw materials 
and cheap goods purchased in the cheapest markets. Let the tall 
chimneys no longer disfigure our beantiful skies, and the rushing 
streams flow to the sea unvexed by mill-wheels, their murmurs un- 
disturbed by the clash of the shuttles and the click of the looms. 

If of every two dollars in our pockets, the one alone is sufficient, if 
spent in England, to give us all we have now, and we are sure of 
still having in our pockets the same two dollars which we now have, 
surely the problem is too easy for dispute, too simple for discussion. 
We have only to pass a bill which gives free course to what the 
free-trade professors, with glib secularization of the Deity, call the 
international law of the Almighty ; and if the learned economists on 
the other side are trae to their logic,and do not palter with both 
their language and their convictions, they can propose no other 
course. 

Napoleon was right when he said that Europe must be Cossack or 
republican; Lincoln was right when he said the United States must 
be either free orslave. The house divided against itself has to unite 
or fall. The revenue reform argument is either a false pretense or 
covers the whole ground. Protection is either in its essence a bene- 
fit or a curse. You can not dilute a curse and make it a blessing. 
Ratsbane and water are no more food than ratsbane pure. | Laug 
ter.] Incidental protection is a sham. Tariff for revenue only goes 
down before the same arguments which are used against protection. 

If protection be atax for manufacturers’ benefit then it is the same 
taxif it be the result of even a revenue tariff. Incidental protec- 
tion is of all the most inexcusable. It is an accident which ought to 
be avoided like a railway disaster. If when you take one dollar from 
the citizen for the Treasury and four for the manufacturer, is it any 
the iess robbery that you call it a revenue tariff? 

If you gentlemen on the other side believe what you say, you 
onght to be as furious against the rapine and plunder of the Mills 
bill as you profess to be naan’ those of the present law. 

The President is the leader of the Democracy. He is also the dis- 
arroago aaa as he is rapidly shaking the dust of civil- 


penser of 
‘orm off feet [laughter], he is assuming control over 


service 
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his party. One paragraph in his message covers the whole ground 
of e and free trade, and points out the plain duty of the 
Democracy. 

There is but one free trade, and the President is its prophet. Who- 
ever falls in battle in the service of this new Allah and its prophet for 
him shall open the shining gates of the heaven of foreign missions and 
Federal offices. [Haughter.] Therefore, with confidence I quote to 
the true believers the inspired wisdom of the message. It is an old 

` quotation much wondered at. The mere wisdom of this world has 
refuted it many times and oft. But it is of the essence of the doc- 
trines which oppose protection. It is the warp and woof of the whole 
discussion, which must be my excuse for again inflicting it on a weary 
world. These laws,” he says, and he is ing of iff laws— 

„These laws raise the price to consumers of all articles imported 
and subject to duty by precisely the sum paid for such duties.” Pre- 
cisely” is the word he uses, and it is a word of tremendous signifi- 
cance. But the corollary which he draws from the whole sentence 
is of still more tremendous significance. If the consumer pays „pre- 
cisely” the duty in excess of the price of the imported article, then 
the President is also right when he ave that on all domestic pro- 
tected articles the consumer pays ‘‘nearly or quite the same enhanced 

rice.” That is the whole counsel of the Lord on the subject. 
ether the protection be incidental or accidental, the result of war 
tariff or peace tariff, the consumer not only pays the duty on im- 
ported articles to the Government, but also on all domestic produc- 
tions its equivalent to the greedy manufacturer. 

At lar’, then, we have a mathematical basis on which to calculate 
the damage inflicted on this country by the system established by 
the men who framed the Constitution. By tariff taxes, whether 

t or small, whereby manufactures are encouraged, every dollar 
raised by the Government takes out of the pockets of the people other 
dollars and puts them into the pockets of capitalists. these dol- 
lars are not merely changed from the pockets of the poor to the 
pockets of the rich—their value is lost to the nation; for by just so 
much has the nation’s labor been unprofitably expended and wasted. 

Since, then, we pay to protected industries the equivalent of the 
duty which is imposed on imported articles, we have only to calcu- 
late the amount of this payment thus lost to the country to find just 
what we have been doing and just where we are. Our manufactured 
products in 1880 were $5,370,000,000, If you add less than one-third 
for increase you will have for the year 1887 the figures Kroa by the 
HA es of the Committee on Ways and Means, $7,000,000,000. you 
take only one-half of this sum as being under protection, and calcu- 
late the duty, you will find that the sum uselessly paid is more than 
one thousand millions of dollars. 

Since 1880 more than six thousand six hundred millions of dollars 
have been wrested from the people, and six thousand six hundred 
millions would have bought every acre of farming land in the United 
States at the outbreak of the war. If you carry back the baleful 
calculation to the day when we Republicans took charge of the coun- 
try, you will find, if the President be right, that we have thrown 
away the whole value of the land we lived in, and instead of turning 
over to civil-service reform a country worth $44,000,000,000, we 
turned over a rack-rented farm mortgaged far beyond its value. 

There are other remarkable fi to be deduced from that para- 

ph in the message; figures which must light up the pathway of 
emocratic duty with the electric light of conscience. ti Laughter. ] 

In 1887 forty millions of woolen goods were imported, paying twenty- 
seven millions of duties, 40 per cent. on cost and duties, This went 
to the Government. Three hundred and fifty-six millions of domestic 
woolen manufactures were bought that same year by the impover- 
ished American people. Under the radiant light of the message it 
will be seen that one hundred and forty-two millions of that money 
went into the gaping pockets of manufacturers and were lost for- 
ever to the down-trodden people. [Laughter and applause. 

We imported thirty-one millions’ worth of silks; we manufactured 
forty-six millions, of which sixteen and one-half millions lined the 
purses of the plunderers. The same story can be told of every pro- 
tected industry, until the total of more than one thousand millions 
of the people’s money rolls into the pockets of these licensed robbers 
of the poor. If this message from our ruler be true, every factory 
is the abode of a robber baron, more fell and sure than ever swooped 
down a European hill-side to harry a cavalcade of honest merchants. 

In every mine mouth lurks a more dreadful giant than ever before 
smelled the blood of an Englishman, [Renewed laughter.] But 
what do the friends of virtue propose to do with these wicked peo- 

le? Sweep them ont of existence with the strong hand of justice? 

oes the gentleman from Texas intend to lasso these creatures and 
tangle them in the folds of his lariat? Does the gentleman from 
Arkansas mean that from their dead bodies the handle of his bowie- 
knife shall protrude? Ah, no! they are still to live and still to flour- 
ish. They will have only the delightful punishment of being turned 
over to the melting eloquence, the soothing rhetoric of the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [ Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] while he explains his theory 


of fair plunder, of honest and decent robbery, with no restrictions 
save such as will be satisfactory to those good manufacturers who 
have been admitted to private interviews by the back-stairs. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

The castles of these marauders are still to smoke upon the hill-tops, 


and the tall chimneys are still to break the sky-line of this unhappy 
country, They are to be allowed to rob within 7 per cent. of what 
they rob now, and as eee they are to let loose upon 
the markets of the world, where, according to the learned chairman, 
they are to reap larger wealth and pile up statelier millions. Do 
you think that the calculations I have made are but ridiculous imag- 
inings of a scoffer; are but toying with the deep seriousness of the 
Presidential mind? Nay, not so. The belief that what I have figured 
out is absolute truth pervades the Democratic mind from one extrem- 
ity to the other; from the very head to the very tail. [Renewed 
laughter and applause. } 

The Hon. John Randolph Tucker, then a member from Virginia, 
as delightful in private life as he was able in the service of his coun- 
try, in the 3 of our Lord 1882, in a speech delivered May 5, on the 
twenty-fift page of the same, made the annual sum thus plundered 
from the people eight hundred millions for the year 1880. That speech 
was the most frank and honest ppling with the question I have 
seen, except perhaps the speech of the gentleman from South Carolina 
(Mr. HEMPHILL]. In the same year, on the 20th day of April, in a 
speech delivered that day, on page 6 thereof, the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, the member from Illinois, proclaimed the 
astounding fact that during the last nineteen years these ungodly 
manufacturers had swindled the people ont of $15,000,000,000. Let 
me be exact, for the calculation is specific and precise. The exact 
sum was $15,063,754,645. [Laughter.] I do not need to cite the 
learned occupant of the chair [ Mr. 8 or the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Cox], or even that individual who from the Speaker's 
bench in the gallery overlooked the opening of the debate on the bill 
which it is insinuated he did not frame. He made ita thousand mill- 
ions a year six years ago. 

Great heavens! These amazing plunderers had in their pockets 
fifteen thousand millions in 1882; have had eight hundred millions 
a year since—in all, nineteen thousand siga hundred millions, or 
three thousand millions more than this whole country is listed for 
taxation, and the Mills bill, the representative of the concentrated 
and concatenated wisdom of the Democracy proposes to give them 
more. [Applause and 2 Gentlemen of the other side, 
heroes of the new crusade for revenue reform and civil-service re- 
form, if you believe what you say, is it not ample time that this 
tribute cease? What excuse have you for continuing it? 

If the President be right, and you don’t dare to doubt him, an an- 
nual tribute is paid protected manufacturers out of the pockets of 
the people more 3 ever was exacted by an Oriental 
despot. In the face of your plain duty to free the ple from this 
iron 2855 vou stand higgling about the amount of the tribute. Iu- 
stead of $47 for every hundred you purpose to gi ve $40 of the people's 
money and throw into the e the markets of the world! 

If it be a tribute, be bold and sweep it away. Why do you hesi- 
tate? Is it because you dare not be caught lowering tle wages of 
the laboring men who have votes? Have the courage of your lead- 
ers’ convictions—for has not the gentleman from Texas, godfather 
of this bill, who has promised to bring it up in the nurture and ad 
monition of the Lord, loudly proclaimed to the open Say. that tariffs 
haye nothing to do with wages? Is it out of mercy tothe capitalist 
that you falter? [Laughter.] 

Do you say there is Sa invested under our laws, and we must 
0 ith with those who have invested it? Whether faith should 
be kept with such vampires is for you to say. But surely no better 
faith need be kopi than to pay back every cent they have invested. 
If the President be right, if John Randolph Tucker be right, if the 
honorable and gallant member be right; if J. S. Moore, who fixes tho 
tribute in 1882 at one thousand millions, more than any of us, be 
right—if they all be right, then every year more than one thousand 
millions come out of the people for these men. 

What is their whole stock in trade? What is the tale of every 
dollar they have as capital invested? If you take one-half the in- 
dustries as protected, and we have made our other calculations on 
that basis, the whole capital is only one billion eight hundred and 
sixty million dollars. Now we have shown, according to our chief 
ruler, that the plunder of these manufacturers is$1,000,000,000. There- 
fore, in one year and four-fifths of a year, every dollar of that capital 
could be repaid, provided they kept their mill wheels unturned, and 
the people of the United States, protected against protection, could 
be as free and as happy as if the ægis of the Confederate constitu- 
tion, article 1, section 8, were spread all over the land. [Jeers on 
the Democratic side.] 

Why do men with such beliefs so plain, and so distinct, hesitate to 
do their duty? It is because every wind that blows, every sight 
that strikes their eyes, every sound that resounds in their ears, shows 
the folly of their theories, the absurdity of their logic. What use 
is it to tell the people of this empire that they have been robbed and 
plundered one thousand millions of dollars every year, during the 
very time when over 3,500 miles of distance cities have been spring- 
ing up like magic, richer in a decade than the old world cities have 
grown in centuries, when 120,000 miles of railroad have been buil 
which compress the broad expanse of a continent into a week o 
time. When the commerce of its inland lakes has grown to rival the 
commerce between the two worlds; when from every land under 
the sun the emigrants have been flocking to its happy shores, drawn 
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there by the pesce and prosperity which shine on all its borders and 
sweep ee eee to — Sey There are no eyes so dull that 
enn not see the ever-rising glories of this Republic except those 
which are bandaged by the prejudices of long ago. [Applause on 
Republican side.] 

Thus far I have employed a familiar method of argumentation 
which is called in Latin reductio ad absurdum, or, in plain English, 
confronting the acre ti man lays down with the facts of the 
universe and showing hi bsurdity of which he has 


the dreadful a 
been guilty. [Laughter.] The principles are the President's, the 
facts are from his own familiar frien Which do you believe? 
The two sentences of the m which I have quoted are the es- 
sence of free trade. Whoever believes them has but one honest course 
to pursue. He must demand direct taxation. There is no escape 
from it. [Applause. ] 

Now let us turn to the other side. The system we believe in is 
called protection, and is founded upon the doctrine that a great na- 
tion like ours, having all varieties of climate and soil, will be richer, 
more independent, and more thrifty, and that its people will be bet- 
ter fitted to enjoy the comforts and luxuries of peace, and better situ- 
ated to endure the calamities of war, if its own people supply its 
own wants, 

I do not pu to defend protection. Its vast growth within the 
last quarter of a century defends it better even than eloquent ora- 
tions. It was born with the Republic. It is the faith and practice 
of every civilized nation under the sun saye one. It has survived 
the assaults of all the professors of the ‘‘ dismal science” called po- 
litical egen It has stood up against all the half knowledge of 
learned men who never had sense enough to transmute their learn- 
ing into wisdom. [Great applause. | 

On the face of the earth to-day there are but two sets of people 
who believe in free trade, whether pure and simple or disguised as 
revenue reform, and those two are the masked ee pe beh the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and their followers and the United King- 
dom of Great Britain and Ireland, with Ireland suppressed. 

Russia, the granary of Europe, has abandoned free trade, with 
the striking result that whereas, in 1876, before the duties were 
raised, she bought eight million hundred-weight of British metals 
and paid therefor thirty million of dollars-(eight for thirty), she 

ot the same quantity in 1884 and pai only seyenteen million for 
it (eight for seventeen), Three dollars and seventy-five cents per 
hundred-weight before tariff, and $2.12} after. Austria, Germany, 
Italy, Mexico, and the Dominion of Canada, that child of Britain 
herself, have all joined the army of protection, It is the instinct of 
humanity against the assumptions of the book men. It is the wis- 
dom of the race against the wisdom of the few. 

Perhaps the best argument I can make for protection is to state 
what it is and the principles on which it is founded. 

Man derives his test power from his association with other 
men, his union with his fellows. Whoever considers the human 
being as a creature alone, by himself, isolated and separated, and 
tries to comprehend mankind by mathematically adding these atoms 
together, has utterly failed to comprehend the human race and its 
tremendous mission. > 

Sixty millions even of such creatures without association are only 
so many beasts that perish. But sixty millions of men welded to- 
gether by national brotherhood, each ech pa sustaining, and but- 
tressing the other, are the sure conquerors of all those mighty powers 
of nature which alone constitute the wealth of this world. [Ap- 

lause,] The great blunder of the Herr professor of political economy 
b that he treats human beings asif every man were so many foot- 
pounds, such and such a fraction of a horse-power. All the soul of 
man he leaves out. 

Think for a moment of the foundation principles involyed in this 

nestion, which I now ask, Where does wealth come from? It comes 

m the power of man to let loose and guide those elemental 
forces the energy of which is infinite. It comes from the power of 
man to force the earth to give her increase, to hold in the bellying sail 
the passing breeze, to harness the tumbling waterfall, to dam up the 
great rivers, to po bits in the teeth of the lightning. Foot-pounds 
and fractions of a horse-power will never do this. It takes brains 
and the union of foot-pounds and fractions of a horse-power work- 
ing harmoniously together. 

To grasp the full powers of nature, to reap the richest wealth of 
the world, we must utilize the full power of man, not merely mus- 
cles and brains, but those intangible qualities which we call energy, 
vigor, ambition, confidence, and courage. Have you neverremarked 
the wonderful difference between a sleepy country Mpa, ae lyiag 
lazily alongside an unused waterfall, where more than the 
energy ofthe people was lost for lack of the kind of work they wanted 
to do; where, whenever three men met together in the road, the rest 
looked out of the windows, idly wondering what the riot was about 
[laughter], and that same village after the banks were lined with 
workshops and the air was noisy with the whirr of the spindles, and 
every man was so eager to work that there never seemed hours enough 
in the day totear from the powers of nature their imprisoned richness? 

If you have, you have also seen the contrast between men left to 
themselves, so many foot-pounds and fractions of a horse-power, and 
men incited by hope, spurred on by ambition, and lighted on their 
way by the confidence of success. [Applause. ] 


- 


For a nation to get out of itself or out of the earth all the wealth 
there isin both, it is not n for the nation to buy cheap or 
sell dear. That concerns individuals alone. What concerns the na- 
tion is how to utilize all the work there is in men, both of muscle 
and brain, of body and of soul, in the great enterprise of setting in 
motion the ever-gratuitous forces of nature. 

How shall you get out of the peonio of a nation their full powers. 
Right here is precisely the dividing line. The Nt-alone school say 
leave individual man to his own devices. The protectionist school 
say let us stimulate combined and aggregated man to united endeavor. 
What made men work before governments? Was it an intellectual 
belief that work was good for the muscles? Not the least in the 
world. It was hunger and desire, Hunger has ceased to play the 
greater part, but desire will never pass away. 
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and luxury to conquer is the blazing promise of the unhasting, un- 
resting march of civilization. In that column of march the whole 
nation must be ranged. Association is the instinct of humanity 
which grows with its growth. First the family, then the tribe, and 
then the nation. The race will come by and by. Faithfulness to 
each in their order is the true route to the next. 

Here in the United States are 60,000,000 people with all the varied 
characters their numbers indicate. Some have faculties fit for farm- 
ing, some for the management of machinery, some for invention 
The problem before you is what system will get from all these 
creatures, so different from each other, the maximum of work and 
wealth and wisdom. [Applause,] 

I have already said that the great incentive, the motive power of 
man, is desire. That is the magnet which draws him, but, like all 
other magnets, it must be put near the armature. The quenching 
of desire must not cost too much. The pathway to its accomplish- 
ment must not be too rugged. If you say to him who loves inven- 
tion and hates farming, your path and your desire lies through the 
cultivation of the fields, he will say this thing costs too much. If 
you say to the man who loves the fields, your way must be through 
the workshop, you bar his progress, 

There is only one way to get the best work out of men, and that is 
to give each the work he can do best. Youcan only accomplish this 
by diversifying 8 To diversify industry completely in a 
country such as ours, there is but one way given under Heaven 
among men. To enable the American people themselves to supply 
all their wants, you must give and assure to the American people 
the American markets. t does this phrase mean in practical 
life? It means that we, the nation, say to capital, “Embark your- 
self in the manufacture of such and such articles, and you shall have 
a market to the extent of the wants of the American people,” 

Capital then says to labor,“ Go with me into this new field, all or 
“a who like this work best, and we will share the results.“ Then 

gins a new industry. Multiply this by hundreds and you havea 
community where every man honestly minded will get what on the 
whole suits him best, and the nation will get the greatest amount of 
work from the greatest number, 

To this system, so far sketched, no human being can find reason- 
able objections, But it is averred that there are some drawbacks. 
It is alleged that the people who are in the older industries—those 
which establish themselves without law—have to pay higher prices 
for the articles so manufactured, and that the employment in new 
industries is all at theirexpense. This does not in the least touch 
upon the utilization of human energy and natural energy which 
would otherwise run to waste. It does not touch upon the question 
of the divine right of those who are adapted to the older industries to 
reap alone the riches of the earth. 

So seemingly unjust has this last appeared in one instance, that of 
the land-owner, that a prominent eee Mr. Henry George, 
who will vote next election for revenue reform, has proposed to 
take away from land more or less of its value to the owner. That 
Ido not to. Imake no reclamations on that account. 

I meet the question squarely and asseverate that protection does 
not raise prices. The opposite statement and the argument which 
backs it up I purpose to state fairly, for we now come to the famous 
revenue-reform dilemma. Yon us, they say, that protection is 
for the purpose of enhancing prices to enable high wages to bo paid, 
and yet you say that protection lowers prices. This is flat contra- 
diction. So itia as you state it. But your statement, like all reve- 
nue-reform statements, flourishes only by assumption, 

In order to make yourself clear, you have utterly omitted the ele- 
ment of time, You assume that we say that both our statements of 
higher prices for higher wages and lower prices for consumers are for 
the same instant of time. Not so. When you begin there are higher 
prices for higher wages, but when you establish your manufactories, 
at once the universal law of competition begins to work. The manu- 
factories abroad, urged upon by the lower prices which the tariff forces 
them to offer in order to compete with us, cause every element of econ- 
omy in manufacture to be set in motion. Every intellect is put to 
work to devise new machinery which will produce at lower cost, to 
seek out new methods of utilizing waste, to consolidation of effort to 
lessen general expenses, and the thousand and one devices every year 
invented to get more work out of the powers of nature. 

At home the same causes are at work, and with redoubled energy, 
because on account of higher wages there are greater inducements 
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to substitute labor-saving devices for costly labor. And this colossal 
struggle between two great empires of industry, the foreign and the 
domestic, results everywhere in the cheapness of commodities, in 
which pro; of cheapness the world has marched on in one un- 
broken undeviating line, until to-day the-citizens of the United 
States, the sovereigns of to-day, as we call them in moments of 
patriotic exaltation, the poorest citizens have for the commonest 
necessities of life the luxuries of the sovereigns of old days. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] . 

Thatlower paon willcome at once, we have never said. That they 
will come and grow lower and lower so that in the series of years 
which make up a man’s life all he needs will cost him less than under 
revenue reform we asseverate and maintain, and all history is be- 
hind our asseverations. 

But would not all this take place under free trade; would not En- 
glish manufactures, supplying all the world, have grown thus 
cheaper by themselves? t me answer this question by two others. 
Do you believe in the lowering of prices by competition? Of course 
you do. Do you believe that the great ‘production of $7,000,000,000 
of manufactures have not entered into competition with those of 
England? You know that they have been the great power which 
has forced English prices down, 

Do you want an example of to-day? In 1883 the importers were 
eager to prevent the increase of the tariff on porey, I know it, 
because a gentleman was here earnestly urging me not to consent to 
the increase. Only three years afterwards he acknowledged to me 
that the foreign manufacturers were obliged, in the face of the great 
increase of product, both in quantity and quality, to cut their prices 
so as to pay even more than the tariff tax. Perhaps some revenue 
reformer may ask me, on the strength of this example, how our rais- 
ing tariff helped manufacturers here if the foreign manufacturer low- 
ered bis prices, 

Iam glad to answer that question, for it answers many others. 
Before the raise we were on pottery fighting foreigners gorged with 

rofits and flushed with the spoils of our markets. ‘To-day we are 
Ichting them on even terms, or would have been, but for the package 
clause. Their profits would be going into our treasury, not into their 
pockets, and between them and us would still be going on that equal 
contest for cheaper and cheaper manufactures which, without low- 
ering wages, is giving us every day lower prices and an ever-widen- 
ing manufacture, 
erhaps some gentleman will say to me that this is all a dream; 
that the very fact of a barrier raised by our tariff prevents competi- 
tion. Every manufacturer knows better. England must work or 
starve. She has piled up her capital, and if she can not get large 
rofits she will take small. Let me not confine myself to theory. 
t me once more recall that tremendous fact about Russia. In 1876, 
threo years before her tariff, she bought 8,000,000 hundred-weights of 
British metals at $30,000,000, 8 for 30.. In 1883, fonr years after the 
tariff, she bought the same amount, 8,000,000 hundred-weights for 
$17,000,000, 8 for 17, $3.75 per hundred-weight before, $2.12} after. 
Was that the effect of the Russian tariff. alone? Not se. It was 
the effect of tariffs the world over, 

Let me show the same fundamental fact on a larger scale. Ihave 
here the report of the royal commission to inquire into the causes of 
the depression of British trado. There is much matter of excellent 
adi on throughout that work, but one paragraph will serve my 
present purpose, It is on the page numbered xii, where you will find 
that the exports in 1883 were £240,000,000, but that the value of 
those same exports at the prices of ten years before were £349,000,000. 

The difference is £109,000, 000 8545, 000, 000. Ifyou want it in per- 
centage, you will find that you must add more than 45 per cent. to 
the price of 1883 to get the richly profitable prices of 1873. To what 
does the world owe this gain of $545,000,000 in a single year? Who 
was the fruitful mother of all this gain? 

She whom in your short-sighted wisdom you have always called 
barren, tariff taxes [applause] ; and facing your most opprobrious 
phrase, the one you roll most lovingly under your tongue, I dare to 
asseverate that if the whole world will repeal its tariff taxes England 
will reap in the next ten years not only ten times these five hundred 
and forty-five mions but a thousand millions more every year. 
Tariff taxes! How men like to fool themselves with phrases! Because 
the taxing power is used not only for revenue but as the barrier, and 
taxes are odious, therefore the barrier must be odions also. How can 
taxes produce? This is only mere word-trifling. Can you keep cat- 
tle out of the cornfield by sticking wood into the ground? Tes, if you 
make a fence. 

Do you mean to tell me, said the wise bumpkin to the engineer 
on the banks of the Merrimac—do you mean to tell me that you can 
make that stream usefal by pareng rocks into it? Yes, said the 
engineer, as he proceeded to build his dam afd set in motion the 
water-wheels of mighty Lowell. ? 

I have eaid that the professor of political economy treats manasa 
soulless aggregation of foot-pounds. Let me give you a striking ex- 
ample of this humanizing science. 

eee of shorter hours of labor the British commission report, 
from which I have quoted, says, page XXI, paragraph 82, spea ing 
of shorter hours of labor: 


It must be for the country and the workman himself to decide whether the ad- 
vantages of shorter hours compensate for the increased cost of production or di- 


minished 8 Wo believe that thoy do, and on social as well as on economical 

ds we regret to see any curtailment of the leisure and freedom which 

o workman nowenjoys. No advantage which could be expected to accrue to the 
commerce of the country would, in our opinion, compensate for such a change. 


On the commission was Bonamy Price, the only recognized profes- 
sor on it, and here is his sole contribution to this volume: 


I to express my dissent from paragraph 82. It contains a specified repudia- 
tion the t doctrine ot free trade. {Greatis Diana of the Ephesians. ] Shorter 
ours o 


do not and can not compensate to a nation for increased cost of pro- 


“duction or diminished output. They tax the community with dearer goods in order 


to confer special advantages on the working man. They protect him, and that is 
a direct repudiation of free trade. The country is sentenced to dearer and fewer 


DONAMY PRICE. 


He is right, the dear professor, though rather crisp and brutal. 
Shorter hours and higher wages are “direct repudiations of free 
trade.” [Laughter and applause.] 

Let me now treat you to an argument for protection in America 
out of Bastiat. Fredrick Bastiat, of France, was the brightest frec- 
trader that ever charged down the lines. No man can refuse the 
tribute of admiration to the wonderful play of that subtle intel- 
lect. He has furnished the other side most of its brains and all its 
dialectics. 

Yet while he is arguing free trade for France, I think he has 
proved protection for America. Talking to Frenchmen, he says: ‘I 
say, and I think so very sincerely, that if two countries find them- 
selves placed in unequal conditions of production, it is that one which 
is the least favored of nature which has the most to gain by liberty of 
exchanges.” - 

He proves his case this ik Labor is the sole cost. All the rest 
is the gratuity of nature, Whatever labor produces in one land 
more than the same labor in another land is difference of gratuity 
only. It is the measure of relative richness of the two countries. 
If one man should discover rich soil he would alone reap the gra- 
tuity. If ten thousand men discover it the principle of compe- 
tition comes in and the gratuity goes to consumers. If one farm 
could double its fertility, the owner would be richer. If all the 
farms doubled their fertility, the whole gratuity would go over to 
the consumers. Let me illustrate that by something which Bastiat 
never knew, for he died forty years ago. 

If one railroad alone in this country had had steel rails, all the 
benefit of that would have goneto the company. But when all the 
companies had them, and thereby could do their work cheaper and 
80 save vast amounts of money, some railroad presidents looked for 
big dividends. What happened? Why each one said I can get a 
little more business if I do it 1 and get the same results. 
Then they began to compete, and the final result now is that that 
magnificent giſt of nature, through Sir Henry Bessemer, the dif- 
ference between the strong, long-lived steel rail, and the weak, short- 
lived iron rail, has, every dollar of it, gone to the people, making 
cheap transportation instead of big dividends. [Applause. 

Let my poor scared friend who covers his head with the bed-clothes 
at night lest he should be devoured by monopolies take courage. The 
Great Maker of this universe knows how to got His gifts distributed 
to His children. Since, then, the gratuitous part must be distributed, 
it follows, as Bastiat claims, that exchange is the barter of values, and 
value being reduced by competition to represent work, exchange is 
the barter of equal works, and, therefore, in free trade the richest 
country gives the most; in fact, it levels itself down and levels the 
other countries up. 

Now, which is the richest, Europe or America? Weare all agreed 
on that. We say America because our eyes behold it. You say so 
because your eyes behold it, and yousee one thousand millions wasted 
besides. What do you mean to do? I will tell you what we mean 
to do. We mean to keep this wealth here. We mean to do it even 
= we 185 a“ Chinese” wall of tariff taxes around this country. [Ap- 
plause. 

Let me give this great truth of Bastiat’s another application. 
Nature producesall. That is the origin of the much-abused phrase, 
“The farmer pays all.“ Whenever the farmer goes beyond his farm 
for the gratification of his desires, Bastiat, the free-trader, shows 
that he must then share his riches. Now whom shall he sharo it 
with, the mechanic at home or the mechanic abroad; his fellow-cit- 
izen or an alien? Which is for his interest? 

Let me putit in other phrase. Which is it better for a farmer 
to do, send his surplus wheat a thousand miles to the sea-coast, three 
thousand miles across the water, pay the freight, sell it to the me 
chanic who gets less wages, or sell it right here at home to the me- 
chanie who gets more wages? The answer seems obvious. 

The minor arguments for free trade are exceedingly simple. Rea- 
soning in a circle always is. There is nothing so compact as begging 
the question. Truth is difficult. ‘‘Easy as lying,” is a proverb. 
Says a learned professor, If under your tariff I can buy for a bushel 
of wheat in Liverpool the same articles for which I pay in New York a 
bushal and a peck, will anybedy tell me I don’t lose a aes of wheat, 
and lose it by your tariff?” Looks so, doesn’t it? [Laughter.] 

But there are two assumptions you perceive on examination; first 
that under free trade American wheat will be as high at Liverpool 
and British wares as low. In other words the learned professor as- 
sumes that two bushels of wheat bidding for one set of wares will 
get them at the same price as when two sets of wares are bidding for 
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one bushel of wheat. Verily this seemeth to be the very thing we 
are discussing. This was the very point the learned professor started 
out to prove. [Laughter and 1 

Mr. nk Hurd, the melodious child of free trade, is now tra- 
versing this country founding a great oration on the same convinc- 
ing argument. Ifa laborer with two dollars in his pocket won ina 
day in protectionist America can buy in Liverpool for one dollar 
what he wants, and you make him pay two dollars to the Rhode 
Island manufacturers don’t you cheat him every day out of half his 
day? Dear, departed friend, first great martyr in this great cause, 
why not put it the other way? Ifa poor laboring man in free trade 
America without a cent in his pocket, and perhaps no Sato in his 
trousers, should find out that things cost the same in Rhode Island 
and Liverpool, would the happiness he would undoubtedly feel be 
anything more than an intellectual delight? [Laughter and ap- 
planse. } 

There are only two fallaciesin this foundation stone of the new Jeru- 
salem. The little one is that what costs one dollar in Liverpool will 
cost two in Rhode Island. Thisisrhetoric. Let us pass the rhetoric. 
The big one is that the laborer will get his two dollars under free 
trade, and goods at Liverpool will be as cheap. This is assumption. 
I not only point out that all this is assertion and not proof, but I 
think I can prove the contrary. 

You asseverate that if part of the people now there left manufactures 
and went on the land and produced more wheat we could supply 
ourselves thereby with the manufactures we failed to make and fare 
a profit, because on our fertile lands we can make wheat cheaper 
than hardware. Perfectly true, if prices would obligingly keep the 
same. 

What makes wheat so cheap to-day? So many unexpected thou- 
sand bushels from India. ould not the same number of extra 
bushels in America have done the same? Would notso many extra 
bushels from America added to so many extra bushels from India 
drive it down at more than double the per cent.] British prices are 
low because the outside world manufacturing for itself won’t buy, 
and these prices have been forced down, say the board to investi- 
gate, etc., 57 per cent. from 1873 to 1885. More wheat from America 
would lower prices of wheat just as more manufactures under tarift 
have lowered prices of goods. What a jolly rise those same prices 
would have if we supplied our lost manufactures by import. [Ap- 

lause. 

4 Thegreatfolly ofthis mosttaking free-trade argument is thereason- 
ing from the individual to the nation, If you should suspend the 
tariff laws for a single man he could, beyond a doubt, buy in Liver- 
pool for a bushel of wheat what in New York costs a bushel and a 
peck. But would it not be the same if the laws were suspended as 
to all? By no manner of means. Why not,” says the free-trader ; 
“is not the nation made up of individuals?” Certainly; but com- 
pared with one individual the universe is practically unlimited. He 
can move round and disturb nothing. Sixty millions of him make 
a big distarbance when they move. 

Let me give you an illustration from Wall street. I suppose that 
when a distinguished man, an ex-minister to England, which is the 
least of his distinctions, a man whose 1 are of such deli- 
cacy that the present President reminds him of Abraham Lincoln, 
of blessed memory, has without reproach compared protection to 
three-card monte, I may refer to Wall street without censure. 
[Langhter and 8 on Republican side.] 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] who, by the wisdom 
of the Speaker, so well represents the wishes of his State on the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means was once an honored director in the Lake 
Shore and is now an honored director in the Canadian Pacific. Sup- 
pose he were to say to one of his friends—to me, for instance, for I like 
to dream of such a good thing—you have a hundred shares of Lake 
Shore. They-pay 4 per cent. an sell at 92, Canadian Pacifie’s sell 
at 59 and pay 3 per cent. Canadian Pacific is a better road. Inter- 
state-commerce bill favors it and the President is friendly. [Laugh- 


ter.] . 
Sell your 100 Lake Shore and buy 156 Canadian. You will get $468 
et of $400 for income and lots of nice chances. I could do that 
as per programme, My sale of 100 Lake Shore would notdepress that 
stock. My purchase would not raise the Pacific. But suppose 5,000 
men tried the same transfer—nay, 500—what would be the result? 
Canadian Pacific would go up like a rocket and Lake Shore down 
like a stick, and there would be 500 badly disappointed men, and the 
more of them there were the more disappointed they would be. If 
ever the Democratic party, under the lead of the learned professor, 
on the ground that one man can save a peck of wheat by trading 
with Liverpool instead of New York, puts this whole nation at the 
eh of Liverpool, we shall be a lucky people if we get back the 
et. 
People say that these tariff discussions are dull and tiresome, but 
there are always delightful things inthem. I don’t know when I 
have bathed my weary soul in such a reverie of bliss as I did while 


inste 


the chairman, by the aid of Edward Atkinson, and the great doctrine 
of labor-cost, was explaining that the high wages of our work 

ple were not an obstacle, but the very reason itself why the whole 
circumambient atmosphere should be flooded with the pauper sun- 
[Laughter. ] 


shine of Europe, 


The more you pay the workman the less the “labor-cost.” The 
more you give your shoemaker the less the shoes cost. The former, 
he explained, is the cause of the latter. Less ‘‘labor-cost” is pro- 
duced by higher wages. The higher the w: the lower the labor- 
cost. No limitation, of course, was set to so divine a principle. The 
only limit to lowness of ‘‘labor-cost” is our generosity to the labor- 
ing man. Give infinite dollars to the laboring man and things will 
cost e [Laughter.] Surely no frantic orator on labor day, 
the session before election, ever oftered to the horny-handed_sons of 
toil such a sweet boon as the great doctrine of“ labor-cost.” 

But softly, my friends. Thisis not the millenium, It is not tho 
Heavenly Jerusalem newly descended. It is only the old Jerusalem 
of the Jews, sacred but ancient. It is the old, old fact that the smarter 
the workman the better the pay, and the manufacturer makes more 
out of him besides. It is not an absolute fact. It is a relative one. 
It only means that a better workman in the same country can get 
better pay than a poor one, and is worth it and a percentage over. 
It is a valuable fact, but it is an old one, and if Mr. Atkinson, re- 
puted an able man, ever gave such an extension to that idea as his 
pupil has he must be one of those men who discover a full-fledged 
planet with moons whenever an asteroid comes within his field of 
vision, 

But the pleasure given by the great doctrine of “ labor-cost” is 
soon lost in the admiration at the cool co e of what follows. 
Stimulated by the theory of ‘‘labor-cost,” the chairman ordered an 
investigation into the oldest manufactories in New England. What 
was the result? Why, constantly increasing wages and constantly 
decreasing cost; the two very things his side has sneered at since 
tariff debates were invented, higher wages for the worker and lower 
prices for the consumer. 

What industries did he select? Cotton sheetings and cotton 
prints; cotton goods, the very articles, and perhaps the only arti- 
cles which have had continuous, unbroken, effective protection since 
1824. He selects industries which, under all tariffs, have had sixty- 
four years of solid protection, shows by them higher wages for labor 
and lower peoos for consumers, then boldly wraps the flag of labor- 
cost about him and proclaims to a wondering world that tariff has 
nothing to do with w I wonder what Edward Atkinson 
thought of his new disciple at that moment. 

Oh, no; tariffs have nothing to do with wrges. Itis coal and steam 
and machinery. But what set up the machinery? What caused the 
cotton factory to be built? Why, the tariff. So, then, the tariff bulit 
the mill, set up the machinery, the machinery increased the wages, 
but the tariff did not. Is not that very much like saying our father 
was your progenitor, but your grandfather wasn’t. [Langhter.} 
How could you improve machinery you didn’t have? How coul 
you increase the efticiency of machinery that didn’t exist? 

Perhaps now would be a good time to introduce the Chairman’s 
yard of cassimere. I hate to invite this table audience into 
even this small Sahara of figures; but really there are oases in it. 
In the original it is one line and a half, specimen of a whole column. 
Here it is: 

„One yard of cassimere, megna 16 ounces, costs 138 cents; tho 
labor-cost is 29 cents; the tari is 50 cents.” Borrowing from the 
rest of the column he means, as you will see if you read it, “You 
pretend, you manufacturers, that you want a tariff for the laborer; 
and here you are, 29 cents to the laborer, and 80 cents tariff; 51 cents 
into your infamous pockets.” 

This is certainly bad. I do not remember ever seeing such a start- 
ling exposure of cold-blooded villainy. Why, a robber baron of the 
middle ages, dead and buried five hundred years ago, with nothin 
left of him but his coffin, would rise at such a charge and hur) bac 
as indignant contempt as if he had been a Kentucky member charged 
with 3 hearings on midnight revenue reform. But let us re- 
press our feelings. May be that this news is like the news we used 
to get from Texas during the war, ‘Important if true.” And it is 
not true. A yard of cassimere selling at 138 cents, weighing 16 
ounces, and paying 80 cents tariff is an impossibility. Just permit 
me to prove it. 

First you take off 27 cents discount for selling. This includes all 
other incidentals, That leaves 111 cents. Take off 80 cents, the 
alleged tariff. That leaves 31 cents, That is cost. You see I am 
liberal. No extras there. Now, if 31 cents is the cost and the goods 
are invoiced honestly—you see, I am again liberal—what is the 
duty? It will be largest under the woolen schedule. Therefore we 
will take that. It can only be 35 cents a pound and 35 per cent. ad 
valorem. The 35 cents is compensatory for the wool duty paid by 
the manufacturer. The 35 cents is 35 cents. Add 35 per cent. of 31 
cents—10.85 cents—and you have 45.85 cents, which must be your 
tariff. But 45.85 cents added to 31 cents cost and 27 cents for selling 
gives only 103.85 cents instead of 138 cents, which shows that the 
sum doesn’t prove. 8 

Now listen to what the rate must be: 133 cents is the a d price; 
27 cents off for selling leaves 111. Now, the fixed specific tariff on a 
pound of cassimere is 35 cents. Take that out and there remains 76 
cents for cost and ad valorem duty at 35 per cent. In other words, 
76 cents is 135 per cent. of the cost. Therefore the cost is 56.29 cents, 
and the ad valorem tariff is 19.71, which, added to the 35 cents specific 
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is 54.71 cents. Adding them all together you have 138 cents. This 
proves. Now let us see what ratio this bears to the rest of the cal- 
culation of the learned chairman. Eighty cents tariff, taking out 29 
for labor, gave the heartless manufacturer 51 cents; 54.71 cents will 
only leave him 25.71. 

Can he get away with that? How lucky he wonld beif he could. 
Out of that he has got to pay just 35 cents to th» woolman, tariff 
on his wool. In fact, the 35 cents a pound in the tariff is put there 
for that very purpose. So, according to the chairman’s theory, this 
poor robber baron has got to put his hands into his own pockets and 

ay 9.29 cents of his own money besides what he gets from tariff. 

ally any intelligent robber baron would go back to the middle 
ages, iia he certainly had no such luck. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. j 

Of course these figures are of no real earthly value except to prove 
the absurdity of a line and a half specimen of the chairman’s speech. 
He started out grandly. Go to, he said, I will pay this man’s labor 
and show he pockets51 cents a yard besides; allout of the tarif. The 
chairman does not realize that 51 cents a yard profit on cassimere 
15 a colossal preposterousness, He does not hsve even a suspicion 
of it. 

Between the two kinds of free-trade orators the manufacturers 
have a poorchance. One of them, like the chairman, proves the in- 
ordinate profit of 51 centsa yard, and shouts loudly against the in- 
finite extortionand the piled up wealth. The other, like the member 
from Massachusetts[Mr. RussELL], who seems to have a valuable as- 
sortment of unknown facts, proclaims the wide-spread bankruptcy ot 
woolen manufacturers and then wants to know,in an equally loud 
tone of voice, how we defend such a beggarly business as this, When 
one insinuates 51 cents profit for every yard and the other testifies 
to bankruptcy we have between them a millionaire insolvent and a 
beggar rolling in wealth. [Laughter.) 

hen the chairman asserts more than 60 per cent. profit on wool- 
ens and the gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. RUSSELL] declares 
that no nation bnt ours taxes imported wool, while the last publica- 
tion of the State Department shows at least sixteen, one hardly 
knows which to admire most, the stupendous imagination of the poa 
tleman from Texas or the rigorous accuracy of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts. 

After all, this exaggerated idea of tho profits of manufacturers is at 
the bottom of the chairman’s feelings. Whenever I walk through 
the streets of that Democratic importing city of New York and look 
at the brownstone fronts my gorge always rises. Ican never under- 
stand why the virtue which I know is on the sidewalk is not thus 
rewarded. I do not feel kindly to the people inside. But when I 
feel that way I know what the feeling is. It is good, honest, high- 
minded envy. When some other gentlemen have the same feeling 
they think it’s political economy! [Great 333 

hy have I spent so much time on this wretched little yard of 
cassimere? Simply because it is a sample of a whole column which 
has been put forward here as the finest result of the free-trade in- 
tellect; and there are eighteen more just such palterings with com- 
mon sense. 

Before I leave cassimere let me add one word. One of the chief- 
est arguments on the stump of the free trader is that our tariff taxes 
are on the necessities of life. Why shouldn't they be, if protection 
makes cheaper? The chairman has already shown how cheap cot- 
ton is. - Let Matthew Arnold tell about woolens. Here I have him 
in the Nineteenth Century, April, 1888. 

On the other hand, for that immense class of ple, the great bulk of the 
community, * * * things in America are favorable, * * * Society is organ- 
ized for their benefit. * * Luxuries are, as I have said, very dear, above all 
European luxuries, but the working-man’s clothing is nearly as cheap as in Eng- 


land, and plain f is, on the whole, cheaper. Even luxuries of a certain kind 
are within the laboring man’s easy reach. 


Ihave thus gone over, ‘well or ill, the real arguments on the other 


side, all that are really worth touching, but there is in all these 
rhetorical battles much artillery firing which comes from unshotted 
ns. They make as much noise as real artillery. They obscure the 
_ heavens also with much smoke, and they seem to the careless to 
contribute to the dead and wounded. Some of these I must ask you 
to examine, for it is really worth while to see what « part smoke 
and noise play in this world. 

„Monopoly,“ said Horace Greeley, a doetor of laws, and once a can- 
didate of the Democratic party for the Presidency, ‘‘monopoly is 
perhaps, the most perverted and misapplied word in our much-abuse 
mother tongue.” How very tame this language is. I suppose that 
during the ten years last past I have listened in this Hall to more 
idiotic raving, more iferous rant on that subject than on all the 
others put together, And yet I do not regret it. What a beautiful 
sight it is to see the revenue-reform orator go into action against mo- 
nopoly. Nelson, as he stood blazing with decorations on the decks 
of the Victory on the fatal day of Trafalgar; Napoleon at Friedland, 
as the Guard went cheering and charging by; Thomas Sayers as he 
8 ry for the championship of England when Heenan had crossed 
the lifting waters; the eagle soaring to his eyrie; the royal man-eat- 
ing Bengal ugeran his native jungle; nay, the very bull himself, the 
strong bull of Bashan, as he uplifts his bellow over the rocky deserts 
of Palestine, are all but pale reminders of one of these majestic crea- 


tures. [Langhter.] And yet, outside the Patent Office there are no 
monopolies in this country, and there never can be. Ah, but what is 
that Isee on the far horizon’s edge, with tongue of lambent flame and 
eye of forked fire, serpent-headed and griffin-clawed? Surely it must 
be the great new chimera “Trust.” Quick, cries every masked mem- 
ber of the Ways and Means. Quick, let us lower the tariff. Let us 
call in the British. Let them save our devastated homes. Courage, 
dear brethren. Be not too much disturbed. The Lord will reign 
even if the board of mayor and aldermen should adjourn. 

Call in the British! When the day comes that this Republic can 
not save itself from a dozen of its own citizens without aid from over 
the sea, I hope to be buried a thousand leagues under some respect- 
able and permanent mountain range. What unreasonable talk this 
is, A dozen men fix the prices for sixty million freemen! They can 
never doit. There is no power on earth that can raise the price of 
any necessity of life above a just price and keep it there. More than 
that, if the price is raised and maintained even for a short while, it 
means ruin for the combination and still lower prices for consumers. 
That is one of the laws of God working for His children. Compared 
with one of your laws of Congress, it is a Leviathan to a clam. 

Doubtless there are evils in this world to be corrected by law. But 
let us go at it with sense. The kindly bear who flung «paving stone 
to drive away a fly which disturbed his sleeping friend killed the 
man and did not hurt the fly. 

But if the revenue- reform orator on the monopoly is terrible, like 
an army with banners, there is a theme on which he can take up the 
notes of the dying swan. How we do love to hear him on the im- 
poverished farmer. Then he is not sublime, but he is pathetically 
great. I heard him first ten years ago. To me, innocent, untray- 
eled, it seemed as if the Western farmer was the most woe-begone, 
down-trodden, luckless, unsuccessful, dispirited devil on the face of 
theearth. The Eastern vampire had mortgaged his farm and thrown 
down his fences, and scattered his substance wantonly to the winds. 

In the fullness of time I traveled West myself. You may well 
imagine my astonishment, who had never seen 10 acres together 
in corn, to behold fields of that great staple stretching way out to 
the horizon’s edge, to see tracts of land which seemed to have no 
boundaries but the visible sky; land so rich that if we had an acre of 
itin Maine we would have sold it by the bushel [laughter], while on 
every side were the great brick honses, such as only the squire lived 
in in our villages. T some i bl this I became sulky. I said, 
gentlemen, of course we have rob you; your Congressmen would 
not lie about trifles like that. But what disgusts me is that we did 
not do it more thoroughly. The gleaning looks bigger than the 
harvest. These crumbs are finer than the food we puton our tables. 
Then they confided to me that thé Western Congressmen were . 
orators and did this for practice. [Laughter.] Since then I have 
not been so much moved by it. 

Here is another unshotted gun called ‘‘the markets of the world.” 
The markets of the world! How broad and cool these words are. 
They stretch from the frozen regions of the northern pole across the 
blazing tropics to the ice-bound shores of the Antarctic continent. 
All this we can have if we will but give up the little handsbreadth 
cates 1 5 United States of America. What are these markets of the 
wor 

To hear these rhetoricians declaim, you would imagine the mar- 
kets of tho world a vast vacuum, waiting till now for American goods 
to break through, rush in, and fill the yearning void. Willyour goods 

o to Austria, to Italy, Germany, Russia, or France? und all 
these benighted countries are the Chinese” walls of tariff taxes. 
Britain herself is protected by vast 8 accumulated through 
ages, the spoils of her own and other lands, by a trade system as pow- 
erful as it is relentless. All these nations will contest with you the 
other countries which they already overflow. 

Does your mouth water over the prospect? What market do you 
give up forall this? Where is the best market in the world? Where 
the people have the most money to spend. Where have the people 
the most money to spend? Right here in the United States of Amer- 
ica after twenty-seven years of protectionist rule. And you are 
asked to give up such a market for the markets of the world! Why 
the history of such a transaction was told twenty-four hundred years 
ago Itisa classic. You will find it in the works of Æsop, the fab- 
ulist. 


Once there was a dog. He was a nice little dog. Nothing the 
matter with him except a few foolish free-trade ideas in his head. 
He was trotting along happy as the day, for he had in his moutha 
nice shoulder of succulent mutton. By and by he came to a stream 
bridged by a plank. He trotted along, and, posers, peed the side of 
the plank, he saw the markets of the world [great laughter and =. 
plause] and dived for them. A minute after he was crawling up 
bank the wettest, the sickest [great laughter], the nastiest, the most 
muttonless dog that ever swam ashore! 

We have now spent twenty days on the discussion of the Mills 
bill. Have you noticed what has been the most utterly insignifi- 
cant thing in the discussion? The most utterly insignificant thing 
in the discussion has been the Mills bill. How do you acdébunt for 
it? I will tell you. Ifthe principles you have enunciated are true, 


it is an unworthy compromise with Satan. Ifthe principles we have 
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stated are true, it is an unworthy ambuscade, and you know it. You 
mean this merely for one step. You mean to cut deeper next time. 
Yon mean the destruction of the system which now exists. 

The whole case can be put succinctly in a few words. If the prin- 
ciples you announce are true, you must have direct taxation. Ifthe 
dollar you pay the custom-house on the import is followed by a dol- 
Jar to the manufacturer for every like quantity of domestic goods, 
which your tariff accidentally encourages, then that manufacture is 
a misfortune. It takes dollars out of the farmer or lawyer without 
return. It is no reply, under this Government, to say that the indi- 
rect collection of two dollars, one-half of which is lost to the people, 
is easier because the poor fools don’t know it. 

That is the old quotation made from Colbert by the gentleman 
from West Virginia. Surely in this country yon do not avow that 
you are trying to get “the maximum of feathers out of the goose for 
the minimum of squalling.“ You don’t mean to take feathers out 
of the American goose and deny him the poor privilege of noise. 
No, if our proud bird ought to surrender, feathers he is plucky enough 
to surrender like an eagle, and if it is 2 tax alone he has a right to 
see just what feathers go. 

The forefathers of these Democrate saw this, and, like the honest 
men they were, clamored for direct taxation. They wereright. Why 
do not go act like them? Why not be bold? Why do you hesi- 
tate? Itis because twenty-seven years of knowledge divide you 
from them. In your heart of hearts you su t your own logic and 
yon dare not. You may well hesitate. Whoever takes down the 
map of 1560 and the map of 1888 will look upon the most wondrous 
growed that ever the sun shone on in all its myriad courses around 

e earth, It is a marvelous spectacle. It is not alone the great 
cities, born like exhalations, which flash prosperity over the great 
lakes, over the broad plains, over the mighty fields rich with verdure 
or teeming with uncounted harvest. It is not alone the piled-up 
billions under which the great national debt caused by the greatest 
war expenditure the world eyer saw has melted like an iceberg under 
a tropic sun. It is not alone the rejnvenated South turning its face 
to its t future. Nay, it is not even all of these combined. It is 
the fact found by the most cultured Englishman of our daythat all 
this wealth and prosperity has been so shaped that it seeks the com- 
fort—not of the rich, not of the lounging owner of fixed income, not 
of the pampered minion of governmental power, but of the plain 
people whom Abraham Lincoln loved, and who are of right the chief 
glory of this Republic. [Prolonged applause.1 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky (when Mr. REED’S hour was 
about to expire) said: Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
just a moment? His hour is within a minute of expiring, and I ask 

“unanimous consent that his time and that of my colleague [Mr. CAR- 
LISLE], who is to follow him, be extended without limit. 

There being no objection, the extension requested was granted. 

Mr. REED resumed and concluded his remarks. 

Mr. CARLISLE (the Speaker). Mr. Chairman, I am: very much 
obliged to the committee for its courtesy in granting me an unlimited 
extension of time, but I shall endeavor to confine my remarks within 
the usual limits, even if compelled to omit some matters which it had 
been my purpose to discuss. 

—TLshall not attempt to follow the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] in all the arguments he has made, or in all the illustra- 
tions he has submitted to the committee; for, in fact, I was unable to 
hear a large part of what the gentleman said. 

The gentleman started out with the proposition that the supporters 
of the pending bill are either inconsistent orinsincere, or perhaps both; 
because, he says, if protection is wrong, a tariff for revenue is also 
wrong; that there is no difference in principle between them, the dif- 
ference being only in degree. 

Therefore the gentleman’s argument is that the supporters of this 
bill should advocate absolute free trade. I might retort upon the 
gentleman by saying that if the doctrine of protection is correct, then 
that doctrine should be carried by its friends to its logical and legiti- 
mate results—absolute prohibition of foreign imports. But the gen- 
tleman from Maine has made this unnecessary, because he has an- 
nounced that such is his purpose, and the purpose of his political 
associates, if „and that they will preserve in this country all 
of its own trade and wealth, even if compelled to erect a Chinese wall 
around it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Sir, China ed 
all the trade and wealth of her own people within her own limits for 
thousands of years, but I do not think that the advocates of diversified 
industries or the friends of labor can find much to encourage them in 
the social and industrial condition of that country to-day. [Renewed 
applause on the Democratic side.] There the doctrine of protection, 
pure and simple, was carried to its logical results, and it produced its 
inevitable effects. With the oldest civilization in the world, with every 
variety of soil and climate and natural resources, with a frugal and in- 
dustrious people, with a literature abounding in philosophical and spec- 
ulative thought, the useful arts and manufactures are still in their in- 
fancy, and labor is still the abject slave of capital. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

No, sir; we do not want another China here, nor do we want or ex- 


ps absolute free trade. [Renewed applause on the Democratic side.] 
We all recognize the fact, which I suppose even the gentleman from 
Maine will concede, that the Government must have a revenue for its 
support, and that this revenue must be raised by taxation in some form 
or other. I presume the gentleman from Maine will also concede that 
all taxation is an evil which it would be well to avoid, if possible, but 
that, as it cannot be avoided entirely, we are simply reduced to a choice 
between that system which would confine the trade of our own people, 
in a large measure at least, to our own limits without increasing the 
revenues of the Goyernment and the more liberal system which will 
make trade and commerce as free as possible consistently with the rais- 
ing of sufficient revenue for the support of the Government. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] If our manufacturing or mining in- 
dustries, or any other industries in the country, receive a benefit by 
the imposition of duties upon imported goods under this system, the 

are entitled to it and they are welcome to it. [Renewed applause. 

It is impossible to impose taxes under any system that can be devised 
without hurting somebody or helping somebody; and for my part—and 
I think this is the sentiment of my political associates on this floor—I 


would rather help them than hurt them. [Renewed applause on the ~ 
— EMA 


Democratic side.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine, in all his long dis- 
course, lasting nearly two hours, made no reference whatever to the 
actual situation which now confronts us—a situation which makes it 
the imperative duty of the Representatives of the people to reduce the 
revenues before this Congress shall adjourn. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

It appears from the last official statement that there was in the 
Treasury at the close of the last month, including subsidiary and minor 
coins, the sum of $136, 143, 357. 95 over and above all the current liabil- 
ities of the Government. This was $56,676,662.65 more than the sur- 
plus on hand on the Ist day of December, 1887, and shows that there 
has been since that date an average monthly increase of $11,335,332. 15. 
The lus accumulation each month under the existing system of 
taxation is more than the total cost of the Government during the first 
two years of Washington’s administration, while the aggregate sum is 
considerably in excess of the whole expenditure of the Government 
during the first eighteen years of its existence under the Constitution, 
including civil and miscellaneous expenses, war, navy, Indians, pen- 
sions, and interest on the public debt. 

Every dollar of this enormous sum has been taken by law from the 
productive industries and commercial pursuits of the people ata time 
when it was sorely needed for the successful prosecution of their busi- 
ness, and under circumstances which afford no excuse whatever for the 
exaction. [Applause on Democratic side.] There is nota monarchical 
government in the world, however absolute its form or however arbi- 
trary its power, that would dare to extort such a tribute from its sub- 
jects in excess of the proper requirements of the public service [re- 
newed applause]; and the question which Congress is now compelled 
to determine is whether such a policy can be longer continued here in 
this country, where the people are supposed to govern in their own 
right and in their own interest. 

During the progress of this debate more than one gentleman on the 
other side has referred to the enormous surplus now in the Treasury as 
a matter of but little consequence; and in fact there are some who appear 
to regard it as a blessing, rather than a mi that we should have 
more than $130,000,000 of the people’s money withdrawn from the 
channels of trade and securely locked up in the vaults of the Govern- 
ment, Sir, I can imagine no financial condition more dangerous to the 
integrity of legislation and the prosperity of the country than that which 
results from the existence ofa large surplus in the public Treasury. Even 
if it were possible for such a surplus as we now have to accumulate 
without the imposition of any tax or burden upon the people, it would 
still be, in my opinion, a very great misfortune, because the inevitable 
effect would be to encourage useless and extravagant appropriations in 
violation of those principles of public economy which are absolutely 
essential for the preservation of a popular government with constitn-* 
tional limitations upon its powers. TA polne] 

If there be any serious danger now threatening our institutions, it is 
the growing disposition among those who represent particular classes 
and special interests to disregard the checks and break down the bar- 
riers of the Constitution in a promiscuous scramble for a division of 
the public treasure. Fortunately there is in no part of the country 
any feeling of opposition to the proper exercise of public authority, 
either State or Federal. On the contrary, the prevailing tendency is 
toward the enlargement and extension of governmental power by con- 
struction, especially in matters involving the appropriation and expend- 
iture of money. 

When the Government has collected, or is collecting, more money 
than it needs the people, realizing the injustice of a policy which un- 
necessarily deprives them of a of their earnings, are almost sure 
to demand its return in some form or other. If the Government may 
rightfully exercise the power of taxation for other than public pur- 
poses, it is difficult to convince those who pay the money that it can 
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not also rightfully exercise the power of appropriation for other than 
public purposes. It is safe to say, therefore, that so long as this policy 
shall be continued, not only will largesses and bounties for the pro- 
motion of purely private interests be demanded, but new fields for the 
exercise of legislative power and new objects for the appropriation of 
the public money will be discovered. 

But it is said that we still have outstanding a large public debt, and 
that no great injury can result to the country if the present rates of tax- 
ation shall be continued and the surplus revenue used in the purchase 
of bonds. Iagree, Mr. Chairman, that so long as we have a surplus its 
application to the extinguishment of the public debt is the very best 
use that can be made of it. [Applause.] But I totally dissent from 
the proposition that it would be wise or just to raise a surplus revenue 
by taxation merely for the purpose of purchasing at a premium the un- 
matured bonds of the Government, except so far as may be necessary to 
meet the requirements of the sinking-fund law; and I am not satisfied 
that it would not be good policy, if the revenue could be properly re- 
duced, to suspend the operation of that Jaw, in whole or in part, for a 
reasonabletime. Itis not possible to defend, and it would be ruinous 
to perpetuate, a fiscal policy which compels the people to pay to the 
public creditors twenty-five cents on the dollar more than the obliga- 
tions of the Government call for; and yet that is just what we are do- 
ing and just what we must continue to do unless the revenue is reduced 
by the passage of this or some other bill. ; 

On the 17th day of last month the Secretary of the Treasury, in pur- 
suance of authority conferred upon him by the law of March, 1881, as 
interpreted by the two Houses of Congress, issued a circular inviting 
proposals for the sale of bonds to the Government. The first purchase 
was made under this invitation on the 18th day of April, and between 
that date and the close of business yesterday, a period of one month, 
he has purchased on account of the Government 4 per cent. bonds to 
the amount of $13,456,500, upon which interest had accrued at the 
date of the purchase to the amount of $53,172.07. For these bonds he 
was compelled to pay the sum of $17,046,136.06, which was $3,536,464 
more than the principal and accrued interest, or a premium of 26} per 
cent. During the same time and under the same authority he pur- 
chased 4) per cent. bonds to the amount of $12,404,450, upon which 
interest had accrued to the amount of $108,086.55. For these bonds 
he paid the sum of $13.379,188.37, which was $866,652.37 in excess of 
the principal and interest. The premium paid upon this class of bonds 
was nearly 7 cent. 

This is the situation into which the Government has been forced by 
the failure of Congress in past years to make provision for a reduction 
of taxation. Millions of dollars which ought to have remained in the 
hands of the people who earned the money by their labor and by their 
skill in the prosecution of business have been taken away from them 
by law to be paid out to the bondholders in excess of their legal de- 
mands against the Government. [Applause.] And, sir, if the present 
Congress shall adjourn without applying a remedy, this unjust process 
must go on for an indefinite length of time. In the presence of such a 
situation we can notafford to quarrel about trivial details. A reduction 
of the revenue—not by increasing taxation, as some propose, but by 
diminishing taxation in such manner as will afford the largest measure 
of relief to the people and their industries—should be the great and 
controlling object to which everything else should be subordinated. 
[Applause.] Ido not mean that every interest, however small and 
insignificant, should not be carefully considered in a friendly spirit, but 
I do mean that the general interests of the many should not be subordi- 
nated to the special interests of the few. [Applause.] 

Although the question now presented is purely a practical one, it 
necessarily involves, to some extent, a discussion of the conflicting 
theories of taxation which have divided the people of this country ever 
since the organization of the Government. There is a fundamental 
and irreconcilable difference of opinion between those who believe that 
the power of taxation should be used for public purposes only, and that 
the burdens of taxation should be equally distributed among all the 
people according to their ability to bear them, and those who believe 
that it is the right and duty of the Government to promote certain 

ivate enterprises and increase the profits of those engaged in them 
by the imposition of higher rates than are necessary to raise revenue for 
the proper administration of public affairs; and so long as this difference 
exists, or at least so long as the policy of the Government is not per- 
manently settled and acquiesced in, these conflicting opinions will con- 
tinue to embarrass the representatives of the people in their efforts 
either to increase or reduce taxation. 

While no man in public life would venture to advocate excessive tax- 
ation merely for the purpose of raising excessive revenue, many will 
advocate it, or at least excuse it, when the rates are so adjusted or the 
objects of taxation are so selected as to secure advantages, or supposed 
advantages, to some parts of the country or to some classes of indus- 
tries over other parts and other classes; and this, Mr. Chairman, is the 
sole cause of the difficulties we are now encountering in our efforts to 
relieve the people and reduce the surplus. It is the sole cause of the 
anfortunate delay that has already occurred in the revision of our rev- 
snue laws, and if the pending bill shall be defeated and disaster in any 
form shall come upon the country by reason of overtaxation and an 


accumulation of money in the Treasury, this unjust feature in our 
present system will be responsible for it. [Applause.] 

Whenever an attempt is made to emancipate labor from the servitude 
which an unequal system of taxation imposes upon it, whenever it is 
proposed to secune as far as possible to each individual citizen the full 
fruits of his own earnings, subject only to the actual necessities of the 
Government, and whenever a measure is presented for the removal of 
unnecessary restrictions from domestic industries and international 
commerce, so as to permit freer production and freer ex the 
alarm is sounded and all the cohorts of monopoly are assembled to hear 
their heralds proclaim the immediate and irretrievable ruin of the coun- 
try. [Applause.] — 

We have been told over and over again during this debate that the 
passage of the pending bill will destroy many valuable industries now 
flourishing in various parts of the country; that it will deprive thou- 
sands of laborers of employment and greatly reduce the wages of those 
who continue to work; and the gentleman from Maine, who has just 
spoken, has substantially repeated the gloomy predictions to which 
the House has listened so often during the last three weeks. Sir, if I 
believed that the passage of this measure would injure a single honest 
industry, or reduce the wages of those who are employed in it, I would, 
notwithstanding the great emergency which now confronts us, hesitate 
long before giving it my support. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
But in my opinion the reductions now proposed on dutiable imports, 
and the proposed additions to the free-list willbe beneficial to the man- 
ufacturers themselves as well as to their laborers and the consumers of 
their products. As the Representatives from New England on the 
other side of the House appear to be especially alarmed concerning the 
injurious effects of this bill upon the great manufacturing industries in 
their part of the country, it may not be inappropriate to call their at- 
tention to a few historical facts connected with our tariff legislation 
in the past and the effects of low rates of duty upon the prosperity of their 
people. The highest rate of duty imposed by thetariff act of 1846 upon 
any class of woolen goods, cotton fabrics, manufactures of leather and of 
hardware, was 30 per cent. ad valorem, and upon most kinds of cotton 
goods it was only 25 per cent. These were the industries in which 
New England was most largely engaged, and her Representatives here, 
except those from the State of Maine, who were divided upon the ques- 
tion, protested against the passage of that act, as they now protest 
against the passage of the pending bill, upon the ground that it would 
paralyze and ruin these great interests. The Representatives from 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Hampshire, and Ver- 
mont voted unanimously against the bill, with the exception of Mr. 
Collamer, of Vermont, who did not vote at all. But it passed never- 
theless, and became a law; and now, Mr. Chairman, let us see what 
its effect was upon the most important industries of these great man- 
ufacturing States, and what thesubsequent action of their Representa- 
tives was after an experience of eleven years under these moderate 
rates of duty. 

We have no authentic statistics showing the progress made by man- 
ufacturing industries between 1846 and 1857 as a separate and ct 
period of time, but it may be fairly assumed that the full force and 
effect of the new rates of duty were realized at least as early as the 
census year 1849, and we have the census returns of 1850 and 1860, 
the latter based upon the productions of the year 1859, to which I 
beg leave to invite the attention of gentlemen from New England and 
other gentlemen who believe that low tariffs destroy manufactures and 
pauperizelabor. During the period mentioned the value of all our woolen 
manufactures increased more than 42 per cent.; the number of hands em- 
ployed increased 18} percent., hut the total amount of wages paid increas- 
ed nearly 37 percent. [applause], showing that the percentage of increase 
in the amount of wages paid was twice as great as the tage of 
increase in the number of hands employed. [Applause. i Taking all 
the New England States together the increase in the value of the prod- 
uct in this industry was 62 per cent. The increase in Massachusetts 
was 54 cent.; in Rhode Island, 176 per cent.; in Vermont, 61} per 
cent., and in Maine, 83} per cent. In the manufacture of hosiery the 
progress during the ten years under consideration was almost marvel- 
ous. In the Eastern States the increase in the value of the product 
was 481 percent. It was 523 per cent. in Connecticut, 377 per cent. 
in New Hampshire, and 373 per cent. in Massachusetts. 

What was the effect upon the manufacture of cotton fabrics in New 
England andin the wholecountry? Why, sir, the value of the produc- 
tion in the United States increased 77 per cent., the number of hands 
employed increased 28} per cent., and the total amount of wages paid 
in 39 per cent. 1 In New England the increase in 
the value of the product was over 81 per cent., in the number of hands 
employed 28 per cent., and in the amount of wages paid 36 per cent. 
Massachusetts increased her product 77 per cent., New Hampshire 55 
per cent,, Rhode Island over 87 per cent., Connecticut 116 per cent., 
Maine 137 per cent., and Vermont 273 per cent. 

In the six New England States the increase in the value of the prod- 
uct in the manufacture of boots and shoes was 83 per cent.; in Massa- 
chusetts the increase was 92 per cent., in Connecticut 10 per cent., in 
Maine 99 per cent., and in Rhode Island 337 per cent. The production 
in New England alone in 1860 was greater than the aggregate produc- 
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tion of all the States of the Union in 1850. In the manufacture of hard 
ware New England increased the value of her product 100 per cent., and 
in this industry also her product in 1860 was greater than the product 
of all the States in 1850, 

Instead of paralyzing the industries and pauperizing labor in New 
England, orany other part of the country for that matter, the tariff act 
of 1846 infused new life and vigor into our languishing manufactures 
and secured more constant employment and higher wages to our labor- 
ing people; and the consequence was that even the strong prejudices 
of New England were removed by actual experience, and in 1857 every 
Representative from that part of the country who voted at all yoted for 
a bill making an almost uniform reduction of 20 per cent. trom the 
rates imposed by the act of 1846 and placing many additional articles 
upon the free-list. 

Here is the vote upon the tariff act of 1857, as it first passed the House, 
a Republican House over which Nathaniel P. Banks, of Massachusetts, 
presided as Speaker. Five of the six Representatives from Maine voted 
for it, and the other one, who was absent when the vote was taken, had 
made a speech in favor of its passage. Nine of the ten Representatives 
from Massachusetts voted in the aflirmative, and the other was in the 
chair and did not vote. Every Representative from New Hampshire, 
Vermont, Connecticut, and Rhode Island was present and voted for the 
bill, and among them appears the name of the venerable and distin- 
guished Senator who still serves his State at the other end of the Capi- 
tol, Hon. JUSTIN S. MORRILL. 

The bill to which I have referred was sent to the Senate, where it 
was amended by making a very slight increase in the reduction of cer- 
tain articles, and, finally, upon agreeing to the conference, eighteen 
Representatives from New England voted in the affirmative and nine 
in the negative. Two-thirds of the men chosen by the people of New 
England to represent their interests in Con declared by this vote 
that a further reduction would be beneficial to their industries, and 
thus the tariff act of 1857, which we have so often heard denounced on 
the other side of the House, became the law of the land by the votes 
of Republican and New-England Representatives. 

These Representatives of the greatest manufacturing section of the 
country had seen their industries grow and prosper as they had never 
grown and prospered before; they had seen capital realizing adequate 
returns upon its investment; they had seen the number of laborers em- 
ployed constantly increasing and the rates of wages continually rising, 
and they had seen at the same time the agricultural and commercial 
interests of the people in all parts of the country flourishing to an ex- 
tent which the wildest enthusiast had scarcely dreamed of before. All 
these things they had seen, Mr. Chairman; but there are other things 
with which we have grown perfectly familiar in these times of high-tarift 
and class legislation which they did not see. They did not see great 
monopolies and trusts created to limit the supply and control the price 
of thenecessariesoflife. [Greatapplause.] They did not see enormous 
fortunes accumulated in a few years by corporations and individuals 
engaged in favored industries, while the great mass of the people were 
struggling hard to live comfortably and pay their taxes; nor did they 
see at any time during that period, as we have seen, thousands of honest 
laborers parading the streets of our cities clamoring for work, or as- 
sembling around our mines and factories with hired police to watch 
them. [Applause.] 

This was the experience of the Representatives from the New Eng- 
land States during the eleven years from 1846 to 1857, under a low 
tariff; and is it any wonder, Mr. Chairman, that they came here and 
by a unanimous vote a still farther ction in the interest of the 
manufacturers demanded? [Applause.]Y And if this bill shall pass 
and become a law, I predict that within Yess than eleven years from 
this time the gentlemen who now represent New England on this floor 
and oppose this bill will be here voting for a further reduction, or the 
people will send somebody here who will so vote. [Applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, if time would permit I would like to submit some of 
the opinions delivered by the leading representatiyes of our manufact- 
uring interests during the debate upon the tariff act of 1857, and even 
at the risk of dwelling too long upon this subject I will venture to read 
a few short extracts from the of Henry Wilson, of Massachu- 
setts, afterwards Vice-President of the United States, a gentleman who 
perhaps understood as thoroughly as any one the real condition and 
necessities of his constituents. Among other things he said: 

The manufacturers, Mr. Chairman, make no war upon the wool-growers. 
They assume that the reduction of the duty on wool, or repeal of the duty alto- 
gether, will infuse vigor into that drooping interest, stimulate home production, 
and diminish the importation of foreign woolen manufactures, and afford a 
steady and increasing demand for American wool. They believe this policy 
will be more beneficial to the wool-growers, to the agricultural interests, than 
the present policy. The manufacturers of woolen fabrics, many of them men 
of large experience and «xtensive knowledge, entertain these views, and they 
are sustained in these opinions by the experience of the great manufacturing 

nations of the Old World. 

Since the reductions of duties on raw materials in England, since wool was 
admitted free, her woolen manufactures have so increased, so * 
the production of native wool has increased more than 100 percent. The ex- 
perience of England, France, and Belgium demonstrates the wisdom of that 
policy which makes the raw material duty free. Let us profit by their example. 

When this speech was delivered wool had been admitted free of duty 
in England for a period of less than thirteen years, and yet the testimony 


of this distinguished New England Senator was that it had already 
doubled the product of native wool in that country. In the same 
speech he said further: 


If our manufactures are to increase, to <r ulation and the 
growing wants of our people; if we are to have the control of the markets of 
our own country; if we are to meet with and compete with the manufacturers 
of England and other nations of western Eu in the markets of the world, we 
must have our raw materials admitted duty or at & mere nominal rate. 
s * + s s * * 

We of New England believe that wool, especially the cheap wools, man 
hemp, flax, raw silk, lead, tin, brass, hides, linseed, and many other articles 
in our manufactories can be admitted duty free, or for a mere nominal duty, 
without injuring to any extent any considerable interest of the country. 


Further on he said: 


In closing, Mr. Chairman, the remarks I have felt it my duty to submit to 
the Senate and the country, that the Commonwealth I represent on this floor—I 
say in part, formy colleague, Mr. Sumner, after an enforced absence of more than 
nine months, is here to-night to give his vote if he can raise his voice for the in- 
terest of his State has a deep interest in the modification of the tariff of 1846 by 
this Congress, Hermerchants, manufacturers, mechanics, and business men in 
a departments of a varied industry want action now before the Thirty-fourth 

mgress ý 
They are for the reduction of the revenue to the actual wants of an econom- 
ical administration of the Government; for the depletion ot the ury, now 
full with millions of hoarded gold; for a free-list embracing articles of prime 
necessity we do not produce; for mere nominal duties on articles which make 


pace with the 


upal rtion of our domestic industry, and for such an adjustment of the 
duties on the productions of other nations that come in airect com ace 4 55 
e least bur- 


the product of American capital, labor, and skill as shall impose 
dens on that capital, labor, and skill. ’ 


In the same debate Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, said: 

On Sheffield hardware, such as cutlery, edged tools, files, and saws, some pro- 
tection is needed a little longer, but for this 20 per cent. is ample, and upon all 
other kinds 10 per cent., I feel quite sure, is fully sufficient, 

The present duty on cutlery is 50 per cent., just two and a half times 
the amount which Mr. MORRILL said was fully suficient more than 
thirty-one years ago. On files the duty now runs from 52 to 65 per 
cent., an average of three times the rate specified by Mr. MORRILL; and 
on hardware it is now three times what he thought was necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, it is customary in all our debates on the tariff for gen- 
tlemen on the other side to depict in the darkest colors the condition 
of the country during the financial depression of 1857. That depres- 
sion, from which the country recovered in a few months, was an in- 
significant incident in our history in comparison with the great in- 
dustrial, commercial, and financial storm which began here in 1873 
and devastated the country for five years [applause], closing mills and 
factories, extinguishing the fires in our furnaces, ruining banking and 
mercantile houses, and throwing hundreds of thousands of laboring 
people out of employment. Under a low tariff our industries soon re- 
vived and the country started again, like an awakened giant, on its 
march to wealth and power [applause], but undera high tariff it strug- 
gled on for five weary years, and, for the first time in its history, was 
brought face to face with those difficult and dangerous social problems 
which still confront us, and which it will require all the wisdom and 
patriotism of her ablest and best citizens to solve. 

It has been repeatedly charged here and elsewhere that the credit of 
the Government was so reduced by the act of 1857 that it was com- 
pelled to sell its bonds at a discount of 12 percent. The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], speaking of the effects of the acts of 
1846 and 1857, said: 

But this brief period of prosperity was quickly followed by the revenue tariff 
of 1846 and 1817, which brought to the saci another era of industrial depres- 
sion, culminating in the DANAREN of 1857, the disastrous consequences of 
which are still within the memory of living men, Universal bankru con- 
fronted the people, and the Government, with an empty Treasury, was forced 
in a time of peace to borrow money at a discount of from 12 to 30 per cent. 

I hold in my hand a volume issued from the Treasury Department 
in 1881, while Mr. Windom was Secretary, giving the history of all 
the loans negotiated by the Government from the time of its organiza- 
tion to the date of the publication; and this account, taken from the 
official records, shows that from the time of the of the tariff 
act of 1846 down to the last ten days of Mr. Buchanan’s administra- 
tion, when civil war was imminent, not a bond or Treasury note or 
Government obligation in any form was sold at less than par, while 
many of them having but a short time to run and bearing but 5 per 
cent. interest were sold at a very considerable premium in gold. [Ap- 
plause.] After the passage of the Morrill tariff bill, in March, 1861, 
and after the Democratic administration had gone outand a Republican 
administration had come in, twenty-year bonds, bearing 6 per cent. 
interest, were sold at 15 per cent. discount. [Applause.] But does 
the gentleman think it would be fair to charge this to the high tariff of 
1861? Does the gentleman think thatit would be fair for me to say that 
these bonds were sold at a discount because the rates of duty on imported 
goods had been increased by the act of March 2, 1861? Sir, I would 
be ashamed of myself if I should make such a charge. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

e credit of the Government was always good 


The truth is that un 


that there was to be a great civil commotion in this country. But, Mr. 


C AYA, 


til the breaking out of the civil war, or at least until it became aici WN A 
0 


Chairman, I have already devoted too much time to this of the 
subject. My only excuse for it is that there has been so much misun- 
derstanding or misrepresentation concerning the history of what the 


1888. 


gentlemen on the other side call the ‘‘ free-trade” period that it seemed 
to make some allusion to it. 

Mr. Chairman, during the last fiscal year the average rate of duty 
upon dutiable imports was about $48 upon each $100 worth of goods, 
and the revenue collected from that source was more than $212, 000, 000. 
During the same time the Government collected about $119,000,000 
under the internal-revenue laws, nearly all of which came from the 
taxes on distilled spirits, fermented liquors, and manufactured tobacco. 
In the fiscal year 1866, which was the first entire fiscal year after the 
close of the war, the receipts from internal-revenue taxes amounted to 
nearly $311,000,000, while the receipts from customs, or tariff taxes, 
amounted to $179,000, 000, and the rate upon dutiable goods was $40.19 
upon each $100 worth. 

This brief statement shows that while the receipts from customs 
have largely increased, the receipts under the internal-revenue laws 
have been greatly diminished, and that the taxes imposed by those laws 
are now collected from a few articles of luxury, or of taste, the use of 
which could be almost, if not entirely, dispensed with without injury 
to the people. There are many who believe, in view of the large re- 

. ductions heretofore made in the internal-revenue taxes, and in view of 
the fact that they are not now imposed upon articles of necessity, that 
the whole reduction now so much needed and so urgently demanded 
by the country should be accomplished by the revision of the tarift 
laws; but the framers of the pending bill, recognizing and respecting 
the differences of opinion which exist upon this question, have proposed 
to deal with both systems of taxation. They propose to make a reduc- 
tion of $78,000,000 based upon the receipts of the fiscal year 1887. 
About $54,000,000 of this is proposed to be taken from the tariff taxes 
and about $24,000,000 from the internal-revenue receipts by the repeal 
of the tax on tobacco and the abolition of certain special taxes upon 
dealers and others. 

So far the opposition to the bill has been directed mainly against 
that part of it which proposes to repeal orreduce the tax upon certain 
classes of imported goods; and gentlemen, speaking for the interests 
which have long ago been relieved of all the burdens imposed upon 
their industries, earnestly protest that the consumers of their products 
shall have no relief, or at least that they shall not have the full meas- 
ure of relief contemplated by this bill. In 1866 there was collected 
from the incomes of those having net annual receipts exceeding $600 
the sum of $72,982,159, and from manufacturers and their products, 
excluding distilled spirits, fermented liquors, and tobacco, the sum of 
$127,230,609. Every vestige of this enormous burden upon our man- 
ufacturing industries has been removed, and properly removed, but the 
high rates of duty imposed on imported goods, to compensate for this 
domestic taxation, have not been removed. It was a very great mis- 
take, to say the least, that they were not both removed at the same 
time, for after having afforded relief to one side it seems almost impos- 
sible to secure relief for the other. There never was a time while these 
heavy internal taxes remained upon their products that the manufact- 
urers would not have been glad to surrender a large part of the tarift 
duties in order to secure a removal of the charges upon their industries. 
In 1867 Mr. SHERMAN, of Ohio, who was doubtless familiar with the 
views of those engaged in manufacturing industries, said in aspeech in 
the Senate: 

Every law imposing a duty on imported goods is necessarily a restraint on 
trade. It imposes a burden upon the purchase and sale of imported 
tends to prevent their importation. The expression "a free-trade tariff“ in- 
volves an absurdity, 

Again he says: 

Every duty on imported merchandise gives to the domestic manufacturer an 
advantage equal to the duty. 

[Applause. ] eee : 

How will gentlemen reconcile this statement with the contention on 
that side that the consumer does not pay the increased price? 

Every duty on imported merchandise gives to the domestic manufacturer an 

advantage equal to the duty, and to that extent every tariff is a protective tariff. 

[Applause. ] ` 

Again he said on the particular point I am discussing: 

If you converse with intelligent men engaged in the business of manufactur- 
ing they will tell you that they are willing to compete with England, France, 
Germany, and all the countries of Europe at the old rates of duty. If you re- 
duce their products to a specie basis, and put them upon the same footing they 
were on before the war, the present rates of duty would be too high. It would 
not be necessary for scarce any branch of industry to be protected to the extent 
of 5 present tariff law. They do not ask protection against the pauper labor 
of Europe, but they ask protection against the creation of your own laws. 

[Applause. ] 

He referred to the internal-revenue laws and the paper currency. 
All the internal-revenue laws of which the manufacturers then com- 
plained have been long since abolished. The business of the country 
is now, and has been for many years, conducted upon a specie basis, 
and I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the great body of consumers in this 
country, the men and women who toil in the unprotected industries, 
have a right now to demand that their claims for relief shall be con- 
sidered in any measure that may be passed for the reduction of the 
revenue. [Applause. ] 
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In a speech delivered in the Senate in 1872 upon this same general 
subject, Mr. SHERMAN repeated substantially the same views, but I 
will not detain the committee by reading it. 

A MEMBER. I would like to hear it. 

Mr. CARLISLE. It is good reading. 

A MEMBER. It will help him at Chicago. 

Mr. CARLISLE. If he will stand by the doctrines and policy he 
announced then it ought to help him to secure the Republican nomi- 
meen at Chicago. He said, in aspeech delivered on the 15th of March, 


It mustbe remembered that the present duties, taken together, are far in ex- 
cess of what they were before the war,and that they have three times 
largely increased since the age of the Morrill tariff act of 1861. 

he result of such duties is to secure to mechanical industries higher ogee 7 
than can be earned in other kindred 5 Such excessive protection 
not only ceases to diversify production, but forces labor into protected employ- 
ments. If the present rates of duty were high enough during and since the 
war, when home industry was burdened with heavy internal taxes—with stamp 
duties, income taxes, and high rates on raw materials—then surely they are now 
too high when all these taxes are removed. I have listened with pa- 
tience, day by day, to the statements of gentlemen who are interested in our 
domestic productions. Iama firm believer in the general idea of protecting their 
industries, but I assure them, as I assure their representatives here, that if the 
present high rates of duty, unexampled in our country, and higher by nearly 50 
per cent. than they were in 1861, are maintained on metallic and textile fabrics 
after we have repealed the ve internal taxes which gave rise to them, and after 
we have substantially given them their raw materi free of duties, we shall 
have a feeling of dissatisfaction among other interests in the country that will 
overthrow the whole system, and do greater harm than can possibly be done 
by a moderate reduction of the present rates of duty, And Iam quite sure that 
intelligent men engaged in the production of various forms of textile and me- 
tallic fabrics feel as I do, that it is wiser and better to do what is just and right, 
to make a reduction on their products, at least to the extent of the reduction in 
this bill on their raw materials, rather than to inyite a controversy in which I 
believe they will be in the wrong. 

[Applause. ] l ; 

And he also said this, to which I desire to call the particular atten- 
tion of my friends on the other side of the House, those who disagree 
with me upon the principles which ought to govern taxation in this 
country: 

The public mind is not yet prepared to apply the key to a genuine revenue re- 
form, oe few years of further ee 1 raient a the whole body of our 
people that a system of national taxes, which rests the whole burden of taxation 
on consumption, and not one cent on property or income, is intrinsically unjust, 
While the expenses of the National Government are largely caused by the pro- 
tection of property, itis but right to require property to contribute to their pay- 
ment, It will not do to say that each person consumes in proportion to his 
means. This is not true. Every one must see that the consumption of the rich 
does not bear the same relation to the consumption of the poor asthe income of 
the one does to the wages of the other. As wealth accumulates this injusticein 
the fundamental basis of our system will be felt and forced upon the attention 
of Congress. 3 

[Great applause. ] 

I do not know any place where this principle has been more clearly 
stated than it is here stated by the Senator from Ohio. But I must 
pass on to other matters. 

It seems that our friends on the other side have at last concluded 
that there ought to be a reduction of the revenue, and many gentle- 
men who have spoken in opposition to the pending bill have foreshad- 
owed their policy, Its main feature, in fact about its only feature as 
regards the tariff, is the total repeal of the duty on sugar and the pay- 
ment of a bounty to the producers of that article; not to the laborer 
who tills the soil and converts the cane juice into sugar, but to the 
capitalist who owns the plantation and the refinery. After all their 
professions of love for the laboring man, after all their arguments to 
show that labor receives the benefit of the tariff, after all their harrow- 
ing descriptions of the deplorable- condition to which our laboring 
classes would be reduced if the tariff were removed, when they come 
to put their propositions in the form of practical legislation the mask 
falls off and the natural features of the system are exposed. 

But, sir, let us see what would be the effect of the repeal of the duty 
on sugar—the effect upon the revenue and upon the people who are 
compelled to pay taxes in some form for the support of the Govern- 
ment. 

The latest reports I have at hand showing the total amount of sugar 
produced in this country and the total amount consumed are for the 
year 1886, and they show that the domestic production was 302,754,486 
pounds, while the total consumption was 3,111,640,000 pounds. It 
thus appears that considerably less than one-tenth of the domestie con- 
sumption is produced at home, and that the remainder is imported and 
pays duty at the custom-house. The duty collected during the last 
fiscal year was $57,000,000. Now, assuming that the whole amount 
of the duty is added to the price of the domestic article, it is clear that 
whenever $1 is taken out of the pocket of the consumer on account of 
this increased price more than $10 are paid into the public Treasury for 
the support of the Government and the discharge of its obligations. 

The fepeal of this duty, therefore, while it would undoubtedly re- 
duce the revenue, would afford very little relief to the people in com- 
parison with the relief that would be afforded by the repeal of duties 
upon many other articles in common use. For instance, the duty col- 
lected last year upon woolen goods, cotton goods, and iron and steel was 
$62,000,000; but this was a very small proportion of the burden actually 
imposed upon the consumers of these articles. According to the last 
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report of the American Iron and Steel Association, which has just been 
issued, there were produced inthis country during the year 1887, 2,354,- 
130 gross tons of Bessemer-steel rails. The duty upon this article is 
$17 per ton. Applying the same rule to this article which I have ap- 
plied to sugar, and which gentlemen on the other side also apply to 
sugar, that is, that the whole amount of the duty is added to the price 
of the domestic product, it is easy to see that the increased cost of steel 
rails alone to the people of this country in 1887 I Was over $40,000,000, 
although the Government received only about $1,000,000 revenue from 
this source. 

The proposition to pay a bounty of 2 cents per pound out of the Treas- 
ury to the sugar-grower is a confession of all that has been charged 

inst the present system of tariff taxation. It is a confession that 

e tariff tax is a bounty to the manufacturers or other producers of 
the domestic article of the same character as the imported article, and 
it is a confession that the amount of the duty on the foreign product is 
added to the price of the domestic one; for if these charges be not true 
there is no semblance of justice or propriety in the proposition to pay 
a bounty of 2 cents per pound as a compensation for the repeal of the 
duty. ; 

Sir, I am just as much opposed. to the raising of a fund by taxation 
for the purpose of paying a bounty to the sugar-growers of Louisiana 
as I would be if it were to be paid to the cotton-growers of Georgia or 
the wheat-growers of Minnesota. It is a vicious and demoralizing 
policy, and can never become permanent in this country. If gentle- 
men desire to extend relief to the producers of sugar, and at the same 
time help all the other people of the country, let them propose to re- 
duce or repeal the taxes upon the iron and steel implements used in 
the cultivation of the soil; upon the machinery employed in the prepa- 
ration of their cropsfor the market; upon the materials used in the con- 
struction of their buildings, and upon the clothing which they and 
their families and laborers are compelled to wear. This would be 
a general and not a partial measure of relief, and would be creditable 
toa great political party which seeks to govern the whole country. 
The people who are interested in the production of sugar can neither 
be bribed nor deceived by the offer of a bounty, for they know that 
their fellow-citizens engaged in other its will not consent to be 
taxed for any great length of time for any such purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been stubbornly contended all through this 
debate that high rates of duty upon imported goods are beneficial to 
the great body of consumers, because such duties, instead of increasing 
the price of the domestic articles of the same kind, actually reduce the 
prices. If this be true, all the other arguments in support of the ex- 
isting system are not only superfluous, but manifestly unsound. The 


proposition that a high tariff enables the producer to pay higher wages 


for his labor, and the ition that it also reduces the prices of the 
articles he has to sell, which are the products of that labor, are utterly 
inconsistent with each other, and no ingenuity of the casuist can pos- 
sibly reconcile them. [Great applause.] Labor is paid out of its own 
product, and unless that product can be sold for a price which will en- 
able the employer to realize a reasonable profitand pay the established 
rates of wages, the business must cease or the rates of wages must be 
reduced. When the price of the finished product is reduced by reason 
of the increased efficiency of labor, or by reason of the reduced cost of 
the raw material, the employer may continue to pay the same or even 
a higher rate of wages and still make his usual profits. But the tariff 

aria increases the efficiency of labor nor reduces the cost of the raw 
material. 

I do not deny that prices have greatly fallen during the last fifty 
years, not only in this country, but all over the civilized world—in 
free-trade countries as well as in protectionist countries. Nor do I 
deny that during the same time the general tendency has been towards 

ax fens hax tio saben de wages; and this is true also of all civilized 
countries, free-trade and protection alike. It is not possible for me 
now to enumerate, much less discuss, all the causes that have con- 
tributed to these results. One of the most efficient causes, in fact the 
most efficient cause, is the combination of skilled labor with machinery 
in the production of commodities. The introduction and use of im- 
proved machinery has wrought a complete revolution in nearly all our 
manufacturing industries, and in many cases has enabled one man to 
do the work which it required one hundred men to do before. Here is a 
statement furnished by the United States Commissioner of Labor to the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, showing the value of 
the product of a week’s labor in spinning cotton yarn by hand and the 
value of the product of a week’s labor combined with machinery in the 
sameindustry. In 1813, one man working sixty hours by hand could 
turn out 3 pounds of cotton yarn, worth $2.25, or 75 cents per pound; 
now the same man, if he were living, could turn out in sixty hours 
with the use of machinery 3,000 pounds of cotton yarn of the same 
character, worth $450 [applause], or 15 cents per pound. The cotton- 
gangs now receives as wages for his week’s work more than three 

es as much as the total value of the product of a week’s work, in- 
cluding the value of the material, in 1813; and yet labor is far cheaper 
to the employer now than it was then. Although the employer now re- 
eeives only one-fifth as much per pound for his cotton yarn as he did in 
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1813 he realizes from the sale of the products of a week’s labor just 
two hundred times as much as he did then. 

I have also a statement prepared by the same official, showing the 
relative production and value of product of a weaver using hiad and 
power machinery, from which it appears that a weaver by hand turned 
out in seventy-two hours in 1813 45 yards of cotton goods (shirtings), 
worth $17.91, while a weaver now, using machinery, turns out in sixty 
hours 1,440 yards, worth $108. Substantially the same exhibit could 
be made in regard to a very large number of our manufacturing in- 

ustries. 

Is it strange, Mr. Chairman, in view of these facts, that the prices of 
manufactured goods have fallen or that the wages of the laborers who 
produce them have risen? Is it not, on the contrary, remarkable that 
there has not been a greater fall in prices and a greater increase in 
wages? Undoubtedly there would have been a greater reduction in 
prices and a greater increase in wages if there had been a wider market 
for the products and a lower cost for the material. 

The tremendous productive forces at work all over the world in 
these modern times, and the small cost of manual Jabor in compari- 
son with the value of the products of these combined forces, can 
not be realized from any general statement upon the subject. In 
order to form some idea of the magnitude of these natural and mechan- 
ical forces, and the efficiency of manual labor and skill when connected 
with them, let us look at the situation in six of our own manufactur- 
ing industries. In the manufacture of cotton goods, woolen goods, 
iron, and steel, sawed lumber, paper, and in our flouring and grist 
mills, there were employed, according to the latest statistics, 517,299 
persons, not all men, but many of them women and children. This 
labor was supplemented by steam and water power equal to 2,496,299 
horse-power. This is equal to the power of 14,977,794 men; and thus 
we find that a little over 517,000 persons of all ages and sexes are per- 
forming, in connection with steam and water power, the work of 15,- 
495,093 adult and healthy men. 

The railroad, the steam-vessel, the telegraph, the improved facilities 
for the conduct of financial transactions, and many other conveniences 
introduced into our modern systems of production and distribution and 
exchange have all contributed their share towards the reduction of 
prices, and it would be interesting to inquire what their influence has 
been, but I cannot pursue this particular subject further without occu- 
pying too much time. ~ 

Gentlemen are in the habit of referring to the great decline in the 
price of steel rails in this country as conclusive evidence of the fact 
that the tariff reduces the cost of manufactured products to the con- 
sumer. Why, sir, they could not, in my opinion, have selected a more 
unfortunate illustration. In the first place, the price of steel rails has 
fallen all over the world and especially in England, where they are and 
always have been admitied free of duty. ‘The price there is now and 
has at all times been very much lower than here. In the second place 
the price was falling rapidly both here and in England before the im- 
position of the duty of $28 per ton by act of Congressin 1870. During 
the five years next preceding the imposition of that duty the price in 
England had fallen steadily, year by year, and had declined from $85.65 
per ton to $50.37 per ton; and in the United States the same process 
had been going on, and the price had fallen from $148.50 per ton in gold 
in 1864, to $91.17 in 1870. ‘Then the increased duty was imposed and 
what was the result? The price immediately began to rise, both here 
and in so that in 1873 the average price in England was 
$80.05 per ton and the average price here was $103.91 per ton in gold. 
Then came, in the fall of that year, the great industrial and financial 
depression which‘arrested the growth and development of the country, 
suspended the construction of works ofinternal improvement, paralyzed 
our industries, and brought down the prices of nearly everything that 
the people produced. Steel rails, of course, like all other manufactured 
products, felt the influence of this depression, and the price declined 
and has never since been as high as it was before. 


But, Mr. Chairman, we are told thata tariff is beneficial to the farmer a 


because, first, it protects him against competition from the agricult-* 
ural products of other countries, and, secondly, because by diversifying 
our industries and increasing the number of person engaged in other 

than agricultural pursuits, it farnishes him with a profitable home 

market for his products. It ean not be necessary for me to make an ar- 
gument to show that no rate of duty, however high, upon articles which 
the farmer is compelled to send abroad and sell at foreign prices, can 
possibly benefit him here at home or elsewhere. This has been so 
often shown, and is so thoroughly understood by the farmers them- 
selves, that it would be a waste of time to dwell upon the subject. 

It is barely possible thatat particular points along or near our Cana- 
dian border there are times when the small duty on barley, potatoes, 
hay, and a few other articles prevents competition from the other side 
of the line, but if the gentleman from Maine is correct in his conten- 
tion that the tariff does not increase the price of the domestic product, 
of course this is of no advantage whatever tothe American farmer, In 
fact, according to the gentleman’s argument, if the tariff has any effect 
at all upon the interest of the farmer in the cases I have mentioned, it 
reduces the prices of his product, and is therefore an injury to him, 
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But I do not agree with the gentleman, and I concede that the pro- 
ducer of these articles at the places indicated may occasionally receive 
higber prices for them than he would receive if there were no duty; but 
while they receive this occasional benefit—which is avery slight one even 
when they enjoy it—they are all the time and under all circumstances 
subject to the burdens imposed by high rates of duty upon articles which 
they do not produce hut are compelled to buy and use, When the ad- 
vantages are set off against the disadvantages, the benefits against the 
8 the balance will be very largely on the wrong side. [Ap- 
plause. : 

Of course our home market has been constantly improving, and under 
any system of taxation will continue to improve to a greater or less 
extent with the increase of population and wealth, the extension of 
the use of machinery, which reduces the cost of production, and the 
multiplication of facilities for communication and transportation, which 
reduces the cost of distribution. But how long, Mr. Chairman, are 
our farmers to be compelled to pay tribute to other industries and wait 
for the creation of a home market that will take all their own products 
at fair prices? Among our greatest agricultural products are wheat 
and cotton. They constitute the main reliance of millions of our 
people for a profitable use of their lands, and many hundred millions 
of dollars are inyested in the soil and buildings and machinery devoted 
to their production. Taking the average crop of wheat in this country 
for several years past, and assuming that there shall be no increase 
whatever in production, and that the domestic consumption per capita 
shall remain just at what it now is, there would still be no sufficient 
home market for this great agricultural staple until our population had 
reached nearly one hundred million. 

The official statistics of the domestic production, exportation, and 
home consumption of raw cotton show that it would require three 
times as much machinery and three times as many operativesas we now 
have to convert this material into commercial fabrics here at home; 
in other words, we are now compelled to export two-thirds of our prod- 
uct to be manufactured in foreign countries, while one-third only is 
manufactured at home byall the maghinery and labor now employed. 
In 1880 there were $219,505,000 invested in cotton mannfactures, and 
there were employed in that industry 172,554 hands. To work up our 
present production of raw cotton would require an investment in this 
manufacture of $660,000,000 and the employment of 517,662 hands. If 
we have been more than one hundred years, part of the time under 
very high tariffs, inso developing our cotton manufactures as to enable 
them to take one-third of our product at European prices, how many 
more centuries will be RNA to enable them to consume the whole 
product at pricesfixed by competition hereat home? [Great applause. ] 
When gentlemen have solved this problem to the satisfaction of the 
American cotton-grower, he may be able to listen with patience to the 
arguments by which they attempt to convince him of the immense ad- 
vantages of a home market that will never exist. What is to be done 
with these great agricultural products, and with many others which are 
now e ed, while the farmers are waiting for the home market which 
the advocates of restrictive legislation have been promising them for so 
many years? Are the farmers and planters of the North and South to 
abandon their wheat and cotton lands or cultivate crops not suited to 
their soil or climate while gentlemen are making experiments to ascer- 
tain whether or not a home market may not be created by legislation? 
No, sir. No matter what gentlemen may predict or what they may 
promise, these great industries must go on, and the American farmer 
must sell his products in any market he can reach and at any price he 
can get. [Applanse.] 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], while appearing to ad- 
mit that the prices of our exportable agricultural products are fixed in 
the foreign markets in which they are sold, endeavorsto avoid the force 
of the admission by contending that the prices in the foreign market 
are regulated by the amount of production here. Now, Mr. Chairman, 
undoubtedly the amount of production here has some influence upon 
the prices abroad, but the controlling elements are the world’s supply 
and the world’s demands. Our farmers do not compete among them- 
selves alone in the provision markets of Europe. Our wheat-growers, 
for instance, compete with the wheat-growers of England, France, Ger- 
many, Russia, Hungary, India, and all the other grain-growers of Europe 
and Asia, and their product meets in the open and free markets of the 
world the products of the poorest-paid labor on the face of the earth. 

The lately emancipated serfs of Russia, the oppressed peasantry of 
Hungary, the ryot of India, who lives on millet and rice, wears no 
garment except a coarse cotton shirt, and sleeps on the floor of a bam- 
boo hut, all pour-the products of their labor into the free markets of 
Europe to be sold in competition with the grain from our Western States 
and Territories. Sir, our agricultural constituents are not ignorant of 
the true situation. They know very well that as to all the articles 
which we are capable of exporting and are actually exporting—and this 
includes all the principal productions of their industry—the foreign 
market is just as valuable to them as the home market, for the obvious 
reason that the prices are fixed abroad, and they receive here only what 
they could receive there, after deducting the cost of transportation. 
[Applause. ] i 

What the American farmer most needs is a home market in which 
he can purchase his supplies as cheaply as his competitors purchase 


theirs [applause]; and if he can not secure this, then he simply asks 
the poor privilege of making his purchase. where he is compelled to 
make his sales, and to be permitted to bring his goods home without 
being compelled to pay unreasonable taxes and tines by his Govern- 
ment for carrying on a harmless and legitimate business. [Applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, we want not only the home market, but all the mar- 
kets of the world for the varied products of this great country. [Ap- 
plause.] We want to send our agricultural products, our cotton, and 
our breadstuffs, and our provisions to the naked and hungry manufact- 
uring peoples of Europe, and our manufactured products to the agri- 
cultural peoples of South America, Mexico, and Asia. We can do this 
when we determine.to trade with other people upon fair terms, but we 
can not do it so long as we protect England and other manufacturing 
countries in the great markets of the world upon the pretense of pro- 
tecting ourselves in our own. Let us diminish the cost of production 
in our agricultural and manufacturing industries, not by diminishing 
the wages of labor, but by reducing taxation upon the necessaries of 
life and upon the materials which constitute the basis of our finished 
products, and by removing, as far as we can, the restrictions which 
embarrass our people in their efforts to exchange the fruits of their own 
toil which they do not need for the commodities of other countries 
which they do need. [Great applause, loud and prolonged.] 
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$ ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MoMrLLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State of the Union having had 
under consideration the tariff bill had come to no resolution thereon. 
And then, on motion of Mr. MILLS (at 3 o’clock and 27 minutes p. 
m.), the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. L. ANDERSON (by request): Petition of James Smithart, 
administrator of Calvin Johnson, of Scott County, Mississippi, for ref- 
e of his claim to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Simeon Tra w, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 


jui 
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By Mr. CUTCHEON: Petition of Thomas Lazelle, of Big Rapids, 
Mich., for relief to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Six petitions of settlers upon the Maxwell land 
grant, in New Mexico, praying for relief—to the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition of Edward Lacroix, of Louisiana, for 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. $ 

Also, papers in the claim of Edward Lacroix—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Resolutions of the Minnesota Academy of Medi- 
cine, for abolition of the tariff on certain articles—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of John A. Myers Post, No. 60, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Minnesota, in favor of the Burrows service-pension bill 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Z By Mr. J. J. O'NEILL: Petition of the St. Louis Circuit of Turners, 
against the passage of any law to restrict or impede immigration—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. PATTON: Petition of Sullivan Grange No. 84, of Sullivan 
County, Pennsylvania, in favor of pure food—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. $ 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Mary Phillips, of Madison County, Ar- 
kansas, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICE: Resolutions of the John A. Myers Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Jackson, Minn., indorsing the service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Ellen Young, of heir of E. R. 
Bond, of J. T. Bell, and of Rebecca Wright, of Tennessee, for refer- 
ence of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of citizens of the Twentieth district of New 
York, for prohibition in the Districtof Columbia—to the Select Commit- 
tee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of citizensof Jefferson County, Montana, for 
legislation to preserve mineral rights in Montana to citizens of the 
United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


The following petitions in favor of House bill 8716, for the better pro- 
tection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of the Knights of Labor of Lawrence, Mass. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of the Knights of Labor of Paxton, Dauphin County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Of the Knights of Labor of Wabash, Giles County, 
and of Wytheville, Wythe County, Virginia. á 

By Mr. W. C. P. BRECKINRIDGE: Of Knights of Labor of Lex- 
_ ington, Fayette County, Kentucky. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Of Knights of Labor of Cincinnati, Ohio. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of Knights of Labor of Trenton, Macon 
County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Of Local Assembly No. 6106, Knights of Labor, of 
New Orleans, La. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Of Local Assembly 1777, Knights of Labor, ot 
Louisville, Ky. 

By Mr. COMPTON: Of Knights of Labor of Baltimore, Md. 

By Mr. DUNN: Of Local Assembly No. 8469, Knights of Labor, of 
Alvis, Ark. 

By Mr. FORD: Of Coopers’ Assembly, No. 7435, Knights of Labor, 
of Grand Rapids, Mich. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of Knights of Labor of New Brunswick, 
Middlesex County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Of Local Assembly No. 6106, Knights of Labor, of 
New Orleans, La. 

By Mr. LEHLBACH: Of Knights of Labor of Orange and of New- 
ark, N. J. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Of Knights of Labor of Elizabethtown, 


Ky. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Of Knights of Labor of Philadelphia, 
and of the Pennsylvania Prison Society. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of 259 members of Faith Assembly of Philipsburgh, 
of workmen of Clearfield, and of 37 workmen of Mountdale, Pa. 

By Mr. RYAN: Of Knights of Labor of Clements and of Toronto, 


Kans. 

By Mr. SCULL: Of Knightsof Laborof South Fork, Cambria County, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: Of Knights of Labor No. 10243, of 
Paducah, Ky. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Of Knights of Labor, No. 6322, of Albany, of No. 
5358, of Cohoes, and of Amulet Association of Jack Spinners of Cohoes, 
N. Y. 

By Mr. WEST: Of Knights of Labor of Mechanicsville, Saratoga 
County, New York. 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 
mee Mr, DINGLEY: Of Charles L. Abbott and others, of Upton, 

e. 
tak Mr. SEYMOUR: Of John F. Roberts and others, of Central Mine, 

ich. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Of citizens of Albany, N. Y. 

By Mr. WEST: Of 12 citizens, and of 15 citizens of the Twentieth 
district of New York. 


The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. CUTCHEON: Of citizens of Le Roy, and of Oceana County, 
Michigan. 

By Mr. HARVEY: Of Isaiah Dennis and 115 others, of Salem, and of 
C. Gardner and 20 others, of Huron, Ind. 

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated seryice-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they 
were in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: 

By Mr. WEST: Of citizens of the Twentieth district of New York. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CROUSE: Of 171 citizens of Cuyahoga County, Ohio. 

: By Mr. FULLER: Of 97 citizens of Delaware and Clayton Counties, 
owa. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 21, 1888. 


Prayer by Rev. GEORGE M. STONE, D. D., of Hartford, Conn. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Thursday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Attorney-General, transmitting certain information in 
partial response to a resolution of March 28, 1888, calling for informa- 
tion as to what suits to vacate land patents issued by the United States 
have been commenced by the direction of the Department of Justice and 
are now pending in the courts, and the present status of the same, etc. ; 
which was read. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the communication be printed and 
lie on the table. It does not contain all the information which I de- 
sired. I have submitted another resolution on the same subject, which 
is pending. I will look the communication over. Perhaps it will re- 
quire a more pointed resolution to get at the real information. After 
the communication is printed I shall ask the Senate to take action on 
the subject. à 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter and the accompanying 
papers will lie on the table and be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of John Pope 
Hodnett, of the District of Columbia, and petitions of other citizens of 


‘the District of Columbia, praying for the 


pa i of the bill (S. 2794) 
to pay John Pope Hodnett for services rendered as counsel to the Gov- 
ernment in the investigation into affairs of the District of Columbia, 
acting as such counsel by order of a re solution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives; also for acting as counsel for the workingmen of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia for fifteen years last past; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I present the petition of his excellency, John M. 
Thayer, the governor of Nebraska, praying for a survey of the head- 
waters of the Platte River, with a view to constructing storage reservoirs 
to increase and rve the water supply for irrigation and other uses 
in Colorado and Nebraska. There has been much complaint of tho 
withdrawal of the entire water supply of the Platte for irrigation pur- 
poses in Colorado during the summer, when the water is very low, leav- 
ing none even for the use of stock at the cattle ramches below in Ne- 
braska. It is believed that an abundant supply can be secured through- 
out the season for all purposes throughout that entire region of country 
by the storage-reservoir system. Governor Thayer has before called at- 
tention to the necessity of action in respect to this matter. Somedays 
ago I presented resolutions on this general subject, which were referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and as the subject is before the 
Committee on Appropriations, I move that this petition be also referred 
to that committee. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Omaha (Nebr.) Board 
of Trade, praying for the passage of House bill No. 8184, for the exten- 
sion of the time of payment of the debt of the Union Pacific Railway; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on the President’s mes- 
sage transmitting the report of the Pacific Railway Commission. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens 
of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pen- 
sion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Montana, praying for leg- 
islation to preserve the mineral lands of Montana for citizens of the 
United States, and to prevent the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
from acquiring any lands to which it is not clearly entitled under its 
grant; which was referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. CAMERON presented a petition of citizensof Philadelphia, Pa., 
praying for the abolition of the tax on tobacco; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented two petitions of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law which 
classes druggists as liquor dealers, and for the reduction of the tax on 
spirits; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens 
of Shamokin, Pa., praying for the passage of the per diem rated serv- 
ice-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of T. V. Powderly, General Master 
Workman, Knights of Labor, and 262 other citizens of Scranton, Pa., 
praying for the better legal protection for womanhood and girlhood, and 
that the age of consent be raised to eighteen years; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented the petition of W. A. Chapman, M. 
D., and 72 other male citizens of Hastings, Nebr., praying for better 
legal protection for womanhood and girlhood, and that the age of con- 
sent be raised to eighteen years; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Grand Army of the Republic, of 
the Territory of Utah, praying that an appropriation be made for head- 
stones for graves of comrades; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens 
of Dawson County, Nebraska, praying for the passage of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

He also presented a petition of the Omaha (Nebr.) Board of Trade, 
praying for the passage of the Outhwaite bill for the extension of the 
time of payment by the Union Pacific Railway Company of its bonded 
indebtedness to the Government; which was referred to the Select Com- 
mittee on the President’s message transmitting the report of the Pacific 
Railway Commission. 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition of 175 citizens of Genesee and Mos- 
cow, in the Territory of Idaho, and the petition of J. M. Howe, mayor 
of Lewiston, Territory of Idaho, and 13 other male citizens of that 
Territory, praying for better legal protection for womanhood and girl- 
hood, and that the age of consent be raised to eighteen years; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. COKE presented a petition of citizens of Burnett County, Texas, 
praying that provision be made for the payment of Indian depredation 
claims; which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Fayette County, Texas, 
praying that, in view cf the recent disclosures of gross violations of the 
interstate-commerce law by railway companies, effective measures be 
adopted to prevent existing evils or the continuance thereof; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. WALTHALL presented the petition of Hon. W. F. Love and 
21 other State senators of Mississippi, praying for better legal protec- 
tion for womanhood and girlhood, and that the age of consent be raised 
y eighteen years; which was referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

iciary. 

Mr. VEST presented the petition of A. H. Cashion and other citizens 
of Perry County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the per diem 
rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. VEST. I present a petition of the tobacco manufacturers of the 
city of St. Louis, the largest manufacturers in the West, expressing 
their views in regard to the tax on tobacco. It is brief, and I ask that 
it be read. 

The petition was read, and referred to the Committee on Finance, 
as follows: 

To the honorable Senators and Members of the 
House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


We, the undersigned, tobacco manufacturers of St. Louis, Mo., respectfully 
represent that the internal-revenue tax on tobacco is paid, ultimately, by the 
consumers of tobacco, and that, so far as we can learn, no request for the re- 
moval of the tax has ever come from them, On the other hand, the growers of 
leaf-tobacco complain of the restrictions that are now placed upon the sale of 
their product; and, with the impression that these restrictions can not be re- 
moved except by the total abolition of the tax, they naturally ask that the 
whole tax be abolished. 

That these 8 to the present internal-revenue law may be met we re- 
spectfully ask thatall licenses and restrictions now placed upon the sale of leaf- 


tobacco be removed, and that the tax on manufactured tobacco be fixed at a cents 
per pound, and the present system of packing and stamping be retained. 

This, in our judgment, will give the desired relief to the growers and dealers 
of tobacco, largely reduce the revenues of the Government, and saye the man- 
ufacturers and their employés from the loss that a sudden and entire abolition 
of the tax and the package system would entail. 

The present revenue law, which has been in force since 1865, requires manu- 
facturers of tobacco to put upand label their product in packages of a prescribed 
size, All the methods for manufacturing and packing tobacco have long been 
and sre still adjusted to meet the requirements of this law. Larger factory 
buildings and additional machinery have been constructed, and a greatly in- 
creased force of men and women employed. Should the entire tax, with the 
system that belongs to it, be abolished, these large factory buildings and the 
expensive machinery would be partly abandoned and a large number of em- 
ployés thrown out of work. 

We are advised that the bill now before the House of Representatives, known 
as the Mills tariff bill, provides for the total abolition of the taxon manufactured 
tobacco, and also provides that a rebate be paid to manufacturers and dealers 
for stock on hand at the date when the bill becomes a law, but makes no appro- 
priation for the payment of this rebate. 

While earnestly urging a reduction of the {ax on tobacco to 2 cents per pound, 
with a rebate covering amount of reduction to be paid to manufacturers and 
dealers, as provided in the Mills bill, we no less urgently request that au appro- 

riation clause to meet the payments of the rebate be made part of any bill or 

ills that may embrace a reduction or abolition of the tax on manufactured to- 
Very respectfully 
Liccerr & MYERS Tonacco Company. 
CATLIN TOBACCO ComPANY. 
DRUMMOND TOBACCO COMPANY, 
HY. MCCABE. 
WEISERT BROTHERS. 
WILLS & FRITZ. 
CHRISTIAN PEPER. 
JAS. G. BUTLER & C. 

Sr. Lovs, Mo., May 16, 1888. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Mrs. L. P. Bancroft and 
60 otuer women of Granville, Ohio, praying for better legal protection 
for womanhood and girlhood, and that the age of consent be raised to 
eighteen years; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. QUAY presented the petition of Leonard H. Eaton and 10 other 
citizens of Allegheny, Pa., and the petition of R. A. Stewart and 20 
other citizens of Mercer, Pa., praying for better legal protection for 
womanhood and girlhood, and that the age of consent be raised to 
eighteen years; which were referred to the Committee onthe Judiciary. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of Mrs. Laura J. Ives, 
of Mount Pleasant, Iowa, praying for the passage of an act granting to 
her a pension, and petitions making the same prayer from— 

John W. Palm, treasurer of Henry County, lowa, and 24 others, ex- 
officers of that county and of the city of Mount Pleasant, Iowa; 

Rev. Thomas E. Corkhill and 19 other leading citizens of Mount 
Pleasant, Iowa; and 

Hon. T. A. Bereman, of Mount Pleasant, Iowa. 

The petitions were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of John Morrison and 
28 other surviving soldiers of the Union Army, residents of Mahaska, 
Wapello, and Keokuk Counties, Iowa, praying for the passage of the 
per diem rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented a petition signed by numerous citizens ot 
Syracuse, N. V., praying for the passage of Senate bill 283, for the better 
protection of the Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. — 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the John W. Cochrane Post, No. 
164, Grand Army of the Republic, of Buffalo, Department of Minne- 
sota, praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of Du- 
luth, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the Senate bill pro- 
posing to take from the Army engineers the supervision of public 
works; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sail- 
ors, citizens of Perry County, Missouri, praying for the passage of the 
per diem rated service-pension bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN. I present a petition of a number of highly respect- 
able physicians and druggists of Senoia, Ga., praying for the repeal of 
that portion of the internal-revenue laws which classes druggists as 
liquor dealers, and also that part which imposes a tax on alcohol used 
in the arts and in medicine. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of J. D. Hale, who served 
as a scout during the war of the rebellion, praying that he be allowed 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. RANSOM presented the petition of John W. Wilborn and 14 
other citizens of Randolph County, North Carolina, praying for better 
legal protection for womanhood and girlhood, and that the age of con- 
sent be raised to eighteen years; which wasreferred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of 28 citizens of Independence, 
Polk County, ‘on, praying for better legal protection for woman- 
hood and girlhood, and that the age of consent be raised to eighteen 
years; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. _ 

Mr. GEORGE presented a petition of M. L. Henry and 65 other 
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members of the Legislature of Mississippi, praying for better legal pro- 

tection for womanhood and girlhood, and that the age of consent be 

ur is to eighteen years; which was referred to the Committee on the 
udiciary. 

Mr. HOAR. I present the petition of Joseph M. Day and others, 
members of volunteer regiments who served during the late rebellion, 
praying for an amendment of the pension laws so that applications for 
poan shall be granted if the applicant shall show his enlistment, his 

morable discharge, and that he incurred the disability claimed to 

exist in the line of his duty, or that if the cause existed prior to his 
enlistment such cause was so aggravated in the line of his duty as to 
result in permanent disability. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for 

_other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(8. 2816) to authorize the construction of a bridge for railway purposes 
across the Mississippi River, between the States of Wisconsin and Min- 
nesota, to be located north of and in the vicinity of Alma, Wis., re- 
ported it with amendments. ~ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 2911) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee 
River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes, reported 
it with amendments. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committeeon Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2845) granting to the corporate authorities of the 
city of Tuskaloosa, in the State of Alabama, all the right, title, and in- 
terest of the United States to fractional sections 22 and 15, lying south 
of the Warrior River, in township 21 and range 10 west, reported it 
with amendments, 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2875) to amend an act entitled “‘An act for the re- 
lief of certain settlers on public lands, and to provide for the repayment 
of certain fees, purchase-money, and commissions paid on void entries 
of public lands,” approved June 16, 1880, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
reterred the bill (S. 2922) setting apart a tract of land to be used as a 
cemetery by the Alvarado Cemetery Association, of Georgetown, Colo., 
reported it with an amendment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the petition of D. D. Dana, formerly provost-marshal of the 
Third Brigade, Twenty-second Army Corps, praying pay for services 
performed in the capture of the assassins of President Lincoln, submit- 
ted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the committee 
were discharged from the further consideration of the petition. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the petition 
of the governor and Legislative Assembly of the Territory of Utah, pray- 
ing for a grant to that Territory of 10 acres of the Fort Douglas mili- 
tary reservation on which to erect suitable buildings for an orphans’ 
home, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the committee were discharged from the further consideration of the pe- 
tition. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom were referred a petition and a resolution of the repre- 
sentatives of the Grand Army of the Republie for Wisconsin, praying 
for an appropriation of $200,000 to furnish a number of headstones for 
marking the last resting-places of deceased soldiers, for which requisi- 
tions have been made under acts of Congress, to reportit back. There 
seems to be no legislation needed upon this subject, and it is a matter 
for the Committee on Appropriations. I ask that the Committee on 
Military Affairs be di from the consideration of the petition 
and resolution, and that they be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

The report was agreed to. 

Mr. MANDERSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the resolution of the military board of the National Guard of 
Nebraska, in favor ofan appropriation of $1,000,000 for the militia of the 
States, submitted a report thereon, accompanied bya bill (S. 2973) to 
amend an act entitled An act to amend section 1661 of the Revised 
Statutes, making an annual appropriation to provide arms and equip- 
ments for the militia;?“ which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iam instructed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 84) to authorize the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to have certain maps printed, 
to report it adversely, a bill having been passed at this session having 
the same object in view. 

The adverse report was agreed to; and the join tresolution was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. HAMPTON, from the Committee on Military Affhirs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 627) for the relief of Thoma sH. sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agree to; and the bill 
was postpoucd indefinitely, 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1480) authorizing and directing the 
of the Interior to apply the unexpended balance of the ap- 
propriation made by the act entitled An act to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the 
United States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of 
Minnesota subsequent to June 1, 1861, and prior to the massacre of Au- 
gust, 1862, and providing for the payment thereof,“ approved March 3, 
1885, now remaining in the Treasury, to the payment of interest on the 
sums found due by said Secretary under said act, submitted an adverse 
ar a thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 82) for the relief of the legal representatives of Henry S. French, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

WILLIAM BITTINGER, 


Mr. CAMERON. On the 14th of February last the Committee on 
Pensions, through the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis], reported 
adversely on the bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bittinger, and it was indefinitely postponed. I have a letter from the 
claimant, in which he states that the report was based on an erroneous 
supposition. I therefore move that the vote by which the bill was 
postponed indefinitely be reconsidered, and that the bill be recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions, with the letter from the claim- 
ant, which I herewith present. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SMITHSONIAN BUILDING. 


Mr. MORRILL, Iam directed by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report a bill to provide for making the west end 
of the Smithsonian Institntion fire-proof, and for other purposes, 

The bill (S. 2972) to provide for making the west end of the Smith- 
= building fire-proof, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam also directed py the committee to ask for 
immediate consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not desire to object, but I have been 
away for some days; and I wish to make a motion, and I am obliged 
to ask the information of the Chair as to whether I can do it. I want 
to move to reconsider the vote on the resolution which I offered some 
time ago to reconsider the fisheries treaty in open session. I hear that 
it has been passed upon since. I have been absent, in attendance upon 
a political convention. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending matter is the request 
of the Senator from Vermont for the present consideration of the bill 
reported by him. Does the Senator from Virginia object to its present 
consideration? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask the Senator from Vermont if he will 
withdraw his request until I can get information from the Chair as to 
whether the three legislative days have expired within which to enter 
a motion to reconsider. I only want to have the motion entered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will have the Journal ex- 
amined and inform the Senator later. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. When the Journal is examined, if it is found 
to be within the time, I shall ask leave to enter a motion to reconsider, 
I do not want to debate it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will notify the Senator 
from Virginia after the examination of the Journal. The Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] asks unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed now to the consideration of the bill reported by him, the title of 
which will be again stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 2972) to provide for making the west 
end_of the Smithsonian building fire-proof, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been just reported, 
the request requires unanimous consent. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate $17,500 for 
the purpose of making the roof of the Gothic chapel at the west end of 
the Smithsonian building fire-proof, and for other purposes, under the 
direction of the Regents of the Smithsonian Institution. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FISH AND FISHERIES REPORT. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a House concurrent resolution for the correction 
of an error made in the issuing of a document, known as Fish and: 
Fisheries,” to report it favorably, and I ask for its present considera- 
tion. I desire to say on behalf of the committee that while it favors the 
adoption of a resolution designed to reach the mistake which has been 
made in the House folding-room, it feels like entering its protest against 
the concurrent resolution in the form in which it is drawn. It is ex- 
ceedingly argumentative, and in lan constructed very badly; but 
still the committee report it favorably, and ask for its present consid- 
eration. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read for information. 


` 
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The Chief Clerk read the concurrent resolution, as ſollows: 


Ix THB HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, April 27, 1888. 
Whereas it appears by the re made to the House of resentatives from 
the Committee on Printing, February 16, 1888. that there are in the hands of the 
Public Printer 507 sets of the document known as Fish and Fisheries, held by 
him torsale; and 
Whereas it also appears by said report that in prorating these books about the 
Ist of February, 1856, a mistake was made by prorating 6,000 copies instead of 
5,000 copies, the actual number printed forthe House, This mistake credited 
each member with 3 more sets of this book than they were entitled to receive, 
making the folding-room about 1,000 sets short of the number credited. As the 
mistake was not d vered for nearly eighteen months after, and very many 
mem in the mean time drawn the number thus placed to their credit, 
it was too late to fully correct the error. After it was discovered, however, 3 sets 
were deducted from the accounts of members who had that number still remain- 
ing to their credit, and where only 1 or 2 sets were to the credit of members the 
account was canceled. On account of this error there are 437 sets of this book 
still to the credit of members and ex-members which can not be furnished until 
some provision is made to supply the folding-room with that quantity of them: 
Resolved by the House of Ri latives (the Senate concurring), That the Public 
Printer be directed to wi Id from sale and turn over to the Doorkeeper of 
the House of Representatives 437 copies of the document known as and 
eries,” the same to be in making good to the respective members of 
Congress entitled thereto under the joint resolution passed July 21, 1882, the de- 
ficiency occurring to them by reason of the mistake made in the prorating and 
distribution of such documents under said resolution. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was no doubt an inadvertence. I think the 
Senate had better agree to accomplish the object sought for by the other 
House, but to put the resolution in the usual form. In its present form 
it embodies the report as well as the resolution. An amendment could 
be made striking that out. 

Mr. MANDERSON. It embodies the whole argument for the con- 
clusion that is reached, but it comes to us as a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the House of Representatives, concerning a matter that is 
entirely their own. Therefore, although feeling that it was quite ob- 
jectionable in its form, we felt like taking it as we had received it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I think I shall withdraw my assent as a member 
of the Committee on Printing to the report. The resolution is ungram- 
matical, badly drawn, verbose, and I was about to say ridiculous. All 
that is necessary would be three lines, to change the account kept in 
the folding-room of such a document, I ask that the resolution may 
be recommitted. . 

Mr. MANDERSON. Let it go on the Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Very well; let it stay on the Calendar. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I suggest that the resolution be placed on the 
Calendar, and we can look at it again and put it in proper form. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be placed on the 


Calendar. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr, HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2974) for the relief of Thomas 
Holmes; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2975) for the relief of William Barry- 
more; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2976) for the relief of Patrick L. Dunn; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2977) granting a pension to Henrietta 
Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMPTON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2978) for the 
purchase of a portrait of Maj. Gen. Ward B. Burnett, ete.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 2979) granting a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Laura J. Ives; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2980) to amend section 707 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2981) granting a pension to Walter N. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Ellen 
M. Thornton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2983) to secure to the people the enjoy- 
ment of the first day of the week as a day of rest, and to promote its 
observance as a day of religions worship; which was read twice by its 
title. z 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to say in regard to this bill that, as the Senate 
has observed, many thousands of petitions of citizens of the United 
States have been presented during this and the former Congress for the 
better observance of the Sabbath day. The petitions were referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor, which gave the representa- 
tives of the petitioners a hearing. They were requested to formulate 
a bill embodying their ideas, but have failed to do so, and at their re- 
quest I have endeavored to draw one which I think will facilitate their 
purposes. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to, 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2984) granting a pension to 
Olive I. Workman and Philena E. Hershman; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. COKE introduced a bill (S. 2985) for the erection of a public 
building at Brownsville, Tex.; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 2986) to incorporate the American 
Historical Association; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
tothe Committee on the Library. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2987) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George S. Ackerson; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 2988) for the relief of Andrew R. G. 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILL. 

Mr. HALE, Mr. HAWLEY, and Mr. PLATT submitted amend- 
ments intended to be proposed by them, respectively, to the river and 
harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordeted to be printed. 

ENLISTMENT OF MARRIED MEN, 
Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be directed to consider and 
report whether some amendment to the laws ought not to be made prohibitin; 
the enlistment in the Army of the United States in time of peace of men wii 
8 or families dependent on them for support without notice to or consent 
of their wives. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I desire to observe, in sending the reso- 
lution to the Committee on Military Affairs, that I suppose it is within 
the experience of every Senator that our existing law and practice re- 
lating to Army enlistments operate with the most extreme cruelty upon 
many worthy and deserving families. The head of a family, on whom 
they are entirely dependent for support, in a fit of gloom, or of intoxi- 
cation, when so far recovered as to have the power to make a legal con- 
tract, ties himself up in the service of the Government for the period 
of enlistment—for five years. The sufferer is not the man chiefly, but 
the innocent and dependent wife or child or aged parent who is de- 
pendent. 

The laws of nearly all our States put it out of the power of the hus- 
band to convey the homestead or to convey the entire interest in other 
real estate without the consent of the wife. It puts it out of the power 
of the wife to make a like conveyance without the consent of the hus- 
band. The enlistment law in the United States Army operates as a 
man-trap, by which what is more important than the homestead or 
other real estate, the actual earning capacity of the head of the family, 
is removed from the household for a long space of time. 

Whether my honorable friend at the head of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, who is one of the most humane men I know of anywhere, 
can devise some change in the practice which will at least putit in the 
power of the Secretary of War and make it his duty in fit and proper 
cases, where enlistment has taken place without the consent or knowl- 
edge of the wife, to discharge the soldier, I do not know; but it seems ~ 
to me that it would be better to increase the pay of the soldiers of the 
rank and file in onr own Army by 50 per cent. rather than to have the 
existing cruel arrangement continue without some mitigation of its 
severity. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

LAND-PATENT SUITS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming 
over from a former day, submitted by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], relative to suits authorized by the Department of Justice 
to vacate certain land patents issued by the United States. What dis- 
pre does the Senator from Nevada desire to have made of the reso- 

ution? 

Mr. STEWART. The resolution may lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie on the table 
for the present. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from thé House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

A bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; 

A bill (H. R. 2524) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry; 

A bill (H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 

. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 

H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 

. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 

A bill te R. 8489) granting a pension to Abial G. Chamberlain; 
A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; and 
A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure, 
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8 0 neat also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
IIS: 

A bill (S. 59 granting a pension to Eliza Douglass; 

A bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Franklin, 
alias McKee; 

A bill (S. 730) granting a pension to Berry Day; 

A bill = 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Mary Gammell; 

A bill (5. 1300) granting a pension to Cordelia R. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1477) granting a pension to Harlow B. Hyde; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to George W. Peavey; and 

A bill (S. 2651) to remove the political disabilities of John Rutledge, 
of South Carolina. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 42) granting a pension to Lizzie Wright Owen with amendments; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 1275) for the erection of a public building at Colum- 
bus, Ga., and appropriating money therefor; 

A bill (H. R. 1640) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in 
the district of Burlington, New Jersey, to the port of Trenton, in said 
district; 

A bill (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William P. Thorne; 

A bill (H. R. 6887) for the relief of Henry Brock; and 

A bill (H. R. 9711) making an appropriation to enable the several 
Executive Departments of the Government and the Bureau of Agri- 
culture and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Mu- 
senm and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the Cen- 
tennial Exposition of the Ohio Valley and Central States, to be held at 
Cincinnati, Ohio, from July 4 to October 27, 1888. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In response to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER] the Chair states 
that an examination of the Journal discloses the fact that the resolu- 
tion to which he called the attention of the Chair was acted upon ad- 
versely on Monday last. More than two legislative days having inter- 
vened, a motion to reconsider can not be received. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask the Chair 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am inclined to think that is a matter of execu- 
tive session. If so, it is not in order now. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, I ask the Chair to hear me one minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia will pro- 


ceed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, The RECORD shows that a report was made 
on the resolution by the Senator from New York [Mr. EVARTS] ad- 
versely, and on May 14 it was considered and rejected. It is the sec- 
ond time that the resolution was reported in my absence; the second 
time it was taken up and considered in my absence. I find that there 
is a rule which justifies me in asking unanimous consent to have the 
vote reconsidered. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator does not wish to take it up now? 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; I do not want to take it up now. 
Rule XIII provides that 


When a question has been decided by the Senate any Senator voting with the 
prevailing side may, on the same day or on either of the next two days of actual 
session thereafter, move a reconsideration; and if the Senate shall se to re- 
consider or, upon reconsideration, shall affirm its first decision, no further 
motion to reconsider shall be in order unless by unanimous consent, 


I think that, having offered the resolution some time ago, it having 
been reported here twice and acted upon each time in my absence, each 
time when I was paired on the vote itself, so far as the treaty was con- 
cerned, I may ask the Senate to give unanimous consent that I may 
have entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was rejected. I think it is nothing more than right that the Senate 
should allow that motion to be entered. I shall not ask the Senate to 
hear any debate on this subject to-day; I shall not ask it to consider 
ihe question of the fisheries; but the Senators themselves, I think, owe 
it each to the others, as they have expressed themselves around this 
Hall, to allow me at some time to have this matter considered when I 
am in the Senate Chamber. 

Task unanimous consent, Mr. President, to enter a motion to recon- 
sider, and then whatever disposition the Senate shall make of that mo- 
tion will be conclusive tome. I would prefer that the motion should 
lie on the table, so that I can call it up hereafter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia asks 
unanimous consent to enter a motion to reconsider the action of the Sen- 
ate on the resolution to which he has referred. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the motion to reconsider is entered. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like, with the leave of the Senate, to observe 
that the taking up of the resolution at the time it was done was by the 
express and urgent personal request of the Senator from Virginia. It 
was his desire that it should be taken up before certain other matters 
should be reached. 


JAMES L. HENDERSON. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Is it in order now to proceed to a case on the Cal- 
endar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that under the 
unanimous consent entered last week, if there be no further morning 
business the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lask unanimous consent of the Senate to pass a 
particular bill, which is one of three that I should like to have go to- 
gether. It is a bill about a public building in Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the execution of the order of the 
Senate, the Chair announces the close of morning business and the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII, which is to be resumed at 
Order of Business 1082, the title of which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1082, a bill (H. R. 314) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to place the name of James L. Hender- 
son on the roll of Company B, Sixteenth Kentucky Volunteers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent 

Mr. SHERMAN. I withdraw the request. Iwill not interfere with 
the Calendar. Let it go on. At some later hour of the day perhaps 
I may ask the Senate to indulge me. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 314) authorizing the Secretary of War to place the name of 
James L. Henderson on the roll of Company B, Sixteenth Kentucky 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS G. CORBIN. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask that the Senate consider Order of Business 
420, which was on the Calendar and passed over during my absence 
several days ago. It is Senate bill 1232. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been passed over on 
a former day without prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar, 
the Senator from Pennsylvania asks that it be now considered. Is there 
objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1232) for the relief of Thomas G. Cor- 
bin. It provides that Thomas G. Corbin, now a captain on the retired- 
list of the Navy, shall be considered as having remained upon the active- 
list of the Navy next after J. W. A. Nicholson, and as having passed 
through the various grades through which he would have passed had 
he so remained on the active-list and been promoted according to senior- 
ity and retired as arear-admiral upon reaching the age ofsixty-two years; 
and that in computing the benefits which he shall thereby receive he 
shall be considered as haying been upon leave or waiting-orders until 
the date when he would have been so retired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report in that case be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. CAMERON, I will state that the bill has already passed the 
Senate twice and passed the other House once, but failed to become a 
law because of the want of action by both Houses at the same session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effectof the bill? Isit togive back 
pay for fifteen or twenty years? 

Mr. CAMERON. It gives him just what he is entitled to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. If he is entitled to it, he can go in the Court of 
Claims and secure his rights. 

Mr. CAMERON. No, he can not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then he is not entitled to what is claimed. 

Mr, CAMERON. Yes, he is, as you will sce by the report. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. CAMERON February 
23, 1888, as follows: 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill for the relief 
of Thomas G. Corbin, beg leave to submit the following report: 

This bill has several times been before the Naval Committee of the Senate, and 
each time has received a favorable recommendation. : 

This committee now report the bill back to the Senate with a recommenda- 
tion that it do pass, for the reasons set forth in the following report, made in the 
last Congress, which is hereby adopted and made a part of this report: 


{Senate Report No. 719, Forty-ninth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1262) for 
the relief of Thomas G. Corbin, have duly considered the same, and beg leave 
to submit the following sopor 

Three favorable reports have been made by this committeeand three by the 
House Committee on Naval Affairsin the Forty-sixth, Forty-seventh, and Forty- 
eighth pes pny respectively, on bills for the restoration of Capt. Thomas G. 
Corbin, United States Navy, to the position in the Navy of which he was de- 
prived by retirement in consequence of the action of a board of promotion. 
One of these bills passed the Senate in the Forty-eighth Congress, but was not 
reached in the House. $ 

The committee append and adopt the statements and conclusions of the re- 

ort made to the Senate in the last Congress, and in further support thereof 
Kave added a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, found in House Report No, 
701, Forty-seventh Congress, first session. 

Since this matter was first brought to the attention of Congress Captain Corbin 
has reached the age (sixty-two years) prescribed for retirement by section 1444, 
Revised Statutes. The bill now e does not, therefore, 8 his 
restoration to the active-list of the Navy, but leaves him on the retired-list, only 
changing his rank and pay to that which he would have attained if he had not, 
as the committee believe, been unjustly deprived of his promotion, 


[Senate Report No. 178, Forty-eighth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bili (S. 427) for the 
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— 
relief of Thomas G. Corbin, have fully considered the same, and beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

The facts in this case are well stated and fully set forth in the following report 
made by the Committee on Naval Affairs ofthis body in the Forty-seventh Con- 


gress: 

“The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 14) for the 
relief of Thomas G. Corbin, have duly considered the same, and beg leave to 
submit the following report: 

“The bill proposes to authorize the President of the United States to restore 
Thomas G. Corbin, now a captain on the retired-list of the Navy, to the active- 
list, to take rank next after Commodore J. W. A. Nicholson, with restitution, 
from December 12, 1873, of the difference of pay between that of a commodore 
on the active. list on waiting-orders pay and that of a captain retired on half-pay. 

“The act of April 21, 1864, to amend an act entitled “An act to establish and 
equalize bar grade of line officers of the United States Navy,“ approved July 16, 
1862, rovides : 

X That no line officer of the Navy upon the active-list below the grade of com- 
modore, nor any other nayal officer, shall be promoted to a higher grade until 
his mental, moral, and professional fitness to perform all his duties at sea shall 
be established tothe satisfaction ofa board of examining officers to be appointed 
by the President of the United States. And such board shall have power to 
take testimony, the witnesses, when present, to be sworn by the president oi 
the board, and to examine all. matter on the files and records of the Department 
in relation to any officer whose case shall be considered by them. 

‘SEC, 2. And be it further enacted, That such examining board shall consist of 
notless than three officers senior in rank to the officer to be examined, 

Sd. 3, And be it further enacted, That any officer, tobe acted upon by said 
board, shall have the right to be present, if he desires it; and his statement of 
his case on oath, and the testimony of witnesses, and his examination, shall be 
recorded, And any matter on the files and records of the Departmenttouching 
each case as may, in the opinion of the board, be necessary to assist them in 
making up their opinion, shall, together with the whole record and finding, be 
presented to the President for his approval or disapproval of the finding. And 
no officer shall be rejected until after such public examination of himself and 
the records of the Department in his case, unless he fails to appear before said 

rd after having been duly notified,’ 

“The whole case narrows down to a simple interpretation of the true intent 
and meaning of the sections just quoted. 

“You committee have carefully examined Captain Corbin's history while in 
the naval service, and find that his record is unexceptionable and without 
blemish. He was appointed acting midshipman in 1838, and passed through all 
the intermediate grades of the service, having acquitted himself in a most mer- 
itorious and gallant manner throughout the entire war, and in July, 1856, was 
promoted to the rank of captain. 

On the 2ist day of May, 1873, Capian Corbin wasordered to reportin Wash- 
ington to Rear-Admiral Rodgers for examination preliminary to promotion. 
In obedience thereto he appeared before the examining board, and was referred 
to the medical board for physical examination. This board examined and rec- 
ommended him as physically qualified for promotion. He was then informed 
by the examining board that he would be required to submit to an oral exami- 
nation to test his proficiency in the knowledge of his profession. He refused 
to submit to this oral examination on the ground that it was entirely beyond 
the purview of the act of April 21, 1864, and declined to appear before the board. 
Captain Corbin was thereupon discharged from further attendance before the 

who submitted a report to the Secretary of the Navy, refusing to recom- 
mend him for promotion. The Secretary then offered him an opportunity to 
reconsider his determination not to appear before the examining board, of which 
prias he n declined to avail himself. The papers in the case were then, 
y request of Captain Corbin, placed before the President, who sustained the 
action of the Department, Captain Corbin still declining to appear before the 
board for the purpose of an oral examination, on January 5, 1874, he was, by 
order of the Secretary of the Navy, placed upon the retired-list. This is the 
sum and substance of the whole case, 7 

“ Your committee, after maturely examining the act of April 21, 1864, are of the 
opinion that it leaves it optional with the officer to be present or absent during 

e examination. The act simply intended the ascertainmentof an officer's fit- 
ness, mentally, morally, and professionally, by examination of witnesses and 
records.- The framers of the act could not have meant to subject an officer like 
Captain Corbin, who had served his country faithfully and gallantly for thirty- 
five years, to the humility of an oral examination before he could receive that 
promotion which he so eminently deserved. Such an examination of young 
midshipmen about entering the Navy, or of clerks about entering one of the 
Government De ents wg be proper enough, but to require a person of 
the age and service of Captain Corbin tosubmitto such a thing would be unfair 
and unjustin every respect, 

The following letter, from Hon. G. V. Fox,formerly Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy (who shaped and administered the act of April 21, 1864), to Senator ED- 
MUNDS, explains the intent of this law: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 17, 1881. 


‘Dear SIR: I inclose Senate report No. 743, and House report No. 116, Forty- 
sixth Congress, third session, in reference to the case of Capt. T. G. Corbin, 
United States Navy. I am able to write to you with confidence that the con- 
clusions of these two committees as to the true meaning of section 3 of the act 
of April 21, 1864, agree with the intent of the Navy Department, which shaped 
and administered this law. 2 

The act of July 16, 1862, neither required nor permitted the presence of any 
officer whose case was pending. This was made a subject of complaint by those 
who suffered from the action of the board; but it was more specious than yalid, 
because the true measure of merit entitling an officer of the senior grades to 
promotion is not an oral examination, but the record of his whole career on the 
files of the Navy Department as established by himself, The inefficient clam- 
ored to be poea ause before a board, where there was no public prose- 
cutor, they hoped to exert a personal and sympathetio influence. They rea- 
soned well, and the authors of section 3, act of April 21, 1864, offset it by requiring 
that those who chose to be present should be “examined,” and the board were 
also required to use “any matter on the files and records of the Departments 
touching each case,” 

This is the briefest explanation I can give you of the two acts referred to, and 
the reasons for putting in the option of being present. This legislation was for 
the purpose of raising the spirit of the Navy by removing from the active-list 
the drunkards and imbeciles. It had no reference to and was not intended to 
act upon officers whose record was blameless. 

‘Iam, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
G. V. FOX, 

Hon. GEORGE F. EDMUNDS, 

“t United States Senate, Washington, D. C.“ 


“Under section 4 of act of July 16, 1862, no interrogation of officers upon profes- 
sional subjects was ever made, because their professional reputation was satis- 
factorily established by the records of the Department and testimony of wit- 
nesses. A similar interpretation of section 3 of the act of 1864 was doubtless 
intended, otherwise that act would never have given the candidate for promo- 
tion the option of appearing or not appearing before the examining board. It 
requires his of 


presence before the boa naval surgeons to ascertain his phys- 


ical rane ye it leaves his mental, moral, and eee qualifications to be 
ascertained from the files of the Department and the testimony of his brother 
officers. The evidence from that source is very complimentary to Captain Cor- 
bin, and can be referred to, if desired, in the ers accompanying the bill. 
Rear-Admiral C. H. Davis, Commodore ©. R. P. W and Capt. D. M. Fairfax, 
United States Navy, in answer to interrogations propounded by the Navy De- 
partment relative to Captain Corbin, state that his reputation is the very best 
and that his habits arc excellent; and they all pronounce him as well qualified 
in every respect for promotion. Commodore Rodgers says in his statement that 
‘he, referring to Captain Corbin, ‘is one of the ablest officers in the Navy,’ 
and, in answer to the question, ‘Would you, as commander of a squadron, 
have sufficient confidence in Captain Corbin to send him on an important sep- 
arate service in command of a vessel of war?’ says, ‘I would. I should esteem 
myself happy in having such an officer to send on any service.” 

Commodore Rodgers was also asked this question: Do you or not consider 
Captain Corbin to be mentally, morally, and professionally a fit officer to per- 
form all his duties at sen in a w grade?’ And his answer was: ‘I do so 
consider him eminently qualified.’ 

It was the duty of the examining board tosummon reliable witnesses to tes- 
tify as to whether, in their opinion, based on actual knowledge of and contact 
with Captain Corbin, he was mentally, morally, and professionally qualified to 
fill a higher rank than the one he held. It was also its duty to call upon the De- 
partment for all the papers connected with his naval career, to examine them 
carefully, to see whether he has ever been charged with conduct unbecomin 
an officer, or whether he has ever been guilty of intemperance, and when it 
done that its power ended; it could go no further, and it was its duty to either 
recommend or not recommend him for promotion, as the evidence might jus- 
tify, and any examination beyond this was a usurpation of power Wtally un- 
warranted by Jaw. That Captain Corbin was a brave, honest, intelligent, and 
reputable naval officer there is no doubt; neither is there a doubt but that he 
was unjustly dealt with in being placed upon the retired list without cause, 

Being satisfied as to his entire fitness for promotion, your committee report 
the bill back to the Senate without amendment and recommend its passage.” 


Nav DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 17, 1882. 


Stn: The bill for the relief of Captain Corbin, which has been referred to me 
for my opinion, has received at my hands due consideration. 

I do not deem it necessary to decide whether Captain Corbin was 
wrong in declining to submitto the oral examination tendered him by the 
of officers on the 2ist of May, 1873. He believed that he was not compelled by 
law tosubmittothatexamination. In that opinion he wassincere. The opinion 
was sustained by that of Hon. G. V. Fox, formerly Assistant Secretary of the 
Navy, who sha and administered the law with reference to examinations for 

romotion. The report of Senator CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
‘airs, on the 12th of January, 1881, conforms to the view taken by Captain Cor- 
bin and concurred in by Hon. Mr. Fox. 

“A different view of the law was held by the examining board before which 
Captain Corbin'wassummoned. The Secretary of the Navy atthe time approved 
the action of the board and the President adopted the opinion of the Secretary. 
In this conflict of judgment I repeat that I do not deem it necessary at this 
date to decide whether or not the course adopted by Captain Corbin Was! y 
correct. The case is one where an oflicer, conspicuous for his faithful perform- 
ance of duty during many years, and for his gallant conduct on all occasio) 
and his firm adherence to the cause of the Union under circumstances of unus 
trial, appeals to his country to be relieved from a position which he honestly 
believes correct, and in which belief he was sustained by distinguished author- 
ity. In view of all these considerations, and of the further fact that the restora- 
tion asked by Captain Corbin must necessarily terminate in about six months 
from this date by reason of his reaching the age for retirement, I think the 
prayer of his petition should be favorably considered, and the bill for his relief 
should be promptly passed by Congress. 

“I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“WILLIAM H. HUNT 
Secretary of the Navy. 


tor 


Hon. J. H. KETCHAM, 
House of Representatives.” . 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS J. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 2161) for the relief of Thomas J. Taylor was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 
Thomas J. Taylor of $861 as compensation for services rendered by 
him as a scout during the late war of the rebellion, the services having 
been rendered under written instructions of the commanders of the 
Federal Army commanding the Department of the Tennessee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABIAL G. CHAMBERLAIN. 


Mr. HOAR. Is the Senate now going on with the Calendar? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes; under Rule VIII. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the Chair shall now lay 
before the Senate and the Senate take up for consideration a pension 
bill just received from the other House, a bill granting a pension to 
Abial G. Chamberlain. If the bill is read for information, and the cer- 
tificates which I hold in my hand showing that the case is one of ex- 
treme urgency, theré will be no difficulty in the way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
bill from the House of Representatives. 

The bill (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Abial G, Chamberlain 
was read the first time by its title and the second time at length, as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions of 
the pension laws, the name of Abial G. Chamberlain, late Company K, First 
Massachusetts Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $45 per month 
in lieu of the pension now received by him. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the Secretary now read the letter from the wife, 
and a certificate of the physician, with the report of the House Com- 
mittee. ~ > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be read if there be 
no objection, 
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The Secretary read as follows: 
BLACKWOOD PLACE, BROCKTON, Mass., May 16, 1888. 
Hoxonro Sir: Please add this paper of Doctor Paine’s to those on file in re- 
lation to my husband’s pension. 1 declare to you, and to all the world, that 
my husband, Col. A. G. C ber in First Massachusetts Volun- 
teers, is wholly in He has lost his 


in mouth. I fear 8 he is paralyzed almost wholly, I have to lift him 
whenever he is mo in he can not turn himself even. 

Please send his n, or see that it is sent. It is one of the clearest cases 
on record of total ility. If you can not prove it send some one to see the 


dying man, and please send relief before too late. 


Yours, in trouble, 
Mrs. E. R. B. CHAMBERLAIN, 
Gov. J. D. Loxd. 


Please read this, and act, for the love of Christ, for an officer’s wife of the late 


Brockton, Mass., May 16, 1888. 

This is to certify that I have examined Abial G. Chamberlain (late captain 
Second Massachusetts Volunteers) this date. 

I find him confined to his bed, er much emaciated, the left leg being flexed 
on thigh and very rigid, weng nearly impossible to straighten it; tho left arm 
being somewhat the same. He still has involuntary condition of bowels and 
bladder, He requires an attendant all of the time, he being helpless. I further 
say I have no interest in the case. 

A. ELLIOT PAINE, M. D. 


The report submitted by Mr. FRENCH, in the House of Representa- 
tives, March 27, 1888, was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8489) granting a pension to Abial G. Chamberlain, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Chamberlain was mustered as captain of Company K, First Massachusetts 
Volunteers, May 24. 1861; promoted to lieutenant-colonel and transferred to the 

rd Regiment, North Carolina Colored Volunteers, November 10, 1863. He 
was mustered out ot service June 16,1865. On June 25, 1862, in battle at Fair 
Oaks, he was severely wounded in mouth and jaw, for which he is now in ro- 
eeipt of a pension at the rate of $20 per month. He filed an application for in- 
crease on account of lysis resulting from the wound, which application has 
been denied by the on Office, the medical referee holding that the paraly- 
sis is not chargeable to the wound. 

The certifieate of the surgeon who examined the pensioner at his home on 
September 29, 1887, he being unable to leave his room, is as follows: 

“J find a scar on the right side of lower lip, extending to jaw, also on the end 
of tongue. Thescar on lip about an inch long. not adherent., Another cicatrix 
about an inch below the angle of lower jaw, which is adherent to the bone, with 
an indentation in bone about one-quarter inch in depth and one-half inch in 
width, not tender to pressure. His walk is feeble and staggering. His intel- 
lect in dull; appears bewildered when questioned. The power of motion of left 


arm and l greatly impaired, so as to require help in dressing. He has only 
rtial pore So of his bladder; his urine runs away, keeping his clothing wet. 
think the paralysis is due to cerebral lesion, caused pro! by injury of 


branches of the trifacial nerve, lying in the track of the ball. He is, in my opin- 
ion, entitled to total rating for the disability caused by wound of mouth and 
Jaw, and for that caused from resulting paralysis first grade, requiring aid of 
another person. 

Dr. A. Elliott, late assistant surgeon One hundred and fourth United States 
Colored Troops, under date of February 28, 1888, testifies that claimant is unable 
to be about his room only as he is assisted. He requires the ce of some 
one all the time, he not even being able to attend the calls of nature without 
being assisted. : 

Claimant's hearing and eye-sight are likewise impaired by the wound. 

The effect of a wound upon the nervous system is at times extraordinary in 
character, as is well illustrated in cases of lockjaw, following often upon the 
slightestinjury. In this case there iaa serious wound, which, in the opinion of 
the examining surgeon, acting under the special instruction of the Pension 
Bureau, after a thorough examination of the case, affected the branches of the 
trifacial nerve. If this is true, and yourcommittee have no reason to doubt the 
correctness of the surgeon's opinion, the connection of the 2 sis with the 
wound seems to be eotablished, At any rate no other cause for this deplorable 
condition appears in the case. 

Therefore, believing that some relief should be granted this great sufferer, 

ur committee return the accompanying bill, with the recommendation that 

t do pass, amended, however, by inserting therein, after the word “ Volun- 

teers,” in last line, the following words: And paris a pension at the rate of 
$45 per month, in lieu of the pension now received by him.” 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 432) ting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 
A bill (H. R. 2478) for the relief of Samuel E. Wyman; 


H. R. 2656) to increase the pension of John Taylor; 


A bill (H. R. 3568) for the relief of B. S. Van Buren; 

A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

A bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase; 

A bill (H. R. 7815) granting a pension to Mary A. West; 

A bill (H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 

A bill (H. R. 7907) granting a pension to Mary Ann Lang; 

A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; and 

A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure. 

The bill (H. R. 2524) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry was 


read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, 
PORT OF SAULT STE. MARIE, MICHIGAN, 

The bill (S. 2318) to constitute Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., a port of de- 
livery with privileges of inland transportation in bond was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments beginning in line 3, to strike out the words that Sault Ste. Marie, 


in the State of Michigan, be, and is hereby, constituted a port of de- 
livery, and;’’ in line 9, after the words extended to,“ to strike out 
said port“ and insert the port of Sault Ste. Marie, in the State of 
Michigan;“ so as to read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the privileges of immediate transportation of dutiable 
merchandise conferred by the act approved June 10, 1880, entitied “An act to 
amend the statutes in reiation to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, 
and for other pu „be, and the same are hereby, extended to the port 
Sault Ste. Marie, State of Michigan. 

The amendments were agreed to. 8 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to extend to the port 
rei ar Ste. Marie, Mich., the privileges of inland transportation in 

nd. 
PORT OF DELIVERY AT GRAND RAPIDS, MICH. 


The bill (H. R. 1540) to establish a port of delivery at Grand Rapids, 
Mich., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GENERAL W. E. WOODRUFF. 


The bili (H. R. 335) granting a pension to General W. E Woodruff 
was considered as m Committee of the Whole. It proposes, in recogni- 
tion of merilorious service, to place the name of General W. E. Wood- 
ruff, of Kentucky, on the pension-roll at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ROADS TO PRESIDIO RESERVATION, SAN FRANCISCO, 


The bill (H. R. 6098) authorizing the construction and repair of the 
roads from the entrance to the reservation of the presidio at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., to the national cemetery on the same, and the fencing and 
protection of the said reservation and the cemetery thereon, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHIEF CLERK OF DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 


The bill (S. 2702) to amend so much of section 351 of the Revised 
Statutes as fixes the salary of the chief clerk of the Department of Jus- 
tice was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to fix 
the salary of the chief clerk of the Department of Justice at $2,500 a 
year. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WATER-RESERVE LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 

The bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the 
State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States,’’ approved March 3, 1875, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with an 
amendment, to add to the bill the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That the railroad companies availing themselves of this act 
shall, before entering upon construction, in addition to filing the maps now re- 
~ riage by law to be filed, also file maps of definite location of their pro 

nes of railroad, and until the approval of said maps by the Secretary of War no 
construction shall be undertaken; and no location shall be permitted which 
takes for right of way or stations lands needed for the use of the present reser- 
voir system, or any proposed or probable extension of the same, or which will 
obstruct or increase the cost of the present or prospective reservoir system; or 
shall any railroad company be permitted to take material for construction from 
any of said reservoir lands outside the right of way granted herein. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by inserting, after 
the word “‘railroad,’’ in line 32, the words: 

Over said water-reserve lands, in the office of the Seoretary of War. 

That is necessary in order to make it appear certain that the maps 
are to be filed in that office, and not in the office of the Secretary of the 
Interior. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In lines 33 and 34 I move to strike ont the words 
no construction shall be undertaken,” and insert the right to occupy 
said lands shall not vest in such company;’’ so as to read: 


Also file maps of definite location of their proposed lines of railroad over said 
water-reserve lands in the office of the Secretary of War, and until the Approve 
of said maps by the Secretary of War the right to occupy said lands s not 
vest in such company. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. In lino 36, after the word system,“ I move to in- 
sert: 

Or in the constraction of dams and other works. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now move to strike out, in line 29, after the word 
“shall,” the words ‘‘before entering upon construction,“ that point 
haying been covered by the amendments I have already offered. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
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Mr. PLATT. 
Lands would state for the information of the Senate just what this bill 
proposes to accomplish. . 

Mr. PLUMB. Some years ago Congress provided for the reservation 
of considerable tracts of land in the State of Wisconsin, at the head- 


I wish the chairman of the Committee on Public 


waters of the Mississippi River, for the purpose of reservoirs 
whereby the excess of water which fell at certain seasons might be re- 
tained until it was necessary to be used for the purpose of feeding the 
channel of the Mississippi River. These lands were by that act put 
under the jurisdiction of the Secretary of War. It has been held that 
by reason of such reservation these lands were not subject to what is 
called the railroad right-of-way act passed in 1875, which gave to all 
railroads the right of way across the public domain fora certain width, 
together with a certain right to select depot grounds at stated intervals. 
This bill simply puts these lauds under the operation of the general 
law, with a provision that no occupation shall interfere with their use 
for reservoir purposes, and that the occupation shall not extend, as it 
does under the general Jaw, to the extent of allowing timber and stone 
to be taken from adjacent lands. It limits the railroad company to 
the right of way, but it is all the time under the control of the Secre- 
tary of War, and all the time under the provision that this shall notin 
any wise interfere with the use of the Jands for reservoir purposes. 

I would state that the bill has the concurrence of the Secretary of 
War, having been submitted to him, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS FOR POST-OFFICE PURPOSES, 


The bill (S. 2762) to provide for the erection of public buildings for 
post-offices in towns and cities where the post-oflice receipts for three 
years preceding have exceeded $3,000 annually was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not desire to object to the consideration 
of this bill under the five-minute rule, but simply to eall the attention 
of the Senator from Missouri to the fact that the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER] has been called away from the Chamber by a do- 
mestic affliction in the family of his colleague, and I know that he feels 
great interest in this bill. I suggest whether it would not be advisable 
to let it go over without prejudice, retaining its place until he returns 
to the Chamber. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Wisconsin and myself prepared this 
bill, and he would have reported the bill but for the fact that he was 
unavoidably called away from the city at the time I made the report. 
I made it at his request. If the Senator from Nebraska thinks he de- 
sires to be hore, I shall not press it now, but I understand that he ap- 
rire fully of the bill. I am very anxious to have the bill considered. 

t is a very important one, and I just want to state to the Senate in 
general terms in regard to this bill that it is unanimously reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, It was very care- 
fully prepared, and is intended, I may state generally, to do away with 
the practice of securing large appropriations for buildings in certain 
towns and cities of the Union andadopting in lieu of that system a gen- 
eral one for the construction of post-office buildings in all towns and 
cities of a certain size. It is intended to do away with the great objec- 
tion suggested by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] and by other 
Senators, that under the presentsystem certain towns receive enormous 
appropriations whilst others are entirely neglected. In other words, 
it is intended to adopt a general equitable system which gives no pref- 
erence to avy locality or to any section of the country, but provides 
post-oflice buildings, and also where it is practicable to provide accom- 
modations for the other Departments of the Government. 

The architectural structure of these buildings is to be adopted by 
the Post-Office Department, and where accommodations are sought to 
be provided for the other Departments they are to be consulted. This 
isa very important measure. It was recommended by the late Post- 
master-General in his last report, and the present Postmaster-General 
is very much in favor of it. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not desire to be understood as objecting 
to the consideration of the bill; I am heartily in favor of it, and I 
think its general scope is certainly to be desired, and if the Senator 
from Missouri and my colleague [Mr. PADDOCK], who I know has 
given very much thought to this subject-matter and has had prepared 
legislation upon it, think the bill had better progress in theabsence of 
the Senator from Wisconsin, I certainly have no objection. 

Mr. VEST. I will make this additional statement for the informa- 
tion of the Senate: I notice that the Houseof Representatives has under 
consideration, it having been reported from their Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds there, a bill very much like the present bill, 
differing in detail, but with the same general object. I have not the 
slightest doubt that, if action is taken by the Senate, theresult will be 
a committee of conference. I mention that fact because if that be so, 

t is not so absolutely necessary that the Senator from Wisconsin should 

present. I know he sympathizes with me entirely in regard to this 
bill. He and I did the larger portion of the work in preparing it. 


Mr. GRAY. Has the Senator made an estimate of the amount of 
money required to carry the bill into effect? 

Mr. VEST. That matter has been considered fully. It always hap- 
pens that in this matter of estimates as to everything in futuro, there 
is a very great difference in calculations. It is sup by the Post- 
master-General that it will take an appropriation of $5,000,000. I will. 
say that the bill in the House provides for $2,000,000, and the bill in- 
troduced by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ] I think made 
an appropriation of $20,000,000, and another bill $10,000,000. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The Senator is mistaken in that. My original 
bill provided for $10,000,000. Then an amendment which I proposed 
later was for a much less sum. 

Mr. VEST. Istand corrected; it was $10,000,000. We considered 
that matter. It is impossible to say what will be the actual expense. 
The present bill fixes it at $10,000,000. I think that is the amount. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishould like to ask another question while the Sena- 
tor from Missouri has the floor, and thatis whether the passage of this 
bill will have any tendency to diminish the special legislation by Con- 
gress at overy session appropriating for public buildings at particular 
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laces ? 
k Mr. VEST. That is the speciſle objeet of the bill. Under the present 
system, as every Senator knows, bills are passed for cities of 12,000 or 
15,000 inhabitants where there is simply a necessity for a post-office 
alone, where there is no internal-revenue department, where there are 
no United States courts held, where there is nothing but the necessity 
for a post-office, and these bills come to us with appropriations of one 
aida and one hundred and fifty, and two hundred thousand dol- 
ars. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Puen] asks me in regard to tho 
rental of post-offices. We have a report showing the rentals in dif- 
ferent localities. Ican not undertake tosay what the aggregate amount 
is, but the report of the Postmaster-Gencral shows specifically what is 
paid in the different towns of the United States. Ihave not the slightest 
question that the rent now paid would be more than the interest on 
the ene appropriated in this bill, but of course I can not speak ac- 
curately. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Mr. President, early in the session I presented a 
bill on this subject, which went to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and that bill, I think, contains provisions omitted in 
this reported bill which ought to be in whatever bill passes on this 
subject. -The bill as reported does not contain some of the essential 
provisions of that bill and omits others that I should be glad to have 
incorporated in it. 

After the bill was reported by the committee I submitted an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute to cover several of these changes. 
As a matter of convenience, I put it in the form of asubstitute and had 
it referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and I 
think that amendment of mine was referred by the chairman of the 
committee to the Supervising Architect of the Treasury, and by him, I 
understand, some of the suggestions which I had made before to the 
committee and which were embraced in my amendment were indorsed 
by that officer, and a letter was written by him to the chairman of the 
committee recommending changes in the bill as reported by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buil<ingsand Grounds to make it correspond in cer- 
tain respects with the ideas set forth in the amendment which I pre- 
sented and which, as I have said, was referred to the Supervising 
Architect. 

In my view one of the chief objections to the bill in its present form 
is that it provides for setting upin the Post-Office Department another 
supervising architect’s office. If it is necessary in the case of any class 
of buildings todo that in the Post-Office Department, it may be equally 
necessary for that class of buildings which would come under the De- 
partment of Justice, court-house buildings, that there should be a su- 
pervising architect's office in that Department, and so on all the way 
through the Executive Departments as to the particular Government 
buildings to be constructed for their use. 

Iam assured by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury that he 
can take charge of the entire subject, that he can provide for the addi- 
tional labor necessary to be done under the requirements of this pro- 
posed act without any material additional force. There need be no in: 
crease of expense to the Government on this account, and he could com- 
bine the whole system of supervising the architectural designs and 
structure of all public buildings under one office. Besides, it must be 
remembered that under my amendment the Secretary of the Treasury, 
the Postmaster-General, and the Secretary of the Interior are required 
to approve the design, plan, estimates, and cost within the maximum 
limit. 

Mr. STEWART. I inquire of the Senator if he has an amendment 
to that effect? 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ihave an amendment which was introduced by 
me some days ago and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, which I propose to offer at the proper time, including 
that feature to which I have called attention, and in some other re- 

ts. 
aise SPOONER. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, 
in reply to his argument, that if we create an architect's office in the 
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Post-Office Department to supervise post-office buildings it does not 
follow that we must have an architect in the Department of Justice to 
supervise the construction of court-houses. The court-houses are com- 
paratively very few as compared with the ffices, , 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is true, but under this proposed system every 
time a new building is to be erected there must be a new bureau of de- 
sign in substantial duplication of that now existing and another and dif- 
ferent responsibility of superintending, thus multiplying cost and di- 
viding responsibilities all the way through. I think all this work 
should be confined under one head, under one responsibility, and be 
provided for by one appropriation. 

My notion about this is that ultimately the subject of architectural 
designing and construction of public buildings, together with other 
kindred works, should be concentrated in one bureau or department 
of public works. I think it would be to the interest of the Govern- 
ment that all such duties should for the present be left as they are 
until the duties accumulate from time to time and the office now in 
charge of this subject shall grow into an independent bureau or depart- 
ment to take charge of public works generally. 

Another serious objection to the bill as reported by the committee is 
that the limitation of the cost of a public building, which is stated at 
$25,000, is fixed arbitrarily. I think that isa mistake. The limita- 
tion to be put upon the cost of a building in every town of the popula- 
tion and importance of those which have made application heretofore, 
and for which appropriations have been made by special acts, could 
not, under the maximum rule fixed by the committee, have secured 
such a building as their necessities required, and all towns of the class 
that have been provided for by special acts, which have no buildings 
now, could not, if this rule of the committee should be adopted, be 
provided for hereafter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). The Sen- 
ator’s time has expired. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to go on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska will proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. PADDOCK. The trouble is that in trying to escape special 
legislation and special appropriations for buildings in larger towns we 
do not avoid it; the necessity will still be upon us just as it is now if 
the bill passes with the maximum limit proposed by the committee. 
All that class of towns with the buildings heretofore provided for by 
special acts can not possibly be provided for under this act with the 
maximum limitation it contains. Twenty-five thousand dollars will 

be wholly inadequate for the construction of a building such as may be 
required for the business of a town of from 15,000 to 30,000 people, 
and towns having 50,000 to 100,000 would be left out altogether. I 
propose an amendment such as I have indicated, which limits the max- 
imum of cost to the aggregate amount of receipts of the post-office for 
which the building is to be provided for three years preceding the or- 
der for the construction of the building, which gives a flexible limita- 
tion as to the maximum amount of cost; and if in qualification of this 
limitation you putit under the control of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Postmaster-General and the Secretary of the Interior to reduce 
the limit, if it shall be deemed best to do so in any particular case, it 
will make it certain that the maximum cost of any building would be 
wisely and impartially determined. I think this would be a much 
wiser limitation than the amount fixed in the bill asa maximum. 
Certainly $25,000 will not provide a building large enough and com- 
modious enough for a town having 15,000, 20,000, or 30,000 people, 
and would be entirely out of the question for all towns larger than 


these. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missourishas spoken 
once, and can only proceed by unanimous consent. [No ‘‘objection.’’] 

Mr. CALL. I have considered this subject, and it is an important 
one, as to the propriety of having architects in the different Depart- 
ments of the Government to determine with the approval of the differ- 
ent heads of Departments on the buildings to be furnished and the 
conveniences to be provided for the respective Departments of the Gov- 
ernment, or whether all should be under one supervising architect. 

In order that we may consider this subject carefully, I prefer that the 
bill should go over, because I know it will give rise to discussion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Florida object 
to the further consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CALL, Not yet. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould like to have the attention of the Senate. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I should like to have the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to present the amendment to which I have referred, if the bill 
goes over, in order that it may be printed with the bill in the RECORD 
for consideration. 

Mr. STEWART. I move that the bill be referred back to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds with the understanding that 
it shall be framed so that the work shall be done under the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair has recognized the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. VEsT]. 

Mr. VEST. I believe I have the floor, but I may be mistaken, 


Mr. STEWART. The Senator will allow me to saya word further? 

Mr. VEST. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to say in regard to the present Supervising 
Architect that I think he is an exceedingly efficient man, who will be 
able to organize and dispose of this work more rapidly than any other 
officer. Under these circumstances I would not create a new office, 
because certainly the work will be done more expeditiously under him 
than under a new officer. He has shown a great deal of capacity in 
bringing up the work rapidly. I had a conversation with him recently 
and he said he could attend to the whole business very quickly. 

Mr. VEST. I wish to make a single observation. My experience 
here has been such that I donot think [have ever found a single officer 
of the Government who was ever willing to give up one particle of his 
jurisdiction. I have never seen one yet that was willing to give up 
any of tke functions of his Departmentor bureau or office, and the pres- 
sent occupant of the position of Supervising Architect is no exception 
to the rule. I say that without intending to say anything derogatory to 
him, because he is a very good officer as far as I know. 

However, in putting this provision in the bill it was designed that 
the post-office buildings should be under the control of an architect 
in the Post-Office Department, and it was thought that the Post-Office 
Department could best judge of the buildings they should have for 
their work; and the same reason would apply to all the different De- 
partments. : ` 

The Supervising Architect of the Treasury, it is said, wants to con- 
trol the whole matter. He does more work than any other officer of 
the Government that I know of already. He ought to have a salary 
of $10,000 a year in order to obtain the best talent and recompense him 
properly. The Supervising Architect of the Treasury will have con- 
trol of the buildings under this bill, but not exclusively. The archi- 
tect of the Post-Office Department will be practically his assistant, and, 
the Supervising Architect of the Treasury will have control of the 
buildings. 

In regard to the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK], I wish to say that there is hardly a town in this country 
where a handsome and commodious building can not be put up for 
$25,000. There is nothing in which more extravagance and reckless 
expenditure has been made than in regard to public buildings. Isay 
that from an experience of ten years on the committee having charge 
of that subject. Twenty-five thousand dollars in the hands of a com- 
petent architect will construct a building that will answer for all pur- 
poses, that will not only be useful, but beautiful; but it seems that 
the minute we come to a construction by the Government of the 
United States all the rules of business are thrown aside, and $100,006 
or $150,000 or $200,000 is the least that any one thinks ought to be 
called for. 

The trath may as well be told at once. The Congress of the United 
States must stop putting up public buildings as a local electioneering 
instrumentality. Until we adopt the rules that govern men in the 
prosecution of their own business, the public have a just right to com- 
plain of us as to the manner in which we provide for lavish and ex- 
travagant expenditures for public buildings. 

I hope, sir, that the bill will not go over. There is on the Calendar 
no more important question. If the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART] and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK ] want to kill the 
bill, they can do so now. It isnogreatquestion what particular archi- 
tect shall have charge. What I want is to start this reform. 

Mr. PADDOCK. ‘The Senator will allow me a word? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I certainly indorse the desire to consider the bill 
now. I have not suggested that I want it to go over. 

Mr. VEST. I want to get this bill up and to understand whether we 
are to go on with the log-rolling system, session after session, or whether 
we are to adopt a system to transact this matter as one of business. 
No man who has been ten years in the Senate can look back at that 
which has been done in this regard with any feelings of satisfaction. 

Mr. STEWART. I concur with most of what the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] has said. I think this is in the main a goal bill 
and should be My only objection is that it will create another 
office and multiply the expense of doing business which ought to have 
one head. Ifthe Supervising Architect of the Treasury has not enough 
force, add to it; but the work will be done more cheaply and efficiently 
by having it all in one office. That is my objection, and I hope the 
Senator from Nebraska will introduce his amendment now, and let the 
bill pass as amended. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I send the amendment to the desk as a substi- 


tute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill has not been read through. 
The reading was interrupted. After the reading is concluded amend- 
ments will be inorder. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
will lay before the Senate the unfinished business, being the bill (H. 
R. 8560) to establish a department of labor. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is to be set aside by unanimous agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill relative to post-office build- 
ings will be continued as in Committee of the Whole. 

The reading of the bill (S. 2762) was resumed and concluded. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
PADDOCK ] offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause, and in lieu thereof to insert 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will withhold 
his amendment to allow the original bill to be dissected and amended 
first. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska with- 
draw his amendment? 

Mr. PADDOCK. The change in the mind of the Senator from Ne- 
vada is not the only oneI desire. There are several changes which I 
would like to have made, and therefore I offer my amendment now as 
a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I thought we might first propose to strike out the 
provision for a new architect, and let the bill be perfected before we 
vote on a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Nebraska will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. 
ing clause, and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be pre 
vising Architect of the Treasury a design, plans, working drawings, and speci- 
fications for post-office buildings, which, before being adopted, shall be ap- 
proved by the Postmaster-General, Secretary of the Treasury, and the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, which design and plans shall be so devised as to provide 
for the construction of buildings of such dimensions as may be at for the 
transaction of the business of Presidential post-offices, and said design and 
plans shall be so made that additions to their capacity may be constructed from 
lime to time without injury to the harmony of the design or usefulness of the 
building, and such design and plans shall be as nearly uniform as practicable, 
both as to exterior appearance and internal arrangement, and all such build- 
ings shall be fire-proof and provided with a suitable fire-proof vault. 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall from time to time cause to be 
constructed buildings, in accordance with said general design and plans here- 
inbefore mentioned, for the accommodation of all post-oflices the annual gross 
receipts of which for three years preceding shall have exceeded the sum of 
$3,000: Provided, That the cost to the United States of any such building shall 
not exceed the aggregate amount of such gross receipts for such period of three 
years, and that said cost and the material to be used in the construction of such 
building shall bedetermined by the Postmaster-General, Secretary ofthe Treas- 
ury, and Secretary of the Interior, subject to the approval of the President. 
All contracts for the construction of such buildings, and for materials, fixtures, 
or apparatus to be used therein, shall be let to the lowest and best bidder, after 
such advertisements for proposals as the Postmaster-General shall direct, one of 
which advertisements shall be printed ina newspaper published at the place 
where such building is intended to be constructed, if any such there be, and if 
there be none at such place, in some newspaper published nearest thereto. 

SEC, 3. That no contract for the construction of any such building shall be 
made until there shall have been conveyed to the United States, with perfect 
title, 2 0 by the Attorney-General, a suitable site for such building, of 
such size as shall afford a clear space of not less than 50 feet in extent on each 
side of and beyond the limits of such proposed building, and, in addition, so 
much as in any particular case the Secretary of the Treasury shall deem requisite, 
nor shall any such contract be made until jurisdiction over such site shall have 
been ceded to the United States by the State within which the same is situated. 
The Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to accept any such site by donation 

~ or grant thereof, and contributions to the purchase of such ground or in aid of 
the construction of the building to be erected: Provided, That the Postmaster- 
General is also authorized, when in his judgment it shall be necessary, to pur- 
chase a suitable site for any such building, at a price not exceeding $5,000, or, 
where the same can not be otherwise procured, to acquire title by condemna- 
tion, in the name of the United States, under the laws of the State within which 
such site may be situated. 

Src. 4. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall annually report to Con 
a statement of all post-office buildings constructed under the provisions of this 

` act, together with all contracts therefor or relating thereto, and a particular 
statement of the cost of each during the preceding fiscal year, and also of all 
contracts for buildings which may be unfinished; and he shall also at the same 
time report to Congress a list of the 8 with the estimated cost thereof, to 
be erected under the provisions of this act during the next ensuing year. 

Sec. 5. That whenever, in the apinion of the Postmaster-General, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, and the Secretary of the Interior, it shall be necessary or 
expedient to provide, at any place where a building is to be erected under the 
provisions of this act, for the accommodation of Government officials other than 
those connected with the Post-Office Department, the said building shall be de- 
signed and erected with a view to furnishing such accommodation. 

Sec. 6. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any monera in the Treasury 
not otherwise 3 to curry out the provisions of this act the sum of 
$3,000,000, to be drawn from the Treasury and e during the fiscal year 
1839, and the accounts therefor to be audited in t 
penditures for the postal service. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nebraska [ Mr. PADDOCK]. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Nebraska will not be adopted. I was chairman of the subcom- 
mittee of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds which con- 
sidered this subject, and, together with the Senator from Missouri, 
gave it laborious attention, and we prepared the bill, after a careful 
study ofthe subject, in this form, which we thought would guard thor- 
oughly the interests of the Government. I think the inspiration of the 
main amendment proposed to the bill comes from the Supervising 
Architect, and is based upon a natural reluctance to see the authority 
to be exercised under it vested in any other officer; but the bill does 
not relieve altogether the Supervising Architect of the Treasury from 
responsibility in connection with the erection of public buildings un- 
der this bill. 

Mr. PADDOCK. When the Senator says the inspiration incorporated 
in my amendment comes from the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury he is mistaken. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then I will change it and say that it meets the 
hearty approval of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury. The 


It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 


red by the Super- 


e same manner as other ex- 


‘ 


Supervising Architect of the Treasury, a gentleman whom I do not 
happen to know personally, is so crowded by the business of his office 
to-day that it is simply impossible for him to discharge in all respects 
the functions of that office as they should be discharged. I do not say 
this to reflect on this officer in the slightest sense, for I think him ca- 
pable and faithful. 

All public-building bills—and I should like the attention of the Sen- 
ate to this—which have been referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds we have referred immediately to the Supervis- 
ing Architect of the Treasury with a request that he advise the com- 
mittee as to the public necessity for the erection of the proposed build- 
ings, and also of his estimate of the probable cost. I believe I am 
within bounds when I say that in four cases out of six we have received 
a reply from the Supervising Architect simply communicating to the 
Senate a letter from the postmaster or some local officer, advising the 
Supervising Architect of the necessities of the Government in that 
particular locality, not giving us, however, his judgment of the public 
necessity and not giving the committee his estimate as to cost. 

I do not find any fault with the Architeet for this, and do not make 
the statement to reflect in any wise upon him, for I believe it is im- 
possible, as that department is organized and with the work which it 
has in hand, for him to respond more intelligently than he does to the 
demands of the Committee on Public Buildings. and Grounds in both 
Houses for necessary information on the subject. And if in addition to 
all that, being overwhelmed almost to-day with work, we charge him 
with the responsibility of supervising the construction of all the post- 
offices to be constructed under this bill, if the bill shall become alaw, 
it would be, it seems to me, impossible for him to meet the demand of 
public duty under the circumstances. 7 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Wis- 
consin if there will be any difficulty in organizing all the forces wanted 
for public buildings under one head. If you multiply the offices and 
have different people doing the same thing, is there not confusion and 
additional expense? One person having the whole subject in charge 
could overlook the entire field under him. Why not organize the 
bureau by adding more force? 

Mr. SPOONER. After the enactment of this bill as a law, if it be 
enacted, the Supervising Architect of the Treasury will have every 
function left to him which he exercises to-day. It will be his duty to 
supervise the erection of every public building provided for by Congress 
by special act, and this very bill does not leave him without a voice as 
to the post-office buildings to be erected under it. The bill provides 
that the plans shall be adopted with the assistance of the Supervising 
Architect. In a sense this Post-Office Department architect: is to be 
subordinate to the Supervising Architect of the Treasury. 

It was thought by the committee that as these buildings were to be 
simply post-office buildings, not buildings pertaining to the class in 
which court-houses and custom-houses are included, the Post-Office 
Department would better understand than the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury just what the needs of the Department were in each 
locality. They are not uniform; they may require one construction and 
plan in one locality and a different construction and plan in another, 
varying with the needs of the Department. It therefore seemed to us 
on eyery ground that it would be better to Jeave the plans, the arrange- 
ments, and the construction of these buildings, limited in their use to 
post-office purposes, to an architect of the Post-Office Department who 
would be there in the Department and constantly under the eye of 
the Postmaster-General and his subordinates. 

The other principal amendment proposed by the Senator from Ne- 
braska relates to the limit of cost. The Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds thought that $25,000 would erect in almost any 
community a building adequate for the wants of the Government as a 
post-office, and enable us in that way to stop the yearly rents which 
the Governmentis obliged to pay. That may not in the end be found 
sufficient. I think it will, however, be adequate in most localities, 
and this legislation is in a sense experimental. If we find that the 
limit is too low, Congress can hereafter change it; but vesting in a De- 
partment officer or in a board the power to erect generally public build- 
ings of this class throughout the country, we thought it better to put 
an absolute and fixed limit upon the amount of expenditure. 

Mr. REAGAN. Allow me to ask a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. REAGAN. It has been contended heretofore that in certain 
places there ought to be provided a local post-office costing $10,000, or 
at most $12,000, to supply the average extent of the construction 
needed for all the offices now of the third class. But this bill goes 
beyond that, does it not? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no doubt myself that $25,000, properly ex- 
pended, if the work is done as it ought to be done in the construction 
of such buildings, will erect a sufficiently handsome structure in al- 
most any locality, and one adapted entirely to meet the wants of the 
Government. Of course it will not build a structure with much adorn- 
ment, and we do not wish to provide for the expenditure on a large 
scale of the public money inthat way. I think both amendments pro- 
posea PY the Senator from Nebraska would not improve, if adopted, . 
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Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me to have a 
quotation read on this subject? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. VEST. I send to the desk to be read what is marked in the 
last report of the Post-Office Department. 

The Chief Clerk read from page 18 of the annual report of the Post- 
master-General for the year ending June 30, 1887, as follows: 

Of the ee number of offices 


been ordered. cae sin hereto is a tabularexhibi 
eases in force at the end of the pe card 


riment, making altogether 1,539 as they are at present graded; a number to 
8 gradually from year to year if peace and prosperity continue with us. 
There are now 101 Government buildin Apres ry eee and the Su- 
pervising Architect of the Treasury advises me that 44 Government buildings, 
which will furnish t-office quarters, are in process of erection, an 
cial appropriations have been made for 32 more whose construction is not yet 
n, Ofthe 104 in present use, 3, all in the State of Maine, are fourth-class 
offices; 2,1 in Maine and 1 in Massachusetts, are of the lowest of the third class, 
and 1 holds the Georgetown office, now a station of the Washington post-office. 
This leaves 98, of which 86 are in the first and second classes, and 12 in the third, 
out of the number of 1,589 proposed 3 e et provided for, besides 
76 which soon will be also in buildings owned by the Government. The num- 


„ for further provision, on the plan „ will therefore be 
1,415. 


The average rental of the 303 offices now leased is $9943; and of the remainder 
rovided by allowances, $604.41; and of the total of both sorts, as now provided 
— mises can be secured for the additional 


cent. 

Mr. SPOONER. There is one proposition involved in the amend- 
ment as to which I have some doubt. I have none as to the two feat- 
ures to which I have referred. I believe the bill itself is better than 
the pro amendment in those respects. 

It will be observed by the Senate that we provide that the buildings 
to be erected under this bill shall be fairly distributed among the sev- 
eral States and Territories. There is also a provision in the bill, and 
it is in the bill recommended by the Post-Office Department, that the 
Postmaster-General may accept a site by donations of ground from dif- 
ferent localities, and contributions to the purchase of such ground, or 
aid in the construction of the building to be constructed. Then it pro- 
vides that in selecting the locality for the construction of the buildings 
under the provisions hereof preference shall be given to localities which 
provide free of expense to the United States ground for sites satisfac- 
tory to the Postmaster-General. 

I do not, I confess, quite like the proposition that the United States 
shall be to any extent a beggar of the different localities in which post- 
office buildings or sites are needed, and Iam not certain that it is right 
or seemly that the distribution of these buildings should be affected by 
the amount of money given by the different localities to aid in construc- 
tion, or to aid in the purchase of sites; and, so far as Iam concerned, 
as one member of the committee, I should not object to striking out 
the language in the bill which regulates the distribution of the build- 
ings according to the contributions made, 

Mr. TELLER. Is that in the amendment? 

Mr. SPOONER. In the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. 
I shall vote for that portion of his amendment. e 

Mr. PADDOCK. My judgment of that is thatitgives preference to 
the stronger towns which may be located in the East against the weaker 
towns in the West and South. Thatis one of my chief objections to 
the committee plan. I have left that out in the substitute. 

Mr. PLUMB. Will the Chair state the question again? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones, of Arkansas, in the chair). 
‘The question is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ne- 
braska [Mr. PADDOCK] as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not know it was a substitute. I wish to say 
in regard to the remark just made by the Senator from Wisconsin rela- 
tive to that part of section 4 which relates to the donation of sites, that 
I think it is-exceedingly offensive to put the Government in the atti- 
tude of begging from the different localities a site for its own purposes, 
and especially to give preference to localities so offering sites, thereby 
interfering with an equal distribution by sections. 

One reason why Iam in favor of the bill is that it puts the Government 
out of the begging business. As the thing stands now, the Government 
forces itself in the matter of rent on different localities, and the De- 


partment. is engaged, I think, unnecessarily and unwisely and invidi- 
ously in playing off one part of a town against other parts, whereby the 
Government is getting rent in the large towns for either nothing or a 
mere nominal rent. 


May 21; 


The people of the United States to-day support the Post-Office De- 
partment; they pay good prices to the railroad companies for carrying? 
the mails; they pay the prices determined by fair competition for carry- 
ing the mails on what is called the star-route service; they Rey for 


paper, for twine, for stamps, for bags; they pay good prices to the per- 
sons who render service to the Department, and there is no reason in, 
the world why the Government after paying for all these items that 
relate to the postal service should go to the various towns and say,* 
We want to build a post-office here and we want it located in such a 
way as to promote the speculation on one side of the town or the other 
side of the town, or business on one side of the town or on the other, if 
you will only give us a building free.” The Government ought to get 
out of that class of business. 

Of course, if a site is offered at the proper place and there is no other 
controlling consideration, there would be no impropriety in the Gov- 
ernment taking it; but the provision embodied in this bill is to urge 
localities to secure the early erection of a building and its location in 
such a way as to permit private speculation. That, in my judgment, 
is against publie policy. 

I hope the Senator from Missouri, whatever he may think about other 
amendments, will at least consent that all that portion relating to that 
subject shall be stricken out. I would strike ont that portion of the 
paragraph commencing with the words the Postmaster-General,“ in 
line 12 of section 4, and concluding with the same words, in line 18. 

Mr. VEST. Let me make this suggestion, that this portion of the 
paragraph, from line 11, be stricken out: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to accept any such site by donation or 
grant thereof, and contributions to purchase of such ground or in aid of the 
construction of the building to be erected. 

Then strike out, in line 14, the word and,“ and all down to Post- 
master-General,’’ in line 16, so as to do away with that provision. ` 

Mr. PLUMB. That would be right enough in itself, if it did not 
hold out a means whereby one locality would get a publie building to 
the exclusion of another. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator seek to deny to any locality the right 
of donating a site to the Government if it sees proper to do so? 

Mr. PLUMB. Not at all. 

Mr. VEST. Then, why not adopt what I suggest? 

Mr. PLUMB. But the Postmaster-General can do that anyhow? 

Mr. VEST. I doubt it. 

Mr. PLUMB. The head of the Treasury Department accepts dona- 
tions all the time for public buildings under the present system. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not understand whether 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] submitted an amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I submitted no amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. If it is in order to submit an amendment 

Mr. PADDOCK, Is it in order? 

Mr. REAGAN, It is in order to perfect the original bill before vot- 
ing on the substitute. 

Mr. PLUMB. Then I move to strike out of the bill, in section 4, 
beginning with the words The Postmaster-General,’’ in line 11, down 
to and including the same words in line 18. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me a mo- 
ment, I desire to suggest to him that it might be well to leave in the 
authority to the Postmaster-General to accept a donation. 

Mr. TELLER. No. He has that authority now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know about that. 

Mr. REAGAN. Ifan amendment to that amendment is in order, I 
should like to submit an amendment to the amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is in order. 

Mr. REAGAN. Then I move to strike out all after the word “‘sit- 
uated,” in line 11 of section 4, down to the words Postmaster-Gen- 
eral,” in line 18. 

Mr. PLUMB. That is my amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. I thought the Senator’s amendment commenced at 
a different place. 

Mr. PLUMB. No, at the same place. 

Mr. REAGAN. If that is the Senator’s motion, I have no motion 
to make. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator from 
Kansas will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 4, line 11, after the word situated,“ 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word Pro- 
vided,” jn line 18, as follows: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to accept any such site by donation or 
grant thereof, and contributions to the purchase of such ground or in aid of the 
construction of the building to be erected; and in selecting the locality for the 
construction of buildings under the provisions hereof, preierence shall be given 


to localities which provide. free of expense to the United States, ground for site 
satisfactory to the Posmaster-General: Provided. 


Mr. PADDOCK. Is that amendment in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Itis. 

Mr. PADDOCK. That amendment, I think, is proposed to the origi- 
nal bill and not to my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The pending amendmentis anamend- 
ment to the text of the bill, and, of course, an amendment to the amend- 
ment would be in order. 


1888. 
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Mr. PADDOCK. If the Senator from Kansas will look at the sub- 
stitute amendment he will see that his amendment, as he has stated it, 
is an amendment to the bill and not to my amendment. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is an amendment to the original bill. I under- 
stand the raling of the Chair to be that it is in order first to perfect the 
bill before voting on the substitute. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Yes; undoubtedly that is true, and the Senator is 
correct. 

Mr. TELLER. Asit has been suggested that it is necessary to keep 
in the words, The Postmaster-General is authorized to accept any 
such site by donation or grant thereof,’’ for fear that he should not have 
that right, I will simply say that that right has been exercised by the 
executive department of the Government for many years. If there 
was any question about it, of course he could buy the land at a nom- 
inal sum. So it is not necessary to keep that provision in the bill. If 
it remains, it does seem to be an invitation or a sort of call on the peo- 

le of a locality to make a present of land to the Government of the 
nited States. It seems to me the whole of it ought to go out. 

Mr.CALL. Mr. President, the objection to that partof the bill which 
provides for donations of land or money for the construction of post- 
office buildings is, in my judgment, well founded. The Government 
requires a building in a city at a certain place such as suits the con- 
venience of the public business; that should be the sole consideration 
which should control the selection of a site. That being determined, 
the Government should pay for it its reasonable market value, Cer- 
tainly if any one wishes to give that to the Postmaster-General with- 
out any reservation, he would have the authority to accept it at a rea- 
sonable price, which means the market value, or doubtless entirely; but 
to say in this bill that his judgment should be affected, or to leave an 
implication for the location of a building somewhere else than the pub- 
lic convenience requires is certainly an error, and it invites any amonnt 
of corruption, any amount of double dealing. It is an invitation to 
people to secure the location of buildings, as has been suggested by 
other Senators, not at such place as the public convenience of the peo- 
ple may demand, but at such place as the private interests of the donors 
may suggest, and it is an implied authority to the Postmaster-General, 
or the officer charged with this duty, to make thisselection under the 
influence of this motive. 

For that reason, I think the suggestion to strike out is well founded, 
and that the provision should be stricken from the bill. It gives no 
additional authority, but invites an exercise of authority under im- 
proper motives and for improper objects. 

Mr. VEST. I am not so clear, as a lawyer, about the proposition 
which has been suggested here as to pk pug authority existing in 
any head of a Department to receive a deed from any person who wishes 

to donate property; but to settle this controversy, if there is any idea 
that this would lead to any corrupt bargaining for sites, so far as I am 
concerned (and the Senator from Wisconsin, who is really the sponsor 
of the bill, I understand agrees to it), let all that part of the section be 
stricken out, as suggested by the Senator from Kansas, including the 
word provided,“ in line 18, and that would end the discussion as to 
that point. Then it would be necessary, in line 19, in order to correct 
the verbiage of the bill, to strike out the word ‘‘also,’’ in the clause, 
„That the Postmaster-General is also authorized. hope that amend- 
ment will be satisfactory to my friend from Florida. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
stated. 

The Cuter CLerK. In section 4, line 11, after the word situated, 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word Pro- 
vlded,“ in line 18, in the following words: 

The Postmaster-General is authorized to accept any such site by donation or 
grant thereof, and contributions to the purchase of such und or in aid ofthe 
construction of the building to be erected; and in selecting the locality for the 
construction of buildings under the provisions hereof preference shall be given 
to localities which provide, free of expense to the United States, ground for site 
satisfactory to the Postmaster-General: Provided. 

And in line 19, to strike out the word also before authorized; 
so that the section when amended would read: 

That no contract for the construction of any such building shall be made until 
there shall have been conveyed to the United States, with perfect title, approved 
by the Attorney-General, a suitable site for such building, of such size as shall 
afford a clear space of not less than 50 feet in extent on each side of and beyond 
the limits of such proposed buding; and, in addition, so much as in ary par- 
ticular case the Postmaster-General shall deem requisite, nor shall any such 


contract be made until jurisdiction over such site shall have been ceded 


to the 
United States by the State within which the same is situated. That the Post- 


master-General is authorized, when in his judgment it shall be necessary, to 
purchase a suitable site for any such building, ata price not exceeding $5,000, 
or, where the same can not be otherwise procured, to acquire title by condemna- 
tion, in the name of the United States, under the laws of the State within which 


such site may be situated. 
Is there objection to the proposed 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to inquire whether that provision 
has been retained in the bill which requires such a building to be 50 
feet from other buildings. If so, I think the limitation of $5,000 to 
buy a site would not be adequate. It will be perhaps desirable to lo- 
cate many of these buildings right in the business part of towns where 
there are already business houses or other buildings erected, and $5,000, 


if it is to be 50 feet from side to side, would not buy the site in any 
thriving town in this country. I do not know whether the provision 
requiring the building to have a space of not less than 50 feet from other 
buildings has been stricken out or not. Ihave not been here all day. 

Mr. VEST. That has not been stricken out. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Then I am sure the sum of $5,000 in any thriv- 
ing town in this country will not be sufficient to buy a suitable location 
in the central part of the town where the business interests of the town 
are. In almost any town not much short of $10,000 will be necessary 
if a site is to be selected in the business part of the town.. There ought 
to be some change in that respect. 

Mr. VEST. I have not the slightest objection to striking out in line 
5 of section 4 the limitation as to 50 feet. I had doubts about it when 
the bill was constructed, but we came to the conclusion that in almost 
any town in which the gross receipts of the post-office had not exceeded 
$3,000 a year for three years, $5,000, even with the limitation of 50 
feet, would buy a very good site. I know that is the case in the West, 
but as to what would be the cost upon the Eastern seaboard I am not 
so well informed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri pro- 
pose an amendment? 

Mr. VEST. Ihave no objection to the amendment as proposed by 
the Senator from Delaware, if he wants to strike out the limitation. 

Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator from Missouri a question? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Is the $5,000 to be paid for a site to be additional to 
the $25,000 limited as the cost of the building? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly; the provision is a specific one as tothe ground 
to be purchased, and then the building is not to exceed in cost $25,000. 

Mr. HALE. Now, one farther question. What did the examina- 
tion of the committee upon this subject lead it to believe would be 
a the size of a town where the gross receipts would amount to 

000 2 

Mr. VEST. Let the Senator refer to the response of the Postmaster- 
General to the following resolution of the Senate: 

That the Postmaster-General be, and he is hereby, directed to transmit to 
the Senate, at the earliest practicable date, a list of Presidential post-offices in 
the United States and in the Territories whose annual receipts for the three 
last preceding yéars have exceeded $3,000 per annum; and also a statement of 
the amount of rent paid by the Government for the accommodation of each 
such post-office, 

It is Executive Document No. 155. 

Mr. HALE. Does that cover the point suggested by my question 
as to the size of a town where the gross receipts would be $3,000? What 
Jam trying to get at is the likelihood of the value of property in a 
place of a given number of inhabitants. 

Mr. VEST. It would be simply impossible, without taking the cen- 
sus and the list of buildings in Executive Document No. 155, and going 
through and comparing them, to answer that question, as the Senator 
very well knows that the post-office business is not at all in proportion 
to the size of a town. 

Mr. HALE. I know it is not. 

Mr. VEST. There are small towns with a population of 3,000 or 
4,000 in which the post-office business exceeds that in towns of 10,000 
and 12,000, and for very obvious reasons. All] can answer is that here 
is a list of the Presidential post-offices in the United States where the 
gross receipts for three years preceding amount to $3,000. 

Mr. HALE. I should take it that it would embrace towns ranging 
from 5,000. to 8,000 and 10,000 people. Of course it varies with loca- 
tions and situations, and with peculiar incidental circumstances, but I 
should think that generally some kind of a rule could be drawn. In 
some cases a town with 5,000 inhabitants will not have reached $3,000 
of gross receipts. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. HALE. In some cases it would require a town of 7,000 or 8,000 
inhabitants to reach gross receipts to the amount of $3,000, and I did 
not know bat that there was some av t 

Mr. VEST. I do not think any rule could be established, from tlre 
nature of the case. 

Mr. REAGAN. When the Senator from Maine asked about the cost 
of such a building I was about to say that the estimate of the Post- 
mas eral as to the probable cost, as to What would be sufficient 
for post-offices at third-class offices, is from $10,000 to $12,000, and for 
other offiees not to exceed $20,000. That is the estimate he states in 
his report. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I rose to make a suggestion to the Senator from 
Maine, that I thought he would discover, if he made an examination, 
that towns where the gross receipts are $3,000 would have an average 
population of 4,000 te 4,500, probably not to exceed in any case where 
a town is well established 4,500. 

Mr. HALE. That is rather less than what I supposed. It is more 
ofan answer to my question than I succeeded in getting before. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
SAULSBURY] propose any amendment? 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Insection 4, line 5, in the clause which requires 
he clear space to be not less than 50 feet in extent on each side of 
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and beyond the limits of such proposed building,“ I moveto strike out 
3 and insert thirty.“ There is no necessity to have a space of 
50 feet. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Delaware will be stated. g 
The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5 of section 4, before the word feet, 
strike out ‘‘fifty’’? and insert ‘“‘thirty;’’ so as to read: 


Of such size as shali afford a clear space of not less than 30 feet in extent ou 
each side of and beyond the limits of such proposed building. 


Mr. SAULSBURY. At the suggestion of friends, I will move to 
strike out without inserting anything, but leave it to the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General, who is to approve the plan. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Delaware in- 
dicate the words he proposes to strike out? e 

Mr. SAULSBURY. In lines 5, 6, and 7, strike out the words of 
not less than 50 feet in extent on each side of and beyond the limits of 
such propesed building,” 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Delaware will permit a sug- 
gestion, I suggest that he modify his amendment so that it shall insert 
the word sufficient“ before the word clear“ and strike out the 
words of not less than 50 feet in extent.“ It would then read: 


= suitable site for such building, of such size as shall afford a sufficient clear 
space on each side, 


Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam willing to accept that suggestion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 
read at the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, before the word clear,“ insert the 
word sufficient,“ and in the same line, after the word space, strike 
out the words of not less than 50 feet in extent;’’ so as to read: 


A suitable site for such building, of such size as shall afford a sufficient clear 
space on each side of and beyond the limits of such proposed building. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the proposed 
amendment? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware 
that that amendment would not meet the case. It provides that 
there shall be a clear space included in the site, so that if a building 
shall be located on the street the space afforded by the street is ex- 
eluded from that which the terms of the bill would require fur the 
erection of the building; whereas, on the other hand, if it were pro- 
vided that it shall afford a clear space, including streets and alleys, of 
a certain amount it would meet the case, it seems to me. 

Take most of the Western towns; they are laid out in blocks, and the 
blocks are subdivided into quarters. ‘The usual dimension of the quar- 
ter-blocks is 132 feet by 132 feet, but those quarter blocks are bounded 
on two sides by alleys and on two sides by streets. If the proposition 
contained in the bill without amendment should be retained, a build- 
ing put in the center of one of those 132-feet-square blocks would not 
comply with the requirements of the bill. 

I think if the amendment of the Senater from Delaware should be 
adopted, still the one I suggest, to insert after the word space, in 
line 5, ‘‘including streets and alleys,” should be properly made. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Ihave no objection to that amendment. My 
only object was not to have the size of the site so large that it could not 
be bought for the money specified in the bill. Iam satisfied that in 
almost any thriving town $5,000 can not buy a suitable site for the lo- 
cation of a post-office if the site is to have the dimensions specified in 
the bill. I know that a few years ago there was a small post-office 
built in my town, and the engineer went down and selected a site on 
which there was a frame dwelling-house. He paid $8,000 for the site, 
the owner moving everything off. I know that in certain towns in my 
State, and I suppose it is so in all States, if a site is selected in the busi- 
ness of the town it will require $10,000 to procure a site such as is 
provided for in the bill. My only object is to secure a proper site for 
the building. p 

Mr. VEST. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware, in order to 
meet his statement of the case, that in line 5, after the word as,“ 
the words shall afford a clear space of not less than 50 feet in ex- 
tent on each side of and beyond the limits of such proposed building, 
and, in addition, so much as in any particular case,’’ be stricken out, 
and then the section as amended would read, that there shall be pur- 
chased a suitable site for such building, of such size as the Post- 
master-General shall deem requisite.’? That puts no limitation upon 
the discretionary power of the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. Iam willing to leave that in the discretion of 
the Postmaster-General. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Delaware pro- 
poses to modify his amendment. The amendment will be stated as 
modified. h 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 5, after the word ‘‘as,’’ it is proposed 
to strike out the words: 


Shall afford a clear space of not less than 50 feet in extent on each side of 
sod beyond the limits of such proposed building, and, in addition, so much as 
any case: 


So as to read: 


The amendment of the Senator from 


tmaster-General shall 
an ntract be made until jurisdiction over 
shall have been ceded to the United States by the State within which 
the same is situated, 
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PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 15th instant approved and signed the act (S. 2267) for the relief of 
the Omaha tribe of Indians in Nebraska, to extend time of payment to 
purchasers of land of said Indians, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the President had on the 16th in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2605) relating to the anchorage of vessels in the port of 
New York; 

An act (S. 333) granting a pension to Reuben Brownmiller; 

An act (S. 334) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. All- 
gower; and 

An act (S. 734) granting a pension to guardian of Enos J. Searles, of 
Clermont County, Ohio. 

The message further announced that the President had on the 17th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. 1204) to provide for holding 
the circuit and district courts of the United States at Martinsburgh, in 
the district of West Virginia. ; 


KANSAS RAILROAD GRANTS, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I ask unanimous consent to make a report 
from the Committee on Printing at this time, on a matter which seems 
to require some haste. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The report will be received, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am directed by the Committee on Printing 
to report back the letter of the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting 
certain information relative to railroad land grants to the State of Kan- 
sas, and to to the Senate that it be not printed. It seems to 
be a matter that is entirely local and of no general interest. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska, from 
the Committee on Printing, reports back a letter of the Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of January 17, 
1888, information relative to railroad land grants to the State of Kan- 
sas, with the recommendation that it be not printed. 

Mr. PLUMB. That report is desired for evidence in a suit now 
pending in the United States circnit court for the district of Kansas. I 
move that the Secretary of the Senate be directed to transmit the same 
to the United States district attorney for the district of Kansas for use 
in that suit, to be returned to the Secretary at such time and under 
such direction as he may give. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On which question are we voting? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On the motion of the Senator from 
Kansas [Mr. PLUMB]. 

4 Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the nature of these papers, Mr. Presi- 
ent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is a letter from the Secretary 
of the Interior in response to a Senate resolution of January 17, 1888, 
8 information relative to railroad land grants to the State o 

ansas. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is it not somewhat remarkable that the Senite 
should collect evidence for suits in the courts? I do not think that I 
have ever known of such a thing before. 

Mr. PLUMB. I had a letter some time since from the district attor- 
ney for Kansas asking me for this report, and I had a letter also from 
the counsel associated with him in the cause. It is a suit begun by 
the Attorney-General of the United States for the purpose of setting 
aside the conveyance of certain land made to a railroad company, and 
joined with the United States district attorney the counsel who repre- 
sent i ly the settlers on those lands have been desirous for 
months of getting this information. Whether they want it because 
they have not been able to getit from the General Land Office or other- 
wise I do not know; butit is certainly proper they should have it; and 
while I would not say that the resolution was offered for the purpose 
of obtaining it, because I had no such purpose, although the resolution 
was prepared by gentlemen who are interested in the proceedings, at 
the same time it is useful for this purpose, and I do not know of any 
other purpose that it is useful for. 

Mr. EDMUNDS, Ithinkitisabsolutely unprecedented for the Senate 
to allow to go out of its possession, except in charge of some of its officers, 
for purposes of justice,any original paper that may be on its files. There- 
fore on principle I should be opposed to agreeing to such a motion as 
the Senator from Kansas suggests. Then I will add to him (which 
will occur to him in a moment when I suggest it) that this letter or 
report of the Secretary of the Interior is not certified in the way that 
the laws of the United States require information from the Departments 
to be certified, and being sent there it would not be received in evidence 
for a single moment; that is, it would not be open to discussion. The 
Attorney-General or a private citizen, because the law provides for 
that, can get a certified copy of these papers from the Department of 
the Interior on application, when they would be admissible in a court 
of justice, if they were otherwise admissible in respect of the subject 
they applied to. Ihope the Senator will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. PLUMB. I withdraw the motion for the present. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is withdrawn. The 
Committee on Printing will be discharged from the further consider- 
ation of the matter, and the accompanying papers will lie on the table. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Yes, or be placed on file, whatever is the proper 
course. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8394) to authorize United States marshals 
to arrest offenders and fugitives from justice in Indian Territory. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 325) granting to the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Rail- 
road Company the right of way through the Crow Indian reservation. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the 
Rock Creek Railroad Company of the District of Columbia, agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. HEARD, Mr. Compton, and Mr. ROWELL man- 
agers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6899) to incorporate the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Co- 
lumbia, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and 
amendments, and had appointed Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. LEE, and Mr. 
BREWER managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of 
the officials of the United States in the Indian Territory, agreed to the 
conference asked by the Senate on the bill and the amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. ROGERS, Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, and 
Mr. FULLER managers at the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5445) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, asked 
for a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. FORAN, Mr. Gay, and Mr. 
Lone managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal 
crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned, agreed to 
the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and amendment, and 
had appointed Mr. Dockery, Mr. ERMENTROUT, and Mr. PETERS 
managers at the conference on its part. a 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask leave, out of order, to report back the river and 
harbor bill with certain amendments, and I ask that it may be printed 
and recommitted to the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reports back with amendments the bill (H. 
R. 9859) making appropriations for the construction, repair, and pres- 
ervation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, The Senator from Maine asks that the bill may be printed 
and recommitted. It will be so ordered, if there be no objection. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
se co adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 22, 1888, at 12 
0 m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, May 21, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


VETO MESSAGE—THEODORA M. PIATT. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States, which was read, and, on motion of Mr. 
SPRINGER, referred to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 2282, entitled “An act to pension 
Mrs, Theodora M, Piatt.” 

The deceased husband of the beneficiary named in this bill served faithfully 
and well in the volunteer service, and after discharge as major entered the 
regu’ y and was on the retired-list at the time of his death, which oc- 
curred.on the 17th day of April, 1885. At that time he seems to have been en- 
gaged in the practice of the law at Covington, Ky. 


his army service, hough his health and strength were doubtless somewhat im- 
paired by hardship and exposure. 
It is conceded that he committed suicide by shooting himself with a pistol. 
A coroner's inquest was held and the following verdict was returned: 
“Benjamin M, Piatt came to his death from a pistol bullet through the brain, 
= 7 5 from a pistol in his own hand, with suicidal intent, while laboring under 
fit of pein e insanity, caused by morbid sensitiveness of wasted oppor- 
9 and constantly brooding over imaginary troubles and financial difi- 
es. 


XIX — 280 


It is said in support of his widow's claim for pension that being lame, asa re- 
sult, in part at least, of his military service, he, by reason of such lameness, fell 
from a staircase a few months before his death, the injury from which affected 
his mind, causing insanity, which in its turn resulted in his suicide. = 

Much interest is manifested in this case, upon former friendship and in- 
timacy with the deceased and kind feeling and sympathy for his widow. I 
should be glad to respond to these sentiments to the extent of approving this 
bill, but it is one of the misfortunes of public life and official responsibility that 
a sense of duty frequently stands between a conception of right and a sympa- 
thetic inclination. 

The verdict returned upon the coroner's inquest, founded upon a friendly ex- 
amination of all the facts surrounding the melancholy death of this soldier, 
made at the time of death and in the midst of his neighbors and friends, both 
by what it contains and by what is omitted, together with the other facts devel- 
oped, lead me to the conclusion that if a pension is granted in this case no sol- 
dier's widow's application based upon suicide can be 8 jected. 

= GROVER CL LAND. 
ExECUTIVE MaxNstfox, May 18, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—NANCY F. JENNINGS, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr, SPRINGER, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 5545, entitled “Ap act granting a pen- 
sion to Nancy F. Jennings.” 1 

William Jennings, the husband of the beneficiary named in this bill, enlisted 
in October, 1861, and was discharged June 24, 1862, upon a surgeon’s certificate 
of disability, the cause of disability being therein stated as hemorrhoids.” 

He never applied fora pension, and died in 1877 of ery. 

In the report of the committee which reported this bill the allegation ismade 
that the d came home from the army with chronic diarrhea and suffered” 
from the same to the date of his death. 

The widow filed a claim for pension in 1878, which was rejected on the ground 
that the fatal disease, apoplexy, was_ not due to military service nor the result 
of either of thecomplaints mentioned. y 

If we are to adhere to the rule that in order to entitle the widow of a soldier 
to a pension the death of her husband must be in some way related to his mili- 
tary service, there can be no doubt that, upon its merits, this case was properly 


disposed of by the Pension Bureau. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcUTIVE Mansion, May 18, 1888. 

During the reading of the foregoing, 

Mr. MORRILL said: Mr. Speaker, inasmuch as these several mes- 
sages were laid before the House on Saturday, I ask unanimous consent 
that the reading be dispensed with, and that they be appropriately re- 
ferred, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. ADAMS, I think it would be entirely proper to have them read 
by their titles, at least. 

Mr. NELSON. I object to dispensing with the reading. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made, the Clerk will proceed with 
the reading. 3 
VETO MESSAGE—SALLY A. RANDALL. ` 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; whiċh was read, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. SPRINGER, referred to the Committee on Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed: é 
To the House of Representatives : fi 

I return without approval House bill No. 88, entitled “An act granting a — 
sion to a A, Randall.” is 

Antipas Taber enlisted in the war of 1812, and was discharged in the year 1814. 
There is no claim made that he received any injury in the Army or that his 
death, which happened long after his discharge, was in the slightest degree re- 
lated to his military service. It does not appear that he ever made any applica- 
tion for a 8 or was ever upon the pension- rolls. He died at Trinidad, in 
the Island of Cuba, April 11, 1831, leaving as his widow the beneficiary men- 
tioned in this bill. About twenty-two years after his death,and in February, 
1853, she married Albert Randall, and twenty years thereafter, in October, 1873, 
Randall died, leaving her again a widow. 

It is alleged in the report of the committee in the House to which this bill 
was referred that Mrs. Randall is a worthy woman, seventy-five years of 0 
in needy circumstances, with health much impaired, and that the petition fox 
her relief was signed by prominent citizens of Norwich, Conn., where she now 


resides, 

All this certainly commends her case to the kindness and benevolence of the 
guina mentioned, and the State of Connecticut ought not to allow her to be 

needy ei = 

It seems to me, however, that it would establish a bad 88 to provide 
for her from the Federal Treasury. From the statement of her present age, she 
must have been born during the time of her first husband’s enlistment. She 
knew nothing of his military service except as the same may have been detailed 
to ber. Her first widowhood no connection with any incident or condi- 
tion of health traceable to such service; and her second husband, with whom 
she deg for twenty years, never entered the military service of the Govern- 
men = 

Ido not see how the relief proposed can be granted in this case without an 
unjustifiable departure from the rules under which applications for pension 


should be determined, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Executive Mawsron, May 19, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—WILLIAM H. HESTER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, on motion 
of Mr. MATSON, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and 
ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No. 8164, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to William H. Hester.” 

It is claimed that the beneficiary named in this bill was injured by sand blow- 
ing in his eyes during a sand-storm while in the service in the year 1869, result- 


ing in nearly if not quite total blindness. 
It is conceded in the report of the committee to which this bill was referred 
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in the 8 — tho san for pansion ypu ag eyes 2 1 
reau Was support y perjury an t thecrim ty of these 
methods is made to rest upon three rogues and scoundrels who undertook to 
ey a pension forthesoldier; and it 7 stated by the committee as their opin- 
ion that the claimant himself was innocent of any complicity in the crimes com- 
mitted and attempted. 
uite a full tl report of the 8 filed oe proceedings taken in relation 
m presen to the Pens: i am sorry that I can not 
agree with the committes of the House as to 8 merits of the application now 
made, or the faith and honesty of the beneficiary named in the bill here- 


ong Se facts presented I shall refer to but one or two touching the con- 
dake of pri pes § himself. 

3 his examination, under cath, = 48 special examiner, ho stated that he 

— at Washington to farther claim by a man named Miller, one of 

y attorneys spoken of in the committee’s report; that Miller was to 

while in Washington, and was to receive one-third of the 


ps paid u the claim. 
This is not the conduct ofa man claiming in good faith a pension from the 
Government. 


He further stated under oath that his eyes became affected about January 15, 
1809, by reason of a sand-storm ; that thes sand blew into them and cut them all 
to pieces; that he was thereafter hardly able to see or get around and wait on 
himself, and that Edward N. Baldwin took care of him in his tent, 
This Mr. Baldwin was found by the special examiner, and testified that he 
knew the claimant and served in same regiment and bunked with him; that 
he never knew of the sand-storm spoken of by Hester; thathe never knew that 
he had sore eyes in theservice; that he (Baldwin) did not take care of him when 
he was suffering with sore eyes, and that he never knew of Hester being sick 
but once, and that was when he had eaten too much. He was shown an affidavit 
proome bed i aa 8 the entire thing to be false and a 


1 T believe this claim for 2 to be a fraud from beginning to end, and the 
effrontery with which it been pushed shows the necessity of a careful ex- 


n of these cases, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXEcurTive Mansion, May 19, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—ROYAL J. HIAR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. MATSON, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the Louse of Representatives: ` 
I return ee: approval House bill No. 879, entitled “An act granting a 


—- to Ro Hiar.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted November 11, 1861, in the First 
Regiment of Michi Engineers and Mechanics. —— 55 reported as absent 
ee proper authority from May 24, 1862, to Jan: 1863, when he was 

ischa: by reason of varicose veins of the left leg 1 thigh ok claimed to have 
— —— ‘ore enlistment. 

He filed a claim for panon August 30, 1876, alleging disease of the t pe 

mes higran to typhoid pneumonia, contracted while repairing a hospi 
arc 

Pi sec is no record of this disease; the proof he furnishes of the same is ex- 

slight, though he was furnished ample opportunity; the disability of 

ohh complains has no natural relation to: the sickness he cl: to have 

had during his’ service, but is quite a natural result of “an injury while log- 

g.’ to which some of the witnesses examined in a special examination of 


e case attribute it, 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, May 19, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—CYRENIUS G. STRYKER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. Matson, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives : 
I return without 3 House bill No. 5234, entitled “An act granting a 


pot in this bill enlisted for nine months, in September, 
and was discharged June 27, 1883. 

IIis enlistment was in ‘Company A, Thirtieth New Jersey Regiment. The 

bill proposes to pension him as “a private in Company A, Thirtieth New York 


Volunteers.” 

that he was pushed or fell from the platform of a car in which he 
was transported to W. ngton after enlistment, and injured his spine. On 
the claim which he presented to the Pension Bureau in June, 1879, repeated 
medical examinations failed to reveal any disability from the cause alleged, 
and afler a special examination his claim was rejected, because, with the = 
sistance of such special examination, the claimant did not ze the 9 


alleged injury in service and the line of duty, or a pensio: 
bility 8 since discharge 

The evidence now offered in rt of this claim eppi to have reference 
to a time Jong anterior to its rejesin by the sence ureau in 1886, and does 
not 8 the finding of the > bureau that at the latter date there existed no 
pensionable disability. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, May 19, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—-ELLEN SHEA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President ofthe United States; which was read, and, on motion of 
Mr. Matson, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No. 3579, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Ellen Shea.” 

This beneficiary is an old lady and a widow. Her son, Michael Shea, enlisted 
in January, 1862. The records show that he was sick on one or two occasions 

during his service; he is also reported as a deserter and absent without leave 
ore in 5 tand confinement fully as often ashe was sick. He was 

january 

No application for a Lae e has been made on his behalf. The mother filed 
a claim for pension in 1881. alleging that her son contracted a fever in the 
service which resulted in 3 ity, which was the cause of his death on the 10th 
day of March, 1881. 


* 


He was killed by a snow-slide in the State of Colorado. The only hint that 
his death was in any way connected with the service is the — that not 
having the proper use of his mind he wandered away and was killed 

His mother now lives in Chicago, and I 2 lived there at the time of her 

There is very little eran 0 
and his death occurring at W 
wandered that far. 
nothing to do with his death it may be mentioned that an attorney 8 tho 
mother's application for pension in charge withdrew from the case in October, 
1884. for the reason that having made ee at the place where the soldier 
was killed he found that his death was caused by a snow-slide,and that he was 
informed that a number of other persons lost their ane at the same time. 


CLEVELAND. 
Exxcurtive MANSION, May 19, 1888. 
VETO MESSAGE—SARAH E. M’CALEB, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message from 
the President of the United States; which wasread, and, on motion of 
Mr. PLUMB, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered 
to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 
I return . 3 House bill No. 0609, entitled “ An act for the relief 


of Sarah E. M 

The eaten of of es beneficiar: 8 in this bill was wounded in the head at 
the battle of Fort Donelson 1 15th day of February, 1802. He served there- 
aſter and was promoted, an June 30, 5 

He died by suicide in 1658. 


—.— never applied for a pension. 
he suggestion is made that the wound in his head predisposed him to mental 
EA, but it does not appear to be claimed that he was insane, 
I can not belicve that his suicide had any connection with his army service. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
Executive Maxsion, May 19, 1888. 


VETO MESSAGE—FARNAREN BALL. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. MATSON, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without a he House bill No. 4550, entitled “An act nting a 
pension to Farnaren es i 

In the report of the committee to which this bill was referred, the name of 
this beneficiary is given as Farnasen Ball,” and in a report from the Pension 
. it is insisted ype correct name is “ oe Ball. 72 Pay 

Augustus F. ecott, was pension: for disease o © lungs up t 
the time of his death, which occurred June 2, 1572. 3 

The cause of his death was an overdose of laudanum, and whether it was 
taken by mistake or design is uncertain. 

The mother is not entirely destitute, deriving an income, oer small, from 
the interest upon a 2 given to her upon a sale of some real estate. 

The proofs with which I have been furnished failed to satisfy me that the Gov- 
ee should grant a pension on account of death produced by a self adminis- 
tered narcotic in the circumstances which surrounded this case. 

Asa general proposition I see nothing pti or unfair in holding that if a 
pensioner is sick and through ignorance or design takes laudanum without tho 
direction or regulation of a physician the Government should not be held re- 


e for consequences, 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 19, 1888. 7 


VETO MESSAGE—IMPROVEMENT CASTLE ISLAND, BOSTON HARBOR. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval a see resolution which in the House of 
Representatives “authorizing the use and improvement of Castle Island, in 
Boston Harbor.” 

This island is separated from the mainland of the city of Boston by a channel 
over one-half mile wide. Fort Independence is located on the island, and it is 
5 by our military authorities as quite important to the defense of the 


“The proposition contained in the . resolution is to permit the city of Bos- 
ton, through its park commissioners, to improve and beautify this island in 
connection with a public park to be i laid out in the city, with the intention of 
joining the mainland and the island be * the 8 ol a viaduct or cause- 
Way across the water now separating 

tii is bck ngs plain that the occupancy ri this i island asa place of pleasure and 

tion as contemplated under this resolution would be entirely inconsist- 
ent with military or defensive uses. Ido not regard the control reserved 1 
toas 8 to the Secretary of War oversuch excavations, fillin 
the island as may be proposed as of much importance. When a park 

Kaata lished there the island is no longer a defense in time of need. 

This scheme, or one of the same character, was broached more than fonr years 
ago, and met the disapproval of the Secretary of War and the Engineer Depart- 


ment. 

Iam now advised by the Secretary of War, * Chief of Engincers, and tho 
Lieutenant-General of the Army, in quite ve terms, that the resolution 
o consideration should not, for reasons fully stated by them, become oper- 
atiy: 

I deem the opinions of these officers abundant justification for my disapproval 
of the resolution without further statement of 9 


OVER CLEVELAND. 
Exxcurive Maxstox, May 18, 1888. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not advised as to what committee re- 
ported this joint resolution. 

Mr. COX. It comes from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the message, with the accom- 
panying joint resolution, will be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ARRESTS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8394) to 

authorize the United States marshals to arrest offenders and fugitives 
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from justice in the Indian Territory, with amendments by the Senate, 
and a peed by the Senate for a committee of conference. 
R 


Mr, ERS. This is a House bill which passed the House with- 
out any sort of opposition. One or two verbal amendments have been 

ut on it by the Senate. They do not change the bill in the slightest 
5 except to make it a little more specific. I ask that the House 
concur in the Senate amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, after the word “ process,” in line 3, insert “connected with any crim- 
inal proceeding.” 

Page 1, line 6, insert after execute“ the word like.“ 


The amendments of the Senate were concurred in. 


PROTECTION OF OFFICIALS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4920) for 
the protection of the officials of the United States in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, with amendments by the Senate, and a request by the Senate 
for a committee of conference. 

Mr. ROGERS. This is a House bill with Senate amendments. The 
Senate requests a conference. I ask that the House non-concur in the 
amendments of the Senate and agree to the conferenee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5445) 
making an appropriation for the payment of invalid and other pensions 
of the United States for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

On page 1, lines 7 and 8, strike out $79,000,000 and insert $80,473,000." 

On page 1, strike out all after “further,” in line II, down to and including 
“husband,” in line 12, and insert “that all pensions which have been or may 
hereafter be granted under the general laws regulating pensions to widows in 
ee of death occurring from a cause which originated in the service 


since the 4th day of March, 1851, shall commence from the date of the death of 
the husband.” 


On page 2, line 19, strike out “fifteen” and insert “eighteen,” 

On page 2, line 21, after Treasury,” insert where practicable.’ 

On page 2, line 24, strike out all after “ respectively to the end of the bill. 

Mr. FORAN. Task unanimous consent that the House non-concur 
in the Senate amendments, and ask for a committee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to, and a conference was requested with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and Mr. Foray, 
Mr. GAY, and Mr. Lone were appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 2528) au- 
thorizing the constraction of a railroad bridge across the Red River of 
the North by the North Dakota and Pacific Railroad Company, with 
amendments by the Senate; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 3290) to 
amend section 685 of the Revised Statutes, relating to the District of 
Columbia, with amendments by the Senate; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 


NICHOLAS LEUSCHEN AND OTITERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 4601) to 
amend the naval record of Nicholas Leuschen, Peter Leuschen, and 
Loth Possum, with amendments by the Senate; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


POSTAL CRIMES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7052) re- 
lating to crimes and amendatory of the statutes therein men- 
tion th amendments by the Senate. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Task unanimous consent to non-concur in the Sen- 
ate amendments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. The object is to punish the crime of forgery by 
clerks, and other postal crimes. 

Mr. NELSON. I call for the reading of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, at end of line 21, insert: “Andall matter otherwise mailable by law 
upon the envelope or outside cover or wrapper of which, or postal-card upon 
which, indecent, lewd, lascivious, obscene, libelous, scurrilous, or threatening 
delineations, epithets, terms, or language, or reflecting injuriously upon the 

or conduct of another, may be written or printed are here ip declared 
to be non-mailable matter and shall not be conveyed in the mails or delivered 
from any post-office, nor delivered by any letter-carrier. And any person who 
shall knowin iy deposit or cause to be deposited for mailing or delivery any- 
thing declared by this section to be non-mailable matter, an any person who 
shall knowingly take the same or cause the sume to be taken from the mails for 
the purpose of circulating or disposing of, or of aiding in the circulation or dis- 
position of the same, be deemed guilty of a meanor, and shall for 
each and every offense be fined not less than $100 nor miore than $5,000, or im- 
prisoned at hard labor not less than one year nor more than ten years, or both, 
at the discretion of the court, 


TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery] asks 
that the amendments of the Senate be non-concurred in and that the 
House agree to the request for a conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection being made the bill, with the Senate 
amendments, is referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, : 

Subsequently Mr. ADAMS withdrew his objection, the Senateamend- 
ments were non-concurred in, and the request of the Senate for a con- 
ference agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce during the day the con- 
ferees on the part of the House. 

JOHN POWERS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6800) for 
the relief of John Powers, with amendments by the Senate; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

WILLIAM CLIFT. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 90) for the relief 
of William Clift. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I will state in regard to that bill that 
one for the same purpose passed the House in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
and a bill has been reported by the Committee on War Claims of this 
Congress for the same amount. I therefore ask for the unanimous con- 
sideration of the Senate bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objections. 

The bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. NEAL], that the bill be now considered? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. There is no report. This is a Senate bill. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Then let the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. NEAL] make a statement. \ 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, as I have already said 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think we had better wait and con- 
sider the bill in its regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
objects. 

J. HENRY RIVES. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 517) for the re- 

lief of J. Henry Rives. 
i or ane! Mr. Speaker, I ask to have that bill reported at 
ength. i 
The bill was read, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
í SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were severally referred as indicated: 

A bill (S. 566) making an appropriation for a final survey and esti- 
mates for the commencement of the construction of a boat-railway 
around the obstructions to navigation at The Dalles and Celilo Falls 
in the Columbia River—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

The bill (S. 661) for the relief of Charles Murphy—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The bill (S. 961) forthe presentation of badges to the officers and men 
of the Greely relief expedition—to the Committee on the Library. 

The bill (S. 975) for the relief of H. A. Myers—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the legal representatives of George 
McDougall, deceased—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

The bill (S. 1177) for the erection of a public building at Fortress 
Monroe—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1242) for the relief of the legal representatives of Maj. 
Wiliam Kendall—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1323) to authorize the President to confer brevet rank on 
officers of the United States Army for gallant services in Indian cam- 
paigns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Sacramento, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 1599) correcting the military record of Lieut. James 
O’Rourke—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1525) to amend section 7 of the act entitled An act to 
amend the statutes in relation to the immediate transportation of duti- 
able goods, and for other purposes,” approved June 10, 1880—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

SCHOOL AND UNIVERSITY LANDS, WYOMING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 1782) to author- 
ize the leasing of the school and university lands in the Territory of 
Wyoming, and for other Hse casey 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I think that bill ought to go to the 
Committee on Public Lands. : 

3 Mr. NELSON. I would like to have the bill reported in full, Mr. 
peaker. 
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SENATE BIAS REFEREED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing ine! which were read a first and second time, and referred as in- 
dicated: 

The bill (S. 1871) to perfect the military record of Warren C. Al- 
den—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1882) to authorize theconstruction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Clin- 
ton, Iowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of a railroad, wagon, 
and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi River at or near Mus- 
catine, lowa—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 1903) granting the right of way through the Fort Riley 
military reservation, Kansas, to the Chicago, Kansas and Western Rail- 
way Company—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1969) granting right of way to the Junction City and 
Fort Riley Street Railway Company into and upon the Fort Riley mil- 
itary reservation in the State of Kansas, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S, 2030) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at Forest City, Dak., by the Forest City and Water- 
town Railway Company—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2116) to provide aid to State homes for the support of 
disabled soldiers and sailors of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2377) providing for the issue gratuitously of certain 
meteorological instruments to voluntary observers at present recog- 
nized in the Signal Service—to the Committee on Military A fiairs. 

The bill (S. 2393) to fix the compensation of inspectors of hulls and 
boilers in certain districts of the United States—to the Committee on 


Expenditures in the Treasury rtment. 
The biil (S. 2410) for the relief of L. A. Davis—to the Committee 
on Claims. / 


The bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 2446) granting an increase of pension in certain cases 
therein mentioned—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2519) to make enlisted men of the Signal Corps respon- 
sible for public property—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) authorizing Brig. Gen. Absalom Baird, 
United States Army, to accept from the President of the French Repub- 
lic a diploma conferring the decoration of Commander of the National 
Order of the Legion of Honor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 66) giving a military record to Thomas Miller—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 128) for the relief of the inmates of the United States 
Naval Home—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (S. 204) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Grivot—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

The bill (S. 304) to correct the military record of John Hinsmann, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 326) for the relief of Clement A. Lounsberry —to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 577) for the relief of the American Grocer Association of 
the city of New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 586) for the relief of Asher W. Foster—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affaire. 

The bill (S. 587) for the relief of Christian Fredericksen—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 686) for the relief of B. F. Rockefellow—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 773) for the relief of James E. Walter—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1031) for the payment of Sewell Coulson and Porter, 
Harrison & Fishback for legal services—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1092) for the relief of certain property in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1503) for the relief of Mrs. S. B. Duvall, widow of the 
late Rev. W. P. Duvall, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1612) to provide for the closing of parts of two alleys in 
square 132, in the city of Washington, D. C., and for the relief of 
Charles Early and Corbin Warwick—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 1864) to provide for the erection of a public building at 
San Diego, Cal.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock and Alexandria Rail- 
way Company to maintain and construct a bridge across Bayou D' Ar- 
bonne, in Louisiana—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2213) for the reliefof John McBean, of Umatilla County, 

n—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2316) restoring the right of pre-emption to Jesse A. 
Corn—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 2461) appropriating $150,000 for quarters and barracks 
at the branches of the National Military Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers—to the Committee on Appropriations. 


The bill (S. 2517) for the establishment of a light-ship at Bush’s Bluff 
Shoal, Elizabeth River, Virginia—to the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (S. 2427) to establish a publie park, to be called and known 
as the Royal Arch Park—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 2551) toamend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, so as to make Inauguration 
Day a holiday within said District—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The bill (S. 2602) concerning the militia of the District of Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


QUARANTINE STATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting correspondence relative to Senate 
bill No. 2493, for the establishment of quarantine stations on the At- 
lantic and Pacific coasts; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, and ordered to be printed. 


OVERLOADING OF VESSELS ON GREAT LAKES, 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 
House, reports by the Supervising Inspector of Steam Vessels upon the 
overloading of vessels on the Great Lakes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, and ordered to be 
printed. 

PIERRE ZERIA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secretary of 
the Navy concerning an appropriation for compensation to Pierre Zeria 
for injuries received while employed on the United States steamer 
Quinnebaug at Villa Franca; which was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

NICHOLAS BIGLEY VS. UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assist- 
ant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact in the 
case of Nicholas Bigley vs. The United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

REPORT ON FISHERIES TREATY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a concurrent resolution 
of the Senate providing for the printing of 5,000 copies of Miscellaneous 
Decument No. 109, first session Fiftieth Congress, in relation to the fish- 
eries treaties; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

The SPEAKER. The communication from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of the Navy for 
an appropriation,to be immediately available, for repair of sea-wall at 
the Naval Hospital, Norfolk, Va., was referred erroneously to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. That committee will be discharged, and 
the communication will be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CuTCHEON, indefinitely, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. BROWER, for one week from Monday, May 21. 

‘To Mr. BRUMM, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Romers, until further notice, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. RocKWELL, for two weeks, on account of a death in his 
family. 

CONFERENCE COMMITTEES APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of conference commit- 
tees as follows, namely: 

On the bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Mrs. Hetty K. Painter: 
Messrs. CHIPMAN, FRENCH, and MORRILL; 

On the bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of officials of the United 
States in the Indian Territory: Messrs. ROGERS, HENDERSON of North 
Carolina, and FULLER; 

On the bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railroad 
Company of the District of Columbia: Messrs HEARD, COMPTON, and 
ROWELL; and 

On the bill (II. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ 
Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia: Messrs HEMPHILL, 
LEE, and BREWER. 


ALASKA SEAL-FUR FISHERIES. 


Mr, DUNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the farther consideration of 
the resolution I send to the desk, and that the same be put upon its 


passage. 
The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries be author- 
ized and directed to fully and thoroughly investigate the fur-seal fisheries of 
Alaska, and all contracts or lenses by the Government with any 1 
or companies for the taking of ſur- seals or other fur- bearing animals in Alaska 
the character, duration, and conditions of such contracts or leases, and whether 
and to what extent the same have been enforced and complied with or violated; 
the receipts therefrom and the expenses incurred by the Government on ao- 
count of any such contracts or leases ; and to fully invest and report upon 
the nature and extent of the rights and interests of the Un States in the Har- 
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seal and other fisheries in the Bering Sea, in Alaska; whether and to what ex- 
tent the same have been violated, and by whom; and what, if any, legislation 
is necessary for the better protection and preservation of the same; said 
committee be authorized to sit during the sessions of the House, send for per- 
sons and papers, and administer oaths, employ a messenger if found necessary, 
and that all expenses of such investigation shall be paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House. 

Mr. DUNN. The committee recommend an amendment by insert- 
ing, after the words Merchant Marine and Fisheries, the words or 
a subcommittee thereof.“ 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration ot 
the resolution? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think we had better go on with the regular order 
of business. 

Mr. DUNN. This is a unanimous report from the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ihope the gentleman from Georgia will not object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I was in hopes the House would go on with appro- 
priation bills to-day. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia object? 

Mr. DUNN. This will take but a moment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. If it leads to no debate I shall not interpose an ob- 
jection. 

Mr. DUNN. There will be no debate. 

Mr. Speaker, there are several verbal amendments in the body of the 
resolution as reported by the committee and read by the Clerk which 
1 ask to be adopted, as well as the amendment I have just suggested 
providing for the subcommittee. 

The amendments were adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to ask the gentleman in charge of 
the resolution whether there is any limit to the expenditure it pro- 
vides. I was not able to hear distinctly the reading of the resolution. 

Mr. FELTON. There is no limit. 

Mr. DUNN. There is not, and in view of the fact that the investi- 
gation proposed by the resolution will take place here, it is not proba- 
ble that there will be any considerable expenditure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But how many witnesses will traveling expenses 
from Alaska have to be provided for? 

Mr. DUNN. It is impossible to tell the gentleman how many wit- 
nesses there will be, or where they will come from. I can not give him 
any information on that point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I think there ought to be some limit. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does this provide for stenographers? 

Mr. DUNN. No, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. It proposes to use the stenographers appointed for 
committees? 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, sir. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 

Mr. DUNN moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BUSINESS OF COMMITTEE ON LABOR. 


Mr. MILLS. I desire to submit a resolution recommended by the 
Committee on Rules, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That to-morrow, Tuesday, May 22,immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, be, and the same is hereby, set apart for the consideration of bills 
8 from the Committee on Labor, in such order as said committee may 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. MILLS moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CORRECTION, 


Mr. DALZELL rose. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. DALZELL. I rise to a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DALZELL. I desire to call the attention of the House to cer- 
tain errors in the RECORD of last Thursday morning. On Wednesday 
of last week I made some observations with respect to a certain essay 
read by the gentleman from | ennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] on the previous 
Friday, and the gentleman írom Pennsylvania undertook to reply. 
During the course of that reply a colloquy ensued between the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr], my colleague from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. BRUMM], and myself. 

Mr. BLAND. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. : 

Mr. BLAND. I can not hear a word the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania says. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has endeavored to secure order. Gen- 
tlemen will take their seats and stop conversation. 

Mr. DALZELL. I repeat that during the discussion a colloquy took 
place, in which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scott], the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM], and myself took part. I 
find on an examination of the proceedings as reported in the RECORD 


of Thursday morning, that the re of the transaction has been very 
materially altered, in two ways. It is altered first by the suppression 
of that which actually took place in the House, and it is altered in the 
second place by the insertion in the RECORD of what did not take place 
in the House. These omissions and these insertions are both, in my 
judgment, material to the discussion. They both relate to a subject- 
matter in which not only the gentleman from Pennsylvania Mr. 
Scorr], but the other gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM], 
and myself are interested. 

Now, while I concede in the fullest and most generous way the right 
of any member to revise his remarks, I suggest that the rules of the 
House and the rules of common fairness and common sense do not carry 
that liberty to revise remarks so as to include those in which other par- 
ties than the reviser are interested, and that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania had no right to so alter this colloquy as to place my colleague 
[Mr. BRUMM] or myself in an attitude which we did not occupy, and 
to place himself in an attitude which he did not occupy in the debate 
of the previous day. I found, upon an examination at the office of the 
Public Printer, that the record sent to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania of the day’s transactions had not been returned with the excep- 
tion of one or two pages, but something prepared by the gentleman 
himself had been substituted in lieu thereof. I therefore applied to the 
Official Reporter for a transcript of his stenographic notes, and received 
from him yesterday this letter: 

Hovse, May 19, 1888. 


Dear Sm: I inclose copy you requested, giving exact report of Mr. Scorr's 
remarks. 


Very truly, 
J. J. MCELHONE, 
Chief Corps Oficial Reporters. 
Hon. JoHN DALZELL, Arlington, City. 5 


I shall send to the Clerk’s desk and have inserted in the RECORD as 
a part ofmy remarks what Mr. McElhone, the Chief Reporter, charac- 
terizes as an exact report of Mr. Scorr's remarks.” 

That exact report, as it ought to have appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of Thursday last, is as follows: 


Mr. Scorr. I have listened with a great deal of interest to the personal at- 
tack upon myself by the gentleman—I will call him so, although I may be mis- 


taken in that. 

A MEMBER, I guess not. 

Mr. Scorr. I do not know, sir, ifhe or erring 4 in the interest of the American 
people and his direct constituency, or whether he is here as an attorney in the 
interest of certain interests in this country. I will leave him, sir, to decide that 
question for himself. But I willtell the gentleman one thing, that if he will go 
to Scott Haven, which he refers to, he will find two thousand men who tri- 
weekly receive their cash at a dollar a day more than the gentleman's friends 
pay or the Carnegie Steel Works pay. [Applause.] 4 

I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, as he is a constitutional lawyer and 
I am not, whether he has ever heard of the case of the Thomson estate? 

Mr. DALZELL. Against whom? 

Mr. Scorr. It is his case, and I will just briefly refer to it. Why did not the 
gentleman stand up in his seat, and while he was defending the Edgar Thom- 
son Steel Works, why did he not referto the Pennsylvania Steel-Works and the 
Johnstown Steel-W orks? 

But I am ing here facts brought up in a court of justice, and I will very 
briefly say what this case shows in the way of the profits by protection to home 
industries, and I hope the gentleman will give me his attention. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh! I know all about that case. 

Mr. Scorr. I paid very close attention to what the gentleman said. 

Mr. DALZELL. I am giving you attention. 

Mr. Scorr. I will ask the Clerk simply to read what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

At the auditing of the account of the trustees ef the estate of Edgar Thomson, 
the decedent, the following facts appeared: 

The testator at his death owned one thousand shares of stock of the Pennsyl- 
vania Steel Company. This company being in need of funds, the stock at the 
time having been somewhat depressed, sold to the Pennsylvania Railway Com- 
pany six thousand shares, and used the proceeds to improve its plant and 
on a larger business, which proved very remunerative,and in mber, 188 
the directors of the Pennsylvania Steel Company authorized their president to 
repurchase of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company five thousand 5 at $265 
a share; which was accordingly done and duly paid for, At the purchase it was 
stipulated that the Pennsylvania Steel Company should immediately offer to 
its shareholders to take their pro rata proportion of these five thousand shares 
at par, and that the Pennsylyania Railroad Company should also take and pay 
for the shares which might be allotted to it on the remaining one thousand 
shares which had not been resold to the Pennsylvania Steel Company. 

On the same day a communication marked confidential was sent to each 
stockholder of the Pennsylvania Steel Company, citing the facts and offering to 
apportion these shares pro rata and at par among the stockholders of the com- 
pany. The rate for fractional shares was fixed at $200a share, At the time 
of this purchase the undivided profits of the Pennsylvania Steel Company 
amounted to $3,286,423.51. The net cost to the company of the purchase was 
$825,000, leaving a surplus of profits which amoun to 82.481, 423.51.“ 

Mr. Scorr. That is enough. Now, sir, I did not reſer to but one steel industry 
in my State, and J offer that quotation in evidence in this House to show what 
one other company had. With a capital stock of $2,000,000, a surplus of $3,600,- 
000, and that accumulated when the iron industries of the country were de- 
pressed. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania get up here and say that he 
believes Carnegie & Co., in forcing their men by Pinkerton's detectives to 122 
back at 10 per cent. less than the wages paid, can be justified? Does he justify it? 

Mr. D. Do you want me to answer the question ? 

Mr. Scorr. Yes, I want you to answer it. 

Mr. DALZELL. There are two answers. The first is, that you are tying to di- 
vert this House from the subject that I discussed, and which I would like you 
to meet. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Scorr. Oh, answer the question. Do not try to evade it, 

Mr. DALZELL. And this is the second, that the statement that the Edgar 
8 people compelled their employés to go back by detectives is untrue 

n be 


Mr. Scorr. I did not state that, but I stated that they covered their works 
with Pinkerton detectives and then hired foreign labor to come there and drive 
their men out, And you are standing here to-day professing to represent an 
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enlightened constituency, and res ad the man who would be guilty of pach 
an act as that, [Renewed applause o 


m Democratic side.] 
Mr. DALZELL rose. 


Mr. Scorr. No; just let me proceed now. 
Mr. DALZELL. But do you not want me to answer your question? 
Mr. Scorr. I say to the gentleman that he has mistaken calling. 
Mr. DatzeLy, That may be; but do you not want me to vin. oA 
Mr. Scorr, I do; but I have but five minutes left. [Laughter and applauso 

on the Republican side.] 

‘ou ought not to ask any questions. 

Mr. Brunn. We will give an extension of your time. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the statesman from Erie allow a question right at this 


point? j 
Mr. Scorr. No, sir; you are a general interrupter, and I will not yield to 
your questions. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I admire the patriotism of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania in the interest of those he represents, ButI would like to know how 
many days’ labor he ever furnished to the wage-worker of this country. I 
would like to know when the week came around how many men have cver 
been on his pay-rolls. 

Mr. DALZELL, Oh, [am nota millionaire, and do not pretend to bo. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Scorr. Oh, youare not. You have had the opportunity of being a mil- 
Honaire, but you have not had the brains to get there. [Derisive laughter on 
the Republican side.] 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, no, I had not the opportunity. 

Mr. Scorr. It is just such gentlemen as the member from Pennsylyania whom 
the Constitution and the laws of thiscountry are intended to protect and whom 
we are all endeavoring to protect to enable all, whatever their abilities may be, 
to get an honest living. 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I can take care of myself. 

Mr. Scorr. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has not denied, or at least he 
has not submitted any figures or facts denying the statement I made that 4.09 
was the total amount that labor received in the production of a ton of steel rails. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, certainly. 

Mr. Scorr. I can prove right here that what you say is not true, 

Mr. DALZELL,. Now will the statesman from Erie allow me just a minute? 

Mr. Scorr. No, sir. Here is a contract under seal, as awarded by the board 
of arbitration of the Knights of Labor between the —— Thomson Steel Works 
and their ce ig specifying the nameof every employé, number of men em- 
Pa the work they were to do, and the percentage each man was to get. 

will further state to the gentleman that if the gentleman will get u 
floor and offer a resolution appointing a select committee to go to the Eagar 
Thomson Steel Works and ascertain from them what they pay for their labor 
or what it costs to produco a ton of steel rails, I will open every book I have, 
every balance-sheet I have. Iwill take them up to Scott Haven and compare 
the wage-workers of Scott Haven with those of the industries which the gen- 
tleman here is pleading for, and I will abide by the report of that committee, 
and a majority of it may be gentlemen on the other side if they are only honest 


and square men. 
Br. Bvt Will the gentleman include also his anthracite miners? 


r. Scorr. Yes, the anthracite miners, too. 
Mr. Chairman, I had ho that a question so important as this to the whole 
isoussed on this floor without personal attacks apon 


on this 


country could have been 
any gentleman, Imade no personal charges against the proprietors of the 
gar Thomson Stcel-Works. I merely stated facts in connection with that in- 
ustry, and I merely stated what the senior member of that firm had admitted 
to me in the Committee on Ways and Means, that he had drawn this amount 
of money which I stated he had drawn, and I made certain illustrations in con- 
nection with it. But it appeared to have stuck in the heart of the gentleman 
who has just preceded me, and in answer to my arguments, and in answer to 
my facts be comes here and makes a personal attack upon me. I can say to 
him, sir, that I mind it no more than I would the ‘king of a dog in the 
. pe on the Democratic side and derisive faughter on the Repub- 
n side, 

I will stand upon A let at home and with my people. And ifI have ever 
been the oppressor of labor, if I have ever ejected a man from his home, if I haye 
ever endeavored in my life, although I have been, I may say, a employer 
of labor, to put one laborer in the place of another, or to force one man the 
place of another; if I have employed a detective—not a Pinkerton detective, 
merely, but any other kind of n detective—to come and protect my property or 
to protect it inst the men that are working for me, or have worked for me, 
I, sir, will ma ik my seat and leave this Hall the day it is proved, 

: iat Bnom™. Does the gentleman not contribute to pay the coal and iron po- 
7 

Pes Scorr. I never so contributed. I know you made that statement on this 
r. 

Mr. Brus. And J will prove it. 

Mr. Scorr. I will make you prove it. Iam going to bring you before the bar 
of the House and make you prove that charge. 
ht; I will be there. 

Mr. Scorr. It is as false as hell itself, and the gentleman when he made the 
charge ought to have known what he was doing. 

Now, I have nothing more to say. Ihave been identified with the laborers 
of this country all my life; [have worked and toiled with them; and when I 
start out to rob anybody or to get anybody's money it will not be the money of 
the wage-worker of this country, [Applause.] 


I desire now to call the attention of the House to one or two features 
in which the Recorp does not furnish a true statement of the trans- 
actions of Wednesday, in so far as the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr] and myself were interested. Upon page 4501 of the REC- 
ORD I find the following: 


Mr. Scorr. Mr. Chairman, yesterday evening I received a letter by special 
wee from the member from Pennsylvania who has just taken his seat, as 
ows: 
“HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, Washington, May 15, 1888. 
“Dean SIR: Some time during the session to-morrow, probably in the after- 
noon, I propose to make some observations with respect to your speech of Fri- 
day last, I think you will probably be interested, and hope you may be pres- 


“Yours, truly, 


“Hon. W. L. Scorr.” 


A letter so courteous, Mr. Chairman, could not but receive that consideration 
to which it seemed to be entitled. I have therefore, sir, remained here all day 
Waiting until the member from Pennsylvania might have an opportunity to ex- 
plain to this House and the country wherein, as has been wh. ut, I 
was mistaken in the facts presented in my speech of Friday last. r, I expected 
the gentleman, as the special representative of the trust interests of this coun- 


“JOHN DALZELL. 


try, to come here red at least to say something in rebuttal of the facts I 
have presented, With those interests, ting 


represen! $20,000,000. at his back to 


supply him with the data necessary to ref 


y statements, with five days to 
— carefully written s; — 42 


ute m 
re peech which he has just deli with time un- 

m in which to deliver it, I have waited here until this late hour ex 
to hear the statements I have made controverted, or at least denied, at, sir, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania confines himself to the subject only in a crit- 
icism of my historical allusions and ridiculing my illustration of the Braddock 
farmer. ‘There he stops and devotes the remainder of his speech to a 
vilification of myself. 

Mr. Speaker, not one word nor one syllable of this was spoken by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania in this House on Wednesday, and the 
RECORD, so far as that is concerned, incorrectly undertakes to record the 
transactions of Wednesday. Now, Mr. Speaker, what the gentleman 
actually did say I propose to read: 

Mr. Scorr. Mr, Chairman, T have listened with a great deal of interest to the 
personal attack 1 myself of the gentleman—I Will call him so, although 1 
may be mistaken in t 

A MEMBER, I guess not. 

Mr. Scorr, I do not know, sir, whether he is speaking in the interest of the 
American ple and his direct constituency, or whether he is here as an attor- 
ney in the interest of certain interests in this country, I will leave him, sir, to 
decide that question for himself. 

But I will tell the gentleman one thing: that if he will go to Scott Haven, 
which he refers to, he will find two thousand men who tri-weekly receive their 
cash at n dollara day more than the gentleman’s friends pay or the Carnegie 
Steel Works pay. {Applause.] 

I desire to call the attention of the House now to the material differ- 
ences between these two records of what took place on Wednesday last. 
The printed RECORD omits the assertion upon the part of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] that he pays his men at Scott 
Haven in cash and tri-weekly, and I am unwilling that the gentle- 
man’s assertion made in this House and to the country upon that sub- 
ject shall not stand as made by him. In the actual transaction asit 
occurred on this floor, it will be observed that the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania hesitated, even in the heat of debate, to impute to me a posi- 
tion and character upon this floor different from that which I am pre- 
sumed to occupy. What he said was this: 


I do not know, sir, whether he is speaking in the interest of the American 

opie and his direct constituency, or whether he is here as an attorney in the 
nterest of certain interests in this country, I will leave him, sir, to decide that 
question for himself. 

Let me repeat that in the heat of debate the gentleman shrank from 
assigning to me a position and character different from what I am pre- 
sumed to occupy in this House, but in the deliberation of his closet he 
made himself say: 

I expected the tleman, special erests 
GERM O ECE MR Ce ee 

Now, sir, I make simply one comment upon that. It is not credit- 
able to the gentleman that he assumed in the heat of debate a more 
manly position than he did when he undertook to sit down in his room 
and make for the country an imaginary record of what took place in 
the House on that day, and the charge that he makes—if he makes it 
as a charge—is untrue, as I believe I need hardly say in this House. 

With respect to the minor errors which are the result of this process 
of cutting and filling and suppressing and creating, I pass them over. 
They will be apparent to members of the House upon reading the 
Recorp. I want simply to call the attention of the House to one or two 
other matters that seem to me to be material in view of the attitude 
assumed by the gentleman [Mr. Scorr]in hisspeech on Friday. Dur- 
ing the course of the colloquy Mr. BRUMM asked: Does the gentle- 
man not contribute to pay the coal and iron police?“ The answer of 
the gentleman from Pennslyvania [Mr. Scorr] was: 

I never so contributed. I know you made that statement on this floor. 

Mr. Brumar. I will prove it, 

.Scotr. I will make you prove it. I am going to bring you before the 
bar of this House and make you prove that charge. 

Tn the RECORD, as contributed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Scorr], the colloquy reads this way: 


Mr. Bruxa, Does the gentleman not contribute to pay the coal and iron 


lice? 
Par, Scorr. I never so contributed. I know you made a statement on this 
floor that I had employed Pinkerton detectives, which is false, “ ete.” 

Now, the House will observe and the country will observe that on 
this floor on Wednesday last the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, 
Scorr] denied point-blank that he ever contributed to the payment of 
coal and iron police, and said that the statement made on the floor of 
the House by my colleague, Mr. BRUMM, that he had so contributed, 
was false; but the record as the gentleman returns it to the Public 
Printer suppresses that denial and puts it in this way: 

I know you made a statement on this floor that [had employed Pinkerton 
detectives, which is false, 

I simply call the attention of the House and the country to this 
point now, so that the gentleman’s statement-madeon Wednesday last 
may perhaps at some future time be put to the test of proof. 

One other correction only and I have done. According to the rec- 
ord as furnished by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] he 
said this: 

Mr. Chairman, tho gentleman's argument in regard to my employinga $10,000 
cook has the same foundation for truth that some of his other statements have, 
and if such were the fact, sir, [could only compare the wages paid my cook with 
the wages paid by his clients at the E r Thomson Steel Works. As to the sal- 
aries paid my secretaries, or at least those who assist me in my business, if he 
refers to the men in my employ, I can tell him that there are a good many of 


them who get more than $5,000 a year, 
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Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] never 
uttered any such words in this House, nor anything like them. What 
he did say is this: It is as false as hell itself, and the gentleman when 
he made the charge ought to have known what he was doing.“ 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have nothing more to say than to repeat what 
I said at the outset, that while I concede the right of every member of 
this House to revise his remarks, I deny his right to put that into the 
RECORD which did not occur or to take that out which did oecur, when 
the omissions and the interjections affect the interests and rights ofan- 
other member, without the consent of that member. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SCOTT. I wish to inquire whether the remarks just made by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the matters he has had read 
will go into the RECORD of to-day? 

The SPEAKER. They will. 

Mr. SCOTT. Then I have very little to say on this subject. Iwish 
simply to refer to one fact. One of the strong points made by the gen- 
tleman in to my statement of fact was in connection with his 
colleague [Mr. BRUMM]. During my absence from the House of Rep- 
resentatives the member from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] made the 


Mr. DALZELL. I suggest to the gentleman that Mr. BRUMM is 
now absent. 

Mr. SCOTT. I can not help it. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. He ought to be here- 

Mr. SCOTT. Iwas not here when Mr. Brumm made this charge 
against me. 

Mr. REED. The question before the House at present, I understand, 
is in regard to changing the RECORD. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. Scorr] now rises to a question of personal privilege in the 
absence of Mr. BRUMM. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right to do so. 

Mr. REED. He can not do it as a reply to the matter which has 
been raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman from Pennsylvania who hasjust taken 
his seat [Mr. DALZELL] all throngh his statement brought the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] into this colloquy. 

Mr. REED. Solely with reference to changing the RECORD. 

Mr. HATCH. He quoted the language of Mr. Brum and the lan- 
guage of Mr. Scorr in reply. 

Mr. REED. Allright. 

Mr. HATCH. This is only a specimen of the subterfuges that gen- 
tlemen on that side get up. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ihave no objection at all to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania going on. 

Mr. SCOTT. Have I the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the floor. 

Mr. SCOTT. Task to have read asa part of my remarks a part of the 
proceedings of this House as taken down at the time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr, Brum. Is it not true that the very men who employed the Pinkerton 
men in all those strikes are free-traders, headed by . Scorr, of this 
re cod Roa Corbin, of New York, and Mr. Cox, of Pennsylvania—all free- 
traders 

Mr. McMritrs. Does the gentleman charge that Mr. Scorr has done so? Do 
you [Mr. BRUMM] assume to say that he has? 

Mr. BRU. Lassume to say that he has, and am responsible for it, and am 
ready to show it. 

Mr. MeMriurs. He says it is not true. 

Mr. Beum™. Mr. Corbin and Mr. Cox, are leaders of Democratie free trade. 


Mr. SCOTT. Now, Mr. Speaker, that was the utterance of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRUMM] during my absence from the 
House, but the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the next morning did not 
show one word of what has just been read. But, sir, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania who uttered that took occasion to see that it was 
sent out in the public press of this country, charging me with engaging 
Pinkerton’s detectives and being in alliance with Mr. Corbin and other 
gentlemen from Pennsylvania whom I have never seen and do not 
know. And the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] now 
gets up in defense of the charges he makes against me and tries to show 
that I bave been misrepresenting Mr. BkuMM as to the charge he made 
against me. At the time that he fell from the Pinkerton police he 
dropped into the local police. I send to the desk and ask to have 
read a telegram received by me from the superintendent of the mines 
in Mr. BRUMOS district. This telegram is sent in reply to an inquiry 
of mine, Have you ever employed a Pinkerton detective?“ 

The Clerk read as follows: 


W. L. Scorr, Washington: 

No, sir, never had any occasion to employ detectives. 

HOLDEN CHESTER, 

Mr. SCOTT. Now, sir, that is all I have to say in regard to this 
question. If the gentleman [Mr. DALZELL] is satisfied with what he 
stated, and is willing for this whole thing to go before the country in 
the condition in which he has put it, it is perfectly agreeable to me; 
and I will not detain the House by discussing it further. 

Mr, TOWNSHEND. Who is Holden Chester, who signs that tele- 


gram? 


SHANOKIN, PA., May 10, 1888. 


Mr.SCOTT. He is my superintendent at the mines in Mr. BRUMM’S 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, with respect to the merits of this 
matter, if the gentleman is now introducing that subject into the 
House, I will say that I do not intend to be precluded from the dis- 
cussion, of that question by making no reply at this time. I simply 
refrain for the reason that the remarks of the gentleman just made 
seem to apply to my colleague from Pennsylvania [Mr. BRU, who 
is able, as I conceive, to take care of himself. 

Upon the other question, the question involved in that telegram 
sent up, as to the employment of detectives and all that sort of thing, 
I have on my table evidence sufficient, if read, to occupy the attention 
of the Honse all day; but I abstain. 

A MEMBER. What does that evidence go toshow ? 

Mr. DALZELL. It goes to show the attitude of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] with respeet to the question of evic- 
tions at his works, with respect to the question of *‘pluck-me’’ stores, 
with to the question of employment of detectives, with respect 
to the question of paying as good wages as anybody else. I say with 
regard to all these questions, if the House had time to go into them 
on the merits, as I think it has not now, I have evidence on my table 
suflicient to oceupy the attention of the House all day against the 
statements made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I refrain from 
offering it now simply because I take it that the statements just made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Scorr] have relation tomy 
colleague [Mr. Beum], and not to anything that I have said. _ [Cries 
of Regular order !”] 

Mr. KERR. I wish simply to say as a matter of privilege that the 
day before yesterday Mr. BRUMM asked me to have him excused on 
account of important business; and for that reason he is now absent. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY. 

Mr. STEELE. Having been appointed one of the Board of Visitors 
to the Military Academy at West Point I ask to be excused on account 
of important business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is excused, and during the day the 
Chair will make an appointment to fill the vacancy. 

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

The SPEAKER. This being Monday, the first business in order is 
the call of States and Territories for the introduction and reference of 
bills and resolutions. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iask by unanimous consent to dispense with the 
call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills and joint res- 
olutions, and that members having bills and joint resolutions and me- 
morials to present can do so by handing them in at the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. HATCH. We will get the House into confusion as to the ref- 
erence of bills and joint resolutions, and I therefore object. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It has been done heretofore. 

Mr. HATCH. I think never has it been done. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; it has been done, and done within a month. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BOULDER, COLO. 

Mr. SYMES introduced a bill (H. R. 10048) for the erection of a 
public building at Boulder, Colo.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

RICE LAND, HUTCHINSON’S ISLAND, SAVANNAH RIVER. 

Mr. NORWOOD (by Mr. TURNER, of Georgia,) introduced a joint 
resolution (H. Res. 171) providing for the survey of the riceland on 
Hutchinson’s Island, in the Savannah River; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

FREE-LIST. 

Mr. SPRINGER introduced a bill (H. R. 10049) to provide for plac- 
ing on the free-list articles of merchandise the production of which may 
be controlled by trusts or combinations; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

WATEE-METERS IN HOTELS, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROWELL introduced a bill (H. R. 10050) to amend section 216 
of the Revised Statutes of the United States with reference to the District 
of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

LOCATION OF STEAM RAILROADS AND DEPOTS. 

Mr. ROWELL (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 10051) to 
provide for a commission to determine the lecation of steam railroads 
and depots in the District of Columbia; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 

REUNION SIOUX CITY, IOWA. 

Mr. STRUBLEintroduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 172) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to furnish tents to the Northwest Soldiers’ Associa- 
tion of Iowa for use at a reunion to be held at Sioux City, Iowa, from 
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October 2 to 6, 1888, inclusive; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered tobe 


printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, CLINTON, IOWA. 


Mr. HAYES (by Mr. WEAVER) introduced a bill (H. R. 10052) for 
the erection of a public building at Clinton, Iowa; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


MAY 30 A HOLIDAY. 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (H. R. 10053) making 
May 30 a holiday in the District of Columbia; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


FOUNTAIN, ETC., FRANKFORT, KY. 


Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, introduced a bill (H. R. 10054) 
to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to accept fountain and lamp 
from the city of Frankfort, Ky.; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


CUSTOMS AND INTERNAL-REVENUE LAWS. e 


Mr. MILLIKEN (by request) introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
173) relative to theactof March3, 1883; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DECEASED PENSIONERS. 


Mr. BURNETT introduced.a bill (H. R. 10055) to provide for the 
widows and children of deceased pensioners; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

FORT SEWALL, MASS. 


Mr. COGSWELL introduced a joint resolution (H. Res, 174) author- 
izing the use and improvement of Fort Sewall, at Marblehead, Mass. ; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


IMPORTATION OF CONVICTS, ETC. 


Mr. LODGE presented the following resolution of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD: ; 

COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, in the year 1888. 


Resolution relative to the immigration and importation into the United States of 
convicts, lunatics, idiots, and other persons liable to become a public charge. 
Whereas his excellency the governor, in a message to the senate and house 

of representatives, for good and sufficient reasons has requested that Congress 

be memorialized for a modification of existing laws which will more effectually 
revent the immigration and importation into the United States of convicts, 
etd idiots, and other persons liable to become a public charge: 
Resolved, That the accompanying memorial, addressed to the honorable Sen- 
ate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled, be signed by the 
resident of the senate and speaker of the house of representatives, and that 
he secretary of the commonwealth is hereby instructed to transmit copies to 
the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress, to the Senators and Members 
of Congress from this Commonwealth, and to the governors of the several States 


of the Republic. 
Is SENATE, April 20, 1888. 


E. HERBERT CLAPP, Clerk, 
In HoUsE or REPRESENTATIVES, April 26, 1888. 


EDWARD A. McLAUGHLIN, Clerk. 
Memorial. 
To the Honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 


The senate and house of representatives of the Commonwealth of Massachu- 
setis, in general court assembled, present this memorial: 


The act of Congress, regulating immigration, passed 1882 and amended 1884, 
forbids the landing of convicts, lunatics, idiots or any other person liable to be- 
come a public charge, and provides for the return of all convicts arriving at any 
port of the United States, except those convicted of political offenses, to the 
countries from which they came. 

From testimony submitted to a committee of this Legislature it is evident 
that, notwithstanding these enactments, convicts are released from penal insti- 
tutions in Great Britain and Germany before the expiration of their terms of 
sentence, Se me the condition of their accepting a passage ticket to this country 
or to Can: ; that persons who have received relief from public charity, or who 
are likely to ask forsuch relief, are also sent to this country ; that a few, through 
the vigilance of the immigration officers, are detected and returned; but that 
by falsehood, subterfuge, assistance of interested parties, and by being in pos- 
session of prepaid tickets to some interior town or city, large numbers succeed 
in evading the law, especially when the immigrant is accompanied by a relative 
or volunteer friend who has once been in the United States, and who is ready 
8 for the good character and the ability of the immigrant to earn a live- 

It is plain that any examination, conducted with the utmost vigilance on the 
part of the immigration officer, of one thousand or more passengers at the 
gangway ofa steam-ship, at the best, can only be superficial, and that convicts, 
who by their vocation of crime have habituated themselves to evade the law 
and deceive detectives, in many instances are able to effect a landing. 

It is an indisputable and well established fact that convicts are not only re- 
leased from prison, but that they are transported to this country either at the 
expense of foreign governments or by associations acting in concert with the 
officials, who, in disregard of international comity, violate the laws of the United 
States, thus imposing their burdens upon the people of this country—a ure 


Adopted, Sent down for concurrence, 


Adopted in concurrence, 


proced 
which shouldawaken the justindignation of every American citizen, and which 
calls for remedial legislation. 
The reports of the public institutions of this Commonwealth show a marked 
disproportion between the native and foreign born inmates—the foreign born 


receiving public charity being 60 per cei ty very large proportion of whom 


have arrived in this country at a comparatively recent date. In other States, 
especially those that have received large accessions from Great Britain, the in- 
crease of foreign born in the charitable institutions is equally disproportionate 
to the native born. 

In one of the reputable literary reviews for the month of March, 1888, it is 
stated that nearly every pauper from Great Britain was assisted to this country 
either by governmental aid or by so-called philanthropic associations, 

The transportation of the improvident and thriſtless classes to other countries 

is openly advocated as a measure of philanthropy in an article published in a 
re le literary review in London, January, 1388: 
‘There is no wider field of work for the philanthropist than this: let each 
benevolent person take up one thriſtless family as a special and assist 
emigration, Care must be taken to provide a friend on the other side, for the 
thriftless do not lose their thriftiessness on the voyage, and a good start in the 
new home is invaluable.” 

In 1882, and again in 1883, by acts of Parliament, $1,000,000 was appropriated 
to assist emigration from Great Britain; coincident with that legislation, and 
with assistance by philanthropic effort in that country, is a marked increase in 
the disproportion between those of native and foreign birth in the prisons, alms- 
houses, and asylums for the insane throughout the United States. 

Of paupers in the almshouses of the United States in 1880, there was 1 in 985 
of the native-born inhabitants to 1 in 291 of the foreign-born. Of the criminals 
in prisons and workhouses, there was 1 in 938 of the native-born inhabitants of 
the country to 1 in 518 of foreign birth. Of the inmates of insane lums there 
was 1 in 662 of the native-born population to 1 in 254 of the foreign-born, 

From an examination of the reports of the public institutions in several of 
the States, the evidence seems to be conclusive that the disproportion between 
the native and foreign born inmates of those institutions is much greater than 
that reported by the census of 1880. 

To the end, therefore, that the people of this Republic may be protected from 


— evils and burdens resulting from the importation of convicts, paupers, idiots, 
nsane, 


and the thriftless of other countries, the Commonwealth of Masachu- 
setts, with this memorial, asks for such amendment of existing laws as shall of- 
fectually exclude these classes of immigrants. 
; HALSEY J. BOARDMAN, 
President of the Senate, 
CHAS. J. NOYES, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


SECRETARY'S DEPARTMENT, Boston, May 3, 1888, 


HENRY B. PEIRCE, 
y of the Commonwealth, 


BUSINESS OF COMMERCE COMMITTEE, 


Mr. CLARDY submitted a resolution setting apart three days for 
the consideration of measures reported by the Committee on Commerce; 
which was referred to the Committee on Rules. 


. PENSION FOR PARTIAL LOSS OF SIGHT, ETC, 

Mr. NUTTING introduced a bill (H. R. 10056) to fix the rates of pen- 
sion for partial loss of sight of one eye, the sight of the other eye being 
lost before entering into service; which was read a firstand second time, 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and ordered to be printed. 


VENEZUELA STEAM TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. 


Mr. WHITE, of New York, introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 
175) for the relief of the Venezuela Steam Transportation Company; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


OATHS OF NOTARIES PUBLIC. 


Mr. WHITE, of New York, also introduced a bill (H. R. 10057) to 
amend section 2805 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, so as 
to allow oaths to be administered by notaries public; which was reod 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 

OGDEN LAND COMPANY. 


Mr. LAIDLAW introduced a bill (H. R. 10058) to provide for the 
extinguishment of the claim of the Ogden Land Company to the Alle- 
ghany and Cattaraugus Indian reservation in the State of New York, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNOR'S ISLAND. 


Mr. COX introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 176) granting per- 
mission to the park commissioners of New York City to improve and 
beautify Governor’s Island in connection with a public park, to be laid 
out on said island and on land adjoining and connecting therewith; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

REGULATION OF PLUMBING IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 10059) to authorize plumb- 
ing regulations in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


TAX SALES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. HEMPHILL introduced a bill (H. R. 10060) prescribing the 
times for sales and for notice of sales of property in the District of Co- 
lumbia ſor overdue taxes; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred ae the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be 
print 


Atrue copy, Attest: 


PAY ENROLLED MILITIA, MEMPHIS, TENN. 


Mr. PHELAN introduced a bill (H. R. 10061) granting pay to the 
enrolled militia of the District of Memphis, Tenn.; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Militia, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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PARIS, CHOCTAW AND LITTLE ROCK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (H. R. 10062) to authorize the 
Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian 
Territory, and for other p ; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON also introduced a bill (H. R. 10063) to authorize 
the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct a 
bridge across the Red River at or near Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, 
Texas; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

COURT OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. CULPERSON (by request) also introduced a bill (H. R. 10064) 
to reorganize the Court of Claims, and for other purposes; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MARTINSVILLE, VA. 


Mr. JOHN R. BROWN, of Virginia, introduced a bill (H. R. 10065) for 
the erection of a public building for the use of the internal-revenue 
and post-office at Martinsville, Va.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The regular call being now completed, the Chair 
will recognize gentlemen who were not in their seats when their States 
were called, 

ARREARAGES OF PENSIONS, ETC. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, submitted the following resolution; 

which was read, and referred to the Committee on Rules: 


Whereas the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House has reported House 
bill 9961 by Report No. 2120, entitled “A bill relating to the arrears of pensions,” 
with the recommendation that it do pass; and 

Whereas said committee in said report estimate that said bill, if passed, will 
cause the Soi ESAE of $250,000,000; and 

Whereas litical parties profess to be in fayor of granting to the Union 
soldiers of 1861 170 1865 ites ions for services rendered; and 

Whereas on the 9th day of January House bill No. 3345, granting a pension to 
all such soldiers, was referred to said committee; and 

Whereas it is important that said several propositions should be disposed of 
. any bill is passed materially reducing the revenues of the country: There- 

fore 

Beit resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be discharged from 
further consideration of said House bill No. 3345, and that said bill and said bin 
No. 9961, reported by said committee, be made a special order for Friday, 255 
25th day of May, and that the consideration thereof shall continue from 
day until they are disposed of. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that that resolution be put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can not entertain that request pending 
this call. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Not by unanimous consent? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not. The Chair is simply continu- 
ing the call of States and Territories for bills and resolutions for refer- 
ence under the rules of the House. 

MANAGER OF SOLDIERS’ HOME. 

Mr. DALZELL submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 


Whereas the time of General James S, Negley is about to ex 
of the Soldiers’ Home and a ered will be created in said 
new appointment to be made: 

Resol: That the said e 1 S. Negley shall be selected for appoint 
ment as a member of said board and shall serye as his own successor thereon 
for the time as fixed by law. 


COMPENSATION OF FOURTH-CLASS POSTMASTERS. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY introduced a bill (H. R. 10066) to increase the 
compensation of fourth-class postmasters; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BELMONT. Inow move thatthe House resolve itself into Com- 
8 0 the Whole for the purpose of considering general appropria- 

on bills. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York 
what general appropriation bill he proposes to call up? 

Mr. BELMONT. My purpose is to reach the first bill on the Cal- 
endar in Committee of the Whole; that is to say, the bill making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the Government. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam instructed by the Committee on Agriculture to 
move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. There isa motion now pending. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BELMONT] has moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union to 
consider general appropriation bills. While that is pending the Chair 
can not entertain another motion. 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to ask a parliamentary question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HATCH. If the House should vote down the motion of the 


reas a manager 
rd requiring a 
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gentleman from New York, then is not the regular order the call of 
committees to suspend the rules? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the situation exactly. On 
the last Monday for motions to suspend the rules, the first of the month, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM ] was recognized, and 
moved to suspend the rules and pass a bill which was read. A second 
being demanded and a vote taken, no quorum appeared, and the House 
thereupon adjourned. If the House shall now disagree to the motion 
of the gentlemen from New York [Mr. BELMONT], the first question 
will be on the motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM], and after that is disposed of committees will be called for mo- 
tions to suspend the rules, 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to state that the Committee on Agriculture 
is the first on call. 

Mr, RANDALL. If debate is in order I want to answer that. 

Mr. BELMONT. I should like to answer it too. 

Thè SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 


from New York [Mr. BELMONT]. 


The question being put, there were—ayes 80, noes 77. 
I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, 61 members voting therefor. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 90, nays 155, not vot- 
ing 79; as follows? 


Mr. HATCH. 


YEAS—9. 
Adams, Crisp, Kean, Perry, 
Allen, Miss, n, Kelley, Post, 
Bacon, Davidson, Fla. Kilgore, Randall, 
Belmont, Dibble, Laidlaw, Rayner, 
Bland, Dingley, Landes, Reed, 
Blount, Dougherty, Lawler, Rice, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dunn, Lind, Richardson, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Elliott, Lo ige, Rogers, 
Browne, Ind, Ermentrout, ng, Rowell, 
Buckalew, uhar, Macdonald, Russell, 
Burrows, Fisher, insur, Seney, 
Butterworth, Foran, n, Sowden, 
ynum, Forney, McAdoo, Spooner, 
Candler, French, McCullogh, Tarsney, 
Cannon, Grimes, McKinney, Tillman, 
Caruth, Hemphill, McMillin, Tracey, 
Chipman, erbert, Moffitt, Turner, Ga. 
Clements, Hiestand Montgomery, Walker 
bb, tt, Neal, White, Ind. 
Collins, 5 Nelson, Wilson, Minn, 
Cothran, Holman, tes, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cowles, Hovey, O’ Neall, Ind. 
Crain, Hudd, Owen, 
NAYS—155. 
Abbott, Dockery, Lanham, Sawyer, 
Allen, Mich. Enloe, ham, Sayers, 
Anderson, Iowa Felton, Lehlbach, Scull, 
Anderson, Miss. Finley, Lyman, Shaw, 
Anderson, Ill. Fuller, Mahoney, Sherman, 
Anderson, Kans, Funston, ish, Shively, 
Atk n, Gallinger, Martin, Simmons, 
Baker, N. Y. Gear, atson, Smith, 
Baker, III McClammy, Snyder, 
Bankhead, Glass, McCormic’ Springer. 
Barnes, Goff, À. Stewart, Tex, 
Barry, Grout, McKenna, Stewart, Ga. 
Bayne, Guenther, McKinley, Stockdale, 
Biggs, are, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Bingham Harmer, Milliken, Stone, Mo, 
Boothman, tch, Moore, Struble, 
Bound, Haugen, Morgan, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Boutelle, Hayden, Morrill, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Bowden, Heard, Morrow, Thomas, Ky. 
Bowen, Henderson, Iowa Newton, Thompson, Cal, 
Brewer, Henderson, N. O. Nutting, Townshend 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Henderson, III. O'Donnell. Turner, Kans. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hermann, O’Ferrall, Vance, 
Buchanan, Hires, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, 
Bunnell, Holmes, Osborne, Warner, 
urnett, Hopkins, III. Outhwaite, Washington, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Hopkins, N. Y. Parker, Weaver, 
ton, Houk, Patton. Weber, 
Cheadle, How Payson, West, 
Clark, Hunter, Peel, White, NiE, 
Cogswell, Hutton, Penington, Whiting, Mich, 
Conger, Johnston, Ind. Peters, Whitthorne, 
Cox, Johnston, N.C. Phelan, Wickham, 
Crouse, Kennedy, Phelps, Wilber, 
Culberson Kerr, Plumb, Wilkinson, 
Cutcheon, Ketcham, P ey, ise, 
Dalzell, Laffoon, Robertson, Yoder, 
Darlington, La Follette Rowland, Yost. 
Davidson, Ala. Lane, Ryan, 
NOT VOTING—79. 
Allen, Mass, Davenport, Jones, Scott, 
Arnold, Davis, Lagan, Seymour, 
Belden, De Lano, Laird, Spinola, 
Blanchard, Dorsey, Lee, Stahlnecker, 
Bliss, Dunham, Lynch, Steele, 
Brower, ‘itch, Maffett, Stephenson, 
Brown, Ohio Flood, McComas, Stewart, Vt. 
Brumm, Ford, McShane, Symes, 
Bryce, Gaines, Merriman, Taulbee, 
Burnes, Gay, Mills, Thomas, III 
Butler, Gibson, Morse, Thomas, Wis. 
Gompiell. Ohio Glover, Nichols, Thompson, Ohio 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Granger. Norw. 0. 
Caswell, Greenman, O'Neill, Mo. Wheeler, 
Catchings, Grosvenor, Perkins, Whiting, Mass, 
Clardy, l, Pidcock, Wilkins, 
Hayes, Rockwell, Williams, 
Compton, Hooker, Romeis, Woodburn, 
per, Hopkins, Va. Russell, Conn. Yardley. 
Cummings, J n, usk, 
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Zo the motion was not agreed to. 
Mr. WADE. I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall, and did he fail to 
hear his name when it was called? 
Mr. WADE. I was flot. 
' The SPEAKER. Then the gentleman does not come within the 
rule. „ 
Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the read- 
of the names, 
ere was no objection. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. Scorr with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
Mr. GLOVER with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 
Mr. BURNES with Mr. BROWER. 
Mr. Norwoop with Mr. COOPER. 
Mr. Jones with Mr. STEPHENSON. 
Mr. Hooxer with Mr. DUNHAM. 
Mr. Cums with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 
Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
Mr. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. COCKRAN. 
For this day: 
Mr. STAHLNECKER with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 
Mr. WHEELER with Mr. Romer. 
Mr. LEE with Mr. BRUMM. 
Mr. Bryce with Mr. DE LANO. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Coztrrox with Mr. McComas. 
Mr. McSHANE with Mr. YARDLEY. 
Mr. Rusk with Mr. BOWDEN. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above stated. 
Mr. HATCH. I call for the regular order. 


CONFERENCE COMMITTEE APPOINTED. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as managers on the part of 
the House of the conferenceon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes and amendatory of 
statutes therein mentioned, Mr. DOCKERY, Mr. ERMENTROUT, and Mr. 
PETERS. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH CROW INDIAN RESERVATION. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the pending motion to sus- 
pend the rules, made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM], coming over from last suspension day. 

Mr. NELSON. I desire to make an objection to the consideration of 
that bill, and, if the Chair will allow me, I will briefly state the ground 
of my objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. NELSON. The bill involved in this motion, Mr. Speaker, is a 
bill reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, and is on the Cal- 
endar. On last suspension day, being the first Monday in this month, 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM ], who is not a member 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, moved to bring that bill up for 
consideration under a suspension of the rules. Now, Mr. Speaker, 
under the rules of the House the first Monday of every month is given 
to motions to d the rules brought up by individual members 
recognized by the 3 and the third Monday of the month is given 
to propositions brought up on the motions of committees or some member 
of the committee. 

This is the day designated by the rules for bills to be brought for- 
ward by members of committees, and my contention is that this being 
a bill brought up not on behalf of any member of the committee or 
on behalf of the committee, but by an individual member, and belong- 
ing, as I contend, to individual suspension day, it is not the pending 
proposition to-day, but will be the pending proposition on the first 
Monday ofnext month, namely, the next individual suspension day. 
To hold the contrary to that would violate the spirit and tenor of the 
rules, Certain days are set apart under the rules for certain kinds of 
business to be brought up by members. Under our rules we have the 
first Monday of the month assigned for individual suspensions, and I 
suggest that a matter like this bill, coming properly under that class, 
can only be considered in order when the next day for that class of 
business, namely, the next individual suspension day, arrives. Inother 
words, my contention is briefly this: That this proposition, brought up 
as it was on last individual suspension day, ought to go over until next 
individual suspension day, and ought not to be taken up to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had occasion to examine and decide 
this question in the Forty-eighth Congress. The rule provides that it 
shall be in order on the first Monday and the third Monday in each 
month to move to suspend the rules, preference being given—that is 


in 


the language of the rule—to individuals on the first Monday and to 
committees on the third Monday. Another rule, and the universal 
practice of the House, is that business unfinished at the time of an ad- 
journment is resumed when that class of business next comes up for 
consideration. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM], although not a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, had 
a right under the rules and practice of the House to select any bill he 


chose, and move, as an individual member, to suspend the rules and 
pass it. He made that motion with reference to this bill, and when 
the House adjourned that business was pending, The House this 
morning resumes the consideration of that class of business to which 
the gentleman’s motion belongs, to wit, suspensions of the rules, and it 
can make no difference whether the motion is madé by an individual 
or by the authority of the committee. It is the class of business which 

tes the matter, and that, as the Chair has just said, is suspen- 
sions of the rules, and there can not be two motions to suspend the 
rules pending at the same time; the one pending must be disposed of 
before another one can be entertained by the Chair. The Chair there- 
fore thinks the point of order is not well taken, and the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] and the gentleman from Montana 
[Mr. TooLE] appointed to act as tellers will please resume their places. 

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. Speaker, if I have been correctly informed, I 
understand the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Toonz] is willing to 
withdraw his demand for a second 

Mr. TOOLE. Iam willing to consent that asecond may be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER, If there beno further objection a second will be 
considered as ordered. Under the rules of the House thirty minutes 
are allowed for debate, fifteen minutes in support of the motion and 
fifteen minutes in opposition to it. The Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to control the time in sup- 
port of the motion, and the gentleman from Montana [Mr. TooLx] to 
control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it has always been the policy of Con- 
gress with reference to the construction of railroads over the public do- 
main to be not only liberal, but positive in its action against monopoly, 
and so general has been this legislation that the act of March 3, 1875, 
grants to any company desiring to build arailroad aright of way through 
the public domain. That is the general policy of Congress in its legisla- 
tive action upon this subject; but when it comes to the reservation of the 
Indian it has been the rule that special acts shall be passed by Congress, 
in order that its watchful care should surround the Indians in their 
needs and in their rights. 

Built upon that, sir, has been the rule followed, I think, with rarely 
if ever an exception, that when the Indians in their rights are protected, 
when their consent has been given tothe construction of a road through 
their reservation, Congress has invariably, following its general policy 
of the development of the public domain, granted and conceded the right 
of way. It is under this record of legislation, it is under this record of 
general policy, that this bill asks the right of way for 40 miles through 
the Crow reservation for the construction.ef a railroad in its 
length of 120 miles through the Territories of Wyoming and Montana. 

This bill follows in every part the well-defined laws of protection to 
the Indians as well as the exaction of obligation and fidelity on the 
part of those to whom the right of way will be given for the construc- 
tion of the road within the ized reasonable limit of two years. 
This bill follows the old bills always passed in such cases by this 
House. It makes it the duty of the Secretary of the Interior to fix the 
amount of the compensation to be paid the Indians for such right of 
way and material. It leaves it with the President of the United States 
in his discretion to require the consent of the Indians to said right of 
way, “‘which shall be obtained by said railway company in such man- 
ner as he may prescribe before any right under this act shall accrue to 
said company.“ i 

It goes further and declares— 

That said company shall not assi 
for any purpose whatever until 

It is farther provided 
3 no part of said line shall touch any portion of the Yellowstone National 

ark. 

In other words, this bill follows in the line of all the legislation that 
Congress has enacted in the past; in no particular does it make any 
departure from the well-recognized policy of Congress in reference to 
grants or the right of way through Indian reservations. 

A bill similar to this was passed by the Senate in the Forty-ninth 
Congress, was favorably reported by the House committee, and went 
upon the Calendar. The present measure has been passed at this Con- 
gress by the Senate, has been favorably reported by the House com- 
mittee, and is now upon the Calendar. The House bill being identical 
with the Senate bill, the latter has been substituted for consideration 
at this time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Has there not been a minority report 
in this House against this bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I will state the fact about that matter with great 
pleasure; it comes in as a part of my intended discussion of the propo- 


sition. 

In the last Con; this bill having been passed by the Senate came 
to the House on the 15th day of February, and the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. PEEL], chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
asked unanimous consent to take it up and pass it as iteame from the 
Senate upon the ground that a similar bill reported favorably by the 
House committee was on the Calendar. Mr. Wakefield, then a mem- 
ber from Minnesota, objected. The bill that now comes up under suspen- 


or transfer or m this right of way 


road shall be comple 
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sion of the rules has received a favorable report from the House com- 
mittee; buta minority consisting of three members, the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], 
and the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr MCSHANE] take exception to 
the passage of the bill. They base their position upon two declara- 
tions: First, that as the Rocky Fork and Cooke City Railroad bill which 
was passed by Congress March 3, 1887, just before the closing of the 
last Con, gave to that company the right to construct a railroad, this 
bill would infringe the charter right given to that road. The require- 
ment that the road be completed within two years is, as the minority 
contend, an implied guaranty that if this condition should be complied 
with Congress will not authorize a competing line. I merely wish to 
say that this clause requiring the road to be completed in two years is 
simply the qualification which ordinarily accompanies bills of this char- 
acter. Congress on its part made no stipulation that in the future the 
right of way for the construction of a railroad through the Crow reser- 
vation should not be given to any other corporation. 

But to show how unjust this position of the minority of the commit- 
tee is with reference to the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Rail- 
road Company, permit me to give briefly the history of these two roads. 
The present bill is antagonized on two grounds only—first, that this 
measure is an injustice to the road already chartered; and second, that 
it is intended simply for speculative purposes, To those two points I 
wish, in the few minutes I have, to direct attention. 

The Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company was in- 
corporated under the laws of the Territories of Wyoming and Montana 
February 20, 1886; Rocky Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company 
inco ted December 30, 1886. 

Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company’s maps 
filed October 22, 1886. Approved by Department of the Interior De- 
cember 15, 1886. Rocky Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company’s 
maps filed April 12, 1887. Approved by Department of the Interior 
October 16, 1887. 

Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company’s surveys 
completed October 22, 1886. Rocky Fork and Cooke City Railroad Com- 
pany’s line located April 12, 1887. (Organized December 30, 1886.) 

Billings, Clark's Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company's bill in- 
troduced in Senate June 30, 1886; Passed February 11, 1887. Rocky 
Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company’s bill introduced in Senate 
January 10, 1887; Passed February 24, 1887. 

Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company’s bill, re- 
ported favorably from House committee with amendments, January 14, 
1887; Rocky Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company’s bill, reported 
from House committee February 10, 1887; Rocky Fork and Cooke City 
Railroad Company’s Senate bill, passed House, under suspension of the 
rules, March 3, 1887. 

In Senate December 12, 1887. (S. 325.) Read twice and referred 
to Committee on Indian Affairs. In Senate February 9, 1888. Re- 
ported without amendment In Senate April 4, 1888. Passed Senate 
with amendment, that no part of said line shall touch any portion 
of the National Park.” 

In House of Representatives April 5, 1888. (S. 325.) Referred to 
Committee on Indian Affairs. In House of Representatives April 13, 
aa Reported favorably and committed to Committee of the Whole 

ouse. 

Every precedent act of incorporation under Territorial law, the filing 
of maps with the Interior Department and approval of same, completion 
of surveys, introduction of bill in Senate and passage of the same, favor- 
able reportfrom House committee and standing upon the Calendar an- 
tedate the Rocky Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company from one 
month to ten months. 

Certainly that would not seem like a speculative operation to sell out 
to a road that was never thought of or conceived until months after the 
Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City Railroad had complied with all 
Territorial and United States statute requirements. 

And the only reason the bill now under consideration was not passed 
in the last Congress was that one member, Mr. Wakefield, of Minne- 
sota, had the power under the rules, by his objection, to prevent it. So 
much for the simple history of the two roads, 

Now, as to the charge that this bill is gotten up for speculative pur- 
poses. It is stated in the minority report that 

There being no possible use for two roads, the granting 
opposition and parallel right of way would 8 
have made investments in the Rocky Fork Company, and is 
construction of any road. 

I have read you the provision of the bill declaring that this company 
shall not assign or transfer or mortgage this right of way for any pur- 
pose whatever until the road shall be completed, that is, the entire 
road. What is the wording with reference to this short line, the Rocky 
Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company, that is to-day antagonizing 
this long line? I read from the act itself: 

That said i 
„ wialever enti AITEN ARAN Ea Do E LEEENA 

Completed to what extent? Completed its entire length? No. 

Pacis ory through that part of said reservation through which it shall be 


Congress of an 
ice to parties who 
liable todefeat the 


If there is any speculation on the part of either road in reference to 

this matter I leave it to the intelligence of this House to decide where 
the speculation is. In the case of the Rocky Fork and Cooke City road 
it is provided that the right of way shall not be assigned, transferred, 
or mortgaged until the road shall be built through the Crow reservation, 
a distance of 40 miles, while under this bill it is provided that the 
right of way shall not be assigned, transferred, or mortgaged for any 
purpose whatever until said road shall be completed, covering spe- 
cifically the entire length of the road, 120 miles. 

Mr. FELTON. I wish to inquire of the gentleman whether the go- 
n g through the reservation is not all that Congress and the people it 
e presents have anything to do with. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Most assuredly. 

Mr. FELTON. That is what I thought. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iconcede that; but my purpose is to show that 
the two Territories have given their consent and that this proposition 
is presented in perfect good faith on the part of this road. I am an- 
tagonizing the position taken by the three gentlemen who have signed 
the minority report and who state that the purpose of this measure is 
speculative, the object being to sell out the right of way. 

Mr. FELTON. I only wanted the fact to appear. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I reserve the residue of my time. 

Mr. PEEL. How much time has the gentleman left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp in the chair). 
man has five minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. TOOLE. I will yield for three minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, as one of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Indian-Affairs, I concur in the minority report, and I wish 
to say briefly that, in the judgment of three of the members of that com- 
mittee who are op to the bill, it sheuld not be passed by this 
House. Personally, I know nothing of this corporation, nor do I know 
anything of the incorporators of the other company. As has been sug- 
gested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], the Forty- 
ninth Congress passed a bill giving to a company the right to build 
across the Crow Creek reservation in Montana Territory. They did not 
succeed in getting their plats filed for some time as that mountainous 
region is a very cold country. Yet, subsequently to the filing of their 
plats, they have built 40 miles across that reservation, and expended 
something like $300,000 or more as an evidence of their good faith and 
5 an evidence of their purpose to build the road according to the act of 

ngress. 

Now, it is believed that this bill ought not to pass because it will 
embarrass that company in its efforts to complete the road under the 
act of Congress. They say it is universally admitted there is no busi- 
ness for two companies, that two railroads should not be constructed 
and operated in that sparsely-settled country. Hence, they say that 
this road, under the pending bill, was asking for acharter which would 
put them in a position to speculate and speculateonly. Now, whether 
that is true or not, I do not pretend to say. As I said awhile ago, per- 
sonally I do not know anything of either company, but it must be 
admitted by every man who gives thoughtful consideration to the sub- 
ject, that there is no business there for two railroads. And the Terri- 
tory of Montana says through its Delegate upon this floor that there 
is no business for two roads, and this company ought not to be given 
the privilege, which would have the effect only of paralyzing and frus- 
trating the undertaking we authorized by the act of last Congress, and 
which is now in process of completion. We have, too, the protest of 
the Indians themselves against allowing another railroad across their 
reservation. The Indians say they do not want two railroads crossing 
their reservation. 

Whoever is familiar with the topography of that country knows if 
the railroad contemplated by this bill is constructed, it must neces- 
sarily follow the same cafion the present company proposes to follow. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have only three minutes. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iassume the gentleman desires tobeaccurate. Does 
he not know these two roads run parallel for only 10 miles from the 
Yellowstone, and that then they diverge between the Big Horn range 
of the Snow Mountains, and that the coal fields sought to be reached 
by his company lie on the west side of this range, and the coal fields 
sought to be reached by the company named in this bill are on the east 
side of that range, which range is about 8 miles across and practically 
impassable ? 

Mr. PERKINS. No; I do not understand that to be the fact. I 
understand the opposite is true. 

Mr. PAYSON. These two lines of road run parallel for not more 
than 10 miles, and there is no foundation in fact for any other state- 
ment than that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The gentle- 


The gentleman’s time has expired. 


Mr. PERKINS. After leaving the reservation it does follow the 
same line for 100 miles and more. ‘There is no other place for the road 
than that. 

Mr. TOOLE. I yield now for two minutes to the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. Speaker, I regret to be in an attitude of op- 


Mr. NELSON. 
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posing any bill, and especially one under the circumstances, as I know 
gentlemen will raise the cry of Monopoly“ against me. I know it 
is an argument which is very plausible, that if it is good to have one 
road it is good to have more than one. 

Now, I wish to tell the facts in reference to this matter. If gentle- 
men will look upon this map they will see that here is the reservation 
running down to this dotted line. All of these two railroads south of 
that is outside of the reservation. 

In the first session of the Forty-ninth Congress this railroad got a 
bill passed by which they were to go through the corner of the Yellow- 
stone reservation. The bill was called up by my friend from Illinois 
[Mr. Payson]. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow me to say—— 

Mr. NELSON. My time is so short that I can not yield. 

Mr. PAYSON. The gentleman is mistaken; there is not a shadow 
of fact for the statement he is making. 

Mr. NELSON. That company afterwards changed its plan and had 
the bill changed to give it this line. ; 

Now, last year two bills were pending before Congress granting the 
tight of way; one of the roads starting from a point on this map which 
T hold in my hand and following the dotted line shown here, known 
as the Rocky Fork road, and the other as the Billings road. Last 
year Congress passed the bill granting to the Rocky Fork Railroad 
Company the right to build up through these cañons to a certain coal 
deposit, but in the bill which passed then the road was required to be 
completed within two years, or in the event of a failure a forfeiture of 
its rights would follow. They had, to begin with, great difficulty in 
securing the right of way from the Indians themselves andin filing the 
necessary papers; and only last October the papers were approved and 
accepted by the Interior Department and the company was enabled to 
get to work. They did go fo work, and built it, or rather they graded 
and constructed about 40 miles of the road. 

They have expended in building that portion of the road, for bridges, 
embankments, etec., and in opening the coal-mines, upwards of half a 
million of dollars. You know thatin that country winter comes quite 
early, and by the Ist of December, or rather by the middle of December, 
I believe, they were compelled to suspend operations, and there has 
not been an opportunity to do any work in the way of construction 
until now. They now say if the Government grants another right of 
way, practically parallel with their line, not only in the same direc- 
tion but following to some extent the same cajions and valleys, you 
clip their wings and prevent them from completing the work, and the 
large sums of money which they have invested must be lost to them. 

Now, while I am in favor of roads through the public domain, yet 
it is a fact that but one road is required there through that valley; and 
if you give another company the right of way, a conflict will be created, 
and one or the other will be driven to the wall; and this Congress will 
be instrumental, not intentionally of course, but will be instrumental 
in enabling one set of speculators in Wall street to take hold and choke 
off the men who projected the building of this line and who put their 
money into it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Speaker, the bill under consideration is unob- 
jectionable so far as its form is concerned, It is such a bill as was re- 
ported by the House committee in the last Congress, and such a one 
as met my approval at that time, and which, so far as its form is con- 
cerned, meets my approval now. At the last session of Congress I in- 
formed the friends of the bill that I did favor its passage, and early in 
the present session advised them that I would do whatever I could 
to promote its consideration. I did this upon the general principle 
that as a representative of the Territory of Montana I was in favor of 
granting rights of way to any and all railroad companies who desired 
to build roads in that Territory. They are the great factors in the 
development and settlement of the country, and unless there is some 
valid reason for opposing their construction, I would naturally be in- 
clined to aid all such enterprises. I am constrained, however, to op- 
pose the present consideration of this bill, and for reasons which, in 
my opinion, are satisfactory. 

The simple facts are these: In March, 1887, Congress passed a bill 
granting the right of way over the Crow Indian reservation to the Rocky 
Fork and Cooke City Railway Company, under which the railroad com- 
pany was to build and construct its road within two years from thedate 
of the passage of that bill. It also provided for the definite location 
of the route and for obtaining the consent of the Indians. The com- 
pany went to work diligently, definitely fixed the location of its line 
and procured the consent of the Indians, paid the compensation agreed 
upon, and graded, tied, and bridged 46 miles of itsroad. Having done 
this much, that company found it necessary to go to the markets of the 
East and negotiate its bonds to secure funds to insure the completion 
of the road. They have been acting in good faith and using every ef- 
fort ible to complete the road according to the provisions of the bill. 
My information is that the ge of the present bill would materially 
embarrass and hinder the Rocky Fork and Cooke City road in nego- 
tiating their bonds, and would be likely to stifle the entire enterprise, 
the result of which would be that, instead of having two roads over 
the proposed Tine, the people of Montana would be the loser and neither 
road would be built. 


This information is furnished me by gentlemen who are interested 
in the prosperity of the Territory, whose means of information are 
adequate, whose judgments are considered reliable, and whose char- 
acters are above reproach. It seems to me to bea plain business prop- 
osition. If the Rocky Fork and Cooke City Railroad Company with 46 
miles of its line bridged, tied, and graded are unable to go into the 
market and negotiate their bonds in order to secure the completion of 
the line, it seems to me that little could be expected of the Billings 
and Cooke City road, for whom a right of way is now asked, who have 
not done one dollar’s worth of work, and whose line is a parallel line 
to undeveloped coal fields. 

Mr. PAYSON, Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him for 
a moment? 

Mr. TOOLE. I have but a moment or two myself. 

Mr. PAYSON. I merely wish to ask what the gentleman means by 
saying that this company has some 45 miles of its road built. Does not 
me gentleman know that there has not been a pound of iron laid on that 

ine? 

Mr. TOOLE. Isaid that distance had been graded, tied, and bridged. 

Mr. PAYSON. I understood the gentleman to say it had been built. 

Mr. TOOLE. No, sir; I shall make no misrepresentations to this 
House upon this proposition, for there is no one who is interested in the 
building of a railroad over the proposed line more than the people whom 
I represent. And in reply to the suggestion from the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Payson] that this is not a parallel line, I desire to inform 
him that it must be so considered in its strictest sense, because there is 
but one objective point of two roads, and both roads run through the 
Indian reservation, and having no point from which to draw its traffic 
except at the termini. 

It must necessarily be considered a parallel line. The truth is, that 
the lines run alongside of each other for a distance of 11 miles, and at 
no point are they farther apart than 8 or 10 miles. It is therefore a 
matter of no consequence what the distance is between them, inasmuch 
as the only points from which they can draw their business are the 
termini, and in this connection permit me to say that the suggestion 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] concern- 
ing the general law granting rights of way through publie domain is 
not an analogous case, as will be apparent to every one. 

There is but one desideratum with the people of the Territory of 
Montana in connection with this matter. They desire at least one road 
constructed to what is known as the Red Lodge coal-fields, and an ex- 
tension of that line to the Cooke City mines. In its construction is 
involved the question of fuel supply to a large extent in that Terri- 
tory, and, we hope, transportation to an important mineral section. 
This is the result desired by the people of Montana, and it matters 
little to them whether that is attained by the construction of one or 
the other of these roads. But confronted as I am with the facts which 
{ have detailed to the House, it seems to me that there is but one thing 
to be done in justice to the people of the Territory, whose interests are 
greater than that of either of these companies, and that is to aid that 
road which is most likely to be built. 

As before suggested, the Rocky Fork and Cooke City road has graded, 
bridged, and tied 46 miles of its line. By reason of the proposed par- 
allel line, the Rocky Fork and Cooke City road has been prevented from 
negotiating their bonds, for every man of business knows that the 
granting of the right of way to a rival road would necessarily produce 
that effect. Iam told that the people asking the right of way under 
the provisions of this bill claim that they have the money ready to build 
this competing line, and are only waiting to secure the right of way. 
So far as my observation and experience go, I do not think that rail- 
roads are built that way, and that it will eventually turn out, if this 
road is built, that the le representing it will, like the Rocky Fork 
and Cooke City people, build it by sale of its bonds. 

I do not hesitate, from all the information in my possession, to give 
it as my deliberate opinion that if this right of way is granted at this 
time it simply stifles the old enterprise, and neither one of these roads 
will be built, or but one at least will be built. I am not opposed to 
the passage of this bill. The question now presented is whether the 
House will suspend the ru es and pass the bi What I desire in the 
premises is that the Houselwill refuse to suspend the rules at this time 
and that the consideration of the bill may be delayed for at least thirty 
days, during which time I believe that the railroad company now con- 
structing its road will be able to secure the necessary funds to com- 
plete it and that the Territory will be in the enjoyment of at least 
one of these roads. I want to give them an opportunity to secure the 
fruits of their labors. There are gentlemen connected with that enter- 
prise who are constituents of mine, who have invested in it their for- 
tunes, the accumulation of years of toil in that mountain country. 
They have invested their money, and I think it only fair that they 
should have a reasonable opportunity to reap the rewards of their la- 
bors so long as it does not conflict with the material interests of the 
Territory. As I have said before, I think they will be able to do this 
within thirty days, and when that time arrives I promise the friends 
of this bill that they shall have my hearty and cordial support to secure 
its consideration and passage. 8 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Will the gentleman support this bill 
after thirty days have elapsed? 
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Mr. TOOLE. Ihave said to the friends of the bill that after thirty 
days I would aid its passage upon the floor of the House, and I consider 
it is asking but little under the circumstances that the consideration of 
this bill shall be postponed for that time. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Is the gentleman of the opinion that if one road 
is not built the other will be? 

Mr. TOOLE. I have said that if this right of way was granted be- 
fore the road under construction was completed, that I very much feared 
that neither of the roads would be built, and I very much desire that 
both shall be. $ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is there any necessity for two roads there? 

Mr. TOOLE. I would dislike very much to make the admission 
that there is not, because that section of country has inexhaustible 
mineral resources, and no one can approximate the amount of trans- 

rtation which it would furnish within a year or two. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Is there a necessity for it? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is there a business necessity for two roads? 
There does not seem to be an immediate commercial necessity for the 
construction of two roads. 

Mr. GOFF. Is this company chartered under the laws of Montana? 

Mr. TOOLE. It is. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Under the general incorporation law? 

Mr. TOOLE, Yes, sir. There is nothing in the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] that there are any equi- 
ties in favor of the Billings and Cooke City road which are not possessed 
by the road under construction. They have proceeded in good faith 
from the time of the passage of the act granting their right of way; 
they have left nothing undone that it was possible for them to do, and 
they have done it as diligently as could be done under the circum- 
stances, and while I am in favor of all possible competition by the 
construction of as many railroads as individuals or companies are will- 
ing to build, I believe that it would be an exhibition of punie faith 
which Congress ought not to tolerate, to give a right of way to this 
company at this time Without giving it a fair opportunity within a 
reasonable time to secure the completion of its road and save the pro- 
jectors of the enterprise what they have invested in it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to ask a question for information. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Montana to say that both these companies 
have been chartered by the Territorial Legislature. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOOLE. They have been incorporated under the general laws of 
the Territory. I trust the consideration of this bill will be postponed, 
that the rules will not be suspended in order to pass it to-day. Have 
I any time remaining? 

T SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Crisp). The gentleman’s time has 
expired. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iyield five minutes to the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. PEEL. It is not a pleasant duty for the Committee on Indian 
Affairs to antagonize the wishes of the gentleman from Montana. After 
the bill had been discussed for hours and hours by the attorneys for 
these corporations I was in favor of a postponement, that the men who 
had undertaken the construction of the road might have an opportunity 
to negotiate the bonds. But three solid months have passed and they 
have not yet negotiated the bonds. And the question is, can the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs or can this House afford to postpone this bill 
in the interest of another private corporation ? 

The fact is, this company was incorporated, had their surveys made, 
and they were filed with the Secretary of the Interior and were ap- 
proved. Both bills came before the Committee on Indian Affairs in 
the last Congress, They were reported favorably, and by accident one 
got through and the other did not. 

Now, it is but fair, it isa matter of common justice and right be- 
tween man and man, between individuals, and between the people in- 
terested in those companies, that there should be right of way granted 
for both those roads. The Territory chartered them both, and the 
people there ought to know. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The Delegate ought to know, too. 

Mr. PEEL. And the Delegate from Wyoming, where this road goes 
and terminates, supports this bill. I hope this House will not put it- 
self on record as refusing a right of way through the Indian country 
for a railroad. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Did not the President veto one bill 
because we gave too many rights of way? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir; he never had this bill before him. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Not this, but another bill. 

Mr. PEEL, I do not yield. I have no interest whatever in this 
matter, but I am not willing to see a monopoly granted to a private cor- 
poration to the exclusion of another, especially when this company was 
incorporated and started and had mapped out its route and filed the 
map with the Secretary of the Interior and had it approved before the 
other one commenced at all. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand the gentleman to say that bills were 
reported by the Committee on Indian Affairs in the last Congress grant- 
ing the right of way to both these roads. 

Mr. PEEL. Certainly. - 


os BLOUNT. And there was no contest about it then, I under- 
stan 

Mr. PEEL. None whatever in the last Congress. There was a 
unanimous report on both bills. The opposition in our committee- 
room now has come solely from this other railroad. There is no op- 
posing interest on the part of the Government, or of anybody else, ex- 
cept this other railroad company and its friends. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman allowa question? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir. Don't bother me, if you please. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You allowed the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to ask you a question. I don’t want to bother 

ou. 

Mr. PEEL. Mr. Speaker, if we suspend the passage of this bill for 
two or three weeks to enable this company to negotiate their bonds, 
the matter will be hanging over us then just the same as it is now, 
Let us dispose of it now, extend this right of way, and give the people 
the benefit of the competing lines. For my part, I wish that every 
railroad in this country was compelled to compete with another. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] to suspend the rules 
and pass this bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore declared that, 
in the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds had voted in favor of the motion. 

Mr. TOOLE. I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 40. 

So (further count not being called for, and two-thirds having voted 
in favor of the motion) the rules were suspended, and the bill was 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, Iam instructed by the Committee on 
Agriculture to move to suspend the rules and pass the bill which I 
send to the Clerk’s desk, being a bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers 
and duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to create an Execu- 
tive Department to be known as the Department of Agriculture. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture and 
to create an Executive Department to be known as the Department of Agricult- 


ure. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Department of Agriculture established at the seat 
of Government of the United States shall be an Executive Department, to be 
known as the Department of Agriculture, under the supervision and control of 
a Secretary of Agriculture, who shall be appointed by the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate; and section 158 of the Revised Stat- 
utes is hereby amended to include such Department, and the provisions of Title 
IV of the Revised Statutes, including all amendments thereto, are hereby made 
applicable to said Department. 

Sec. 2. That there shall be in said Department an Assistant Secretary of Agri- 
culture, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, and who shall perform such duties as may be required by law or 
prescribed by the secretary. 

Sec. 3. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall hereafter receive the same sal- 
ary as is paid to the Secretary of each of the Executive De ments, and the 
salary of the First Assistant Secretary of Agriculture shall be the same as that 
now paid to the Assistant Secre of the Department of the Interior. 

Syd. 4. That all laws and parts of laws relating to the Department of Agricult- 
ure now in existence, as far as the same are applicable and not in conflict with 
this act, and only so far, are continued in full force and effect. 

SEC, 5. That the Weather Service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
is 8 transferred to the Department of Agriculture, to take effect July 1, 
1888, and shall consist of one chief and such subordinate officers and employés 
as ner be necessary to efficiently manage said bureau. Until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, the present organization of the subordinate force of said bureau, 
pune the second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at present: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or affecting in 
any way the present status in the mg 4 of the commissioned officers of the Sig- 
nal Corps. The chief of said bureau shall receive an annual compensation of 
$4,500, and be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate: ided, That the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, in addi- 
tion to his strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge ofthe Weather 
Bureau until a chief shall be appointed by the President and confirmed by the 
Senate; and the compensation now paid to the employés and enlisted men of 
said service shall continue as now; and the moneys appropriated for said serv- 
ice and hereafter appropriated shall be disbursed under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Department of Agricuiture. 

The Secretary of War is authorized and directed, within thirty days after the 
pasaga of this act, to appoint a board of three aae officers, of which the Chief 
Signal Officer shall be a member. The duty of said board shall be to make an 
inventory of all property now in the control and ion of the Signal Sery- 
ice Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to the Department of Agriculture 
such portions of the property as the said board may determine to be suitable 
for the work of the Signal Service Weather Bureau. The remainder of the 
property shall remain in the control of the Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Isa second demanded? If not, the 
Aa ag will be upon the motion of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 

ATCH]. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that this bill has 
been so often discussed in this House and has passed the House by such 
large majorities, I ask unanimous consent that members who desire to 
do so may print remarks upon the bill in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH]? 


Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman if he 
will not consent to take a vote upon an amendment striking out the 
cen section. Thatsection transfers to this ne department the Weather 

ureau A 

Mr. HATCH. I have sentethe bill to the Clerk’s desk under the in- 
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structions of my committee, and Isay to the gentleman that I have no 
authority from that committee to change it in any respect. 

Mr. HERBERT. Will you not allow a vote on that? 8 

Mr. HATCH. I can not. The bill is presented just as it passed the 
House and the Senate. 

Mr. HERBERT. Then I demand a second. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I ask unanimons consent that a second may be 
considered as ordered. 

There was no ohjection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HATCH. Now, Mr. Speaker, I renew my request that gentle- 
men desiring to do so may have leave to print remarks in the RECORD 
on this bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Harn] to control the time in support of the 
motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill, and the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] to control the time in opposition to it. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, I will reserve my time and let the gentle- 
man from Alabamo [Mr. HERBERT] say what he has to say in opposi- 
tion to it. 

Mr. HERBERT. Tasked the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] 
whether he would consent to aseparate vote on a motion to amend the 
bill by striking out the fifth section. That section of the bill provides 
for the transfer of the Weather Bureau to this new department, and 
contemplates a reorganization of the bureau as it at present exists. 
That bureau is, in my opinion, one of the most efficient in the service 
of the Government. Its present chief is the only head of a bureau that 
I know of anywhere under this Government who has of his own mo- 
tion reduced by a very large Leslee, SOS eee 20 per cent.—the 
expenses of his bureau without in the least impairingits efficiency. I 
agree with the authors of this bill that the Weather Bureau is chiefly 
important to the farmers, and itis the farmers of this country who 
chiefly pay the taxes and who are mostly interested in having an efi- 
cient and economical administration of the bureau. Since General 
Grecly has been put at the head of it he has reduced by $100,000 the 
annual expenses of the bureau, and it is more efficient now than it was 
when General Hazen administered it. 

General Greely has also made recommendations which as he claims 
will further reduce the expenses of the bureau by about $112,000. 
Now, what is the reason for dispensing with the present organization 
of the burean? Why abolish the present officers who have grown up 
in the service and who know more about it than anybody can know 
who has not their experience? I think General Greely has been in 
this service—I am certain that others of the officers have been there— 
from fifteen to twenty years. 

This bill contemplates the dismissing of these experienced officers 
and appointing new ones, civilians. It is true there is a provision that 
the Chief Signal Officerof the Army, General Greely, in addition to his 
strictly military duties, may be assigned to the charge of the bureau, 
but how long? Only till a chief shall be appointed by the President 
and confirmed by the Senate, That is to say, if any gentleman will read 
this important bill which the committee seeks to drive through this 
House with only fifteen minutes’ debate on either side, he will dis- 
cover that the purpose is to dismiss General Greely and these other 
officers, and form a new organization which is to be composed entirely 
of civilians, and, so far as we can see, men of no experience. There are 
no men in this country, as I understand, who have sufficient character 
and experience to be placed at the head of that bureau except these 
Army officers. And why is it that this bill seeks to strike down that 
bureau? Mr. Speaker, I reserve the residue of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has ten minutes re- 


. mainin 
Mr. HERBERT, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Geor- 
gia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, if I could see any benefit to result to 


the farmers of the country from this bill I would give it my cordial 
support. I have been unable to see in the legislation of Congress any- 
thing which canspecilically promote agriculture. Legislation has aided 
various other branches of industry, but as I observe the condition of 
things in this country I can not see anything we can do here toward 
advancing the interests of agriculture except by economy in legislation 
and economy inadministration, to be followed by a reduction of taxation. 

What is proposed in this bill for the purpose of advancing agricult- 
ure? You have to-day the Agricultural Bureau in existence, with all 
its functions; and what are you proposing now? Simply to create 
some new offices. You propose to make the head of that Department 
a Cabinet officer, with increased salary; and you propose to create an 
assistant who is to receive a liberal salary. Beyond this, except trans- 
ferring to the Agricultural Department the Signal Service—a service 
which, so far fray iS is well conducted to-day—there is nothing in 
this bill. I can not see an in it for the purpose of promoting 
agriculture; and I will not, beeause of the designation of the measure, 
because it purports in mere words to be in the interest of agriculture, 
give a stone to the agricultural interest when bread would be much 
more acceptable, 


I have voted time and again against this proposition because I could | 
not see in the bills hitherto offered anything calculated to advance the 
interest of agriculture in this country, but simply propositions to 
create a Cabinet officer, with additional bureaus and clerks. In the 
present bill not a single additional duty except the one I have named 
is given to the officer at the head of the Agricultural Department. I 
do not hear any complaint of any lack of capacity in the narrow circle 
of work which has been hitherto assigned to this branch of the public 
service. I have heard no suggestions of additional work presenting 
anything helpful to agriculture. 

In some of the former bills providing for creating a Department of 
Agriculture, labor“ has been associated with agriculture. In this 
way it has been proposed to take away duties from other Departments 
of the Government and add them to this department, in order that 
this great Cabinet officer, not being sufficiently occupied with matters 
of agriculture, might have something more to do. This is all that I 
have been able to discover, and for one, representing as I do an agri- 
cultural constituency, I will not support by my voice or vote a meas- 
ure which means nothing except increase of offices, increase of sala- 
ries, increase of expenditures, and pro tanto an obstruction to the re- 
duction of taxation. 

Mr. HERBERT. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. OATES]. 

Mr, OATES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say only a word in opposition 
to this measure. (Outside of the question of the constitutional power 
and right of Congress to pass this bill, which 1 deny, I can not see in it 
a solitary feature which is calculated in any degree to benefit the farm- 
ing interest of the country. That great interest is not to be benefited 
by the paternal care of this Government. What those engaged in that 
industry desire from the General Government, and what is most bene- 
ficial to them, is that they be let alone, that the Government lay its 
hands upon them as lightly as possible, imposing only such burdens in 
the way of taxation as are absolutely necessary, and allowing the ſarm- 
ers to work out their own destiny in their own way. Let Congress 
legislate, as it may rightfully do, to give to farm products the best mar- 
ket facilities, and do not tax the farmer to death to foster other indus- 
tries, and they are content. . They do not come here as some of your 
skilled labor organizations, and seek the largesses and paternal care of 
the Federal Government, and I trust they never will. 

The creation of a Cabinet officer at the head of a great Department 
with numerous clerks will not increase the agricultural productiveness 
of the country to the extent of a single hillof beans; it will merely cre- 
ate additional offices for politicians to fill, and that is not in the inter- 
est of agriculture. It is said that this bill will dignify farming asa 
business. It will do nothing of the kind. The business of farming is 
already the most dignified, honorable, and independent of any in this 
boasted land of freedom. A Cabinet officer of agriculture in imitation 
of the monarchical governments of Europe is another step in the direction 
ofcentralization. It involves a multiplication ofoffices and consequently 
of expenditures, which the politicians, place-hunters, and men who work 
in the shade will seek and obtain, but a single farmer will never reach 
the humblest of them. They will be left to follow the plow as at present 
and pay a small increase of taxes to meet the increased expenditure 
which this will impose, 

Mr. HERBERT. I presume the advocates of this bill have a right 
to conclude the debate; but I would like to hear from the other sidein 
response to the objections I have made to the bill. I think it is only 
fair that I should know something of the answer of the other side be- 
fore I occupy the four minutes left to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman reserve the re- 
mainder of his time? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Speaker, itis not my purpose to occupy the time 
of the House in discussing this bill. It has been so often discussed 
here, and the speeches of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
and the distinguished gentleman from Alabama [Mr. OATES] have been 
so often answered by the overwhelming vote of this House, and by every 
farmers’ organization in Alabama and Georgia, as well as every other 
State in the Union, that itis absolutely unnecessary to pay any further 
attention to those objections? 

Mr. OATES. The first “answer” cited by the gentleman is nota 
very important one. 

Mr. HATCH. Certainly the farmers of this country, when their 
organizations meet in county, district, or State assemblies, and in na- 
tional conventions, ought to know as well what they want and require as 
do the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Alabama, 

Mr. OATES. Will the gentleman allow me to put a question? 

Mr. HATCH. With pleasure. 

Mr. OATES. If the organizations to which the gentleman refers 
know exactly what Congress ought to do, do not the Grand Army 
organizations know what Congress ought to do, and do not the associa- 
tions of manufacturers know what Congress ought to do? 

Mr. HATCH. Well, sir, the farmers of this country, throughout the 
length and breadth of the land, are above any other organization on 
earth. They are not an incorporated body, and they are less organized 
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than any other class of people; and they are more imposed upon than 
any other class. 

Mr. OATES. I agree to the latter proposition. 

Mr. HATCH, They have been knocking at the doors of Congress 
for ten long years, asking the passage of a bill of this character; and 
nothing in the world except the high respect which the constituents of 
the gentleman from Georgia and the gentleman from Alabama have for 
them upon other questions 

Mr. OATES. Allow me to interrupt the gentleman. 

Mr. HATCH. Let me get through with my sentence. The gentle- 
man stops me right in the middle of a question. I know both gentle- 
men are popular at home, but the farmers in Georgia and Alabama are 
not as much interested as those in the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr. OATES. During my service as a member upon this floor I wish 
to say that I have not received a single petition from Alabama in favor 
of this proposition. 

Mr. HATCH. It was because they knew you were against the bill, 
and they therefore sent them to the Commissioner of Agriculture in- 
stead of ta the gentleman from Alabama. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I wish to call attention to the fact that the fourth section of this bill 
was drawn, as Lam informed, under the direction and with the ap- 

_ provalof General Greely himself. It was authorized by the Senate com- 
mittoe, passed the Senate, and came over in the last Congress attached 
to this bill. It does not legislate General Greely out of office; nota bit 
of it. It is simply hypercriticism of the bill and of that section of the 
bill. It transfers to the Department of Agriculture one of the most 
important bureaus of the Government, that of the Weather Reports. 
It will make it more efficient than before. I have already said more 
than I intended. Iwill yield now to the gentleman from North Car- 
olina [Mr. McCiamary]. 

Mr. STEELE. Let me inquire of the gentleman from Missouri, if 
you transfer by this bill the Weather Bureau to the Agricultural De- 
estar then what do you leave of the Signal Service to General 

recly 

Mr. HATCH. I have yielded the floor to the gentleman from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. McCLAMMY. Mr. Speaker, the bill now pending before the 
House ought to commend itself to every member by reason of the vast 
interests with which it deals, and of its purpose to elevate and dignity 
the great and basic pursuit of American citizens. It ought to com- 
mend itself to them regardless of political proclivities and affiliations. 
It dragoons into its service no partisan follower. It appeals for sup- 
port to no sectional issue, fixes no parallel beyond which it may not 
enter, because the subject with which it deals is as broad as the Ameri- 
can continent and as absorbing as the institutions of our great Repub- 
lic. There is no other interest so vast or so vital as the interest of 
agriculture. 

There is no other pursuit whose followers are so numerous, or whose 
wealth in the aggregate isso great and so permanent as they are in ag- 
riculture, none upon which we are so dependent in peace and in war. 
We have, sir, a Department of State whose able head watches with 
the jealousy of lofty patriotism and eternal vigilance the international 
rights of our free and prosperous country. That Depar..ent is rightly 
dignified by giving to its chief a Cabinet position. We have a Secre- 
tary of War whose stainless sword enforces through the patriotic cour- 
age of our citizen soldierly the commands of the civil law, to which it 
is forever subordinate and tributary. 

Our great postal routes, with their bewildering and mazy ramifi- 
cations, have at their head a genius and spirit of order whose voice is 
8 in the councils of the Cabinet. We have a Secretary of the 

avy who deserves not only the high and commanding influence of his 
proud position, but also the pæans of national praise for his heroic 
efforts to make our Navy what our Navy was when our country’s colors 
were nailed to the top-mast and floated triumphant and glorious 
amid the thousand fleets that sought its destruction. In that Cabinet 
is a Secretary of the Treasury worthy of his place and the exalted re- 
gard of his countrymen. He has diverted for a time into the natural 
and lawful channels of trade and industry those pactolian streams that 
have hitherto been lost in the great dead sea of a bursting treasury, 
whose fulness is waste and whose wealth is but ruin. 

We have in the Cabinet a Secretary of the Interior, who seeks to refine 
and civilize the savage tribes upon our distant border, to watch over that 
extensive domain reclaimed by his illustrious predecessor from the soul- 
less corporations, who, despite the Jeffersonian spirit of our age and in- 
stitutions, would despoil the teeming millions of the coming century 
of happy homes beneath the ægis of American liberty. Al of these 
great interests are clevated into potential influences in the forma- 
tion of a governmental policy. And yet, sir, the interest of agriculture 
is greater than all, and inferior to all in the place accorded it. The 
countless millions of our own population are fed and clothed by the 
American farmer. The grain waving in golden beauty upon the great 
plains of the West, the cotton drifting like summer snow upon the 
fields of the South, freight the fleets of nations and loose their sails, 
thread continents with tracks of steel, fill the earth with the roar of 
trains, and heap for trade and commerce and useful art those stores 
that make a nation great, It is the brawn and muscle of labor that is 


felling our forests, building our cities, developing our mines, and ac- 
complishing in a thousand varied ways the marvelous destiny of free- 
dom’s great empire. : 

Traffic is regulated by agricultural reports. Capital, with its vast 
and fatally increasing power, waitsin thralldom upon advices from the 
harvest. The resistless spirit of American energy grapples with hooks 
of steel to the great commercial centers the most distant sections, upon 
which Ceres pours her favors and bids everything keep pace with her 
measureless advance. The movement of crops is watched to-day with 
an interest like that which centered upon the movement of armies 
when our country trembled in the throes of mighty revolution. 
Where, sir, are the sinews of our strength, if they are not found in 
our great diversified agricultural products? What victorious hosts 
ever waved as joyous banners as those that float above the tasseled 
maize from the snows of Maine to the spicy groves of California? 
What spirit of-beauty hovers above Southern fields when fleecy bolls 
uncover to crown their king! 

What a marvelous power, that has defied for a quarter of a century 
grievous political wrong more destructive than pestilence and more 
cruel than war! Whata marvelous people, that have borne without 
revolt an utter abandonment of their interest by legislative bodies and 
a merciless war by monopolies upon their great pursuit! Of what 
crime have they been convicted, that they are thus punished? What 
greater conservators of social Jaws have you than they? What people 
more distinguished for patriotic love of liberty than those who, reared 
amid pastoral scenes, cling to the honie of their birth, its customs 
and its laws, with more than a Switzer's love for the heights and lakes 
of his own dear Switzerland? What other people in your midst can 
vou so rely upon in peaceorinwar? Who filled the great armies in that 
immortal struggle of the blue and gray and baptized American valor 
anew in an ever-widening and brightening fame? 

Sir, there are sylvan retreats all over this land, sequestered nooks 
rich in idyllic charm, sacred forevermore to warrior spirits who left 
these quiet scenes at their country’s call to return no more, unknown 
and yet immortal. In obedience to that pure and holy patriotism their 
survivors without regard to geographic division have waited for a recog- 
nition of their great claim, not alone upon capital that has sought and 
justified every pretext for their robbery and spoliation, not alone upon 
trusts and combines more hurtful than floods and frosts, but upon the 
American Congress they have waited in the vain hope that their num- 
bers, their wealth, their intelligence, and, more than all, their devotion 
and importance would secure for them remedial legislation. 

While they have waited they have witnessed many novel occurrences. 
They have seen a contraction in the volume of currency so great as to 
beggar their industry; manufacturers arrayed against them; common 
carriers pooling their freights to their manifest injury; Standard Oil 
Companies waxing mighty upon their wretchedness; gamblers in fut- 
ures gloating upon theirruin; everywhere hostile organizations; every- 
where lurking assassins; yea, even the very arches of her temple have 
rung to the footfalls of treason when agricultural statistics were fabri- 
cated in the interest of monopoly. But despite these hostile surround- 
ings, despite the miserable pittance realized for their products by reason 
of theaccursed policy of contraction, despite storm and flood and drought, 
they annually add three billions of wealth to the American people. 
They annually feed and clothe our vast population. They annually 
export to other countries such a vast surplus of food and raw material 
that the tax, even, upon the importations paid for by these agricultural 


products is sufficient to pay for the vast expenses of government, and ea, 


under existing laws to fill the Treasury with dead and useless capital. 
They light the fires in every forge; turn the countless wheels of every 
industrial enterprise; gird continents with glittering threads of steel 
and hurrying steeds of fire; whiten the seas with the sails of commerce; 
pour upon all lands and all peoples and every human pursuit the fat- 
ness which their toil has wrought from the earth. 

They are starving of a money famine while the Treasury vaults are 
bursting with tons of idle gold. Crippled, they limp upon the earth 
while lordly manufactures and pious combines mount with eagle’s wings 
to the empyrean realms of boundless wealth and power. Each ng 
year beholds new favorites of the salvation trusts dubbed Si ight 
and Millionaire by Prince Aladdin’s sword, and millions of pa- 
tient toilers amerced anew to support the royal favorites. 

But light is breaking upon their long night. They, too, are com- 
bining for their protection—this great host, who have in their keeping 
every political possibility of this Government, are organizing; the ac- 
cursed policy of contraction in the volume of the currency can not al- 
ways fetter them; the cry of overproduction can no longer deceive 
them; an inferior place in the Government can no longer satisfy them. 
They ask a place upon the advisory board of the Government; to be 
consulted in every measure pertaining to the general welfare, because 
their pursuit is the basis upon which the general welfare rests. Who 
shall oppose them in their righteous demand? 

Who shall stay them when they summon their clans? Can you fet- 
ter the ocean? Can you arrest the avalanche? Can-you deny justice 
to millions of your long-suffering and confiding countrymen? Shall 


the policy of building up one pursuit at the expense of another be 


eternally continued ? Or shall our policy be like the sun in his benefi- 
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cent journey, as he lights the summit and valley to favor honest toil 
and industry everywhere, until the cry of classism shall cease from the 
land, until self-reliance and sturdy independence shall regain their 
power, and the American people with deserved trust in their rulers and 
representatives shall satisfy the world thatthis great country, under the 
guidance of God and the «gis of liberty, belongs neither to million- 
aire or anarchist, but to the people and the whole people, who are ac- 
complishing with brain and brawn and great forbearance the marvel- 
ous destiny of freedom's great empire. 

Mr. HATCH. I now yield for one minute to the gentleman from 
New Jersey. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I am in favor of the passage of this 
bill, in the first place, because the farmers inmy State want it; and in 
the second place, because it is right. We have around the council board 
of the nation gathered the Secretary of War, representing a few thou- 
sand men in epaulettes or carrying muskets. We have the Secretary 
of the Navy, representing a few vessels floating and some others to float, 
and some which will not float. [Laughter.] We have the chief of the 
postal system of the country, and so I might go on and say we have a 
number of men gathered there around the council board of the nation 
representing various interests, giving the President advice and helping 
in the direction of public affairs, but the most important interest of all 
in the United States, the agricultural interest, has no one there as its 
special representative, and it is about time that it had. [Applause.] 
I am in favor of the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I yield now for three minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CARLTON]. 

Mr. CARLTON. Mr. Speaker, I am sorry so short a time has been 
allotted me to speak on so important a subject, yet I am glad to know 
that my first appearance on the floor of this House is in behalf of the 
great interest of agriculture. [Applause. ] 

That it becomes necessary in this case, after the debate we have had 
for the past few weeks, to speak in support and defense of this impor- 
tant and foundation interest of the whole country is to me a matter 
of profound surprise, 

My distinguished and esteemed colleague [Mr. BLOUNT], who has 
jast preceded me, will pardon me for saying that I am almost equally 
surprised that he should find it consistent with his views to oppose 
this measure, living as he does in an agricultural district, knowing full 
well the necessity of improved, progressive, and better sustained ag- 
cca in our land, and being himself a farmer. [Laughter and ap- 
: During the course of the tariff debate which has been had in this 
House for weeks past no interest in America (and properly so, too) 
has received greater consideration or been watched with more zealous 
carethan agriculture, Especially has this been true of gentlemen, who 
here, represent the great agricultural sections of the Union. 

The line of their arguments, and, to my mind, the force and justice 
of their position has been that in considering, readjusting, and reform- 
ing our economic system this industrial interest of the country should 
receive equal and just rights, with other interests, as well as fostering 
care at the hands of our Government. 

Mr. Speaker, I submit, why should not this ‘interest receive, at all 
times, the highest consideration at the hands of the Government? 
Why should it not receive the most constant and watchful care and 
consideration at the hands of Congress? It is, at least, 73 per cent. of 
the whole industrial interest of the country. It is, beyond doubt, the 
basis, the solid foundation of that growing commercial and industrial 
interest which is fast becoming the pride of America. What would 
be the fate of our manufacturing, commercial, and other varied in- 
dustries if it was not for American agriculture? If this interest be 
not sustained, where with all shall they subsist and be maintained? 

But, Mr. Speaker, they tell us that this measure contemplates the 

tion of new and superfluous offices; that it will only enlarge the 
salaries to be paid out of the Treasury. I do not so regard this bill. 
It only seeks to enlarge, to make more important and valuable to the 
agricultural interest of the whole country, the existing Agricultural De- 
rtment; to dignify and elevate this Department alongside with other 
partments of the Government, and where, certainly, it has a right to 
be. But admit, for the sake of the argument, that it would create new 
offices and require something more of salaries in order to maintain and 
make more useful and efficient this all-important Department. Is this 
an argument against it if it is right, just, and necessary for the promo- 

tion and improvement of this great foundation interest? 

The overflowing surplus in the Treasury of $150,000,000, which is 
far beyond all needs of the Government, is now very properly a matter 
of our greatest legislative concern. In our efforts to reduce this unprec- 
edented plethora of our Treasury, and perchance to provide against 
its further increase, is it right or just, I would ask, to deny to the agri- 
cultural interest of the country its fair, equitable, and much needed 
benefits of government; and that, too, when the hard-worked and poorly- 
paid farmers of the land, constituting as they do so large a percentage 
of our population, have contributed so largely towards filling to redun- 

_ dancy the coffers of the best government the world ever saw??? 
Mr. Speaker, disclaiming all that might appear as invidious com- 


parison, I would most respectfully submit, is not agriculture quite as 
important and necessary to the support and maintenance of the country 
and its varied interests as is our postal system? The one might be 
said to be, in a large degree, a convenience and a comfort, perchance a 
luxury, to the people; the other, an absolute and primary necessity. 
While upholding our Agricultural Department, and anxious as I am 
for its enlarged usefulness and efficiency, yet it must be said that the 
pretended governmental support and maintenance given to agriculture 
in this country to day amounts to nothing more than a farce. 

While I commend in the highest terms the industry, the zeal, the 
efficiency, and the exceeding great courtesy of the honorable Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture, yet this Department, with its meagre appropria- 
tion given it by Congress, restricting thereby its powers of usefulness, 
when, if enlarged, it might be made a blessing and a benefit to the 
whole people engaged in agricultural pursuits, and consequently to 
the whole country, has so far provén but an annoyance to Congress- 
men, requiring of them much of mere clerical duty to their constitu- 
ents, oftentimes to the interference with more important duties, with 
comparatively, but little benefit to the latter, and positively none to 
the great system of agriculture throughout the country. 

Mr. Speaker, Napoleon Bonaparte, in all of his greatness, in all of 
the splendor of his military genius, was never so great as when, after 
his mighty military campaigns, he rose to that magnificent position of 
statesmanship wherein he laid down the civil code for the restoration 
and the resuscitation, the growth and prosperity of France. He said: 


First. Agriculture, the soul, the first basis of the empire. Second. Industry, 


the comfort and happiness of the population. Third. Trade, the superabun- 


dance, the proper application of the surplus of agriculture and industry. 

Then, emulating so great a statesman, let us to-day be wise unto the 
interests of our whole country; let us be just and fair to the largest and 
most important interest which should command our legislative care; 
let this bill pass, even at the risk of creating a few more offices and a 
few more salaries, to be paid out of a Treasury overflowing with its 
$150,000,000 surplus. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Ixyield to the gentleman from Georgia[ Mr. BLOUNT] 
one minute. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
HATCH] has taken occasion to voice the sentiment of agriculture all 
over this country, Georgia, Alabama, and Louisiana. I claim, sir, to 
know as much about and to beas loyal to the interests of my constit- 
nents as any gentleman on this floor, especially if he lives in Missouri. 
The fact that he happens to be at the head of the Committee on Agri- 
culture gives him no right to superiority of opinion in this House on 
that question. 

I do not know why my constituents have seen fit to keep me here. 
Tt does not become me to inquire; but I do know that when my judg- 
ment leads me to believe a measure is right or wrong, I have self-respect 
enough to vote my convictions no matter what clamor may be excited 
here by appealing to the record of the House in the past, and its hurried 
legislation. I shall vote against this measure because it has nothing 
in the world in it except salaries; and I have a constituency intelligent 
enough, when I shall lay my reasons before them, to appreciate and 


respect them. 
Mr. HATCH. How much time is remaining in opposition? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. One minute and a half. 


Mr. HERBERT. I had four minutes, I understood the Chair to 
say, and yielded one to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not understand that the 
gentleman had put any limitation upon the time yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia, but will of course accept his statement. The 
gentleman from Alabama has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. HERBERT, Mr. Speaker, any gentleman who will take pains 
to read the fifth section of this bill will, I think, be driven to the con- 
clusion that it contemplates not only the creation of a new bureau, but 
the displacement of the officers who are now conducting the weather 
service. I have not time to show this fully in three minutes, but the 
bill provides first for a chief, second for his salary, and, finally, there 
is a proviso to the effect that the Chief Signal Officer of the Army, 
General Greely, ‘‘in addition to his strictly military duties,’’ may be 
assigned to the Weather Bureau until a chief shall be appointed by 
the President and confirmed by the Senate.” That provision, taken 
in connection with what precedes, can only be fairly construed to mean 
that the present Chief of the Signal Service is only to be allowed tem- 
porarily to remain in charge of that office in addition to his duties as 
a military officer, and that then another and a different officer is to be 
appointed. 

So much for that. My objection on that point is that the bill does 
contemplate the destruction of the present bureau and the creation of 
another more expensive and less efficient, because conducted by officers 
who have not had the experience. 

Mr. STEELE. It does not destroy it, but there will be two depart- 
ments. 

Mr. HERBERT. I regret [have not the time to yield to the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. STEELE, It transfers the Weather Bureau and leaves the Sig- 
nal Bureau. 
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Mr. HERBERT. Yes, that is what it does; and now in reply to what 
has been said by the chairman of the committee I have but a word. 
I am sure he is mistaken in supposing General Greely wrote this sec- 
tion; Iam sure he would not favor the transfer, and have reason for 
what Iam saying. Now, sir, the gentleman from North Carolina said 


he favored this bill because it dignified agriculture. Is that the ground 
upon which gentlemen, representatives of the people, propose to pass 
this bill? Does agriculture need to be dignified? Can the farmer of 
this country be dignified by anything this Congress can do? Asa rep- 
resentative of the farmers I scout the idea. Agriculture is already 
not only the most ancient but the most independent and most honor- 
able of all professions, and far above the efforts of Congress or any 
other body of living men to dignify by legislation. 

The farmers need no such decoration. They stand upon their own 
merits. What they do need is substantial legislation. I have voted 
to the Bureau of Agriculture always the most liberal appropriations 
for seeds, for publications, for experimental stations; for everything 
that I believe will benefit them I stand here ready to vote. I know 
this bill will pass this House, but I, by my action now, am simply pre- 
dicting that it will not benefit the farmer to turn his bureau from a 
business department, which it now is, into a political machine; it will 
not help him any to put at the head of it a politician who, if the pro- 
tectionists ever again get possession of the Government, will use this 
department we are creating for the dissemination of protection senti- 
ments, for the scattering of protection documents, to reconcile the peo- 

le to onerous and oppressive taxation. What I would do for the farmer 
is to relieve him now from the burdens that are weighing him down to 
the earth; not multiply offices and pile up taxes on him, but go honestly 
to work to pass the Mills bill and stay here all the summer, if neces- 
, to do it. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEWART, of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in the short time allotted 
me I can say but little on this most important subject. 

The bill under consideration deals with the agricultural interests of 
the country and seeks to give them recognition at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment. 

Agriculture forms the basis of American prosperity and independ- 
ence; with its prosperity comes thrift and happiness; with its failure 
all other industries languish. 

The farming class comprise more than one-half of all the people en- 
gaged in productive industries; in most of the States they constitute 
more than one-half the yoters and pay more than one-half of the taxes 
levied for governmental purposes. They control nearly five million 
farms and cultivate about 300,000,000 acres of land. Their farm 
products, on the farm, are worth $4,000,000,000. Farming in this 
country has increased 300 per cent. in a generation, and the skill of 
rad pect displayed in the construction of farming implements and 

inery is not surpassed in the world. Why, then, should not our 
farmers have a voice in the administration of the Government, and 
why should not the present Department of Agriculture be elevated to 
a dignity commensurate with its great importance to the nation? 

Agriculture is the oldest occupation of man, and through all past 
ages has been mosthonorable. Itis the foundation of our earliest civi- 
lization, and its development denotes human progress with as much 
certainty as the sun’s light increases the growth of vegetation. Tome 
it is a matter of wonder that the country has legislated so much about 
all other great interests and so little about agriculture. If manufactur- 
ing, mining, railroading and navigation, commerce, labor, and trade 
are proper subjects of legislation, why not agriculture? $ 

f ‘the Government now has under its control and in operation an 
ricultural Department, and for the means furnished and appliances 
at its command it no doubt does all it can; it has and is now accom- 
_ plishing substantial benefits. But if this bill should become a law the 
chief of this department will become a Cabinet officer. This will give 
the cause of agriculture a voice in the affairs of government and no 
doubt will stimulate those who are engaged in tilling the soil to higher 
aims, and much good will be accomplished. | 
The bill also transfers to this department the Weather Bureau,” 
which is now controlled by the War Department. This, it seems to 
me, is most pro What could be more beneficial than for those en- 
gaged in 3 to possess a thorough knowledge of the weather. 
Rainfall, heat, cold, storm, and sunshine are potential influences that 
affect the farmers of the country more than those engaged in any other 
pursuit or calling. And since the Government has undertaken to fur- 
nish information touching these matters, it appears most reasonable that 
the Weather Bureau should be under the control of the Agricultural 
Department. 
Mr. Speaker, this bill does not create a new department of govern- 
ment, but only seeks to elevate. enlarge, and make more eflicient a de- 
partment already organized. Will not the passage of this bill com- 
mend itself to the farmers as an evidence that the Government holds 
their industry in high esteem, and that as far as the Constitution and 
laws will allow will extend its fostering care to it as readily as to any 
other industry ? 

Mr. Speaker, as a justification for our conduct in favoring this bill, 

and as 2 part, I trust, of interesting history, I beg to call the attentionof 
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the House to the conduct of other governments with reference to the ` 
subject of agriculture and kindred industries. 

Mr. Speaker, the establishment of an agricultural department the 
chief officer of which ranks with the heads of the other departments 
of government in the countries of Europe is a regulation of longstand- 
ing. France, Austria, Prussia, Italy, and Russia each has a depart- 
ment of government denominated the ministry of agriculture and 
commerce.’? This department of government takes jurisdiction in 
most of these countries of the subjects of agriculture, animal industry, 
forestry, draining, food supplies, external and internal commerce, man- 
ufacturing, labor, mineralogy, and geology. They procure and furnish 
for the people of their respective countries most valuable information, 
such as depth of rainfall, heat, and the testing of the growth of vege- 
tation, as well as making experiments with the most improved imple- 
ments of husbandry. They procure statistics of the number of acres 
of land in cultivation, and the number of laborers engaged in various 
industrial pursuits, together with the sanitary condition of the country, 
and the effect of labor upon the health of those engaged in mannfact- 
uring and other pursuits. 

The sums of money which those countries of Europe annually spend 
in the cause of agriculture is an evidence of the importance which they 
attach to agriculture and kindred industries, 


France expends about. . . . . . . . ... ... 3 88. 000, 000 
Austria expends about... — 4,000,000 
Russia expends about..... 14, 000, 000 
Prussia expends about... 3, 000, 000 
Italy expends about. . . .. 3. 000, 000 


Shall this country, with a territory of almost boundless acres, with 
a climate and soil greatly sürpassing that of Europe, fail to appreciate 
its superior advantages by not making it the greatest agricultural coun- 
=, on the globe? Who can deny but that in the near future the rain- 
fall and melting snows of vast mountain ranges will be gathered into 
reservoirs, and by processes of irrigation cause millions of acres of land 
in this country now uncultivated to yield a rich harvest capable of 
sustaining a dense population? 

If fully developed how vast are our resources. The State of Cali- 
fornia contains more acreage of arable land than Great Britain and Ire- 
land. Texas is larger than the great Republic of France with Switzer- 
land and Servia included. Our cotton fields include more acres than 
Sweden, Denmark, Holland, and Belgium. 

The imperial domain of Russia has less land in cultivation than the 
United States. i 2 

America produces about one-half of the cotton raised upon the globe 
for commercial purposes. About two-thirds of the corn of which We 
have any census record is grown in the United States. 

Our tobacco crop equals that grown in all other countries. In view 
of the adaptation of this country to agricultural pursuits, and in vie 
of the fact that the happiness and p rity of the people depends so 
largely upon this industry, is it not the part of statesmanship that 
Congress, by appropriate legislation, recognize its importance and con- 
tribute all within its power towards its advancement ? 

Having been raised upon a farm and inured to the duties of farm life, 
without affectation I can say that farmers haye the warmest sympathy 
of my heart, and if I could say one word or do one act which would 
lighten their burdens or make plenty and contentment dwell within 
their homes it would be the proudest aim of my life. 

When I remember that the Southland, from the Potomac to the Rio 
Grande, has for these twenty-four years struggled to rebuild homes made 
desolate by the red hand of war, and at this hour farm mortgages cover 
what were once happy homes, I would be less than a man and devoid 
of a proper sense of humanity did I not feel deeply for the farmers of 
the South; and while some question both the propriety and the con- 
stitutionality of this bill, and while it is not the province of the Gov- 
ernment to engage in farming or in any private enterprise for the ben- 
efit of an individual or combination of individuals, yet, under the Con- 
stitution, the Government has the right to promote the general wel- 
fare of the United States, and without entering into any discussion of 
the constitutionality of this measure I will give the farmers the benefit 
of the doubt and yoie forit. Trusting that the wisdom of those placed 
in charge of this Department will devise such methods as will infuse new 
life into this great industry, may not the adoption of this measure be the 
means of establishing the farming interests of this country upon a basis 
which shall not only command the admiration of all, but make ita 
lasting blessing to humanity? 

Some seem to fear that the passage of this bill will require a greater 
expenditure of money. Let it beso. Wespend money for most every- 
thing else, and this measure furnishes a worthy object. 

Speaking for myself, I am in favor of making an appropriation large 
enough to make the Agricultural Department efficient. 

Who can tell but that this Department, when fully equipped, can 
procure in this and other countries information on agriculture, animal 
industry, forestry, and kindred subjects which will enable our people 
to enhance the quality and quantity of their products, as well as 
cheapen labor by improved methods and machinery? May not this 
Department ure new and improved varieties of plants and seeds, 
which will enable us to diversify our crops? May it not make test of 
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the adaptation of soil and climate to the growth of vegetation? When 
we consider what has been done, who can tell what is yet in store for 
9 


Mr. HATCH. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska 


(Mr. Latrp]. 
Mr. LAIRD. Iam delighted to see so many gentlemen with their 


sleeves rolled up, ready to do a hard day’s work for the farmer. The 
trouble with the farmer, from his standpoint, I fancy, is that he has 
had his affairs too long in the hands of gentlemen who imagined they 
were better able to attend to his business than he was himself. I 
realize, speaking for the section I represent, that it has an extraordi- 
nary interest in the fact that seven millions of people who attempt to 
make a living and get happiness ont of the ground are unrepresented 
in the center of political power in this country; and that, in defiance 
of the fact that from the min who shoes your horse to the carpenter 
who builds your house, from the carpenter who builds your house to 
the doctor who cures your ailments and to the preacher who tries to 
save your soul, the proposition holds true that you deliver over the 
tools of life into the hands of the men who know best how to use them. 

It is a notorious fact that until the passage of the Hatch bill agri- 
culture as a great productive interest has never been represented di- 
rectly in the councils of the country; has never had a half million 
dollars bestowed upon it. It is the industry from which flows the 
daily life of the nation, and yet anybody who cares to be conversant 
with the facts knows that it has been treated very differently in this 
country from what is the case in Russia, Italy, Sweden, France, Ger- 
many, and Austria, whose governments pour out millions for the bene- 
fit of agriculture and have this department of industry represented in 
their cabinets, 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr HATCH. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Michigan 
(Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 
LAIRD] bas said much better than I can what was in my mind. But 
I want to say in answer to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HER- 
BERT] that the State and National Governments have organized bureaus 
at great expense for the purpose of giving commercial men, if not specu- 
lators, in advance, accounts of the prospects of the differents kinds of 
crops, in order that they may speculate therein to a greater or less ex- 
tent. Now, if the Government does that for the men who are buying 
and selling, much more ought it to give the farmer, by every possible 
means, the information it can get as to the probabte state of the weather. 
Thousands of dollars ean be profitably spent in this direction, so that 
the farmers of this country may know in advance, as far as possible, just 
what to anticipate. And this service should be under the control of 
that Department which by this bill we hope to create—a rtment 
with a Cabinet minister at its head whose time and talents shall be 
devoted to those interests that feed and clothe every human being. 

[Here the hammer fell] 

Mr. HATCH. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. Ryax]. 7 

Mr. RYAN. (J am heartily in favor of this measure precisely as it 
is reported. I have no time to discuss the merits of this bill. Iamin 
favor of the creation of the department, because I think the greatest 
industry of this country should be more closely allied with the Federal 
Administration. All the interests of agriculture conld then be more 
thoroughly represented in executive council, and information in re- 
gard to them could be more fully and intelligently presented to the 
Congress of the United States by the President in his annual message.) 

As regards the Weather Bureau, which is one of the most important 
adjuncts of agriculture that we have, it should be under the Agricult- 
ural Department, as the bill provides, whether the Department re- 
muins a bureau or becomes an executive department of the Govern- 
ment. The Signal Service proper ought not to be connected with the 
Weather Bureau, but should be left to the Army of the United States, 
of which it is a necessary part, as this bill contemplates. 

Once you create an executive Department of Agriculture, its chief 
becomes a member of the Cabinet. This brings this great national in- 
dustry directly under the charge and responsibility of the President. 
The very importance and magnitude of such a trust must necessarily 
muke the Chief Magistrate solicitous regarding all the interests and con- 
ditions of agriculture. These considerations and interests must almost 
weekly become the subjects of Cabinet consideration and discussion. 
Whatever injustice this supreme industry may suffer from iniquitous 
combinations, from transportation extortions, from oppressive legisla- 
tion, or from any other cause, must inevitably become the subject at 
once of Executive and Cabinet solicitude, of thorough and anxious con- 
sideration by the head of the nation, whose duty it will be to lay be- 
fore Congress from time to time all the facts, with such suggestions and 
recommendations as in his wisdom he may deem important. This 
will briny Congress face to face with the whole subject and impose di- 
rectly upon it the responsibility of justaction.) This bill ought to pass 
without a dissenting vote. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the yeas and nays on my motion to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill. f 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 236, nays 13, not 
voting 75; as follows: 


YEAS—236, 

Abboit, Dunn, Laidlaw, Richardson, 
Adams, Elliott, Laird, Robertson, 
Allen, Mich. Enloe, Landes, Rowland, 
Allen, Miss. Ermentrout, ie, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Iowa Farquhar, ll, Mass, 
Anderson, Miss, Felton, Lawler, Ryan, 
Anderson, III. Finley, Lehlbach, Sawyer, 
Anderson, Kans, Fisher, Lind, Sayers, 
Arnold. Flood, Lodge, 1. 
Baker, N. Y, Foran, Long, Seney, 
Baker, III Ford, Lyman, our, 
Buuk Forney, Lyuch, Shaw, 
Barnes, French, Macdonald, Sherman, 
Barry, Fuller, Mahoney, Shively, 
Bayne, Funston, Maish, Simmons, 
Biggs, Gallinger, Mansur, Smith, 
Bingham, ay, Martin, Snyder, 
Bland, Gear, Mason, Spooner, 
Boothman, Gest, Matson, Springer, 
Bound, ` McComas, T, 
Boutelle Goff, McCormick, Steele, 
Bowen, Grimes, McCreary, Stewart, Tex, 
Brewer, Grout, McCullogh, Stewart, 
Browne, T.H.B., Va.Guenther, McKenna, Stockdale, 
Browne, Ind. re, McKinley, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, Ohio Harmer, MeMillin, Stone, Mo. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Hatch, McRae, Struble, 
133 . 2 Symes, 

unnell, ayden, ontgomery, Tarsney. 
Burnett, Heard, Moore, ‘Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Burrows. Hemphill, organ, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Butterworth, Henderson, Iowa Morrill, Ky. 
Bynum, Henderson, N. C. Morrow, ‘Thompson, Cal, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Henderson, III. Neal, cey, 
Campbell, T.J., N. V. Hermann, Newton, Townshend, 
Cannon, Hiestand, Nutting, Turner, Kaus. 
Cariton, Hires, O'Donnell, Vance, 
Carnth, Hitt, Ferrall, Vandever, 
Catchings, Hogg, O’ Neall, Ind. ade, 
Cheadle, Holman, O'Neill, Pa. Walker, 
Chipman, Holmes, O'Neill, Mo. Warner, 
Clardy, Hopkins, III. borne, Washington, 
Clark, Hopkins, N. Y. Outhwaite, Veaver, 
Clements, Houk, Owen, Weber, 
Cobb, Hovey, Parker, West, 
Cogswell, Ho Patton, White, Ind. 
Conger, Hudd, Payson, White, N. Y. 
Cothran, Hunter, Peel, Whiting, Mich, 
Crisp, Hutton, Penington, Whitthorne, 
Crouse, Jackson, Perkins, Wickham, 
Culberson, Johnston, Ind. Perry, Wilber, 
Daizell, N. Pete Wilkins, 
Darlington, ean, Phe! Wilkinson, 
Davidson, Ala, Kennedy, Pid 5 Williams, 
Davidson, Fla. Kerr, Post, Wilson, Minn. 
Dibble, Ketcham, Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dingley, Kilgore, Ran Wise, 

‘kery, oon, Reed, Yoder, 
Dorsey, La Follette, Rice, Yost. 
NAYS—13. 
Blount, Cummings, Morse, Turner, Ga, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Dargan, Oates, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hali, Rogers, 
Buckalew, erbert, Tillman, 
NOT VOTING— T5. 

Allen, Mass, Cooper, Hopkins, Va. Rayner, 
Atkinson, Cowles, Jones, Rockwell, 
Bacon, Cox, Kelley, Romei 
Belden, Crain, n, Rowell, 
Belmont, Cutcheon, Latham, lt 
Blanchard, Davenport, Scott, 
Bliss, Davis, Maffett, Sowden, 
Bowden, De Lano, McAdoo, Spinola, 
Brower, Dougherty, MeClammy, Stephenson, 
Brumm, Dunbam, McKinney, Stewart, Vt 
Bryce, Fitch, McShane, Taulbee, 
Burnes, Gaines, Merriman, Thomas, III. 
Butler, bson, Milliken, Thomas, Wis. 
Campbell, Ohio Glover, Mills, 5 Obio 
Candler, Granger, Nelson, Wheeler, 
Caswell, Greenman, Nichols, Whiting, Mass. 
Cockra Grosvenor, Norw Woodburn, 
Collins, Hayes, Phelan, Yardley. 
compton, Hooker, Plumb, 


So the motion to suspend the rules and pass the bill was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HATCH, by unanimous consent, the reading of the 
names of members voting was dispensed with. 

Mr. STAHLNECKER. Mr. Speaker, Iam informed that I am paired 


with the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. STEWART] on all political 
questions, but, considering this not to be a political question, and be- 
lieving that the gentleman from Vermont, if present, would yote as I 
do, I desire to have my vote recorded in the affirmative. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. CowLes with Mr. Fircu, for the remainder of the day. 

Mr. CRAIN with Mr. CUTCHEON. 

Mr. Compron with Mr. KELLEY. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I now renew the motion which I 
made earlier in the day, that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 
I trust that gentlemen will see the wisdom of this course, The com- 


. 


* 
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mittee, which I represent has a bill which might be called up and 
passed under a suspension of the rules, but we waive that course“ for 
the present, and under the instruction of the committee I make the 
motion that the House now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Speaker, in my judgment it is too late to 
enter into the consideration of an appropriation bill, and therefore I 
think we had better proceed with the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the motion of 
the gentleman from New York—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, in view of some things which have 
been said here, I hope I may be allowed to say that there are four or 
five other appropriation bills in the Committee of the Whole, and that 
we are getting pretty near to the end of the fiscal year. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, let me add that we can finish the 
bill this evening. 

The motion of Mr. BELMONT was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills. The Clerk will re- 
port the title of the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (II. k. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the year 1889. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs has found it necessary under the rules to report a bill 
which contains no change of existing law. We have been in receipt of 
many communications from consuls and diplomatic officers, as well as 
from the Department of State, which, under other circumstances, would 
have required us to recommend some important changes for the benefit 
of the service; but we are confronted with arule which binds us to such 
an extent that the House now has before it a bill which is practically 
re-enactment of last year’s appropriation bill. The House is of course 
familiar with the rule, but for the benefit of others interested, who are 
not, I will ask to incorporate it. It is as follows: 

Rule XXI. paragraph 3: 

“No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order in any amendinent thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publie works and 
objects as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing 
law bein order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto.” 

Under this rule it only remains for me to ask to have the Clerk per- 
form the clerical duty of reading through the bill in the ordinary way. 
I know that there is no member of the committee who desires to speak 
upon it. I have only to say that proposed important changes in the 
consular service have been considered by the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, and are embodied in another bill which we shall ask the House 
to consider on some future occasion. 

Not only is the present bill exactly in accordance with last year’s 
bill, but the amounts appropriated in it are the same, with the excep- 
tion of a decrease of $16,077.44, provided last year for the Venezuela 
and Haytian Commissions, which.are not now needed. There are a 
few verbal changes necessary, which I shall ask the Committee of the 
Whole to make as we proceed with the consideration of the bill. I now 
move that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BELMONT. I nowask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, that 
the bill be read by sections under the five-minute rule. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Foreign Af- 
‘fairs considered this hill very carefully; and I had the honor to bea 
member of the subcommittee which had it especially under considera- 
tion. It is true, as stated by the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
BELMONT], that the bill, with the amendments which he intends to 
offer, will be in exact accordance with the bill passed by the House at 
the last session. We endeavored in committee to make this bill con- 
form in every respect to the present law and to the bill passed at the 
last session. I make this statement with the view of facilitating and 
hastening the passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the general debate will 
be dispensed with, and the Clerk will proceed to read the bill by para- 
graphs for amendment, under the five-minute rule. 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

CONTINGENT EXPENSES FOREIGN MISSIONS, 


For the purpose of enabling the President to provide, at the public expense, 
all such stationery, blanks, record and other Boke seals, presses, flags, and 
signs as he shall think necessary for the several legations in the transaction of 
their business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, messenger serv- 
ice, clerk-hire, compensation of cavasses, guards, dragomans, and porters, in- 
cluding compensation of interpretat, guardi; and Arabic clerk at the consulate 
at Tangier, and the compensation of dispatch agents at Londun, New York,and 
San Francisco, and for traveling and miscellaneous expenses of legations, and 
for printing in the Department of State, $105,000, 


Mr. BELMONT. I move toamend by inserting after the word ‘“‘drag- 
omans,’’ in line 92, the word Janitors.““ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

To enable the President to meet unforeseen emergencies arising in the diplo- 
matic and consular service, and to extend the commercial and other interests 
of the United States, to be expended pursuant to the requirements of section 
291 of the Revised Statutes, $50,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In order to puta question to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. BELMONT] I move to strike out the last word. I wish 
to inquire whether there is any appropriation in this bill for the ex- 
penses of the Fishery Commission. 

Mr. BELMONT. There is no specifie appropriation for that purpose. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this appropriation for the secret-service fund 
one which will be available for that purpose? 

Mr. BELMONT. It might be so considered, but there is nothing in 
the bill which would carry that intention. The money is to be ex- 
pended in accordance with section 291 of the Revised Statutes, a pro- 
vision with which the gentleman from Maine is no doubt familiar. 
This can hardly be said to be asecret-service fund; it is simply a fand 
placed at the disposal of the Department of State in the same manner 
as we have done hitherto. But I am not able to say that it is for the 
purpose of paying salaries or any portion of the expenses of the com- 
mission referred to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ido not observe in this bill any specific appropri- 
ation for the payment of the gentlemen who represented the United 
States upon the Fishery Commission. I observe that in the British 
Parliament aspecific appropriation for the payment of the British com- 
missioners was made with great éclat. I had supposed that provision 
for the payment of our commissioners might be included in this appro- 
priation. I understand from the chairman of the committee that, 
though there is no specific provision, such compensation may be drawn 
from the fund here provided. 

Mr. BELMONT. That may be possible, but it may be inferred that 
the gentlemen who served as commissioners were not so zealous about 
the question of salary as they were in their desire to be of service to 
the country. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I had supposed the committee might make specific 
provision for the payment of these commissioners. 

Mr. BELMONT. No such specific provision was made. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But you think these expenses might be paid from 
this appropriation? 

Mr. BELMONT. I think it possible, but I have no information on 
the subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all I wish to say. I simply desired to get 
information. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For defraying the expenses of transporting the remains of ministers and con- 
süls of the United States who may have died, or may die, abroad, while in the 
discharge of their official duties, to their former homes in this country, and for 
the ordinary and necessary expenses of such interment, $10,000, 

Mr. BELMONT. In accordance with the desire of the accounting 
officers of the Treasury, I move to amend, by striking out, inline 145, 
the words and consuls,” and inserting the words ‘‘diplomatic offi- 
cers, consuls, and consular clerks;’’ so as to read, ‘‘ ministers, diplo- 
matic officers, consuls, and consular clerks.’’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Great Britain and British dominions: 

Consuls at Amherstburg ( ), Antigua est Indies), Auckland (New 
Zealand), Barbadoes, Bermuda, Bristol, Brockville (Canada), Cape Town, Cey- 
lon (India), Charlottetown (Prince Edward Island), Clifton (Canada), Fort Erie 

Canada), Goderich (Canada), Gibraltar, Guelph (Canada), Kingston (Canada), 

icexter, London (Canada), Malta, Neweastle-on-Tyne, Quebec, Pictou (Can- 
ada), Port Hope (Canada), Port Sarnia (Canada), Port Stanley(Falkland Islands), 
Prescott (Canada), Southampton, Saint Helena, Saint John's (Canada), Saint 
Stephen (Canada), Stanbridge (Canada), Stratford (Canada), Three Rivers (Can- 
ada), Windsor (Canada), and Winnipeg (Manitoba), 

Mr. BELMONT. I move toamend by striking out, in line 303, the 
word Leicester,“ which has been left in by inadvertence. Leicester 
is now a consular agency, paid by fees. In the bill as originally drafted - 
it was proposed to make it a salaried consulate, but as this would be a 
change of existing law, it is stricken out. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BELMONT. In order to correct a similar inadvertence, I move 
to amend by striking out, in lines 307 and 308, the words Stanbridge 
(Canada).“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Barmen, Belfast, Dundee, Halifax, Leith, and Matamoras, at 8840 ench, $4,450, 


Mr. BELMONT. I move to amend by striking out and“ atter 
„Leith“ and inserting after the word ‘‘ Matamoras’’ the words and 
Victoria.” There is already a clerk provided for at Victoria, and this 
omission has happened merely through inadvertence. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I ask unanimous consent to return to line 28 on 
page 2 for the purpose of making an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let us first hear what it is. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is an amendment which will not involve any 
expenditure at all. I desire to strike out, in line 28, the words “* min- 
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isters resident,“ and insert the words ‘‘ envoys extraordinary and min- 
isters plenipotentiary.” This change will cost nothing at all, but will 
have the effect of giving to our ministers resident an increased dignity 
and rank. Every gentleman who has been abroad knows that in all 
foreign countries our representatives suffer by reason of the inferior rank 
which their country gives them. As the governments to which these 
ministers resident are accredited send ministers plenipotentiary to our 
Government it will cost nothing to give our representatives similar rank; 
and I see no reason why it should not be done. I therefore desire to 
move an amendment (which will involve no increase of expense what- 
ever), striking out the words ‘‘ministers resident“ and inserting the 
words ‘‘ envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary.” I make 
this proposition with the consent of the chairman of the committee and 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hirr], a member of the committee. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I hope my friend from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
will not insist ou this amendment. It is simply laying a foundation 
for increased salaries. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not at all. I assure my friend it has nothing at 
all to do with salaries. 

Mr. HOLMAN. It must have an effect in that direction. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL, The mere change of title will not do these officers 


any good. 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is where my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] does not understand diplomatic affairs, I refer him for in- 
formation on this subject to the distinguished gentleman who at this 
moment sits behind him, Mr. Curtin, recently a Representative in this 
House, and who, having been at one time a foreign minister, could, if 
now permitted to speak on this floor, tell the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] that it makes a great deal of difference whether 
our minister to a foreign country is accredited as a minister resident or 
as an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mysympathies run in the direction of the consuls 
rather than in favor of the diplomatic representatives, ‘ 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mysympathies run in favor of both classes of offi- 
cers. There is where I have theadvantage over my friend. I think it 
important that weshould be represented in foreign countries by ministers 
of equal rank with the representatives which they send here. I have 
received information from one of our ministers resident abroad to the 
effect that it frequently happens when our minister appears at court to 
transact public business he has to wait in the ante-room until the min- 
ister of Nicaragua, for instance, has had a hearing. 

Mr. RANDALL. Thereappearsto be no real necessity for thischange. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I desire to yield the remainder of my time to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe the amendment is not before the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not if objection is made. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I hope there will be no objection to hearing my 
friend from New York [Mr. Cox]. 

Mr. RANDALL and Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman from 
New York will proceed. 

Mr. COX. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] is on the 
right track, but he does not go far enough. He should also strike out 
from this bill the high-sounding sesquipedalian words ‘‘ envoys ex- 
traordinary and ministers plenipotentiary,” and insert the simple and 
constitutional word ‘‘embassador.’? He would thus succeed in crystal- 
lizing a capital idea. à > 

The embassadors of the great powers of Europe are the diplomatic 
representatives who always have precedence in all audiences for busi- 
ness or ceremony. Even if we call our ‘‘ ministers resident” ‘“‘envoys 
extraordinary and ministers plenipotentary ” they will, under the old 
and senseless rule ofinternational practice, as the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SPRINGER] well suggests, made by the Holy Alliance after the fall 
of Napoleon, be nevertheless constrained always to defer to and wait 
for the embassadors. I have been asked unexpectedly to speak to 
this matter. 

I can speak from not a little experience. Our minister to Turkey 
until within a few years was a minister resident only. He had to take 
rank after envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary. He 
had to wait in the ante-room not only until the embassadors but the 
envoys were received. No matter how urgent his business, heshad to 
await the etiquette which left him out in the cold. 

This mode of proceeding and preference was peculiarly irksome and 
humiliating tomy predecessor, General Wallace, and to his predecessors. 
Afterwards, during the term of his service—General Wallace, who was 
when appointed only minister resident“ to Turkey—Congress struck 
out minister resident for the Sublime Porte and put in envoy ex- 
traordinary and minister plenipotentiary. This was some advance- 
ment. It was quite a comfort and a relief, but still there remained 
the precedence of the embassadors, and the envoy had still to defer to 
the embassadors. 

When, as envoy, etc., I went to the Porte to call on the foreign min- 


ister it was always ona Monday. That day was set apart ſor the diplo- 
matic calls for business. Being only an envoy, and although my name 
was registered ahead of the embassadors, I was compelled to wait as 
soon as one of these highly-favored diplomats appeared, until Austria, 
England, France, Russia, Germany, Persia, and Italy, whose diplomats 
at Constantinople are called embassadors, went first and foremost. 
There was no chance for America until the monarchies were regarded. 
The minister of poor little Persia -a mere dependency or khanate of the 
White Bear of the North—took precedence of our country of sixty mill- 
ions of people. Why? Because the Persian minister, like those of 
the great powers, was called ‘‘ embassador !”’ 

Mr. Chairman, this inconvenience and degradation should be reme- 
died. How? As it is a mere matter of verbiage and form, what mat- 
ter is it what we call our diplomatic functionary? The simplest title 
is the best and most republican in form and fact. That title is em- 
bassador. It is named in our Constitution. It means a minister of the 
highest rank. What do we care as a nation about rank.“ Rank is 
but the stamp, not the man or the officer, or functionary. Are we not 
entitled to the same rank as every other power? Is it wise, since we 
want to advance our interests in the East and elsewhere, to adopt the 
less pretentious name when another name will obtain for us greater ad- 
vantages? Itis the same at the other courts of Europe. When the 
accredited ministers are named embassadors, the chambers of courtesy 
and power fly open to this ‘‘open sesame. They thereby obtain the 
entré before mere envoys, or ministers resident, or chargé d’affaires, 
and more than an entré—a greater consideration and emphasis, 

Mr. PETERS. Can we not coin a word to put us ahead? 

Mr. COX. The word embassador has the charm, at least for the 
Orient, for it comes from an Oriental word which means powerful,“ 
as Bassa, or Bashaw. 

The reason why the United States has never created an embassador, 
except, perhaps, for special embassies, is this: By the treaty of the 
Holy Alliance, in the conspiracy against democratic republicanism, 
they agreed among themselves that no popular government should ever 
be recognized at their imperial courts and foreign offices if they came by 
anl through an embassador. An embassador—oh, he represented a 
sovereign. He was vicariously in the place of one annointed of the 
Lord. He was specially dedicated to monarchy and absolutism. Re- 
publics should uncover their heads and stand outside with their chargés, 
ministers resident, and envoys, however extraordinary, until the Lord’s 
annointed passed through the swelling scene. 

Since the French Republic has been established its Government still 
continues to call its minister an embassador. if France can disregard 
the exclusive prescripts of the Holy Alliance why not the United States 
of America? 

I do not know how this debate arose or whether any motion to amend 
is pending. I wish I had known that the matter was to be consid- 
ered. I would have made a motion—and it would carry, too, if in or- 
der—to make all of our diplomats embassadors. 

If we are to have our ministers respected, and in order to give them 
their proper status and dignity corresponding with our country’s posi- 
tion among the powers of the earth, we ought to strike out the words 
envoy extraordinary, etc., and insert embassador. If the great pow- 
ers do not like it let them do their worst. It is not such a great loss 
to be unrepresented abroad as we may surmise. Then our ministers 
abroad representing our growing interests, if we must have them, will 
have precedence of the little powers, which generally have ministers or 
a lower grade, and be the equals of those who are of a higher rank 
without representing grander nations. 

Why, sir, the representative of Servia, Roumania, Greece, Sweden, 
Belgium, or Holland, or of any of these smaller nations, can at an 
time, by calling their diplomats ‘‘embassador,’’ do as little Persia di 
at the Porte—step in, although arriving late, ahead of our envoy ex- 
tra-ordinary.’’ Why should we, because a Republic, be bound to make 
oursalaam before Russia, Germany, or England, by the ridiculous rules 
of the Holy Alliance, to which we never consented and as to which we 
were never consulted. Although when minister to Turkey I used to be 
on time and in advance of others, I was compelled to wait and to wait in 
an ante-room of the Porte, the pleasure of these excellencies of the 
monarchies and empires, with the thermometer ing up beyond the 
nineties, from 12 o’clock to sunset. [Laughter.] Then sometimes, 
without having accomplished my work, I was compelled to leave. I 
used to wait patiently, because I had important duties with the for- 
eign minister. I always gave way to those of similar or less rank, 
when they had urgent business, if they happened in after my ‘‘regis- 
try.” The embassadors,“ however, did not always return the cour- 
tes 


y. 

When the embassadors arrived they wrote down their names on the 
list, and the waters of the pool were at once stirred for them, and they 
stepped in ahead of the representatives of the United States. There 
was not alittle disgust along With humiliation at seeing a little power 
like modern Persia—a petty colony on the borders of Armenia, India, 
and Russia, a travesty on ancient Persia and government generally— 
take precedence of my own native land, even though so poorly repre- 
sented as by myself. To speak confidentially, I believe it was one 
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of the reasons why I yearned for home and for my old piano here, to 


enjoy the equal and gann society of this elegant assembly of gentle- 
men. [Laughter and applause. ] 

I wish all this ceremonial nonsense could be changed—for my suc- 
cessor and for our other envoys extraordinary. I think that our Sec- 


retary of State would favor the change if it were properly presented 
to him in a republican and a business point of view by one who has suf- 
fered, like Minister Phelps. 

I have only spoken for Turkey. The humiliation is worse at the 
court of St. James. Our ministers feel the indignity, if they do not 
express their indignation. 

Any embassador could care better for the fifteen millions of prop- 
erty of our country invested in the Turkish dominions if our interests 
were in charge of an embassador. Our missionaries and colleges and 
teachers, printing houses, ete., scattered all over that empire from Bag- 
dad to Stamboul, from Albania and Macedonia to the Adriatic and the 
Danube, would have more protection afforded them under the superior 
offices of an embassador than of a mere enyoy, however extraordinary, 
ora minister, however plenipotential! 

Our interests in that country are spreading. Our sentiments are 
permeating that empire. They are doing practical good. They have 
republicanized Bulgaria and are leavening East Roumelia. They are 
by force of education and example creating American institutions, 
Our preachers and teachers are often in great distress when persecution 
and oppression fall on them, whether from the jealousy of the Greek 
Christians or the Armenian bigots. Their schools are closed, from 

“envy and distrust of their growth and utility, by the clamors of other 
religionists, who are not Mohammedans either. Our colporteurs of 
tracts in many tongues are often suppressed and their property seized 
in spite of ‘‘capitulations ” and treaties, and especially when they are 
remote from the capital and central power. Our missionaries and 
teachers, of both sexes, have been robbed and outraged by tramps 
and brigands, and with little hope of relief or reclamation. And here, 
sir, is just exactly where the rank and services of an embassador, or 
rather those of an envoy with a big affix, enable our representative to 
meet more speedily and effectually the minister of foreign affairs for 
the purpose of a prompt rectification of the abuses incident to these Ori- 
ental countries. 

Now, sir, I did not expect at this time to talk on this subject; and I 
would not have spoken but for the call of gentlemen who seemed to 
be so interested in the matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before the gentleman from New York takes his 
seat I would like to ask him a question for information. 

Mr, COX. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the change proposed by the gentleman, which 
of course would be a change of law, giving the name of ‘‘ embassador’’ 
in these countries, or“ minister plenipotentiary,” should be adopted, 
would it not carry with it certainly, by way of emolument, an increase 
of compensation ? 

Mr. COX. That is the argument that has hitherto been made against 
the suggested change. It was made by my friend from Indiana [Mr. 
Hotman]. It is not well grounded. It could be guarded against by 
proper provision from the committee. 

But let me say to my honorable friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
that when we raised the rank of the minister at Turkey from minister 
resident“ to ‘‘envoy,’’ etc., it did not by force of existing law, raise 
the salary of that officer. We may fix the salary in this and similar 
bills of appropriation. ‘The mere change of the title or rank of the 
diplomatist does not of necessity work a change or increase of com- 
pensation. Such change depends altogether upon the action of Con- 
gress, and not by a mere change of the rank or title. This is as I un- 
derstand it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But is there any minister plenipotentiary who re- 
ceives now less than ten, twelve, or seventeen thousand dollars a year? 
while the ministers resident receive but $7,500, I believe. 

Mr. COX. Let me say . 

Mr. DINGLEY. And, therefore, it would seem that officers having 
the same rank should receive the same compensation. 

Mr. COX. That does not and should not follow. We do not pay 
for rank, but for service. I would not advocate the raising of the salary 
simply because we saw proper to change or raise the rank. Thesalary 
should be regulated by the utility of the minister at the place assigned, 
by the business of his office, instead of by the rank which he holds. At 
some of the countries of South America and at the courts of Asia, as 
Japan and China, we have enormous business relations. They grow 
out of our commerce. The compensation of such ministers should be 
fixed upon a different basis from that granted to our ministers, even if 
of the same rank, at Holland, Greece, Denmark, Portugal, or other 
small countries where we have no possible complications, and very few 
interests; or such interests as our consuls might attend to in the ab- 
sence of a minister. The salary should be correspondingly low in such 
cases. It should be raised according to the interests involved and the 
duties to be done. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, and in order to make my ideas more 
perspicuous, may I be allowed to draw upon a description of my own 
experience, recorded in a volume called The Diversions of a Diplo- 


the Bosphorus, I politely yield my place to him. 


mat? It is not without reluctance that I quote from my own hum- 
ble writings, but the unexpected interest excited by this chance dis- 
cussion, and the call upon me for some statement, give me the cou 

to print here what may be read with moreinterest than these desultory 
remarks, Besides, since this bill goes to the Senate without the amend- 
ment suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] as to 
raising the ministers resident to envoys, and without the amend- 
ment I suggested of raising envoys to ambassadors, or raising a!l our 
diplomats to embassadors, I crave the liberty to insert some para- 
graphs from my volume, pertinent to this debate, as more expressive of 
my observation and experience: 

It is not a very great diversion; nevertheless, when one becomes reminiscent 
it becomes amusing to recognize that so much depends, in Europe and else- 
where, upon the name, the title, the decoration or the rank of people who come 
and go, both as officers, diplomats, and otherwise. Let me give an illustration, 

For many years the office of minister to Turkey from the United States was 
simply that of minister resident, That made him third in the list of diplomatie 

rsonages at thé various courts; the first being an embassador, the second be- 

ng an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary, the third being min- 
ister resident, and the fourth being 8 d'affaires. When General Wallace 
began his services in Turkey in 1881 he was simply a minister resident. Per- 
hapsit irked the author of “Ben Hur” greatly to know that while he could 
soar, as few men of genius can, into the hierarchy of literature, and dwell 
among the princes of earth, or revel in the Valhalla with the 4 ones of the 
Elder Day, while in go us and glowing imagery he could depict Oriental 
scenes with rarest skill, learning, and dramatic power; still, as minister, he 

to wait, upon every official occasion, and in all the various phases of Oriental 
etiquette, while some envoy from a little state, or some swell of an embassa- 
dor from an effete dynasty, took precedence of the representative of many 
millions of progressive and free people. I will not say that he ever complained 
of this inversion of official and personal dignity, although when I was in Con- 
stantinople in 1881, he did use some democratic-republican forms of spe 
which I thought proper and pertinent. To these I have added some of my own 
vehemence since, growing out of my own experience, I ay henge to be one of 
the legislators who hel to raise General Wallace’s rank from minister resi- 
dent to that of envoy extraordinary aad minister ee ee It was 
aoe to add one step to his rank; but it was not enough, as the sequel will 
show. 

Now, one would suppose that a man who is entitled to such magnificent and 
unabridged-dictionary titles as envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary ought to take precedence of certain representatives at the court of the 
Sultan who were ay ie py ee- inferior states. 

I had occasion to feel this one sultry afternoon in the month of August, 1886, 
Along with the dragoman, Mr. Gargiulo, I call on the minister of foreign af- 
fairs, Said Pasha, atthe Porte, Itis on Monday, when all the various diplo- 
mats are received. We areaccustomed to record our names on our entrée to the 
reception-room. My arrival is timely; my name is first on the listas an en- 
voy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary. 

It is 2 o'clock in the afternoon and the thermometer is 90°, I mop the per- 
spiration from my brow, and am about to be ushered into the presence of the 
foreign minister, when lo! Monsieur Nellidoff. the Russian embassador, ap- 
pears all aglow with heat and all agrowl like the bear of the north. By virtue 
of his being an embassador he makes his courtesy, takes precedence, and goes 
in. Then comes a minister resident from Greece. Ihave precedence of him, of 
course, as being an envoy. but as he has some distance to go this afternoon up 
Thus passes away about an 
hour, the thermometer trembling at 91° and the perspiration running in canals 
from my corrugated brow. Iam about to congratulate 3 that my time has 
como, when a polite and facile gentleman, the French minister, Count de Mon- 
tholon, a connection of La Fayette, with partialities toward our country and 
representing a republic, appears. He is registered, he passes in, and the envoy 
from America, a republic which antedates his, still remains outside. The\ther- 
mometer isstill rising somewhere among the nineties. The four thousand pores 
to the square inch on the cuticle of the envoy pour forth their beaded drops, 
The count, who is very polite when he arrives, remarks: “Iam quite in a hurry, 
excellence! You will be detained but a few moments.” 

He stays about an hour. As I have to go to the Island of Prinkipo this after- 
noon, and am rather loath to test the sultriness which sometimes brings storms 
over the old Propontis, I become quite uneasy and begin to perspire freely at 
92°, and to goover in my mind the advantage of being an embassador, when Herr 
Radowitz, the German embassador, with his pleasant smile and shining spec- 
tacles, peeps in, after making his registry and the courtesies, and Sorry to take 
precedence of the American minister,“ he enters in. The thermometer begins 
to rage fiercely at 93°, and the perspiration is as fluent as the Bosporus. I knew 
that he would not stay long. ‘The representative of The Honest Broker,“ as 
Germany has been called, soon dispatches his business, to my great relief, ve 
o'clock is shown upon the clock, with the thermometer still rising and the sweat 
still falling, when—but I can not swear—when lo! the deaf-mute, who still 
hovers around Oriental courts and Portes, ap 

He makes his signs and gives his orders as an “unspeakable Turk“ in his 
ineffable way, smiling over the pros of my now being reached in order, 
and over the backsheech at the end of my long experience with the thermome- 
ter and the embassadors, when lo! the embassador from Persia is announced! 
Meshallah! Ile takes precedence, of course. Is he not known as His Excel- 
lency Marshal Mirza Mohsin Khan? C-A-N is the way to spell it, with capital 
letters; for he goes in. He is accompanied by his cousin, who is also alte a 
dignitary of the legation; and without saying!“ by your leave,” or looking at 
the list, the thermometer, or the clock, or making apology or inquiry as to my 
forbearance, they, too, have entered into the penetralia! The thermometer by 
this time is near bursting. As he passes in he remarks, coolly: I will be on! 
five minutes, Excellence!“ I know the Marshal Mirza Mohsin Khan well. He 
is a good Mahometan, and he has many relations with the Porte which do not 
polong to the outside world, Ianticipate his long conversation with the min- 

ter. 

After waiting until about 6 o'clock, the shades of evening begin to fall, and 
the thermometer with them. I gaze into the big black eyes of the dragoman, 
give one sigh for my far-off country, cast one long look out of the window over 
the old Saraglio Point, think over its sangu scenes, and, while wiping my 
anxious brow, I indicate to that patient interpreter that if the embassador of a 
little, miserable, half-fed dependency of Russia, known as the Khanate of Per- 
sia,may take precedence of an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipoten- 
tiary, representing a nation of sixty million of independent freemen, I wanted 
to go home. I went. I made a solemn resolution that if I ever entered the 
American Congress again, I would move to strike ont the grand six-footed words 
to which our minister is accredited to the Porte,and insert the simple word 
F It is the magical word to the jewels and gold of Oriental di- 
plomacy. 

But can a 9 8 5 have an embassador? That is the momentous question. 
It was settled by the Holy Alliance and some other powers confederating that 


only mo) governments could have em ors. Republics were then 


marchial 
forbidden to have other than ministers or envoys. This is a solemn treaty among 


4486 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. May 21, 


the powers, but at that meeting we were not 


and not consulted; and 
then, too, France was a monarchy. She is now a ublic. She holds on to 
the embassador with all its advantages. Why should not we have the same? 

If titles have auy value, let us use the best in the lexicon. 

— Where the telegraph aaa play lis part far opeuiaT onsimanies and 

e em. an 

emergent occasions. Whata —— — ibis all, for an American min- 
8 to any style or rank, when he can not do as other ministers, 
concl any treaty or anything so as to bind. any one. The = and con- 
firming of conventions by our Constitution depends on the Executive or his 
Secretary of State, and then absolutely upon the Senate. The minister is pow- 
erless for good except in a few remote countries like China, Japan, and Turkey, 
and in certain cases like the very ones I was waiting to conclude when the 
other powers step before me into the agitated pool at the Porte. What I mean 
is this: That for over ten years two treaties 8 by this country with 
Turkey have been suspended at the Porte. They been made by Mr. Min- 
ister Boker, signed and already confirmed by the Senate. 

Our country was anxious for them. They were in accord with the American 
doctrines of expatriation and naturalization. They wereatriumph of the right 
of locomotion and the liberalities ot our time. By the special iradé of the Sultan, 
and after great trouble, vexation, patience, and delay, the ex-minister, who 
writes this chapter, in securing, by the Sultan’s favorable interposi- 
tion, the acquiescence of the Porte with these treaties. It was supposed to be 
afi now by our Chief Executive or his Seo- 
mary State? No; and inasmuch as they illustrate a line of honorable prog- 
ress in diplo: , secured by a subordinate and remote official, they are now 

led, since acceptance Turkey. as of little or no moment! We 

p little that which we obtain, it is obtained, or which others have se- 

cured, even. though secured under je instructions. Of this hereafter, and 

in another forum than the republie of letters. 

If this be the end of such labors under such favorable circumstances, better 
make an end of all such fruitless and salaried diplomatic intercourse ! 

Mr. BELMONT. While the House is engaged in this discussion I 
think it proper to say that the Committee on Foreign Affairs has care- 
fully considered the proposition to increase the rank of our minister 
in London to that of embassador, under a resolution introduced by the 
gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Mason]. It did not appear to the com- 
mittee, if I may be allowed to speak for them, that it was wise to make 
any change in London alone, for reasons which might apply with equal 
force to other diplomatic posts. Whatever arguments may be presented 
in favor of raising the rank of our missions and the creation of Ameri- 
can embassies, there is another phase of the question, and one usually 
but little thought of, that is, the receiving of foreign embassadors in 
this country. If we send embassadors abroad we must prepare to re- 
ceive embassadors here. 

If such a course were pursued it would entirely change the charac- 
ter of the diplomatic representation in Washington. Under the rules 
established by the Congress of Vienna, in 1813, completed at Aix-la- 
Chapelle, in 1818, and formally assented to by the United States, four 
grades of diplomatic representation were established: First, embassa- 
dors; second, envoys; third, ministers resident, and fourth, chargés 
d'aſmires. If I understand rightly the proposition of my colleague 
from New York [Mr. Cox], he would make all our ministers abroad 
embassadors. This would require, under the rules of international 
etiquette, thab every country which now has representation in the 
Diplomatic Corps in Washington should send to the United States a 
minister of the same rank as the United States accredited. Conse- 
quently only embassadors would be sent to Washington. Ineed hardly 
say this would be almost absurd. 

Embassadors in the earlier days of diplomacy were understood to 
represent the person of the sovereign, and were received with a certain 
amount of ceremonial honors. ‘This has been changed in part. Em- 
bassadors, no longer even in theory, are supposed to deal directly with 
the sovereign. They, as well as ministers of lower rank, now trans- 
act their business through the foreign offices. Still, there are some 
ceremonial observances connected with the rank which are yet main- 
tained,and which would be a source of considerable embarrassment here 
in Washington if the plan outlined by my colleague were carried into 
effect. 

It would be a more dignified and proper course, in my opinion, for 
the United States, if it is considered well to do anything at all in ref- 
erence to the matter, of which I have some doubt, to propose that 
there should be a modificationof the rules established by the Congress 
of Vienna, soas to simplify and reduce the number of diplomatic grades, 
thus establishing an actual instead of a theoretical equality between 
sovereign States. 

The proposition advanced by many publicists is that there should be 
but two grades, one corresponding to the minister plenipotentiary or 
minister resident, all to be designated by the same title, which would 
convey with it the idea which my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] 
has presented to the House, that is to say, an embassadorial representa- 
tive; and the other tobesimply charges d'affaires. A resolution might 
be passed, asking that initial steps be taken with other nations for a re- 
vision of the rules. But it must be important for Congress to consider 
the fict that if we send embassadors we must be prepared to receive 
them here in Washington, and, as I have said, it would make a great 
change in the present diplomatic corps. 

Mr. COX. Let me ask my friend this question. If the treaty of 

Vienna, he eslis it—I think it was Paris : 

Mr. BELMONT. No, it was the Congress of Vienna that established 
the rules, which were completed at Aix-la-Chapelle in 1818. 

Mr. COX. Very well; if that treaty limited. embassadors only to 
monarchical governments, why is it, and that is the next question, since: 
France has become a republic, that they still keep up the embassa- 


dorial rank there? They have made no change since they became a 
republic. Why should we not do the same thing? 

Mr. BELMONT, I will repeat that writers on international law are 
pointing out the fact that the distinction between embassadors and en- 
voys extraordinary is growing less and less from day to day; and itis for 
that reason it is proposed in some quarters to have a revision of the rules. 

It is quite true the distinction is obsolete. Originally, as I have said, 
embassadors were assumed to represent the person of the sovereign. 
That, of course, is no longer the case, as my friend from New York 
has stated, France, a republic, sends an embassador te Switzerland, 
another republic. 

Lf we want to take a step that is progressive, we might very properly 
call upon the Executive to inaugurate some conference on the subject. 
But so long as the rules of Vienna exist this distinction between em- 
bassador and envoy will be continued, and in some cases to our detri- 
ment. Ihave known, however, cases where an American minister re- 
fused to submit to any such discrimination in the transaction of his 
business with the foreign office. For instance, Mr. Bancroft, in Ber- 
lin, when he called on the minister of foreign affairs, being obli 
to wait because of the arrival of the British embas-ador, returned to his 
residence and made it known to the foreign office that he would not 
transact the business of the United States unless he was received as 
other ministers; and the rule in that case was changed. 

A similar change of ‘rule was brought about in like manner in Hol- 
land. In Russia the foreign office has for some time observed the plan 
ofreceiving ministersin their order of arrival, irrespective of their rank. 

I only mention these cases in order to show that there is reason to 
believe that a revision of these rules might be brought about, and 
that this course would be much preferable for the United States. 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the Coustitution of the United States per- 
mits the President to appoint embassadors if he sees fit. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ves, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. And it is then for Congress to appropriate the 
money. But to change the title is, in my judgment, the first step 
towards an increase of pay. 

Mr. COX. That was not the result when we raised ministers resi- 
dent to envoys extraordinary. 

Mr. RANDALL, It either means increased pay or it is a mere tinsel 
title of which the American citizen stands in no need. 

Mr. COX. It means something else than a mere title. It means 
the transaction of business; when you have to wait for a dozen peo- 
ple not half so important as you are. 

Mr. RANDALL. The dignity of a representative of the American 
Government commands respect at all these places, and I have near me 
at this momenta gentleman [ex-Governor Curtin, of Pennsylvania] 
who corroborates that statement. 

Mr. COX. That depends on one thing. The result of sticking to 
the old etiquette is that no man with a different title can get ahead of 
embassadors. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would either go ahead or go away and let them 
send ſor me. 

Mr. COX. In that case I would abolish the whole system. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] and the gentleman from Indiaua [Mr. HOLMAN] opposing this 
reform, I withdraw my amendment, The responsibility for its failure 
will rest upon those gentlemen. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘There is no question pending. 

Mr. BELMONT. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the amendments. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. COX. I would like to have the privilege of printing alittle state- 
ment on this matter in a better shape, that the Senate may take notice 
of it. `S 
Mr. RANDALL. T hope the gentleman will give it better shape. 
(Laughter. ] 

There was no objection to the request of Mr. Cox. 
DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next general appro- 
priation bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 
government of the District of Columbian for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, 
and for other purposes. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I deem it wholly unnecessary to take the time 
of the committee in general debate upon this bili. I simply state that 
it carries about $225,009 more than the bill of last year. This is 
mostly owing to the increase of school buildings and to inereased ap- 
propriations for the improvement and repair of streets. 

I donot wish to take the time for any further explanation of the 
bill, but will be glad to explain its provisions as we goon. There- 
fore I ask, if no member of the committee desires to speak, that we 
consider general debate as closed. 

There was no objection, 
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The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed to read the bill by par- 
agraphs for amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seventeenth street from Q to R street, $155,748. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike outall after the 
“word street,“ in line 7, and all of line 8, and insert after line 7, Cor- 
coran street from Fifteenth to Sixteenth street, $160,924.” 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Should not that be from Fifteenth to 
Seventeenth street? It should be, according to my memorandum. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Yes, that is correct. That covers the whole gap- 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I move to amend the amendment of 
my colleagne [Mr. CLEMENTS] so as to make it read from Fifteenth 
to Seventeenth street.“ 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Then you must change the amount. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think the amount does not require 
to be changed. 

Mr. McCOMAS, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] 
will find that the House will assent to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Georgia accept the 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Ido. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


D street southeast (north side), from Pennsylvania avenue to Eighth street; 

South Carolina avenue southeast, from Seventh street to Pennsylvania ave- 
nue; 

Seventh street southeast, from D street to South Carolina avenue; $27,784. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. I move to amend by inserting 
on page 10, at the end of line 25, “*$22,500;*? and on page 11, by striking 
out from lines 1 to 5 inelusive. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read us follows: 

To gradeand pave Chapin street from Fourteenth streetextended to Wayland 
Seminary, ; 

To pave Stoughton street, $2,500. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, when the committee 

repared the bill we had no estimate as to what the cost of paving 
Stoughton street would be, but we examined the street and determined 
to put 82,500 into the bill for that purpose. Subsequently an examin- 
ation was made by one of the District officers, and it was found that it 
would require $7,000 to put Stoughton street in proper condition. In 
this connection I desire to have read a letter which I have received from 
Professor King, of the Wayland Seminary, which is situated at the head 
of Stoughton street. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Wasuryeron, D. C., April 11, 1888. 
Hon. D. B. HENDERSON: f ms 


I wish to put in a plea to have an appropriation made to so. improve in 
— Meridian Hill, that it can be used during all seasonsef the xear to bring 
su es to our seminary. During the winter months it is im ble for our 
supplies to come to. us through the deep mud that abounds in this street. 

he institution holds property valued at about $100,000; this amount has been 
contributed by the benevolent of the land. 

Congress has never helped us by an appropriation. 

The school educates the poorest class among our citizens, We sendecolored 
teachers and colored preachers wherever their people are found. 

This year we have had one hundred and sixty students. 

The benevolent from all parts of the country sustain the work. 

Is it a wonder that we desire to see Chapin street, at the head of which street 
our institution stands, well graded and paved? 

The friends who have aided the schoo! complain bitterly of the mud through 
which they must find us daring the winter. 

Very truly, yours, 
G. M. P. KING, 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to amend, 
in lines 11 and 12, page 13, by striking out $2,500 and inserting $7,000, 
‘This matter has not been before the committee, and I am offering this 
amendment on my own responsibility, upon informatiom which has 
come to me since the bill was made up. ‘This little block which is to 
be improved extends from Fourteenth street to the top of the hill, 
where this seminary stands, <The citizens have improved about half 
the block at their own expense, and they have it in good condition. The 
82 500 in the bill will not do the work, and it seems to me that if we 
are going into it at all it should be done properly, and that we should 
appropriate enough to do the work thoroughly to the top of the hill, 
which is what we had in contemplation. 

Seven thousand dollars will do the work. Iwill say for the informa- 
tion of my colleague [Mr. CLEMENTS] that the District government 
sent the officer who has charge of making these improvements to ex- 
08 this street and make an estimate, aud the amount he fixed Was 

000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I was just going to ask my colleague how he ar- 
rived at the probable cost of this work. It is true that this street was 
put into the bill without an estimate, but it was assumed that this 
amount of $2,500 would be sufficient, and I shoald like to know how 
my friend got the official information upon which he offers his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Professor King and the petitioners on 
that street went to the District government and they sent the officer 
who makes the estimates have forgotten his name at this moment, 
but I think it was Captain Griffin—to make an estimate. I have his 
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statement among my papers, but I can not lay my hand upon it at this 
instant. I have here a letter from one of the parties, stating that this 
officer did make the estimate, and leter I ean produce the officer’s own 
estimate fixing the amount at $7,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to add to my amendment, on the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Dunn], after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,“ the words or so much thereof as may be n Bi) 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. Mr. Chairman, I see that the 
appropriation in the bill for this street is $2,500. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, sir; and this amendment is to 
increase this amount from 82.500 to $7,000. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I do not think, Mr. Chairman, that the last 
amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, adding the words or so 
much thereof as may be necessary,“ will amount to anything, and his 
amendment substituting 87.000 for $2,500. when the committee, in- 
eluding the gentleman himself, estimated that $2,500 would be safi- 
cient, seems to me to be unwise under the circumstances. Comparing 
this with other work, this seems to be a very great increase upon the 
amount estimated. I think we are going rather in the dark in making 
2 appropriation, and that we had better stand by the amount in the 
bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My colleague ou the committee [Mr. 
CLEMENTS] will allow me to call his attention to the fact that when 
we made up these appropriations we inserted this sum of $2,500 with- 
out any information as to the amount which would actually be reyuired 
to do the work. He also knows that the work, as it is to be done on, 
steep, rising ground, must be expensive. It was understood that these 
amounts were subject to change by amendments which miglit subse- 
quently be offered. The estimate on which my amendment is based 
was made by an engineer upon careful examination. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I am aware that when the amount was inserted 
in the bill we had not full knowledge as to the character of the work; 
but $7,000 is so large an increase upon $2,500 that I hardly think we 
have gone so far out of the way. Ido not feel well enough satistied in 
that respect to assent to the gentleman’s amendment. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I think my colleague will coneede 
that if we had had before us, when making up the bill, the estimate 
of $7,000 for this work, we would have agreed to it. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. No doubt we would have given whatever the re- 
port of the proper District official showed. to be necessary. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The amount named in my amend- 
ment is absolutely required. 

The amendment of Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, was agreed to; there 
being—ayes 50, noes 27. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To pave Stoughton street, $2,500. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. For the purpose of properly paving 
Stoughton street I believe an appropriation of $5,500is required; but, 
although $2,500 is not sufficient, I will not press an amendment upon 
the House, as the reasons for an increase in this case are not so urgent 
as in that just now under consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PUBLIC SCHOOLS. 


For salaries of superintendents, teachers, and janitors, secretary of the board, 
and clerks, including additional teachers, rents, repairs, fuel, furniture, hooks, 
stationery, new school buildings, furniture for new school buildings, and other 
necessary items, $312,195, namely : 

For ofticers: For superintendent first six divisions, at $2,700; superintendent 
seventh and eighth divisions, at $2,250; one clerk to superintendent of first six 
divisions and secretary to board of trustees, $1,200; one clerk to superintendent 
ofseventh and eighth divisions, $00; messenger to superintendent first six di- 
visions, $300; messenger to superintendent seventh and eighth divisions, $200; 
in all, $7,450. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of IHinois. I move tostrike out, inline 16, 52, 700, 
and insert 3,000; so it will read: 

For superintendent first six divisions, at $3,000, 


I simply desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that—— 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I make the point of order against the gentleman’s 
amendment that the law has already fixed this salary. 

The CHAIRMAN, If the law has fixed this salary the Chair will 
hold L of | to be good. ; 

Mr. P of Illinois. If there is any law fixing the salary I 
should like to see it uced. y 

Mr. CLEMENTS. This is the salary of this offiee year after year 
provided for in the various appropriation bills, and in that way it has 
been a fixed salary. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I suggest that even if there were no law fixing the 
salary—and I presume there is—if there were noother law but the law 
of the appropriation bill, the appropriation bill is the law for the eur- 
rent year and is the Jaw now, and an amendment to inerease the salary 
isa change of existing law, and therefore not in order. 1 think it has 
been so ruled uniformly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that unless there is 
alaw produced fixing the salary of this officer the peint of order is not 
good. An appropriation contained in an appropriation bill of a certain 
amount as salary is not, in the judgment of the Chair, such a law as 
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will prevent the offering of an amendment of thischaracter, and unless 
the gentleman can point out to the Chair a statute fixing this as the 
may of this officer the Chair will be compelled to overrule the point 
of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is general legislation on an appropriation bill. 
Itincreases theappropriation. It is not merely an act of legislation on an 
appropriation bill, but it is a new law fixing 83, 000 as the salary for this 
office for the nextfiscal year. Idonotthink thereis any precedentexcept 
one, which I never regarded as entitled to be referred to as a precedent, 
where it is held that if there is no law fixing a salary it may be in- 
creased without limit. The suggestion is against the whole rule of the 
House. In that event any law fixing a salary will allow of an increase 
of it without limit. It will allow such increase to be made every suc- 
ceeding year. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman has said nothing so far 
which in my opinion shakes the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless some statute is cited fixing this as the 
salary of this office the Chair must overrule the point of order. The 
mere fact that this has been provided as the salary for this Office in an 
appropriation bill from year to year does not render the amendment 
obnoxious to the rule to which reference has been made. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Such a ruling throws open this bill entirely. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless the word ‘‘horeafter’’ is employed, 
thereby fixing this as the salary not only for this year but for the future, 
making it a portion of the permanent law, it is not such a law as comes 
within the rule prohibiting amendment. In other words, the statute 
has not been cited where this salary is made a part of the permanent 
law. It is simply a provision in the appropriation bill appropriating 
that much for this salary from year to year. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I agree with the Chair in its decision, It is only 
the existing law for the year for which the appropriation is made. 
The test of whether there is a law fixing a salary is this: In case no 
appropriation was made could the party go on and discharge the duties 
of the office, or would the failure to make the appropriation legislate 
him out of office? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the rule will be read; thatis, the third clause 
of Rule XXI. 

The language there in that rule requires that appropriations shall be 
made in conformity tolaw. There has therefore to be a law before we 
can make any appropriation at all. The only reason this appropriation 
is reported here is because it is in conformity with law. Itis the only 
round upon which it stands. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. There is a law for this office, but there 
is no law fixing the salary of the office. That is left to be fixed by 


Congress. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That can be said of almost every office, the salaries 
of which are fixed by Congress from time to time. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk willread the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


By paragraph 3 of Rule XXI of the House of Representatives it is provided: 

* . No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill or be 
in order in any amendment thereto for any expenditure not previously au- 
thorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations forsuch public works 
and obj ects as are already in progress; nor shallany 1 changing exist- 
ing law be in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment 
thereto. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Nobody pretends to say under the circumstances 
this does not change existing law; that it is not in conformity with the 
law. The present law has fixed it at $2,700, and it is inserted in this 
bill in conformity with that law, otherwise it would not be here at all. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is of the opinion that if the appro- 
priation is not made for the salary of this officer until the end of the 


. fiscal year the office would be necessarily discontinued, and as has been 


intimated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] this officer, 
if he continued to perform the duties, would have no recourse upon the 
Government for the salary in the absence of any law providing for the 
payment. 

It is the judgment of the Chair, therefore, that no law being pre- 
sented which fixes the salary at the present limit, the amendment is 

n order, and the Chair so holds. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. One word before the vote is taken. The esti- 
mates that were sent to the committee embraced propositions to in- 
crease a great many salaries; in fact, salaries all along the line of the 
District of Columbia officials and their employés. Amongst others an 
increase was asked for the superintendent of police, which salary is now 
fixed at $2,600, a very responsible office, quite as much so as the super- 
intendent of the public schools; indeed, more so, in my judgment. 
There are two superintendents of public schools, one, for whom this 
amendment is offered, receiving $2,700 and the other $2,250. There 
is no greater reason for an increase of this salary than can be assigned 
for the increase of many others. 

Mr. ROGERS. What did I understand the gentleman to say it was 
now, and for what office? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Twenty-seven hundred dollars for the superin- 
tendent of public schools. 

Gentlemen say that this is inadequate as compared with other sala- 
ries, but we might draw the comparison on the other line by stating 


icc are in some of the States governors who do not receive so 
mu - 
700 HOLMAN. The surveyors of the public lands only receive 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me ask my colleague if there is not good reason 
for an increase of all these salaries according to the statements of the 
incumbents? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I have not heard of any where the incumbents 
can not assign good reasons for an increase. I do not mean to criticise 
in any way the superintendent of public schools. He is an excellent 
and capable educator, and suitable in all respects for the place; but he 
is receiving, as I think, an adequate salary, and hence we object to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT. How long has he been receiving this salary ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. He has not been here very long, I believe. 

. HERBERT. How long has the salary been attached to the 
office 

Mr. CLEMENTS. For a great many years, ten or twelve at least. 
It was the salary when he accepted the position. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition, as I under- 
stand it, to increase a salary that has been fixed by the appropriations 
for a number of years. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Yes; $2,700 is the salary that was fixed. 

Mr. HERBERT. How far back; ten years? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I should say for ten years anyhow. 

Mr. HERBERT. And during all these ten years the prices of every- 
thing have been falling greatly, until now we have reached a level of 
prices which has not existed here certainly since 1860. Most of the 
things we now live upon are cheaper than they ever were, and there is 
no sort of doubt that $2,700 now will purchase more of the necessaries 
of life than $3,500 would have done ten years ago. 

Now, what is the reason assigned by the gentleman from Illinois 
why a salary that has been sufficient for the past ten years is not now 
sufficient? I think the House is entitled to know something about it. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I shall be very happy to give the gen- 
tleman the information. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

The gentleman from Georgia wants to move that the committee now 
rise so as to secure an extension of the time this evening. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I will yield. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iwish to ask that the committee rise so that we 
may have an extension of the time to complete this bill this afternoon. 
I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TOWNSHEND reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, had di- 
rected him to report the same to the House with sundry amendments, 
Mr. TOWNSHEND further reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I ask unanimous consent that the order fixing 
the hour for adjournment at 5 o’clock be vacated for this day only. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


‘ 
CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wili submit to the House the report of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union on the 
consular and diplomatic bill. 

The first question is on agreeing to the amendments reported from 
the committee, unless a separate vote on some amendment be de- 
manded. 

The amendments were agreed to. $ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. TOWNSHEND in the chair, and 
resumed the consideration of the bill H. R. 8989. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HERBERT] said he would like to know some of the reasons that have 
actuated me in making this motion to increase the salary of this super- 
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intendent from $2,700 to $3,000 per annum. I shall be happy to give 
him some of those reasons. 

In the first place, I contend that the superintendent of public schools 
in this city has not been adequately paid for the amount of learning 
and ability required for the discharge of the duties of an office of that 
kind. My second answer is that the school system of the District of 
Columbia has grown immeasurably during the last ten years, and dur- 
ing that time, too, the salaries of teachers have been increased through- 
out the country; and $3,000 for a position of this kind is a very mod- 
erate salary indeed. 

I do not know whether the gentleman is aware of it or not, but it 
is the fact that more than five thousand scholars have been added to 
the schools here in the city of Washington within the last year and a 
half. The development has been wonderful. The like is not shown 
in any school system of any other city in the country, as I understand. 
If the gentleman from Alabama has watched the system he will find 
it is one of the most perfect and grandest school systems that can be 
found anywhere in the country. If Iam credibly informed, this gen- 
tleman has something like thirty-five thousand scholars under his 
charge, and he has from four hundred and twenty to four hundred and 
thirty teachers immediately under his supervision. Where there is 
such a large interest as that it seems to me that $3,000 is a very mod- 
erate salary indeed. 

The gentleman who has charge of the bill spoke about the superin- 
tendent of the colored schools receiving only $2,200. I contend, as a 
matter of fact, Mr. Chairman, that to raise the salary of this superin- 
tendent to $3,000 will not compensate him for the discharge of his duties 
upon the same scale that the colored superintendent is being compen- 
sated for his duties. I say that, because he has charge of nearly three 
schools to one that the colored superintendent has chargeof. Inaddi- 
tion to all the white schools in the city of Washington and the District 
of Columbia, this superintendent has charge of all the colored schools 
in the District outside of the city. 

If there is any class of persons in the world who ought to be prop- 
erly paid for their services, they are the teachers of the young. If there 
is any man in the country who is doing a mighty good to the rising 
generation in this District, it is the gentleman who has charge of the 
schools, whose salary I propose toraise by this amendment. Think of 
it for amoment! Thirty-five thousand children daily attending in 
these different schools. Think of the wonderful influence a man occu- 
pying this position must have over these children. : 

I say this is a matter in which every one of usisinterested. Ihave 
three children attending the public schools here, and I have had occa- 
sion, as every thoughtful parent has, to visit them, and I record with 
pleasure the fact that no better school system is to be found in America 
than the school system we have here to-day. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Lassure the gentleman from Illinois that I have 
no doubt the superintendent is an efficient officer; but this is a bad 
time and the wrong time to be raising salaries. “It is true it is but a 
mere pittance to add $300 to his salary; but his salary now is $2,700, 
and I call the gentleman to witness that that is really a better salary 
than he or any other member of Congress is drawing, taking every- 
thing into consideration, as he has no campaign expenses, lives at home, 
and has had for a numberof years the same salary, which has now double 
the purchasing power that it had ten years ago. Let us relieve the 
tax-payer before we begin to raise salaries. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I move to strike out the last word, and yield my 
time to the gentleman from Illinois. - 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I do not agree with the gentleman from 
Towa, that this superintendent is receiving a salary as great as that of 
a Congressman. 

Mr. WEAVER. Taking everything into consideration he does. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I think not, He lives here all along, 
and his expenses are as great as those of a Congressman; and every one 
knows that it takes a Congressman’s salary to support him here, 

Beyond that I say his responsibilities are ten times as great as the 
responsibilities of a single Congressman. They can not be measured. 
They not only reach the present, but his influence will be felt a genera- 
tion from now on those children who are attending the public schools; 
and this little addition I ask is but a poor pittance, and it seems to 
me it comes with a bad grace for any man, when we consider the char- 
acter of the schools here, to raise any objection to this proposition. 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman says he thinks it comes with very 
bad grace from any member on this floor receiving a salary of $5,000 a 
year to be caviling at the attempt to increase the salary of this official 
from $2,700 to $3,000, For myself, I represent here a part of the State 
of Alabama, which State has about fourteen hundred thousand inhab- 
itants, yet neither the attorney-general, the treasurer, the auditor, the 
circuit judges, the chancellor, nor any executive officer of that State, 
nor the superintendent of education for that population of nearly a 
million and a half of people receives as much salary as $3,000, or as 
$2,700. I venture to say, also, that in the gentleman’s own State of 
Illinois there are many officers who are much more important than this 
official who do not receive as much salary. I will ask the gentleman 
how much does the circuit judge receive in his State? 
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Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. In the city of Chicago he receives $7,000; 
in the country $3,500. ; 

Mr. HERBERT. Well, sir, in half the States of this Union the cir- 
cuit judges do not receive so much. In one-third of the States of this 
Union the governors do not receive so much salary. In one-third of the 
States of this Union no public officer receives as much salary as $2,700 
per annum, and it seems to me, as remarked by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] who has just taken his seat, that the time has 
come when we ought to do something for the tax-payers instead of all 
the time raising the salaries of the office-holders. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. HOPKINS, of Illi- 
nois, and it was rejected—ayes 49, noes 52. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For teachers: For teachers, not to exceed six hundred and ninety-three in 
number, including teachers of manual-training schools, to be employed at a rate 
of compensation not to exceed the rate provided by the present schedule of 
salaries, and at an average salary not to exceed $670, $464,310; and no increase in 
salaries paid to teachers in grades now receiving $900 or more and no increase 
in the number of teachers in any of such grades shall be made, and the mini- 
mum compensation shall not be less than at the rate of $300 per annum, and 
the names of and actual compensation paid to each teacher under this pro- 
vision shall be reported to Congress at its next session by the commissioners: 
Provided, That in assigning salaries to teachers no discrimination shall be made 
between male and female teachers employed in the same grade of school or 
performing a like class of duties. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the Clerk's desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 17, line 9, after the word “ more,“ insert “except in cases of promotion to 
fill vacancies occurring before or after the passage of this act, and exceptin sal- 
aries to principals of normal schools.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the police court: For one judge, $3,000; one clerk, $2,000; one Gaputy 
clerk, $1,000; two bailiffs, at $3 per day each; one messenger, $900; one door- 
keeper, $540; contingent ‘expenses, including compensation of a justice of the 
peace acting as judge of the police court during the absence of said judge, not 
exceeding $300; books, stationery, fuel, ice, gas, witness-fees, and other neces- 
sary items, $2,500; for judicial expenses, $2,500; in all, 814,318. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend on page 25, line 
6, by inserting after the word ‘‘dollars’’ the words United States 
marshal’s office, $1,400; and by striking out in line 12 the words 
* fourteen thousand three“ and inserting ‘‘ fifteen thousand seven.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For the relief of the poor, $15,000, 

For the support and maintenance of the Columbia Hospital for Women and 
Lying-in Asylum, $15,000. 

For the Women's Christian Association, $3,000. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. Chairman, I moye to amend on page 30, line 
3, by striking out three“ and inserting ‘‘four;’”’ so as to make the 
appropriation: for the Women’s Christian Association $4,000. 

I understand, Mr. Chairman, that this amendment will only make 
the appropriation what it has been in previous years, $4,000. The com- 
mittee have reduced it from four thousand to three thousand, and my 
amendment would simply restore it to the former sum. I think if the 
committee were familiar with all the facts they would not have pro 
the reduction, and upon that point I beg leave to say that I think that 
perhaps the ladies in charge of the institution did not give the com- 
mittee as full information in regard to their work as they ought to have 
done. 

The association own the building. It has been furnished by the 
Government heretofore, and it isin a condition to accommodate a larger 
number than the association will be able to feed with this appropri- 
ation of $3,000. am told that they accommodate there a class of 
indigent, infirm, and disabled women that can not be received at other 
institutions in the city except for limited periods. The ladies who 
have charge of this institution are undoubtedly spending their time 
and effort as a matter of pure charity, as a labor of love, without re- 
muneration or reward; and they claim that the reduction of this ap- 
propriation from $4,000 to $3,000 will very seriously embarrass them, 
that in fact it must limit the number of women that they will be able 
to feed, while they say at the same time that the number of applicants 
now is greater than it was when the appropriation was $4,000. I have 
been hoping that the committee would accept this amendment and re- 
store the appropriation to what it was before. I will say to the com- 
mittee that I am not personally very familiar with this work, but my 
attention was called to it at a time when the ladies in charge of it were 
unable to obtain an audience before the committee. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words in 
reply to the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. This bill 
is the most liberal one in favor of charities and institutions of that kind 
that has ever passed this House, so faras I know. In several cases it 
increases the appropriations of last year for institutions of this sort, 
and new ones are added to the list. It is true that this institution has 
been cut down from $4,000 to $3,000 in the present bill. 

The principal reason that influenced the committee in that action 
was the fact that last year, as shown by the report of the commission- 
ers, this institution received by the appropriation from the Govern- 
ment $4,000, and from other sources $3,978.62, making a total of 
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87. 978.62, while the total expenses of the institution for the last fiscal 
ear was $5,980.40, leaving a balance on hand on June 30, 1887, of 
1,997.82. Ido notelaim that that is on hand now, but it was on hand 

at the end of the lust fiscal year, and the amount spens by the institu- 

tion last year was less than $6,000. Now, we appropriate $3,000 in 
this bill, and if that is doubled by outside contributions it will make 
the $6,000, and we see no reason why the amount in the bill should be 


Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. It is true that last year, and I think 
for some years back, $4,000 was the amount appropriated for the 
Women’s Christian Association. When we were making up this bill in 
the subcommittee the managers of this institution did not appear be- 
fore us, and inasmuch as no estimates were sent to us in regard to.chari- 
ties, we were somewhat in the dark. Information came to us from 
other quarters that the Women’s Christian Association were not doing 
all that they should do under their articles of incorporation, and the 
farther information came to us that no one could get in there uhless 
indorsed by some of the churches. We telt that if this charity was 
sustained by the General Government no church should have exclusive 
control as to those who should enter it, and we thought—to usea homely 
phrase—that we would wake them up a little by cutting them downa 
thonsand dollars until we could find out about the matter. We did 
find out—at least I did; for the ladies in charge of this work came up 
here in a body and I was just fool enough to state frankly what had 
operated upon my mind, whereupon I got a flood of light upon the 
subject which I had not bargained for laughter], and became thor- 
oughly. satisfied that we had done gross injustice to the ladies and the 
institution. 

They denied in toto that there was any such limitation as we had 
heard, and maintained that the charity which Christ advocated is rec- 
ognized in this institution, no matter from whatsource the needy ones 
may come. I advised them to see my worthy colleague on the sub- 
committee, the gentleman. from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], and they 
made every effort to do. so, but were unable to see him at that time. I 
do not know whether they have yet seen him or not. 

For my part, I will now cheerfully add my vote in favor of this 
amendment. I believe we wronged this institution in cutting the ap- 
propriation down 518000 below what has heretofore been given. But 
if the facts were as we had been informed I should be in favor of cut- 
ting down even a little further, because if we are to pay out the money 
of the Government for charity I want the charity to include every de- 
serving applicant contemplated by the object of the institution appro- 
priated for. The officers of this institution assure us that they are 
acting in conformity with this rule. Therefore I hope the amendment 
will be adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to, there being—ayes 36, noes 17. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For interest on water-stoek bonds, $26,250. 
For sinking fund on water-stock bonds, $18,260, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. By instruction of the committee, I move to strike 
out the paragraphs just read and: insert in lieu thereot— 

For interest and sinking fand on water-stock bonds, $44,610. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Src. 3. That the Treasurer of the United States is hereby directed and author- 
ized to apply such portion as: may be deemed expedient of any surplus which 
may remain at the close of the fiscal year 1888, and of each fiscal year there- 
after, of the general revenues of the District of Columbia in excess of one-half of 
those appropriations payable equally out of the revenues of the District and the 
United States, to the payment of the balance yet remaining unpaid of the debt 
of the District of Columbia created by the act approved. July 15, 1882, entitled, 
“An act to increase the water supply of the city of Washington, and for other 
pw +” Provided, That the amount of said surplus shall first be reported 
to. the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the Treasurer of the 
3 States by the First Comptroller of the Treasury when called upon to 

80. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the section just read is admitted to 
be subject. to a point of order, and for the purpose of presenting some 
questions in connection with it I desire to interpose a formal objection. 
Perhaps the committee has been wise in putting this section in the 
bill and asking us to pass it by unanimons consent; but surely it is 
not wise ta pass so important a provision without any explanation 
whatever. I will state very briefly why I make this formal objection, 
which perhaps I shall not insist upon. 

Every one who has been in Washington for the last few years knows 
how rapidly the city has been growing, both in population and in the 
assessed value of its property. I have lived for thirty years in a city 
of which the same remark is true; and I know how hard it is for-a legis- 
lative body, eithera city council or a Congress, to appreciate the rapidity 
with which the needs of a growing city increase. It seems that there 
is here a surplus revenue; due to the rapid growth of the city and the 
rapid rise in the assessed valuation of property. This sarplus, as ap- 
pears by a stutement near the bottom of page 2 of the report accom- 
panying this bill. is already abont $400,000. The committees say that, 
owing to this increase of surplus. revenue, some disposition must be 
made of it; and on this point they submit three questions for the House 
to answer. If I had not interposed this formal objection, the effect 


would have been that, passing this bill in the manner in which we 
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usually pass it, paying very little attention to its provisions, leaving 
them almost always to the hands of the committee, a permanant 
vision of law would have been adopted which might, perhaps, 3 
rass the growth of the city. I do not say positively it would do so; for 
I do not profess intimate knowledge of the affairs of the District. But 
on page 3 of the report, in view of the surplus revenue which is accru- 
ing, the committee state, if I may use the phrase, three alternatives, 
one of which must be adopted: First, that the tax-payers ought to pay 
something more than the 50 per cent. proportion of the expenses of the 
District; second, that the excess of revenue should be applied to the 
extinguishment of the funded debt; or, third, that the surplus should 
be applied to the liquidation of the debt owing to the General Govern- 
ment by the District for the increase of the water supply. 

Now, every one must see that there is a fourth alternative, so to 
speak, Congress might appropriate more money. If the city is growing 
very rapidly and its demands are correspondingly increasing, if it needs 
to have more money appropriated for it, then Congress must appro- 
priate more, or else the tax-payers must pay more than the 50 per cent. 
proportion. That is the question we start with. The committee say 
that this bill is believed to be amply liberal in its provisions, and 
sufficient in the a e for a wise and provident administration of 
the government of the District.“ L observe that they say also, in the 
first part of the report, that the estimates upon which this bill was 
framed aggregated $4,998,755, which is a great deal more than is ap- 
propriated in this bill. 

Now, Lwould like toask the committee whether the tax-payers of the 
District, either directly or indirectly, have been consulted as to whether 
they would not rather pay something more of the 50 per cent. of the 
expenses of the District in order that the streets may be more rapidly 
improved? Every one knows that we, sitting here in this Chamber, 
can not appreciate the growth of this city. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL took the floor and yielded his time to Mr. ADAMS. 

Mr. ADAMS. I think the impression is prevalent that street im- 
provements do not goon here as fast as they ought to; and every one who 
has given a moment's reflection to the matter must become convinced 
of the fact that, growing as rapidly as this city does, if more money 
were expended, and expended in the right way, the actual value of the 
assessable property would be vastly increased, and the appropriations 
which are taken from the Treasury of the United States might be 
largely diminished, and after a few yearsin all probability be altogether 
suspended. As the assessable value of the property of the city in- 
creases and as the city grows more money will necessarily be derived 
from taxation, and I ask if it is not good policy instead of hampering 
this grewth to do what may be done in a proper way to advance it? 

Have these matters, I ask, been considered by the committee? Are 
not the tax-payers of the District willing on their part to increase their 
proportion of appropriations over and above the 50 per cent. now paid 
rather than not have these street improvements goon? For my part, 
I, asaCongressman, would be glad to appropriate more money to match 
the additional money which would come in in the shape of revenue by 
the growth of the city and the enhancement of its values; and on the 
ground, as I stated a few moments ago, that as these values increase 
and. additional money flows into the treasury of the District from its 
available sources of revenue, that we may be enabled after awhile to 
stop the expenditure of money from the public Treasury. That I would 
be willing to do as a Congressman. Now, suppose I was a tax-payer 
here and the owner of real estate, which I am not, I would rather pay 
more than the 50 per cent. than see the city outgrowing the appropria- 
tions made from year to year. 

As I said, I live in a city where we have suffered for years because 
people have not been able to appreciate the growth of the city and to 
make 2 expenditures on such a scale as to conform to that growth 
and aid it. 

I have spoken on this subject, Mr. Chairman, professing no famil- 
iarity whatever with the question, but upon the ground that the com- 
mittee, in my judgment, ought to give us a little light upon it, and 
particularly 2s to whether the District would not prefer to increase its 
percentage, fixed by the act of 1863, to a larger amount than that 
specified, so that these improvements could be carried on more expe- 
ditiously. 

I would rather have that done, if I was a tax-payer here, than to 
have the growth of the city crippled and ham by inadequate ap- 
propriations. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Illinois should remember 
that the Government of the United States is largely in advance on this 
subject already by the appropriation of money for the extension of the 
water-works, and it is hardly possible to devise a better mode of re- 
turning that money to the United States than in the manner here spoken 
of. We should fall into the same difficulty exactly if we were enforced 
to be extravagant here and hoped to realize increased revenue by the 
collection of taxes. 

I can not imagine a better way than that which we have devised 
here of getting this money into the Treasury of the United States from 
the District than to appropriate that surplus in excess of the require- 
ments of the District. By so doing we return to the United States that 
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which it has so liberally and largely advanced in this connection; and 
it will relieve not only the tax-payers but the Government itself from 
ying this amount. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will admit all of that. That is an economic way 
of disposing of the matter unquestionably, and is a very satisfactory 
way, unless, of course, a mere economical plan can be devised. The 
question is, what is the difference between the $4,998,000 the estimate 
calis for and the amount you actually do appropriate ? 

Mr. RANDALL. This bill is not only liberal but generous towards 
the District. The Government of the United States agreed by law to 
pay 50 per cent. of these expenses on a false basis, which includes not 
only the public buildings but the streets and reservations of the city. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have not entirely concluded, but will listen to 
any suggestion the gentleman desires to make with pleasure. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I was going to say that I hoped the gentleman 
from Ilinois would not insist upon the objection he has made, in or- 
der that we might be allowed to finish the bill this evening. If he 
will notice the language of this section 3, it only provides that the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to apply 
such portion as he may deem expedient of this surplus fund. It does 
not obligate him to dispose of the whole of it in that manner. Now, 
of course there will be no surplus if Congress appropriates this sum. 
It depends upon the appropriations made as to whether there is any- 
thing to apply. If this bill passes we have about $483,000 of surplus. 

The gentleman from Illinois says there was an estimate made for a 
much larger sum than that recommended. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes; four millions nine hundred thousand. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is true; but L will state to the gentleman 
that to have complied with those estimates would have required new 
law all along the line, or a waiving of the rule against a change of the 
law. That would apply to the increase of the police foree, to the super- 
intendent of public schools, to the superintendent of police. All along 
it would have required a change of law, which we are not authorized 
to make, to comply with the estimates to which the gentleman alludes. 

Now. this bill recommends $107,000 more for streets than was appro- 
priated last year. Still this surplus is left over and above all; and 
next year there will be a reassessment, which occurs every three years, 
and experience of the past shows that the assessed value of the prop- 
erty has increased always under those valuations. This surplus will 
be greatly increased hereafter; and we will not only have to dispose of 
what is now on hand, but provide in all probability for disposing of 
farther accumulations. 

As regards the liberality with which the District has been treated, it 
must be remembered that not only does Congress make appropriations 
for streets, but it makes appropriations for other public purposes. The 
oe Hospital and others are provided for in the sundry civil 

Mr. RANDALL. And that comes wholly out of the United States 


Treasury. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. . Yes; no part of that comes from the District. 
Then the public parks, ete., are provided for from the United States 
‘Treasury. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the gentleman be kind enough to state the 
rate of taxation in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The rate is 81.50 per hundred dollars in the city 
and $1 outside of the city. 

Mr. SPINOLA. One-half of which is paid by the property and the 
other by the Government ? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. That is what is paid by the property, and then 
we appropriate for the purpose of the District, the United States Treas- 
ury paying one-half the appropriation. 

Mr. RANDALL, For every dollar the rate-payers give the Govern- 
ment gives another. 

Mr. SPINOLA. It is the cheapest governed city that I know of. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Allow me to state one other fact. It must be re- 
membered that this District and the Government of the United States 
together are now paying interest on the bonded debt of $20,000,000, 
nearly all of which was incurred in the cutting down, grading, and im- 
proving of the streets. 

Now we have advanced the whole expense of the new improvement 
for bringing water into the city. That has been advanced by the Fed- 
eral Government; and we simply provide that any surplus for which 
Congress does not appropriate an equal amount shall go to that pur- 

instead of remaining idle in the T 8 

Mr. ADAMS. That is all right of itself, provided it does not take 
the place of another change which the people of the Distriet might pre- 
fer, by which the citizens should pay not merely one-half, but, say, two- 
thirds of the expenses of the District. If I were a tax-payer I would 
rather have it that way, and have the whole applied to the improve- 
ments that are needed, instead of having an accumulating surplus. 

Mr. McCOMAS. If the gentleman were a tax-payer he would find 
the great majority of the citizens did not want to pay more than half 
the expenses. 

As regards the objection of the gentleman from Illinois I think two 


statements will remove his difficulty. This is not a removal of any 
limitation on the appropiiation. I think we have been fairly liberal 
toward the citizens of the District in the bill before the committee. It 
is $111,000 in excess of the act for the current year. 

Mr. RANDALL. Two hundred and twenty-two thousand dollars, 

Mr. McCOMAS, The net amount is what Thavestated. It is $152,- 
000 less a decrease of $41,000, which makes a sum of $111,000, 

There was a surplus in the Treasury in the year 1885 to the credit of 
the District of $30,380. In 1886 the surplus was $184,000; and in 1887 
the surplus was $294,000. For the current year it will exceed $300,000. 
The total, thereſore, at the end of last year, after deducting certain 
charges, was $381,000 of surplus. At the end of next year it will be 
nearly three-quarters of a million, if no unforeseen expenditure occurs. 
If the Senate should conclude to give all or near all the estimates of ex- 
penditure in this bill, there would still bea surplus to be appropriated 
out of District funds; and where could it be better appropriated than 
to the payment for the water-works now being executed at a cost of 
several million dollars, and for which the District has had an appropria- 
tion made in the deficiency appropriation bill, so that the current rev- 
enue may be applied to the current expenditure of this year? 

The objection my friend from Illinois foresees as to the policy of this 
District if there should be a large and rapidly accumulating surplus 
does not arise on this bill. The committee against it by making 
this provision as to the surplus on hand until further arrangements can 
be made. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [Iwill take the floor and will yield the gen- 
tleman my time if in the first place he will answer me a question. If in 
any locality in or about this city it is absolutely necessary that streets 
should be opened and improved, should that work be left undone if 
there be money in the Treasury to do it? Should it not be appropri- 
ated wherever it is necessary to have immediate improvements? 

My friend is aware there are localities where men have been waiting 
for years to build, men who have been paying taxes for forty years, 
and yet have nota road by which they can get to their property; the 
commissioners being willing to do it for them and asking for the neces- 
sary appropriations. My own impression is that an appropriation to 
enable them to make those improvements should be made. I agree 
there has been no bill ever presented to this House which has been 
prepared with more scrupulous care. I have no doubt the commis- 
sioners are willing to meet the wants of the public and to do it eco- 
nomically. And I feel some arrangement should be made by which 
men who have property they want to get to might secure the opening 
of the street. 

Mr. McCOMAS. In answer to the question of my colleague on the 
committee, I will say the present bill has an increase to the extent of 
$108,000 for the improvement of the streets over the appropriation for 
the current year. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. McCOMAS. There is also a largely increased amount of appro- 
priation for current repairs, The provision of this bill does not pre- 
vent my colleague or anybody from putting on the appropriation bill 
the expenditure of every dollar of this surplus. It only provides that 
when Congress shall not appropriate, the appropriation shall not lie 
idle, but shall be applied toward paying the water bond debt. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I understand that; but where the neces- 
sity for improving streets is urgent a larger appropriation might prop- 
erly be made, and the commissioners of the District have pointed out 
localities where improvements might be made. My friend knows we 
have visited localities of this city where in winter the mud was so deep 
that coal and other necessaries could not be delivered to the families, 
and almost within the shadow of this Capitol. I suggest, therefore, 
to my friend from Hlinois that the surplus is needed to make improve- 
ments in various localities. 

Mr. McCOMAS. There can not properly be a surplus while the Dis- 
trict has twenty millions of debt. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman, is there any proposition pending on 
which we can vote? Let us dispose of this matter by a vote. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not a proposition on which the committee has 
to vote. Isimply urged an objection which I now withdraw. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I desire to have a correetion made on line 23, by 
striking out the period after same, in the last line of that page, and 
inserting a semicolon. 

„5 In the absence of objection, that correction will 
e. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Crisp having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TOWNSHEND reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8989), had directed him to report back 
the same with sundry amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLEMENTS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 


4492 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. May 21, 
w 18555 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
cable. ; Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bi rted 
The latter motion was agreed to. „FCC e 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendments House bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

A bill (H. R. 314) authorizing the Secretary of War to place the name 
of James L. Henderson on the roll of Company B, Sixteenth Kentucky 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 335) granting a pension to General W. E. Woodruff; 

A bill (H. R. 1540) to establish a port of delivery at Grand Rapids, 
Mich.; 

A bill 2 R. anes) for the relief of Thomas J. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 6098) authorizing the construction and repair of the 
roads from the entrance to the reservation of the Presidio, at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., to the national cemetery on the same, and the fencing and 
protection of the said reservation and cemetery thereon; and 

A bill (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Abial G. Chamberlain. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 1232) for the relief of Thomas G. Corbin; 

A bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water-reserve lands in the 
State of Wisconsin are and have been subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 


1875; 

A bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, on the lands 
of Mrs. M. A. Bower, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark. 

A bill (S. 2318) to extend to the port of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., the 
privileges of inland transportation in bond; 

A bill (S. 2702) to amend so much of section 351 of the Revised Stat- 
utes as fixes the salary of the chief clerk of the Department of Justice; 


and 
A bill (S. 2972) to provide for making the west end of the Smith- 
sonian building fire-proof, and for other purposes. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to in- 
troduce the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk, and to put it 
upon its It is simply a resolution providing for the consider- 
ation of business from certain committees, without interfering mate- 
rially with the regular course of the proceedings of the House. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the House will on Tuesday, Wednesday, Thursday, Saturday, 
and Monday, 22, 23, 24, 26, and 28, take a recess at 5 o'clock p. m. until 8 
3 ‘clock p. m., an that the evenin sessions shall be devoted exclusively to bills 

Sad eres reported by the — owing committees, in the order to be desig- 
such committees, namel 
y evening, to bills and — reported from the Committee on Com- 


3 evening, to bills and measures reported from the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads; 
Thursday evening, to bills and measures reported from the Committee on Ter- 


tories 
"Saturday evening, to bills reported from the Committee on the Public Lands; 


„to bills and measures reported from the Committee on Mili- 

that if, at the 8 of the House on either of the 
evenings indicated any bill called up and ially considered should remain 
und of, such bill shall be consid in the House on the succeeding leg 
islative day, immediately after the reading of the Journal, and, after oer * 
debate thereon (except on Thursday, — fee three hours’ debate shal be ale 
lowed), to be equall vided between those in favor of and those A to 
the bill, the ao shall pr roceed to vote upon all pending amendments and on 
the final passage of the bill without any intervening motion or business. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution? 

Mr. HERBERT. Is this a report from the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is not, but I do not think they will object 
to it, 

Mr. MACDONALD. This is too important a matter to be passed 
upon now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then let it be referred to the Committee on 
Rules. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I think it should be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is understood by the House generally that the 
Committee on Rules are unanimous in approving it. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I don’t care about that. I want to have it 
acted upon by the committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Minnesota 
object to the introduction of the resolution for reference to the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. MACDONALD. No, sir. 

The resolution was referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Before putting the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] the Chair will lay before the 
House a report from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


Monda = evenin, 
tary Affairs. An 


titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4903) for the relief of A. Gates Lee, surviving part- 
ner of A. G. and B. P. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
certain citizens of Chicago, employés of the custom-house, for extra time 
services; 

A bill (H. R. 8006) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to timber depredations; 

A bill (H. R. 5683) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to complete a contract for the sale of certain real estate to 
Job Barnard; 

A bill (H. R. 639) to authorize Commander John W. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher from the Government of the 
United States of Colombia; 

A bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver; and 

3 (H. R. 4909) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ce 

The motion of Mr. BuRRows was agreed to; and the House accord- 
ingly (at 6 o’clock p. m.) adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10043) for the relief of Simeon Traw— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 10044) granting a pension to Perry 
Dunton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. 10045) for the relief of the estate of 
Joseph Matthews, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims 

By Mr. LODGE: A bill (H. R. WED for the relief of Albert M. 
Burnham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 10047) toincrease the pension of James 
Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 10067) for the relief of Lieut. F. S. 
Bassett of the United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 10068) granting a pen- 
sion to Lieut. Starkey R. Powell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BLISS: A bill (H. R. 10069) for the relief of Capt. Theo- 
dore F. Kane, United States Navy—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: A bill (H. R. 10070) for the re- 
lief of Mrs. D. J. Wells—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 10071) for the relief of William 
Muirhead—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BUCHANAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 10072) to promote 
the progress of life-saving and time-saving improvements; etc.—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. CONGER: A.bill (H. R. 10073) granting a pension to P. F. 
Jonte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10074) correcting the military record of John 
Nichols—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10075) granting a pension t to John Skinner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 10076) for the relief of J. N. 
Womack—to the Committee on War Claims: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: A bill (H. R. 10077) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin F. Runkle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUENTHER: A bill (H. R. 10078) for the relief of Mathew 
O. Regan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 10079) for the relief of Mary A. 
White—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. S. T. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 10080) establishing a post- 
route extending from the mail station or post-office, Eureka, Sullivan 
County, New York, to the mail station known as Sundown, Ulster 
County, New York—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads, 


By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 10081) for the relief of Caroline 
Craig—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10082) to amend an act entitled 
An act for the relief of the widow and orphan children of Col. William 
R. McKee ’’—to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10083) for the relief of the heirs of Joel A. Stokes— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. eee for the relief of John MeDaniel—to the 
Committee on Military Affa 

By Mr. NUTTING: A bill i (H. R. 10085) for the relief of George W. 
Briggs from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Af- 


8 Mr. PLUMB: A bill (H. R. 10086) granting a pension to Christo- 
pher J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAWYER: A bill (H. R. 10087) granting a pension to Allen 
C. Feathers. 
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By Mr. M. A. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 10088) granting right of way 
to the Arizona Improvement Company, ete.— to the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs. 

By Mr. SYMES: A bill (H. R. 10089) granting a pension to Daniel 
M. Snider—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. T. L. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10090) granting a pension 
to Christian Kembeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 10091) for the relief of Mary 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10092) granting arrears of pension to the widow 
of James Gain—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 10093) for the relief of the heirs of E. 
O. Watkins—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLOOD: A bill (H. R. 10094) for the relief of William Bixby 
alias Charles Ashley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: A bill (H. R. 10095) to correct the 
record as to the discharge of George D. Wilder—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEMPHILL (by request): A bill (H. R. 10096) for the 
es of Thomas J. Parker—to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10097) for the relief of 
ee & Gregory—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation 

aims. - 


Change in the reference of a bill improperly referred was made in the 
following case, namely: $ 


A bill (H. R. 4575) granting a pension to Michael Hargain, from the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Select Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Memorial of Lieut. F. S. Bassett, of the Navy, to 
accompany House bill for his relief—to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs 


By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Petition of citizens of Scott County, Illi- 
nois, asking that a pension be granted Lieut. S. R. Powell, of the Black 
Hawk war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Petition of James L. Graham and 11 others, citi- 
zensof the Twenty-eighth district of Pennsylvania, for better legal pro- 
tection of women and girls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BLISS: Petition of Richard Mays, of Brooklyn, N. Y., for 
nce of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 


ar 

By Mr. BOUND: Petition of members of the bar of Northumberland 
County, Pennsylvania, asking that said county be detached from the 
western and be attached to the eastern district of Pennsylvania—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of D. J. Wells, for refer- 
ence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 

By Mr. BREWER: Petition of Augustus Holden and 13 others, citi- 
zens of Greene County, Michigan, relating to postage on bulbs, seeds, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Petition of S. A. H. McKim, executor of 
James Gill, for relief—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, memorial of W. H. Harrison, for relief—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

yi Mr. BUCHANAN: Petition of William Farr Goodwin, of Stelton, 
N. J., for extension of certain patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH tbs request): Petition of David Miller, 
of A. W. Hicks, and of Wolff & Brown, for payment of their war 
claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of John B. Wolff, for payment of Indian depredation 
claims—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

Also, petition of Thomas H. Kelly, administrator of John. H Piatt, 
for payment of his claim—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of citizens of St. Louis, Mo., for a re- 
duction of the duties on rice—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. COLLINS: Petition of 1,193 citizens of Massachusetts, in favor 
ofa l telegraph—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Montana, for cancellation 
of grant of mineral lands to the Northern Pacific Railway Company— 
to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: Petition of C. B. Reynolds and others, male citi- 
zens of Lewiston, Idaho, for better legal protection of women and girls 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD: Petition of William Bixby, alias Charles Ashley, 
for removal of the charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. FORD: Petition of Charles Scott, president of Hope Col- 
lege, and 20 others, male citizens of Holland, Mich., for better legal 
protection to women and girls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of the Creek Nation, for reimbursement 
of certain moneys accruing under the treaty of 1886—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of 14 postal-clerks, of Iowa, in favor of 
bill to readjust salaries of railway postal-clerks—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Beklin Winyers and others, asking that 
rice be put on the tariff list at half a cent per pound—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Memorial of E. W. Leggett, for removal of duty on 
glue—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KEAN: Petition of citizens of Monmouth County, New 
Jersey, protesting against any reduction of duties on agricultural prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Ida F. Bossler, for a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: Petition of Otis Gray, for removal of charge of 
desertion from the United States naval service—to the Committee or 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. NUTTING (by request): Petition of George W. Briggs, for 
removal of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of Edward McBride, for re- 
moval of charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of O. N. P. Sheffer, of Neodesha, Kans., 
for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PERRY: Petition of Mary E. Hilton Partridge, heir of 
Thomas Hilton, and of W. S. Brown, heir of James Brown, of Rich- 
land County, South Carolina, for reference of their claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of the bar of Finney County, Kansas, 
for the erection of a public building at Garden City, Kans.—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RAYNER: Petition of C. Morton Stewart & Co. and other 
business men of Baltimore, Md., relative to fixing a time when any 
change in the tariff on sugar, if any be made, shall go into effect—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of numerous citizens of Little Rock, 
Ark., relating to certain amendments of the interstate- commerce law 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Charles Foster and 28 others, citizens of 
Fostoria; of V. Hull and 91 others, citizens of Finlay; of James 
Michard and 31 others, citizens, and of John Hichelet and 64 others, 
citizens of Ohio, against reduction of the duty on window-glass—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the Empire Woolen Company; J. C. 
Bailey and 255 others, citizens of Clayville; of Hathaway & Reynolds 
and others, citizens of Augusta; of Lewis R. Stelle and others, citizens 
of Paris, and of S. E. Barton and 85 others, citizens of Trenton, N. Y., 
in favor of protecting American products—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STOCKDALE: Petition of William Smith of Amite County, 
Mississippi, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Clai 

By Mr. SYMES:. Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of Denver, 
Colo., in favor of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. TILLMAN (by request): Petition of Riley R. Dowling and 
others, heirs of William M. Dowling, for reference of their claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of J. M. M. Johnson, and of widow 
of John W. Utley, of Davidson County, Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: Petition of soldiers of George Humphrey Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Fort Wayne, and of Grand Army of 
the Republic post at Waterloo, Ind., for the establishment of a soldiers’ 
home at Indianapolis, Ind.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILBER: Petition for the passage of House bill 8072, for 
the relief of railway postal clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WISE: Petition of the Virginia fruit and vegetable packers 
a 5 7 abolition of the duty on tin-plate—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 


The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better pro- 
tection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Labor: 


By Mr. ARNOLD: Of Knights of Labor of River Point, R. I. 

By Mr. BAYNE: Of Knights of Labor of Dravosburgh, Pa. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of Knights of Labor of Sunbury, Pa. 

Py Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Of Knights of Labor of Beebe, 


Ar 

By Mr. BRYCE: Of Knights of Labor of New York City. 

By Mr. BUCKALEW: Of Knights of Labor of Centralia, Columbia 
County, Pennsylvania. A 

By Mr. BURNETT: Of Local Assembly 9250, Knightsof Labor, of 
Hudson, Mass. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 22, 


By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Of Local Assembly 6596, and of Loca 
Assembly No. 1781, Knights of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio. ‘ 
By Mr. BYNUM: Of Knights of Labor of Indianapolis, Ind. 
By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Of Local Assembly 1971, Knights of 
Labor, of Rew York City. 
By Mr. COBB: Of Knights of Labor of Strasburgh, Ala. 
By Mr. COCKRAN: Of Knights of Labor of New York City. 
By Mr. COGSWELL: Of Knights of Labor of Haverhill, and of Bal- 
lard Vale, Essex County, Massachusetts. 
By Mr. COX: Of Knights of Labor of Newark, N. Y. 
By Mr. CUMMINGS: Of citizens of Monnt Vernon, N. Y. 
By Mr. DINGLEY: of Local Assembly No. 4930, Knights of Labor, 
of Sabattas, Me. 
By Mr. DORSEY: Of Local Assembly No. 3790, Knights of Labor, 
of Grand Island, Nebr. 
By Mr. DUNN: Of Local Assembly No. 817, Knights of Labor, of 
Newport, Ark. 
By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Of Knights of Labor Assembly No. 6287, 
of Reading, Pa. 
By Mr. FITCH: Of Knights of Labor of New York City. 
By Mr. GREENMAN: Of Knights of Labor of Troy, Rensselaer 
County, New York. 
By Mr. HARMER: Of Knights of Labor of Philadelphia, Pa. 
By Mr. HAYDEN: Of Local Assembly No. 5620, Knights of Labor, 
of East Cambridge, Mass. 
By Mr. HIESTAND: Of Cigar- ? Assembly No. 1104, Knights 
of Labor, of Lancaster, Pa. 
z Also, of Local Assembly No. 9649, Knights of Labor, of Lancaster, 
a. 
By Mr. A. J. HOPKINS: Of Knights of Labor of Aurora, III. 
Also, of citizens of Batavia, III. 
By Mr. S. T. HOPKINS: Of Knights of Labor of Athens, Greene 
County, and of East Kingston, Ulster County, New York. 
By Mr. KETCHAM: Of Knights of Labor of Poughkeepsie, N. Y. 
By Mr. LAIDLAW: Of Knights of Labor of Richburgh, Allegany 
County, New York. 
By Mr. LODGE: Of Knights of Labor of Wakefield, Mass. 
By Mr. McADOO: Of members of labor organizations of Jersey City, 
N. J. 
By Mr. McCORMICK: Of Knights of Labor of Sawyer City, of 
Williamsport, of Durham, and of Forest House, Pa. 
By Mr. McCREARY: Of Knights of Labor of Altamont, Laurel 
County, and of citizens of Laurel County, Kentucky. 
By Mr. McRAE: Of Knights of Labor of Chidesta, Ark. 
By Mr. MOFFITT: Of Knights of Labor of Ticonderoga, and of 
Mineville, Essex County, New York. 
By Mr. NEAL: Of Knights of Labor of Sale Creek, Tenn. 
By Mr. NORWOOD: Of workmen and of Knights of Labor of Savan- 
nah, Ga. 
By Mr. NUTTING: Of citizens of Clyde, N. Y., and of Knights of 
Labor of Auburn, N. Y. 
By Mr. O’FERRALL: Of Knights of Labor of Harrisonburgh, Va. 
By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Of Knights of Labor, No. 6285, of 
Philadelphia, Pa. 
By Mr. PERRY: Of Knights of Labor of Wilkinsville, Union County, 
South Carolina. 
By Mr. PETERS: Of Knights of Labor of Kinsley, Kans. 
Also, of Knights of Labor of Portland, Sumner County, and of La 
Rush County, Kansas. 
By Mr. RANDALL: Of Local Assemblies No. 3534, No. 3048, and 
other Knights of Labor, of Philadelphia. 
By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Of Central Labor Union of Norwich, Conn. 
By Mr. SIMMONS: Of Knights of Labor of Garysburgh, N. C. 
By Mr. SNYDER: Of Knights of Labor of Cedar Grove, and of St. 
Albans, W. Va. 
By Mr. SPINOLA: Of Onward Labor Club, No. 1, of New York 
City. 
Riso, of Local Assembly No. 5698, Knights of Labor, of New York 
City. 
15 Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Of Knights of Labor of Oronogo, and 
of Alba, Mo. 
By Mr. STRUBLE: Of Knights of Labor of Sanborn, Iowa. 
By Mr. SYMES: Of Knights of Labor of Silver Plume, Clear Creek 
County, Colorado. 
By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of Knights of Labor of Mankato, Kans. 
By Mr. WEBER: Of Knights of Labor, No. 10821, of Lockport, N. Y. 
By Mr. S. V. WHITE: Of the File Makers’ Unionof Brooklyn, N. Y. 


The following petitions for therepeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. LIND: Of Dr. R. D. Barber, of Worthington, Minn. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of Dr, William A. McCulley and others, of Inde- 
pendence, and of J. K. Tulloss, of Selan, Kans. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: Of citizens of Georgia. 

Mi desig H. G. TURNER: OS V. S. Wood & Co. and others, of Camilla, 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 233, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH: Of John P. Murphy and others, of 
Ohio. 

By Mr. CAREY: Of citizens of Laramie City, Wyo. 

By Mr. PARKER: Of citizens of New York. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: _ 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of Grange No. 174, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
Big Pond, Bradford County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. 8. T. HOPKINS: Of 140 farmers of Schaghticoke, N. Y. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Of Joseph W. Smith and others, of Alfred, Al- 
legany County, N. Y. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of W. D. Stephens and 25 others, of the Twenty- 
seventh district of New York. : 

By Mr. PARKER: Of citizens of Chippewa Bay and of De Kalb 
Junction, N. Y. 

By Mr. SENEY: Of J. W. Butler and 360 others, citizens of Han- 
cock County, and of J. B. Gormley and 40 others, citizens of Crawford 
County, Ohio. 

By Mr. SYMES: Of citizens of Evergreen, Colo. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: Of farmers of Allen County and of Noble 
County, Indiana. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: ` 

By Mr. BLISS: Of citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Of Frank Stieber and 60 others, citizens of Perry 
County, Missouri. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of ex-soldiers of Ewing, and of Dawson County, 
Nebraska. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of members of Barry Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of South Wheelock, Vt. 

25 Mr. WILBER: Of the Grand Army of the Republic, of Oneonta, 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of 229 citizens of Madison and Dodge Counties, 

Nebraska. 

= kg Mr. GREENMAN: Of 161 citizens of Washington County, New 
or 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of 54 citizens of Cayuga County, New York. 

By Mr. SHIVELY (by request): Of 78 citizens of Marshall County, 


Indiana. 

By Mr. J. B. WHITE: Of Ss citizens of Noble and La Grange Coun- 
ties, Indiana. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Of 188 citizens of Huron and Macomb 
Counties, Michigan. 


The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads: 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: Of citizens of Edisto Island, South Carolina. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 22, 1888. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BuTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. The Journal as read by the Secretary states that a 
resolution which I offered yesterday was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. The resolution wasadopted. It was a resolution in- 
stracting the Committee on Military Affairs to consider a certain sub- 
ject, and it was adopted. I move to amend the Journal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal entry will be read. 
However, before the Journal entry is read by the Secretary, the Chair 
would call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to his own 
statement on page 4684 of the RecorbD, the first paragraph of which 
will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK read as follows: 


Mr. Hoar submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

“Resolved, tthe Committee on Military Affairs be directed to consider and 

report whether some amendment to the laws ought not to be made prohibitin. 

the enlistment in the Army of the United States in time rot aay of men wi 

aeieea Ea families dependent on them for support without n to or consent of 
r wives.” 


Mr. Hoar, Mr. President, I desire to obse: in sending the resolution to the 
Committee on Military Affairs— 2 oo i 
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Mr. HOAR. I observed that, but I did not intend by that phrase 
to imply that the resolution was to be referred to the committee to be 
posse audio but I intended that it should be acted upon. As an easier 
way to get out of it, I will ask unanimous consent that the vote by 
which the resolution was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs 
be reconsidered, and that the resolation be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the vote of 
thg Senate referring the resolution to the Committee on Military Affairs 
will be reconsidered, and the resolution will be agreed to. It is so or- 
dered, if there be no objection. 

If there be no motion to amend or correct the Journal, it will stand 
approved as read. 

L. J. WORDEN—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate : 

I retarn without approval Senate bill No. 1064, entitled “An act for the reliet 
of L. J. Worden.” 

This bill directs the Postmaster-General to allow to L. J. Worden, recently 
the postmaster at Lawrence, Kans., the sum of $625, paid out by him as such 
postmaster for clerk-hire during the period from Jaly 1, 1 to June 3, 1883. 

The allowances to these officers for clerk-hire and other like expenses are 
fixed in each case by the Post-Office nent, and are paid out of an appro- 
priation made in gròss to cover them all. The excess of receipts for box-rents 
and commissions, over and above the salary of the postmaster, is ado; by 
law as the maximum amount of such allowances in each case; and within that 
limit the amount appropriated is apportioned by the P. Department to 
the different offices according to their needs. 

The allowances to the Lawrence post-office for the year ending June 30, 1883, 
were $3,100. This was fully its proportion of theappropriation eby Congress 
for that year, and as much as wasin most cases given to other offices of the 
same grade. In September, 1882, during the first quarter of the year in question, 
the net perry e application for an increase of his allowances, which was 
declined; and a similar application in December of the same year was also de- 
clined. The reason given for non-compliance with this request in both cases 
was a lack of funds. Itis the rule to make only such allowances in any year 
as can be paid from the appropriation made for that period. 

No further application for increase of allowances was made by Mr. Worden 
until „ when the same was increased $900 for the year, to date from 
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It appears, too, that 
event. 
Executive MANSION, May 18, 1888. 


The time allowed the Executive by the Constitution for the examination of 
bills presented to him by Congress for his action expired in the case of the bill 
herewith returned on Saturday, May 19. The Senate adjourned or took a recess 
on Thursday afternoon, May 17, until to-day (the 21st of May). 

On the day of said recess or adjournment the above message, disapproving 
said bill and accompanying its return to the Senate, where it originated, was 
drawn, and on May 18 wasengrossedand signed. On Saturday, the 19th of May, 
the Senate not being in session, the message and the bill were tendered to the 
Secretary of the Senate, who declined to receive them, and thereupon they were 
on the s:me day tend to the President of the Senate, who also declined to 
receive same, both of these oficials claiming that the return of said bill and 
the delivery of said message could only properly be made to the Senate when 
in actual session. 

They are therefore transmitted as soon as the Senate reconvenes after its re- 


cess, with this explanation. 
a GROVER CLEVELAND. 

Mr. HOAR. The communication of the President of the United 
States, which has just been read, raises a very important constitutional 
question, far beyond anything involved in the merits of the bill itself. 
I think it proper that the Senate should give its careful consideration 
to the matter, and I move that the message be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Privileges and Elections, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the bill and the accompanying message be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 

ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 42) granting a 


pension to Lizzie Wright Owen; which were in line 3, after the name 
“Owen,” to strike out only surviving daughter of George Wright, 
late a brigadier-general of United States Volunteers,” and insert’ 
‘‘widow of —— Owen, late an officer of the Army of the United 
States;’’ and in line 6, before the word dollars,“ to strike out fifty“ 
and insert eighteen;““ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws,the name of Lizzie Wright Owen, widow of 
Owen, late an officer of the Army of the Uni States, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $18 per month, 


Mr. BLAIR. Task that the amendment as to-the rate be disagreed 
to, and that a committee of conference be appointed thereon. I did not 
understand the other matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
moves that the Senate disagree to the amendments made by the House 
of Representatives, and ask for a conference on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. BLAIR, Mr. 
DOLPH, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed, 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives non-concurring in the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the payment _ 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, and asking for a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments, 
and agree to the conference asked by the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. ALLISON, Mr. 
DAWEs, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, 
Oregon, praying that a large appropriation be made for the support of 
the revenue marine; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, Ore- 
gon, praying that river and harbor improvements be continued in 
charge of the Army engineers; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

Mr. STANFORD presented a petition of the faculty of the University 
of California, located at Berkeley, Cal., praying for the passage of the 
international copyright law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the city officials of San Francisco, 
Cal., praying for the establishment of a quarantine station at that place; 
which was ordered to lie on the tabie. 

le also presented a petition of packing companies and canners of 
California, praying for the removal of the duty on tin-plate; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Southern California, officially signed, representing 1,378 mem- 
bers, praying for the repeal of the internal-revenue tax on all alcoholic 
liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 30 citizens of San Francisco, Cal., a 
petition of 71 citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of California, 
and a petition of 120 citizens of the First, Sixth, and Seventh Congres- 
sional districts of California, praying for prohibition in the District of 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. VOORHEES presented petitions of members of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, the Women’s Relief Corps, and of the Sons of Veter- 
ans and citizens of Richmond, Wayne County, Indiana; of Alexandria, 
Madison County, Indiana, and of Jonesborough, Grant County, Indiana, 
praying for the passage of House bill 8391, providing for the establish- 
mentof a branch of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers 
and Sailors at Marion, in Grant County, Indiana; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. z 

He also presented a petition of Mount Olive Post, No. 428, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Indiana, praying for the estab- 
lishment in the State of Indiana of a branch of the National Home for 
Disabled Volunteer Soldiers and Sailors, to be located at Indianapolis; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of H. Van Voorst and 27 other hon- 
orably discharged soldiers of the late war, members of Hall Tippe- 
canoe Post, No. 51, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Indi- 
ana, at Monticello, Ind., praying for the passage of the per diem rated 
service-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of William E. Walters and 60 other 
citizens and soldiers of Brown County, Indiana, praying for the repeal 
of the arrears-of-pension limitation; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. ; 

He also presented a petition adopted at a meeting of the ex-Union 
soldiers of Cass County, Indiana, held at Logansport April 26, 1888, 
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praying for the passage of the per diem rated service-pension bill, the 
repeal of the limitation on pension arrears, that the widows of all sol- 
diers shall receive $12 per month from the date of death, and for the 
passage of the 40 per cent. bill introduced in the House of Represent- 
atives by Mr. Hovey; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. TELLER. I present a petition of citizens of Montana Terri- 
tory, praying for legislation to preserve to citizens of the United States 
mineral lands along the Nerthern Pacific Railway, and to prevent the 
Northern Pacific Railway Company from acquiring lands to which it 
is not entitled by its grant. 

I desire to say that it seems to me it is impossible that there should 
be any legislation needed or required on this subject. It is entirely 
within the province of the Department charged with the execution of 
the law under this grant to protect the people in all the rights that 
they have. 
tan rg that the petition be referred to the Committee on Public 


The motion was to. 

Mr. ALLISON presented a petition of 28 ex-Union soldiers, citizens 
of Dexter, Iowa, praying for the passage of the per diem rated service- 
pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James Parker, of Davis City, De- 
catur County, Iowa, praying to be allowed a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of postal clerks of Iowa, praying for a 
readjustment of their pay; which was referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying that an appropriation be made to provide for 
improvements at Fort Snelling, Minn. ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FARWELL presented a petition of citizens of Marion, III., and 
a petition of citizens of Peoria, Ill., praying for the passage of the per 
diem rated service-pension bill; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. EVARTS presented a petition of the Northrup Glove Manufact- 
uring Company and 13 other firms doing business in the State of New 
York, praying that the import duty on glue be maintained as it now 
is; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Arch. M. Campbell, M. D., and 31 
other citizens of Mount Vernon, Westchester County, New York, pray- 
ing for better legal protection for womanhood und girlhood, and that 
the age of consent be raised to eighteen years; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2823) to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Fort 
Smith, Ark., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2515) to provide pneumatic gun-carriages for 
the War Department, reported it with an amendment. 


WILLIAM H. FREAR. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I report from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
a letter of the Secretary of State, transmitting certain papers relating to 
the claim of William H. Frear, and ask that it be printed under the 
resolution which I send to the desk, for which I ask present considera- 
tion. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the 1 84 Las 8 $ o preto ried May 50 * 5 

i m . rear n: Fran 

Srinted eee to Senate Executive Document No. 148 of the present 
session. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON POST-OFFICES AND POST-ROADS. 


Mr. JONES, of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Control 
the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the fol- 
lowing resolution, reported it without amendment, and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads is hereby au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer to report proceedings before said committee 
regarding House bill No, 4910. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 2989) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the record of William P. Gregg; which was read twice 


by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2990) granting a pension to Eliza Settle; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2991) granting a pension to 
Augustus Pyle; which was read twice by its title. 


Mr. COCKRELL, In on W the bill I Lng ga 
tions praying for the passage of a special act granting Augustus Pyle 
a pension, also the military record of Mr. Pyle from the War Depart- 
ment, and his military record from the adjutant-general of the State of 
Missouri, together with the affidavit of Mr. Pyle, and sundry other 
affidavits showing his condition and his right toa pension. I move 
their reference with the bill to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. r 

Mr. DAWES introduced a bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify theagree- 
ment submitted by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the 
Fort Hall and Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other 
purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet A. Hillard; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 2994) for the relief of William 
A. Hunter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
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Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PAYNE introduced a bill (S. 2996) for the relief of John H. 
Merrill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2997) for the relief of Samuel 
B. Horne; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2998) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Charles 
G. Sawtelle, deputy quartermaster-general United States Army; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
‘Affai 

Mr. SABIN introduced a bill (S. 2999) granting to the Duluth and 
Winnipeg Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac 
Indian reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3000) granting a pension to Sarah 
Sheldon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3001) granting a pension to J. Niebels; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3062) to correct the retired-list 
relating to Lieut. F. S. Bassett, United States Navy; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BLAIR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3003) to provide for 
the use of the business envelope, Crossman and Brown quality,“ for 
the Federal Departments and United States Congress; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3004) to prevent any per- 
son or persons in the cities of Washington and Georgetown from mak- 
ing books and pools on the result of trotting or running races or boat 
races and contests of any kind in the District of Columbia; which was 
read twice by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is similar to the bill which was recently passed, 
but which applied only to the cities of Washington and Georgetown. 
A mother came to me desiring that a bill be passed covering the Dis- 
trict, saying that boys in the District found their way outside of these 
cities. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3005) for the relief of the estates 
of James H. Judkins and William T. Judkins; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PUGH introduced a bill (S. 3006) to amend the law relating to 
the execution of wills in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT TO POST-OFFICE BUILDING BILL. 

Mr. PADDOCK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2762) to provide for theerection of public build- 
ings for post-offices in towns and cities where the post-office receipts for 
three years preceding have exceeded $3,000 annually; which was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 8191) to en- 
large the powers and duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to 
create an Executive Department to be known as the 5 of 
Agriculture; in which it requested the concurrence of the te. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the “House had 
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signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver; 

A bill (H. R. 639) to authorize Commander John W. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher from the Government of the 
United States of Colombia; 

A bill (H. R. 2068) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay 
certain citizens of Chicago, employé¢sof the custom-house, for extra-time 
services; 

A bill (H. R. 4908) 
of A. G. and B. P. Lee; 

A bill (H. R. 4909) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 


for the relief of A. Gates Lee, surviving partner 


? 

A bill (H. R. 5683) to authorize the commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to complete a contract for the sale of certain real estate to 
Job Barnard; and 

A bill (H. R. 8006) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, in relation to timber depredations. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. HALE, it was 
Ordered, That the papers in the case of Andrew R.G. Smith be withdrawn 
from the files of the Senate and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
SANTA MONICA BREAKWATER. 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following resolution; which was considered, 
by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, directed to inform 
the Senate of the probable cost of a breakwater at or about a depth of 9 fathoms, 
in the bay of Santa Monica, California, such breakwater to be of such length 
and in such loeation as to secure safe anchorage at all points within a space of 
not less than l mile in width; also to inform the Senate what proportion of said 
cost may be judiciously expended within the coming fiscal year. 


MINNIE A. BAILEY. 


Mr. PLATT. On the 24th of April, when I was not in the Senate, 
the Committee on Pensions reported adversely upon the bill (S. 2344) 
granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey. I think that the report was 
made under a misapprehension, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed be reconsidered, and 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'The Senator from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the vote by which the bill (S. 2344) granting 
a pension to Minnie A. Bailey was indefinitely postponed be reconsid- 
ered, and that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 
Tt will be so ordered, if there be no objection. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, and to create an Executive Department to be 
known as the Department of Agriculture, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


PUBLIC BUILDING IN ZANESVILLE, 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 351) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Zanesville, Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word ‘‘ purchase,” to 
insert ‘‘ acquire by condemnation;’’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is. authorized and di- 
rected to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise provide a suitable 
site, and cause to be erected thereon, at the city of Zanesville, in the State of 
Ohio, a substantial and commodious public building, with fire-proof vaults, for 
the use and accommodation of the post-office, internal-revenue office, pension 
office, and for other Government uses, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 13, before the word thousand, 
to strike out 1507 and insert 75; and in line 18, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out 150 and insert 75; so as to read: 

The site and the building thereon, when completed according to plans and 
specifications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, shall not exceed the cost of $75,000; and the site purchased shall leave the 
building unexposed to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space 
of at least 50 feet, including streets and alleys; and for the purposes herein men- 
tioned the sum of $75,000 is hereby 3 out of any moneys in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

_ The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH LAC DE FLAMBEAU RESERVATION. 


Mr. SPOONER. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2901) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and 
Western Railway Company the right of way through the Lac de Flam- 
beau Indian reservation, in the State of Wisconsin. 
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The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the y 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 14, after the word ‘‘paid,’’ 
to insert: 

And the consent of the Indians on said reservation thereto shall have been 
first obtained in a manner satisfactory to the President of the United States. 

Mr. DAWES. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the word ‘‘thereto,’’ after reservation,“ in line 15. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. After the word reservation,“ in line 15, I move 
to insert ‘‘as to the amount of said compensation.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agree i to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Indian Affairs was to add 
to section 2 the following proviso: 

Provided, That said railroad shall be located, constructed, and operated with 
due regard to the rights of the Indians and under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior shall prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, before the word 
“years,” to strike out five and insert three; so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 3. That the rights herein granted shall be forfeited by said company un- 
less the road is constructed through said reservation within three years, 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section: 

Sec, 4. That Congress may at any time amend, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act, 

The amendment was a; to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In section 1, line 8, after the word State,“ I 
move to insert: 

The said Indians having consented by treaty to a reservation by the United 
States of the power to grant rights of way through said reservation. 

So as to read: 2 

That there is hereby granted to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and Western Rail- 
way Company, a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State 
of Wisconsin. and its assigns, the right of way for the extension of its railroad 
through the Lac de Flambeau Indian reservation in said State, the said Indians 


having consented by treaty to a reservation by the United States ot the power 
to grant rights of way through said reservation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SPOONER. In section 2, at the end of line16, after the amend- 
ment already agreed to, I move to insert the following proviso: 


Provided, That if said Indians shall refuse to accept asum which, in the jud 
ment of the President, is a just compensation for said right of way, the said 
compensation shall then be ascertained in such manner as the President shall di- 
rect, having due regard to the rights of the Indians, in which event the said 
company shall have the right to take and occupy said right of way by paying 
jae com — so ascertained in such manner as the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior s rect, 5 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. SPOONER. In section 2, line 19, after the word ‘‘Provided,’? 
I move to insert the word Further.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAR HARBOR, ME. 

Me DARWEN I move to take up Senate bill 2615, Order of Busi- 
ness 9; 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator yield to me for the passage of a bill 
that will take no time? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I appeal to the Senator to yield to me for the 
passage of a bill which has been a good deal delayed and is a local 
matter, 

Mr. FARWELL. This is the Baltimore and Potomac bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois is entitled 
to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. FARWELL. Yes, sir. 3 

Mr. HALE. I move to take up for passage Order of Business 1 
being House bill 4467. a 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4467) for the erection of a 
public building at Bar Harbor, in Maine. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REVOLUTIONARY BATTLE-FIELD OF BENNINGTON. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1304, Senate bill 2920, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois yield 
to the Senator from Vermont? 

Mr. FARWELL. How much time will it take? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. About a minute and a half. 

Mr. FARWELL. I yield. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Vermont. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2920) relative to the Revolu- 
tionary battle-field of Bennington. It provides for the payment to the 
governor of the State of Vermont of $22,000, to be by him transferred 
to the Bennington Battle Monument Association, to be expended by 
them in the erection of a suitable iron stairway, for the removal of 
buildings, and grading and improving the grounds surrounding the 
monument erected to commemorate the Revolutionary battle of Ben- 
nington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE AT NEBRASKA CITY, 


Mr. FARWELL. I now move to take up Order of Business 938, be- 
ing the bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company to acquire and use real estate for railway purposes in the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PADDOCK. T appeal to the Senator from Illinois. I wish to 
call up a bridge bill. 

Mr. FARWELL. If it will not take longer than two minutes, I 
will yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK, It will not, I think. 

Mr. FARWELL. I yield. 

Mr. PADDOCK. It is Order of Business 1369, Senate bill 2674. I 
move to take it up. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 2674) authorizing the 
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city 
of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for other purposes, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Printer. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Ihave it here. Isend it to the desk. 

The bill was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When this bill was reported from the 
Committee on Commerce it was with amendments which have not been 
incorporated in the bill which has just been read, the bill with the 
amendments not having been received from the Printer. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I inquire of the Senator who reported the bill if 
there are amendments to the bill? 

Mr. VEST. The bill was reported with amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They do not appear in the printed 
copy that has just been read. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course I know nothing about the bill 
after I reported it. That is a clerical matter. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the paper which has been read is not the 
true present file of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was stated when the bill was 
called up for consideration that the printed bill with the amendments 
of the committee had not yet come in. The original bill has been 
read. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the bill be med. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I will simply suggest that the bill be laid aside 


until the printed copy comes in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be laid aside. 


BALTIMORE AND POTOMAC RAILROAD. 


Mr. FARWELL. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (8. 2615) to author- 
ize the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use 
real estate for railway purposes in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VEST. Unless I am very greatly at fault in my memory, my 
impression is that that bill by a general understanding was to go over 
until to-day a week. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
whom I see in his seat now, made that request of the Senate, and I 
understood it to be to. The Senator from Vermont isin no con- 
dition physically to discuss the bill to-day, and I suppose he is under 
the same impression that Iam. I hope its consideration will not be 
pressed under the circumstances. 

Mr. CAMERON. The following proceeding took place on the 11th 
of May: 

Mr. FARWELL, I desire to call upfor consideration at this time Order of Busi- 
ness 938, being the bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company to acquire and use real estate for railway purposes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, 

Mr. FAULKNER, I will say to the Senator from Illinois that tlie Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. Vaxcy] asked me to state that he received this morning a 
telegram from Senator MORRILL, of Vermont, asking him to see the Senator 
and request him to postpone calling up this bill until next week, when he will 
be here. He wants to be present when it is considered. That was stated to 
me this morning by the Senator from North Carolina, 

Mr. FARWELL, I do not feel like yielding at this time. This bill has been on 
the Calendar for six weeks, and the feature which the Senator from Vermont 
objects to is the bridge across Sixth street. This bill does not disturb anything 
north of Maryland avenue. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The merits of the bill are not subject to discus- 
sion while a motion to take up is under consideration. 

Mr. FARWELL. I do not feel like yielding to the request. I insist on my mo- 

n, 


The bill has not yet come in from 


2 POR SIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the motion of the Senator 
inois. 

Mr. Hoar. I do not think the Senator from Illinois could have heard the re- 
quest made by: the Senator from West Virginia., The Senator from Vermont is 
absent from the city and is ill, He asks to have the bill postponed until next 
week, when he will be here, 

That is, this week— 

Mr. FARWELL, Very well; if that is the desire I will defer calling up the bill 
until Monday. 

That Monday“ was yesterday. There was no understanding what- 
ever that this should be put off until next Tuesday. 

Mr. MORRILL. This matter was under consideration a week ago 
to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled to state that, 
under the rules, before 2 o’clock a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of any bill on the Calendar must be decided without debate. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague have 
leave to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
none. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I do not understand the Chair. If there 
is anything that involves the Baltimore and Potomac line, I may have 
an objection to offer. I could not hear anything because there was talk 
behind me here. I have no objection to any Senator making a state- 
ment, but I do want to know what motion is to be put. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Virginia that the question is upon the motion of the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. FARWELL] to proceed to the consideration of the bill. 
The Chair holds that it must be decided without debate, exeept by 
unanimous consent, which has been given to the Senator from Vermont 
[ Mr. MORRILL] to proceed. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, a week ago yesterday I was present 
when the Senator from Illinois called this bill up again, and it will be 
seen from my statement that I expected it to be postponed to a week 
from to-day. I said in reply to a question of the Senator from Illinois: 

I hope the Senator from Illinois will not insist on that motion. This is a 
minor question as compared with the one presented by the Senator from West 
aana (Mr. FAULKNER], and just made a special order for a week from Tues- 

Then at the close of what I-said I remarked: 

Ido not feel well enough to do it to-day, but I hope to be prepared to do ita 
week from Tuesday, or I will make no further opposition. 

This wus considered, and the motion to take up the bill was finally 
withdrawn by the Senator from Illinois without making any objec- 
tion to my proposition. Now, it does seem to me that a decision of this 
kind so arrived at has never been changed by the Senate. It was the 
clear understanding, I think, on the part of the Senate, all except per- 
haps the Senator from Illinois, that it was to go over until a week from 
the following Tuesday. Now, Mr. President, I haye taken some pains 
to prepare some facts on this question. I do not often intrude myself 
unless I think I have some contribution to make to the subject; and 
in relation to this matter I have accumulated a great many facts that 
I think it is important for the Senate to know, and if this question is 

tponed it will not prevent the Senator from Illinois from having 
is bill considered, as it is embodied in a substitute proposed for the 
bill reported from the committee. 

If the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company can get an oppor- 
tunity to go into any square where it chooses, or any street it pleases, 
we may bid farewell to any further legislation so far as any relief is 
concerned from the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad. It is all the leg- 
islation we are likely to have. 

I hope that the clear understanding as presented by the RECORD of 
the 15th instant will not be violated by taking up this subject this 
morning when I have no documents here prepared to exhibit to the 
Senate to show my side of the question. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. Is there objection to the Senator 
from, Virginia proceeding? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I only desire to state that I should like to 
have the consideration of this subject postponed until some time next 
week. I have a constituent interest to represent in this matter, and I 
have also some interest to represent throughout the entire South. 

Mr. FARWELL. I think the Senator from Virginia mistakes the 
character of the bill now called up. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. No, sir; Iam for your bill. My friend from 
Vermont wants to offer an amendment, and Iam afraid of that amend- 
ment. I think the subject had better go over until next week. The 
opposition to your bill will agree to its going over. 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask the consent of the Senate [Go on!’’] to au- 
thorize me at least to appeal to the Senator from Illinois, and I do so 
from the standpoint of a member of the committee in the main in 
sympathy with his views and his policy on this question? If the bill 
reported by the Senator from West Virginia shall be first acted upon, 
and if the policy provided by that bill s be agreed to by the Senate, 


Is there objection? The Chair hears 


then the passage of the bill of the Senator from Illinois follows as a 
necessary incident, as it seems to me, and he will have no trouble in 
passing the bill. But to press it now involves not only the question 
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provided for in his bill, but necessarily and incidentally all the ques- | Mr. SPOONER. Ido not ask the Senator to yield; I ask unanimous 


tions provided for in the other bill when the other will not be consid- 
ered for a week from this time. 

But wholly independent of these considerations, in the face of the 
appeal of the Senator from Vermont, I am sure I would not insist upon 
the consideration of any bill when any Senator would make such a 
statement as has been made by the Senator from Vermont. It is due to 
that Senator that he have the time and opportunity to reflect the views 
that he wishes to reflect, and to give the Senate the information that 
he proposes to give in respect to the questions involved both in his bill 
and in the bill reported by the Senator from West Virginia. I there- 
fore appeal to the Senator from Illinois to withdraw his motion and let 
his bill remain on the Calendar until a week from to-day. 

Mr. FARWELL, Mr. President, I ask consent to make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Illinois will proceed. 

Mr. FARWELL. This bill was reported on the Gth of April. Ihave 
been endeavoring to get it before the Senate at various periods from 
that day to this. 

The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company have had a bill prepared 
to enable them to come into the city and have their station opposite 
the Baltimore and Potomac station. That bill the Senator from West 
Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] has had made a special order for next Tues- 
day. The bill of the Senator from Vermont involves exactly what is 
provided for in that bill with the addition of removing the Baltimore 
and Potomac station something over half a mile farther south. That 
is a question which, as I understand, will be discussed by those Senators. 

The little bill which I have had the honor of asking for the consid- 
eration of on different occasions provides for no such question. I will 
state again that it only provides that the Baltimore and Potomac Rail- 
road Company may obtain lands south of the present tracks, south or 
Virginia and. Maryland avenues, so.as to enable them to take the tracks 
off the streets and enable them to get to a block of land near the Long 
Bridge on this side of the river. The question of bringing in the Bal- 
timore and Ohio and the question of removing the Baltimore and Po- 
tomac station. to.another point are not involved in this bill. 

This is simply a question of permitting the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company to acquire ground to extend their tracks to a square 
neartheLong Bridge. I do not think Ihave been unaffable, so to speak, 
in this matter at all. Ido not think there has been any understand- 
ing which I have violated. The question in this bill has been well 
known. Every railroad that has been built into a city has had strips 
of land for its business and has had permission to purchase more; that 
is all the bill provides for. I ask that it be considered. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, is debate in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent only. Is 
there objection to the Senator from Connecticut proceeding? The Chair 

none. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam a little surprised by the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from Illinois. It is true that the pending bill refers only to taking 
possession of certain Jots of land and squares below the present station; 
but if I am correctly informed by a petition presented in behalf of the 
Citizens’ Representative Committee of One Hundred, of Washington, 
it does not designate in advance what lands or streets are to be acquired, 
and it is without limit of time when such railroad company may exer- 
cise the rights accorded by the bill. But Iwas not born yesterday, and 
I think most of the Senators are older than that. It is perfectly ap- 
parent, from the remarks made by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], and from the remarks interjected by the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. CAMERON], that it is all part of one question. Nobody 
supposes, if the Baltimore and Potomac Company are at liberty to go 
and take possession by condemnation of unlimited quantities of land 
just below for the establishment of permanent buildings, it will be worth 
while then to discuss the great question as to whether the Baltimore 
and Potomac Company shall ever remain a tenant without the payment 
of a cent of this magnificent Mall. If this bill be passed, then there is 
no use of resisting ihe Baltimore and Ohio bill. If the Baltimore and 
Ohio bill is there is no use in resisting this. This will settle 
that question, and that Baltimore and Ohio bill will settle this, that 
the two great railroads are to have their two great stations and side- 
tracks and shops, for aught I know, without limit, covering that mag- 
nificent piece of public ground. It is all one question. 

Why not make it on next Tuesday all one discussion? I beg the 
Senator from Illinois not to attempt to push through this little bit of 
a bill to fortify the Baltimore and Potomac in the present possession 
of the Mall by itself. 

Mr. FARWELL. I do not think it does, I wish to say right heme, 
in answer to the Senator from. Connecticut, who says that the Balti- 
more and Potomac has paid nothing, that it pays $7,500 a year for the 
ground taken; and in taxes last year in all $16,000. S 

Mr. HAWLEY. I was not aware of the rent. Iam glad to becor- 
rected. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois yield? 
The Senator from Illinois. has the floor. 

Mr. FARWELL. I yield. 


consent to proceed. With some amendments, I am in favor of the bill 
to which the Senator from Illinois refers, but I am utterly opposed to 
its present consideration, and that without any regard to its merits or 
to its effect, if it should be enacted, upon the other propositions to which 
the Senator from Connecticut has alluded. 

A week ago yesterday the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], 
standing here in his place, stated that he desired to be heard against 
this bill, that he could not be ready to debate it until a week from to- 
day, and that if he were not ready at that time he should forbear fur- 
ther opposition to the bill. I know that he understood, and I am free 
to say that I understood it as he did, that by general consent under 
the cireumstances the consideration of this bill was to be postponed 
until next Tuesday. 7 

If that be a misunderstanding on the part of the Senator from Ver- 
mont, which I think it is not, I hope the day has not come and will not 
soon come when this Senate, distinguished for courtesy among its mem- 
bers, will force upon consideration a bill where a Senator opposed to it, 
acting in perfect good faith, is able to say he has been misled or was 
misunderstood as to the day on which it was to be considered and is 
not now prepared to debate it. 

There is no tremendous haste about this matter. This Congress is 
not to end in a week, and I fancy the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad 
Company can transact without any extraordinary difficulty, having very 
complete possession of many streets and of some of the public grounds 
of this city, the business of a public carrier until next Tuesday. It 
seems to me not a debatable proposition in the attitude of this measure 
to-day that it should be postponed until next Tuesday. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Massachusetts proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. DAWES. I simply wish to make an inquiry. I have not been 
able to hear all this discussion, and I should like to inquire of the 
Senator from Illinois if there is any particular reason why the bill 
should be brought up to-day rather than a week from to-day. It may 
have been stated, but I have not heard it. If the Senator will indulge 
me by restating, if he has stated it already, any particular reason why 
it should be discussed to-day rather than a week from to-day, I shall 
be obliged to him. 

Mr. CAMERON. Will the Senator permit me? Perhaps I can give 
him a reason. There are now pending in the courts of this District 
sixty suits against the Baltimore and Potomac Railroad Company for 
obstructing the streets by freight cars along the line of the road. These 
suits are being brought daily. They area great annoyance and a great 
expense. If this bill passes the railroad company can remove their 
storage from the streets and put it on the property they have already 
purchased or will purchase in the future. . 

Mr. DAWES. What will transpire as to these suits between to- da 
and a week from to-day? 

Mr. CAMERON. There will be no more such suits brought if they 
take the cars off the streets. . 

Mr. DAWES. Ido notsee that that changes the condition of things. 
So far as the Senator from Pennsylvania knows, it will be precisely the 
same a week off as it is to-day. Perhaps the Senator from Illinois can 
answer. 

Mr. CAMERON. What are you trying to get at? [Laughter.] 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senators must address the Chair. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam trying to get at the bottom of this attempt to 
ride over all the usages. and customs of the Senate, and I thought that 
perhaps there might be some paramount reason that could be stated 
why for the first time in my experience, as in thatof the Senator from 
Wisconsin, all these usages are to be overridden. The Senator from 
Illinois who has charge of the bill of course knows why it is that he is 
trying to have it done to-day rather than a week from to-day. 

Mr. FARWELL. If the question of removing stations was in- 
volved, orif the bringing in of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad was 
involved, I should have no objection to the postponement; but there 
seems to be an opposition to this bill to authorize the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad to buy certain property. I can not understand 
why it is opposed. : 

Mr. DAWES. I was prompted a little to this inquiry, I will say to 
the Senator in all frankness, by my memory. I remember a time 
when they could not wait an hour for the consideration of a measure 
somewhat kindred to this in the past, a measure which went into im- 
mediate effect and which I think the common judgment of everybody 
except those who have profited by it has regretted ever since. If there 
is, however, such a paramount reason that the Senator will state, I shall 
be governed by it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent, and ap- 
peal to my friend from Minois to agree to it, that this bill be post- 
poned until Tuesday next and made a special order for that time, so 
that it will come up every day if it is not reached that day. 

Mr. FARWELL. Prior to the other order? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. 
order. 

Mr. FARWELL. I have no objection to that. 


I have no objection to that—prior to the other 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent that the bill moved by the Senator from Illįnois 
may be postponed until Tuesday next and made a special order for 2 
o'clock on that day, taking precedence of all other and prior orders. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Standing at the head of the special orders for that 


The Senator from Vermont asks 


day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. I do not want to object and shall not object to any 
arrangement that may meet the approbation of the Senate; but it does 
seem to me so obviously proper that the other bill should be considered 
before this one—— 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I withdraw my request. 

Mr. HARRIS. No; I am not going to object. I am hoping that the 
Senator from Illinois will not insist upon giving his bill priority to the 
other bill. ` 

Mr. FARWELL. I desire a vote on this first. The other may be 
discussed; I do not care about that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Illinois to proceed to the consideration of this bill, 
the application of the Senator from Vermont | Mr. EDMUNDS] for unani- 
mous consent being withdrawn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first order of business will be 


stated. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I yield to the Senator from Missouri. 


WITHDRAWAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the bill 
(S. 483) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. A general law has been passed 
and approved on the 9th of May, 1888, entitled An act to amend an 
act entitled ‘An act authorizing the Postmaster-General to adjust cer- 
tain claims of postmasters for losses by burglary, fire, or other una- 
voidable casualty,’ approved March 17, 1882. This bill is now pend- 
ing before the Committee on Claims, and the law to which I have 
referred provides for its adjustment. ‘Therefore I desire to withdraw 
it so that it will not be pending any longer. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent that the Committee on Claims may be discharged 
from the further consideration of the bill (S. 483) for the relief of E. 
R. Shipley, and that it be indefinitely postponed. Is there objection ? 
The Chair hears none, and that order will be made. 


BILLS RECONSIDERED. 


Mr. SABIN. Senate bill 1480 was reported adversely by the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs and indefinitely postponed. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed, and that 
it be placed on the Calendar. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1480) authorizing and directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to apply the unexpended balance of the ap- 
propriation made by the act entitled An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Interior to ascertain the amounts due to citizens of the United 
States for supplies furnished to the Sioux or Dakota Indians of Minne- 
sota subsequent to June 1, 1861, and prior to the massacre of August, 
1862, and providing for the payment thereof,’’ approved March 3, 1885, 
now remaining in the Treasury, to the payment of interest on the sums 
found due by said Secretary under said act. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota asks 
that the order of indefinite postponement be rescinded, and that the 
bill be placed on the Calendar with the adverse report, Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. SABIN. I also make the same request in relation to the bill 
(S. 1576) for the relief of the heirs of Joseph Anderson. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The order of indefinite postpone- 
ment will be vacated and the bill placed on the Calendar if there be 
no objection. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After twenty-five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 
Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Honse had passed the bill (H. R. 6833) mak- 
_ ing appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United 
States for the fiscal year 1889; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 5 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the Honse had signed 
the enrolled bill (H. R. 8394) to authorize United States marshais to 


arrest offenders and fugitives from justice in Indian Territory; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 
HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

On motion of Mr. BECK, the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropria- 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 
the fiscal year 1889 was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 


Mr. BLAIR. I call for the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which is the bill (H. R, 8560) to establish a de- 
partment of labor. 

Mr. STEWART. I desire to call up Senate joint resolution No. 80 
for the purpose of making some remarks upon it. 

Mr. BLAIR. I feel obliged to insist on the unfinished business, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. BLAIR. This bill has been in position some little time, and I 
desire to have it disposed of. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not 
ask to have it put aside for the purpose he suggests. I ask that the 
unfinished business be proceeded with. 

Mr. STEWART. I desired to call up the joint resolution for the 
purpose of submitting some remarks thereon. Do I understand the 
Senator from New Hampshire to object? 

Mr. BLAIR. Iam notaware of any notice which the Senator has 
given of his desire to speak to-day. ‘The labor bill will take but a 
short time. I have been at great inconvenience watching for an op- 
portunity to dispose of it, and I hope the Senator will not ask to have 
itlaid aside. It will not take a great while to dispose of the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I manifested my desire to make a few remarks in 
the morning hour, but there was not an opportunity on account of the 
consideration of other bills. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think that I should submit to more inconvenience 
than the Senator if I assent to displacing the regular order. It can 
take but a short time to dispose of it, and I hope it may be proceeded 


with. 

Mr. REAGAN. Is the bill to establish a department of labor up 
now ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It is the regular order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair understand that the 
Senator from Nevada withdraws his request for unanimous consent to 
proceed to the consideration of the resolution which he has indicated? 

Mr. REAGAN. I shall ask for the regular order. 

Mr. STEWART. I withdraw my request, but give notice that to- 
morrow, after the routine morning business, I shall ask unanimous 
consent to call up the joint resolution (S. R. 80) proposing an amend- 
ment to subdivisions 2 and3 of section 7 of Article I of the Constitution 
of the United States for the purpose of making some remarks thereon. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8550) to es- 
tablish a department of labor. 

Mr. REAGAN. Mr. President, we have been met at the threshold 
of the discussion of the merits of the bill before us, for the establish- 
ment of a department of labor, by the statement that it passed the 
House of Representatives by a unanimous vote, and that it has the unan- 
imous indorsement of the Senate Committee on Education and Labor. 
I think it right to state plainly at the outset that when a question 
about labor or agriculture or pensions comes before this Congress some- 
thing more than the unanimous reports of committees and something 
more than the unanimous vote of either or both Houses of Congress 
is n to satisfy the demands of reason and of justice. 

If the fathers and founders of the Republic could have been called 
back to life and could have witnessed much that has been said in the 
discussions in Congress on these questions for the last few years, they 
could hardly have failed to blush for shame on account of the degen- 
eracy and want of manhood of their descendants in dealing with these 
questions. 

There are two standpoints from which the bill to establish a de- 
partment of labor and the amendments to it may be discussed. 

First, from the standpoint of those who seek to secure the popular 
yote by misleading the laboring class, ` 

Second, from the standpoint of patriotism, which seeks to protect 
the laboring classes against injustice because right and duty require 
this much. 

The bills and amendments offered are apt to foreshadow the charac- 
ter of the discussion which is to follow. 

The bill reported from the Committee on Education and Labor, now 
under consideration, to establish a department of labor ” needs but to 
be briefly analyzed to enable us to determine whether the purpose of it 
is to secure popular favor or to really benefit the laboring classes. To 
obtain a correct view of its real import we should inquire what object 
should be attained by the passage of such a law and how far that ob- 
ject is accomplished by existing laws, 

The law of June 27, 1884, provides for the establishment of a bu- 
reau of labor in the Department of the Interior, to be under the charge 
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of a commissioner of labor to be appointéd by the President, to hold 
office for four years, and to receive a salary of $3,000 a year. He is re- 
quired by this law to ‘‘collect information upon the subject of labor, 
and the earnings of laboring men and women, and the means of pro- 
moting their material, sdcial, intellectual, and moral p rity,” and 
he is required to make an annual report of the information so collected 
and collated to the Secretary of the Interior, with such recommenda- 
tions as he may deem calculated to promote the general efficiency of 
the bureau. 

The powers here conferred are ample. They are all that could be 
desired or conferred to that end. 

The bill reported by the committee provides for the establishment of 
a department of labor,“ instead of a Bureau of Labor,” to be under 
the charge of a commissioner of labor, to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, to hold his office four years, and to receive a salary of $5,000 a 
year. This bill provides that he— 

Shall acquire and diffuse among the people of the United States useful in- 
formation on subjects connected with labor, in the most general and compre- 
hensive sense of that word, and especially upon its relation to capital, the hours 
of labor, the earnings of laboring men and women, and the means of promot- 
ing their material, social, intellectual, and moral prosperity. 

The law of June 27, 1884, to which I have referred, and the bill re- 
ported by the committee have the same object in view, confer the same 
poros to carry that object into effect, and are of equal value to the 

boring classes. Why, then, the proposed change? And what do the 
laboring people gain by the change? They get a law calling this 
bureau a ‘‘department;’’ paying an additional $2,000 a year to 
the officer who is to be at its head. And Hon. Carroll D. Wright, the 
present Commissioner of Labor, informs us in his official letter to the 
chairman of the Committee on Education and Labor, which has been 
read to the Senate, that the cost of this bureau under the present law 
is $108,000 per annum; and that its cost under the committee’s bill 
would be $152,760, thus increasing the cost of this service to the extent 
of $44,760 a year for the same results. 

I submit that this is too high a price to pay for a mere name, which 
secures no additional benefit to the class of persons it is assumed will 
be benefited by it. And if it is meant by this bill to make the labor- 
ing people believe that by it they get a Cabinet officer to represent their 
interests, it is to that extent a fraud on them, as the head of the de- 
partment of labor,’’ as provided for in this bill, would not be amember 
of the President's Cabinet. He would only be the head of a sort of 
outside bureau. 

The seventh section of the committee’s bill gives some special direc- 
tions about obtaining information as to the cost, etc., of dutiable arti- 
cles, the profits of manufacturers, the cost of living, the effect of the 
tariff, the effect of the currency on agriculture, and mortgage indebt- 
edness on farms, and the effect which trusts have had on limiting pro- 
duction and keepingupprices. This could be done under the authority 
of existing law. But if additional legislative direction is deemed nec- 
essary it could with as much convenience and propriety be given by an 
amendment to the present law as by the bill proposed by the commit- 
tee, and this large increase of expense be saved. And if additional cler- 
ical force should be required for the purpose of carrying out additional 
legislative instructions, that could be provided for without going through 
the pretense of establishing a department“ which is no department 
in the sense of its head being a Cabinet officer. 

I must regard this bill as a mere tub thrown to the labor whale, on 
the assumption that the laboring people have not information enough 
to understand that the mere change of the name of this bureau of in- 
formation is not an answer to their demand for legislation which will 
protect them against the power and influence of employers and cor- 
porations and secure to them the full fruits of their labor. 

Are the laborers, the wealth-producing classes of this country, to be 
treated as mere children? Are their cries for relief to be hushed by a 
bauble like the bill under consideration, which accomplishes nothing 
but a change of some of the machinery for collecting information? 

Do Senators understand that the laboring people of this country have 
made any demand for the passage of such a lawas this as answering 
the real complaints which they make? I must confess I have no such 
information. They have real grounds of complaint, and they have on 
many occasions and in many ways made those ands of complaint 
known to the public. But 1 have never heard that they demanded a 
mere change of the machinery for collecting information about labor 
as being sufficient to satisfy their complaints. 

Their complaint is that this Government has been run for a good 
- Many years past in the interest of railroad and banking and seal-fish- 
ery and other corporations; in the interest of bondholders and large 
capitalists; in the interest of extravagantly-protected manufacturers, 
for whose benefit they are taxed more than $47 on every hundred dol- 
lars’ worth of taxed merchandise they buy; in the interest of a large 
retired-list of officers who draw high salaries and render no service. In 
short, that the Government has been run in the interest of specially 


favored classes ever since the Republican party got control of it, to the 
injury and oppression of those engaged in agriculture, in the mechan- 
ical arts, in labor, and in professional vocations, such as law, medicine, 
teaching, etc. 


If Senators will call for specifications, the oppressed will point them 
to the years of unjust and unreasonable exactions and discriminations 
imposed on them by the railroad, telegraph, and express companies; to 
the unnecessary and prodigal squandering of more than a hundred 
million acres of the public land which ought to have been reserved for 
the use of actual settlers; to the tens of millions of money, principal 
and interest, unnecessarily taken from the people and given to the rail- 
road corporations. 

They will point also to the fact that during and directly after the 
war between the States the Government was under the necessity of 
putting a very large amount of legal-tender notes in circulation; that 
these notes, while they were a legal tender in payment of public and 
private indebtedness, became, as a result of causes beyond the control of 
the Government, and without the fault of any one, greatly depreciated; 
that in order to increase the value of these notes and bring them nearer 
to par the Government adopted the policy of reducing the volume of 
them by funding them into interest-bearing bonds, when to carry out 
this policy it had to allow speculators to purchase the bonds with this 
depreciated paper at par, although that paper was greatly below par, 
it being a part of the time not worth 50 cents in gold on the dollar; 
that these bonds were redeemabie in lawful money, which, at that time, 
was gold and silver coin and legal-tender notes. 

Up to this point in these matters the Government was doing the best 
that the circumstances enabled it to do, and no fault is imputed to its 
management. They will remind you that specie payment had been 
suspended, and so remained until the fall of 1878; that on the Ist of 
July, 1869, the public debt amounted to $2,588, 452,213.94; that the 
State, municipal, corporate, and private indebtedness of the country 
was very great; that in this condition of things a Republican Congress 
passed and a Republican President approved the act of March 18, 1869, 
entitled“ An act to strengthen the public credit,” in which it was de- 
clared that— 

The faith of the United States is pledged to the payment in coin, or its equiv- 
alent, of all the obligations of the United States not bearing interest, known 
as United States notes, and of all the interest-bearing obligations of the United 
States, except in cases where the law authorizing the issue of any such obliga- 
tions has expressly provided that the same may be paid in lawful money or 
other currency than gold and silver. z 

On the Ist of January, 1869, the amount of legal-tender notes in cir- 
culation was $355,892,975, which large sum was thus impaired in use 
and value. 

The effect of this law was to take from the Government the right to 
pay its bonded indebtedness in the same kind of notes for which it sold 
them, though these notes had appreciated considerably in value, and 
to make the Government bonds payable in coin alone when specie pay- 
ment was suspended, and when there was very little silver and gold in 
the country, to reduce the kinds and value of money out of which they 
might be redeemed, to greatly increase the value of the bonds and the 
difficulty of paying them, and to as greatly reduce, relatively, the value 
of the property and labor of the eountry out of which they were to be 
paid. This was an act in the interest of the money power, a 
violation of the faith of the Government to the people, which greatly 
increased their burdens and for which there could be no justification. 

They will point to the fact that in 1873 the Republican Congress sus- 
pended the coinage of silver dollars of 412} grains and provided that 
they should no longer be a legal tender for any sum above $5, and thus 
reduced the volume of metal money out of which the Government bonds 
might have been paid about one-half, again greatly increasing the value 
of the bonds, and by reducing the kinds and amount of money avail- 
able for their payment they again greatly reduced, relatively, the value 
of the property and labor out of which these bonds had to be paid; and 
by this reduction of the volume of the currency they put it out of the 
power of the people to pay their private debts and their taxes. And 
for several years following this financial suicide in the interest of the 
moneyed classes bankruptcies were a most frequent occurrence, and vast 
amounts of land and other property were sold under the hammer for 
taxes. A pall spread over the country which would probably have pro- 
duced a revolution in any other country than ours. 

And a Republican Congress, as if not yet satisfied that it had shown 
suflicient contempt for the rights and interests of the people, and suf- 
ficient subserviency to the money and corporate classes, in 1875 pro- 
vided for the redemption and cancellation of the $400,000,000 of out- 
standing legal-tender notes by the ‘‘act to provide for the resumption 
of specie payments,’’ and to substitute for this circulating money the 
interest-bearing bonds of the Government, imposing this further burden 
on the tax-payers for the benefit of money-holders, bond-buyers, and 
bankers. And its third section repealed the laws which limited the 
aggregate amount of the circulating notes of the national banks to 
$354,000,000, and provided that banks might be organized and issue 
their notes without limit. They thus provided for retiring nearly 
$400, 000, 000 of legal-tender notes and converting them into an interest- 
bearing debt, in order to open the way for the banks to issue their 
notes and secure the profits on the use of this large sum of money. 

Farmers, mechanics, laborers, and professional men of all sorts (for 
these are all laborers) might make further answer that there now lies 
in the Treasury of the United States $100,000,000 in gold which it is 
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poet is held for the redemption and cancellation of the outstanding 
egal-tender notes. This large sum of gold is withdrawn from the chan- 
nels of commerce and from the use of the people for the benefit of the 
money classes and to the injury of the business of the country, in vio- 
lation of the act of Congress of May 31, 1878, which provides— 

That from and after the ee ee trap aap not be Jawful for the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, or other oflicer under him, to cancel or retire any more of 
the United States legal-tender notes. And when any of said notes may be re- 
deemed or received into the Treasury under any law from any source whatever 
and shall belong to the United States, they shall not be retired, canceled, or de- 
stroyed, but they shall be reissued and paid out again and kept in circulation. 

This act, the passage of which was secured mainly by Democratic 
influence and by Democratic votes, has been disregarded by the Treas- 
ury officials from the time of its passage. Congress by that act meant 
that these legal-tender notes were not thereafter to be regarded as a 
debt to be paid off at the earliest time practicable and to be converted 
into an interest-bearing debt to still further emburden the tax-payers 
of the country for the benefit of bankers and bondholders, but it did 
mean that they should constitute a partof the currency of the country 
to aid in its commerce and business and to reward the labor of the 
people. That large sum of gold lies there now idle and utterly use- 
Jess, while the people of the rural parts of the country, indeed of all 
parts of the country away from the great centers of trade, are cramped 
in their business, distressed, and in need of a larger amount of circu- 
lating money. = 

Besides this, they might point to the accumulation of nearly $100,- 
000,000 of surplus revenue accumulating in the Treasury annually, 
under a cruelly unjust system of taxation, withdrawn from the chan- 
nels of trade, or squandered in corrupt and corrupting legislation; and 
to the fact that over $130,000,000 in addition to the $100,000,000 of 
gold just mentioned now lies idle in the Treasury. 

And all the laboring and producing men and women of the country 
might point also to the following facts: that under a high protective 
tariff they are paying a tax of about $47 on every hundred dollars’ 
worth of merchandise they buy of the classes which pay revenue to 
the Government; that the total value of imported merchandise for the 
year ended June 30, 1887, was $692,319,768; that the value of the 
taxed imports for the same year was $450,325,322; that the duty col- 
lected on the same was $212,032,224, being a little more than 47 per 
cent.; that the census of the United States of 1880 shows that the peo- 
ple of the United States manufactured that year articles of the value ot 
about $5,500,000, 000. 

Let us assume that $4,000,000,000 worth of these manufactures were 
of the classes of taxed imports; and let us assume further that, when 
we tax the foreign product 47 per cent., the domestic manufacturers 
may add 47 per cent. to the selling price of his like product, and still 
undersell the foreign product by the cost of transportation to this 
country, and of handling, commissions, etc, At these rates, while the 
Government would receive its $212,032,424 from the tax on $450,325,- 
322 worth of imports, the home manufacturers would be enabled to 
collect from the people 81, 880, 000, 000 of tribute, year by year, from the 
American farmers, mechanics, laborers, professional people, merchants, 
and others; a sum equal to $500,000,000 more than the present public 
debt of the United States, not one dollar of which would go into the 
public Treasury to aid in the support of the Government and the pay- 
ment of the public debt. All would be the tribute levied on American 
industry for the private benefitand enrichmentof the millionaire manu- 
facturers and the corporations of which they are members. But we 
should reduce this sum by the amount which would necessarily have 
to be paid them under a reasonable revenue tariff—say an average duty 
of 25 per cent; and we would still save to the people, after allowing 
a deduction of $1,000,000,000 transferred to the mannfacturers under 
an average duty of 25 per cent., 8880, 000, 000 a year. r 

Do you wonder, underexistingcircumstances, that granges, alliances, 
and labor organizations haye come ifto organized existence, and that 
they are demanding the repeal of class legislation and special priv- 
ileges? Do you wonder at their insisting that in their place we shall 
have just legislation protecting all citizens alike? Had we not better 
listen to their appeal now, and do justice voluntarily, tban to go onin 
this career of wrong-doing until acondition of affairs shall be produced 
from which every good citizen may shrink with horror? 

The ple engaged in the various industrial pursuits in this coun- 
try might also with propriety point to the fact that the class and mo- 
nopoly interests of this country combine to secure and to prevent the 
repeal of legislation for their benefit. If weattempt to secure legisla- 
tion to prevent extortionate charges and unjust discriminations by the 
railroad, the telegraph, and express companies, the friends of the na- 
tional banks and of tariff protection will come to their relief. When- 
ever the national banks call for more legislation, or attempt, as they 
did in 1878, to defeat legislation for the good of the people, the protec- 
tionists, the railroad, telegraph, and express companies join hands with 
them in carrying out their purposes. 

Thus we find the class interests of the country and the corporations 
banded together to promote their own schemes of aggrandizement and 
wealth, at the expense and to the great injury of the industrial and 
laboring classes. And when we attempt to reduse the burdens of ex- 


cessive taxation on imports, the Representatives of the railroads and 
banks join the protectionists to resist such reduction. 

Do Senators think that changing the name of a bureau of informa- 
tion is a sufficient remedy for all this, and that such an act will satisfy 
the just demands of the people? a 

The time was in the past history of this country when the public 
policy was formulated, the laws enacted, and the Executive Depart- 
ments administered by Democrats, ; 

Then the country was blessed with equal laws and just and honest 
administration. Then there wasno class legislation. ‘Then there were 
no grinding monopolies. Then there were no lawless trusts to limit 
productionasa means of raising prices on the great staples of the country. 
Then there were no millionaires, Then every citizen was protected 
alike, and each interest was left to take care of itself, withont special 
Government aid. Then there was no complaint of class, partial, and 
unjust legislation. The Government had the confidence and respect 
of the people. Then every citizen felt a patriotic pride in every portion 
of the country and in every legitimate interest in it. Then the laws 
were enacted and the Government administered in the interest of the 
whole people. Then we had no grange organization. Then we had 
no farmers’ alliances, Then we had no Knights of Labor, no labor 
organizations, no strikes, no labor riots and destruction of property by 
men maddened by oppressions and wrongs. 

Now, special and privileged classes, monopolies, and trusts struggle 
for the control of the Government as an instrument to aid them in 
monopolizing the wealth of the country and in impoverishing and de- 
grading the great mass of the people. Money, selfishness, greed has 
taken the place of patriotism to a large extent, and as the saddest 
mark of the decadence of our patriotism, the consequence of the citi- 
zen is more frequently determined by the amount of his wealth than 
by his learning, his talents, or his virtues. 

No one can more than myself deplore all this class legislation and 
all these class organizations. No one but an enemy of the Republic 
and of popular liberty can desire the continuance of either. I shall 
labor as faithfully as I can to abolish all class legislation, and I shall 
do what I can to discourage all class organizations for political pur- 


poses. 

The Democracy as a party—I do not mean all its members, but the 
great body of the party—has steadily and on all occasions opposed all 
class legislation and monopolies, And after the Democrats got the con- 
trol of the House of Representatives in 1875-76, and eversince, they have 
been doing all they could to secure the repeal of such class legislation. 
In 1878 they, by the aid of some Republicans, secured the repeal of the 
law for the redemption and cancellation of the legal-tender notes, and 

ed to the people about $346,000,000 of those notes as a part of 
the currency of thecountry. During the same year, by the like aid, 
they secured the passage of a law which provided for the coinage of not 
less than $2,000,000, nor more than $4,000,000 of silver a month. These 
two acts, due to Democratic policy, restored confidence in business, en- 
abled the Government to resume specie payments, and were the largest 
factors in securing a return of prosperity after years of bankruptcy and 
rain, brought about by the Republican policy of running the Govern- 
ment in the interest of corporations and monopolies. 

And under Democratic policy, since the inauguration of President 
Cleveland, on the 4th of March, 1885, by acts of Congress and by the 
action of the Secretary of the Interior, 72,591,384 acres of land have 
been restored to the public domain, which had been claimed by rail- 
road companies, individual entries canceled for fraud, private claims 
rejected, etc., an amount of land equal in area to the States of Connec- 
ticut, New York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware, and more 
than one-half of the State of Maryland;and measures are in progress 
which will probably restore 22,808,927 acres more to the public doniain, 
an amount nearly equal to the area of the State of Indiana. Thisis a 
gratifying illustration of the vigilance with which the Democracy guards 
the public domain for the benefit of actual settlers. And it shows that 
fraudulent appropriations of the public lands are not tolerated by a 
Democratic administration. 

And during the udministration of Mr. Cleveland the civil service has 
been improved, the expenditures of the Executive Departments reduced, 
and public confidence in the administration of the Executive Depart- 
ments restored; and the President has given the country a clean, hon- 
est administration. 

Congressional abuses and maladministration by the Executive Depart- 
ments of the Government had become very common and notorious in 
past years, and the fact that the Democratic party has not yet had con- 
trol of both branches of Congress and the Executive Departments at 
any time since the period of the complete ascendency of the Republican 
party, so as to be able to fully correct the abuses complained of, has 
caused many people to distrust the fidelity of the Democratic as well as 
the Republican party to their interest. To this cause is to be attrib- 
uted the formation of many new political parties during the last ten or 
fifteen years. 

The real significance of the formation of these new parties is that they 
are so many protests of parts of the American people ayainst the past 
corrupt legislation of Congress and the maladministration of the Exec- 
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utive Departments, and because these people failed to understand the 
relative positions of the Republican and Democratic parties on these 
questions. If they had understood that the Democratic party—I do 
not mean every member of it, but the great body of that party— 
had opposed, as they did, all the vicious and oppressive legislation I 
have described, and that from the time it got the control of the House 
of Representatives in 1875-’76 up to this time it has secured the legis- 
lation and executive reforms which I have mentioned, and has done all 
it could, not having in its control all the machinery of Government, to 
secure other needed reforms in the interest of the people, I do not think 
these new political parties would have been organized; but I do believe 
much the greater portion of those who organized them, if they had 
rightly understood these facts, would have united with the Democracy, 
and would before this time have aided to put the Democratic party in 
control of both branches of Congress and of the Executive Departments, 
and would thus have assisted in securing a Government in the interest 
of the people, instead of one for the benefit of corporations, monopo- 
lies, trusts, protected manufacturers, bankers, and bondholders, and in 
restoring the Government and people to the condition of equality and 
contentment which existed for many decades of Democratic rule previ- 
ous to the late war. 

If those forming these new political parties and acting with them 
now sincerely desire relief and good government, I can not doubt that 
their true policy would be to disband them and unite with the Demo- 
cratic party to secure the overthrow of the Republican party, which is 
responsible for the evilscomplained of. If they desire the defeat of the 
Democratic party, by division of its forces, and the re-establishment of 
the Republican party in power, one of the ways to accomplish that end 
is to draw as many voters as they can away from that party by the 
formation of new political parties. 

I feel that the line of argument I have been presenting is necessary 
to a full understanding of the subject before us, and to a proper con- 
sideration of the bill and amendments. 

In order to determine what is our duty to do in reference to this bill 
and amendments, we must consider what is needed and what is ex- 
pected of us. 

The agricultural interests of the country have been demanding for 
years that that great interest should be under the care and supervision 
ofa Cabinet officer and an intellect of the first order. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will theSenator allow me to state that several days 
ago the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry of the Senate reported 
a similar bill, which is now on the Calendar awaiting the action of the 
Senate? 

Mr. REAGAN. I was not aware of that. 

I will observe here that this morning a biil has been announced to 
the Sehate as having passed the other House for the organization of an 
executive department of agriculture with a Cabinet officer at its head. 

The commercial interests of the country have for several years been 
making a similar demand in behalf of our immense internal and for- 
eign commerce. 

And now there comes before us a bill to organize a department of 
labor; and no doubt if the laboring people are demanding a department 
of Jabor, about which I have no information beyond what is implied 
from the appearance of such a bill, they too will expect to have a 
member of the President's Cabinet to supervisé ahd protect their great 
interests. 

Will Congress create an executive department for each of these im- 
portant interests? If not, will it create such a department for any one 
of them; and if so, which of them, and shall the others be left unpro- 
vided for in this respect? 

I do not believe the country is prepared for the creation of three new 
executive departments, nor do I believe it would sanction the creation 
of snch a department exclusively for the labor interests of the country, 
great as they are; but I do believe the best interests of the country 
would be subserved by the creation of one new executive department, 
under whose control and direction all of these great interests and others 
should be placed. 

And to this end I have, in the absence of my friend the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. Kenn], offered a bill prepared by him two or 
three years back, asa substitute for the bill reported by the committee. 
The object of this substitute is to seeure the establishment of ‘‘a de- 
partment of industries,” in which there shall be a division of agricult- 
ure, to be superintended by a commissioner of agriculture to be ap- 
pointed by the President, and to receive a salary of 85, 000 a year. The 
powers conferred and the duties devolved on the proposed division of 
heim will be best understood by my reading the third section of 
the bill. 

Section three is as follows: 


Sxc, 3. Thatforthe purpose of collecting and disseminating all important and 
useful information concerning agriculture, and also concerning such scientific 
matters and industrial pursuits as relate to the interests of agriculture, the 
secretary of industries shall organize the following bureaus in the division of 
agriculture, namely: 

First. The bureau of agricultural products, which shall include divisions of 
botany, entomology. and chemistry; and the chief of which bureau, who shall 
be a practical agriculturist, shall investigate the modes of farmingin the several 
States and Territories, and shall repurt such practical information as shall tend 
to increase the profits of the farmer respecting the yarious methods; the crops 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


most profitable in the several sections; the preferable varieties of seeds, vines, 
plants, and fruits; fertilizers; implements; buildings; and similar matters. 

Second. The Bureau of An Industry, to be in charge of a competent vet- 
erin: see pon who shall investigate and re upon the number, value, and 
condition of the domesticanimals of the United States ; their protection, growth, 
and use; the causes, prevention, or eure of contagious, communicable, or other 
diseases; and the kinds, races, or breeds best adapted to the several sections for 
profitable raising. 

Third. The bureau of lands, the chief of which shall investigate and report 
upon the resources or capabilities of the public or other lands for farming, stock- 
raising, timber, manufacturing, mining, or other industrial uses. And all powers 
and duties vesied in the commission now known as the Geological Survey, to- 
gether with all clerks, employés, and agents, and all instruments, records, books, 
papers, and so forth, are hereby transferred to the department of industries, 
And the secretary of industries shall institute such investigations and collect 
and report such information, facts, and statistics relative to the mines and min- 
ing of the United States, and facilities for their ventilation and general operation 
as may be deemed of yalue and importance. 


Section 4 of this substitute provides for the transfer of the Bureau of 
Statistics from the Treasury Department to the proposed department of 
industries. And it somewhat enlarges the duties of that bureau. It 
is as follows: 


Sec. 4. That, in addition to the duties imposed by chapter 10; Title VII of the 
Revised Statutes, the secretary of industries shall cause to be colle ro- 
port the agricultural statistics of the United States; and, in addition, all impor- 
tant information or statistics relating to industrial education and agricultural 
colleges; to markets and prices; to modes and cost of transporting agricultural 
products and live-stock to their final market; tothe demand, supply, and prices 
in foreign markets; to the location, number, and products of manufacturing 
establishments of whatever sort, their sources of raw material, methods, mar- 
kets, cost of transportation, and prices; to such commercial or other conditions 
as may affect the market value of farm products or the interests of the industrial 
classes of the United States. And the secretary is hereby authorized to estab- 
lish such divisions in this bureau, and to make such monthly or other rts 
as he shall deem most effective for the prompt dissemination of such reliable 
information respecting crops and domestic and foreign markets as will be of 
service to tho farmers, mincrs, mechanics, laborers, or other industrialists of the 
United States, 

Forafull understanding of this section chapter 10 of Title VII of the 
Revised Statutes should be read. 

The fifth section of this substitute provides for the transfer of the 
Bureau of Labor from the Department of the Interior to the proposed 
department of industries. The duties of this bureau are prescribed by 
the act to establish a bureau of labor,“ of June 27, 1884 (Laws, 
volume 23, page 60), with some enlargement of the force of the office 
and of its duties as prescribed by the act of Congress of July 31, 1896 
(Laws, volume 24, page 202), making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year ended 
June 30, 1887, and as prescribed by the act of March 3, 1887 (Laws, 
volume 24, page 625), making appropriations for the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the year ending 
June 30, 1888. a 

If it is thought necessary to confer additional powers on this bureau, 
that can be done by amending the substitute bill if adopted. The 
sixth section of the substitute which I offer provides for the establish- 
ment of a division of commerce in the department of industries, to be 
under the superintendence of a commissioner of commerce, to be ap- 
pointed by the President, who is to receive a salary of $5,000 a year. 
‘That section is as follows: 

Src. 6. That there shall be in the department of industries a division of com- 
merce, and to superintend said division a commissioner of commerce, who shall 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, and shall receive a salary of $5,000 per annum. 

Sections 7 and 8 of the substitute provide for the transfer of a num- 
ber of the bureaus now in the Treasury Department to the proposed 
department of industries, and are as follows: 

Sec. 7. That all divisions and subdivisions, bureaus or parts thereof, hereto- 
fore attaching to the gs Fos ae eee by virtue of the provisions of chapter 
10 of Title VILof the Statutes, relating to the Bureau of Statisties, whieh 
shall hereafter be known as the bureau of external commerce; Title XLVIII 
relating to commerce and navigation; Title XLIX, relating to the regulation 
vessels in foreign commerce; Title L, relating to the regulation of vessels in 
domestic commerce; Title LU, relating to the regulation of steam-vessels; Title 
LVI, relating to the Coast Survey; Title LV. relating to lights and buoys; sec- 
tions 4801, 4802. 4803, 4804, 4905, and 4806, of chapter 1, Title LIX, relating to hos- 
pital relief for seamen; and chapter 265 of the acts of the Forty-fifth Congress, 
second session, relating to the Life-Saving Service, or by virtue of any law 
amendatory of said several provisions or regulations in pursuance thereof, shall, 
from and after the passage of this act, be parts.of the division of commerce in 
the department of industries; and the secretary of industries shall establish in 
said division of commerce a bureau of internal commerce, to be organized and 
governed as other bureaus in said division. = 

Section 8 provides— 

That all duties involving upon the Secretary of the Treasury by virtue of the 
several provisions mentio: in the preceding section shall, from and after the 
passage of this act, be performed by the secretary of industries. The authority 
conferred and the duties imposed by said several provisions upon the Register’ 
of the shall, from and after the passage of this act, be exercised and 
discharged by the commissioner of commerce. All bonds authorized by any 
of the provisions aforesaid to be made payable to the Register of the Treasury 
shall, from and after the passage of this act, be made payable to the commis- 
sioner of commerce. 

Then the ninth section of the bill provides— 

That section 158, Title IV. of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended by adding 
at the end thereof the words: Eighth, The department of industries.” 

Which is to make the eighth Cabinet officer. 

All who are at all familiar with the business of the Treasury De- 
partment will recognize the fact that those duties which appertain ex- 
clusively to the finances of the country are sufficient to give full em- 
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ployment to any person who may fill the office of Secretary, however 
great his abilities; and that the transfer of the bureaus named in 
section 7 to the department of industries would be a necessary relief 
to him, while it would give the interests which come under the con_ 
trol of those bureaus a chance for the advantage of the supervision of 
an officer of first-class ability and a member of the Cabinet of the 
President. As it is now, any one who will consult the Secretary of 
the Treasury will find that it is physically impossible for him to give 
personal attention to any great extent to the business of these bu- 
reaus; and that the duties pertaining to them have to be left largely 
to the discretion of the chiefs of these several bureaus. 

The ninth section of this substitute provides that the secretary of 
industries shall be a Cabinet officer. 

This substitute would marshal together in one department the great 
industrial interests of the country, would place them under the super- 
vision of a member of the President’s Cabinet, and would secure to 
these industries and to the public all the advantages which can at pres- 
ent reasonably be desired, and would at the same time reduce consid- 
erably the onerous duties now imposed on the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury and on the Secretary of the Interior. 

It would give to the agriculture, the labor, and the commerce of the 
country some real advantages they do not now possess; and it would 
tend to prevent the further annual appeals of those seeking popularity 
at the expense of principle, for the support of others whose highest 
idea of statesmanship is the supposed promotion of class interests at 
the expense of others. I propose this substitute not because I am op- 

to so much of the purpose of the committee’s bill as looks to the 
romotion of the welfare of the laboring classes of people, but because 
y the adoption of this substitute, while preserving all the interests of 
labor, we will promote the welfare of all the productive occupations of 
the country and satisfy the reasonable demand of those engaged in 
agriculture and commerce, as well as really benefit labor. Whatever 
the legislation of Congress can properly do to secure profit and honor 
to honest toil shall have my cordial support. But when labor asks for 
bread I will not consent to give it a stone like the bill before us. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask for a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the Senator 
from Texas to propose an amendment. 

Mr. REAGAN. 1 move to strike out all after the enacting clause 
of the bill and to insert what I send to the desk, and if that shall be 
adopted I shall afterwards ask to change the title of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 


That there shall be at the seat of Government an executive department to be 
known as the department of industries, and a secretary of industries, who shall 
be the head thereof, 

Sec. 2, That there shall be in the de ment of industries a division of agri- 
culture, and to superintend said division a commissioner of agriculture, who 
shall be a practical agriculturist, and who shall be appointed by the President, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and who shall be entitled to 
receive a salary of $5,000 per annum, 

Sec. 3. That for the purpose of collecting and disseminating all important 
and useful information concerning agriculture, and also concerning such scien- 
tific matters and industrial pursuits as relate to the interests of agriculture, the 
secretary of industries shall organize the following bureaus in the division of 
agriculture, namely: 

First. The bureau of agricultural products, which shall include divisions of 
botany, entomology, and chemistry, and the chief of which bureau, who shall 
be a practical agriculturist, shall investigate the modes of farming in the several 
States and Territories, and shall report such practical information as shall tend 
to increase the profits of the farmer respecting the various methods; the crops 
most profitable in the several sections; the preferable varieties of seeds, vines, 
plants, and fruits; fertilizers; implements; eet and similar matters. 

Second, The Bureau of Animal Industry, to be in charge of a competent 
28 surgeon, who shall investigate and report upon the number, value, 
and condition of the domestic animals of the United States; their protection, 
growth, and use; the causes, prevention, or cure of contagious, communicable, 
or other diseases; and the kinds, races, or breeds best pted to the several 
sections for profitable oanp 

Third. The bureau of lands, the chief of which shall investigate and report 
upon the resources or capabilities of the publie or other lands for farming, 
stock-raising, timber, manufacturing, mining, or other industrial uses. And all 
powers and duties vested in the commission now known as the Geological Sur- 
vey, together with all clerks, employés, and agents, and all instruments, records, 
books, papers, ete., are hereby transferred to the department of industries. 
And the secretary of industries shall institute such investigations and collect 
and report such information, facts, and statistics relative to the mines and min- 
ing of the United States, and facilities for their ventilation and general operation, 
as may be deemed of value and importance. i 

Src. 4. That in addition to the duties imposed by chapter 10, Title VII, of the 
Revised Statutes, the secretary of industries shall cause to be collected and re- 
port tbe agricultural statistics of the United States; and, in addition, all im- 
portant information or statistics relating to industrial education and agricult- 
ural colleges; to markets and prices; to modes and cost of transporting agri- 
cultural products and live-stock to their final market; to the demand, supply, 
and prices in foreign markets; to the location, number, and products of manu- 
facturing establishments of whatever sort, their sources of raw material, 
methods, markets, cost of transportation, and prices; to such commercial or 
other conditions as may affect the market value of farm products or the inter- 
ests of the industrial classes of the United States. And the secretary is hereby 
authorized to establish such divisionsin this bureau, andto make such monthly 
or other reports as he shall deem most effective for the prompt dissemination 
of such reliable information respecting crops and domestic and foreign markets, 
as will be of service to the farmers, miners, mechanics, laborers, or other in- 
dustrialists of the United States. 

SEC. 5. That there shall be in the department of industries a division of labor, 
which shall be under the superintendence of the Commissioner of Labor; and 


the Bureau of Labor, as provided for in chapter 127 of the acts of the Forty-eighth 
Congress, with its officers and duties, be transferred from the Department 
of the Interior to the department of industries, 

Sec. 6. That there shall be in the department of industries a division of com- 
merce, and tosuperintend said division a commissioner of commerce, whoshall 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen- 
ate, and shall receive a salary of 8 annum. 

SEC. 7. That all divisions and subdiv ons, bureaus or parts thereof, heretofore 
attaching to the Treasury Department by virtue of the provisions of chapter 10, 
of Title VII, of the Revised Statutes, relating to the Bureau of Statistics, which 
shall hereafter be known as the bureau of external commerce; Title XLVIII, re- 
lating to commerce and navigation ; ‘Title XLIX, relating to the regulation of ves- 
sels in foreign commerce; Title relating to the regulation of vessels in do- 
mestic commerce; Title LII, relating to the regulation of steam-vessels; Title 
LVI, relating to the CoastSurvey; Title LV, relating PRA and buoys; sections 
4801, 4802, 4503, 4804, 4805, and 4806, of chapter 1, Title , Telating to hospital re- 
lief for seamen; and r 265 of the acts of the Forty-fifth Congress, second 
segsion, relating to the Life-Saving Service, or by virtue of any law amendatory 
of said several provisions, or regulations in pursuance thereof, shall, from and 
after the passage of this act, be parts of the division of commerce in the Depart- 
ment of industries; and the secretary of industries shall establish in said division 
of commerce a bureau of internal commerce, to be organized and governed as 
other bureaus in said division. 

Sec. 8. That all duties devolving upon the Secretary of the Treasury by virtue 
of the several provisions mentioned in the preceding section shall, from and 
after the passage of this act, be performed by the secretary of industries, The 
authority conferred and the duties imposed by said several provisions upon the 
Register of the Treasury shall, from and after the passage of this act, be exer- 
cised and discharged by the commissioner of commerce, All bonds author- 
ized by any of the provisions’ aforesaid to be made payable to the Register of 
the Treasury shall, from and after the passage of this act, be made payable to 
the commissioner of commerce. 

Sud. 9. That section 158, Title IV, of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended by 
adding at the end thereof the words: Eighth, The de ment of industries.“ 

Sec. 10. That this act shall not be construed to interfere with the present or- 
ganization of the various Departments, divisions, subdivisions, and bureaus 
embi herein, except with reference to the transfer thereof to the depart 
ment of industries, subject to the general provisions of law relating to regula 
HOOR = the various Departments of the Government and appointments to office 
therein. 

Sec, 11. That all acts and parts of acts inconsistent with this act are hereby ` 
repealed, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely wish to say that this is a substitute for the 
bill, very much larger in its scope than the bill, and I hope it will not 
be adopted. 

Mr. REAGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays on my amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON, I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be again read. 

Mr. BLAIR. The amendment is very long. It has just been read. 
It is an amendment proposing to establish a department of industry, 
including agriculture, labor, commerce, and all that. 

Mr. MANDERSON. A substitute for the present bill? ; 

Mr. BLAIR. Itis moved as a substitute for the present bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I do not care about the reading of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The roll-call will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. COLQUITT (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CHACE]. 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WILSON J. I do not know how 
he would vote if present, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. The absence of my colleague [Mr. SAWYER] from 
the Chamber is caused by the death of his wife, and will continue per- 
haps for a week or ten days. During his absence he is paired with the 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Brown]. 


I am paired with the 


Mr. 1 I am paired with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Bowen]. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SAWYER]. 


Mr. VEST. Has the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] voted ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has not responded to his name. 

Mr. VEST (after having voted in the affirmative). I withdraw my 
vote. Iam paired with the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. MANDERSON (after having voted in the affirmative). When 
I voted I did not notice the absence from the Chamber of the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN], and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. BATE. My colleague [Mr. Harris] is paired with the Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 


The result was announced—yeas 9, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS—9, 
Bate, Daniel, Hampton, Pugh, 
Beck, Gray, Morgan, Reagan, 
Coke, 

NAYS—27. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Jones of Arkansas, Sherman, 
Blair, Faulkner, Mitchell, ner, 
Chandler, Frye, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Cullom, George, `% Teller, 
Dawes, Hale, Payne, Turpie, 
Edmunds, Hiscock, Platt, al 
Evarts, Hoar, Quay, 


ABSENT—40, 
Bee Col Jones of Ni da, Saulebury, 

Ty, uitt, ones eva u 7 
Blackburn, Davis, Kenna, Sawyer, 
Blodgett, Dolph, McPherson, Stanford, 
Bowen, Eustis, Manderson, Stewart, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Vance, 
Butler, Gorman, Paddock, est, 

5 Harris, Piumb, Voorhees, 
Cameron, Hawley, Ransom, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chace, Hearst, Riddleberger, Wilson of Md. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No quorum having voted, the Sec- 
retary will call the roll of the Senate. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. REAGAN. As the sense of the Senate is manifestly opposed to 
the amendment, I do not think it worth while to have further delay, 
and I withdraw it. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. We have no quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing can be done until the pres- 
ence of a quorum is ascertained. 

The roll-call was continued, and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 


Aldrich, Colquitt, Hawley, Platt, 

Allison, Cullom, Hiscock, Pugh, 

Bate, Dawes, Hoar, Quay, 

Beck, Edmun Ingalls, Reagan, 

Be Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Saulsbury, 

Blackburn, Farwell, Manderson, Sherman, 

Blair, Faulkner, Mitchell, Spooner, 

Blodgett, Frye, e Teller. 

Brown. Geo Paddock, Turpie, 

Chandler, Gray, Palmer, Vest, 

Cockrell, Hale, Pasco, Walthall, 

Coke, Hampton, Payne, Wilson of Iowa. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-eight Senators have answered 


to their names. A quorum being present, the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
REAGAN] asks unanimous consent, the yeas and nays having been 
ordered, to withdraw his amendment. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. On page 4 of the bill, section 7, line 15, I move 
to strike out the word tariff and insert customs laws.“ There is 
no such word as tariff? known to our legislation. 

Mr. BLAIR. Unless that is a vital thing to do I hope the Senator 
will not press the amendment. It will cause a sending back of the 
bill to the other House, and I think the meaning of the bill is quite 
apparent without making the change. I hope the Senator will not in- 
sist on the amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is no such thing known in the laws of the 
United States asa tariff, but I would say to my friend from New Hamp- 
shire asa mere question of taste, this being a House bill, if there were no 
other amendment needed I would not insist on this; but if my friend 
looks down twoor three or four or five lines beyond, he will find that the 
question of trusts as it is there israther—I will not say industriously and 
purposely—put in a way which narrows the inquiry into the combina- 
tions of capital, business, and labor, etc., so as to make it entirely one- 
sided and ineffectual. If the bill is to go so as to really mean some- 
thing—and I hope it is intended to mean something—it must beamended; 
otherwise this commission or department of labor or industry, or what- 
ver it is called, will find itself limited in its jurisdiction in a way that 
will not enable it to get at the truth. So I propose to amend the bill, 
when we get down to thenext part of it, so as to cover all combinations 
of capital, of business operations, and of labor, so as to give this depart- 
ment the power to make a complete investigation of the wholesubject. 
The word “‘trusts,’’ I should have said, is so used in the bill as to be a 
device to leave everybody out who does not go under the name of a trust. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 

TO by the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], in section 7, 
ine 15, to strike out tariff“ and insert customs laws.” 

Mr. BLAIR. I make no objection. 5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move to amend, in line 19 of the same 
section, after the word “ trusts ’’ where it first occurs, by inserting the 
words: 

Or other combinations of capital, business operations, or labor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated from 
the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 19 of section 7, after the first word 
“ trusts,” it is proposed to insert the words: 

Or other combinations of capital, business operations, or labor. 

So as to read: 

And what articles are now controlled by trusts, or other combinations of capi- 
tal, business operations, or labor, and what effect, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to amend by adding, after the word 
t‘ trusts ” where it occurs the second time, in line 19, the words: 

Or other combinations of capital, business operations, or labor. 

So as to read: 


And what effect said trusts or other combinations of capital, business opera- 
tions, or labor have had on limiting production and keeping up prices, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, theamend- - ` 


ment will be agreed to. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. I object to it. I do not want to offer any 
factious opposition; but I put in a caveat against a paragraph in the 
law using the words“ business operations.“ I do mean to say that 
this is beyond what I expected to come from the State of Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will put the question on 
the amendment of the Senator from Vermont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, in line 18, of the same section, to strike 
out the word now,’’ so as to give this commissioner the power to 
make an inquiry that is not limited to what has taken place before the 
passage of this law, but is a general power so long as the law stands. 

2 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will bestated from 
the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 18 of section 7, before the word con- 
trolled,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘now;’’ so as to read: 

And what articles are controlled by trusts or other combinations, ete, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move, in line 19, with the same purpose, to 
strike out the word“ had after the word have.“ a 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 19 of section 7, aiter the word have,“ 
it is proposed to strike out the word had; so as to read: 

And what effect said trusts or other combinations of capital, business oper- 
ations, or labor have on limiting production and keeping up prices, 

Mr. HOAR. I think the amendment of the Senator from Vermont 
being made, there should be stricken out of the nineteenth line the 
words limiting“ and “(keeping up,” so that the report of the com- 
missioner shall be as to the general effect on prices and on production, 
whether limiting or increasing. Ina case where the commissioner 
finds that what is known by rather a cant name as an improper and 
selfish combination intended to secure an artificial and injurious effect, 
a monopolizing effect, has succeeded in its object, it would be well 
enough toimply that the effect would be to raise prices; but when you 
extend it to all combinations of capital, a great many of which are 
harmless, it would seem hardly fair that if the investigation shows that 
such an arrangement, as for example, a joint stock company, does re- 
sult in redacing prices that he should not be at liberty to make the 
fact known. We want the fact whatever it is. So I move to strike 
out, in line 19 of section 7, the word! limiting, and the words keep- 
ing up” in line 20; so as to make the language: 


And what effects said trusts or other combinations of capital, business oper- 
ations, or labor have on production and prices. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. The suggestion of the Senator from Massachusetts 
is entirely correct, and I agree with it in every respect; and if he had 
not made the suggestion I should have moved next to strike out the 
words“ limiting production and keeping up,” and insert “in respect 
of.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Vermont, which has just been read.“ 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Now I move, with the consent of my friend from 
Massachusetts and on his suggestion, to strike out the words beginning 
in line 19, *‘lımiting production and keeping up,” and insert on pro- 
duction and;’’ so as to read: 

And what effect said trusts or other combinations of capital, business opera- 
tions, or labor have on production and prices. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
just moved by the Senator from Vermont. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TURPIE. L offerthe following amendment to the pending bill 
as a new section: 

Sec. —. It shall be the duty of the commissioner annually to compile from 
the best and most authentic sources and to prepare and publish a book, to be 
called the Register of Labor,“ to be of the size of the Army and Navy Register 
combined, to contain the names and address, selected and alphabetically ar- 
ranged with reference to occupation, of persons of known excellence in the 
vicinity in any line of skilled labor or mechanism, the names to be taken in 
proportion to population from the different States and Territories and District of 
the Union, said register to contain only the names of persons actually engaged 
inthe manual work of their respective callings. The list to be carefully revised 
each year; no name to be dropped from the register as long as the person is 
known to be engaged as above provided; loss in the list by death or other 
causes to be replaced by other names taken fromthe same locality. The num- 
ber of said books published for the use of Congress to be twice the number au- 
thorized to be published of the Army and Navy Register in any year. The ex- 
penses of said publication to be ascertained and certified by the commissioner, 
and paid out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. President, in relation to the amendment I have offered I desire 
to submit a few observations. I should like to know of what great 
practical use is it that there is given the information, which is being 
published year after year at the public expense and furnished to the 
members of the National Legislature and to others, that Andrew Jack- 
son Jones, or Robinson is second lieutenant in the Army or assistant 
surgeon in the Navy? Nevertheless there is a certain demand for this 
kind of information. In the first place, those engaged in the Army 
and Navy use these books, and then there are others who use them for 
the purpose of forming a general acquaintance with naval or army 
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affairs, and there are others who have relatives or friends in the serv- 
ice who use the book occasionally for the purpose of learning their 
whereabouts; and once ina while they are consulted and perhaps eyen 


read by the general reader. I think this demand for the Army and 
Navy Register is entirely normal and natural. It is certainly not ex- 
cited by any artifice of puffing or of advertisement. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish the Senator from Indiana, before he proceeds, 
would allow his amendment to be read from the Secretary's desk. I 
was not able to catch it from his reading. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read, if there be no objec- 
tion. i 

The Secretary read the amendment. 

Mr. TURPIE. Iwas remarking that the demand for the Register 
of the Army and Navy was perfectly natural; at least it is notexcited 
by any artifice of puffing or literary advertisement. Inthe numerous 
book notices and articles of literary criticism I have seen no line of 
praise or censure concerning the Army or Navy Register. Its perusal 
is confined, nevertheless, to a limited circle of readers. 

I am not objecting to that class of books as at present ordered and 
allowed by law; but the claim, however, is that the publication au- 
thorized by this amendment would be of a much more practical char- 
acter and would insure the attention of a much more numerous class 
of readers. As for instance, in regard to skilled laborers, persons who 
have a desire to keep up an acquaintance with them, the persons who 
have friends and relatives engaged in the same, and the general reader 
who may take or have some concern in the useful arts—all these would 
make a very much larger number of readers or of those who might 
have occasion to use by way of reference such books than can possibly 
be found for the Register of the Army or Navy. 

The Army and Navy Registers do not contain the names of all those 
engaged in the military and naval service of the United States. They 
contain only a very small minority of the persons so engaged; only 
those thought to be worthy of such notice and recognition. In the 
same way the register of labor would not contain the names of all the 
persons whoare engaged even in skilled labor, even in works of mechan- 
ism, but it would be a representation of that element, asthe Army and 
Navy Registers are of the military and naval elements in the country. 

The register of labor would be a public representation of all those 
who are so engaged, of the numberless legions and divisions of labor, 
in the presence of whose mighty achievements the proudest exploits 
of the sword pale their ineffectual fires. It would be a representation 
of that vast constituency composing the republic of the arts, a com- 
monwealth whose boundaries transcend thelimits of race, of language, 
of nationality, which girds the whole world of civilization in its kindly 
grasp. It is on account of such a representation, especially in a Gov- 
ernment like ours, really democratic in its origin, republican in its 
teachings and traditions, that even what little may be done by the ag- 
grandizement of this greatelement will be to ourselves as legislators 
becoming, to the persons so noticed grateful, to the whole mass of the 
people advantageous, profitable. 

Such a list would enable a person wishing himself to engage or to 
employ others in mechanism, in skilled work in the structure of any 
kind of edifice, aqueduct, bridge, or artificial way, in the use or prep- 
aration of any material or machinery, to consultit first hand with those 
experienced in and aequainted with such work, as with their daily 
cares and toil. It would not be an advertisement of a magnificent in- 
corporated association; it would not be a census containing the names 

~of all those engaged in any particular industry; it would not be a di- 
rectory containing the names of all those in handicrafts in a 
particular locality; but it would be a list of notables, a list of actual 
workers near the sources of thought and of action that keep the frame 
and form of society in motion from day to day. 

I know a certain artificer in wood, a poor, plain man, a carver work- 
ing from day to day, a carver rich in device, of most shrewd and ex- 
cellent fancy. I know him only by accident. He is totally unknown 
outside of the establishment in which he is employed, hardly known 
in the street in which he lives. The name of such a man should find 
its place on this record, with profit thereby to himself and others. 

Idonotspeak now of theartist, norofthe discoverer, norofthe inventor. 
I speak of the workman who excels in well-known methods. Centu- 
ries ago we might go and see the artisan at work in his own shop. 
The most renowned smiths in silver, in gold, in iron, the most cele- 
brated weaver or spinner in the textiles, in wool, in linen; we might 
notice them handling their material, see the eyes with which they 
watched, and the deft fingers with which they touched this material 
growing into forms of beauty before us. We can do so now no longer. 
Such a man now is hidden away in the recesses of a factory of some 
‘vast corporation. Of course he is highly prized by those who employ 
him, and he may be known to a very few intimate personal acquaint- 
ances and associates, but his excellence as an artisan, the fact that he 
excels as a worker, his name, fame, and identity are utterly lost and 
destroyed in that of the establishment in which he labors. 

It is to bring out such a man individually and to rescue the man him- 
self from this obscurity and give him some little prominence that this 
register will be useful. Perhaps the name of such a man on this regis- 


ter would do him no particular honor, but the publication of such 
names might be beneficial, and no better motive could move a legisla- 
tive body. We have ourselves put in such a category as Senators or 
Members of the House of Representatives in the Congressional Direct- 
ory, and is there not as much reason why publicity should be given in 
the one case as in the other? ais 

It may be answered that if a person either wished to engage himself 
or to employ others in some skilled work of mechanism he might go 
to a friend who had some similar work or acquaintance with such a 
class, or if he had no near neighbors he might write to a city or a town 
where there were such and get the information. He might write to 
the postmaster of the town. Very truly, he might; and allow me to 
say that a person in this humor, whether the man of whom I speak or 
the gentlemen around him to whom I alluded, writing to learn about 
a second lieutenant in the Fifth Regiment of the Regular Cavalry, if 
there be such aregiment, might write to the Secretary of War to learn 
whether such a person was in the service, and if so what his rank was 
and what his present locality. 

Would that be assigned by any one here as a reason for doing away 
with the Army or the Navy Register? What, I sbould like to inquire, 
would be the fate of any one who should propose, not to prohibit, but 
even here seriously to diminish the number of those valuable books now 
published by Congress? There would be an instantremonstrance from 
the commander-in-chief down to the lowest subaltern in the rank and 
file. 

I do not object, as I said before, to those books already authorized, 
nor to the expenditure occasioned by them. but Ido insist that the pub- 
lications named in this amendment would be quite as worthy of the 
public expenditure as those now made. 

It is trne mistakes might occur in this register as in other registers, 
but allow me to say that the whole registry list would be submitted 
to the criticism of a thousand eyes, and that the real workers, the 
mass of workmen in this country, are chivalrous in their nature, will- 
ing to do homage to truth, hating above everything sham and imposi- 
tion, and it would not be long before the register would become known 
as the select list, as the correct category of workers and laborers worthy 
of their fame and of their high position. 

Only the first publication of it would be very laborious or expensive. 
Revisions afterwards would not be so, and mistakes in it could be cor- 
eo ee the delay or the expense of a court of inquiry or a court- 
martial. i 

I think such a register would be of very valuable assistance to the 
proposed business of this new department in the performance of their 
functions. We mast haveinformation in order to have intelligent leg- 
islation, and this list of names would place the department itself in 
communication with a large number of persons nearly and personally 
interested in the success of their work. and it would also afford a field 
and scope for correspondence between these workers themselves, both of 
which ends and purposes are certainly worthy of the consideration of 
the National Legislature. 

I favor the passage of this bill, and I trust that the amendment or 
some similar provision to the one now offered will prevail. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. There is a good deal that is valuable in the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Indiana; but I think as it stands it is inade- 
quate to the purpose he has in view; for instance, in respect of pablica- 
tion. It leaves an unlimited capacity on the part of the Commissioner 
of Labor to publish a million copies, if he wishes to do so. Ido not 
think that the arrangement of the list of persons named therein is such 
as to define the extent to which it may go, etc. 

I should hope that the amendment might be printed and the bill go 
over until to-morrow, so that we may be able to see precisely what it 
is and make such suggestions of improvement as might be thought 
wise at that time. I therefore suggest to the Senator in charge of tho 
‘bill to let it go over. 

Mr. BLAIR. Isuppose that this is a ſacetious amendment, and I 
have not the slightest idea that the Senator from Indiana was indulg- 
ing in making anything but a very sharp specimen of ridicule of the 
Army and Navy Register. If he is in earnest, that is another ques- 
tion; but if the Senator from Indiana is in earnest, or if the Senator 
from Vermont is in earnest in undertaking to perfect it, I do not see 
how it is possible to make out a register of the laborers of the country 
when the choice of names will be affected by any tribunal whose de- 
cision would be likely to be satisfactory or whose decision would be 
in any way made more satisfactory by the subsequent formal revision 
to which the Senator alludes. 

Such a measure as this, if it were to be adopted, I think onght to 
make its appearance here in the form of a separate bill, and it would 
require much consideration to put it in such a form as to be satisfac- 
tory to anybody. If properly limited and the selections made by com- 
petent tribunals, I can conceive that such a register would be of great 
value, and that to be upon its pages might be an immortal honor. 

I do not object, I should not think of objecting, to any development 
of the idea, provided that development be made adequately, with suf- 
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ficient consideration, but I hope the Senator from Indiana will not in- 
sist upon its being made a part of this bill, which is simply designed 
to facilitate the operations of the existing bureau somewhat, which 
finds itself considerably fettered by its present limitations, requiring 
some addition to its working force and greater convenience and freedom 
in the movement or action of its internal machinery. 

If the Senator from Indiana is in earnest and desires to press the 
amendment as an amendment to this bill, that is another thing; but 
as a friend of the measure and in the hope that we may get some legis- 
lation, I should be very glad if the bill might not be embarrassed with 
additional amendments. The verbal changes which have been made 
on the suggestions of the Senators from Vermont and Massachusetts 
will of course compel the bill to be returned to the other House, which 
I regret, because I do not consider those changes of much importance 
any way; but at the same time, being merely verbal amendments, I 
think they would be agreed to by the other House without much cere- 
mony and would not require debate. But I think an amendment 
like the one suggested by the Senator from Indiana would be likely to 
lead to debate and it might lead to the defeat of the bill in toto, as the 
session is approaching its close, or if not its close, it is of course becom- 
ing full of other important measures awaiting and demanding consid- 
eration. Does the Senator from Indiana desire to insist upon this as 
an amendment to the pending bill? 

Mr. TURPIE. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana offered the 
amendment. He desires to insist upon it in no other way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Indiana, 

The amendment was rejected. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BLAIR. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments 
and ask for a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on-the part of the Senate; and Mr. BLAIR, Mr. 
WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. GEORGE were appointed. 


POTEAU RIVER BRIDGE, IN ARKANSAS. 


On motion of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, it was 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives be requested to return to the Sen- 
ate Senate bill 1948, to provide for the building of a bridge across the Poteau 
River, in the Indian Territory. 


CONSIDERATION OF THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate that 
to-morrow the Calendar be proceeded with under the rule we have been 
acting upon for the last few days, subject toexecutive business or priv- 
ileged business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that to-morrow, at the close of the routine morning busi- 
ness, the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII be resumed. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. HARRIS. And continued during the day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And continued during the day. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Subject to executive matters. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Subject to a motion to proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business, as in other cases. 

Mr. HARRIS. Subject to all the provisions of Rule VIII. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Isthereobjection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
tem : 

Aoi (H. R. 314) authorizing the Secretary of War to place the name 
of James L Henderson on the roll of Company B, Sixteenth Kentucky 
Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 335) granting a pension to General W. E. Woodruff; 
ma (H. R. 1540) to establish a port of delivery at Grand Rapids, 

ch.; 

A bill (H. R. 2161) for the relief of Thomas J. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 6098) authorizing the construction and repair of the 
roads from the entrance to the reservation of the Presidio at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., to the national cemetery on the same, and the fencing and 
protection of the said reservation and the cemetery thereon; and 

A bill (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Abial G. Chamberlain. 


DBRIDGE AT NEBRASKA CITY. 


Mr. PADDOCK. The Senate this morning took up the bill (S. 2674) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or 
near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for other purposes, and pro- 
ceeded to its consideration. The bill was read at length and was laid 
aside temporarily because the printed amendments proposed by the 
Committee on Commerce were not in the possession of the Senate. They 


„undertaking to have his recommendation set aside. 


are now in the hands of the clerks, and Ishould be glad if those amend- 
ments could be considered and the bill disposed of. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments of the Committee 
on Commerce will be stated in their order. s - 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in section 
2, line 17, after the word Provided,” to strike out: 

That if the said bridge shall be made with unbroken and continuous spans, it 
shall have three or more channel spans, and shall not be of less elevation in any 
case than 50 fect above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point of 
location, to the bottom chord of the bridge, nor shall the spans of said bridge be 
less than 300 feet in length,and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with 
the current of said river. and the main span shall be over the main channel of 
the said river and not less than 300 feet in length: And previded also, That if 
any bridge built under this act shall be constructed as a drawbridge, the samo 
shall be constructed as a pivot drawbridge, with a draw over the main channel 
of the river at an accessible and navigable point, and with spans not less than 
160 feet in length in the clear on each side of the central or pivot pier of the draw, 
and the next adjoining span or spans to the draw shall not be lrss than 300 feet, 
and the head-room under such span shall not be less than 10 feet above high- 
water mark: And provided also, That said draw shali be opened promptly upon 
reasonable signal for the passing of boats. 

And to insert in lieu thereof: 

That the said bridge shall be built as a high bridge with unbroken and con- 
tinuous spans, having at least one channel-span of not less than 400 feet clear 
channel-way, all other spans over the water way to have a clear channel-way of 
not less than 300 feet, andali spans shall have a clear head-room of not less than 
50 feetabove high-watermark, and the piers of said bridge shall be parallel with 
the current ofsaid river and the bridge itself at right angles thereto, and norip- 
rapping or other protection for imperfect foundations which will lessen the re- 
quired water way shall be permitted. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire simply to state that this amendment is 
made on the recommendation of fhe Chief of Engineers, who objected 
to alow bridge. In the face of that objection I see no propriety in 
Theretore I assent 
to the amendment. z 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 17, after the word in,“ 
to strike out which” and insert whose jurisdiction;“ so as to read: 

And in case of any litigation arising from sere § obstruction or alleged obstruo- 
tion to the free navigation of said river ca or alleged to be caused by said 
bridge, the case may be brought in the circuit court of the United States for the 
State of Nebraska or the State of Iowa in whose jurisdiction any portion of said 
obstruction or bridge may be located. 

Mr. FRYE. These are committee amendments? 

Mr. PADDOCK. They are. 

The amendment was to. . 

The next amendment was to insert, after section 5, a new section, 
as follows: 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 
three years from the date thereof. 

Mr. PADDOCK. In line 3, after the word within,“ I move to 
strike out one year and insert two years; and in the same line, 
before the word years, to strike out three and insert ‘‘four;’’ so 
as to read: 

Commenced within two years and completed within four years. 


This amendment I move with the assent of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend section 6—the *‘6 ” being stricken 
out, so that it is “7” as it now stands—by striking out all after the word 
“act,” in line 2. The present statement of that section is that Con- 
gress shall have power at any time to alter, amend, or repeal this act, 
so as to prevent or remove all material and substantial obstructions,” 
ete. Iwish to leave it as we do in all these acts, an absolute power in 
Congress to control the whole matter, 

Mr. PADDOCK. That is perfectly satisfactory. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The part proposed to be stricken out 
will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section [6] 7, line 2, after the word act,“ 
it is proposed to strike out the words: 

So as to prevent or remove all material and substantial obstructions to the 
navigation of said river by the construction of said bridge and its accessory 
works; and the expense of alterin g said bridge or removing such obstructions 
shall be at the expense of the owners of or persons controlling said bridge. 

So that when amended the section will read: 

That Congress shall have power at any time to aller, amend, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I now move to amend by inserting at the end of 
section 3 part of the words that were stricken out on my motion just 
now, £0 that if the act is not entirely repealed and the change is nec- 
essary it will be at the expense of the company. I move, therefore, to 
add, as a new paragraph, at the end of section 3 as it stands in the bill, 
these words: 

_ And the expense of altering ssid bridge or removing any obstructions to nav- 
— age respect thereof shall be paid by the owners of or persons controlling 

ias is to be a separate paragraph at the end of the section, as a part 
of it, ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 6 
RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH YANKTON RESERVATION. 


Mr. TELLER. Iask the Senate to, take up Senate bill 2315. It 
will create no discussion. 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to 
the Yankton and Missouri Valley Railway Company through the Yank- 
ton Indian reservation, in Dakota. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, after the word reservation,“ 
in line 20, to insert the words: 


Or, in case they shall have ceased to occupy the same, to the United States: 
And provided further, That before any such lands shall be taken for the purposes 
aforesaid the consent of the Indians thereto shall be obtained in a manner satis- 
factory to the President of the United States, 


So as to make the proviso read: 


Provided further, That no part of the lands herein authorized to be taken shall 
be leased or sold by the company, its successors, or assigns, and they shall not 
be used except in such manner and forsuch Mamet gir only as shall be necessary 
for the construction and convenient operation of said railroad, telegraph, and 
telephone lines; and when any portion thereof shall cease to be so used such 
portion shall revert to the Indians of said reservation, or, in case they shall have 
ceased to occupy the same, to the United States: And provided further, That be- 
fore any such shall be taken for the purposes aforesaid the consent of the 
Indians thereto shall be obtained in a manner satisfactory to the President of 
the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 3, after the word railway,“ 
in line 6, to strike out the following words: 


In case of failure to make amicable settlement with any occu t, such com- 
pensation shall be determined, according to the laws of said Territory pro- 
viding for determining the damage when property is taken for railroad pur- 

„by the appraisement of three disinterested referees, to be 8 one 
(who shall act as chairman) by the President, one by the chiets of the said In- 
ns, 


arn) will faithfully and impartially discharge the duties of their appointment, 
which oath, duly certified, shall be returned with their award to and filed 
with the Secretary of the Interior within sixty days from the completion 
thereof; and a majority of said referees shall be competent to act in case of 
the absence of a member, after due notice. And . the failure of either 
pay to make such appointment within ject fogs fe rthe appointment made 

y the President, the vacancy shall be filled by the judge of the second judicial 
district of said Territory, upon the application of the other party. The chair- 
man of said board appoint the time — pace forall hearings, at some 
place in or convenient to said reservation. of said referees receive 
for his services the sum of $ per day for each day they are engaged in the trial 
of any case submitted to them under this act, with mileage at 5 cents per mile. 
Witnesses shall receive the usual fees allowed by the laws of said Territory. 
Costs, including compensation of the referees, be madea part of the award, 
and be paid by such railroad company. In case the referees can not agree, then 
any two of them are authorized to make the award. Either party being dissat- 
isfied with the finding of the referees shall have the right, within ninety days 
after the making of the award and notice of the same, to appeal by original pe- 
tition to the district court held at Yankton, Dak., which court shall have juris- 
diction to hear and determine the subject-matter of said petition according to 
the laws of said Territory provided for determining the damage when property 
is taken for railroad pu: If upon the hearing of said appeal the judg- 
ment of the court shall be for a r sum than the award of the referees, the 
costs of said appeal shall be adjud, against the company. If the judg- 
ment of the court shall be for the same sum as the award of the referees, then 
the costs shall be adiudged againsttheappellant. If the judgment of the court 
shall be for a smaller sum than the award of the referees, then the costs shall be 
against the rang claiming damages. When proceedings have been commenced 
in court the railway company shall pay double the amount of the award into 
court to abide the judgment thereof, and then have the right to enter upon the 
property soughtto be condemned and proceed with the construction of the rail- 
road. 


And insert in lieu thereof: 


The amount of such sopaga to be ascertained and determined in such 
eee the Secretary of the Interior may direct, and to be subject to his final 
approy: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 6, in the following 
words: 


Src, 6. That said company shall cause maps showing the route of its located 
line through said reservation to be filed in the office of the Secretary of the In- 
terior, and also to be filed in the office of the agent of said Indians; and after 
the filing of said maps no claim for a subsequent settlement and improvement 
upon the right of way shown by said maps shall be valid as against said com- 
pany: Provided, That when a map showing any portion of said railway com- 
pany’s located line is filed as herein provided for, said company commence 
grading said located line within twelve months thereafter, or such location 
shall be void; and said location shall be approved by the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior before construction of the same shall be begun. 


And in lieu thereof to insert: 


Serc. 6. That said company shall cause * showing the route of its located 
line through and station grounds upon said Indian reservation to be filed in the 
ofice of the Secre! ot the Interior, and that said location shall be approved 
by the Secretary of the Interior before any grading or construction on any sec- 
tion or part of said located line shall be begun : Provided, That said railway shall 


be located, constructed, and operated with a due regard for the rights of the In- 
dians, and under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
shall prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in section 8, line 3, after the word for- 
feited, ” to strike out the words that said railroad company ” and in- 
sert: 


As to that portion not built; and that said railway company shall fence and 
keep fenced all such portions of its road as may run through any improved 
lands of the Indians, and also. 

So as to read: 


Sec. 8. That said ey ee be built through said reservation within four 
years after the passage of this act, or the rights herein granted shall be forfeited 
as to that portion not built; and that said railway company shall fence and keep 
fenced all such parom of its road as may run ugh any improved lands of 
the Indians, and also shall construct and maintain continually all road and high- 
way crossings and necessary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and 
highways do now or may hereafter cross said railway’s right of way, or may 
be by the proper authorities laid out across the same. 


The amendment-was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to add as a new section the following: 


Ssc. 12. That said railway company shall execute a bond to the United States, 
to be filed with and approved by the Secretary of the Interior, in the penal sum 
of $10,000, for the use and benefit of the Indians of said reservation, conditioned 
for the due payment of any and all damages which may accrue by reason of the 
killing or maiming of any Indian 2 said reservation, or of their live- 
stock, in the construction or operation of said railway, or by reason of fires origi- 
nating thereby; the damages in all cases, in the event of failure by the railway 
company to effect an amicable settlement with the es in interest, to be re- 
covered in any court of the 8 of Dakota having jurisdiction of the 
amount claimed, upon suit or action instituted by the proper United States at- 
torney in the name of the United States: led, That all moneys so recov- 
ered by the United States attorney under the provisions of this section shall be 
covered into the Treasury of the United States, to be placed to the credit of the 
particular Indian or Indians entitled to the same, and to be paid to him or them, 
or otherwise expended for his or their benefit, under the direction of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I move an amendment. In section 5, I move to 
strike out all after the word “‘ graded,” in line 8, down to and includ- 
ing the word ' provision,“ in line 23, as follows: 

Provided, That if the said Indians, through the United States Indian agent in 
charge of said Indians on said reservation shall, within four months after the 
filing of maps of definite location as set forth in section 6 of this act, dissent from 
the allowances provided for in this section, and shall certify the same to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, then all compensation to be paid under the provisions of 


this act shall be determined as provided in section 3 for the determination of 
the compensation to be paid to the individual occupant of lands, with the right 


8 to the e the same terms, conditions, and requirements as 
the: ponosa: ided further, That the amount awarded or adjudged to 
be 77 5 y said railway company shall be in lieu of the compensation that said 
Ini would be entitled to receive under the foregoing provision. 

There is an error. The committee have provided a different method 
for determining damages, and this should be stricken out. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. 


Mx. McPHERSON. I move to take up for consideration Senate bill 


1978, Order of Business 1177. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1978) for the erection of 
a public building in Paterson, N. J., was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word purchase,” to 
insert or acquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise; and 
in line 12, before the word thousand, to strike out fifty“ and insert 
twenty- five; so as to read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to „or acquire by condemnation proceedings or otherwise, a 
site for, and cause to be e thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof 
vaults therein, for the accommodation of the post-office and other Government 
offices, at the city of Paterson, N. J. The plans, specifications, and full esti- 
mates for said building shall be previously made and approved according tolaw, 
and shall not exceed forthe site and building complete the sum of $125,000. 

The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section: 


Src. 2. That the sum of $125,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Teeny not otherwise appropriated, to be used and ex- 
pended for the purpose provided in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PEORIA, ILL. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to call up Senate bill 2546, Calendar number, 
1272. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2546) to appropriate $12,000 for the 
completion of the public building at Peoria, Ill., and increasing the 
limit of the cost of said building. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT KNOXVILLE. 


Mr. HARRIS. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
Order of Business 1352, being House bill 7783. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 17, before the word con- 
structed,’’ to insert the word ‘‘so;’’ so as to read: 


That the said bridge shall be so constructed, either by draw, span, or other- 
wise, that a freeand unobstructed passage-way may be secured to all water-craft 
navigating said river at the point aforesaid. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 5, after the words re- 
quired by,” to strike out Congress and insert Secretary of War;’’ 
in line 6, after the word act, to insert or its entire removal;’’ so 
as to read: 


That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, so as to prevent or remove 
all material and substantial obstruction to the navigation of said river by the 
construction of the said bridge, is hereby expressly reserved; and any altera- 
tions or changes that may be required by A e or, War in the bridge con- 
structed under this act, or its entire removal, shall made by the corporation 
owning or controlling the same, at its own expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, line 8, after the word “ex- 
pense,” to insert: 

And if any litigation shall arise in regard to said bridge, the same may be had 
in the circuit court of the United States within whose territorial jurisdiction any 
part of said bridge is located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
‘were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist upon its amendments, 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives upon the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. VEST, Mr. 
SAWYER, and Mr, KENNA were appointed. 


KENTUCKY RIVER BRIDGES. 


Mr. BECK. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the considera” 
tion of Senate bill 2481, Order of Business 1270. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2481) to authorize the construction 
of bridges across the Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louis- 
ville, Cincinnati and Virginia Railway Company. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in line 16, after the word passengers, 
at the end of section 1, to add: 


And all tolls charged for the passing of vehicles, animals, and foot-passengers 
over said bridge shall be subject to modification and approval of the Secretary 


of War. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add to section 3: 

All changes required by the Secretary of War in the structure of said bridge, 
or its entire removal after the same is constructed, shall be atthe expense of the 
company owning or controlling said bridge; and in event of any litigation in 
reference to said bridge, or any thereof, the same shall be had in the cireuit 

court of the United States within whose jurisdiction said bridge or any part 
thereof may be located. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 

Src. 5. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 
or bridges herein authorized be not commenced within two yearsand completed 
within five years from the date thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 5 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES, 


Mr. HOAR. I move to proceed to the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 1166, being the bill (S. 407) fixing the salaries of the several judges 
of the United States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. COKE. I hope that bill will not be taken up now. There are 
gentlemen on this side who desire to say something in opposition to it, 
and I am one of the number. 

Mr. HOAR. IfI may have unanimous consent of the Senate, I wish 
to say that I notified the Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] and the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi [Mr. GEORGE] of my desire to call up the bill at 
this time, but stated thatif they wished to debate the bill, as I did not 
pro to press its consideration at so late an hour in the day, I should 

from the request. 


I will then take this opportunity simply to give notice that at the 
earliest time after to-morrow, after the close of the morning business, 
when it is in order to make such a motion, I shall move to proceed to 
the consideration of this bill. I therefore now withdraw the motion. 

Mr. COKE. Iam entirely willing that the bill should come up at 
any time when there is opportunity to debate and consider it. 


CONSTRUCTION OF CUTTER THOMAS CORWIN. 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to take up for present consideration Order of 
Business 403, being Senate bill 54. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 54) for the relief of R. G. 
Combs and others. > 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting ĉlause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to R. G. Combs, ship-carpenter, of Portland, Ofegon, the sum of 
$93; to A. Thompson, ship-carpenter, of Portland, Oregon, the sum of $134.37; 
to William I. Henry, of same place, the sum of $127; to Thomas Homes, of 
same place, ship-carpenter, the sum of $84.75; to Rhys Gwynn, of same place, 
night-watchman, the sum of $127.50; to R. H. Holmes, of same place, ship-car- 
penter, the sum of $53; to Thomas Bulger, of same place, ship-carpenter, the 
sum of $117.50; to Edward Magee, of same place, ship-carpenter, the sum of 
$106.75; to Edward Cashen, the sum of $77.50; to John Smith, of same place, 
ship-carpenter, the sum of $158; to Ezra Brentnall, ship-carpenter, of same 
place, the sum of $60; to Ola Hansen, ship-carpenter, of same place, the sum of 
$31.50; to Reuben Crawford, 9 of same place, the sum of $45; to 
John Thomas, ship-carpenter, of same place, the sum of $48.50; to B. A. Rick- 
dol, ship-carpenter, of same place, the sum of $137.50; to Goldsmith & Loewen- 
berg, of same place, hardware merchants, the sum of $859.17, for materials 
furnished; to Hodge, Snell & Co., of same place, druggists, etc., the sum of 
$132.62, for paints and oils; to Northup & Thompson, of same place, hardware 
merchants, the sum of $381, for iron, out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated; the several sums set opposite each of the foregoing 
names being the value of labor and materials furnished in the building of the 
United States revenue-cutter called Thomas Corwin, built at Albina, Oregon, 
during the years 1875 and 1876, and for which labor and materials no sum what- 


ever has ever been paid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read tho 
third time, and passed. = 
S. H. PEARCE. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Lask the Senate to take up Calendar No. 
1361, Senate bill 2883. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2883) for the relief of S. H. Pearce. 
It provides for the payment of $80 to S. H. Pearce, of Columbia County, 
Arkansas, for excess of purchase-money paid by him for certain lands 
in that county. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NATIONAL ACADEMY OF DENTAL SCIENCE, 


Mr. CALL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of Or- 
der of Business 1311, Senate bill 2941. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2941) to incorporate the National Acad- 
emy of Dental Science. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I think this bill should be amended, and I 
therefore move to amend in line 8 of section 3, after the word ‘‘pur- 
pose,” by inserting the words: 

Upon estimates therefor communicated to Congress by the head of the De- 
8 for which said examinations, experiments, and reports have been 

I think if we are to pass this bill, some officer of the Government 
should be responsible for the debts for which it initiates appropriations 
to provide for expenses under it. 

Mr. ALLISON. -I ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] will not 
object. The bill has been carefully prepared by eminent men who de- 
sire to have an association in the District of Columbia. There can beno 
possible objection to it, and the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] has 
offered an amendment entirely acceptable to me, changing the phrase- 
ology. It is a mere bill incorporating anational academy so that there 
can be no possibility of any implied obligation on the part of the United 
States. : 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Florida what is 
the meaning of the provision that the Academy of Dental Science shall 
charge nothing for any service rendered to the Government of the 
United States ? 

Mr. CALL. That is a literal copy of the law in regard to the Na- 
tional Aeademy of Sciences. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it mean that they shall cut the eye-teeth of my 
honorable friend from Iowa gratis? [Laughter.] 

Mr. CALL. Ido not hear the Senator. 

Mr. HOAR. Does it mean that they shall cut the eye-teeth of my 
honorable friend from Iowa gratis? 

Mr. CALL. I do not know that it does, unless Congress shall appro- 
priate money specifically for that object. But there is no objection if 
any Senator desires to amend that phraseology. It is now the law in 


regard to the National Academy of Sciences. These gentlemen have for 
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years been desirous of forming an incorporation, a private association 
in the District of Columbia, to which they could gather such resources 
as they may have for the promotion of this most valuable art of dent- 
istry, in which very greatimprovements have been made of late years. 
Ihave no kind of interest except to promote their wish in the matter, 
and any amendment that may be suggested will be agreeable to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILsOoNI will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Insection 3, line8, after the word purpose and 
before the semicolon, it is proposed to insert: 

Upon estimates therefor communicated to Congress by the head of the De- 
partment for which such examinations, experiments, and reports may be made. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I can hardly suppose that the na- 
tional association of dentists have approved the precise form of this bill. 
It seems to me to be drawn without care. I can not imagine that a 
national association of dentists, which may be very useful to them in 
their profession, can possibly be called upon to give advice to this Goy- 
ernment in any matter concerning teeth. 

The trouble with the bill is that while it attempted to charter prop- 
erly enough a national association—all well enough if Congress goes 
into that business generally—an association of scientifie gentlemen that 
went to the statute-book and copied literally, I judge, the act establish- 
ing the National Academy of Sciences, which does have occasion on 
many most important questions to render opinions to the Government. 
I have had occasion to notice that when the reports have been printed 
from year to year. 

I will mention just two of the reports of the National Academy of 
Sciences for example. There was a question as to whether we could 
in any way render alcohol used in the arts distinguishable from other 
alcohol, as by methylating it, and that question, which is a very inter- 
esting matter as one of taxation, as one can see in à moment, was sub- 
mitted to the National Academy of Sciences, and a very valuable report 
made, Another question was concerning the proper relations of the 
scientific bureaus or departments of the Government, such as the Na- 
val Observatory and the Coast Survey to the National Government. 
That was committed to the National Academy of Sciences, and it made 
a very valuable report. These are only two among the dozen or three 
or four dozen of such matters upon which that academy has been of 
use. But that is an institution covering the broad field of science in 
general, and of the highest science. 

Now, however honorable and useful this association of dentists may 
be, I do not think it necessary in order to give them the conveniences 
of a national incorporation to copy the other, for I can not imagine the 
Secretary of the Treasury asking them any question about the filling 
of teeth, or any other Department of the Government consulting them. 

I think the bill ought to have been drafted in such form simply as 
to give them a convenient charter of incorporation, that they may hold 
their annual meetings, and if necessary hold real estate enough for a 
headquarters building, it they choose to do it, ete. The simplest form 
of incorporation would have answered the purpose. 

Mr. CALL. I have no objection, if the Senator from Connecticut 
wishes to strike out that section of the bill, to its being done. 

In reference, however, to the suggestions he makes that the Govern- 
ment can in no proper sense stand in any relation to the practical use 
of the knowledge and the practice of dentistry, I do not see that he 
makes his point good. It occurs to me that it may be of very great 
importance to the Government to know the best methods of dental treat- 
ment in reference to its soldiers. I apprehend, if the distinguished 
Senator had been suffering very much with the defects which this art 
remedies when he was performing his magnificent military service, he 
would have found himself disabled, and it might have been very well 
for the Government to have had the instrumentalities and a knowledge 
of the best instrumentalities which might have contributed to his re- 
lief, as to that of all the other soldiers in the Army and the men in the 
Navy. 

Tie practical use which these gentlemen suggest this might be to 
the Government is, I think, quite apparent; and that they are very 
much concerned so long as they have an army and a navy, and menin 
them, as to the bodily health of the soldier and his proper relief from 
ailments of every description. 

Be that as it may, there have been great improvements made in this 
art, improvements which perhaps have contributed as much in this 
generation and this age to the advancement of mankind and the ex- 
tension of lifeand its comfort as in any other. These gentlemen, with 
an honest desire to promote the interests of this particular and valu- 
able science, sent me this bill, having copied it from the law incorpo- 
rating the National Academy of Sciences, and they asked me to present 
it word for word as it is, being the result of their own thoughtand their 
own preparation. Without any other interest than an honest wish to 


aid the advancement of science and knowledge and everything that 
may promote the interests of mankind, I presented it to the consider- 
ation of the Senate, and I have asked for its passage simply to afford 
them the nucleus of a respectable organization to which they might 
gather around and contribute their thoughts and their discoveries. 


Mr. HAWLEY, 


I move to strike out the third section of the bill. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenator from Connecticut moves 
to strike out the last section of the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I suggest to the Senator to leave the first three lines 
in, which simply provide for an annual meeting, which is in all ineor- 
poration bills. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ihave no objection. I move to strike out the rest. 
5 Strike out all after the word designated, in the 

ird line. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the first two lines and a half be read. 

9 — PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read as indi- 
ca 


The Chief Clerk read as ſollows: 
That the National Academy of Dental Science shall hold an annual meeting 
at such place in the United States as may be designated, 4 


orgie I move to strike out all after the word “ desig- 
na 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
proposed to be stricken out. 

The Cuter CLERK. Alter the word designated,“ in line 3 of sec- 
tion 3, it is proposed to strike out: 

And the academy shall, whenever called upon by any Department of the 
Government, investigate, examine, experiment, and report upon any subject of 
dental science, the actual expenses of such investigations, examinations, ex- 
periments,and reports to be paid only from appropriations which may be made 
for the purpose; but the academy shall receive no compe: on for any serv- 
ices rendered to the Government of the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. In section 2, line 8, I move to strike out the words 
and report the same to Congress.” : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] is understood as withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is out now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is in. 

Mr. ALLISON. The language was stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No action was taken upon the pro- 
posed amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wr.sox] which is 
now withdrawn. 

Mr. ALLISON. In line 8 of section 2, 
words ‘‘and report the same to Congress.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


The Chief Clerk will read the part 


I move to strike out the 


MORGAN RAWLS. 


Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 92) for the relief of Morgan Rawls. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay Morgan 
Rawls, of Georgia, $800 for a dwelling-house taken from the village of 
Guyton, Ga., in the latter part of the year 1865, by order of the United 
States officer in command at Savannah, Ga., through mistake for a Con- 
federate building. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT ‘WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Winona, Minn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which proposes to increase the, 
amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the purchase of a site 
and the erection of a building for the accommodation of the United 
States courts, post-office, and internal revenue and other Government 
offices at the city of Winona, Minn., to 3150,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT BUILDING AT ATLANTA, GA. 


Mr. COLQUITT. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7938) to enlarge, improve, and make repairs upon 
the United States court-house and post-office building in Atlanta, Ga., 
and to appropriate money therefor. 

The motion was to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LANDS IN TUSCALOOSA, ALA. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 2845) granting to the corporate authorities of the 
city of Tuscaloosa, in the State of Alabama, all the right, title, and in- 
terest of the United States to fractional sections 22 and 15, lying south 
of the Warrior River, in township 21 and range 10 west. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4511 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 5, before the word Warrior,“ to 
insert the word Black;’’ so as to read: f 

That all of the interest or claim of the United States in and to fractional sec- 
tions 22 and 15, lying south of the Black Warrior River, in township 21 ot range 
10 west, in the State of Alabama, be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to 
and vested in the city of Tuscaloosa for the following purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 10, before the words river mar- 
gin,” to insert localities known as the;”’ and in line 12, after the 
word absolutely,“ to strike out the word forever;’’ so as to read: 

First. The part and parts of said fractional sections constituting the localities 
known as the “river margin.“ the “streets of said city,” the “pond,” and the 
“common,” shall vest in said city absolutely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 15, after the word thereof,“ to 
insert who are owners in good faith;’’ so as to read: 

Second. The residue of said fractional sections shall be vested in the said 
city in trust, for the use of each of the occupants of the lots, or of lots 
thereof, who are owners in good faith, according to the title which is now 
vested in each; the intent of this act being not to give any right to said occu- 

nts except what arises from the relinquishment of the right or claim of the 

nited States thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. s 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 

A bill nting to the corporate authorities of the city of Tuscaloosa, in the 
State of 88 all the right, title, and interest of the United States to frac- 
tional sections 22 and 15, lying south of the Black Warrior River, in township 
21, and range 10 west. 


MILITIA EQUIPMENT. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2973) to amend an act entitled “An act to 
amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appro- 
priation to provide arms and equipments for the militia.” 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend section 1 
of an act of February 12, 1887, entitled An act to amend section 1661 
of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appropriation to provide 
arms and equipments for the militia;’’ so as to read as follows: 

That the sum of $600,000 is hereby annually appropriated, to be paid out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, forthe pi of providing 


arms, ordnance stores, q `s stores, and camp equipage for issue to 
the militia. 


Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
if the language in the law that was passed only a year or two ago which 

rovided that $400,000 should be expended for certain particular items 
tos been changed by this bill? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Ithink not. It is the form of the present law 
with the exception of the change of theamount. I understand that the 
bill is in accord with the view of the committee, and that was simply 
that the amount should be raised from $100,000 to $600,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know that was the view of a majority of the 
committee. I am opposed to the amount fixed by the bill. I only wish 
to state that I am opposed to the increase proposed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the only change made in the present 


E 
Mr. COCKRELL. It increases the amount from $400,000 to $600,000. 
Only about two years ago we increased it from $200,000 to $400,000. 
Mr. MANDERSON. But the Senator will remember that at that 
time the very evident desire of the Senate upon a vote taken on that 
uestion was to change the amount to the sum fixed in this bill— 


„000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that perfectly well; but I think 
$400,000 is enough. However, I simply desire to place upon record 
the statement that I am opposed to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN GALLAGHER. 

Mr. PASCO. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gallagher. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is a large number of pension bills on the 
Calendar, and it is now past 5 o’clock. 

Mr. PASCO. I appeal to the Senator from Missouri to let this bill 
go through. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read at length, if 
there be no objection. 

By unanimous consent, the bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John 
Gallagher was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment in line 9, after 


the word date, to strike out when he first made application there- 


for to the Bureau of Pensions, and insert “of the passage of this net; 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Gallagher, who was a private 
in Company I, Second Regiment United States Dragoons in the Seminole In- 
gas wees 1836, and that he be allowed a pension from the date of the passage 
0 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PETERSBURGH; VA. 


Mr. DANIEL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2278)-for the improvement and enlargement of the pub- 
lic building at Petersburgh, Va. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 

Grounds with an amendment, in line 3, before the word thousand,” 
to strike out “fifty” and insert thirty; so as to make the bill 
read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the 
enlargement and improvement of the publie building at Petersburgh, Va.; such 
improvement and enlargement of the said building to be made upon plans and 
5 cations approved by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT VICKSBURG, MISS. 


Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 786) to provide a building for the use of the United 
States courts, post-office, custom-house, and internal-revenue office at 
Vicksburg, Miss. — 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 27, after the word ‘‘purchased,’’ 
to insert or acquired by condemnation proceedings;’’ so as to read: 

That the site so purchased or acquired by condemnation proceedings shall 
leave the building unexposed to danger fire in adjacent buildings by an 
open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT OFFICES AT COUNCIL BLUFFS, IOWA. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 1394) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase additional ground for the accommodation of Government 
offices in Council Bluffs, Iowa. 

‘The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORT ON THE MISSISSIPPI AND ITS TRIBUTARIES. 


Mr. COCKRELL. There being no quorum of the Senate now pres- 
ent 

Mr. MANDERSON. Will the Senator permit me to introduce a 
resolution for reference to a committee? z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be received, if 


there be no objection. 


Mr. MANDERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Resolved, That there be printed in pamphlet form for use of the Senate 3.000 
copies of the report on the Mississippi and its tributaries, being Part V of 
W Bureau of Statistics, Treasury De- 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 23, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATION. 
Exccutice nomination received by the Senate May 22, 1888. 
SOLICITOR OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 


Thomas J. Smith, of New Hampshire, to be solicitor of internal 
revenue, vice Charles Chesley, resigned. a : 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
TUESDAY, May 22, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yester day was read and approved 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., AT GOOSE ROCK, MAINE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House 
Board of an appropriation for the erection of a light-house, fog-signal, 
and day beacon at Goose Rock, Fox Island Thoroughfare, Maine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

PAY OF UNITED STATES DISTRICT ATTORNEY, NEW MEXICO. 

The SPEAKER also laid Wefore the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Attorney- 
General for an appropriation to pay the United States district attor- 
ney for the district of New Mexico for the professional services per- 
formed for certain Indians at the request of the Attorney-General; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

SAW-MILL, NORFOLK NAVY-YARD. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of the Navy of an appropriation for the erection of a saw-mill at the 
Norfolk navy-yard, Virginia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following Senate bills; 
which were severally referred as indicated below: : 

The bill (S. 1880) declaring that certain water reserve lands in the 
State of Wisconsin are, and have been, subject to the provisions of the 
act of Congress entitled ‘‘An act granting to railroads the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States,” approved March 3, 
1875—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

The bill (S. 1232) for the relief of Thomas J. Corbin to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2318) to extend to the port of Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., the 
privileges of inland transportation in bond—to the Committee on Com- 


merce, 

The bill (S. 2702) to amend so much of section 361 of the Revised Stat- 
utesas fixes the salary of the chief clerk of the Department of Justice— 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice. 

The bill (S. 2972) to provide for making the west end of the Smith- 
sonian building fire-proof, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SEYMOUR, from May 23 until June 1, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. BYNUM, for the remainder of the week. 

To Mr. COTHRAN, for the remainder of the week, on account of im- 
portant business, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the purpose of 
demanding the regular order, but I have no objection to leave being 

ted for members to file reports with the Clerk. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unanimous con- 
sent that members having reports to submit may be permitted to file 
them with the Clerk for reference to the appropriate Calendars. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

GEORGE W. PITNER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 490) granting a pension to 
George W. Pitner; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

MRS, CATHARINE PETERSON. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 3913) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Catharine Peterson; which was referred to the Committee ot 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. CATHARINE REED. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7717) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Catharine Reed; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN H. CLAUS, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8150) for the relief of John 


H. Claus; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

THERESA HERBST. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8078) granting a pension to Theresa 
Herbst, widuw of John Herbst, late private Company G, One hundred 
and fortieth Regiment of New York Volunteers; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH DETTIS. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
8 back favorably the bill (S. 2575) granting a pension to Elizabeth 

ttis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ROZALIA JUNK. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2310) granting a pension to Rozalia 
Junk; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Sros Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

FRANK PASCHKER, 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2263) granting a pension to Frank 
Paschker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

RICHARD HUDSON. 

Mr. SAWYER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2576) granting a pension to Richard 
Hudson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM KNIGHT, JACOB PARROTT, AND JOHN WHOLLAM. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 341) granting pensions to William 
Knight, Jacob Parrott, and John Whollam; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to he printed. 

WILLIAM CLIFT. 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
fayorably the bill (S. 90) for the relief of William Clift; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PATRICK C. M’QUEENY. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9949) for the relief of Patrick C. Me- 
Queeny; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

RICHARD H. PARHAM. 

Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 825) for the relief of Richard H. Parham, administrator of 
George Gorman, deceased; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported a bill (H. R. 10098) for 
the relief of Richard H. Parham, administrator of George Gorman and 
Robert S. McDonald; which was read a first and second time, re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GEORGE TURNER. 

Mr. CROUSE also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4089) for the relief of George Turner, 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET DOYLE. 


Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9233) to pay Margaret Doyle, 
administratrix of James Doyle, for certain captured cotton; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ALMERON J. PATCHIN. 

Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 8912) granting an increase of 
pension to Almeron J. Patchin; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MAGGIE A. WEED. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

back favorably the bill (S. 2579) granting a ion to Mrs. 


ie A. Weed, formerly Miss Maggie A. Egan; which was referred 
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te the Cammittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


JAMES E. KABLER. 
Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


poraa back favorably the bill (S. 2616) granting a pension to James- 


Kabler; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be priated. 

JAMES M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1609) for the relief of James Me- 
Laughlin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

W. A. HICKS, 


Mr. MORRILL also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1742) granting a pension to W. A. 
Hicks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. p 

EMILY J. STANNARD. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 9543) increasing the pension of 
Emily J. Stannard; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E. PALMER. 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9678) granting a pension to Sarah 
E. Palmer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

SUSAN EDSON. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 915) granting a pension to Susan 
Edson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

HANNAH BABB HUTCHINS. 

Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back with amendment the bill (S. 1540) granting a pension to 
Hannah Babb Hutchins; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


MRS. WARD B. BURNETT. 

Mr. STRUBLE, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. General 
Ward B. Burnett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 5 

JESSE DICKEY. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R.9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


SALE OF LANDS, MONTANA TERRITORY. 


Mn McSHANE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7777) to provide for the sale of Jands patented 
to certain members of the Flathead band of Indians in Montana Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, FORT WORTH, TEX. 

Mr. BANKHEAD, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1974) for the erection of 
a public building at Fort Worth, Tex.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN ATKINSON. 

Mr. BANKHEAD also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1844) granting an increase of pension to Ann 
Atkinson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MYRON TEACHAERET. 

Mr. YODER, from the Committee on Favalid Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 9894) granting a pension to Myron 
Teacharet; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 
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` GEORGE E. WELLS. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 965) grantiug a pension to George 
E. Wells; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Frivate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. FLORA C. ANDREWS. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora 
C. Andrews on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

SUSANNA WEIL, 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2735) granting a pension to Susanna 
Weil; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARIA BEISER. 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4591) granting a pension to Maria Heiser; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ANNA KRUMPHOLZ, 

Mr. YODER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2737) granting a pension to Anna 
Krumpholz; which was referred tothe Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

FLORIDA KENNERLY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5142) for the relief of Florida 
Kennerly; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JAMES T, PEALE. 

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 7873) to place James T. Peale on the retired- 
list of the United States Army; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, SACRAMENTO, CAL. 

Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back with amendments the bill (S. 1554) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of the public building at Sacramento, Cal.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 


JULIA E, AMBROSE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7508) granting a pension 
to Julia E. Ambrose; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with theaccompanying re~ 
port, ordered to be printed. 

MELCHISEDEC ROBINSON. 

Mr. PENINGTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
a bill (H. R. 10099) for the relief of Melchisedec Robinson; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

FIRST BAPTIST CHURCH, COATESVILLE, GA. 

Mr. PENINGTON also, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5471) for the relief of the First 
Baptist Church of Coatesville, Ga. ; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

NEW DIVISION IN SOUTHERN JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF GEORGIA. 


Mr. STEWART, of Georgia, from the Committee oa the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7347) to create a new division 
in the soithern judicial district of Georgia; which was referred to the 
House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MRS. CATHARINE SINNOTT. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported _ 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5490) granting a pension to Mrs. Cath- 
arine Sinnott; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

. LUCY A. NOEL, 

Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with amendments the bill (H. R. 9340) ting a pension 
to Mrs. Lucy A. Noel; which was referred to the Committee of the 


7 


4514 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - : 


May 22, 


Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. i 
MRS, EMMA DILL, 
Mr. SPOONER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 


porten back favorably the bill (S. 2638) granting a pension to Mrs. 
ma Dill; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

z MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr, McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate had passed without amendment the bill (H. R. 4467) 
for the erection of a public building at Bar Harbor, in Maine. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted on its amend- 
ments disagreed to by the House to the bill (H. R. 5445) making ap- 
propriations for the payment ofinvalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, 
agreed to the conference asked by the House, and had appointed as con- 
ferecs on the part of the Senate Mr. ALLISON, Mr. Dawes, and Mr. 
GORMAN. 

The message also announced that theSenate disagreed to the amend- 
ments of the House to the bill (S. 42) granting a pension to Lizzie 
Wright Owen; asked a conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as conferees on the part of 
the Senate Mr. BLAIR, Mr. DOLPH, and Mr. FAULKNER. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A pill (S. 351) to provide for the erection ofa public building in the 
city of Zanesville, Ohio; 

A bill (S. 2001) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and Western 
Railway Company the right of way through the Lac de Flambeau In- 
dian reservation, in the State of Wisconsin; and > 

A bill (S. 2920) relative to the Revolutionary battle-field of Benning- 
ton. - 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. 
8394) to authorize United States marshals to arrest offenders and fugi- 
tives from justice in Indian Territory; when the Speaker pro tempore 
signed the same. 

RELIEF OF SUFFERERS BY THE MISSISSIPPI OVERFLOW. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Illinois. I ask unanimous consent to introduce 
a joint resolution making an appropriation to relieve the sufferers by 
the overflow of the Mississippi River. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, this resolution will be 
read a first and second time, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 

riations. 

g Mr. McMILLIN. Has the Committee on Appropriations jurisdic- 
tion of this subject? 

The SPEAKER. Under the rules of the House, there seems to be no 
committee which has jurisdiction over such a subject. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. How does this bill come up? 

The SPEAKER. It is simply sent to the desk for reference. 

Mr. McMILLIN. It certainly does not belong to the Committ e on 


Appropriations. 

‘the SPEAKER. To what committee does the gentleman suggest 
that it be referred ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The Committee on Claims may have jurisdic- 
tion 


The SPEAKER. It certainly is not a claim. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The trouble is, I do not like this kind of legisla- 
tion at all; and if I had understood the proposition I would have been 
inclined to object to its introduction. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman make any motion in regard 
to the reference of the resolution? The Chair will state that theCom- 
mittee on Appropriations under the rules would bave no jurisdiction 
over this matter, and could only acquire jurisdiction by a reference 
from the House, just as any other committee of the House might do. 
This is not a claim; it is merely a proposition to donate out of the pub- 
lic Treasury a certain amount of money. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let us hear the resolution read. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. On account of the time which this mat- 
ter threatens to consume, I must object to the introduction of the res- 
olution. 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the pension appro- 
priation bill, with amendments of the Senate, be printed for the use of 
the House. 

There being no objection, the order for printing was made. 


; ORDES; OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. This day has been set apart for tite consideration 
of business reported from the Committee on Labor, in such order as 
may be indicated by the committee. The Chair recognizes the chair- 
man of the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O'NEILL]. 


SALE OF CONVICI-MADE GOODS, ETC. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I call up for present consideration House 
bill No. 8716. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: ? 
‘A a R. 8716) to protect free labor and the industries in which it is em- 
rom the 


ployed injurious effects of convict labor by confining the sale of the 
goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State in 
which they are produced. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, as this is the day desig- 
nated by the House for the consideration of reports from the Committee 
on Labor, and as wè have four bills to be considered, I desire that the 
debate on this bill be limited to a reasonable time. Iam not aware 
what gentleman desires to take charge of the time on the opposite 
side, but I would like to have some agreement on this subject. 

Mr. ROGERS. I desire to be heard briefly in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Well, I ask that debato on the bill be 
limited to an hour and a half, and that the time be divided equally 
between the two sides. y 

Mr. ROWELL. I think this is too important and dangerous a bill 
to be debated under a limitation of that kind. 

Mr. BLAND. The bill involves questions of State and Federal rela- 
tions, and if passed would necessitate a meeting of the Legislature of 
my State in order to adopt measures in reference to our penitentiary 
system. In view of the importance of the bill I think no limit ought 
to be placed on the debate. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. If, instead of placing a limit on the de- 
bate, the House will unanimously agree to extend the time for the con- 
sideration of our bills until they are disposed of, I am perfectly willing 
that the debate on this bill be extended until we can hear the abstract 
views of every constitutional thinker on this floor. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman propose to permit amendments, 
to this bill? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. In deference to requests made by the 
prison contractors and prison wardens, who are here in large numbers 
and who desire simply an extension of the time when the bill shall take 
effect, I am willing to have gn amendment accepted fixing a reasonable 
time in that respect. That is the only request for amendment which 
we have heard. 

Mr. CANNON. Without reference to the prison contractors, but in 
the interest of labor, I have a very important amendment which I de- 
sire to offer; and I will indicate it. As we are going into this busi- 
ness, I do not want convict labor abroad to have its products shipped 
in here 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We have a bill on that subject, reported 
from our committee, Which will be called up; it is the very next bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I am afraid it may not be reached. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It will be reached if the members are 
disposed to let us have a vote upon it. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, it can be done by way of amendment. 

Mr, HENDERSON, of Iowa. Why not put it on as an amendment 
to this bill? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I want to say that in fixing the time, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Missouri, this is not an abstract consti- 
stutional question by any means in the world. It is a grave and se- 
rious matter, and deserves to be seriously considered—as to the power 
of the House to pass such a bill. And, second, there is a question as 
to the wisdom of the measure, even if it be constitutional. So in fix- 
ing the time these questions should be taken into consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this bill is not in Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, but is in the 
House and subject, of course, to the demand for the previous question 
at any time the gentleman from Missonri chooses to take the floor for 
that purpose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I only made the suggestions in order that 
in fixing the time it might be somewhat commensurate with the im- 
portance of the subject. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I want to state to the House that there 
are four bills to be called up by the Committee on Labor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Whatare the others? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The one now before the House is tho 
first; the second is to prohibit the importation into this country of the 
product of convict labor abroad; the third to prohibit enlisted men irom 
coming in competition with civilians; and the fourth is the bill to pro- 
vide for the payment to the employés of the Government for the over- 
time due them by the non-enforcement, or rather a violation, of the eight- 
hour law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That I believe is the unfinished business. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Now, recognizing the importance of the 
question I have in charge as chairman of the Committee on Lubor, 
I desire to present to the House the importance of limiting the discus- 
sion on these bills so as to get them considered and acted upon with- 
out unnecessary delay; and I appeal to the House to give us the time 
necessary. Lask, therefore, unanimous consent that atd o'clock to-day, 
if the business of this committee is not then completed, a recess bo 
taken until half past 7 for the further consideration of bills reported 
from that committee. 
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— beetles To be in session how long in the evening? 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Very well; let us fix a limit to it. 
Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Say until 11 o’clock. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Very well; the session to extend not 
later than 11 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the proposition of the gen- 
tleman to the House. It is that at 5 o’clock the House shall take a re- 
cess until 7.30 this evening, the evening session to be devoted to the 
consideration of bills reported from the Committee on Labor, and the 
session not to extend later than 11 o’clock. Is there objection? 

Mr. RoGERS rose. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think the gentleman from Missouri had better 
3 time at not later than half past 10, as is the case on the pension 
nights. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Very well; I will say half past 10. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think all this legislation is too important to be dis- 

of in an empty House, and I object. è 

Mr. COX. Oh, there will be a full House. 

Mr. ROGERS. Such has not been the experience in the past. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I hope the House will recognize that 
there is no desire on my part to prevent a full and thorough discussion 
of this question. It is a new proposition, and it is perfectly natural 
that the attention of the members of the House has not been directed 
to it, and regard it with some littleapprehension. And if an effort is 
made after a reasonable time for discussion to reach a vote on this bill, 
I shall appeal to the friends of labor legislation in this House to stand 
by us and to reach the bills and dispose of them. I am trying to dis- 
charge my duty, but am willing to make any concessions in order to 
have a proper time for the consideration of these important measures. 

I ask now unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be 
limited to two hours. I make that motion. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I think that the first thing in order 
would be the reading of the bill and the report. 

The SPEAKER. That, of course, would be the first thing in order, 
but the Chair understood the gentleman from Missouri to reach some 
agreement as to the length of debate. 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not care, myself, to interpose any sort of ob- 
structive tactics to the proper consideration of this measure. I am 
perfectly willing that it should be considered, but believe that the de- 
bate ought to run briefly, and as it is in the power of the gentleman 
from Missouri at any time to close the debate, provided the House sees 
proper to do so, he can of course exercise his discretion in that direc- 
tion. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Let me ask if there is any objection to 
limiting the debate to the time that I have ted? You know the 
rule in regard to our es and how thetime is usually distributed, 

Mr. ROGERS. Ihave no intention or desire to occupy an hour or a 
half hour. Perhaps I shall not occupy a quarter of an hour; but I 
desire to express my views touching the constitutionality of this leg- 
islation, and I am in perfect candor when I say I regard it as a very 
grave and important precedent if we undertake to pass such a bill. I 
do not think such a measure, so widespread in its importance, touch- 
ing the very organization of the Government itself, ought to be dis- 
posed of under the whip and spur. I repeat to the gentleman in all 
candor that I have no sort of obstructive tactics to offer. Iam going 
to discuss it briefly and upon authority, and then let the House vote 
upon it. 

1 r. BLAND. TI have some amendments to offer, and it certainly in- 
vol ves n great question, upon which I would like fifteen or twenty min- 
utes myself. 

It cannot be expected, when a bill is brought in relating to a great 
public question, affecting the rights of the States, that it can be car- 
ried through in so short atime. If the chairman of the committee has 
other bills that he deems of importance and which are not objectiona- 
ble, let him call them up, This is a bill which affects every State in 
the Union and especially the State which I have the honor in part to 
represent. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I think there will be no controversy 
between my colleague from Missouri and myself: We understand the 
interests of that State so far as this question is concerned. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Arkansas (Nr. ROGERS] demands the read- 
ing of the bill and the report. 

The SPEAKER. The reading of the report is in the nature of de- 
bate and can only be called for in the time of the gentleman who has 
the floor. The reading of the bill is necessary, unless dispensed with. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent that the report be read. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I do not object to that. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection the report will be read. 
The Clerk will now read the bill and report. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I ask also that the views of the minority be 


read. 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the views of the mi- 
nority will also be read. 
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BRIDGES IN NORTH CAROLINA. 
Mr. CRISP. I rise to present the report of a committee of confer- 


ence, 
The Clerk read the report, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the Se 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. ) authorizing the construction of 


votes of the two Houses on 


the Cape Fear River, Black River, and Northeast River, in the 
Carolina, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
ve Houses as follows: 


bridges across 

State of North 

to recommend and do recommend to their 
That Senate recede from 


M. W. 

G. G. VEST, 

PHILETUS SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, — 


The statement by the managers on the part of the House was-fead, 
as follows: t > 


The conferees on the of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 

one on Senate bill No. 2345, submit the following in explanation of the re- 
reon: 

P The Senate recefies from its disagreement to the House amendment, and 

agrees to the same with a verbal correction. 


The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


CONVICT LABOR. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will now read the bill called up for 
consideration by the gentleman from Missouri. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8716) to protect free labor and the industries in which it is em- 
ployed from the injurious effects of convict labor by confining the sale of the 
goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State in 
which they are produced. 2 
Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the Uniied States of 

America in Congress assembled, That every person whoknowingly transports, or 

causes to be delivered for transportation, from the State or Territory in which 

they are in whole or in part manufactured, any goods, wares, or merchandise, 
in whole or in part manufactured by convict labor in any penitentiary, prison, 
reformatory, or other establishment in which convict labor is employed, to or 
intoany other State or Territory, or into the District of Columbia, shail bedeemed 

guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a 

© of not less than $100 nor more than $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceed- 

ing one year, or by both such fine and imprisonment, at the discretion of the 

couri; and such goods, wares, or merchandise shall be forfeited to the United 
ta! 


tes. 

Sec, 2. That it shall be the duty of the several United States district attorneys 
to prosecute all violations of this act by any person making the complaint un- 
der oath, and the same shall be heard before any district or circuit court of the 
United States or Territorial court holden within the district in which the viola- 
tion of this act has been committed. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect at the expiration of sixty days from and 
after its passage. 


The report (by Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Labor, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 8716) to pro- 
tect free labor and the industries in which it is employed from the injurions 
effects of convict labor by confining the sale of the goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise manufactured by convict labor to the State in which they are produced, 
beg leave to submit the folowing report: 

A large number of persons, citizens of the United States, engaged in certain 
productive industries injuriously affected, as they claim, by the present systems 
of employment of conyict labor prevailing in many of the States, appeared be- 
fore your committee, including the acc representatives of the Jabor or- 
ganizations of the United States, on behalf of the bill. Statements were made, 
documents produced, and arguments submitted by them. They were permitted 
to be heard by counsel in respect to the constitutional questions involved. 

Petitions, numerously signed by leading manufacturers of the country, have 
been presented to Congress and referred to your committee. They pray, among 
other things, for the passage of the bill under consideration, and assign reasons 
therefor. The following is a copy of these petitions: 


Jo the Senate and House of Representatives of the 
United Slates in Congress assembled: 

“Your petitioners most respectfully re t that they are citizens of the 
United Slates, engaged in industrial pursuits; thatthe prevailing system of em- 
ployment of convict labor in the prisons of the several States operates unjustly 
and injuricusly upon your petitioners and other citizens engaged in like pró- 

| ductive industries, by imposing uponthem an unjust, unequal, and ruinous com- 
petition in the markets of the country with the products of such convict labor; 
and that they believe no adequate relief can be afforded unless through the in- 
tervention of your honorable bodies in their behalf. 

They likewise most ally represent that practical experience teaches 

that such system fails either to reform the convict or to deter the evilly-disposed 
from the commission ofcrime; that it tends to degrade free labor. to honest 

| workmen, to ruin lon, ablished industries, and to impoverish the deserving 
citizen without profiting the State. 

“Your petitioners submit that it is manifestly unfair and unjust that the State 
should enter upon an unequal and injurious competition with honest citizens, or 
unnecessarily employ its prisoners at such labor as lessens the wages and sub- 
verts the industrial interests of those enga; in productive occupations. That 
many of the most influential of the States have officially declared that the evils 
resulting from the present systems of employment of convict labor are serious 
and widely distributed and co: that no general system of i 


regulation or 
cure can be established by State legislation; and that national legislation and 


* 
mediation are required to afford adequate relief; and that Con can alone 
confine trade within State-linesand harmonize conflicting State interests. Your 
petitioners leave to add that this is one of those exigencies of general con- 
cern that the framers of the Constitution undoubtedly had in view when they 
so wisely conferred upon Congress the power ‘to regulate commerce among 
the several States, establish justicc, and promote the general welfare.’ 

“Your Ages do nut believe that the State should support its convicts in 
idleness, but that their reformation should be the paramount aim of prison dis- 
cipline, and all mere economie considerations be subordinated thereto; that the 
State should stimulate them to acquire habits of industry by paying to them at 
their discharge a reasonable proportion of their earnings, and by teaching them 
complete trades and not paris of trades, as under present systems; that the 
number of hours of labor should be lessened and the number of hours devoted 
to moral instruction Increased. 

“Your petitioners believe that if the following system of employment of con- 
vict labor were generally adopted, the evils of which they complain would be 
substantially removed, without loss to the State, and with benefit to the con- 
vict, to wit, the public-account system alone used; prisoners confined to hand 
trades or to ‘unskilled labor; the number of industries enlarged, including as 
few domestic industries as possible; the numberof prisoners lessened by estab- 
lishing reformatories in which shall be confined such as have been convicted of 
a first offense, not punishable with death, or for life ; all public institutions sup- 
pie by 1 goods, and all prison-made goods duly marked as such 

fore offered for sale. 

Nevertheless, until such a uniform system has been established by the several 
States employing their convicts in skilled labor, your petitioners earnestly in- 
sist that the interests of honest labor engaged in productive industries impera- 
tively demand the intervention of your honorable bodies in their behalf, and 
pray that an act be passed prohibiting, under adequate penalties, the sale or of- 

ering for sale of any goods, wares, or merchandise, the product in whole or in 
part of convict Jabor, outside of the State in which they are manufactured. 

“¥inally, they pray your honorable bodies to take such action, the premises 
considered, as may be fitting to secure the joint action of all the States employ- 
ing their convicts in skilled labor, to the end that such a ernl and harmoni- 
ous system, consistent with the rights of the national and State governments, 
respectively, may be established, as will protect frec labor engaged in productive 
industries; tend so far as practicable to the reformation of the convict, and 
promote the general welfare.’” 

Public meetings have been held in various portions of the country since the 
introduction of the bill, and resolutions highly commendatory of its purposes 


Your committee present, as valuable and instructive, the following extract 
from the learned and exhaustive report made by the Commissioner of Labor in 
obedience to the joint resolution of Congress approved August 2, 1886: 


“ANNUAL PRODUCTION OF CONVICT-MADE GOODS. 


“The State producing the largest amount of convict-made goods is New York, 
the value there being $6,236,320.98. The next State in rank is Illinois, producing 
$3.284,207.50 worth of convict-made goods. Indiana comes next with a product 
of the value of Sl. 570,901.37, while Ohio stands next in line with a product of 
the value of $1,368,122.51; then Missouri, St, 312,020.07; then Pennsylvania, $1,- 
317,265.55. Kansas ranks next, with a product worth $1,270,575.77. Tennessee 
comes after Kansas, with only $1,142,000; then Michigan, $1,087,735.62, and, last 
of the States producing over a million dollars’ worth, New Jersey, $1,019,608.32. 
Each of the other States and Territories drop below the million-dollar point, 
5 coming at the bottom of the list with a product of $11,577.36.” (Page 


It appears from the report of the Commissioner of Labor (pages 300 to 303, 
both inclusive) that convict labor causes reductions, especially in the at 
manufacturing States, both in the wages of free labor and in the quantity of 
foods sold produced by free labor. 

‘The State undoubtedly has many advantages over the citizen when it employs 
its convicts in the productive industries, whether under the contract or public- 
account system. Ib pays no taxes; its machinery and the power to propel it, 
its business capital, and buildings are supplied at the expense of the whole peo- 
ple. Under the public-account system the courts supply the labor; under the 
contract system it is sold by the State at substantially anominal price, Whether 
it be the warden, ambitious of making profits for the State, or the mercenary 
contractor, desirous of making the largest possible gains for himself, the temp- 
tation is irresistible to drive out of the market all competing industries, The 
e ee is simple; goods are offered at less price than honest labor can produce 
them. 

‘Take, for example, iron goods, stoves, and hollow-ware. Convict labor pro- 
duces annually of these $2,415,222.60. The contractor pays for his labor in the 
great States of Illinois, Indiana, Maryland, New York, and Ohio, and in Ore- 
gon, on an average, per hour 5.7 cents; while the private producer must pay 
26 cents per hour, The result of this disastrous competition is inevitable ruin 
to the law-abiding citizen; both manufacturer and skilled workman are in- 
volved in the same fate—the one left without custom, the other without em- 

loyment. 

5 Other industries are in like manner injuriously affected, such as boots and 
shoes, carriages and wagons, furniture, harness and saddlery, marble (dressed) 
and monuments, coopering,ete. In fact, the mischief seems to involve the citi- 
zens of all the great manufacturing States. 

In the judgment of your commitice the most deplorable of the evils resulting 
from the present systems of employment of convict labor is its tendency to in- 
jure and Seada ree labor employed in competing trades. The learned pro- 
essions are useful, but skilled labor is indispensable to the comfort, yea, the 
very existence of civilized society. It is the duty of the Government to en- 
cou! its youth to acquire trades and to protect them in their use when ac- 
quired. The wise Hebrews say “he that brings not up his son to some trade 
makes him a thief.” Our own countryman, Franklin, taught that he that 
hath a trade hath an estate for life.” The Solon caused a law to be 
passed relieving the son from the duty of supporting his father when decrepid 
with age, if the father had failed to teach his son a trade in his youth. 

If the State become a manufacturing corporation its convicts must be taught 
trades; when released they must find employment, if at all, by the side of the 
honest workman, and necessarily to the disadvantage of the latter. 

if the industry in which the skilled laborer has been er npn is destroyed 
by the unequal competition with convict labor, then both the honest workman 
and the released convict are without employment. The latter may find em- 
ployment by the commission of new crimes and a return to his comfortable 
prison home; the former, in his age, finds his “ estate for life ” taken from him, 
and himself left without the means of supporting a family equally helpless, 

INABILITY OF THE INDIVIDUAL STATES TO RELIEVE FROM THE DISASTROUS 


EFFECTS OF CONVICT LABOR. 


The following among other States have given expression to their views upon 
this subject: 


MASSACHUSETTS, 
The bureau of statistics and labor of Massachusetts, under the authority ofa 
resolution of the Legislature of that State, reported among other things as fol- 
lows, on convict labor: 


“No specific legislation by this State can cure, or cha even, this condition 
of things. The omen fh too many ramifications to be bandied by Atate 
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legislation. These and kindred questions in the body tic demand national 
investigation; and this country suffers in this as in er matters from its at- 
tempts to harmonize the many conflicting elements resulting from our separate 
State sovereignties.” 


_ NEW JERSEY. 


The commission be cig peer by Governor McClellan by the authority of a reso- 
lution adopted by the ure of New Jersey in 1878 made many valuable 
suggestions, among others the following : 
No State, by itself, can protect its industries against convict or other com- 
tition. Trade, commerce, and manufactures ignore Stato lines entirely; and 
f convicts were employed in manufacturing an article of general use in one 
State only, the thus produced, if better or cheaper than those made by 
free labor, would very soon find their way to all the other States and compete 
with their labor in that branch of industry. 

“Any distribution of prison labor among the various indnstries of the coun- 
Gr to be equal, just, and efficient, must be made by the joint action of all the 

tates, 

NEW YORK, 


In April, 1879, Louis D. Pilsbury, superintendent of State prisons (New York), 
made areport relative to convict labor, with the following results: 

“The only practicable way I know of preventing the so-called ‘ encroach- 
ments of convict labor’ is to prohibit its employment. This would aceomplish 
the desired result, but, in my opinion, would furnish little relief to honest 
labor’ in the absence of concurrent legislation of like character by other States. 
Prohibitory legislation = New York alone would result in driving contractors 
to other States, whence t S taper of their convict labor could be brought as 
directly into competition with the labor of this State as if manufactured within 
our own boundaries," 

WISCONSIN, 


In the second biennial report of the bureau of labor and industrial statistics 
of Wisconsin, submitted by the commissioner, Frank A. Flower, in September, 
1885, there isfound the following suggestions: 

I believe that the present system of contract convict labor is doomed in the 
Northern States, yet we can not and should not abolish it until we have pro- 
vided something to take its place. That now is the great problem, Nor can 
we temporize with it; for criminals we shall have with us forever. 

From a commercial standpoint we have not thirty-eight States—only one 
State. My own opinion is, therefore, that to abolish prison contracts in Wis- 
consin while they remain in force in other States will help onr manufacturers 
very little. Our Legislature can not shut out the prisop thrashing-machines of 
Minnesota, the cheap prison wagons of Texas, nor the prison hardware of New 
York. If Congress can say that no prison product, contract or otherwise, shall 
be sold outside of the State in which it is made, the whole matter will soon be 
adjusted. Otherwise I think that the several States should, by commissioners 
appointed for that purpose, meet and agree upon a plan of action that shall be 
as nearly uniform as possible as to the time of abandoning contracts at least.” 

Ata meeting held in Chicago, IIL, August 26,1886, to consider the convict-labor 
question, the following, among other resolutions, was passed: 

That the executive committee be instructed to inquire into the constitution- 
ality of a law, to be passed by the Congress of the United States, prohibiting the 
sale of goods, the product of convict labor, outside of the State in which manu- 
factured, and no constitutional objections being found, that they be instructed to 
obtain the p: e of such a law by seem prr 

The following tes were represen! at this meeting: Colorado, Iilinois, In- 
diana, lowa, Kentucky, Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nevada, 
Nebraska, Pennsylvania, Texas, Wisconsin. 


EVILS RESULTING FROM CONVICT LABOR, AS SHOWN BY STATE REPORTS. 


Your committee present the following report of a special committee appointed 
by a resolution of the house of representatives of the State of Ohio, in 1877, to 
investigate and report upon “the effect of contract convict labor upon the manu- 
facturing interest of the State.“ 

Ohio.—After taking the testimony of many witnesses, and duly considering 
the questions submitted to it, the committee arrived at the following conclu- 
sions: 

“The contract system interferes in an undue manner with the honest industry 
of the State. It has been the cause of crippling the business of many of our mantu- 
facturers; it has been the cause of driving many of them out ot business; ithas 
been the cause of a large percent of the reductions which have taken place 
in the wages of our mechanics; it has beén the cause of pauperizing a large por- 
tion of our laborers and increasing crime ina corresponding degree; it has 
been no benefit to the State; asa reformatory agency it has been a complete, 
total, and miserable failure; it has hardened more eriminals than any other 
cause; it has made total wrecks, morally, of thousands and thousan who 
would have been reclaimed from the paths of vice and crime under a proper sys- 
tem of prison management, but who now have resigned their fate to a life of 
hopeless degradation; it has not asingle commendable feature; its tendency is 
pernicious in the extreme. 

In short, it is an insurmountable barrier in the way of the reformation of the 
untortunates who are compelled to live and labor under its evil influences; it 
enables a olass of men to get rich out of the crimes committed by others; it 
leaves upon the fair escutcheon of the State a relic of the very worst form of 
human slavery; it is the bone of ceaseless contention between the State and 
its mechanical and industrial interests; it is abhorred by all and respected by 
none except those, perhaps, who make profit and gain out of it. It should be 
tolerated no longer, but abolished at once." 

California.—Commenting upon the unjust competition with the free labor of 
the State, resulting from the employment of convict labor in productive indus- 
tries, the bureau of labor of California, in its first biennial report (1881), says: 

“Rather than such unjust competition should be practiced, or that the State 
should be made the instrument of an injurious opposition to manufacturers and 
free men eagaged in similar businesses on the outside, or that a system should 
be carried on under State control tending to loss of employment or reduction 
of wages, the convicts should serve their terms in idleness.” 

We can not admit that great evils, destructive in their effects and widespread, 
can exist in defiance of the National Congress, created by the whole people to 
establish justice and promote the general welfare. The safety and usefulness 
of the State, the prosperity and happiness of the people, depend upon the just 
observance of the cardinal political truth expressed in the familiar maxim, “So 
use your own as not to injure your neighbor; “ it applies with equal force to 
the State and to the citizen. k 

Your committee believe that free labor engaged in various important produc- 
tive industries suffers t and serious injury from the unequal and unjust 
competition to which it is subjected by the prevailing systems of employment 
of convict labor by many of the States; that individual State 1 lation is iu- 
competent to furnish adequate relief; that the necessary power is alone vested 
in Congress; that this power should be exercised to tho end that capital in- 
vested, business good-will long established, e and skill acquired by 

years of industry may be protected, and honest labor engaged in the productive 
industries involved may not be left without employment, 


THE DUTY OF CONGRESS, 


Although we are foundly impressed with the conviction that the autonomy 
of the State 8 so far as possible under our dual form of gov- 
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ernment, yet nevertheless we feel it to be the duty of the National Legislature 

to exert to the fullest extent those constitutional powers conferred by the wis- 

dom of the fathers, when they are invoked, as in the t case, by citizens 

exercising the sacred right of petition, and who furnish convincing proofs that 

2 individual rights are assailed and their property threatened with destruc- 
jon. 


PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF THE BILL. 


It is not the purpose of the promoters of the bill to encroach upon the right 
of any State to employ its convicts in any manner that to it may seem nor 
even to seek to correct the evils resulting from such employment, so far as the 
State's own citizens arc concerned, but to prevent such evils from extending to 
and involving the citizens of other States. 

Yet we do not believe that it was the intent of the framers of the Fedcral Con- 
stitution, nor of the States ratifying it, that any of the States should become 
great manufacturing corporations, gigantic trusts, so to speak, carrying on pro- 
ductive industries to the destruction of the business of its citizens. 

Tt will be observed that the House at the present session has declared that the 
National Government shall not give either countenance or aid to convict labor 
by prohibiting its employment on public buildings and the purchase of convict- 
made goods for the use of any of the Departments of the General Government. 
The pending bill is in the same judicious line of legislation. 

The right of Congress to prohibit the introduction of foreigners and aliens, 
under contract or agreement to perform labor, into the United States has not 
been questioned, 

Congress has not hesitated to protect domestic industries, and free labor em- 
ployed therein, by levying heavy customs duties upon the products of the 
cheap labor of Europe when imported into this country—a feature of the tariff 
that commends itself to all. 

Congress disregarded State lines when it passed the act prohibiting the trans- 
porason of livestock affected with any contagious disease from one State to 
another. ` 

Congress wiscly arrested the immigration of Chinese by passing restriction 
acts, because the interests of free labor suffered injuriously therefrom. 

Congress protected the farming interests by taxing oleomargarine and its 
congeners, and subjecting its production and sale to the burdens of the internal- 
revenue system. * 
e laws vigorously expel foreign paupers and eonviets from the Federal 

nion. 

The act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1837, regulates the 
charges of interstate common carriers, creates misdemeanors, imposes fines, es- 
tablishes a commission, and clothes it with semi-judicial powers, speeds causes 
in the ordinary civil courts, and in numerous other ways displays the measure- 
less powers, express and implied, of the National Legislature. 

These several acts derive their validity, as does the bill under consideration, 
from those clauses in the Constitution, together with the necessary and proper 
implications therefrom, that confer the power and impose the duty upon Con- 
gress to regulate commerce, foreign and interstate, establish justice, and pro- 
mote the general welfare. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has repeatedly decided that this 
power to regulate commerce is exclusively vi in Congress, and that no 
residuum, however small, resides in the States since the adoption of the Federal 
Constitution; that the grant of the whole to the General Government is incom- 
patible with a grant to the States of a part; that the supremacy of the laws of 
Congress, in cases of collision with State laws, is secured in the article which 
declares that the laws of Congress, passed in pursuance of the powers granted, 
shall be the supreme law. 

It has been judicially declared likewise that the police power of a State and 
the foreign commercial power of Congress must stand together. It follows 
from this that the State may prohibit the sale of articles injurious to the wel- 
fare of its citizens within its territorial limits, and with stronger reason that 
Congress may prohibit the introduction of such articles within the State. 

Jt only remains, therefore, on this part of the subject to inquire what is com- 
8 us the term is used in the Constitution. 

t: 

Commerce among the States, as defined by this court, is trade. trafe inter- 
course, and dealing in articles of commerce between States by its citizens or 
others, and carried on in more than one State.” 

The iw elgg Court has likewise held, in giving judicial construction to so 
much of the clause in the Constitution as confers power upon Congress to reg- 
ulate commerce with the Indian tribes, that— 

“ Congress, under this constitutional power, may not only prohibit the unli- 
censed introdt ction and sale of spirituous liquors in the Indian country, but 
1 such p:ouibition to territory in proximity to that occupied by the In- 

aus. 

The exclusive and measureless extent of the power of the National Govern- 
mont to control interstate commerce was clearly and sharply defined in a case 
renee the Supreme Court by n writ ot error to the supreme court of Pennsyl- 
vania. 

In that case it was held that - 

~The statute of a State imposing a tax upon freight taken up within the 
Stute and carried out of it, or taken up without the State and brought within 
it. is repugnant to that provision of the Constitution which ordains Congress 
shall have power to regulate commerce among the several States.” 

Finally, your committce base the authority of Congress to pass this bill not 
ouly upon the right in the National Legislature to regulate commerce between 
the States, to establish justice, to promote the general welfare, as expressly 
eouferred in the Constitution, but in that fundamental principle upon which 
m legitimate sovereignty rests, that the welfare of the people is the supreme 


The Supreme Courtthus delines 


w. í 
The petitioners have bronght to the notice of Congress the existence ofa 
rent evil—widespread, ever-increasing—an evil beyond the control of State leg- 
lation; and itis inconceivable that, under these circumstances, Congress is 
withcat power to protect American labor and domestic industries; that it is 
not possible that this is the only wrong without a remedy. 
: Tone committee report the bill to the House with the recommendation that 
t do pass, A 


4 The views of the minority (presented by Mr. PLUMB) were read, as 
follows: 


The undersigned, a member of the Committce on Labor, finding himself un- 
able to agree with the majority of said committee in recommending the passage 
of the bill (II. R. 8716) entitled “A bill to protect free labor and the industries 
in which it is employed from the injurious effects of convict labor by confining 
the goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State 
in yenen they are produced,” begs leave to submit the following minority re- 
port: 

The undersigned yields in no respect to the majority of said committee in an 
earnest desire to secure for free labor all the protection and benefits that can be 
secured for it by legislation or other proper methods; but ill-advised legislation 
can only prejudice the interests that it seeks to promote. 

In a matter so important the committee should have made full and impartial 
investigation, instead of basing its action. as it seems to have done. upon pe- 
titions, numerously signed by leading manufacturers of the country,” many of 


whom buy of the importers’ agents and sell in this country the product of the 
labor of jails and convict prisons of England. 

Snch investigation does not appear to have been made. The committee has 
not availed itself of the opinions and experience of many eminent and disin- 
terested authorities in this country who have for years made a careful study of 
the relations existing between convict labor and free labor, and who have, for 
several mouths past, been engaged in perfecting a system for so adjusting the 
industries carried on in the prisons of the country that they may offer the least 
possible competition with free labor, and who will present tothe National Prison 
Association, at its meeting in Boston on the 15th of July next, the result of their 
labors in the shape of measures to secure uniform legislation in the several 
States upon this subject. 

In considering the proposed bill the question may first 888 be asked, 
Has Congress the power, under the Constitution, to pass such a bill? 

Itseems a palpable violation of the Constitution. Bearing in mind the fa- 
miliar principle that the Constitution of the United States is a grant of certain 
enumerated powers, and that Congress can only exercise such powers as are 
actually granted by this instrument, we may search in vain for ort 3 authority 
to enact such s law. The power to regulate commerce with foreign nations 
and among the several States" can not be invoked as a warrant for exercising 
the power here assumed. 

This power to regulate commerce“ was vested in Congress in order tosecure 
equality and freedom in commercial intercourse against discriminating State 
legislation“ (see 19 Wallace, 581-590). The reverse of this is the avowed object 
of this bill. It assumes to prohibit, under penalties and forfeitures, the trans- 
portation from one State to another of certain articles of merchandise, not for 
the purpose of regulating commerce, but “ to protect free labor and the indus- 
tries in which it is employed.” It institutes an unwarranted, if not odious, dis- 
crimination; it prohibits the transportation of goods, wares, or merchandise, 
however intrinsically useful, simply because they have been manufactured by 
the State itself, or under State laws and State regulations, A r invasion 
of State authority and State rights can not be conceived. It is a direct attack 
upon State laws and State institutions. Suppose, in ante bellum times, Congress 
had prohibited the transportation of cottonand sugar from one State to another 
because produced by slave labor, what would have been said as to the consti- 
tutionality of such an act of Congress? 

Again, it is said to be a familiar 5 of law that the power to regulate 
does not imply the power to prohibit; but this bill assumes to absolutely pro- 
hibit the transportation from one State to another of a specified class of mer- 
chandise, The power to 3 the transportation of a class of merchandise 
involves the power to prohibit the transportation of all merchandise, and are 
gentlemen prepared to say that Congress possesses the power to erect such a 
Chinese wall as this between Ah2 States of this Union? 

The majority of the com ee embodies in its report a copy of the petition 
addressed to Congress by certain leading manufacturers of the country ” and 
ussumes as true a statement therein made, to wit: 

That ne prevailing system of employment of convict labor in the prisons 
of the several States operntes unjustly and injuriously upon your petitioners 
and other citizens engaged in like productive industries, by ee Freep upon them 
an unjust, unequal, and ruinous competition in the markets of the country with 
the products of such convict labor,” 

A statement involving interests so wide-spread and of such public importance 
should be more concise and definite in its descriptton of the prevailing system 
of employment of convict labor” that it opposes, and certainly more specific 
as to the nature and extent of the competition complained of, especially since 
reliable data, bearing directly upon the subject, are within casy reach. 

That statistics do not justify the complaint of the “leading manufacturers” is 
found in the concise but comprehensive report for 1896 of the Commissioner of 
Labor, Carroll D, Wright, who, after tabulating (on paze 95) the classes of in- 
„ convicts are employed, arrives at the definite conclusion (see 
page 37 

The product of the prisons is but fifty-four one-hundredths of 1 per cent. 
of the total mechanical product of the country. The whole prison population 
of those institutions in which productive labor is carried on is but one in a thou- 
sand of the population of the country, and those engaged in convict productive 
labor but one in three hundred of those engaged in free mechanical labor.” 

In connection with the above statement it may be asserted without fear of 
successful contradiction, that the unskilled and unwilling convict laborer ac- 
complishes, on the average, not to exceed one-half as much per day as the free 
laborer in corresponding industries. Asto comparative ems of labor under 
which convicts are employed, the report of the bureau of labor of the State of 
Missouri embodies a report on the subject, which, coming as it does froma 
commitjee com mainly of gentlemen connected or in sympathy with 
labor organizations, is entitled to the utmost consideration. 

The committee, after thorough investigation of the subject, concludes, as to 
the different systems of labor upon which” convicts are employed, as follows 
(see 174 of said report): 

“While the committee are convinced that the contract system, taking it all 
in all, is the best for the State and for all classes of people, so far as financial re- 
sults are concerned, it is thought best to limit the number of convicts engaged 
in one line of manufacturing.“ 

It is no purpose of the minority to discuss the various systems of labor, nor is 
such discussion strictly pertinent to the questions under consideration, but the 
opinion above quoted is brought forward to indicate the wide and perplexing 
range of public interests involved, and as a protest against hasty and unwise 
. on so important a subject. 

m labor is purely a local question, and must vary in its methods with lo- 
cation and climate. It may be furthermore regarded asa police regulation, 
over which individual States must have sole jurisdiction. 

The proposed bill provides that it shall take effect at the expiration of sixty 
days from and after its passage. Is this not a most remarkable, unreasonable, 
and unjust proceeding, destroying, as it will if it shall become a law, the busi- 
ness and property of a large number of citizens who, under the provisions of 
the laws of the different States and under their protection, are engaged in manu- 
facturing, and have contracts reaching many months ahead for the sale of their 
products, to whom the faith of the States is pledged for the labor necessary for 
the completion of said contracts? Will it be seriously contended by any mem- 
ber of this House that such sudden and unwarrantable abrogation of said con- 
tracts is within the power of Congress or in accordance with the sense of justice 
which should control its legislation ? 

As bearing upon the subject-matter of this report, reference to the report of the 
minister-of justice of the Dominion of Canada for 1887 seems pertinent. After 
alluding to the congress of the National Prison Association, held at Atlanta, 
fia., in November, 1886, it states: 

It was also established that convict labor of a remunerative character, em- 
ployed in the prodsction of articles which must have a market, is an absolute 
necessity for the maintenance of discipline, and is beneficial to society at large.” 

Further on in said report the minister, referring to a protest that had been 
entered against the introduction of mat-making into a Canadian prison, uses 
language which is applicable to our own country when he says: 

“In this connection the competition is with the exporters in England, who 
supply Canada with the great bulk of the commodity used here, the product of 
prison looms and the outcome of prison labor.“ 

A well-known writer on penal matters sass: 


“The increase of crime 1n the United States in proportion to the population is 
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a demonstration of the failure of existing methods of dealing with it, and must 
arrest the attention of thoughtful and honest men.” b 

At the close of the year 1886 the prison population of the United States wás 
Classified as follows: 


close upon 50 cents per ae pa diem, ora 
total of $11,743,692.50 per annum. To maintain this army in the idleness which 
the proposed legislation would enforce would, besides its inhumanity, add such 
a burden to those already borne by the tax-payers of the country that a mere 
reference to the proposition should cause it to be dismissed as unworthy of the 


age. 

The committee, in its conclusions and deductions, quotes largely, and with 
deserved approval, from the report of the Commissioner of Labor, yet it has 
strangely overlooked his strong and emphatic statement that— 

“ Convict labor is of no great account compared with the presence of crime 
itself, and to avoid the presence of crime its commission must be prevented.” 


gain, he says: 
The diversity of interests, the diversity ot industries as well, interstate com- 
om of trade all demand that no legislation should be had which 


The question involves not only systems of Jabor, but moral and social interests, 
as — Jo considerations of a more efficient and statesman-like treatment of 
the whole subject of crime than has yet prevailed. It is recognized by our most 
thoughtful and earnest men who study this subject that in any p n for the 


unishment or reprèssion of crime the clement of steady, wisely d pro- 
spram labor must beara prominent part. Our civilization demands the recog- 
not be invaded or 


nition of the criminal as a man whose natural rights ma; 
disr led by the State, and for whose reformation and rehabilitation patient 
and ent effort should be made. Thorough and scientific classification of 
criminals, setting apart the incorrigible at hard labor requiring little skill, put- 
ting the young and first offenders where they shall be taught ul tradesand 
where they shall also be prepared by educational and moral training for return- 
ing to society better than when they left it—all these methods are of the 
greatest importance to the people. Inall of them industry must be recognized 
as not only the law of competence,” but the basis of all genuine reformation, 
Therefore enforced idleness becomes inhuman, tends to check the repression 
of crime, and is in the highest degree detrimental to the State. j 

It seems to the undersigned that such enforced idleness must mevitgblꝝ be the 


result in all the prisons of the country of the enactment of the pro bill, with 
all its penalties and forfeitures, intoa law. While this might bring temporary 
advantage to the leading manufacturers of the country,” it is not believed that 


it would result in any substantial benefit to the toiling thousands whose names 
are invoked to secure its passage. It would throw the industries affected into 
chaos and involve the po le in millions of dollars of expense without securing 
to the country any equ: ent in the way of benefits. 

For the foregoing reasons and others of equal force that are not herein enu- 
merated, the undersigned is constrained to differ from the majority of the com- 
mittee and recommend that the bill do not pass. 

RALPH PLUMB. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, this measure reported 
from the Committee on Labor originated from a visit to this city ot 
manufacturers from New York, Brooklyn, Jersey City, Philadelphia, 
and other places, who came before our committee to picture to us the 
ruin, the absolute ruin, that stared them in the face from this charac- 
ter of competition, One industry after another was attacked by this 
convict-labor system, and in every case that industry was compelled to 
reduce their prices below even the cost of manufacture or be driven 
from the market. Industries long established, industries employing 
thousands of men, found themselves face to face with this state of af- 
fairs. Business men who in their interest only recognized that they 
should have to compete with competitors honorably in like 
pursuits and the competition from other countries found at home an 
insidious enemy. 

Labor-saving machinery and the subdivision of work into many 
branches enabled prison contractors to so utilize the labor of convicts 
that within a very few months they could make of them skilled work- 
men at specialties in the various industries. Business men employ- 
ing honest labor, who were paying their workmen $2 and $2.50 a day, 
found themselves face to face with competitors whose price for labor 
was 5 cents per hour, or 40 cents per day; they found themselves in 
many cases face to face with gigantic enterprises, the entire plant being 
furnished by the State. Immense manufacturing establishments built 
up out of the taxes of the people, the buildings, machinery, and inci- 
dental expenses borne by the people, the contractor in many cases 
only required to hire the labor, who were placed under his control, 
like slaves compelled to work, and punished for negligence, spoilt 
work, and failure to perform an allotted task. 

The manufacturers came to us claiming that it could not be just or 
right that their property should be destroyed through such unfair com- 
petition as this; that under our system of laws a man’s property should 
not be taken from him by any such process; that the convicts whose 
crimes had sent them into penal servitude should not be farmed out; 
that their labor should not be used, or was not intended to be used for 
the purpose of wrecking industries and destroying the labor of this 
country; besides destroying the trades of honest workmen, the encour- 
agement of which has been the pride of every civilized country; the in- 
centive to learn trades taken away by practically d ing the cause 


of labor through the continual graduation of the felons of the land from 
the penitentiary to the workshop. 

The legislative committee of the labor organizations of this country, 
which comprise over half a million of organized workmen, appeared 


before our committee on behalf of the organizations of labor unions of 
this country to ask of us the passage of this bill. They said that there 
is no other question before the American people which so nearly and 
dearly concerned the welfare of every workingman as this. Your 
tariff question, which for a month has occupied the attention of this 
8 into insignificance when you realize that you have a can- 
cer at home eating at the heart of every trade in this country. 

It is that condition ofaffairs that you have to meet. Trade after trade 
falls under the blighting influence of this competition. It extends from 
State to State. Last year over one-half of the hollow- ware of the United 
States was produced in prisons and placed upon the market at 30 per 
cent. less than manufacturers employing honest labor could produce it. 
Your wagon industry, your harness and saddlery work, carpets, mat- 
tings, coopering, chains, and marble work are attacked. 

In every branch of industry where by the use of machinery, where 
by the utilization of convict labor these men can compete, they are en- 
gaged in the business, and I have been advised to-day that it has been 
even proposed to establish a printing establishment in one of the pris- 
ons of New York, against which the Typographical Union are now rais- 
ing their powerful protest. There are but twosources of opposition to 
this bill. The workingmen of this country ask for it. The honest 
manufacturers of this country ask for it. 

The opponents of the bill comprise only two classes, for one of whom 
I have the most unbounded respect. I mean gentlemen who seriously 
question the constitutionality of a-measure of this kind, men whose 
sympathies Jead in the direction of aiding labor, but who conserva- 
tively fear that this is a step a little in advance of the line. The only 
other class that have been heard from in opposition to this bill are the 
prison contractors and the wardens of your penitentiaries, and I need 
hardly tell any man whose mind is disturbed in regard to the legal as- 
pects of this question that they whose interests are so vitally affected 
and who certainly have taken counsel believe this bill to be constitu- 
tional, or you would not find the city to-day full of these same con- 
tractors and prison wardens, and others acting with them, who believe 
that this bill if passed will stand the test of law, and hence are doing 
their utmost to defeat it. They certainly fear that the bill is consti- 
tutional. The powers conferred upon Congress to regulate commerce 
and to provide for the general welfare are broad enough when sup- 
ported by the evidence of a great evil and demanded by the business 
interests of our country, and by the honest workingmen of our country, 
and will justify the passage of this bill; they have no doubt but,that 
it will become a law. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. There is no remonstrance against the 
bill from any other quarter, I believe? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. No, sir; there is no remonstrance 
against this bill except from that element. Iam not referring now to 
the legal gentlemen who question the constitutionality of it, but when 
you leave them out you will find that the only other opposition to the 
bill comes from those who have sympathy for these prison interests— 
not an unfair sympathy, but the natural sympathy which men feel for 
their friends and for the enterprises in which they are engaged. 

Ihave told gentlemen representing those interests that I am per- 
fectly willing to accept a reasonable amendment, extending the time 
for the bill to become operative. One of these prison contractors had 
the manhood to come to me and admit thatit wasa dishonorable busi- 
ness; that the use of the labor of thieves to destroy the honest labor 
of this country was not a legitimate business, but he said: ‘‘Give us 
a little time to get out of it.“ The question to-day is whether or not 
this House will pass this bill in response to the demands of the work- 
ingmen of this country and in response to the demands of the honest 
manufacturing interests of this country, and permit the legal ques- 
none involved to be determined by the Supreme Court of the United 

tates, 

if you refuse to pass this bill you deprive the workingmen ‘and the 
honest manufacturers of their remedy; you deprive them of an oppor- 
tunity of arriving at a result upon this question; you refuse them any 
opportunity for relief. On the other hand, if the bill becomes a law 
the present contractors and others interested with them have their rem- 
edy in an appeal to the courts. You do not deprive them of any right 
by passing the bill; you simply respect and d to the will of the 
people, and place the seal of condemnation on this infamous work. 
Where in the history of legislation has there been such a demand for 
any legislation as there has been for this? Introduced hardly two 
months ago, reported from the Committee on Labor with but one dis- 
senting vote, already over one hundred and fifty members of this House 
have filed petitions, petition upon petition coming from every section of 
this country, demanding the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GEAR. How many have been filed against it? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. None that I am aware of. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg your pardon. I think there are some. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. How many? 

Mr. GEAR. I do not know. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I say that over one hundred and fifty 
members have filed petitions in favor of it. 

Mr. GEAR. I do not dispute that at all. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4519 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have received resolutions adopted by 
a mass meeting of the people of Philadelphia, by mass meetings of the 
people of New York, of St. Louis, and of other cities. I have here at 
my desk also the petitions of over 10,000 workmen; also the resolutions 
of the joint executive board of a body composed of 5,000 workingmen 
in Scranton, and of 2,000 workingmen in one organization in New York, 
which I have not yet filed. The petitions already filed comprise, or 
represent, in my judgment, from 150,000 to 200,000 workingmen, and 
would, I believe, exceed double that number but for the late date when 
the petitions were eireulated. I have in my possession a mass of evi- 
dence of the blighting effects of this villainous competition which I do 
not deem it necessary to read, as the House concedes the injury done. 
In regard to the legal question involved, I have freely covered that 
question in the report which has been made to-day and forms part of 
the record. 

I am confident that each proposition of law presented in the report 
of the majority of the committee is fully supported by the decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

In giving judicial construction to the clause of the Constitution con- 
ferring the power to regulate commerce among the States the Supreme 
Court said, the learned John Marshall, Chief-Justice, delivering the 
opinion: 

It is the power to regulate, that is, to prescribe the rule by which commerce is 
to be governed. This power, like all others vested in Congress, is complete in 
itself, may be exe to the utmost extent,and acknowl no limitations 
other than are prescribed in the Constitution. (Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheaton, 1). 

Justice Story employed the following language in his dissenting opin- 
ion in The City of New York vs. Miln (11 Peters, 102): 

The power given to Congress to regulate commerce with foreign nations and 
among the States has been deemed exclusive from the nature and objects of 
the power and the necessary implication growing out of its exercise. Full 
power to regulate a particular subject implies the whole power and leaves no 
residuum, and a grant of the whole to one is incompatible with a grant to an- 
other of a part. 

Chief-Justice Taney, in the celebrated license cases (5 Howard, 504), 
enunciates the same doctrine: 

Congress, under its 1 to regulat ith forei 
1 may . — is has arthi of. hada asr Shali be admitted. — what 
excluded, and may therefore admit or not, as it shall seem best, the importa- 
tion of ardent spirits. And inasmuch as the laws of Congress authorize their 
importation, no State hasa right to prohibit their introduction. The supremacy 
of the laws of Congress in cases of collision with State Jaws is secured in the 
article which declares that the laws of Congress passed in pursuance of the 
powers granted shall be supreme law. 

If we substitute among the States“ for the words with foreign 
nations,“ both sets of wards being found in the same clause, the prin- 
ciples of this decision would be perfectly applicable to the questions now 
under discussion. 

That this power of Congress, absolute and exclusive in its nature, is 
not, in the judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States, con- 
trolled by State lines is evident from the following decisions under that 
part of the same clause of the Constitution relating to commerce with 
the Indian tribes. 

In United States against Holliday (3 Wallace, 407) it was held that— 

The circuit courts of the United States have jurisdiction of the selling of ardent 
spirits to an Indian under the act of February 12, 1882. 

By that act Congress made it penal to sell spirituous liquors to an Indian 
under the charge of an Indian agent, although it was sold outside of any Indian 


reservation and within the limits of a State. The act is constitutional under 
the power to regulate commerce with the Indian tribes, 


And in United States vs, Forty-three gallons of whisky, ete. (93 
United States, 188), it was likewise held that— 

Congress, under its constitutional power to regulate commerce with the In- 
dian tribes, may not only prohibit the unlicensed introduction and sale of spirit- 
uous liquors in the Indian country, but extend such prohibition to territory in 
proximity to that occupied by the Indians. 

The power of the State over its internal commerce and the supreme 
control of the United States over interstate commerce are clearly de- 
fined by the Supreme Court of the United States in State freight-tax 
case (15 Wallace, 232). In that case, reaching the United States Su- 
preme Court on writ of error to the supreme court of Pennsylvania, it 
was held that— 

The statute of a State imposing a tax upon freight taken spaan the State 
and carried out of it, or taken up without a State and brought within it, is re- 
pugnant to that provision of the Constitution which ordains Congress shall have 
power to regulate commerce among the several States. 

In fact, the whole line of decisions pronounced by the Supreme 
Court, from Gibbons against Ogden, February term, 1824, to Bowman 
against the Chicago and Northwestern Railroad Company, decided at 
the present term, are thoronghly consistent, and authorize us to declare 
the law to be that the power to regulate commerce among the several 
States is wholly vested in the Federal Congress; that no fraction of this 
power, however small, remains in any State; and that in the exercise of 
this power Congress is not restricted by State lines. And upon being 
advised that a mischief exists injuriously affecting any considerable 
number of citizens, it is not only the privilege but the duty of Congress 
to intervene and correct the mischief by appropriate legislation. 

In the report from the committee the members will find that every 
feature of this question has been carefully considered in the hope that 
hag ees pga objection would be met and speedy action had upon 
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In the name of honesty to the enterprising manufacturers of our coun- 
try, in the name of justice to the honest labor of this country, I appeal 
to every friend of labor to stand by this bill. [Applause.] 

Mr. WARNER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he can ` 
tell us how many convicts there are in the penitentiaries of the differ- 
ent States. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I presume there are several hundred 
thousand. 

Mr. GEAR. Fifty-eight thousand. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. About sixty-five thousand in the peni- 
tentiaries; but in the reformatories and the other institutions to which 
prisoners are sent there are a great many more; I do not know the ex- 
act number, but it comprises several hundred thousand. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Speaker, this bill, I have no doubt, has been 
honestly brought forward in the interest of labor. As a measure in 
that direction, and so far as it is possible in this way to conserve the 
interests of labor, the bill is entitled to my hearty support. I yield 
to no man on this floor or elsewhere in heartfelt devotion to the inter- 
ests of the laboring men of the United States, and anything which can 
be done in their behalf will find in me a most earnest coadjutor. 

But, sir, I consider this bill as a very extraordinary measure. What 
does it propose? It proposes to punish as criminals those who trans- 
port particular articles of merchandise from one State of this Union to 
another. Not those who make the goods, but those who transport the 
goods which are manufactured in a certain way, are to be made crimi- 
nals and to be subjected to fine and imprisonment. It strikes me that 
this is a very extraordinary proposition, and nothing short of the most 
extraordinary circumstances would justify the passage of the bill as it 
now stands. x 

What are the circumstances? It has been stated very eloquently by 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri] that labor 
comes here and asks to be protected. Sir, it is not merely labor that 
comes here, permit me to say, but it is the manufacturer who comes 
here; and if the manufacturer had not come in advance with this meas- 
ure there would never have been a petition sent to this House on the 
subject. It is, then, a question with reference to the manufacturers. 
I have not the same degree of interest in the manufacturer that I have 
in the laborer; and I undertake to say that there is not an honest la- 
borer in this broad land who would not be willing that the right thing 
should be done in order to give proper consideration to those who are 
to be affected by the passage of this bill. - 

What does the bill propose? It proposes to interdict absolutely 
from passage across a State line every article manufactured in whole 
or in part by any convict or any person confined in any of the reforma- 
toriesof the land. We have reform schools in which boys and girls 
are employed, and we have prisons, the occupants of which are en- 
gaged in useful occupations; and under the operation of this bill any- 
thing which these persons may make becomes tainted, and on that ac- 
count can not pass a State line. Sir, this bill proposes not only to 
correct the evil complained of in reference to labor, but it asks that 
Congress, by national legislation, shall step in and do that which is 
required to be done by the States and by those intrusted with the care 
of convicts, in order to properly conduct the prison reformatories of the 
whole country. 

I had supposed, Mr. Chairman, that this duty belonged to the vari- 
ous States. I had supposed that these institutions were under the 
control of officers who had been selected on account of their ability, 
their humanity, their disposition to contrive means by which the great 
object of imprisonment, the reformation of the prisoner, could be se- 
cured. If we lived in the dark ages, if we had no consideration for 
men who haye committed crime, but at once cast them outside of the 
pale of humanity upon conviction of any offense, this bill would be an 
appropriate measure. But, sir, we livein no such age. We live in an 
age when A man's a man for a’ that; and though he may have been 
overtaken in the commission of a crime, still, whether inside or out- 
side the walls of a penitentiary, he has a claim upon us which, as 
friends of humanity, we recognize, and it is our duty in every possible 
way to promote his welfare. 

Now, it is the testimony of all who have had charge of prisons that 
in no way can we disch our duty to the unfortunate prisoner un- 
less we occupy him in productive industry. It will net do to put him 
upon the treadmill or to shut him up in solitary confinement; he must 
be occupied, he must have work, and that work must be productive— 
work which employs the mind and the hand, and makes him conscious 
that he is doing something, and that he is engaged in honest Jabor, and 
thus far discharging his obligation to the State. 

The work of reforming prisoners has engaged the attention of many 
of the ablest men in the country for many years, and in conjunction 
with the States in which they operate, and acting in harmony with the 
great idea which has properly taken possession of the public mind, 
namely, that everything possible should be done in order to protect 
productive labor, these men have been contriving methods by which 
the labor of convictsshould be so utilized as in the least possible degree 
to affect the price of labor outside. This sentiment has prevailed to 
such an extent in several of the States of the Union that they have 
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taken steps to get rid of contract labor. The States in which such ac- 
tion has been adopted are Massachusetts, New York, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, Ohio, and Illinois. The latter State, which I have in part 
the honor to represent, has by constitutional amendment provided that 
as soon as the present contracts have terminated there shall be no more 
tontract labor in our penitentiaries. And itis well known that itis the 
object, and the sincere object, of those who have prison reform in their 
charge to so manage that in these various States the kind of convict 
employment even on State account shall be that which shall least affect 
labor outside of their respective prisons, 

Now, sir, I submit that it is not proper for the Congress of the United 
States to undertake the work of prison reform. The language of this 
report goes on to state that the course pursued has been a failure in 
regard to prison reform. Has it come to this? Is it proper work for 
us to do to enter these States and their prisons, and decide here by law 
what shall and what shall not be done in reference to prison manage- 
ment. 

I shall be very much surprised, Mr. Speaker, if a vote of this House 
shall determine such to be the legitimate work of this body. But a 
word more in reference to that feature of the question which refers to 
interfering with commerce between the States. 

T have looked upon our great galaxy of States with supreme delight, 
recognizing the fact that there was nothing in the shape of an inter- 
diction upon the Statcs possible that could hamper or prevent in any 
manner the freest interchange between the States and the Territories 
of the nation. I had supposed that that was one of the chief glories 
of our system, that while we had the right to bar out other govern- 
ments of the world and to interdict trade from distant nations, except 
on such conditions as we saw proper to prescribe, and had thus placed 
restrictions upon the commerce of the outside world; yet amongst the 
States themselves there was the freest trade, and as far as I know no 
law has ever undertaken where the article traded in is unobjectionable 
to interfere with the perfect freedom of exchanges between the States 
of this Union. I believe, sir, this is the first time since the formation 
of this Government that such a thing has been attempted, and itmust 
be justified upon strong grounds of necessity before the Congress of 
the United States can enter upon such a course. 

The effect of this proposition will be the contamination of the arti- 
cles produced by the labor of all of these convicts. The girl who is 
employed in the reformatory for the time being for any light offense, 
in doing what is suited to woman’s capacity, in kitting goods or such 
work, will so contaminate the work that she does that it may not be 
sold outside of the State where it is produced. It has got to be sold 
inside of the State where the reformatory is. So also with the boy; 
he can not be employed to make articles to ship to outside territory; 
they must all be sold inside of the State. The effect would be that 
the competition would come as certainly on outside labor as it would 
if transported to any other market, and, besides this, State regulations 
with reference to it would necessarily be changed, and that labor so 
essential in all of its necessary conditions, recognized now as so necessary 
that it is even being introduced into the common schools and acknowl- 
edged by all to be indispensable in promoting prison reform itself, 
must be abandoned and the work must be suspended. 8 

I might enlarge upon these objections to the bill. I might offer other 
reasons which occur to me, but I am aware that other members desire 
to speak, and in conclusion will say that I am unwilling to give my 
sanction and consent by any vote of mine to the passage of such a bill, 
as much as I desire to benefit the laboring man. Ican not get my own 
consent to step upon such dangerous ground: and at the same time in- 
terfere with work which will better promote the efficiency of prison 
discipline and prison reform than any legislation we can adopt. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Before the gentleman sits down let me 
ask him a question. You represent in your district the Joliet peni- 
tentiary? 

Mr. PLUMB. It is in my district. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Yes, sir; so I understand. Now the 
bill which recently passed the House to prohibit the purchase or use 
of the products of convict labor for the use of any department of the 
Government or on public buildings—I believe you advised me that 
Da had a letter from the warden of the penitentiary in opposition to 

t. 


Mr. PLUMB. What of it? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. You were opposed to that? 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not oppose that bill by my vote. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. But you gave me the impression that 
you were op to it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I did not oppose it by my vote. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Your penitentiary has done more harm 
to the trades of this country than any other in it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now yield fifteen, minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas is recog- 
nized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before that I send to the desk and ask to have read 
an amendment which I shall offer at the proper time. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend section 3 by adding: a 

“Except as to goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured under existing 
contracts that have been made by any State for the employment of its convict 
labor; and in such cases this act shall take effect l upon the expira- 
tion of such contract,” 

NA O'NEILL, of Missouri. That is read for information I sup- 

e 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments are now in order and may 
be considered. But the gentleman from Illinois has an hour in which 
to debate the bill and pending amendments to it, but may yield any 
portien to other gentlemen, at which time the gentleman from Missouri 
may occupy the remainder of his hour, during which time it will bein 
order for him to demand a vote upon any amendment under the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
Has the time been limited? I was not aware of any limitation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been. No limit has been 
placed upon the debate. The gentleman from Illinois has the floor and 
is entitled to one hour. 

Mr. HOUK.. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. At what 
time are amendments in order? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. At any time when the gentleman gets 
the floor. The gentleman from Illinois now has the floor, and yields 
a portion of his time to the gentleman from Arkansas, 

Mr. HOUK. That will not cut off amendments hereafter? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is not ir Committee of the 
Whole; it is in the House, and it is in order of course to move the pre- 
vious question at any time, which would cut off all amendments. 

[Mr. Rocers withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, during the remarks of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] I asked him to yield to mea 
moment, but he declined to do so; and I am now compelled to call his 
attention to the fact that he erred in stating that the clause of the 
Constitution now under consideration was in issue before the Supreme 
Court in the case which he cited from 15 Peters. I have here a state- 
ment of the decision in the case of Groves and others vs. Slaughter, 15 
Peters, 449, which shows that the Supreme Court of the United States 
in that case held merely that the prohibition in the constitution of the 
State of Mississippi adopted October 26, 1832, against the introduction 
of slaves into that State as merchandise or for sale after the Ist day 
of May, 1833, was inoperative without appropriate legislation by the 
Legislature of that State to give effect to the constitutional prohibition, 
there being no penalties or restrictions in the constitution for the due 
and effectual operation of the prohibition. 

The case reached the Supreme Court of the United States on writ of 
error from the circuit court of the United States for the eastern dis- 
trict of Louisiana, Suits had been brought upon two promissory notes 
given in part payment for the price of certain slaves purchased from 
Robert Slaughter, which slaves were introduced into the State of Mis- 
sissippi after the Ist day of May, 1833. The authority to prevent 
slaves from being brought into the State of Mississippi as merchandise“ 
was secured to that State in the first constitution of Mississippi, ap- 
proved by Congress and the President of the United States December 
10, 1817. The sole question presented to the court was whether the 
failure of the Legislature of Mississippi to pass laws to carry into effect 
the constitutional prohibition rendered the latter inoperative. All the 
rest of the opinions of the justices of the Supreme Court were mere 
reasoning—obiter dictum, as the gentleman from Maryland has sug- 
gested—which was not binding and did not become the law of the land. 
The decision had no binding authority beyond or outside of the simple 
question already stated. 

It is to be noticed that the decision was by a part of the justices 
only. Judge Catron did not sit; Justice Barbour had died; Justice 
McKinley dissented from the opinion as delivered by Justice Thomp- 
son, as did also Justice Story. Judge Thompson, not Judge McLean, 
delivered the opinion of the court from which the gentleman from 
Arkansas has quoted. Judge McLean simply gave a separate opinion, 
including the voluntary statement which has been cited and which had 
nothing on earth do with the case. 

It is also to be remembered that the decision was rendered ata time 
when slavery was potential and its existence dependent upon such a 
construction of the Federal Constitution; otherwise a Northern or free 
State could have excluded the cotton, rice, and sugar of the slave States. 

Finally, the questions involved in this bill prohibiting a State from 
flooding a neighboring State with the products of the labor of her con- 
victs belong rather to the courts than the legislature; and Congress 
by reason of the constitutional question is not relieved from placing 
the seal of condemnation upon this mischief, so widespread as to affect 
the general welfare within the meaning of the Constitution. 

Mr. RAYNER. What is the paper from which the gentleman has 
been reading? 1 r 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. A part of it isthedecisionof the court; 
the remainder is my own views. 

Mr. RAYNER. Which were your views? 
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Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Thelatterpart—the best part. [Laugh- 


ter. 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire the attention of the gentleman from 
Missouri fora moment. I understand this is a bill introduced in the in- 
terest of labor, a bill intended to operate against cheap labor and in 
the direction of higher wages. Here I am with him for I am a friend 
oflabor. Now, we have a Jaw in force, which operates especially upon 
the Pacific coast, particularly in the State of California, for the ex- 
clusion of cheap Chinese labor, the Chinese haying become an impor- 
tant (yet a most unwelcome and ruinous) element in our population. 
They have encroached upon the field of white labor of American citi- 
zens and every department feels the degradation inflicted upon our 
own people, and the sources of employment which should be theirs. 
These Chinese have already boot and shoe factories and cigar manu- 
factories, and their products are shipped into other States. I wish to 
inquire of the gentleman from Missouri whether he claims that we 
have not also the authority under the principle of this bill to enact 
legislation to restrict the transportation of the products of that class ot 
labor from the boundaries of California into other States, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. If it is convict labor that will be the 
effect of the bill, as it certainly ought to be. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then Lask the gentleman upon what authority 
he would draw a distinction between that species of cheap labor called 
conviet labor” and that other class of cheap labor called Chinese labor. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Under what provision of the Constitu- 
tion do we exclude the Chinese from California? Was it under the 
*‘general-welfare”’ clause? 

Mr, HERMANN. Isubmitthat the gentleman has not answered my 
question. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Well, I have come close enough to it. 
[Laughter.] The same principle is involved of protecting American 
honest labor, and it was that sentiment which prompted the anti- 
Chinese legislation. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, it is true, asasserted by the gentleman 
from Missouri, that I was in error in referring to the opinion of the Su- 

reme Court, in 15 Peters, as having been delivered by Mr. Justice 

Lean. It was, as thegentlemanstates, delivered by Judge Thompson. 
But in those days it was customary for all the judges to file opinions; 
and I read from the opinion of Justice McLean, supposing at the time 
that he was the judge who delivered the opinion of the court. The 
dissenting opinions, as my friend has stated, were delivered by Justices 
McKinley and Story; the remainder of the court concurred in the opinion. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Am I not also right in holding that the 
question here involved had nothing to do with the case which was be- 
fore the court? 

Mr. ROGERS. I do not think so. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That question wasin regard to the au- 
thority under the State constitution to introduce slaves into Mississippi. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think that the question which was discussed in the 
language I cited was legitimately discussed by the court. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER]. 

Mr. RAYNER, When I examined this law this morning I had some 
serious doubts of its constitutionality, but after hearing the learned 
argument of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrers] I have no 
doubt whatever upon the point, but believe it to be entirely constitu- 
tional [laughter], and I say that in no spirit of disrespect for the learned 
argument, but simply because of the fact that the decisions quoted by 
the gentleman to show the unconstitutionality of the law, so far from 
doing that, indicate quite the contrary, that we have theconstitutional 
power to pass it. 

Now let me say that the opinion of Justice McLean was a running 
opinion; and while I say it with the greatest respect to one of the 
judges presiding over that court, his opinions are not so guarded and 
are not accorded the same share of attention and weight which it would 
seem they should be entitled to. In the present instance, as I said 
during the course of the gentleman's argument, it was a mere oiler 
dictum; it had nothing to do with the point at issue in the case to be 
decided. It was a sentiment expressed by the judge in rendering an 
opinion upon the ſnets there involved. He is the only one of the judges 
of the Supreme Court that I know of, and there is no decision of the Su- 
preme Court except this that I know of, that draws any distinction 
whatever between the interdiction of foreign commerce and the regu- 
lation orembargo upon interstate commerce. That is the point, in my 
opinion, that tests and decides the question as to the constitutionality 
of the measure now before us. 

The same clause of the Constitution that gives Congress the right to 
regulate commerce between the States also gives to Congress the right 
to regulate commerce with foreign nations. Justice McLean holds that 
there is a distinction between the right of Congress to regulate com- 
merce with foreign nations and the right to regulate commerce between 
theStates. With the utmost deference aad respect to the learned judge, 
I say it was only an obiler dictum; that there is ne such distinction, and 
that there is no authority and no decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States which says that there is. I repeat, precisely the same 
clause which gives Congress the right to regulate commerce between 
the States gives it the right to regulate commerce with foreign nations; 


and the same construction that applies to a law regulating commerce 
between the States must apply, and with equal force, to every regu- 
lation touching commerce with foreign nations. What, then, is the fact? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not a month that Congress is in session, or 
has been within the last few years, that it has not passed laws regu- 
lating commerce with foreign nations to the extent of total prohibition. 

Mr, BLAND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir; if I can get a minute or two longer. : 

Mr. BLAND. Does the gentleman believe that Congress has the 
power to prevent the importation of tobacco, cigars, whisky or beers, 
or the products of any one State into another? 

Mr. RAYNER. Iwill come to that in a minute. 

Mr. BLAND. Because we had better have all of these questions 
understood before we undertake to pass such a bill. 

Mr. RAYNER. Now, what has Congress done? It passed a law, 
and I wish I had it here. I have made inquiry among the Judiciary 
Committee, but they can not refer me tothe date; but Congress passed 
a law, as gentlemen will remember, prohibiting the importation of 
foreign contract labor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That was passed in the Forty-eighth 
Congress, and was amended in the Forty-ninth. 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States passed upon the validity of thatlaw. They held that the law 
prohibiting the importation of foreign contract labor is a valid, consti- 
tutional exercise on the part of Congress of the power invested in it to 
regulate commerce with foreign nations. Now if we can tacitly pre- 
vent the importation of foreign labor,and if Justice McLean in an 
obiter dictum in which he is clearly wrong, draws a distinction between 
the right to regulate commerce with foreign nations and the right to 
regulate commerce between the States, a difference that does not exist, 
why, then, have not we the same right to do it between the States as 
we have between foreign nations, and wherein does the distinction lie? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, I would ask general consent that the 
gentleman be allowed to finish his statement. 

Mr. RAYNER, Ishould like to have about ten minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the gentleman 
proceeding for ten minutes not to be charged to the time of either side 
in the debate? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Let me ask a question for information: whether 
the debate not having n limited it is necessary to make any such 
request as to an extension of time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri took the 
floor and occupied a portion of his hour, and yielded the floor, reserv- 
ing the remainder of his time. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PLUMB] was then recognized and occupied a short time and yielded 
fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs]. After 
that time had been consumed, a slight extension was allowed by the 
same gentleman; after which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O’ NEILL] yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Maryland of his 
time, and now desires unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Maryland may occupy ten or fifteen minutes longer, not to be charged 
to his time or to the time of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. OATES. Has any limit been fixed ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. None. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does that contemplate that only two hours are 
to be allowed? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; after the two hours have been 
oceupied the Chair will recognize any other gentleman, unless the 
previous question shall have been demanded and ordered. 

The Chair hears no objection to yielding fifteen minutes further to 
the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. RAYNER. There is another question that Congress has passed 
upon over and overagain here, to prevent the transportation from State 
to State of cattle affected by contagious diseases. 

A MEMBER. But that is a police regulation. 

Mr. RAYNER. The courts have passed upon the constitutionality 
of such a law, and it is not a police regulation. Congress has no right 
to pass police regulations affecting the States, and there is no power 
that gives Congress any such rights. Police powers belong to the States 
themselves; aud yet in the passage®f this act to which J have referred 
it was understood to be a distinct right cf Congress under the power 
to regulate commerce between the States. This act prohibited the send- 
ing of diseased cattle or infected cattle from one State to another, and 
was enacted by Congress on the ground of its constitutional right to 
regulate commerce between the States. 

Mr. MCADOO. Besides that, the act required the sanction of the 
executives of the States. + 

Mr. RAYNER. Undoubtedly; the right to regulate commerce be- 
tween the States carries with it the right to prohibitit. Ido not think 
Congress has any right to pass a law that will operate on the State of 
Massachuseits or the State of New York to the detriment of other 
States in the Union; but I do think Congress has a right to pass a law 
which will operate on all the States. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Willthe gentleman permit me a ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Then, if I understand your argument, 
if Congress has a right to pass & law saying that the transportation of 
diseased cattle between the States may be inhibited, therefore Congress 
has the power and right to say no cattle shall be transported from one 
State to another. f 

Mr. RAYNER. No, sir; I do not say that. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Then your argument does not go s0 
far as it would seem to go. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will say to the gentleman from Minnesota that 
this isa diseased product made by different States. It is not a legiti- 
mate commerce. It is not within the lines of legitimate commerce. 
When Congress passes a law preventing the products of prison labor 
from competing with the products of labor of other States it is passing 
a law in the interest of commerce anti for the benefit of the States 
against which that production operates. 

I do not hold for a moment that Congress has the right to pass an 
act to prevent a State shipping its rice, its sugar, or its cotton crops to 
another State or to lay an embargo or to pass a non-intercourse act be- 
tween the States. But this is another question, and you have to exam- 
ine it in another light. This is a proposition to enable the legitimate 
commerce of every State to compete with the legitimate commerce of 
other States and to prevent the illegitimate commerce of other States, 
which in effect is not true commerce at all, because it is not produced 
by the citizens of the State, from coming into unlawful and illegiti- 
mate competition with the actual legitimate commerce of the various 
States. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CRAIN. You say the right to regulate commerce carries with 
it the right to prohibit. 

Mr. RAYNER. To some extent. 

Mr. CRAIN. Do you not know that a good deal of the sugar of this 
country is manufactured by convict labor? 
` Mr. RAYNER. What has that to do with it? We are discussing a 
constitutional question now—whether under the law to regulate com- 
merce between the States Congress has not the right to prevent the 
transmission of convict-made goods from one State to another. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir. : 
Mr. WARNER. If it be true that a part of our sugar is manufac 
ured by convict labor, should not that be subject to the same regula- 
tion as a pair of boots manufactured by convict labor? Why should 

there be any distinction? 

Mr. RAYNER. The different quality of the products does not affect 
the constitutionality of the law, whether it relates to sugar, to shoes, 
to whisky, or anything else. 2 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does the gentleman call this a diseased product 
because it is the product of convict labor? 

Mr. RAYNER. The word diseased was used in connection with an- 
other act of Congress. I say this is not a prohibition of the legitimate 
commerce of a State. There is a broad line of distinction and de- 
markation between Congress passing a law to prohibit, for instance, the 
State of Maryland from sending any of its products into another State, 
and a law prohibiting all the States from sending a particular kind 
and quality of goods made by prison labor into any of the States. The 
distinction is easily discernible. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. What I wanted to ask the gentleman was if he 
thought this was a product that should be prohibited, or against which 
the honest laborer of the country should be protected because it is the 
product of convict labor. If he says that is so, I agree with him. And 
then I want to ask him whether the same rule should not apply to the 
products of the pauper Jabor of the Old World that are brought here in 
competition with the products of our labor. 

Mr. RAYNER. eee I am in favor of restricting what the 
gentleman calls foreign pauper labor, but we will not go into the pol- 
icy of this justnow. Let me give you two decisions, and I will then 
close this argument, See what the court says. 

Mr. CRAIN. What has been suggested by the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN] is just what theteport says: 

Congress has not hesitated to protect domestic industries and freo labor em- 

loyed therein, by levying heavy customs duties upon the products of the cheap 
Eno of Europe when imported into this country—a feature of the tariff that 
commends itself to all. 

Mr. PAYSON. From what document is the gentleman from Texas 
reading? 

Mr. CRAIN. From the report of a Democratic committee. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I reported that, and I think it is the 
sentiment of this country. 

Mr. RAYNER. Let us see what the Supreme Court say in the last 


case. 

Here is the case that is quoted by the gentleman from Arkansas [ Mr. 
RoGERS] to sustain his view as to the unconstitutionality of this law. 
I have not heard a word that he has quoted from any court or any 
judge which shows that a law of this kind would be unconstitutional 


except the obiter dictum of Justice McLean in this case, and that was 
not in reference to a point in the case, and he afterwards modified his 
opinion. Here is what the court says: s 

So far as these lations made by Con; — 

117. 
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You do not want anything than that, and it is decisive of 
the whole question. That is the decision of the Supreme Court, and 
it cites the cases upon which the opinion is based. 

The States have no right to do it except in the exercise of their po- 
lice power, and in the last case that was quoted the same lan was 
used. In these Indian cases here is the very point involved. y friend 
from Arkansas [Mr. RoGrrs] did not read the whole of these cases. 
Of course he intended to do so, but he read only portions of them, and 
what he did read were the obiter dicta of the judges, and when you 
come to examine the cases you find that they decide exactly the op- 
posite and hold that a law analogous to this is constitutional. It was 
also contended that the intercourse act was not a regulation of com- 
merce within the meaning of the Constitution; but the court held 
otherwise, and said: 


It relates to the buying and selling and exchange of commodities, which is 
the essence of all commerce, and it regulates the intercourse between the citi- 
zens of the United States and those tribes, which is another branch of commerce, 
and a very important one, and this power is in no wise affected by the magni- 
tude of the traffic or the extent of the intercourse. 


That was a total interdiction of the selling of liquor to the Indians, 

Now, if Congress had the right to prohibit the Indians of the State 
of Michigan, in which State there was not even an Indian reservation 
at the time, from buying liquor—if it had that power under the clause 
of the Constitution which gives it the right to regulate commerce, why 
has not Congress the power to prohibit the citizens of all the States 
equally from buying a product made by convict labor? 

Mr. CRAIN. That was under an Indian treaty. 

Mr. RAYNER. Congress has never passed a regulation except under 
the commerce clause. 

Mr. CRAIN. Had not we a treaty with the Indians ? 

Mr. RAYNER. There could not be any treaty with the Indians ex- 
cept under the Constitution. The Constitution of the United States 
is an instrument of enumerated powers, and every law of Congress must 
be traceable to some provision of the Constitution. All your lawsin 
relation to the Indian tribes, all your treaties with the Indian tribes, 
all your laws in relation to the importation of foreign contract labor, 
all your laws in reference to the exclusion of the Chi your oleo- 

rine law which you passed in the last Congress, your law pro- 
hibiting the transmission of infectious cattle from one State to another— 
all your laws must be traced and brought home to some particular pro- 
vision of the Constitution, and the provision that these laws have been 
brought home to is the provision giving Congress power to regulate 
commerce between the States. 

Mr. CRAIN. Not at all. 

Mr. PAYSON. The oleomargarine law was a revenue bill. 

A MEMBER. Yes; it got in under the false pretense of laying a tax. 

Mr. RAYNER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Payson] is cor- 
rect. Irememberit now. The Supreme Court placed the oleomar- 
garine decision upon that ground, but upon what ground has it placed 
ne right to pass laws prohibiting the importation of foreign contract 

＋ 

Mr. CRAIN. And the Chinese. 

4 Mr. RAYNER. There is nothing about the Chinese in the Constitu- 
ion. 

Mr. CRAIN. Is there not? Let me read section 9, Article I: 

The migration or importation of such persons as any of the States now exist- 
ing shall think proper to admit, shall not be prohibited by the Congress prior 
to the year 1803, but a tax or duty may be imposed on such importation, not ex- 
ceeding $10 tor each person. 

That, of course, was intended to apply to slaves brought into this 
country, but not exclusively; the clause in the Constitution which gives 
power to regulate commerce is held to apply to steam-ships, although 
they were not in existence at the time the Constitution was framed. 

Mr. RAYNER. Well, I say that when Congress the law to 
prohibit the importation of foreign Jabor under contract, it did it under 
its power to regulate commerce. The Supreme Court of the United 
States within the last ten or fifteen years have modified a good many 
of their strict constructions of the Constitution. In the case of Pen- 
sacola against the Telegraph Company and the case of Texas against 
the Telegraph Company, the Supreme Court held that a telegraphic 
message was a subject-matter of commerce; that under the right to 
regulate commerce between the States Congress could pass a law in re- 
lation to telegraph messages, and that the transmission of such messages 
was a subject of interstate commerce. On this question there have 
been many changes. 

In conclusion, let me say that while I will not contend in the pres- 
ence of either lawyer or layman that under the power to regulate com- 
merce between the States Congress has the right to pass a non-inter- 
course or embargo act prohibiting a State from transmitting any of 
its products to another State, we have the right in order to encourage 
and promote the legitimate commerce of a State to pass such a law 


1888. 


S CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4523 


operating only upon a particular product, that product being goods 
made by prison labor and coming directly in conflict with the legiti- 
mate commerce of citizens of the States. 

Mr. CRAIN. Would not that confine them to the “home market?“ 

Mr. RAYNER. I am not so much in favor of the home market 
as the gentleman is. 

[Here the hammer fell. ` 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPRINGER). The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. PLUME] is now entitled to the floor for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Tdo not wish to take the floor by permis- 
sion of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, PLUMB], but in my own right, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can only recognize the gen- 
tleman from Nlinois to conclude bis hour, unless the gentleman from 
Missouri desires to conclude now the hour upon which he has entered. 

Mr. PAYSON. Has not my colleague [Mr. PLUMB] the right to re- 
serve his time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Strictly speaking no member has the 
right to reserve any time. The rules regulating debate require that 
any gentleman entering upon an hour must at that time occupy that 
hour or resign the floor, But there has grown up a practice permit- 
ting gentlemen, after speaking a portion of their time, to reserve the 
remainder of their hour. If objection had been made in this case the 
Chair would have sustained the objection. These gentlemen having 
been permitted to reserve their time without objection, the Chair holds 
that they may now occupy the residue of their time. If neither of 
these gentlemen desires to speak, the Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Shio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman from Ohio had better 

k now in the time of the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. PLUMB]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I understand the gentleman from Illinois 
yielded simply to accept the proposition made by the Chair that the 
gentleman from Ohio be recognized in his own right. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman from Ohio can not be 

ized if I am entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I do not desire to take the time of either 
the gentleman from Missouri or the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman from Missouri should now 
resume the floor, and at the conclusion of his remarks demand the 
previous question, would not that demand, if sustained by the House, 
cut out the gentleman from Ohio and the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I think it would. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It would, unless the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. PLUMB] should claim the time which he reserved and to 
which he is entitled. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iam willing that the gentleman from 
Illinois give his remaining time to the gentleman from Ohio, and that 
then I occupy the remainder of my time. 

Mr. ADAMS. There are several gentlemen who desire to speak 
against this bill, and they must occupy more than fifteen minutes, or 
they need not speak at all. It is not necessary to move the previous 
question at the end of two hours’ debate. If the gentleman from Mis- 
souri attempts to do it he may succeed; but it will be unfair, and I 
think unwise. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Our committee has other business that it must 
look after. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I think I state the sentiment of the 
House when I say that I believe the House is ready to vote on this bill 
now, and passit. At the same time I do not wish to take away from 
any gentleman the privilege of speaking on the question. Ido sub- 
mit, however, in all fairness, that there ought to be a reasonable limit 
fixed to the debate, in order that we may reach a vote promptly. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman from Missouri says he 
believes the House is ready to vote. I suggest to him that two learned 
constitutional lawyers of the House have discussed this question, one 
claiming that the bill is unconstitutional and the other that it is not. 
Under these circumstances how are laymen going to vote? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. That very position of affairs should sat- 
isfy every member that only the Supreme Court of the United States 
can finally determine that constitutional question. I want to reach a 
vote as soon as possible. We have other bills to take up. Iam will- 
ing that debate be closed in an hour from this time, giving as much 
time as ible to those gentlemen who have indicated a desire to 
speak—the gentleman from Illinois, the gentleman from Ohio, and the 
gentleman from Missouri. It is now ten minutes aſter 20 elock. Would 
gentlemen be willing to agree that the debate upon the bill and amend- 
ments close at half past 3 o'clock? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Sofaraslam personally concerned, I would. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. If that can be assented to, I am willing, 
at the risk of offending some of my friends, to give gentlemen opposed 
to the bill most of the time. I give notice that at half past 3 o’clock 
I will call for the previous question on the bill and amendments; and 
Iam willing to give most of the intervening time to gentlemen who 
oppose the bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Dlinois. Before that motion is put I think it 
but fair to the members that we should understand how this time is to 
be disposed of, so that the opponents of the bill may know what time 
is to be allotted to them in the discussion. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that this ar- 
rangement can only be made by consent of the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Iam willing to give one hour to the 
opposition of the one hour and twenty minutes allowed for debate, it 
that will suit gentlemen. 

Mr. PLUMB. ‘That will be entirely satisfactory to me. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the question to 
the House, 

Is there objection to limiting the debate to one hour and twenty 
minutes? 

Mr. HOUK. Does that cut off amendments? 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will not cut off amendments unless 
the previous question is ordered, but it will cut off all debate upon 
amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not think we ought to be limited arbitrarily 
in that way. This matter had better be fully considered. Gentle- 
men who are opposed to this bill will probably want more time than 
that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, o! ‘issouri, Is it not fair to give them an hour of 
the hour and twenty minutes allowed for debate ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. From your standpoint ten minutes would no doubt 
be enough time to oceupy in the debate, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, I am not disposed to say anything that 
is ungracious, facetious, unkind, or unfriendly because I want to reach 
a vote upon this bill. I have indicated my willingness to give all the 
time that could reasonably have been asked commensurate with the 
importance of other matters which we want to bring before the House. 
All of my efforts have failed up to this time. I intend, therefore, at 
the expiration of the hour, to move the previous question upon the bill 
and amendments, ‘There is no other alternative. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman propose to allow amendments? 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Amendments can be offered, and we 
will vote upon them. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; I have an amendment to offer. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Now, after stating my intention, I am 
perfectly willing that the gentleman from Illinois may take the re- 
mainder of his time and yield it to the gentleman from Ohio, or any- 
body else he sees fit. 

Mr. BLAND. But other gentlemen desire to discuss this question; 
I want some time myself. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will take the fifteen minutes allotted 
and preface what I shall say by merely stating that it is not the first 
time in the name of labor in this House that the rights of labor have 
been ontraged. This is a most startling proposition. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to send 
to the desk an amendment? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, If it does not come out of my time. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I only want to send it to the desk and have it 
considered as ding. It need not be read. 2 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me also to 
have an amendment read and have it pending? It does not come out 
of the time allowed for debate, I understand. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will wait until these several amendments 
are handed in before proceeding with what I had intended to say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that though these 
amendments may now be offered and considered as pending, it is im- 
possible to determine whether they are offered in the order in which 
they will be voted upon. There may be amendments to amendments, 
and the Chair will be compelled to first entertain amendmentsin their 
proper parliamentary order as applicable to the subject-matter of thé 

lil, 

Mr. RYAN. Itis understood that no amendments are excluded, 
and that being so, may they not as well be offered now? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has suggested that they may be sent 
up and be considered as pending. 

Mr. CANNON. If the understanding is that the amendments may 
he offered hereafter, I have no desire to have this read now, but will 
withhold it for the present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It will be withdrawn, then, for the 
present. 2 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, fifteen minutes every gentle- 
man upon this floor must recognize as being much too short a time in 
which to discuss the details of such a bill as this, much less the consti- 
tutional aspect of the measure that is here presented. 

First, who are interested in this measure? The laborers of this 
country. And whoare they? All who with brain or hands contribute 
to the well-being of the community of which they form a part. There 
are those who would establish classes in this country, I deny the right 
of any man on this floor or elsewhere or any set of men to separate the 
boys of my hearthstone into classes accerding to the occupation of each 
or the field of employment to which they may severally be called. 
Show me the man here not properly in the ranks of labor with hand 
or brain or both, and I will show you a man who is not fit to be here. 
There seems to be an impression, Mr. Speaker, that but a very small 
portion of my countrymen belong to the ranks of labor, and that thete 
are but few whose rights are to be considered in connection with this 
measure, 
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The line is to be drawn, it would seem, between those who are em- 
ployed in one avocation and the citizen employed in another; as if 
there can in this country be any proper difference in the rights and 
duties which citizenship secures and imposes between the carpenter 
and the farmer, the machinist and the lawyer. The good of allis best 
secured by laboring to promote the good of each. And we all must 
realize that fact. 

Is there any gentleman here willing to concede for a moment that 
there is a desire nearer his heart than the promotion of the general good 
of all of our people wherever and however they may be employed? Is 
there a Representative upon this floor who can get his owu consent to 
legislate with reference to the few regardless of the interest of the 
many? ; 

Wespeak of disturbing men in the ranksof labor! A pebble dropped 
into the ocean disturbs every atom of water in that ocean, and so an 
injury inflicted upon any one in the ranks of labor affects every portion 
of the social system, from the highest to the lowest, from the circum- 
ference to the center, so intimately connected and interlaced are all 
our interests. , 

Sir, the man who intimates that any one on this floor is not devoted 
to what he believes to be the best interests of labor is either a knave 
or an unabridged ass. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Speaker, by these observations I mean to assert that we are all 
equally interested in a right disposition of this measure; because, to 
repeat myself, the well-beingof the humblest man in the Republic has 
to do with the well-being of the mightiest. In other words, as society 
is constituted in this country, that which unjustly injures a member 
of society is in a measure detrimental to the whole community of which 
that member forms a part. So the highest interest of this House is to 
promote the well-being of all. 

Now what does this bill look to? It provides— 

That every person who knowingly transports, or causes to be delivered for 
transportation, from the State or Territory in which they are in whole or in part 
manufactured, any goods, wares, or me: dise, in whole or in part manufact- 
nred by convict labor in any penitentiary, prison, reformatory,or other estab- 
Jishment in which convict labor is employed, to or into any other State or Ter- 
ritory, or into the District of Columbia, shall be deemed guilty ofa misdemeanor, 
and upon conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not less than $109 nor 
more than $5,000, or by imprisonment not exceeding one year,or by both such 
fine and imprisonment, at the discretion of the court,and such goods, wares, or 
merchandise shall be forfeited to the United States. 

In the State of Ohio, to illustrate the peculiarity of the operation of 
this measure, if it should become a law, and to show the erudity of 
the bill, I cali attention to the fact that we have a parole system by 
which men under sentence of imprisonment who conduct themselves 
well are permitted to go outside and engage in some useful occupation, 
still being prisoners and, within the sense of the law, within the prison 
bounds. These men come clearly within the letter and spirit of this 
law. If such a prisoner constructs a rake, a hoe, or an ax, or puts a 
handle into a hatchet, and I take it into another State, I am liable to 
fine and imprisonment; or if I use a plow he has made to cultivate a 
row of corn running into an adjacent State there would be the same 
result. I would be liable to fine and imprisonment. 

But it is said, What we desire to do is to protect the interests of 
labor.” Let us look into the merits of this proposition. I assert that 
the main backers of this bill are not the laboring men of my country. 
This is the first time I have known monopolies on the one side to join 
hands with labor on the other in order to eleVate the criminals of my 
country and make them gentlemen of elegant leisure. Will any man 
pretend to say that five hundred criminals in prison would produce 

more than if they were engaged in useful occupations outside of the 
prison walls? Is their contribution to the great ocean of supply while 
they are criminals greater than it would be if they were employed out- 
side of the prison walls? 

Gentlemen, you desire we should have honest, industrious citizens in 
onder that each one may constribute to support not only himself but 
those who are dependent upon him. Now I ask in all seriousness is it 
possible that as workmen these untrained and unskilled criminals can 
yield more to the source of supply inside than if honestly employed 
outside of prison walls? The exact truth is the other way. 

Is it right or even tolerable, and does the interest of labor require 
that the wretch who enters my house, with murder in his heart, with 
dagger in his hand, prepared to commit murder if need be in his en- 
deavor to rob me of my property, when arrested, convicted, and sent to 
State prison, should be kept there as a gentleman of leisure, while I, 
having suffered the loss of my property, am to toil on, not only to make 
good my loss, but to support that robber in idleness? Yetthatis just 
what, in the last analysis, you propose in this bill. 

This is said to be in the interest of labor. Yet what will be the ef- 
fect of it? The widow whose husband has been killed by a burglar, if 
he escapes the gallows, has to toil not only for her own support, but 
that she may support in comfortable idleness that criminal whose hands 
are still wet with the blood of herhusband. You seem to be concerned 
abont the criminals of my country. I feel a little anxious about the 


honest men who bear the burden of supporting them. 

Is it possible that, under the Constitution, if one of these men in 
prison or on the reform farm manufactures a hoe or an ax, of which I 
become the possessor, that I can be prohibited from taking it into a 


neighboring State? I insist the constitutional power does not exist to 
prohibit me from doing so. If so, Congress may also prohibit me from 
going into that State. The farmers of this country can not be bene- 
fited by the passage of this bill, The laborers of this country can not 


be benefited by its passage. Two classes alone are interested in it; 
those who desire a monopoly as against the world in some productive 
effort; the others are the criminals themselves. 

I do not deny that my honored friend from Missouri means well by 
this bill; but I deny that any proper interest of my country can be 
subserved by its passage. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. What class of labor were you trying to 
protect when you made your tariff speech the other day? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I was trying, within the limits of the Con- 
stitution, to protect the labor of my country against the infiuence of 
underpaid laborers abroad. I was not attempting to tax our people to 
support paupers on the other side, and I also oppose taxing honest labor 
to support criminals in idleness on this side. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Which do you want to remain idle; 
the honest workman, with his wife and children, or your felon? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You would tax the honest workman and 
his wife to support the felon in idleness. Your trouble in this in- 
stance, as in all your fulminations here, is that you assume the facts; 
assume facts which do not exist. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I assume only what I know. J de- 
mand 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. One moment. You have not cited a parti- 
cle of evidence that any industry has been stricken down. The prop- 
osition is flatly absurd. On the contrary, there is not a well-ordered 
establishment in this country that can not more than compete with 
Prison labor, which is unskilled and untrained. 

Mr. BRUMM. Lou are entirely mistaken in making that statement, 
friend BUTTERWORTH. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I maybe. But beyond that, and if it were 
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not true, I regard it as something very desirable that these men should 
contribute to the common stock by honest labor at least a portion of 
that of which they have robbed the community. 
Mr. BRUMM. But does not my friend know that the greatest pun- 
ishment that could be inflicted upon those convicts would be not*to 
permit them to work? k 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I know that the greatest punishment we 
could inflict upon honest men is to tax them to support in idleness 
criminals who have robbed them. I know that. I can not understand 
how it is that these criminals are found to be so especially dangerous 
when they get together and work, although if they were industrious 
citizens working outside and adding double the amount to the general 
supply, they would not be regarded as dangerous. 

Mr. BRUMM. It is not the criminals that are dangerous; it is the 
speculators in prison labor that are dangerous, and that throw these 
goods upon the market at prices below what they can be produced for 
by honest labor. It is the tariff question over again, only that in the 
one case the protection is against the pauper labor of Europe, and in 
the other it is against the criminal labor of our own country. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH, The difference is this: We take our crimi- 
nals guilty of violating the law and put them in prison and require 
them to work, as they would have to do if they were honest men, and 
the product of their labor is sold in the market exactly as it would be 
if they were honest men working outside. It is complained that these 
men drive hard bargains. From the complaints that are made one 
would suppose that there was no limit to the contributions of these con- 
victs to the labor market. How many of them are there that contribute? 
I read from Mr. Carroll D. Wright, a good authority, who says that the 
product of the prisons is fifty-four one hundredths of 1 per cent. of the 
labor products of this country! Now, who was interested in saying as 
to that fifty-four one hundredths of 1 per cent. of our labor product 
that it is ruinous to the workingmen of this country? How many are 
injured by it? Those who pay the taxes receive the benefit of the re- 
duction, if there is any reduction whatever, but that is not likely, be- 
cause the men bidding in this business pay the last cent they are able 
to. If I should introduce a machine into Massachusetts which would 
make forty pairs of shoes where only one pair is made now, you might 
as well contend that the product of that machine should be kept within 
the borders of Massachusetts and not allowed to go outside, because 
otherwise some people would be thrown into idleness, Mr. Speaker, 
I will permit no one to go before me in utter and thorough devotion to 
the interests of the producers of this country, whoever and wherever 
they may be. 

I recollect a committee being sent to me at my home to say that they 
would be compelled to oppose me because I was not friendly to the in- 
terests of the people in my district. I said to them, “Gentlemen, 
who told you? Did some stranger living a thousand miles from here 
convince you that he was more friendly than I to the best interests of 
the hearthstones that I represent?“ Well,“ they said, we gota 
pamphlet making that charge because you did not vote as you were di- 
rected to do on a certain question.“ I said, ‘‘I owe the control of my 
vote to a higher power than some gentleman who sits in the gallery or 
moves about the corridors of the Capitol to command and threaten menz- 
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bers who fail to trample under foot their own judgment and vote as 
directed. I stand here recognizing my obligation to my God, my coun- 
try, and my constitnency, to do the best for my people that I can, act- 
ing up to my highest convictionsof right and duty. My boys play 
upon the same greensward with the sons of my constituents. Our in- 
terests are identical.” What I desire, Mr. Speaker, is to keep wide 
open to them all the doors of opportunity; but I serve no honest in- 
terest of theirs by voting for this bill as presented. There is a way 
thatseemeth good to a man, but the end thereof is death. [Applause. ] 

TheSPEAKER protempzre. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH | may have his time extended not to exceed 
twenty-fire minutes. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I again renew the re- 
quest I made awhile ago for unanimous consent to have a vote taken 
upon this bill one hour from now, and if that is done I am willing to 
give forty minutes of the hour to the opponents of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can entertain but one rẹ- 
quest for unanimous consent at a time. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I shall be obliged to object unless that 
is done. 

Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to object unless time is 
given to answer the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. I 
can not permit the statements made by gentlemen who do not under- 
stand the bill or its effect to go into the RECORD without being an- 
swered. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish to take the same position, Mr. Chairman. 
I can not allow an argument of the character of that made by the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] to stand on this record uncon- 
tradicted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. How much time does the gentleman 
from Ohio desire? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That depends upon the time at the disposal 
of the House. I can close in ten minutes if necessary. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I will reserve my thirty- 
five minutes, and let the gentleman take the floor and divide his hour 
up among the opponents of the bill. 

Mr. ROGERS, I withdraw my request for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas with- 
draws his request, and if there be no objection the Chair will now 
recognize the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] in his own 
right. 

3 Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Will my friend from Ohio [Mr. Bur- 
TERWORTH], now that he has an hour under his control, allow me a 
word? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My friend says he can not anderstand 
why the criminals, by the products which they make after they are in- 
carcerated, should come in competition with the labor of the country 
more than they did when they were producing before their incarcera- 
tion. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. They were not producing before their in- 
carceration; they were ravaging upon the world when they ought to 
have been producing. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is just what I wanted to call 
attention to. Do you mean to say that when these criminals are out- 
side the penitentiary, robbing and cutting throats, they are in compe- 
tition with the honest laboring men of the country 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. And there is no difference between 
their being occupied in that way and their being engaged in the man- 
uſucture of products in the making of which they work at one-fourth 
or one-fifth the rate of wages paid to the ordinary laboring man. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have too much respect for my friend’s 
ability to suppose he thinks I take any such position. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That is what I understood the gen- 
tleman to hold; and it was my respect for him that induced me to put 
this question and have the matter explained before he proceeds. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I asked, is the product of their labor inside 
the penitentiary a more dangerous competitor than if they were en- 
gaged in industrial pursuits outside ? 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. That if“ amounts to nothing, be- 
cause they are not so engaged before they are prisoners. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But your mission in life as a good citizen 
is to induce them to enter the ranks of industry. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa, rose. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Wait a moment; I will answer you. The 
very object of this bill is to reform these criminals and make them, 
when they are liberated, contribute all they can as honest citizens to 
the wealth of the community. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. My higher mission is to take care of 
honest men and not sacrifice them for the scoundrels whom, according 
to our laws, under certain conditions, we even put out of existence. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have no doubt that that is my friend’s 
object; but, instead of reaching it he is traveling in exactly the reverse 


direction. The object of government is to protect and defend its citi- 
zens, to open for them the highway to industrial employments, that 
they may produce as much as possible for themselves and supply 
markets of the world. These men have not been in the habit of mak- 
ing such contributions. Now that they are suffering the penalty of 
crime they do compensate somewhat to the honest men who pay the 
taxes by contributing their labor as producers, whereas they have been 
ravagers. ` 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Allow me once more; I will not inter- 
rupt again. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. No, I can not. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. You have an hour. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But you would take all the time away from, 
other gentlemen. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. Very well; go on. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have already answered the gentleman's 
proposition. In other words, in order to relieve his constituents in 
Towa, he insists that they shall all be taxed to support in idleness the 
criminals confined there. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. The widow of a murdered man con- 
tributes her proportion of the expense of hanging the murderer; and 
you can not help it under our system of laws. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I insist that these unkempt scoundrels 
shall pay their way under as happy influences as can be thrown around 
them, so that when they aré set free they shall enter the walks of life 
as producers, and not as land pirates. 

This bill does not aim at contract labor. So far as that isconcerned 
Iam willing to vote to limit the system of contract labor in the States 
so as to prevent any unjust or unwise competition, but I am not will- 
ing that my constituents who labor shall be taxed in order to keep 
criminals in idleness. 

The attempt has been made to utilize the labor of these convicts in 
the stone-quarries; but the workmen there say, No; it interferes with 
us.“ When the effort is made to employ them in farm labor no ob- 
jection is made, because men seem not to care for the interest of the 
farmer. They can pay taxes and toil, and men who engage in crime 
be supported by them. Whenthey are employed in shoemaking, sim- 
ilar complaint is made. Now, how will you employ these convicts? 
To say that half of their product within the four walls of a prison is 
more dangerous than double the amount they would produce as hon- 
est men outside is a strange course of reasoning. And yet to that ab- 
surdity the reasoning we hear would lead. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Has not the gentleman from Ohio just 
as much respect for the workingman at his benchas for the professional 
man? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Would you educate these convicts so 
as to make lawyers or doctors of them, that they might for a compen- 
sation of 40 cents a day furnish legal opinions or medical advice? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If in that way they can be usefully em- 
ployed and pay the expenses of their support, I should be b 
willing that they should study law, or even become divines, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Oh, no; not divines. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would be willing to risk my chance 
against them in any professional pursuit; if there are those who fear 
to do so, I pity them. Iam willing they should even be sent to Con- 
gress, if there are constituencies of such a character as to require their 
services. I would not abridge the right of these convicts to be better 
men, and, above all, I would not abridge their right to become useful 
to the States whose laws they have broken and whose rights of prop- 
erty they have invaded. 

It is said by this system the State comes into competition with private 
individuals. It does not do anything of the kind beyond this: by it 
men who are unwilling to work are made to go to work, whether will- 
ing or not. It says to them plainly, ‘You scoundrels, go to work and 
pay your way, and if at the same time you can be taught to do some 
vok by which you can earn your living when you get out all the 

tter. 

Now, so far as the contract system tends to injure the manufact- 
uring industries of any State, or the men employed in them, I am will- 
ing, for one, to eliminate everything that may have such a tendency. 

Only one word more, Mr. Speaker, and Iam done. It is said you 
8 not to ship the produet of these men into other States, because it 
comes into competition with their manufactures. Strange, indeed, the 
8 of this fraction of 1 per cent. by men who are compelled 

or once to earn their living is going to destroy the manufactures of 
any other State. Is not that altogether too limited an idea of what 
constitutes competition ? 

That those who keep up their penitentiaries, prisons, and reform- 
schools should be compelled to keep the inmates of those institutions 
inidleness, and allin the interest ofa few manufactures in other States, 
it seems to me to be absurd. Of course what we desire is to secure the 
highest good to the greatest number. We are not legislating for any 
class, not for a few manufacturers to the injury of the rest of the com- 
munity, but for the whole community; trying to do what will best 
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subserve the good of all who will be reached by legislation, and who 
should share alike in blessings and burdens. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? x 
ane 3 pro tempore. The gentleman has used seven minutes 

the hour. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But I have a whole hour. Ihave then fifty- 
three minutes in all remaining. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Then I will yield to my friend from Min- 
nesota [Mr. WILson] seven minutes of that time. G 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I do not propose to make 
a speech on this subject; but as I am opposed to the passage of this 
bill, I desire to state the reasons why I oppose it. I recognize the jus- 
tice of the position taken by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH], who has just taken his seat 

If criminals transgress our laws and are incarcerated therefor, to Say 
that we shall tax industrious, law-abiding people to keep them in idle- 
ness seems to me to be an absurdity. On the contrary, I would put 
them to hard labor, so as to make them feel that the way of the trans- 
gressor is hard; and in part, at least, to make up the expense to which 
they have put the State. 

But this bill touches other than criminals. Here are boys, not felons, 
and yet who are so wild that it is necessary to send them to reforma- 
tories. Are we to keep them year after year without learning a trade 
or some useful employment? To doso would be to fit them to become 
criminals rather than good citizens. They can not learn any trade or 
employment without producing something. Shall we destroy the prod- 
uct of their labor or sell it? These are the questions which confront 
us. Are we to keep them in idleness or not? If we keep them in idle- 
ness we do not correct their wildness or viciousness, but again turn 
them out upon the community worse rather than better. If we compel 
them to work we must either seil or destroy the product. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Me. “UCHANAN, - Does this bill prevent employment by the State 
of the State convict! ® «ETT 

Mr. WILSON, o:i Minnesota. I will answer that by saying if it is 
right to make and sell their products in the State it is not wrong to 
sell them beyond the State; sometimes they can not be sold in the 
State. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman answer me a question? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I would if I had time gladly yield 
to the gentleman from New Jersey, but I have only seven minutes. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I thought you had more time. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. No, sir; I have only seven minutes. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is a constitutional question. There is but 
one gentleman on this floor who has pretended this is constitutional, 
or who has made any argument in that direction—the gentleman from 
Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], for whose opinions I have the greatest re- 
spect. He says it is constitutional. Why? I asked him whether 
Congress could prevent the transportation of our wheat from the State 
of Minnesota to the city of New York? If we can not do that, can we 
do this? 

He answered that we could not do that, but we can do this, because 
this is a diseased product. Look at it. The State has the right to 
make it, as shown by the gentleman from Ohio. Indeed, it is the duty 
of the State to make it, as we have shown. The property so produced 
is in every sense the lawful produet and property of the State as much 
as any other property. No distinction can be made. When pressed 
on this point I understood him to say that Congress may forbid its 
transportation or sale because it is not produced by citizens. In the 
State of Minnesota nearly half of our population are not citizens of the 
United States. They have come to our Stateand declared their inten- 
tion to become citizens. But can it be said that we could legally for- 
bid the transportation ot their property and thus practically confiscate 
it? To that extent the logic goes or else it is a fallacy. Though I 
have had but a few minutes to examine this, I feel sure itis unconsti- 
tutional. Mr. Speaker, we are confronted by a question which tonches 
our manhood. Shall we at the suggestion of men who have not fully 
considered the effect of this law do that which our judgment disap- 
proves of; or shall we follow the dictates of our conscience and judg- 
ment? I doubt whether there are five lawyers—or more than one 
lawyer—in-this House who will say that this law would be constitu- 
tional. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Lou are mistaken. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. They say send it to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. I have sworn that I would not vote for a law 
which I believe to be unconstitutional; and I owe something to my 
manhood. 

Mr. KERR. Has it not been said in argument that the Government 
has the right to exclude articles coming from abroad ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. One gentleman perhaps made the ar- 
gument that we have the right tc exclude articles the product of pauper 
labor of Europe which might enter into competition with the products 
of our paid labor. 
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I do not, Mr. Speaker, oppose this bill because I am in favor of bring- 
ing the products of convict labor into competition with the products ot 
our workshops. This clearly is not the way to remedy any evil of that 
kind. The passage of this law could not benefit any one. 

Mr. KERR. Did not the gentleman assume the power existed to 
exclude foreign products. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill yield now for fifteen minutes to the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill on more grounds 
than the one that it is unconstitutional. I believe we have no consti- 
tutional power to pass the bill. If we do pass it, I believe it will be 
an obstacle to the adoption of such a system of prison labor as the 
working people of this country are clamoring for. I am opposed to it 
because it will involve a direct injury to my own State, and for the 
additional reason that it will inflict a very serious injury on the labor- 
ing men in my district and in the district of my colleague who stands 
before me. 

` I wish to give an illustration in view of the argument of the gentle- 

man from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER], that this is not to be considered 
as legitimate commerce between the States. He had in mind contract 
labor. I had in mind not only that, but labor performed on State ac- 
count, such as is now performed in the southern penitentiary of my 
own State and in the penitentiary of the State of California. In the 
southern penitentiary of Illinois the contract system has been aban- 
doned. We have adopted a constitutional amendment by which that 
system will come to an end throughout Illinois in a year or two. In 
the northern penitentiary some contracts are now outstanding, but they 
will all be terminated in a year or two. In the southern penitentiary 
that system has been abandoned altogether. 

‘They are trying an experiment to find how convicts can be employed 
without coming into competition with the free labor of Illinois. At 
the present time convicts are engaged in the manufacture of brick. 
Now, let me suppose a case. Suppose throughout the river counties in 
the State of Arkansas brick can not be profitably made; I do not know 
whether that is the fact or not, but I merely take it as an illustration. 
Suppose by an agreement between the State of Arkansas and the State 
of Illinois these brick made on State account directly by the State of 
Illinois shall be transported along the river and accepted by the State 
of Arkansas; sup’ that system is adopted without injury to the 
laboring men of those two States. Now, isit possible under the pro- 
vision of the Constitution, which provides Congress may regulate com- 
merce between the States, Congresscan prohibit the transportation from 
the State of Illinois to the State of Arkansas of the goods directly made 
under the authority of the State of Illinois and accepted by the author- 
ity of the State of Arkansas? 

I say that in view of the somewhat extraordinary argument of the 
gentleman from Maryland, that this sort of commerce can not be con- 
sidered as commerce at all. 

But let me give another illustration. The State of California has 
also abandoned the contract system, and it has by experiment found a 
sort of industry in which the convicts of the State can be employed 
without coming in competition with the freelabor of the State. They 
are employed in the manufacture of jute bags for the use of the farmers 
of that State. 

When I heard of that it occurred to me that these bags, made under the 
direct authority of the laws of California, might be acceptable and use- 
ful tothe people of Oregon, and that it might be that in the State of 
Oregon there would be no manufacture of jute bags and there might 
be no competition with their free labor caused by the importation of 
the bags into that State. If that were the fact, can it be that the United 
States, by the constitutional provision to which we have been referred 
here, prohibit the t rtation from California to Oregon of goods 
made by the State of California, the manufacture of which is acceptable 
to the laboring men of that State, and also to the labor organizations 
of the State of Oregon? And when I came here this morning I went to 
Mr. Morrow, of California, and found out how it was. I asked the 
question, whether it was true that the statement as there made was 
correct. It happened singularly enough that he had just received a let- 
ter from the governor of the State, which I ask to have read from the 
Clerk’s desk in this connection. à $ 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Executives DEPARTMENT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
Sacramento, May 3, 1888. 


Dear Sm: I am informed that the House Committee on Labor intend to re- 
port favorably on bill 8716, introduced by O'NEILL, of Missouri, providing for 
the restriction of goods made in whole or in part by convict labor, to the State 
in which they are produced. I understand also that it makes it acrime to trans- 
port or offer them for transportation to any other State or Territory. Weare 
mao 1 here pio Bre manno of 1 and . ay is Da 
wor! ng prosecu ere long we w: na on to supply the 
= in Oregon and Nevada as well as other ncighborhoods with thas com- 
modity. 

It on not compete with white labor in the slightest, and hence it would 
work a great hardship on our interest here should the provisions of the bill be 
applied to California. Will you please give this your attention, and should the 
measure become a law, see if it would not be possible to exempt California from 
the foree of its exactions? We are just now succeeding in putting our prisons 
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upon such a so far as work is concerned, as to make them self-sustaining, 
ithout coming in competition with white labor, at the same time relieving 
white labor, as as possible, from the burden of taxation in the support of 


victs. 
Yours truly, 


R. W. WATERMAN, Governor. 
Hon. W. W. Morrow, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I have been reminded by the gentle- 

man from Georgia [Mr. STEWART] that a large quantity of the Gecrgia 

rison-made brick issold in Florida; and I rather suspect there is not a 
3 manufacturing industry of brick in Florida, owing to the nature 
of the soil. I think, therefore, that the transportation from State to 
State in this respect benefits the laborers of Georgia and Florida alike. 

There is still a further illustration to which I may call the attention 
of the House—to a large manufacture of saddle-trees, the largest in the 
world, which is carried on inthe Missouri penitentiary. I understand 
that not more than 5 per cent. of these are sold within the State, while 
a very large percentage of them are sent into Mexico. This bill would 
prevent or prohibit the exportation of these goods to any foreign coun- 
try from the State of Missouri, for of course they can not transport the 
saddle-trees}{rom Missouri to Mexico without transporting them through 
or into another State, if I understand anything about geography. And I 
can not believe that the manufacture and transportation through another 
State of such products can injure the laboring men of Missouri, and if 
it has any bad effect upon the laboring men of the Republic of Mexico 
we may trust, I presume, to our Committee on Foreign Affairs to in- 
vestigate the matter and produce some bill which will affect satisfac- 
torily the rights of all concerned. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. ADAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. You spoke of the people of Oregon hav- 
ing these jute bags from California. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, only by way of illustration. 
of it personally. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, That being the case, does that not inter- 
fere with the free labor employed in this branch of manufacturing? 

Mr. ADAMS. Undoubtedly it comes in competition. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, ‘That is the entire question. 

Mr. PLUMB. But the bags that go to California come from abroad, 
and are manufactured in foreign prisons largely. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Notallofthem. They are manufactured 
East to a considerable extent. 

Mr. ADAMS. I was assuming that there were large manufactories 
of jute bags in the Western States, or in the Eastern States, to supply 
Oregon; but the fact is that a large number, I am told, are brought in 
from foreign countries. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I can tell the gentleman that they are made in 
large quantities in my own district. . 
= Mr. ADAMS. Ihave supposed, Mr. Speaker, the case of two States 
making a mutual agreement in to the rtation from one 
State to another and to the benefit to the laboring men of those two 
States. So we may suppose that at some time in the future experi- 
ments that are being made in many of the States of the Union in refer- 
ence to some new system to be adopted will result in a system so general 
that probably all the States will be equally benefited and the laboring 
men benefited equally by transportation from the place of manufact- 
ure to some distant point in some other country or some distant State 
where competition will be less severe. 

This bill will prohibit that. That is why I say Iam opposed to it. 
Not only because Ido not believe we have the right to pass it, but because 
I believe it raises an obstacle in the way of the adoption of some new 
system towards which enlightened minds in all the States and in 
all countries are looking, and trying by theory and experiment alike to 
reach. And, Mr. Speaker, I am confirmed in this impression by the 
very memorial sent to me in favor of the passage of this bill, and which 
I shall as in duty bound place in the petition-box for proper reference. 
I only use, it now to illustrate my remarks. I thoroughly agree with 
some of the premises contained in this printed memorial, which has 
been circulated I suppose all over the country. But in that connec- 
tion I desire to quote: 5 

Your petitioners do not believe that the States should support its convicts in 
idleness, but that their reformation should be the paramountaim of prison dis- 
cipline, and all mere economic considerations be subordinated thereto; thatthe 
States should stimulate them to acquire habits of industry by paying to them at 
their discharge a reasonable proportion of theirearnings, and by t g them 
complete trades and not parts of trades, as under the present system. 

The State can not pay them a portion of their earnings if they make 
none. Remember that this bill does not cover contract labor alone. 
It covers goods in whole or in part made by convicts; and if, as these 
memorialists allege, the convicts in our penitentiaries should be per- 
mitted to receive part of their earnings, it implies that there should be 
tome system by which uctive industrial labor should be used in 
the production of wealth, and I do not see how this radical bill will 
lead to the adoption of that system. 

The boards of prison commissioners in Massachusetts, New York, 
and in my own State of Illinois have been studying this question, and 
the result will be that sometime in the future a better system will be 
adopted and the passage of this bill will be, I think, a serious obstacle 
to its , resem 

[Sere the hammer fell.] 


I know nothing 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield three minutes more of my time to 
the gentleman from Ilinois. 

Mr. ADAMS. I can not, in three minutes, speak of various other 
points to which I might have adyerted. I simply desire to state how 
this will affect my own State and my own district. I have received a 
letter, and perhaps other Illinois Congressmen have, from the peniten- 
tiary Commissioners of Illinois, at Joliet, stating that if this bill should 
pass there is not an appropriation sufficient to support those convicts 
for two months, and that it would be necessary for the governor to call 
a special meeting of the Legislature. Gentlemen will consider that the 
bill applies not only to work under existing contracts which I have 
said would expire within a year or two, but it will also apply to work 
on State account at the penitentiary in Southern Illinois. I have not 
time to read that part of the bill. ? 

Mr. HAUGEN. But there is an amendment providing that this 
shall not apply 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam aware that there isan amendment providing 
that this shall not take effect until the expiration of the existing con- 
tracts. Isay this bill covers something besides contract labor. It 
applies to the State labor, and until the Legislature of the State of Ili- 
nois shall have had an opportynity of adopting some new system, I do 
not desire this bill to pass at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ilinois [Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in five minutes’ time I can only say 
that it is believed generally by my constituency, and I may say in my 
State, and Iso believe myself, that there has been, and are now, abuses 
in thé employment of convict labor. Up to a short time ago in my 
State the labor was leased or let by contract, and worked by contract- 
ors; and as my colleague has said, that is still true as to one of the 

itentiaries in my State. 

My State did adopt a constitutional amendment prohibiting the leas- 
ing or letting of convict labor by contract, and that is now in force ex- 
cept as to a contract soon to expire. I understand that in some other 
States the same thing has been done; possibly in New York ana Mas- 
sachusetts. The people believed, and Iay b end-the fact is so, that 
where this labor has been leased it has been at aios rate or at a less 
rate than production could be had by labor outside the prison and in 
the usual walks of life, and that has begotten what to my mind is a 
very just and proper complaint by people who come in competition 
with it. As I said before, the people of my State believed the system 
was unjust and adopted the amendment I have referred to. 

Now, I think it would be better for my State and other States situ- 
ated as Illinois is to take care of the convict labor in the respective 
States and market the product of such labor in the respective States, 
and that my State shall not be subject to the competition of the product 
of contract convict labor from other States. > 

Now it is alleged that this bill is not constitutional. Iam not abso- 
lutely clear that it is. Iam inclined to believe we have the right to 
legislate. I propose to resolve the doubt in favor of the bill, because 
we have courts that can construe it and determine whether it is con- 
stitutional or not. I think it would be well that the bill should be 
amended. I wish it could have been discussed and matured, and, 
without reflecting upon anybody, I wish it had been better prepared. 
For instance, my colleague [Mr. ADAMS] makes a suggestion as to an 
amendment which is clearly called for. I apprehend that under the 
terms of this bill you could not ship these goods from one State through 
another State to a foreign nation. I think an amendment should be 
made in line 9, and I will offer it, adding after the word Columbia 
the words for sale in such State, Territory, or District.” 

One other thing, Mr. Speaker. Iam not willing that this billshould 
be passed unless with it, on this bill, going along with it and in 
in it, we place a provision which will prohibit the importation of for- 
eign goods that are manufactured in whole or in part by convict labor, 
because it is a notorious fact that such goods come in by wholesale. I 
think it would be a poor remedy indeed to enact this legislation with~ 
out that additional provision, and I shall offer such an amendment. 
There are other amendments that I have no doubt ought to be made. 

I say again, I regret that this bill is to be passed through at railroad 
speed. I am inclined to think that wise statesmanship would dictate 
that we should even now provide the necessary time for the full con- 
sideration of the bill more carefully; that we should think about it and 
discuss it and mature it and get it into shape to correct the evil which 
I believe to exist, and at the same time to stand the scrutiny of the 
court, For that reason, sir, if the gentleman insists upon demanding 
the previous question, I shall vote against ordering the previous ques- 
tion unless it can be properly amended, and then I will co-operate, on 
some other day to be fixed, to the best of myability with the majority 
of the members of the House in further consideration of the bill. 

I think that is the sensible thing to do. Isay again, I favor legis- 
lation on this line; but I think we ought to take a little more time to 
mature the bill and not rush ib through here at railroad speed, and 
then in six months or a year, or two years perhaps, have it declared 
unconstitutional by the Supreme Court, and all this owing to our want 
of vigilance in properly preparing and maturing the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I yield eight minutes to my 


colleague [Mr. OUTHWAITE]. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Speaker, I shall not discuss at all the ques- 
tion of the constitutionality of this bill. I will say, however, that I 
am firmly convinced in my own mind that it is not constitutional, and 
therefore I shall be compelled to vote againstit. I am not willing that 
it shall go to the courts to be submitted to them to determine whether 
it is constitutional or not when I have such profound convictions 
against its constitutionality. By the time the court could pass upon 
the constitutional question the evils which I see in the bill would have 
come to pass, and therefore I prefer that instead of this bill being sub- 
mitted in some instances to courts which will immediately decide it to 
be unconstitutional and in other instances to courts which will decide 
it to be constitutional, thus establishing different systems in different 
parts of this country—instead of that I prefer now to say by my vote 
that there shall not be any such result. In addition to the unconsti- 
tutionality of the bill the evils that I see in it come from the Congress 
of the United States interfering in this manner with the domestic aflairs 
of the States. 

The States are all busily engaged in trying to solve this difficult 
problem of how to deal with the labor of their convicts without inter- 
fering too much with the labor of citizens outside. Gentlemen have 
talked a good deal this afternoon about dishonest’? labor as contrasted 
with honest labor. I wish to remind those gentlemen of the fact that 
a large percentage of the prisoners in our State prisons are honest men. 
They got into prison not by reason of dishonesty, but through viola- 
tions of other provisions of law, by reason of assaults committed in the 
heat of passion, or by other crimes of a character that do not carry 
with them any of the peculiar disgraceof dishonesty. Inmyown State 
we have been, and still are, laboring with this problem. The State 
Legislature has adopted several plans, and we have at this timea plan 
in operation which appears to be working well. We carry out one of 
the suggestions of this petition; that is to say, we provide that those 
who labor and who behave themselves generally shall receive certain 
rewards. When they leave the prison they receive a part of the com- 
pensation which they have earned, but in addition to that we have, 
moving about through the State, working in the workshops in different 
places, about 700 convicts who are out on parole, out so long as they 
behave themselves, out so long as they labor, out so long as they con- 
duct themselves like good citizens. Now, this bill would strike at this 
labor in the factories and workshops where these men are engaged, and 
it might possibly make such a condition of things that the establish- 
ments which now employ them would not feel at liberty to do so any 
longer because their labor is “‘ convict labor.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The bill only applies to convict labor 
employed in any penitentiary, prison, reformatory, or other establish- 
ment in which convict labor is employed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Or other establishment in which convict labor 
is employed.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Yes; but if they are out on ticket of leave 
they are not subject to that provision. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are; or at least the bill is open to that 
construction. Now, Mr. Speaker, without undertaking to state the 
amount of capital invested in this way—because some who seek such 
legislation as this do not regard the rights of men who have thus in- 
vested their capital—I will state that in Columbus, Ohio, there are a 
million of dollars invested in plants of this nature, by the State and by 
individuals. All this would have to be changed. The Legislature 
would have to be called together to make provision on this subject, or 
the prison remain in a chaotic state for months. 

The industries that are carried on within the walls afford employ- 
ment for quite as large a number of citizens outside. The material 
which is necessary—the wood and the iron—must be produced and 
brought to be used inside; all affording employment to those citizens 
who produce and transport. The hand implements of agriculture are 
sent out of the State chiefly, but do not come in competition with any 
manufacturer or laborer anywhere within a range of 50 miles of the 
prison. Portions of the hardware, of which a great quantity suitable for 
saddlery is made therein, are sold in Ohio, and used by the makers 
ofsaddlery. Its making in the prison does notinterfere with any labor 
within the same range; but under this bill as it now stands any har- 
ness in which any such hardware is used can not be taken or trans- 
ported out of the State without subjecting the person who does so to a 
criminal prosecution. This would subject the business of the manu- 
facturer of such saddlery to such interference as might deprive many 
honest citizens of employment. 

Mr. Speaker, there are certain amendments to this bill which might 
make it less hurtful in its immediate effects. I shall assist every effort 
to perfect the bill, but with my present view of its unconstitutionality 
I must withhold my vote for its passage unless it is made much better 
than it now is. 

I wish to call attention to this report, which embraces some rather 
peculiar features, In one portion of the report is stated: 


Your petitioners do not believe that the State should support its convicts in 
idleness, but that their reformation should be the ount aim of prison dis- 
cipline and all mere economic considerations be subordinated thereto; that the 
State should stimulate them to acquire habits of industry by paying to them at 
their arge a reasonable proportion of their earnings. 


That is what is done in my State. 
And by teaching them complete trades— 


With the view, as I understand, of bringing these convicts out to 
compete with honest labor. On another page of the report we have 
this language: 
ean State become a manufacturing corporation, its convicts must be taught 

S. 


Here the objection is made that the manufacturing interest in the 
prisons must necessarily teach the convicts trades. 

When released they must find employment, if at all, by the side of tho 
honest workman, and necessarily to the disadvantage of the latter. 

If we reform a man, make a good citizen of him, train him to bea 
laborer, does that result in any disadvantage to the rest of his fellow- 
men? This bill, in one view, proposes to strike down the system of 
making convicts labor at all. ; 

If the industry in which the skilled laborer has been employed is destroyed 
by the unequal competition with convict labor, then both the honest workman 
and the released convict are without employment, 

That is very true—it is a truism, but will some one show me an in- 
stance in which this has happened? 

Something has been said about the number of petitions of working- 
men in favor of the passage of this bill. I hold in my hand the only 
petition of that kind which I have received from my district. There 
is situated there a city of 90,000 inhabitants, embracing at least 16,000 
laborers, underneath the shadow of the walls of a prison; but this long 
petition is signed by only sixteen persons. There are thousands in that 
district interested in the cause of labor, and if there had been any 
general desire that this bill should be passed, so as to put an end to 
the competition of these convict-made articles, the workingmen there 
would have manifested their interest in some more emphatic way than 
by this meagerly signed petition. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield a few moments to the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WHITE]. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am deeply in sympathy 
with the objects of this bill. I would by every constitutional means 
protect American free labor from competition with foreign pauper and 
domestic convict labor. 

But my convictions are so clear that this bill contravenes the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United States and exceeds the limits 
of our legislative powers that, as much as I deprecate the continuous 
competition of convict labor, I can not vote for a bill which I believe 
to be void. 

Prisons for the confinement of criminals are a necessity. The State 
which properly punishes its criminals can properly employ them af 
labor, and the product of that labor is property of equal dignity and 
oe under the Constitution with any other product of man’s 

abor. 

If Congress, under its authority to regulate commerce between the 
States, can prevent all commerce between the States in the product of 
prison labor, it can prevent all commerce in the product of our farm 
labor or that of our paid operators in factories. 

If the proposition were before us to prevent absolutely the shipment 
of wheat from one State to another, or of cotton from one State 
to another, I believe we would all agree that we did not have such 
power of prohibition under the power of regulationofcommerce. But 
if we can prohibit goods manufactured by one establishment from trans- 
shipment we can in like manner prohibit goods from all establish- 
ments. 

I believe that adequate relief can be had through the action of the 
States, whose Legislatures have undoubted right to direct that their 
own convict labor should not be permitted to compete with American 
labor. But if the States fail to protect American workmen, I am con- 
fident that it is beyond the power of Congress under its right to regu- 
late commerce to prevent all commerce. So much for the milder pro- 
visions of the bill. 

But what is to be said of the provisions of forfeiture, which are al- 
ways obnoxious to the spirit of ourlaws? What is the United States 
to do with such property when it is forfeited? Will they sell it in com- 
petition with American Jabor? If they do will the Government give a 
disinfected title to it, so that a purchaser could ship it home, or is it 
liable to be reseized and reconfiscated and resold? I believe the bill 
unconstitutional because it prevents commerce instead of regulating if, 
and because it takes lawful property from its owner without due pro- 
cess of law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I presume that almost every gentle- 
man in this House experiences the embarrassment resulting from the 
circumstances under which we are brought to a consideration of this 
proposition. From the character of the measure which was pending 
when the previous time of the Committee on Labor expired we were led 
to expect that we should be brought to-day to a different question. 
Scarcely any of us—perhaps none outside of the Committee on Labor— 
had that this measure would come up for consideration. 

In urging the bill upon the House gentlemen have been enthused by 
the fact that there are petitions here from labor organizations; but in 
spite of all their zeal it appears that in all this great country only 150,- 
000 people have been induced to sign those petitions. More than that, 
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such petitions are discredited by the knowledge we all have as to the 
methods by which petitions of this character are gotten up. 

This movement is further discredited by the fact that the petition, 
which makes up the great body of the report of the majority, seems to 
have been gotten up by a lot of manufacturers. Itis by such pressure 
as this that the effort is made to hurry us forward into legislation upon 
a bill involving questions of the greatest interest—constitutional ques- 
tions, for instance, affecting the power of the Federal Government under 
its authority to regulate commerce between the States; the question of 
the right of Congress to go into the several States and destroy the sys- 
tems which, under the police powers of those States, have been adopted 
tor the suppression of crime. With such questions as these presented 
we are asked to take up and, without consultation with the States, 
pass a measure of this kind. 

Not only are these constitutional questions suddenly thrown upon us, 
but under the direction of the Committee on Labor they are brought 
into this House to be discussed under allowances of five and ten min- 
utes’ time. In this way we are expected to reach a conclusion on grave 
questions, So far as I am concerned—and I presumesuch is the expe- 
rience of every gentleman who has taken the floor—the very suggestion of 
the character of the questions to be discussed is a negative upon any 
attempt to discuss them at this time. No gentleman can undertake to 
discuss propositions of this kind under such limitations; and there is 
practically an ab:olute preclusion of debate upon them so far as any 
satisfactory determination is concerned. 

In my own State (which is an illustration of others) there is vice 
and crime which we have seen fit by law to regulate and punish. In 
this society has a deep interest. The thief, the burglar, the murderer, 
all manner of criminals are to be found there as in every community, 
no matter how high the grade of civilization may be. Like other 
States, we have been straggling with the question how to prevent crime; 
how to punish criminals; how they should be occupied while under- 
going imprisonment; whether they should be worked inside the walls of 
a prison, or in the mines, on the farms, or on the public high-ways. 
And the final conclusion has not been reached until this hour, and 
it seems, sir, to citizens of my own State that it is not proper, as the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BurrErworts] has said, that this class 
of enemies of society, who have forfeited all rights to liberty, to prop- 
erty, all claims to respect, should be excluded from labor, should be 
charged upon the toil of honest, industrious people. It isabhorrent to 
the sense of the people of my own State. So I take it it is abhorrent 
to the people of other States. 

What does this bill propose ? 

In this report gentlemen undertake to discuss the present convict 
systems and what should be done in reference to them. They are not 
content with that exercise of police power always regarded as within 
the province of the States. They undertake to discuss and to report 
legislation which has for its object the control of the States in that di- 
rection. 

What does the bill propose? It proposes to protect free labor and 
the industries in which it is employed from the unjust competition of 
goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured in any State by convict 
labor. 

It is contended if these convicts required to labor produce wealth in 
theStates, which may be sold there in the limits of the State, or, indeed, 
outside of the limits of the State, it will result in depreciating the value 
of the products produced by free labor by being brought into competi- 
tion with them. Now, if it is asked how we are to do this under the 
power of Congress to regulate commerce between the States, I wish to 
say that the power to regulate the commerce between the States, as our 
fathers understood it and as we understand it, was notintended to de- 
stroy the exchange of products, but, on the contrary, was intended to 
take away from the several States the power which they had claimed of 
preventing such interchange of commodities between themselves and 
confer upon Congress the power of regulating the commerce between the 
States and preserving free exchanges between them. 

| Here the hammer fell. J 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Iwill now yield to my friend from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. STONE]. 

[Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, withholds his remarks for revision. See 

I am satisfied that the House not only re- 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. 
gards this bill as raising a constitutional question, but a most impor- 
tant one, and that the bill, if constitutional, needs to be perfected to ac- 
complish the good sought without carrying with it the evils which now 
infect it, and which need to be removed. I want to illustrate the prac- 
- tical operation of the bill as presented to show the necessity foramend- 
ment. Suppose, for instance, a man living on the line between two 
States has a wagon, a single part of which was manufactured, we will 
say, in Ohio. By the provisions of this bill he could not drive it across 
the line to go to his neighbor’s mili without being guilty of a crime 
and becoming liable to imprisonment, Iam more than willing to give 
the bill such time for consideration as its importance entitles it to, 
but it ought to bé perfected, freed of its crudities, and improved so 
as to do away with the evils now embodied in it, while préserving all 
the -good which it is hoped will result from its adoption. I trust, 
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therefore, the gentleman from Missouri will agree to allow this bill to 
be recommitted, or else to fix some day certain for its further consid- 
eration, and then take up the otner bills the committee have in charge 
and proceed with their consideration. That will give members time 
to examine this measure. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Will you permit mea moment? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. This is the only day under the rules 
of the House for the consideration of labor bills. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. ‘True, but the House in its wisdom, no 
doubt, will see fit to give such time as may be necessary to the honor- 
able gentleman to enable the bill to be perfected; and I think it would 
be good policy on his part to allow that. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I do not think that we would be able 
to get a day. 

Mr. REED. But if the House should vote to postpone its consider- 
ation to a day certain that would give it a preference, would it not? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. If the House will now agree that this 
bill shall be taken up within a few days, I shall not object. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. My suggestion is that its further consid- 
eration be postponed to a day certain. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. But I have no guaranty that we can 
then get it up.? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. So far asI am concerned, and other oppo- 
nents of the bill, for whom I think I may speak, there will be no obstacle 
thrown in the way at that time. 

Mr. REED. You have a guaranty of the strength of the bill, and 
also a guaranty of the gentleman from Ohio, who is opposed to the 
bill, and it gives you as great strength as you can have now, certainly, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. We have given to the enemies—not the 
enemies, I will not say that, but those opposed to the bill—two hours 
of solid debate, and there have been but twenty minutes occupied in 
favor of it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, There has been a lengthy debate allowed. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And after you gentlemen have made 
every objection you can urge you now want to postpone its considera- 
tion just at the time its advocates are about to give you some good solid 
reasons why it should pass. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You are taking my time. My friends on 
the right and on the left express their appreciation of a great constitu- 
tional measure when a bill which changes the entire system in every 
State in the Union is allowed two hours’ consideration. Do gentle- 
men consider two hours as sufficient to consider and perfect a bill 
which reaches every part of the Union and is intended to change the 
management of all penal institutions in every one of the States, beyond 
the fact that the constitutionality of the measure is more than doubt- 
ful? 

Mr. REED. But the point that the gentleman from Missouri makes 
is that you have occupied two hours in opposition, and now you want 
to postpone the consideration before hearing what is to be said in favor 
of it. That seems to be a fair objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Ido notobject to the gentleman occupying 
such time as he may consider necessary. I only suggest the propriety 
of continuing the consideration to such time as will enable us to under- , 
stand thoroughly the merits of the various suggestions presented, 
thereby perfecting the bill, if such a thing is possible, and eliminat- 
ing from it the objectionable and evidently bad features, some of which 
have been pointed out. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr O'NEILL, of Missouri. Now, Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman from Missouri yield 
to me a moment to offer an amendment? 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Ihave but thirty-five minutes, and will 
yield five minutes of that time to the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. OATES. Before the gentleman proceeds I wish to ask in regard 
to the time when a vote is to be takenon this bill. I would like some 
indication as to what course the gentleman is going to pursue. 

I do not think myself that sufficient time has been given to the dis- 
cussion of the bill. I would like the gentleman to agree that after 
taking his time now he will permit the bill to be postponed to a def- 
inite time. 

Mr. BRUMM. Isaggest to the gentleman from Missouri that per- 
haps he had better agree to that. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. If we can have an opportunity to con- 
sider it at a fixed time I have no objection. 

Mr. BLAND. I have been trying all day to be heard. I represent 
a State which is very much interested in this question, and I want at 
least fifteen minutes myself. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I willask unanimous consent that this 
bill be made the special order for this day week immediately after the 
reading of the Journal. If that can be done and the House will give 
us that day, I will cheerfully consent that it may go over. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. I hope that will be done, and that the 
vote shall be taken at an hour to be now fixed. 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. After the reading of the Journal on that 
day that the bill shall be taken up for consideration, 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Is that fair? I hope there will be no 
objection to that, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will submit the request of 
the gentleman to the House. Is there objection to assigning next Tues- 
day for the consideration of this bill? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I object. 

Mr. COMPTON. I make the motion that this bill be postponed un- 
til the time suggested. I do not understand that it requires unani- 
mous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Missouri is 
entitled to the floor for debate, and the motion could not be entertained 
while he occupies the floor. i 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Then I will modify my request, as I 
understand the gentlemen expect to consider the tariff bill on that 
day, and fix next Satunday for the consideration of this bill. 

Mr. COMPTON. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Does 
that reqnire unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Not a motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman from Missouri is en- 
titled to the floor for debate, and is holding the floor for that purpose. 
He asks that the bill may be postponed until next Saturday. That 
request requires unanimous consent. Itcan notnow be made aspecial 
order to the exclusion of all other business, except by unanimous con- 
sent. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman to postpone 

the bill, and make its consideration a special order on Saturday next, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal? 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Ido not object to the postponement of the con- 
sideration of this bill to a time certain; but I object to its being as- 
signed for Saturday, because that day may be assigned for the consid- 
eration of an appropriation bill. 

Mr. RAYNER, I object to the request in regard to the postpone- 
ment., 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I have made every effort to concede to 
those who are opposed to this bill everything they have asked. I now 
yield five minutes tothe gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the Committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 314) authorizing the Secretary of War to place the 
name of James L. Henderson on the roll of Company B, Sixteenth Ken- 

tucky Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 335) granting a pension to General W. E. Woodruff; 

A bill (H. R. 1540) to establish a port of delivery at Grand Rapids, 
Mich. ; 

A bill (H. R. 2161) for the relief of Thomas I. Taylor; 

A bill (H. R. 6098) authorizing the construction and repair of the 
roads from the entrance to the reservation of the Presidio at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., to the national cemetery on the same, and the fencing and 
protection of the said reservation and the cemetery thereon; and 

A bill (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Abial G. Chamberlain. 


CONVICT CONTRACT LABOR. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. Speaker, objections of a double character have 
been made to this bill. One is that it is going to consign all the con- 
victs of this country to a life of idleness, and the other that it is un- 
constitutional. 

Now, as I understand this movement, and we have had it in our State 
for some years, the object is not in the least to consign convicts to idle- 
ness or to prevent their learning a trade, but simply to do away with 
the of leasing them out in masses under contract at prices for 
their labor which defy competition. They often are leased out by the 
State in a single body in some single trade. 

Last year in Massachusetts we adopted a law which covered these 
points. It forbade, in the first place, contract labor by convicts. It 
provided that the warden should have the power to say what trades 
they should learn, and it provided further that he should sell the prod- 
uct of their labor in open market at current wholesale prices. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. This bill does not touch that question at 


all. 

Mr. LODGE. I have but five minutes and the gentleman has had 
his hour. All I understand by this bill is that it is to protect those 
States which have adopted this system against the contract system of 
conviet-made goods in other States. We are told that this is an in- 
fringement of the rights of States. Now, no one questions that it is 
the right of a State to settle its own prison system; but a State which 
chooses to try this new system and prevent the leasing of convicts has 
its system nullified by other States. The whole drift of constitutional 
decision and of constitutional law, as this House is well aware, has 
been to curtail the rights of States. 

It has been held in decisions cited here to-day that it is constitu- 
tional to prevent States from interfering with interstate commerce, 


The State which I represent, and there are other States in the same 
position, come here and say, ‘‘As we can not protect ourselves, we ask 
the Congress of the United States to protect us in our right to arrange 
our prison system to suit ourselves. We have set aside the system ot 
contract convict labor, and do not want to be made a dumping-ground 
for the convict-made goods of other States. We do not quarrel with 
anybody else’s system; they are welcome to have any system they like; 
it is a matter for each State to settle for itself; but we object to having 
the convict-made goods of other States sold within our borders; we 
want to maintain our present system in a way to suit ourselves.“ 

The gentleman from Ohio said it would have no effecton labor. Now, 
let me give a single illustration. In the State of Pennsylvania they 
make cocoa matting in the State prison. That matting, required to 
have a convict brand in Pennsylvania, goes out of the State without a 
convict mark. It has severely crippled the manufacture of such mat- 
ting in my own State. I have also documents in my desk showing 
that it has almost annihilated the manufacture in the city of Brooklyn, 
N. Y. In a small industry this convict competition is well-nigh ruin- 
ous, and in a large industry it lowers prices and reduces w. 

I say a bill of this sort is right in principle. I do not say it does not 
need amendment, for I think it does in one or two points; but a meas- 
ure of this kind, in justice to the States which are trying to get rid of 
contract convict labor, and which are seeking rightly and properly to 
get it out of competition with free labor, ought to be enacted. 

Moreover, I think these labor questions are of very great gravity. I 
know in my own State and in other States the laboring men feel inter- 
ested in this question; and when they come before Congress with a 
reasonable request, such as this is, and ask us to aid them by a change 
of the law so that contract convict labor shall be taken out of the 
market, I think their request deserves consideration. There has been 
a good deal said here about petitions and demands for this legislation. 
I have had but a single letter upon the subject, and I can only say for 
myself that I advocate this measure because I believe it to be right in 
principle and for the best interests of the people and the country, and 
for no other reason or motive. 

There are many things falsely asked forin the honest and honorable 
nameof labor, which are neither honest nor honorablenor proper. But 
I believe that a full and fair consideration of labor questions and a 
granting of reasonable requests on the part of labor is the greatest 
security for good government, for general well being, for property, and 
for every right that we prize most. ‘The strength of the Republic, as 
it seems to me, rests upon our workingmen and women having good 
wages. Domestic competition is severe enough and lowers them far 
enough. Foreign competition which it is pro by free trade to let 
inis worse. But J think it is worst of all for us to stand still and allow 
States with their great power and unlimited resources to come into the 
market and sell convict labor at such a price that all competition with 
it on the part of free and honest labor is hopeless. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH]. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, great minds differ upon great questions, 
and we have seen here to-day that great lawyers differ upon the ques- 
tions whether the proposed bill is constitutional or not. And, sir, as 
these great lawyers do differ upon this question, the only way that the 
doubt can be solved is by sending the matter to the courts of the land 
and leaving them to decide whether or not this is a constitutional meas- 
ure. We have just concluded a debate which is to be memorable in the 
history of this country, and we upon this side of the House and the 
gentlemen upon the other side were all agreed upon one proposition, 
namely, that at the basis of this whole discussion lay the interests of 
the laboring people and the workingmen of the United States. 

It was merely a matter of speculation as to what the effect of the 
reduction of the tariff would be upon the laboring interests of the 
country, we contending that it would have no effect, and gentlemen 
upon the other side contending that it would lower wages. That dis- 
cussion, Isay, was speculative, but here is something real and tangible. 
I do not believe, sir, in that kind of missionary work which makes 
waistcoats for the natives of the Fiji Islands, while it lets our own 
people at our own doors go naked. Now, there is embodied in the re- 
port on this bill the statement, and it is true, that this convict labor is 
coming into competition with the honest labor of this country; that 
labor which is hired at 45 and 50 cents a day is brought into competi- 
tion with labor which represents the comforts and the necessities of 
not only the workingman himself, but also of his wife and children 
who are dependent upon him for support. The labor of that honest 
laboring man is brought into competition with labor which represents 
merely the food and the meager clothing of the individual convict. I 
desire to have embodied in my remarks a letter which I have received 
from a prominent manufacturer in my city in relation to this bill. 

I have filed, through the petition-box of this House, the request of 
the workingmen in my city that this bill be enacted into iaw. If this 
convict labor is to come into competition with honest labor then I say 
it is our duty to protect the honest labor of the country from unfair 
competition. -Let us leave the question of whether or not this bill be 
constitutional to be solved by the courts while we do the best we can 
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to protect our people from this sort of labor. Reference has been made 
to the State of Pennsylvania, and we have been told that every dollar’s 
worth of goods manutactured in her prisons are stamped ‘‘ prison-made.”’ 
But Pennsylvania in this respect is very selfish, because, while she al- 

lows none of the goods manufactured by convict labor to be sold to her 
own citizens without being duly marked, she does allow those goods to 
be shipped to markets outside the State, and they are brought into com- 
petition with the honest labor of other parts of the country. And that, 
Mr. Speaker, is the great State which has for its motto ‘‘ Virtue, lib- 
erty, and independence.“ [Laughter. ] 

The letter to which I have referred is as follows: 

LOUISVILLE, KY., March 30, 1888. 

My Dran Sin: I understand there is a bill now pending in your House, No. 
8716, introduced by Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, having reference to the protection 
of free labor and honest industry as against convict labor. We have suffered 
so prodigiously from the operation of this convict system that I dare to call your 
attention to this subject, and to urge your interest and co-operation in the pas- 
sage of the bill, which I have just read. It will be unnecessary for me to say to 
you thatthe convict laborat Jeffersonville is now turning out enormous amounts 
of stove hollow-ware with labor which gosts them 45 cents per day, while we 
are striving to compete with them by making the same goods with labor costing 
from two to three dollars per dax. It is an unequal contest, and occurs to me 
as a great moral and commercial wrong. The time of these convicts should 
not be consumed in making wares in competition with the honest artisans of 
our country. It works an oppression upon the hard-laboring man, as well as 
upon the manufacturer. I feel that this legislation is so eminently needed and 
pore: that I only need to call your attention to the matter. You havealways 

en ready and prompt in your efforts to protect both questions to which I have 
alluded. ay I not hope you wiil take hold of this question with your usual 
vigor and ability and assist in placing it among the laws of the land? I feel by 
so doing you will have performed a great public service. 

With much respect and expressions of sincerest friendship, I am, 

Yours, very truly, 
J. L. SMYSER. . 
Hon. A. G. OARUTH, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. BOUND]. 

Mr. BOUND. Mr. Speaker, it was not my intention to make any 
remarks in regard to this bill until I heard its general object and pur- 

assailed upon this floor, and statements made that this question 
did not affect the rights of labor. Sir, I look upon this bill in all that 
it contemplates as directly tending to protect honest labor in its en- 
deavors to gain an honest living. There are nearly $72,000,000 worth 
of convict-labor goods put annually upon the markets of this country. 
There are engaged, directly or indirectly, in the manufacture of those 
goods from 240,000 td 300,000 convicts. Now, gentlemen need not tell 
me and need not argue that the throwing out of $72,000,000 worth of 
convict goods upon the markets of this country will not affect the rights 
and interests of labor and of laboring men. With a million of work- 
ingmen to-day standing idle in the labor market, waiting for employ- 
ment, men who have wives and children depending upon them for 
support, you need not argue to me that this is not a question directly 
affecting those people. . 

Mr. Speaker, the institutions where goods of this kind are manu- 
factured are supported by the taxesof the people. The very men who 
are brought into direct competition with this kind of labor are the men 
who pay the great bulk of the taxes. You rob the laboring men of 
their money to keep up these institutions. You keep these convicts, you 
feed them and clothe them, you furnish them shelter, you furnish them 
with shops in which to work, you furnish them with the very best ma- 
chinery that can be purchased in the marketsof the world, and then you 
turn around and say that with all these appliances and with some 
240,000 to 300,000 convicts thus employed, their labor does not come 
into competition with the honest labor of the country! Sir, I deny the 

roposition. You not only do that, but, after imposing taxes upon the 
Tibora men to support these convicts, you place the products of this 
convict labor in the hands of agents who are paid 10 per cent. to sell 
them at any price they ean get, and they do sell those goods without 
regard to the effect upon the labor or upon the markets of the country, 
and pocket their percentage, because that is all they have at stake. 

Look at our own Commonwealth. As has been already intimated, 
we have there in the penitentiaries convicts employed in the manufact- 
ure of cocoa-matting to such an extent that this industry, so far as 
honest labor is concerned, has been absolutely destroyed. In the State 
of New York another set of convicts are employed in the manufacture 
of hollow ware, and to such an extent has this manufacture been car- 
ried that all individual enterprise in that direction is absolutely Grushed 
out. Do you tell me that these things do not affect the men who were 
recently employed at remunerative wages in these branches of industry? 
All the garniture of your cooking-stoves and ranges is now made in the 
penitentiaries, and those who are ep in the stove business are 
now compelled to buy the products of this dishonest labor. It is a 
shame and disgrace that a great Commonwealth of our country should 
go into partnership with convicts in the manufacture of products to 
undersell the produc‘s of honest labor. It is a disgrace that the State 
of Pennsylvam » shuld thus employ her convicts. And whilstshe has 
on her statute-books a law preventing goods thus disgracefully pro- 
duced from being sold in Pennsylvania, unless clearly marked con- 
vict-made,’’ yet those goods, without that mark, which the State her- 
self places upon them, may be sold across her borders in New York, 


that there is no power under the Constitution by which we may protect 
the honest laboring men hgainst the competition of goods thus dishon- 
ored and disgraced. 

Whatever doubt there may be in regard to the constitutional ques- 
tion involved in the passage of this bill, we are perfectly willing to al- 
low the courts of the country to pass upon that question and say 
whether the bill is constitutional or not. So far as I am concerned I 
will resolve the constitutional doubt in favor of honest labor and 
against convict labor. [Applause.] 

ere the hammer fell.] 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. There are several gentlemen who desire 
to speak, but I am advised that the sooner we reach a vote on this bill 
the better. I therefore hope that gentlemen who wished to speak will 
pardon me for now calling the previons question. Iwill simply give 
notice that I understand an amendment will be offered extending the 
time at which the bill will take effect. : 

Mr. BLAND. I hope my colleague is not going to cut me off from 
the right to be heard. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is now 4 o’clock, and the gentleman 
must pardon me. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood that my colleague was to yield me ten 
minutes. I do not understand why I should be cut off. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It is now 4 o'clock, and we have but 


one hour remaining; it will take all that time to vote on the bill and 
amendments. [Cries of Vote! Vote!’’] 

Mr. BRUMM. There are other gentlemen who want to speak, but 
they waive their right to do so. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question upon the 
bill and amendments. 

In moving the previous question, which is necessary if we expect to 
reach a vote to-day, as within a short time the House must adjourn 
under the rule providing ſor adjournment at 5 p. m., I regret that I am 
compelled to cut off the following gentlemen to whom I had promised 
time,as they desired to speak in favor of the bill, namely: Messrs. 
SHIVELY of Indiana, Buck ALEW of Pennsylvania, WHITE of Indiana, 
ANDERSON of Kansas, Yost of Virginia, FARQUHAR of New York, and 
MILLIKEN of Maine. 

Mr. RYAN and others sought the floor to offer amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Amendments are not in order pending 
the motion for the previous question. One amendment was submitted 
by the gentieman from Illinois [Mr. PLUMB], another by the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], and another by the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. CANNoN]. No other amendments can be consid- 
ered by the Chair as pending if the previous question should now be 
ordered. 

Mr. RYAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. O’NEILL] stated 
that amendments should not be excluded, but that there would be no 
discussion upon them, I think that was the understanding of the 
Honse. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That proposition was made when the gentleman 
from Missouri was asking unanimous consent for a limitation of time; 
but as that request was objected to, both propositions fell together. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I am perfectly willing to permit the 
offering of any amendments which are presented in good faith for the 
purpose of perfecting the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, gentlemen 
will now be permitted to send their amendments to the Clerk’s desk, 
to be read in their order as sent up. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RYAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

After the word transportation.“ in line of section 1, insert ‘‘ for commercial 
purposes,” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection to the amendment. 
If permitted, I will accept it. 

The question was taken on Mr. RyAn’s amendment, and it was 
agreed to. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I move thefollowing amendment to 
come in at the end of the first section. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That the provisions of this section shall only apply in cases where 
the goods, wares, merchandise, mentioned in said section, are the product 
of convict labor performed at wages lower than the same class of labor could 
have been procured outside of prisons and from free laborers. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment seems to be rejected. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 30, noes 99. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLAND. I move the following amendment to come at the end 
of the bill. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. There is no objection to taking a vote 
on that amendment now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection the Chair will 
entertain the amendment for a vote at thistime. ~ 

Mr. ROGERS. There is so much confusion in the House we can not 
hear a word of what is going on. 


New Jersey, and elsewhere. Still gentlemen stand here to maintain The SPEAKER pro tempore. If gentlemen will only he patient they 
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will all have an opportunity to offer their amendments. It will also fa- Mr. CANNON. I wish to make a parliamentary suggestion. The 


cilitate the business of the House to have gentlemen exercise a little 
patience. 

Mr. BLAND. Lask for the reading of my amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Add to the third section of the bill the following : 
* Provided, This act shall not take effect or be in force for one year after its 


passage,” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Shall not take effect until one year 
after its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Probably thisamendment would come 
at the end of the bill, but if there be unanimous consent it can be con- 
sidered at this time and voted on. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I object to any business out of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Objection being made, the amendment 
will come up to be voted on at the proper time. 

Mr. WARNER. If my colleague’s be considered and voted on now 
it may render unnecessary several amendments which otherwise will 
be submitted to the preceding sections of the bill. 

Mr. BLAND. I thought there was consent given to consider my 
‘amendment at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, No, it was objected to by the gentle- 
man from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I think it ought to be considered now 
and dis of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been objected to. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I move the following amendment to the first 
section of the bill. - 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add at the end of section 1 the following: — 

And no product or commodity 8 by convict labor outside of the United 
States shall be imported or brought within the United States, and any person 
or corporation who shall bring or import into the United States, or cause the 
same to be done,any such product or commodity shall be guilty of a mi-de- 
meanor, and shall be fined in a sum not less than double the amount of the 
value of such product or commodity; and any common carrier who shall im- 
port or bring into the United States any such product or commodity shall be 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall be fined upon conviction thereof in a sum 
not exceeding five times the value of such product or commodity.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a question of order on that amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is not germane to the pending bill. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I will say that the committee has re- 
ported a separate bill on that subject, which is now pending before 
this House. s 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
amendment is in order. [Cries of Vote!“ 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer a substitute for the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is in order, and the gentleman 
will send it up. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the Chair decide the pending amendment is in 


order? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it is. 
Mr. CANNON. I ask that my substitute be read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

The importation of all goods, wares, or merchandise from any foreign coun- 
try into the United States which in whole or in part were manufactured or pro- 
duced by convict labor is hereby prohibited. And it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of the Treasury to prescribe rules and regulations for the enforce- 
ment of this provision and to enforce the same. Every person who knowingly 
violates this provision shall be deemed guilty of misdemeanor, and on convic- 
tion thereof shall be subject to the penalties and punishment provided in this 


act. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Let us have a vote. That seems to be 
all right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I rise to a point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I make the point of order that the amendment af- 
fects the revenue, and must under our rules have its first consideration 
in the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order made on the first 
amendment was that it was not germane to the pending bill. That 
point of order the Chair overruled. This point of order, however, is a 
very different one. The point is made that it affects the revenue and 
prohibits the importation from foreign countries, and thereby reduces 
the revenue, because if the law remained as it now is these goods would 
pay duties to the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let me suggest to the Chair that this question was 
decided by the Speaker of the House when the retaliation bill was up, 
and the same point of order was made, that the bill affected the revenue. 
The Speaker decided on that occasion that it did not come within the 
meaning of the rule as a revenue bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the ruling 
~ in that case applies to the present one at all. Whatever goods come 
in from foreign countries at the present time, whether manufactured 
in prison or out of it, are subject to the rates of duty prescribed in the 

flaw. If this bill be enacted into law it will prohibit those goods 
coming in and paying the duty upon them. It therefore affects the 
revenue, and must have its first consideration in the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 


amendment for which that is a proposed substitute also affects the reve- 
nue, and the gentleman having made the point of order upon it, which 
was overruled, and it being before the House for consideration, it is 
also before the House for amendment; and I apprehend anything that 
tends to perfect it would necessarily be in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not understand that the amendment is here 
for consideration. The matter has not been taken up for discussion, 
has not been debated at all. I raised one question of order on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama, and it is not too late even 
now, I insist, to raise the other question of order to which that amend- 
ment is undoubtedly susceptible. Ordinarily it has been the practice 
when an amendment was offered and debated that then it was too late; 
but I do not understand that it has been debated at all, or that there 
has been any effort to submit it for debate or a vote of the House. 

Mr. BRUMM. But an amendment to the amendment was offered, 
which was equivalent to debate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I desire to raise the same question on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr, BANKHEAD. U insist that the gentleman is too late to raise 
that now. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Has not the Chair ruled upon the ques- 
tien of order? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have just raised it. 

Mr. CANNON. But the point was overruled, and an amendment 
has been offered. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I raised a new point of order, and there has been no 
intervening business since the first was made. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. There was a ruling made by the Chair, and 
another amendment offered. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, I understand the point of order is 
made that this ought to be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 
As I heard the remarks of gentlemen around me, they seem to think 
that bills affecting revenue must be first considered in a Committee of 
the Whole. I take it if this must be so considered, that it comes 
under clause 3 of Rule XXIII, and I respectfully ask the attention of 
the Chair to that clause. It seems to me it does not provide that this 
amendment must be first considered in Committee of the Whole. The 
rule declaring what propositions shall go to the Committee on Ways 
and Means is in the words: 

Affecting the revenue. P 

But in declaring what propositions shall be submitted first to the 
Committee of the Whole, the language is entirely diferent and is em- 
bodied in clause 3 of Rule XXIII, which I ask the Chair to read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was just reading the clause 
to which the gentleman refers. TheChairis of opinion that while this 
proposition might indirectly affect the revenues, and if that point of 
order had been made at the proper time on this proposition the Chair 
would perhaps have ruled differently, but having been admitted for 
consideration in the House, the Chair thinks that any amendment 
which is analogous to it is in order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is a copy of the Canada law. 

Mr. LONG. I propose to amend the substitute by adding after the 
word importation“ the words: 

For commercial purposes. 

Making it read: 

Importation for commercial purposes. 

The amendment to the substitute was to. 

The question being taken on the substitute as amended, it was 
adopted. 

The section as amended by the substitute was adopted. 

Mr. HOUK. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add: 

“And the words ‘goods, wares,and merchandise’ are intended and shall be 
construed to include coal, iron ore, all kinds of marble products, lumber in all 
its forms, and all other articles of commerce produced, wrought, cut, or mined 
by convict labor.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I now ask the adoption of the amendment I sent to 
the desk a short time ago. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 3 by adding the following words: 

Except as to goods, wares, and merchandise manufactured under existing 
contracts that have been made by any State for the employment of its convict 


labor, and in such cases this act shall take effect immediately upon the expira- 
tion of such contract.“ ` 


Lhe question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 102, 
noes 68. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLAND. I move to amend section 3, in the second line, by strik- 
ing out the words sixty days” and inserting one year.” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend the amendment by making 
it two years. 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted, there being on a 
division—ayes 91, noes 71, : 
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The amendment as amended was agreed to, there being on a divis- 


. ion—ayes 148, noes 21. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question upon the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. DUNN. I desire to make a motion now to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not in order at this time. 

Mr. DUNN. Iask, then, to be recognized at the proper time for that 


hc 
r. GEAR. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GEAR. It is this, whether the gentleman from Missouri can 
move the previous question after he has given consent and it has been 
agreed by the House that amendments should be offered to the bill. 


-As long as any amendment is pending I do not think he can move the 


previous question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentieman from Missouri is en- 
titled to the floor and has moved the previous question. The motion 
is in order. 

Mr, CLARDY. I want to make a proposition which I think my 
colleague [Mr. O'NEILL] will agree to, and to which nobody will ob- 


ject. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. CLARDY. I want to state an amendment which I desire to have 
made in the amendment already adopted of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Houk] prohibiting the importation of iron ore. I want 
to insert ‘‘lead ores.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] asks unanimous consent to submit an amendment to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee already adopted so as to 
include lead ores. 

There was no objection, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Now I demand a vote on the previous 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The grenan being taken; there were—ayes 110, noes 67. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Missouri, and Mr. BLOUNT addressed the Chair. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I call for the yeas and nays on the motion for the 
previous question. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move the previous question on the 

of the bill, and upon that I demand the yeas and nays, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not now in order. The 
previous question has just been ordered on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Speaker, I have demanded the yeas and nays 
on the question of ordering the previous question. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. That demand is made too late, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman from Georgia de- 
mand the yeas and nays in time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did; at the first possible moment. 

Mr. HOUK. The demand is made too late. The vote had been an- 
nounced and the result received by the House, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman from Georgia at the 
time demand the yeas and nays on the motion for the previous ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did so instantly. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman was in time. 

Mr. HOUK. The gentleman may have designed to do it, but he did 
not until the Chair had announced the result, 

Mr. BLOUNT, The gentleman from Tennessee did not hear me, but 
other gentlemen did. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair observed the gentleman 
from Georgia seeking recognition. The Chair did not recognize him at 
the moment, as the gentleman from Missouri was requesting recogni- 
tion and the Chair recognized that gentleman. The gentleman from 
Georgia now states that he demanded the yeas and nays on the motion 
for the previous question. 

The question being put, the veas and nays were ordered, 70 members 
voting therefor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


uiry. 
1 The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I wish to ask the Chair if upon the vote 
being taken in favorof the engrossment of the bill it does not come 
up as unfinished business to-morrow? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is now on ordering the 
previous question on the engrossment and third reading of the bill, 
and upon that question the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Does not the previous question carry 
the bill over as unfinished business? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If this roll-call should result in the previous 


question being ordered, would not the bill come up as unfinished bus- 
iness in the morning? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker, who will occupy the 
chair at that time, will decide as to that when the occasion arises. 
Mr, BUCHANAN. I am obliged to the Chair for the information 
he has communicated to me. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the present occupant were the 
Speaker, he might decide such a question at once; but as it would de- 
volve on the Speaker to decide the point if it should arise to-morrow, 
the present occupant will not usurp his prerogative. 
Mr. WARNER. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WARNER. Under the rules of the House have we not to ad- 
journ at 5 o’clock? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is true. 
Mr. WARNER. As it is evident we can not get a vote on this prop- 
osition before 5 o’clock, I ask, in the interest of the laboring men, that 
| by unanimous consent the time be extended to 6 o’clock, that we may 
finish this bill. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I move that the House take a recess 
until to-morrow at 10 o’clock. i 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is not in order. 
| Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Why not? 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. By a previous order of the House this 
day's session must close at 5 o'clock, and it is not in order to move a 
recess at this moment, the yeas and nays having been ordered on a 
! pending proposition, 
| Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. And it is not in order to move a recess? 
| TheSPEAKER pro tempore. It is not when the yeas and nays have 
| been ordered on a pending question. 
Mr. WARNER. I did not hear objection made to my proposition. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did. The question is, Shall 
the previous question be new ordered on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill ? 
Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I desire the motion for a recess shall be 
considered pending when this is decided. 
Thé question was taken; and there were—yeas 185, nays 44, not vot- 
ing 95; as follows: 


YEAS—185, 


Allen, Mich. Dingley, Lind, Russell, Conn, 
Anderson, Iowa Dockery, Lodge, Rusk, 
Anderson, III. Dorsey, Long, Ryan, 
Anderson, Kans. Enloe, Lyman, Sawyer, 

| Arnold, Farquhar, Lynch, Scull, 
Atkinson, Fitch, - Mahoney, Seney, 
Bacon, Flood, Mansur, Seymour, 
Baker, N. Y. Ford, Mason, Shaw, 
Baker, III. Forney, Mutson, Shively, 
Bankhead, French, McAdoo, Simmons, 
Belden, Fuller, McClammy, Smith, 
Bingham, Funston, McComas, Snyder, 
Bland, Gear, McCormick, Spinola, 
Boothman, Gest, McCreary, Spooner, 
Bound, Goff, McCallogh, Springer, 
Boutelle, Grout, McKenna, Stahinecker, 
Brewer, uenther, McKinley, Steele, 
Browne,T.H.B.,Va. Hall, McKinney, Stewart, Tex, 2 
Browne, In Harmer, McRae, Stone, Ky. 
Brown, O Hatch, McShane, Stone, Mo, 
Brumm, Haugen, Milliken, Struble, 
Bryce, Hayes, Moffitt, Symes, 
Buchanan, Heard, Montgomery, Tarsney, 
Bunnell, Henderson, Iowa Morrill, Taulbee, 
Burrows, Henderson, N. O. Neal. Thomas, Ky. 
Campbell, F., N. X. Henderson, III. Nutting, Thompson, Ohio 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Hermann, O'Donnell, ‘Tracey, 
Cannon, Hires, O'Ferrali, Townshend, 
Caruth, Hogg, O'Neill, Pa. Vance, 
Cheadle, Holman, O'Neill, Mo. Vandever, 
Chipman, Holmes, Osborne, Wade, 
Clardy, Hopkins, III. Owen, Walker, 
Clark, Houk, Patton, Warner, 
Clements, Hovey, Payson, Washington, 
Cobb, Hunter, Penington, Weaver, 
Cogswell, Jackson, Perkins, Weber, 
Collins, Johnston, Ind, Peters, White, Ind, 
Compton, Johnston, N. C. Phelan, Whiting. Mich. 
Conger, , Kennedy, Phelps, Wickham, 
Cox, Kerr, Pidcock, Wilkinson, 
Crouse, La Follette, Post, Williams, 
Cummings, Laidlaw, Pugsley, Wilson, W. Va. 
Dalzell. Landes, Randall. Wise, 
Darlington, Lane. Ray ner, Yost, 
Davenport, Lawler, Reed. 
Davidson, Ala. Lee, Rowell, 
Davis, Lehlbach, Rowland, 

NAYS—H. 

Abbott, Crain, Hutton, Rice, ` 
Adams, Crisp, Kilgore, Robertson, 
Allen, Miss. Culberson, Lanham, Rogers, 
Anderson, Miss. Dargan, Latham, Sayers, 
Barry, Elliott Morgan, Stewart, Ga. 
Blount, Finley, Newton, Stockdale, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Glass, O' Neall, Ind. Til man, 
Burnett, Grimes, Outhwaite, ‘Turner, Kans 
Butterworth, Hare, Parker, Turner, Ga. 
Carlton, Hiestand, Peel, West, 
Catchings, Howard, Perry, Whitthorne. 
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NOT VOTING—S. 


Allen, Mass, Davidson, Fla. Hopkins, N. Y. Richardson, 
SS eee E 
„ ibble, ones, om 
Belmont, ‘~ Russell, Mass, 
5 Kelley, Scott, 
Blan Dunn, Ketcham, Sherman, 
Bliss, Ermentrout, Laffoon, Sowden, 
Bowden, iton, Lagan, Stephenson, 
Bowen, isher, Laird, Stewart, Vt. 
nridge, Ark. Foran, Macdonald, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 

Brower, ines, Maffett, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gallinger, l Thomas, III. 
Buckalew, Gay, Martin, Thomas, Wis. 
Burnes, Gibson, McMillin, Senp, Cal. 
—.— Gates Mi White, N. Y. 

num, ranger, i Hp E 

Campbell, Ohio Greenman, Moore, Whiting, Maas. 

Candler, Grasvenor, Morrow, Wilber, 
Caswell, Hayden, Morse, Wilkins, 
Cockran, Hemphill, Neison, Wilson, Minn. 
Cooper, Herbert, Nichols, Woodburn, 
Cothran, Hitt, Norwood, Yardley, 
Cowles, Hooker, Oates, Yoder, 
Cutcheon, Hopkins, Va. Plumb, 


Mr. OWEN. Mr. Speaker, 1 am paired with my colleague, Mr. 
Bynum; but as I understand that he also is in favor of this bill, Ihave 
voted ay.“ ; 

Mr, WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, if I werenot paired Ishould vote ay.“ 

On motion of Mr. BUTTERWORTH, the reading of names of mem- 
bers voting was dispensed with. 

The following named members were announced as paired until further 
notice: w 
. Bicas with Mr. STEWART, of Vermont. 

. SowpEN with Mr. YARDLEY. 

. Bynum with Mr. OWEN. 

r. Hooker with Mr. CurcHEON. 

. Scorr with Mr. WHITING, of Massachusetts. 

. Burnes with Mr. BREWER. 

. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

. GLOVER with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. 

. Norwoop with Mr. Cooper. 

. JONES with Mr. STEPHENSON. 

. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. COCKRAN. 

The following were announced as paired for this day: 
. WILKINS with Mr. BOWDEN. 

. Biiss with Mr. De LANO. 

. Moore with Mr. ROMEIS. 

. MERRIMAN with Mr. SHERMAN. 

. Davipsoy, of Florida, with Mr. KETCHAM. 

< BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, with Mr. KELLEY. 
. LAFFooN with Mr. Morrow. 

. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts, with Mr. HAYDEN. 
. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. ALLEN, of Massachusetts. 
. WHEELER with Mr. BAYNE. 

. Dusx with Mr. DUNHAM. 

. HERBERT with Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on this bill: 

Mr. RICHARDSON with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. Banxks with Mr. Taompson, of California. 

Mr. WILsox, of Minnesota, with Mr. Foran, Mr. FORAN being in 
favor of the bill and Mr. WILsox, of Minnesota, against it. 

Mr. OATES with Mr. Rayner. Mr. Rayner, if present, would 
vote for the bill and Mr. OATES against it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeasare 185 and 
the nays are 44. The ayes have it, the previous question upon the 
engrossment and third reading of the bill. And by a previous order 
the House now stands adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rale private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10100) for the reliefof Charles F. 
Cam pbell—to the Committee on War Claims. X * 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10101) to grant pension to Reuben E. 
Noel to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUGSLEY: A bill (H. R. 10102) to remove the charge of 
desertion from Wellington Doddridge—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. ‘ . 
By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10103) granting a pension to Will- f 


jam Fairbanks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SNYDER: A bill (H. R. 10104) granting a pension to Jane 
W. Laidley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 10105) for the relief of 
Martha J. Hale, widow of John Hal- to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. 


MS: A bill (H. R. 10106) to place the name of Matilda | 
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By Mr. LEE: A bill (H. R. 10103) to reimburse the Upper Potomac 
Steam-boat Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10109) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Anna Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELPS: A bill (H. R. 10110) authorizing the purchase of 
the original telegraphic instrument—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FITCH: A bill (H. R. 10111) for the relief of Henry Sibo— 
to the Committee on Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Petition of the Military Board of Vir- 
ginia, urging the passage of the bill for increase of annual appropria-: 
tion for militia purposes in the States to $1,000,000—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COMPTON (by request): Petition of Henry Kropp, jr., for 
relief—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. i 

By Mr. FITCH: Petition of Charles Moehring, for pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of Wilkins Warwick, of Lewis, Cass County, 
Iowa, for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. GOFF: Petition of Rev. J. C. B. Stivers and 22 others, male 
citizens of the First district of West Virginia, for better legal protection 
of women and girls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROUT: Testimony in support of House bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph A. Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Putnam County, Missouri, 
that the benefits of the homestead laws be extended to soldiers of the 


-| late war—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


By Mr. HERMANN: Resolution of Board of Trade of Portland, Ore- 
gon, favoring the appropriation for the expenses of the revenue ma- 
rine—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution of Board of Trade of Portland, Oregon, in favor of 
Nicaragua Canal Company—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. LODGE: Memorial of General Assembly of Massachusetts, 
relating to the immigration of convicts, lunatics, ete.— to the Commit- 
ee on Foreign i = 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of J. S. Dobkins, administrator of Hugh 
Dobkins, of Benton County, Arkansas, for reference of his claim tothe 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Resolution of Grand Army of the Republic, No. 
449, Woodsdale, Kans., favoring general pension legislation—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULL: Paper to accompany House bill 10047—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of James Snyder, for a pension—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPINOLA: Petition of John F. Hagan, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of Collin W. Wickline, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WEST: Petition of residents of the Twentieth district, New 
York, for the more effectual protection of agriculture—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of Joseph L. Roberts, of John 
Chamberlain, of Philip R. Moler, of J. Baker Kearfott, administrator 
of William M. Lemers, and of Francis A. Whittington, of Jefferson 
County, West Virginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Olive Padgett, for relief—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Of Knights of Labor of Chicago, III. 

By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Of Knights of Labor of New Market, 
Taylor County, Iowa. 

ByMr. ATKINSON: OfKnights of Labor, Assembly 10268, of Waynes- 
borough, Pa. . 

By Mr. BACON: Of J. B. Hands and others, citizens of New York. 

By Mr. BOUND: Of Knights of Labor of Williamstown, Pa. 

By Mr. C. E. BROWN: Of Knights of Labor of Cincinnati, Obio. 

By Mr. BRUMM: Of Knights of Labor of Silver Creek, Pa. 

By Mr. T. J. CAMPBELL: Of Knights of Labor of New York City. 

By Mr. DUNN: Of Local Assembly No. 1978, Knights of Labor, of 
Forest City, Ark. 

A C Of Knights of Labor of Lancaster and of Buf- 
alo, N. Y. 
By Mr. FORAN: Of Knights of Labor No. 8530, and of 500 citizens 


Spangler on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | of Cleveland, Ohio. 


By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 10107) for the relief of Margaret J. 
_ Stephens—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HARMER: Of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa. 
By Mr. McSHANE: Of Knights of Labor of Omaha, Nebr. 
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By Mr. MOFFITT: Of Knights of Labor of Ticonderoga and of 
Mineville, N. Y. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Of Knights of Labor of Philadelphia, Pa. 

By Mr. PHELPS: Of Knights of Labor Assembly No. 6469, of Pater- 
son, Passaic County, New Jersey. 

Also, of Knights of Labor of Paterson, N. J. 

By Mr. PIDCOUK: Of Knights of Labor Assembly No. 4993, Wash- 
ington, Warren County, New Jersey. 

By Mr. RICE: Of Local Assembly No. 4031, Knights of Labor, of 
St. Paul, Minn. 
3y Mr. SPIN OLA: Of Bricklayers’ International Union of New York 
City. 
By Mr. WICKHAM: Of Knights of Labor of Ashland County,Ohio. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Of citizens of Piqua, Ohio. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Publie Lands: 

By Mr. FORAN: Of citizens of Cleveland, Ohio. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of Hon. Daniel Agnew, and 44 others, citizens 
of Beaver, Pa. 5 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
use, by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. SAWYER: Of 20 citizens of Perry, N. Y. 

The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: OfO. E. Pratt and 31 others, ex-soldiers; of 
Joseph Bushway and 18 others, ex-soldiers, of Washington County, 
and of John W. Wise and others, ex-soldiers, of Ypsilanti, Mich. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Of ex-soldiers and sailors of Dawson County, 
Nebraska. 3 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of Maj. O. A. Homer and 40 others. 

The following petitions praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. GROUT: Of 160 citizens of Washington and Windham 
Counties, Vermont. f 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Of 143 citizens of Frederick County, Maryland. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of 149 citizens of Walla Walla and other 
counties of Washington Territory. 


The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
masters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. McCOMAS: Of 50 citizens of Selbysport, Md. 


. 


SENATE. 


WEDNESDAY, May 23, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. REAGAN presented the petition of G. W. Hidham, special dele- 
gate of the Creek Nation of Indians, praying for the reimbursement of 
that nation for certain moneys accruing under the third article of the 
treaty of 1866; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BERRY presented the poanion of the Dudley E. Jones Company 

. E. Jones, president) and 190 other citizens of Pulaski County, 

kansas, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of J. C. B. Stivers and 27 
other male citizens of New Cumberland, W. Va., praying for the better 
legal protection of womanhood and girlhood, and that the age of con- 
sent be raised to eighteen years; which was referred to.the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I present the petition of Rose Taylor, praying 
to be allowed a pension as mother of Daniel B. Taylor, late first lieu- 
tenant United States Army: the petition of Matilda Gillespie, praying 
to be allowed a pension as guardian of the minor children of John 
Burchill, late a private in Thirteenth and First New Jersey Volunteers, 
and the petition of Alfred E. Gathercole, of Paterson, N. J., praying 
to be allowed a pension. I move the reference of the petitions to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I present the petition of John Fitzpatrick, late 
a private in Company B, Sixteenth New York Volunteers, praying favor- 
able action on Senate bill 2037, to remove the charge of desertion from 


his military record, which is now pending in the Military Committee. 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of residents and citizens of 
Lynn County, Oregon, praying that a pension be granted to William 
Meyer, late a private in Company L, First iment United States 
Cavalry, and formerly a private in Company B, Forty-ninth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteers; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Dayton, Oregon, praying 
that some provision be made by Congress for the payment of Indian 
depredation claims allowed by the Department of the Interior; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Sheridan, Yamhill County, 
Oregon, praying for the passage of Senate bill 283, for the better protection 
ofthe Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Portland, Oregon, 
praying for the passage of the bill providing increased support forthe rev- 
enue-marine service; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HISCOCK presented the petition of John Pope Hodnett, in sup- 
port of his claim for pay for legal services rendered the workingmen of 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, 3 

He also presented the petition of Matilda Joslyn Gage, of New York, 

praying for the removal of her political disabilities, and that she be de- 
clared invested with full power to exercise her right of self-government 
at the ballot-box; which was referred to the Select Committeeon Woman 
Suffrage. 
Mr. CHANDLER presented the petition of Charles Gallagher, of 
New York City, praying for the reference of his claims against the Gov- 
ernment for supplies furnished during the war to the Court of Claims; 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL presented the petition of J. L. Walsingham and numer- 
ous other fourth-class postmasters in the State of Florida, praying that 
additional compensation may be allowed fourth-class postmasters; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the adoption of a proposed 
amendment to the interstate-commerce act requiring the payment of 
customs duties on all merchandise upon its re-entrance into the United 
States after having passed out of this country into Canada; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of John F. Robert and 9 other 
citizens of Central Mine, Mich., praying for the better protection of the 
Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of George Lane, of New York 
City, praying to be allowed $2,750 bounty for his military services in 
the United States Army; which wasreferred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of citizens of Crawford County, Penn- 
sylvania, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-commerce 
law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 474) for the relief of General G. Cluseret, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 4691) for the relief of John P. Hageman, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 7255) for the relief of A. B. Tyan, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2647) regulating 
the practice in certain cases in the Post-Office Department, heretofore 
reported by him from that committee, 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1896) for the relief of Mrs. Eliza A. Cutler Jones, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2925) in relation to cadets at the Naval Academy, ` 
reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign Relations 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 631) for the relief of Edwin De Leon, 
to report it adversely. At the request of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB] I ask that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar with the adverse rt of the committee. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 878) for the relief of John D. Maxted and Robert 
J. B. Newcombe, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. ; 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2658) to validate acknowledgments taken before 
United States commissioners appointed by the circuit courts of the 
United States vr by the supreme court of the District of Columbia, of 
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deeds recorded in the District of Columbia, reported it with an amend- 
ment, . 

Mr. FAULKNER. I am also instructed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia to report a number of amendments to the bill (S. 
2919) to define the routes of steam railroads in the District of Columbia, 
and for other purposes. I ask that the bill be reprinted as proposed to 
be amended by the committee, so that when it comes up for action next 
echo the Senate will understand more intelligently the amendments 
made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill previously reported, with 
the proposed amendments of the committee, will be printed, if there 
be no objection. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1582) for the relief of Lucien Goyaux, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
610) directing the Secretary of the Treasury to examine and settle the 
accounts of certain States and the city of Baltimore, growing out of 
moneys expended by said States and the city of Baltimore for military 
purposes during the war of 1812, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2974) to pay John 
Pope Hodnett for services rendered as counsel to the Government in the inves- 
tigation into affairs of the District of Columbia, acting as such counsel by order 
of a resolution of the House of Representatives; also for acting as counsel for 
the workingmen of the District of Columbia for fifteen years last past, have care- 
fully considered the same, and, in accordance with the resolution of the Senate 
of February 7, 1884, report as follows: 

‘That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 262) to increase the efficiency of the medical 
corps of the Navy, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 

rt thereon. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little 
Rock Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, 
and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes, 
reported it without amendment. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3007) for the reliefof D. W. 
Ogden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs. j 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3008) for the relief of James P. 
Chase; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Committee 
on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3009) for the relief of James P. Chase; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3010) forthe reliefof Charles 
Gallagher, and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3011) to provide for the issue of the 
commission of Philip C. Johnson as a rear-admiral in the United States 
Navy; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL introduced a bill (S. 3012) to amend the military 
record of M. J. Gilstrap, of Junction City, Oregon; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3013) granting a pension to William 
Meyer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3014) granting a pension to 
Joseph Zerbach; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3015) for the relief of C. M. 
Shaffer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

pers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3616) for the relief of Sarah R. 
Fisher; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3017) for the relief of Daniel 
Donovan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McPHERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 85) providing 
for medals to the officers and enlisted men of the three months’ service 
iu 1861; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. PALMER and Mr. PASCO submitted amendments intended to 
be proposed by them, respectively, to the river and harbor appropriation 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. ~ 


Mr. FARWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2919) to define the routes of steam railroads in 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; which was ordered 
to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. DAWES submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 2807) to grant to the Puyallup Valley Railway 
Company a right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation in 
Washington Territory; which was ordered to lie on the table, and be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 2345) authorizing the con- 
struction of bridges across the Cape Fear River, Black River, and the 
Northeast River, in the State of North Carolina. 

So 3 announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills: 

A bill (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of land in the mili- 
tary reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas; and 

A bill (S. 2901) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and Western 
Railway Company the right of way through the Lac de Flambeau In- 
dian reservation, in the State of Wisconsin. 

The m further announced that the House had passed a bill (H. 


| R. 2351) for the relief of Harrison Swango; in which it requested the 


concurrence of the Senate. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After fifty minutes spent in execntive 
session, the doors were reopened. 

PAY INSPECTOR LUTHER G. BILLINGS. 

Mr. CAMERON. I ask that Senate bill 1781, Order of Business 485, 
ee from the Calendarand recommitted to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1781) to authorize the President of 
the United States to place upon the retired-list of the Navy Pay In- 
spector Luther G. Billings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be taken from the Cal- 
endar and recommitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, if there be 
no objection. 

FUNERAL OF MRS. SAWYER. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, it is known to Senators that death 
has crossed the threshold of my colleague’s home, and has stricken down 
at his side the companion of his long life-journey. Many Senators on 
both sides of the Chamber have indicated to me a desire to testify their 
respect for my colleague and their sympathy for him in his sorrow by 
attending the obsequies of Mrs. Sawyer, which are to occur at 2 o'clock. 
To enable such to do so, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 22 minutes p. m.) 
92 . adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, May 24, 1888, at 12 
o' clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, May 23, 1858. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, POINT ARGUILLO, CALIFORNIA. 

The SPEAKER laid hefore the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House Board of 
appropriations for a light-house and fog-signal at Point Argnillo, Cali- 
fornia; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

STATUE OF LIBERTY, BEDLOE’S ISLAND, NEW YORK. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light- 
House Board for building the pedestal and approaches to the statue of 
Liberty on Bedloe’s Island, New York; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, PATOS ISLAND, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light- 
House Board for the erection of a light-house and fog-signal at Patos 
Island, Washington Territory; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE, POINT BUCHON, CALIFORNIA, 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 

Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light- 
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House Board of appropriation for a light-house and fog-signal at Point 
Buchon, California; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., AT STEWART ISLAND, WASHINGTON TERRITORY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Acting 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light- 
House Board of an appropriation for a light-house and fog-signal at 
Stewart Island, Washington Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

LIZZIE WRIGHT OWEN. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a bill (S. 42) granting a 
pension to Lizzie Wright Owen. 

The SPEAKER. The Senate disagrees to the amendments of the 
House to this bill, and the question is whether the House will insist 
upon its amendments and agree to a conference. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I ask that that bill lie on the Speaker’s table 
until the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson], the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, can be present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, ZANESVILLE, OHIO. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the Honse the bill (S. 351) to pro- 
vide for the erection of a public building in the city of Zanesville, 
Ohio; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 


MILWAUKEE, LAKE SHORE AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2901) granting 
to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and Western Railway Company the 
right of way through the Lac de Flambeau Indian reservation, in the 
State of Wisconsin; which was read a first and second time. 

Mr. HUDD. Mr. Speaker, this bill is substantially the same as a 
House bill which has been reported unanimously from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, granting right of way through an Indian reservation. 
I therefore ask unanimous consent that this Senate bill be now taken 
up and put on its passage. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Reserving the right to object, I wish to inquire 
whether this bill has been reported by any committee of the House? 

Mr. HUDD. Substantially the same bill has been reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs of the House. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; which was read a first and second time, ordeted toa third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HUDD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the | 


table. 
The Jatter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, House bill No. 9958, re- 


lating to the same subject as the bill just passed, will be laid on the | 


table. 
There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 


REVOLUTIONARY BATTLE-FIELD OF BENNINGTON. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S, 2920) relative 
to the Revolutionary battle-field of Bennington; which was read a first 
and second time, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


LIGHT-HOUSE, ETC., AT GOOSE ROCK, MAINE. 


The SPEAKER. Yesterday morning a letter from the Acting Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Light-House 
Board of an appropriation for the erection of a light-house, fog-signal, 
and day beacon at Goose Rock, Fox Island Thoroughfare, Maine, was 
laid before the House and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Upon examination of the communication the Chair thinks it should 
have been referred to the Committee on Appropriations; and if there 
be no objection that reference will be made. 

There was no objection, and the communication was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

HARRISON SWANGO, 


Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole House be discharged from the furthe, consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 2351) for the relief of Harrison Swango, and that it be now 
put on its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be. and ne is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Harrison Swango, of Wolfe County, Kentucky, 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of 
$2,095, in full for horses and mules taken from him and converted to the use of 
Government by the United States Army during the late civil war. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

The report of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. STONE, of Ken- 
tucky) was read, as follows: 

~ Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2351) for the relief of 
Harrison Swango, having carefully examined the claim in the office of the Quar 


termaster-General, United States Army, Nos. 1701, 1703, 2287, 2291, together with 
the proof filed with the committee, submit the following report: 7 

Harrison Swango, a farmer residing in Wolfe County, Kentucky, during the 
late war, filed in the office of the Quartermaster-General, United States Army, 
a claim based on four counts, amounting in the aggregate to the sum of $2,315, 
for property and stores hereinafter enumerated, and which he claims were taken 
from him by the United States troops during the late civil warfor the actual and 
necessary use of the Army, and that all of said property and stores were so used. 

His claim was rejected on the 27th day of February, 1880, on the und that 
the Quartermaster-General was unable to certify that he was convinced of the 
loyalty of claimant. 

His claim was proven by the following witnesses in due form of law, namely, 
Harrison Swango, W. L. Kash, J.C, Swango, and W. F. Little as to claim for— 


6 tons of hay, at $10 per ton. 
100 bushels of corn, at 75 cents per 
20 cords of dry wood, at $1.50 per cord.. 


Ne ar 
which was taken and used by a regiment of Federal soldiers, in charge of Col- 
one! Craner, on or about December 31, 1862, while en route to Prestonburgh, Ky. 

Also by claimant and Sarah Ellen Kash and Mariah McLain as to one horse, 
valued at $125, taken by Capt. Harrison Cockrell while in charge of his com- 
pany, and was necessary forand used by him in the service of the United States. 


— —ü̃— — — 165 


Also by the claimant and G. B. Swango and J. C. Swango as to claim for 
Is mules, valued at $85 per head. — $1,530 
1 horse valued at. . . . mano — 125 


Total . .. .. ... .. . eee. eee eee cee e · eee oes — 1,655 


These items are each proven to have been taken by and used in the service 
of the United States Army; the last-named ivems,18 mules and 1 horse, were 
taken by Col. John Dils while in charge of a portion of his regiment on a raid. 

Also, by Sarah Ellen Kash, Darius Brooks, and claimant, as to claim for 200 
bushels of corn, valued at 75 cents per bushel, $150, taken and used by Federal 
soldiers on or about April 1, 1864, by a Michigan regiment commanded by one 
Colonel Brown. 

All of the above-named witnesses appear to be credible and of good character 
for truth and veracity. 

On the question of claimant's 8 witnesses testify to the effect that 
they resided in the sa e neighborhood during the late war. from and including 
the year 1861 to and including the year 1556, and that his loyalty was never ques- 
tioned to their knowledge. Said witnesses were all loyal to the United States 
Government during the late war. 

Ion. George M. Adams, while a member of the Forty-third Congress, certi- 
fies that he knew claimant well, and never heard his loyalty tothe United States 
Government quest oned. 

WP. TAULBEE, a member of the Fiftie'h Congress, says: í 

“I have known claimaat, Harrison Swango, well, from before the late civil 
war to the present; he was reputed to be loyal to the United States Government 
throughout the war, I know all the witnesses who testify in his claims em- 
braced in bill H. R. No. 4514, in Forty-ninth Congress. Wach of said witnesses is 
of good character for truth.” 

The record nowhere bears any intimation of disloyalty on the part of claim- 
ant save in a letter of one J. G. Trumbull, agent of the Quartermaster’s Depart- 
ment, who states that the claimant was reputed in his neighborhood as being 
disloyal during the late war. 

Your committee, in view of the foregoing statement of facts, report back the 
bill, and recommend its passage, 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
this bill ? . 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have not observed in that report any evidence 
from the quartermaster or any of the Federal officers that this property 


was taken. 


Mr. TAULBEE. An examination of the report will show that the 
evidence in support of this claim was taken from the records of the 
Quartermaster-General’s Office. The claim is based entirely on that 
evidence, except a statement of one of my predecessors in this House 
and of myself upon the question of the claimant’s loyalty. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the gentleman know the witnesses who have 
testified in this case? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Every one of them; and they are all eutit ed to 
full credit; they are neighbors of mine. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What price has been allowed for the mules which 
are to be paid for? 

Mr. TAULBEE. About $80 a head. z 

Mr. BUCHA. AN. I believe that is lower than the average price. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to know whether the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] is personally acquainted with the witness 
who testifies as to the disloyalty of the claimant. 

Mr. TAULBEE. No witness testified as to that. 

Mr. BURROWS. I thought there was a letter to that effect. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The letter on which the claim was rejected was 
written by J. G. Trumbull, an agent of the Quartermaster's Depart- 
ment, who stated that the claimant was reputed in his neighborhood 
to have been disloyal; but the loyalty of the claimant is proved bya 
number of witnesses. 

Mr. BURROWS. The gentleman from Kentucky does not person- 
ally know the man who wrote that letter? 

Mr. TAULBEE. No, sir; I do not. He was an agent of the Quar- 
termaster-General’s Department who was sent to investigate the claim. 

Mr. HUNTER. Was there any evidence showing disloyalty on the 
part of the claimant? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Nota bit. i 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to call attention to the fact that the claims 
for the adjustment of which provision was made by the act of July 4, 
1864, known as the 4th of July law,“ amounted to something over 
$60,000,000. Those claims have now been almost entirely adjusted 
and acted on, or disposed of by Congress. This bill and a few others 
which have preceded it propose to open up in particular cases the ac- 
tion of the tribunal which was authorized under the 4th of July law” 
to adjust those claims. 
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I understand that this claim was rejected at the Department, and 
rejected, perhaps, on the ground of want of proof of loyalty. The 
committee, however, believe that the claimant was loyal and is entitled 
to be paid. I wish to suggest that at an early moment the question 
must arise whether these cases should be taken up one after another 
and acted on in this special way as a matter of favoritism or whether 
all these claims as a class shall undergo revision. I think the passage 
of particular claims through Congress in this way is the worst kind of 
ial legislation; and while I shall not object to the consideration of 
bill, I must insist that the practice which has sprung up in the 
last two Congresses of opening up these cases ought to be discontinued. 
II, as a gencral thing, these claims have not been adjusted on a proper 
basis, althongh the parties have had their day in court, the whole sub- 
ject should be opened up and some system of review adopted. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know if the gentleman from Indiana 
objects to the consideration at this time. 
Piye HOLMAN. Iam consenting that it shall come before the House 
a vote. 
The SPEAKER. Withont objection the bill will be considered as 
engrossed and read the third time; and the question reeurs on its pas- 


Mr. HOLMAN. Lask a vote on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken, and it was decided in the aflirmative. 

So the bill was $ 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MILITARY RESERVATION, FORT LEAVENWORTH. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further 
consideration of the bill (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of 
land in the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of 
Kansas, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 
The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Leavenworth City and Fort Leavenworth Water 
Company, of Leavenworth, Kans., a a corporate organized and existing 
under the laws of the State of Kansas, shall have the rightto purchase from the 
United States that parcel and tract of land in the military reservation at Fort 
Leavenworth, State of Kansas, bounded and described as follows: Beginning 
at a point on the north line of Metropolitan avenue in the extension of west 
line of the land owned by the Leavenworth Coal Company; thence north in 
the extension of said west line 500 feet; thence east parallel to the north line of 
Metropolitan avenue 820 feet, more or less, to railroad right of Sai ; thence on 
the west line of said right of way 503 feet, more or less, to the nort line of Met- 
ropolitan avenue; thence west on the nofth line of Metropolitan avenue 850 
feet, more or less, to the place 3 containing 9? acres, more or less, 
reserving to the United States or assigns the coal or royalty for coal underlying 


e same, 

Src. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to appoint a commission 
of three competent aay officers, which shall, without unnecessary y, ex- 
amine and report the value of the tract of land hereinbefore described, and re- 
port to thè Secretary of War. On receipt of such report the Secretary of War 
shall forward a certified copy thereof to each the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Leavenworth City and Fort Leavenworth Water Noy, ang di Provided, That 
the report of the board of Army officers on the subject of the value of the land 
— 8 shall not be operative until the same is approved by the Secretary 

ar, 


Sec.3. That whenever the Leavenworth City and Fort Leavenworth Water 
Company aforesaid, being thus notified of the valuation of the said lands, shall 
pay to the Secretary of War, in lawful money, the amount of said appraisal, and 
shall notify the Boleotary of the Interior of such payment, it shal the duty 
of the Secretary of the Interior to cause to be iss: to the Leavenworth Cit 
and Fort Leavenworth Water Company a patent to the said lands, and on such 
de t being made and notice to the Secretary of the Interior being given the 
said company may enter upon, possess, use, and occupy the said lands. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 

ing, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. MORRILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS, 
Mr. BLOUNT. I now demand the regular order. $ 
The SPEAKER. ‘The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ris. 

Pour. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the call of committees for 
reports, and also ask unanimous consent that members having reports 
to make from committees may be permitted to file them with the Clerk. 

The motion to dispense with the morning hour was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the request of the gentle- 
man from Georgia, that members having reports from committees may 
file them with the Clerk, will be considered as agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS, BILLS, ETC. 

The following bill was introduced and reports were filed by being 
handed in at the Clerk’s desk: 

DULUTH AND WINNIPEG RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. NELSON, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10112) 
granting to the Duluth and Winnipeg Railway Company the right of 


way through the Fond du Lac Indian reservation, in the State of Min- 
nesota; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

7 ARREARS OF PENSIONS. ‘ 

On motion of Mr. MATSON, by unanimous consent, the Private Cal- 
endar was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9961) relating to arrears of pensions; and the same was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

MES. JEANNIE STONE. 

Mr. FRENCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably an amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 401) 
granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannie Stone; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUYALLUP INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. SHIVELY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
adversely the bill (H. R. 9781) to grant right of way to the Puyallup 
Valley Railway Company through the Puyallup Indian reservation, in 
es Territory, and for other purposes; which was laid on the 
table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for the 
bill H. R. 9781, a bill (II. R. 10113) granting the right of way through 
the Puyallup indian reservation to the Puyallup Valley Railway Com- 
pany, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM CRUDGENTON. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 1168) for the relief of William Crudgenton; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ISHMAEL JONES, 

Mr. BLISS aleo, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 889) granting a pension to Ishmael Jones; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM N. STEPHENS. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 5132) for the relief of William N. Stephens; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NATHAN COOK. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported hack favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 9228) for the relief of Nathan Cook; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GRISWOLD ROGERS, 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 8934) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

J. W. PORTER. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4792) to pension J, W. Porter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA A. WOODS. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to Eliza A. Woods; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY NEWTON. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9227) for the relief of Mary Newton; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

THOMAS SHACKELFORD. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9719) for the relief of 
Thomas Shackelford; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

5 MARGARET z. AUSTIN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9400) granting a pension to Margaret Z. Aus- 
tin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 
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MARY L. CLEVELAND. 


Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
L. Cleveland; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. ANN ELIZA DAVIS. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9226) to increase the pensionof Mrs, Ann Eliza 
Davis; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. 
MARTIN M’LAUGHLIN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bili (H. R. 8697) to increase the pension of Martin Me- 
Laughlin, a survivor of the Mexican war and late a private in Company 
D, Third United States Infantry; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompa- 
nying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY JOHNSTON. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 3851) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary Jobn- 
ston; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ELISHA KENNEDY. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
an amendment the bill (H. R. 3794) granting a pension to Elisha Ken- 
nedy; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

REBECCA MANLONE. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9808) granting an increase of pension to Re- 
becca Manlone; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

WILLIAM J. HEADY. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9910) increasing the pension of William J. 
Heady; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

SARAH PERMAN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to Sarah Perman; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

-WILLIAM N. ROBB. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (H. R. 9679) for the relief of William N. Robb; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printer. 

; BARTOLA THEBANT. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2629) to pension Bartola Thebant, a soldier in the 
Florida Seminole Indian war of 1849 and 1850; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN M’KERNAN. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 1325) for the relief of John McKernan; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

TITUS WILDER. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2064) granting a pension to Titus Wilder; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARGARET STAFFORD WORTH. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 867) granting a pension to Margaret Stafford Worth; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MARTIN N. KELLOGG. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 1556) grantinga pension to Martin N. Kellogg; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 


MRS. CATHARINE K. WHITTLESEY. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2274) granting a pension to Mrs. Catharine K. Whit- 
tlesey; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. r 

H. A. MYERS. 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 975) for the relief of H. A. Myers; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

HEIRS OF MAURICE GRIVOT. 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (S.204) for the relief of the heirs of Maurice Gri- 
vot; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 

rinted. 
= HIGH EXPLOSIVES IN PROJECTILES. 

Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
adversely the joint resolution (H. Res. 126) authorizing the use of cer- 
tain Government property located at Fortress Monroe, Va., for the pur- 
pose of carrying on certain experiments in the use of high explosives in 
projectiles fired from ordinary guns with the ordinary service charge 
of black powder, and for other purposes; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, as a substitute for joint 
resolution H. Res. 126, a joint resolution (H. Res. 177) authorizing the 
use of certain Government property located at Fortress Monroe, Va., 
for the purpose of carrying on certain experiments in the use of high 
explosives in projectiles fired from ordinary guns with the ordinary 
charge of black powder and otherwise, and for other purposes; which 
was read a first aud second time; referred tothe Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. ` 

JACOB PITNER. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2371) granting a pension to Jacob 
Pitner; which was reterred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompenying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

GEORGE L, FLECH. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2372) restoring pension to 
George L. Flech; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. ; 

MRS. MARGARET PICKERING-COPELAND. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1678) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Margaret Pickering-Copeland; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MATTIE V. BOOTHE AND MARY M. BOOTHE. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2088) granting a pension to 
Mattte V. Boothe and Mary M. Boothe; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


DAVID HEINBACH. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1219) granting a pension to 
5 5 yee 5 . was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. j = 

SAMUEL BROOKS. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 338) granting a pension to 
Samuel Brooks; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MAY C. JOHNSTON. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1504) granting a pension to 
1 C. een, 5 was referred to the Committee of the Whole 

use on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re or- 
dered to be printed. ee 
JOHN B. TIMBERMAN. 

Mr. 'THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2606) granting a pension to 
John B. Timberman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 
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GEORGE W. FOGLE. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2333) granting a pension to 
George W. Fogle; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. : 

ANNA M. FREEMAN. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1136) granting a pension to 
Anna M. Freeman; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

MARY J. BYRD. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2334) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Byrd; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


SARAH C. ANDERSON AND OTHERS, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2370) granting a pension to 
Sarah C. Anderson and children under sixteen years of age; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
der, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
the House of Representatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 1948) 
to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct 
a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort 
Smith, Ark. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendments House bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 92) for the relief of Morgan Rawls; 

A bill (H. R. 1394) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
purchase additional ground for the accommodation of Government of- 
tices in Council Bluffs, Iowa; and 

A bill (H. R. 7938) to enlarge, improve, and make repairs upon the 
United States court-house and post-office building in Atlanta, Ga., and 
to appropriate money therefor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments bills of the following titles, requested a conference with the 
House on said bills and amendments, and had appointed conferees as 
indicated: 

A bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Knoxville, Tenn.; conferees, Mr. VEST, 
Mr. SAWYER, ‘and Mr, KENNA. 

A bill (H. R. 8560) to establisha department of labor; conferees, Mr. 
BLAIR, Mr. WILSON of Iowa, and Mr. GEORGE. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S, 54) for the relief R. G. Combs and others; 

A bill (S. 786) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
courts, post-office, custom office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- 
burg, Miss. ; : 

A hill (S. 1978) for the erection of a public building in Paterson, N. J.; 

A bill (S. 2278) for the improvement and enlargement of the public 
building at Petersburgh, Va.; 

A bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yankton and Mis- 
souri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton Indian reserva- 
tion in Dakota; 

A bill (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Winona, Minn. ; 

A bill (S. 2481) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Cincinnati and 
Virginia Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 2546) to appropriate $12,000 for the completion of the pub- 
lic building at Peoria, III., and increasing the limit of the cost of said 
building; 

A bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for other 
purposes; 

A bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gallagher; 

A bill (S. 2845) granting to the corporate authorities of the city of 
Tuscaloosa, in the State of Alabama, all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States to fractional sections 22 and 15, lying south of the 
Black Warrior River, in township 21 and range 10 west; 

A bill (S. 2883) for the relief of S. H. Pearce; 

A bill (S. 2941) to incorporate the National Academy of Dental Sci- 
ence; and 
A bill (S. 2973) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to amend section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appropriation to pro- 
vide arms and equipments for the militia.” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 


mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider- 
ation of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed te. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. TURNEE, of Georgia, in the chair. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the first bill 
on the Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9345) making Mit The leaped for the service of the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, this bill appropriates the sum of 
$60,035,840.74, while the amount estimated which will be provided by 
the Department from its own revenue, arising from postage and other 
sources, is $57,563,734.32. The cost of the service for the current year, 
as appears from the appropriation bill now in force, is $55,694,650.50, 
which is to be supplemented by the items in the deficiency bill passed 
during this session, amounting to $146,000, making a total appropria- 
tion for the current year of 855,840, 650.15. The appropriations pro- 
posed by this bill for the year ending June 30, 1889, exceed those of the 
current year by the sum of $4,194,190.59, while the deficit in the rev- 
enues of the Department for 1889 will be $2,472,106. 42. 

The appropriations for 1889 it will be seen, therefore, exceed the ap- 
propriations for the current year by an unusually large sum, and it is 
therefore but proper that the House should understand the reasons for 
this increase. It is largely made up, sir, by an increase in the compen- 
sation of postmasters, pay of clerks in post-offices, and the free-delivery 
system. The compensation for postmasters for the fiscal year 1888 was 
$11,700,000, while the Sixth Auditor states that the expenditures for 
this item in 1887 will amount to $11,929,481.41, or an increase of 
$229,481.41 over and above the appropriations for 1888. So that we 
shall have a deficiency on that item for this current fiscal year. 

It becomes necessary therefore, in estimating for the increase for the 
year 1889, to take into account the shortness of the estimate made for 
1888, and it is but proper for me to state to the House that the esti- 
mates and the appropriations were not sufficient to meet the expendi- 
tures on account of the service, because of the extraordinarily large in- 
crease in mail matter. For instance, the rate of increase of revenue for 
1876 was 3.26 per cent., while the increase for 1887 is more than 11 per 
cent., and the estimated increase for 1889 will be quite as large. 

Mr. COX. Is that an average increase? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is unusually large. 

This increased appropriation is larger than any known in the pre- 
vious history of the service, and necessarily so. It could not have been 
anticipated when the estimates were made up. 

Another large item of increase is in relation to the compensation of 
clerks in post-offices. There has been a good deal of complaint in re- 
lation to this matter for more than a year, perhaps for two years past. 
It has been justly made, without fault on the part of any one. 

Mr. ROGERS. Willitinterrupt my friend to make an inquiry there 
for information? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. 

Mr. ROGERS. Do I understand the appropriation you are now dis- 
cussing covers the current year, or does it look simply to the coming 
fiscal year? ‘ 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. ROGERS. And does not touch this year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no; notat all. In 1887 Congress provided a 
change in the mode of paying clerks in the money-order service. Up 
to that time they had been paid out of the fees of that service. Before 
the passage, however, of that law the appropriation bill had passed 
through this House on the old idea that the money-order clerks were 
paid out of the fees and the other clerks out of the general fand. After 
this had been done the statute to which I have reierred provided that 
the clerks, money-order clerks, and all should be paid out of the com- 
pensation for clerks in the post-offices. . The consequence was that the 
appropriation bill which passed necessarily took no account of this 
change of legislation, which occurred subsequently. In the following 
winter an estimate was made for a deficiency by reason of this change 
of law; and gentlemen who were in Congress at that time, and perhaps 
others now members, will remember that the bill providing for this 
deficiency failed to receive the President’s signature, and hence there 
was not a sufficient fund. 

In addition to that it was estimated, at ihe time of the change of the 
legislation so as to pay the clerks out of the compensation of clerks for 
the post-offices, that the consolidation wouid decrease the total amount 
to be used for both purposes, for the reason that the money-order clerk 
could be paid out of no other fund, because the fees could not be utilized 
for any otber purpose than the money-order business, and vice versa. 

This opinion was furnished by the head of the money-order division, 
whose long and large experience invited confidence. But, sir, it only 
shows that no matter how experienced an officer may be, the elements 
of the service are so uncertain and so changeable that there is likely to 
be mistake. 

Again, sir, the increase of mail matter, as I havejust stated, has been 
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unprecedented in the history of the country. The increase in the year 
1886 over the year 1885 was 3.26 per cent., while the increase of 1887 
over 1886 was over 11 percent. So that it appears that by reason of 
two facts—first, a misapprehension as to the saving to be effected by the 
law; secondly, a misapprehension as to the increase of mail matter 
there was thrust upon the Post-Office Department an amount of mail 
matter which could not be handled with facility and for which no 
person is responsible. 

Now, the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads and the pres- 
ent Postmaster-General, fully appreciating the situation, or endeavoring 
to do it, feeling that the provision for handling the mail matter in the 
post-offices of the country had been inadequate, determined to ask for 
an additional appropriation in order to avoid a repetition of this trouble. 
And so on page 8 of the report accompanying this bill is to be found an 
estimate for an increase over the amount which had been estimated for in 
the report of the Postmaster-General of last year. The estimate in 1887 
was $5,650,000; but considering the situation, the officer at presentin 
charge of the Post-Office Department asked that the amount be in- 
creased to 86,000, 000. There had been appropriated $5,450,000 for the 
current fiscal year; so that we have an increase of $550,000 for the 
item alone of compensation of clerks in post-offices; and we not only 
thought it was proper this increase should be given in order that the 
mails might be easily handled, but we further believe that by reason 
of the strain upon the appropriations there had been a reduction in al- 
lowanees in the post-oflices of the country, so that the amount was not 
adequate to the compensation of the clerks employed therein. 

In the matter of light, rent, and fuel an increase was made of $50,- 
000 over the appropriation in the bill for 1888; the expenditure has 
not been so much. During this present fiscal year, however, there 
has been provided, in addition to the appropriation, $25,000, and this 
unusual increase in the item of light, rent, and fuel was made because 
of the immense additions to the mails. It was found that in a great 
many cities of the country increased facilities in the way of post-offices 
were necessary, and the committee deemed that it was due to the serv- 
ice and due to the people of the country that there should be no con- 
straint in the matter of a place for the purpose of depositing or dis- 
tributing the mails. 

Another item of increase is in relation to the compensation of post- 
masters of the third class, in the matter of allowing them rent, light, 
and fuel.. It is well known that under the present subdivision we 
have first, second, third, and fourth class postmasters; that the first 
and second class are entitled to rent, light, and fuel; that the first, 
second, and third class postmasters are salaried officers, and the fourth 
class are paid commissions on receipts. 

Now, sir, the fact that you gave the third-class postmaster a salary 
which appeared sufficient is utterly changed in its aspect when you 
come to deduct from that salary which you provided for him by law, 
me expense of the rent of a post-office building and of light and fuel for 
the same. 

The Postmaster-General in his report has called attention to this 
matter. I will read from that report what is perhaps familiar to every 
gentleman in the House by reason of his experience with the postmas- 
ters in his section of the country. He says: 


Yet from the third-class tmaster, who has so much less than the others in 


nominal salary, is taken “even that which he hath.” To him no allowance 


miscalled salary, which thus proves too ofte: 
stead of the apparently promised reward of labo: 


r and responsibility to net com- 
1 and, secondly, a resultin, ery to poorer provision and service 
n fices, only counterbalanced by the pride and sense of duty of the officer. 
Salaries of the third class vary from $1,000, where gross receipts are $1,900 and 
not exceeding $2,100, to $1,900, where gross receipts reach $7,000 but not over 
$8,000; and immediately following, salaries of the second class rise from $2,000, 
for gross receipts of $8,000 and not over $9,000, to $2,900, for gross receipts of $35,- 
000 or more and not ex ,000, Thus. if the business of an oflice be be- 
tween $7,900 and $8,000, the postmaster must bear the entire charges of it and 
have for himself only what shall be left of $1,900; while if the business be but 
$100 more the postmaster may take $2,000 net for his services, and these often 
more of mere easy supervision than actual office work. Instances have come 
to my attention where third-class postmasters with salaries of but $1,600 to $1,700 
have been compelled, in order to provide such service as to satisfy their sense 
of personal honor in performance of public duty, to make an annual outlay of 
from $1,000 to 1,300, besides giving continuing personal labor. It is obvious, in- 
deed, that so great is the difference between the decent provision of an office 
for the transaction of postal business yielding annually $7,000 or more and one 
yielding but from $1,900 to $2,100, it may be almost aflirmed that as a third-class 
tmaster’s business and salary increase his com) tion diminishes; and it 
s to be safely asserted that, in a large majority of cases at least, his proportion- 
able compensation (to labor ana responsibility) will surely diminish if he fairly 
discharges his obligations to the service. Such a condition is neither creditable 
to the justice of the Government nor wisely conducive to the finished service 
which should be exacted of postmasters to the public. 


Believing that the House would appreciate the force and justice of 
the criticisms made by the Postmaster-General in the extract which I 
have just read in relation to the present compensation of third-class 
postmasters, I asked unanimous consent on the 2d day of March of this 
year that the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads should be 
allowed to place in the Post-Office appropriation bill for consideration 
by the House a proposition authorizing allowances for rent, light, and 
fuel in third-class offices. That was agreed to, and the rule prohibit- 
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ing new legislation on appropriation bills was thereby suspended, and 
the committee have accordingly inserted that provision in this bill. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the provision include water-rates in cities? 

Mr: BLOUNT. No, sir. A careful estimate was made, and it was 
found that the increased allowance for rent, light, and fuel in third- 
class offices would amount to $650,607. Heretofore, as I have already 
stated, rent, light, and fuel have been allowed only at first and sec- 
ond class offices, and the appropriation for that purpose in the bill is 
$550,000. It will be seen, therefore, that by this new provision we 
have more than doubled the total allowance in the bill for rent, light, 
and fuel. I think that what has been said in reference to the compen- 
sation of offices of the third class, the injustice of the Government, and 
the inefficiency of the service that results from getting incompetent 
men, will justify any gentleman in concluding that this branch of the 
postal service is of sufficient importance to authorize doubling, if need 
be, the appropriation for rent, light, and fuel; and, entertaining that 
view, the committee have not hesitated to report it in the bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. Is there any provision made for increasing the pay 
of fourth-class postmasters ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend asks me whether any provision is made 
in the bill for increasing the pay of fourth-class postmasters. I answer 
there is not; and I presume my friend would like to know the reason? 

Mr. LANHAM. I would. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The rules of this House prohibit new legislation on 
appropriation bills. I believe, and the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads believe, that there ought to be an increase of the com- 
pensation of that class of officers, and the matfer is now under consid- 
eration by the committee. When the request was made for leave to 
insert an item for rent, light, and fuel, the necessity of it was so indis- 
putable that there was no controversy about it, and so we ventured 
to ask unanimous consent to insert that appropriation; but the differ- 
ences of opinion as to what the rate of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters should be would necessarily involve some dispute, and the 
committee did not think that the House would be willing to give them 
authority to insert legislation on that subject in this bill. 

Mr. SHIVELY. But the committee were unanimously in favor of a 
proposition to increase the compensation of fourth-class postmasters, 
were they not? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am somewhat embarrassed by the 
rule of the House when I am asked to state what the members of the 
committee were in favor of. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. I will ask the chairman whether a resolution was not 
offered in the committee on this subject and made a matter of record 
there; and, if the answer of the chairman should be in the affirmative, 
then I should like to know whether it is any breach of the courtesy due 
to the committee, or against any rule of the House, to state upon this 
floor what that record is? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I understand, Mr. Chairman, that the rules of the 
House forbid my stating what is going onin the committee, but, for the 
convenience of my friend, I will assume that what he says is true. At 
the same time I can see that even with that record, which can not change 
any rule of the House, the committee has no right to report one par- 
ticle of new legislation in this appropriation bill, except by the consent 
of the House, as in the case of the item for rent, light, and fuel in third- 
class offices. I do not, however, think that there ought to be any un- 
easiness or haste in getting out to the country the disposition of the 
Committee on the Post-Offices and Post-Roads in reference to the com- 
pensation of fourth-class postmasters. I believe that it will not bea 
great while before we shall report some conclusion on that subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wishto ask the gentleman—perhaps he hasalready 
stated it, but if 50 I did not hear the statement hat is the estimated 
deficiency for the coming year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The estimated deficiency for the coming year is 
$2,472,106.42. But that requires explanation. That is my own esti- 
mate, which I will explain in a moment. 

The deficiency, as estimated by the Treasury Department, is $1,- 
403,499.42, which I have increased on account of additional estimates 
made by the Post-Office Department, as appears on pages 8 and 22 ot 
the report accompanying the bill, and on account of the allowance for 
rent, light, and fuel in third-class offices. This addition having been 
made, and assuming the estimate of the Treasury Department to be cor- 
rect, there is a delicieney of $2,472,106.42. And if my friend will allow 
me, I wish to add that this is not all. I know this announcement will 
be painful to him; it is so to me. Some time ago there was passed 
through this House a bill reported from the Committee on Labor, fixing 
eight hours as the daily term of labor for letter-carriers. That bill has 
passed the Senate and gone to the President. If it should become a 
law, it will necessitate an increase of about $1,300,000 in this single 
item of the service; so that the increased cost of the service will be 
something over $3,700,000 for the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope my friend will allow one further inquiry. 
In view of this deficiency of nearly $4,000,000 in the Post-Office De- 
partment, does the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads think 
it proper to increase in a very material degree the expenses of offices 
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of the third class, where the compensation is at present and has been 
for years reasonably fair? 5 


Mr. BLOUNT. Does my friend mean to ask whether I think it right 
to make the allowance for rent, light, and fuel at third- class offices? 

Mr. HOLMAN, In that purticular field of expense, where the com- 
pensation is at least reasonable, does the committee think the expendi- 
tures should be materially increased, in view of this very considerable 
deficiency ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. If the facts justified the statement of my friend 
from Indiana that these postmasters are well paid, and that a very large 
deficiency is likely to occur, I would answer him that in my opinion 
this increase ought not to be made; but I will ask my friend whether 
he is not aware that the Postmaster-General, in two reports, has called 
the attention of Congress to the fact that the withholding of any al- 
lowance to third-class postmasters for rent, light, and fuel is a gross 
injustice to them and affects the efficiency of the service, by making 
the offices undesirable on account of the reduction of the nominal 
compensation, by reason of the expenses now paid by these officers for 
rent, light, and fuel. 

Mr. HOLMAN. This is a subject, Mr. Chairman, with which all 
members of the House are familiar. The information is all around us. 

Mr. DUNN. Let me give you, then, some information right there. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Not now. 

Mr. DUNN. Then you do not want the information which mem- 
bers have on this subject. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly I do. 

Mr. DUNN. Do you not think it is all wrong to cast the deficiency 
of one re upon another? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I putit upon the ground the compensation of third- 
class postmasters should be reasonable and fair, but at the same time 
is it right and proper to increase in this particular bill a deficiency in 
the postal service already existing? I know my friend from Georgia 
and myself have been occupying that ground in former years, that the 
deficiency should not be increased. 

Mr. McCREARY rose. f 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Kentucky in a 
moment, The gentleman from Indiana refers to a change of ground 
on my part which he and I occupied in former years. I wish to say, 
sir, the change of gouna has not been so great on my part as it has 
been on the part of the gentleman from Indiana, as I will indicate, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not intend to have it implied by the remark 
which I made that there was any change in the position of the gentle- 
man from Georgia. What I meant was simply this: That the gentle- 
man and myself have insisted we would, as far as possible, make this 
Department of the Government self-supporting; that it should be self- 
supporting, and the postal deficiency, at least, should not reach large 
sums of money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to say so far as this Department is not self- 
sustaining the gentleman from Indiana is as much responsible for it as 
any other gentleman in the United States. In the first place he has as 
much as any other person had to do with the reduction of the rate of 
postage from 3 cents a half-ounce to 2 cents an ounce on letters. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is true. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the gentleman from Indiana had as much to do 
as anybody else with the enormous reduction of postage on newspapers 
or second-class mail matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. My friend is right about that. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Wait until I get through. Mr, Chairman, but for 
that legislation, to-day we would have an excess of receipts over expend- 
itures amounting to several millions of dollars, Ihad no part in that 
legislation. 

Mr. HOLMAN. You did not agree to that, I believe. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Ihave not kept up with every little 
and as to that I do not remember. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I do not either. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam well assured that at the time it was regarded 
as a hasty matter. It had not been recommended by any Department 
ofthe Government. It had not been expected by any member of the 
House outside of that committee. There was no popular demand for 
it so far as I know. The gentleman and his associates agreed in re- 
porting these reductions; and now my friend, because of these reduc- 
tions, comes in here and criticises the rate of compensation to third- 
class 


Mr. HOLMAN. There is a deficiency. 

Mr. DUNN. Does the gentleman think these third-class postmasters 
ought to pay it? i 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend from Indiana has brought the matter up, 
and let me say thatin 1878 I had the honor of reporting the Post-Office 
9 bill for that year. That was ten years ago. My friend 
from Indiana was on the subcommittee that madeit up. I find the 
deficiency in the postal reductions at that time was over $4,000, 000. 

The increase in the expenditures for the whole service has reached 
about 60 per cent. The increase in the item of compensation to rail- 
roads has increased nearly 100 per cent. And during all this period, 
by reason of the reduction in the rates of postage, there has been a con- 
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tinued depreciation in the rates of compensation paid to postmasters 
throughout the country. And finding, sir, as we did, that with this 
mail service enormously increased the postmasters of the country in 
third-class offices are inadequately paid and the deficiency in the reve- 
nue was very small as compared with previous years, only a small per- 
centage coming out of the Treasury of the United States, we deemed 
it an unreasonable, unjust, and improper thing to leave the compen- 
sation as stated by the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Georgia refers, as the cause of 
the deficiency, to the reduction of postage on newspapers. The policy 
of those measures, it seems to me, has been vindicated by experience. 
They were proper measures, and neither my friend nor any other mem- 
ber of the House would be in favor of going back to the old rates. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman say I am in favor of going 


back? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; but, on the contrary, that neither my friend nor 
any other member in the House proposes to go back to the old rates of 
postage. I admit those two measures were made by the Committee on 
Appropriations upon a general appropriation bill. And the whole point 
I wish to make—for I have always admired the course of my friend in 
regard to this bill, not only while in charge of it as chairman of the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, when he had charge of 
itin the Committee on Appropriations—the only point I desire to make 
and the only criticism is this, that while the Post-Office Department is 
so well administered as it now is, and of that fact there is no shadow 
of doubt, it never was better administered in the whole history of the 
country than now, everywhere and in every class, first, second, third, 
and fourth—I submit then, in view of that condition of affairs, whether 
it is a proper thing now to increase the compensation of any class of 

tmasters while this large deficiency exists, 
Mr. BLOUNT. I wish to submit an inquiry to my friend from In- 
diana in this very connection. He has, I believe, some third-class post- 
masters in his district ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Yes; a great many. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And by reason of that fact the gentleman is doubt- 
less informed as to whether they regard their compensation as proper 
and sufficient or not. I ask, then, if he has any information as to 
those offices in his district which would justify Congress in withhold- 
bes Par allowance for rent, light, and fuel to these men? 

. HOLMAN. Iam aware that the third-class postmasters claim 
that they are not adequately paid; and besides that, they should beal- 
lowed rent, light, and fuel. But at the same time, while the adminis- 
tration of the office in all of its departments is so satisfactory, I insist 
that this large deficit in its revenues should first be made up before 
such increases are allowed. 

Mr. BLOUNT. And the gentleman does not think, then, the allow- 
ance ought to be made? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have simply made the suggestion owing to the 
present condition of the revenues of the Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I would like to know whether the proposition 
of the committee meets his approval or not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I am not prepared to say whether it should be done. 
The point is—— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, I-am prepared to say, as a member of the com- 
mi and it meets their approval after a careful investigation; and 
I think my friend from Indiana ought not to take up our time, for we 
have considered it, f 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam not prepared to express a positive opinion on 
that point, as I have said, only to the extent that at this time I think 
the increase ought not to be made. 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend does not express an opinion—— 


Mr. HOLMAN. I express an opinion as clearly as I can at the pres- . 


ent time. I have stated that in my judgment it was not wise to make 
this increase until the deficiency existing has been removed. I will 
not, however, make the point of order upon the proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But my friend can move to strike it out if he thinks 
it is wrong. s 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ishall not make the motion unless there is a pros- 
pect of its being carried. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman can try it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman from Georgia permit me to 
ask a question? Have not the second-class postmasters been allowed 
rent, fuel, and lights for some time past? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. McCREARY. Now, if the third-class postmasters have been 
farnishing office-room, is it not proper that they should also have an 
allowance for rent, light, and fuel? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why not extend it to the fourth class? 

Mr. McCREARY. Because they rarely furnish office-room. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In answer to the gentleman from Kentucky, tho 
Postmaster-General shows now, and has time and again urged upon 
Congress, the necessity for making this allowance; and we did not feel, 

as we are by the House with the interest of that great service 
we did not feel that we could properly afford to neglect to consider that 
recommendation or fail to report an honest conclusion to the House in 
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that connectiop in the interest of the service, even if we should be sub- 
jected tocriticism that we were not as economical as we might have been. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that I have referred to the principal items 
of increase embodied in this bill. While there are some other ite1as 
asked for by supplementary reports, they are mainly of such small 
amounts that I do not think them of sufficient importance to postpone 
the further consideration of the bill to discuss them, because they can 
be explained under the five-minute rule, I donot, therefore, desire 
to make further comments upon the bill unless some gentleman wishes 
information in to certain portions of it. 

Mr. ROGERS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. What 
is the increase for clerk-hire in this billover the current appropriation ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The appropriation in the present bill for compen- 
sation of clerks in post-offices is $5,950,000. In addition to that there 
is an item of $50,000 allowance to clerks for extra work, making a to- 
tal of $6,000,000 as against $5,450,000 appropriated by the bill of the 
current year. 

Mr, ROGERS. ‘I would like to ask the gentleman if he thinks this 
increase, which is something less than $600,000, is a sufficient increase 
to meet the increased demands of the service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The committee are of the impression that itis sufi- 


cient? 

Mr. ROGERS. Do you think it will meet the increased demands of 
the service in that line? 

Mr. BLOUNT. In that connection permit me to say that being con- 
scious from experience and by communication with my associates on 
this floor, as well as from other sources, of the demands for increase in 
this branch of the service, as I have stated, and that the amount ap- 
propriated for clerks in post-offices was not sufficient, and that it was 
the point in the whole service of which just complaint might be made 
above all others, I invited the attention of the Postmaster-General to 
the matter, who fully appreciating its importance took up the whole 
subject and has gone into it most carefully, and another and second 
estimate was made in addition to the one contained in the Book of Esti- 
mates for the purpose of making ample provision to meet all the re- 
quirements of this branch of the service. 

Mr. ROGERS. Is this the appropriation recommended by the Post- 
master-General ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. This is the appropriation recommended by the pres- 
ent Postmaster-General. And I wish to say, so far as I am concerned, 
and so far as I have an opinion as to the disposition of the committee, 
we are not willing to withhold one single dollar where it is needed for 
the distribution of the mails of this country. 

Mr. COX. If the gentleman does not object to being interrupted —— 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. 

Mr. COX. I would like to ask him whether or not he has made 
disposition for a proper classification of the railway clerks and the 


postal clerks so as to give them adequate compensation according to | J 


certain bills which have been sent to his committee, or whether he re- 
serves that until proper information from the Department shall have 
come to him, and whether there is any prospect of making that reform 
in our service? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, those bills have been referred toa 
subcommittee, and I am not authorized at this time, under the rules of 
the Honse, to make any statement as to their condition. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman state to us that there is a reasonable 
prospect of success? I think the Postmaster-General would favor every 
one of them. Ido not, however, wish to press the gentleman from 
Georgia to make any statement he does not desire to make. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I wish’ to say this to the members of this House. 
There never was such a clamor for increase of salaries encountered by 
any party from the beginning of this Government as we are having at 
this time. There is an organization among the clerks in post- offices and 
an organization of railway clerks; and they do not, as a general rule, 
come before committees for the purpose of stating the system of com- 
pensation they desire and the reasons for it, but they are in the habit 
in these latter days of formulating their bills and placing them in the 
hands of some prominent member of this House. Such a bill takes his 
name, and in this way we are expected to be driven to conclusions and 
resort to improper methods of legislation. 

I wish to say, so far as I am concerned, I am not concluded by the 
` action of any body of officers as to what compensation they wish to 
have in the future. I represent not the office-holders alone of this coun- 
try, but the great masses of the people in the land who pay the taxes, 
and for one I shall withstand as far as lies in my power any unreason- 
able increase of salaries. 

Mr. COX. I wish to ask the gentleman from Georgia if the Post- 
master-General does not favor the increase of the compensation of rail- 
way clerks, and whether all this remarkable withstanding of his would 
not require him to withstand the Postmaster-General also? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ihave more trouble in withstanding the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] than I have in withstanding the Postmaster- 
General. [Laughter]. I will say that has been the case whenever it 
came to the compensation of letter-carriers and other office-holders in 
New York City. 


Mr. COX. Iam in favor of popular arrangements by which people 
will be paid their quid pro quo. 

Mr. BLUNT. No doubt of it. But I would be glad, speaking of 
those of us who see fit to make economical arrangements, if the gentle- 
man from New York would stand with us here and not fight us, and 
then clamor hereafter over the results of his own action. 

Mr. COX. I think I have always been with the gentleman from 
Georgia on economical arrangements. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I take back what I suggested. 


Mr. COX. I was sure you would. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman from Georgia yield to me for 
a question ? 


Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is it not the fact that what the gentleman from 
New York asks is prohibited by a rule of the House from being put 
on an appropriation bill? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; and that is my trouble. I propose to have it 
done in some other way, if it is to be done. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman proposes 


To make assurance doubly sure 
And take a bond of fate. 


According to Shakespeare or Bacon. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I reserve the balance of my time. I desire to know 
if any gentleman desires to discuss the bill in general debate? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I did not understand the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from Georgia as to time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The proposition is to yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] what time he wants. I know he is al- 
together reasonable. : 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman concede two hours of time 
on this side? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope my friend will not ask that much. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I only want five or ten minutes myself; but sev- 
eral gentlemen on this side desire time. The gentleman on my right 
desires to be heard; the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND], my 
colleague on the committee, desires some time. I do not think gen- 
tlemen on this side would be disposed to agree to any proposition giv- 
ing less time than two hours. As to the bill itself, I give it my hearty, 
unqualified approval. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I submit to my friend from Pennsylvania that it is 
now late in the session, and we have passed but few appropriation bills; 
and there is a desire now to reach the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. As this bill carries $60,000,000, certainly two hours’ 
discussion of it, in view of the declarations which have been made, 
can not be objected to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman mean two hours on other sub- 
jects? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Is not the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BincHam] entitled to time in his own right? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have no desire to cut off members of the commit- 
4 What does the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations say 
abont it? 

Mr. RANDALL, I will answer that question. I do not want to 
interfere with what is right as to the discussion of this bill, but I hope 
the gentleman from Georgia will limit the time as much as he can 
properly do, because the Committee on Appropriations are anxious to 
proceed and finish as speedily as possible the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill. 3 

Mr. BLOUNT. I appreciate what the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. RANDALL] says, and while I want to be agreeable I doubt 
very much whether I ought to consent to four hours of general debate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This is a bill carrying $60,000,000, and certainly 
two hours for discussion on the Republican side is not an unreasonable 
time to ask. i 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend [Mr. BINGHAM] has already stated that 
the bill and everything in it are all right. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was speaking only for myself when I said that. 

Mr. COX. All that is in it may be all right, but we want some more 
things in it which will be equally right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. The best way to accomplish that object is to offer 
them as amendments when the bill is under consideration by phs. 

Mr. COX. I wish to ask the gentleman now whether, if I should 
move as amendments the bills which I have proposed for the classifica- 
tion of the railway mail clerks, and for the classification of clerks in 
first-class offices, he will make the point of order on me? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not want to assume that my friend would make 
such a proposition as that, 

[Laughter. ] 


Mr. COX. I want to save time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I do not assume that my friend would make such a 
proposition as that, because if he has investigated the matter and knows 
all that is necessary to be known about it he has withheld the informa- 
tion from the committee, and the Post-Office Department itself has not 
been able to furnish us the data n to reach a conclusion. 


ecessary 
Mr. COX. It has in relation to one of the bills. 
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pita BLOUNT. Well, we have not got the information in the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] will be recognized as entitled to the floor, unless some arrange- 
ment is made with regard to the time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have been using my time endeavoring to arrive at 
such an arrangement. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I desire to say to the chairman of the committee 
that if I am recognized I am recognized for an hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; but I know that when my friend sees that I 
am using my time for the purpose of reaching a conclusion with refer- 
ence to the disposition of the time, he will not want to defeat that effort. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; I wish to say to the chairman that while 
there seems to be some indisposition on his part to concede two hours 
to this side for discussion my friends that are around me here are ask- 
ing for more time. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would like to know whether any gentleman on 
this side of the House desires to discuss the bill. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Ido, Mr. Chairman, I should like to have 
about a half hour. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that four hours be allowed 
for general debate, including the time that has already been used—two 
hours on either side. I ask unanimous consent that that be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] asks 
unanimous consent that general debate on this bill be limited to four 
hours, including the time that has been already occupied. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Which is one hour, as I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The proposition would limit the general debate 
to three hours from this time. 

Mr. BINGHAM. One hour having been already consumed by the 
other side. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from Georgia ? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I do not wish to object, Mr. Chairman, but 
I should like to know how the time is to be disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the indication already given and under 
the practice of the House, the Chair would feel bound to allot two 
hours of the time to the other side, and one hour to the committee re- 
porting the bill; one hour having already been consumed on that side. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to say that I have already made a re- 
quest of the chairman for recognition as a member of the subcom- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM] is recognized. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Did the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] use 
his full hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
used his entire hour except about three minutes, which has been con- 
sumed in this discussion. : 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I understood, Mr. Chairman, that that would 
not be counted against me. 

The CHAIRMAN, Then there are three minutes remaining of the 
gentleman’s hour, 

Mr. ROGERS. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] has 
three minutes remaining, and he yields that to me before the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] takes the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasalready recognized the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. f 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. With the consent, then, of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], the, Chair will recognize the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. ROGERS] for three minutes, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, a few minutes ago I asked the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] whether he regarded the increased 
appropriation proposed in this bill for clerk-hire for the coming fiscal 
year as adequate to the increase and growth of the service, To that 
question my friend from Georgia made a response in the greater portion 
of which I heartily concur—a response in substance that many of these 
office-holders organize, get up their own bills, and make their own re- 
` quests, and occasionally undertake to conclude our judgment as to what 
is right. I wish now to say that, so far as concerns this branch of the 
service to which I now particularly address myself, I do not know of 
any co-operation whatever; and while I hope that this increased appro- 
priation for clerk-hire will meet adequately the demand of the service. 
and while I am gratified that the Department has given this matter 
careful consideration, I do sincerely hope that the experience of the 
current fiscal year with reference to this branch of the service, more 
particularly in the Western and rapidly developing districts of the 
country, will not be necessary during the coming fiscal year. 

I can say—and I say it from personal knowledge—that in at least 
one post- office ot my district the clerks have been compelled either to 
resign or else to work from 4 or 5 o’clock in the morning until 10, 11, 
12, and even as late as 1 o'clock at night, day after day, depending on 


the arrival of the trains, Sundays included. I do not believe that such 
a condition of things should exist in this branch of the service, which 
affects so closely the convenience and comfort of the people throughout 
the land. Time after time clerks in that office have resigned and gone 
out of the service, because they were unwilling to undergo the hard- 
ships incident to their positions; and the retirement of officers in this 
way has operated to the detriment of the service, for there is no branch 
of the public business which requires to a greater extent skilled labor 
than do the post-oflices of the country in the distribution of the mails. 

I do not mean to say that this condition of things has been universal; 
but in those districts where the country is developing rapidly and popu- 
lation increasing by the thousands and ten thousands annually, it is 
almost impossible for the Department to make accurate estimates or for 
Congress to make exactly proper appropriations. Sometimes the gross 
receipts at a particular office may increase $500, $1,000, $2,000, or even 
$3,000 in a single quarter; yet the same number of clerks, without addi- 
tional assistance orincrease of salary, must go on discharging the duties of 
the service until the end of the quarter enables a readjustment of clerk- 
hire adequate to thedemands of the public business. Heretofore proper 
allowances have not been ma le to meet such necessary and indispensable 
expenses. I hope this bill will do so. I am glad that the Post-Office 
Committee of the House and the Postmaster-General have given the 
subject such full and careful consideration. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, it had not been my purpose to 
enter into the general discussion covering this bill as a whole or its 
particular paragraphs. It comes from the Committee on the Post-Of- 
fice and Post-Roads, I believe, with their unanimous approval. It 
embraces appropriations of more than $60,000,000; and I am gratified 
to state that the estimates which were submitted by the preceding 
Postmaster-General have been revised by the present head of the Post- 
Office Department; and to my mind the results of this revision will 
tend to promote the efficiency of the service and the convenience of 
the people. 

I think, therefore, that the bill in its entirety should receive the ap- 
proval of this House. If the provisions of the bill were under my con- 
trol, and if I should make any change in them, it would be in the di- 
rection of larger appropriation in order that the postal facilities of the 
people might be increased. I would not at this time adopt cheaper rates 
of postage, though, notwithstanding the utterance of the chairman of 
the committee [Mr. BLOUNT], I believe the people of the country have 
welcomed with heartiness and thorough indorsément every change in 
recent years in the direction of reduction of postage, either upon local 
or domestic correspondence or upon printed matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman did not understand me as saying that 
the people of the country did not approve what had been done in that 
respect? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, no; but the gentleman referred to that as a 
cause of the existing deficiency, and that is the point I desire to dis- 


cuss. 

Mr. BLOUNT. But I was not complaining of the deficiency; it is 
smaller now than it was ten years ago. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I grant that. In reference to this deficiency, if 
the Government of the United States would pay its own postage on the 
matter which to-day goes through the mails free there would not be a 
single cent of deficiency in the administration of the Post-Office De- 
partment. I need go into no elaboration or detail as to this statement; 
the facts and figures are well known. The postage of the Government 
on matter sent under frank or in penalty-envelopes amounts to $3,000,- 
000 annually, perhaps more. 

A MEMBER. Do you favor a change of that system? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir; I would not change the existing system; 
I approve it. 

This bill, wisely, to my mind, increases beyond the general percent- 
age of increase the allowance made to post-office clerks. I trust that 
the present Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads will report a 
bill now before it for consideration, whereby this important class of 
postal employés, embra¢ing upward of 5,000 subordinates, will in the 
tuture have a classification and a fixed compensation. To-day theav- 
erage compensation of the post-office clerk will not exceed $500 per 
annum, 

This bill, however, by virtue of the re-examination of the estimates 
which had been made by the predecessor of the present Postmaster- ` 
General, wisely allows a larger compensation to this body of subordi- 
nates; but it will not give them theclassification which is so necessary 
and in other Departments of the Government so common. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Are we to understand that the committeo 
found itself unable to redress these grievances in the present bill? 

Mr. BINGHAM. They could not be met in the present bill, be- 
cause of the rules of the House, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And a bill is now pending in the commit- 
tee to do justice in this t? 

Mr. BINGHAM. A bill with that object in view is now before the 
committee. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I make this inquiry because all of us have 
received numerous letters in that behalf. 

Mr. BINGHAM. This bill, by virtue of the unanimous consent of 


` 
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the House—and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], could 
have made objection, this being, according to my recollection, the only 
occasion when an appropriation bill under the present rules has been 
allowed to come into the House incorporating new legislation—this bill 
takes the body of third-class postmasters, upwards of two thousand, 
and absolutely increases their compensation to the extent of $650,000. 
To that increase I have given and give here my hearty approval. 

I believe in the general principle of paying subordinates of the Gov- 
ernment well. As I have stated before, if I could add to it I would 
add in the way of giving larger compensation to several of the subor- 
g inate divisions of the postal service covered by the paragraphs of this 

il. 

This bill is also liberal in another respect. By virtue of the recent 
enactment in this House and in the other, and which is now pending 
before the President of the United States for his signature, there is a 
subordinate force, called technically letter-carriers, who by the adop- 
tion of the eight-hour law will have their compensation increased to 
the amount of a million and a half of dollars annually, or will enable 
the administration to so divide the work that an additional force can 
be employed in that service. To that proposition, covering as it does 
a million and a half dollars, I give my hearty indorsement, for the rea- 
son the constituency I represent individually and the great body of the 
people who get the benefit of the letter-carrier delivery will have a bet- 
ter and more efficient service. 

Mr. Chairman, reference has been made to the compensation of post- 
masters under the law of 1883. The first, second, and third class 
postmasters did not, under that law, have any increased compensa- 
tion except in the cases of some six or eight postmasters of the first 
class in cities like Baltimore, Chicago, Cincinnati, Boston, and other 
large cities, where they were increased $2,000—added to their compen- 
sation of $4,000. The average compensation under the law of 1883 to 
third-class postmasters was about the same as the old law, but the 
great body of the postmasters of the fourth class, by the reduction in 
the rate of postage from 3 cents to 2 cents, the average was made nec- 
essarily in their schedule of allowance that their compensation might 
be determined on. I state now, as I stated then, when that was under 
discussion, it in no wise reduces the compensation of postmasters of 
the fourth class, but in many cases increases it. Mr. Chairman, I sim- 
ply desire to reiterate and then reserve the balance of my time, that 
this bill is intelligent, that it is a good bill, that it ought to pass with- 
out change and in its entirety. I think under the Postmaster-General 
it will give the country the opportunity for the very best administra- 
tion of the postal-service. I give my hearty approval to it, with the 
qualification if I could make any change I would change it in giving 
larger compensation to the subordinate force, and by making large ap- 
propriation to increase, if possible, the efficiency of the service. 

Ut yield now for fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Minnesota 
r. LIND]. 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I had not intended to say anything in 
addition to what has been so well said by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads; but there are so many employés 
in the postal service, who have an organized and active lobby—I believe 
Iam justified to call it such—who appear before the committee and be- 
fore the House, and who have been prompt to take hold of every op- 
portunity to advance their interests, that I believe I am justified and 
that it is my duty to speak in favor of a class which is nob organized, 
and which has not assailed us in the committee nor clamored for an in- 
crease of pay on the floor of the House—a class with which we are all 
individually familiar, especially those who represent agricultural dis- 
tricts, as I do—and to ask from this House that this class shall receive 
a reasonable and at least adequate compensation for the duties they dis- 
charge to the Government and to the people. I have reference, Mr. 
Chairman, to the fourth-class postmasters. 

As has been stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BING- 
HAM], the clerks of first-class offices have been relieved by increased al- 
lowances for clerk-hire. Third-class postmasters have been given an 
ample allowance for rent, fuel, and clerk-hire. This is right, and I ap- 

veofitmostheartily. Letter-carriers have also been relieved recently 

y a bill which has passed both Houses of Congress, and is now pending 

before the President for his approval, by which the eight-hour law is 

made applicable to them. By that bill, if it is approved by the Presi- 
dent and becomes a law, their compensation will be almost doubled. 

But the large class referred to, who render as faithful and honest 
service as any under the Government, numbering some fifty thousand 
throughout the country, who have rightful claims, but whose claims 
have been studiously disregarded, have as yet secured no recognition 
or consideration. Iam familiar with their situation in my district. 
There are twenty counties in my district, and ten times the number of 
fourth-class offices that there is of the other. Politically I have no in- 
terest in them. I have no voice in their appointment or retention in 
office. My sole object is to secure for them, if possible, reasonable and 
adequate compensation for the services they render. 

‘Take a farmer out in the country who does not clamor for the post- 
office, who does not want it, but who consents to act for the accom- 
modation of his neighbors and friends, and opens his house to the pub- 
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lie for that purpose, is he not entitled to some consideration? Mr. 
Chairman, he must keep his house open every day, at all hours of the 
day, for three hundred and sixty-five days in the year, and he fre- 
quently carries the letters and delivers them himself at the railway 
station without pay. In muddy weather or pleasant his doors have to be 
open, and the result of hours of labor at scrubbing and cleaning by the 
farmer’s wife is frequently demolished in a few minutes. What does 
he get for all this tronble and annoyance? He gets the magnificent 
sum of, say, $i2 a year. 

Is any member of this House, is any member of this committee 
willing to say that that is adequate compensation? Any proposition 
to increase that by an increased percentage would not helphim. You 
might give him the entire amount of the stamps that he legitimately 
sells and cancels at his office, and he would be but little, if any, better 
off. The only remedy is to give him a salary of, say, $5 a quarter— 
a small fixed amount in addition to his ordinary compensation by per- 
centage. 

I submit, gentlemen of the committee, that this is but fair and 
reasonable, and if you have any regard for the fourth-class postmasters, 
for the farmer postmasters alt over this land, who perform more oner- 
ous duties for the compensation they receive than any other class of 
persons in the public service, you will not refuse the consent which I 
shall submit to embody such à proposition in this bill. I believe the 
suggestion, or rather the request for unanimous consent to insert such 
a provision in the bill, will not be and can not reasonably be objected 
to. Iunderstandagentleman from the State of Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE}, 
also from the West, and who understands and appreciates the situation, 
will offer an amendment of this character, and I yield now out of my 
time for the purpose of permitting him to present the amendment at 
the desk, and have it. read for the information of the House, so that 
all may understand it when this unanimous consent is asked for. 7 

Mr. BLOUNT. My friend does not propose to offer an amendment 
at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that it 
would not be in order now to offer an amendment. : 

Mr. LIND. I desire to have it read for information. I suggest that 
the amendment be now read, and I shall ask unanimous consent atthe ~ 
proper time to offer it. I therefore request to have it read in my time 
if the gentleman will send it up to the Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. McRAE submitted the following proposed amendment, which 
the Clerk read: s 

Amend by adding a new section, in these words: 
That there shall be allowed and paid to each postmaster of the fourth class 
E 58 each quarter, in addition to the compensation allowed under existing 

Mr. LIND. Now, it will be noticed by the committee that all we 
suggest, all that we ask in behalf of the fourth-class postmasters is an 
increase of $5 a quarter or $20 a year. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Allow me to interrupt the gentleman to ask a ques- 
tion in order that there may be no misunderstanding. He does not 
offer that amendment at this time? — 

Mr. LIND. I have given notice that I shall ask unanimous con- 
sent to offer it. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is as I understood it; but it was suggested by 
some gentlemen around me that it was considered as a pending amend- 
ment, and in order that there might be no misapprehension I wanted 
to confirm my own understanding. 

Mr. LIND. I made the statement that I should ask consent to offer 
it at the proper time. Of course I appreciate the rules of the House, 
and know that it would not be in order to offer it now. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that that is but a reasonable request and 
that it is the least that could be asked. I would also ask the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that this involves no computation. 
Its effect is direct and the amount easily ascertained. We know ex- 
actly what amount of money it will take, and where it will go, and 
to what extent it will afford relief. The reason it should be adopted 
in that form is this: As long as you pay a compensation to the fourth- 
class postmasters upon the basis of a percentage on cancellations you 
can not help them by increasing that percentage, because the allowance 
of 100 per cent. would yield the postmaster only $5, if that is the 
amountof his cancellations in the quarter, and that would be the fall ex- 
tent of his compensation. 

According to the best judgment of the members of the committee who 
are disposed to stand by the fourth-class postmasters, we think it ought 
to be made in the form suggested, by way of a specific sum. In cases, 
then, where a postmaster gets only $12 a year his compensation would 
be increased to $32 by this allowance. Does any one say that is too 
much? In cases where they get $20 a quarter they would get $25 a 
quarter by this plan. Now, as a matter of justice, as a matter of good 
government, and for the encouragement of these people to serve the peo- 
ple and the Government in the future as faithfully as they have served 
them in the past, I make this requestintheir behalf, You have helped 
the first-class postmasters, you have helped the second-class and third- 
class postmasters; why not also, I ask, help this class, who merit it more 
than either of the other classes? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will my friend permit me toask him to state when 
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this rate of com tion to fourth-class postmasters was fixed by law? 
There seems evidently to be some inequality in it, and I desire to fix 
the date of the of the law. 
Mr. LIND. Lapprehend the object of the question. It was fixed 
by a Republican administration; there is no question about that. But, 
as I said awhile ago, I do not ask this in behalf of Republicans; I do 
not know that there is a Republican in my district, but I 
ask it on behalfof the men who deserve it, and the patrons of the post- 
office as well. How much time have I remaining? : 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has five minutes of his time re- 


Mr. LIND. I will yield to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Mo- 
RAE] four minutes, one minute for myself. 

Mr. McRAE. Iam much obliged to the gentleman from Minnesota, 
but at this jancture I do not desire to submit any remarks. I will offer 
the amendment at the proper time, I yield back to the gentleman the 
time he has so generously given me. 

Mr. LIND. I yield the floor. > 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. GROUT]. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I take this opportunity to submit 
some remarks on the bill (H. R. 3259) to enable the people to name 
their postmasters, , 

Mr. Chairman, this bill relates only to fourth-class postmasters, and 
all it undertakes to do is to provide the means whereby the people may 
advise the Postmaster-General in the appointment of postmasters of 
that class. 

This is no new principle in our administration. » 

The Postmaster-General has always professed to be advised by the 
people in the selection of these officers. He receives and considers, or 
professes to, petitions and counter-petitions, and the advice also of Rep- 
resentatives in Congress who are in accord with the Administration, 
and of the local committees, national and State, when the Representa- 
tive is not so in accord; and these Representatives and committees 
always profess to be controlled by the wishes of the people, though itis 
true that with them the people are only those who are of their way 

of thinking politically. Another thing is also true, and that is that ap- 

intments are actually made in accordance with the wishes of these 
eee een and committees, with but little reſerence to petitions 
or remonstrances furnished by the people. Seldom, if ever, does the 
Post master-General disregard the wishes of these men in the appoint- 

ment of these officers. And so it happens that if they have friends 
to reward. or enemies to punish” they are at perfect liberty to do this, 
even though they foist upon the people some one for postmaster dis- 
tasteful to the wholecommunity. Thus do we see that while the pres- 
ent system all the time recognizes the right of the people to control in 
this matter, their wishes may at any time be defeated by the local 
boss,” whom this system is admirably calculated to produce, who, while 
he all the time professes to be acting for the interests of the people, is 
really acting for his own interests and has for fourth-class postmaster 
whomboever he will, and from this decision of the local boss” there 
is no appeal; for, from the very nature of the present system, which 
fails to communicate with certainty the wishes of the people to the 
Postmaster-General, he must rely upon some one of supposed local 
knowledge for his information. 
Entirely different from this star-chamber proceeding is the appoint- 
ment of all other postmasters, whose nomination by the President is 
subject to the action of the Senate, and thus within reach of the peo- 
ple if the nomination has their disapproval. 
Now, far more than these Presidential postmasters, with whose clerks 
the details are principally left, does the fourth-class postmaster come 
in contact with the people. 
Indeed, there is no other official throughout our whole system, na- 
tional, State, and municipal, brought into such close and constant 
business relations with the people as the fourth-class postmaster, who 
has to deal personally with almost every man, woman, and child within 
, the delivery of his office, himself receiving from the hands of the peo- 
ple the mail sent by them and delivering into their hands the mail 
received by them, and himself answering patiently and civilly, or petu- 
Jantly and impertinently,the thousand and one annoying questions 
asked by the anxious or the uninformed. He is, to an extent unknown 

to any other officer under our whole complex American system, the serv- 
ant of the people, and all will admit thatin his appointment the peo- 
ple ought to be consulted. 

It must also be admitted that if through some practicable system 
they were in fact consulted, as they are now only in form, it would 
ereate with this officer a feeling of responsibility to the people, who 
are his real patrons and employers, a feeling of civility towards them, 
to which he is now too often a stranger, nestling as he does beneath 
the protecting wing of some member of Congress or political commit- 
tee, to whom, under the present system, he feels his principal obliga- 
tion. In short, no one will deny the right of the people to a voice in 
the selection of this officer. No one will say but that they are entitled 
to some legal system under which they can with certainty make their 
choice known to the Postmaster-General and have that choice re- 


spected. Now, this bill proposes to do precisely this; nothing more 
and nothing less. Should it become a law it would not take the power 
of appointment from the Postmaster-General nor in any way affect the 
accountability of the postinaster to the Post-Office Department, which 
should, of course, not be disturbed. j 

The power of removal is still left absolute in the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral; and the power of appointment is only limited by the qualification + 
for the postmaster prescribed by the bill, namely, that the person ap- 
pointed shall have the approval of the people, none other being eligi- 
ble; and it is believed that the machinery of the bill is complete for 
the conveyance of this approval to the Postmaster-General. : 

Now, to this feature of the bill which prescribes this qualification, 
the particular attention of the committee is invited, as this is the only 
provision which by any possibility can be construed into an invasion of 
the power of appointment alleged to be vested by the Constitution in 
the Postmaster-General. 


Now, right here is the whole of the supposed constitutional question ` 


involved in this bill, namely, that the Constitution gives the power of 
appointment whoily to the Postmaster-General. ; 

To begin with, if that provision of the Constitution relating to this 
subject be examined it will be seen that the Constitution vests the Post- 
master-General with no power whatever on this subject. Here is the 
whole clause: 


partments, 

From the foregoing it will be seen that the only officer vested by the 
Constitution with power over Federal appointments is the President, 
and that the power is not absolute even in him, but is subject to the 
action of the Senate. 

But the Constitution does clothe Congress with power to— 

Vest the appointment of such inferior officers as they may think proper with 
the President alone, in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments, i 

And under this grant of power Congress has vested the appointment 
of these minor postmasters in the Pestmaster-General; so that his au- 
thority comes wholly from an act of Congress, and not at all, except 
indirectly, from the Constitution. | 

It must be admitted that Congress, having conferred this authority, 
may at any time revoke it by a repealingact. Now, if it may do this 
may it not do less than this by prescribing the manner in which the 
Postmaster-General shall exercise the power? Most certainly, unless 
there be something in the Constitution forbidding it; but there is noth- 
ing. By the terms of the Constitution it is left wholly to the discere- 
tion of Congress whether it will vest the Postmaster-General with this 
power, and is left equally to its discretion to define the way in which 
that power shall be exercised. Does it not follow, then, that it may 
prescribe qualifications and determine the eligibility of persons to be 
appointed? Now, this is all that this bill proposes todo. It simply 
provides that the appointee shail not be eligible to the appointment 
nor qualified to hold the office unless first recommended by a majority 
of the legal voters residing within the delivery of the office. 4 

It is precisely like saying thut the appointee shall himself reside 
within the delivery of the office, and this Congress has already said. 
It prescribed this qualification by the very act vesting the appointment 
in the Postmaster-General, in the following language: 

Every postmaster shall reside within the delivery of the office to which he is 
appointed. (Sec, 3831, Revised Statutes.) 

Thus do we see that Congress has already prescribed a qualification 
fo? the postmaster, a very proper one, too; and may they not now pre- 
scribe another, an equally proper one, namely, that he must, to be eli- 
gible, receive the app of a majority of the legal voters residing 
within the delivery of the office? 

It should here be kept in mind that the bill does not declare that 
the Postmaster-General shall appoint whoever may be thus recom- 
mended. Were it so to provide I admit it would then present a grave 
constitutional question, for it would then practically vest the power of 
appointment in the people instead of in the head of the Post-Office De- 
partment, whereas the Constitution does not authorize Congress to do 
the former thing, but does authorize it to do the latter. 

Then keep in mind that the bill in terms recognizes the constitu- 
tional power of the Postmaster-General to decline to appoint the person 
so recommended, not only once and again, but as often as he chooses, 
and thus is his judgment and will left free to go through the whole 
population within the delivery of the office if he chooses; but we have 
seen that he can not go outside of the delivery without violating a law 
already on the statute-book, which no one has ever thought to claim 
was unconstitutional. Practically, however, the Postmaster-General 
would seldom, if ever, refuse to appoint the person named by the 
ple. He would be only too glad to give them the postmaster of their 
choice. And I have called attention to this power still left in the Post- 
master-General, not becanse he would be likely to have occasion to ex- 
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ercise it, but in order to show that the provisions of the bill are entirely 
within the rule laid down by Akerman, Attorney-General, in his opin- 
ion of August 31, 1871, and of Legaré, Attorney-General, therein cited, 
of which the present civil-service law is a notable illustration, namely, 
that Congress may prescribe qualifications for all those minor officers 
whose appointment the Constitution authorizes it to vest in the Presi- 
dent, in the courts, or in the heads of Departments, and may limit the 
appointing power to such as possess the requisite qualifications. 

The reason for this is obvious. The Constitution gives the Senate 
revisory power over all Federal appointments. It was the design of 
the framers of the Constitution not to confer autocratic power upon any 
one in the matter of appointments to office, and so the right was reserved 
to the Senate to set aside the will of the President and reject his choice 
if they should think best. Now, when the Senate, as a co-ordinate 
branch of Congress, consents to vest certain appointments in the heads 
of Departments, is it not competent for them to stipulate, as a sort ot 
equivalent for this surrender of their revisory power over appoint- 
ments, that the appointees shall possess certain qualifications, such, for 
3 as that postmasters shall have the approval of the patrons of 

e office? ‘ 

The fathers thought it wise to leave the will of the President in ap- 
pointments to office under control of the Senate, and so within reach 
of the people. And who will say that it is unwise or unreasonable 
or unconstitutional for the Senate, when it clothes the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral with power to appoint postmasters, and confers upon him all the 
power they had, to say that he shall appoint such as shall have the ap- 
proval of the people whom they serve? This would certainly be in har- 
mony with all the analogies and traditions of our system, in which the 
central thought is the conservation of popular rights. But enough! F 
do not believe the constitutionality of this bill will be seriously ques- 
tioned. It is evident that it can in no way make less effective the pos- 
tal service. Š 

Its fairness to the people and its practicability must be admitted. We 
have also seen that the practical tendency of it would be to make the post- 
master more attentive and obliging. But of far more consequence still 
is the fact that it would take out of politics, at once and forever, fifty 
two thousand offices, fully one-half of that immense army-of men whose 
employment is put in jeopardy by every Presidential election. 

I have no time to enter at length upon the consideration of the prob- 
lem presented by the vast and ever-increasing civil service of this great 
and growing country. It must sufſice tosay that the contemplative, pru- 
dent mind views with alarm, if not with disgust, that feature of our 
system which makes the stake contended for in Presidential elections 
not so much who shall be President as who shall hold the one hundred 
and odd thousand offices which the successful candidate distributes 
among his supporters, precisely as in early, semi-barbarous times the 
victorious general distributed among his followers the spoils of con- 
quest. : 

Very many of the very best men in the Republic consider it a great 
scandal that this, the most enlightened and progressive people on the 
face of the globe, should be found in this evening of the nineteenth 
century administering their civil service upon no better principle than 
that which governs the savage tribes in the distribution of plunder 
captured in war; a principle, too, which even in war all civilized na- 
tions long since outgrew. 

But I must not enter upon the discussion of civil-service reform. 
Theoretically, all are civil-service reformers. Both of the great polit- 
ical parties have repeatedly declared for it in their platforms, and Presi- 
dential candidates always proclaim it in their letters of acceptance. 
Now, why is this? It is because there is with the whole American 
people a strong feeling that something ought to be done to eliminate 
from Presidential elections the immense civil pa which now ex- 
tends to more than one hundred thousand men, and carries with it in 
profits and emoluments more than $100,000,000 annually, making a 
total money value of patronage to the supporters of the successful can- 
didate of more than $400,000,000. Think of it! And is itany wonder 
that there is a widespread feeling that the choice of Chief Executive of 
this great American people should not be coupled with considerations 
which appeal so powerfully to the selfishness and cupidity of those who 
make the choice, chat as much as possible the choice should be kept 
free from all mercenary motives and made to depend upon questions of 
administrative policy, of foreign and domestie trade; of the public de- 
2 of internal improvements, of tariff and taxation, and revenue and 

nance ? 

‘These are really the questions that should govern the people in the 
choice of President. But add to these the question of who shall fill 
one hundred thousand offices, with several times that number of aspi- 
rants for them, all active according to their expectations, and with four 
hundred million dollars in the pool, and tell me which will control most 
in the choice, these great questions of public policy or the offices? All 
will admit that the capture of the offices is altogether too much of an 
issue in, and intensifies too much, our Presidential elections, which 
ought to result in the calm, deliberate choice of the best man, coupled 
with the best political principles. 

Now, this bill, if if should become a law, would strike out of the 
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Presidential problem at a single blow fifty-two thousand of these of- 
fices, and the very ones, too, over which the scramble is most disgrace- 
ful, because appointments to them are made in the most irresponsible 
manner. They are also the very offices which enter most largely into 
the Presidential contest, scattered as they are over the whole country 
and carrying as they do the greedy spirit of conquest into every ham- 
let throughout the Jand. 

What other machine, in fact, equals the post-office in the small coun- 
try village or at the cross-roads in the manufacture of politics? Each 
Presidential election hatches half a dozen aspirants in each party for 
every such office. And after the Kilkenny contest is over he gets pe 
office at the cross-roads who has burnt the most powder and gets the 
best hold upon the local boss. And so at last there is an outcome of 
the Presidential election. ? 

Now, for this periodic scandal this bill offers a perfect eure. Its ap- 
peal is to statesmanship, and not at all to partisanship. There is, in 
fact, no party politics in it, and it might well enough be named A 
bill to take the fourth-class post-office out of politics.” If any advantage 
will accrue by the enactment of the bill at this time it will be to the 
party now .in possession of the offices, for it would not disturb present 
incumbents unless a majority of the people so demanded. Wholly 
disconnect these offices from Presidential elections, as this bill proposes, 
and the certain tendency would, as I believe, be todisregard politicsin 
the choice of persons to fill them. But if it should work otherwise in 
some communities, as it might, it would allow the people to have a 
postmaster of like politics with themselves, and so illustrate the doc- 
trine of home rule and popular rights instead of forcing upon such peo- 
pi, i as the present system does, an officer of political sentiments offensive 
to them. 

I said a moment ago that theoretically we are all civil-service re- 
formers, as indeed we are, not excepting the President. But practically 
it is difficult to resist the importunities of place-hunters, and equally 
difficult to withstand the temptation to use the officers to advance per- 
sonal ends. 

Now the chief excellence of this bill is that it treats of civil-service 
reform fundamentally. * It removes altogether the temptation to use 
the officers in polities by placing them absolutely beyond the reach of 
President or Representative or local boss,“ and thus as to 52,000 of 
them makes certain the reform demanded by all. 

I repeat, this bill is non-partisan; and if a law it would make one- 
half the offices non-partisan also. But should it fail of this, it would 
be just as fair to one party as the other; with no advantage to either, 
except to the Democrats, as already shown, which, as a Republican, I 
am willing to concede for the sake of the law. 

Mr. Chairman, we are on the eve of an important Presidential elec- 
tion. The two great parties are already maneuvering for position, and 
on every side may be seen premonitory symptomsof the coming struggle. 
Now, let us as representatives of the people, without regard to party, 
testify to the sincerity of our civil-service-reform professions, so fre- 
quently made, by passing this bill in the interest of the people, who 
demand it, and who know how to appreciate it. 

If, however, notwithstanding the many reasons, all of a high char- 
acter and in the interest of good government, which urge this reform, 
it should be determined by the majority to still keepin the Presidential 
pool these 52,000 offices and gamble, as heretofore, for the whole stake, 
all the minority can do is to play the game and play it to win. But 
one thing is certain: when the campaign is over and the result ascer- 
tained, one or the other of the two great parties will be sorry that tiris 
bill did not become a law. One or the other will have a crying spell. 
Now is the time for both parties to avoid this contingency by uniting in 
its passage, and thus be fair each toward the other, fair towards the 
people, and fair towards this great reform. [Applause.] 


NATIONAL GRANGE, PATRONS oF HUSBANDRY, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 10, 1888. 
Srk: Observing that you have introduced in Congress a bill making fourth- 
class postmasters clective, I have the honor to submit the following extract from 
Shae ara of the twenty-first session of the National Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
andry, held at Lansing, Mich., November 16 to 24, 1887, f 
From the committee on resolutions: r 
“Your committee has examined a resolution asking the National Se to 
favor a change in the law so that postmasters may be elected by the people di- 
rectly interested, and we recommend its adoption.” 
On motion the report was concurred in. 
ctfully, 
LAL. I 


Hon. WX. W. Grorr, M. C. 


JOHN TRIMBLE, 
Seeretary National Grange. 


A bill (H. R. 3259) to enable the people to name their postmasters. 


Be it enacted by the Senale and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America tn Congress assembled, That no person Vices spree as postmaster 
to any post-oilice of the United States is now or he er may be vested by Con- 
gress in the head of the Post-Office Department shall be eligible to such appoint- 
ment or qualified to hold such office unless first recommended by a majority of 
the legal voters for electors of President and Vice-President who are patrons of 
such office and reside within its delivery, by a vote in open meeting warned for 
that purpose; and any person who receives mail matter at more than one post- 
office shall be allowed to vote for postmaster for that office only nearest to which 
by the usual traveled way he has his legal residence, 
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Sec, 2. That within sixty days after this act shall become a law the Post- 
master-General shall send every postmaster of the class named in the first sec- 
tion a copy thereof, who shall post the same in some conspicuous place in said 
‘post-office. Said postmaster shall also, within sixty days thereafter, forwardto 
the Postmaster-General a complete list of the patrons of said office who are 
legal voters and reside within its delivery, and shall also enter in a book, al- 
ways to be keptin said mice and open to public inspection, such list; and 
it be the duty of the person holding such post-office to correct quarterly 
upon said book such list,and transmit.a statement of such corrections with the 

tvarterly returns mired of such postmaster by the Post-Oftice Department. 
Waay postmaster, after receiving a copy of this law from the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, shall refuse or neglect for more than sixty days to forward the list of resi- 
dent patrons herein required, or shall fail totransmit with his quarterly returns 
the F of said list, it shall disqualify him for longer holding 
such post-office. 

Sec. 3. That whenever a majority of the resident AK ae mee of any office of 
the class named in this act shall sign a request to the Postmaster-General ask- 
ing the privilege of expressing under this act their choice for postmaster, or if 
any postmaster shall fail to forward the list or the guaren corrections of said 
Iist as required by section 2, it shall be the duty of the Postmaster-General to 
forthwith issue to some persen not a resident patron of said office, and when 
practicable to a commissioner of the circuit court of the district within which 
said office is located, his warrant 8 to warn a meeting of the resi- 
dent patrons of such office by posting a notification of time, place, and purpose 
of meeting in a conspicuous place in said post-office, giving not less five 
nor more than twenty days’ notice thereof. The person named in said warrant 
shall have authority to preside and preserve order in such meeting, and shall 
determine all questions that may arise therein touching the right of any per- 
son to vote in accordance with the laws of the State or Territory in which said 
office is located. He shall open said meeting at the time named in the warning, 
and shall receive and count in open meeting the ballots that may be cast, and 
shall keep, or cause to be kept, a list of the persons casting them, and upon the 
first ballot shall keep the box open two hours; and when upon the first or any 
succeeding ballot any person receive a majority of all the votes cast, the 
presiding officer shall forthwith make return to the Postmaster-General of the 
result, transmitting to him the ballots and the list of persons casting them; 
and for such service shall be allowed as compensation the sum of $5 and 5 cents 
for each mile traveled. If the Postmaster-General should decline to appoint the 
person so nominated, he shal! forthwith notify the person who presided at said 
meeting, who shall hold another meeting as hereinbefore prescribed; and re- 
peated meetings shall be held till some person is nominated whom the Postmas- 
ter-General willappoint: Provided, That it shall not be lawful for the Postmaster- 
General to refuse to appoint the person so nominated by the patrons of such 
office for political or party reasons, 


I desire to print in the RECORD as part of my remarks a copy of 
the bill, because it has not been very well understood; and also the 
action of the National Grange of Patrons of Husbandry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unanimous 
consent to be permitted to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask to amend that so that the proposition shall 
be that any gentleman who desires to print his remarks in the RECORD 
be permitted to do so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman means any gentleman who speaks 
in the debate. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that any gentleman who takes part in the debate may 
be permitted to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 5 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. ADAMS. On page 2 of this bill we find the appropriation pro- 

by the committee for the free-delivery service. The bill appro- 
priates for the free-delivery service $6,000,000. The question is whether 
that isan adequate appropriation. What does the committee say about 
it? We find that on page 3 of their report they say this: 

The bill proposes for 1889 an increase of $777,500 over that of 1888. This is not 
due so much to a proposed increase in the service as to the operation of the fol- 
lowing acts, embraced in sections 631, 632, and of the Postal Laws and Regu- 
lations, as follows: 

Then the committee quotes those laws, and concludes with the fol- 
lowing sentence: f 

It will be seen that increase of salary by promotion has much to do with this 
increased amount. 

Now, what do the officials of the Department say? On page 15 of the 
report, or rather of the document at large, which includes the appendix, 
there is a letter from J. F. Bates, superintendent free-delivery system, 
in which he says justly— 

It will require at least $5,000,000 to provide for legal obligations already in- 
curred with no provision = 

And I ask the attention of the committee particularly to these words 

increased incidental e additional carriers, 
With no eg uf the service to sdditional dee 

There has been a large addition to the number of free-delivery cities 
in the last year—I admit that—and when I appealed for a further modi- 
fication of the law that fact was named as an objection to my request. 
It is no objection at all. ; 

I haye not time to do more than refer to the particular case which 
has attracted my attention to this subject. ; 

My Congressional district includes a part of the city of Chicago and 
is in the of Cook County which lies around Chicago. It includes 
among other things a municipality which in 1880 was a village of 6,300 
souls. That village has now grown to a city of 43,000 people; and yet 
under existing law it cannot have a free-delivery system. The reason 
is the law we passed last year required the Postmaster-General to estab- 
lish that system in cities ofover 50,000 inhabitants, but permitted him 


to do so in cities which had 10,000 inhabitants by the census of 1880, 
or paid $10,000 of gross reyenue. 

I will admit this city-in my district forms an exceptional case; but 
this is the exceptional case, that a city of 43,000 persons can not have 
the free-delivery system simply because it has grown from a population 
of 6,300 to 43,000 since the census of 1880 was made. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does not the fact that there is not at that point 
$10,000 of gross postal revenue show that the people there do their busi- 
ness at Chi ? 

Mr. ADAMS. It shows that a certain number of them do business 
at Chicago. I will make an explanation as to that, although it will 
consume part of my ten minutes, and I hope some gentleman will give 
me some additional time. This city has grown up from a village which 
consisted in an aggregation of villages, each with its small post-office. 
There are five little post-offices there, which the business people who 
have their residences there disdain to use, simply because they can go 
into Chicago, rather than walk a quarter of a mile to the post-office. 
But if we had the free-delivery system there the annual revenue which 
now, as my friend from Missouri says, does not amount to $10,000, 
would, I have no doubt, immediately spring to $15,000 or $20,000, and 
the fact that under those circumstances the gross revenue does not 
amount to $10,000 does not show that that large community does not 
suffer from the state of the law. 

Now, i do not pretend that in this bill I can get the modification of 
that law; but, Mr. Chairman, suppose I could devise a bill which this 
House were willing to pass by which that city of mine could be brought 
within the operation of the law, it would do very little good if the ap- 
propriations were insufficient, and they are admitted to be insufficient, 
if 8 Bates’s letter is accurate in which he says it will take $6,- 
000,000. 

My impression is that some gentlemen of this Honse regard the 
free-delivery system as a luxury, a mere convenience for the residents 
of the cities or the districts in which it is applied. To my mind it is 
more an industrial agent by which the wealth of the whole country 
as well as of the particular district to which it is applied can be in- 
creased. A very large part of the mails which my constituents might 
receive under the free-delivery system would consist of business cor- 
respondence, 

There are stores and manufactories there. Some of the residents, of 
course, do business in the city of Chicago, but there is a large amount 
of local business done which can be greatly facilitated by the free-de- 
livery system, and the wealth of the community be thereby increased. 
I mention this merely as an exceptional case; but I have no doubt that 
within the growing regions of the Northwest there are many cities and 
other municipalities in the same condition as the city of Lake View, 
and my only object in discussing the point now is to say that I think 
the committee ought not, for the sake of a mere appearance of economy, 
to appropriate only a sum suficient to carry on the existing system in 
the existing places where it is now applied under the existing law, 
making no provision for its extension. 

The fact that many cities have been added during the last year to the 
free-delivery list furnishes no argument whatever against this proposi- 
tion, and I am particularly interested in the subject, inasmuch as I 
hope, either by some sort of bill (I have already introduced one) or by 
some new construction of the regulations of the Department, to bring 
that city in my Congressional district within the law. If it can be 
brought within the law, I think it unreasonable that there should not 
be an appropriation sufficient to meet the requirements of the case. 
The appropriation of a few hundred thousand dollars more will not 
affect the prosperity of the country in an unfavorable way, and if it 
does increase the apparent size or the real size of the postal appropri- 
ation bill, I am sure that the business people of this country will re- 
gard that rather in the light of economy than in the light of extrava- 

nee. I yield the floor back to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. BINGHAM]. 

Mr. BINGHAM. How much time have I remaining, Mr. Chair- 
man? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has six minutes of his time re- 


Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman on the other side will allow me, 
I will reserve that time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course it is the desire on this side to close the 
debate. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY] desires 
to occupy a few minutes—— A 

Mr. BINGHAM. All that I ask is the privilege of reserving the six 
minutes. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is all right. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY ] desires to address the committee, 
and if I can be recognized I will yield him fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri is recognized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from Ken- 


tucky. 
au MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Commit- 
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tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, which had charge of this bill and 
which framed and reported it, I am glad to hear that there is no ores 
sition to the bill itself. I wish to say on behalf of that committee that 
in framing this appropriation bill and in dealing with legislation re- 
ferring to the postal service there has been no disposition anywhere to 
economize in such a way as to affect injuriously the mail service of the 
country. ; 

So far as the increased appropriations in the bill are concerned, espe- 
cially the increase which gives additional compensation in an indirect 
way to third-class postmasters by making them allowances, or permit- 
ting the Post-Office Department to do so, on account of rent, lights, and 
fuel, I believe that it meets the hearty indorsement of every member 
of that committee. My only objection to the bill is that it does not 
go far enough in the direction of that liberality with which I believe 
the postal system of the country ought to be treated. While the bill 
does, by a provision which by the unanimous consent of the House has 
been ingrafted upon it, undertake to relieve one set of officers, the 
third-class postmasters, unfortunately that unanimous consent did not 
go far enough to permit us to relieve another class, the fourth-class 
postmasters, whom I believe to be more deserving of relief and in a 
worse condition than those who are relieved by the bill. According 
to the report of the Postmaster-General, there are 1,864 third-class post- 
masters in this country. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? - 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McCREARY. Can the gentleman tell us how many fourth-class 
postmasters there are in the United States? 
ee e ee Over 52,000; yes, 53,053 on the Ist of last 

‘tober. 

Mr. McCREARY. How much is it proposed now to pay them extra 
in addition to what they at present receive? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. There is no proposition of that kind in this 
bill—no provision for them. That is my objection to it. 

Mr. McCREARY. Not in this bill; but I understood that there was 
some amendment which was to be offered. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. The amendment to which the gentleman re- 
fers, which can be offered only by unanimous consent, proposed to in- 
crease their compensation by allowing them $5 a quarter, or $20 a year 
each, in addition to the compensation they now receive. That will 
make an aggregate of about $1,060,000. 

Mr. McCREARY. If it will not interrupt the gentleman, I want 
to say that the mail service comes nearer to the people than any other 
branch of the publie service, and that I think there ought to be some 
increase made in the compensation of the fourth-class postmasters. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. On that subject I simply desire to say that 
$20 to cach of those postmasters will amount to a little over a million 
dollars, and will give some little relief to over fifty-three thousand fourth- 
class postmasters, who, I think, are the worst compensated officers con- 
nected with the Post-Office Department or its service. = 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Mississippi. The worst in the world. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes; Iwill say the worstin the world, where 
there is any pretense to pay at all. Now, Mr. Chairnian, this commit- 
tee has voted without any hesitation $650,000 of additional compensa- 
tion to 1,864 third-elass postmasters, and if the House stands now upon 
a question of unanimous consent, oruponany other ground, refusing to 
give these fifty-three thousand fourth-class postmasters (who are almost 
thirty times as numerous as the class that the bill proposes to relieve) 
the comparatively small sum of $1,000,000, considerably less than 
double what is allowed to these 1,864 third-class postmasters, then I 
say this House will be condemned in its management of this bill and in 
its management and control of the post-oflice affairs of the country. 

It will seem strange to them, as it seemsstrange to me, that when no 
one was found to object to legislation on this bill giving third-class post- 
masters annually over $350 each of additional compensation in clerk- 
hire, light, and fuel, there should be found any one to object to a prop- 
osition to give to fourth-class postmasters the smal! sum of $20 a year 
in addition to the unfair and inadequate compensation they now receive. 

I have no desire, of course, to antagonize this bill; but I feel that at 
this late stage of the session any relief to the fourth-class postmasters 
must be obtained in the same manner as relief is given to third-class 
postmasters, by ingrafting the proper legislation on this bill. An effort 
to obtain this relief by a new bill to be reported hereafter from the 
committee would probably result in failure for want of time to pass the 
bill this session. And whether this amendment be the appropriate meas- 
ure of relief or not, it certainly is little euough, and does not interſere 
with the method of payment now prevailing in reference to fourth-class 
postmasters; it does not interfere with the compensation based upon 

rcentage of cancellation; the proposition is simply to give the sum of 
$20 a year as compensation in addition to that which is now given. In 
other words, if a postmaster now gets $10 a year—a very common case 
in my district, and I presume in the districts of many gentlemen on 
this floor—this proposition would give him $30 a year. If a as- 
ter receives $50 annually his compensation will be inc to $70, 
giving to each only an aggregate increase of $20 per year, 


Wa 

While there has been some complaint here—and I will not say that 
in some cases it is not a just complaint—that there has been a dis- 
position on the part of various officers, high and low, seeking an in- 
crease of compensation, to organize a united movement in that direction 
and flood this House with petitions, yet, however much some gentle- 
men may object to these petitions, we should carefully examine them 
with the view of ascertaining whether there be merit and justice in 
the demands which are made. We should examine these applications 
for increased compensation fairly and impartially, and should consider 
only the question whether or not relief, such as can be properly granted, 
is asked. And I wish to say now that whatever may have been the 
number of petitions poured into that petition-box, I do not believe a 
juster complaint has ever come from any people than that which has 
come from the fourth-class postmasters in their demand for some in- 
crease of compensation for the service which they render to those peo- 
ple who receive less benefits under the postal system than apy other 
people in the country. At the cross-roads post-offices and the pdst- 
offices in the small hamlets and towns the postmasters in many cases 
do not receive for the attention which they give in receiving and de- 
livering the mails more than $10, $15, $20, $30, or $40 a year. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened to the remarks of the gentleman from IIli- 
nois [Mr. ADAMS] with reference to the extension of the free-delivery 
system to his town, and I heard him before our committee. I appre- 
ciate the condition of postal affairs existing at his home, and I desire 
to advance the mail facilities of his people; but the misfortune with 
reference to the postal system of this country is that we pay attention 
almost exclusively to those people who seek to have their mails deliv- 
ered at their doors, it may be, before they are up in the mornings, so 
that they can, if they choose, read their mail matter in their beds; and 
we make too little effort in the way of extending the benefits of the 
postal system to the people scattered through the rural districts, who 
are glad to get their mail by riding 3, 4, and 5 miles through the mud 
or dust to a country office. 

Mr. LIND. Yes, in some cases 15 miles. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Yes, in places 15 miles. 

Mr. Chairman, this may be the last opportunity I will have this ses- 
sion to say a word for the improvement of the mailservice in the rural 
districts or to argue the claims of their postmasters—always belonging 
to the fourth class—for fairer treatment and bettercompensation. But 
I will say that while objection may defeat thisamendment, these fourth- 
class postmasters and the people in the rural districts where they serve 
and their Representatives in this House will not cease to clamor through 
the petition-box and on this floor till fairer treatment has been accorded 
them than they are receiving under existing law. i 

Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I advocate seeks only to re- 
lieve a hardship at post-offices where all that the people ask is that the 
postmaster may deliver their mails when they call for them. I am 
having trouble now, and I have no doubt many other members on this 
floor are having trouble, in finding men in the rural districts who will 
accept these small post-offices and render this service to the people at 
the pitiful compensation now allowed, based on the amount of cancella- 
tions during the year, amounting often to less than $10, $15, or $20. 

I appeal to the House to recognize this as an opportunity to do justice 
to these humble postmasters. I believe that so far as this session of 
Congress is concerned we have now our only opportunity of doing jus- 
tice in this respect to a class of persons who, I believe, have the most 
meritorious claim for increase of salary that has been presented to this 


ugress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I reserve that portion of my time flve minutes, I 
understand hich the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY] 
has not occupied. I now yield the floor in order that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] may go on. 

55 PETERS. I yield twenty minutes to my colleague [Mr. PER- 
KINS]. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, as will be remembered by many 
members, I offered early in this session a resolution calling upon the 
Postmaster-General for information concerning what we in the West 
thought insufficient and unsatisfactory mail service. After some de- 
lay that resolution was reported back to the House and favorably acted 
upon, The Postmaster-General was thus called upon for information; 
and a report from him on the subject was referred to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads; but it has never been brought to the 
attention of the House. This is my excuse for saying on this occasion 
some things which I had hoped to say in connection with that re- 
port. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The gentleman will permit me to say that the mat- ` 
ter to which he refers has not been reported back by reason of the pro- 
tracted tariff debate. It is the purpose of the committee to report it 
back at an early day. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, Mr. Chairman, if it will be reported back at 
an early day and an opportunity then given to make the suggestions I 
thought of making on the present occasion, I am quite willing to defer 
until that time what I contemplated saying. I would prefer to say it 
in connection with that resolution; but thinking that perhaps in con- 


sequence of the crowded condition of business tliat resolution and re- 
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might not be again brought to the attention of the House, I had | has been 10 per cent., while by the provisions of this bill the increase 


contemplated making at this time some remarks on that subject. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not interrupted the gentleman from Kansas 
to draw him away from his purpose at all, but merely to make that 
statement in justice to the committee. g 

Mr. PERKINS. If it is the purpose of the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post- Roads to report to the House the resolution and report, 
and I will have the opportunity to discuss them, I do not care to take 
up the time now. 

Mr. BINGHAM. When reported can not the gentleman discuss the 


resolution as a privileged matter? 


Mr. PERKINS. No, I do not think it is a privileged matter. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iwill say that if the business of the House will per- 
mit at that time there will be no disposition on the part of the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads to cut off debate. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would have much preferred, of course, to have 
discussed the subject while the resolution was pending before the House, 
but under the circumstances I will do so now while I have the floor for 


that purpose. 

The bill before the House is, in my judgment, commendable as ſar 
as it goes, The only criticism I have to make of the bill is that it does 
not make appropriations as liberally, forthe great West particularly, as 
the people of that country think ought to be made. 

There has been much complaint in the section of country from which 
I come of the present mail service. Whether that is in consequence of 
insufficient or inadequate appropriation or whether it is because of the 
political change in the offices and the employés designated to do the 
work, or whether from bad management or not, I am not prepared to 
say, except as I shall argue from the facts I shall present that the ap- 
propriation made for that service is not sufficient. That, however, may 
not be the only explanation of it. 

Iam inclined to think there is some large portion due and to be 
charged to inexperienced men and bad management resulting from 
changes incident to the change ofadministration and to the present man- 

ent of the Post-Office ent. I do not make any complaint 
of the general su tendent of the railway mail service. I think 
he has tried to do his duty, to do the best he could, in order to give to 
the people of the West efficient and satisfactory service. Nor do I wish 
to complain of that excellent officer and accomplished gentleman, the 
First Assistant Postmaster-General. He is the man, in my judgment, 
who ought to have been 2 Postmaster-General instead of bring- 
ing here from the State of Michigan a man to look after the political 
necessities of the Administration by looking after its political extremi- 
ties. 
~But, sir, I do think the management of the Post-Office Department 
has been partisan in its character, parsimonious in its allowances, pal- 
sied in its execution. It is because of this so much complaint is made 
by the country generally, and particularly by the people I represent in 
part; and yet at the same time I wish to do justice to the officers I have 
mentioned, who have done the very best- they could to give the people 
satisfactory service. 

On the Ist day of July, 1886, there were 123,745.45 miles of railway 
mail service; on the Ist day of January of the present year there were 
136,207.72 miles. Thus showing in a period of eighteen months an 
increase of 12,462 miles of railway mail service, or a little over 10 per 
cent. increase in the entire railway mail service of the country. Not- 
withstanding this increase in the miles of service we find from the bill 
before us an increase of only 5 per cent. for railway postal-clerk service. 

In other words, the last appropriation bill carried for postal clerks 
$4,990,240.62, while the present bill only carries $5,246,790.21, mak- 
ing, as I have suggested, an increase of only 5 per cent., while the in- 
crease in the railway mail service is over 10 percent. Thus it nec- 
essarily follows that this increase is not in keeping with the growth and 
extension of the service and the requirements of the people served. 

Mr: BINGHAM. I think the gentleman is confounding the increase 
in the service with the postal-car service. 

Mr. PERKINS. No, I am speaking of the appropriation for the 
postal-clerk service. I have shown that while the increase in the rail- 
‘way mail service has been more than 10 per cent., the increase in the 
railway postal-clerk service has becn only 5 per cent. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is speaking of the postal railway 
service generally, while this refers to the postal-car service. It is for 

~the l-car service $2,000,000 is appropriated. 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam speaking of the appropriation for postal rail- 
way clerks and comparing it with the railway mail service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think, as suggested by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], the gentleman is confusing one service with 
the other. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the railway postal clerks are employed in dis- 
tributing the mails in the railway mail service, 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes; but in that branch of it known as the postal- 


car service. 
Mr. PERKINS. Very well; call it the postal-car service. As J un- 
derstand there are 136,000 miles of postal - car service, and the increase 


for clerical assistance is but 5 per cent., a totally inadequate increase, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me? : 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr BLOUNT. Is it not true that a large part of the railway mail 
service is made up of pouch matter? 

Mr. PERKINS. Some portions of it is; not the larger part of it by 
any means, because in the West, where much of this increased service 
has been given, on almost all of the new lines railway mail service has 
been extended, and postal-clerkship service given. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It only shows that they have been liberal in making 
provision for your part of the country. 

Mr. PERKINS. What we complain of is that the service was not 
given as soon asit should have been and in many instances not efficient 
service, but in almost all instances the railway postal service has been 
given in some form on these new lines, and I say this in justice to the 
Administration. 

MAIL SERVICE. 


Mr. Chairman, the railway mail service is divided into nine geograph- 
ical divisions. The sixth division comprises Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa, 
Nebraska, Minnesota, the upper peninsula of Michigan, Dakota and 
Wyoming Territories, with James E. White superintendent, headquar- 
ters Chicago, III. 

The seventh division comprises Missouri, Kansas, Arkansas, Texas, 
Colorado, New Mexico, and the Indian Territory, with R. M. Thomas 
snperintendent, headquarters, St. Louis, Mo. 

Thus we see that Nebraskais in the sixth and Kansasin the seventh 
divisions. 

I have in my handa copy of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 
14, containing the speech of Senator REAGAN, recently delivered, in 
defenseof this Administration. It contains a number of tables and state- 
ments that must have been furnished him by the Post-Office Depart- 
ment, and hence I accept them as official. 

From these tables I find that during the nineteen months ending 
January 31 of the present year the railway postal service was ex- 
tended in the United States 12,462.52 miles. Of this extension the sixth 
division, embracing Nebraska, received 4,541.36 miles, and the seventh 
division, embracing the State of Kansas, received 5,283.36 miles, mak- 
ing for the two divisions 9,824.72, and leaving for the seven remaining 
divisions 2,637.85 miles of new or additional railway mail service. 

From the report of the Postmaster-General now before us I find that 
on the 1st day of July, 1885, there were 4,387 railway postal clerks in 
the service, and from the same source I find that on January 1, 1888, 
there were 4,988, an increase in that period of 601 clerks. 

Of this increase I find that the sixth and seventh divisions combined, 
embracing Nebraska and Kansas, received 334. 

Thus we see that while in a period of nineteen months the two di- 
visions embracing the States of Nebraska and Kansas got almost 80 per 
cent. of the increase in the miles of the railway postal service, in a 
period ofthirty months they got but 55 per cent. of the increase in postal 
clerks to do the work, 

Again from the tables furnished we learn that in the first, second, 
third, fourth, fifth, eighth, and ninth divisions, where in a period of 
nineteen months ending January 31, 1888, there were but 2,637.85 miles 
of new railway mail service added, they were given 187 additional 
clerks to do the work, while in the sixth and seventh divisions there 
were added 9,824.72 miles of railway mail service during the same 
period, while but 228 additional clerks were given to do the work. On 
this basis it will be seen that if 187 additional clerks were reasonable 
for the 2,637.85 miles of new service, the sixth and seventh divisions, 
where there was the increase of 9,824.72 miles of service, should have 
had a trifle over 700, and Kansas and Nebraska alone should have had 
350; instead of a small share of the 228 that were allotted to the fifteen 
States and Territories comprising the sixth and seventh divisions. 

It will not do to say in answer to or explanation of this discrimina- 
tion that the work was heaviest in these divisions, and that for such rea- 
son the appointments were more in proportion to the miles of new 
service than in the Kansas and Nebraska divisions, for it is shown by 
the tables furnished that in those divisions each clerk handled: on an 
average during the two years ending June 30, 1887, 180,640 more picces 
of mail matter than were handled on the average by the clerks of the 
other seven divisions; and we find that in the Kansas and Nebraska divis- 
ions that on an average one clerk is furnished for each 3,309 miles of mail 
service, while in the other divisions combined the average is one clerk 
to every 2,627 miles of service. 

Again, forthe purpose of showing how my own State has been treated 
by this udministration, I will quote further from the tables furnished 
Senator REAGAN: 

There were on the 30th day of June, 1887, 9,217.25 miles of star- 
route service in Kansas, and 6,174.38 miles of railroad service, making 
in the aggregate 15,391.63 miles of mail service, and the distance in- 
nually traveled on these lines was 9,102,645.25 miles. 

In the sister State of Nebraska there were at the same time 5,841.52 
miles of star route service and 4, 253. 20 miles of railroad service, making 
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in the aggregate 10,094.72 miles of mail service, and the distance iray- 
eled annually on these lines was 5,524,758.63 miles, 85 

We find that for this service there was paid in Nebraska 81, 014, 551.07, 
while foralmost 68 per cent. more service in Kansas there was only paid 
$883,674.42. In other words, that for carrying the mail in Nebraska 
there is paid 18.38 cents per mile, while in Kansas but 9.8 cents per 
mile is paid. à 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman attribute any purpose any- 
where in the administration of the Department to discriminate in favor 
of Nebraska as against Kansas ? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not; but I am calling attention to this re- 
markable discrimination we find between these two States in the way 
of com tion for carrying the mail. 

But let us pursue our figures further. 

PRESIDENTIAL OFFICES. i 

We find from the last annual report of the Postmaster-General that 
in Arkansas, a Democratic State, with five members of Congress, the 
Government of the United States received during the last fiscal year in 
postal receipts from the Presidential offices $115,478.19, and that there 
was allowed for its collection by this administration 43 per cent. of the 
amount received. 

In Nebraska, ‘a Republican State, with only three members of Con- 

ess, there was received in the same time and in the same way, and 

m the same source, $486,720.88, and for its collection only 33 per 
cent. of the amount received was allowed. 

In Mississippi, a Democratic State, with seven members of Congress, 
the Government of the United States received during the last fiscal year 
in yora receipts from the Presidential offices $108,611.83, and for its 
collection there was allowed by this administration 43 per cent. of the 
amount received. In Minnesota, a Republican State, with only five 
members of Congress, there was received in the same time and in the 
same way and from the same source $765,039.08, and for its collection 
only 35 per cent. of the amount received was allowed. 

In Kentucky, a Democratic State, with eleven members of Congress, 
the Government of the United States received during the last fiscal 
year in postal receipts from the Presidential offices $466,105.35, and for 
its collection there was allowed by this administration 42 per cent. of 
the amount received. In Michigan, a Republican State, with thesame 
number of Congressmen, there was received in the same way and in 
the same time and from the same source $1,114,944.87, and for its col- 
lection only 37 per cent. of the amount received was allowed. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, I have but a very few moments. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to get in another inquiry in this con- 
nection. — 

Mr. PERKINS. Very well, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. DOCKERY. As the gentleman is referring to percentages seem- 
ingly based on political considerations, he will be fair enough I know 
to state that the percentages to which he refers are fixed by law, and 
are applicable to all parts of the United States, the Jaw making no dis- 
crimination. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. Then why do not the figures carry out the same 
results in all the States? The gentleman well knows that in allow- 
ances for clerk-hire, rent of offices, fuel, lights, etc., there is much dis- 
cretion in the Post-Office Department. 

In Georgia, a Democratic State, with ten members of Congress, the 
Government of the United States received during the last fiscal yearin 
postal receipts from the Presidential offices $358,021.43, and for its col- 


Jection there was allowed by this Administration 39 per cent. of the 


amount received. 
In Kansas, a Republican State, with only seven members of Congress, 
there was received in the same way and in the same time and from the 


same source $716,919.73, and for its collection only 36 per cent. of the 


amount received was allowed. 

In New Mexico, a Democratic Territory, which my friend SPRINGER 
thinks should be admitted into the Union as a State, the Government 
of the United States received during the last fiscal year in postal re- 
ceipts from the Presidential offices $38,142.16, and for its collection 


there was allowed by this Administration 46 per cent. of the amount 


received. 

In Dakota, a Republican Territory, which my friend SPRINGER 
thinks should not be admitted into the Union as a State unless coupled 
with some other Territory, there was received in the sume time and in 
the same way and from the same source $212,451.45, and for its collec- 
tion only 42 per cent. of the amount received was allowed. 

But let us look a little further. In the first session or the Forty- 
ninth Congress there was an appropriation of $296,000 for necessary 
and special mail facilities on the trunk railroad lines of the country, 
This, I find, was almost entirely exhausted in the South. I will farnish 
for the RECORD, as a part of my remarks, a table found in the last an- 
nual report of the Postmaster-General, showing the expenditure of this 
special appropriation. From this table it will appear that the East and 
2 got $62,647.06, the South $233,340.47, and the West not a 

ollar: 


Tabular statement showing the disposition of the appropriation for special facilities on trunk lines. 


g= 
In tran d 
Termini. Railroad company. Leave. Arrive. | Miles. | 117. jer ho al P: 
f es 4 5 H. M. | Miles. | 
New York—Springfield. seared Sot) — 5 Hampshire | New York 5. OIL a. m. Springfield 10.25 a. m.. 136.00 | 5 25. $17,617.06 
and Hartford. 
New York—Albany............... New ior Central and Hud- | New York 4.35 a, m... Albany 8.20 a. m. cece 144.00 | 345 38. 40 25,003.00 , 
son River. 
Philadelphia—Bay View. 9 reed Wilmington | Philadelphia 7.20 a, m............ Bay View 9.32 a. m. . . 91.80 | 212 41.25 20, 000. 00 
an more. 
Bay View—Quantico... Baltimore and Potomac...... ~| Bay View 9.32 a. m... Quantico 12.05 p. m 79. 80 33 31.29 21, 900,09 
5 ae Richmond. en and Quantico 12.08 p. m. Richmond 2.39 p. m. sesers. 81.50 231 32.38 17, 419, 26 
— Potomac. 
Richmond—Petersburgh. Richmond and Petersburgh.. Richmond 2.48 p. m... s| Petersburgh 3.25. . . . , 23.39 | 0 87 37.92 4. 208. G7 
Petersburgh— Weldon . Pete 3 Petersburgh «| Weldon 5.18 p. m. 64.00 | 15i 34.59 | 11,680.00 
Weldon—Wilmington ............. Wilmington and Weldon .. Weldon 5.38 p. m Wilmington 9.55 p. 162.07 | 417 88.3) 20,877.77 
Wilmington—Fiorence............ Wilmington, umbia and | Wilmington 10. 10 p. m. Florence 1.15 a.m... 110.00 3 05 35.07 | 20,075.00 
ugusta. > | 
a June | Northenstern. . .. Florence 1.90 a. m Charleston Junction 4.40 a, m. 95.00 | 310 20.00 17,387.50 
on. 
ent Junction—Savan- | Charleston and Savannah. . Charleston Junction *3 a, m. Savannah 6.41 a. m ...... 108. 00 3 41 29.31 19,710.00 
Savnunnh- Jacksonville . Savannah, Florida and West- | Savannah 7.06 a. m. . . Jacksonville 12 non. 454 34.79 81, 298. 78 
ern. 
Jacksonville Tampa Jacksonville, Tampa and Key Jacksonville 12.30 p. m..........) Tampa 9 p. m 8 30 . 
? West and South Florida, i 3 ae 9 = 
Baltimore—Hagerstown......... Western Maryland. ... . Baltimore 4.40 a. m Hagerstown 7.45 a. m 36 23.08 15, 894.50 
Total... e rc S — — 295, 937. 53 
* Change to Central time, one hour slower than Eastern standard. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? Mr. PERKINS. This special appropriation? = 


Mr. PERKINS. Can I have an extension of my time? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman will permit me to make a sin- 
gle remark. I want to say that this was recommended by several Re- 
publican administrations, that it has obtained a long time in the service. 
The item of special facilities and the purpose of allowing this condition 
of postal affairs was to reach Cuba, commencing with Springfield, Mass., 
and going all along the line. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the first appropriation was made after the in- 
coming of the Democratic administration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, no. 

Mr. PERKINS. I think so. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No, sir; it has been made since 1878, 


Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; and I am certain, for I have tried to fight it 
off for years. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not say it should be stricken off. Iam not 
arguing that more is given to one section than should be given, or that 
the people are willing that itshould be stricken down, but I argue that 


in our section there is not that attention given to the necessary in- 


crease in facilities which should be given in accordance with the grow- 
ing necessities and wants of the people. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not given these figures and tables forthe 
purpose of showing or arguing that some sections or divisions of our 
country are getting more of the current expenditures than they need 
or more than the people are willing should be appropriated for their 


ABBY? 
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` accommodation and good service. But I have called attention to these 
figures for the purpose of showing all—Republican and sinner alike— 
that in that great and growing section of the country for which I speak 
the mail service is and must necessarily be bad and insufficient, that in 
that great and marvelous West where such wonderful growth and devel- 
opment have been witnessed, where communities are settled in a day, and 
empires are born ina night, this Administration has been lagging and 
indifferent, and has not kept pace with the wants and necessities of the 
people or the demands of the public service. 

Competent and experienced men have been set aside and stricken 
down that political workers might he provided for, and the efficiency 
of the seryice and the necessities of the people have been held for 
naught in the intense desire of this Department to make a showing of 
economy that would help the political necessities of this Administra- 
tion. In many sections of the great West almost the only tangible 
evidence the people have that the Government of the United States is 
an actual organized reality is the semi or tri weekly appearance of the 
buckboard with its mail-carrier bringing the newspapers and letters 
from loyed ones in the older and more favored sections of the country. 

And notwithstanding the growth of this section of our common coun- 
try, its rapid increase in population, its new communities, its progres- 
sive activities, its multiplied and constantly increassing necessities, it 
is the boast of the Postmaster-General in his last annual report that 
while he has been compelled to give the people more miles of star 
route service than heretofore, he has done it with such niggardly al- 
lowances that it does not cost the people of the United States as much 
as when there were fewer people to be served and less miles of star 
routes to be traveled. z 

Mr. Chairman, in view of theseincontròvertible facts, is it any wonder 
that the people complain ańd, particularly in the West, denounce the 
administration of the Post-Office Department as partisan, parsimonious, 
and palsied, and ask that there shall be some conception and apprecia- 
tion of their necessities, and some fair effort made to meet the demands 
of the public service? They do not believe in the doctrine of innoe- 
uous desuetude’? when applied to the mail service of the country, and 
in no section, no hamlet has there been a demand that the appropria- 
tions for this important branch of the public service shall be less, or 
that the Post-Office Department shall be self-sustaining. Idonot know 
what to say better than to quote briefly from a speech delivered on the 
28th of February by Senator PADDOCK, of Nebraska, upon this same 
subject: 

Mr. President, the average American citizen is a man of broad views, stron 
in purpose, intensely patriotic, aggressive, and enterprising. He is proud o 
his country and its institutions; he demands of the governing power that it 
shall be the aggregate personification of what he himself is, an e party hav- 
ing the responsibility of administration which refuses great opportunities when 
properly presented, to increase the wealth, the prosperity, the power, and the 
glory o the Republic, and spends its time in trying to save a few dollars in the 


purchase of tape and tabs and wrapping paper, will surely come to grief when 
the people, who are the sovereign, can it through the ballot-box. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, PERKINS. I have here a number of letters which I wanted to 
read. Some of them are from postal clerks showing the work imposed 
on them in that section of the country. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope the gentleman will include the papers he 
refers to in his remarks as printed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Ishall, unless I can get another opportunity further 
on in the debate. This is not a matter of polities with us. Complaints 
come from wholesale merchants, clergymen, bankers, lawyers, news- 
papers, and Democratic editors. 

I will insert a letter from a Democratic wholesale merchant of the 


city of Fort Scott: ; 
$ Fort Scorr, Kans., February 17, 1888, 

DEAR Sin: I attach a couple of envelopes returned to me yesterday. Ihave 
removed the contents, which were important to my customer, W. K. Shaw, and 
bave again forwarded them. If this was the first time such a thing had 'þap- 
pened would not complain, but for a year past has been a weekly, if not daily, 
occurrence. You will notice letters were mailed at this office January 16, des- 
tined for Harris, Kans., a station on Kansas, Nebraska and Dakota Railroad, 
about 40 miles from this point, and after a month’s delay thrown back into post- 
office box without any seeming attempt being made to get them to their proper 
destination. Instead of getting to Harris were sent to Horace; one received 

on January 17 and other some time in February, and after a month’s de- 
Jay in one case and a fortnight in other, postmaster at Horace awakens to the 
fact that they were not intended for his office. Will you please place where 
proper inquiries can be made as to whom are the parties at fault? These mis- 
carriages have been the cause of considerable misunderstanding between Mr. 
Shaw and myself, and intend to remain silent no longer. Trusting you may 
find time to start proper inquiries, 
Remain, yours respectfully, 
ISAAC STADDEN, Merchant. 
Ion. B. W. PERKINS, 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. PETERS. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

Mr. LODGE, The criticisms which have been mace by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] on this bill can very largely be met 
by amendments to the appropriations, either increasing them or chang- 
ing their distribution. I wish that the criticism which I have to make 
could be met in the same way. But I am afraid that the only chance 
for the improvement I desire is thatit should be made somewhere else. 
Moreover, the first criticism that I have to make is that the committee 
does not seem to have paid attention to the recommendations of the 


Postmaster-General; and I shall take for the text of the little I have 
to say the statement that Mr. Vilas made in his report for last year, 
that the aggregate eftect of the present relations with the railroads was 
to impose an excessive e upon the Treasury of the United States. 

We have in this bill data Serie och post for the railway service. 
Every form of freight transportation and passenger transportation has 


fallen very greatly in the last ten years. I have some figures here 
which show a reduction in freight rates of from 60 to 20 per cent. on 
all the leading lines in all the principal sections of the country. Itis 
the same case—not so large a reduction, but still a reduction of 20 or 
30 per cent.—in the passenger service. 

Let me read these statistics: 


Per cent. 
reduction. 
Lake Shore, 1872-83. . .. . . .. FF — — 47 


Chicago, Milwaukee and St. P. 
Tilinois Central, 1872-82 

Erie, 1873-80. . . 
Chicago and Alton, 1874-87. 
All railroads in Michigan, 1874-83 . .. 
All-rail rate on wheat. Chicago to New York, 1874-’83. 
Boston and Lowell, 1879-84. si 

Eastern, 1879-"S4........ 


New York and New England. 187081. 


Per cent. 
of reduction. 


Chicago and Northwestern, 1877-88. 
Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul 
Ihinois Central, 187282. 
Chicago and Alton, 1874 
All Massachusetts roads, 1876-88. 

These figures are taken from various railroad reports and can, of 

course, be much extended. They have been brought together and 
lassified also by Mr, Edward Atkinson in some recent articles which 
appeared, I think, in the Century magazine. 

In that period there have been two reduetions one of 5 and one of 10 
per cent.—by the Government; but these reductions have been more 
than made up by the additional expenses of the railway postal-car 
service, for which $2,000,000 is paid. We propose to pay $2,000,000 
for the postal-car service, and Mr. Vilas says in his report that those cars 
can be built for $1,600,000 by the Government and run for $250,000, 
We are paying, in other words, a rental of 125 per cent. for the postal- 
cars in the service of the Government; and we are paying that in addi- 
tion to weight rates to the railroads that no private shipper would 
think of paying for one moment or that the railroads would think of 
demanding. a 

I know it is said in reply that the railroads give us extra facilities, 
that they put our cars upon fast trains, and that they carry a certain 
number of postal clerks in those cars. But even if we make all those 
allowances, I believe we are still paying from five to six millions more 
than we ought to pay to the railroads, and that that amount might 
just as well be turned in to the Government, thus enabling us to re- 
duce the rates of postage, or increase the pay of employés, or improve 
the service throughout the country. 

The suggestions I have taken are drawn from Mr. Vilas’s report of 
last year. Iwill now five a single instance which he mentions of the 
exorbitant prices exacted by the railroads for transportation of the 
mails. To one railroad they pay $504,000 for railway mail service and 
$59,000 for the use of cars which can be built for $17,500. Now, it 
does not seem to me it can be right or that it is for the interest of the 

tal service or of the country to pay such rates as that. There is one 
instance in particular which shows how the Government is treated and 
how the people suffer by the exactions of the railroads which comes 
immediately under my own notice in my own State. 

I refer to the mail facilities between New York and Boston, where 
there is an immense business doing all the time. There we have no 
proper fast-mail facilities. The New York, New Haven and Hartford 
Railroad, which controls the entry into New York of all the Eastern 
business, refuses to allow a fast-mail train except at a price which is 
perfectly exorbitant. I do not blame the Department in the least for 
refusing to pay them; but I, and every member from New England, 
have sent to the Post-Office Department this year a mass of petitions 
from all the business men, merchants and manufacturers, of New Eng- 
land, asking to have this thing remedied, and it isa burden and an 
evil which should be remedied without delay. 

This is simply one of the glaring injustices which arise from the pres- 


‘ent relation between the Government and the railroads, and I am sur- 


prised, after the way in which the Postmaster-General has called the 
attention of the committee to this condition of affairs, that we are still 
left to pay nineteen millions for this railway service, seyenteen mill- 
ions for the service and two millions for the postal-cars, while in many 
parts of this country we are unable to get even the fast-mail service 
which they pretend to give us under these clauses in return for this 
great expenditure of money. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Does the gentleman complain that the committce 
does not violate the rules of this House by proposing an amendment 
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of the law in reference to the compensation of railroads for mail serv- 
ce? 

Mr. LODGE. I understand perfectly well that the committee can 
not do that on an appropriation bill; but I think, nevertheless, that new 

egislation might well have been introduced to remedy the evils which 
I have pointed out. If it has been introduced it has escaped my notice. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Well, it has been, 

Mr. LODGE. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, then. I did not know 
of it, and have not seen it. There is some new legislation in the bill, 
but it does not affect the points that I have raised. 

Mr. BLOUNT. ‘The gentleman claims to have a good deal of statis- 
tical information in regard to the reduction that has been made in the 
charges for transporting everything else carried by the railways during 
the past few years, and I beg to say to the gentleman, on behalf of the 
committee, that they will be very glad to have that information,and that 
they concur with him entirely in the views he has expressed in relation 
to the compensation paid to the railroads. 

Mr. PETERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR]. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention to one feature 
of this bill, namely, the increased compensation which it provides for 

masters of the third class. That compensation appears to be for 
light, zent, and fuel,“ but I think it will be generally conceded that 
that is only another name for increasing the salaries of this class ot 
public officers. I wish in connection with that to call attention to a 
new system that has grown up under this Administration. 

I do not think it has ever before happened in the history of this Gov- 
ernment that appointees holding office under the Administration and 
receiving salaries from the public Treasury have held a national con- 
vention and passed resolutions asking for an increase of their own sal- 
aries. This, I think, is the first instance of that kind we have ever had 
in this country, and I desire in this way to call public attention to it. 
This proposed increase amounts to about $650,000, and I do not think 
it is at all necessary. We have not heard it said, I believe, that there 
was any very great difficulty found in getting men to fill these offices of 
third-class postmasters. The fact is that there never has been such a 
clamorous demand for these offices as there has been under this Admin- 
istration, and I was sorry to find the chairman of the committee [Mr. 
BLOUNT], after denouncing that clamor in regard to other matters, 
yield complacently to this demand, which has been made ina more of- 
tensive way than any other. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Iam sure the gentleman does not wish to do me in- 
justice, and I wish to say to him that I have never in any place assented 
` to the propositions in the bill reported by the convention of postmasters. 

Mr. KERR. You haveassented to one demand which they made—the 
demand for an increase of the compensation of third-class postmasters. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes; and the gentleman was in his seat when I asked 
unanimous consent for that and obtained it, and he did not object. 

Mr. KERR. Idid not hear the request or I should have objected to 
it. It was spoken in a quiet tone of voice. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. I stood here in my place and made the 
request so plainly that no gentleman who was present could have failed 
to hear it. 

Mr. KERR. Well, I did not hear it. But, aside from that, this in- 
crease is incorporated in the report of the committee; so it is hardly 
fair for the gentleman to say that he asked unanimous consent and no 
objection was made, when he has affirmatively recommended it in his 
report. This appropriation has been recommended in compliance with 
the demand of the Democratic postmasters in convention assembled. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Let me say to the gentleman that that has not been 
done at the demand of the postmasters. Itisa measure which has been 
recommended by two Postmasters-General, and by one of them, a Re- 
publican, before this Administration came in. 

Mr. KERR. Yes; and I call attention tothe fact that when this was 
recommended by a Republican Postmaster-General it was refused. The 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN ] rose and objected, and the ap- 
propriation- was refused; but when a Democratic Postmaster-General 
makes the recommendation it is acquiescedin, Now, I believe in mak- 
ing appropriations for the facilitation of the carriage of the mails, and 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] have both been pleading for the recog- 
nition of the demands and necessities of the mail-transportation service. 
So far as that is concerned it is quite proper, but now when prices are 
going down, when gentlemen on the other side say that prices are con- 
tinually being lowered, I say there is no excuse for this proposed in- 
crease of the salaries of the officials recently appointed by this Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. PETERS. The people do not understand that, according to 
the rules of this House for the consideration of appropriation bills, it 
is impossible to legislate—in other words, that it is impossible to in- 


graft upon an appropriation bill any new law unless it be done by” 


unanimous consent. The fact that the people do not understand this 
question frequently brings to members of Congress, as well as to the 
petition-box in this Honse, a large number of complaints in the form 
of resolutions and requests. I have always seriously doubted the 
utility of such a rule. 
ion of the majority of this House, provided we can get the majority in 


I, for one, have never been afraid of the decis- | 


such a position as to hold them responsible. Idonot believe in shirk- 
ing responsibility, either political or otherwise; and one great trouble 
about this rule of the House is that it divides and scatters responsi- 
bility, One member may get up and make an objection, and you can 
not fasten the responsibility for the defeat of legislation upon any 
party or o ization. That one individual has no responsibility as a 
politician, use party organizations are made up of aggregations of 
individuals. A party is an intangible and invisible thing—something 
that we can not see or feel. I know Republicans sometimes think that 
the Democratic party has been so rank that we could smell it, but 
there is some question about that. > 

Mr. STRUBLE. Ob, no; the gentleman is mistaken. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PETERS, Iam speaking of their virtuous attitude at present. 

I say that I have often doubted the utility of the rule of the House 
which allows one objection to defeat legislation which might be in- 
grafted upon an appropriation bill. For instance, we have had gentle- 
men on both sides of the House arguing in favor of this legislation for 
the relief of fourth-class postmasters. I know, if I know anything in 
relation to the sentiment of this House, that a majority of the House 
is in favor of the very relief which has been spoken of by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. MONTGOMERY], the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas [Mr. MCRAE], and by members on this side of the House. Yet by 
reason of our rule of legislation a majority of this House can not in- 
graft on this bill what they believe ought to be placed there. 

I do not intend to go into an extended argument in relation to the 
merits of this claim by fourth-class postmasters. I differ from my 
friend from Jowa [Mr. Kerr], who has just spoken. I believe there 
are three partie; to this question of office-holding; the first is the office- 
holder, the second the Government, and the third the public; and the 
fact is that this third party, the public, has really a greater interest in 
the efficient management of the office than the other two parties com- 
bined. i 

Now, it has been urged here tliat the provision suggested by thé gen- 
tleman from Arkansas will increase the annual expenses of the Post- 
Office Department $1,040,000. I say that the people have never found 
fault with liberal expenditures in the Post-Office Department if, as a 
result, they have enjoyed efficient postal service. I have never heard 
any fault found with any provision of legislation which tended to make 
the postal service more eflicient, and for the reason that no other De- 
partment of the Government reaches so near to the hearthstone of every 
family in our couutry as does the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. CANNON. Does the gentleman think that increasing the ap- 
propriations and giving in this bill $60,000,000 for the service of the 
Department will make that service effective? ; 

Mr. PETERS. I will answer that in this way: I am aware that the 
administration of the Post-Office Department is in a different position 
now from that which was occupied by Republican administrations. 
Whenever an estimate was made by a Republican administration the. 
appropriation bills never appropriated the full amount of that estimate. 
The gentleman from Illinois, who has been a member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, knows it to have been a fact that these estimates 
made by a Republican administration were always cut down. But 
this is not the case now, nor was it the case in the Forty-ninth Con- 
gress. The Post-Office Committee, which now has charge of this ap- 
propriation bill, has been liberal, and in both the first and second ses-_ 
sions of the Forty-ninth Congress appropriated almost the entire amount 
of the estimate made by the Post-Office Department; and this bill ap- 
propriates almost the entire estimate. 

A MEMBER. And the committee has added to the estimate. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes, as the gentleman suggests, an addition has been 
made to the estimates. That of course is in relation to an item which’ 
= not perhaps called directly to the attention of the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral. 

Now, I believe in appropriating just what the Department estimates 
as necessary; and then I believe in holding the Department strictly ac- 
countable for furnishing efficient service. If, after a fair trial, it does 
not furnish efficient service, it ought to be condemned not only on this 
floor, but throughout the country. 

Mr. BELDEN. That is just what has been done. The presentserv- 
ice is condemned throughont the country. 

Me: en What does the gentleman from Kansas say in reply 
to that? 

Mr. PETERS. Tdo not propose to stand up here and argue that we 
have had efficientservice. There are too many complaints ip the section 
of country from which I come to allow me to stand up here and in the 
face of my friend from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] and my friend from New 
York [Mr. BELDEN] say that we have had an efficient service under the 
appropriations which have been made. 

But I had not intended in the present argument to enter into that’ 
question at all. That has been dwelt upon by my colleague [Mr. 
PERKINS] perhaps with sufficient fullness. The thought I am trying 
to impress upon the House is this: Here is a bill which appropriates 
every dollar that has been asked by the Post-Office Department, and if 
we do not have efficient service, we shall know where the responsibilit 
rests. Until recently the responsibility in this respect was divided. 
Republican administrations made certain estimates, and the Demo- 
cratic Committee on Appropriations and a Democratic House refused to 
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appropriate the full amount of those estimates. Hence the Department 
could come in and say, The amount you appropriated was not suffi- 


cient.“ Now, the point I wish to clinch in this mattter is that in the 
future I do not wish to hear from the Post-Office Department or from 
any official of the Department any such complaint as, We are unable 
to grant your reasonable request because ar the lack of appropria- 
tion.“ In regard to this question of clerk-hire, time and again within 
the last few years, when we have gone to the Department with reason- 
able requests for clerk-hire, we have been met with the assertion that 
the appropriations were not sufficient. 

They have said when the appropriation is exhausted they can not 

supply clerk-hire to Ts in post-offices of the second class. 
Now, weare all acquainted with the plan which has been adopted of 
apportioning what was leſt of the appropriation. We know post-oflices 
needing 8600 have it cut down to $400. Then the Post-Office rt- 
ment, and the people perhaps hold your postmasters responsible for 
efficient service, when the Government itself has failed to give them 
the necessary appropriation for the purpose. If the Government ex- 
, pects efficient service, of course it is necessary to give the postmasters 
the money which the Government itself admits is required to provide 
that efficient service, and I do not wish to hear anything more of that 
kind of complaint from the Post-Office Department hereafter on this 
int, because the Post-Office Committee has given to the Post-Office 
ene Rie all it asked for clerk-hire and for these other purposes 
which are deemed uecessary. 

When we go to the Post-Office Department with a request from the 
second-class offices or from the third-class offices, a reasonable request 
in favor of additional clerk-hire, I wish to have that clerk-hire granted, 
and I do not want to be met with the statement that the appropriation 
is exhausted and that the clerk-hire can not be given. If there is not 
appropriation enough for that purpose, I wish to say the Post-Office 
Department itself is responsible for the deficiency. It is that Depart- 
ment itself which is responsible because of its failure to estimate a suf- 
ficient sum of money to carry on the postal service of the country. 

I have nly one word more to say in relation to these fourth-class 
postmasters. I presume, Mr. that I have a larger number 
of fourth-class postmasters in my district than there are in avy other 
8 district in the United States. I have thirty-six counties 

district, all of them agricultural counties, and occupied by a 

mci Sr chiefly engaged in agricultural pursuits. Noone will doubt, 

8 that I have in that district, as I have stated, a larger number 

of fourth-class postmasters than there are in any other district in the 
United States. 

Now, these fourth-class postmasters do not hold those offices because 
they want them. On the contrary, the great difficulty is, in a large 
number of instances in my district, at least, to get men who will take 
the offices. And why? Because the compensation amounts to noth- 
ing. The only way we can get men to take these offices is by assuring 
them that it is demanded for the convenience of their neighbors and 
fer the good of the neighborhood in which they live. 

Why, sir, I bave had offices discontinued in my district and the peo- 
ple of the neighborhood deprived of the mail service use no one 
could be found who was willing to take charge of the ee. For 
this reason no man will make a public thoronghfare of his house and 

_ submit to the inconvenience, even for the good of the neighborhood, 
by having the post-office established there. 

And, sir, because there was no one to take the post-office, for that rea- 
son the post-office was discontinued, and the peuple were deprived of 
the mail facilities and conveniences which they are entitled to under 
the law, 

I know the proposition of my friend from Arkansas dees not increase 
the compensation of these fourth-class postmasters to any alarming ex- 
tent. Twenty dollars per annum is not a sum calculated to scare any 
member this floor. 

The only object of such an amendment is to give to the fourth-class 
postmaster a suficient amount of money with which to keep his house 
cleared from the dirt necessarily incident to the administration of a 
post-office. 

Oh, but you say, the revenue of these fourth-class ces will not 
justify anything of that kind. I say you might as well abolish these 
post-offices on that ground, because there are few of them that furnish 
any excess of revenue over receipts. That is not the ground upon 
which the Post-Office Department was founded. It was not intended 
as a money-making scheme by the Government; it was not intended 
by our fathers to be established as a scheme to bring money into the 
Treasury of the United States, but it was intended simply and solely 
to bring within reach of the people of the United States the great con- 
veniences of the postal system. 

As I said awhile ago, the appropriations which are made for the sup- 
port of that Department are paid by the people themselves. They are 
not involuntary, but they are paid voluntarily and willingly by the 
people of the United States themselves. They furnish the money not 

only to carry on the Post-Office Department, but to carry on the Gov- 
ernment itself. 

Teare not, therefore, whether the revenues be sufficient or not, what- 
ever is necessary for the efficiency of the postal service should be pro- 


vided. I do not care whether it will take a large sum of money ora 


small sum of money, I am in favor of àppropriating whatever is re- 
quired in excess of the revenues to make the postal service efficient. 

Now, I have said about all I care to say upon this bill. Iam glad 
that we have succeeded in getting in an appropriation to provide for 
rent, light, and fuel to third-class postmasters throughout the United 
States. I have had some ludicrous illustrations ork the old sys- 
tem of the inequalities of that law. I had one ffice in my dis- 
trict where the postmaster paid ont $150 in addition to the amount 
of his salary in order to carry on efficiently the business of his office, 
besides giving his own time. Why wasit? It was because the rap- 
idly increased business of the office was so unexpected, so marvelous, 
you er say, that the Post-Office Department was not able to keep 

with it. 

I do not blame the Post-Office Department except in this: that there 
is too much inclination—and itis the only criticism I shall make upon 
the ent—there is too much inclination to measure this whole 
United States of ours by the business of one or two States. There does 
not seem to be a disposition on the part of the officials, at least some 
of them connected with the Post-Office Department, to take into ac- 
count the wonderful, the almost marvelous growth of some portions of 
this country and some of the States, and add to their postal facilities 
in proportion to their growth as much as their increasing business and 
population demands. A little larger scope to the imagination, if you 
please, of these officials, a little broader view of business matters would 
give a much more efficient service in Texas, Kansas, Nebraska, and in 
many of the Territories. 

How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. WARNER. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] will 
permit me a remark—— 

Mr. PETERS. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. In the linc of the observations made by the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] I wish to call attention to a great in- 
justice done the city of Kansas, one of the leading cities and commercial 
centers of the nation. To illustrate, I find that the amount allowed 
the post-office in the city of Brooklyn for the last fiscal year for expenses 
was equal to 64 per cent. of the gross receipts of that office, while the 
amount allowed to the post-office in my city (the city of Kansas) was 
only 29 per cent. of its gross receipts. 

Why this wide difference? I do not know that the amount allowed 
the post-office in Brooklyn is too large, but I do know that the allow- 
ance to the city of Kansasistotally inadequate to furnish the necessary 
clerks and letter-carriers to properly transact the business of that office. 
When application is made to the Post-Office Department for an addi- 
tional allowance to meet the pressing demands on the officein my city, 
the answer received is that the appropriation has been allotted to the 
yarious offices, and we must patiently wait until the next appropria- 
tion is made. Would it not be well for the Post-Office Department in 
making allowances and estimates for the expenses of the various post- 
offices of the country to take into consideration the reasonable needs 
of such a growing city as the city of Kansas? 

Mr. PETERS. That is a question for the executive and not the 
legislative department of the Government. 

Mr. WARNER. That is true; but I hope through the lepislative to 
reach the executive or administrative department, that a like injustice 
may not be done my city in the future. 

To show the justness of my criticisms and to show that great injustice 
has been done my city, I submit the following table, giving the per 
cent. of expenses to the gross receipts: 

Per cent. 


Per cont. 
— 


Kansas City. 
Mobile, Ala 
San Francisco, 
Denver, Colo... 
Wilmington, Del. 
Jacksonville, Fla... 
Atlanta, Ga. 
Chicago, 11. 


esskssaknas 8b 


Mr. PETERS. The SER would not claim, however, that they 
could be remedied by this bill. 

Mr. WARNER. No. I am simply desirous of placing the matter 
before the committee. 
Mr. PETERS. Because it is a question of administration and not 
regulation. 
Mr. STRUBLE. You should propound that to the Post-Office De- 
partment. 

Mr. WARNER. I have done so. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Perhaps it might be acconnted for because of 
the difference in the Representatives from the two cities the gentle- 


man compares. 
Mr. WARNER. Yes; it may be that Brooklyn is represented by a 
ger: 1 therefore gets 64 per cent. That may be the reason, 
will admit. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I do not give that as a reason, but merely throw 
out the suggestion. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman builded better than he knew. 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentieman from Kansas has 


expired. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 

six minutes remaining. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I do not care to occupy further time. 

Mr. BELDEN. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will yield to 
me, I wish to make a briet suggestion. E 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iwill yield a portion of the time. 

Mr. BELDEN. The trouble, in my opinion, is in this connection, 
not where the gentleman is living or what city he may represent, bnt 
it is the civil-service reform of the present Administration [laughter] 
that makes all the trouble in the postal service; and I would like to 
inquire if the committee has anything to offer, or if it has any power 
to amend the bill so as to require that letter-carriers shall be able to 
read and write [laughter], or that postal clerks that distribute the 
mails from Chicago to New York, and who must keep track of the post- 
offices so as to distribute the mails without error, if they can make the 
appropriation so as to require the appointment of people who can read 
and write, and not have to discharge them and take back the old ones. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that is where the difficulty lies. Ido not 
believe that any of them get too much salary. - I do not find fault with 
that; but in my own city I know that for some time there has been a 
post-office maintained contrary to law in the same building and in the 
same room where liquor is sold, because if they added that post-office 

to the General Post-Office it would come under the provisions of the 
civil-service rules in regard to the employment of two clerks. 

Now that is the difficulty in appropriating money for the officials 
who come under the civil service system. I approve of the civil-serv- 
ice myself, but do not like the kind they are giving us; and I should 
like to ingraft something on this bill if it can be done to meet the 
trouble by which they may change their mode of civil-service appoint- 
ments in this respect. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, I have simply this to state with 
reference to the proposed amendment increasing the compensation of 
postmasters of the fourth class. That body of subordinate officials of 
the Government numbers upwardsof 52,000. It hus a classification as 
to compensation that rans from $10 or $12, which I believe is the low- 
est, up to $1,000 a year. 4 

The increase of $5 a quarter would, to my mind, be a gratuity to 
many and unjust to many. Twenty dollars to a man who does a work 
of $900 under the law would, to my mind, be a very different proposal 
from $20 te a man who, under the law, does work amounting to $12. 
A bill of that character is before the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. The proposition of $20 means an increase of over a million 
dollars in the money cost of the service, [think in many cases unjustly 
applied, while in many other cases it might be justly applied. 

et that legislation come up after careful revision by the committee 
based on estimates by the Department. We then can have legislation 
upon it for the fature. But to fix a sum of $20 in this bill would be 
simply a gift of $20 for this year. 

I do not propose to suggest anything pertaining to politics on the one 
side or the other in the administration of this Department. Isimply 
desire to state that the bill before the committee will receive full con- 
sideration. But the adding of a million dollars on this bill I do not 
think would be a measure of legislative justice. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe that I have fifty minutes of my time re- 
maining; but in view of the lateness of the hour and the fact that there 
is really no issue between us, I do not feel like trespassing upon the 
patience of the House to the full extent of the fifty minutes, and prob- 
ably I will not do so. 

So far as I have heard, no objection has been made to any item car- 
ried in this bill except the item suggested by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. KERR]. That gentleman is the only one on either side who has 
objected to any item that the bill carries, but complaint has been made 
that the bill does not carry items that ought to find a place in it. He 
objects to the allowance of rent, light, and fuel to third-class postmas- 
ters on the ground that the Democratic party has pledged the country 
and the House to a policy of economy. 

I want to say to that gentleman, if he is the real friend of economy, 
and I do not question that—if he desires that the policy of economy 
shall find expression in the legislation of our appropriation bills, he 
must stand with the Democratic party in demanding a reduction of 
taxation. I do not propose to discuss the tariff question at this time, 
but the gentleman’s objection suggests the condition that confronts us. 
Nearly all of the questionable propositions before Congress, and which 
clamor for consideration, are the logical results of the appalling sur- 
plus in the Federal Treasury, that to-day aggregates the enormous 
sum of $136,000,000, . Sir, you need not expect frugality in expendi- 
ture—though that criticism does not apply to this bill—neither party 
of this country can expect honest and economical government if this 
surplus is to continue to accumulate in the Federal Treasury. 

Mr, KERR. Can the gentleman from Missouri claim that thereisa 
surplus after paying our national debt of a billion and a quarter? 


Mr. DOCKERY. I claim there is a surplus so long as there is no 
indebtedness of the United States subject to payment and so long as 
we have to tax the people of this country to buy Government bonds at 
27 per cent. premium. 

Mr. KERR. If you had bought them a year ago, you would not 
have had to pay any such premium. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ifthe gentleman will consult the quotations in 
the New York stock market one year ago, he will see the error of that 
observation. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is no politics involved in this measure. 
This is a business bill, in which my friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] 
and my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] have a common in- 
terest with the Democratic party. What the people of both partiesde- 
sire is the best possible mail service at the least possible cost; but if 
they have to go either to the extreme of parsimony or to the extreme 
of extravagance they would prefer, in my judgment, the extreme of ex- 
travagance. But there is, and can be, no necessity for trenching upon 
either extreme. - 

I want now to refer briefly to the proposition presented by the gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and indorsed by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] and other gentlemen on the floor. This 
proposition looks to an annual compensation of $20 to the 52, 281 fourth- 
class postmasters, without any regard whatever to the business of the 
ofiice or the service rendered by the postmasters, and, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], increases the total 
annual salaries of that class in the sum of $1,045,620. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, from some investigation of this question I am forced to the 
conclusion that perhaps a large number of these postal employés are 
inadequately compensated. But a measure going to the extent of fix- 
ing the salaries of more than fifty thousand postmasters and involving 
a large expenditure of the people’s money should, in my opinion, first 
receive the careful consideration of the Post-Office Committee, and that 
committee now have a proposition before them looking to the redress 
of the grievances of which this class of public servants complain. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. LIND. I wish toask the gentleman if it is nota fact that other 
officers serving the United States who are paid by commissions also re- 
ceive salaries? I will instance the receivers of public moneys, who 
get a fixed salary of $500 per annum in addition to the fees and com- 
missions allowed by law. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I believe that is so. 2 

Mr. LIND. Now, if that is true, where is the injustice, where is the 
unreasonableness, as the gentleman puts it, of allowing a fourth-class 
postmaster a fixed salary of $20 per annum, or $5 per quarter, in ad- 
dition to the commissions which he is allowed, when those commis- 
sions in the majority of instances are necessarily and absolutely inade- 
quate, particularly when they do not exceed $12 a year? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam not familiar with the principles upon which 
is based the compensation allowed to receivers of public moneys, but 
I suppose that the $500 is intended to compensate them for a certain 
service which they are required to render, and that the additional com- 
pensation is contingent upon the business of the office. 

Mr. LIND. Not at all. The gentleman is in error: 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man that I would not under any circumstances consent to a basis of 
compensation that was arbitrary, that did not carry with it the idea of. 
paying for the service actually rendered. The gentleman of course 
does not intend to be unfair, but he submits a proposition which is 
manifestly unjust as between this class of officials. He proposes to 
give a postmaster whose office does a business of only $12 a year a sal- 
ary of $20, while at the same time he would give a postmaster who 
does a business of $600 or $700 a year no greater compensation. Now, 
sir, I insist that whatever remuneration is allowed this class of public 
officers ought to be based upon the service actually rendered to the 
Government. ; 

Mr. LIND. So it is. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the postmaster does not render annually more 
than $20 worth of service to the Government, do not pay him more; 
but if he renders services worth $1,000, pay him $1,000. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to say to the gentleman that the object of this 
$5 a quarter is to pay the officer, not for any service he may render to 
the Government, but for the inconvenience to which he is subjected in 
furnishing office-room for the basiness of the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Then it is a matter of convenience, and not a 
matter of salary. 

Mr. PETERS. A matter of convenience to the Government. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘Then, sir, it is proposed to contribute more than 
$1,000,000 annually for the convenience“ of 52,281 office-holders. 


If that is the basis on which the proposition rests I shall oppose it, 


both as a member of the committee and in the House. 

Mr. PETERS. I beg to correct the gentleman. It is not for the 
convenience“ of the 52,000 office-holders, but for the convenience of 
60,000,000 of people who are parties in interest. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Well, the whole question of convenience“ must 


twine and cluster around the service actually rendered by the post- 


master to the Government and the people. 
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Mr. MONTGOMERY. If no convenience“ and no compensation 
is to be allowed to fourth-class postmasters for rent, light, and fuel,” 
why is it that we so readily give $650,000 for the relief of only 1,864 
third-class postmasters who rank just a little above the others? 

Mr. DOCKERV. I do not intend that my colleague on the com- 
mittee or any gentleman on this floor shall put me in an attitude of 
opposition to any just compensation which may be due to these fourth- 
class postmasters.. My criticism is not based upon the ground that 
they have no grievances; it is directed against the proposition to raise 
their compensation without any regard to the service they render to the 
Government. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Any criticism which the gentleman makes 
on the proposition for the relief of the fourth-class postmasters will 
apply with much more force and effect to the third-class postmasters 
to whom you make an extra allowance of $350 a year each in this bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I have had a little experience and 
the Democratic members have had a little experience relating in some 
measure to this question which our Republican friends have not had 
for somewhat over three years [laughter], and that is that a 
many of the 50,000 fourth-class postmasters are quite anxious to get 
and to keep these positions, not for the sake of the $20 convenience“ 
suggested by the gentleman from Kansas, nor yet for the compensation 
received under the present Jaw, but because of the fact that the loca- 
tion of the post-office is ofttimes an inducement to draw trade, and thus 
serve as an adjunct to the business of the postmaster. 

Mr. LIND, Yes; and to draw dirt to a farmer’s honse. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Ido not know how it may bein Minnesota, 
but-within the limits of the ten counties of my Congressional district 
I do not now recall a single post-office located in a farmer’s house. I 
do not say that there are none, but I do not recall one. 

Mr. PETERS. In answer to the last observation of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], I will say that two-thirds of the post- 

offices in our country are located in farmers* houses. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, Mr. Chairman, Missouri is an older Staie 
and better settled, perhaps, than Kansas, and I have no doubt that my 

friend's observation is correct. But, Mr. Chairman, I insist that 
whether the office be located in a farmer’s house or elsewhere, the 
compensation of postmasters, as well as all other Federal officials, 
should only go to the value of the service that is actually rendered to 
the Government. At the suggestion of my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BINGHAM], I desire to call attention to the present law fixing 
the compensation of fourth-class postmasters, which will be found on 
page 199 of the Postal Laws and Regulations. It is as follows: 


Src. 459. Compensation of Fourth-Class Postmasters.—That the compensation 
of postmasters of the fourth class shall be fixed upon the basis of the whole of 
the box rents collected at their offices and commissions upon the amount of can- 
celed postage-due stamps (provided for in section 270 of the revised laws and 
regulations, edition of 1879 [section 557], and on postage stamps, official stamps, 
stamped envelopes, tal-cards, and newspaper and periodical stamps can- 
celed on matter actually mailed at their offices, and on amounts received from 
waste paper, dead newspapers, printed matter, and twine sold, at the follow- 
ing rates, namely: On the first $50 or less per quarter, 100 per cent.; on the 
next $100 or less per quarter, 60 per cent.; on the next $200 or less per quarter, 
50 per cent.; and on all the balance, 40 per cent., the same to be ascertained and 
allowed by the Auditor of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department in the set- 
tlement of the accounts of such postmasters upon their sworn quarterly returns: 
Provided, That when the compensation of any postmaster of this class shall 
reach $250 for four consecutive quarters each, exclusive of commissions on money- 
order business, and when the returns to the Auditor for four consecutive quar- 
ters shall show him to be entitled to a compensation in excess of per quar- 
ter, the Auditor shall report such fact to the Postmaster-General, whoshall assign 
the office to its proper class, and fix the salary of the postmaster as provided by 
section I of this act: Provided further, That in no case shall there be allowed to 
any postmaster of this class a compensation greater than $250 in any one of the 
first three quarters of any fiscal year, exclusive of money-order commissions, and 
in the last quarter of each fiscal year there shall be allowed such further sum as 
he may be entitled to under the provisions of this act, not exceeding for the 
whole fiscal year the sum of $1,000, exclusive of money-ordercommissions, (Act 
of March 3, 1883, sec. 2, 22 Stats., 602.) 


- Mr. BINGHAM. With the permission of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, I desire to state that at every fourth-class post-office where the 
business done in the way of cancellation of stamps amounts to $50 a 
year the postmaster gets every cent of that amount, the Government 
up to that point getting no return whatever for all its work in the 
transmission of the mails. 

Mr. McRAE. I would like the gentleman to state whether the post- 
master’s pay, under that law, has any relation to the labor performed 
by him; whether it is not based upon the sales of stamps, which may 
be very small, and upon nothing else. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The compensation is based upon the cancellation 
of stamps, not the sale. 

Mr. MCRAE. Well, cancellatior of stamps; I correct my statement 
in that respect. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The compensation is based upon everything which 
is specified in detail in the statute. 

Mr. MCRAE. But it is not based upon the amount of labor per- 
formed, as the remarks of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY] would lead the House to suppose. The postmaster may open 
and distribute the mails twice a day for six days in the week, and if he 
ouly cancels 10 cents’ worth of stamps his compensation is only 10 cents. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. That might be the fact where there are two daily 
mails, but in many places that is not the case. = 

Mr. McRAE. And in many places it is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Up to$50 a postmaster of the fourth class receives 
compensation equal to the face value of all stamps canceled by him. 

Mr. McRAE. But the compensation is not in proportion to the 
work performed by the officer. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He gets everything up to that amount. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The cancellation of the stamps is the gauge by 
which the labor of the postmaster is determined. 

Mr. MCRAE. Is that a fair gauge? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly itis, just as in the third-class offices the 
sale of stamps is the gauge by which the labor and compensation are 
there determined. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Missouri whether 
or not it is a fact that the principal part of the labor of fourth-class 
postmasters, especially when the office is a distributing office, consists 
in the separation of mail matter which is in the first instance deposited 
at other offices and the stamps canceled there? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam obliged to the gentleman for that sugges- 
tion, because it directs my attention to one provision of this bill which 
I wish to notice. A complaint, which in my opinion has every ele- 
ment of justice, comes from a great many fourth-class offices that have 
during the last fiscal year done separating business,” that is, busi- 
ness not originating at their own offices, but in transit. This bill re- 
lieves that complaint by making an appropriation of $550,000 in ex- 
cess of the appropriation of last year, which will enable the Postmaster- 
General to furnish relief to all these fourth-class postmasters who do 
“separating business.“ 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have not carefully examined that provision of 
the bill, but I wish to know whether the matter of compensation for 
clerk-hire in distributing or separating mail is left discretionary with 
the Post-Office Department, or is it made the duty of the Postmaster- 
— to see that proper compensation is paid at these separating- 
offices ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. It is left discretionary, as it always has been. 
To change the method which has obtained in the Department for years 
past in that respect would of course require some new provision of law. 
And right there, in my opinion, there is necessary a reform contem- 
plated by another bill which has been reported by the Post-Oflice Com- 
mittee, and will be reached in due time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now, if the gentleman will allow me one observa- 
tion in reference to these fourth-class postmasters, I shall not interrupt 
him further. The difficulty in the rural offices of the district which I 
represent is in inducing persons to hold those offices. Men who are 
asked to accept them say that the office involves a responsibility which 
they do not wish to assume for the meager compensation allowed; and 
in my district there have been as many as thirty offices at one time 
which no one could be found to accept, and for which the Post-Office 
Department was unable to find persons who would take the positions, 
the complaint being the insufficiency of the compensation. In conse- 
quence of the inability to induce men to accept the appointments many 
of the offices have been discontinued; and at many placesin my district 
to my personal knowledge the citizens of the neighborhood pay the 

ter a regular compensation for the services he performs. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That may be true 

Mr. TAULBEE. Of course it is true. 

Mr. DOCKERY, No question as to that. But wherever offices have 
been discontinued on that account you will probably find that in every 
instance the community is so sparsely settled that the business of the 
office is necessarily limited. 

Mr. LIND. I wish to ask one question, and I will make it very brief. 
Has it ever come to the knowledge of the gentleman from Missouri that 
one of the principal reasons why the incumbents of these fourth-class 
country offices have so little remuneration is that the farmers as a rule 
mail their letters in the towns and villages to which their business fre- 
quently calls them, and thus the local postmaster is prevented from 
making anything out of the cancellation of the stamps? In view of 
this practice, which can not be prohibited by law, I say that these post- 
masters ought to receive some compensation independent of the caucel- 
lation of stamps. At present in many cases they distr:bate the mails 
for a community, but get no benefit from the cancellation of thestamps 
on the letters which those people mail. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have no doubt that there is force and signifi- 
cance in the observation of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. LIND]; 
but, as a result of the limited investigation I have been able to make 
on this question, I will state that one of the principal reasons for com- 
plaint is the fact that the fourth-class postmasters are compensated on 
the basis of the face value of the stamps they cancel 

Mr. LIND. And in many cases they do not get a chance to cancel 
the stamps. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They get a certain per cent. of the value of the 
canceled stamps, and the reduction of postage from 3 to 2 cents has of 
course operated to decrease their compensation. But I must hasten 
on, and in concluding my observations on this point will simply add 
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that the Post-Office Committee, in connection with the Post-Office De- 


partment, are now endeavoring to mature some legislation that will 
afford relief to this very worthy class of Government employés. 

Mr. Chairman, I regretted to hear the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
PERKINS], in the discussion of this bill, make observations political 
in their bias and ten@ency, and, I may add, sectional in their nature. 
I sincerely regret these observations, because, in my opinion, they do 
injustice both to the gentleman’s head and to his heart. The postal 
laws of the United States are uniform in their operation, and but very 
little discretion is allowed to any officer of the Post-Office Department. 
In the discriminations and distinctions which the gentleman sought to 
find he must have included clerk-hire, for which about $6,000,000 is 
appropriated in this bill; and this is the only item of any moment in 
this bill, carrying $60,000,000, which permits discretion to any officer 
of the Department. When the gentleman from Kansas made his state- 
ments he must have known that the officer who now disburses the ap- 
propriation for clerk-hire is one of the hold-over Republican clerks ot 
the last administration. 

A MEMBER. Turn him ont! [Laughter.] 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are no objections on my part. This fact 
also suggests an error in the views of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. BELDEN]. He seemed to think that the only trouble connected 
with the administration of the Post-Office Department arises from the 

uliar sort of civil-service reform now in vogue. I admire the new- 

rn zeal of the Republican party in behalf of civil-service reform, and 

have only to regret that affection so touchingly tender should have 
not been manifested prior to the 4th of March, 1885. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELDEN] 
further insisted that the great need of the postal service in New York 
was the appointment of letter-carriers, and other émployés, who could 
‘tread and write.“ I do not desire to embarrass the postal service ot 
New York with any such regulation asthat. [Laughter.] Of course 
there would be no trouble from such a provision as applicable to Mis- 
souri, Illinois, Kansas, or the Western States generally; but I do not 
ask any iron-clad restriction that would necessarily embarrass the New 
York postal service, and especially the district from which the gentle- 
man hails. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to be driven into a discussion ot 
‘civil service reform” in this connection, and will leave that question 

with the single observation that I did not favor the civil service law 
when it was enacted under Republican rule, for the reason that I think 
any administration of the Government ought to be in the hands of its 
friends. If that position is obnoxious, as suggested by the remarks or 
the gentleman from Vermont, in his proposition to elect postmasters, 
then, gentlemen, make the most of it. I believe the party in power 
should be responsible to the people, and have the privilege of selecting 
its own agents to conduct the affairs of the Government. 7 

Mr, BINGHAM. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BINGHAM. In view of the gentleman’s utterances, and to 
show that he is in perfect accord with his party, I desire to state that 
every first, second, and third class postmaster appointed by the Presi- 
dent, with the advice and consent of the Senate, has been changed 
with the exception of less than two hundred; and of the fifty-two odd 
thousand fourth-class postmasters in the United States, forty-five thou- 
sand have been changed during the present Administration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam delighted to hear the statement of the gentle- 
man, but can not yield now for a speech. t 

Mr. BINGHAM. Isimply desired to state that the present Admin- 
istration (since the gentleman has seen proper to discuss politics) is 
thoroughly in accord with the sentiments he has just expressed. 

Mr. DOCKERT. The gentleman will bear me witness that I did 
not begin the discussion of politics. I only responded to remarks made 
by other gentlemen. I want to say that the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania can not force me into any position of seeming antagonism to the 
Administration. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is perfectly consistent with his 
utterances, I have no doubt. 8 

Mr. DOCKERY. Our friends are quite right, as suggested by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] in a recent debate. Get your 
laugh in now; but wait until November comes and you will find all the 
wings of fhe Democratic party flapping together, and we will re-elect 
Grover Cleveland President of the United States by an overwhelming 
majority. [Applause. ] 

Mr. KERR. And on his civil-service platform, too? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, I suppose so. [Laughter on the Republican 
side.] There will be no trouble about that, gentlemen, and you can 
make yourselves perfectly content. 

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania well knows that in the con- 
duct of the mail service, especially the railway postal service—and if I 


am not stating the proposition correctly I invite him to challenge the 
statement here and now—it has been essentially a non-partisan service. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is true; but—— . 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam very much obliged tothe gentleman for con- 
firming my statement. ; 

Mr. BINGHAM. But not with reference to the subordinate officials 


of the Department. I was talking to the gentleman in response to his 
suggestion about that particular branch of the service, indicated by 
postmasters of the class I have named. I have invited his attention to 
the number of postmasters that have been removed of the various classes. 
If, however, the gentleman wants to go into the other question of the 
subordinate officials of the Department, I am perfectly willing and 
ready to meet him now or at any other time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I only wanted the gentleman to indorse my state- 
ment, and I hardly think it necessary to pursue the subject further. I 
will not do so except to state that the intent, spirit, and purpose which 
bristles in the observations of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PER- 
KINS] are not, in my judgment, warranted by anything which has 
occurred in the management of the Post-Office Department. I assert 
that there has been no discrimination whatever against the State of 
Kansas in favor of Nebraska. 

Mr. BINGHAM rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, the gentleman has made his statement, and 
I beg to be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman allow me ? 

Mr, DOCKERY. One at a time. I can not yield now, I repeat, 
there has been no discrimination whatever against Kansas. There have 
been complaints, some of them possibly well founded, because that 
young State is striding forward in the march of progress, andis destined 
to become one of the greatest States of the Union; and it is only tobe 
expected, and in fact inevitable, that there should be some complaints 
because of the rapid and unprecedented growth of that section of 
country. 

But when the gentleman intimates that this Administration has been 
sectional in its conduct of the Post-Office Department and has discrim- 
inated in the least against that State or against any State, he does not, 
in my opinion, do justice either to his great ability or to the generous, 
manly impulses which usually control his action. 

The administration of the Post-Office Department has been subjected 
to one criticism by the other side, and that I will not speak of further 
than simply to give it a passing notice. It has been claimed that the 
late Postmaster-General, Mr. Vilas, has gone to the extreme of parsi- 
mony in the conduct of the Department. But, so far as I am advised, 
I do not believe that the statement has any foundation whatever in fact. 

Mr. PERKINS. I gave the figures to substantiate what I said. 

Mr. DOCKERY. But the gentleman can not afford to be unfair in 
the presentation of figures, or in any wise misstate the position of his 
opponents, or seek to put them in an attitude they do not properly 


occupy. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman now allow me to interrupt 
him for a moment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly.. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I simply confined my first inquiry to postmas- 
ters appointed by the President. The gentleman from Missouri has 
called attention to the wise administation by that Department of the 
postal-car clerk system. I wish to impress upon the gentleman that 
he knows that is a classified service running from $800 to $1,400 per 
annum; and I make this response to him with reference to that, that 
every man without a single exception on the probationary roll of that 
service and every man receiving the $800 compensation which comes to 
him after six months’ service has been changed by the Post-Office De- 
partment; every man in the lowest grade, without an exception, has 
been changed; only those men have been retained who have had such 
experience that any administration without regard to partisanship 
could not and would not change that portion of the force; but where 
they dared to do so they have changed the force. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I am sorry to interrupt the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania when he is paying so eloquent a tribute to the civil-service re- 
form policy of the Administration, but I only yielded for a question, 
not a speech. x 
Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman, I presume, did not hear my last 
words, that they had only refrained from changing where they did not 
dare to change. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, let me make this declaration in 
reply to the gentleman, not only as applying to the postal Department, 
but as applying to all others, that there is no duty di by any 
citizen of this Republic that some other citizen can not discharge equally 
as well. [Applause. ] * 

Mr. BINGHAM. After experience he would become qualified. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We will get the experience; you give us the op- 
portunity. [Laughter.] : 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I regret that this debate has drifted away from 
the real question presented to the House for consideration, and that is 
the business proposition of carrying the mails in the est and most 
satisfactory manner to our people. In this connection I ask to indorse 
the statement of the gentleman from Massaehusetts [Mr. LODGE] asit 
relates to the compensation now paid to the railroads of the country, 
and the necessity for its revision. I agree with him fully, and I be- 
lieve every member of the Post-Office Committee agrees with him, that 
some readjustment of the mail pay to railroads should be made and 
made speedily in the interest of both the people and of the Govern- 
ment, 
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And now, Mr. Chairman, I believe I have discussed all the proposi- Mr. PERKINS. Does not the Postmaster-General show in his last 
tions that have been presented by the various gehtlemen who have pre- 


ceded me. The Post-Office Committee have increased the appropria- 
tion for the ensuing fiscal year 84,341, 190.59. They recommend this 
additional sum because the service requires it. The country is grow- 
ing and developing with marvelous rapidity. New lines of railway are 
being projected, and especially ın the West and South, despite some 
adverse influences, are there almost everywhere evidences of thrift and 
enterprise. y 

To keep pace with this spirit of enterprise we are compelled to in- 
crease the appropriations so as to send the mails to our people. I agree 
with what the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] has said. The 
committee haye given the Post-Office Department every dollar they have 
asked, and I concur in the proposition of the gentleman, that the 
House and the country have now aright to hold that Department to a 
proper and eficient administration of the service, And if they do not 
give it, then the Republican party will have the right tocomplain; but, 
sir, they are of such a complaining nature I would not have it under- 
stood that all the complaints they make are well founded. Iam in- 
clined to think that alter November their complaining will inten- 
sify, and that they will, perhaps, not be prepared to render us full jus- 
tice. 


Mr. PETERS. We have been long suffering thus far under your ad- 
ministration. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know you have been suffering! ever since the 
4th of March, 1885 FEAR and there has been a suffering and com- 
plaining spirit all along the line of the Republican party, and accord- 
ing to present indications there is no prospect that that suffering is to 
cease at an early date. 

Mr. PETERS. If the gentleman from Missouri had to make his 
ae by prophecy, it occurs to me he would make a mighty poor 


ving. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will put my giftsin that direction against those 
of the gentleman from Kansus at any time. 

Mr. Chairman, how much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has twelve minutes of his time 
remaining. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I yieldthe twelve minutes remaining to the chair- 
man of the committee [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There have been some criticisms made with refer- 
ence to the mail service in the Northwest and West, especially in Kan- 
sas and Nebraska. There have always been, and always will be, com- 
plaints about the mail service in all the States of this Union under any 
administration. Such complaints are always made by the people with- 
out rd to parties. The truth is the records of the Department 
show that while there are complaints at this time of the service in the 
State of Kansas—lI select that State simply because gentlemen repre- 
senting it on this floor have alluded to it—the fact, I say, is that while 
there are complaints of the service in that State, the complaints are 
not so great as they have been at other times; notso greatas they have 
been during a Republican administration of the Post Office. 

Those complaints were made by Republicans and by Republican 
newspapers, just as at this time there are complaints made in some sec- 
tions of the country by Democrats and by Democratie newspapers. The 
fact is, the public are sensitive in reference to the mail service, and 
their complaints we shall always have with us. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] claims that there has 
been undue advantage given to the South over the section of the country 


in which he lives. Upon that point I shall ask to have inserted in the 


Postmaster-General, in view of a contract to 


RECORD the answer of the Postmaster-General to those complaints, I 
do not care to take the time to have it read now; but, as the question 
has been raised in this discussion, I shall add it as a supplement to my 
remarks. 

Furthermore, the gentleman says, referring to the special facility 
fund, which commences at Springfield and goes down along the Atlantic 
coast to Tampa with a view of connecting into Cuba, and which was sug- 
gested by the Northeastern section of the country—the gentleman says 
that most of that fund is expended in the South. 

I wish to call his attention to page 395 of the last report of the Post- 
master-General in reference to the fast mail from Pittsburgh to Kansas 
City. While the expenditure there was not designated as a special 

ility fund,“ there was a massing of the mails and a reweighing of 

em, which resulted in an increased outlay on the part of the Govern- 
ment to the amount of $250,000—a sum a good deal larger than this 
fund which the gentleman claims has gone principally to the South 
and which was designed to facilitate the transmission of the mails 
through that section of the country, and has done so. 

Mr. PERKINS. I wish to ask the gentleman whether any extra 
compensation was given for the carrying of that mail to Kansas City ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Why, certainly. Under the law the reweighing does 
not necessarily take place more than once every four years; but the 

ive an increased speed 
and greater facilitfes, agreed that those mails should be massed and re- 
weighed, and the result was to take out of the Treasury $250,000 extra 
for that service, making a deficiency this year. 


annual report that no extra compensation is paid for the carrying of the 


fast mails to Kansas City? 

Mr. BLOUNT. No, sir. On thecontrary he shows that extra com- 
pensation was paid in the way I have stated. p 

Mr. PERKINS. The mail was carried; but, jf I recollect right, he 
says explicitly that no extra com ion was paid for the service. 

Mr, BLOUNT. Well, Ihave referred the gentleman to page 395 
of the report, showing the contract that was made, and the gentleman 
can examine it at his leisure. 

Mr. Chairman, that is all I desire to say, and if there is no objection 
I now ask that the general debate be considered as concluded. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The following is the letter of the Postmaster-General referred to in 
Mr. BLount’s remarks: 


Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., March —, 1888. 


Sin: I have received the following resolution adopted by the House of Rep- 
resentatives on the 10th of February, ultimo: 

w „That the Postmaster-General be directed to inquire into and in- 
form the House of Representatives of the cause and foundation of the grievances 
complained of in the subjoined editorial, taken from the Capital, a daily paper 
published at Topeka, Kans., under date of January 11, 1888, and also to inform 
the House whether the alleged complaint prevailing in the West against the 
present unsatisfactory mail service results from the appointment of inexperi- 
enced and incapable employés, or from inadequate and insufficient appropri- 
ations to meet the wants of the Post-Office Department and the needs of the 
people, or whether it results from other causes, and if so, what; and also, that 
the Postmaster-General be directed to further inquire and inform the House of 
Representatives what, if any, improvements or extensions havo been made in 
the mail service of the West during the last three years. 


“THE MAIL SERVICE OF KANSAS, 


Never at any time in the history of Kansas has thero been in the United 
States mail service such an utter disregard of the rights of the people as at this 
time. Notwithstanding the great increase in population, the stupid attempt on 
the of the Administration to make a record for economy has out down 
clerical force necessary to properly distribute the mails at large offices and in 
the mail trains, and it is consequently too small to do the work. ‘Tons of maji 
matter through Kansas on the trains westward that can not be dis d of 
7 the force allowed by the Post-Office Department. The result is that it is car - 
ried past the towns where it belongs and brought back after two ox three days’ 
absence in Colorado and New Mexico. Itis not the fault of the railway clerks, 
8 Department asks of them a task that it is not possible for them to 
perform, 

“The people of Kansas haye been patient and the press has been lenient over 
this Democratic folly. Mails going west are so heavy that men working to the 
extent of their strength, doi more than double duty, can not handle them, 
Appeals to the Department at Washington for adequate belpto take care of this 
important public service are unheeded. The railway mail service through Kan- 
sas has e criminally neglectful, and it is time this attempt of the Demo- 
cratic party to make capita! by a show of false economy should be brought to 
the attention of Congress. In reply to continued appeals for the Department 
to send a man to examine the railway mail service in Kansas an agent came, and 
overlooking the tons of mail that could not be distributed in time to be thrown 
off at the towns where it belonged he succeeded in having two or three clerks 
fined for not having the regulation gold-lace band on their caps, and thus civil- 
rey hh arc am was indorsed and the record of the party for economy main- 


> 


In compliance with said resolution, I respectfully report to the House of Rep- 
resentatives that the subject upon which inquiry and information are directed 
ved my careful consideration. 

d “grievance” referred to in the resolution is that 

“ Notwit nding the great increase in population, the stupid attempt on 
the part of the Administration to make a record for economy has cut down the 
clerical force necessary to properly distribute the mails at offices and in 
the mail trains, and it is consequently too to do the work; [that] tons of 
mail matter through Kansas on the trains westward that can not be dis- 
paea of by the force allowed by the Post-Office Department. The result is that 

t is carried past the towns where it belongs, and brought back after two or three 
days’ absence in Colorado or New Mexico.“ ` 


KANSAS. 


It is alleged that the railway mail service through Kansas has become crimi- 
nally neglectful,” and that appeals to the Department are unheeded, 

Careful inquiry and close examination of the complaints made from time to 
time to tho. Department, or through the several divisions of the railway mail 
service, as to the service in Kansas, and generally in the region: west of the 
Mississippi, fail to disclose tenable ground for the complaint quoted in the 
resolution. In no section of the country embraced in the system of tho rail- 
way mail service has there been, during the past three years, more prompt and 
liberal response on the part of the Department to the needs of the people in re- 
spect of mail service. 

On the 30th of June, 1888, there were 121,032 miles of railroad covered by the 
railway mail service. June 30, 1886, this mileage had increased to 123,933; June 
30; 1887, to 130,049, and on the 31st of January, 1888, to over 136,207 miles; an in- 
crease since June 90, 1885, of 15,175 miles. Of this . ended 
June 30, 1886, 206 miles were added in Kansas. During the year ended June 30, 
1887, Kansas received 1,393.06 miles of new railway mail service; and since that 
date up to January 31, 1888, 1,350.66. s 

The total increase in Kansas alone since June 30, 1855, has been 2,919.72 miles, 
or 19,44 per cent. of the increase of the entire country, and of this, 2,753.72 miles 
have been added in the last nineteen months. 

The establishment of so large an amount of new service over new railroads 
has, of course, rende necessary the appointment and assignment to duty 
thereon of a large number of railway postal clerks or their transfer from other 
lines, or, in many instances, the extension of runs ofthose previously employed 
over new road added to the service. 

The number of railway postal clerks employes in the entire service June 30, 
1885, was 4,387. The number so employed June 30, 1886, was 4,573; June 30, 1887, 
4,851, which had risen on the 3ist January, 1888, to 4,988, making a total increase 
since June 30, 1885, of 601. 

Of the whole increase of 601 in the entire country, 200 clerks have been added 
S the a employed in the seventh division, in which Kansas is situated, since 
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Year ended June 30— 


INEXPERIENCED EMPLOYÉS. 


uiry, I respectfully submit that in no in- 
stance where the specific complaint been brought to the attention of the 
Department from the western divisions of the railway mail service, has incom- 
petency or inexperience of railway postal clerks or clerks in post-offices caused 
any em ent to the service or impairment of its efficiency. 

The results of the tests, by which the efficiency of clerks in the railway mail 


In response to this branch of the i 


These examinations are thorough tests of fitness of a clerk for the discharge 
of his duty, as they fully measure his knowledge, the quickness and accuracy 
of his memory and 5 rapid distribution of mail matter so as to forward 
or dispatch it by the most direct or expeditions route to its destination. They 
are conducted by same excellent method adopted prior to 1855, and the re- 
sults computed and arrived at in the same manner and on the same basis, so 
= the examinations are accurate and infallible comparative tests of efii- 

ency. 


By these it is demonstrated that there is not only a steady improvement in 


the accuracy and competency of the permanent appointees, but that the proba- 
for the past three ve been of a high order of 


dd y 
postal clerks in these divisions have not fallen behind, but kept fully abreast of 


NOVSSURSEBR 


service have been for some years tried and their competency proved, present | the general average, and thattheir of correct work, as to per- 
avery favorable exhibit for the efficiency of the present service. manent and aair! mgm is over 10 — cent. above the . aver - 
The following table gives the average percentage in correctness in ease cram- of the three years en June 39, 1881. is is shown by the following ta- 
inations of railway postal elerks for the past six fiscal years: es compiled from official reports: 
Case examinations of railway pestal clerks during probation, 1882 to 1887, tnciusive, 
[Sixth and seventh divisions only.] 
2 
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453, 398 59,875 | 37,780 | 82.27 134 N. 
Not reported. 
Case cum ina iona of permanent railway postal clerks, 1892 to 1887, inclusive. From the following compilation it will be seen that the principal or 
5 ena ae isi nl post-oftices of Kansas have been dealt with in matter of allow- 
EVE SOE SD visions only.] i ances for clerk-hire, as com with others, in the apportionment of the ap- 
— —,-,- | propriation for that branch of the service. 
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their work to new and shifting conditions, their record for correctness and etli- | Wichita 16,525.76 | 2,500.00 | 2,200.00 32 
ciency becomes quite remarkable. Their service, as well in bulk and volume 21,213.99 | 2,400.00 | 2, 432. 88 4 
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cent. 
of ex- 
Post-offices, ses 
to gross 
receipts, 
Otta padis peices perisai «| 1884 2,125.00 689. 23 33 
2. 100. 00 720. 00 30 
2.200. 00 960. 00 32 
2, 300. 001, 200. 00 33 
Wrandolte. ... . . . .. . 1884 2,275.00 | 798. 00 26 
2, 274.73 947. 00 33 
2,400.00 | 1,332. 62 29 
2, 400.00 | 1. 534. 44 28 


From this table it appears that the allowances for clerk-hire in Kansas have 
not been “cut down,” but for the most part largely increased; and the cause 
for complaint on this score, like those upon the others named in the article 
quoted in the resolution, falls with them, 

In passing, I may say on the general subject of allowances for the expenses 
of post-oftices that the unexampled increase and the continuing increase of busi- 
ness pepan of the country during the three years, which has shown 
itself in almost phenomenal demonstration in parts of the country, has exceeded 
the limit of any estimate by the Congress or by the Department, based as such 
estimates of increase have been on eee history of the country in re- 
spect of this subject. There is undoub need of largely-increased allowances 
at such places, but the want of power and of means to meet it ought not to be 
na ‘eye ect of criticism, 

the 


be boarding | 
ot 


ati 
redecessors, and notabl 


and ee. called for t 
demands, 

I shall haye the honor to submit some further recommendations to the House 
on this suject in another form and in another connection. 


TONS OF MAIL MATTER xor HANDLED, 


The statement is made that— 

“Tons of mail pass through Kansas on the trains westward that can not be 
disposed of by the force allowed by the Post-Office rtment, the result being 
that it is carried by where it belongs and brought back after two or three days 
absence in Colorado and Mexico. Mails going west are so heavy that men work- 
ing to the extent of their strength, doing more than double duty, can not handle 
them. 

A careful examination of the trip reports of the clerks in the seventh division 
for the months of October, November, and mber, 1887, and January and 
February, 1888, shows that this statement is without foundation. No unworked 
Kansas mails were taken into Colorado or New Mexico during the months 
stated, and these being the heaviest months in the year, the assertion can safely 
be made that the charge is unwarranted. Owing to the severity of the winter, 
which was quite beyond the control of the Department, connections both at St. 
Louis and Kansas City have gash ex É been missed, the result being that clerks 
on the next outgoing trains had double mail connections, and occasionally in 
those cases some mail for the towns within 75 or 100 miles of the head of arun 
have been carried by and returned by next train. 

The records of the Kansas City and Pueblo C day line forthe 
months of December and January show that on days during the former 


month, f. e., on the 16th, 18th, 22d, 23d, and 24th, some paper mail was car- 
ried into City, S., and returned by next train, and on December 23the 
night line on the same route carried by 29 sacks of newspapers. On January 


22 the day line took in 10 sacks of unworked newspapers, and these are the only 

. Kansas papers on this, the heaviest route in the State, which have been carried 
as far west as Dodge City, between October land February 27, 1888. It may also 
be stated that during the ae part of January, and before the introduction of 
this resolution, the fact that this unworked mail was carried so far west had 
been brought to the attention of the Department and 1 taken to remedy it 
by having the clerks put to work in the car at Kansas City three hours before 
departure of the train; and since this change has gone into effect no mails have 
been carried by, even where double connections had to be met. 

The records of the Department show that this question of double connections 
had always caused more or less disturbance to the mails, but owing to ste 
which have been within the last year taken to provide double crews for double 
connections, the disturbance has greatly decreased. 


UNHEEDED APPEALS. 


“Appeals to the Department at Washington for adequate help to take care 
of this important service are unheeded.” 

This statement is without foundation, Every call for additional help in any 
part of the service has been promptly investigated, and additional clerks sup- 
plied wherever necessary, Atno time since the inception of the service, as 
shown by the records of this Department, have calls for clerical force been as 
promptly and fully met as during the past year. 


FORMER COMPLAINTS FROM THE SAME SOURCES, 


By the terms of the resolution I am directed to inquire as to the cause and 
foundation of the grievances, ete., contained in the article appended thereto. 

Inthe absence of specific complaint to the Department, or to its officials charged 
with the investigation of amendment of defects in the railway mail service, ex- 
cept in a few instances, and in the course of inquiry, I have consulted the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, upon which a few complaints have lately been spread. 

In the Recorp of January 31 last the following appears: 


“Kansas Crry, Mo., January 25, 1888. 


“Dear Str: Is it possible to bring to bear such pressure, by means of a Sen- 
ate committee on investigation of Western mail service in Missouriand Kansas, 
as will rectify the present demoralized condition of said service? 

“ Our relations to this service are such that we suffer more, perhaps, than any 
other line of business and know more of its delinquencies than those engaged 
in other vocations, 

“I can say, after eighteen years’ continuous labor in this one office, with full 
facilities for learning as to general efficiency of the mail service, that it was 
never so bad nor so badly administered as during the past year, and that the 
tendency at this time is toward a down grade, Can you give this attention and 
bring it before the people in such manner as to lead to a reform? 

“Very respectfully, 
“J, A. MANN, 


“Seerelary and Business Manager Kansas Cily Journal. 
“Hon, P, 5 Eion AS 


Mx 23, 


Complaints from this source, as appear from the files of the Department, were 
quite uent in times past. ; 
On the 28th of August, 1882, the same person wrote as follows: 


“Kansas CITY, Mo., August 28, 1882, 
“Mr, R. W. Camp, 


“ Ohief Head Clerk, R. M. S., Kansas City: 
And can these things be, and not overcome us like a summer cloud?’ 
“Butler, Austin, Warrensburgh, Pleasant Hill packages for news-dealers all 
lost on the 24th and 25th August. 
8 leſt this Krasi in time for the mails; were delivered at the Kansas City 
post-oflice ptly. 
“You wi extend to the United States mail service our unbounded thanks 
that they did not lose the whole d——d mail on that day. 
“ Respectfully, 
“JOURNAL COMPANY, 
“J. A. MANN, Secretary.” 


It appears that these and numerous similar complaints from the same writer 
did not produce -e results, and that he had ceased to be grateful for a 
service that did not lose his entire mail, and in the issue of the Kansas City 
Journal of September 13, 1882, the following appeared: 

“Had the ‘star-route’ trials included investigation of postal matters in this 

on, no one connected with that department of the Government service in 
Missouri or Kansas would have been convicted of ‘expediting’ the mails, what- 
ever other delinquency might have been unearthed. From all quarters come 
complaints of such gross takes, such incompetency, that public protest can 
no longer be avoided. 

„Sample instances can be given like the following: Twelve days elapsed be- 
tween the day of postmark on-a letter mailed within S miles of Kansas City, 
and plainly addressed, before it is delivered to its destination here. Whole 

go wandering about from day to day off their prunes routes, yet no 
penalty or disability attaches to the delinquents. Indeed, the delinquents are 
carefully never found. A package of Journals is placed in the Kansas City post- 
office each morning addressed to a news-dealer, Lathrop, Mo., in ample time for 
the early mail. Here is the record for three consecutive days: That of Septem- 
ber 7, received at Lathrop on morning of the 8th,and were marked, Missent.“ 
“Package of the Sth in some way arrived at Lathrop on the 9th in the even- 
ing. This had been meandering about the country and was returned, marked 
Carried by.“ Package to same address of the 9th was carried past its destina- 
tion and returned same night, but no marks of delinquency on this, for the 
reason, presumably, that getting to its destination only twelve hours late, it was 
thought prompt enough to meet the wants of the most exacting. On a late oc- 
casion the whole of our mails for the line of the Missouri Pacitic Railroad and 
tributaries were missent, as confessed by the post-office officials, but to heal the 
wound thus given we were assured that the Times mail was scattered in like 
manner. 

Upon 3 oe prepreg — 95 s Se ioe complaints rg engle 
papers and pac! , especially cf the wee journal, are so frequent that we 
can not refer to half the cases. These weekly journals are invariably in the 
Kansas City post-office on Wednesday, yet often reach points but50 or 100 miles 
from Kansas City on Friday or even on Saturday. 

“So far as known, though dozens of these complaints have been referred to 
those having charge of mail matters in the past few months, not one case of 
discipline has eventuated, ~ 

There should be some remedy and some indemnity. The Journal within a 
week lost a paying daily subscriber of four years’ standing because he could no 
longer get his paper with either promptness or regularity. Another within a 
few days reported that he got but four papers out of seven the week previous. 
The complaints, we take it, are true representatives of the facts as they are, but 
in the face of it all invariably it results in ‘nobody to blame.’ 

„Publishers usually fear to make any exposure lest in the slam-bang methods 
of handling their mails revenge be taken, parcels burst, and every trivial ad- 
vantage be taken of a moment’s lateness, slight indistinctness of an address, to 
say nothing of intentional abuses of their matter, There are many ways in 
which a complaining publisher can be placed at a disadvantage and the offender 
not be technically amenable. 

“ Here is the occasion for reform, and that reform will be best attained by a 
more careful supervision on the part of superintending oficials, the placing 
a more strictly personal responsibility on employés, anda penalty of suspension 
or dismissal for well-authenticated cases of carelessness or inefficiency.” 


On the 19th of October, 1882, the same writer still further criticises the service : 
“Kansas Crry, Mo., October 19, 1882. 


“Col. E. W. WARFIELD, 
“ Superintendent Seventh Division Railway Mail Service: 


The inclosed tal of F. P. Morlan, postmaster, Dayton, Cass County, Mis- 
souri, refers to a fact from which we made to suffer continually, 

“The pa to which he refers is the Weekly Journal. Now, that edition of 
our paper is in the Kansas vy f post-office every week with rare exception by 
2 p. m. Wednesda Seldom do they get it into the mails until Thursday even- 
ing and oftener Friday morning. There is an inefficiency about getting this 
weekly mail out of this city. ey assume that it don't make any difference 
about when a weekly 2 out; it frequently lays in the Kansas City post-office 
eighteen to thirty-six hours. 

“One pretext is that they have not force enough to work the Journal and Times 
weeklies received on Wednesdays and in time to go outon Thursday morning's 
mails, so take their time to it, and the consequence is that the weeklies of both 
offices go out Friday mornings, or about thirty hours after being received atthe 
Kansas City post-office. 

“Do you think such a state of affairs creditable to a first-class office? 

“Respectfully, 
k “JOURNAL COMPANY, 
“J. A. MANN, Secretary.“ 


Later, on the 5th of November, 1882, the business manager of this same Journal 
sarcastically comments upon the management of the service in these words: 


= “Kansas Crry, Mo., November 5, 1882. 
“Col. E. W. WARFIELD, 


Superintendent Seventh Division, R. M. S., St. Louis, Mo.: 


‘Your report and that of all subordinates for 30th November is remarkably 
clever, stupendously so. Youcanreach a most definite conclusion in reference 
to a matter of which we were, from an accident, painfully aware at the time. 
If you could be half as expert in finding out why all that part of our mails on 
the next day—when we were on time—including the entire lists for subscribers 
and dealers west of Harrisonville on the Missouri Pacific, including such points 
as Paola, Ottawa, Burlington, Emporia. All were missed, and from that day to 
this have missed about every other day. 

“There is a nut for you to crack, and we may say your report is anxiously 
looked for. Here's a ce to do some work that will be of value. 


z “ JOURNAL COMPANY, 
Yiz; , Secretary.” 


t 
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Again, on the 7th December, 1882, he again found it necessary to make public 
et as follows: 

25 St. Joseph Gazette complains that the Kansas City oe quite often 
do not reach there until they are twenty-four hours old. ecan return the 
compliment. Only yesterday the St. Joseph papers were delivered to us thirty 
hours after their publication. Of course, there is not excuse for this save the 
carelessness or inefficiency of the men who handle the mail on the cars. They 
often carry papers and letters past their destination and deliver them on their 
return trip. If there is too much mail matter for one agent to handle, the De- 
partment should furnish an assistant. If there is only work for one, and the 
agent fails to perform his duty, he should be dismissed. That is all there is to 
it. 15 is the people who pay for mail service, and they are entitled to prompt 

ce. 


se. 5 
Still failing to secure as efficient service as he deemed desirable, the same 
journal of the 27th February, 1883, contained the following editorial, from which 
t appears, according to this authority, that the railway-mail service had then 
degenerated into a nuisance : 

The mail service in the matter of the delivery of the Kansas City dailies in 
this city is a double-distilled nuisance. More disappointment, and consequent 
profan T is directly chargeable to the slip-shod manner in which these dxilies 
are not delivered here than to all other irritating influences combined. In the 
first place with the laudable purpose of giving us the advantage of the earlier 
time schedule of train arrivals on the Missouri Pacific, the chief postal clerk ar- 
ranged to send the Kansas City dailies over that route, but after some months 
of vexation and bother we have failed to perceive any improvement. In the 
first place a good portion of the time the Missouri Pacifictrain is late, sometimes 
not arriving until after the Santa Fé express, and quite as frequently the puck- 
ages of papers are non est when it does getin. And not infrequently neither 
road brings the packages, as witness yesterday, when the Kansas City papers 
failed to come at all. Nobody seems to know who or what is to blame, and we 
would gently suggest to the newspaper managers at Kawsmouth the propriety 
of a thorough investigation.’ 

The Kansas City dailies failed to arrive on the Missouri Pacific yesterday. 
Newsmen are seriously considering the policy of discontinuing the purchase of 
these papers, as under present circumstanceg they generally remain on their 
hands, A little bit of business enterprise manifested on the part of the man- 
agement at Kansas City, it seems to us, might easily regulate this matter. Our 

le 8 not desperately anxious to pay for old back numbers. of Kawsmouth 
journa! 

We reluctantly republish the above article. taken from the editorial columns 
of the Ottawa (Kans.) Republican. Every effort that the managers of the news- 
Papers at Kansas City could possibly exert has been put forth to secure to our 
patrons a prompt, faithful, and regular service of the Kansas City papers at all 
the points lying along the Missouri Pacific Railroad, trains over which leave 
this city at 4. 15 a. m. We have 8 to the chief clerk of the mail service, 
and he has devoted much time and pains to remedy this evil, but without much 
success. We are told that when the train by accident gets off late from 
City the train from Holden, which crosses this early train at Harrisonville, pulls 
out even when the Kansas City train is in sight, leaving all the mails for Osa- 
watomie, Ottawa, and the towns along the line behind for a day. 

“ We have aided in having an application filed with the chief officer of the 
Missouri Pacific Railroad Company in St. Louis, setting forth our trials and de- 
lays and asking aid. The results are not yet apparent. 

“Atthe beginning of the dispatch of the new Texas express’ from this city 
we made great efforts to p our paper in the new field. In thirty days the 
complaints of delays of an entire aay were so frequent that 60 per cent. of the 
mail at first sent out was turned back upon the old routes, which do not leave 
the city until four or five hours later in the morning, while new subscribers 
rapidly disappeared because they could not get their papers regularly. 

From every source in Kansas where the Missouri Pacific extends there comes 
bitter complaints of the mails, Late, late, always late, from one to twenty-four 
hours. We have hitherto borne this annoyance and positive loss—for it is a se- 
rious loss to the Kansas City morning papers—withont public complaint; but 
when our pons take up the cry and charge the fault at our doors we must 
state the facts in self-defense, if nothing more. The one thing which would 
make our hearts glad and our patrons happy would be s regular mail service 
song ihe line on this road which could be run on time for thirty consecutive 

8. 

ne above complaints are certainly quite as bitter in tone and more specific 
in detail than any now appearing. They warrant at least the conclusion that 
censure of the mail service isnot a new topic for editorial writing in that region 
of the country, 


COMPLAINTS INVESTIGATED, 


On the 31st of January last the following was spread upon the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of that date at page 828, being a quotation from the Abilene (Kansas) 

jazette: 

The time has come, in fact it came long ago, for the United Saates Posta lau- 
thorities to do something for the Western mailservice. Wedo not know whether 
the rank service which we have been receiving is due to incompetency or lack 
of sufficient help; but one thing we do know, and that is it is about as weak 
as the pacer are going to stand by and accept without kicking vigorously. 
Day after 1 week in and week out, this office has received numerous and re- 
peated complaints of failure to receive papers. We have traced the matter down 
and find it is due to the rotten mail service. We are possessed of ordinary Bos 
tience; but the time has gone by for us longer to remain silent. Yesterday 
morning at 3,30 the greatest outrage that has ever been perpetrated upon a dailx 
newspsper in Kansas since the State was admitted into the Union was served 


Statement showing increase or decrease in the railroad service in the Western Stales and Territories, 


the Gazette bythe route agent who worked the mail going weston train No. 203, 
8 gh ignorance, drunkenness, imbecility, or maliciousness, we know 
not w 5 s 

The grounds for this complaint were at the time promptly investigated, and it 
was ascertained that the refusal to receive the matter referred to was that the 
clerk had acted in conformity with the laws and regulations, as the matter was 
noe 5 ed by a proper certificate of the postmaster that the postage had 

n prepaid. 

Complaint was made by the Omaha Republican of the inefficiency of the mail 
service in Nebraska. A full investigation demonstrated the fact that the errors 
complained of were not chargeable to the postal service, but rested solely in the 
oftice of the paper whose publisher made complaint. 

As an illustration of the inconsiderate nature of the attacks made upon the 
mail service, the following, recently published editorially in the Western School 
Journal, at Topeka, S., may be cited: 

“When the mail was carried in a lumbering stage-coach and distributed once 
or twice a month, people were confident that it would some time reach its des- 
tination. To-day all is uncertainty; mail may and it may rot reach the parties 
for whom it was intended. Subscribers have written us concerning their sub- 
scriptions, their letters were promptly answered, and in a few days they came 
back to us marked “ Returned to Writer.“ The only way we can reach people 
in such cases is to write to the county superintendent and request him to deliver 
our letters. If there isa business or newspaper man in the State who has not 
92 — to deplore the wretched condition of our mail service we would like 
to know it. 4 

Upon the publication of this complaint the superintendent of the seventh divis- 
ion, under the general instructions of this Department to all division superin- 
tendents to promptly investigate the subject of any complaints in their respect- 
ive divisions and report, requested the publisher to furnish specifie grounds of 
ee that the defects in the mail service with respect to his publication 
might be traced out and amended. The publisher furnished sixty cases orar 
leged failure of subscribers to receive the paper. All these were carefully 
vestigated, and the report thereon proves that with two or three exceptions of 
failure or delay in receiving copies the complaints were groundless. The fail- 
ures in the residue of the cases, where any were found, resulted from removal 
of subscribers from one office to another, or from misdirection in address, or 
other mistake of the publisher. 

The same publisher also submitted, to substantiate his complaints, thirteen 
cases in which letters Gol rene anced been sent out by him and returned 
marked Returned to ter.“ In every case it was found upon examination 
that the letters or cards had been returned because unclaimed, and that in not 
one was the postal service in fault. 

THE STAR-ROUTE SERVICE IN KANSAS. 

Turning now to the star-route service in Kansas, there has been a decrease in 
the routes of this class of service of 1,548 miles since 1884. For this number of 
miles taken off, nearly 3,000 miles of railroad service have been added, and 
there are 9,217 25 miles of mail routes in this State. In 1884 there were 10,566 
miles of star routes and an annual travel of 3,590,428 miles. On June 30, 1837, 
there was an annual travel, on 1,548 miles less of routes, of 3,220,558.50. The 
mileage by star routes is nearly the same as in 1884, but the miles of railroad 
service traveled annually in that State have swelled from 4,919,265 in 1884 to 
5,882,086.75 in 1887. 

THE INCREASE OF THE RATLWAY MAIL SERVICE IN THE WESTERN STATES AND 
TERRITORIES. 

The following table presents the increase in the railroad service in the West- 
ern States and Territories and in expenditure therefor during the past three 
years: 


Statement showing the number of routes established and discontinued in 


ane pes and Territories named below for the period from July 1, 1836, to January 
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_ Slatement showing increase or decrease in the railroad service in the Western Stales and Territories, Texas to California, inclusive, eto. Continued. 
LENGTH OF ROUTES. 


U June 30, 1886, to June 30, 1887, to | Increase, 
June 30, June 30, 1387. January 31, 1888. *. — 


Annual rate of expenditure. 


June 30. 1885, to June June 30, 1896, to June 
30, 1888. 30, 1887. 


States. 


‘Texas 
Indian Territory. 
Kansas 


Number of miles traveled per annum. 


0 | | 
June 30, 1885, to June 30,1836, to June June 30, 1885, to June 
June 30, 1880. 20, 1887. | 30, 1887. 


Increase, 


570,933, 374, 638:3, 851, 


374, 638 149, 


682.5: 
237. 


* This decrease is owing to a reduction on the Union Pacific Railway—Kan- 
sas City to Denver, 639.82 miles—from fourteen to six trips a week, making a 
reduction of 532,330 miles on that route, Au increase of 188,146 miles on the 
residue of the service in Kansas leaves a net decrease of 344,184 miles. 

Since January 31. 1888, there has been ordered 554.17 miles of railroad service 
in Kansas. and 203.39 miles in Nebraska. > 

ALLEGED DISCRIMINATION AGAINST THE SIXTH AND SEVENTH DIVISIONS. 


Within the direction of the resolution to report as to com nts, it becomes 
my duty to notice certain statements recently made upon the floor of the Sen- 
ate, and hence appearing in the ConGressionaL RECORD, I find it there stated 
in substance that there has been unfair discrimination against the sixth and 

nth divisions, and that tle increase there made in facilities, in post-offices, 
9 ins and railway postal clerks, has been inadequate to the needs of that 
ong opie Foti ba and rous section,” and the fanit for this state of things 
is laid at the door of the Post-Office Department. 
The effort has been made to prove by the statistics of mail matter handled 
that the railway postal clerks in these two divisions named are overworked and 


June 30, 1887, to Jan- 
unary 31, 1 


June 30, 1885, to Jan- 
wary 31, 1888. 


“| “at, 608.01 "| 
42, 443. 55 


required to handle more matter than in the other divisions; and from these sta- 
tistics the deduction is drawn thata much larger number of clerks should be 
empress on the lines in these divisions, 

he ingorrectness of this deduction to show deterioration of service at the 
present time, or an inferior service to that heretofore furnished, or that clerks 
are overworked in these two divisions, is made manifest by a comparison of 
the same kind of work for the last four years. 


Pieces of mail handled by railway postal clerks. 
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1884. 4, 697,326 798 390 173 | 1,172,579 | 1, 

185... 28 era S77 2.25111 Fro Ges, 008 1208913 Lipo ore Tous 1 
1886......| 5, 345, 846, O44 1. 070. 420, 505 | 842,743, 544 | 1,295,649 J. 178, 998 | 1,532, 261 
1887. 5, 881, 34, O57 [1, 194, 704, 246 | 940,003,613 | 1,328,956 | 1,226,596 | 1, 482, 656 


According to the above table it appears that the average per clerk of pieces of 
all kinds of mail matter handled for the sixth and seventh divisions, aung 
the years 1834 and 1885, was 1,396,497, while the general average number oi 
pieces handled by clerks in the service for the same period was 1,258,043, This 
was an average per clerk, for each of the sixth and seventh divisions, of 138,454 
pieces over the general average; while for the years 1856 and 1887 the average 
per clerk in the entire service was 1,812,302 pieces, and for the sixth and seventh 
divisions 1,355,128, thus demonstrating that the difference of 138,454 pieces per 
clerk between the sixth and seventh divisions and the general average of the 
entire service has been decreased to 43,826, drawing them closer to the general 
average by 94,628 pieces. 

It is thereby conclusively shown, so far as these statistics are of value, that 
each clerk in these two divisions was ay bears to do more work, as compared 
with other divisions, and more work, in „in lest and 1885 than in 1886 and 
1887; and that the burden put * him in the last two years is less than he 
was required to bear in 1881 and 1885. 

In the showing of the total pieces of ordinary mail handled during the fis- 
cal year ended June 30, 1886, by clerks in the sixth and seventh divisions, 
lately printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of the 29th of February, 1883 
(page 1605), a mistake is mado in stating that 1,923.501,190 pieces were handled 
by clerks in those divisions, and the clerks in all other divisions combined 

406,000,285. The statement should be: Pieces of ordinary mail handied by 
clerks in the sixth and seventh divisions, 1,913,521,190, and total pieces of ordi- 
nary mail handled by clerks in other divisions, 3,416,000,285. Taking 10,000,000 
pieces from clerks in the several divisions and adding them to clerks in the sixth 
and seventh divisions affects the averages very materially; therefore the per 
centages there given are worthless. 
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The statement here following shows the total of o man handled | result being that the average pieces handled by this line, as shown inthe aboye 
in each of the divisions for the fiscal years ending June 30, 1884. 1885, 1886, and | tables, is considerably less than in the seventh division, while the men con- 
1887, and also in another le the number of clerks and the average number of | n with the service all admit that more pieces per distributer are handled 

ed by each clerk in the several divisions. This shows that on that line than, 32 any other in the country. 

sixth division the average of pieces handled by each clerk is below the average These statisties, however, are of little value as a basis to determine the ques- 

handled per clerk in all the divisions. < tion of discrimination between the several divisions, as several other conditions 
must be considered. Á 

N In the New England and other Eastern and Central States are many short 
General erage | routes where clerks run but 50, 60, to 80 miles perday, and naturally the average | 

average of clerks | number of pieces handled by these clerks is lower than is that on any of the 

Year, all clerks in sixth di- through lines or those more important. This would largely account for the dif- 

at work on ion. ference; but another reason is found, namely, that most ofthe mail for these 

ines. States in the Western divisions if separated before it reaches those divisions, and 

most of it handled by them merely local, where but few separations are needed, 

and a clerk can handle more than where there is separating for an entire State. 

1,266,173 | 1,172,579 | The ninth division, which embraces the State of Michigan (except the Upper 

1,249,918 | 1,159,576 | Peninsula) and the fast mail between New York and Chicago, made the high- 

12%, 1,175, 993 | est average of any division in the service. 
1, 328, 956 1, 226,596 


Pieces of ordinary and 
registered matter han- 
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Third division... 
Fourth division 


Ninth division. 


Total pieces han- | l 
e ee S 4,964, 673, 577 5 48 546, O44 Panne 
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Number of clerks and average number of pieces handled. 


CLOSED-POUCH SERVICE, 


It has also been argued in the Senate “that in the matter of closed pouches 
handled daily” for the same period (1887) the clerks in the sixth and seventh 
Scan handled 2,895, as against 2,780 in all other divisions except the firstand 
second. 

I respectfully intimate that this argument is fallacious, when I state the fact 
thet railway al clerks do not handie closed pouches. The or ye paa 
service is performed on railroads where railway postal clerks are not employed 
and the pouches are handled by railroad employés. * 

Complaint has been made in the Senate, as appears from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, that the increase of railway postal clerks in the sixth and sevouth di- 
visions has not kept pace with the relative increase of mileage of new roads on 
which service has n placed, and that had these divisions received a quota of 
clerks proportionate to their increase in mileage they would have been assigned 
700 clerks instead of 228, 

The reasoning is specious which reaches such a conclusion from such premi- 
ses, illustrating the danger of drawing conciusions from statistics without re- 
gard to qualifying conditions. 3 

8 force in the railway mail service can not be assigned upon the basis 
of mileage. 

‘The proportion of clerks must be greatest where the mails are heaviest and 
among the dense populations where post-offices are most frequent upon the 
routes. For instance, on the New York and Chicago railway post-office, 983 
miles long, there are employed 316 clerks, or 1 clerk for every 3 miles of road; 
while on the Omaba and Ogden, the heaviest line running through Nebraska, 
1,035 miles Jong, are required but 39 clerks, or 1 to every 30 miles, Were the 
two lines furnished the same working force, or a force on the mileage basis, at 
least 250 clerks on the latter road would be constantly idle. 

‘the older and more thickly-settled portions of the country send more mail 
to the newer districts than they receive in return; therefore more clerks are 
required to handle this concentrated volume of outgoing mail than are required 
on Western lines. 


Fiscal year ended June 30— This one reason will show that the theory of distribution of clerks upon the 
basis of road mileage-is not tenable, and it is especially so in the far Western 
States on account of the well-known fact that they traverse vast plains and 
1834. 1585. 1836. 1887. mountain regions where there are few settlements, and therefore it is very sel- 
| y j ~ om that more than one clerk is required, or can be employed, to a car, where 
— ¼ʃ—ͥ——2— —¼— in the older and thiekly- settled States from two to twelve clerks are needed to 
perform the service. a 8 
398 $57 360 | 3 A few pane may be weg at ee nag age free of 3 Salomen For ae 

stance, on the Manitoba road, in ota, the tance between Towner an 
1,140,629 | 1,118,743 | 1,219,928 | 1,253,565 | Minot is 46 miles, there being no intervening post-oftices; between Minot and 
488 824 537 555 8 120 „FFF 5 e 3 

Creek Agency, 60 miles; Pop ney to Wo oin m ; WO 
-| 1,113,689 | 1, 170,034 | 1,244,940 | 1,329,170 | Point to Fort Assinaboine, 210 miles; Port Assinabolaste Fare Benton, 72 miles, 
A case in point may be cited in Nebraska, where the Burlington and Missouri 
198 230 239 244 | River Railroad has built an extension from Anselmo to Whitman, a distance of 

1,146, 645 | 1,152,396 | 1,125,570 | 1,239,107 | 99 miles, without an intervening post-office. ; 
219 207 263 313 e e ee WHR gaY be Aa = that a the 21 Keano, banding, 1 70 
uthern Kansas to Pueblo, Colo., where there are but vi ew o % 

1,435,029 | 1,896,169 | 1,445,400 | 1,345,453 | the Kansas Division of the Union Pacific Railroad between Weskan, in Wallace 
2 z County, Kansas, and Denver, Colo. The distance between Weskan, Kans., and 
638 655 717 | 745 | Cheyenne, Wyo., is SL miles; Cheyenne to Kit Carson, 25 miles; Kit Carson to 
1,234,331 | 1,283,680 | 1,301,411 | 1,376,919 Hugo, 474 miles, ete.; but perhaps more to the Polat than any other line, as it 
affects the statistics under review, is that of the lines built lastsummer through 
. 776 860 913 974 | Indian Territory: that of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fé, between Arkan- 
ao an „| 1,172,579 | 1,159,576 | 1,178,993 1. 228, 586 sas City, Kans. and Steet ae T., a e 8 of lal niles, without an —.— 

a vening ; yet the service on ne was needed for the purpose o 
Number of clerks. : 439 502 550 634 expediting through mails between Kansas and Texas. Or,to reach the same 
Pieces ... „| 1,708,690 | 1,545,147 | 1,532,261 | 1,452,656 | conclusion in a different form, the Postmaster-General’s report for 1887 shows 
Eighth divis = that on June 30, 1887, there were 14. 50.5 miles of railroad in the United States on 
Number of clerks. 107 | 152 118 126 | which closed-pouch service was being performed without the aid of accompany- 
Pieces s., ...... 1,236,166 | 1,288,008 | 1,484,873 | 1,441,089 | ing clerks, and of this amount the sah and sevenih divisions had 5,667, or over 
Ninth division: a 39 percent. of the wole. This is about the same percentage as in 1885 and 1886. 
Number of cierks. : 1 ee -429 448| A few years ago, when there were but few leading railroad centers west of 
Pieces ... -| 1,271,566 | 1,215,606 | 1,303,813 | 1,390,279 | Chicago, it was not n. to separate the mails for the Western States until 
General average of all clerks at they reached the Mississippi River, but owing to the recent progress it was 
work on lines. found that the mails for certain localities might be advanced by sending them 
Number of clerks. at 78.588 | 3,972 4,126 4,403 | over one of several roads, and to take advantage of this it was necessary to have 
Pieces ..... ar 1,266,173 | 1,249,918 | 1,295,649 | 1,323,956 | the mails separated as far east as possible, and to meet this growing want the 


Certainly these tables show that the clerks in the sixth division are not (on 
the basis of pieces of mail handled) taxed beyond thatof clerks in other divis- 
ions. The seventh division has for each of the four years named been consid- 
erably above the average. In 1884, the general average being 1,266,173, the sev- 
enth division averaged 1,708,690, In I the 
the seventh division averaged 1,545,147. In 1886 the general average was 1,295,- 
649, while the seventh division averaged 1.532.201; and for the year 1887 the 
general average was 1,328,956 while the seventh division averaged 1,482,656. 

It will thus be seen that instead of the clerks in the seventh division being 
overtaxed in 18. as compared with other divisions, the discrimination was 
much less than it had been for any of the years under review. But this basis 
of measuring the work of clerks is unfair. Some divisions have short lines, 
where clerks travel but 60 or 90 miles and work nothing but local mail, and 
their | would tend to bring down the general average of that division. 
And it should also be borne in mind that on the heavier lines, where most of 
the mail is handled, there are employed helpers, who do not distribute. but 
merely act as assistants to the distributing clerks, bringing in the mail 
and setting it upon the table ready for distribution. 

It must be admitted by any one informed, or at all familiar with the service, 
that few lines inthe West are go heavy that helpers are needed; therefore, 
the percentage of distributers to elerks employed is much larger than it is in 
some of the other divisions where theso men are en . As, for instance, in 
the ninth division, which embraces the heavy mail line between New York and 
Chicago, more helpers are needed than on any other line in the country, the 


ral average was 1,249,918, while 


para 
lines east of St. Louis and Chicago were strengthened up so asto have the mails 
for Iowa, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, and Texas sepa- 
rated before reaching the Mississippi River, and so well was this policy found 
to work that it has been contin with advantage to the service. 
This, with the explanation above given of the mileage basis, and the averago 
handling of mail matter per clerk, shows the fallaciousness of the argument 
urged to prove unjust discrimination against the sixth and seventh divisions, 
NEBRASKA, . 
The mail service in Nebraska has been the subject of animadversion in some 
of the journals of that State and on the floor of the Senate. 
The following recently appeared in a Nebraska newspaper and was sent to the 
Department: 
Senator MANDERSON, of Nebraska, in speaking on Senator PALMER’s resolu- 
tion calling upon the Post-Office Committee of the Senate to investigate the defi- 
ciencies of the railway mail service in the West and South, called attention tothe 
defective character of the service throughout Nebraska. Ile said there had been 
1,100 miles of railroad built during the last year in the State, and that along 
these lines new communities have sprung into life, and thatthriving towns are 
dependent upon postal facilities for their well-being. He was in daily receipt 
of letters complaining of the imperfect service both on railroads and at local 
places, especially at distributing points. Not only the press of the country, but 
tizensin all branches of occupation were clamoring for u remedy of the evils. 


“Let our citizens now stering from mail inconvenience write to our 
resentatives and Senators In Congress and request them to use their influence 
in securing a railway mail service for ourselves in common with thousands of 
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others along the line of the B. and M. (Burlington and Missouri River) from 
Curtis, Nebr., to Cheyenne, Wyo. If the people interested do not at once move 
in this matter and let the powers that be at Washington know there is some one 
in this country we will be a year hence, Micawber-like, waiting for something 
to turn up with our weekly mail from Sterling. A numberof zed towns 
in Nebraska are in that condition to-day, With railroad facilities for more than 
a year past a ge a weekly mail by the grace of the great and benevolent 
Government of the United States.” 

The following statement of facts, accompanied by the correspondence, will 
show the ee of the specitic complaint here made: 

Effort had long previously been made by the Department to establish service 
on the railroad therein designated, and when this complaint appeared the mat- 
ter was referred to the division superintendent at Chicago to ascertain the cause 
of delay. On February l4, instant, the superintendent replied ; 

“The B. & M. Co. is entirely responsible for the delay in recommendation for 
service on the road between Grant, Nebr., and Cheyenne, Wyo.,as we have 
written them several times for diagrams and information concerning the road, 
and have been informed that the same would be furnished as soon as possible, 
We have written the general manager again to-day.” 

On the 18th of February, instant, the general manager writes: 

“ Referring to your telegram to-day in regard to information requested some 
time ago, relative to proposed route from Grant to Cheyenne: 

“This matter has been at a standstill, owing to the fact that our stations up 
there are few and far apart, and we deemed it advisable to wait till a better 
showing could be made before completing the distance circular for officials at 
Washington and furnishing similar data asked for by you. 

“We will endeavor toget things in shape before long, and you may rest as- 
sured there will be no unnecessary delay in the matter.“ 

From the aboye it will be seen that the Department had done its utmost to 
establish the service on this road, but that the railroad company, for reasons of 
its own, not desiring to take up the service at that time, had neglected to in- 
form the Department as to the necessary data, or to signify its readiness to per- 
form the service. 

s instance aptly illustrates the criticisms which are often made in regard 
to the establishment of new service. As soon as application is made, or a line 
of road approaches completion, it is the due course of business for the Depart- 
ment to send to the ig 88 officer of the railroad company a request for neces- 
sary information as to distance, statistics, trips, time-tables, ete., to the end that 
an order may be intelligently made for placing the service thereon. 

During the interval between the application and the action of the company 
muuvin its readiness to take up the service, the community along the new line 
of road suffer some inconvenience from delays for which the Department is not 
in fault. Complaints thus arising are as the basis of indiscriminate cen- 
sure of the service and always have been. There is nothing new in con- 
nection with such complaints except in the use to which they have been put, 

CONCLUSION, 

From a careful examination of the reports touching the Railway Mail Serv- 
ice; upon the testimony of those connected with it for many years and familiar 
with 11 growth and workings; in view of the general satisfaction expressed 
with it by the people of all sections; from the diminishing number of com- 
plaints made in respect to it, no less than upon the statistical demonstration 
made asa part of the system and as a gauge of its efficiency, I unhesitatingly as- 
sert that the entire mail service, not only in Kansas but throughout the entire 
West and the whole field of its operations, is in better and more efficient condi- 
tion at the present time it has ever been before. 


Very respectfully, 
= DON M. DICKINSON, 
Postmaster-General. 
Ion. Joux G. CARLISLE, 
Spexker House of Representatives. 


Mr. BLOUNT. I now ask unanimous consent that the first reading 
of the bill be dispensed with. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill by sections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For light, ren, and fuel to post-offices of the third class, $550,607. 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out lines 24 and 25, the paragraph just 
read, 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word about 
that. As I understand it, this provision proposes a large increase of 
expenditure for the benefit of a small number of postmasters; small, 
I mean, compared with the total number. Iknow it has been claimed 
at several conventions that this is a proper increase, and I believe we 
have all been deluged with letters on the subject. 

Of course gentlemen understand that during al] these years these 
third-class postmasters have held these offices without any increased 
compensation; and I suspect most of the gentlemen on the other side 
understand that, notwithstanding this great demand for an increase, 
in every instance where one third-class postmaster has been appointed 
there have been a dozen people anxious to be appointed; and I suspect, 
further, that our friends are not quite so happy and peaceful about the 
appointment of the successful ones and the failure of the unsuccessful 
ones as they pretend to be. But, however that may be, I was some» 
what amused to hear the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] say 
that the trouble all came from the large surplus in the Treasury, and 
that you could not have an economical and honest conduct of the Gov- 
ernment with a surplus in the Treasury. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] the other day said here 
in the presence of the Baptist brethren, and called on them to witness, 
that it would be as easy to run a powder-house in hell” as to have 
an honest and economical administration of the Government with a large 
surplus in the Treasury. And now to-day comes the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] with this same excuse of the surplus, and 
propor to increase these salaries to an amount of over half a million 

ollars. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], too, rises here to-day and 
proposes other legislation in connection with this bill which will neceg- 
sitate another large expenditure, and he criticises the gentleman fromt 
Georgia, the chairman of the committee [Mr. BLOUNT], because that 
proposed legislation of his is not in a more forward state. So that 


when the ordinary Democrat gets up here and begins to talk about the 
surplus and about it being impossible to run the Government econom- 
ically with a Jarge surplus in the Treasury, we are to understand that 
he is getting ready to roll up his sleeves and run his hand into the 
Treasury and pull some of the surplus out for the benefit of his party 
friends, [Laughter.] Now, gentlemen, I do not think that you are 
boa to do all these things just on account of the surplus, [Laugh- 

r. 

We might continue to buy bonds, and we had better buy bonds even 
at the present premium than expend money on salaries which perhaps 
taay be of doubtful propriety. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman object to that item? 

Mr. CANNON. I doubtits propriety. It may be that in some few 
instances there ought to be additional compensation. in cases of this 
kind; but during all the years of the past the tendency has been to cut 
down rather than increase appropriations in this respect. Now you 
make an increase. If you are determined to make these increases (you 
are responsible for them, and I suppose you are willing to bear the re- 
sponsibility), at least be consistent aud quit prating about economy,“ 
and when you take money from the Treasury quit giving the excuse 
that the surplus makes you feel wicked and extravagant. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Ido not care to enter into any political discussion 
on this matter. I have already stated reasons which I regard as sufti- 
cient to justify the insertion of this item by the committee. But my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] remarks that for the first time there 
is a proposition here to make allowance for rent, light, and fuel at third- 
class post-oflices. 

Mr. CANNON. 
understand. 

Mr. BLOUNT. In the Forty-eighth Congress, when we had a Re- 
publican administration, and when the gentleman from Illinois was on 
the committee, a provision was put in the Post-Office appropriation bill 
authorizing the allowance for light, rent, and fuel to third-class post- 
masters; but the language was unfortunate, and it applied to one year 
only. But the Department was authorized to use funds for that pur- 
pose, and some contracts were made and some rent allowed. This is 
all I desire to say in reply to the gentleman. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Theaction of which the gentleman speaks, as I recol- 
lect, was action taken not by the committee which prepared the bill, 
but in the House, by way of amendment; and that proposition bore no 


This is the first appropriation of this kind, as I 


appropriation. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Iftheaction was taken in the House, could not the 
gentleman have prevented it by a point of order? e 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, I do not recollect the particular circumstances; 
but if the proposition was adopted in the House and was subject to a 
point of order, I certainly would have made the point if present. But 
I call the gentleman’s attention to the fact that that proposition bore 
no appropriation; and even if the gentleman’s statement is correct, it 
furnishes no excuse for this extravagant proposition. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Nor did I give it in that way, but simply in reply 
to the gentleman’s statement that this had never been done before. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON | has expired. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
The gentleman says that the provision to which I referred carried no 
appropriation. I reply, it was provided that part of the appropria- 
tion made in the bill might be used for that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. Was it so used? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Some of it was. There are some contracts in ex- 
istence now. 

Mr. CANNON, When did it go into effect? 

Mr. BLOUNT. It went into effect during a Republican administra- 
tion, during the Forty-eighth Congress. 

Mr. CANNON. Who offered the amendment? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Oh, I do not remember that. ‘The way in which it 
happened to be brought to my mind was that the matter was investi- 
gated to see whether the language of that provision would apply gen- 
erally, or was confined to that particular year. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam told by a gentleman whose recollection is clear 
upon the matter that the provision to which the gentleman refers was 
made at the second session of the Forty-eighth Congress, and went into 
effect substantially, so far as it had any effect, with the commencement of 
this Administration. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It was passed the year before, when you did not 
know who would have control of the administration. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, no; it was at the second session of the Forty- 
eighth Congress. The provision, imperfect as it was, was adopted alter 
the election of President Cleveland. But let that matter be as it may, 
I say to the gentlemen on the other side, do right about this matter. 
This item carries an appropriation of more than $600,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Broun] will be considered as withdrawn. The 

uestion is on the amendment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa 

Mr. KERR] to strike out the line last read. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
After line 25 of the bill, add the following : 


That there shall be allowed and pee to each postmaster of the fourth class 
2 for each quarter, in addition to the compensation allowed under existing 
W. 


Mr. BLOUNT. Iraise the point that this is new legislation and out 
of order on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. KERR. I hope the gentleman will not press that point of order. 

Mr, BLOUNT. There are several propositions which have been re- 
ferred by the House to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads for our consideration, with the view of having our conclusions 
reported to the House. Under the circumstances, I deem it my duty 
to raise the question of order that this amendment is legislation on au 
appropriation bill, and is contrary to the rules of the House. I think 
the rule on this subject was wisely adopted. It has a history here in 
connection with our legislation on appropriation bills. So far as I am 
concerned, I propose to enforce what I believe to be a wise rule not 
only in reference to this matter, but all along the line. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr, MCRAE] 
desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, if the clause now pending in this bill, 
and to which this is offered as an amendment, be appropriate legislation 
in an appropriation bill, then any amendment which is germane to that 
clause is in order. There is no law in existence which authorizes the 
allowance of rent, light, and fuel to postmasters of the third class. By 
some kind of parliamentary tactics a provision providing for such has 
been reported by the committee to the House and is a part of this bill. 
While that is a just and wise provision, it is nevertheless new legisla- 
tion. Ipresumethe clause is properly in the bill orit would be stricken 
out. It benefits one class of postmasters, while my amendment seeks to 
benefitanotherequally as meritorious. Iam not responsible for the in- 
fraction of the wise rule that my friend from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] 
now invokes. Finding new legislation on the bill, I want tosimply en- 
large it so as to make it just to all classes of postmasters, I want all 
treated alike. 

If, then, new legislation to the extent proposed by the committee 
is in order on the bill, certainly anything which may be germane to 
such new legislation if considered independent of the appropriation bill 
is also in order. Certainly no one will deny that if the proposition to 
allow rent, fuel, and lights to the postmasters of the third class was pend- 
ingalonemy amendment would be in order. We maymakeany changes 
we desire as to the amount appropriated and extend the allowance to 
another class with or without limitation, and as the honorable gentle- 
man is responsible for the new legislation being here, he ought not to 
be heard on a point of order against legislation of the same character and 
more meritorious. The right to enact legislation on this bill carries 
with it the right to enact just and proper legislation. 

I insist further, Mr. Chairman, that the point comes too late, because 
the amendment has already been discussed on its merits by several 
members of the committee, some for and some against it, as well as 
other gentlemen. 

It has been the subject of discussion for more than an hour, and I 
believe under the rules of the House after we have proceeded to the 
discussion of an amendment a point of order can not be made against 
it. Does not the point, then, come too late? 

Mr. ROGERS. Will my colleague permit me to make a suggestion? 
_ and it is that the provision which comes from the committee was re- 
ported by the unanimous consent of the House. 

Mr. McRAE. I understand that. 

Mr. ROGERS. Itis properly therefore before the House. 

Mr. MCRAE. Yes, I am aware of that. It is before the House by 
unanimous consent and can not be taken away except in the same way 
or by a vote, and being here is thesubject of amendment. WhenIsay 
it is here by some sort of parliamentary tactics, Ido not mean to say 
that it has not been brought fairly and properly before the House, It 
hasa standing, but is not exempt from the fair and legitimate amend- 
ments that it would otherwise besubject to. There is no waiver of the 
right of amendment in the order allowing it to come here. Neither the 
phraseology nor the amount to be appropriated was agreed upon when 
the consent was given. The consent must have the effect to abrogate 
the rule prohibiting legislation on an appropriation bill so far as allow- 
_ ances to postmasters are concerned. If the point of order is overruled, 
I will then notice some of the criticisms of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] that have been made upon the amendment. 
It would hardly be fair to do so in discussing the point of order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I was out of the House at the moment, and I 
would like to know what remark the gentleman made in reference to me. 

Mr. McRAE. When the pointof order has been decided I will come 
to the discussion of the point to which I have just referred. I do not 
wish, however, further to digress from the point of order to enter upon 
the discussion of the merits of the amendment, as you did. I will say, 
however, that the increase I propose is not what it should be, but all I 
_ hope for now. 


amendment which I send 


Mr. BLOUNT. I ask for the decision of the Chair. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the order to the House allow- 
ing by unanimous consent this amendment to be made by the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 3 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BLOUST. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Roads may be allowed to place in the Post-Oftice appropriation bill for 
consideration by the House a proposition authorizing allowances for reut, light, 


and fuel in third-class offices. 


There being no objection, leave was granted. 

The CHAIRMAN, The amendment is not covered by the consent 
granted by the House, and itis therefore obnoxious to the point of order. 
The Chair does not feel at liberty to go beyond the order the House 
made, and does not feel at liberty to hold it can be enlarged by the 
committee, and therefore is bound to sustain the point of order, 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask then for unanimous consent to offer my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. T object. 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I move to insert fourth“ after third,“ soas to 
extend this section to postmasters of the fourth class without reference 
to the twenty-dollar allowance only covering rent, fuel, and lights. 

Mr. ADAMS. In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, the introduction -of 
this amendment by unanimous consent does not withdraw it from the 
2 of the usual rules of the House, but they are applicable as if 
the proposition came before the House regularly in order. 
proposition which could not have been offered to the bill by reason of 
a rule of the House is admitted by unanimous consent, it seems to me 
rather strange to say that proposition can not be amended in any par- 
ticular, Suppose there is a provision in lines 24 and 25 for light and 
fuel of the post-offices of third-class, ought not that to be subject to 
the point of order? Is that what goes into the bill by unanimous con- 
sent? I think the gentleman himself would shrink from the conclu- 
sion you can amend the amount,-and I do not see why, if you can 
amend the amount, you can not amend any part of the proposition. If 
the proposition is before the House, it is subject to the same amend- 
ment as if it were properly in the bill, and if in the bill it would be 
subject to amendment in every particular in which gentlemen might 
desire to amend it. The rule of the House only applies to the pro- 
priety of offering amendments, but when once admitted it is relieved 
from the operation of the point of order, and is subject to amendment 
as in other cases. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was incumbent upon the House to have in- 
cluded, on motion of the gentleman from Georgia, postmasters of the 
fourth class as well as postmasters of the third class, if it was intended 
to cover them. The Chair therefore thinks the proposition to include 
fourth-class postmasters is a new proposition not covered by the unani- 
mous consent of the House, and is therefore subject to the point of 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Postmaster-General may hereafter allow rent, light, and fuel at offices of 


the third class, in the same manner he does now at ollices of the first aud second 
classes 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last word for the pur- 
pose of making an inquiry. I wish to know whether this clause is 
discretionary or mandatory. 

Mr. BLOUNT. It is just the language used in reference to the first 
and second class offices. It is presumed that the Postmaster-General 
will exercise his discretion and perform his duty in making the proper 
allowances. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand the practice under that language 
has been, in the case of the first and second class offices, to make this 
allowance uniformly. 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is true; but the language selected here was 
N to accomplish in the third class offices what was granted to the 
others. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My reason for making the inquiry is this: That 
to my personal knowledge such an allowance would be unjust to the 
Government in some cases, and in other instances the allowance of such 
an item wonld be unjust to the postmaster; and it seems to me the lan- 
guage should be amended to make it discretionary with the Postmas- 
ter-General. f ‘ J 

Mr. BLOUNT. , I think that is just what it does now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In order to save time I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment, and move to insert what I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 28. after the words Postmaster-General,” insert “in his discretion; ” 
so that it will read: 

“The Postmaster-General, in his discretion, may hereafter allow rent, light, 
‘and fuel at offices of the third class,” ete, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Isee no objection, Mr. Chairman, to that amend- 
ment. 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For miscellaneous and incidental items for the first and second cluss post- 
offices, including furniture, $100,000, 
For free-delivery service, $6,000,000. 


Mr. ADAMS. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 


* 


When a 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

2, strike out the w “six million dol and insert 
8 Rugard thousand dollars. rs — 

Mr. ADAMS. The letter of Colonel Bates, superintendent of the 
free-delivery system, to which I alluded in the debate, found 
on page 15 of the committee’s report, states that the sum necessary, in 
his judgment, is $6,180,166.65, which is very nearly the sum I propose 
to insert; and he says that this amount will be needed to provide for 
legal obligations already incurred, if no provision is made for increased 
incidental expenses, additional carriers, or the extension of the service 
to additional cities. 

I call attention to the need of extending the service to additional 
cities, and I desire also to call attention to the words used by the su- 
perintendent, ‘‘additional carriers. I live in a section of the country, 
and my district is ina part of the country, where we have suffered 
from an insuficient number of carriers ever since the service has been 
organized. The district I represent is partly in the city of Chicago 
and partly outside of it. In that city the administration has made a 
certain allowance for Chicago at the beginning of the fiscal year, and 
the needs of the city have always outrun the apportionment, and con- 
sequently we have always suffered. Here, then, isa request for an 
appropriation by the gentleman in charge of that Department. I do 

not understand why the committee decides to appropriate only enough 
money to meet the obligations already incurred, without providing for 
additional service. I do not understand why they did not appropriate 
money for additional carriers, and I know that in my own section of 
the country additional carriers are required in every large town; nor 
do I understand why they did not provide for additional cities. But 
leaving that altogether out of the question, it seems to me they should 
come up to the estimates of Colonel Bates, and grant the amount nec- 
essary to meet the requirements of the service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the estimate referred to by my friend 
from Illinois who has just taken his seat was made by a subordinate 
officer of the Government, and not by the responsible head of the De- 

partment; but the Postmaster-General, the present incumbent of that 
office, as well as his predecessor, having made an examination of the 
estimates of that officer, state that they regard them as excessive. On 
page 264 or the report of the Postmaster-General, in commenting upon 
this estimate, Mr. Vilas, then Postmaster-General, uses this language: 

I have given greater pains to estimate this item with satisfaction than all the 
others together, The accom 8 g estimate submitted appears to me inad- 
missiblx excessive and to for a larger ae than ought now to be 
awarded to this branch of the service, and much beyond its necessities. I have 
reviewed it with all the information obtainable from the books of the free-de- 

reached by another 


livery division, and think a safer estimate can be process, 
partly following that of the estimate submitted. 


And the present Postmaster-General has seen fit to increase the esti- 
mate made by his predecessor to the amount of $100,900. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is right. 

Mr. BLOUNT. He says: 


ve have the honor to transmit the report of the superintendent of the free-de- 
ve: 


Jivery offices can be fairly well provided for with the Pa aE rs amendment to 
the item, which I submit, so as to read as follows: 


irn 88. 000, 000 

The estimate of his predecessor was $5,900,000, and this is increased, 
as I have said, to the extent of $100,000. 

Now, the gentleman would not hold any administration responsible 
for estimates made by its subordinate officials, especially when they 
have been revised and corrected by the head of the Department. It 
never hás been regarded as conclusive in making such appropriations; 
but, on the contrary, it has always been the custom to take the revised 
estimates of the heads of the Departments in preference. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ADAMS. It is not a question of responsibility, but of accuracy 
ofinformation, The present Postmaster-General has not been in oflice 
for a long time; and here you have a subordinate officer who has been 
long in charge of that department, and who goes into a detailed esti- 
mate of the sums he regards as necessary, which estimate appears on 
page 15 of the report. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can show my friend that reports of subordinate 
Officers of a Department generally urge more than the head of a Depart- 
ment is willing to assent to, for reasons satisfactory to them. 

Mr. ADAMS, Will the gentleman indicate what the reason is ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will say it is of such a nature that it can not be 
readily stated. The Postmaster-Geheral has come as near it as I think 
might well be. The gentleman from Illinois, to arrive at a eorrect con- 
clusion, would have to go through the same processes as the Postmas- 

neral has done. He says: 

I have reviewed it with all the information obtainable from the books of the 
free+ielivery division, and think a safer estimate can be rea by another 
process, partly following that of the estimate submitted. 

And then he goes on to give it. 

Me ADAMS. Does the Postmaster-General give a detailed esti- 
mate 

Mr. BLOUNT. He does. 


Mr. ADAMS. How much does he allow for additional carriers? 

Mr. MACDONALD. Does the gentleman from, Tilinois claim to know | 
that the amount is insufficient? 

Mr. ADAMS. I know the appropriation has tase insufficient in my 
part of the country for the past ten years. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I can not just now give the detailed figures which 
the gentleman from Illinois asks for; butas I have said, the Postmaster- 
General has seen fit to add $100,000 to the conclusion reached by his 
predecessor and considers that sufficient. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to say this to the gentleman from Illinois: 
If the bill which has just passed both Houses and is now pending be- 
fore the President, reducing the hours for letter-carriers, should receive 
the President’s approval, this entire item would probably have to be 
reduced in the Senate or somewhere. And if the gentleman from Ili- 
nois can show to the Postmaster-General that the estimate is incorrect, 
he will be ready and prompt, I have no doubt, to correct it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last word, merely for the pur- 
pose of oecupying the floor for one minute more. One thing I know is, 
that for ten years past the business men of Chicago have not had car- 
riers enough. The gentleman refers mo to the body at the other end 
of the Capitol 

Mr. BLOUNT. I did not. 

Mr. ADAMS. I refer toa remark of his colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the gentleman misunderstood me. 

Mr, ADAMS. I think that was the legitimate inference from the re- 
mark of the gentleman from Missouri. But that does not consist with 
my idea of responsibility as a member of this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman misunderstood the scope of my ob- 
servation, which was rather in the nature of an aside remark. I said 
the bill which passed the House and is now pending before the Presi- 
dent, reducing the number of hours of letter-carriers, if it should be- 
come a law, would require some revision of this item at some point. 

Mr. ADAMS. It appears the bill referred to is before the President 
for his signature—that this House passed a law, that the Senate assented 
to it, and that it only awaits the signature of the Executive. The pre- 
sumption is it will receive that signature; and the gentlemen ought to 
have taken that into acconnt in fixing the amount of the appropriation. 
But it appears clearly from the remarks of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri that they have not taken it into account. They say if that bill 
becomes law this item will have to be revised. 

Mr. BINGHAM. We could not, in preparing the appropriation bill, 
take cognizance of that bill until it was a law. 

Mr. ADAMS. Yon could appropriate $6,200,000. Would any of 
that money be lost if the bill referred to should fail to become a law? 

Mr. BLOUNT. I have not referred the gentleman from Illinois to 
the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. ADAMS. I did not mean to say that the gentleman from Geor- 
gia did, but his colleague on the committee seemed to do so. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The Department has made the estimate and regards 
it as a reasonable one. Ido not know, Mr. Chairman, of any better 
guide than the estimate of the Department. I think it quite a mis- 
take to attempt to give any Department any more money than they ask 
for. 

I have in mind a remarkable instance of bad results of such action 
on the part of the House of Representatives. 

I remember quite well when the Post-Office Department asked fora 
given sum for star-route service and the House voted half a million of 
dollars more than the estimates. The Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General refused to use it. He thought it should not be used. The 
next House voted a million of dollars; and then the expeditions were 
changed under the loose administration of the Post-Office Department 
by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General, Mr. Brady; but the House 
of Representatives, I will say in fairness to him, was largely respon- 
sible for his loose administration. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iask the gentleman from Georgia whether he infers 
from that fact that the present administration would abuse an addi- 
tional appropriation of $200,000? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Not at all. Isimply meant, by way of illustrating 
my opinion, that it is proper to assume that the head of a Department 
has the best judgment about what is needed for the efficiency of the 
service. 

My friend from Illinois says the people of Chicago have not had serv- 
ice enough, and that they have not been content with the service they 
have had. Now, sir, I presume weshall never reach a period when the 

ple will not want better facilities. 

Mr. ADAMS. I presume not. 

Mr. BLOUNT. So in reference to the star service and the steam- 
boat service there is a constant request for better facilities, and we are 
getting them all the while; and Lam glad we are getting them. As 
our revenues increase, and as the business of the country increases, we 
get more money and make more appropriations. 

A MEMBER. But you do not keep up with the procession. 

Mr. BLOUNT. We are going very rapidly in that way until we have 
now the best service in the world; and I think we can afford to be con- 
servative and not give more than the Department asks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion was taken on the amendment of 
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rg ApAMs, and the Chairman declared that the noes scemed to have 


Mr. ADAMS, ` I ask for a division. f; 

Mr. BLOUNT. - I ask that the amendment be again feported. 

The amendment was again read, and it was then rejected—ayes 27, 
noes 69. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Aig ee mail transportation, namely : Inland transportation by star routes, 


Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out flve million 
four hundred thousand“ and insert six million.” Loffer this amend- 
ment, being fully aware of the fact that the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads has allowed in this bill all that has been recommended 
by the Department. I do it, Mr. Chairman, because I have some 
knowledge of the kind of service that the people get in the remote parts 
of the country. I know personally that in many portions of the coun- 
try where the mail ought to go twice or three times a week it goes only 
once a week, and often irregularly. 

I know also that there are a great many applications for new offices 
that are not granted; I suppose it is because the Department has no 
money for carrying the mailstothem. They are established as specials 
and soon discontinued, because no one will serve as postmaster if he 
must, in addition to giving his services, carry the mails for nothing. 
Now, sir, in order to make the Post-Office Department self-sustaining, 
if that must be done, it is important to establish a post-office in every 

community where the people will agree to maintain it, and the Gov- 
ernment ought to carry the mail to every part of the country. There 
is nothing else that Congress can do that so aids the advancement and 
prosperity of a new and undeveloped country. Newspapers follow the 
mails and they are the best educators of the common people Congress 
can provide. The school-house and church follow soon after the estab- 
lishment of the t-oflice. Communities grow, and cities and civil- 
ization in turn follow, and the revenues are thus increased. 

It will not be satisfactory to the people to say that they have as good 
service as they had last year and the year before. They demand bet- 
ter and ought to have it. The amendment will put the money at the 
disposal of the Department, and if it is not used for legitimate purposes 
it will be covered into the Treasury again without loss. There can be 
no abuse of this appropriation.. All contracts must be let to the low- 
est bidder. Nobody can be hurt by the appropriation, but if it is used 
as I hope it will be, a large part of the country will most certainly be 
benefited by it. 

Something is expected by the section of country from which I come 
and by the people all over the Southern and Western States, where 
they have to submit to the inconvenience of having only a weekly 
mail and sometimes none at all. We want better service in the out- 
lying parts of the country, and we think the Government which can give 
six or seven mails a day to the people who livealong the railroads and 
can pay extravagant prices for a free-delivery system for the people in 
the cities ought at least to give the people on the frontiers an oppor- 
tunity to have reasonable mail facilities. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. The amount 
appropriated.in this bill is precisely the same that was appropriated 
last year for this object. Thestar-route service in the Territory which 
I represent is utterly inadequate to supply the needs of the people. 
There are a number of routes which ought to be established there, and 
at least half of those in operation ought to be increased. The same con- 
dition of affairs exist in other Territories. These Territories are rapidly 
filling up, and are entitled to proper mail facilities. It often happens 
that a settlement will spring up on account of mining or agriculture 
which is at least sixty or seventy miles from any postal route, and in- 
variably when we undertake to get service we are confronted with the 
statement that there is a lack of funds for the purpose. 

The appropriation last year was so small for star-routes that the in- 
crease of service was made dependent upon the amount of revenue de- 
rived from the offices, which is altogether unfair to a sparsely settled 
country which is rapidly growing and settling up. We in the Terri- 

- tories do not object to the fact that you in the East have your mail 
brought to your doors, nor do I think that the people of the East would 
object at all if we had mail facilities which were in some way equal to 
or commensurate with the wants and needs of our people. 

Mr. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, there is great need of the additional 
appropriation provided for in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. It is a well-known fact, sir, all over the 
Western and Southwestern, and Northwestern country that the mem- 
bers of Congress are continually beset and importuned to secure the es- 
tablishment of post-oflices and mail routes for the accommodation of the 
new settlements that are continually springing up. 

In my State, for instance—and the same remark would apply all 
over the Western cotntry—the discovery of a valuable mineral deposit 
leads to the establishment of nu new mining camp. In a very sbort time 
thousands of people go there. They have no post-office facilities, and 
they inake up purses among themselves for the purpose of paying stage 
lines and mail-carriers during the time that they are importuning the 
Post-Office Department jor the establishment of a service to which they 
are entitled. It would seem that when men go off as pioneers into a 


thinly-settled country where the roads are bad, and where they have 
so many of the hardships of life to contend with, they ought not to be 


compelled to contribute practically, as they do, to the postal fund of 
the United States for the purpose of securing mail facilities for them- 
selves and their families. Ie 

When we importane the Department, as we are beg arp doing, 
until the answer we receive is that there are not sufficient funds for 
the extension of the mail service, and, therefore, the Department must 
be excused from establishing the post-offices and the mail routes which 
are desired. Why, sir, a strip ot country about 100 miles wide and 
300 miles long, extending from the western line of Kansas and Ne- 
braska 100 miles into the State of Colorado has been settled up almost 
entirely during the past three years by farmers or grangers, so called. 
Towns have sprung up as if by magie, and to my knowledge purses are 
continually made up for the purpose of paying for mail service, and 
the Department is being seeps e for additional mail_ 
routes and additional post-offices, e hear the answer that there are 
not sufficient funds. And, sir, the late Postmaster-General who re- 

ently occupied that position—a gentleman for whom I have the great- 
est respect—really took the position in his decisions and investigations 
that if a new post-office was established and a new mail route provided 
the revenue derived from that office should bear some relation to the 
expense of carrying the mail from one town to another, across the coun- 
try, away from the railroads. I submit that such is not the proper 
rule; that it is the duty of the Government to provide postal facilities 
for its people, and that the surplus revenues derived from the cities 
should be used to furnish this additional service. I certainly hope tho 
House will adopt the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted on the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Idaho [Mr. Dtsors], The amendment, 
if there be no objection, will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not pretend to say just what amount should be 
appropriated for this service, but as suggested by the gentlemantrom 
Idaho [Mr. Dunors] the amount carried in this bill for this service is 
the same appropriated in the last annual appropriation bill. 

The Postmaster-General, in his report, states that the milesover which 
this service extends increase rapidly each year in consequence of the 
wonderful growth of our Western country, yet itis the boast of his report 
and the boast of his administration that he compels this work to be done 
so economically, so parsimoniously, that the service does not cost the 
people as much as it did when our population was smaller and there 
were fewer miles of star rontes. In my judgment, this is not what the 
people of the United States are asking. While they do not desire ex- 
travagant service, while they are not asking wasteful expenditure of 
the public money, they are willing that these pioneers who have gone 
out upon the Western prairies, and are building up settlements there, 
should get decent postal service from their Government, It is not the 
demand or wish of the people that such communities should be dis- 
criminated against and their postal service impaired by parsimony. 

Let me illustrate. My attention was directed to a little star route 
in the State of Nebraska, going out from the town of Fremont, situated 
on a railroad line. That star route, established to accommodate a 
little rural community, was transferred; the route to Fremont was 
discontinued and was carried to another point less convenient to the 
people, the roads being bad and crossing streams without bridges, so 
that at high water the service could not be carried on at all. This 
change was made in order to save $t a year to the Government of the 
United States. And the service was not restored to the original route to 
Fremont until the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. DORSEY ] assured the 
Department that he would pay the $4 difference himself. [Laughter.] 

Now, are the people of the United States asking for such service as 
that? It is because of such service that they complain; it is in con- 
sequence of such service that the people in all the West, without re- 
gard to party, are making complaints and condemning the present 
administration of the Post-Office Department. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I am quite sure that the gentleman 
from Kansas [ Mr. PERKINS] is not serious in the statement he has just 
made; aud I do not need to reply to it, The idea that the Postmaster- 
General, for the sake of saving $4 a year, wonld change a star route 
so as to inflict upon the people inconveniences in the manner described 
is so incredible that it occurs to me inquiry at the Department would 
8 some different state of facts from what the gentleman has as- 
sumed, 

Now, sir, it has been said that the appropriations have not been süf- 
ficient. I wish to ask your attention to page 387, where this language 
is to be found: 

The 3 for the last fiscal year was $5,350,000. The sum actually 
expended was $5,119,649.30, leaving an unexpended balance of $730,350.70. 

Yet, sir, you are invited to increase the appropriation because here- 
tofore they have been too penurious to provide for the service. 

I do not know, sir, but some subordinate officers may tell my friend 
they do not have money enough, but the answer is ready to his hand in 
this report from which I have just quoted. It is there further stated: 


A comparison with the last annual report shows for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1887, an increase of 615 routes, of 1,031,553.27 miles traveled per annum, and 
a decrease of $252,647.57 in annual rate of expenditure. z 
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This shows us what we are all aware of, that while the expenses of 
living are decreasing, while the rates of transmitting by steam-boats 
and railway are less than they were and arè getting cheaper all the 
time, with the same amount of money we can add to the postal service 
instead of decreasing it. In the light of this statement there were over 
$730,000 of unexpended balance of appropriation; in the light of the 
fact we have made contracts cheaper, and that we can do more with the 
same amount of money, and when we give the same appropriation for 
the star routes we gave last year, I ask whether the estimate of the 
Postmaster-General is not only liberal, but generous? 

I say to my friends on this side of the House I am as eager as they 
can possibly be for this service, and I trust they will not join their 
voices with the gentlemen on the other side when this condition which 
I have stated exists and when all the money has been appropriated nec- 
essary for the efficiency of the service. 

Furthermore, there has been more liberality in the star-route service 
in my opinion than during any period other than that period of ex- 
travagance under General Brady, for which, in my judgment, the two 
Houses which increased the appropriation bill beyond what the h 
of the Post-Office Department had asked are in part responsible. They 
are responsible, even as this House would be responsible if it adopted 
this proposition to-day. - 

My friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] well said, give to the Depart- 
ment what it asks, and then if the service is insufficient we should hold 
the Department responsible. 3 

Mr. STOCKDALE. Is the appropriation here proposed the same as 
that of last year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Itis. 

Mr. STOCKDALE. What was the appropriation for last year? 

Mr. BLOUNT. The appropriation for the last fiscal year covered by 
the report of the Postmaster-General was $5,850,000, and ofthat sum 
there was an unexpended balance of $730,600 and over. It is also 
shown, as I have said, there was an increase of 615 routes of 1,031,563 
miles traveled per annum and a decrease of $252,647.57 in annual rate 
of expenditure. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. MCKINNEY took the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. BLOUNT. The statement from the Department is that there 
is abundance of money at the Department, and to spare, for this pur- 
pose during the fiscal year, and if any subordinate official of the Gov- 
ernment states otherwise he does not do it by authority of the head of 
the Department. The annual rate of expenditure for all the star-route 
service in operation on July 1, 1887, was $5,040,790.97, being $58,- 
742.46 less than on June 30, 1887. 

I trust, then, that if gentlemen on this side of the House find they 
can not get the service in their respective districts they will under- 
stand hereafter that it is not because the money is not there. 

Mr. McRAE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, in proposing the amendment to increase the amount 
for the star-route service, I did not at that time, and do not now, in- 
tend to make any complaint against the head of the Post-Office Depart- 
mentor any of the officials of the Department. I have a very high re- 
gard for both the present Postmaster-General and his predecessor. They 
are good officers and shall have my hearty support, but I know the wants 
and necessities of my constituents better than they do. 

I have no complaint to make against the general management of that 
Department whatever; but, as I said in the beginning, I know that we 
have not the service in the South and West that we are entitled to. I 
know that applications have been piling up here from my State and 
from other States around us for better service and for new post-oflices 
which have been disregarded because the people will not be satisfied 
with special offices and special service. In short, my people are not 
satisfied to take only such service as the revenues will give them. I 
want Congress by an increase of this item in this bill to say to the Post- 
Office Department that we are not entirely satisfied with the service as 
far as the star routes are concerned. I want to emphasize my protest 
against some of the refusals to increase the service in rural districts and 
the establishment of new offices where the public necessities require 
them, as well as my protest against the practice of granting special 
offices or none at all. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] says that four or five 

hundred thousand dollars have been covered into the Treasury from the 

appropriations of 1886. That only shows that the committee has given 
enough for the kind of service we have now, but I say that is not suffi- 
cient. He may be satisfied, but I am not. 

While it fixes the responsibility, as the gentleman would have it, 
upon the Department, it does not remedy what I seek to remedy, that 
is, to get new post-oflices wherever they are needed and wherever the 
prone on and will maintain them; and so I hope the increase will be 
allowed. ne 

It will cost, I repeat, nothing to the Government if it is not used, 
and it is simply an intimation that we want a better service, and will 
give them the money for it, and thus put on the Department the re- 
sponsibility for a failure to establish it. A refusal to give an increase 
is to say that we are satisfied with the present inefficient service. 

I understand that the appropriation for the last two years is the same 


as that proposed by this bill. Certainly we do not expect this to so re- 
main. We know that our country is improving and the population in- 
creasing all the time; we all know that the demands of the people are 
greater now than they were two pan ago, and we ought to expect the 
service to cost more. I personally know that my people have not had 
the service they need and which I want them to have, and I propose to 
protest against insufficient appropriations, and, intend to kick (to use 
a homely phrase) until it is given to them. I do not care who it 
hurts or against whom the criticism may apply; I propose that my con- 
stituents shall have good mail facilities or know the reason why they 
donot. If the Department will abandon the idea of making the service 
self-sustaining we will have no more trouble. Why should it be? No 
other Department is. The increase I propose only amounts to 1 cent 
per capita of our population, besides other large increases have been 
allowed for other purposes, 

Mr. PETERS. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman, to the gentle- 
man from Arkansas kicking“ against the Administration or against 
the administration of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General all he 
pleases, but I do object to his ‘“‘kicking’’ against the allowance made 
by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Now, as has been stated by the chairman of the committee, we have 
allowed the amount of the estimates made by the Postmaster-General, 
and as has also been shown by the chairman of the committee, the ap- 
propriations are in excess of the amounts used. If that be so, why 
then certainly there is no cause for the additional amount proposed by 
the amendment of the gentleman from Arkansas. As I stated before, 
the Post-Office Committee are liberal in preparing the bill. It has 
given to the Post-Office Department all it asked in the estimates. It 
has given to theSecond Assistant Postmaster-General all the Postmaster- 
General asked for the administration of that Department, and if that 
amount has not been used that is not the fault of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee, neither is it the fault of the members, perhaps. His appeal, 
then, must not be made to the House, but to the Second Assistant 


-Postmaster-General, and thatis where his speech should be made. 


In other words, the money is there to create the service and to carry 
it on for the gentleman from Arkansasand his people This House has 
given it to them. It has given it to the Department. It has given all 
the Department asked. The Department had not asked all that was 
given in the fiscal year, and, I repeat, the gentleman can make his 
speech to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. I am aware of the 
fact, and it has been the case in my own experience, that I have gone 
there and asked an increase of service in my district and it has not been 
given by what seemed to me a desire to be too economical and to look 
to the economic features of administration rather than to giving to the 
people efficient service. 

But that is not the question to talk about here. It is a question to 
talk about to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. And I pro- 
pose hereafter, whenever I go to him to get a service increased as I 
think it ought to be, to get a service increased in any line in my district, 
or to ask him for a new line, I will not take the answer from him that 
there is no appropriation, and that he must look out to see that he does 
not exceed the appropriation. But he must answer me squarely that 
the service is not needed. If I can show the service is needed I will 
hold him responsible for his lack of judgment in relation to what the 
service needs. Therefore the criticism which the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. MCRAE] makes is not proper on this floor, but should be 
addressed to the Second Assistant Postmaster-General himself, 

Mr. McRAE. I move to strike out the first word, in order to say a 
word in reply to the gentleman from Kansas. I have no grievance 
against the Department. It has done a great deal for my district as 
compared with what the last administration did; but there isstill much 
to be done. My district has neither been neglected nor discriminated 
against. I am asking a better service for the whole country. I shall 
not consult the gentleman as to where I shall make my criticism. 

I want the best possible service tor my people, and shall demand of 
this House the money to enable ‘he Department to give it and then 
insist that it be granted. I have asked for every increase of service that 
my constituents have indicated they wanted and for the establishment of 
every office they have indicated they would maintain. A great many 
of them have been established; many of them as specials, That kind 
of service is not what I want, and not what the peuple have a right to 
expect. It is almost nothing, and can not be justified if the appropria- 
tion is sufficient to give service. The mail service is aboutall the ben- 
efit that some of our people derive from the Government, and it ought 
to be as complete as possible. I do not care whether the Departmentis 
self-sustaining or not if to make it so we must submit to inefficient ser- 
vice. The United States are amply able to carry the mails into every 
neighborhood within their limits and should doso; and I want the House 
to say by the adoption of this amendment that it expects it to be done. 
I am willing to trust the present Postmaster-General to get the service 
if we give him the money. The present appropriation will give us 
what we have had, but we are not satisfied with that. y 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope the gentleman from Arkansas, in view of the 
statistics he has been furnished with, will withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. MCRAE. I do not withdraw it. Iam satisfied that the amount 
you propose is not sufficient to give the country the service it needs. 


During the last two years there have been established over one hun- 
dred new offices in my district, and as many more ought to be estab- 
lished. Permanent service ought to be given at once to every special 
office. In exulting over our magnificent railway and carrier service we 
must not forget the people in the country. 

Mr. CAREY. Although the Post-Office Department may not haye 
expended during the last fiscal year all the money appropriated for 
carrying the mails on the star routes, I think it safe to say that if it 
had expended all that was appropriated and a million dollars more the 
country would not have been supplied with better mail facilities than 
were really demanded. ‘There is noone here who represents a Western 
constituency or who represents asection of the country which is growing 
rapidly, but is daily importuned to use every influence to have the Post- 
Office Department increase existing service and to put service on new 
routes. The increased appropriation proposed by the gentleman from 
Arkansas would not more than cover the star-route service if a liberal 
policy should be followed that will be required in the United States dur- 
ing the next fiscal year. 

The theory that the Post-Office Department should be self-sustaining, 
I believe is an erroneous one, If the appropriations are expended hon- 
estly there should not be any apology required for the large amount 
expended, but explanations should be required when all the people or 
this broad land are not adequately provided with mail facilities. The 
head of that Department can not be expected to make contracts for the 
transportation of the mails on the star routes in excess of the appro- 
priations. While the making of these contracts is within his discre- 
tion, he must be governed in its exercise by the amount of money at 
his command. 

In the last annual report of the Postmaster-General he says: 


The star-route transportation merited and has received a rigid and judicious 
scrutiny, resulting in many changes productive of more efficiency and marked 
reduction of cost. The sound principle that the mail accomm: ons should 
fairly meet all justifiable demands and reasonable wants has Leen fairly ob- 
served; but excessive and unnecessary charges have been curtailed, routes re- 
modeled to provide as good and often better service at less cost, and in some 
instances, where no adequate results followed, given up altogether, and new 
contracts have been obtained at the annual lettings for better prices. 


These changes may have resulted in the saving of money, but they 
have not always been to the advantage of the people supplied with 
mail. An abandonment or a reduction of an established service in 
most cases works a great hardship. A weekly service may be better 
than none, but in a country rapidly growing it is very unsatisfactory. 
On long routes it often takes from three to four weeks to get an an- 
swer to a communication. Especially is this the case where the day 
following the arrival of the mail the return mail is sent out. 

To illustrate, I will give an instance. The people in the northern 
part of Fremont County, Wyoming Territory, were notified through 
the mail, as is required by the law, of the increase of their assessments 
on the tax- roll. These notices went over a route supplied with a weekly 
service. It so happened that the notices were mailed just too late to 
catch the outgoing mail; nearly three weeks elapsed before the an- 
swers of those affected by the notices could reach the county commis- 
sioners. It was too late, under the provisions of the law, for the par- 
ties to protect their rights. 

Tn some instances the mails are transported by private contributions. 
I do not believe the service should be dependent in any sense upon the 
amount of stamps canceled. The very low postage requires five thou- 
sand letters of ordinary weight to produce $100. This isa large num- 
ber of letters, but $100 is but a small percentage of the cost of a star 
route 100 miles long, even for a weekly service. 

There are many post-offices in this country to-day that are called 
special offices that have no service beyond that which is contracted for 
by the postmaster, which is only dependent upon the revenue at the 
office. We all know that in many instances that amounts to little or 
nothing in comparison with the actual cost of the service. 

I believe the policy should be to give every settlement, though it 
may not contain but fifteen or twenty souls, mail facilities, not for their 
convenience alone, but for the convenience of all the people of the United 
States. 

An injustice, notan intentional one, is done to the West and South by 
the manner in which the books are kept in the Post-Office Department. 
For instance, the trans-continental mails are carried through the Ter- 
ritory of Wyoming for nearly 500 miles over the Union Pacitic Railroad 
and all the cost of that service on the mileage in that Territory is charged 
to Wyoming. This makes a large deficit. 

Each year for the last twenty years there has been a large deficit. 
The receipts are not equal to the expenditures, and they will not be as 
long as this country continues to grow. This deficit is a deficit made 
by the whole country, and not by any particular States and Territories. 
Post- offices and post-routes are for the advantage of the people of the 
entire country. From the report of the Postmaster-General, it appears 
that in ten States only out of forty-eight States and Territories the re- 
ceipts were in excess of the expenditures. These States for the most 
part are those of which the population of the cities therein is a very im- 
portant part of the entire population; the distances are very short and 
the mails very large. While these States and cities may not be somuch 
interested in the star-ronte service as the localities the service sup- 
plies, they do reap great benefits from it as they reach out for new 
trade and business in a sparsely-settled and growing country. 


Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. 
Chairman, I see no reason why this amendment should not be adopted. 
From what we have heard from members on this floor, the people in 
the Western Territories evidently have not got the mail facilities they are 


entitled to. The Postmaster-General possibly may not have been at 
fault in the past, because he may not have known what the wants of 
the people were, but after the debate here to-day he will be in fault if 
he does not supply those wants in the future. Possibly he may have 
felt it would be to his oredit if he denied those people the facilities 
they were entitled to, in order to make a good showing for his Depart- 
ment, but I do not place conduct of that kind to the eredit of any offi- 
cial, He hasno right to pinch and scrimp the people in their necessi- 
ties in order to make a showing for his Department. That is not what 
he was appointed for. He was appointed to serve the interests of the 
whole country, and that can not be done by adopting a penny-wise 
pound-foolish policy. The Post-Office Department should be liberal 
in furnishing to the people the mail facilities which they require, and 
it has not been so. It is worse, I know, in the West than in the East- 
ern or Middle States, but even in my own State I have had complaints 
on this very subject from people who have either failed to get the postal 
accommodations they required or have got them very grudgingly. 
And, Mr. Chairman, even if it is true that the Department does not need 
this money, there will be no risk in this House appropriating it. Even 
if the Postmaster-General should adhere to the plan he has pursued in 
the past, and should fail to grant the people these facilities, still we 
run no risk in voting this appropriation. I think, sir, from what we 
have heard from gentlemen representing the Western States and Ter- 
ritories, that the money is needed and that it should be applied to this 
purpose as fast as the people make application for increased mail fa- 
cilities. The argument of the chairman of the committee himself is 
sufficient to show that the appropriation should be made. 

He says himself there are 5400000 here carried over from last year. 
That being true, is there any reason against making the appropriation 
again, to have it again carried over if it is not used? The money is 
lying in the Treasury doing nothing, and it will do no less by being 
put to the credit of the Post-Office Department. Therefore, sir, I am 
in favor of the adoption of this amendment. 

Mr. CAREY. I withdraw the formal amendment. 

The question was taken upon the amendment of Mr. MCRAE; and it 
was rejected—ayes 27, noes 57. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For inland transportation by steam-boat routes, $450,000, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I have been requested by gentlemen 
who desire to do some business in the House to move that the commit- 
tee do now rise; so I make that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriations for the serviceof the Post- 
Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

ARREARS OF PENSION. 

Mr. WALKER, by unanimous consent, filed the views of the minor- 
ity of the Committee on Invalid Pensions on the bill (H. R. 9961) in 
relation to arrears of pension, and they were ordered to be printed with 
the report of the committee. 

WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS, NEWBURGH, N. Y. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the House from the further consideration of the resolution which I send 
to the desk, and put it upon its passage. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secret ry of War be, and he is hereby, requested to trans- 
mit to this House copies of all reports made to him by the engineers of the War 
Department, or others, relating to the present condition of the work on the 
monument at Washington’s headquarters in the city of Newb State of New 
York, and any other information relating to the same in possession of his De- 

ment, er with any recommendation he may deem proper to make in 
relation to the completion thereof according to the plans adopted therefor by 
the joint committee of the Senate of the United States and this House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BACON moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolution 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN POWERS. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revoke the order sending the bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John— 
Powers to the Committee on Military Affairs, and I move that the 
amendment of the Senate be concurred in, . 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove from the record of John Powers. late a member of Elgin 


— 


Swenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Battery, Ilinois Gow ro Artillery, any charge of desertion that may exist nst 
him as a member of said Elgin Battery and issue to him an honorable di 
subject to the laws and regulations of the War Department. 

The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

1, strike out all after “discharge,” in line 5, down to the end of the bill, 

and as of date of November 19, 1362.” 

The amendment was concurred in. > 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Illinois, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment of the Senate was concurred in; and also moved that 
the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SALES OF CONVICT-MADE GOODS. 


Mr. BLAND entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which the 
House yesterday ordered the previous question upon the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill (H. R. 8716) to protect free labor and the 
industries in which it is employed from the injurious effects of convict 
labor by confining the sale of the goods, wares, and merchandise man- 
ufactured by convict labor to the State in which they are produced. 


HENRY S. FRENCH. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
of the Whole House be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 591) for the relief of the estate of Henry S. French, and that 
it be now put on its passage. The bill proposes merely to refer a claim 
to the Court of Claims for adjudication. It does not appropriate any 
money. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, cete., That the legal cg ecm of Hen: 


S. French, d 
late of Nashville, Tenn., be, and are 


eceased, 
ereby, authorized to bring suit in the Court 
of Claims for the recovery of the net pr of 230 bales of cotton taken at 
Jonesborough, Ga., in September, 1564, by General William G. Le Due, by order 
of General Sherman, and turned over to the Sarai agent, and by him sold, 
and the proceeds paid into the Treasury of the United States; and for this pur- 
pose jurisdiction is hereby conferred upon said court to hear and determine and 
render judgment in conformity with the rights of the respective ies; also to 
review the decision of the Southern Claims Commission for the value of one 
hundred bales of cotton used for hospital purposes at the battle of Jonesborough, 
Ga.. and render judgment therevn; and the said court shall further consider any 
evidence that may have been taken under the direction of the Southern Claims 
Commission in regard to such claims, with authority on the part of the United 
States or the claimants to take additional testimony under the rules of said court: 
Provided, That an appeal shall lie in said cause from said court to the Supreme 
Court, as in other cases. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on War Claims was read, 
as follows: 

Strike out. in lines 13 to 17, the words “ also to review the decision of the South- 
ern Claims Commission for the value of 100 bales of cotton used for hospital 
urposes at the battle of Jonesborough, Ga., aud render judgment thereon,” and 
— “said judgment to be paid out of the captured and abandoned property 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request for 
the present consideration of this bill? 

Mr. KERR. I ask for the reading of the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. That will defeat the bill, as the report can not be 
read before the hour for adjournment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We are not willing to pass a bill of this kind 
without knowing what it is. I ask that the report be printed in the 
RECORD. 3 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I think the report ought to be read. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. The reading of the report is demanded. 
The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House, pursuant to its order, 
stands adjourned until 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below : 
Buy Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: A bill (H. R. 10114) to pension John P. 


By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10115) for the relief of Mrs. Susan 
Dickenson, widow of Wesley Dickenson—to the Committee on War 
Claims, 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10116) for the benefit of R. M. San- 


» derson—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (H. R. 10117) for the relief of Josepb 
Bissonette—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 10118) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joseph Holmes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, HIRES: A bill (H. R. 10119) granting a pension to Horatio 
M. Ellison—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LANDES: A bill (H. R. 10120) to increase the pension of 
James M. Gullett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 101211 granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Mason—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10122) granting a pensien to Mar- 

t Quinton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: A bill (H. R. 10123) for the relief of the 
Bloomfield Baptist Church, at Bloomfield, Nelson County, Kentucky— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 10124) granting a pension to Magdalene Per- 
kins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10125) for the relief of Bloomfield Lodge No 57, 
Free and Accepted Masons, of Bloomfield, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 10126) for the relief of the minor 
children of Joseph Sawyer, deceased—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PIDCOCK: A bill (H. R. 10127) granting a pension to James 
McKeever—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART: A bill (H. R. 10128) to authorize the con- 
struction and maintenance òf a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, At- 
lantic Air Line Railroad, and Banking and Navigation Company acrcess 
the Oconee River, in Laurens County, State of Georgia—to the Commit- 
tec on Commerce. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10129) to authorize the construction and main- 
tenance of a railroad bridge by the Birmingham, Atlantic and Air Line 
Railroad, and Banking and Navigation Company across the Ogechee 
River, in —— county, near the city of Savannah, Ga.—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. THOMAS, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10130) for the relief of 
John S. May—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10131) for the relief of Warren W. 
Munday—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10132) for the relief of John. M. Layton—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, abill (H. R. 10133) for the relief of the heirs of Mary Harpool— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: A bill (H. R. 10134) for the relief of Mrs. G. 
L. B. Deschapelles, of Louisiana, or her heirs—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10135) to increase the pension 
of Sterne H. Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Four petitions of citizens of Salina, Kans., 
for the payment of Indian depredations on the frontier—to the Select 
Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. BLAND: Petition of Susan Dickerson, widow of Wesley 
Dickerson, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of William C. Wester, of Granger County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: Petition of Charles Schiffbauer and Frank P. 
Schiffbauer,for payment of their claim against Pawnee Indian agency— 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of employés of the Government Print- 
ing Office, for relief—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of the Constitutional Defense Associa- 
tion of America, in relation to public schools—to the Committee on 
Education. 

By Mr. HEARD: Affidavits to accompany House bill for the relief 
of T. J. Nicholson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOUK: Evidence of Mary L. Collins in favor of John H. 
Norwood—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Abram Bird, private Company B, Ninth Regiment 
Tennessee Cavalry, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 7 

Also, petition of Robert F. Galyon, and of John W. Mosier, adminis- 
trator of Joseph Hamilton, of Jefferson County, Tennessee, for relerence 
of their claims to the Court of Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Alza S. Roach, late of Company F, First Regiment 
Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers, United States Army, for restoration to 
pension-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Thomas J, Mason, and of son of Ebenezer Johnson, 
ot Loudon County, Tennessee, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of William S. Latham, of Clifty, Ky., 
and many others, urging the repeal of the limitation of arrears-of-pen- 
sion act, and other legislation favorable to soldiers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of V. B. Smith and 31 others, citizens of 
La Fayette County, Mississippi, in favor of pure food—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Petition of Joseph Roth, of Bozeman, Mont., for re- 
lief—to tha Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of Warren W, Munday, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of A. G. Kent and 30 others, citi- 
zens of Barry County, and of H. Baldwin and 41 others, citizens of 
Washtenaw County, Michigan, in favor of pure lood, ete.— to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OSBORNE: Memorial of the Board of Transportation of Ne- 
braska, recommending the passage of IIouse bill 8367—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. ; 
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Also, resolutions of the Franklin Institute, of Philadelphia, Pa., rec- 
. ommending the preparation and publication of classified abridgments 
of letters patent, similar to those issued by the British patent office—to 
the Committee on Patents, : 5 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, 
that if any reduction is made in the rate of duty on sugar that proper 
reduction be made in the rate of duty on molasses testing not above 
56 degrees by the polariscope—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free — from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BUCHANAN: Of citizens of New Jersey. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Of citizens of Michigan. 

12 Mr. CANDLER: Of W. H. Price and others, citizens of Gaines- 
ville, Ga. 

By Mr. HOUK: Of Local Assembly No. 4845, Knights of Labor, of 
Knoxville, Tenn. 

By My KERR: Of Local Assembly, Knights of Labor, of Marshall- 
town, Iowa. 

By Mr. LONG: Of Puritan Assembly, No. 4316, Knights of Labor, of 
Rockland, Mass. 

By Mr, PUGSLEY: Of Knights of Labor.of Greenfield, Ohio. 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: : 

z By Mr. GRIMES: Of J. M. Couch & Co. and other citizens of Senoia, 

a 


By Mr. JACKSON: Of druggists of New Brighton, Pa. 

By Mr. LONG: Of George M. Hooper and 10 others, citizens of Bridge- 
water, Mass. ` 

By Mr. PENINGTON: Of Walter G. Coverdale, of Delaware. 

The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of 15 citizens of Central, and of 25 citi- 
zens of Solomon City, Kans, 

By Mr. BELMONT: Of citizens of Glen Cove, N. V. 

By Mr. VANDEVER: Of citizens of Orange, Cal. y 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Ot citizens of Albia and of Rosedale, 
Kans. 

By Mr. NUTTING: Of citizens of Newark and of citizens of Os- 
wego County, New York. 

Also, of citizens of West Monroe, N. Y. 

By Mr. VOORHEES: Of citizens of Oak Harbor, Wash. 

The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of 10 citizens, and of 70 citizens of Ot- 
tawa County, Kansas. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of U. 8. Grant Post, Grand Army of the Repub 
lic, of West Randolph, Vt. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Of 101 citizens of Cloud County, and o 
93 citizens of Clay County, Kansas. 

1 By Mr. ROWLAND: Of 48 citizens of Stanley County, North Caro- 
ina. 


- SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 24, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of May 14, 1888, decisions rendered by the Treasury De- 
partment regarding duty on lead ores containing gold or silver; which, 
with . accompanying papers, was ordered to lie on the table, and be 

Printed. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 2351) for the relief of Harrison Swango was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
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UNVEILING OF GARIBALDI’S STATUE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the executive committee on inauguration ceremonies of Gar- 


ibaldi monument, extending to the Senate and House of Representa- » 


tives an invitation to attend the unveiling of the statue of Garibaldi 
on the 4th of June next, in New York City; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. BROWN presented a petition of sundry druggists and physicians * 
of Georgia, praying for the repeal of those portions of the internal-rev- 
enne law classing druggists as liquor dealers and imposing a tax on» 
alcohol used in the arts and in medicine; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Lit- 
tle Falls, Minn., praying that an appropriation of $50,000 be made for 
the improvement of the Mississippi River between Little Falls and 
Brainerd, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. VANCE presented the petition of 50 citizens of Iredell County, 
North Carolina, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-com- 
merce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce, z 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4320) to authorize the construction of a 
gravel or macadamized road from the city of New Berne, N. C., to the 
national cemetery near said city, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon, : 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Committee on Military Affairs, to which was 
referred the petition of citizens of Junction City, Oregon, praying for 
the correction of the military record of M. J. Gilstrap, of Oregon, have 
instructed me to report it adversely, recommending that the prayer of 
the petition be not granted. There is no evidence to sustain it. 

The report was agreed to, and the committee were discharged from 
the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2914) for the relief of August Thieman, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely, 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Seott; and 

A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 259) for the relief of Rev. Smith P. Gannage, 
reported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr, ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to report favorably, with sundry amendments, the bill (H. R. 9788) mak- 
ing an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for ex- 
penses of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for other pu I give notice that I shall ask ~ 
the Senate to-morrow, Friday, to consider the bill, and I hope for that 
purpose, if no other, the Senate will be in session to-morrow. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar, 

Mr. ALLISON. At the request of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes], who is necessarily absent from the Senate to-day, I re- 
port from the Committee on Appropriations, with amendments, the 
bill (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and contin- 
gent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipu- 
lations with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1889, 
and for other purposes; and I give notice in his behalf that at the 
earliest possible moment the Senate will be asked to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred- 
the bill (S. 353) for the relief of William T. Crump, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred - 
the bill (H. R. 2527) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 
Red River of the North by the Duluth, Rainy Lake River and South- 
western Railway Company, reported it with amendments, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 7564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee 
River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn., reported it with amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (H. 
R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee 
River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. CHANDLER (on behalf of Mr. CAMERON) submitted a report 
to accompany the bill (S. 2925) in relation to cadets at the Naval 
Academy, heretoiore reported. S 

REPORT ON THE MISSISSIPPI AND ITS TRIBUTARIES. 


Mr. MANDERSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
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to whom was referred the resolution submitted by myself on the 22d 
instant, to report it favorably without amendment; and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That there be printed in pamphlet form for use of the Senate 3.000 
copies of the report on the Mississippi and its tributaries, being Part V of the 
> i ammo report for 1837, of the Bureau of Statistics, Treasury Depart- 
ment, 


WOMAN SUFFRAGE HEARINGS. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I am also instructed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] April 2, 1888, in relation to hear- 
ings before the Woman Suffrage Committee, to report it favorably with 
an amendment filling the blank with the insertion of the figures 
10,000.“ I ask for the present consideration of the resolution. 

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the reso- 
lution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the arguments before the Committee on Woman Suffrage April 
2, 1888, be printed for the use of the Senate, and that —— extra copies be printed. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Printing was to fill 
the blank before the word ‘‘extra’’ by inserting ‘'10,000;’’ so as to 
make the resolution read: 


Resolved, That the arguments before the Committee on Woman Suffrage Apri 
2. 3 be printed for the use of the Senate, and that 10,000 extra copies be 
printed. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The cost of printing the 10.000 extra copies o 
the arguments will be $154. The Committee on Printing, succumbing 
to the wish of the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, report in favor 
of filling the blank with the number indicated. 

Mr. BROWN. I desire to ask the Senator from Nebraska if there is 
not a minority report in that case? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It is not a report. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iwill state to the Senator from Georgia that this 
is not a report, but simply arguments before the committee. 

Mr. BROWN. I misunderstood the matter. I thought it would in- 
clude a report of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No, just the arguments that were presented. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment reported by the Committee on Printing. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3018) granting an increase of 
pension to John N. Bovee; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3019) for the relief of Frederick 
Pehon; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. MANDERSON. On behalf of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER], who is absent from the Chamber on business of the Senate, 
I submit an amendment intended to be proposed by him to the river 
and harbor bill, which I move be referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted four amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FEOM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills: 

A bill (S. 786) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
courts, post- office, custom-office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- 
burg, Miss. ; 

« A bill (S. 2481) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Cincinnati and 
Virginia Railway Company; and 

A bill (S. 2883) for the relief of S. H. Pearce. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 

1978) for the erection of a public building in Paterson, N. J., with 
amendments in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
* The message further announced that the House had agreed to the re- 
port of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2216) 
for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
5 — of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John 

Powers. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8560) to establish a de- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


partment of labor, agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. 
O'NEILL of Missouri, Mr. FRENCH, and Mr. BUCHANAN managers at 
the conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 
ing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8843) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, so as to make inaugura- 
tion day a holiday within said District; and 

A bill (H. R. 8989) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 325) granting to the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke 
City Railroad Company the right of way through the Crow Indian 
reservation; 

A bill (S. 339) granting a pension to Eliza Douglass; 

A bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Franklin, 
alias McKee; - 

A bill (S. 737) granting a pension to Berry Day; 

A bill (S. 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Mary Gammell; 

A bill (8. 1300) granting a pension to Cordelia R. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1477) granting a pension to Harlow B. Hyde; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to George W. Peavey; 

A bill (S. 2651) to remove the political disabilities of John Rutledge, 
of South Carolina; 

A bill (S. 2901) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and West- 
ern Railway Company the right of way through the Lac de Flambeau 
Indian reservation, in the State of Wisconsin; 

A bill (H. R. 92) for the relief of Morgan Rawls; 

A bill (H. R. 1394) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to. 
purchase additional grounds for the accommodation of Government 
offices in Council Bluffs, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 4467) for the erection of a public building at Bar Har- 
bor, in Maine; and 

` A bill (H. R. 7938) to enlarge, improve, and make repairs upon the 
United States court-house and post-office building in Atlanta, Ga., and 
to appropriate money therefor. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS FOR POST-OFFICE PURPOSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, that order is closed, and the Calendar under Rule VIII being in 
order, the Secretary wiil report the first bill on the Calendar. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Business 1101, a bill (S. 2762) to pro- 
vide for the erection of public buildings for post-offices in towns and 
cities where the post-office receipts for three years preceding have ex- 
ceeded $3,000 annually. 

THE VETO POWER. 

Mr. STEWART. Iask unanimous consent to call up the joint res- 
olution (S. R. 80) proposing an amendment to subdivisions 2 and 3 of 
section 7 of Article I of the Constitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Calendar under Rule VITI being 
in order, the Senator from Nevada asks unanimous consent that the 
“Prati proceed to the consideration of the joint resolution indicated by 

im. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that is for the purpose of submit- 
ting some remarks. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the leave of the Senator from Nevada, so 
that no one may be taken by surprise, I give notice that as soon as he 
is through with his remarks I shall move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, That will be, I suppose, about 
half past 1. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution indicated by the Senator from Nevada? 
The Chair hears no objection, and the joint resolution is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the proposition embodied in the 
resolution is toso amend the Constitution that only a majority vote in 
the two Houses, instead of a two-thirds vote, shall be required to pass 
a bill over the veto of the President. 

It was well said by John Locke that wherever law ends tyranny 
begins; and I will add that tyranny and discretion begin and end at 
the same point. They are synonymous. Tyranny is government by 
discretion; freedom is government by law. 

No man ever lived who could be safely intrusted with the liberties 
of the people. No people ever surrendered their liberties to one man 
who did not eventually lose them. If the people desire liberty, they 
must preserve it in their own keeping; if they deposit it with another, 
it is sure to be embezzled. 

The veto power is the most striking illustration of the irresistible de- 
sire in human nature to appropriate the liberties of the people when 
confided to the keeping of one man. The plebeians of ancient Rome, 


at the instigation of Sicinius, two hundred years after the founding of 
that city, congregated at Mount Sacre, a few miles from the city, and 
refused to return unless the patricians would give them some guaranty 


of protection from oppression. A compromise was made whereby the 
1 were allowed to elect magistrates, called tribunes, whoshould 

ave the power to protect the people from the oppression of their supe- 
riors by the utterance of the word veto, which stayed the passage of 
any law, the execution of any sentence, the levying of any tax, the en- 
listment of any troops, and, in short, arrested the entire machinery of 
the government. The exercise of this imperial function, designed in 
the beginning to protect the people from their oppressors, was beneficial 
for a time, but resulted in converting the republice into a despotism. 

During the five hundred years of the Roman republic, which was 
converted into an empire about the commencement of the Christian era, 
fourteen dictators were created, largely by the veto power exercised by 
the tribunes. The last dictator, Octavius Cæsar, became emperor un- 
der the name of Augustus. The common people of Rome, called ple- 
beians, confided their liberties to the tribunes for the purpose of resist- 
ing the oppressions of the patricians, and the tribunes finally absorbed 
in their own persons the rights and liberties of both plebeians and patri- 
cians. 

The power to prevent the enactment of laws and to suspend the ex- 
ecution of existing laws has been known for twenty-five hundred years 
as the veto power. It is an essential element of despotism. 

It was incorporated in our Constitution on the false assumption that 
every President of the United States would exercise it, if at all, with 
extreme caution, so as not to interfere with the legislative department. 
It was proposed by Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, in the constitutional 
convention, to confer this power jointly upon the Executive and a 
convenient number of the national judiciary.” This proposition was 
rejected. Mr. Gerrv, of Massachusetts, then proposed a qualified veto, 
whereby a bill might be passed by —— parts of each branch of the 
National Legislature,” over the objectionsof the Executive. Mr. Wil- 
son, of Pennsylvania, and Alexander Hamilton, of New York, moved 
to strike out that portion of Mr. Gerry’s proposition which permitted 
the National Legislature to pass a bill over the veto, ‘‘so as to give the 
Executive an absolute negative on the laws.” There was no danger, 
they thought, of such a power being too much exercised. It was 
mentioned by Colonel Hamilton that the King of Great Britain had 
not exerted his negative since the revolution. Mr. Gerry sees no 
necessity for so great a control over the legislature, as the best men in 
the community would be comprised in the two branches of it.“ (See 
Elliot’s Debates on the Constitution, volume 5, pages 151-2.) 5 

Franklin, Sherman, Madison, Butler, Bedford, and Mason partici- 
3 in the debate, and were each opposed to an absolute veto. Dr. 

klin said: 

He was sorry to differ from his e es for whom he had a very great re- 
spect, on any occasion, but he could not help it on this. He had had some ex- 
perience of this check in the executive on the 1 lature, under the proprietary 
government of Pennsylvania, The negative of the governor was constantly 
made use of to extort money. No good law whatever could be passed without 
& private bargain with him. An increase of his salary, or some donation, was 
always made a condition, tiH at last it became the regular practice to have 
orders in his favor, on the treasury, presented along with the bills to be signed, 
so that he might actually receive the former before he should sign the latter, 
When the Indians were scalping the Western people, and notice of it arrived, 
the concurrence of the governor in the means of self-defense could not be got 
till it was agreed that his estate should be exempted from taxation; so that the 
people were to fight for the security of his property, whilst he was to bear no 
share of the burden. This was a mischievous sort of check. If the executive 
was to have a council, such a power would be less objectionable. It was true 
the King of Great Britain had not, as was said, exerted his negative since the 
revolution; but that matter was easily explained. The bribesand emoluments 
now given to the members of Parliament rendered it unnecessary, everything 
being done according to the will of the ministers. He was afraid, if a negative 
should be given, as proposed, that more powerand money would be demanded, 
till at last enough would be got to influence and bribe the legislature into a 
complete subjection to the will of the executive.—Id., page 152. 

Roger Sherman very justly remarked that he— 


Was against enabling any one man to stop the will of the whole. No one man 
could be found so far above all the rest in wisdom. He thought we ought to 
avail ourselves of his wisdom in revising laws, but not permit him to overrule 
the decided and cool opinions of the legislature.—Id., page 152. 


In the course of the debate Dr. Franklin further said: 


‘The first man put at the helm will be me et one. Nobody knows what sort 
may come afterwards, The executive will be always increasing here, as else- 
where, till it ends in a monarchy.—Jd., page 154. 


Finally a majority of the States gave the veto power to the President, 
subject to be overruled by a two-thirds vote of both branches of the 
National Legislature. 

A very small part of the debate on this vital provision has been pre- 
served, but sufficient remains to show that Hamilton and others, who 
desired a strong executive, if not a king, succeeded in retaining the 
veto power in its present form by assuming that it would never be 
abused, because it had not been exercised by the King of Great Britain 
since the revolution. 

It seems strange that the framers of the Constitution, endowed as 
they were with almost prophetic vision, were misled by such argu- 
ments. They were certainly familiar with the struggles commenced 
in the eleventh century between the kings and the barons, and con- 
tinued between the kings and Parliament until the revolution and 
the execution of Charles I in 1649. They knew that for nearly five 


hundred years the people of England had struggled against royal pre- 
rogatives, of which the veto power and the power to dispense with the 
execution of the laws (originally a part of the veto power) were most 
obnoxious and that the revolution had practically changed the constitu- 
tion of Great Britain so that the power to make laws was in fact exe- 
cuted by Parliament alone, and the veto power, by common consent, 
was abandoned, 

The non-use of this power by the kings of Great Britain after it had 
been practically wrested from them by the revolution, was a poor rea- 
son for supposing the power itself harmless for evil. The warning ot 
Dr. Franklin was prophetic. The first man was a good one.“ Bev- 
eral that came after were also good. But the executive power has in- 
creased here, as elsewhere, until the President has more individual 
power than the sovereign of any constitutional monarchy in the civilized 
world. 

From the time of the adoption of the Constitution to the 4th of March, 
1885, when President Cleveland was inaugurated, the whole number 
of vetoes of all his predecessors was only one hundred and thirty-three. 
President Cleveland in a little over three years has vetoed one hundred 
and seventy-four, and has ‘‘pocketed’’ or refused to sign fifty bills 
which were presented to him within the last ten days of a session of 
Congress. The suggestion that many of these vetoed bills were for 
small pensions to soldiers or widows of soldiers is not a satisfactory reason 
for the exercise of arbitrary power Against the deliberate judgment of 
a majority of Congress; on the contrary, such legislation may be just 
as meritorious as any other. 

The use of the veto power in ordinary matters of legislation was never 
contemplated by the framers of the Constitution. Such a suggestion 
would have been regarded as extremely absurd. In article 73 of the 
Federalist, Alexander Hamilton discusses at length the veto power 
and maintains that it was only intended to be used in great emergencies 
to protect the constitutional rights of the Executive, or to prevent the 
evident and palpable sacrifice of the public interest, and that there was 
not the least danger that it would be used under other circumstances. 
No bill vetoed by the present Executive either by returning it to the 
House in which it originated, with his objections, or by neglecting to 
sign it in the Jast ten days of a session, can be cited which involved a 
constitutional or an unusually important question of any kind. No 
case suggested by Alexander Hamilton or any other member of the Con- 
stitutional Convention as proper for the exercise of the veto power has 
arisen since the inauguration of President Cleveland; on the contrary, 
every bill passed by Congress which has failed to become a law by the 
action or non-action of the President depended upon matters of fact and 
discretion confided to Congressalone, asshown by the published debates 
of the framers of the Constitution. 

Nor can it be said that any of these bills were of a partisan character. 
This was impossible under the organization of Congress since Mr. Cleve- 
land became President, one House being Republican and the other Dem- 
ocratic, There is no pretense that the legislation vetoed by the Presi- 
dent was the result of passion or prejudice, or wasintended toaid either 
political party. The vetoes of the President rest solely upon the as- 
sumption that it is the duty of the President to nullify every law for 
which he would not have voted as a member of Congress—an assump- 
tion not only of superior wisdom, honesty, and patriotism to both 
branches of Congress, but also that the Executive, with his multifari- 
ous duties, has a better opportunity to ascertain facts and judge of the 
necessities of every section of this vast country than the Representatives 
of the people elected for that purpose and supplied at the expense of the 
Government with committee-rooms, clerks, and all the appliances nec- 
essary to conduct the legislation in conformity with the complicated 
wants of our great and growing country. If he is right, why have a 
Congress? If the Executive is also the legislative department, we have 
no further use for Congress. How different the position taken by the 
early Presidents! 

The contrast between Washington and Cleveland is well illustrated 
by the fact that Washington during the eight years of his administra- 
tion vetoed only two bills, one because it was manifestly in conflict 
with the Constitution and the other on account of an oversight of Con- 
gress, while President Cleveland in three years of his administration 
vetoed more than one hundred times that number. 

The contrast between Lincoln and Cleveland in respect to the exer- 
cise of this kingly prerogative is equally marked. Mr. Lincoln sent 
but one veto to Congress, and that was simply to correct a manifest 
error in the bill. 

President Cleveland pays no respect whatever to the example of Jef- 
ferson, whom the Democrats claim as the great progenitor of their party; 
on the contrary, he utterly repudiates the teachings of that great states- 
man. Jefferson occupied the Presidential chair for eight years, from 
March 4, 1801, to March 4, 1809, and did not in a single instance ex- 
ercise the monarchial power of a veto. John Adams, John Quincy 
Adams, Martin Van Buren, Zachary Taylor, and Millard Fillmore fol- 
lowed the example of Jefferson and refrained from exercising the veto 
power. Harrison and Garfield died in office before a session of Con- 


gress commenced. 
But times have changed and our form of Government has changed 
from democratic simplicity at its inception to a one-man power, re- 
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sponsive only to the necessities of party and the influence of money. 
The discretionary power exercised by the Executive by a misconstruc- 
tion of the veto power, by loose provisions in the statutes, by the grow- 
ing number importance of official appointments, by forced con- 

structions of statutes contrary to their obvious meaning, has clothed 
the Presidential office with many of the essential elements of the des- 
pot. Tyranny is nothing but unlimited discretion. A people governed 
by the unrestrained will of a sovereign have no liberties. The only 
distinction between the President of the United States and a tyrant 
consists in the limitations placed upon the discretion of the former by 
law. The removal, one by one, by the means above recited, of the lim- 
itations upon the Executive oflice intended by the Constitution and pre- 
served in the early legislation of Congress has increased the power of 
that office until it overshadows the legislative and judicial departments, 
which by the Constitution were intended to be equal and independent. 

The people.of the United States do not realize the growing power of 
the Executive, There are more than one hundred thousand offices at 
his disposal, Formerly members of Congress had much to say with re- 
gard to the appointments of the officers in their districts or States. 
This has been prohibited by law, and the entire appointing power prac- 
tically concentrated in the Executive. A member of Congress is not 

even allowed to give evidence as to the qualifications of an applicant 
for office. The President alone determines all questions relating to the 
appointments to office, either by himself or by a board called the Civil 
Service Commission,” appointed by him and removable at his pleasure. 

The vast revenues collected from the people by taxes are practically 
used by the Administration as a private fund to augment the power of 
the Executive. This result is reached in part by legislation and in part 
by forced constructions of the laws. 

The legislation of Congress, secured no matter how or by whom de- 
vised, permits the Administration to loan the accumulated funds in the 
Treasury to such national banks as may be in favor with the Executive, 
without interest or reward to the Government. And this power has 
been liberally exercised by the present Administration in loaning over 
880,000, 000 of the people's money to such national banks as enjoy the 
good forture to find favor in the eyes of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

The Administration also exercises the power, either legally or as- 
sumed, to use the revenues of the Government in the purchase of United 
States bonds at the enormous premium of over 27 per cent. from per- 

sons unknown to the public, but presumably well known to the Ex- 

ecutive. 

Te Administration also possesses the enormous power to increase at 
pleasure the value of bonds and other securities for the payment of 
money, and to depress to an unlimited extent the products of labor 
and of the farm and the factory. This vast power is conferred on the 
Administration by the law which makes it discretionary with the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to purchase and coin not less than two million 
nor more than four million dollars’ worth of silver bullion per month. 
‘Unfortunately for the country, the Secretary of the Treasury exercises 
his discretion against the people and in favor of the bond-holding, mon- 
eyed aristocracy of the United Statesand Europe. If he had exercised 
this discretion in behalf of the people, there would have been three 
hundred millions more coin or coin certificates in circulation; the ruin- 
ous discount on silver would have been avoided; wheat and cotton 
would command from 40 to 50 per cent. more money in the market; 
United States bonds and other evidences of indebtedness would not be 
the only profitable investments in the United States; millions of labor- 
ers would not be out of employment; thrift, enterprise, and prosperity 
would exist where gloom and stagnation of business threaten universal 
bankruptcy, and there would be less surplus in the Treasury to enrich 
favorites and rob the people by paying enormous premiums in the pur- 
chase of bonds not yet due. 

However people may differ as to the propriety of using silver as 
money, no one will deny that the discretionary power given to the ex- 
ecutive department by the act of 1878 to expand or contract the cur- 
rency to favor bondholders and creditors by making money dear, or to 
relieve the people from bankruptcy by the use of both metals, is an 
enormous power, and should never be trusted to the executive depart- 
ment of any government. 

Few laws are by Congress affecting the collection or disburse- 
ment of the revenue which are sufficiently definite to restrain the ad- 
ministration from discriminating in favor of one class of persons against 
another, and conferring vast benefits upon the favored to the injury of 
others, including the United States. A few familiar examples showing 
how the revenue la ws are construed will illustrate the manner in which 
the Executive exercises an almost unlimited discretion in favor of par- 
ticular interests to the injury of others. 

The tariff law of 1883 imposes a duty om lead ore and lead dross in 
the following language. 

Lead ore and lead dross, 1} cents per pound. 

_ There is no exception in the law. All lead ores and lead dross are 
included within the plain language of the statute. But silver ore is 
on the free-list, and the Secretary of the Treasury is called upon to de- 
cide whether silver ore containing lead shall be classed as silver ore and 
imported free of duty or be classed as lead ore and pay a duty of 1} 


cents per pound. Under this law the Secretary of the Treasury rules 
that ores containing more value in silver than in lead shall be admitted 
free as silver ore. : 

This ruling practically repeals the law and admits all lead ore free ot 
duty. Whatever the true rule may be, the law confers an enormous 
discretionary power on the Secretary. It is estimated that the impor- 
tations of lead ore classed as silver ore under this ruling from 1884 to 
1888 through El Paso alone amount to 95,849 tons, which would have 
yielded a revenue if classed as lead ore of $2,875,470. Large importa- 
tions of lead ore classed as silver ore are also made through Laredo and 
Nogales and Baltimore and other ports, and the amount is constantly 
increasing. It will thus be seen that by this ruling, if erroneous, the 
Government is losing a vast amount of money which somebody is gain- 
ing. 

India is a province of England and therefore near to the heart of the 
Treasury Department. It isa large exporter of wool to the United 
States. The tariffon wool was inconvenient to the producers of that 
commodity in India, but this inconvenience has been greatly mitigated 
by a ruling of the Treasury Department. The amount of duty col- 
lected on imported goods of all descriptions, wool included, is deter- 
mined by the market price of the commodity in the country from which 
it is exported. For the purpose of fixing the price of imports so as to 
determine the amount of duty to be paid to the United States, the Di- 
rector of the Mint is required to state the value of foreign coins in for- 
eign countries, so that it can be determined at what price any given 
article imported was purchased in the country from which it was ex- 
ported. The statement is as follows: 

The value of foreign coin as expressed in the money of account of the United 
States shall be that of the pure metal of such coin of standard value; and the 
values of the standard coins in circulation of the various nations of the world 
shall be estimated annually by the Director of the Mint, and be proclaimed on 
on rai day of January by the Secretary of the Treasury,—Seclion 3561, Revised 

It will be observed that the value of foreign coins is to be determined 
by the amount of pure metal in the standard coins of the various coun- 
tries; but the Director of the Mint has established a different rule from 
that provided in the statutes, which, according to his letter to the Sen- 
ate of May 4, 1888, is as follows: 

In estimating the values of foreign coins in the case of countries of a singlo 
silver standard, the yalues of the monetary units, and consequently of the sil- 
ver coins, are determined by ascertaining the market value of the pure silver 
in such units, based upon the mean price of silver in the London market for a 
period commencing October 1 and ending December 24 last preceding, as per 
daily cable dispatches to the Bureau of the Mint. 

In the case of countries having the double standard the value of the bimetal- 
lic paris ascertained by comparing the amountof pure gold in a given unit with 
the pure gold in the unit of the United States. 

He doés not inform us what statute authorizes him to value the sil- 
ver coins of one country according to one standard and those of another 
country according to another standard, nor why he takes the market 
price of silver bullion in London instead of the amount of pure silver, 
as required by the statute, as a criterion for fixing the value of foreign 
silver coins. But whatever his reasons may be, it so happens that he 
has hit upon a construction of the law which is very beneficial to In- 
dia and other foreign countries from which wool and certain oiher com- 
modities are imported. 

The rupee is a silver coin of India, the unit of value and a full lo- 
gal tender in that country. Its purchasing power in India has not 
been diminished by the demonetization of silver. It contains 165 
grains of pure silver, or 181.5 grains of standard silver nine-tenths 
fine, and is worth, if valued according to the statute, 44} cents of our 
money. The Director of the Mint, however, values it according to the 
fluctuations and speculative sales of silver bullion in the London mar- 
ket. By that process he deducts from the value of the rupee 11.3 
cents, and instead of placing the true value, 44} cents, on the rupee, 
he fixes it at only 32.2 cents, or a discount of 33} per cent. This makes 
a like discount of 33} per cent. for revenue purposes on the value of 
all raw wool im from India. 

The tariff law fixes a duty of 5 cents a pound on all raw wool valued 
at over 12 cents a pound. Wool valued at 12 cents a pound and less 
pays a duty of only 2} cents a pound. The value of wool being fixed 
in India by the value of the rupee, the undervaluation of the rupee by 
the Director of the Mint causes a like undervaluation of the wool and 
brings it into a lower grade upon which there is a duty of only 24 cents 
a pound. Wool imported into the United States during the last five 
years from India which cost in India over 12 cents a pound according 
to the true value of the rupee, was admitted as being worth 12 cents 
and below by reason of this undervaluation of the rupee, oceasioning a 
loss to the United States of $895,883.09. For a like reason there was 
a loss on imported jute from India during the same period of $520,- 
296.14; on dressed skins, $233,025.28; on gunny-bags, $456,356.92, 
making a total loss on imports from India during the last five years of 
$2,105,511.43. This loss to the United States was occasioned by the 
construction ef the law by the Director of the Mint, and whatever rea- 
sons may be assigned in support of it, it will hardly be denied that 
equally sound arguments exist in favor of a construction which would 
have saved this large sum of money to the United States, This ilius- 
trates the vast discretionary power of the Executive. 
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This undervaluation of foreign coins produced a similar effect on the 
importations of wool from other countries, as will appear from the fol- 
lowing table: : : 


On imported avool from— Š 5 
Russia, 1884 to 1886, inclusive... . . . . .. $1, 135, 082. 20 
Mexico, 1881 to 1887, inclusive... 158, 714. 37 
Chili, 1843 to 1887, inclusive....... 213, 891.21 
Uruguay, 1883 to 1887, inclusive . 696, 955. 68 
E VE EES E TAINEN EA 2, 204, 612. 44 
Add loss on imports of wool, ete., from India for last five years... 2, 105,511.43 
/ T—— — $4, 310. 153. 87 


It would be interesting to pursue this subject further, and, if it were 
possible, to exhibit for the consideration of the people the various rul- 
ings and discriminations of the Treasury Department, whereby special 
privileges are granted and merchant princes are created in the great 
city of New York and elsewhere at the expense of the people. But 
my purpose is already served. I do not desire in calling attention to 
the veto power to point out frauds on the revenue, but to show the 
almost unlimited discretionary power exercised by the Executive, and 
which he may use at his pleasure, to benefit his friends, or to destroy 
his enemies. This power is not confined to the administration of the 
revenue laws. 

Nearly all land titles in the United States were obtained from the 
Government, still the Attorney-General assumes the authority to bring 
suits to set aside any land-patent issued by the Government, no matter 
when, and thereby and without a hearing cloud the title of any citizen 
to his land, and involve him in ruinous litigation, who shall incur the 
displeasure of the imperial power of the administration. An example 
of this extraordinary power, and the more extraordinary manner of its 
exercise, is found in the action of the Attorney-General in farming out 
to private parties the privilege to bring suits in the name of the United 
States to set aside land-patents in California which have been granted 
after years of litigation in tribunals created by Congress to carry into 
effect the terms of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo. After thirty years 
of litigation the Mexican land grants in California have been settled 
and patents issued to land amounting in the aggregate to over 8,000,000 
acres, now improved and inhabited by not less than 800,000 people. 
Undersnch circumstancesit would besupposed that the Executive would 
have allowed the matter to rest until Congress should authorize further 
proceedings. But the Attorney-General has assumed the responsibility 
to authorize a large number of suits to set aside patents, some of which 
were issued more than thirty years ago, since which time the lands have 
passed into the hands of innocent purchasers and are inhabited by thou- 
sands of people. These suits will involve enormous expense, cloud the 
title of innocent purchasers for many years, and the United States will 
be the loser and not the gainer by the proceedings, as it has been in 
several suits of like character authorized by the Attorney-General and 
decided against the United States in every instance by the courts. It 
may, however, be beneficial for some political purpose or design of 
which the public are not informed, 

Another example of the exercise of executive power is illustrated by 
the unsuccessful raid of the Attorney-General on the Bell Telephone 
Company. I have nothing to do with the motives of that distinguished 
officer in instituting these proceedings, I simply refer to this matter 
to show the growing tendency of the executive department to interfere 
with private rights. 

The treaty-making power is also confided to the President. To what 
extent this vast power may be used to advance the ambitious projects 
of the Executive can well be imagined. The friendship and good offices 
of such a power as Great Britain might possibly be secured in a close 
political contest in this country by yielding to the selfish demands of 
our most formidable rival. 

These are a few examples of the discretionary power of the Presi- 
dent conferred by the Constitution, by misconceptions of that instrument, 
by unguarded laws, and us by forced constructions of statutes. 
Few tyrants ever had wider discretion. None ever had equal resources 
to enforce the tyranny of discretion. 

Many of these evils might be remedied or checked by legislation, and 
the liberties of the people guarded by law if Congress had power to legis- 
late against the willofthe Executive. What hope is there for such legis- 
lation while it takes a two-thirds majority of each House of Congress 
to pass any law which the Executive opposes either on account of the 
law itself or on account of the attitude towards himself of the persons 
who advocate its passage? 

Tt is not encouraging to conscientious members of Congress laboring 
to perfect bills in the interests of the people, to know that the President 
may send them back to Congress without his approval or throw them 
into the waste basket at the end of the session without investigation. 
The assumption of the Executive that he can evolve more knowledge 
from his inner consciousness while shut up in the White House in the 
ten days allotted to him to sign bills than the representatives of the 
people can acquire through all the avenues of information accessible 
to them, was never indulged in by the fathers of the Constitution. 

A large majority of each House of Congress is to-day in favor of hon- 
est money, oppos d to delegating the sovereign right to issue money to 
private corporations, and in favor of the free use of both gold and silver 
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as money according to the sanction of the Constitution and the 

of all civilized nations for many hundred years previous to the demon- 
etization of silver by the United states and Europe in the interest of 
the creditor class and for the development of the resources of India at 
the expense of the United States. 

When the President called upon Congress for the power to speculate 
in bonds under the pretense of supplying the people with money by 
disbursing the surplus in the ‘Treasury, the Senate by a vote of 38 to 
13 consented to this request, with the condition that there should be 
no further contraction of the currency, and to prevent which the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was required to purchase and coin silver to take 
the place ot the national-bank currency retired in the purchase of 
bonds and under the operation of existing laws. The President re- 
fused to grant this small favor to the people. The bond-purchase bill 
was buried in the Committee on Ways and Means of ‘the House, and 
the representatives of the people denied an opportunity to pass upon 
this small measure of relief. No proceeding has taken place more grat- 
ilying to the moneyed aristocracy of Europe and the governing money- 
trust of the United States than the scheme whereby an excuse to spec- 
ulate in bonds was obtained by a naked resolution of the House, and 
all manner of redress denied to the people of the United States, who 
are loaded down with debt and struggling againt impending ruin, 
forced upon them by contraction. 

The spirit of the times and the animus of the powers that be are in- 
dicated by the language of the leading Democratic oman of this city. 
While I know it would be unjust to hold the President responsible for 
all that is written by his admirers, still I can not suppose that so able 
and faithful a journal as the Washington Post would intentionally mis- 
represent the views of the President of the United States. Without 
attaching too much importance to the editorials of the Post, I must be 
permitted to call the attention of the Senate to what this most devoted 
friend of the President says as to the purposes and designsof the Chief 
Magistrate of the nation, and the réal reasons for his vetoes and other 
executive acts. In its issue of May 10 the following leading editorial 


appears: 
NO MORE POLITICAL PRUDERY. 

The tariff bill now pending in the House of resentatives might just as 
oe be called the Cleveland bill as the Mills bill. It is the response of the 

mocratic House, through the majority of the Ways and Means Committee, 
to the u t demand of the Democratic President for a Democratic reduction 
of redun t revenues and needless taxation. It is, therefore, the Democratic 
party’s bill, and no man calling himself a t has a right to work for its 
defeat or decline to support it. 

In all human associations men owe obligations to each other, and as indivi- 
duals are bound to sacrifice something for the general good. The Democratic 
party had now reached a point where it can not afford to tolerate infidelity to 
the Democratic creed. And least of all things ean it afford to have the Demo- 
are Administration feeding at the public crib men who work in the vineyard 
of the enemy. 

President Cleveland's tariff message is his platform for the Presidential cam- 
paign. He is responsible forthe fact that loyalty to him and his party is incon- 
sistent with the refusal of loyal support to the ding bill. The Post has, on 
many occasions, commended the President for — in the cause of revenue 
reform, His sincerity is beyond a now,and will not be questioned in 
me = if he uses the power that he possesses to aid in carrying the bill through 

e House. 

In plain terms, it is time to have done with political prudery and to let every 
so-called Democratie Re tative understand that support of this bill is the 
test by which the A: ion will try his Democracy. President Cleve- 
land did not omer when Federal ige was used tounhorse RANDALL in 
Pennsylvania. Without the aid of the Administration Mr. RANDALL could not 
have been deposed. Is President Cleveland too fastidious tolet Mr. MCADOO, of 
New Jersey, a close and doubtful State, understand that a Democratic Adminis- 
tration will not find corn for the oxen that plowed the Republican field? The 
same kind of fire that was built behind RANDALL in Pennsylvania should be 
used in the cases of MCADOO, FORAN, and any other so-call whode- 
clines to go with his party in the hour of need. 

There are emergencies in polities asin war that try the mettle of commanders. 
Mr, Cleveland has done admirably in laying out the campaign. Will he suffer 
n repulse in the initial skirmish by reason of excessive fastidiousness? Or will 
he use the ample means in his power to insure victory? 


The following day it gleefully rejoices over the misfortunes of Mr. 
SOWDEN, of Allentown, in its most facetious style. It says: 
Monte-Christo Cleveland after the Sowden-Allentown veto: “ONE.” 


The others are quite handy, Mr. Presid: within easy striking distanee— 
President, 


len 
McApoo, Forax, and all their jolly fellowship. Strike 


and strike hard. McApoo will make a beautiful number TPI 
The haughty arrogance with which the Post proclaims in its issue of 
May 12 the doom of all recreant Democrats who manifest symptoms of 
3 and a desire to represent their constituents, and who refuse 
— 5 
Whore Un it may „ 
expresses better than words of mine the ample power of the Executive 
as understood by his faithful organ. In its issue of that day it says: 


CALL THE ROLL. 
* * * The thing is to pass the bill 
Meaning the Mills bill— 


practically as it stands before the meeting of the Democratic national conven- 
tion. The vote will demonstrate who are the traitors in the Democratie camp of 
whom we have keard so much. 

Mr. SAMUEL J. RAXDALL will not be one, however, Heis to all intents and pur- 
poses a Pennsylvania Republican, and he makes no secret of his intention to 
voice the sentiments of his immediate constituency in all tariff matters, This 


is fair and squaro and upright, and no one was better satisfied with it than Mr. 
Cleveland himself when he took Mr. RANDALL at his word and deprived him of 
his Federal patronage at the same time. But Mr. Raspact hasa Democratic fol- 
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Jowing, we are told—twelve good Democrats and true, who are owned by the 
Republican protectionists who do business in their districts, Who are these 
| Sony pre It is easy to pick out three in Mr. Foran, of Ohio; Mr. MCADOO, of 

ew Jersey; and the melancholy Sowoxx, of Allentown post-office; but who 
are the others? 8 

It seems to us of great importance to know this before the St. Louis conven- 
tion assembles, It will take the convention about twenty-four hours to renom- 
inate Mr. Cleveland, and then he will be so great a man that he need not scru- 
ps to take each Congressional backslider by the scruff of his neck and throw 

im out of the Democratic party. And he will not, The President respects 
himself, and he has quite made up his mind that his followers shall respect the 
issue upon which he has decided to fight the campaign. There isan Allentown 
for every SowpEN. It only needs that the Sowpen shall disclose himself in time. 


The following also appeared in the same issue of the Post: 
PRESIDENT CLEVELAND'S RESPONSIBILITY. 
Thee 1 5555 own deliberate act he bound his own and his party’s fortunes 


to a policy that is embodied in the pending tariff bill. He put his hand bravely 
to the plow a turned a good Democratic furrow. His party does not expect 


him to look 3 

Mr. Cleveland has it in his power to aid his friends in the House of Represent- 
atives in passing the Mills bill, the bill that exists as a response to his message ; 
the bill that, coupled with his message, must be his and his party's platform in 
the Presidential campaign. As we said the other day, it is time to have done 
with political prudery and to get down to business; it is not a time for senti- 
men or fastidiousness, but for ee Pee There are men who, 
while enjoying the favor of the Democratic A: istration, may be found work- 
ing, with their coats off and sleeves rolled up, on the Republican side of the 
fence. 

Let them look for their rewards to the party whose work they are doing. 


Mr. BOWDEN ought to be able to appreciate the following item, which 
also appeared ifthe Post of May 12: 

MR. SOWDES'’S CHANCES—HE IS LIKELY TO BE LEFT AT HOME NEXT YEAR. 

The Republican Legislature of Pennsylvania has reapportioned the State so 
that the districts now represented by Representatives bRMENTROUT and Sow- 
DEN are merged into one district, and one of the two tlemen named can not 
come back to the next Congress, It looks as though Mr, SowpEN would be left 
athome. During the present Congress he has been making himself as disagree- 
able as possible to the Democrats, and as inimical as he was capable of being to 
Democratic legislation. Of the several Pennsylvania Democrats who used to 
co-operate with Mr. RANDALL in opposing tariff reform, Mr. SowpEN is the only 
one who has continued to anathematize the Mills tariff bill. And now he has 
been deprived by a Presidential veto of the influence that might accrue to him 
from the enactment of a law appropriating $100,000 for a new public building in 
his own town—Allentown. 

In Mr. ERMENTROUT’S town a new public building is in course of erection. 
Mr. ERMENTROUT now freely declares his conviction that a tariff bill will pass 
the House this session. He even “ys with regard to the free-wool clause, the 
most critical and important one in the bill, that the prospect of its adoption is 
improving; and Mr. ERMENTROUT, it is said, is in a fair way to be renominated 
and re-elected to Congress. “It is useless to kick inst the dashboard,” he 
says. If you can't kick over it, better not kick at all.“ 


The most exact statement of the situation, however, as understood 
by this devoted organ of the President, appears as the leading editorial 
in the issue of May 19, as follows: 

DESTINY. 

When Napoleon the First concluded to become Emperor of the French he 
crowned himself. It was an interesting scene. The Cathedral of Notre Dame 
nged with the greatest men and women inthe world. There were kings 


was thro 
and queens, princes, generals, statesmen, and scholars galore, all assembled to 
the triumph of the conqueror. Firstin pase mood the Popeof Rome. He 
come to crown the emperor, 

When the critical moment arrived, however, Napoleon took the imperial 
crown and crowned himself. Pope Pius was buta spectator. 

A similar scene will occur in the city of St. Louis on the 8th day of June, in 
this year of grace 1888. Mr. Grover Cleveland has summoned a national Dem- 
ocratic convention to renominate him for the Presidency of the United States, 
and eight hundred and twenty delegates will assemble to do his bidding. But 
they will really have nothing todo. When the time comes to vote it will be ap- 
parent to the veriest t among them that President Cleveland has already re- 
nominated himself. eisa man of destiny, and will do as men of destiny do. 
The Democratic nomination is his by right of conquest, and he will not conde- 
scend to receive it from any hands but his own. í 

Well, let it be so. This is a self-made country, and it is natural that it should 
fall down before a self-made man. But was there ever so thoroughly self-made 
a man as Grover Cleveland I.? Wethink not. 


Mr. HAMPTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. STEWART. I would rather not be interrupted. 

Mr. HAMPTON. I only wanted to give the comments of another 
Democratic newspaper. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator can do that after I get through. I 
decline to yield now. 

The situation is forcibly stated in this article. No one denies Mr. 
Cleveland’s absolute ownership of the Democratic party. Before 
reaching Washington he sent word to the Democratic members of the 
House to discard one of the precious metals, and in all things to do 
the bidding of Wall street. The refusal of patriotic Democrats to 
abandon their constituents and join the golden bondholding ring chal- 
lenged the admiration of the country. The House of Representatives 
seemed to be an impregnable fortress against any assault from Wall 
street; but it has fallen. With a wave of the hand of Grover Cleve- 
land I. that body was paralyzed so that it could not even utter the 
word silver“ when the Senate sent it the Beck amendment on the 
bond-purchasing bill. At this rate the growing power of this man of 
destiny has but to continue unresisted for another term of four years 
to so intrench Grover Cleveland I. in the White House that nothing 
but revolution can remove him. 

I can hardly suppose the President dictated the language in the fore- 
going quotation, as he is in the habit of dictating the policy of Congress, 
but he undoubtedly inspired it and impressed it upon the plastic mind 
of the editor of the Post by the majesty of power by which he controls, 
subjugates, and tramples down not only the independence of his party 


in Congress but the customs and usages of the Government and the 
rights and privileges of the people. Napoleons may dazzle and capti- 
vate the people of France, but it will take years of misrule and oppres- 
sion to subjugate the people of the United States and make them tamely 
submit to a dictator. hile it must be admitted that the Chief Ex- 
ecutive has absorbed and is exercising both the executive and legis- 
lative powers of the nation, and his example is forming a precedent and 
pointing the way to imperial power for other ambitious leaders who 
may follow him, he himself will hardly reach the goal of imperial sway 
enjoyed by the great Napoleon, which, according to the Post, his con- 
duct so strikingly resembles. There is no doubt, however, that with 
the resources which the Executive has at his command any other peo- 
ple except the inhabitants of these United States would te deprived 
of their liberties. Never before in the hands of one man were such vast 
powers and, resources intrusted by a confiding people. 

It remains to be seen whether he will be able to fullfil the expecta- 
tions of the Post by imitating Napoleon and crowning himself because 
he regards all others unworthy to perform that service. 

The most alarming feature connected with the exercise of the veto 
power by the President is that it no longer attracts attention; on the 
contrary, the people are fast being educated to regard the Executive 
as thesource of all power. The vetoes of the President are treated by 
the press as no more remarkable than the passage of bills through either 
House of Congress, while in the earlier and better days of the Republic 
the exercise of the veto power was regarded as most extraordinary. A 
hundred vetoes in a single session of Congress would have created a 
revolution in those days, Many leading journals of to-day congratu- 
late the Executive on his independence in disregarding the acts of Con- 
gress in his almost daily vetoes of bills originating in a Democratic 
House or a Republican Senate, and subject to the scrutiny of Demo- 
cratic as well as Republican committees. The idea that the king 
can do no wrong is not original with these journals. It has been 
preached during all the ages in every despotic government, and is a 
doctrine sacred to tyrants. ‘‘Long live the king!” ‘‘Hosannahs to 
the conquering hero!” have ever greeted the usurper in his triumphant 
march to imperial power. Our Republic is being converted into a 
monarchy on account of an oversight in framing the Constitution. 
Shall it be remedied? 

It was not deemed possible by the founders of the Constitution tomake 
a perfect instrument of government, or to 1 aguinst every scheme 
of oppression the enemies of liberty could devise to rob the people of 
free government, and consequently a mode of meeting emergencies as 
they might arise was provided in the Constitution by way of amending 
that instrument. Still there are persons who would not remedy defects 
in the fundamental law notwithstanding the liberties of the people 
were endangered, and would prefer tyranny with the letter of the Con- 
stitution as it was, to liberty preserved by perfecting that instrument 
so as to maintain the form of government designed by the fathers. 

John Tyler, who became President by the death of General Harrison, 
vetoed ten bills during his administration, and his course has been con- 
demned by posterity. His fifth veto aroused the indignation of a 
majority of Congress. A select House committee was appointed to take 
into consideration the reasons of the President in refusing his assent to 
the bill. John Quincy Adams, ex-President of the United States, who 
did not veto a bill during his administration, was made chairman of 
the committee. On August 16, 1842, Mr. Adams presented the report 
of the committee. It is a powerful arraignment of the President, and 
suggests that he ought to be impeached for his arbitrary and unjusti- 
fiable acts in usurping the power and thwarting the will of Congress, 
The remedy proposed, however, was not impeachment, but an amend- 
ment to the Constitution reducing the vote necessary to pass a bill over 
the veto of the President from two-thirds of each House to a majority, 
which is the proposition now under consideration. The concluding 
essen of the report, together with the amendment proposed, is as 

follows: 

The power of the e Congress to enact laws essential to the welfare of 
the ple has been struck with apoplexy by the Executive hand. Submission 
to his will is the only condition upon which he will permit them to act, For the 
enactment of a measure earnestly recommended by himself, he forbids their ac- 
tion, unless coupled with a condition declared by himself to be on a subject so 
totally different that he will not suffer them to be coupled in the same law, 
With that condition Congress can not comply. In this state of things he hasas- 
sumed, as the committee fully believe, the exercise of the whole legislative 
power to himself, and is levying millions of money upon the people without 
any authority of law. But the final decision of this question depends neither 
ep legislative nor executive, but upon judicial authority, nor can the final de- 
cision of the Supreme Court upon it be pronounced before the close of the pres- 
ent Congress. In the mean time the abusive exercise of the constitutional power 
of the President to arrest the action of Congress upon measures vital to the wel- 
fare of the people, has wrought conviction upon the minds of a majority of the 


committee that the veto power itself must be restrained and modified by an 
amendment of the Constitution itself: a resolution for which they accordingly 


herewith respectfully report. 
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` Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of America 
in Congress assembled (two-thirds of both Houses concurring therein), That the fol- 


lowing amendment of the Constitution of the United States, in the seventh sec- 
tion of the firstarticle, be recommended to the Legislatures of the several States, 
which, on the adoption of the same by three-fourths of the said Legislatures, 
shall become part and parcel of the Constitution: 

Instead of the words ‘‘two-thirds,” twice repeated in the second paragraph 
of the said seventh section, substitute in both cases the words “a majority of 
the whole number.“ (See Congressional Globe, second session Twenty-seventh 
Congress, 1841-'42, page 896.) 

If the amendment proposed by Mr. Adams had been adopted the 
legislative department of the Government to-day might be able to per- 
form its legitimate functions, notwithstanding the vast accumulation 
of power in the hands of the Executive. It can not be supposed that 
bribery alone in the shape of offices and special - privileges granted to 
members of Congress and their friends by an ambitious Executive could 
control a majority in either Honse of Congress. The check upon legis- 
lation, resulting from a reconsideration in Congress of a bill after a 
veto, would be sufficient to prevent hasty legislation. If, after hearing 
the reasons of the President, it should be the deliberate opinion of a 
majority of both Houses of Congress that a bill should become a law, 
no one-man power ought to exist in the Government to prevent it. 

There is a growing sentiment in the States against the veto power. 
Nine of them have already qualified it so that a majority of the Legis- 
lature can pass a bill over the veto of the governor. They are Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Connecticut, Indiana, Kentucky, New Jersey, Ten- 
nessee, Vermont, and West Virginia. Nebraska and Maryland have 
seduced the majority to three-fifths, while the governors of the States 
of Delaware, North Carolina, Ohio, and Rhode Island have no veto power 
2onferred upon them by the constitutions of their States. No inconven- 
ience has arisen inany of the States above named for lack of veto power 
in the governor. 

It is absurd to suppose that one man in the White House charged with 
the multifarious duties of the Executive office can more deliberately ex- 
amine legislation than the majority of Congress, aided by its committees 
with no other business but to perfect and pass laws. It is equally ab- 
surd to suppose that the one man in the White Honse absorbs and mo- 
nopolizes all the honor and integrity of the nation. 

*` The arguments in favor of lodging the veto power with the Presi- 
dent alone are the same that have been used from time immemorial 
for placing all power in the hands of a king and regarding him as the 
fountain of law and justice. It was supposed that the plea of the di- 
vine right of kings had become obsolete in the United States and that 
in the place thereof the people had become sovereign; but the omnip- 
otent sway of Executive power and the commendation it receives from 
a portion of the public press, remind us that eternal vigilance is the 
price of liberty,” and that despotism is the necessary consequence of 
intrusting the liberties of the people to the safe-keeping of any one 
man, no matter by what name he be called, whether emperor, king, 
or president. However much he may be loved by the people the re- 
sult is the same, Delegated power without a reservation of the right 
to recall it will never be voluntarily surrendered to the people. The 
first step in the way of reform in legislation and administration is to 
restore to Congress legislative power to the end that the people’s rep- 
resentatives may defend the rights of their constituents, regardless of 
the frowns or smiles of an ambitious Executive. 

I want it.distinctly understood that I have no > inpo ton to criticise 
the Presidentonaccountof any unkind feeling to him personally. 
On the contrary, I am forced to acknowledge the sagacity and skill with 
which he controls the heterogeneous masses of the Democratic party by 
a judicious use of the loaves and fishes. In many things that he is 
doing, and which I have criticised, he is but following in the footsteps 
of his recent predecessors, The trouble is that he disregards the re- 
straints imposed upon him by the Constitution and the laws. The 
exercise of the great natural force with which he is endowed is concen- 
trating the whole power of the Government in the Executive, and if 
not restrained must ultimately lead to a monarchy. The people ad- 
mire courage, independence, audacity, and will. These qualities are 
possessed in a high degree by Mr. Cleveland. While they are guaran- 
ties of personal success, they are dangerous to popular liberty. They 
are the qualities which always increase Executive authority at the ex- 
pense of the people. 

The selection by Mr. Cleveland of the money kings and bondhold- 
ing aristocracy of Europe and America as his allies proves hissagacity 
and shows his appreciation ofthe necessity for the use of money in ac- 
complishing his Napoleonic schemes. If such associations do not 
arouse the people to action before it is too late, it will be because the 
boldness and daring of this man of destiny dazzles and blinds them. 

In closing my remarks I will quote from a speech by Henry Clay 
made in the Senate in 1842 in protesting against the usurpations of 
John Tyler. It is as follows: 

Let me here say, in reply, that the ancient principles and mode of legislation 
which has ever prevailed from the foundation of this Government has been to 
fix first upon the general principles which are to guide us, and then to carry 
out these principles by detailed legislation. Such hasever been the course pur- 
sued, not only in the country from which we derive our legislative institutions, 
but ourown, The memorable resolution offered in the British House of Com- 
mons by the celebrated Mr. Duning is no doubt familiar to the mind of every 


one—that the power of the Crown (and lit is equally true.of our own Chief 
Magistrate) e was increasing, — ought to be diminished.” 


The statement of Mr. Clay is verified by history. In the first quarter 
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ofa century after the inauguration of Washington there were six vetoes; 
in the second quarter, nineteen vetoes; in the third quarter, thirty-one 
vetoes, and in the fourth quarter, or the last twenty-four years to date, 
two hundred and fifty-five vetoes, more than two-thirds of which were 
made by Mr. Cleveland, in addition to his fifty pocket vetoes in the 
last Congress. 

I submit that this is matter for serious consideration. 

DISTRICT APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The bill (H. R. 9989) making appropriations to provide for the ex- 
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

INAUGURATION DAY IN THE DISTRICT. 

The bill (H. R. 8843) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States for the District of Columbia so as to make inaugu- 
ration day a holiday within said District was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DANIEL. Having casually examined the text of the bill, I find 
that it is almost identical in terms with Senate bill 2551, which has 
already been passed by the Senate. I therefore ask that the House bill 
be taken up and passed without reference to a committee. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Virginiaasks unani- 
mous consent that the bill be now considered. It will be read for in- 
formation. 

The bill was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro dempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? — 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have it lie on the table for a few mo- 
ments, so that I may look at it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
present, 

PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5445) making appropriations 


for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 


year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend totheir respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2, 4, and 5,and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3 and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert ‘‘$16,000;”” and the Senate agree to the same. 

W. B. ALLISON,’ r 
H. L. DAWES, 
A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
M. A. FORAN, 
EDWARD J. GAY, 
JOHN D. LONG, 
d Managers on the part of the House, 
The report was concurred in. 


COMMITTEE ON THE MEAT PRODUCT. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. Vest, Mr. PLUMB, Mr. 
MANDERSON, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. CoKE as the select committee au- 
thorized by the resolution of the Senate of the 16th instant, providing 
for the appointment of a special committee to examine fully into all 
questions touching the meat product of the United States. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 

of executive business. 


The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 


ation of executive business. After two hours and forty minutes spent 
in executive session, the doors were reopened. è 
PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, moved that when the Senate adjourn it be 
to Monday next, and called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and being taken, resulted—yeas 23, 
nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—23. 
Bate, Faulkner, Kenna, Ransom, 
Berry, George, McPherson, Reagan, 
Blodgett, Gorman, organ, Saulsbury, 
Call, Gray, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cockrell, Hampton, Payne, Voorhees. 
Daniel, Jones of Arkansas, Pugh, ; 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Davis, Hawley, Platt, 
Allison, Dolph, Hiscock, Riddleberger, 
Blair, Edmunds, Hoar. Sherman, 
Bowen, varts, Ingalls, Stewart, 
Chandler, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Stockbridge. 
Cullom, Frye, Mitchell, 
ABSENT—3). 
Beck, Dawes, Paddock Teller. 
Blackburn, Eustis, Palmer, Vance, 
Brown, Gibson, Plumb, Vest, 
Butler, Hale, Quay, Walthall, 
eron, Harris, Sabin, Wilson of Iowa, 
hace, Hearst, Sawyer, Wilson of Md. 

ke, Manderson, Spooner, 

Colquitt, Morrill, Stanford, 


* 
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The following pairs were announced: 
Mr. Brown with Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. Coke with Mr. DAWES. 

Mr. CoLquitr with Mr. CHACE. 

Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. MANDERSON. 
Mr. Eustis with Mr. Pappock. ~ 

Mr. Grsson with Mr. TELLER. 

Mr. Vest with Mr. PLUMB. 

Mr. WALTHALL with Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, with Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. 
Mr. HARRIS with Mr. MORRILL. 

Mr. Beck with Mr. HALE. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed a bill (H. R. 9345) making 
appropriations for the service of the Post-Office ment for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 o’clock and 20 minutes p. m.) 
— cour adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 25, 1888, at 12 
o'clock m. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Execulivg nomination confirmed by the Senate May 17, 1888. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


James D. Jenkins, of Osage, Iowa, to be agent for the Indians of the 
Sisseton agency, in Dakota. 


Execuiive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 22, 1888. 
FOR APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
To be post chaplain. 
Charles C. Pieree, of Pennsylvania, May 12, 1888. 
FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. Charles E. L. B. Davis, to be major, April 7, 1888. 
First Lieut. George McC. Derby, to be captain, April 7, 1888. 


FOR APPOINTMENT BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY. 


Second Lieut. William L. Sibert, to be first lieutenant, April 7, 1888. 


Second Lieut. Eugene W. Van C. Lucas, First Artillery, to be sec- 


ond lieutenant in the Corps of Engineers, May 14, 1888. 
POSTMASTERS. 


John Engle, to be postmaster at Hackensack, Bergen County, New | 


Jersey. 
James S. Mellick, to be postmaster at Dover, Morris County, New 
Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 24, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
II. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CLAIM OF WILLIAM GARBETP. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting findings of fact by said court 
in the case of William Garrett vs. The United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7783) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Knoxville, Tenn., the bill having been returned from the Senate 
with amendments and a request for a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP] asks 
unanimous consent that these amendments of the Senate be non-von- 
curred in and the request for a conference agreed to. If there be no 
objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8560) to es- 
tablish a department of labor, the bill having been returned from the 
Senate with amendments and a request for a conference. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iask that the Senate amendments be non-con- 
curred in and the request for a conference agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

ELIZA WRIGHT OWEN. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 42) granting 


a pension to Eliza Wright Owen, the bill having been returned from 
the Senate witha message that the amendments of the House had been 


disagreed to. x 

Mr. MATSON. Imove that this bill be referred to thè Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 1978) for the 
erection of a public building in Paterson, N. J. 

Mr. PHELPS. I ask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of this bill; and I trust that no gentleman will be cruel enough 
to interpose a peremptory objection until the bill has been read and I 
have been allowed oné or two minutes—not over two minutes—to show 
that this is one of the saddest among all these cases, and also one of 
the worthiest. ’ 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, after which the Chair will 
ask for objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he {s hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceedings 
or otherwise, a site for, and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with 
fire-proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the post-office and other 
Government offices, at the city of Paterson, N. J. The plans, cations, 
and full estimates for said building shall be previously made and approved ac 
cording to law, and shall not exceed for the site and building complete the sum 
of $125,000: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to dan- 
ger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, in- 
cluding streets and alleys; and no money appropriated for this purpose shall 
be available until a valid title to the site for said building shall be vested in the 
United States, nor until the State of New Jersey shall have ceded to the United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or re the owner thereof, for all purposes ex the administra- 
tion of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

Sec. 2. That the sum of $125,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and cx- 
pended for the purpose provided in this act. 

Mr. PHELPS. Mr. Speaker, if I did not inform ihe House, mem- 
bers could scarcely know that for six years I have waited to secure the 

ge of a bill such as this. My immediate predecessor introduced 
the bill and it was favorably reported to the House. That was in the 
Forty-seventh Congress, and the Republican party gave its approval.’ 
He died with “hope deferred. I took up his mantle; and a favorable 
report, duplicating that which he had obtained, was made in the Forty- 
eighth Congress, the Democrats being then in control, and recognizing 
the merits of the measure, and I waited. 

A favorable report followed from the Forty-ninth Congress, and again 
I waited. Wemetin December. The Committee of this House in the 
Fiftieth reported in my favor—and I still wait. 

Six years of this suffering on my part and two yearsof vicarious suf- 
fering on the part of my predecessor, and this is the first time I have 
had an opportunity to test the wishes of the House on the proposition 
so frequently reported. Thus, Mr. Speaker, was my hope deferred ! 
Ought I to be made to bear this any longer? pie He 

Mr. SPRINGER, You want to pass the bill, do you not? 

Mr. PHELPS. Yes, I want to pass it—very much. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All right, then. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. This is a Senate bill, and there is no report ac- 
companying it. There is a House report, however. 

Mr. PHELPS. I can state to the gentleman in a very few minutes 
the facts embodied in the report. They make a story of wonderful 
growth and prosperity. Paterson is a swarming hive. It already has 
a population of 75,000, and is rapidly growing 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think this had better be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. - 

Mr. PHELPS. Then it wiil not be reached, I fear, during the ses- 
sion. I hope the gentleman will not insist, at least until he hears the 
facts in reference to the case, 

I have consumed one minuteof the time I asked for, Ipresume; now 
let me consume the other minute in giving the reasons for this bill. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I have no desire to interrupt the passage of the 
bill; but this committee has days for the consideration ofits business. 
It has already spent some time in ting its measures before the 
House, and I think this had better take the usual course. 

Mr. PHELPS. The committee report the same bill identically, ex- 
cept as to the amount involved. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What amount does the House bill propose? 

Mr. PHELPS, The House bill proposes an appropriation of $80,- 
000; the Senate bill fixes the amount at $125,000. In view of the ex- 
tent of the population there, I think that $125,000 is only a proper ap- 
propriation; but I am willing, so great is my anxiety for prompt ac- 
tion in this matter, to accept the $80,000 fixed by the House bill; but 
I think the gentleman from Tennessee, if he will recognize the fact 
that this town has a population of 75,000, and is growing rapidly, will 
scarcely refuse me the sum given by the Senate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Is there a court there? 

Mr. PHELPS. There is no court. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the report read. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair has stated, there is no report accom- 
panying the Senate bill. There is a report with the House bill. 


, 


1888. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have the House report read, then. 

Mr. PHELPS. ‘That can be read if the gentleman desires it, or if 
he does not insist upon it, I will make, as I suggested, a brief statement 
covering all the points. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I think we had better have the report read. Let 
us see what we are doing here. 

The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read, as follows: 


They found that no city in the State was growing in population and business 
so rapidly as Paterson. It had in 1850 11,000; in 1869, 19,000; in 1870, 33,000; in 
1855, 62,500 inhabitants, by actual census. The estimated population January 
2, 1888, was 71,000. 

Paterson has large manufacturing industries, among which are over one hun- 
dred silk enterprises, with 18,000 operatives, employing a capital of $15,000,000; 
large rolling-milis, machine-shops, iron bridge-building establishments; large 

ute, flax. rece pery 5 r and many smaller rae tance represent- 
ing à large outlay of capital, and in the aggregate giving employment to many 
thonsands of hands. è 

There are three t railway lines entering the city, which carry to and from 
it over 150 tons of freight daily. 

The gross receipts of the Paterson post-office are large and regularly increas- 
ing. The receipts for the year ending June, 1880, were $24,822.85; for the year 
ending June 30, 1887, $35,118.20 gross; $15,436net. The receipts for three quarters 
of the year 1887 were $29,019.27, and the receipts on that basis for the present fis- 
cal year will be over $10,000, which will make Paterson a first post-office, 
The large foreign population makes international 3 business 
very large, to transact which requires more office accommodations, 

The deputy collector of United States revenue at Paterson collects, as a tax on 
liquor sellers, tobacco and cigar manufacturers, 878. 00 per annum, and seven 
breweries pay a malt-liquor tax of $18,000 per year. This amount is paid in Pat- 
erson alone, while there is collected here for the district a large additional sum. 

In consideration of the fi ing facts, and especially the fact that Paterson 
pays into the United States ury about $300,000 a year, bh committee 
would recommend the passage of the accompanying substitute for bill H. R. 624. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. It seems that there is need for a building there 
for a post-office, but at the same time it would appear that the amount 
fixed by the House bill isample. The gentleman from New Jersey 
has indicated his willingness to accept that as the amount to be appro- 
priated for this building. With that understanding I will not inter- 


pose any objection to the present consideration of the bill, not, however, 


with the view of getting it increased in a conference report, which is 
privileged, but with the understanding that the House stands by its 
action and recommendation. 

Mr. PHELPS. I move, then, to amend the Senate bill by striking 
out 8125,000“ and inserting *‘ $80,000.” n 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amendment 
agreed to, and the bill as amended ordered toa third reading; and be- 
ipg read the third time, was passed. 3 

Mr. PHELPS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, VICKSBURG, MISS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 786) to pro- 
vide a building for the use of the United States courts, post-office, cus- 
tom-oflice, and internal-revenue office at Vicksburg, Miss.; which was 
read a first and second time. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Task unanimous consent that the House take up 
that bill now for consideration, and in this connection, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unanimous 
consent to take this bill up for present consideration. 

The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be constructed a suitable building, with 
fire-proof vaults, at Vicksburg, in the State of Mississippi, for the accommoda- 
tion of the United States courts, post-office, enstom-o! and internal- revenue 
office, at a cost not exceeding $100,000, including cost of site; nor shall any site 
be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building which will furnish 
sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, and which 
shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after the site shall 
have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the Secretary 
of the Treasury; and no purchase of site, nor plan for said building, shall be 
approved by the Secretary of the Treas’ involving an expenditure exceeding 
the said sum of $100,000 for site and building: Provided, That no part of said 
sum be expended until the plans, specifications, and full estimates for said 
building shall have been made according to law, and a valid title to the land for 
the site of said shall be vesi in the United States, and the State of 
Mississippi shall cede to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the same 
during the time the United States shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all 
purposes except the administration of the criminal laws of said State and the 
service of any civil process therein: And provided further, That the site so 
purchased or acq by condemnation proceedings shall leave the building 
unex, to danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not 
less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys. 

„ Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the report will be read. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. Let me say to my friend from Indiana that the 
Senate bill is a fac-simile copy of the bill reported from the committee 
of the House, also that this precise bill the Senate in two Con- 
gresses and has been favorably reported upon twice by the House com- 
mittee. 

Mr. HOLMAN. _I hope the House report will be read, at least. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I have no objection to the reading of the report, 
but I think I may probably be able to save the time of the House by 
making a statement as to what it embodies. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Have you Federal courts there? 
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Mr. CATCHINGS. Yes, sir. yi : 

Mr. HOLMAN. What is the population of the city? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. It is now abont 22,000, and is rapidly growing. 

Mr. HOLMAN. How long have you had Federal courts established 
there? 

Mr. CATCHINGS. They have been established for the last three 
years, and the business of the courts is constantly growing. x 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will suggest that possibly a smaller sum woul 
be sufficient than that pro by the bill. 7 

Mr. CATCHINGS. I think. not, and hope the gentleman will not 
press that point. Property is quite valuable there, building sites are 
difficult to obtain, and the gentleman knows that it is a hilly city and 
the site will necessarily involve a considerable outlay. I think the 
amount proposed here is as small an amount as could very well be ap- 


-plied to that purpose. 


Mr. HOLMAN, Under the circumstances stated I will not inter- 
pose any objection. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is there a report on the House bill? 

The SPEAKER. There is. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to hear that report read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 
1 The report (by Mr. DIBBLE) was read in part. In full it is ag fol- 

OWS: 


The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 159!) providing for a public building at Vicksburg, Miss., having had 
the same under consideration, leave to report as follows: 

Vicksburg is situated on the Mississippi River, and is the largest and most 
important city in the State. It has now a population of about 20,000. Itis the 
western terminus of the Vicksburg and Meridian Railway, and the eastern ter- 
minus of the Vicksburg, Shreveport and Pacific Railway, and the Louisville, 
New Orleans and Railway, running from Memphis to New Orleans, 
passeslirectly through the city. 

It is the northern terminus of a tri-weekly line of magnificent boats plying 
between New Orleans and Vicksburg, and the sou terminus of a tri-weekly 
line of boats plying between St. Louis and Vicksburg. 

It is the home port of a numerous fleet of boats plying the Yazoo, Tallahatchee, 
Sunflower, Coldwater, Yallobusha, Big Black, and other rivers, tributaries of 
the Mississippi River. It is the market for between 70,000 and 80,000 bales of 
cotton, and handles in transit and otherwise about 200,000 bales. 

Its commerce is about twenty millions. It has three banks, two foundries, 
saw-mills, planing-mills,oil-mills,sash, door, spoke, and blind factories, and very 
extensive lumber-xards. 

The shops of the Louisville, New Orleans and Texas Railway have lately been 
located there, and will add largely to the business and population of the city. 
The shops of the Vicksburg and Meridian Railway are in part located < 

It has churches of ali denominations, and the finest publicschools in the State. 

It has a telephone exchange, street railroads, and is lighted by electricity. It 
has two daily and three weekly newspapers. Most of the streets are handsomely 
graveled and all of them will soon be. A fine system of water-works is just 
about completed. 

One of the largest and most beautiful of the national cemeteries is in the north- 
ern suburbs, The Government pays now for the ~oflice there $1,240 per an- 
num, but it is small and wholly insufficient for the business. Tho receipts of 
the office for the fiscal year 1855 were $17,279. 4 

It is a distributing office for a large area of country, and as new lines of rail- 
Way are rapidly and 5 increasing mail facilities the business of the 
office is ye ene increasing in volume and importance. A suitable building for 
the post-office could not be had there now for less than $3,000 per annum. 

The Government maintains a signal office there, which costs $180 per annum; 
the offices of the Government engincers, located as reget re there, cost $540 
perannum. These offices are also small and nt. 

There are also a collector of customs and a deputy revenue collector located 
there. Terms of the United States circuit and district courts are held régularly 
there, but under many disadvantages, as they are held in the building oceupied 
by the State courts and by courtesy only. 

Thecityof Vicksburg is steadily increasing in population, business, and wealth, 

the expenses of the Government in maintaining its various offices there will 
soon be far ter than they are at present, 

In view of the foregoing facts your committee unanimously recommend the 
passage of the bill with the following amendment, namely: 

Strike out the words “twenty-five” in line 8 of the bill. 


Mr. BURROWS (interrupting the reading). I have heard sufficient 
of the report to learn that Vicksburg has telephones, street railroads, 
and is lighted by electricity. I wish to know how much the Senate 
bill carries. 

Mr. CATCHINGS. One hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. BURROWS. And how much does the House bill carry? 

Mr, CATCHINGS. One hundred thousand dollars. : 

Mr. BURROWS. I think, in view of the condition of the streets and 
of the electric lights, it is more than fair that this bill should pass. 
5 SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

e bill? j 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. . 

=r CATCHINGS. Task that the bill shall remain on the Speaker’s . 
table. 

Some time subsequently, 

Mr. CATCHINGS said: The gentleman from Indiana withdraws his 
objection to the bill for the public building at Vicksburg. 

Mr. CHEADLE, I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the request made by 
the gentleman from Mississippi? The Chair hears none, 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CATCHINGS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 8 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The corresponding House bill (H. R. 1591) was laid on tlie table. 
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SENATE BILLS REFERRED. © 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate of the 
following titles; which were severally read twice, and referred to the 
committees indicated: 

The bill (S. 2475) to increase the appropriation for the erection of a 
public building at Winona, Minn.—tothe Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2546) to appropriate $12,000 for the completion of the 
public building at Peoria, Ill., and increasing the limit of the cost of 
said building—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2278) for the improvement and enlargement of the pub- 
lic building at Petersburgh, Va.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2315) granting the right of way to the Yankton and 
Missouri Valley Railway Company through the Yankton Indian reser- 
vation, in Dakota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


BRIDGES ACROSS KENTUCKY RIVER. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (S. 2481) to author- 
ize the construction of bridges across the Kentucky River and its tribu- 
taries by the Louisville, Cincinnati and Virginia Railway Company; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent to consider this bill at 
the present time. The same bill has been reported by the House Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent also that the reading of 
the bill be dispensed with, as it is in the exact form recommended by 
the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers. Itisa brite bill in 
the ordinary form. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky also ona unan- 
imous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the title of the bill be again read. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was AoE read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The corresponding House bill (H. R. 8769) was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House bills of the Senate of the 
following titles; which were severally read twice, and referred to the 
committees indicated: 

The bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the 

` Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska City, Nebr., and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Commerce 

The bill (S. 2690) granting a pension to John Gallagher—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2845) granting to the corporate authorities of the city of 
Tuscaloosa, in the State of Alabama, all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States to fractional sections 22 and 15, lying south of the 
Black Warrior River, in township 21 and range 10 west—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 2941) to incorporate the National Academy of Dental Sci- 
ence—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 2973) toamend an act entitled An act to amend section 
1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual appropriation to provide 
arms and equipments for the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

The bill (S. 54) for the relief R. G. Combs and others—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

RETURN OF SENATE BILL. 

The SPEAKER alsolaid before the House a request from the Senate 
to return the bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw 
Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the 
Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection this request will be 
granted, and the Clerk will be directed to return the bill to the Senate. 


S. H. PEARCE, 


The SPEAKER also laid befgre the House the bill (S. 2883) for the 
relief of S. H. Pearce; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McRAE. I ask unanimous consent that that bill be now con- 
sidered. It only involves $80, as a refund for an excess of purchase- 
money for certain property bought from the United States twenty years 


ago. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, etc., That the sum of 880 Hod ent nis H. Pearce, of Columbia 
Count: , Arkansas, out of any moneys in the not otherwise 2 
ated, r excess of purchase-money paid by him for roxtain lands in said 


The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 225 
the third time, and passed. 
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Mr. McRAE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pesed, and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
e. 
The latter motion was 
The corresponding House-bill (i. R. 4482) was laid on the table. 
ELEVENTH CENSUS. 
On motion of Mr. COX, by unanimous consent, the bill (H. R. 1659) 


providing for taking the eleventh and subsequent censuses was recom- 
mitled to the Select Committee on the Eleventh Census. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 


The SPEAKER appointed as managers of the conference on the part 
of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses upon the 
amendments of the bill (H. R. 8560) to establish a department of la- 
bor, Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, Mr. FRENCH, and Mr. BUCHANAN. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted, as follows: 

To Mr. HAYDEN, on accouut of important business. 

To Mr. LAIRD, for the remainder of this week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 92) for the relief of Morgan Rawls; 

A bill (H. R. 1394) authorizing the Secretary of ‘the Treasury to pur- 
chase additional grounds for the ‘accommodation of Government offices 
in Council Bluffs, Iowa; 

A bill (H. R. 4467) for the erection of a public building at Bar Har- 
bor, in Maine; 

A bill (H. È. 7938) to enlarge, improve, and make repairs upon the 
United States court-house and post-office building in Atlanta, Ga., and 
to appropriate money therefor; 

A bill (S. 325) granting to the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke City 
Railroad Company the right of way through the Crow Indian reserva- 
tion; 

A bill (S. 339) granting a pension to Eliza Douglass; 

A bill (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Franklin, 
alias McKee; 

A bill (S. 737) granting a pension to Berry Day; 

A bill (S. 739) granting a pension to Johanna Loewinger; 

A bill (S. 1298) granting a pension to Mary Gammell; 

A bill (S. 1300) granting a pension to Cordelia R. Jones; 

A bill (S. 1477) granting a pension to Harlow B. Hyde; 

A bill (S. 1478) granting a pension to George W. Peavey; 

A bill (S. 2651) to remove the political disabilities of John Rutledge, 
of South Carolina; and 

A bill (S. 2901) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and West- 
ern Railway Company the right of way through the Lac de Flambeau 
Indian reservation in the State of Wisconsin. 


4 INAUGURATION DAY. 


Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take from the 
House Calendar the bill (H. R. 8043) and put it upon its passage. It 
is a bill to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes for the District 
of Columbia, so as to make inauguration day a holiday within said 
District. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the District of Columbia, be, and the same hereby is, amended by 
adding to the days therein declared to be holidays within the said District that 
day upon which the President of the United States is inaugurated, otherwise 
called Inauguration Day, and that such day shall be a holiday for all the pur- 
poses mentioned in sai ‘section. 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. 
Mr. LEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, SACRAMENTO, CAL. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole House be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1554) to provida for the erectiòn of a public build- 
ing at Sacramento, Cal., and that it be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, that seems to be rather an extraordinary 
bill, and I propose that it be referred to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The SPEAKER. It has been reported from the committee and is 
now on the Calendar. 

Mr. BLAND. Well, I think we have enough of these public build- 
ings for the present, and therefore I object, and call for the regular 
order. 7 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The regular order 
is the call of committees ſor reports. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I move to dispense with the morning hour, with 
the understanding that gentlemen haying reports to present may file 
them with the Clerk. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I understand the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] consents to withdraw the call for the regular order tempo- 
rarily so that I may ask for the consideration of a joint resolution which 
has been favorably reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLAND. I understand that the gentleman 3 New Vork 

[Mr. SPINOLA] is obliged to leave the House, and I withdraw fora 
moment the call for the regular order. 


ANNIVERSARY OF BATTLE OF GETTYSBURGH. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Lask unanimous consent for the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution (H. Res. 169) appropriating $25,000 for the 
celebration of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the battle of Gettysburgh. 

The joint resolution was read. 

Mr. BLAND. I very much dislike to object, but 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I trust the gentleman will not object. This 
is to provide for a reunion of soldiers of the country—the survivors of 
the Army of Northern Virginia and the Army of the Potomac. The 
resolution comes from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the joint resolution? 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. 
brief statement, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa has objected. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But I trust he will give me time—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. [I call for the regular order. The gentleman from 
Towa [Mr. KERR] has objected to the consideration of this measure; 
therefore, let us go on with regular mee 

Mr. TAULBEE. , I have a privileged repo: 

The SPEAKER. A motion of the ekai from Georgia [Mr. 
BLouNT] is pending. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
KERR] consents to withdraw his objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has demanded the 
regular order. 

Mr. BLAND. 
ness of the House, 


Task the gentleman to allow me to makea 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to dispense with the morning hour for the 
presentation of reports. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia now asks unanimous 
consent that gentlemen desiring to make reports may file them with 
the Clerk for reference to the appropriate Calendars. If there be no 
objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the iy 


desk: 
REVISED STATUTES, UNITED STATES, Corfrig ht 
Mr. COLLINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, ack 
favorably the bill (S. 554) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; which was referred to the House Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES KELLEY. 

Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 2074) granting a pension to James Kelley; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SAMUEL E. WILSON. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8931) for the relief of Samuel E. Wilson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

DANIEL K. HARRIS. 

Mr. “MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9920) granting a pension to Daniel K. 
Harris; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

FLORA HEATH. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 5529) granting a pension to Flora 
Heath; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

DOROTHEA RUOFF, 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee ou Invalid Pensions, re- 

ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 4825) granting a pension to Dor- 


I think we had better proceed with the regular busi- | 


othea Ruoff; which wasreferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 


MARGARET J. M’QUARY. 


Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 8571) granting a pension to Mar- 
garet J. MeQuary; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

JOHN K. THOMPSON. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
baek favorably the bill (H. R. 9690) grantinga pension to John K. Thomp- 
son; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. MATSON also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back the following bills adversely; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 9036) granting a pension to Elizabeth Hallis; 

A bill (H. R. 7475) granting a pension to Pauline T. Carpenter; 

A bill (H. R. 5943) granting a pension to John Sheafer; 

A bill HE R. 2119) granting a pension to Ardenia Dillon; 

A bill (H. R. 6063) granting a pension to Hila E. Geyer; 

A bill (H. R. 4823) granting a pension to John A. Dean; 

A bill (H. R. 7012) granting increase of pension to James M. Her- 
rington; 

A bili K. R. 5364) granting a pension to Mary Whipple; and 

A bill (H. R. 9139) granting a pension to Bridget Tole. 

ARMS AND CARTRIDGES LOANED TO THE STATE OF OREGON. 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 4447) to credit the Territory of Washington on 
the books of the Ordnance Department the sum of $12,387.57 for arms 
and cartridges loaned the State of Oregon; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

C. C. ROBERTS. : 

Mr. LAWLER also, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 3557) for the relief 
of C. C. Roberts; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

ELIZABETH BAUER. 

Mr, THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 981) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Bauer; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

BRIDGET WHITE, r 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2450) placing the name of 
„| Bridget White on the pension-rolls;' which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

LENA NEWNINGER. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2452) placing the name of, 
Lena Newninger on the pension-rolls; which was referretl to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JULIA B. M’COMB. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2087) granting a pension to 
Julia B. MeComb; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN M. FISHER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, also, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably the bill (S, 1314) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin M. Fisher; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

RAILWAY THROUGH INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7186) to authorize the Leavenworth 
and Rio Grande Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 

nounced the adoption of the report of the committee of conference on the 
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disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the bill (H. R. 5445) making 
appropriations for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
nited States for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses. 
VISITORS TO THE UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following gen- 
tlemen as the Board of Visitors to the United States Naval Academy: 
GrorGE D. WISE of Virginia, WILLIAM MCADOO of New Jersey, 
and CHARLES A. BOUTELLE of Maine. 

VISITORS TO UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 

TheSPEAKER alsoannounced theappointment of Mr. A. P. FITCH, 
of New York, on the Board of Visitors to the United States Military 
Academy, in lieu of Mr. STEELE, resigned. 

THOMAS A. OSBORN. 
Mr, TAULBEE submitted a report; which was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. 
Osborn, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to reeommend 
and do recommend to their ive Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 


JOHN. C. SPOONER, 
GEORGE F. HOAR, 
(6; J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The following statement of the House conferees, submitted in accord- 
ance with the rule, was read: 
Statement of conferees onthe part of the House of Representatives, on the dis- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill 
. R. 2214) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn. f 
The conferees recommend that the House recede from its disagreement to the 


Senate amendment, 
The Senate amendment is as follows: Strike out all after ‘‘ Osborn,” in line 8, 


down to end of bill. 
8 W. P. TAULBEE, 
G. II. SUR, 
DANIEL KERR, 
Conferces on the part of the House. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I hope we shall have some explanation of this mat- 


ter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask that the amendment of the Senate, which, 
if this report be adopted, will be concurred in, be read. 

The Clerk read the amendment of the Senate, as follows: 


Strike out the following: ; 
“Provided, It shall be proven tothe satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
yo Beg said money was lost without fault or negligence upon the part of said 
rn. 


Mr. TAULBEE. If any further explanation is desired, I am ready 
to give it. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the purpose of further considering the Post-Office 
appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, in the chair, and resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriations for the service of the 
Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, I ask consent that we return to line 
43 of the bill for the purpose of adopting an amendment, to insert after 
the word hundred“ the words and eighty-two;’’ so as to make the 
appropriation for the star- route service $5,482,000 instead of $5,400,- 
000, 


Mr. BLOUNT. I object. 

Mr. McRAE. The sum which this amendment proposes to appro- 
priate conforms to the estimate of the Second Assistant Postmaster- 
General, whose duty it is to award these contracts. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] is 
not in order. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Debate is not in order; and I donot care to go into 
any discussion now as to whether the item which we have passed is 


proper. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For mail-messenger service, $900,000, 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to amend the clause just read by inserting, 
after the word hundred,“ the words“ and fifty;’’ soas to make the 
appropriation for the mail-messenger service $950,000. Some recent 
8 furnished by the adjustment of accounts discloses that by 
the end of the fiscal year the sum which I now propose will be required; 
that the actual increase of the service will necessitate the iture 
of this amount. If there is any objection to the amendment I will 
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have read several letters from the Department with reference to this 
matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD for the information of the Senate two letters in reference to the 
amendment just agreed to. 


There being no objection, leave was granted. 
The letters are as follows: 
Post-Orrick DEPARTMENT, 


OFFICE OF SrcoND ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C, March 23, 1888, 

Sın: In my letter of estimates of amounts to be appropriated for this office 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, dated October 21, 1887, I recommended 
that the appropriation for the mail-messenger service for the fiseal year should 
be $900,000, the same amount as the appropriation for the current year. That 
estimate was made on the basis of the service as 8 to the 30th of Septem- 
ber, 1887, Since the date of that letter [ have carefully gone over this estimate 
of the service, and have noted the increases which have taken place, and have 
reached the conclusion thatthe sum there stated as necessary for the fiscal year 
1888-59 should be increased. From the report of the clerk in charge of the 
mail-messenger service I find that the increases during the last few months have 
been considerable, exceeding the expectations entertained by me at the time of 
my submission of the letter of estimates, During the month of February the 
increase was $11,109.35, and for the twenty-one days of this month the increase 
has been $7,107.08, 

The rapid and extraordinary extension and increase in the railway mail serv- 
ice during the last six months created a necessity for an increase in this 
mail-messenger service beyond any former experience of this oflice. The num- 
ber of routes in operation on June 30, 1887, was 5,518. The net increase since 
that date up to March 2!, in number of routes, is 259, and the increase in the rate 
of cost thereof has been 432,976.55, 


The rate of cost of this service on the 30th of June, 1887, was ............ 8829, 548. 61 
The rate of cost on March 21, 1888, was . ... . 862,525.14 


Being a net increase since June 30, 1887, of. . 32, 976. 53 


The appropriation for mail-messenger service for the current fiscal 


Leaving an unexpended balance on March 21, 1888, of. . .. 
Should the increase for the ensuing three months be at the same rate as that 
of the present month of March and the preceding month of February, the whole 
of the appropriation would be more than exhausted by the end of the curreut 
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fiscal year. We would then begin the fiscal year of 1883 with an expenditure 
larger than the appropriation asked for, which is tho same in amount asthe cur- 
rent year, to wit, $900,000, 

While I do not anticipate that the increase per month in this service for the 
balance of the year will reach the average of the increase of the two months 
above mentioned, to wit, February and March, which average would be $9,- 
108,21, still Lam persuaded that the increase will be very considerable, and the 
e mentioned in my letter of estimates of October 21, 1887, of $900,- 
000 will not be adequate to meet the requirements of the service for the ensu- 
ing fiseal year. 

Under these circumstances, I have the honor to request that a letter be ad- 
dressed to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the House of Rep- 
rosentatives asking that the appropriation for the mail messenger service for 
the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1888, and ending June 30, 1889, be $050,000 in- 
stead of $900,000, as asked in said letter of estimates of October 21, 1837, being 
an increase of $50,000 on that estimate. A 

Very respectfully, 
A. LEO KNOTT, 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General. 


Post-Orricy DEPARTMENT, 
Orrice OF SECOND ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1888. 

Sm: I inclose herewith a copy of a letter addressed to you under date of 
March 23, 1887, calling your attention to the unexpected and unprecedented in- 
crease in the rate of cost of the mail messenger service for the months of Janu- 
ary and February of this year, and suggesting the necessity for revising the 
estimate for this branch of the service, submitted in my letter to the Postmaster- 
General under date of October 21, 1887. 

In view of the facts then before the Department, I thought that the estimate 
of $900,000 per annum would be sufficient for the fiscal year beginning on the Ist 
of July, 1888, but the large increase in the extension of the railway mail service 
has brought with ita very large increase in the cost of the mail messenger 
service,as shown by the increase in the cost for the first two months of this 

ear, and I had the honor to suggest, in said letter of March 23, last, the advisa- 
ility of increasiug the estimate to $950,000 for the next fiscal year. 

In an interview with Hon. James H. Blount, chairman of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the House of Representatives, he informed 
me that the letter of March 23 had not reached him. - : 

Upon referring to the books of the De nt I find that the iverease in the 
rate of cost for the month of March of t year was $10,351.01, and for 
the month of April $10,098.76, showing that the increase spoken of in my letter 
of the 23d of March is likely to continue. 

The average rate of increase per month last year was but $2,400. 

It is apparent from the above statements that the increase for this year will be 
much in excess of that of last year, and enforces the necessity for an increase in 
the appropriation for the next fiscal year of at least the sum I have suggested, 
namely, $50,000, making the whole estimate $950,000 per annum. 

I have the honor to uest that the above facts be brought to the attention 
of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of the House of Represen- 
tatives. 

Very respectfully, 
A. LEO KNOTT, 
Second Assistant Posimaster-General. 
Hon. Dox M. Dicxrxsox, 
= Postmaster-General, 


The Clerk read as follows: . f 
For pay of agent and assistants to distribute stamps, and expenses of agency, 


Mr. PERKINS. I was engaged for a moment in conversation with 
a member, and did not observe when the Clerk read lines 59, 60, and 
61. I desire to offer an amendment to that clause, and I ask consent 


that we return to it. 
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Mr. BLOUNT. I must ohject. Ihave just objected to a similar re 
quest made by a gentleman on this side. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For the pay of agents and assistants to distribute postal-cards, and expenses 
of agency, $7,500. 
Mr. HOLMAN. I desire to make an inquiry in reference to a pre- 
ceding paragraph. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Which paragraph does the gentleman refer to? 
Mr. HOLMAN. The paragraph ing the one the Clerk is now 
reading. 
Mr. BLOUNT. What line? 
Mr. HOLMAN, It is in lines 75, 76, and 77, and I ask the Clerk to 
read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
For pay of agent and assistants to distribute stamped envelopes, newspaper 
wrappers, and letter-sheets, and expenses of agency, $16,000, 
Mr. HOLMAN. It seems to me there is a remarkable increase in 
amount. y 
The CHAIRMAN.. To what does the gentleman refer? 
Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out the last word. 
Mr. BLOUNT. ‘That is not a marked increase. The gentleman is 
mistaken. It is identically the sum appropriated for the present fiscal 
ear. 
4 Mr. HOLMAN. Sixteen thousand dollars. 
Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. é 
Mr. HOLMAN. Perhaps I am mistaken. 1 thought the whole ap- 
propriation was $8,000. 
Mr. BLOUNT. We appropriated for the next fiscal year what has 


been appropriated for this fiscal year. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
For miscellaneous items, $1,000, 


Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike ont the last word. Now, Mr. 
Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to this bill in good faith ask- 
ing for an additional appropriation fc: the postal-clerk service of the 
country. 

As was stated by me yesterday, the amount appropriated for this 
fiseal year is $5,246,790.21. That is an increase over the appropria- 
tion of last year of $256,549.59. This is but an increase of 5 per cent., 
while the increase of the railway mail service has been substantially 
an increase of 10 per cent. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we of the great West know that we have not 
adequate and efficient service. I ask to have read a letter from one of 
these postal clerks running on the Missouri Pacific system from Han- 
nibal, Mo., to the city of Denison, in the State of Texas, to show the 
overwork of the clerks and the unsatisfactory work on that line. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

z DENISON, TEX., February 20, 1888. 

Sir: Yours of 8th instant received. In reply I would say that the mail serv- 
ice in this the seventh division is in a very bad shape, In the first place, the 
superintendent, Thomas, knows nothing about the mail service on our line, 
which runs from Sedalia, Mo., to Denison, Tex. There is being carried into Deni- 
son almost every day from one to three thousand pounds of mail unworked. It 
is impossible for the present force to do the work even if they were ali good and 
experienced men, but with one-fourth of the force that are new and inexperi- 
enced men it isso much worse. There are several of the men that are going to 
quiton the account they can not stand these hard runs. I have sent in my resig- 
nation, to take effect on the Ist day of April, 1888, so do not make my name 
public until after that time. Tean not give you all the details on paper, for they 
are legions; but thatthe mails are not being worked up and properly dispatched 
is of daily occurrence. We have reported all failures, but the superintendent, 
Thomas, pays no attention to it. That he is the most complete failure is evi- 
dent to new as well as old clerks, not only on this line but on all the main lines 
in his division. I see a Senator from Texas defending the Postmaster-General. 
If be knew the amount of mail that was detained by the small force on this line 
I think he would change his mind. 

This mail (anworked) that I spoke of is delayed from twelve to twenty-four 
hours, andthe men on the line are doing all it is possible for men todoto work 
and forward it, but they have double the mail they ought to have for the amount 
of men. Superintendent Thomas has ordered all old and new clerks alike for 
examination; that to the old men is as useless as the fifth wheel to a wagon, but 
he wants to make a bigshow and advertise his ability as civil servicer, but does 
not seem to care anything about the mail being worked. If there is anything 
further that I can doforyou, write after my resi ion takes effect. You make 
any information I have public and give the author of what I say, for I can prove 
all I have stated here and a great deal more that I can not think of now. Hop- 
ing this will be satisfactory, 

I am yours, ete., = 
WILEY ANDERSON. 

B. W. PEnRKIXS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will withdraw the pending amendment, and 
move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman will 


roceed. 
$ Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman who wrote that letter which has 
just been read at the Clerk’s desk was one of these clerks, and one of 
the most efficient in the service. He had served for years; was chief 
clerk of his car, and knows exactly what he is speaking about. 

As I suggested yesterday, Mr. Chairman, the complaints which are 
made in reference to this matter are without distinction of class or party. 
The people ask for larger, better, and more efficient service. I havea 
bundle of papers here representing all organizations, all parties, and all 
classes of people, asking for this service. I should like to have them 
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all read for the information of the House, but will have to content my- 
self by asking to have read an extract from the Savannah News, whose 
political orthodoxy can not be doubted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Savannah News! 

It is very sad to have to confess the fact, but every day is making it more a) 
parent that the Republican administration of the Post-Office De t ih 
this part of the country was much better than what our friends the Democrats 
are giving us. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. I next ask to have read an extract from the Her- 
ald and Presbyter*’ of March 14, 1888, published at Cincinnati, Ohio. 
The Doctor Babb referred to is one of the editors, who has for fifteen 
years lived at or near San José, Cal. 

The Herald and Presbyter, while owned, I believe, by Republicans, is 
in no sense a political or partisan sheet, and has about 20,000 subscribers, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To Subscribers: We are having trouble with our mails, and would therefore 
caution subscribers about sending money without taking necessary precautions, 
We have failed to receive many letters during the past three months. Two let- 
ters have failed to reach us from Dr, Babb, the first failure in fifteen years. Last 
week his regular letter did not come, and this week we have not received the 
Sabbath-school lesson, and have substituted another. We hope this will not 
occur again, The safest way to remit money is by bank drafts, payable to our 
order or post- olle money-orders. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the Clerk to read an extract from the Chicago 
Tribune, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


PROVIDING AGAINST POSTAL BLUNDERS. 


[Chicago Tribune.] 

“You'll write me, John, of course?“ said the wife of a Chicago man who was 
packing his valise for a journey East. 

“Certainly, Marin,“ he replied. ‘I have already written several letters and 
deposited them in the post-office here, and as soon as I reach Philadelphia I 
shall mail you two or three more by l delivery. You know I am only to 
be away three weeks, and I am almost confident some of those letters will reach 
you before I return. Keep up a good heart, Maria. We are in the hands of a 
Democratic Administration, but the Lord reigns over all.” 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. PERKINS. Here is an extract from the Abiline Gazette, which 
is ex-Governor Glick’s paper. He is an ex-governor of my own S 
and is the United States pension agent at Topeka. He is the only 
Democrat ever elected governor of Kansas; hence his orthodoxy can 
not be questioned. He is now engaged in manipulating the politics of 
the State in the interest of His Excellency Grover Cleveland. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will withdraw my amendment and move to strike 
out the last three words in order that I may complete my statement. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the gentleman will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask the Clerk to read an extract which I send up 
from Ex-Governor Glick’s paper, The Abilene Gazette, of the 22d 
of January. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Glick's paper (Abilene Gazette) about 22d of Jaguary.] 
RELIEF! RELIEF! RELIEF! 

The time has come, in fact it came long ago, for the United States postal au- 
thorities to do something for the Western mail service. We do not know 
whether the rank service which we have been receiving is due to incompetency 
or lack of sufficient help, but one thing we do know, and that is, it is about as 
weak asthe people are going to stand by and accept without kicking vigorously, 

For months past pouch after pouch of mail has been carried beyond Abilene 
and returned on the next train from six to twelve hours late. ` 

Day after day, week in and week out, this ofice has received numerous and 
repeated complaints of failure to receive papers, We have traced the matter 
down and find that it is due to the rotten mail service. We are possessed of or- 
dinary patience, but the time has gone by for us to longer remain silent, 

We have from time to time submitted calmly to the outrageous service which 
this Western country has received from the postal authorities. — 

We p: to do it no longer. From now on we are going to how] loud an 
long until relief of some kind is given us. . 

To Mr. R. M. Thomas, superintendent of the railway mail service, St. Louis, 
Mo.: Will you do something to relieve this disgraceful condition of affairs? 

To Hon. Don M. Dickinson, Postmaster-General, Washington, D. C.: Can yon 
stand by and see us suffer in this way witbout helping us? 

To Grover Cleveland, Presidentof the United States, Executive Mansion: We 
appeal lastlyte you for advice and assistance. Exert your influence, give us 
a good postal service and we will do our best to carry Kansas for you in No- 


vember. 
To the Stoughton bottles Kansas is misrepresented by in Con 3 


vou stand idiy by and see your constituents suffering for lack of postal — — 
or incompetency of present employés? Why don't you make the Postmaster- 
General's life a dreary waste until you obtain relief for us? 

Mr. PERKINS. Now, that is some excuse, coming from a represent- 
ative Democratic organ of our State, for the motion which I made here, 
and to which such strenuous objection was made. In fact, Mr. Speaker, 
the members of our State have been charged with incompetency and 
with idleness because we do not and did not insist that the Adminis- 
tration should give better mail facilities and mail service to our peo- 
ple, because we do not make the life of the Postmaster-General a dreary 
waste until this better service is secured. [Laughter.] And yet on 
yesterday, when I contended for this thing in the interest of our peo- 
ple, I was charged with raising ‘‘ sectional considerations” and par- 
tisan issues. 


Mr. Chairman, if we were given the powers of omnipotence we might 
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accomplish all asked of us, but without the power to perform miracles 
we can not hope to secure an efficient and satisfactory mail service with 
the Democratic party in power, 

Why, sir, the complaint that I have made is universal. It is not 
political or partisan. It comes from all classes. It is to be ascribed 
almost entirely to the inefticiency of the mail service, and yet perhaps 
not entirely to that. My attention has been called to the case of a 
postmaster recently appointed in one of the districts of my own State 
which well illustrates some of our difliculties. For a number of days 
the postal clerk running on the train past that point received no mail 
whatever from that office, and not understanding the reason, one morn- 
ing when the train was halting there he ran over to the post-office and 
asked the reason for this condition of things. He was coolly informed 
by the new appointee, the representative of this Administration, that 
the sack was not yet full and he was not ready to send it out. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side. ] } 

I heard of another case down in my friend’s country, somewhere in 
Southwestern Missouri, who called upon the Administration at Wash- 
ington for some postage-stamps, and they sent them to him in great 
blocks or sheets. He never had seen them in that form before, the 
two or three that he had had occasion to buy during the course of his 
lifetime at 2 or 3 cents each, the prevailing price, were always sepa- 


„rated, and when they came to him in the form of sheets he concluded 


at once that they were circus posters [laughter], and hung one of them 
up on the door of his office and called his wife to look at it. He told 
her to come and see what the ‘‘durned fools had sent him from Wash- 
ington; when he writ them for postage-stamps theysent him the circus 
posters.” [Renewed laughter.] He told her, though, that he had 
never yet seen circus posters like them before; the circus riders were 
all exactly alike, and no place was given where the show was to come 
off. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. WASHINGTON, Did that take place in the gentleman’s own 
district? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir; in the district of my friend from Missonri. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

Now, some of the inefficiency in the mail service may be ascribed to 
such causes as that; and I have complaint after complaint from people 
all over the country because of the inadequacy of the mail service, and 
the inefficiency of those engaged in carrying it on. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit me toask 
him a question? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ves, sir. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Can you give the name of the post- 
master in Kansas and the other one in Missouri to whom you have re- 
ferred? What are their names? I would like to know so that we can 
have the matter co $ 

Mr. PERKINS. I do not like to give away political secrets, though 
I have no doubt I could give their names if necessary. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Does not the gentleman know that 
those stories were made up here in the city, and for political purposes? 

Mr. PERKINS. I saw them in the newspapers, and give them here 
by way of illustgation to show the efficient men appointed to office by 
this Administration. Having seen them in the newspapers I give them 
as actual occurrences, not supposing the newspapers would tell any- 
thing but the truth, and particularly concerning this ‘‘reform Admin- 
istration.’’ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I suppose the gentleman saw them in Repub- 
lican newspapers. 

Mr. PERKINS. ‘There is nothing political about such complaints, 
they come from all classes and all sections, and now in the name of a 
long suffering, long enduring, but Christian, forbearing people, I ask for 
better service. a 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will insert asa part of my remarks an extract 
from the Sedan Times-Journal, a paper published in my own district. 
The article appeared in the Times-Journal of the date of November 18, 
1887: 

JUSPTHE SAME. 

The cussedness of our mail service remains justthe same. Tuesday mornin: 
of this week a big mailarrivedat this office. In the lot came 3 copies of the Chi- 
cago Daily Inter-Ocean, dated res ively the 9th, 11th, and 12th of November. 
Two copies of the Newton Republican, one dated the 10th and the other the 12th 
of November. Three copies of the Topeka Capital, one dated the Sth, one the 
ith, and one the 12th of November. foon opinion there is positively no use 
to have any such “monkey work as this. ke the Newton Republican for 
instance. Itis printed in the morning in time for the early trains, and there 
is nothing on earth, except the utter carelessness or incompetency of the postal 
authorities, to prevent its arriving in Sedan on the evening of the day it is 
printed, yet it is invariably from two days toa week old when it arrives at Se- 
dan. This is another thing for Colonel Vilas to give his attention to. The Kan- 
sas ple are long-suffering and patient, and have no way to help themselves, 
but they will do some “ mighty tall kicking” some time soon unless their mail 
service is medicated and lubricated and generally rejuvenated and regenerated, 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr, Chairman, I need only say that the newspa- 
per attacks of the kind mentioned by the gentleman are common toall 
administrations, and that the record of this Department shows that even 
from Kansas the Democratic administration is freer from attacks even 
of Republican journals than the Republican administration was. I do 
not deem it, therefore, necessary or proper to go further in this matter. 
I think the House and the common sense of the country would suggest 


that if the gentleman desired to serve the people of Kansas by having 
these errors corrected he had better adopt the plan of going to the De- 
partment and making his complaints there, rather than parading them 
in the House. y 

I ask the Clerk to continue the reading of the bill. 

Mr. TOOLE. I move to strike out the last word. Mr, Chairman, 
I can not permit this opportunity to pass without condemning the policy 
which puts it in the power of the Post-Office Department to deny to the 
people on the frontier the inestimable privileges and benefits of adequate 


mail service, and then to shield itself behind a doubtful authority of, 


law or an inadequate appropriation. I speak only for Montana. We 
have seen office after office discontinued because no service was ever 
put on, or having been put on was discontinued because, forsooth, the 
amount realized from the cancellation of stamps was not sufficient to 
pay for the service. 

Who ever expected the star-route service, which was designed to 
reach the remotest settlements on our frontier, to be self-sustaining or 
return a net revenue to the Government? No such rule of construction 
ever obtained to such an extent before, and who can sanction it now 
with anample Treasury? If this is the legitimate result of a strict ad- 
herence to a platform declaring in favor of government economically 
administered,’’ I confess I never suspected it, and take this occasion to 
say that a declaration of principles so vapid and illusory needs some 
reformation. No such cheese-paring, parsimonious economy can be 
justified in times of general prosperity, and especially when the de- 
mands forincreased and better service are greater than ever before. Com- 
pared with other benefits secured to us the mail service is paramount. 
Itis, and ought to be, independent of politics; it is the people’s service; 
the rich and the poor, the weak and the strong, the citizen and the 
stranger, are alike entitled to its benefits. The remotest part of this 
land where homes and settlements are planted should have reasonable 
facilities for the acquisition of that intelligence which the mails alone 
can furnish. No other blessing of this Government enters so largely 
into the contentment and prosperity of the people or is so potent in 
carrying the star of empire into the wilderness. Itis the forerunner of 
civilization, the nucleus around which communities grow and prosper, 
and without which intellectual retrogression and moral decay are in- 
evitable. 

I want to put on record what the public estimate in Montana is of 
the present star-route service which is accorded us. Here is an ex- 
tract from a paper published in the heart of an agricultural and stock- 
raising community in Montana, and which is a fair reflex of public sen- 
timent upon the present policy: 1 

When men saw the United States mail carried out beyond the settlements, 
they followed in its wake, for wherever it penetrated they could build homes 
and enjoy life toa reasonable degree. And though we of Montana came in ad- 
vance even of the pony expressand planted the germ of civilization far out from 
the frontier, nearly 1,000 miles west of the mails on the same latitude and 500 
miles north of the overland, the Government was gracious and soon sent the 
overland mails to our relief, and for twenty years has stood ready to extend its 
lines as settlement has progresssed, thus insuring a 8 and rapid develo: 
ment, and we have felt happy that we were a part of a government so Stoa 
ful over the interest ot the struggling pioneers in the far West and so ever ready 
to listen to their appeals and grant the request, 

The distance to many of our homes has been lengthened into weeks. The 
great West has been made a thousand miles more remote, and we can see noth- 
ing so great afterall about our boasted best government upon which the sun ever 
shone. The economic policy has ruined the star-route service and left those 
points not favored by a railroad practically out of the world. Had we never 
enjoyed the benefits of an expeditious service we might 1 have been 
content with the miserable apology that is now called a mail service. But hav- 
ing once had a good service and our frontier homes having for these years been 
gladdened with the news of the world fresh and crisp, it is galling in the ex- 
treme to be turned back twenty years in the scale of progress. 

The nation grew and prospered under the former system of service and we 
heard nothing of the Territories being a burden. But to-day while the present 
Administration is puzzling how to prevent the accumulation of millions in the 
national vaults the West is stin with a beggarly service not half equal to 
the demands or to what it once enjoyed. And stranger still there are men and 
newspapersin our midst who are acquainted with all these facts who will say they 
indorse the present policy of the Administration. Webelieve in a judicious ex- 
ercise of judgment in the distribution of the funds of the nation, but there is a 
vast difference between a wise and careful exercise of justice and the puritanic 
and imonious policy to which the swe yp bon now subjected. The people of 
the Territories having no voice in national affairs seem to have no rights that 
the powers at Washington are bound to respect, and there is certainly nothing 
in which it could make its neglect and total disregard more keenly felt than in 
the distribution of our mails. 

Many of these things are plain and unvarnished truths and ought to 
be told, and the fact that I am in political accord with the majority of 
this House furnishes no excuse or justification for their suppression 
upon my part; but, upon the contrary, impels me to disclose them here 
and now in the earnest hope that justice to the people on the frontier 
shall no longer be delayed or denied and that the grievances complained 
of may be speedily remedied. : 

Daring the delivery of the foregoing the hammer fell. 

Mr. ROGERS took the floor, and yielded his time to Mr. TooLE, who 
then resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Chairman, every suggestion made by my 
friend from Montana applies with equal force to the Territory which I 
represent on this floor. In no branch of the public service has com- 
plaint been more widespread and universal than in connection with the 
mail service as now conducted in Washington Territory; and every 
day’s mail comesto me freighted with complaints from every direction, 
that the mail service. as at present administered, does not begin to 
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afford the measure of relief to those people that they enjoyed under for- 
mer administrations. 

I submit, while I am in hearty accord with every e looking 
to the reduction of public expenditures and an economical administra- 
tion of the affairs of the Government, that it is unwise economy to strike 
at the people's service—the mail service—which is established not for 
the purpose of enriching the Government by reason of the revenues 
arising therefrom, but for the purpose of giving to the people the facil- 
ities which their business interests require. 

1 desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the people of Washington Terri- 
tory, a large proportion of them, were not born in that remote region of 
the Republic. They have peopled heretofore the States of this Union. 
They have enjoyed the benetits which attend upon State governments, 
and it is now especially trying to them to be deprived of those benefits 
which they have heretofore enjoyed. I have considered it right and 
proper that I should place myself on record in this connection and de- 
mand for the people I represent that measure of relief which their 
splendid resources and their rapidly increasing business interests so im- 
peratively demand. 

Mr. CANNON. As regards the postal service, the trouble is not in 
aninsufficientamount of money being appropriated. Whatever trouble 
may exist, the appropriation at both sessions of the last Congress were 
far more liberal for the service all along the line than they have been 
since 1 haye been coming to the W a period dating back some 
twelve or fourteen years ago. 

Now, I can readily see how the gentlemen upon the other side after 
a change of administration could claim with force that there should be 
a change in the offices; they could say that they are responsible, and 
being responsible they should have their friends in power. I am not 
here to combat that proposition as a general proposition. I believe, 
however, that it should have some exceptions; and the most marked 
exception to my mind ought to be made in connection with the postal 
administration of this country. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has not that exception applied under this Ad- 
ministration? 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman asks me whether that exception has 
not applied under this Administration. I answer by no manner ot 
means. It is true when the Administration came into power it could 
not in the twinkling of an eye discharge the employés in the railway 
postal service; but-it did discharge them as rapidly as possible, and 
more rapidly than the good of the service demanded. That is so inmy 
section, and, I understand, it is so all over the country; and much ot 
the trouble has come from the discharge of trained employés who un- 
derstood their business, and of the appointment of new employés who 
had to be educated, and many of whom are slow of education. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I call the attention of the gentleman to the fact 
that he differs from his colleague, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BINGHAM], who conceded that the Administration was unparti- 
san in that Department. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman is wrong in making that state- 
ment. I stated distinctly as to the $800-grade men, who are the lowest 
in the service, every man of them had been dismissed; but the higher- 
grade men, who required years of experience, have not been dismissed, 
because the Administration did not dare to dismiss them. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say further that I am not familiar with the 
service east of the Alleghanies, but 1 know in my section the removals 
have been bythe wholesale. Nobody ever heard me complain of that, 
except in so far as it affected the service. I think the Post-Office Com- 
mittee might well devote its attention to legislation—the Democratic 
party being in power—that looks to making permanent during efficiency 
and good behavior the positions of the railway postal employés, with- 
out reference to which party has the administration, because it is poor 
satisfaction to either a Democrat or Republican through the country 
when his letters and papers go astray and the service is ina bad fix to 
be told that the mails are manipulated by a Democratic or Republican 
postal employé. 

We want good service. Iwill acknowledge that in the early months 
of this Administration some allowance might be made for them with 
reference to this service. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I would like to say just a few words more. 

The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. CANNON. Irenewit. I know from complaints I heard in my 
section of the country until the time I came here, and from reports 
that have reached me since, there is but little, if any, improvement in 
this service. I know an instance myself where it took nearly thirty 
days for a letter to travel a distance of 30 miles in my own State; and 
I know of frequent instances where two, three, and four days after 
the mailing of a letter it has not been delivered, when it should have 
been delivered in one day. I know of business people in my section 
that are driven, in sending important business letters, to use the ex- 
press company, because they dare not trust their important mail to 
the Post-Office Department. I know of several instances of that kind 
where considerable loss and great trouble has been brought upon the 
citizens by the imperfect mail service. 

Therefore I say again to my friend from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] and 
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other gentlemen that the trouble is not on account of the failure to 
appropriate sufficient money; but it is on account of improper and neg- 
ligent administration. But I want to be fair about this matter. Iam 
not here to say that if the Republican party had come in and the Demo- 
cratic party had gone out three years ago there would have been no 
complaint. I am here to speak of the fact as it is; and I say you may 
talk and you may appropriate all you choose, but except you reach the 
Postmaster-General and have the methods of administration improved 
your talk and your appropriations will be in vain. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, we are having several subjects thrust 
upon us here, some of which demand a few wordsof reply. The allega- 
tion is made with reference to the mail service in the Territories that 
under the present Administration it has not been so good as it has been 
in the past. Unfortunately for the country it happens that the Terri- 
tories are the field where were located the operations of Mr. Brady which 
brought so much scandal upon the Department, necessitating a reform 
and debarring any return to those methods. Beyond that, sir, I say 
that the service in that part of the country, since it has reached a healthy 
basis, has been gradually and steadily improving, as shown by the official 


report. A 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the gentleman permit a question?” 

Mr. BLOUNT. I would be glad to, but I have no time, because I 
have to answer other criticisms that have been made. Mr. Chairman, 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] rises here and, with all the au- 
thority of an official at the head of a Department, having at his com- 
mand the reports of his subordinate officials in every branch of the 
service, announces an opinion as to the efficiency of postal employés. 
Now, if my friend did occupy the position of head of that Department 
and had the facilities for obtaining accurate information which that 
position would give him, I would cheerfully accept his conclusions. 

I know his capacity, I know his integrity, I know his energy; but 
nevertheless, sir, I am quite certain that his information upon this 
subject is not so good as that of the gentleman at the head of the De- 
partment. I wish to tell him and the House now that the records 
show that in every section of the country there has been a gradual but 
decided improvement in the qualifications of the postal clerks. He 
has referred, and other gentlemen have referred, to the fact. of new 
men being employed, and have intimated that that has resulted in a 
deterioration of the service. On the contrary, the records show that 
the standard of qualifications is higher now than at any previous time. 
The changes that have been made in the railway mail service have 
been made gradually, and there are a large number of employés now 
in that service who were in it when this Administration began. 

But, sir, without reference to the political affiliations of postal em- 
ployés, I say that the methods of examination adopted by a previous 
administration, and wisely adopted, establish the fact that the standard 
of merit is higher now than it ever was at any former period. Of course, 
sir, it is easy, and has been at any time in the history of the country 
easy for any of us, to tell of defects in the mail service. Negligent per- 
sons are sometimes employed in that service. I have myself known 
of errors that were very offensive to me and my own community, and 
they have occurred time and again for years past. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BLOUNT] has made a statement with reference to the improved char- 
acter of the service; has he the figures to support that statement? I 
would rather have the figures than the mere statement. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I will take pleasure in having them put into the 
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RECORD. I did not anticipate that after this whole subject had been 


gone over, je poiso discussion would be started at this stage of the 
a BS I any such anticipation I would have had the figures at 
and. 

The statistics of case examinations and errors continue to show favor- 
ably the improving efficiency and discipline of the service and the cor- 
rection of abases therein. The record of probationers receiving perma- 
nent appointment is higher than for several years past, as shown by the 
following averages: 


Year ended June 30— 
1882 


Number of errors made in the distribution of the same 
Number of letters and pieces of other mail matter distributed 

toe Error: IOB... . 
Number of letters and pieces of other mail matter e 

to each error, 1883 
Percentage of correct distribution, 1884.. 
Percentage of correct distribution, 1883. 


Number of letters and pieces of other mail distributed during 
arne ðᷣ ̃ ̃̃—— —2 5 
Number of errors made in the distribution of the same. . ..... 


1 
Percentage of correct distribution, 1886.. 
Percentage of correct distribution, 1883... ... .. 
In 1887 the number of pieces handled was 5,851,394,057, 
errors checked 1,734,617, Pere a correct uten ‘of 90.97 per cent. of all 
mail handled, or one error to every 3,373 pi eces, 
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The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ROGERS.. I move to strike ont the last word. Mr. Chairman, 
there is a vast deal cf clap-trap in all this discussion about removals 
from public office under the present Administration. and the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] ought to be better advised before he 
assumes the right to say just what removals have been made through- 
out the country. It has not been a great while since I called upon the 
Post-Office Department for a list of all the ms who were in the 
railway mail service in Arkansas, with a statement of when they were 
appointed and by whom, and I undertake to say here now, upon my 
recollection, for the statement is notat hand just now—upon the au- 
thority of that official statement, made to me by the ent in 
writing, that not a single solitary removal had been made up to that 
time under the present Administration of the postal clerks employed 
in that State. 

Mr. COX. How long ago was that? 

Mr. ROGERS. It has been some months—perhaps a year, but not 
a great while. And I state now upon my own knowledge of what is 
going on in Arkansas that there has been to my knowledge only one 
removal among the postal railway mail clerks—I mean among the old 
appointees—and he was a Democrat who was appointed, I presume, as 
a Republican under some former administration, but, I think, claims to 
have changed his politics, and was afterwards removed on the recom- 
mendation of the chief clerk, who is a Republican and who has been 
in the service for years and is now. 

Mr. PERKINS. There are no complaints of the service in your State, 
are there? 

Mr. ROGERS. Ispoke on that subject yesterday. Iam replying 
now to the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON ], and 
I say that he has no facts to justify his statement that the service in 
that State has been injured by the removal of the old clerks and the 
appointment of new ones, because no such facts exist, I know, of 
course, that in the extension of the railway mail system and in the 
general increase of the service which has taken place in that State new 
appointments have been made, not a great many of them, but I repeat 
that when I last examined the question there had been but one removal 
of an old appointee made. I thought I had the statement in my desk, 
but do not find it at the moment. The trouble has been that the su- 

intendent of the service in that division was a man whose conduct 
indicated beyond all question, to my mind, that hedid not intend that 
any Democrats should get in, even when they were appointed, if it 
could be prevented. That has been the fact, and everybody knowsit. 

Why, sir, a man from Missouri, recommended by a Republican Con- 
gressman, could get his appointment in six months, but under the ad- 
ministration of the officer to whom I refer, a first-honor man of the 
university of my State, a graduate of law, could not get his appoint- 
ment in less than twelve months, His examination was all right, no 
fault to find with that, but there is something outside which prevented 
such men from coming up to the private standard of that superintend- 
ent, ‘Thank God, his services have been dispensed with, and 1 hope 
the good work will go on until there is not a single man of that class 
left at the head of these divisions and controlling these appointments, 
with the power in his hands or right to say whether or not a man shall 
go into the service. ‘This is all I have to say on that point. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, as this matter has been brought up, 
Iask to have printed with my remarks the following extract on the 
subject of removals, from the annual report of the Postmaster-General: 

It some time be required of this Department to undertake control of the 
most advanced and rapid modes of correspondence of modern device. I pur- 
pose no discussion of the subject, which has already attracted and must con- 
tinue to enlist the general attention of the Congress to such an extent that dis- 
cussion here could. be of little additional value. It involves protracted argu- 
ment upon not only the question of general expediency, but of the bropr 
means of deali ustiy with present conditions. Yet, if it shall happen that 
the difficulties weds to patient consideration, and the demands of the country 


for the best auxiliaries to its business facilities, it will be of supreme importance 
to the end to make wise provisions for a safe and satisfactory establishment of 


the requisite force of employés without dangerous increase of Federal power, 
an steps for 3 n the establishment of the postal service must be a 
neficlal beginning. 

The present —— (October 31, 1887) of the force is shown, so far as figures 
may show it, by the following recapitulation of changes during the time of my 
service in this office: 

The whole number of clerks March 7, 1835, was. ...... .... cannes 4,356 
To which have been subsequently added. 495 


Making a total October 31, 1887. .. 


Of the clerks in service at the first date named— 
The number remaining 18... ...es eee eee nee 
The number gone 18 . 
Appointments to new p 


4, 851 


To effect these changes, irrespectively of the added clerks, it has been nec- 


essary to make appointments to the number of 3,138. 
For vacancies occurring as follows: 
By resignation . . e . . . . ee eee eee sses 1, 30 
By removals: 
For partisanship .... 
For 2 — AEI S BWP 
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ration of probationary appointments, recommended by division 


3 fw!!! SA eat Doles 
// O ANNES eee 152 
Add new appointments........... ....s002+. — 7 > — 
Total number of appointments. . .. . . e “3, 633 


Of the resignations, some were in anticipation of failare on probationary ex- 
aminations, and some because unfitness had been disclosed by the regular ex- 
aminations of clerks not on probation. On the 3lst day of March, 1835, notice 
was given through the Daily Bulletin that— 

Railway postal clerks who have become efficient and valuable men, against 
whom no just complaint of neglect, inattention, or want of fidelity, honesty 
or efficiency can be brought, and who have not turned their attention to political 
labors during their service, need have no fear of being disturbed so long as 
“they continue to render meritorious and faithful service.” 

Experience bas strengthened the conviction of its expediency as a rule of 
service, and it has been faithfully observed. There may yet remain, doubt- 
8 within its exceptions the facts concerning whom have not been 

Mr. Chairman, nearly one-half of the clerks who were in the service 
under the former administration remain still in the service. I believe 
there is scarcely another man in this land who, as head of the Post- 
Office Department, would have withstood party clamor and kept his 
enemies in service to the extent to which this has been done in that 
Department. 

In reply to the gentlemen who are now parading these complaints, 
permit me to say that in my opinion the present Administration has 
done more toward the advancement of civil-service reform than any 
other in the history of this country. It has gone forward with an iron 
will, giving great offense sometimes among its own friends, but pur- 
suing its policy steadily. If, here or there, the course of the Admin- 
istration has not appeared entirely satisfactory to all, I wish to say 
that no administration can have its absolute will in this country. In 
Great Britain civil-service reform required one hundred years of strug- 
gle before it reached its present status. It was commenced by admin- 
istrative efforts, the legislative branch always discontented and com- 
plaining. The present Administration of our own Government has suf- 
fered from complaints in this matter; but the wonder with me is not 
that there has been a failure to go beyond the law in reference to the 
civil service, but that so much has been done as we are aware of. In 
the light of the experience of other countries, I did not expect the prog- 
ress which has been made in this direction. I trust that gentlemen 
will deal fairly in this matter, especially those who have seen fit to 
approve of the civil-service policy itself. 

The removals among postal clerks have been remarkably few. Now, 
after the Administration has been in power nearly four years, about 
one-half or a little less than one-half of the old clerks remain in serv- 
ice, and the average rate of merit is increasing all the while. I, for 
one, am content with the record which the Administration has made in 
this respect, It did well when it complied with the law, and it was 
not required to go beyond it. When it went beyond it it did so amidst 
the grumblings of its own party and the laughter of the Republicans. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ments of the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGERs] and the gentle- 
man from Ilinois [Mr. CANNON] will be considered as withdrawn. 

‘There was no objection. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

OFFICE SUPERINTENDENT FOREIGN MAILS. 

For transportation of foreign mails, $517,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word 
for the purpose of making an observation with reference to our foreign 
mail service. I wish to call the attention of the committee to the fact 
that of the $425,000 appropriated and paid during the last year forsea 
service postal transportation, less than $75,000 went to American vessels, 
and over $350,000 to foreign steam-ship lines. I did not rise for the pur- 
pose of complaining of the Post-Office Department because of this condi- 
tion of things, but to call the attention of the Committee on Postal Af- 
fairs to the importance of early legislation which shall secure the encour- 
agement and establishment of American steam-ship lines for postal com- 
munication. Gentlemen are aware that under the law as it now exists 
the Postmaster-General is not authorized in any case to go beyond the 
sea and inland postage in paying for the transportation of United States 
mail. On all those lines which connect with South America, with the 
West Indies, with thenearby countries with which we have communica- 
tion by American steam-ship lines it is impossible with such compensa- 
tion as this to permanently maintain such lines. The result has been 
that even of the small amount we have appropriated for postal service 
on steam-ship lines, more than four-fifths of it during the last year has 
gone to foreignsteam-ship lines; and American steam-ship lines are being 
rapidly driven from the service. 

Look for a moment at the compensation which is given to the Ameri- 
can line running between New York and theportsof Brazil, amounting 
last year to less than $10,000. It is impossible in the nature of things 
that an American steam-ship line can be maintained whensuch paltry 
compensation as this is paid. 

During the past year even Canada, with the aid of a subsidy by tho 
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Canadian Government and a subsidy by the Government of Great Ptit- 
ain, the aggregate being $160,000 per annum, has placed in service a 
steam-ship line ranning from British Columbia to the ports of Japan 
and China. We are to-day paying to the American steam-ship lines 
running from San Francisco to the ports of Japan and China only the 
paltry sum of $10,000 against $160,000 paid by Canada and Great Brit- 
ain for substantially thesame service toa competing line, which, within 
three years, unless the Government of the United States shall deal 
more liberally with its steam-ship lines, will drive our steam-ship line 
from the service; and thus an American steam-ship line will disappear 
from the ocean. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention for a single moment to 
what the nations of Europe have been doing while we have been re- 
fusing to pay even a paltry compensation. In 1885 France spent for 
her steam-ship service $5,152,000, Great Britain over $3,000,000, Italy 
$1,732,000, and even Brazil $1,472,000, and poor barbarian Japan 
nearly $300,000. Unless this Government speedily comes up to the 
level of its duty and encourages American steam-ship lines, within five 
years I predict the last American steam-ship line will have been driven 
from the ocean, and foreign steam-ship lines, supported by liberal pen- 
sions, will have taken their place. 

I desire at this time simply to call the attention of the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads to the fact that the chairman of that 
committee has at this session introduced a bill, which has been referred 
to that committee, and which I had hoped would have been reported 
long before this, authorizing the Postmaster-General to increase the 
compensation in such liberal measure as to encourage the establish- 
ment of American steam-ship lines and American postal communica- 
tion, especially with the countries of South America, Central America, 
Mexico, and the West Indies. i 

I notice even during the last year the money we have expended 
has chiefly gone to foreign lines. The North German Lloyd Line has 
received $129,348, while the American Line, making nearly as much 
mil running from New York to the ports of Brazil, received less 
than $10,000. The Cunard Line from New York has received $70,099 
during the past year; the White Star Line, $35,000; the Guion Line, 
$38,000, and the Inman Line, $12,736, ete. 

Mr. Chairman, I am aware that on this bill it is not possible to have 
legislation that ought to be had, but such a bill is before the Commit- 
tée on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, and I appeal to the chairman of 
that committee and I appeal to the membership of that committee to 
no longer allow the measure to slumber in that committee, but to re- 
port it here in order that this Congress may be brought to consider the 
question as to whether this Government shall not do something worthy 
of its name, worthy of its prestige, worthy of its power, to encourage 
the establishment of American steam-ship lines. : 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Maine complains 
that more is paid to foreign steam-ship lines for carrying the American 
mails than is paid to American vessels. Permit me to say, while that 
is true, the amount paid to American vessels is ata rate three times more 
than is paid to foreign vessels. 

I will read a brief extract from the report of the Postmaster-General. 


—.— conyeyance of mails to ports to which American vessels do not ply, $363,- 


For conveyance of mails to portsto which American vessels ply, $148,820. 


We pay because we have not a ship going into those ports. 

The policy of he gentleman's party has brought that about. The 
policy which obtains nowhere else on the face of the earth, except in 
America, amongst civilized nations, has had much todo withit. Italy, 
Russia, France, England, all the great continental powers allow any 
one of their citizens to go to any country on God’s footstool and buy 
a ship where he can buy the cheapest and take that ship under its na- 
tionality, but the American Government refuses to do so. We can 
not build ships as cheaply as they can abroad, and in that condition 
of affairs how can it be expected, with such a policy as we have had, we 
shall carry the commerce of the world or secure any large portion of it? 

The gentleman is right when he says that legislation must be had or 
we shall be swept from the ocean entirely. By our laws we have still 
left our coasting trade, but our policy must be changed if we expect to 
have American vessels ply on the ocean. 

My friend’s remedy is that while this can not be done, you shall go 
into the Treasury and take the money gathered from the people all over 
the land and pay, in addition to the commerce of the world, an addi- 
tional sum to keep our vessels afloat. I do not care at this time to go 
into the discussion of that question as it is likely to come up hereatter; 
I shall therefore content myself with the few remarks I have made in 
the way of : 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last word. The observa- 
tions of my friend from Georgia with reference to certain problems con- 
nected with the decline of our merchant marine in the foreign trade 
call upon me to make a single suggestion on the policy which this 
country has pursued with reference to the importation and registry of 
foreign-built vessels. 


I have simply to say that the policy of restricting registry to ves- 


dels built in this country is that which has existed from the founda- 


tion of the Government—adopted originally on the recommendation of 
Washington himself, approved by Madison, approved by Jefferson, and 
by all the fathers of the Republic; a policy under which the merchant 
marine of the United States engaged in the foreign carrying trade had, 
until 1855, its highest prosperity. Now, certainly if during all that 
period the merchant marine of the United States had this continuous 
prosperity, why should it be argued to-day that a change of this policy 
would overcome difficulties which have caused a decline in our shipping 
in the foreign trade since 1855? 

Mr. Chairman, it is not the first cost of the steam-ship or the sailing 
vessel which causes the difficulty in this regard. That difference is 
not so material in itself. The main difficulty is due to the higher ex- 
pense of running our vessels after they are built. 

I read the other day from the report of Consul Russell, at Liverpool, 
showing that, according to his investigations in November last, seamen, 
officers, stokers, all kinds of employés engaged upon steam-ships, re- 
ceived on American steam-ships 38 per cent. more in wages than was 
paid to similar men employed upon British steam-ships; and I also read 
trom the same report the statement of this consul that it cost 27 per 
cent. more to feed our sailors and laborers upon American vessels than 
it did upon British vessels, simply because the American laborer de- 
mands better living than the foreigner. 

Now, in view of these facts, Mr. Chairman, in relation to the mat- 
ter, the remedy suggested by my friend from Georgia is certainly inad- 
equate. 

Here we have to face not only this difference in the cost of running 
the vessels, but we have to face asubvention or postal subsidy of $3,0u0,- 
000—a postal subsidy, for this is the used in the reports of the 
British postmaster-general—which was paid to British vessels during 
the last fiscal year for the transportation of her mails. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, BLOUNT was recognized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to be permitted to continue a few 
minutes longer. 

Mr. GUENTHER was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. DING- 
LEY. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I repeat, Mr. Chairman, we have to face a sub- 
vention of $3,000,600 by the English Government for this mail service, 


as well as one of $5,000,000 on the part of France, and nearly $300,- - 


006,000 paid by Italy. In the face of these facts, certainly if the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall look on and refuse to extend any 
assistance in this direction, refuse even to give the most meager com- 
pensation, it can not be otherwise than that the American steam-ship 
lines will eventually be driven from the sea. There is no help for it. 

I say, therefore, to my friend from Georgia, without desiring to dis- 
cuss other questions, upon which there may be differences of opinion, 
that he must see, and the members of the House must see, that unless 
this Government shall do at least as much for the American steam-ship 
lines as Great Britain, as Germany, as France, as Italy, and as other for- 
eign governments are doing for theirs, that the day is not far distant 
when the American steam-ship lines will have been driven from the 
ocean. I was rejoiced, therefore, when I noticed that my friend from 
Georgia, who has usually taken the lead in opposition to liberal com- 
pensation to American steam-ship lines, in the early days of this ses- 
sion introduced a bill authorizing the Postmaster-General to give a 
more liberal compensation to American steam-ship lines for this servi 
and I trust the better feelings which led him to adopt that course wi 
strengthen as he goes on and faces the exigencies before us. 

One point further. My friend has suggested that we give American 
lines a larger compensation per letter than we give to foreign lines. 
That is true, but it shonld be borne in mind that the foreign steam- 
ship lines have taken ion of those routes on which there is the 
largest mail, and that a rate per letter which will give the North Ger- 
man line $124,000 for the transportation of mails, will give to the 
American lines making nearly as great mileage, running from New 
York to the ports of Brazil, only $10,000, because the mail happens to 
be less, notwithstanding the mileage is the same. Evidently such a 
basis of compensation is unjust. Indeed, in fixing compensation for 
transportation of mails on our other routes we have little regard to the 
number of letters to be transported, but to the length of the route. 
It oe re for a steam-ship to carry a hundred sacks of mail than 
ten sa 

Hence I want to call the attention of my friend from Georgia to the 
fact that the basis on which we are paying for foreign mail transpor- 
tation by steam-ship lines to-day is to the great disadvantage of Ameri- 
can lines, and to the advantage of foreign steam-ship lines; and I appeal 
to him and to the gentlemen who are members of the Post-Office Com- 
mittee to see that there shall be some legislation reported to the House 
correcting this injustice and doing justice to American companies. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BLOUNT rose. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Iask the gentleman from Georgia to yield to 
me for a minute. ; 

Mr. BLOUNT. I want the time myself, and can not yield. 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has stated that one prea 
ent navigation laws began with the administration of General Wash- 


ington and have continued up to the present time, and that the pros- 

perity of our shipping has grown out of that legislation. And yet, 

while it is true that shipping began to improve, and that about 1857 or 

1853 we were the second in point of tonnage, I believe, of all the com- 
mercial nations of the world, the fact is we have gone down since that 
time until we carry but a small portion of commerce under that legis- 
lation, and the gentleman admonishes us that unless we do something 
else we will have no ships on the ocean. 

Then this law is a failure. But the gentleman says the reason does 
not lie in the ships, but in the difference between the prices of labor. 
The difference, Mr. Chairman, in the prices of labor obtained in 1853 
as well as it does now, so that does not account for it. The real net 
here, Mr. Chairman, is this. The navigation laws could not regulate 

this thing. Circumstances that could not be controlled and that can 
not be controlled now, cameinto play; at that period we began to make 
iron vessels; they were stronger and speedier than the wooden vessels, 
and they took the place of them. That is the whole story, and it is 
so to-day; the labor question does not touch it. Those vessels can be 
built cheaper abroad, and other nationalities have understood it well. 
Where the prices of labor in their own countries, in Germany, Italy, 
France, and Russia, were lower than they were in England, they have 
still had to go to England where there is higher-priced labor in order 
to buy cheaper ships. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman allow me a question ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does not each one of these nations which buy 
their ships where they can buy them cheapest, does not each one of 
them pay an annual subsidy, amounting in England last year to 
$3,000,000 ? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Les; that is true in part. But those nations found 
it absolutely necessary to go abroad to purchase their ships. 

Now, let us see about this subsidy business. England, with her im- 
mense commerce, gave subsidies last year amounting to $3,175,819. Is 
it that which gives to Great Britain the command of the ocean? Only 
a few of her lines are subsidized, and the great body of them traverse 
the ocean parallel to those lines unaided, and they command the com- 
merce of the world. They do so in spite of the subsidies to other lines 
that are traversing the ocean. 

The same system applies to any of the other nations which subsidize 
their lines. The subsidized lines carry but a small fraction of their com- 
merce, Their commerce is not taken by subsidized lines; it is taken 
in spite of them; and the unaided lines traverse the ocean side by side 
with subsidized lines and prosper. 

Mr. HOLMAN. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is it not the fact that the Government of Great 
Britain has given subsidy to certain lines of vessels asa part of its colo- 
nial system? 

Mr. BLOUNT. That is true; but we can not go into all these ques- 

tions at this time. I want to call attention to this fact—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DINGLEY was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. BLOUNT. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I only wish a moment more to finish a sentence. I 
want to call attention to the fact that the subsidized lines from Great 
Britain are so slow that the merchants of this country and of England 
are complaining because the mails are carried on the subsidized lines 
instead of on the swifter lines running to this country. They say the 
goods get here before the mails. That is what subsidy has done in 
facilitating mail transportation. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Do I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia to say that he knows of lines of steam-ships that are ranning 
successfully parallel with subsidized lines? 

Mr. BLOUNT. Yes, sir; running from Europe to this country. 

Mr, DOCKERY. I move to strike out the Jast word but three. 

Mr. Chairman, I have no desire at this time to engage in what it 
must be evident to every member of this House is a profitless discus- 
sion. There is no proposition pending before the committee. But 
when a proposition is presented, as I apprehend it will be very soon 
when this bill is returned from the Senate, I propose to discuss at some 
length the business principles involved in the suggestions of the dis- 

, tinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. It is conceded by 
both sides of the House that that gentleman is particularly well in- 
formed on all matters relating to our merchant marine, and is usually 
extremely fair in debate. 

But I must confess my surprise at the manner in which that very able 
gentleman has presented some of his propositions to-day. He stated 
thata certain line—I do not now recall its name—running from New 
York to some point in Europe, received $124,000 per annum, while 
another line, ranning from New York to Brazil, received only $10,000. 
He should have been frank enough to state that the line receiving $124,- 
000, if ithad been an American line carrying the American mails, would 
have received three times that sum. The lines to which he refers, the 
North German Lloyd and the Guion Lines, receive $1.27 and $1.39 per 
mile, respectively, a3 I now remember the figures; but they receive it 


simply because of the amount of mail they carry. The lines running 
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to South America receive no compensation of a like total, because they 
carry but little mail for the United States. 

Whether or not the compensation is adequate is a question I do not 
propose to discuss now; but the House and the committee will see at 
once the unfairness of the illustration offered by the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. The law passed in 1858 discriminates, and 
discriminates properly, in favor of American lines by giving them sea 
and inland postage, while the foreign line receives only sea postage, 
and the gentleman is fully advised of that fact. 

As to the canses that have led to the decline of the merchant ma- 
rine, we will discuss those later on. They are grave; they should re- 
ceive the attention of Congress, and when the time arrives I shall pre- 
sent my views on that question; but at this moment, and without any 
proposition pending, I shall not further trespass upon the indulgence 
of the committee. 

Mr. DUNN. I did not intend to participate in this debate, and I 
should not have done so had not my distinguished colleague on the 
Shipping Committee [Mr. DINGLEY ] brought into the discussion mat- 
ters which would be more pertinent to one which is to come hereafter. 
He insists that we shall adhere to the system which he says was 
adopted by the advice of Washington and Jefferson for the benefit of 
American shipping. The gentleman will remember that they and the 
other statesmen of that day also advised the continuance of the African 
slave trade for the benefit of American shipping, and that the New 
England ship-owners and ship-builders insisted upon retaining it until 
1808 for the benefitof the American merchant marine. Is the gentle- 
man ready to return to that policy to promote and stimulate that in- 
terest ? 

They also advised the enactment of old obstructive bottomry Jaws of 
that date, prohibiting the importation of merchandise in other than 
American-built vessels. Is the gentleman willing to go back to them? 
The existing conditions which prompted those statesmen to advise that 
policy have passed away, and with them the policy of obstruction has 
passed away and been abandoned by all nations of the world except the 
United States, which still refuses registration to foreign-built vessels. 
The gentleman says that it is not the question of the cost of the ships 
which determines the amount of the carrying trade enjoyed by our ves- 
sels. Iam not sure, Mr. Chairman, that statistics prove anything con- 
clusively, but if they do, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] is 
very unfortunate in that statement, for it is a fact that vessels of the 
United States took and maintained the lead of all nations in the foreign 
carrying trade just so long as and no longer than we could build and 
have cheaper ships than the people of any other country. Taking the 
statistical tables we find that in 1821 wooden sailing vessels (the only 
sea-going Vessels of that period) could be built in the United States at 
from $38 to $42 per ton of burden; the same vessel then cost $50 to $60 
per registered ton in Great Britain. Vessels of the United States then 
carried 88.7 per cent of the foreign trade, and foreign vessels carried 
11.3 per cent. of it. In 1845 the cost of building vessels (same class) 
in the United States was $45 to $50 per ton, and in England $60 to $65 
per ton. Vessels of the United States then carried 81.7 per cent, of the 

oreign trade, and all foreign vessels carried 18.3 per cent. of that trade, 

At this latter date England commenced building iron vessels, and could 
build them at a cost of $90 to $100 per ton. . 

Tn 1855 it cost $45 to $50 per ton to build wooden vessels in the 
United States, and in England it cost $65 to $70 per ton to build them, 
and $70 to $80 per ton to build iron vessels. At that time United States 
vessels carried 75 per cent. of the foreign trade and all foreign vessels 
carried 24.8 per cent. of it. At this date England commenced building 
iron and steel steamers and at a cost of $70 to $80 per ton. 

In 1860 it cost $90 to $100 per ton to build iron vessels in the United 
States. In the short space of five years, under the influence of this 
changed condition of things, the per cent. of foreign trade carried in ves- 
sels of the United States had declined from 75 to 65 per cent., and that 
in foreign vessels had increased from 24 to 33 percent. It is significant, 
at least, to note that this change from wooden vessels, which could be 
built cheapest in the United States, toiron vessels, which could be built 
cheapest in England, marked the commencement of the rapid trans- 
fer of the foreign carrying trade from vessels of the United States to 
those of England. If it be not cause and effect, it is at least a remark- 
able coincidence. 

I will here call attention to the further significant fact that the eost 
of building iron vessels continued to steadily decline in England until 
now it costs $40 to $60 per ton to build iron vessels over there, while 
it still costs $75 per ton to build iron vessels in the United States. 
Vessels of the United States now carry 15 per cent. of the foreign trade, 
and foreign vessels carry 85 per cent. of it. 

I will have printed as part of my remarks a table, from which I have 
gathered these facts, on page 90 of the report of the Commissioner of 
Navigation for the year i887: 

[See table on next page.] 

It will be seen from this table that our percentage of the carrying 
trade increased steadily as long as we built the cheapest ships, and also 
in proportion as the rate of tariff taxation on cargoes decreased; and 
that it steadily and rapidly declined as the tariff went up and when 
the vessels in use could be built cheaper abroad than in this country- 

- 
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j 7 
Proportion of the foreign trade carried in American bottoms, the tonnage of vessels built, and their approximate cost. 
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The gentleman says that it is the subsidies paid by England and 
other countries that have driven our vessel m the seas. 

Mr. Chairman, Great Britain pays not one dollar of gratuitoussubsidy. 
She pays only for service rendered in transporting her mails from the 
home country to her colonies, which belt the earth, and to foreign coun- 
tries, where her commerce goes. Not a dollar of gratuitous subsidy 
does she pay. When the proper time comes I shall vote cheerfally for 
a more liberal policy on the part of our Government in regard to the 
transportation of foreign mails than that which is now in force; but, 
sir, to ask that this Government shall ‘‘see’’ the gratuitous subsidies 
of other governments, which have not accomplished the purposes for 
which they were granted, and “go them one better” is, in my judg- 
ment, a most unwise and pernicious as well as unconstitutional policy. 

Subsidies will not accomplish the desired results. They have not 
done so. We have not been driven from the seas by subsidies. We 
were driven from the seas by high-tariff taxation on cargoes and by 
high-priced vessels long beforeany foreign nation paid a gratuitous sub- 
sidy. We were out of the competition before we were placed under 
that disadvantage. England has gained her ascendency without one 
dollar of gratuitous subsidy such as is asked for in the bill which has 
been eee in this House, and such as France pays, such as Italy 

such as Spain pays, and such as Germany pays only to her Japan 
ina Uhiness lines. That is a modern . the result of which 
is not yet seen. So far as results can be seen it has proven most dis- 
astrous. In Italy and France some of the largest ship- building and 
ship-owning concerns have been brought into bankruptcy by this inse- 
cure and unreliable stimulus, the ever-recurring evil—overproduc- 
tion. : 
| Subsidies have not driven our people out of competition. This has 
resulted froma tariff which denies cargoes to our vessels. We may take 
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38.50 | 26.3 | 78.7 350, 245.76 | 4,696,027 |. 
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40.69 | 26.2 | 73.8 | 297,698.79 | 4,853,782 
44.89 | 27.6 | 72.4 | 203,585.63 | 4,279, 458 
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12. 81 26.3 | 73.7 | 235,503.57 4. 212, 705 
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43.56 17.5 82.5 | 157,409.90 | 4,068, 034 
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41,70 | 17.5 | 82.5 | 225,514.00 | 4,271,229 


outa cargo of our own manufactures or our productions of the soil, but 
we can not bring back a cargo at will, as English vessels can to their 
country. We must run a vessel costing 30 per cent. more than our 
foreign competitor, and we must go much of the time in ballast, be- 
cause of the tax on our cargo, while the competitor’s cargo is untaxed. 
High-priced vessels can not compete with low-priced vessels and un- 
taxed cargoes. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. DUNN. 

Mr. DUNN. I am much obliged to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HATCH] for his courtesy. 

Mr. Chairman, the tables which I have here show not only that the 
ca of American vessels increased in percentage from 1821 down to 
the time when Great Britain learned to build iron vessels at a lower 
price than we could build them, but that so long as we could build 
cheaper ships to supply the world’s demand than any other nation the 
number of ships built in this country steadily increased. In 1813, re- 
sponding to the world’s demand for cheap ships, we built 364 sailing 
vessels’ at a cheaper price than they could be built elsewhere in the 
world. In 1855 we built 1,781 sailing vessels, a larger number than 
was built elsewhere in the world. Exactly as the tariff on cargoes 
went down, and so long as we could build the vessels needed by the 
world, the number of vessels built in this country and the 
percentage of the carrying trade of the world which American vessels 
took went up, until we built 1,781 yessels in that year, and carried 75 
per cent. of the foreign trade. 

After 1860 the tax on cargoes of vessels commenced going up with 
us, and the cost of building iron vessels in this country was than 


elsewhere, while in Great Britain the cost of building iron vessels de- 
clined. Thus we lost in exactly that ratio. The number of vessels 
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which we constructed diminished until in 1887 it went down to299steam- 
vessels and 545 sailing vessels. During all that time the cost of build- 
-ing iron vessels in Great Britain went down from $80 to $100 per ton 
to $40 to $60 per ton. We commenced building iron vessels at $90 to 
$100 per ton, and to-day the cost with us is $75 to $80 per ton. In Great 
Britain the cost of constructing iron vessels has gone down from $75 
per ton to $40 per ton. In this country the cost of building iron ves- 
sels is maintained at whatit was nearly thirty years ago, while in Eng- 
land it has been reduced toone-half. Yet gentlemen express astonish- 
ment that the cheaper vessels and untaxed cargoes of Great Britain 
should have driven us from the sea, while we insist on adhering to 
high-priced vessels and highly-taxed cargoes. And I desire to say fur- 
ther that during all that time the disparity in the cost of sailing ves- 
sels has been as great as itis now, on account of difference in wages, etc. 

[Here the hammer. fell. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I renew the pro forma amendment. Mr. Chair- 
man, the tion made by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCK- 
ERY] with reference to the basis of compensation for transportation of 
the mails by steamers seems to call upon me for a single word of ex- 
planation of what I have already said. 

It should be borne in mind that under our laws the basis of payment 

for transportation of mails by steam-ship is the number of letters that 
may be carried. American vessels may receive per letter and ve 
package more than foreign vessels do, but it will be observed t 
this basis of compensation is inevitably greatly to the disadvantage of 
steam-ship lines which happen to be American lines connecting with 
South American and Central American countries as against other lines 
running the same number of miles. For example, although an Ameri- 
can line running from New York to Rio runs as many miles as the 
North German line, running from Europe to this country, yet it does 
not on this basis of compensation get one-twelfth the amount that the 
European line receives. 

The point to which I desire to call the attention of my friend, the 
chairman of the committee, is that this basis of compensation is all 
wrong. It ought not to be on the basis per letter carried, but per mile 
of transportation. When we come to fix the compensation on our star 
routes we do not have regard to the fact whether one or two or three 
or four or a dozen sacks of mail matter are to be carried. That makes 
no difference in the cost of transportation, but we have regard to the 
distance to be traveled. A steam-ship running from New York to 
Brazil, in performing the same number of miles as the North German 
line of steam-ships to Europe from the city of New York, has the same 
expense in carrying ten sacks of mail that the North German line does 
in carrying a hundred. 

What I wish to call the attention of the chairman’ of the committee 
to is the necessity of changing the basis of compensation in order to do 

ustice to American steam-ship lines, and in order to establish a fair 
is of compensation. That is the basis upon which we pay vehicles 
for transporting the mail on our star- routes. 

A word in reference to one other point. I did not intend to trench 
on the question of free ships, but I wish to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DUNN], who alleges that the cause of 
the decline of our merchant marine in the foreign trade has been the 
high tariffs, as he calls them, which have taken away their cargoes, to 
the fact that our foreign exports and imports, which make cargoes to 
be carried, have never increased so rapidly as since the war under what 
the gentleman calls the high-tariff system. The difficulty is not in 
want of cargoes, for there is an abundanee of cargoes. Ifthe American 
marine in the foreign trade had increased in proportion to the increase 
of our foreign trade we would have more than six times what we now 
have. It is not the want of cargoes to and from any country, but itis 
“because the foreign vessels have seized our exports and imports instead 
of American vessels. That is the difficulty. 

Gentlemen who charge that a change from the revenue tariff of 1846 
has caused the decline in our foreign carrying trade should remember 
that the decline began in 1855 under the revenue tariff, and that it was 
as rapid in the six years before the war as in any six years since the 


War. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

By unanimous consent the formal amendments were withdrawn. 

The Clerk read as follows: i 

For balance due foreign countries, $75,000. 
` Mr. ADAMS. Imovetostrikeout ‘'$75,000"* and insert $80,000.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have no desire to detain the House more than 
a few minutes in what my friend from Missouri called and what I my- 
self may call a profitless discussion. But I can not permit to pass 
without challenge a statement which fell from the chairman of the 
committee a few moments ago. I understood him to say in reference 
to the efficiency of the postal service that but little complaint existed 
except in sections of the country associated with the star-route service. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I admit there are complaints, and there always will 
be. I do not believe the service is perfect, or that it ever will be. 

Mr. ADAMS. Th of the statement of the gentleman 
from Georgia may be found in my own section of the country. It is a 
fact that complaints do exist in the city of Chicago. Ordinarily we 
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might infer such complaints are owing to the malice of political op 
nents of the Administration. I will not go into the question whether 
the complaints are justifiable or not. I merely state the fact there are 
complaints, and that the newspaper in Chicago which has taken the 
most prominent part in making these complaints is not a Republican 
paper, but a Democratic paper, which is the enthusiastic supporter of 
Mr. Cleveland, and which will, so far as I know, support the nominee 
of the Democratic party for the Presidency. 

So far as I am concerned personally I have always been treated with 
fairness by the officials of the Chicago post-office, and personally I have 
no complaints to make against them. But, sir, it is true there is dis- 
satisfaction existing amongst the business men of that city. Fac-sim- 
iles of letters have been published in that paper to show what mistakes 
have been made in reference to letters plainly addressed. There are 
other complaints. There may have been some changes in the personnel 
of that post-office, and there may be less complaint now—that is within 
a few weeks—than existed heretofore. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Is the gentleman referring to the Chicago post- 
office ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iam. 

Mr. McKINNEY. Let me inquire whether the Postmaster-General 
has not entirely reorganized that post-office? 

Mr. ADAMS. Iunderstand some changes have been made. 

Mr. McKINNEY. And have not the changes been made with the 
express purpose of doing away with the complaints to which the gen- 
tleman has referred ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Ido not complain; I complain of nothing. 

Mr. MCKINNEY. Thecomplaints, then, you refer to as having been 
made by others, have they not been relieved by the action of the Post- 
master-General ? 

Mr. ADAMS. The statement of the gentleman fully confirms what 
I have already stated, and I therefore need not proceed any further. 

Mr. McKINNEY. That is all we admit in that connection. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Youadmit that you have been all wrong. 

Mr. McKINNEY. We admit that there has been some wrong, but 
not all wrong. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to occupy the time of the com- 
mittee for a few moments only. I want to call attention to some state- 
ments that have been made, especially by the gentlemen whose sec- 
tions have been most benefited by the liberal policy of the present ad- 
ministration of the Post-Office Department. It is a remarkable fact 
that the principal complaints come from those sections which have re- 
ceived the most liberal treatment. I refer particularly to the com- 
plaints which we have heard from Illinois and Kansas. 

Illinois has received an increase of expenditures during the period of 
nineteen months, beginning with the Ist day of July, 1886, and ending 
with the Ist day of January, 1888, of $62,713.20, there having been 
1,045 and a fraction miles of new railroad service established in that 
State during that period. 

Then, with reference to the State of Kansas, I desire to notice the 
remarks of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], who seems to 
be a constitutional kicker“ against the administration of the Post- 
Office Department. It might be inferred from the statements of the 
gentleman on yesterday and again to-day that there has beena most parsi- 
monious and illiberal policy pursued by the Post-Office Department in 

ling with that State; but I find, sir, by reference to the report of 
the Postmaster-General, and by inquiry, that during the fiscal year 
from July 1, 1886, to June 30, 1887, 1,393 miles of new railroad service 
was established in that State; and also that during the next seven 
months, from the Ist day of July, 1887, to the 31st day of January, 
1888, 1,350 miles of new railway service was established, making a 
total in the nineteen months of 2,743 miles of new railroad service es- 
tablished in Kansas, at an increased annual cost to the Department of 
$164,623.20. Now, in addition to that, I desire to call the attention 
of the committee to the faet that expensive contracts have been made 
for fast-mail service largely for the benefit of the State of Kansas. In 
1885 the Postmaster-General, by contract with the Burlington and 
Quincy Railroad Company, established a fast-mail service from Chicago 
to Omaha at an extra annual cost of $195,370.91. Before the fast-mail 
service was put on the cost of service on that line of railway was $176, - 
968.69 per annum. The total cost, since the fast mail was put on, is 
$372,339.60. 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman does not want to charge that to Kan- 
sas? 

Mr. ENLOE. The State of Kansas gets the benefit of it. 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; but our fast mail service does not go over that 
line; it goes over the Missouri Pacific from St. Louis. 

Mr. ENLOE. ,I will come to the other line presently. I have the 
authority of the Post-Office Department and the Postmaster-General 
himself for stating that this service was established, in a great measure, 
for the benefit of the States of Kansas and Nebraska, and these States 
are among the largest beneficiaries of the service. Since that mail line 
was established a reweighing of the mails took place, in March, 1837, 
which added to the annual cost $61,678, showing a total annual in- 
crease of cost for fast mails by the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 
Railroad of $257,048.93. 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, this mail was expedited twenty-four hours, ac- 
cording to a statement of the Postmaster-General, and Kansas gets the 
benefit of the expedited service, enabling that State to get the 
mails twenty-four hours earlier than before. Again, on March 12, 1887, 
Postmaster-General Vilas contracted with the Pennsylvania and Mis- 
souri Pacific Railroads for a fast mail service from New York to Kan- 
sas City, via Philadelphia, Pittsburgh, Columbus, Indianapolis, and 
St. Louis, at an annual increased cost of $199,395.20. This line expe- 
dites the mails to Kansas by from twelve to twenty-four hours, and all 
that great section of the country, from which these complaints seem 
to come spontaneously, gets the benefit. 

The total cost of the messenger and transportation service in the 
United States is $29, 806,518.87, of which Kansas gets, in round num- 
bers, $888,000, or about 3 per cent. of the whole amount. 

The increase of the clerks has been 603 in the nineteen months 
preceding January 31 Jast, and Kansas gets 150, or the lines working 
the Kansas mails, being 26 per cent. of the total increase of mail-mes- 
senger service. 

There were applications from Kansas up to January 31, 1888, for new 
service on 400 miles of railway, but the railroad companies had not 
complied with the requirements of the law in returning the distance 
circulars so that the contracts could be made. ji 

The increase, then, in the annual cost of the mail service to Kansas 
for the nineteen months to which I have referred amounts to $164,- 
623.20. The cost of the messenger service of which Kansas gets the 
benefit is $111,358.75. The cost of the transportation service is $777,- 
315.67. The total cost of the service, of which Kansas is the principal 
beneficiary, is $888,674.42.. The annual excess of cost of this service 
in the State of Kansas over all postal-revenue receipts is $269,189.77. 
And I want to state right here in answer to the gentleman’s charge 
that the administration of the Post-Office Department has been par- 
tisan in its character, parsimonious in its allowances, and palsied in its 
execution, that such a charge comes with bad grace from Kansas. 
The difficulty in that region is attributable not to parsimony or illib- 
erality, but it may be attributable to some extent to the fact that we 
anye not been able to get Democrats into the railway-mail service out 

ere. 

It is the most difficult branch of the service in which to make a 
change, and I suspect that accounts for a good deal of the complaint, 
and for the charges of inefficiency in the service in that State. It is at 
least worth the trial of a change in the personnel of the service. The 
Democratic administration must bear the responsibility, and take the 
criticism and abuse for the inefficiency or neglect of these mail clerks, 
and if the administration must be criticised and condemned by the 
opposition, it should be criticised and condemned for the conduct of 
Democrats, and not of Republicans. 

Mr. SXMES. The complaint made yesterday by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PERKINS], and by several other gentlemen from Western 
States and myself, was that there was a deficiency and inefficiency in 
the star-route service. It is no answer to that statement to say that 
on account of the additional railroads built in Kansas or other States 
there has been an extension of the service on the railroads. The sub- 
stance of the complaint was that where towns are growing up very fast, 
where perhaps there will be ten towns in one county started in the 
course of three months, containing from 100 to 500 people, where post- 
offices should be established and the star-route service put on, the 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General, pursuing the picayune five-cent 
economy characteristic of many branches of this Administration, hag- 
gles and higgles and counts the cost month after month and almost 
year after year; while these citizens are paying for the mails being 
brought to themselves and their families out of their own pockets. 
That was the substance of the charge gentlemen made here yesterday 
on both sides of the House on this proposition. 

Mr. PERKINS. And again this morning. 

Mr. SYMES. Yes; and now the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
ENLOE] attempts to answer that proposition and that charge of inefii- 
ciency in the star-route service of the railroads by getting up and 
reading statistics from the Department to show that the mail service 
has been extended where railroads have been built. 

Mr. ENLOE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. SYMES. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ENLOE. Has not the mail service been frequently extended in 
Kansas and other Western States 

Mr. SYMES. Does the gentleman refer to the star-route service? 

Mr. ENLOE. I refer to the railway mail service at points between 
which there is no intermediate population. Is not the Government pay- 
ing a great deal to deliver the mail to people who pay very little of the 
expense of its delivery ? 

Mr. SYMES. I understand, of course, that the service is extended 
over lines of railroad after those lines of railroad are completed. They 
are mostly lines which extend from one Western metropolis to another 
and as regards the extension of the service to stations on the railroad, 
I have not heard any particular complaint. The Post-Office authorities 
could not help doing that. It would be absurd and ridiculous in the 
extreme to stand up and defend the Department for efficient service 
because it drops the mail bags as the train stops at the different sta- 


tions after another great line of railroad in the course of progress in 
that country has been completed. 

But let me be specific in the complaint, and it can not be answered in 
the way the gentleman from Tennessee attempted to answer it, In my 
own State in the past three years at least fifty prominent country towns 
have sprung up as large as many important towns in the South and in 
New England and other Eastern States. They have grown up as by 
magic; and I say every one of those towns has needed star-route serv- 
ice connected with the new railroad stations or these new extended 
lines of railroad as much as letter-carriers are needed in Washington 
or the little star-route service throughout the old State of Maryland, 
and the Department has been negligent in granting the amount required. 

My complaintis plain. It is that when the Second Assistant Post- 
master-General has received petitions of scores of citizens, of hundreds 
of citizens, yea, of thousands of citizens, his ans wer has been, I am doing 
the best I can with the money appropriated by Congress to aid me in 
establishing this new service, and there is a great deficiency in the rev- 
enues of the service in your State—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. e 

Mr. SYMES. I desire to say just a word or two more. I do not 
wish to trouble the House on this further than is necessary to have it 
understood 

Mr. PETERS rose. : y 

Mr. BLOUNT. If some understanding can not be come to, I will 
move that the committee rise in order to close debate. 

Mr. SYMES. I withdraw the pro forma amendment, and will take 
another opportunity to complete my remarks. 

Mr. BLOUNT. How much time do the gentleman from Kansas and 
the gentleman from Colorado desire ? 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to be recognized for, say, three minutes. 

Mr. SYMES. I shall be satisfied with another five minutes. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Task unanimous consent that after these two gen- 
tlemen have spoken debate shall close on the pending paragraph. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SYMES. Iam very glad that I opened up this question with 
other gentlemen in the House yesterday; for I desire to say I have been 
mistaken, and Western men generally and members from the Northwest 
and Southwest have been mistaken, in the information that has beea 
given them by the Second Assistant Postmaster-General. I had pre- 
sumed it was for want of appropriations by the Post-Office Committee 
that the star-ronte service in the West was so insufficient and inefli- 
cient. But I found by the statements of the gentleman from Kansas 
on the committee [Mr. PETERS], of the distinguished chairman of the 
committee, and of other gentlemen as to the amountof money remain- 
ing now at the service of the ent, that I had been mistaken. 
I want to put the responsibility where it belongs; and I am satisfied, 
taking the words of these gentlemen in this House, that it belongs on 
the back of the picayune Second Assistant Postmaster-General. He 
has made statement after statement, as I have been informed by gen- 
tlemen—and I have had communications to the same effect myself— 
and made excuses for not extending the star-route service where it is 
needed, which have been equivocal and erroneous and very great mis- 
takesin the lightest way of putting it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what was the object of that? Why have the 
citizens of the West, the Southwest, and the Northwest been paying 
out of their own pockets for having the mails delivered to their towns 
and their families, instead of this great Government doing it for them? 
The Second Assistant Postmaster-General is probably not so much to 
blame after all. The subordinate officers in any greatdepartment, in 
any great machine, whether it be political, civil, or of any other char- 
acter, generally follow what they understand to be the policy of the 
head. It was given out by the ex-Postmaster-General, it was given 
out by this Administration, it is illustrated throughout the whole 
course of the Administration that a 5-cent picayune economy is the 
order of the day. We are treated one day to a speech from a leading 
Democrat and a message from the President, telling us that we are on 
the verge of a great maelstrom of ruin because we have so much 
money in the Treasury, and the next day we have a veto from the 
President for the protection of the money in the Treasury, even going 
so far as to veto a bill which relieves a poor little postmaster to the 
extent of a few hundred dollars, which he has paid out for extra clerk- 
hire, and for which, in the judgment of a committee of this House 
and of the House itself, as shown by its action in passing the bill, re- 
lief ought to be granted, and following that a veto of a bill granting 
a pension to a crippled ex-soldier. 

Passing down from the head through all the Departments you find 
that character of men who, in Western language, are quick to catch 
on” to what they understand to be the spirit governing the heads of 
the Departments in which they are engaged, and many a Republican 
office-holder in the Departments has figured up some bit of 5-cent 
economy for the benefit of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General to 
show him that he would not be justified in extending this or that star 
route because it would not pay, while all the time the pioneers upon 
your frontier are paying the expenses of carrying some of the mails out 
of their own pockets. 
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Mr. RAYNER. Will thegentleman permit me to ask him, how does 
the administration of the Second Assistant Postmaster-General com- 
pare with the administration of his almost immediate predecessor, who 
came very near going to jail, and who, if justice had been meted out, 
would be in prison at this time? 

Mx. SYMES. Mr. Chairman, the ingenious criminal lawyer always 
tries to divert attention from a statement of fact, a pertinent illustra- 
tion, or a legitimate deduction, by asking a question entirely foreign to 
the matter under discussion 

Mr. RAYNER. If the gentleman will permit me, instead of being 
an ingenious criminal lawyer, I have not tried a criminal case in ten 
years, and the ingenuity of the criminal lawyer is shown in attempting 
to acquit Mr. Brady here of the charges which were established against 


him. 
Mr. SYMES. Well, I take it back, then. The gentleman is able 
and ingenious, any way, and would be so if he were defending a crim- 


My complaint in behalf of the people who are settling up the great 
West is plain and true, and it has not been answered 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to reply briefly to some state- 
ments made by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] in rela- 


tion to the benefit which Kansas is supposed to receive from the fast- 


mail service to which he has alluded. He first spoke of the fast-mail 
service which has been established upon the Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincy ronte to Omaha, and when I called his attention to the fact 
that Kansas as a State was not particularly interested in that service 
he presented a statement from the Post-Oflice Department which 
seemed to contradict that view. Any one familiar with the geography 
of the Western country would know that the expedition of the mail 
service to Omaha would affect but a very small portion of the State of 
Kansas, and that only the portion along the northern border. 

The only fast-mail service that is really of any benefit to the State 
of Kansas is that which has been alluded to, which runs over the Mis- 
souri Pacific to Kansas City. But the gentleman here again, either 
designedly or otherwise, misstates the situation of affairs. He seems 
to have overlooked the fact that there is a large portion of the United 
States beyond Kansas, and that this fast-mail service is not for the 
benefit of Kansas at all, although that State may be and probably is 
benefited by it to some extent. Kansas has increased in population 
600,000 since the census of 1880. Of those 600,000 people a great 
many have gone in from other States and made their homes there, thus 
necessitating a large increase in the extent of the mail service. But 
the fact that these fast mails are of as much advantage to the Pacific 
Slope and to all of the Territories in the Western portion of the coun- 
try seems to have entirely escaped the attention of the gentleman. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will ask my colleague, was not that fast-mail 


service of which the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE] spoke 


established for the benefit of the Pacific coast mailand the China mail, 
and not at all for Kansas or Nebraska? 

Mr. PETERS. Almost entirely. 

Mr. PERKINS. Exclusively. 

Mr. ENLOk. I wish the gentleman would give his authority for 
that statement. 

Mr. PETERS. It was established in order to expedite the Pacific 
and China mail and the mails for the Territories beyond. Of course in- 
cidentally it did prove of benefit to the people; but that was not the 
real object or purpose of putting on the service. I am free to say that 
if there had been no country beyond Kansas that fast mail would not 
have been established, and if it had been established under such cir- 
cumstances it might well have been open tocriticism. But in addition 
to what I have stated I know from personal observation how the busi- 
ness works. I have been in the mail-cars from Kansas City west, and 
I know that very often it has not been possible to freight the mails on 
those trans-continental lines in the postal cars, but they were placed in 
the express. car, and after a certain portion of them had been distributed 
going through Kansas then the remainder were put in the mail-car. 

The trouble has not arisen from the fact that appropriations have 
not been sufficient, or from the fact that we have not had fast mails. 
The trouble has arisen from the management and the working of the 
mail service in the mail-cars, and it is about that that the complaints 
come, when they come at all. : 

The CHAIRMAN, Under the orderof the House debate is exhausted, 
and the question is on the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ApAms]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to return 
to page 2, line 17, and insert, after the word thousand, the word 
“dollars.” 

. The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move that the committee rise and report the bill 
to the House with the recommendation that it pass as amended. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMLLLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. TURNER, of Georgia, reported that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had 


* 

under consideration the bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriations ſor the 
service of the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and had instructed him to report the same back with the rec- 
ommendation that it pass with amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole be voted on in gross. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If no separate vote be demanded, the 
amendments will be voted on together. 

The amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
peed and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: . 

A bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John Powers; and 

A bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

8 CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the bill first in 
order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9877) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, 
and for other purposes. 


INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 


Mr. BELMONT. The gentleman in charge of the bill first in order 
has agreed to yield for a few moments that I may bring up a bill already 
passed by the Senate which it is very desirable the House should dis- 
pose of at once. It is a bill providing for an international maritime 
conference, and is a measure of great importance. It has been recom- 
mended in a special message of the President and in a report from the 
Navy Department. It has also the approval of all or nearly all of the 
maritime associations and commercial exchanges in the country. 

Mr. FORNEY. I haveno objection to the consideration of the meas- 
ure referred to by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BELMONT] if 
it does not take any time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the title of the bill which 
the gentleman from New York asks unanimous consent to bring up. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure 
greater safety for life and property at sea. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of this bill. Is there objection ? 

Mr. CANNON. Let us hear it read. How much time will it take? 

Mr. BELMONT. It is a bill which has already been passed by the 
Senate. It provides merely for an international maritime conference. 

Mr. CANNON, I suppose it will have to be read, at any rate. 

Mr. BELMONT. I am instructed by the Committee on Fereign 
Affairs to move a substitute. 

Mr. CANNON. Then let us hear the substitute. 

Mr. BELMONT. Let the substitute be read. 

The substitute proposed by the Committee on Foreign Relations was 


read. 

Mr. FORNEY (during the reading). Ithink this bill will take some 
time for its consideration, and I must object. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Itisan important measure, involving the safety 
of human life at sea. : 

Mr. FORNEY. If it will give rise to no debate, I do not object. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I believe no time will be occupied in its considera- 
tion. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. As soon as the bill has been read 
I think the Committee of the Whole will agree to it. 

Mr. BELMONT. It when the reading of the substitute is concluded 
there is any objection, I will not press the proposition. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the substitute. 

Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Chairman, I think that this proposition needs 
but a very brief explanation. I had the honor, early in the session, of 
introducing the bill which it is now proposed to substitute for the 
Senate bill. There has been nothing done to establish an international 
code of marine signals since 1856. Fast steamers are now engaged in 
commerce and the passenger traffic of the country, and the necessity 
for some change in the old signals has become pressing. This has been 
made apparent on many occasions. The necessity for an improved sys- 
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tem of ſog- signals for both sailing and steam vessels is universally rec- 
ognized, as stated in the report accompanying the House bill: 


Numberless disasters at sea in foggy weather sufficiently attest the fact that 
the international “ rule of the road now in force is inadequate, especially iu 
regard to steam-ships. They are now required to give in fogs a prolonged blast 
ofthesteam whistle every twominutes. This indicates their proximity, but gives 
no cle to the direction in which either vessel issteering. Moreover, two steam- 
ers, a mile apart and moving at half speed, could meet within the two minutes’ 
interval provided by the signals, 

‘This was clearly shown in the recent collision of the steamships Britannicand 
Celtic, belonging to the same line and sailing under the same general instruc- 
tions. It was demonstrated that the Britannic could have only given the same 
signal to port asis now the standing signal to be given under all circumstances in 
foggy weather. The naval court which investigated that disaster emphatically 
condemned as insufficient the present system of signaling in fogs, and recom- 
mended the adoption of some more effective plan. 


Mr. CANNON. When is it proposed to hold this conference? 

Mr. BELMONT. In October next; and it is necessary that the ap- 
propriation should be made now, in time to make suitable preparations. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I would like to ask the gentleman to explain 
the difference between the substitute and the original bill. 

Mr. BELMONT, The Senate bill provides an expenditure of $30,000. 
It seemed to the House committee that $20,000 would be sufficient. 
The Senate bill provided that the United States delegates should re- 
ceive the same compensation and allowances as members of the House 
of Representatives, which seemed to the House committee not sufliciently 
explicit; and in the amendment they suggest that the delegates should 
be compensated at the rate of $5,000 per annum. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the balance substantially the same? 

Mr. BELMONT. Substantially the same. I move that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it be adopted. 

In this connection I ask consent to insert a list of commercial bodies 
which have passed resolutions in favor of the proposed conference: 


Tue MARITIME ASSOCIATION OF THE PORT oF New YORK, 
New York, February 27, 1883, 

Dear Sm: In pp! Caan with your request, I beg to hand you herewith list 
of 72 commercial exchanges which have recommended your measure for an in- 
ternational marine conference. 

In addition to the memorials already sent,I beg to inclose memorials from 
the Cotton Exchanges of New ¥ ork, Mobile, and Birmingham Ala.; Chambers of 
Commerce of San Francisco and Wilmington, N, C.; Boards of Trade of Newark, 
Kansas City, McKeesport, Denver, Los Angeles, St. Joseph, and Omaha; New 
York, Mercantile and Mechanics and Traders’ Exchanges and Brewers’ Board of 
Trade; New Orleans (La.) Sugar Planters’ Association, Mechanics, Dealers and 
Lumbermen's Exchange; Sioux City Jobbers and Manufacturers’ A tion; 
St. Paul Jobbers' Union; Detroit Mechanics and Manufacturers’ Exchange; and 
Cleveland Board of Lumber Dealers, asking the enactmeat of the measure. 

It will be remembered that the subject has been favorably recommended to 
Congress by the President, and been commended by the Department of State, 
Navy Department, Bureau of Navigation, Signal Service, and, we are informed, 
by ws New . 

Very respectfully, yours, 
F. W. HOUGHTON, 
Superintendent. 

Hon. Perry BELMONT, 

House of Representatives bill No. 6554, introduced by Hon. Perry BELMONT, 
“providing for an international marine conterence to secure greater safety at 
sea,” has been supported by the following commercial bodies, namely: 

Alabamac Mobile: Chamber of Commerce, Cotton Exchange; Birmingham: 
Chamber of Commerce. 

California—Los Angeles: Board of Trade; San Francisco: Chamber of Com- 
merce, Merchants’ Exchange. 

Colorado—Denver: Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade. , 

Connecticut—Bridgeport: Board of Trade; New Haven: Chamber of Com- 


merce, 

Fiorida—Jacksonville: Board of Trade. 

Georgia—Savannah: Cotton Exchange. 

Illinois—Chicago; Citizens’ Association. 

lowa—Sioux City: Jobbers and Manufacturers’ Association. 

Kansas—Fort Scott: Board of Trade; Wichita, Board of Trade. 

Louisiana—New Orleans: Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Association, Me- 
chanics, Dealers, and Lumbermen's Exchange, Chamber of Commerce, Louisi- 
ana Sugar-Planters’ Association, Board of Underwriters. 
TAA Tnd Danne: Merchants’ Exchange, Board of Trade, Corn and Flour 

change. 

Massachusetts—Boston: Fish Bureau, Chamber of Commerce, Merchants’ 
Olub, National Board of Trade. 
Pea eo ee e Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange, Board of 

rade, 

Maine—Portland: Board of Trade, Merchants’ Exchange. 

Minnesota—St. Paul: Chamber of Commerce, Jobbers’ Union; Minneapolis: 
Jobbers’ Association; Duluth: Chamber of Commerce; Mankato: Board of 


e 

M 1 : Cotton Exchange. bd 0 

Missouri St. Joseph: of Trade; St. Louis: Merchants’ Exchange; Kan- 
gas City: Board of de. 

Nebraska—Omaha: Board of Trade. 

New Jersey—Newark: Board of Trade. 

New York—New York: the Maritime Association of the port of New York, 
Mechanics and Traders’ Exchange, Cotton Exchange, Lager Beer Brewers’ 
Board of Trade, Building and Material Exchange, Produce Exchange, Mercan- 
tile Exchange. 

New Hampshire—Portsmouth: Board of Trade. 

North Carolina—Wilmington: Chamber of Commerce, Produce Exchange. 

Ohio—Cleveland: Board of Lumber Dealers, Vessel-Owners’ Association; To- 
ledo: Produce Exchange; Cleveland: Board of Trade. 

Ponusylvania—Titusville: Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association; Phil- 
ade!phia: Maritime Exchange, Board of Trade, Commercial Exchange, Grocers 
and Importers’ Exchange, Vessel and Captains’ Association, Drug Exchange; 
McKeesport: Board of Trade. 


po! 
Rhode Island—Westerly: Business Men's Association; Providence: Mechan-- 


ies’ Exchange. 
South Carolina—Charleston: Charleston Exchange, 
Tennessee—Nashville: Merchants’ Exchange. 
Utab—Salt Lake City: Chamber of Commerce, 
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Virginia—Norfolk: Merchants’ and Manufacturers’ Exchanges; Cotton Ex- 
change; Richmond: ber of Commerce, 

Wisconsin—Milwaukee: Chamber of Commerce. A 

Also commended by the President of the United States, Department of State, 
Navy Department, Bureau of Navigation, United States Signal Service, Legis- 
lature of New Jersey. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first paragraph of the 
substitute. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
requested to invite the Government of each marine nation to send delegates 
to a marine conference that shall assemble in the city of Washington on the 
Ist day of October, in the year 1888, or at such other time and place as he may 
designate, to appoint five delegates, one of whom shall be an officer of the United 
States Navy and one an official of the Life-Saving Service, to represent the 
unten States at said marine conference, and to fill vacancies in their num- 

r. 
Sec. 2. That it shall be the object of said marine conference to revise and 
amend the Rule of the Road at and the! International Code of Flag and 
Night Signals; to adopt a uniform system of marine signals, or other means 
of plainly indicating the direction in which vessels are moving in fog, mist, fall- 
ing snow, and thick weather, and at night; to compare and discuss the various 
systems employed for the saving of life and property from shipwreck, for re- 
porting, marking, and removing dangerous wrecks or obstructions to naviga- 
tion, for designating vessels, for conveying to mariners and persons interested 
in shipping warnings of approaching sterms, of dangers to navigation, of 
changes in lights, buoys, and other day and night marks, and other important 
information; and to formulate and submit for ratification to the Governments 
of all maritime nations proper international regulations for the prevention of * 
collisions and other avoidable disasters. 

Sec, 3. That the sum of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
hereby appropriated, out of any funds in the Treasury of the United States not 
otherwise appropriated, for the necessary expenses of said marine conference, 
including the pay and allowances of the representatives of the United States 
therein, which shall be at the rate of $5,000 per annum, and actual necessary ex- 
penses of such delegates as are not salaried officers of the United States, and 
the latter shall be allowed their actual necessary expenses. The Secretary of 
the Navy is hereby authorized to provide the conference with such facilities as 
may be deemed necessary. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of State to transmit to Con- 
bre 3 statement of the expenditures incurred under the provisions of 
this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ihope the gentleman will explain how this money 
is to be expended. 

Mr. BELMONT. Partly in the salaries of the delegates and partly 
in the preparations necessary for receiving the delegates from all other 
maritime nations. The expenditures are to be made under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of State, and under the terms of this bill he must 
account to the House for the same. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Are those gentlemen who are delegates on the 
part of the United States going to receive two salaries, $5,000 as fixed 
by the bill and their salary as naval officers? 

Mr. BELMONT. Noz the delegate who is to represent the Navy 
and@the one who is to represent the Life-Saving Department of the 
Government are to serve without pay, but to have their necessary ex- 
penses paid. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Is there any intimation as to what the pay of the 
others will be? 

Mr. BELMONT. Five thousand dollars per annum during the term 
of their service. 

Mr. HOLMAN. For what length of time are they to be engaged ? 
This conference being called to consider a single subject, it would seem 
it would not require a considerable length of time. : 

Mr. BELMONT. I can not say how long the conference will be in 
session. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think the conference of 1856, if the gentleman 
will pardon me, was in session only about three weeks. 

Mr. RANDALL. I presume it will be in conference until the $20,000 
is expended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That amount seems unnecessarily large. $ 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask a single question in this con- 
nection of the gentleman from New York; that is; supposing this con- 
ference should provide certain rules and regulations, how are those 
rules and regulations to be enforced ? 2 

Mr. BELMONT. By international agreement, just as the rules which 
were adopted in 1856 are enforced. The gentleman must be aware that 
nothing has been done since that period, and therefore this conference 
is to be held. s 

Mr. RANDALL. Are the rules of 1856 in force ? 

Mr. BELMONT. As to flag signals. The result of that obsolete sys- 
tem is that when fast-sailing vessels are passing each other at Sea it be- 
comes almost impossible to make out the signals according te the pres- 
ent system. One of the important objects of this conference would be 
to establish signals for use at sea during fogs. At present it is impos- 
sible to indicate anything more than the near proximity of a fast-going 
steamer. There is nothing to show the direction of its course; and 
this has been the cause of a great many collisions which are occurring 
constantly. 

Mr. DUNN. If the gentleman from New York will allow me one 
moment, I will answer the question of the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania more specifically. These international of the road or code 
of signals are not in force until adopted by all the maritime nations of 
the world and the licensed officers of vessels, inspection officers, and 
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all the admiralty courts of the world enforce them against all the ves- 
sels of all nations. Until a few years ago our Government was in the 
attitude of having our vessels subject to these international rules with- 
out having given notice to our mercantile marine of what the rules 
were, and the courts held that they were bound bythem. Thecourts 
were constantly deciding questions involving damages under rules of 
7 notice had never been given by the enactment of a statute adopt- 
them. 

r. HOLMAN. _ I think, in view of the statement made by the gen- 
tleman from New York, that half the sum named in the bill would be 
ample. I suggest that the sum should be $10,000. 

Mr. MCADOO. Say $12,000. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I move to strike out ‘$20,000’? and insert 
810,000 in the first line of section 3. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I move to make the amount $15,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. Ido not feel authorized to accept the amendment, 
but I think the committee might vote on it, 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. MAC- 

x DONALD, to make the amount $15,000, it was not agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. HoL- 
MAN, to make the amount $10,000, the Chairman stated that the 
> “noes” seemed to have it. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Icall for a division. 
„The committee divided; and there were—ayes 41, noes 46. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will have to raise the question of a quorum, un- 
less my friend from New York will agree to my proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. A quorum not having voted, the Chair appoints 
as tellers the gentleman from Indiana fur. Hores] and the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. BELMONT]. A 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 48, 
noes 77. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the point as to a quorum with the 
understanding that a vote shall be taken on $15,000. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment of Mr. HoL- 
MAN was not agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I now ask that a vote be taken on $15,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent, 
that motion having been already voted upon. 

Mr. BELMONT. I agree to that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana and the gentleman 
from New York ask unanimous consent that the committee may vote 
again on the proposition to insert $15,000. Is there objection? The 
Chairs hears none. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I would like to have that part of the bill 
which relates to salaries again read. 

Objection was made. ` 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I desire to ask the gentleman from New 
York if the salaries of the representatives of this Government are fixed 
by the bill at $5,000. 

Mr. BELMONT. I have already stated to the committee that the 
delegates who are to receive compensation are to receive $5,000 per an- 
num. Those who serve under the appointment of the Secretary of the 
Navy to represent the Navy Department and Life-Saving Service, being 
already officials of the Government are to serve without pay. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. How many officials of the Gove: 
are to serve without pay? 

Mr. BELMONT. Three. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman from New York permit me to 
ask him if this is to take further argument or debate? 
~ Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I do not propose to debate it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLsAN] to insert 815,000. - 

The amendment was agreed to. 

° Mr. STONE, of Missouri. I did not object to the amendment which 
has just been acted upon; but I suppose I can offer a new amendment, 
which is to reduce salaries, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late. 
which he refers has been passed. 


substitute. 
Do I understand the Chair to rule that 


The paragraph to 
The question is on agreeing to the 


Mr. STONE, of Missouri. 
an amendment to reduce the amount of salaries is out of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amountof the salaries was fixed in the pre- 
ceding paragraph. The bill is being considered by paragraphs and the 
paragraph referred to has been passed. The question ison agreeing to 
the substitute. 

The substitute was agreed to; and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be laid aside and reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 9377) mak- 
ing appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. FORNEY. 
reading of the bill. 


I sk unanimous consent to dispense with the first 
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There was no objection. 

Mr. FORNEY. What time do gentlemen on the other side desire 
for general debate? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Gentlemen on this side want an hour and 
twenty minutes. Perhaps so much time will not be occupied. 

Mr. FORNEY. I have no objection to that; this side having the 
same amount of time, if it desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be limited to one hour and twenty min- 
utes on each side. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘The bill now under consideration is accompanied 
with a report which shows the changes that have been made in the 
current law. There is very little difference between the bill which the 
committee has reported and the current law. The amount which is 
embraced in this bill is estimated by the clerk to be 820,472, 39.35. 
The current law is 820, 681,640.67. There is, therefore, a reduction of 
something over $209, 000, 

In the report it is shown that there is an increase of salaried officers 
to the number of fifty-five, but there is really only an increase of seven- 
teen. The apparently larger increase arises from the fact that certain 
employ¢s of the Signal Office hitherto paid out of a general appropria- 
tion are now provided for specifically. 

There is no new legislation in this bill except where it is proposed 
that the law library shall be kept open every day as long as either 
House of Congress is in session. That is the law now, but to avoid any 
necessity of repetition in each bill it is proposed to place it in that 
way. 

There is also another chauge that is proposed, which comes under the 
heading of Standard weights and measures.“ It is proposed there to 
provide that 

Such necessary repairs and adjustments shall be made to the standards ſur- 
nished to the several States and Territories as may be requested by the govern- 
ors thereof, and also to standard weights and measures that have been or may 
hereafter be supplied to United States custom-houses and other offices of the 
United States, under act of Congress, when requested by the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

The necessity for this arises from the fact that in some of the States 
the standard weights and measures have been injured and there is no 
existing law authorizing the repair of the same. I believe that is the 
case in New Jersey and New Mexico. 

Under the head of the ‘‘Senate’’ there is really no change proposed 
from the current law. There is an apparent reduction of some $37,000, 
but that arises from the tact that the next session will be the short 
session. 

Under the head of“ House of Representatives“ certain light changes 
are made in regard to the salaries of the Clerk, the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
and the Doorkeeper.. The salaries are increased $500 each, but in fact 
these officers receive no more pay under this bill than under the cur- 
rent law. The Clerk is entitled under the existing law to some $1,200 
for horse-hire, carriage, etc., and that allowance has been reduced to 
$700. The Sergeant-at-Arms is entitled under the present Jaw to an 
allowance of $500 for a horse and wagon, and the Doorkeeper hasa like 
allowance of $1,100. The committee have reduced each of these sums 
by $500, so thatinstead of providing foran increase of thesalaries of these 
officers the result may prove to be au actual reduction of their compen- 
sation, because they will be required to show how they have expended 
the money. We have added to the provision the words or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, which will require an account to be 
rendered to the Comptroller of the amount expended in the public 
service. 

I desire, however, to call the attention of the committee to a change 
which has been made in regard t6 the preparing of a general index to 
the Journals of Congress, At the present time we have one clerk and 
an assistant engaged in this work. The clerk receives $2,500 and his 
assistant $2,000. At the rate the work is going on the general index 
will not be completed in less than sixteen years. They have now 
reached the Nineteenth Congress, and possibly by the end of this year 
they will have reached the Twenty-fifth. It is proposed by this bill 
that the force for that work shall be increased. We propose to give 
the clerk eight assistants, with salaries amounting in the aggregate to 
$8,000 per annum, and it is supposed that it will take four years to 
complete the index. If this is a work that is desirable at all, it cer- 
tainly ought to be completed within four years. 

‘These are the principal changes in the bill, There are some slight 
changes in the Treasury Department. There is a reduction of force in 
some bureaus and an increase elsewhere. For instance, there is a re- 
duction in the force in the division of customs, and there is also a con- 
solidation of divisions under one head to be called the miscellaneous 
division.“ There is a reduction of the ſoree from 18to10. The aggre- 
gate cost of the 18 is $27,680. The aggregate cost of the 10 is $15,120. 

There are some slight changes in the office of the Supervising Archi- 
tect, in the office of the Second Comptroller, and in the Treasurer’s of- 
fice, all of which are set forth in the report. 

There is also a slight change made in the independent treasury at 
New York. ‘The force in the office of the Assistant Treasurer is rear- 
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ranged. This is done in accordance with the request of the Assistant 
Treasurer aud upon the recommendation of the Secretary of the Treas- 


Phere í is really no increase in the aggregate amount which is appro- 
priated for the current fiscal year; but it is expected that by this rear- 
rangement the service will be rendered more efficient. 

In the War Department there is considerable redaction of force in 
the Quartermaster-General’s Office. That office has also been reorgan- 
ized, but this has been done in accordance with the wishes of the Quar- 
termaster-General. The force is reduced to the extent of twenty-three 
persons, making a difference of 818, 915 in the aggregate salaries. 

There are other slight changes in the War Department none of any 
great importance. 

The Navy Department has been reorganized under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Navy. There is no change in the number and sala- 
ries of the officers, except in the Bureau of Ordnance, where we have 
given an assistant draughtsman at $1,400, oneclerk of class 1, and one 
copyist, and in the Bureau of Provisions and Clothing, where one ad- 
ditional clerk of class 4 and four clerks of class 1 are provided for. 
This increase of force is believed to be necessary from the fact that at 
this time the Navy Department is building some thirteen ships. 

In the Interior Department there are some changes, principally in the 
General Land Office, the additional force numbering some twenty-eight 

ns. This includes ten principal examiners of land claims and con- 
tests at $2,000 each. The work in that branch of the office is behind, 
and this increase is made for thé purpose of settling contests now pend- 
ing. Inthe Land Office there are also fifteen additional clerks pro- 
vided for. 

There has also been a change in the Patent Office, where we increase 
the force. That is a self-sustaining office, and the committee thought 
it necessary to allow two additional principal examiners at $2,400 each, 
ten additional clerks of class 1, and one draughtsman at $1,000. 

In the Post-Office Department there is a slight increase of clerical 
force; this addition, which embraces about ten persons, being due to 
the fact that the service of that Department has been enlarging annu- 
ally. 

I will reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH obtained the floor, and yielded to Mr. Can- 
NON. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say only a word at this 
time touching this bill. It contains some items to which, as the con- 
sideration of the measure progresses under the five-minute rule, I desire 
to call attention. All I wish to say now is that the apparent reduction 
in this bill of $209,246.32 upon the appropriations in the law of 1888 
is only apparent, not real. This bill is in effect the same as the law 
for the current year. I hold in my hand astatement showing the items 
in the law for the present year which have not been estimated for or 
required for the coming fiscal year, or which are transferred for consid- 
eration to another bill. 

The first item is leave-of-absence pay in the Engraving and Printing 
Bureau, $17,000. This item, which is embraced in the appropriations 
for the current year, does not appear in this bill providing for the next 
fiscal year, having been transferred to the sundry civil bill. An item of 
$5,900 for assay officeat St. Louis, Mo., is dropped out of the present bill, 
because, in the judgmentof the committee, that office is no longerneeded. 
In the law for the present year there is an item of $60,000 for furniture 
for the new State, War, and Navy Department buildings; and, of course, 
no such item is embraced in the present bill, because those buildings 
have been furnished. Another item, $1,500 for unveiling Garfield’s 
statue, which was appropriated for in the last bill, does not, of course, 
require to be repeated. An item of $6,000 in the bill of last year for 
subsistence of agents of Quartermaster-General’s office does not appear 
in the bill now before the House, because that work has been done and 
those agents are no longer necessary, Then there is the appropriation 
of $4,000 for the biennial register, which drops out of this bill because 
the work is not required except inalternate years. An item of $2,500 
for education of feeble-minded children is omitted from this bill, and 
will appear in the sundry civil bill. The same may be said in regard 
to the item of $25,000 for education in Alaska. That item, I presume, 
will appear in the sundry civil bill; at leastit is reserved for considera- 
tion in connection with that bill. An item of $10,000 for marriage and 
divorce statistics is omitted from this bill, because that work has been 
accomplished under the appropriation made for the present year. The 
item of $12,000 for clerk-hire at pensions agencies drops out of this bill, 
because an appropriation for that purpose has been madein the pension 
appropriation bill; and the same remark may be made in regard to an 
item of $3,000 for stationery for pension agencies. 

The reduction in expenses of the Senate because of the short session 

_ is $37,094.02. Thisreduction occurs, of course, in alternate years; and 
the appropriations in the present bill are decreased to that amount, be- 
cause the session of the Senate during the next fiscal year will be a short 
one. Then there is a reduction of expenses of the House because of the 
short session amounting to $19,021.10. The aggregate amount of these 
items is $203,015.02, which, being deducted from $209.246.32, the ap- 
parent reduction in the bill now betore the House, makes the actual 
reduction $6,231.20. Amendments have been authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, to be proposed in Committee of the Whole, 


which are more than sufficient to make up this amount of six thousand 
and odd dollars. I publish as a part of my remarks the statement to 
which I referred: 
Apparent reduction of the bill as reported to the House for 1889, 
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I do not know whether it was material for me to go over these items. 
Perhaps I might have contented myself with stating that the billis in 
the main a continuation of the Jaw for the present fiscal year, Having 
made these remarks, I reserve what further I may desire to say until 
we come to consider the specific items of the bill. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, how much of my time has 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] occupied ? 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Cu ds). Ten minutes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield for twenty minutes tomy colleague, 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BoorHMAn]. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Accounts re- 
ported, on February 21, 1888, the following resolution as a substitute 
for the bill H. R. 5632, which had been introduced by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], relating to the salaries of m 
and other employés of the House stationed at the various doors of the 
House. I will ask the Clerk to read the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Prd caterers be, and it hereby is, requested 
to report in the eee legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 
bill an item appropriating the sum of $4,582 to be expended in equalizing the 
salaries of the following employés of the House, namely : s 

Five persons in attendance at the north door of the House. 

Four persons in attendance at the east door of the House. 

Three persons in attendance atthe west door of the House. 

Four persons in attendanee at the east lobby door of the House. 

Four persons in attendance at the west lobby door of the House. 

One person in attendance at the seal room of the House. 

One person acting as captain of House pages. 

One person in attendance at the ladies“ reception room of the House. 

Seven persons iu attendance at the north gallery doors of the House. 

‘Three persons in attendance at the south gallery doors of the House. 

Four persons in attendance at the west gallery doors of the House. 

Six persons in attendance at the east gallery doors of the House. 

In all, forty-three persons; and that such sum shall be expended so as to 
make the whole pay of said employés equal to $100 each per month for the time 
they are so employed. k 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. That resolution was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union and placed upon. the 
Calendar. It will appear from the reading of the resolution that if 
this legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill be passed 
before that resolution is called up it will practically render it nuga- 
tory and of no effect. There is nothing, then, to be done if this ap- 
propriation is passed, so far as that resolution is concerned. 

I call attention to this matter at this time for the purpose of saying 
in the hearing of the House that when the proper time arrives I will 
move to incorporate in the pending appropriation bill an increase of 
these salaries, if it may so be called, amounting to some $4,600. I 
will say in passing that so far as seeking any political advantage in 
this matter is concerned, it can not be charged against me, because each 
one who is to be benefited by the passage of this resolution belongs to 
the other side of the House. But, as this matter was introduced by 
the gentleman from Kentucky Has. Netra i and referred to the 
Committee on Accounts, we belie in the spirit of fairness, this , 
Honse could not consistently with its dignity ask one man to do the 
work that another man is doing for two or three hundred dollars less 
per year. 

The situation of these House messengers is just this: At the north 
door thereare two men employed at $1,200 per anoum, two at $1,000a 
year, and one man at $720—each of these men doing exactly the same 
work, each presumably having the same amount of financial responsi- 
bility to take care of. 

Certainly no man who is fair minded will say $1,200 is too much 
money to pay an employé of the House of Representatives who is re- 
quired to give all his time and attention to his work. These employés 
when the House is in session, as we know, are compelled to be in at- 
tendance night and day, and when the House is not in session they are 
required to take care of committee-rooms, ` 

Now, take the next door, the west door. There are three persons 
in attendance there—one man at $720, one at $900, and one at $1,000, 
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all doing the same work, putting in the same number of hours, and 
employed in the same way. At the east door there are four men eni- 
ployed, all at $1,200 a year. At the east lobby door two men are 
employed at $1,200 a year and one at $1,000, At the east gallery door 
there are four men employed at $1,200 a year., one at $1,000, and one 
at $67 per month. At the ladies’ reception-room, one man at $800, 
haying as much to do as any of these other men; one man at the seal- 
room at $1,200; four men at the west lobby door at $1,200 each; three 
men at the north gallery door at $1,200 each, one man at $1,000, one 
man at $900, one man at $840, and one man at 867 per month; at the 
south gallery door, three at $1,200 each; atthe west gallery door, 
three at $1,200 and one at $1,000, 

Now, no man can consider this situation of affairs—these men per- 
forming the same work and putting in the same number of hours—with- 
out coming to the conclusion that they should receive the same salary. 
Either each should be reduced from $1,200, or all should be put at 

$1,200. I believe no man can say justly that any one of these men 
gets too much who receives $1,200 a year. ‘There should therefore be 
no redaction, but they should all be brought up to the $1,200 basis. 

Now, it is necessary, if this change is to be wrought and this equali- 
zation take place, that it be done at once. ‘The only objection, 1 sup- 

that may possibly be urged is that it will be introducing new 
Jegisiation upon an appropriation bill. I think that point of order will 
not lie against it. lam very sure it will not, and I propose at the 
proper time to offer amendments to the bill, which, in order that they 
may be understood, I shal! now point out and indicate the places where 
I shall ask to insert them as changes in the bill. 

On page 14, after the word at,“ in line 9, I shall propose to amend 
the bill by striking out the words one thousand’ and insert twelve 
hundred.” 

In line 21, on page 14, strike out the word ten“ and insert eight;“ 
and after the word *‘each,’’ first occurring in line 22, on page 14, in- 
sert the following, ‘‘and two folders employed at the west door of the 
House and the north lobby door of the House, at $1,200 ench.““ 

Strike out the word fl ve, in line 22, on page 14. and insert three;’’ 
and after the word each,“ last occurring in said line 22, insert and 
two folders, one employed at the north gallery door and one at the 
ladies’ reception-room of the House, at $1,200 each.” 
` Strikeout the word three,“ in line 23 on page 14, and insert ‘* one;’’ 
and after the word each,“ in line 24 on said page, insert ‘‘ and two 
folders during the session, one employed at the east gallery door of the 
House and one at the north gallery door of the House, at $100 per 
month each.” 

Strike out the word fifteen,” in line 24 of page 14, and insert thir- 
teen;’’ and after the word ‘‘ each,’’ in line 25 ofsaid page, insert and 
two folders, one employed at the north door of the House and one at 
the west door of the House, at $1,200 each.“ 

The effect, Mr. Chairman, of these amendments would be to give to 
the men employed here a salary at the rate of $100 a month for the 
time employed—that is, those who are employed annually, and those 
employed for the session, at the rate of $100 a month. I think it but 
fair and just to the employés of the House that this action should be 
taken. s 

It does seem to me that the proper and economic principle upon which 
our friends on the other side are holding themselves out to the country, 
and on which they claim to berunning this Administration, will not be 
infringed by paying to these men, who have certainly worked hard 
enough to earn the money, an equal amount of wages for an equal 
amount of work. 

That is all I desire to say now, and I reserve the remainder of my 
time. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I yield now ten minutes to the gentleman 
from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, when the present Administra- 


tion came into existence, it found itself confronted by a difficulty as’ 


great, perhaps greater, than ever was met by any administration upon 
its advent to power. Coming in as it did upon its professions of de- 
votion to civil-service reform, and meeting, as it did, the hungry and 
almost desperate crowd of those who for twenty-five years had been 
deprived even of the husks of offte, it had a great perplexity cunſront- 
ing it. With the head of the Government writing pleasing letters to 
George William Curtis, with those immediately in chirge of the De- 
partments of the Government seeking to placate the hungry hordes 
which streamed in from every direction to the capital, tha task of pleas- 
ing all was not an easy one, and, while upon the part of the President 
of the United States these professions of his devotion to the cause of 
civil-service reform remained unabated in their frequency and force, 
yet some means had to be devised by which those immediately in charge 
of the Department might do something to avert the consequences of 
the ever-rising and swelling tide of disconteut. A circular was pat 


forward by the head of at least one of the Departments of the Gov- 
ernment trying to provide a new method of securing the displacing of 
officials and replacing them by those who were true to the faith. 

The Postmaster-General (not the present one) sent his invitation all 
through the country to the hungry brethren, requesting them to file 
charges against officials of the last administration against whose name 
heretofore no word of suspicion had ever been breathed, whose places 


were needed for hungry applicants, and whose removal it was feared 
would offend the ‘‘Mugwumps.’’ I stand in my place here to-day and 
say that there are in the Departments of this Government, as the re- 
sult of this policy, piled up affidavits almost by the ton against men 
whose records are as pure and whose private characters are as upright 
as are the records and the characters of those who invited the charges 
against them. These affidavits are filed there in vast quantities, I say, 
und their contents are kept secret from the men affected by them. The 
persons charged are not Allowed to see or examine the charges to pre- 
pare answers to show their utter and abominable falsehoods. These 
charges remain there in the archives of this Government, perhaps at 


— 


some future time to rise up and blast the fair names of honest men 


when the facts which could now be produced to show their falsity will 
be beyond the power of men to gather together. 

In the last Congress I introduced a bill to provide for simple justice 
to the men whose names had been thus aspersed. It was never re- 
ported. At the first opportunity afforded in the House at its present 
session I reintroduced that bill, to wit, on the 4th day of January last. 
It is, as its title reads, to afford persons in the civil service of the 
United States Government an opportunity to inspect charges which 
may be filed against them, and to reply thereto, and for other pur- 

Before reading the bill I will simply say that it asks no re- 
instatement of the men removed on those secret charges filed in this 
surreptitious manner, but simply provides that they shall be made ac- 
quainted with the matter of the charges, and have the right to file 
counter affidavits proving their falsity, to remain on record with the 
charges. ö 

The bill is as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1628) to afford persons in the civil service of the United States Gov- 
ernmentan 9 to inspect charges which may be filed against them, 
and to reply thereto, and for other purposes. 


Whereas it has become a common practice to file in the various Departments 
of the General Government charges affecting the personal and official integrit 
of persons employed in or under the supervision of said Departments, and suc 
persons have n denied inspection of said charges and aHorded no opportu- 
nity to reply thereto, but such charges remain in the archives of the Govern- 
ment, liable hereafter to be produced at a time when the proof of their falsity 
may have passed beyond the reach of the persons affected thereby: Therefore, 

Be & enactea, cto., That from and after the passage of this act SRY paren now 
or heretofore employed in the civil service of the Government of the United 
States against whom charges affecting his personal character or official action 
shall have been heretofore filed in any Department of the Government, shall’ 
have full opportunity to inspect the same, and make copies thereof, and to file 
his answer thereto with accompanying affidavits and proofs. 

Sec, 2. That hereafter no head of a Department, chief of bureau or division, 
or other official in the civil service of the United States shall file, or order filed, 
or allow to be filed, or to remain on file, in the archives of such Department, 
burean, or division, any charge affecting unfavorably the personal character or 
official action of any person employed in the civil service of the United States 
Government, unless the said charge shall be first verified by the oath of the per- 
son making said ebarge; and within five days after the filing of such charge, 80 
verified, the official immediately in charge of such Department, bureau, ur divis- 
jon, shall cause a copy of said charge and verification to be mailed to the post- 
oftice address of the person against whom said charge is made, or served per- 
sonally upon said person, and shall allow such person to inspect said original 
charge and verification, to take a copy thereof, if he shall so desire, and shall re- 
ceive and annex to such charge, and file, the answer which such person so 
charged shall make thereto, together with such accompanying affidavits and 
proofs in relation thereto which such person so charged 1l offer for filing: 
Provided, however, That this section shall not apply to the case of any official 
against whom criminal proceedings for official misconduct shall have been act- 
ually commenced, until after the actual arrest of such person. 

Sec. 3. That any person offending against the provisions of this act shall be 
deemed to be guilty of a misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be fined not 
more than $5,000, 


This bill is in the interest of fair play and of common justice. That 
bill, sir, sleeps the sleep of the just in the room of the Committee on 
Reform in the Civil Service. It hasnot yet been reported. I suppose 
the committee has been so busy endeavoring to discover the last vestige 
of civil-service reform under the present Administration that it has had 
no time as yet to consider the merits of this bill. 

I stand in my place in the American Congress to-day and denounce 
this proceeding on the part of the Government as un-American, unfair, 
and unjust, and I ask that some steps be taken by the people's repre- 
sentatives to provide some means to innocent persons whereby these 
charges may be met, whereby the replies to them may be placed in the 
same archives in which the charges are placed, and remain there as 
their refutation. I repeat, the bill does not contemplate a reinstate- 
ment of the men removed upon these charges, It provides simply that 
they may be allowed a safeguard against the aspersion of their name 
and their honor hereafter. 

Why should not that be done? That these charges are there I know 
personally, Ihave read some of them. Personally I know that some 
of them are as false as the foulest aspersions against the brightest and 
purest characters can ever be. There are charges there affecting gentle- 
men in my own State, whose reputation at home has never been breathed 
against and whose official records were of the best. Men whom I know 
to be the soul of honor and of official probity are charged there with 
malfeasance in office, and with almost every impropriety spoken of in 
the English language, and to my personal knowledge falsely so charged; 


aud they, when removed, were complimented upon their excellent rec- 


ords. 

The practice of receiving these charges, filing them, and refusing an in- 
spection of their contents, and all opportunity to the persons thus charged 
to file for the protection of their hohorand fair name hereafter the proof 


with them of their falsity, I stand here to denounce as one of the most 
outrageous invasions of common right and common fairness ever wit- 


nessed in any land or in any age. I do not complain of the removal of 
these men from office. I only ask that it be done in a fair and honor- 
able manner. I do not ask that these men who have been removed 
upon false charges preferred by hungry sneaks should be reinstated. 
The Administration in power is charged with the conduct of Govern- 
ment and will be held responsible for the results, and in my judgment 
itisentitled to have itsown agents. But I do demand that they have 
the privilege this bill gives them and which the sense of fairness of 
the American people, if the people had their say, would instantly ac- 
cord them, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. [yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD]. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
committee and of some other people to that portion of the bill which 
appropriates money to support the Territorial government of Dakota, 
The amount carried in the bill is $66,000, in round numbers, and some 
people labor under the impression that this amount pays a considerable 
portion of the expenses of our Territorial government, and Iwish, as fur 
as possible, to remove that impresion. 

The necessary expenses of the Territorial government of Dakota for 
the year 1838 will aggregate $600,000, and of this amount the people 
of the Territory pay out of their own pockets over $550,000. The 
amount carried in the bill for this purpose is largely in excess of the 
necessary amount for other years, owing to a session of our Legislature, 
which will convene in January next. Our Legislature meets bien- 
nially. The average amountappropriated by the General Government 
for this purpose is about $35,000. The people of Dakota pay the sum 
of about $550,000 forthe support of the Territorial government; also 
pay into the United States Treasury annually over one hundred thou- 
sand, the proceeds of internal-revenue taxation, and pay to Federal 
Territorial officials, in the way of fees, salaries, etc., about $15,000 per 
annum. In addition to all these we pay annually about $2,600,000 
for the support of our common schools. 

The goyernor of the Territory, all of our judges, and the secretary of 
the Territory are appointed by the President. The judges, in turn, ap- 
point the clerks of all the courts in the Territory, and the governor ap- 
points nearly one hundred officials. Among these are those who dis- 
burse every dollar of the money our people pay towards the support of 
their Territorial government. Not an officer of their selection handles 
a dollar of the Territorial funds. The governor appoints those who 
make contracts for the support, enlargement, or construction of all pub- 
lic institutions, and every cent of the Territorial money that our people 
pay goes through the hands of appointees of the governor. 

True to the principles of the Democratic platform, our present gov- 
ernor was appointed from New York. I might add that at least two- 
thirds of these officials would not be in offices to-day had the people 
the right of selection. If the expense of carrying the transcontinental 
mail over the Northern Pacific and Manitoba lines of railway was not 
charged to our postal expenditures, the mail service of the Territory 
would pay an excess of nearly $20,000 over and above its cost. The 
average annual appropriation by the General Government of about 
$35,000 is a spoonful of sugar thrown to 600,000 people to compensate 
them for the miserable, carpet-bag, Territorial government that is im- 
posed upon them. 

The amount carried in this bill should be largely increased or stricken 
out altogether. So far as the wishes of the people of Dakota are con- 
cerned, they would much rather it would be stricken out than that it 
should be presented as an excuse for denying us self-government and 
home rule. If the Government would remit to us the amount that we 
pay annually into the United States Treasury we would cheerfully assume 
the responsibility of our Territorial government. The idea that this mere 
pretense should be made of supporting our Territorial government is 
simply ridiculous. 

We have in Dakota in flourishing condition two universities, two in- 
sane asylums, three normal schools, an agricultural college, a school or 
mines, and, I might add for the benefit of those who violate the law, 
two stropg-penitentiaries. We have placed a common: school education 
within the reach of every child and an education of the higher grades 
within the reach of very many of our youth. i 

This average appropriation of $35,000 annually is the compensation 
our people receive for being dominated and tyrannized over by non- 
resident oficials, many of whom have no interest whatever in our af- 
fairs, except to draw tbeir salaries. It is what we receive for having 
no voice in our national affairs; itis what we receive for paying a hun- 
dred thousand dollars annually into the United States Treasury; it is 
what we receive for being the subjects of a violation of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States of solemn treaty obligations and acts of Con- 


gress. 

If it would be any benefit to the people of the United States to be 
relieved from the burden of this appropriation, the people of Dakota 
would most cheerfully assume it. We believe if our affairs could be 
managed by officers of our selection the money we pay would be much 
more economically disbursed and used, which would far more than 
compensate us for the amount of this appropriation. Not an officer of 


` 


our Territory who disburses any portion of the Territorial money is 
responsible to the people for his official acts. Every one is appointedy 
by the governor, and nearly every one is a politician, and is found’ 
hovering around caucuses and conventions at every opportunity. 

But few people who live outside of a Territory understand the co 
dition of the people thereof in relation to this matter of Territorial 
government. The Territorial government is a mockery and delusion. 
The officers are generally appointed as a reward for some political serv- 
ice to the administration. : 

My limited time will not permit me to present anything like a full 
description of the disadvantages of the Territorial government. Per- 
mit me to say that the six hundred thousand people in Dakota are 
heartily tired of it and would gladly relieve the people of the United 
States from the burden of the pittance annually appropriated by the 
General Government towards supporting a governmental Territory. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I now yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the proposition toadmit 
a new State into the Union involves certain general principles which 
have received much consideration during the decades in which this, 
Union of ours has grown from a baker’s dozen of struggling States, with 
3,000,000 of people, to a great Republic of thirty-nine States (one only 
thereof now seeking her constitutional right of admission to the Union), 
with an aggregate population of over 60,000,000. These principles 
have been clearly defined and stated during the debates incident to the 
formal ceremonies of admitting into the Union the twenty-five States 
that have been created since the Federal Constitution was formally rati- 
fied; and during the more recent debates upon the pending bill for the 
admission of the ney State of Dakota have been restated with great 
force and clearness. When Michigan was asserting her right to ad- 
mission, that great apostle of State rights, Mr. Calhoun, said: 

Ours is a Federal Republic, a Union of States. Michigan is a State, a State in 
course of admission, differing only from the other States in her Federal rela- 
oag: She is declared to be a State in the most solemn manner by your own 
a 

Calhoun opposed the admission of Michigan because he believed that 
the act would constitute the admission of a power in the Federal Gov- 
ernment that would destroy the last vestige of State rights and give 
the complete control of all the States to Federal authority. Neverthe- 
less, Michigan was admitted into the Union just twenty-four days after 
that eminent statesman made those declarations. 

Relating to the admission of South Dakota we have from the Com- 
mittee on Territories the majority and minority reports known as 
No. 709, presented February 24, to accompany Honse bill 1679, en- 
titled A bill to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union and for the organization of the Territory of North Dakota.” We 
have also report No. 710, accompanying House bill 1942, entitled A 
bill to provide for the formation and admission into the Union of the 
State of North Dakota, and for other purposes,” being purely an en- 
abling act, embracing the views of the majority and minority of your 

mittee. : 

e have before us also Report No. 1025, accompanying House bill 
8466, a bill to provide an enabling act for Dakota, Montana, Washing- 
ton, and New Mexico, which report embraces the views at length of 
both the majority and minority ef the committee. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress the Committee on Territories of both 
Houses of Congress made reports relative to the admission of South 
Dakota, and the documents known as Report No. 2577, upon House 
bill 8120, and Report No. 2578, to accompany Senate bill 967, were 
both submitted May 25, 1886. 

These several reports are commended to the careful consideration of 
this House because they throw considerable light upon the subjects 
to which they relate and reveal something of the motives underlying 
the opposition to the immediate admission of South Dakota. My hon- 
ored friend from Illinois, Mr. SPRINGER, whose able pen indited. I 
presume, the reports presented by him, takes strong grounds upon the 
questions at issue. He, speaking for the alleged majority of the com- 
mittee in the reports last referred to, tells the people of Dakota that— 


The question as to whether the Territory should be admitted as a whole or 
subdivided into two or more States or Territories is not remitted * * * to 
the le of that Territory. that being a question * * in which the people 
of all the country are equally interested. 

Further 

That they have neither the area, the population, nor the legal right to be ad- 
mitted into the Union other than as one State. 

By such declaration it is, in effect, asserted that the 600,000 people 
of Dakota have no right or capacity for self-government, for home rule. 
He asserts, in substance, that the people within a proposed State have 
no right or power to create a State only as consented to or ratified by 
the people without the proposed State. I desire just here to place be- 
fore the House and recall to my honored friend’s mind certain other 
declarations of his, involving, to my mind, the same identical princi- 
ples; declarations that redound vastly more to his patriotism than the 
sentiments already quoted. Writing to Mr. Ford, editor of the Irish 
World, the gentleman says: 


I take pleasure in complying with your request for an expression of my views 
on the Irish question. ery lover of liberty throughout the world is in whey vt 
thy with Mr. ell and his compatriots in Parliament in their demand for 
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hi le for Ireland. Americans, haps than others, share this feel- 
oa The. Tanaan Times and other Tor ari eae eee “the maintenance of 
the integrity of the empire,” which is but another name for English rule over 
the [rish people without their consent. This is a vital issue—home rule 
against foreign rule, freedom against slavery. I am for home rule, freedom, 
and es La 9 
e e WILLIAM M. SPRINGER, . C., 
of Illinois. 

These are sentiments worthy of an American statesman; but now 
the gentleman declares in effect to the new State of Dakota as she 
stands before Congress with her 77,000 square miles of territory and 
her 350,000 children—all stalwart American citizens—asking recogni- 
tion of her constitutional right of home, rule: Every lover of liberty 
throughout the world rejects the demand of Dakota and her people for 
home rule for that State. The Congress of the United States in gen- 
eral, and the majority of the Committee on the Territories in particu- 
lar, more than others perhaps, share this feeling, The report of the 
so-called majority demand the integrity of the nation outside your 
State, and insist upon the right of the people of all the country who 
are equally interested to rule you without your consent because you 

have neither the area, the population, nor the legal right to exercise 
home rule. Foreign rule for Dakota. Vassalage for her people. I 
am not for home rule or freedom in the State of Dakota, though I am 
for Ireland.” 

Such, if I mistake not, is the logic of my distinguished friend from 
Tilinois, but let us hope that he will in the end be willing to concede 
to the new State of South Dakota what we all with him wish for down- 
trodden Ireland. 

The present condition of affairs in that region has been embalmed 
in verse. This is not a quotation from the report of the so-called ma- 
jority before referred to, but is given for the benefit of my friend from 
{ilinois: 

“Thus deparied Hiawatha 
To the land of the Dakotas, 
To the land of handsome women, 
Striding over moor and meadow, 
Through interminable forests, 
Through uninterrupted silence; 
- Never thought he of the railroads, 
But on foot he tramped it slowly, 
Tin he reached far-off Dak: 
That would be a State but can not, 
Can not be a State at present 
For the House is Democratic, 
And Dakota begs to differ; 
So out in the cold they thrust if, 
And its very cold and frigid—_ 
Very cold, says Hiawatha, 
As he shook himself and shivered, 
Very cold is this Dakota, 
Uncle Sam rejects it coldly, 
So tis cold to Uncle Sammy, 
Sends him down the blizzard roaring, 
Howling, shrieking, swearing, tearing, 
Freezing all the world before it, 
Making ice of all the rivers, 
Burying under snow 
Forcing all men’s teeth to chatter, 
For its icy breath is colder . 
Than thermometer can measure, 
Colder than the arctic cirele, 
Cold it is unutterable. 
Thus spoke Hiawatha, shiverin 
As the blizzard surged around Š 
That's what ails far-off Dakota; 
In the cold we've shoved Dakota, 
And Dakota's getting even; 
She would be a State, but can not, 
But she beats us on the blizzard.” 

It may be safely asserted that the admission of every new State into 
the Union, from Kentucky in 1791 down to Colorado in 1875, was an- 
tagonized upon grounds and for reasons as strong or stronger than those 
we now hear, at all events urged with distinguished ability by eminent 
statesmen equal in patriotism to the able gentlemen who feel con- 
strained to litt their voices in opposition to the admission of South Da- 
kota at this time. 

In weighing the evidence adduced in the present case, both in my 
capacity as a member of the Committee on Territories and in the hon- 
orable position as a member from the Empire State upon this floor, I 
conceive it to be our duty to act ina candid, non-partisan, and impar- 
tial manner, remembering that our votes affect the interests and in- 
volve the rights of nearly a half million people, who have, in a spirit 
of loyalty, created of themselves and their 77,000 square miles of ter- 
ritory a new State, and now desire to be admitted to equal rights nnder 
the Constitution of their fathers into the sisterhood of States. 

Weare todeal, Mr. Chairman, with greatand sacredinterests. In my 
judgment we sit here in the capacity of a great court of equity, gov- 
erned in our deliberations, as we should be, by well-settled principles 
which demand application at our hands, by our decree, with regard 
solely for the rights of those concerned as by the facts may appear just 
and equitable. 

The original purpose of the union of States, as declared by our fore- 
fathers, was— $ 
to form a more perfect Union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, 

de for the common defence, promote the general welfare, and secure the 
of liberty to ourselves and our posterity. 


Unto Congress was reserved the power to admit new States into this 
Union. Congress has the— 17 


wer to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting the 
Rerritories belonging to the United States, 


Congress has no power to create a new State, but may admit a new 
State into this Union, and shall guaranty such State when into the 
Union a republican form of government. 

The people, and they only, who shall exercise the power to resolve 
accordingly, may create s new State, and when they come presenting a 
proper state of facts, a case in equity, and petition Congress for admis- 
sion into the Union, I submit most earnestly that it is the duty of this 
court of equity to admit the new State. It is the right of such State 
to be admitted without delay and to be guarantied a republican form 
of government, to the end that justice may be established, domestic 
tranquillity insured, common defense provided, general welfare pro- 
moted, and the blessings of liberty secured to themselves and their pos- 
terity. There is clearly a mutuality of obligations. 

If all needful and requisite conditions are complied with; if, as I 
have stated, a complete case in equity is presented, so that it is made 
manifest that a new State“ in the sense implied by those words ex- 
ists, I submit they have a right to be admitted into the Union. Con- 
gress is in duty bound to grant the prayer of the petitioners and admit 
the new State. To refuse is a denial of justice to the people of such 
State, a denial of a clear constitutional right. 

In my judgment, our duty is the same as if the Constitution had in 
so many words provided that whenever a new State shall be formed 
and present to Congress a constitution republican in form, with evi- 
dence that the people thereof possess the intelligence, capacity, re- 
sources, ånd various qualifications necessary to maintain themselves as 
a State, and that they have voluntarily pledged themselves to fidelity 
to the Constitution of the United States, and to assume and discharge 
all the duties and obligations of statehood, then and in such case it 
shall be the duty of Congress to admit such new State immediately on 
an equality with the original thirteen States. 

The benefits in such case are mutual. To deny the right is like a 
parent refusing to accept the stalwart son that comes with the ability 
to bear a share of the burdens theretofore borne by the parent alone, 
and to deny and reject that mutual strength and protection which 
comes through union. 

Were we threatened with foreign invasion, and the danger impend- 
ing of losing some part of our domain embraced in either of the States 
whose borders are washed by the waters of either ocean, could we reach 
out and call on the hardy men who" have made the vast plains of the 
Northwest blossom like the rose, and say you are not capable of self- 
government, unworthy of statehood, have no place in our Union of 
States, but you may come and help us repel the invader that threatens 
a part of the Union. 

ving said this much in a general way, let us, Mr. Chairman, consider 
the facts as now presented with regard to Dakota. It appears that the 
people residing in that portion of the Territory which lies south of the 
forty-sixth parallel of north latitude have framed and adopted a State 
constitution—that they have organized the machinery of a State gov- 
ernment and through their authorized agents presented such constitu- 
tion to Congress and now ask admission into the Union. The power 
to admit this State into the Union exists,as I have said, alone with 
Congress, and the question that confronts us is: Is it proper to do so? 
As I have stated, it is the duty of Congress to admit new States when 
the requisite conditions exist. That such is true is apparent from the 
provisions of the Constitution which, by giving such authority con- 
templates the exercise thereof in proper cases. : 

Therefore the question which demands our first consideration is: Do 
the conditions exist in the present case which should prompt the per- 
formance of that duty? This involves other questions which may be 
classified as follows: 

First. Have the people of the proposed State, in an orderly and au- 
thoritative manner, expressed their desire to become clothed with the 
power of State government? ; 

Seeond. Have they proceeded ina justifiable and regular way to place 
themselves in condition for admission ? 15 

Third. Are the constitution and State government which they have 
adopted and organized republican in form? y 

Fourth. Do such conditions exist as to area, population, production, 
resources, morals, lawful and orderly practices, as will assure the exist- 
ence and continuance of a permanent State government? 

If all these propositions are affirmatively established, then beyond 
question it is the duty as well as within the power of Congress to ad- 
mit Dakota into the Union. 

Certain facts appear to be established and are undisputed, namely, 
that at the Territorial Legislative Assembly for the Territory of Dakota, 
held at the capital of said Territory in February, 1885, a law was duly 
enacted, with the approval of the governor, calling a constitutional 
convention for all that portion of Dakota south of the forty-sixth par- 
allel; providing for its assemblage. the: payment of its expenses, and 
the conducting of an election thereunder; that delegates were appor- 
tioned to each county, aggregating in number 111; that an election of 
such delegates was duly held throughout such part of Dakota in June 


1888. 


following, and in September thereafter, on the day and at the place 
appointed by the law, the convention duly assembled; that it duly or- 
ganized, and, during a session of eighteen days, drafted a constitution, 
provided for its submission to a vote of the people, and for the election 


“of the officers specified in such constitution; that on the 3d day of No- 


vember succeeding such constitution was ratified by a vote of the peo- 
ple, 25,226 voters in favor thereof to 6,565 against it; that State officers, 
a Legislature, and members of Congress were duly elected; that there- 
after, in December next ensuing, at the temporary capitol of the State, 
pursuant to the schedule of the said constitution, the State Legisla- 
ture assembled and elected two persons as United States Senators. 
By such schedule the governor, the Senators, and the members of the 
House of Representatives thus elected, together with two other persons, 
were constituted a committee to present such constitution to this Con- 
gress and ask admission for the new State intothe Union. That those 
gentlemen have performed their duty. Thus far all the proceedings 
must be admitted asregular and orderly, and they evidently.seem to be 
a clear manifestation, in an authoritative way, of the desire of the peo- 
ple of the State of Dakota foradmission intothe Union. Theregularity 
of this mode of seeking admission can not be successfully questioned. 
Twenty-five States have been admitted since the adoption of the Fed- 


eral Constitution. Of this number, twelve have been admitted under 


proceedings, in principle, the same as taken by Dakota, namely: Ten- 
nessee, Kentucky, Florida, Maine, Vermont, Michigan, Arkansas, Wis- 
consin, Iowa, Kansas, California, and Oregon. In some of the cases of 
the States just named the direct question of the regularity of the mode 
of proceedings by which admission was demanded was in issue, thor- 
oughly debated, and the propriety and validity of so proceeding affirmed 
in both Houses of Congress by large majorities, 

Some of the ablest statesmen that ever graced the legislative halls of 
the nation participated in those discussions. It would seem that this 
question is clearly and unquestionably foreclosed and settled by such 
precedents. It would seem that such grounds, if ever firm enough 
whereon to fonnd an argument, were forever swept away by the floods 
of eloquence which in those days carried into the Union the States 
named. May it not be asserted that it is too late for Congress to ques- 
tion the propriety of the proceedings taken by Dakota? I think so. 

An examination of the constitution discloses that it and the State 
government thereunderare republican in form. Whether the domestic 
policies proposed to be enforced are wise or unwise, whether they meet 
with our approval or disapproval as individuals, are not questions for 
us to consider. The people who have adopted the constitution, with 
those who may hereatter voluntarily share with them in the benefits to 
be derived from the State government, are alone the ones to be bene- 
fited or injured by such policies. 

So long as there is nothing therein that affectsthe general welfareof 
the people of all the States, or which would tend to render the State an 
undesirable member of the Federal Union, the Constitution clothes Con- 
gress with no power to object to the admission of the State because we 
individually may differ with the people of that State regarding such 
policies, 

The important inquiry relates to the ability of those people to be- 


come a permanent and enduring and successful member of the United. 


States of America. 

The proposed area is 77,000 square miles, This will constitute a 
State the ei:hth in size in our Union and nearly equal to any one of 
three of the seven largest ones. In this connection it may be of inter- 
est to notice the areas of the several States, beginning with the largest 
and numbering them in their order: 

Table showing the areas of the several Slates in their order, beginning with 
the largest. 


No. 
1 265,780 || 21 48,720 
2 158, 360 || 22 46.810 
3 110,700 || 23 45, 215 
4 103,925 || 24 42. 450 
5 96,080 | 25 42, (50 
6 83,365 || 26 41, 060 
7 82,080 || 27 40, 400 
8 77,000 || 23 36,350 
9 76, 855 || 29 33. 40 
10 69,415 || 30 30,570 
11 59, 475 | 31 24.780 
12 58,915 || 32 12,210 
13 58,680 || 33 9,565 
14 56,650 || 34 9,305 
15 56,040 | 35 8,315 
16 56.025 || 38 7,815 
17 53, 850 || 37 4,990 
18 52,250 | 33 2,050 
19 52,250 || 39 1,250 
20 49,170 | 


Asa matter of further interest, I beg to invite attention to the his- 
torical and statistical table of the United States and Territories, show- 
ing the areas in acres, etc., the date of organization of Territories, date 
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of admission of new States into the Union, with the statutory reference 
for each, in the order of their creation and admission. 


Area of the original States, 
Ratified the 
The thirteen original States. Constitution. 
Hm square | tn acres 


9,305 | 5, 955, 200 

8,315 5, 321, 600 

1,250 800, 000 

4,990 3, 193, 600 ` 

49,170 31, 468, 800 

7,815 5, 001, 600 

45,215 28, 937, 600 

| Dec. 7,1787 2,050 1,312,000 
«| Apr. 28, 1788 12, 210 7, 814, 400 
June 2, 1788 42,450 27, 168, 000 
Nov. 21, 1789 52,250 33, 440, 000 
May 23,1758 30,570 19,564, 800 
Jan. 2,1788 59,475 33, 064, 000 


Organization and area of Territories. 


United States| Area of the Terri- 


as te Statutes. tories. 
Territories, merni 
ry. 
Vol. | Page. Famars Acres, 


* No Territorial government, 

+t Reduced from 100 to 70 square miles by recession of part to Virginia, in 1846. 

The whole area of the States and Territories, including water surface of lakes 
and rivers, is nearly equal to 4,000,000 square miles, 


It will be seen that South Dakotaas a State is equal to the combined 
areas of several of the States, and if precedent shall govern, if the wis- 
dom heretofore displayed by the nation shall prevail with us, Dakota 
must be regarded as ample in area to constitute a strong, substantial, 
permanent State.. But, it is well said, area alone is not sufficient; ca- 
pacity for production is essential. That capacity in Dakota’s case is 
well known and will not be controverted. It has productive soil 
throughout its entire extent; it is traversed by no considerable mountain 
ranges; it is well watered; it is within the parallels of latitude where 
nearly all the necessary products for the maintenance of the human 
race can be readily produced. 

What are the facts as shown by the most recent census? These are 
some of them. It has 50,237 farms in actual operation, with anaverage 
of 194 acres each. It has3,754,864 acres of land under actual improve- 
ment and cultivation. In 1884 it raised 7,553,030 bushels of corn, 12,- 
829,578 bushels of wheat, 2,257,491 bushels of flax, 11,783,727 bushels 
of oats. It had then 142,321 horses and mules, 582,510 head of cattle, 
205,985 sheep, 250,916 hogs. These figures are given by the official 
census made in June, 1885, under the act of Congress authorizing the 
same. That census discloses also the following interesting facts: 
Value of farms 
Value of live-stock... 
Value of farm products 

It will be seen that these figures are those given for 1884, as the cen- 
sus was taken in June, 1885, and related, of course, to the previous 
year. In a community growing so rapidly as that it is fair to presume 
that the increase was very large during the past years (1885, 1886, and 
1887). It is claimed by parties who are familiar with the condition of 
the Territory, that by reason of the increase and the enhanced price of 
farm products for 1885, 1886, and 1887, the values may reasonably be 
estimated at 50 per cent. over the census just referred to. 

The assessed valuation for taxation of property for 1885, exclusive of 
railroads, which are taxed upon their gross earnings, as shown by the 
auditor’s report, was $63,570,197. The number of miles of railroad 
in the State of Dakota is something over 1,650. It appears that at the 
close of the year 1887 there were in operation and in course of completion 
over 4,000 miles of railroad, an increase of about 100 per cent. ina 
little over two years. 

It should be bornein mind, too, that these assessed valuations being 
as they are, for taxation purposes only, like many of the States, are 
much below theactual value. It would seem to be the case here, for, 
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9| 448| 129,580 | 78,451,200 
9| 453] 84.970 | 54,380, 800 

10| 172 69 44, 275, 200 

12 230 95, 424, 000 

12| 684 72,332, 800 

12| 808 54.272.000 

13 8 93, 491, 200 

15 178 62, 649, 000 

; 1 35 41, 401, 600 

Mar. 3,1791 1| 214 44,800 
1 27, 15 240 529, 600 


oA ` 


4300 


States admitted. Act organizing Territory. 


Kentucky.... y 2 Out of Virgin d cee ebenes 


Vermont 


Out of North Carolina 


Out of Massacl 
June 4, 1812. 
.| March 2, 1819.... 
Michigan.. „| January 11, 1805 
Florida... «| March 30, 1822... 
June 12, 1838. 
.| Annexed ....... 
April 20, 1836.. 
.| From Mexico 

March 3. 1849.. 


nusetts . 


.| March 2, 1761. 
.| May 80, 1854.... 


Out of New Hampshire and New Vork 


Area of Admitted 
States and Ter- 


Statutes. Statutes. ritories. 
Act admit- Admission 
d ting State. é took effect, 
8 g In 
3 8 E A panase In acres, 
G G 
8 Š 8 £ miles. 
ETOR eee ene Leb. 4. 1791 1189 June 1.1792 40,400 25, 856, 000 
Feb. 18, 1791 1f 191 | Mar. 4,1791 9, 6, 121, 600 
ress June 1,1796 1 491 June 1,1796 42,050 | 26,912,000 
5 Apr. 30, 1802 2 178 Nov. 29, 1802 41,060 | 26,278,400 
2331 Apr. 8,1812 2 701 Apr. 30,1812 48, 720 31. 180,800 
2 Dec. 11,1816 3 399 Dec. 11. 1826 36,650 | 23,264,000 
1 549 Dec. 10,1817 3 | 472 | Dec. 10, 1817 46.810 | 29. 958. 400 
2| 514 | Dee, 3,1818 3 536 | Dec. 3,1818 56,650 | 36,256,008 
3| 871 | Dee. 14,1819 3 | 608 | Dec, 14,1819 52,250 | 33, 440,000 
Ne phan pees Mar. 3,1820 3 | S44 | Mar. 15, 1820 83,040 | 21, 145, 606 
2| 743 Mar. 2, 1821 3| G45 | Aug. 10. 1821 69,415 | 44,425, 600 
3| 493 | June 15,1836 5 50 June 15, 1836 53,850 | 34,464, 000 
2| 309 Jan. 26,1837 5 | 144 Jan. 26, 1837 58,915 | 37, 705, 600 
3 6 | Mar. 3, 1845 5| 742 | Mar. 3,185 58,680 | 37,555,200 
5 | 235 | Mar. 3,1845 5 742 Dec. 28,1546 56,025 | 35,856,000 
5 797 Mar. 1. 1813 9108 Dec. 29, 1845 265,780 | 170,099, 200 
5 10 | Mar. 3.1847 9| 178 | May 29,1848 56, 040 „805, 
. Sept. 9,1850 9 452 Sept. 9, 1850 158,360 101. 350, 400 
9| 103 May 4,1858 11 285 | May 11, 1558 83, 365 „353. 600 
9 | 323 | Feb, 14,1859 11 | 383 | Feb. 14, 1859 96,080 | 61, 459,200 
10 | 277 Jan. 29, 1861 12 | 126 | Jan, 29,1861 $2,080 | 52,531,200 
e- eee DOC, 31, 1862 12 | 633 June 19.1803 24,780 | 15,859, 200 
12 209 | Mar. 21,1864 13 80 | Oct. 31,1864) 110,700 | 70, 848. 000 
10 | 277 | Feb. 9,1867 14 | 391 | Mar. 1, 1867 76,855 | 49,187,200 
12 | 172 | Mar. 3,1875 18 | 474 | Aug. 1,1876| 103,925 | 66,512,000 


by the auditor's report made in the fall of 1835, the valuations per 
„acre of land and the value per head of animals are given as follows: 


s. 


A good mode of ascertaining the permanency of resources is to con- 
sider the amount of capital employed in banking, and this also exhib- 
its the faith which the people themselves have in their future. It 
appears that there were in the fall of 1835 in the State 26 national 
banks, employing a capital of $1,525,000, with an aggregate surplus 
of $375,000; since then the figures are largely increased. That the 
people expended for school purposes in 1885 $1,200,000. That they 
maintained in 1884, as appears by the report of the superintendent of 
ublic instruction, 1,535 schools, and had at that time 1,340 school- 
SEA and that the number of colleges, universities, and normal 
schools in the State is 12. The records of the Post-Office Department 
‘disclose the fact that they had, in 1885, 606 post-offices, 33 of which are 
Presidential offices, more in number than those of any one of thirteen 
States now in the Union. It appears, further. that the postal revenue 
for that portion of the Territory included in the new State for the year 
ending June 30, 1885, amounted to $225,802.28, while the record shows 
that on the Ist of January, 1888, the increase in all these figures was 
nearly 100 per cent. 


The people of the new State, it appears, have also made preparation 
for statehood, having full and complete machinery for charitable and 
penal institutions, erected and maintained at their own cost and ex- 
pense, namely, a penitentiary, an insane hospital, and an asylum for 
the deaf, dumb, and blind, It must be conceded that with all this ar- 
ray of facts, which have at no time been questioned, that the area, re- 
sources, and wealth of the new State are entirely sufficient to convince 
any that the State comes fully armed and equipped with all that is re- 
quisite to entitle her to a full share of the rights, benefits, and privi- 
leges guarantied by the Constitution, and to enable her to bear more 
than a full proportion of the burdens incident to membership in the 
family of States. Her population is, as appears by the census taken in 
June, 1885, 263,553, and admitted by all to be now not less than 400, - 
000, certainly all that may with reason or justice be demanded of auy 
new State applying for admission into the Union. 

It is largely more than was by any other State upon 
emerging from a Territorial condition to statehood, and the only States 
which have been admitted out of the twenty-five which had a larger 
population than Dakota are those which were formed from other States 
or admitted by compact and treaty. 

The present basis of representation in the House of Representatives 
is 151,911. NoStateever organized from the public domain had at the 
time of admission anything like the present population of South Da- 
kota. I reproduce here a table showing the ratio of representation 
and the population at date of admission of all the States. 


State, 


Date of admission. 


Population by previous | population when admitted. 


census, 


owing census, 
Rate per cent. of in- 
crease during dec- 
ade of admission, 


Representative ratio 
on previous census, 
os wea by fol- 


33,000 

33, 000 

33.000 

33.000 

35 000 

35, 000 

35,000 } 

35, 000 

85, 000 

35, 000 

40, 000 

47,700 

47,700 

70, 680 

70, 680 50 

70,680 | 43,112 43,112 192, 214 345 

70,689 | 30,945 30, 945 305, 391 

» 93,423 | 92,597 92,597 879, 994 310 

93,423 | 6,077 6.077 172.023 2,750 

93,423 | 13,294 13, 204 62. 465 2 

127,381 | 107, 206 07, 206 309 240 

Tre Trl DESAY Rei Ree OAT AA RRA À 442,914 | SE 

127,381 | 6,857 42, 491 520 

127,381 | 28,841 |.. 122, 993 822 
Colorado 131,425 39, 864 194, 610 838 


Estimated. 


1888. 
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In the way of population the most careful research will fail to show 
that more population has ever been required as a condition for admis- 
sion than suflicient to entitle the people to one Representative in the 
lower House of Congress, This number at the last apportionment was 
a little less than 152,000, so that in Dakota’s case there exists not only 
a unit of population sufficient for one Representative, but under the 
rule adopted by Congress in making such apportionment Dakota is 
clearly entitled to two members of the House of Representatives. Hav- 
ing, then, complied with all the conditions which have ever been required, 
or which can reasonably be required, of a people seeking to emerge from 
a condition of Territorial government to that of a State government; 
having soughé in vain for the invitation through an enabling act, as 
extended to half of the States heretofore admitted, and now having 
come, as I have said, thoroughly armed and equipped as a State, pre- 
senting in one hand her constitution, thoroughly republican in form, 
and exhibiting in the other hand facts and statistics proving that her 
resources are ample to feed the world, and, I say, with no controversy 
existing with reference to such facts, what objection can be urged against 
Dakota's immediate admission? 01 

It is said, first, that she has proceeded in her application for admis- 
sion in an irregular and revolutionary method; second. that the State 
has been organized out of a portion only of the great Territory of Da- 
kota. This Territory was organized subsequent to the admission of 
the States of Iowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, which were carved out 
successively and admitted as States from territory including what is 
now the Territory of Dakota. 

Let us examine these propositions and ascertain if the objections 
made are atall tenable. It will be borne in mind that twenty-five 
States have been admitted since the Constitution was adopted by the 
thirteen original States. Of the twenty-five, Texas was admitted un- 
der a treaty compact, it being at the time an independent sovereign 
state; West Virginia was admitted by virtue of the power to consent 
to a division of one State into two or more States; Maine was ad- 
mitted by the consent of Massachusetts, of which it formed a part; 
Vermont was admitted hy the consent of the contiguous States of New 
Hampshire and New York, which made some claim to it; Louisiana- 
was admitted under the treaty with France, but was already an organ- 
ized community. 

Twenty States, therefore, are all that have been admitted into the 
Union from the Territories belonging to the United States, exclusive of 
Louisiana. Some of these have been admitted without any previous 
Territorial organization. One-half of them had previous enabling acts 
and the remaining half had no such acts, or at least none under which 
proceedings were taken to organize themselves into States and make 
application for admission. The method pursued by Dakota is precisely 
identical in principle with that pursued by Tennessee, Iowa, Michigan, 
Arkansas, Wisconsin, California, Oregon, Kansas, Florida, and Ken- 
tucky. Thus it is shown that one-half of all the States admitted into 
the Union from the outlying and unorganized territories belonging to 
the United States pursued the same identical course which the people 
of Dakota have pursued in their efforts to obtain admission of their 
State. Can it, then, be claimed with reason that Dakota has pursued 
any irregular method, since she has followed the precedents which 
have been approved by Congress in one-half of all the States admitted 
from Territories? Upon principle are not these precedents just as 
binding upon Congress as those where the other method was pursned? 
What, [ ask, is an enabling act but a mere invitation to the people of 
a portion of the territory of the United States to organize themselves 
into a State and apply for admission into the Union? 

I have said Congress can not make a State. It has the power to ad- 
mit new States, not to create them. Congress organizes Territorial 
governments solely under the authority of the Constitution, which 
gives the right to make all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the Territories or other property belonging to the United States.” The 
people alone can organize the State. It must be their work. No other 
power or tribunal can doit for them. The power is reserved to Con- 
gress to admit new States. 

Congress may clothe a community in a Territory with the forms of 
laws under which they may proceed to organize for themselves a con- 
stitution and State government, and all the effect which the law or 
Congress has upon the subject is merely to throw around their proceed- 
ings such forms of law as will allow and direct an orderly movement 
of the people to the desired end. If Congress neglects or refuses to 
thus directly furnish such community with the forms of law—the in- 
vitation—under which these proceedings may be had, may not the local 
legislative authority perform that, or may not the people themselves 
in their primary capacity assemble in public convention, frame and 
adopt a constitution, organize a State government, and demand admis- 
sion of the new State thus formed into the Union? Either method is 
clearly regular. 

The power of Congress, I submit, is merely to determine whether 
all the conditions exist which entitle the new State to admission, and 
having determined affirmatively, it is the duty of Congress to grant 
without delay the admission which a fair construction of the Constitu- 
tion in its letter and spirit evidently entitles them to. It appears that 
for seven years—ever since the session of Congress in 1879—those peo- 


ple have been appealing to Congress to invite them, by its legislation, 
to do that which they have finally proceeded to do in the absence of 


such an enabling act, because it was denied them by Congress; and in 


the exercise of their rights as American citizens they have in an orderly 
and regular method, in accordance with recognized precedents, created 
a new State. - Every step taken, every act done, all their proceedings 
are conceded to he orderly, regular, methodical; their constitution re- 
publican in form, their State organization and government complete in 
all things, their representatives here in respectful waiting, ready to 
co-operate in the great work of administering the affairs of the great 
American Union, and through their duly accredited representatives the 
new State, of right, I say, demand admission into the Union. Con- 
gress, under the power conferred by the Constitution, could do no more 
if the new State had been created after the security of an enabling act. 
Can the clear right of these people to be clothed with the power of 
local self-government and to be allowed to form an integral partof the 
American Union be denied with equity because they have pursued 
the methods sanctioned by Congress in one half of the cases instead of 
those pursued in the other half? 

Upon the question of the admission of the southern portion of the 
Territory only and the taking trom the entire Territory of this part to 
form a State, it would seem there should no difficulty arise. 

The policy of the Government from its earliest history has been to 
form States of medium size, and that policy has never been departed 
from except under peculiar eireumstances - eireumstances which neces- 
sarily took the cases ont of the general rule. 

When the Government of the United States was in its infancy, even 
before the formation and adoption of the Constitution, we find this 
policy enforced by those who were the founders of that Government. 
After the close of the Revolutionary war there was found a great outly- 
ing territory not incorporated or included in anv State, lying east of the 
Mississippi River and north, as well as south, of the Ohio River. 
Claims of ownership to this territory or some portions of it were made 
by several of the States. Virginia seemed to have the strongest claim 
to the largest portion. Her patriotic people were willing to yield that 
claim for the benefit of all the States, but only upon condition. 

First. That such Territory should not bs kept for anv considerable 
time in a colonial condition. The wrongs pertaining to colonial exist- 
ence, then happily righted, were too recentand too fresh in the minds 
of the people of the new nation to allow the thought to be entertained 
for one moment that a people could be kept outside of the Union in a 
state of dependency when they were in a condition to exercise the rights 
of sovereign statehood. 

Again, the areas of the States already in the Union were familiar to 
them, and so we find that by the compact under which patriotic Vir- 
ginia ceded her claims to the territory northwest of the Ohio River she 
imposed the condition that in all that territory whenever 60,000 free 
inhabitants should assemble and become permanent citizens that they 
should have the absolute right to form for themselves a constitution 
and State government republican in form, and should be admitted into 
the Union on an equal footing with the original States. More than 
that, we find that the condition was imposed that no great State in area 
overshadowing the other States should be formed thereout, but that 
such territory should be divided into not less than three States and not 
more than five. It appears that in following the provisions of such 
compact four States have been formed, namely, the great States of 
Ohio, Indiana, Michigan, and Illinois, In forming the States of Ken- 
tucky and Tennessee and o” Mississippi and Alabama, the same policy 
with reference to area has been adhered to. - 

When the country lying west of the Mississippi River was acquired 
from France all that portion which ingluded the States of Wisconsin, 
Iowa, Minnesota, and the Territory of Dakota had the like provisions 
of the ordinance of 1787 extended to it, and the States of Missouri, Ar- 
kansas, Iowa. Wisconsin, Kansas, Minnesota, and Nebraska followed 
in the same line of policy, 

Now, what have been the excentions? First, the State of Texas. 
As we have seen, that State was admitted by treaty compact. It was 
itself an Empire or State. Its people exercised their own sovereign will 
upon the subject of admission, but it appears further in that compact 
whenever by their own volition they may choose to adopt the policy 
which theretofore governed the United States in the admission of new 
States. they are at liberty to dos», and may separate into five sover- 
eign States if they will. Californ%a, Colorado, and Nevada are, appar- 
ently, exceptions, In each of those States the area, exclusive of mouut- 
ain ranges, which are not and can not for many years become inhabitable, 
is less than the area of the new State of Dakota. 

Dakota is one vast fertile plain, capable in all its parts of producing 
in unlimited amount the cereals which support human life, It can 
and will be made no doubt one continued series of larms. its people 


are and always will be largely an agricultural people. with her business 
and manufacturing interests based upon the pursuits of agriculture, 
Why should the policy, the universal policy of the Government be de- 
parted from in this instance and those people be coerced by Congress 
into accepting boundaries for their State which they have so clearly 
demonstrated are distastefal to aud not desired by them? 

If the people select such areas aud boundaries as will constitute a 
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strong and substantial State and by so doing do not interfere with any 
governmental policy of the United States, why should they not be per- 
mitted snch selection? They are the ones who are in interest. The 
carving out of this great Territory the new State of South Dakota 
leaves ample territory to support a Territorial government and for the 
formation of another great and powerful State in the process of time. 
But it is said these people have not made this selection. Certainly 
individual statements count for but little. Organized expressions dis- 
close popular will. Upon almost any subject that may be mentioned 
individuals may and do differ, but when a community through its or- 
ganized voice speaks its will it should be regarded. Now it appears, 
and is uncontradicted, that as early as 1871 the Legislature of the 
Territory asked Conzress to divide the Territory on the parallel of 
latitude which has been agreed upon by them in creating the new State. 
That petition has been followed by others from every legislative assem- 
bly, composed of delegates from All portions of the Territory, from that 
day to the present. It appears that not one word of remonstrance has 
been heard. Two constitutional conventions have been provided for 
by legislative enactments for South Dakota alone, one following the 
other at the succeeding session. Down to the very last opportunity 
as late as the session of their Legislature in 1885, there was presented 
to Congress a memorial passed unanimously in both houses praying for 
the same line of division. 
Necessarily, through so many years of effort, this must have becn a 
subject of discussion. If this is not an expression of the people’s will, 
Congress would have been advised of it in some orderly and authorita- 
tive manner. Individuals may have questioned the policy or propriety 
of such division, but, if so, they have not been in sufficient numerical 
strength to make themselves felt anywhere. 
It is undisputed, also, that both political parties at every session of 
their Territorial conventions, where all the people of all the Territory 
were represented, have in every succeeding biennial year pronounced 
the same desire for division, and down to the last assemblages of either 
party resolutions to that effect were reported from their committees 
and adopted, as appears, without a single voice dissenting. And it 
further appears that twice have constitutions for South Dakota been 
adopted by an overwhelming majority. It appears, moreover, that 
this will of the people has been clearly manifested, by their Legisla- 
tures providing for a double set of government buildings, one for 
North and one for South Dakota. 
Hundreds of thonsands of dollars have been spent in providing for 
and in anticipation of the division which they have so earnestly prayed 
for and which they had every reason to believe would be vouchsafed 
them as of right. It is shown that Tifteen separate enactments have 
been passed relating to such government buildings, wherein provisions 
have been made for each division to assume and pay the indebtedness 
incurred for such building; that such legislation is spread overa period 
of six years, and wasenacted by three separate legislatures. If it were 
not the universal popular will that such division should be had, can it 
be conceived that those persons selected by the people, and the only 
ones selected by the people in their Territorial government, would, 
term alter term, expend the people’s money in making preparations 
for division? Clearly it was unnecessary to duplicate their penal and 
charitable institutions in so young a community except for the purpose 
of providing for this universally-demanded division. 
But itis said objections are made by some of the people to division. 
No remonstrances have been presented toCongress. It will not, it can 
-not, be contended that if any considerable number of Dakotians, much 
more, if a majority thereof, objected to the division as made that such 
objections would not have been presented before the two Houses of 
Congress in a most emphatic form. 
On the contrary, with the exception of a few gentlemen who by their 
own acknowledgment were here in the interest of one locality, which 
interest. was based upon some supposed benefit to accrue by the selec- 
tion in the act of their town and 8 the seat of government, 
not one word has reached the ear of Congress or of any committee 
thereof from any source that the people are not in accord with the will 
as expressed through all their organized assemblages that have con- 
patel for the last fifteen years. 

If the expression had been once or even twice made, it might be 
claimed that the opportunity to raise the issue and have it fairly tested 
‘was wanting, but when for so long a period and under every circum- 
stance that will has been expressed in all the ways open to them ex- 
cept by popular vote, no one can reasonably doubt the desire of those 
people. A popular vote upon that question was had last fall and a 
clear majority gave expression in favor of division. We are invited by 
the authorized agents of the new State in the memorial which has been 
presented to put this question to a popular vote of all the people of the 
whole Territory, and to make the taking effect of the act of admission 
depend upon an affirative vote on that question. 

ut I submit that Congress ought not and would not sanction the 
admission of the whole Territory as one State. The people of a pro- 
State carved out of the territory of the United States ought to 
permitted to select such area and boundaries as will assurea strong, 
substantial, permanent State. Beyond that Congress should itself de- 
termine how many States shall be carved out of a given region of coun- 
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try. The new State is large enough. If objection there be, it lies in 
its being too large. It appears that in selecting such area the prece- 
dents immediately surrounding their State under similar conditions- 
have been very closely followed, and wisely so,in my opinion. It is 
axiomatic that a small State, with its government close to the people, 
can be and is governed better and with greater economy than a large 
State. Too large a State has been said to be dangerous to the Ameri- 
ean Union. Its independence of the fellowship of its sister States is 


too keenly felt. A great empire might feel itself capable of protecting 


its own interest as a sovereignty. It might feel no want of that 
mutual protection which is the guaranty and the safeguard of the 
American Union. In legislating upon this matter of the admission of 
a new State it is wise to remember that we are legislating for all time, 
If we err now, our mistake is likely to be impossible of correction. It 
ean not be denied that either portion of this Territory, when divided 
upon the parallel of latitude proposed, will make two States eventu- 
ally sufficient in area to constitute very powerful commonwealths. 

No voice, Mr. Chairman, comes to us from that great Territory askin 
to be habilitated with statehood except from that portion which h 
framed its constitution and organized its State government. On the 
contrary, at several successive sessions of Congress, representatives. from 
both sections, in large numbers haye visited the Capitol and have urged 
upon Congress the division of the Territory upon the forty-ninth par- 
allel, or upon the seyenth standard Nel, and the admission of the 
southern part as a State. In my opinion we have no power, and we 
should have no inclination, to force upon any people the formation of 
a State government. The people of the new State of South Dakota do 
desire to be at once clothed with the powers and privileges and charged 
with the dutics and obligations of a State in the Union. 

The people of the other portions of the Territory have asked that 
they be continued under a Territorial governmeut. What right have 
we, or why ought we to so legislate as to thwart their wishes? They 
are the ones whose desires should be consulted, and so long, which is 
here apparent, as it is not detrimental to the general welfare of the 
nation they should be permitted to determine for themselves their own 
destiny. There are no reasons which can with equity be urged for tle 
organization of such an immense area into one commonwealth, but 
many exist in favor of the small area. The proposed dividing line 
seems to me to be a natural one, and separates two compact symmet- 
rical and homogeneous communities. 

The lines of immigration and communication are all along the same 
parallels of latitude, and necessarily must always remain so. The 
great systems of railway communications have been constructed with 
a view to this division. Even the Christian denominations have in 
their preparations for the future prosecution of their labors for hu- 
manity had regard for the present division. This division seems to be 
demanded by all the cireumstances and conditions surrounding those 
people, and by the welfare as well of the other States of the Union. 

The able and exhaustive report upon this subject made by the hon- 
orable the Senate Committee on Territories to accompany Senate bill 
No. 967, in the Forty-ninth Congress, and laid upon the tables of the 
members of this House, embraces many features and covers many other 
points to which I may not recur because my time will not permit. I 
invite its careful perusal and consideration by the House. One other 
subject has been a matter of some discussion. It is and ever should be 
the policy of the Government to have the Territories organized into 
States and admitted into the Union as soon as the conditions therein 
will justify. ; 

Chief-Justice Taney said: 

A Territory is acquired to become a State, and not to be held as a colony and 
governed by Congress with absolute authority. 

Territorial governments are organized as matters of necessity, because the 
people are too few in number and too scant in resources to maintain a State 
government, These governments are contrary to the spirit of our American 
Constitution. They are to be tolerated and continued only so long as that nc- 
cessity exists. 

The three millions of American people rebelled against the exercise 
of the same identical powers by Great Britain over them which the Gov- 
ernment exercises over the Territories. They complained, and were by 
the world justified in complaining, that they were kept in a state of 
semi-vassalage. They had their governor appointed by a foreign tri- 
bunal; so have the Territories. They had their judges appointed by 
the same foreign tribunals; so have the Territories. They had their 
local legislatures, which enacted laws for them. subject to the revision 
of the same foreign agency, and so have the Territories. They were 
taxed without representation; so are the Territories. Laws were made 
for them by a tribunal in which they had no voice, and in which they 
could exercise no influence except such as one citizen may, by petition 
and argument, exercise over another; so have the Territories. They 
dared the force of the most powerful nation on the face of the earth to 
be rid of these evils. They were rid of them, and it never was con- 
templated that, in this day and generation, they should impose upon 
their fellow-citizens the same evils which had been imposed in those 
days by their fellow-citizens upon them. It will be a happy solution 
of many difficulties in legislation when all the outlying Territories 
may be populated, created into States, and admitted into the Union. 
The necessity for Territorial governments is unquestioned, but no effort 


should be made to constitute it an enduring evil anywhere. It is un- 
just to the new State to reject it. It is a self-imposed wrong upon the 
old States so keep her out, and to do so can not be defended on any 

Representative Grow said, in January, 1857, in reporting the en- 
abling act for Oregon: ‘‘Gentlemen seem much averse to giving this au- 
thority, which is a mere matter of form, as the people of the Territory 
can meet in their assemblies and form a constitution and send it here 
as well without this authority as with it;“ and Representative Jones 
of Tennessee said: That is exactly my opinion.“ 

Our own Seward, of honored memory, in the California case said 
(and it should be remembered that she came without an enabling act): 

Shall California be received? Ianswer yes. Let California come in, Every 
new State, whether she comes from the East or from the West, every new State 
coming from whatever part of the continent she may is always welcome. But 
California, that comes from the clime where the West dies away into the rising 

California, which bounds at once the empire and the continent; Califor- 
nia, the youthful queen of the Pacific in her robes of freedom gorgeously inlaid 
with gold, is doubly welcome. 

And so, Mr, Chairman, Isay, welcome, thrice welcome South Dakota! 
She comes bearing in her arms the horn of plenty, promising abundance 
to her sister States West, South, and East. Her’sis the heart of the great 
Northwest, that beats true to the musicof liberty. She comesinstructed 
in the correct countersign, ‘‘ The Constitution and the Union,“ and this 
Congress, being on guard, can do no prouder, grander act than pass 
her into the very heart of the citadel of the American Union.““ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In order that the iniquity of this Demo- 
cratic Ephraim may be more fully uncovered, I yield ten minutes to 
my friend from Iowa [Mr. KERE]. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I rise more particularly to controvert 
the views presented by one member of the committee on this side of 
the House. I think we ought not to discourage Democratic economy, 
and the Republican members of the committee certainly should not 
favor increasing the salaries of the officers connected with this House. 
When we are told that there are five doorkeepers at one door, four at 
another, two or three at another, and so on at the various stations around 
this Hall, it seems to mie the principles of economy might eliminate a 
considerable portion of this number and leave us still perfectly safe in 
our deliberations. 

But certainly there is no necessity for increasing salaries. The gen- 
tlemen whom we have at our doors appear to be a very satisfactory class 
of officers; the quality of their service seems to be very good, and the 
salaries now paid, having been sufficient to Secure the services of com- 
petent men, it seems to me it would be an imputation on those gentle- 
men for any one to ask that their salaries be increased, on the theory 
that an increase of salary is necessary to secure competent officials. 

I wish, also, to call attention to a remark made by the gentleman 
from Dakota [Mr. GIFFORD], in regard to one of the policies which was 
promised in the last Democratie platform and which has been entirely 
disregarded by the present Administration. In the national Demo- 
cratic platform, as the record shows, there was a provision declaring 
that the people of the Territories should be governed by men selected 
from the body of the local community. 

This provision has been entirely ignored, and those great Territories 
of the West are to-day governed almost entirely by officers selected from 
other portions of the country, the positions having been distributed so 
as to reward Democratic partisans in various States of the East, This 
is a direct violation of the pledge made on bebalf of the Democratic 
Administration in the last national platform, and I desire to call at- 
tention to it in connection with that extraordinary bill which has been 
reported to the House providing for the admission into the Union of 
four States at once. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER], 
who has bronght in that bill, seems to be anxious to restore the old 
rule which prevailed in the practice of our Government for about half 
a century, that no State from the northern section of the country should 
be admitted into the Union unless at the same time, and in order to 
counterbalance its vote, a State from the southern section of the Union 
was admitted. 

This bill is reported here with the knowledge that one of its main 
features—the admission of the whole State of Dakota—has been repu- 
diated by a popular vote of that Territory, which declared in favor of 
division. In spite of that vote, in spite of the fact that Sonth Dakota 
contains an area larger by one-halfthan the average of the States now 
in the Union, we are asked to vote for this omnibus bill, involving the 
old theory which prevailed in this country, or else we must keep South 
Dakota out of the Union until another administration. What is the 
purpose of this? That a Democratic administration may still have, 
for the reward of its party favorites, the disposal of the patronage of 
the great Territories of the West? This is what we may fairly infer 
from the policy pursued by the present Administration. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. They are afraid of the electoral vote. 

Mr. KERR. Yes, I presume that is another consideration which 
enters into the case. The Territory of South Dakota would be entitled, 
according to the principles which were referred to by the gentleman 
from New York, to 3 votes in this body, and to 5 votes in the electoral 
college, which might determine the next Presidential election. Yet 
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this omnibus bill is reported in order that the wish of the people may 
be restrained —— 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to bring into this 
discussion any reference to the Territorial question; but my friend from 
New York [Mr. BAKER], a member of the Committee on the Terri- 
tories, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. KERR], have seen fit to 
enter intoa discussion of that question; hence I feel it my duty to state 
what I understand to be the position of this side of the House in regard 
to the admission of new Territories into the Union. 

The gentleman from New York, as well as the gentleman from Iowa, . 
seemed to be of opinion that this side of the Honse is endeavoring to 
keep out of the Union the Territory of Dakota for the sole reason that, 
if admitted into the Union as a State, she would vote the Republican 
ticket, and that we do not desire to admit any Republican Territory 
unless at the same time a Democratic Territory be admitted to counter- 
balance it. So far as regards the admission of Dakota into the Union, 
I want to call the attention of both sides of the House to the fact that 
the only party in this House or in the Territory of Dakota that is favor- 
ing the admission of Dakota into the Union at this time as a State is 
the Democratic party. 

Gentlemen on the other side point to the fact there are five or six 
hundred thousand inhabitants in Dakota and ask, are not these inhab- 
itants entitled to admission into the Union? ‘They seem to think we 
are trying to keep them out. That is not the issue presented by gen- 
tlemen on the other side of the House. They are not anxious for the 
admission of Dakota into the Union as a State. They are opposing its 
admission into the Union. Their contention is for a division of Dakota 
into two parts and for the admission of the southern part into the Union 
asa State. All through their discussions and in the newspapers the 
Republican party and the Republicans especially in Dakota have taken 
the position that they desire Dakota to remain in a Territorial condi- 
tion. They resist her admission into the Union as a whole, desiring 
that she should remain in a Territorial condition until she ean be ad- 
mitted as two States. 

What is their claim for division based upon? Gentlemen say the 
people of Dakota desire a division, I say the people of Dakota do not, 
in my opinion, desire a division at this time. Iam authorized to say 
that by the last expression of opinion of the people of that Territory. 
I am speaking of popular votes and not of Republican conventions. 

There was a popular vote held in Dakota in November, 1887—that 
is, last November. In pursuance of an act of the Legislature of the 
Territory, the question was submitted to the people of Dakota as to 
whether they desired a division of the Territory or not. At the same 
time there was submitted the question of local option. The object was 
to draw out a large vote at that election. Great efforts were made by 
those favoring a division of the Territory to obtain a large vote and a 
large majority in favor of a division of the Territory. At that election 
there were cast 37,784 votes in favor of a division of the Territory, and 
32,913 against the division of the Territory, making a majority in the 
whole Territory of 4,781 in favor of the division. 

The official returns of that election are given in one of the reports sub- 
mitted y the Committee on Territories to this House (Report 1025, 
page 23). x 

There were cast at that election about 70,000 votes in the aggregate. 
At the election for Delegate to Congress the year before there were polled 
an aggregate of 104,000 votes in the Territory. There were undoubtedly 
more votes in the Territory of Dakota in 1887, a year afterwards, than 
there were before at the election for Delegate to Congress. If we de- 
duct from the number of votes the number voting for division in 1887 
we find 67,000 were opposed to division of the Territory, or were so 
indifferent as to the result as not to turn out and cast their vote. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. It is not true. The theory is that those 
not voting were in favor of this majority proposition—that is, for the di- 
vision of the Territory. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am speaking of the people of Dakota, who are 
said to be so much in favor of division. If they desired to divide the 
Territory they would not be so indifferent as not to come out when’ 
that was the question submitted to them for their vote. They would 
not be so indifferent as to remain at home. The presumption therefore 
is that those who remained at home were not in favor of the division 
of the Territory or were indifferent upon the subject. 

Mr. WARNER. Will my friend permit me to ask him a question? 
‘ae SPRINGER. Yes; I always yield to the genial gentleman from 

issouri. 

Mr. WARNER. Did it not appear before the Committee on Terri- 
tories that the Republican and Democratic conventions which nomi- 
nated Delegates to Congress passed resolutions in favor of the division of 
Dakota? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Democratic convention of 1886 passed a reso- 
lution in favor of submitting the question of division to a vote of the 

ple. 
Petr. BUTTERWORTH. That is, they did not mean to stand up to 
it unless it went their way. [Laughter.] 


Mr. SPRINGER. If, therefore, we are to be guided as to the ad- 
mission of Dakota by the wishes of the people themselves, a large ma- 
jority of the people are evidently either indifferent to division or are 

to it. 

Ir. BUTTERWORTH. Now, will my friend pardon me for a mo- 
ment? Does the gentleman pretend, as to those who remained away 
from the polls, that their remaining away would indicate their oppo- 
sition to the questions presented? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have not stated that, I stated that the ma- 
jority of the people of Dakota were either indifferent to the ques- 
tion presented or are opposed to the division of the Territory. To be 
more accurate, 32,000 voted against division and 34,000 were so in- 

different about it as not to vote at all. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. And the gentleman holds, then, that al- 
though both parties had submitted the proposition to a convention 
and an election, that a majority of that election should not bind? 

Mr. SPRINGER. A majority of those who voted, I have already 
said, did vote—a majority of 4,781—in favor of a division. Iam quite 
aware of that, but the point I make—— 

Mr. STRUBLE. Permit me a moment in this connection, 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Upon the fact that both parties in the Territory 
had theretofore favored division, is it not fairer to assume that the peo- 
ple who staid away upon the report of both conventions did so pre- 
suming the proposition would be carried, and were therefore in favor 
of the proposition? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No. Both parties did not favor division in 1886 
or 1887. The Republicans generally favored division, but the Demo- 
crats generally opposed division. Hence we. have no right to assume 
anything as to the opinion of the people, or to presume what they would 
have done except what is clear from their own action. What the peo- 
ple who did not go to the election would have done we can not say. 

Mr. REED. But you draw a certain inference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Based on certain facts, I infer 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Does the gentleman—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let me proceed fora moment. I infer that the 
people who did not go to the polls were indifferent as to the question 
of division, and hence that the majority of the people were either in- 
different or opposed to division. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Although both parties resolved in favor of 
it in convention? Wasitnota fair presumption that both parties were 
in favor of it after they hai done that? And where a majority of the 
people voted on the proposition submitted, and carried it, is that not 
conclusive? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Republican party resolved in favor of divis- 
ion; the Democratic convention in 1886, as I understand it, resolved 
only in favor of submitting the question of division to a vote of the peo- 
ple. The Democratic party in the Territory was at that time divided 
on the question, and an agreement to submit the question to a popular 
vote was reached. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, even so—a majority of the people 
voted in favor of it. A 

Mr. SYMES. Is it not a fact that the Democratic candidate for Con- 
gress, who was against the division, and made his canvass for the Dem- 
octatic nomination against the question of division, was defeated, and 
the Democratic candidate was nominated who advocated the division ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; your side stocked the cards on us and 
defeated our candidate, [Laughter.] 

Mr. SYMES. Does the gentleman think, then, that a few Republic- 
ans are running the Democratic party out there ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Wedo not exactly understand the reference 
the gentleman has made to stocking the cards, 

Mr. SPRINGER, ‘The question of division in the Territory of Da- 
kota is not so much of a partisan question there as it is outside of the 
Territory. ‘There are many Democrats in the Territory who favor 
division, and many Republicans there who are opposed to it. It isnot 
strictly a partisan question there. These questions are controlled in 
many instances by the localities in which gentlemen live. Many ot 
the ablest and most pronounced Republicans in the Territory are op- 

to division, and a few Democrats of some prominence are in favor 
of division. 

Mr. SYMES. But let the gentleman answer this question: Did 
not the Territorial Democratic convention vote down with a whoop the 
man who was making his canvass for nomination against the division, 
and vote up with a whoop the man who advocated it, and did they not 
resolve for division in that platform? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; Ido not so understand it. It is true that 
the candidate who favored division was nominated. But the conven- 
tion adopted a resolution in favor of submitting to the people the ques- 
tion of division of the Territory. That is what was done. 

Mr. SYMES. And the people carried it by 5,000 majority. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me a moment? 
The gentleman stated that the division of Dakota was not as much a 
parti-· an quest ion inside of the Territory as outside of it. Does the gen- 
tleman mean that it is a partisan question here? 


Mr. SPRINGER. So it seems from what gentlemen on your side 
say, and the report of the Committee on Territories would seem to in- 
dicate that we were divided on that line. 

Mr. GEAR. I only wanted to get the gentleman’s opinion. * 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask the gentlemanif that vote had 
gone the other way, and yet in the face of that vote we had opposed 
the admission of Dakota, would he have found any wisdom in that ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly not. But there is another feature to 
which I wish to call the attention of the committee. The gentlemen 
on the other side favor a proposition to divide the Territory of Dakota 
into two parts, and to create two governments where there is now but one. 
I understand that in all the operations of government in creating di- 
visions of that character, you must consult both parties or both sides 
as to the new government you are to create. It was proposed in 1860 
by certain gentlemen in the South that they would go off by them- 
selves and set up an independent and a separate government. The 
North opposed that idea and insisted upon them remaining in the Union, 
taking the view that one part of the Union had no right to withdraw 
eta. other and set up a separate and independent government for ` 
itself. 

In one-half geographically of the Territory of Dakota the people, or 
certain counties, if you please, desire to withdraw from the Territory 
as a whole and set up a separate government for themselves. The 
question was submitted to the whole people of the Territory. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 
tion. Has this principle ever been applied heretofore? 

Mr. SPRINGER. In that election, as will be seen by the map which 
I hold before me, the whole of the people in the northern part of the 
Territory, the people who were to constitute North Dakota hereafter, 
voted (except as to two counties) against the division; and two tiers of 
counties on the south of the line also voted against division. The 
people in the counties in the Territory indicated in dark on this map 
voted for division. The other counties voted against it or not at all. 
Less than one-third of the area of the Territory voted for divison. In 
the proposed Territory of North Dakota there was a majority of 10,060 
of the people who voted at that election against the proposition to set 
them off in a government by themselves. There were 15,000in South 
Dakota in favor of a division of the Territory and for a separate gov- 
ernment. 

Now I ask in all fairness whether the people of North Dakota have 
not as much right to decide for themselves whether they wiil remain 
in a State or Territorial government with the whole of Dakota, as the 
people of South Dakota have to decide whether they want to secede 
from the Union and set up for themselves ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Does the gentleman think honestly that that is 
on a parallel with the occurrences of 1861 ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. When a portion of the people of any government 
desire to withdraw and set up for themselves I see a parallel to the oc- 
currences of 1861. The people of South Dakota have no more right to 
demand a separate government than the people of the Southern States 
had to withdraw from the Union and be set off as aseparate govern- 
ment by themselves. There is an overwhelming majority in North 
Dakota in opposition to the division of the Territory; and we owe just 
as much deference to the wishes of the people of Northern Dakota, who 
want to live in the whole of Dakota, as we do to the people of Southern 
Dakota, who want the Territory divided and to set up for themselyes. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Was the question submitted to all these 

ple to be tested by a popular vote? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Les; and the people of South Dakota voted for a 
division but the people of North Dakota voted against it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Whatrighthas the gentleman from Illinois 
to assume that those who did not vote at all were against the division ? 

Mr SPRINGER. The majority were either against it, or indiferent 
to the result. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We have heard it asserted for ten years 
that in the case of an election to this House we have no right to as- 
sume any such thing. When gentlemen have appeared here with a 
certificate based upon only a few hundred votes in some districts gen- 
tlemen have asserted the contrary. They said that those who staid at 
home were presumed to be in favor of the-gentlemen who held the 
certificates. If the rule held good there it ought to hold good here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. All that does not change the fact that the people 
of North Dakota had 10,000 majority against a division of the Terri- 
tory and against being set off by themselves. And you have no right 
to regard the wishes of one section of the Territory and disregard the 
wishes of the other. 

Mr. REED. How can you regard the wishes of both, if one wantsa 
division and the other is opposed to it? 

Mr. SPRINGER. In that case the better course is to maintain the 
status quo. 

Mr. REED. The status quo can not be maintained. This is merely 
a territorial division, temporary in its nature, and understood to be 
such. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The Republican party made the present bounda- 
ries of Dakota, and now they are dissatisfied with their own work, as 
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they are with many other things they have done, when the results are 
presented to their cooler judgment. The status quo will be maintained 
whether you are dissatisfied with your work or not. 

Mr. SYMES. But no more dissatisfied than with the fact that the 
people did not go to the pollsand did not vote for division, because they 
were given to understand by Cleveland office-holders that ‘the Territory 
must come in as a whole or remain in a territorial condition—the most 
accursed form of government there is—for the next ten years. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. That will not hold good longer than 
the next 4th of March. 

Mr. SYMES. Some people are idiotic enough to think Cleveland 
will be re-clected. Reasonable men, however, have a different opinion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will change his mind in Novem- 
ber next. He will then find he was very much mistaken about that, 
as he was mistaken about it four years ago. He will find that Cleve- 
land will be elected and Dakota will not be divided. 

Mr. SYMES. It will not be divided until the Republican party 
does it the year after next. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen say that the area of the Territory en- 
titles it to be divided. The question of population is only temporary. 
In a short time the people that are moving westward will have settled 
up all our great Territories and there will be no longer any waste or 
desert places there, except in mountain regions. The people are mov- 
ing to the West, and in a few years Montana, Washington, Idaho, Wyo- 
ming, Utah, Arizona, New Mexico, and I hope Oklahoma, will be set- 
tled with a vast and teeming population. ‘Therefore, as I have said, 
the question of population is only of temporary concern; but the ques- 
tion of area will remain forever. 

Now, if you propose to divide Dakota because she has 149,000 square 
miles, you must also divide Montana, which has only 3,000 square miles 
less than Dakota. And if it is to be your policy to make hereafter no 
larger political divisions than South Dakota would be, with an area of 
77,000 square miles, then I call your attention to the fact that in the 
Territories of New Mexico and Arizona there isan aggregate of 245. 000 
square miles, which would make three States of 81,000 square miles, each 
larger by 4,000 or 5,000 square miles than South or North Dakota would 
be. So, if you are to enter upon the policy of not admitting States that 
have an area of more than 77,000 square miles, as in the case of South 
Dakota, you must carry out that policy with reference to Montana, 
which is Democratic, and which should be divided into two States, and 
with reference to Arizona and New Mexico, which are Democratic, and 
which would make three States, and also with reference to Utah and 
Idaho, which would make three States. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Willthe gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I want to ask you one. [Laughter.] I want to 
ask you whether you propose to carry out that policy and to apply 
your rule of division to Democratic as well as to Republican Terri- 
tories, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We never jump a stile until we get to it. 
Now, let me ask my friend a question. If this vote had gone just as 
it did and South Dakota had been reliably Democratic, so as to send 
two Democratic Senators to the Senate of the United States, would 
you have opposed its admission? Look up aow and answer. [Laugh- 


“Sir SPRINGER. I would. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. He does not even blush ! eee ear 

Mr. REED. I knew that he would be equal to the occasion Re- 
newed laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Now, I will put a question to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] and to the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED ], who can answer almost any conundrum that may be propounded. 
If both North and South Dakota had Democratic majorities, would you 
be in favor of the division of the Territory? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Yes, sir, I would [laughter]; and I have 
so asserted heretofore; but the fact is my way and not yours. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then will you be in favor of dividing Montana? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Whenever a like condition of things is pre- 
sented I will be consistent. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ah! 
lation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, you can not. 
tion. 

Mr. BAKER. Have we not agreed unanimously in the Committee 
on Territories in favor of bills for the admission of Montana and Wash- 
ington at their express request? 

Mr. STRUBLE. And have there been any requests from them for 
a division? 

Mr. SYMES, And are they not represented on this floor by Demo- 
cratic delegates? 

Mr. SPRINGER. But I am speaking of the future and of our fut- 
ure policy. Gentlemen seem to think that this is a matter which rests 
entirely with the Territories. I deny it. 


But you can make the conditions by legis- 
You must have the popula- 


Mr. REED. You assert it when it comes to dividing them, but 


deny it when it comes touniting them. Why do you not stick to one 
theory or the other? 


Mr. SPRINGER, I have never said 7 
Mr. STRUBLE. Should not Congress consult the wishes of the 
people of the Territory? 

Mr. SPRINGER. That depends upon whether the wishes of the 
people of the Territory are in accordance with sound public policy a or 
not. 

Mr, STRUBLE. Oh, it does! 

Mr. SPRINGER. It does, very much indeed. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] this question: If the people of Florida 
desired to have that State divided into two States, would you consent 
to that? Answer me that question! Look me in the face ! Do not 
blush! [Laughter.] 

Mr. STRUBLE. I will do so, and I will keep on looking right at 
you. (Laughter. ] Isay, first, that Florida isa State now, and there- 
fore thereis no parallel. Isay, next, that whenever any large Territory 
like Dakota wishes to be divided, and it appears to be for the interest 
of the country and the interest of her people that she should be, I will 
be in favor of it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes; I put in thesame ‘‘if’’ in my answer; 
whenever it is for the good of the country I am foritalso. But tite 
gentleman knows very well that if it were Florida, a sovereign State 
or the Union, that desired to be divided into two parts, he would op- 
pose it; and why? Because, he would say, that would give the pres- 
sent State of Florida four United States Senators. 

Mr. STRUBLE. There is no parallel between the two cases. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The trouble with | my friend is that when 
he is asked 

Mr. SVMES. Will the gentleman from 1 yield to me for an 
inquiry ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. SYMES. I understand the gentleman from Illinois claims to 
be an humble follower of that great oracle of the Democracy, Stephen 
A. Douglas, and I believe the gentleman was in favor of the *‘ squatter- 
sovereignty ’’ doctrine of that eminent Democrat. Oh, shade of Doug- 
las! what becomes of your influence when your followers get up here 
and deny to the people of a great Territory the right to have a voice on 
a question like this? 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman from Illinois al- 
low me a question ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. 
questions. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to ask whether we can have 
unanimous consent now to vote on the South Dakota bill ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I would be very glad to accommodate the gentle- 
man; and I would also like an opportunity to answer some of these 
questions, 

Mr. Chairman, the truth is that the Republicans are opposed to the 
admission of Dakota into the Union, notwithstanding she has a popu- 
lation of over 500,000, and would make a grand State if admitted, as 
the people of the Territory desire she should be, as one State. 

Several MEMBERS. That is not what she desires. 

Mr. SPRINGER. But gentlemen representing the Republican party 
insist upon outraging the feelings of the people of North Dakota, in- 
sist on violating their express wishes, and propose to regard only the 
wishes of the people of South Dakota. 

Now, I have been advised—I want to give you, my friends, a little 
bit of private information which has come to me—I have been advised 
by gentlemen living in the northern part of Dakota that if we will in 
the first place admit into the Union asa State South Dakota, and after- 
ward North Dakota, North Dakota will be Democratic, and thus there 
will be an offset for the Republicanism of South Dakota. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Why do you not do it then? 

Mr. SPRINGER, To all such seductive suggestions I have turned a 
deaf ear. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] I am not here 
playing upon the chess-board of politics for the sake of makinga Dem- 
ocratic State or a Republican State. My friends here on the Republican 
side can see nothing in this question but a Republican State of South 
Dakota and a Republican State of North Dakota, with two United 
States Senators from each. That is as far as their political horizon 
extends; there is where they rest all their hopes in this matter. But 
were the people of Dakota allowed to express their wishes there would 
be a majority ranging up into the tens of thousands in favor of their 
coming into the Union as one State. I believe it is the interest of the 

ple-of Dakota to come in as one State. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. They do not think so. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A majority of the people of that Territory do 
think so; yet gentlemen here on the other side resist, for partisan pur- 

, all importunities on the part of the people of Dakota to come 
ere as one State. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. We are ready for a vote on that ques- 
tion; let us vote on admitting Dakota as one State. 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the sake of getting four Senators where there 
should be only two, gentlemen would outrage the voice of that people 
and keep them out of the Union. 

Now, gentlemen say that Dakota should be admitted into the Union 
because of her population. According to the last census, according to 


I would like to have time to answer some of these 


- the best estimate, the population of Dakota is over 500,000; say it is 
600,000. If gentlemen will look at the census of 1880 they will find 
the average population of the States of this Union is 1,300,000. And 
there are thirty States in the Union 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. What was the population when those 
States were admitted into the Union. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Iam talking of to-day. The gentleman asks me 
to go back to the past; I wish to get him up to the present. [Laugh- 
ter and, applause. Í say, Mr. Chairman, there are thirty States in 
this Union to-day which have an average of over a million of popula- 
tion, The gentleman is trying to bring a Territory into this Union as 
a State with an aggregate population of only about one-third of the 
average population of the existing States. 

Mr. REED. What was the population of those States when ad- 
mitted ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The population of some of the States was very 
small when they were admitted into the Union. Gentlemen on the 
other side of the House have never got beyond the time when Illinois 
was admitted into the Union with 34,000 population and Dakota was 

with six or seven thousand people. [Laughterand applause. ] 
In the mean while they do not seem to realize that this isa great and 
growing country; that we had then but few States, while we now have 
thirty-eight States with a population of 60,000,000, and growing at 
the rate of 1,000,000 every year. [Great applause.] I look more to 
the future of our country than to mere partisan views. [Applause 
and laughter.] I look upon our Territories as future States, as great 
States when admitted jgto the Union; and no little rotten boroughs 
like Nevada with only 62,000 inhabitants, should ever be admitted as 
States into the Union. 

A MEMBER. Full fledged. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes; as my friend says, fuli fledged. [Laughter 
and applause.] I have great hopes of the future of this Union. Iam 
in favor of the admission of every Territory into the Union as a State 
whenever it shall have the requisite population. I will do everything 

An my power in that direction. I expect to devote the remainder of 
my political life as a Representative in this House to aiding these Ter- 
ritories in getting into the Union as sovereign States. Dakota will 
come into the Union at the proper time and in the proper way; and I 
tell you gentlemen on the other side that you will then be in favor of it. 

A MEMBER. And Utah, too. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, at the proper time and in good shape. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have but a few words to add to what I have 
already said. Gentlemen do not seem to realize the fact that what are 
called the waste places of the West, the arid plains, are now being rap- 
idly settled by farming communices. I make the assertion that every 
acre of arid land from the base of the Rocky Mountains to the one hun- 
dredth parallel of latitude will be reclaimed and devoted to agriculture, 
and that it will produce the necessaries which go to the support of man- 
kind with less of human effort than were required to subdue the forests 

- of Ohio and Pennsylvania, [Applause.] It will not be many years— 

twenty-five years from this time—until you will find there will be a 

dense agricultural population clear across the plains to the foot of the 

Rocky Mountains, on the plains of New Mexico and Arizona and South- 

ern California. You will find all these places, once supposed to be des- 

ert and worthless, reclaimed and occupied by a population of hundreds 

of thousands of industrious, rich, and happy people. [Applause. ] 
The future of this country, Mr. Chairman, can hardly be imagined. 

It is to-day only in its infancy. The great possibilities of these Terri- 

‘tories do not seem to be realized by gentlemen on the other side. 
At the proper time I wish to see them come into the Union as great 
States to take their part with the other States of the Union in legislat- 
ing for the whole people in Congress, and to- take their part in the 
election of President of the United States. I want them to assume and 
exercise all the powers, responsibilities, and perform all the duties of 
the original States, and upon an equality with them. [Applause. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I have but a word to say in the time re- 
maining tome. I do not think our Democratic brethren treat my friend 
from Ilinois fairly. -[Laughter.] - 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, yes, they do; I am not complaining. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. When there is a duty to perform about 
which they hesitate, they are very apt to devolve it upon my honor- 
able friend. [Renewed laughter.] Now I want to defend him. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not need it. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I asked him if the question of the division 
of Dakota had been by the resolution of the two political parties sub- 
miited to a direct vote of the people of that Territory, and a clear ma- 
jority of 5,000 had voted for the division, and South Dakota had been 
reliably Democratic, and my friend knew that on her admission into 
the Union as a State two Democratic Senators would be elected to the 
United States Senate, thus securing for the Democratic party the con- 
trol of that body, would he vote toexclude her? And, further, I asked 
him if he could say yes to that question without blushing. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, he did say “‘yes,’’ and I want to say in his de- 
fense that he did blush. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; not any more than you did when you 


said the other thing. 0 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. T had no occasion to blush. 
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I want to say, touching the statements made by him in reference to 
Dakota, the question of division and whether she, South Dakota, should 
be admitted to the Union, was submitted to the people by Democratie 
approval as well as Republican desire; and by what may be regarded 
as an overwhelming majority the people voted to divide the Territory; 
and when they knocked at this door for admission to the sisterhood ot 
States the question is, not, have you the requisite qualifications and 
elements of a State?” but the question by my friend upon the other 
side is what will be the political complexion of the Senators and 
Representatives you will send to the National Congress? 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman does himself a gross injustice when he 
asserts that he would oppose the admission of South Dakota, situated 
as she is and approved as she is upon the vote taken, if she asked ad- 
mission here, being at the same time reliably Democratic. I know he 
would not, though he may have a present impression that he would. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know I would. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. You would? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Well, if that isso, you are greatly misun- 
derstood on both sides of the House. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. That frequently happens. Iamnotunaccustomed 
to being misunderstood. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. There would be, in the first place, no pos- 
sible excuse for my friend to do so, There would not stand in your 
way any reason for opposing it; and least of all any political reason. I 
do not say such conditions would not influence my action in some meas- 
ure, and I feel satisfied they would influence the course of the honora- 
ble gentleman. The gentleman hopes the time will come when we can 
rise above such considerations. 

The gentleman says politics has nothing to do with it, and yet every 
Federal official in Dakota worked assiduously from the rising of the 
sun to the going down thereof on the day of the election to secure votes 
against the division of the Territory and agairst Southern Dakota ap- 
plying for admission into the Union. 2 

There, Mr. Chairman, is a great State on the threshold of the Union, 
a Territory with larger population than Illinois and all the States 
formed out of the Northwest Territory had at the time they were sev- 
erally admitted into the Union, waiting to come in, and having as good 
and high claims to admission as had either of the States mentioned, 
The question is purely a political one. 

I agree in the shuffling of the political cards that you hold the ad- 
vantage and we can not help ourselves. You are so situated that you 
can spurn Dakota. I do not know how long that condition will main- 
tain. z 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Until next November. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly. -* 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has not the admission of all the new States for 
years past been recognized by consent of all parties as a political ques- 
tion? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And is not this the first time that any states- 
man has ever risen above party considerations in such a matter? 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is probably the first time that any gen- 
tleman has asserted that he was able absolutely to rise above it. No 
gentleman does rise above it. We all may varya little from the direct 
line, prompted by political association. But my friend does himself 
great injustice in asserting that no trade of politics controls him in his 
actions. 

Mr. GUENTHER. But everybody laughed when he said that. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. Undoubtedly, everybody laughed. 

My Democratic friends hold the coign of vantage against us, since 
they can keep the young State out of the Union and we are powerless 
to prevent them from so doing. But when they assert there is a pre- 
sumption that thirty or twenty or ten thousand voters who staid away 
from the polls would have opposed the division of the Territory or the 
admission of South Dakota as a State they place themselves in an awk- 
ward position as contrasted with their attitude in regard to elections 
in the South. 

When my friend from Mississippi said they had occasionally to fire 
a cannon in some districts to announce to the colored voters that elec- 
tion day was approaching, there lurked somewhere in our make-up a 
suspicion that there was something wrong in such districts when the 
vote returned was so small. But honorable gentlemen stood up and 
said, Lou are mistaken. If those people had been opposed to the 
election of any one of us they would have been at the polls to cast their 
ballots against us. They remained away because they were satisfied.“ 

Here all the people of Dakota, speaking through their conventions, 
said: Submit this to a vote of the people who are to be affected.“ 
The question was submitted and an overwhelming majority voted for 
the admission, We have presented a bill to carry out the wishes of 
those people; but unfortunately they do not wear the badge of modern 
Democracy. Gentlemen, your politics may keep Dakota out of the 
Union. Your deliberate, patriotic judgment never will be that your 
action is just on other grounds. 

I want to say one thing touching this bill reported by the Commit- - 
å * 
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tee on Appropriations. It has been prepared with a desire to meet the 
public interest fairly. The only point at which our friends on the other 
side have stumbled is when they have been placed face to face with the 
. to uphold the ladder on which they climbed into power. 

ving climbed up, they desire to remain. Realizing that a man may 
be compelled to climb down the same ladder on which he climbed 
up, they very deliberately kick the ladder from under them and say, 
Here we are to stay.” : 

The bill has been carefully and honestly prepared with a desire to 
meet the wants of the Government economically administered. The 
only deflection from that right line is in the case I have adverted to. 
The cause of that deflection is palpably observable. There they are in 
the same position of my friend from Illinois when he stands face to face 
with Southern Dakota claiming admission to the Union, but not wear- 
ing the badge of modern Democracy. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Will the gentleman from Alabama yield me five 
minutes more? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPRINGER. My friend from Ohio seems to think that his side 
of the House alone is actuated by non-partisan and patriotic motives in 
this matter, and that on this side of the House we are simply seeking 
for an advantage in a political sense; and that if the new States were 
85 be Democratic we would be willing to admit the Territory as two 

tates. 

The contrary is true. Suppose—and in this supposition I am not 
indulging in the improbable—suppose that the next Congress shall be 
returned with a large majority of Democrats in this body and in the 
Senate of the United States, and that Mr. Cleveland shall be re-elected— 
a matter easy to suppose because it is sure to happen. What in that 
case might happen under the policy these gentlemen have advocated? 
It might occur to mere partisans on this side of the House that such a 
condition furnished us an opportunity to perpetuate our political as- 
cendency indefinitely in this country. How could it be done? By 
carving out of the Territories fifteen or twenty new States, any one of 
which would be as large as Pennsylvania and three times as large as 
Massachusetts. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Can not that be done to-day as in the 
ease of Texas, which under the compact is entitled to be divided into 
four States? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I know that with the consent of Texas four other 
States may be carved out of that State. It is simply a matter of legis- 
lative discretion. Texas is now, I understand, opposed to any division 
of her territory. But if there should be a change of sentiment in 
‘Texas, and it should be announced some day that Texas had decided 
to demand such a division, the gentleman over there would be stricken 
with terror, more appalling than if threatened with a cyclone. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Rather a blizzard. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It would have the same effect upon them. But 
suppose we should conceive the idea when in power in both branches 
of Congress and with a Democratic President that the time had come 
when we should perpetuate the ascendency of our party by bringing 
fifteen or twenty more States into the Union and thus adding thirty or 
forty new Senators to the body at the other end of the Capitol, would 
you not think that a little partisan? Yet it would be justified by the 
course the gentlemen on the other side are now pursuing. 

I say to you, I say to your friends in Dakota and all over the coun- 
try, that the safety of the Republican party in the future lies in pre- 
serving the existing political divisions. If you ever break down the 
barriers and insist upon bringing a dozen or twenty new States into the 
Union, you will— í 

But teach 


Bloody instructions, which, being taught, return 
To plague the inventor— 
As did the division of old Virginia into Virginia and West Virginia. 

It is your party which will have to bear the consequences of that 
political blunder. For my own part, I am opposed to such divisions 
now and hereafter, and you may yet come and implore my assistance 
to aid in preventing such policies governing in the future. I offer my 
services now, and I wilPaid you then as I am doing now. I want to 
maintain the existing divisions in the Territories and in the States to 
maintain the autonomy of all, believing that their boundaries are wisely 
made, and that if allowed to remain as they are they will serve the 
best interests of the whole people in the future and forall time to come. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Chairman, I expect to be unavoidably absent from 
the House for some time and avail myself of this opportunity to submit 
some observations respecting the mineral lands of the United States, and 
which are only applicable to the bill under consideration in so far as 
they may show the propriety of increasing the salaries of the land offi- 
cers, who are proposed to be charged with new duties and new responsi- 
N the following amendment which I have proposed to the pub- 

e-land bill: 


That in order to determine what lands may lawfully be selected, certified, or 
Patented under grants made by Congress to cach and every of the several land- 


grant railroads of the United States, and to which patent has not heretofore is- 
sued, such railroad company or corporation shall, by itsagent thereto authorized 
in writing, file with the register and receiver of the laud office in which such 
land is situated an affidavit that the land claimed or selected and each legal 
subdivision thereof is non-mineral in character as contemplated by the grant, 
and that the affiant has made a personal inspection of said land; and thereupon 
the register and receiver of the land office in which suid land is situated shall 
cause to be published in a newspaper of general circulation, published nearest 
the land so claimed or selected, for four successive weeks, a notice that such affi- 
davit has been filed, and at zay time within thirty days thereafter any citizen 
of the State or Territory within which said land is situated may deny the alle- 
gation of non-mineral in said affidavit upon oath; and thereupon the same 

ceedings shall be had and obtain asin other contested cases, including the right 
of appeal by either party, but the burden of proving the non-mineral character 
of the land shall be upon the railroad company: and in all such contests it shall 
be sufficient to reject the claim or selection of any railroad company if itappears 
from the proof that the land contains lodes of mineral-bearing matter, which 
does not pass by the grant, whether it has been worked or not, or whether it 
will pay or not to work at the time of the contest. As between the railroad 


company and the Government any and all land that bears mineral which does. 


not pass by the grant,or gold in placer form in such appreciable quantities as 
to render it in any sense valuable so as to be likely to be sought out for its min- 
eral qualities, shall be considered within the exception made by Congress, and 
shall be considered mineral lands, 

There is a wide-spread, well-founded, and impending danger of the 
mineral lands of the United States falling into the hands of the sev- 
eral land-grant railroads of this country, and in my opinion the only 
certain and speedy remedy against that which rises to the dignity of 
a national calamity is embodied in the foregoing amendment and rests 
only with Congress. Without stopping to inquireinto or question the 
propriety of granting subsidies in one form or another to aid in the con- 
struction of railroads, it will be conceded that whenever public lands 
have been granted for such purposes the settled, fixed, and determined 
policy of this Government as expressed in every grant and all of its 
legislation has been to reserve the mineral lands. w=) 

It was designed that such should be open to development and explora- 
tion by the citizens of this country, and to that end the most liberal laws 
have been enacted by Congress. To secure this, Congress has provided 
for the acquisition of two kinds of title, one by purchase and patent, 
the other a possessory title which can be kept alive and perfect by the 
occupant doing the necessary representation work annually upon his 
claim, thus giving to the man with money and the prospector without 
money the same opportunity toavail themselves of the beneficent provis- 
ions ofthe law. Inthe Western States and Territories thousands of in- 
dividuals have sought to avail themselves of this Jaw and have until 
lately felt secure in their possessory titles, but are suddenly aroused to 
a realization of the fact that they are about to be despoiled of their 
properties by the rapacity and greed of these land-grant railroads. Of 
course it requires the most flagrant violations of law and in some in- 
stances the most unscrupulous resort to perjury to accomplish this ont- 
rage, but it has been and is being done constantly. I am led to make 
these observations from facts that are notoriously known to exist in 
Montana, Idaho, Arizona, and California. 


Lately the people of Montana, the greatest mineral producer of any 


of the States and Territories, seeing the notorious and flagrant frauds 
which were then being practiced upon the United States and upon 
bona fide mining claimants by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company 
in the matter of railroad selections, in procuring the certification to it, 
as agricultural, Jands which are mineral in character, comprising well- 
known and valuable mines, became alarmed at such audacity, and in 
a convention held for the purpose of devising ways and means to bring 
the matter to the attention of Congress, adopted the following pre- 
amble and resolutions: 

Whereas in the act of Congress approved July 2, 1864, entitled “An act grant- 
ing lands to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from Lake 
Superior to Puget Sound, on the Pacific coast, by the northern route,“ seetion 
3 reads as follows: 

“Src, 3. And it is further enacted that there be, and hereby is, granted to the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, its successors and assigns, for the pur- 
pose of aiding in the construction of said railroad and telegraph line to the Pa- 
cific coast, and to secure the safe and speedy transportation of mails, troops, 


munitions of war, and public stores, over the route of said line of railway, every 


allernate section of public land, not mineral, design: by odd numbers, to 
the number of twenty alternate sections per mile, on each side of said railroad 
line, as said company may adopt, through the Territories of the United States, 
and ten alternate sections per mile on each side of said railroad whenever it 
sses through any State, and whenever on the line thereof the United States 
ave full title, not reserved, sold. granted, or otherwise appropriated, and free 
from pre-emption, or other claims or rights, at the tinie the line of said railroad 


is definitely fixed and a plat thereof filed in the office of the Commissioner of - 


the General Land Office; and whenever, prior to said time, any of the said sec- 
tions, or parts of sections, shall have been granted. sold, reserved, occupied b 

homestead settlers, or pre-emption, or otherwise disposed of, other lands shall 
be selected by said company in lieu thereof, under the direction of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, in alternate sections, and designated by odd numbers, not 
more than 10 miles beyond the limits of said alternate sections: Provided, That 
if said route shall be found upon the line of any other railroad route, to aid in 
the construction of which lands have been heretofore granted by the United 
States, as far as the routes are upon the same general line, the amount of land 
heretofore granted shall be deducted from the amount granted by this act: Pro- 
vided further, That the railroad company receiving the previous grant of land 
may assign their interest to said Northern Pacific Railroad Company, or may 
consolidate, confederate, and associate with said company upon the terms named 
in the first section of this act: Provided further, That all mineral lands be, and 
the same are hereby, excluded from the operations of this act, and in lieu thereof 
a like quantity of unoccupied and unappropriated agricultural lands, in odd- 
numbered sections, nearest to the line of suid road, may be selected as above 


rovided: And provided further, That the word * mineral,’ when it occurs in 

his act, shall not be held to include iron or coal: And provided further, That 
no money shall be drawn from the Trensury of the United States to aid in the 
construction of the said Northern Pacific Railroad“ and 
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Whereas the Territory of Montana, in so far as the same is included within 
the limits of said grant, is composed almostexclusively of mineral lands, which 
have been, and are now being, Sxplorest, located, and improved under the min- 
ing laws of the United States; an 
} Whereas the said railroad company has heretofore made, and is still continu- 
ing to make, selections of lands within this Territory under said section 3, and 
are in such selections including large tracts of land which are notoriously min- 
eral, and in many cases were actually being worked as mining claims at the 
time of such selection; and 

Whereas the said railroad company has been enabled to make such selections 
and procure certificates from the local land oitices in the respective land districts 
by virtue of reports made on the character of the lands selected by incompetent 
or misdirected individuals, who have, in the presence of open and notorious 
facts to the contrary, apparent on the ground, certified mining claims, being 
actually worked at the time, to local land offices as non-mineral lands; and 

Whereas under instructions from a former Secretary of the Interior or Com- 
misstoner of the General Land Office surveys of public lands have been made 
in the Territory of Montana without any reference to their character as being 
mineral or non- mineral lands. and that under such instructions a large portion 
of the mineral lands of this Territory have been returned either as mountain- 
ous timber land, without any reference whatever to their mineral character, 
or in some other classification which does not in any manner, directly or indi- 
rectly refer to the mineral character of the land; and 

hereas it is a manifest fact that but a small fraction of the mineral claims 
located and worked under the laws of the United States have been surveyed, 
except as included in general township surveys, and that no survey of mineral 
lands. as such, occurs until an application for a patent is made by the owner or 
locator of a mining claim; and 

Whereas a report submitted to the surveyor-general in pursuance of instruc- 
tions would present and have presented i S BEN tales, anil unreliable in- 
formation as to the character of the lands reported upon; and 

Whereas under these reports the local land office has been deceived, imposed 
upon, and misled as to the character of the lands designated and selected by 
said Northern Pacific Railroad Company; and 

Whereas it has come to our knowledge that the agents and servants of the 
said Northern Pacific Railroad Company, authorized and directed to examine 
the Jand prior to the designation and selection by the company, have reported 
to said company land as non-mineral land, when, in truth and in fact, both placer 
and quartz mining haye been. in many instances, in active progress ọn the land 
reported upon at the time of the examination; and 

Vhereas under the laws of the United States homestead and pre-emption and 
all other claimants seeking titles to lands under the general laws of the United 
States relating to non-mineral lands within the Territory of Montana are re- 
quired, under pains and penalties of perjury, at the time of making application, 
to make an affidavit and submit proofs to the register and receiver of the local 
land office, setting forth clearly the non-mineral character of the land for which 
an agricultural patent is sought; and 

Whereas we are informed and believe that the said Northern Pacific Railroad 
Company is not now, nor has it ever been, required to make any showing what- 
ever as to the non-mineral character of the land which it designates and se- 
lects, further than the gratuitous oath by the land commissioner of said rail- 
road company to the effect that the land designated and selected is the charac- 
ter of land contemplated by section 3 of the aforesaid act of Congress, to which 
said railroad company is entitled; and 

Whereas it is a well-known fact that said land commissioner has made such 
statements, under oath, to the register and receiver of the Helena land office, 
with reference to vast quantities of land which were, at the time of making 
and swearing to such statement, openly, notoriously, and universally known 
throughout the Territory of Montana to be mineral lands, and upon which said 
land mining claims had been located, and were, at the time of such statement 
by 7 land commissioner, being actually worked with profit as mining claims; 
an 

Whereas in our opinion it is not only the interest of the ple of the Terri- 
tory of Montana but the inherent right of all the citizens of the United States 
to have the mineral lands of the public domain left free from clouds of private 
ownership for full, free, and unlimited exploration by any and all citizens under 


‘the laws of the United States relating to mineral lands; and 


Whereas in our opinion the laws of the United States, and the rulesand regu- 
lations prescribed by the Department of the Interior, governing the selection of 
Jand by the Northern Pacific Railroad Company, are palpably defective, and that 
the preservation of the mineral Jands of the public domain within the land grant 
of the said railroad company requires immediate action on the part of Congress 
and the Interior Department in the enactment of such laws, rules,and regula- 
tions as will distinctly define mineral lands, as referred to in section 3 of said act 
aforesaid, and prescribe such forms for said railroad company to comply with, 
in the designation and selection of their lands, as may prevent the acquisition 
of title by said company to mineral lands in the public domain; and 

Whereas we are informed by the Interior Department that patents may be 
issued to the lands already selected and designated by said railroad company 
before Ras action can be taken by Congress in the premises, unless proofs are 
presented and filed with the Secretary of the Interior setting forth the mineral 
character 75 the lands heretofore selected and designated by said railroad com- 

any; an 

F: Whereas under and by virtueof the certificate of the local land office the said 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company claims title to said lands without the for- 
mality of proof or the necessity of procuring a patent, and has heretofore paid 
taxes upon the lands selected, and otherwise asserted rights of ownership, thus 
at least creating a cloud upon the title to all the mineral lands included within 
their grant, which have been selected and designated by them, and upon the 
other hand they have made no effort whatever to perfect their title to those 
lands within the Territory of Montana which are well known to be agricult- 
ural in their character. 


THE RESOLUTIONS, 


Now, therefore, we, the citizens of Montana Territory, in convention assem- 
bled, do hereby resolve that we view with alarm and regard as an impending 
ublic calamity the threatened 5 of title by the said Northern Pacific 
road Company of the mineral lands of the United States included within 
the limits of the grant made to said railroad company; and 
Be it further resolved, That a central committee, consisting of five persons, to 
be known as the citizens executive committee,“ be; by the president of this 
convention, appointed, with full power and authority from this convention to 
appoint such subcommittees in the various counties and mining districts of the 
‘erritory as they may deem necessary; that such central committee be further 
empowered to employ such 83 or other skilled assistance as they may 
deem necessary to execute fully and effectively the powers hereby delegated ; and 
that such committee be further empowered, aud it is hereby directed, to pre- 
and forward to the Department of the Interior, with the least ble de- 
lay, in such form as thgy may deem most efficient, setting forth the mineral 
character of the lands 8 designated and selected by the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad Company in the Territory of Montana, and likewise of all other 


lands included within the land grant to said railroad Soro peny, with a protest, 
in such form as to them may seem most efficient, against the issuance of patent 
or the delivery of other evidence of title to said Northern Pacific Rail Com- 


pany to any and all mineral lands in said Territory; and 


Further, The said “ citizens’ executive committee“ is directed and empow- 
ered to present to the President of the United States, to our Delegate in Con- 
gress, the Secretary of the Interior, the President of the Senate, the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives, and the chairmen of the respective committees 
on Territories in the Senate and House of Representatives, a memorial embody- 
ing these resolutions, together with a statement of such facts as they may deem 
relevant and material, and a draught of such law as in their opinion would 
prove most effective in the premises, if Congress, concluding with a 
prayer for such legislative and executive action as in the opinion of the Gov- » 
ernment would most effectively conduce to a fair and just allotment to the 
said Northern Pacific Railroad Com y of lands to which they are entitled 
within the terms of the grant aforesaid, while at the same time preserving to 
the citizens of the United States all the mineral lands within the Territory of 
Montana; and 

Be it further resolved, That the president of this convention appoint, and he is 
hereby authorized and directed to appoint, a committee of three persons, to be 
designated and known as the “finance committee,” which said finance commit- 
tee shall have power, and it is hereby authorized, to appoint subcommittees in 
the various counties and mining districts ofthe Territory, and to make such col- 
lections of money, directly or through snch subcommittees, from time to time as 
may be necessary to carry out and execute the purposes of this convention ; and 
said finance committee is hereby directed to keep accurate ks of account, 
showing the sum of money collected from time to time and from what source, 
and to disburse the same upon the order of the chairman of the executive com- 
mittee, taking his receipt for such money so paid, which said receipt shall state 
the purpose for which the money has been or is to be expended; and the said 
finance committee is further directed to deliver to the president of this conven- 
tion a report of all moneys received and disbursed by said committee, which said 
report shall be filed at least once in cach month, or whenever called for by the 
president of the convention; and 2 

Be it further resolved, That the chairman of said executive committee be, and 
he is hereby, directed to report on the first day of each and every month to the 
chairman of the finance committee all moneys received and disbursed by him, 
and to file, when 83 vouchers for such expenditures, which said vouch- 
ers so filed with the chairman of the finance committee shall be by him trans- 
mitted, with his report. to the president of the convention; and 

Be it further reo'ved, That the president of this convention be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to fill any vacancy which may at any time occur b 
death, resignation, or otherwise, either in the executive or finance committee, 
and to call at any time he may think proper on the chairman of either of the 
committees for a report asto any matter coming within the purview of their re- 
spective duties; and 

Be it further resolved, That when this convention adjourns it shall adjourn 


B. SMITH, Chairman, S. F. RALSTON, 
NATHANIEL MERRIMAN, 
O. B. OBANNON, 
I. ROTWITT, 
J. W. PLUMMER, 
H. G. MCINTYRE, 
T. G. MERRILL, 
Committee on Resolutions, 

We hereby certify that the above is a correct copy of the preamble and reso- 
lutions 2 by the Citizens’ Mineral Land Convention“ of Montana, held 
at Helena, Mont., the 7th and Sth days of 8 1888. 

THOMAS G. MERRILL, 


JOHN W. BUSKIN, 
ROBERT S. KELLEY, 
EDWIN H. IRVINE, 
JOHN S. HARRIS, 

Citizens’ Executive Committee. 

No question has agitated the people of Montana more since its organ- 
ization as a Territory than this bold attempt to secure a monopoly of 
the unpatented mineral lands. It is not a question of mere local im- 
portance; it rises to the character and dignity of national consideration. 
It affects directly the production of our precious metals. Aside from 
being a frand upon the Government, the possession by the railroad com- 
pany withdraws these lands from development and exploration by the 
citizen and holds them forspeculative purposes, Hundreds of affidavits 
have lately been filed in the Interior Department by trustworthy cit- 
izens of Montana, men of the highest character, showing the shameful 
operations of this company respecting the mineral lands of Montana. 
I submit the following as fair samples of hundreds of affidavits show- 
ing that mineral lands have been certified to that company as agricult- 
ural Jands: 

TERRITORY OF MONTANA, County of Deer Lodge, ss: 

I. N. Fox, James B. MeMasten, E. P. Mills, James Cunn, William Huireich, H, 
B. Ross, R. S. Kelley, William M. Thompson, David C, Irvine, H. B. Davis, 
Addison Smith, John Bulenberg, and R, T. Harris, being severally duly sworn, 
each for himself says: ‘That he is a citizen of the United States and a resident 
of the town of Deer Lodge in the above-named county and Territory; that he is 
acquainted with the lands in townships Nos. 5 and 6 northof range No. 8 west, 
Montana meridian; that to his certain knowledge there were about one hun- 
dred mines and mining locations now situated in snid townships; that said 
mines and locations are scattered through sections 4, 5, 6,7, S. and 9in township 
5 north, range 8 west, and sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 27, 23, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, and 34 in 
township 6 north, range 8 west in said township. 

(Signed by above named.) 
Subseribed and sworn to before me this 25th day’of . 1888. 
LUCIEN W. WOOLFOLK, 
Notary Public. 


Accompanying a large number of these affidavits was the following 
letter from Hon. R. S. Kelley, United States marshal for Montana: 
Deer LODGE, Moxr., March 13, 1888. 


DEAR Sm: At the suggestion of prominent citizens of Deer Lodge County who 
believe you to be the proper person to present to the Interior Department the 
proofs of the mineral character of the lands in this county which have been cer- 
tified tothe Northern Pacific Railroad Company as agricultural and timber lands, 
I take the liberty of sending you such proofs relating to the mountainous dis- 
trict between Deer Lodge and Butte City, known as the Cariboo, Cottonwood, 
and Orofino districts, and ask that such action be taken by you as may seem 
best to prevent this very rich and extensive mineral land from falling into the 
hands of the railroad corporation, who are making extraordinary efforts to se- 
cure it. in violation of the spirit of their land ase 

The tracing of a map, pre by Henry Davis, esq., United States mineral 
surveyor, herewith incl „ made from actual surveys completed within the 
month of February last, does not show all the min 1 ons in these dis- 


JOS. H. HARPER, 
T. SCHEITZER, 
W. J. McCORMICK, 


1888. 


tricts, as it is impossible, on account of the high altitude and the great depth of 
snow, to take them allin, Enough. however, has been given to slow the posi- 
ed pepe character of all the mountainous country between this place and 

utte City. 

In this connection it might be proper to state that some of the richest quartz 
deposits in Deer Lodge County are in this district, and very many of the mines 
liave been worked continuously forthe past two years, seat are deemed of great 
value for their mineral deposits. 

The affidayjts herewith inclosed you will recognize as being made by our 
most worthy citizens, who are perfectly familiar with the country embraced in 
the above-named districts, and who are now engaged in mining and develop- 
ing the same, Montana is nothing without her mines; with them, and an un- 
clouded title, she is the richest Territory in the world. It is our duty to the 
present generation and to our posterity to save this vast mineral region from 
falling into the hands of a soulless corporation. It would be criminal on the 
part of Congress, after such facts are presented, to fail to pass a law which will 
prevent the acquisition of the mineral lands of Montana by the Northern Pacific 

tailroad Company, Please acknowledge receipt of inclosed papers, and make 
such suggestions in the premises as you may deem fit. 

Very respectfully yours, 


Hon. J. K. TooLE, Washington, D. C. 


The following is one of the number of affidavits recently received 
by T. G. Merrill about the Montana mineral lands. It bears the sig- 
nature of A. W. Tanner and was subscribed and sworn to before Charles 
H. C. Coble: 


Albert W. Tanner, being duly sworn, deposes and says that he is a resident at 
Red Bluff, Madison County, Territory of Montana; that he owns and possesses 
in township 3 -outh, range 1 east, a two-story stone house 32 by 44 feet, on the 
ground which is my residence at this time. This house was built in the year 
18367. Two hundred and fifty feet east of my house is a lode claim owned by R. 
JI. Foster, who has a tunnel 170 feet to a shaft where he is taking out ore at this 
date, West of my house 310 feet is the tunnel and lode claim of J. L. Miniss, 
which has been located for several years,and a large amount of ore has been 
and is being taken out at this present time. L. B. Olds and C. H, Peck located a 
quartz vein about 120 feet west of my house and located my house inside of 
their lines, and notified me through their attorney, H. N. Blake, not to occupy, 
possess, or make any improvements on the same. 

I gave L. B. Olds $135 and C, H. Peck $132.50 as a compromise to save trouble 
and acq@ire their rights. (My house was built in 1848, many years before Olds 
& Peck’s location was made.) Now, said H. N. Blake, who is attorney for the 
Northern Pacific Railroad Company, says he has bought this same section 7, 
township 3 south, range 1 east, and claims it as agricultural ground, andasks of 
me to pay him $300 for a quit-claim deed to the ground my house is on. There 
are to my certain knowledge seven mineral locations (and the town of Red 
Bluf) on this same section 7, which are claimed valuable; that township 3 
south, range 1 east, township 3 south, range 2 east, township 4 south, range 1 
east, township 4 south, range 2 east, embracing 92,160 acres, and that in said 
four townships there is not to exceed 2,000 acres of agricultural ground, leaving 
90,000 acres rolling, mountainous mineral lands, and are so considered. I also 
own and possess in township 3 south, range 2 east, surveyed placer mineral 
lands in sections 18, 17, 20, 22, 29, 28, 33, aud 31. There are several other mineral 
locations in said townships, and it is in main mineral lands, 


The following is from the Helena Independent: 


MINERAL LANDS—ANOTHER LETTER SHOWING HOW THE RAILWAY HAS TAKEN 
STEPS TO GET THE PROPERTY OF THE HONEST TOILER. 


T. C. Merrill has just received the following among other letters and proofs 
regarding the mineral lands from J. J, Lown, of Red Bluff, Mont.: 

f wish to give you a brief history of section 7, . 3 south, range 1 east, 
in which the town of Red Bluff is situated. There are locations made of two 
quartz mines on three sides of this town, north, east and west. Miners are 
at work on these mines now, improving and developing the same, and have 
been foryears. On the mines located in this section where the town of Red Bluff 
is, there has been thousands of dollars expended in their development, and at the 
present time R. H. Foster, James Muncies, Gannis & Co., and many more are 
at work hese quartz mines and have been for years. Some of these mines 
are located in town and the hills back of town are nearly covered with loca- 
tions. Many of these mines look very flattering and the owners are delighted 
and pleased with the prospect already obtained and value them very much, 

Of all these mines located and situated in section 7, not one is patented or sur- 
veyed, and this very section Judge Henry N. Blake has bought and holds adeed 
from the Northern Pacific Railrond and the same is recorded in the Madison 
County recorder’s office. The Northern Pacific had an expert here some two 
or three years ago, and he could not help seeing the location and development 
of the mines in this section, He could not help secing the miners daily toiag 
and working, thinking all the time wey were developingdheir own mines an 
property. But without the least warning their mines are sold beneath their 
very feet. They find they have no mines nor no homes after many years of toil 
and hardship that no one but a miner and prospector knows before their mines 
are developed enough to place a value on them, AN these hardships must be 
endured and the bravest and most courageous of ourcitizens go forth and pros- 
pect in these rough and ragged mountains across the steep and rocky cafions, 
The hardships and privations they endure are a strain on the strongest consti- 
tutions, 

After many hard struggles he is rewarded by a rich tind, and sets himself at 
work to develop his discovery, and before he has time (being a poor man) to do 
the necessary $500 worth of work, and nearly as much more to pay the other ex- 

nses for a patent, the Northern Pacific Railroad Company takes his mine from 

nim. Now all this has been done by the prospector and the Northern Pacific 
Railroad Company in this very section. 

Judge Blake told me himself that he was looking after the interest of the 
Northern Pacific in this county. He furthermore told me he would “show 
them who owns the ground where the town is when I get ready.” These were 
his words to me. 

We the undersigned residents of Red Bluff, do sanction Mr. J. J. Lown's Jet- 
ter: Thomas J. McKee, Amber J. Arnold, A. W. Tanner, R. H. Foster, J. M. 
Bellise, G. W. Pope, Charles Holdman, H. U. Foster, E. B. Jackson, William 
Reese, John F, Haskins, Henry Henselbecker, Aaron Flynn, Henry Matheson, 
Jacob H. E F. Badgett, Daniel O'Shea, John M. Bayliss, W. P. Gran- 
nis, William Reed, John C. Kelleher, O. Laswell. 


The lands described in the foregoing affidavits are lands which have 
been certified to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company as agricultural, 
and for which they are now asking patents from the United States. Is 
it surprising, then, that the people under whose eyes these outrages are 
being perpetrated should feel the greatest concern about this matter? 
Every day new proofs and affidavits, showing the extent to which these 
fraudsare being perpetrated, are being filed in the Interior Department, 
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and every day brings petitions from the people asking Congress for re- 
lief. The latest is as follows: 


To his Evcellency the President of the United States and to the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress assembled : 

Your petitioners most respectfully submit that they are all citizens of the 
United States, or have declared their intention to become such, and are all resi- 
dents of the Territory of Montana. 

‘That they are all interested in the protection and development of the mineral 
resources of said Territory. 

That the Northern Pacific Railroad Company claim nearly all the odd-num- 
bered sections of the surveyed portion of the minerai lands of said Territory 
bearing gold, silver, lead, or copper, and has already caused the same to be cer- 
tified to itself for patent by the United States land officers in said Territory, 

That said certification has been based upon certain plats made by the deputy 
United States surveyors, and now on file in the respective United States land 
offices in said Territory, showing these lands £o certified to be non-mineral in 
their character; which said plats are erroneous, in that they designate large 
eg rai ta of mineral land as agricultural, mountainous, and mountainous tim- 

ner lands, 

That under the present acts of Congress and the various decisions of the Su- 

reme Court of the United States construing such acts, there is little, if any, 

hope of correcting the existing errors and of preventing said railroad company 
from acquiring title to these lands. e 

Thatoñly within a few years has quartz mining proved tobe s paying indas- 
try in Montana, and therefore the lands bearing the precious metals are to a 
large extent undeveloped, 


That millions of dollars are now invested and being invested in the develop- 


ment of such resources, the benefit of which will inure to the said railroad com- 
pany, if it is permitted to acquire title to the lands already certified to and to 
which it is not entitled. 

That unless relief is granted, said railroad company will soon acquire the ab- 
solute title to nearly one-half of the mineral Jand of this Territory. 

That the acquirement of title to these lands by the said railroad company 
would not only work irreparable injury to the industries of the Territory of 
Montana, and materially retard its progress, but would deprive all citizens of 
the United States of the right given them by the statutes to locate and appro- 
priate our mineral Jands, and would create one of the most colossal monopolies 
that has ever existed. 

Now, therefore, we most respectfully and earnestly pray that such legislation 
be had as will preserve the mineral lands of the Territory of Montana, bearing 
the precious metals, to the citizens of the United States, and prevent the North- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company from acquiring any lands to which itis not clearly 


entitled under its grant. 
JAMES H. MILLS, JAMES K. PETTY, 


A. D. HOSE, H. RICHARDSON, 
FRANK H. SHAW, R. T. KENNON, 
E. P. MILLS, THOMAS STRANG, 


J. H. MILLER, 

CHAS. S. BALLENGER, 
B. SHEFFIELD, 

C. J. McSHERRY, 

E. S. STACK POLE, 
VICTOR HAIG, 

WM. COLEMAN, 

B. J. MARS, 

HENRY S. NEAL, 
W. E. BOLINGER; 
JOHN J. KING, 

M. BIERS, 

J. D. PETERSON, 
PETER LANSING, 
JAKOB HANSEN, 

R. T. HARRIS, 
GEORGE COCKRELL, 
W. F. STANLEY, 

J. H. TITCOMB, 
BENNETT BROS. CO., 
THOMAS MORY, 
GEORGE 8. MILLER, 
THOMAS F. WARD, 
W: W. HIGGINS, 

J. M. HARTWELL, 

E. L. RINAUD, 

EDW. METLANDER, 
MYERS BOLINGER, 
E. BLANEY, 


J. H. BUXTON, 

R. N. TIBBETTS, 

J. H. WILDMAN, 
THOMAS STUART, 

JOS. M. BAILEY, 

E. W. WENTWORTH, 
CHAS. P. H. BULENBERG, 
MOSES MINARD, 

C. CUMMINGS, 

THOMAS ASPLING, 
THOS. M. CONNIFF, 

N. II. CONNOLLY, 

C. A. FOGARTY, 

JAMES S. SIIEHAN, 

J. E. VAN GRADY, 
HARRY PETERSON, ' 
GEO. H. BELL, 

EMIL HANSEN, 

JAMES B. McMASTER, 
PHIL. E. EVANS, 

GEO. W.CARLTON, 

C, G. GLASS, 

WILBUR N. AYLESWORTH, 
J. E. ENRIGHT, 

D. H. McFARLAND, 
FRED. B. FOX, 

J. F. STRANHAL, 

P. BADER, 
A,KLEINSCHMIDT & CO., 
CHAS. D. KENYO, W.F. WILLIAMS, 

L. W. WOOLFOLK, Deer Lodge. 


Information is abundant and from other sources quite as reliable to 
show that the mest stringent legislation is demanded to preserve our 
mineral as a heritage to the people. It is true that the Interior De- 
partment is using every effort possible to protect the Government and 
the citizen against fraud and imposition under a provision of law au- 
thorizing the Commissioner of the Land Office, with the advice of the 
Seeretary of the Interior, to make regulations to carry out the general 
Jaws, but it is doubted whether ample authority exists. In order to 
show you to what extent these frauds have obtained in other localities, 
and the great perplexities and difficulties that have arisen out of a 
proper solution of the question, I submit the following letters from 
the honorable Commissioner of the Land Office: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, April 22, 1886, 


Str: I inclose a draft of a proposed circular designed to extend the operation 
of the circular of September 23, 189), 2 copy of which I inclose, with the preced- 
ing circular of April 27,1880. The circular itself fully sets out, I think, the neces- 
sity for its issue, but it is necessary to add that the frauds upon the United 
States and upon bona fide mining claimants permitted by 5 regula- 
tions are notorious and t, particularly in the matter of railroad selec- 
tions. As evidence that the evils under consideration are not recent or efag~ 
gerated, but have long been an embarrassment to this office, I refer to pages 
32-42 of the General Land Office Report for 1872, a copy of which I inclose. 

In a case now before me patents issued in April, 1885, to the Central Pacific 
Railroad Company for large tracts of land in a township which, according to 
information since received, is filled with mineral and mining claims, Only 
scattered portions are shown to be mineral by the surveyor-general’s return 
made in 1871. The railroad company in making its selections carefully avoided 
every one of the tracts so designated, probably ee contrary course would 
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precipitate a 9 the local officers, that would bring the well-known 
mineral character of the Jand to the attention of the Department. It is alleged 
that the Jand so patented contains mines 400 feet deep. In a case recently 
brought to your attention forty-two mines are said to be in active operation 
upon two sections selected by the same company, one at least having been 
worked since 1855, 

To ask the Government to rest its ease upon evidence found to be so untrust- 
worthy is like asking it to dispose of all the lands in California upon knowl- 
edge of their character 1 before 1549, ignoring all su uent discover- 
ies and developments. Where patents have erroneonsly issued upon such re- 
turns, the Government is bound to recover by expensive proceedings in the 
courts the title wrongfully parted with, in order to fulfill its obligations to 
mineral claimants relying * * their possessory titles under section 2322 Re- 
vised utes. Such a suit I had occasion to recommend by my letter of the 
17th ultimo, in case of the Lowell Hill Placer Mine. 

The provision of the proposed cireular which requires an official examina- 
tion of the land is intended to be applied in well-known mineral regions, such 
as the recognized ** mineral belt” of California, in which the natural presump- 
tion isagainst thenon-mineral character of the land. It is merely an application 
of the circular of September 22, 1882, to agricultural claims and is necessary be- 
cause the interests of the Government would not be sufficiently protected by 
publication alone. Iam informed that the railroad companies are securing 
patents to large tracts of mineral lands under compromises with the owners of 
g claims, by which the company deeds to the miners tbe lands covered 

r claim, reserving to itself the remainder. By this means the miners 
the legal title at an expense much less than the cost of obtaining mineral 
patents, but the Government is defrauded of its fees and the price of the land 
under the mining laws, $2.50 and „ps acre, 

I think that ample authority for the proposed regulations is found in section 
2478, Revised Statutes. Certainly if the power of the De; ent to demand 
publication not required by statute is conceded to have been rightfully exer- 
cised in the issue of the circular of September 23, 1889, it is competent for the De- 
partment to extend that demand to all the cases affected by the 8 cir- 
cular, the present discrimination being shown to be based upon unreliable evi- 
dence, For requiring an official determination of the character of the Jand at 
the expense of the claimani a precedent exists in the circular of September 22, 
1882, now in force. 

The whole object of the proposed circular is to permit the United States to dis- 
pose of their lands, not upon information acquired twenty or thirty years ago, 
which, although it may have been correct at the time, is not so now, not upon 
information which the public officers know to be contrary to the facts, but upon 
the report of sworn agents, made at the time of the negotiations for sale. The 

nt practice is one which no business man would employ in his private 
affairs, and I recommend that it be properly reformed. 


Very ‘ally, . 
WM. A. J. SPARKS, Commissioner. 
Hon. L. Q. C. LAMAR, 


Sceretary of the Interior. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GeyERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, June 25, 1887. 


Sin: In the matter of the application, dated the 2d ultimo, of Henry Beard, 
esq., attorney for the Central Pacific Railroad Company, asking the direction 
of the Department as to certain lands in the Sacramento land district, California, 
selected by said company, I have the honor to submit the following report in 
compliance with your letter of the 13th ultimo. 

Haid company made sel us under act of July 1, 1862, and act amendatory 
thereof, approved July 2, 1864, as follows: 

List 9, August 27, 1885. 

List 10, October 30, 1885. 

List 13, February 15, 1856. 

List 14. March 10, 1888. 

List 15, April 7, 1888. 

List 16, May 10, 1888. 

List 17. June 12, 1886, 

List 18, August 13, 1886. 

List 19, September 9, 1886. 

List 20, October 11, 1888. 

List 21, November 5, 1886, 


List 24, December 21. 1886, 

Aggregating 222,844.57 acres, R 3 

From these lists a list of 194,050.14 acres, designated as clear list No. 50, was 
made up and,on March 19, 1887, referred for examination to the mineral divis- 
ion; ang on April 6, 1887, the register and receiver at Sacramento were instructed 
as follows: 

“The affidavits submitted as to the non-mineral character of the lands de- 
scribed in the inclosed list, 194,050.14 acres, being a part of the lands embraced 
in selection lists 9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24, by the Central 
Pacific Railroad 3 is not satisfactory. 

“Affidavits substantially as required in agricultural cases generally in your 
district (form 4-062) must be furnished. 3 

Ses letter N to your office of September 20, 1872, relating to the matter of non- 
mineral altidavits thereafter to be required. 

“The affidavits here required of the company may be made by any duly au- 
thorized agent, but proof of his appointment must be filed in each case. 

“Notify the company hereof and promptly forward avy evidence submit- 
ted.” (See Exhibits A and AA.) P 

It is the requirement in this letter that Mr. Beard complains of. He charges 
that the procedure is unusual, unauthorized, and impracticable.” 

The propriety of this requirement will be shown by a brief review of the rea- 
sons which controlled the action of this office and the Department in 1871, and 
the causes which led up to the present practice under which the requirement 
complained of was made. 

On the Hth of November, 1871, the honorable Secretary of the Interior, upon 
report made by this office and a request for authority to withdraw from disposal 
-as agricultural lands certain townships and parts of townships in the mineral 
region, which had been surveyed and returned as agricultural lands, but which 
were believed to be mineral in character, authorized this office to make the 
necessary withdrawal, and to instruct the local officers not to permitany of the 
tracts which may be withdrawn to be entered as agricultural land, unless the 
non -· mineral character of the same should first be fully and clearly established 
by competent testimony. Under this authority from the Department with- 
drawals were made of a large number of 9 in December, 1871, and in 
Jan 1872, and later. (See General Land Office circular of June 17, 1872, 
marked Exhibit B, setting out in full the reason for such withdrawals.) 

On the 20th of September, 1872, the ister and receiverat Sacramento were in- 
structed not to allow any entry under the homestead, pre-emption, or other agri- 
cultural land law of Congress, until the applicant for patent had filed a non- 
mineral affidavit of the form transmitted, and fully describing the tract sought 
to be entered. (See Exhibit C.) This general requirement has never been re- 


On the 16th of A 1, 1880, this office, in.a report to the honorable Secretary, 
reviewed at consi length the reasons for these withdrawals and the effect 
of requiring evidence as to the character of land in the manner indicated therein, 


and in this ort the Commissioner recommended that the ‘‘ policy and prac- - 
tice of throwing the burden of proof upon agricultural claimants be reversed; 
that the applicant for such entry be required to make the non-mineral affidavit 
required as aforesaid, and that this be deemed sufficient in the absence of the 
alleged mineral character of his claim,” ete., and recommended also that the with- 
drawals theretofore made be revoked. (See Exhibit D.) By letter of 22d of 
April, 1880, the honorable Secretary approved this recommendation, and there- 
upon this office issued circular dated April 27, 1380, revoking the withdrawals 
referred to and directing that when any 5 applies to enter any tract nuder 
any of the laws relating to agricultural he will be requi. to make the 
usual non-mineral affidavit, which, in the absence of any all ion that the 
land is mineral, will be deemed sufficient, ete. (See Exhibit E. 

By circular of eg gece a 23, 1880, where application is made to enter or select 
as agricultural land, under any act of Congress other than the pre-emption or 
hom acts, lands returned as mineral by the surveyo: applicant 
is required at date of final proof, location, or selection to publish for thirty days 
a notice describing the land applied for,ete. This cirenlar likewise requires, 
after publication of notice and where no allldavits alleging the mineral char- 
acter of the land have been filed, the filing of a proper non-mineral affidavit. 
(See Exhibit F.) 

Since the making of those regulations experience has demonstrated the vital 
importance of requiring the filing of the usual non-mineral affidavit in all eases 
where patents are sought under the agricultural-land laws for lands situated in 
the mineral regions, although such lands may bave been returned by the sur- 
veyor-general as agricultural in character, 

The frequency with which this office is called upon to aid in restoring to the 
public domain mineral lands patented to railroad companies and the many pro- 
tests received against pending selections of lands in the States and Territories 
where the United States mining laws are in operation u the necessity of a 
careful examination of every tract. although returned by the wsavtia! Qo chaps Go 
as agricultural, and the requirement of evidence of the non-nin character, 
in strict accordance with the law and departmental regulations. 

The honorable Secretary of the Interior in his letter of January 31, 1884 (see 
Exhibit G), addressed to this office, concerning certain examination made b 
Special Ageut Goucher, of lands in California, expressed the opinion that “if 
the land contains lodes of mineral-bearing matter, then it is mineral land, 
whether it has been worked or not, or whether it will pay to work or not at 
this time. As between the railroad company and the Government, I think any 
and all land that bears mineral or gold in placer form in such appreciable quan- 
tities as to render it in any sense valuable, so as to be likely to be sought out 
for its mineral qualities, is within tho spirit of the exception made by 
and should be considered mineral land. As between the settler and Goyern- 
ment amore liberal policy may be adopted; that is, to determine whether the 
land is more valuable for mining than agricultural and other purposes of fet- 
tlement and use in the first instance, and if it is so found it may properly go to 
the settle. But it can hardly be su that in making a donation 
to the railroad company of public land the Government intended to adopt the 
same liberal policy as toward the settler, At all events, mineral land is re- 
served, and whether the land is or is not mineral ought not to be left to the 
* el the surveyor-general, but should be de as any other ques- 
tion fact. 

Lalso inclose copy of appointment by the Central Pacific Railroad Company 
of an agent to take and su be any and all non-mineral affidavits,” dated 
April 15, 1887, which paper, with the non-mineral affidavits therein referred to 
(form 4062), were filed in this office in response to call made in office letter of 
March7, 1337, and without objection. > 

It would appear, therefore, that in certain cases only is it “impracticable” to 
comply with the requirements. 

In my letter to you of the 22d of April, 1588, inclosing the draught ofa popoe 
circular, I endeavored to point out the notoriousand nt frauds which have 
been practiced upon the United States and upon bona fide mining daimants, 
particularly inthe matter of railroad selections,in taking up and entering as 
agricultural lands, which are really mineralin r, comprising well known 
and valuable mines, Experience has shown that the returns of the surveyors- 

neral, in a great number of cases are so indefinite orerroneous as to be of very 

ittle valus for the purpose of determining the character of the lanq and these 
additional regulations were prepared with a view to prevent a continuation of 
the fraudulent practices mentioned, (See Exhibits H and K.) 

I also inclose copy of my letter of Fe 28, 1887, to the register and re- 
ceiver at Los Angeles, Cal., (Exhibit L), in matter of the motion of Mr. 
Henry Beard for a reconsideration of my decision of December 23, 1886, re- 
quiring non-mineral affidavits as to ceriain lands selected by the Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company in lists 21, 30,31,and 31. This letter sets out more fully 
than said decision of ber 23 the reason for this requirement,and why a 
compliance therewith is not Sail pd but practicable, 

The requirement of non-mineral affidavits in cases of selections the State 
of lands returned af agricultural has also been rated into the circular 
prescribing regulations for making school indemnity selections in lieu of min- 
eral lands in sections 16 and 36, in the State of Colorado, approved by the De- 
partment May 2 last. The fourth section of this circular expressly requires that 
In all cases the selected tracts must be oo by non-mineral affidavits made 
by the selecting agent of the State,” eto. (See Exhibit M.) 

Although the requirement complained of may not have been strictly en- 
forced heretofore in cases of railroad selections, yet I can conceive of no reason 
why the usual non-mineral affidavit uired of settlers and other claimants 
under laws providing for the disposal of agricultural lands, in the States and 
Territories where the United States mining laws are operative, should not also 
be 1 in cases ot railroad ions t in. 

Although the general withdrawals made in 1871-72, ete., were subsequently 
revoked, yet the great safeguard—the requirement that claimants shall file the 
usual non-mineral affidavit—was retained. 

Experience has demonstrated the great importance of this requirement, and 
public policy, in my opinion, demands its strict enforcement in cases of railroad 
selections, Certainly a more liberal policy in this respect was never intended 
in dealing with railroad selections than has been adopted in cases of individual 
settlers and other claimants, 

eee the statement of Mr. Beard that, referring to the lands in question, 
seven-eighths of the land is situated on the mountain divide, on the east slope 
of the Sierra Nevadas, regions in which there are no mineral lands, I submit 
the following table: 

e 194,050.14 acres embraced in clear list No. 50 cover portions of 36 town- 
ps. 

In 12 of the 35 townships portions were returned as mineral by the surveyor- 


neral. 
PTa 12 of the 36 townships all the lands were withdrawn as mineral, being sit- 
uate in the mineral t. 

In 15 of the 36 townships the segregation plats in this office show mining 


claims. 
Number of mining claims shown in these 15 townships, 142. 
In one township, 17 north. 11 east. which was returned by the Surveyor-Gen- 


eral as agricultural. there are twenty-six mining claims, many of which have 
been patented, in this township the company has selected 3,859.16 acres. 

Of the thirty-six townships, — contain tracts which have at one 
_ time or another been held or reserved by this office as mineral, and more than 
half of the lands in clear list 50 are situate in these twenty-four 8 

The above table shows only the facts disclosed by the records of this office 
and does not show mining claims held and worked under the local Jaws, but 
not reported to this office, of which there are no doubt many. 

The selections made include tracts adjoining mining claims and lots made by 
eon of mining claims, 
It appears that instead of the greater portion heingin regions in which there 
are no mineral lands, ” 100,233.33 acres of the 194,050.14 acres are in a mineral 


on. 

Touching the regulations of 1867 and 1879. referred to by Mr. Beard (page 4 of 

ere it is held by this office that the said circular of April 27 and September 
1380, and the mining circular of October 31, 1881, supersede all prior circular 
instructions in the matter. 

This apparent conflict of circular instruction accounts for the few cases re- 
ferred to as having heretofore been passed without requiring the usual non- 
mineral affidavit.” 

For a time following the revocation of the withdrawals by said circular of 
April 27, 1880, railroad selections for lands not returned as mineral were not re- 
ferred to the mineral division, but passed to patent under the proofs required 
by the regulations of 1867 and 1879 from the railroad division in which they were 
received and filed. Such cases, however, now go to the mineral division, whero 
the non-mineral affidavit (form 4-062) is required in all alike. 

I inclose copies of the various letters, circulars, etc., referred to above as Ex- 
hibits A, AA, B, C, D, E, F, G, H, K, L, and M. 

Concluding, I have the honor to state that twocases involving the same ques- 
tion as that here reported upon are now before you on appeal from the action 
of this office in requiring similar non-mineral affidavits, namely: Appeal by 
the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Company, case of selection lists 1,2, and 3 
Prescott, Ariz., land district, forwarded March 18, 1887, and appeal by the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, case of selection lists 21, 30,31, and 34, Los Ange- 
les, Cal., land district. forwarded March 29, 1837. 2 

Very respectfully, 
W. A. J. SPARKS, 
Commissioner. 
Hon, L. Q. C. Laman, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


And now, sir, as confirmatory of all that has been said respecting the 
danger of miaeral lands falling into the hands of the railroads, and to 
place fairly before the country the position assumed by the railroad com- 
pany, I present the letter of Mr. Thomas F. Oakes, vice-president and 
general manager of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company: 


ME. OAKES SPEAKS—THE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILROAD AND MONTANA MINERAL 
LANDS, 
St. Paul Globe. J 
To the Edilor of the Globe: 


An article which appeared in your paper of Saturday, under the head of Rob- 
bing the Territories,“ conveys an erroneous impression to readers as to the ac- 
tion of the Northern Paeific Railroad Company in the matter of mineral lands 
lying withinitsgrantin Montana, Youspeak of the“ rapacity of the railroads ” 
and intimate that this company is ng title to lands which do not right- 
fully belong to it. Will you Ronas me to state the facts as they are? The com 

ny has a grant extending through Montana from east to west, for the entire 
ngth of the Territory. nds known to contain minerals are exempted by 
the nting act from the operation of the grant. Mark the phraseology: 

Me ds known tocontain minerals,“ not lands supposed to contain minerals, 
or lands which msy at some time in the future be found to contain minerals, 
The grant is not to be suspended indefinitely waiting for miners and prospect- 
ors to make explorations, but when the Government surveys are made such of 
the sections included in the granting act as at that time are not known to con- 
tain mineral are patented to the com . That settles the matter so far as 
title to those sections is concerned, and no future discovery of minerals invali- 
dates the title. This is not only law but equity and common sense. Montana 
has been searched for the precious metals for more a quarter of a century. 
The Northern Pacific was built through the Territory five years ago. 

The Government surveys progress very slowly, and as fast as they are made 
itis only fair that the railroad company should receive title to the lands Con- 
gress enacted that it should have, in order that it may sell them and that the 
settlement of the country may not be longer retarded. 

Minerals may possibly be found on any section of the Northern Pacific grant 
on the entire mountain district traversed by the road in the Territory, a belt of 
country 300 miles long. It would be manifestly unjust to the company, and 
highly detrimental to the interests of the Territory, if the whole grant for that 
distance would be withheld from saleand settlement for many years, perchance 
for another quarter of a century, until every remote chance and possibility of 
gold, silver, or copper being found upon it is determined in the negative. Yet 
this is the position your article appears to assume. 

I desire to say in conclusion that the Northern Pacific Company is not seeking 
title to asingle acre of land in Montana that does not lawfully belong to it; that 
it is guilty of no rapacity” in act or intent, but, on the contrary, is patient and 
long-suffering, waiting year after year for the Government to make surveys 
which it agreed to make long ago, so that it can obtain the land which Congress 
said it should have as soon as its road was completed. 

Yours truly, 
T. F. OAKES, 
Vice-President and General Manager. 
Sr. PAUL, March 5, 1888. 


It is boldly asserted here that only lands ‘‘known to contain miner- 
als“ are excepted from the grant. It is a settled rule of construction 
that whatever is included in the exception is excluded from the grant, 
and hence it becomes necessary to see what the exception is. 
Provided further that all mineral lands (‘not known to contain 

mineral’ as claimed) be, and the same are hereby, excluded from the 
operation of this act.“ ete., “and provided further that the word min- 
eral’ where it occurs in this act shall not be held to include iron or 
coal.” Ifthe position of the railroad company could be maintained, 
the result would follow thatin the States and Territories through which 
a land-grant road passes all the land within the limits of the grant 
would pass to the company which was not actually developed and 
worked as a mining claim. The proposition is astounding, and its en- 
forcement would be a crime against the citizen which no subsequent 
remedial legislation could ever paliate or excuse. It was intended that 
mineral lands should be reserved. The difficulty is that Congress hav- 
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ing failed to define what constitutes mineral land,“ as contemplated 
by the statute, the question is left largely to the discretion of the courts 
or the Jand officers, as the case may be. To carry ont this intention I 
insist that it is the duty of Co to define what shall constitute 
mineral land, within the meaning of the statute, as between the Gov- 
ernment and the railroad company. In no other way can there ever be 
a rule of decision which will be uniform in its operation in the mining 
States and Territories whereby the Government and the citizen will be 
protected against the fraud and imposition of these powerful compa- 
nies, 

While it is true that additional requirements are made by which it 
must be shown that the claim contains valuable mineral deposits“ 
before the Government will dispose of any of its mineral lands, so re- 
served, yet as against the railroad, a deposit of any of the precious min- 
erals except iron and coal deprives it of any status as a claimant. 

Any other rule would fritter away the reservations in the grant, de- 
stroy the utility of the act of 1872, and utterly subvert the policy of 
the Government in dealing out mining claims in small portions, by 
means of which vast contributions will be made to the wealth of the 
citizen, instead of compelling him at all future times upon discovering 
and developing valuable mineral deposits upon these odd sections of 
land to capitulate at a disadvantage with a stupendous corporation, 
and finally purchase upon such terms and subject to such conditions 
and amenable to such servitudes as it might see proper to im 

It was never intended that all of the great mineral wealth of this 
country falling within the limits of land grants, which was undiscovered 
at the time the grant attached, should be given away to railroad com- 
panies, who would be permitted to stifle the development of our min- 
eral resources by withholding the lands from the prospector and com- 
pelling the citizen to purchase at a sum far in excess of the Government 

rice, ; 

g Being thus reserved by all of its legislation, they should be kept for 
all time, a continuous field for the prospector and the miner, who will 
be stimulated in the pursuits of his labor. It was never intended that 
the occupants of these lands should be subject to the caprice of such 
corporations and deprived of his possessions, because, forsooth, at some 
moment in its development it would not pay, at present prices and 
under present conditions, the actual cost of extracting the precious 
minerals from it. 

It will not be presumed that Congress intended to unduly circum- 
scribe the rights of the minerin a mining country in the realization of 
his reasonable expectations, but on the contrary afford to him every 
reasonable facility in the pursuit of so expensive and hazardous an oc- 
cupation. 

This comports more with the duty of Government, is more in 
keeping with its legislation upon the subject, and should not be al- 
lowed to be frittered away by judicial construction in the very heart of 
its richest mineral belt. 

The following letter from Mr. Thomas G. Merrill, chairman of the 
Montana Mineral Land Association, is of interest in this connection. 
It is as follows: 


MONTANA MINERAL LAND ASSOCIATION, 
Helena, Mont., March 20, 1888. 
DEAR Stn: Yours of the 16th ultimo was received and contents noted, and on 
the 3d instant we sent you an official copy of the preamble and resolutions 
adopted by the mineral land convention, which met in Helena 8 1888. 
Inclosed please find petitions to Congress in relation to the mineral lands of 
Montana, which we hope you will have read to the House, We also inclose 
Vice-President Oakes's letter to the St. Paul Globe, which you may not have 


seen, 
You will see by this letter that the Northern Pacific Railroad Company clatm 
all the odd sections 6f our mountainous mineral lands, and consider their title 
rfect as soon as these lands are surveyed, only excepting known mineral 
nds (which simply means mining claims), known to the grantor, which is the 
Government, and you know the only mines or mining claims known to the Goy- 
ernment are those patented or surveyed for a patent by a United States deputy 
mineral surveyor. 

This would give to this railroad company more than nine-tenths of all the 
discovered and recorded gold and silver mining claims on the odd sections 
within the limits of their grant, and forever withdraw about one-half of all our 
mineral land from further prospecting and exploration by our pros; rsand 
miners, and will stop to a large extent prospecting on the even ons, as the 
corners are obliterated and the section lines in most cases are not marked so 
that the prospector could tell whether he was on an even or an odd section, and 
the hundreds of thousands of dollars which have been è ded on the un 
ented or unsuryeyed mining claims in the odd-numbe sections will be lost 
to their owners if these mines become the property of the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road Company. Permit us also to call your attention to the fact that the wording 
on which Mr. Oakes lays to much stress, ** lands known tocontain mineral,“ does 
not occur in the act granting lands. You will at once see the absurdity of 
most of his other statements, as to the injury to the territory if these lands are 
not given to the railroad company, and the justice, equity, and common sense 
to this patient, long-suffering company that they should not be compelled to 
wait any longer for these lands that were never granted to them. 

We will only say as to the statement that these mountains have been pros- 
pected for twenty-five years; that there were discovered and recorded in the 
county records of Lew and Clarke County, during the last year, eight hun- 
dred and twenty-six mining claims bearing gold, silver, lead, or copper, which 
is three hund more than were ever discovered in any previous year, and yet 
Lewis and Clarke County has been us well prospected as any county in the Ter- 
ritory in former years. 

We have already sent to the Secretary of the Interior a large number of affi- 
davits as to the mineral character of the mountainous lands of Montana, and 
we pro) to haveaftidavits by competent persons showing that all our mount- 
ainous lands are mineral. Will sen 2 to-day blue prints of the counties in 
which there are mountainous mineral lands within the -grant, showing the 
lands certified to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company for patent, which is 
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almost one-half of the entire amount surveyed, and much of this land you will 
* certainty know is mineral land, and should be classed as such. 

The decisions of the higher courts, based on the present acts of Congress, are 
that mineral lands are mines or mining claims with ore which carries the pre- 
cious or useful metals in paying quantities, which gives the foundation to the 
claim of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company,and thus the only relief we 
have is an act of Congress either setting aside the mountainous mineral districts 
of Montana, where gold, silver, copper, or lead are found as mineral lands, and 
compelling the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in these lands to make at 
least the same non-mineral proof as a private citizen is compelled to make if 
he desires to locate a homestead. We inclose you a copy of the reservation of 
the Northern Pacific Railroad Company in the deeds — them, and we ask 
you to sce if this clause, except as to iron and coal, can nut be placed in all pat- 
ents horeafter issued to them. If this can be done it will secure the mineral 
lands to our people. Please send us the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
THOMAS G. MERRILL, Chairman. 
JOHN S. HARRIS, Secretary. 


Hon. J. K. Toone, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

I am not one of those who would disturb these corporations in the 
enjoyment of a single right which is theirs under the law, but as a 
representative of the most extensive and richest mineral district of 
this country, Iam here to insist and see to it if I can that nothing 
shall pass by these grants except such as was intended by Congress. 
And to prevent this and the serious consequences which will surely 
ensue requires speedy action upon the part of Congress. It is high 
time that the law with its beak and claw should take hold of these 
corporations, creatures of its own unholy creation, and give them such 
a vigorous shaking as will compel them to let go that which is not 
their own. 

The amendment proposed by me imposes no hardships or unneces- 
sary burdens on them. It is in keeping with the spirit and intention 
of the grants, and if adopted will afford ample facilities for an honest 
‘and fair certification of all lands falling within the limits of railroad 
grants to the companies entitled to the same, and preserve to the people 
of this country the right to prospect for and develop the hidden wealth 
of this land unrestrained and unfettered by corporate control and dic- 
tation. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 
The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr, BLOUNT, from the Committee of 


„the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration the bill (S. 


1851) to provide for an international marine conference for securing 
greater safety for life and property at sea, and had directed him to re- 
port the same to the House with the recommendation that it do pass 
with certain amendments; also, that they had had under consideration 
the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE, 


Mr. BELMONT, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question upon 
the Senate bill which has just been reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, being the bill (S. 1851) to provide for an international marine 
conference for securing greater safety for life and property at sea. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee of the Whole were 
adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
pee ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. i 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INVALID PENSIONS. 


Mr. GAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report. 
The report was read, as follows: 
The committee of conference on the r votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House (H. R. 5445) making appro- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
or the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
ive Houses as follows: 
t the House recede from its disagreemet to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1,2, 4, and 5, and agree to the same, 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 3, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert 816, 000; and the 828 aac © the same. 


RA 
EDWARD J. GAY, 
JOHN D. LONG, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
WILLIAM B. ALLISON, 
HENRY L. DAWES, 

A. P. GORMAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


The conferees on the part of the House submitted the following state- 
ment: 

The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the d ein, 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate tothe bill (H. R. 5445. 
making appro; tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the 
En ee the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, submit the following writ- 

ent: 


will, if it 


The effect of the action recommended in the . ro ai 
y the Senate, ex- 


is ratified by the two Houses, pass the bill asit was amen 
cept that the amount for stationery and other necessary expenses for the pen- 
sion agencies will be $16,000 instead of $18,000, as proposed by a Senate amend- 


ment, 
The bill as agreed upon in conference appropriates $31,758,000, 
M. A. FORAN, 


THOMAS W. LORD, 


Mr. BURROWS. Iask unanimous consent that the Committee of 
the Whole be discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
which I send to the desk, and that it be now put upon its passage. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and is hereby, 
authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
to appoint First Lieut. Thomas W. Lord, United States Army, retired, a captain 
on the retired-list of the Army, with the retired pay of that grade from the date 
of such appointment. 

The report (by Mr. STEELE) is as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, having carefully considered House bill 
No, 409, report it back with the recomendation that it be favorably considered. 

Lieutenant Lord entered the service a mere boy early in the war and served 
faithfully upon the active-list either in the volunteer or regular service for over 
twenty-five years. He wasseverely wounded at Chancellorsville in 1963, which 
resulted in the loss of his left leg and injury to his right foot, and was breveited 
for gallantry at said battle. He wasappointeda lieutenant, Forty-third Veteran 
Reserve Corps, in 1853, which dy beara was consolidated with the Twentieth 
United States Infantry in 1869, and Lieutenant Lord was retained in the service 
as a first lieutenant and as regimental quartermaster until August 25, 1887, when 
he was paaa upon the retired-list, Had he been allowed to remain in tho 
service six days more a vacancy would have occurred and Lord entitled to pro- 
motion as captain; but had he remained, under the ruling of the President, 
Mr. Lord would not have been promoted, of his being recommended 
for retirement some years ago on account of the loss of his leg in buttle. 

Now. while your committee agree with the President that officers who, on 
account of wounds or disabilities incurred in the service, had better be placed 
upon the retired-list, it thinks that where officers have performed gallant and 
meritorious service, and have been retained in active service for over twenty 
years, and have performed said service efficiently, as several of Lieutenant 
Lord's superior cers say of him, with unusual efficiency,” they should not 
he reti upon the eve of a merited promotion. 

There are before your committee many letters from officers of distinction com- 
mending Lieutenant Lord for his bravery, efficiency, in ty, and sobriety. 

PE Ania of all the foregoing facts, your committee urge favorable action on 

e i 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read the third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read tho 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. BURROWS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paasa ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JOHN CURTIN KENT. 


Mr. BELMONT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
I do not think there will be any opposition to it. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas John Curtin Kent, a naturalized citizen of the United States, has 
been convicted of complicity with one Dr.Gallinger in an alleged dynamite 
pet in England, and is now suffering a term of imprisonment therefor in Mil- 

nk penitentiary in London; and 

Whereas it is reported by the United States consul-general in London that the 
conviction of the said Curtin Kent was contrary to the charge of the judge who 
presided at the trial, and is believed to have been obtained on insuflicient or im- 
properly considered evidence; and 

Whereas it appears that the fact of the American citizenship of the said Curtin 
Kent was not made known at the trial of his case, and therefore proper repre- 
sentation could not be made on his behalf: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be, and is hereby, instructed 
to inquire into the facts of the case of the said Curtin Kent and to report thereon 
to the House, 

The resolution was adopted. 

Mr. BELMONT moved to reconsider the vote by which the resolu- 
tion was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid 
on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

The hour of 5 o’clock p. m. having arrived, the House adjourned until 
11 o'clock a. m. to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 10136) for the relief of Thomas 
Sinclair & Son—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. T. M.BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 10137) forthe relief of Francis 
A. Field—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10138) for the benefit of James 
Doolin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10139) placing the name of Joel B. Ellis on the 
roll of Company H, Thirteenth Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 10140) for the relief of Ann 
Maher—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 10141) for the relief of John 
W. Story—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. J. B. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 10142) removing the of 
desertion against Charles Sweet—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ry Mr. J. R. WHITING: A bill (H. R. 10143) granting a pension 
to Nelson Fisher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YODER: A bill (H. R. 10144) for the relief of James MeMul- 
lin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON: A bill (H. R. 10145) for the relief of S. S. Me- 
Ferran—to the Committee on Claims. 


Change in the reference of a bill improperly referred was made in the 
following case, namely: 

A bill (S. 42) for the relief of Capt. Nicholas J. Bigley—from the 
Committee on Claims to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Memorial of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, protesting against the Mills tariff bill in relation to reduction 
of duty on sugar and molasses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GEAR: Petition of J. M. Stinson and 96 others, citizens of 
Jefferson County, Iowa, for the Territorial organization of Oklahoma— 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. J. 8. HENDERSON: Petition of Dr. S. W. Stevenson and 50 
others, citizens and firms of Iredell County, North Carolina, in favor of 
amending the interstate-commerce act so as to protect the people from 
the oppressions of the railroad companies—to the Committee on Com- 
merce. ` 

Also, petition of the Blackwell’s Durham Co-operative Company and 
other firms, of Durham, N. C., and elsewhere, favoring the repeal of all 
licenses and restrictions on the sale of tobacco, and that the tax be re- 
duced to 2 cents per pound on manufactured tobacco—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of employés of the Government Printing Office, for re- 
lief—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. HOUK: Petition of heir of Richard Hayworth, of Jefferson 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., in favor of action by Congress asserting the policy of 
maintaining the independence of the islands of the Pacific not already 
dominated by European powers—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CHARLES O'NEILL: Memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the bill to incorporate the Nicaragua Canal 
to the Committee.on Commerce. 

By Mr. ROGERS; Petition of numerous citizens of Franklin County, 
Arkansas, relating to the amendment of the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of John S. May, with affidavits to 
be filed with bill No. 10130, for his relief—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of 77 citizens of the Eleventh 
district of Ohio, for prohibition in the District of Columbia—to the 
Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. J. R. WHITING: Petition of Nelson Fisher, late private 
Company G, First Regiment Michigan Volunteers, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Inland, of Ionia and Kent Counties, and 
of Ingham County, Michigan, in favor of pure food—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Rachael Ewing, of Williamson 
County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILKINSON: Petition of J. Sambola, J. J. Reuss, and 
others, for the restoration of the duty on macaroni and vermicelli—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 


* 


The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Of Knights of Labor of Baldwinville, Mass. 

By Mr. BOWEN: Of B. F. Sharpe and others, citizens of Virginia. 

By Mr. T. M. BROWNE: Of Local Assembly No. 3243, Knights of 
Labor, of Connersville, Ind. 

By Mr. LONG: Of Thomas Lynch and 15 cthers, citizens of Brock- 
ton, Mass. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of Local Assembly No. 9006, Knights of 
Labor, of Stevens Point, Wis.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. VANCE: Of workmen of New Britain, Conn. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. KEAN: Of William Gale, of Westfield, N. J. 


The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Of L. M. Jewett and others, of Ohio—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GOFF: Of W. H. Ramsey and others, of Doddridge County, 
West Virginia. 

By Mr. GROUT: Of Abel Slayton and 25 others, citizens of Felch- 
ville, Vt. 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of 33 farmers of Washington County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. CLARDY: Of 98 citizens of St. Louis County, Missouri. 

By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS (by request): Of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union and Woman Suffrage Association. 

The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-class * 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads: 

By Mr. CLARDY: Of George W. Mahn and 80 others, citizens of 
Hazel Run, Mo. 


SENATE. 


FRIDAY, May 25, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 9345) making appropriations for the Post-Office De- 
partment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT PATERSON, N. J. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1978) for the 
erection of a public building at Paterson, N. J., which were in lines9 
and 22, to reduce the amount of the appropriation from $125,000 to 


$80,000. 

Mr. WALTHALL. On behalf of the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
MCPHERSON], who is absent, I move that the Senate non-concur in 
the amendments of the House of Representatives, and ask for a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. SPOONER, Mr. 
QUAY, and Mr. VEST were appointed. 

Mr. McPHERSON subsequently said: I desire to ask for a reconsider- 
ation of the vote by which the Senate non-concurred in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (& 1978) for the erection of 
a public building in Paterson, N. J., and ordered a conference thereon. 
I desire to have the Senate concur in the House amendments. 

Mr. WALTHALL, I made the motion for a committee of conference 
on behalf of the Senator from New Jersey in his absence. 

Mr. McPHERSON, Iunderstand that, but it was a mistake on my 


part. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The action of the Senate refusing 
to concar in the amendments made to the bill by the House of Repre- 
sentatives will be reconsidered, if there be no objection; and the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey now moves that the Senate concur in the amend~ 
ments made to the bill by the House of Representatives, 

Tke motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, x 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, presented the petition of S. L. Banks, of 
Wheatland, Iowa, praying for the of an act granting him a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented four memorials of Local Assemblies, Nos. 
6825, 303, 3435, and 4857, of the Knights of Labor, in the State of Ohio, 
remonstrating against the granting of civil pensions; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST presented a petition of the faculty of Washington Uni- 
versity at St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of a bill establishing 
a bureau of harbors and water ways; which was referred to the Comntit- 
tee on Commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of Thomas William Lion, at 
the National Soldiers’ Home, Wisconsin, praying to be allowed a pen- 


| sion; which was reterred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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He also presented the petition of W. A. Wilson and other citizens of 
Christiansburgh and other places in Virginia, and a petition of E. B. 
Spencer and other citizens of Virginia, praying for the repeal of that 
portion of the internal-revenue law classing druggists as liquor dealers, 
etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Finance: 

Mr. PASCO presented the petition of R. Sumner and others, sureties 
on the bond of R. J. Marshall, late postmaster at Fort Dade, Fla., pray- 
ing to be reimbursed for money paid by them as such sureties; which 


_ was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented certain petitions of tobacco manufacturers of Key 
West, Fla., praying for the imposition of increased duties on imported 
stripped and stemmed tobacco; which were referrrd to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Belle R. 
Clements, Order of Business 1262, reported adversely on the Sth of May, 
1888, by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. PADDOCK], may be recom- 
mitted, together with the report of the Committee on Pensions, and I 
desire to present in this connection an additional petition from Mrs. 
Mary I. Clements, and additional evidence, and trust that they may 
be referred to the committee, and that there will be full, fair, and fa- 
yorable consideration of the additional evidence and facts. 

Mr. PADDOCK. Iam very glad that the Senator has made that 
proposition. It is one I should have made myself. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be recommitted to the 
Committee on Pensions, with the additional evidence introduced by 
the Senator from Missouri. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 

A bill (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 

A bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 

A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; and 

A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 1291) for the erection of a public 
building at the city of Staunton, Va., reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1265) for the erection of a public building for the use of the custom- 
house and post-office at Newport News, in the district of Yorktown, 
Virginia, and making an appropriation therefor, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, to whom 
was referred the bili (S. 2774) authorizing the Richmond and Danville 
Railroad Company to lay tracks, etc., in the District of Columbia, re- 
ported it with an amendment, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 1631) to incorporate the Washington and Sandy Spring Narrow- 
Gauge Railroad and Street Railway Company, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Stat- 
utes relating to the District of Columbia for the protection of girls and 
for the punishment of the crime of rape, reported it with an amend- 


ment. 

Mr. MANDERSON, fromthe Committee on Military Affairs, towhom 
was referred the bill for the relief of W. H. Rader, submitted an ad- 
verse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 

A bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 

-A bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 8250 granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; and 

A bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2986) to incorporate the American Historical Asso- 
` ciation, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask leave of the Senate to state that 
yesterday the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HQAR], from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, reported back the bill (S. 353) for the relief of Will- 
iam T. Crump, proposing to give the beneficiary $5,000 for certain serv- 
ices alleged to have been rendered by him. I was not in the Senate 
at the time, and I desire to give notice that a minority of the Commit- 
tee on Claims are opposed to the passage of the bill and may at some 
future time present their views to the Senate to be considered with the 
majority report. 

Mr. HOAR. I understood that some members of the committee 
were opposed to the bill, but Iwas not aware that they desired to make 
a written minority report. If they do, I think my report had better 


be withdrawn so that the two can be in one document. It is much 
more convenient to the Senate to have them together. 
Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I prefer that that course should be taken, 


Mr. HOAR. Very well. I will have my report withdrawn, unless 
it has gone to the Printer, so that a withdrawal would be too late. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the report submitted by him upon the 
bill indicated may be withdrawn. 

Mr, HOAR. I will ascertain before doing that whether the report 


has been ails. 
The matter will be passed over for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 
the present. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently moved to reconsider the order for the 
printinz of the report, and the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

Mr. FARWELL. I am instructed by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 537) to provide for the 
confinement of inebriates in the Government Hospital for the Insane, 
to report it favorably without amendment. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lask unanimous consent that the bill reported by 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. FARWELL], providing for the confinement 
of inebriates at St. Elizabeth’s for the time being, may be now con- 
sidered. The bill was considered at the last session on a favorable re- 
port and passed unanimously by the Senate, and I think it extremely 
desirable that it should reach the Honse of Representatives as early as 
possible. As it is precisely the same measure that the Senate has once 
favorably and without division passed upon, I ask unanimous consent 
that it be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill having been this day re- 
ported, the Senator from Vermont asks unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed now to consider the same. Is there objection ? 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill be read at length for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. ' 

The bill was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I think the bill had hetter lie over. 
important constitutional question as it stands. 

say PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 860) for the relief of Alfred Head, bs sila it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thercon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3020) for the relief of John H. 
Claus; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a pill (S. 3021) granting u pension to Carrie 
V. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, introduced a bill (S. 3922) granting a pen- 
sion to G. L. Banks; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3023) granting 
a pension to Elijah M. Kinzey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3024) granting a pension to Lewis H. 
Linville; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3025) to provide for the recon- 
struction of the Government dam at the Rock Island Arsenal, and for 
the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water-power 
for said arsenal; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Approp riations. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (8. 3026) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to make persons charged with crimes and offenses competent 
witnesses in the United States and Territorial courts,’’ approved March 
16, 1878; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, 

REGISTER OF LABOR. 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 3027) to provide for the making, 
publication, and distribution of the Register of Labor“ therein named; 
which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. TURPIE. Lask leave at this time to explain briefly the pro- 
visions of the bill as now offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. TURPIE. It is herein provided that the Commissioner of Labor 
shall be authorized and directed to make out a list of the names of per- 
sons of excellence in their vicinity in any line of skilled labor or mech- 
anism actually engaged in the manual work of their respective callings, 
and that such list be distributed generally, as therein provided, the ob- 
ject being to give to the persons whose names appear therein and to the 
entire list as representatives of very large classes of our fellow-citizens 
that prestige indescribable, yet very effective, which is imparted to any 
object either connected with or related to the General Government, the 
constituted authorities in the administration of public affairs. 

The bill does not deal in detail with the methods. The successful 
administration of a Department, and especially a new one, must depend 
much more upon mavagement than upon legislation. 


Is there objection to the present 


It presents a very 
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It is made the duty of the Commissioner of Labor to publish this 
‘list. We must confide in some one for that purpose, if the policy be 
adopted. We have confided in him as to much greater powers than 
those provided for in the bill now offered. One of the sections of the 
bill reported by the Committee on Education and Labor and passed 
the other day by the Senate directs that officer-to procure information 
concerning and to make a report relating to the effect upon prices, 
wages, and productions of that class of new creations called trusts, and 
combinations of capital and labor. I do not conceive of duties any 
more difficult or delicate than those imposed by the section in the bill 
already passed by the Senate. Certainly they are much more arduous, 
much more laborious, much more responsible than any of the Jabors 
imposed upon him by the provisions of the bill now offered. 

This bill is a modification of an amendment which.I had the honor 
to offer the other day to the bill reported by the honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. BLAIR] as chairman of the Committee on 
Education and Labor. I took the liberty, as the amendment could 
only appear in print as a portion of my remarks, to modify it before it 


was printed, to obviate some objections made then upon the occasion of 


its first presentation. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] was of the opinion that 
the amendment then offered made no limitation as to the publication, 
and that millions might be published. Under the present bill the 
number is limited toa number equal to that of the Army and Navy 
Registers, and the same provision is made with respect to the size and 
contents. 

These provisions thus submitted are reasonable. They will commend 
themselves as such to any Senators who may have theslightest inclina- 
tion to favor legislation of this character. 

The honorable Senator from New Hampshire made very earnest op- 
position to the adoption of the amendment on the ground that its adop- 
tion might endanger the passage of the Department of Labor bill, or, at 
least, retard it—perhaps defeat it altogether. That objection is cer- 
tainly obviated by making the subject-matter, as in the present bill, 
one of an independent measure. 

Allow me to say in passing that the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire labored under a grave misapprehension in supposing that 
this amendment was by me offered as a facetious amendment to the 
Department of Labor bill. It may only be the very keen sense of humor 
of the honorable Senator which could detect anything like facetious- 
ness in the amendment as first offered, in the bill now proposed, or in 
any of the remarks made in support of either. Give me leave, how- 
ever, to prevent all possible miseonstruction in future, to say that the 
measure now offered is a serious proposition, and that it very near) 
relates to a subject-matter of very serious gravity and of most impor- 
tant concern. 

It was not my intention the other day to east any ridicule whatever 
upon the Army and Navy Registers, as was then intimated upon this 
floor, but only to contrast sharply the well-known, established, and 
long-accustomed usage of this Government in the recognition which it 
has given to the arts of destruction in the various bureaus and depart- 
ments of the War and Navy, with the recognition, late, tardy, even 
now seemingly reluctant, bestowed upon the arts of construction, the 
useful arts of peace, the practice of which has been so glorious dnd be- 
neficent upon the civic life and growth of the Republic. 

In publishing the Army and Navy Kegisters, however, we only copy 
others. I believe every Government in the world issues a similar pub- 
lication. In passing this bill providing for the publication of the Labor 
Register we shall act without precedent and without example. I do 
not think. there is any other Government in the world which makes 
such a publication, or anything like it; nor do I think there is any other 
Government in the world which makes the pretense, a very lofty pre- 
tension, eternally emphasized, forever emblazoned in gigantic italics, 
that this is a Government of, for, and by the people. If it be such, 
why may we not do somewhat more for the people, even of this kind, 
than that which is required or directed by the policy of other nations? 

This, indeed, may be considered a very little thing. It may lead to 
something greater. It may be considered so insignificant as not to justify 
a second mention here in this presence. I admit that I may have been 
guilty of that solecism. Even though it be a trifle, we must remember 
trifles may be done with a grace which shall make them large. 

I move the reference of the bill to the Committee on Education and 
Labor, and I trust it will have a favorable and early consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

RELIGION AND SCHOOLS. 

Mr. BLAIR introdueed a joint resolution (S. R. 86) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States respecting estab- 
lishments of religion and free public schools; which was read the first 
time by its title. 

Mr. BLAIR. Lask that the joint resolution may be read at length 
and lie on the table. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, and ordered 
to lie on the table, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America 
tn Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concurring therein), That the 


be, and hereby 


following amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
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to the Sta to become valid when ratified by the Legislatures of 
fourths of the States, as provided in the Constitution : 


“ARTICLE —. 


“SECTION 1. No State shall ever make or maintain any law respecting an estab- 
lishment of religion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. X 

“Spe, 2, Each State in this Union shall establish and maintain a system of free 
public schools adequate for the education of all the children living therein be- 
tween the ages of six and sixteen years, inclusive, in the common branches of 
knowledge, and in virtue, morality, and the principles of the Christian religion. 
But no money raised by taxation imposed by law, or any money or other prop- 
erty or credit belonging to any municipal organization or to any State or to the 
United States, shall ever be appropriated, applied, or given to the use or pur- 
poses of any school, institution, corporation, or person whereby instruction or 
training shall be given in the doctrines, tenets, belief, ceremonials, or observ- 
ances peculiar to any sect, denomination, organization, or society being or claim- 
ing to be religious in its character; nor shall such peculiar doctrines, tenets, 
penare ceremonials, or observances be taught or inculeated in the free publie 
schools. 

“Src, 3. To the end that each State, the United States, and all the people there- 
of, may have and preserve governments republican in form and in substance, 
the United States shall guaranty to every State and to the people of every State 
and of the United States the support and maintenance of such a system of free 
publie schools asis herein provided. 

“SEC, 4. Congress shall enforce this article by legislation when necessary.” 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the Post-Office appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FARWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Baltimore and Potomac 
Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate for railway purposes 
in the District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the table,-and 
be printed. i 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him tothe Post-Office appropriation bill, relating to Central and South 
American mail facilities; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, relating to 
the Congo Commission; which was referred to the Committee on For- - 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, relating to 
the Congo agent and consular-general; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BERRY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL DAM. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to report 
to the Senate as soon as practicable, whatever information may bein possession 
of the War De ent in relation to the destruction of the Government dam 
at the Rock Island Arsenal by the recent floods in the Mississippi River, and as 
to the damages resulting therefrom, and the effect of the destruction of said 
dam tpon the o; ons of the arsenal and the factories and saw-millsat Moline 
and Rock Island; and also to submit to the’ Senate without delay an estimate 
of the amount necessary for the reconstruction of said dam, and for the imme- | 
diate construction of a temporary dam which will restore the water-power and 
log harbor, zaa which can bo used as a coffer-dam when the permanent dam is 
reconstructed, 


STATE BONDS HELD BY THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I offer the resolution which I send to the desk, 
and am led to do it by seeing the Indian appropriation bill reported 
with a pretty heavy amount of apit for interest on trust- 
fund stocks, many of which are, I have understood, the stocks of States 
that do not pay the interest. I think it desirable that the Committee 
on Indian Affairs should make inquiry into that subject, and see how 
the matter stands. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. : 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, 
as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it hereby is, instructed 
to examine into the condition of the bonds of any and every State held by the 
United States or under its authority, either in trust or otherwise, and to report 
the respective amounts of such bonds of each State, and if overdue how Jong 
overdue, and the amount of arrears of interest thereon, and also whether there 
is now any legal method of enforcing payment thereof, and if not, whether any 
such method can be devised, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5445) making appropria- 
tions for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United 
States for the fiseal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
1851) providing for an international marine conference to secure greater 
safety for life and property at sea, with an amendment in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 


is, pro 
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The message further annouaced that the House had passed a bill (H. 
R. 409) for ihe relief of Thomas W. Lord; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with its re- 
quest, the bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw 
Nation, Near Fort Smith, Ark. 


HETTIE K. PAINTER. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business, 
Mr. PADDOCK. Iask unanimous consent to make a conference re- 


port. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent to submit a conference report, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection, but I supposed the morning 
business was through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report submitted by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3839) granting a pension to Hettie 
. Painter, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recom- 
end and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House concur in the Senate amendment to the said bill. 
ALGERNON S. PADDOCK, 
€. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. L. CHIPMAN, 
— C. FRENCH, 
E. N. MORRILL, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to hear the report explained. It is 
impossible to understand it by the mere reading. 
Mr. PADDOCK. It is a pension case 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The -Chair suggests to the Senator 
from Nebraska that the conference report can not be submitted with- 
out the papers, which do not appear in the hands of the clerks. 
Mr. PADDOCK. Isupposed the papers were on the Secretary’s desk. 
That being the case, I withdraw the report. 
Mr. EDMUNDS. Then the report should not be made here until 
the papers come over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report is not in order, and is 
withdrawn. 
CUSTOMS AND OTHER DEFICIENCIES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of House bill 9788. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] has moved that the Senate proceed te the consideration of ex- 
ecutive business. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I am willing to yield, this being an appropria- 
tion bill, but I give notice that after the bill is disposed of I shall again 
submit my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9788) making 
an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for ex- 
penses of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be read for amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For amendment. The amendments 
of the Committee on Appropriations will be acted on as they are reached 
in the reading of the bill. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Be il enacted, elc., That to defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from 
customs for the fiscal year ending June 30. 1883, in addition to the amount here- 
tofore appropriated the sum of $450,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, to be expended by, or under the direction of, the Secre- 

» tary of the Treasury, who is authorized to cuuse to be paid therefrom the full 
compensation which the employés in the customs-revenue service would have 
been entitled to receive had no order been made reducing their compensation 
in consequence of an estimated deficiency in the appropriation. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. If the bill is being read for amendment, I should 
like to have the Senator from Iowa explain, before the reading proceeds 
further, how it happens that $450,000 are wanted.to pay employés 
compensation which would be due but for some order. I think the 
Senate would be glad to know what the facts about that are. 

Mr. BECK. Task the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
to explain why the committee struck out the next paragraph. 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation for the payment of the expenses 
of collecting the customs revenue is a permanent appropriation of five 
and a half million dollars, payable semi-annually; that is, one-half the 
appropriation is available at the beginning of each half year. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Under a standing law? 

Mr. ALLISON. It is under a standing iaw. It is under section 
3687 of the Revised Statutes. Thatappropriation at its present amount 
was originally made in 1871, For many years it has been found insuf- 


ficient to pay the necessary employés in collecting the customs reve- 
nue. The Secretary in his last annual report called attention to this 
and to the necessity of increasing this appropriation. 

Section 3687 is as follows: 


Sec, 3687. There is appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $2. 


780,000 for the expenses of collecting the reve- 
nue from customs for each half vear, in addition to such sums as may be re- 


ceived from fines, penalties, and forfeitures connected with the customs, and 
from fees paid into the Treasury by customs officers, and from storage, cartage, 
drayage, labor, and services. 

That appropriation has been found in the last two or three years to 
be less than is necessary for the payment of those who are engaged in 
collecting the customs revenue. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator if he has the figures to 
show how much the deficiency has been for the last two or three or 
four years, per year? 

Mr. ALLISON, Last year it was $233,000 in round numbers. This 
year the Secretary states that it will be $450,000. One reason why the 
deficiency is growing larger is found in the fact that the fees contem- 
plated in that section of the Revised Statutes have been gradually re- 
pealed. I think the entire amount of the fees for the current fiscal 
year is less than $200,000. By various acts that have been passed from 
time to time we have gradually removed the fees that collectors of cus- 
toms were formerly accustomed to receive. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator if there is not some report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury which shows specifically the dimi- 
nution of these sources of revenue and the causes therefor, and, as it is 
supposed, of the increase of the expenses under another head, so as to 
require an increase of the standing appropriation ? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a full statement found in House of Rep- 
resentatives report, No. 2024, made at this session, and also in the last 
annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury, an extract from which 
I have before me. The Secretary in his annual report states: 

By changes in the statutes since that date— 

That is since 1871— 


By changes in the statutes since that date the first two accounts have greatly 
fallen off, while the last one has responded to the increase of business, and the 
exhibit for the fiscal year 1887 is as follows: 


From fines, penalties, and forfeitures ........... . $160, 205. 41 
From fees of customs officers.......... 144, 817.53 
From storage, cartage, etc 748,014. 92 

D S000 1.053, 037. 86 


That sum, of course, was added to the $5,500,000 provided in the 
statutes. ‘These items of fees, fines, penalties, ete., have been reduced 
so that they amount to only $1,053,637.86. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Reduced from non-collection or from changes in 
the law? 3 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount from storage, cartage, etc., being one 
of the items, has been increased to $748,014.92 from $409,587.69. The 
fees of customs officers have been reduced by law, by various statutes, 
to $144,817.53, as against $585,887.69, a large reduction. Fines, pen- 
alties, and forfeitures, which in 1871 amounted to $952,579.86, are re- 
duced to $160,205.41 in 1887. 

Iwill say here that there are practically no revenues coming in now from 
fines, penalties, and forfeitures. Since the act of 1874, called the anti- 
moiety act, there has been a constant, gradual reduction of receipts from 
that source, there being now practically no fines, penalties, and forfeit- 
ures as compared with the old time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. But how is thataccountedfor? Is it because the 
importers and smugglers have ceased their unlawful transactions, or 
because there is no stimulus to the officers of the United States to hunt 
them out and bring them to punishment? 

Mr. ALLISON, Itis the result of various causes. One section of 
the statute to which I have referred is repealed in our undervaluation 
law, whereby the burden of proof is put on the man who is charged 
with fraud. The law now requires that the jury shall specially find 
that the importer was guilty of fraud. Perhaps there will never be a 
conviction under such a law. These fines have been gradually reduced, 
so that it is necessary I think that the sum here provided should be 
appropriated in addition to the amount now available for the purpose 
of collecting the customs revenues. 

The Secretary of the Treasury on the Ist of April, or perhaps about 
the last of March, issued an order reducing the pay of a large number 
of employés at the various custom-houses 40 per cent., in order to keep 
the expenditure within the appropriation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does not the Secretary of the Treasury advise the 
continuance of the old mode of appropriating for the collection of the 
revenue—a gross appropriation for the whole service? 

Mr. ALLISON. Les. 

Mr. SHERMAN, My own impression is that the idea of itemizing 
the appropriation for this particular branch of the service, or indeed 
any branch of the service, and fixing specific salaries and so on, is all 
wrong. Ithink the Committee on Appropriations would relieve them- 
selves froma great deal of trouble and relieve the Department of a 
great deal of expense in keeping the yarious accounts of itemized ap- 
propriations, if instead of that system they would report general ap- 
propriations, and those to a great extent of a permanent character. 

Mr. ALLISON, The House of Representatives in this bill propose 


18889. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE, 


4617 


to repeal section 3687 of the Revised Statutes, which makes a perma- 

nent appropriation for collecting the customs revenue. $ 

5 Mr. SHERMAN. That is precisely what I wished to call atten- 
ion to, 

Mr. ALLISON. We recommend, and I think for substantial rea- 
sons, that this ought not to be done. í 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations, after investigat- 
ing this subject, recommend the striking out of lines 16 to 26 inclusive, 
for the reason that we think this change, if made at all, should be 
made before this section of the Revised Statutes is repealed, so that 
we shall not be left without the necessary means to collect the revenue. 
If we repeal the section of the Revised Statutes making this perma- 
nent appropriation without at the same time providing an appropria- 
tion for collecting the revenue, it will rest then with the House of 
Representatives or with the Senate to stop the collection of the reve- 
nue by withholding the necessary appropriations. Therefore the com- 
mittee recommend that these lines be stricken out. 

Mr. McPHERSON. May I ask the Senator from Iowa a question ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. Iask if the Treasury Department has furnished 
the Committee on Appropriations an itemized statement as to the par- 
ticular objects to which the appropriation is applied; or has the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations not appropriated heretofore what the Depart- 
ment asked for? 

Mr. ALLISON. For this particular service, for the collection of the 
customs revenue, there is provided a permanent appropriation, origi- 
nally made at the present amount in 1871. We do not appropriate for 
collecting the customs in the annual appropriation bills; but there is 
a gross sum appropriated in bulk permanently. That sum has been 
2 inadequate to pay ſor the necessary service in making these col- 
ections. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if he 
can tell us what would be the statistical comparison from year to year 
in respect of the amount of fees, fines, penalties, and forfeitures; the 
fees of customs officers, the fees for storage, eartage, ete., from 1871 
when that law of permanent appropriation was established down to this 
time? Is thereanything which will enable the Senate or any member 
of it to see how the practical operation of this law has worked from year 
to year? 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his last report only compares the 
year 1870-71 with the year 1886-87, showing a reduction of receipts 
from these sources of fines, penalties, and forfeitures, fees of customs 
officers, storage, cartage, etc., of $895,017.38. That compares two dif- 
ferent years that are sixteen years apart. Now, how was it during 
that period, or for the last six or eightor ten years? Is there anything 
to show that this diminution in the collection of fines, penalties, for- 
feitures, fees, etc., has arisen from the legislation of Congress putting 
questions between the United States and the importers and informers, 
etc., in a different attitude from what they were before, and thus leav- 
ing us to infer that it was the legislation which has produced this dim- 
inution, or is it some want of administration? That is what I should 
like to find ont. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ihave not before me at this moment a statistical 
table showing the amounts received annually from fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures, but I venture to state from my general knowledge of the 
subject that it will appear—and if any Senator will send for the reports 
of the Secretary of the Treasury for 1876, 1877, and 1878, for illustra- 
tion, which would be ten years ago—it will be found that the receipts 
from fines, penalties, and forfeitures fell down immediately after the 
legislationof 1874. Ido not believe that under any administration any 
considerable sum will be realized from fines, penalties, and forfeitures 
until we change our customs laws. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator one other question ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I ask when we first began to make this appropri- 
ation additional to the permanent appropriation, and by what amount? 
What year did we begin to have these special deficiency bills for this 

urpose, and how much in each year have we appropriated thereby ? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not the data to answer fully on that subject 
for each particular year. We have appropriated for a number of years 
small sums. Last year I know the appropriation was in round num- 
bers $235,000. Not only these receipts from fines, penalties, and for- 
feitures have been falling off, but the fees of customs officers have been 
decreased since the legislation of 1883 respecting the fees and charges 
made on our vessels. Up to that time the collectors and surveyors of 
the small ports received fees from charges upon vessels, tonnage, etc., 
but by the act of 1883, or perhaps 1884, all these fees were repealed, so 
that the fees of customs officers have been largely reduced from year to 
year since that time. : 

The Secretary of the Treasury submitted a table, which is in the re- 
port of the House committee, beginning with the year 1884, showing the 
cost of the collection of revenue from customs, or rather the percentage 
of the cost as compared with the amount collected, showing a constant 
diminution of that percentage for the last few years. For 1887 it was 
3.12 per cent., and for 1888 it is put at 2.98 per cent., even with this 
additional appropriation of $450,000. I did not anticipate that there 


would be required a detailed statement of these appropriations for this 
period. I can have it made up if the Senator desires to have entire ac- 
curacy in regard to this bill, and furnish later in the day a detailed 
statement. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I should like to see just how the amount is 
made up. 

Mr. ALLISON. From a general knowledge of this subject, I am 
satisfied that these amounts have been constantly diminishing, while 
the expenses of collecting the revenue have been constantly increasing 
in amount. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Can the Senator at the same time put into his 
statement the total amount of increase of customs business? Natur- 
ally, with such an increase, if the force was not raised before, there 
might be expected to be an increase in the number of persons em- 
ployed. Can he put into that statement figures showing the whole 
number of persons employed in the revenue service of every kind for 
the last ten years, year by year, so that we may see whether the force 
employed has kept pace with, or fallen behind, or outstretched the 
supposed increase of business ? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam afraid all that can not be obtained within a 
very short time. I ask that the bill may be considered as respects the 
other items at this time. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Very well; let us pass over this point for the time 
bein 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I should like to have a general statement as to 
the causes of the increase in the cost of the collection of the revenue 
over any previous time, if such be the fact. If the cost of collection is 
in excess of what it has heretofore been, it might be the subject of in- 
quiry; but I understand from the Senator from Iowa that the Secretary 
of the Treasury states that the cost is less now than it has been here- 
tofore by percentages. Therefore I can see no reason for going into a 
list of the number of employés, ete. If the revenues are collected at a 
less cost than formerly, it onght to be satisfactory to the Senator from 
Vermont. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I do not think, with great respect to my friend 
from Delaware, that that answer would precisely meet the whole of the 
ease. If the revenues of the United States for the last year should have 
suddenly increased by, for illustration, $50,000,000, supposing the ex- 
penditures to have been $5,000,000 for collection and the expenses had 
risen by $1,000,000 when there were $50,000,000 more coming in, the 
percentage of cost would be less than it was before; but that would not 
prove at all that there was no extravagance in the administration of 
1874—of course there has been none during this Administration; we all 
understand that; but as to the administration of 1874 it would not prove 
at all that they had not been extravagant in employing too many per- 
sons. The percentage argument, therefore, would be fallacious, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam satisfied that for the last ten or twelve years 
there has been a constant increase in the amount of revenue, and there- 
fore a constant diminution of the percentage of the cost of collecting it, 
because during all this time substantially the same force has been en- 
gaged. So I do not think that the suggestion of the Senator from Dela- 
ware will meet the suggestion made by the Senator from Vermont. 

But I want to say another thing to the Senator from Delaware, thata 
permanent appropriation for the collection of our revenue from customs 
has existed for more than fifty years, and taking the amount collected 
since 1861 there has been a most marked diminution. Under the tarift 
of 1857 and under the tariff of 1846 it cost $4,000,000 per annum to 
collect the revenue, in round numbers, running along the same appro- 
priation from year to year during all that period of time. However, I 
will furnish the Senator from Vermont and the Senate a full statement 
of the receipts from fines, peualties, and forfeitures, ete., and also a 
full statement of the cost from year to year since 1874, as I understand 
the Senator desires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading of the bill will pro- 
ceed. The Chair understands the Senator from Iowa to ask that the 
reading be resumed at section 2. 

Mr. ALLISON. No, sir; at line 16 of section 1. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment there proposed will 
be read. , 
The CHIEF CLERK. The Committee on Appropriations report an 
amendment in section 1, to strike out the clause from line 16 to line 26, 

inclusive, as follows: 

That section 3687 of the Revised Statutes, appropriating. out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $2,750,000 for the expenses 
of collecting the revenue from customs for each half year in addition to such 
sums as may be received from fines, penalties, and forfeitures connected 
the customs, and from fees paid into the Treasury by customs officers, and from 
storage, cartage, drayage, labor, and services, be, and the same is hereby, re- 
pealed, to take effect from and after June 30, 1889. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resume the reading of the bill. > $ 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. EpMuNps] with- 
draws his objection to the consideration of the first section if the com- 
mittee will furnish the detailed statement he called for in the nature 


of a report. We shall do so. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The reading will proceed. 


The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. 
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The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, at 
the end of section 3, to add to the bill: 

Fo ting t for fiscal 1888. ly: For postage stamps f 

r contingent expenses for ear namely: or or 

the office of the Secretary of the 8 $25. y Ns 

For expenses of maintaining and equipping horses and mail-wagons for car- 
Tying the mails. $1,000, 

For materials for folding, $2,000. < 

3 speeches and pamphlets, at a rate not exceeding $1 per thousand, 


For fuel, oil, and cotton waste, and advertising for heating apparatus, $3,509. 
For furniture and repairs of furniture, $3,000. 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, 88.000. 

For miscellaneous items, exclusive of labor, for fiscal year 1887, 2920.37. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was to 


Hotse of Representatives: 

For contingent expenses for fiscal year 1888, namely: For materials for fold- 
ing, $5,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered tobe engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. - 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. < 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

Mr. CULLOM. Pending that motion I ask the Senator to yield to 
me fora motion. I desire to move that when the Senate adjourn to- 
day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CUL- 
Lom] moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet 
on Monday next. < 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 409) for the relief of Thomas W. Lord was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

INTERNATIONAL MARINE CONFERENCE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the Honse of Representatives to the bill (S. 1851) providing for an 
international marine conference to secure greater safety for life and 
property at sea. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate disagree to the amendment of the House of Repre- 
sentatives to the said bill, and ask a conference with the House of Representa- 
tives on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ortered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. FRYE, 
and Mr. MORGAN. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After four hours and twenty-five min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
o’clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, 
May 28, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, May 25, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m., and was called to order by Mr. 
ROGERS, as Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of the fol- 
lowing: 

£ SPEAKER'S Room, Hover or REPRESENTATIVES, May 25, 1888. 

Hon. Joux 5 5 is hereby designated to preside as Speaker 

8 = JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Joux B. CLARK, Jr., 
Cierk of House of Representatices. 


Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
JUDICIAL EXPENSES IN UTAH. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting estimates of deficiencies 
in the appropriations for expenses of the United States courts and of 
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referred to the committee on 


Territorial courts in Utah; which was 


Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


WAR CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House letters from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of findings 
of fact in the cases of the following named claimants against the United 
States: W. M. Hawkins, Louisa Schrader, Harriet Jones, administra- 
trix; Abner Lewis, James W. Allen, administrator, and Joshua Baker; 
which were severally referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted, as follows: 
To Mr. SAWYER, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. DOUGHERTY, for one week, on account of important business. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TENNESSEE RIVER. 


Mr. HOUK. Mr. Speaker, yesterday morning, during my absence in 
the Committee on Elections, the bill (H. R. 7783) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Knox- 
ville, Tenn., was laid before the House with certain amendments of 
the Senate, which were non-concurred in. - As those amendments were 
merely formal, I move to reconsider the vote by which they were non- 
coneurred in. I desire to have the amendments concurred in. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will be en- 
tered, but the call for the regular order prevents action upon that mo- 
tion now. The regular order is the call of committees for reports. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I have a privileged report. 

Mr. FORNEY. Of course I do not desire to interfere with privi- 
leged reports. 

IMPROVEMENT OF MOUTH OF BRAZOS RIVER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report sent to the desk by the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. STEWART] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rivers and Harbors, having duly considered the bill re- 
ferred to it entitled “A bill for the improvement of the mouth of Brazos River, in 
Texas,” report the same back to the House with the recommendation that it 
lie on the table; and in lieu thereof they report a substitute, which accompanies 
this report, and recommend the passage of the substitute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On what ground does the gentleman 
from Texus claim that this is a privileged report? 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. It isa report from the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, which has the right to report at any time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair this is not 
a privileged report. 

Mr. STEWART, of Texas. I ask that, at any rate, the report be ac- 
cepted. The geytleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] has given way 
for it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order has been demanded. 


ELIZA WRIGHT OWEN. 


Mr. HERMANN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. In the early 
part of yesterday’s session, during my absence, the bill (S. 42) granting 
a pension to Eliza Wright Owen, which was returned from the Senate 
with a request for a conference as to certain House amendments, was 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, I now wish toinquire 
whether that was the proper course under the rules; whether a conſer- 
ence should not have been granted, as a matter of course, in accordance 
with the request of the Senate? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill took its regular course. If the 
gentleman had been present, he might have asked fora conference; but 
in his absence the bill was referred, in accordance with the usual parlia- 
men course. 

Mr. HERMANN. Well, Mr. Speaker, if it be now in order, and if 
there be no objection, I will now ask, inasmuch as I was not present 
yesterday morning 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No request for unanimous consent is 
now in order, the regular order having been demanded. The regular 
order is the call of committees. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 


Mr. LANHAM. Lask unanimous consent that the call of commit- 
tees for reports be dispensed with, and that gentlemen having reports 
to make may file them with the Clerk. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the eall of 
committees for reports will be dispensed with, and leave will be granted 
that reports of a private nature (this being Friday) may be filed with 
the Clerk for reference to the appropriate Calendars. The Chair hears 
no objection, and it is so ordered. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Mr. WALKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid 
on the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 78) granting a pension to La Fayette Franklin; and 

A bill (H. R. 8473) for the relief of Tarrell W. Young. 


> 
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¥ 3 CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of California, the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions was discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 212) to pension Winemah Riddell; and the same was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA AND SAMUEL STRONG. 


Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 26) to urbitrate and settle the ques- 
tion at issue between the District of Columbia and Samuel Strong; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

ALLARD & CROZIER. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10029) for the relief of Allard & 
Crozier; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

OBSTRUCTION TO NAVIGATION BROAD CREEK, DELAWARE. 

Mr. PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2123) to authorize the removal ofan obstruction 
to the navigation of Broad Creek, in the State of Delaware; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed: 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. LANHAM. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the purpose of considering business on the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that motion will not prevail. The contest 
to-day is between private business and the legislative appropriation 
bill. E this motion be yoted down we can proceed with the appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. LANHAM. This question is not debatable, I believe. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not wish to debate it further. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Debate is not in order. 

The motion of Mr. LANHAM was rejected, there being—ayes 34, noes 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the farther consideration 
of the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Iunderstand 
that under our rules we have a second morning hour, which has for 
some time past been persistently ignored. I would like to know 
whether it is not necessary to dispense with that before the motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama can be entertained. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is no second hour on Friday. 

The motion of Mr. FoRNEY was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Bio in the chair, and resumed the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and 
judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. 

y LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, 

The CHAIRMAN. Of the time remaining for general debate the 
gentleman from Ohio has seven minutes and the gentleman from Ala- 
bama fifteen. 

Mr. FORNEY. We donot wish any further debate, and I now ask 
that the bill be read by graphs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the first paragraph of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That the following sums be, and the same are 1 out ofany 
u 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation forthe 


service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889,for the objects 
pressed, namely. £ 

Mr. NELSON. I make the point of order against so much of the 
clause contained in the fifth line of the paragraph just read as is ex- 

in the words in full compensation.“ I make the point of 
order on the ground that it changes existing law. 

There are several items of appropriation in this bill, as I understand, 
that lessen the salaries paid to public officials by existing law; and the 
result of the adoption of the words to which I have called attention, 
would fix the compensation of these officials at a different rate than 
that provided by the existing law wherever the salary is cut down by 
this bill. The words to which I have referred, therefore, I think should 
be stricken out, and against them I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be that the point of order to which the 
gentleman refers would be applicable to certain paragraphs of the bill 
as they are reached, where the changes to which he refers in salary are 
made. When such paragraphs are reached the gentleman can interpose 
the point of order, and the Chair will rule upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to saya word in this connection. It 
is due to this House to say that the effect of the point of order, if sus- 
tained, would be to involve the Government probably in a great num- 
ber of lawsuits, to the extent perhaps of two hundred or more, and 


ex- 


involye seventy-odd thousand dollars. Ifthe gentleman from Minne- 
sota takes the responsibility in that connection, I do not know that I 
have any reason to complain of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘fhe Chair has made no ruling as yet upon the 
point of order submitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is the existing law to-day. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hasstated that it may be as the para- 
graphs of the bill are reached the point of order would be applicable 
to them where salaries are changed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For mileage of Senators, $33,000, 
For compensation of the olicers, clerks, messengers, and others in the service 
of the Senate, $370,398.80, namely. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, I move to strike out the last word, for the pur- 
pose of inquiring whether in this paragraph the item of appropriation 
is included for the compensation of clerks to Senators? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then we are not to have the farce of last year 
repeated ? 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman can move to strike itout if he so de- 
sires. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of secretary: For Secretary of the Senate, $5,000, including compensa- 
tion as disbursing officer of the contingent fund of the Senate, and'for com- 
pensation as disbursing officer of salaries of Senators, $396; hire of horse and 
wagon for the Secretary’s office, $700, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to inquire of the gentleman in charge of 
the bill whether or not the amount appropriated here for hire of horse 
and wagon for the Secretary’s office, $700, ‘‘or so much thereof as 
may be necessary,” is in the customary form. I believe in the appro- 
priation bills generally the words ‘‘or so much thereof as may be 
necessary“ for this item have not been heretofore used. If the com- 
mittee have assurances that the amount appropriated in the bill is suf 
ficient for the service, I think the proviso is proper; otherwise it is 
not proper, for the reason that it might impair the service, unless the 
officer will agree to do the work for the amount in gross. The item 
as embodied here will require an itemized account. 

Mr. FORNEY. The bill makes provision, as the gentleman will ob- - 
serve, for the expenses of the Senate for the approaching short session, 
The committee are satisfied that the amount appropriated will be suf- 
ficient after conference with this officer. 

Mr. RANDALL, And heretofore no vouchers have been presented 
for this service. r 

Mr. TAULBEE. I only desired to know the facts, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Document-room: For superintendent of the document-room (Amzi Smith), 
$3,000; two assistants in document-room, at $1,440 each; one clerk to superin- 


.| tendent of document-room, $1,440; one page in document-room, $900; in all, 
2 


Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to inquire the object of the commit- 
tee in inserting the name of the official in charge of the document-room 
at this point? 

Mr. FORNEY. The Senate insist upon it, and have for seven or 
eight years past. He is an old and trusted employé, whose services 
they consider indispensable, If stricken out here it will be inserted in 
the Senate and insisted upon as an amendment to the bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move tostrikeit out, and I desire to make a few 
observations in that connection. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman can make the point of order upon it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is now too Jate to interpose 
the point of order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ihave, of course, the utmost respect for the opin- 
ion of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman had engaged in a colloquy 
with the gentleman from Alabama before submitting the question of 
order, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I thought I had simply inquired the object of the 
provision. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the point of order is too late; 
but, unless there be objection, will hear the gentleman briefly upon it. 
The only object of the Chair is to facilitate the consideration of the 
bill. 


Mr. RANDALL. I object to going back. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then I move to strike out the name of the official, 
and in that connection desire to offer these brief observations. 

I do not regard the services of any man as indispensable for the 
proper execution of any public office in this country. I do not think 
that we ought in this case or in any other case to fasten upon the.serv- 
ice of the country any one particular man, for the reason that he might, 
after the passage of the bill, for instance, prove incompetent by sickness 
or from any other cause, and that would certainly embarrass the dis- 
bursing officer of this fund. I do not understand that the services of any 
man are indispensable to the execution of the duties of any particular 
office. I do not believe there is any man in this country who is alone 
competent to discharge the functions of any public office under our 
system, 
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. This is a system of favoritism which has been carried on both in the 
Senate and in the House of Representatives for a number of years. I 
think it is time we were dispensing with such foolishness, if I may 
be indulged in that expression. I do not wish to be unparliamentary 

in my language in regard to the committee or disrespectful to them; 
but I think every man ought to stand on an equal footing in the mat- 
ter of office-holding in this country. I believe this is asystem of civil- 
service reform which goes beyond any theory which has been advo- 
cated by the most sanguine adherent of that system; and I think we 
ought to quit this way of doing things and strike this name out of this 
bill. If the officer who has control of this appointment sees proper 
to retain this man I have nothing to say; but I think it ought to be 
left optional with the heads of Departments and bureaus who are held 
responsible for the duties of their officers to sclect their own ap- 
pointees. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from Kentucky may be entirely 
right as to what is the proper rule in this matter. Nevertheless the 
Senate has always claimed the absolute right to resist the least inter- 
ference with the manner of payment, the amount of payment, and the 
number of employés in that body. It is idle to strike this out for it 
will be inserted by the Senate, as has been the case for years, asstated 
by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY]. 

Mr. TAULBEE, May I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 

_ gnestion ? i 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania any assur- 
ance that the present Senate insists on the retention of this name in 
the appropriation bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I have. The Senate is composed mostly of the 
same members, and so far as [ know will take the same course in the 
future as in the past. I know their character for sufferance—I say that 
with all respect to the Senate. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe, even if it is true that the Senate will 
insist on this, the House should not assume the responsibility in an- 
ticipation of the action of the Senate with reference to a matter so fla- 
grant as this, in contradiction to every theory which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania would dare to advocate on this floor or before the 
country. 

The question being taken on Mr. TAULBEE’S amendment, the Chair- 
man stated that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. [call for a division. ` 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 10, noes 49. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
Capitol police: 

For one captain, $1,600; three lieutenants, $1,200; twenty-two privates, $1,100 
each; and eight watchmen, at $900 each; in all, $35,600, one half to be disbursed 
by the Secretary of the Senate and the other half to be disbursed by the Clerk 
of the House of Representatives. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to inquire if the present salaries of the 
Watchmen of thé Capitol police are fixed by law? 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, I will 
say that all sularies of employés connected with the House and Senate 
‘are fixed by tke appropriation act. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then, Mr. Chairman, Imove to amend thissection 
by striking out in line 21, 8900“ and inserting “* $1,000.” 

The amendment was not agreed to. i 

The Clerk read the following paragraph under the heading House 
of Representatives.“ 

For mileage, $110,624. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to amend by inserting, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ in line 11, the words ‘‘or so much thereof as may be necessary 
for actual necessary traveling expenses.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order that there is no law pro- 
viding for the proposition in this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Office of the Clerk: For Clerk of the House of resentatives, including 
compensation as disbursing officer of the contingent fund, $5,000; and for hire 
of horses and wagons and cartage for the use of Clerk's office, $700, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; for Chief Clerk, Journal Clerk, and two reading 
clerks, at $3,600 each, and for the journal clerk for preparing Digest of the 
Rules, $1,000 per annum; tally clerk, $3,000; for printing and bill clerk, and dis- 
bursing clerk, at $2,500 each; for file clerk and enrolling clerk, at $2,250 each; 
for assistant disbursing clerk, assistant enrolling clerk, resolution and petition 
clerk, newspaper clerk, index clerk, superintendent of document-room, and 
librarian, at $2,000 each; for distributing clerk, stationery clerk, and two assist- 
ant librarians, at $1,800 each; for one book-keeper and seven clerks, including 
three clerks to index private claims, at $1,600 each; for document clerk and 
locksmith, at $1,440 cach; two messengers in the House library, at $1,314 each; 
one telegraph operator, one assistant to the file clerk, and two Jaborers in Clerk’s 
document-room, at $900 each; one „ one laborer in bath-room, and four 
laborers, at $720 each; one assistant journal clerk, at $6 per day during the ses- 
sion, $726; one assistant index clerk, during the session and three months after 
its close, two hundred and eleven days, at $6 per day, $1,266; one messenger- 
boy in chief clerk's room, $300; in all, $83,320. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 21 insert the following: Messenger to the Speaker, $1,000." 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. In speaking to this amend- 
ment I desire to say justa word. This relates to the pay of the messen- 
ger who attends uniformly at the Speaker’s room. The messenger 
there at present is merely a laborer who is detailed to that service, and, 
unlike other messengers, has other duties to perform. It is customary 
to make a small appropriation each year in the deficiency bill to sup- 
plement the laborer’s pay of this messenger. But the Speaker believes 
that his messenger ought to be put upon a proper footing. He desires 
to have this messenger specially assigned to his room. The amount 
stated in my amendment is the proper and usual pay of messen, 

Of course where the service is necessary this ought to be provided for 
as it is in every other instance, 

Mr. FORNEY. We have allowed for thirty-two messengers, and 
given the Speaker a clerk at $1,600. We do not think any provision 
ought to be made for any additional messenger. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That list does not include a 
messenger for the Speaker’s room. If the gentleman has allowed for 
too many messengers in this bill, he ought to cut the number down. 
This is not one of those thirty-two messengers. 

Mr. FORNEY. We think that thirty-two messengers are sufficient. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. If the gentleman has given 
too many laborers or too many messengers, let him cut the number 
down, but he should not cut off from the Speaker’s room a messenger 
who is necessary for the transaction of our business. There can be no 
reason why we should not provide for this messenger, unless it be that 
he is a messenger for the Speaker’s room or for some other reason that 
I can not imagine. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I am entirely in accord with the 
sentiments expressed by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE]. I find in the Departments of this Government this state ot 
facts existing: That persons are found working at desks alongside of 
each other, performing precisely the same work, some of them being 
paid $1,600 a year and others as low as $900, some of them even less 
than that; and the prevailing rule seems to be that those who get the 
most pay do the least work. Now, none of us believe that that is right. 
I believe that in the public service, as in private employments, indi- 
viduals ought to be paid in accordance with the kind and amount of 
the work which they perform, and I know of no better way to impress 
the Departments of the Government with the sentiments of Congress in 
that respect than by conforming to it ourselves. I find that in the serv- 
ice of this House there are persons who are carried on the pay-rolls as 
laborers and are assigned to duty as messengers, Now, if it be a fact 
that the duty of a messenger is more onerous than the duty of a laborer 
and thata messenger is entitled to greater compensation than a laborer, 
then I see no reason why a person should be borne on the rolls asa 
laborer and assigned to duty as a messenger. 

If, on the other hand, the duties of a messenger are not so difficult 
as those of a laborer, or that they are not entitled to more pay, then 
certainly we ought to reduce the compensation of the messengers. Now, 
in this case, the messenger to the Speaker’s room is carried on the rolls 
as a laborer, and if his services are not found to be n among 
the Jaborers, then I say we ought to reduce the number of laborers, 
and put him on the roll as a messenger and give him a messenger’s pay. 
I think it is time for this House to set an example in this matter and 
to conform to what we all concede to be the proper rule for the Depart- 
ments. I hope the amendment will be adopted, and also that another 
amendment will be adopted reducing the number of laborers by one. 

Mr. HOLMAN. A single word, Mr. Chairman. Of course, the 
committee would respect the views of the Speaker of the House in re- 
gard to the number of persons necessary to be employed in connection 
with the discharge of the duties of his office; but I do not understand 
that the Speaker himself recommends this, else I take it for granted that 
it would have been inserted by the Committee on Appropriations. But, 
sir, I wish to call attention to the fact that at the very threshold of the 
appropriations for the House of Representatives we are beginning to 
increase the compensation and the number of employés. Already the 
bill contains an additional clerk for the Speaker. He now has two. 
Over the existing law for the current year there is an increase of one 
clerk at $1,600, and it is now proposed to add another clerk at $1,000. 
The suggestion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE], that 
the laborer’s roll be decreased by one, I predict will not be carried out. 

The number of employés will not be reduced. I wish it could be, 
but I do not indulge that hope. This is simply a proposition to add 
another to the list of the employés of this House. I have no doubt 
that the House was surprised to hear the statement made a few days 
ago by a gentleman on the other side as to the number of persons em- 
ployed at the several doors of thisChamber. That the number of em- 
ployés of the House is beyond the wants of the public service is too 
obvious, and I do not believe that the Speaker of the House would 
desire to see the number increased. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the person in 
question is now borne upon the rolls as a laborer, and that this is sim- 
ply a proposition to transfer him to the messengers’ roll. 

Mr. HOLMAN. That is not the proposition. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is the fact. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand that that is the case, and that this 
is merely a proposition to change this man from one roll to another. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. Does the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECK- 
IN RIDE] propose to reduce the number of laborers ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course it ought to be done 
if there are too many of them; but we are not at that part of the bill 
now. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But does the gentleman propose to move that 
amendment? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I leave that tothe gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Forney], who has charge of the bill. I will cer- 
tainly vote for itif he thinks there are too many laborers. I have not 
looked into the subject myself. 

Mr. BURROWS. This amendment simply proposes to change this 
messenger from the laborers’ to the messengers’ roll—and certainly 
the Speaker of this House onght to be provided with a regular mes- 
senger. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. HOLMAN] says he does not think the Speaker desires this. Of 
course I would not offer an amendment of this kind without asking the 
Speaker if he did desire it, and when the amendment was sent to me 
by his private secretary I did ask him and he said that he did wish this 
change made. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, under the present arrangement every 
year when the deficiency bill comes up we paf this same laborer 
$300 extra for messenger work; so that it simply resolves itself into 
making two bites of one cherry. If you are going to have this man do 
messenger work the practical business way is to pay him as a messen- 
ger and put him on the roll of messengers. 

Mr. RANDALL, In fact, this does not involve an increase of this 
man's pay. He has served for many years in the capacity of messenger 
under Speakers of both political parties. He is a valuable man, and I 
do not know that the committee object to giving him adequate com- 
pensation, whatever the House may think to be right. But if this is 
to be done and this position as messenger is to be made a permanent 
one, there ought to be a decrease in the number of laborers; and for one 
I would prefer to have it understood now that such a decrease shall be 
made. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course the bill ought to be 
made harmonious in that respect; I presume the committee will take 
care of that matter. As has been remarked, the effect of this amend- 
ment is simply to give this man the same amount of money that we 
have in fact been voting him annually heretofore. 

Mr. PETERS. I understand that this man is now on the laborers’ 
roll at the regular rate of laborers’ compensation; but that we are in 
the habit of giving him in the annual deficiency bill the difference be- 
tween a laborer’s pay and that which he would receive as a messenger. 
If that is the case, why not provide for the compensation in this bili at 
$1,000, the amount which he is actually paid each year? 

Mr. RANDALL. He now performs laborer’s work in addition to 
serving as messenger. The effect of this proposition may be to relieve 
him from his duty as a laborer. 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, was agreed to. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I ask that the aggregate sum 
named at the close of the paragraph be increased to conform to the 
amendment just adopted. 

Mr. FORNEY. Itis the business of the Clerk to make corrections 
of that kind. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The change suggested by the gentleman from Ar- 
kansas will be made. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For Chaplain of the House, $900. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to amend the clause just read 
by striking out 8900“ and inserting 51.000.“ I do not think this 
proposition needsany discussion. Gentlemen of the House who know the 
circumstances in which our Chaplain is situated, and his disability, must 
realize the propriety of increasing the present salary of $900 to $1,000. 
I hope this increase will be granted without any hesitation. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Make it $1,200. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. At thesuggestion of the gentleman on 
the other side [Mr. SPRINGER] I modify my amendment so as to make 
the salary $1,200. I think that is what it ought to be, and it is the 
amount which I originally intended to propose. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think it ought to be $1,200. 

Mr. CANNON. Why not make it $1,500? 

A MEMBER. Why not $2,000? 

Another MEMBER. Because we can get all the prayers we require 
for $1,200. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The salary was fixed at $900 with the idea that 
Congress should always employ some clergyman having a congregation 
in this city. This is entirely a religious question, and I hope gentle- 
men will look at it in the light which becomes us. We have now the 
benefit of the services of a most able and excellent gentleman as Chap- 
lain, one who is an honor to this House and to the profession which he 
has adopted. I hope the House will not hesitate to make the salary 
adequate to the position. 

It is well known to members that during the last winter our present 
Chaplain suffered great affliction by reason of long sickness, which en- 


tailed upon him large and unexpected expenses. He is now quite ad- 
vanced in years, and may not be able to be with us very much longer. 
I think we should feel it our duty to give him at least the compensa- 
tion which is now pro : 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say only a word. When my colleague 
[Mr. SPRINGER] undertakes to do something religious I do not think 
we should interpose any obstruction. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Certainly not. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. Iam heartily in favor of this increase, 
both because I think it right in itself and also because of the high char- 
acter of the gentleman who is now acting as our Chaplain. But I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Illinois, who has been here longer than 
most of us, how it happens that this salary has thus far been only $900. 
There must have been some reason for it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I stated that the salary had been fixed at that 
amount in the expectation that we should employ as Chaplain some 
clergyman having a congregation in this city, this sum being merely an 
addition to his regularsalary. The effect has been generally to compel 
the House to make a selection under that restriction. But our present 
Chaplain has no congregation here; he is entirely dependent upon his 
compensation from Congress and upon the lectures which he delivers 
in vacation. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Is it understood that we are to pay this 
increase because of the increased necessity for prayer? 

Mr. SPRINGER. There is a great necessity for it. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. An increased necessity ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Gentlemen have no idea of the great power re- 
quired to bring salvation to such a body as this. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish to inquire whether, if this increase be 
now agreed to, the salary will continue at the increased rate hereafter 
when there may be some other Chaplain. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iadmit that we have a most excellent Chaplain; 
but the salary for this officer for the last twenty-five years has been $900. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not got through with my statement. I 
am trying to find out whether this amendment if adopted will operate 
as a permanent increase of the Chaplain’s salary 

Several MEMBERS. Of course. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Or will it only continue for the year to which 
the bill applies? 

Mr. SPRINGER. It can be fixed every year. 

Mr. STRUBLE. But never decreased. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. My own expectation is that the next House of 
Representatives will not require as much praying as this. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Then we will let you select your own Chaplain 
and pay him out of your own pockets. It will not require much to 
pay for the services he will render. [Laughter. ] 


Mr. FORNEY. This salary has been $900 for the last twenty-five - 


years. Now, if we increase the salary you must bear in mind that the 
increase will apply to the short session which iscoming. Wegivenow 
$900 for the four months, and I think that is a good salary. This bill 
only provides for the short session—four months. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Three months really. 

Mr. FORNEY. And he gets over $200 a month. That we regard as 
fair compensation. . 2 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amendment 
will be adopted, as I think it is a very proper one. It can not be ex- 
pected that we can secure the services of a Chaplain of great ability for 
a compensation of $900 a year. Chaplains in ordinary churches do not 
get less than from $1,500 to $5,000 a year. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does the gentleman regard it as essential that the 
Chaplain of this House should be a man of very great ability ? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. It is just as proper that we should have 
a Chaplain of ability for the House of Representatives as for a church; 
probably more so. I donot see why we should not secure the services 
of a thoroughly able man. 

Both sides will be better for having asufficient appropriation for the 
purpose of securing the prayers of a competent porion, and of course 
if they do not do any good they will not do any harm, , 

Mr. STRUBLE. I quite agree with the gentleman that it is proper 
to have a Chaplain; the only question, as I understand the gentleman’s 
position, is whether the man who is to be employed for that service is 
to be able to make acceptable prayers. : 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Well, it would certainly be better to have 
a man who was capable of doing so; and I think $900 is not sufficient 
to secure the services of a man of much ability to fill the position. 
Besides that, we should remember that if the Chaplain is to be heré, as 
is usually the case during the session, four. or five, or six days in the 
week, that his duties in that connection will be as great in the aggre- 
gate as the duties of a preacher who attends church only once a week. 
I would be in favor of increasing the amount above the $1,200 pro- 
posed, but as that has been suggested I hope it will be adopted. The 
Chaplain that we have is most worthy of this advance, and needs it 
very much in consequence of his recent sickness. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. In answer to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. StRUBLE] I desire to say that I had a good deal to do with schools 
in my day, and my experience has shown that it always takes a higher 
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order of ability to deal with an immature mind than is usually sup- 
posed. Applying that rule to this House, I think it is necessary that 
the Chaplain should be a man of considerable ability. [Laughter.] 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out something, for 
the purpose of saying a word. [Laughter.] 

I have no intention or desire of being understood as opposing a proper 
compensation to be paid to the Chaplain of the House; and I will con- 
cede what my friend from Indiana says, and agree with him, that the 
present gentleman who is officiating as Chaplain is in a condition to be 
entitled to our sympathy. I sympathize with him most deeply and 
ap te his ability as Chaplain of the House. Heis not only a man 
of intelligence, ability, and great learning, but a man of very great elo- 

uence, and a man who is concise and of great brevity in his prayers. 

Laughter.] I use the term to indicate conciseness of expression. He 
is conscientious in the discharge of his duty, and if I were called upon. 
to vote personally for the benefit of the Chaplain of the House I would 
feel like voting an increase to this gentleman of from $1,200 to $1,500, 
But while he is the present oceupaut of that position, it is not unrea- 
sonable to suppose that the time will come when there will be a change, 
and possibly a man of less ability and better able to get along with a 
lower salary will be appointed. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, And with a different religion. 

Mr. STRUBLE. I do not say that. I do not think it is a matter 
that has any bearing upon this question; but I think it is well to con- 
tinue the old rule for the present. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I know that all gentlemen in this 
House appreciate the qualities of the present Chaplain, and if we were 
not legislating on a great appropriation bill and at the very threshold 
of the bill, but were permitted to do what our own feelings would 
prompt, as a matter of favoritism, there would be little question that 
the proposition to increase this salary would meet with favor. But I 
know that a gentleman of the high character of the Chaplain of the 
House would not consent that members of this body should forget 
their duties to the country in the way of granting this increase as a 
matter of favoritism to him, and I do not believe that the constituency 
of my friend from Illinois would consent that at the very threshold of 
this great bill, carrying almost all the salaries of the Government, this 


departure should be made which will lay the foundation for a wide 


increase of all the salaries covered by the bill. 

This salary has remained at the present rate for more than twenty- 
five years. It has always been satisfactory, and the office has always 
been filled by gentlemen of high standing and character. I hope that 
the House will not begin here at the threshold of this bill, according to 
the feelings of gentlemen and their sympathies, to increase a salary 
which is now high enough. Thesalaries of the employés of this House 
are all far beyond the average salaries paid in this country at the pres- 
ent time. Besides that, this appropriation is but for three months. 
Three hundred dollars a month is a pretty high salary, as carried by 
this bill, and yet it is proposed to increase it. As the appropriation 
stands in the bill the 3 will receive $10 a day for every day he 
renders any service to the House. I hope the increase, then, will not be 
made, but I do hope that if the committee determine to increase this 
salary or any other, it will provide that the increase shall be confined 
to the time during which the office shall be held by the present incum- 
bent. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I desire to say just one word in reply to my 
friend from Indiana. I am willing to take the responsibility before 
my constituents of voting the sum of money that is necessary for a 

roper salary to the Chaplain. I know the council of Jacksonville, 
ii, if they wanted a chaplain, would be willing to pay him the nec- 
essary salary. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is that a Democratic town? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No; itis largely Republican. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Could you get a competent chaplain for that 


money? 

Mr. SPRINGER. They would be willing, I feel assured, to pay for 
the services of a man so competent as this gentleman a salary on which 
he could live. There is no danger of setting a wrong precedent. I 
will say to the gentleman from Indiana that what relates to this office 
can not relate to any other. There is no other blind man led here every 
morning to perform his duties. It is an exceptional case. There never 
will be another, and I hope this will not be made a precedent. It will 
not be, and gentlemen need not be so afraid of increasing the salaries 

id by this Government. The increase of $300 will not hurt yon, and 

t will be a great benefit to him. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I wish to ask. the gentleman from Illinois a ques- 

tion. I understood the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] to 


say that this salary has been fixed at $900 for the last half a century. 


Mr. RANDALL, It was so fixed in 1871; and it was always the 
same before that vear, so far as we know. 

Mr. DOCKERY. And this is a proposition to increase the salary ? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The reason is that hitherto we have been employ- 
ing clergymen who had charges in this city, and the salary we voted 
was in addition to the compensation the cle received as the 
pastor of his church. But in this instance we have selected a man 
who had no other duty. 


Mr. OATES. Then do you put this proposed increase of salary on 
the ground of mere charity? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; I hold it is the duty of this House to 
provide itself with a Chaplain. The clergyman selected, although not 
participating in the deliberations of the House, must be here every day 
to perform the duty for which he is appointed. And if we require the 
service of a Chaplain we should pay him for that service. He must 
be here all the time. He can not go off ona lecturing tour; he can 
not visit his home in Illinois; he must be here; and for that reason he 
ought to be properly paid. 

Mr, OATES. II it isa mere charity, let us put our hands in our own 
Pockets and make up this amount. 

Mr. SPRINGER. It is not a mere charity. There are many gen- 
tlemen in this city who would like to have this place at half thesalary. 
We wanted a man of ability; we got him, and we are willing to pay him. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to make this remark, that the Chaplain 
has never appeared beſore the Committee on Appropriations by letter or 
in person to ask an increase of salary. 

Mr. SPRINGER. He has never asked me either to propose this in- 
crease. He is too modest to do so. I rest his case on his merits. 

Mr, ROGERS, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The geutleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. Wê have too much disorder. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s point of order is well taken. 
The Chair asks gentlemen to aid in preserving order. 

Mr. FORNEY. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY ] asked 
if the salary of the Chaplain had not been $900 for the last fifty years. 
I will state to the gentleman that the appropriation act for 1871 fixed 
the salary of the Chaplain of the House at $900; and I presume that was 
the salary for a number of years prior to that. I may remark also that 
this is a salary given in a certain sense for a period of four months. 
There is a law which permits the Chaplain to draw the whole amount 
of his salary after four months’ service. 

Mr. KERR. I dislike to make any objection to this proposed increase 
of salary, because I know the great worth of the gentleman who is our 
Chaplain. He has been known for nearly half a century as one of the 
most worthy men in this country. But I do not think the service he 
has to perform is such as to require a compensation more than has been 
hitherto allowed. i 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] has shown a commend- 
able interest in the Chaplain. I suppose he is a resident of that gen- 
tleman’s district, and I do not wonder at his interest in his behalf. 
But we can not have chaplains from all of our districts, and I am a lit- 
tle surprised that the gentleman from Illinois, with all his professions 
with regard for economy, should go so far as to press this claim simply 
because the gentleman who is our Chaplain is a former constituent of 
his, a former resident of his district. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR, I offered this amendment without ref- 
erence to the gentleman from Illinois. I had no conversation with 
him or with anybody else in regard to it. But when I saw in this 
bill that the Chaplain was only receiving a salary of $900 I was very 
much astonished. I do not think it is creditable to this House to give 
to the Chaplain such a salary. When gentlemen desire to practice 
economy with an overflowing Treasury, the surplus in which threatens 
to imperil the business interests of the country, I think the place to 
begin is not with the salary of the blind Chaplain. I think it ought 
to be $1,200. The Speaker’s messenger is paid $1,000, and there are 
messengers in all the Departments of the Government getting from 
$1,000 to $1,500, and certainly I think $1,200 is not too much to pay 
our Chaplain. 

Mr. KERR. Has there been any proposition to return to the prin- 
ciples of economy in regard to any of the offices? Has not the tendency 
been rather in the other direction ? 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. That does not make any difference. 
The argument is all the more against the gentleman. If we have not 
heretofore begun to practice economy that is no reason why we should 
begin here and now. This gentleman lives in a distant State; he re- 
ceives no mileage; he is required to be here dayafter day; and I say it 
is a wrong, a hardship, an injustice, to ask him, in view of his services, 
to receive a less sum than $1,200. [Cries of “Vote!” „Vote!“ 

The question was taken on theamendment of Mr. Joserm D. TAYLOR, 
and there were—ayes 72, noes 72. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quorum has voted, 
the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
JosEpH D. TAYLOR] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY]. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, noes 82. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I move to strike out the words nine 
hundred’’ and insert eleven hundred.” 

The question was taken on the amendment, and the Chairman de- 
clared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 65. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No quorum has voted. 


The CHAIRMAN. The point being made that no quoram has voted, 
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the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. subject very clearly. In his letter to tho Appropriation Committeo 


Josera D. TAYLOR] and the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY]. 
The tellers took their places, but before the count was completed, 
Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR said: Mr. Chairman, Iwill withdraw the 
point of no quorum and move that the amount be made $1,000. That 

was my original motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. What motion does the gentleman make? 

. Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I modify my motion so as to strike 
out nine hundred“ and insert one thousand.“ 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. JOSEPH D. TAY- 
Lon, and the Chairman declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 70. 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. No quoram. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order haying been made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint to act as tellers the gentle- 
mau from Ohio [Mr. JosE H D. TAYLOR] and the gentleman from Aia- 
bama [Mr. Forsey]. . 

The committee divided, but before the count was completed Mr. 
Josern D. TAYLOR withdrew the point of no quoram, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the Clerk: For Clerk of the House of Representatives, including com- 
ere as disbursing officer of the contingent fund, $5,000; and for hire of 

orses and wagons and cartage for the use of the Clerk's ofice, $700, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; for Chief Clerk, Journal Clerk. and two reading 
clerks, at $3,000 each, and for the Journal clerk for preparing Digest of the Rules, 
$1,000 per annum ; tally clerk, $3,000; for printing and bill clerk, and disbursing 
clerk, at $2,500 cach; for file clerk and enrolling clerk, at $2,250 each; for as- 
sistant disbursing clerk, assistant enrolling clerk, resolution and petition clerk, 
newspaper clerk, index clerk, superintendent of document-room, and librarian, 
at $2,000 each; for distributing clerk, stationery clerk, and two assistant librari- 
ans, at $1,800 cach; for one book-keeper and seven clerks, including three clerks 
to index private claims, at $1,600 each; for document clerk and locksmith, at 
81.40 — 8 two messengers in the House library, at $1,314 each; one telegraph 
operator, one assisiant to the file clerk, and two laborers in Clerk’s document- 
room, at $900 cach; one page, one laborer in the bath-room, and four laborers, 
at N each ; one assistant Journal clerk, at 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend on page 10, line 5, by 
striking out ſor the Journal Clerk,” and inserting for a clerk to be 
designated by the Speaker.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
WHEELER] has an amendment which comes in before that, and which 
I would like to have taken in connection with the prior paragraph. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I send up an amendment which 
I desire to offer. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 25, page 10, and in lines 1 and 2, page II, strike out the words “at six 
dollars per day during the session, seven hundred and twenty-six dollars,” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words at eighteen hundred dollars.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. If that is subject to the point of order, I wish to re- 
serve the point. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I am as much opposed as the most 
economical member of this House to tolerating an increase of salary in 
any case where the purpose or the effect is to give additional pay for 
work which can be properly done at the compensation heretofore pro- 
vided in appropriation bills of this character, and I would not have 
offered the amehdment were it not that it seems to be conceded that 
the amount paid the assistant Journal clerk is entirely out of propor- 
tion to the work and responsibility which attaches to the position. 

In the Forty-third Congress the salary of this official was $3,000. In 
that Congress 5,050 bills were introduced and 711 reports made thereon; 
in all, 5,761. In the Forty-seventh Congress 8,055 bills were introduced 
and 2,044 reports were submitted; in all, 10,099. In the Forty-eighth 
Congress the bills increased to 8,637 and reports 2,692, in all 11,329. 
In the Forty-ninth Congress 11,510 bills were introduced and reports 
were made upon 4,181 of said bills; in all, 15,691. It will therefore be 
observed that the keeping of the Journal in the Forty-ninth Congress in- 
volved three times the labor that was required in the Forty-third Con- 
gress. In this Congress we have already introduced 10,066 bills, and 
the reports some days ago numbered 2,217. 

I mention these facts to show the increase of the work connected with 
the Journal, and the absolute necessity of employing a clerk of the high- 
est capability. I have just consulted with the distinguished chairman 
of the committee, and also with the gentleman [Mr. FORNEY] who has 
charge of the bill, and I feel authorized to say that they fully recog- 
nize the inadequacy of this official’s compensation. After the bill now 
being considered was reported to the House, General Clark, our effi- 
cient clerk, addressed a letter to the committee, a paragraph of which 
I will read: 

The billrecently reported from your committee provides for an assistant Jour- 


nal Clerk, to be paid at a rate which, in my opinion, is entirely inadequate to 
the character and amount of work performed. t 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I still reserte my point of order. 

Mr. ROGERS obtained the floor and yielded his time to Mr. WHEELER, 
Mr. WHEELER. I thank the gentleman from Arkansas for his 


courtesy in giving me time to explain the necessity for the amend- 
ment. 3 


The Clerk of the House, with the experience of three Con as 


Clerk and doubie that number as a Member, gives his views upon this 


he says: 8 
I take this method of suggesting that the time has come when the rapid in- 


crease of the pap business requires a higher rate of compensation than that 
provided in the bill. 


If General Clark is right in this, and I believe the Committee on Ap- 
propriations do not question his opinion on this subject, it seems that 
now is the time to rectify what really appears to have been an inad- 
vertence in the preparation of the bill. I will read further from the 
letter. General Clark says: ; : 
22 ĩ ĩ łͤ of ERLA AEON AON ot with ames Ea 
sarily be performed after the adjournment of the House. ` 

The Journal often reaches from forty to sixty pages of manuscript, nearly all 
of which is prepared 
Clerk being constantly required upon the floor of the House. 

This work has to be done by one man. It is a character of work 
which admits of no delay, and must be done with the most scrupulous 
accuracy, 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. If this salary should not be 
increased, is there any danger that the gentleman who now occupies the 
position will resign? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. In reply to my friend who makes this inquiry I 
would state that I am informed that the gentleman who now performs 
the duty of assistant Journal clerk has been induced to remain by as- 
surances that all proper efforts would be made to seeure the permanent 
salary which is embodied in the pending amendment. We are credi- 
bly informed that the pay as appropriated by the bill as it now stands 
will not retain in ourservice that experience and capability the person 
intrusted with this important duty should possess. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I can bring a man here who 
will be glad to do the work for the present pay. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will bet that the man my friend refers to can 
not doit. [Laughter.] We can get plenty of men who will come here 
and accept the position and go through the form, but I beg to assure 
the gentleman from North Carolina that although his friend may be a 
most excellent and capable gentleman he might fall far short of com- 
passing the work which attaches to this position. 

The letier which I hold in my hand gives us some information on 
this point. In speaking farther on the duties of the assistant Journal 
clerk, it says: - 

The duties require not only thé exercise of intelligence, but also experience 
on the part of the clerk, and unless an increase i$ made the probability is that 


aan changes will have to be made, to the great detriment of the public 
service. 


It has also been urged with some force that this position should be 
provided with a fixed salary, as the incumbent is required to do con- 
siderable work after Congress adjourns, which is not. the case, so far as_ 
I can learn, with others, Who, like the assistant Journal clerk, are on 
the session’s roll. 

I can not do better than to read General Clark’s words. He says: 


After the adjournment of Congress much time is required in putting in order 
the large amount of business incident to the closing days of the session, such as 
verifying the reports of conference commitices, reading and correcting proof, 
preparing the points of order for insertion at the end of the printed Journal, 
preparing the manuscript Journal for the binding, ete. 2 


We must keep the Journal of the House in capable and experienced 
hands. There must be no doubt or question to the verity of the pro- 
ceedings as recorded in the Journal of the House; a mistake, particu- 
larly at the close of the session, might become a matter of most serions 
consequence. Intelligence and capability are indispensable, and ex- 
perience should be added when attainable. 

I do not care to give this matter any more extended discussion. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [still reserve my point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, as we are likely to be flooded with 
amendments touching the compensation of House employés, I wish to 
speak generally on that point now. I know how difficult it is to re- 
sist the applications of those who are daily associated with us in the 
public employ. I experience this perhaps as much as any other mem- 
ber of the House, for I can say truthfully that I have been the recipient 
of as much courtesy from officers here as can possibly have been the 
case with any other member, and I feel the obligation on my part thus 
created. But I think in matters of this kind we ought not to be gov- 
erned by friendship or sentiment. a 

Now, I wish to state the fact that the cost of the service of the em- 
ployés in the English House of Commons is but one-half what this 
House pays its employés. 

A MEMBER. Cheap foreign labor!“ 

Mr. RANDALL. In other words, while thè amount paid by the 
House of Commons of Great Britain is $240,000, we pay for similar 
service $510,000; yet the membership of the House of Commons is 
double in numbers that of this House. I only mention this under a 
supposition that perhaps ‘‘ Jeffersonian simplicity”? may have some 
lodgment in the minds of members as contrasted with the demands of 
royalty. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Jefferson was opposed to royalty, and it was 
through: his efforts, with those of others, that we separated from Great 
Britain. And I hope we shall never get back to British standards in 
questions of government. z 


by the assistant Journal clerk, the time of the Journal 
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Mr. RANDALL. Astothe matter immediately under consideration, 
.the committee read and carefully considered the letter of the Clerk of 
the House, and were rather disposed to adopt some equalization between 
the salary of the Journal Clerk and the compensation of his assistant. 
The Journal Clerk’s compensation is $4,600—within $400 of what a 
member of this House receives, That includes, of course, $1,000 for 
the preparation of the digest. The young man who is now acting as 
assistant Journal clerk receives upon an average, $1,100 annually. I 
believe if the committee had felt called upon to make a change some 
of us, at least, would have agreed to raise the of the assistant 
and reduce that of the Journal Clerk. I do not believe we should in- 
crease the aggregate now paid for the work in connection with the 
Journal. Five thousand six hundred dollars or $5,700 is a very large 
amount of money to be paid for journalizing the proceedings of this 
House. The work of the assistant Journal clerk, I am free to say, is 
about as ardnous, though it may not be so responsible, as that of the 
Journal Clerk. The latter officer, if I understand correctly, does that 
portion of the service which is open to our observation here in the House, 
while the assistant Journal clerk, after the daily adjournment, makes 
up the Journal in the form to be read the next morning. Ido not hes- 
itate to say that, in my judgment, this young man who is acting as as- 
sistant Journal clerk receives too little pay, while I believe the com- 
peg nie of the Journal Clerk, including its different forms of payment, 

too 


arge. 
I I should be allowed to move an amendment to the amendment to 
reduce the Journal Clerk what we increase the other, I believe it would 
meet the justice of the case and be fair play all round. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to present the point of order 
Thaveraised. Ido it under the third clause of Rule XXI of the House. 
It is not pretended, Mr. Chairman, this employé is provided for by any 

general law. The employment is provided for on an appropriation bill, 
and has been since the office was created. So there is no law on the 
subject except the law of the appropriation bill, the law of the current 
year. In view of that fact I desire to call the attention of the Chair 
to the language of the third clause of the twenty-first rule: 

8. No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be 
in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously author- 
ized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such public works and 
objects as are already in progress. 

I think the Chair has uniformly held the terms except for public 
works and objects already in progress’’—that those terms have no rela- 
tion to the employés of the House. So the whole objection turns on the 
first clause of this paragraph: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
3 an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 

If there is any law itis the law of the current year. There can not 
be any other law. There is no other law, It seems to me to be im- 
possible torule this expenditure is authorized by law, inasmuch as the 
only law in force makes a different provision for compensating this em- 

loyé of the House. The proposition is so clear it is not necessary to 
it, and it seems to me that a mere statement of the question is 
sufficient. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hardly think it is necessary to make any reply 
to the position taken upon the point of order by my friend from In- 
diana Mr. HOLMAN]. There is no law fixing the salary of assistant 
Journal clerk. The authority for his appointment, and the authority 
for appropriations to pay his salary come to us by virtue of the consti- 
tutional provision in reference to the House of Representatives, and 
that necessarily involves the right on the part of the House to employ 
such clerical force as Congress in its wisdom may find necessary for its 
proper organization and the efficient conduct of its business. 

I understand that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN] re- 
lies upon section 3 of Rule XXI, which I will read: 


No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or bein 


order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously autho 
ublic works and ob- 


by law, unless in continuation of appropriation for such 
12 as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing law 
in order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 


The amendment is not obnoxious to the first part of the rule I have 
read. The law does not provide any salary for this official, and if an 
amendment is not in order fixing a salary, then with equal force the 
section in the bill sought to be amended would also be subject toa 
point of order, because it is just as much a violation of the rule to re- 
pi a bill for an expenditure not previously authorized by law as it 

to lodge an amendment for such an expenditure. This shows that 
section 3 does not at all apply to this class of cases. 

The language which follows sustains this view. It clearly indicates 
that the first part of the clause refers to public works and for expendi- 
tures of that character. Butthe gentleman says that the appropriation 
bill which provided the salaries of the officers for this current year is 
the law, and that there can not be any other law in this matter, and 
therefore he insists that to change the amount from that appropriated 
for this current year would be a change of existing law. Suppose we 
had failed to pass an appropriation bill for this current year, then, ac- 
cording to the position assumed there would be no law authorizing any 
appropriations whatever for assistant Journal clerk, and therefore we 
could be inhibited from making any appropriation for this purpose. 


It seems to me this shows that the amendment should be allowed 
and the point of order overruled. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, at the Forty-ninth Congress this 
same question was raised. It was then contended by members on the 
floor of the House that amendments of this kind were not in order, be- 
cause they changed existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN.. Iam not claiming they change existing law, but 
that it is provided by law. f 

Mr. TARSNEY. Then we provide, if we are in favor of it, that it 
shall continue as the law until the expiration of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The current bill is The law in this case. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to address myself for a 
short time to the point of order which has been raised. By an exami- 
nation of the statutes it will be found that many of the officers and em- 
ployés of the House are provided for in appropriation bills passed in 
years since 1879. In 1879 I believe there were five messengers pro- 
vided for, but since that time the number has grown from five to twenty- 
three, and they have all been provided for in appropriation bills, and 
if this point of order has never been raised before it seems to me the 
precedent is against the construction of the rule asked for. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know what we can be governed by unless 
it be the current law making the appropriation. 

Mr. TARSNEY. There is no other law. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. If the Chair please, there is no other law, except 
the existing appropriation act. That does not apply to the fiscal year 
commencing the Ist of July, 1888, and running to the 30th of June, 
1889. 

A MEMBER. 
ation. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Then we would be in the position of having 
these officers here during this session of Congress provided for and paid 
under an appropriation bill, and no power in the House to provide for 
the payment of the same officers for the next year, no matter how im- 
perative the necessity for such payment might be, unless we went to 
the trouble of passing a general law. The precedents are all against 
that construction. We are providing now for a period commencing on 
the Ist of July next and ending on the Ist of July, 1889. The proposed 
law at this time does not provide for the existence of these offices. It 
is intended simply to provide pay for offices already created. It is in 
the line of existing law. They are officers of the House, and we are 
providing for the salaries of these officers by this law. Therefore the 
point of order does not lie. 

Mr. CANNON. Is it not true, Mr. Chairman, that the Constitution 
of the United States established the rule and regulations in this mat- 
ter for the House of Representatives? There is no general law declar- 
ing how many employés there shall be, but as the necessity arises for 
the employment of these officers they are provided under the power 
granted in the Constitution. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. In answer tothe inquiry of the gentleman from 
Indiana I would say this: The point raised is not thatwe have not the 
power to create the office, but that we have not the power to provide 
for the increased pay for the next year in the present appropriation bill. 
I am contending that this office already exists by virtueoflaw. There 
is no question but that Congress has the power to provide for the office 
under its general legislative powers; but the question presented here 
is whether we can provide for the increased pay asked in this bill. It 
seems to me that we are providing for payments authorized by existing 
law, and that the point of order can not lie against the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point made by the gentleman from Indiana 
is on a proposition to increase the salary of the assistant Journal clerk 
of the House. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ifthe Chair will permit an interruption, Ihope the 
amendment willbe read against which I have made the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is a proposition to increase the salary of 
the assistant Journal clerk of the House of Representatives on an ap- 
propriation bill. The gentleman from Indiana insists that this propo- 
sition is in violation of the third clause of Rule XXI—that it changes 
existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. If the Chair will pardon me, my point of order is 
that there is no law authorizing this expenditure, in the language of 
the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not want to make a ruling on 
the subject without being aware of the gentleman’s exact point. Does 
the gentleman from Indiana not recognize the fact that there are duties 
devolying upon the assistant Journal clerk for which provision may be 
made in this bill? 0 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly they are provided by law; but this is 
simply an increase of compensation not authorized by law. 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair understood, and was about to rule 
in regard to the point made by the gentleman. 

If that be true, it necessarily comes under the subdivision 3 of Rule 
XXI, providing that no provision changing existing law shall be incor- 
1 in any general appropriation bill, ete. 

Mr. HOLMAN rose, 


Then there would be no law authorizing the appropri- 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would prefer to proceed without in- 
terruption for the present. 

In the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty-sixth Congresses time and 
again this question was raised and sustained, and it has been frequently 
so decided since. It has generally been held that where there was any 
general law fixing a salary, that that law governs in relation to this 
rule; that where there had been no salary fixed by law, other than in 
an appropriation bill, that the salary therein stated indicated the pur- 

ove of Congress as to what it should be, and that any effort to change 
it ufter it was once indicated by the House on an appropriation bill 
was in violation of the rule and subject to the objection here raised. 

The,Chair holds that the point of order is well taken; and the Clerk 
will continue to read. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike ont in line 5, page 10, the words for 
the Journal Clerk for preparing the Digest to the Rules’? and insert 
or a clerk to be designated by the Speaker.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on this amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his point of order. 

Mr. HOLMAN, That it is a change of the existing law. 

Mr. COX, Mr. Chairman, I do not think the point of order is well 
taken. Let me say in this connection 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to have the point of order decided. 

Mr. COX. I will not take up much time. 5 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not speak personally; but the gentleman will 
understand the importance of having these questions decided promptly 
and without debate as far as practicable. 

Mr. COX. Let me state that this amendment does not raise the pay 
of the clerk provided for here, nordoes it makea new office. Itsimply 
gives to the Speaker of the House the right to designate a clerk who 
shall make ont the annual Digest. The Speaker evidently is the man 
of all others who is most competent to select the proper person for that 
duty; and if it be that the pay of the Journal Clerk is too much, which 
has been suggested for other reasons about which I make no comment 
one way of the other or complaint, for I have none to make, and make 
no point upon the salary, then this salary can be amended. 

Mr. RANDALL, Let me interrupt the gentleman for a moment. 
The gentleman understands that the Journal Clerk is the best person 
to make this selection. He is certainly best fitted for the performance 
of that duty. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And he has always performed it heretofore. 

Mr. RANDALL, And satisfactorily. 

Mr. COX. But nevertheless it can scarcely be doubted that the 
Speaker is the proper person to indicate the clerk to do this duty. The 
Speaker is most closely connected with these questions of order, and 
he should be permitted to select the person who is to journalize them. 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask a ruling on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk will read. 

Mr. COX. I did not understand the Chair to give any reason for 
sustaining the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair did not. It is not necessary. But 
the Chair will give a reason, that there is no authority of law for it, 
and under the rules of the House it is not in order—under Rule XXI 
for it creates a new office. - 

Mr. COX. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. I move the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “operator,” in line 21. on page 10, insert 81,200; so that it 
will read “one telegraph operator, $1,200." 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will reserve the point of order upon this, as I 
wish to ask the question if that is to supply a mere omission ? 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman what it iss The tel- 
egraph operator out here, the Department operator for the House, now 
gets $900 a year, while the Senate operator gets $1,200. This man has 
two or three times the amount of work to do that the Senate operator 
has. I have been requested by a number of parties to offer this amend- 
ment, and I believe it is a just and proper one. 

Mr. FORNEY. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that $900 
for three months’ work during the next session is pretty good pay. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, this is the salary for short session and long 
session, year in and year out. He can not get employment outside 
while thus engaged. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Indexing Journals of Congress: For clerk to prepare the general index to 
the Journals of Congress, under resolution of June 18, 1878, $2,500, and for the 
following assistants under his direction, to be appointed by the Committee on 
Rules, namely: Two at $1,200 each, four at $1,000 each, and two at $300 each; in 
all, $10,500, 

Mr. TARSNEY. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] in- 
terrupted me when I was on the floor to offer an amendment to the pre- 
ceding paragraph, I ask unanimous consent to go back and offer an 


amendment on page 10 so as to insert in line 4 the word ‘tally clerk.” 
The CHAIRMAN. That can only be done by unanimous consent. 

The gentleman from Michigan asks unanimous consent to return to 

page 10, line 4, and offer the amendment which the Clerk will read. 


XIX——290 


The Clerk read as follows: - 


On 10, line 4, after the words “ Journal Clerk,” insert “tally clerk;" se 
that it will read : — 


75 pa Chief Clerk, Journal Clerk, tally clerk, and two reading clerks, at $3,600 
each. i 


The CHAIRMAN. 
graph? 

Mr. RANDALL. That is part of the flood. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 

Mr. TARSNEY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania does not object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will state the reason why I offer the amend- 
ment, In the last appf®priation bill the tally clerk of this House 
was provided for by the salary fixed in that bill. That was at the rate 
of $3,000, as I remember. Since that time, and during this Congress, 
additional work has been placed upon him. He is now required to 
make an index of all the Calendars of this House. There is not a 
harder-worked man than the man who sits at that desk, aesiguated as~ 
the tally clerk. I simply ask in the spirit of equalization that he shall 
be placed on an equality with theothers who sitat the desk with him. 
I thoroughly agree with my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALE] 
that when a man accepts a position connected with the House at a fix 
salary he should be bound to perform the duties which at the time of 
his acceptance pertained to that office. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not make that argument. 

Mr. TARSNEY. But if in the course of the performance of his du- 
ties additional burdens are placed on his shoulders, then additional 
compensation commensurate with that additional service should be 
awarded him. It is in that spirit, and in that spirit only, that I offer 
this amendment in justice to a hard-worked officer of this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to repeat what I said once before: While 
I do not seek to lower the salaries of those officials at the desk, I do 
not want to raise them. I know their qualifications are of a peculiar 
character as regards some of them, and especially the reading clerks. 
But these officials are liberally paid. They are only on duty while the 
House is in session. When the Honse adjourns they can put on their 
hats and go hence; and when the final adjournment takes place they 
can pack their franks and go home. There is no real merit, in my 
judgment, in the proposition at this time of year to demand an increase 
in those salaries for the short session. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Lask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, when are 
these indexes made? It is not while the House is in session. They 
are made when the gentleman from Pennsylvania and I are asleep, many 
of them. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to call further attention to a fact which my 
friend from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] has already emphasized. Prior 
to the time that the tally clerk was required to index the Calendars of 
the House, it may be true, as stated, that aiter the adjournment of the 
House the tally clerk had nothing to do. But now that additional work 
is imposed upon him, and it is certainly no light task to index such a 
Calendar as we have now, and which, as I understand, is reprinted twice 
a week. 

The indexing of the Calendar, especially after the middle of the first 
session, from that time on, and during the second session, isa laborious 
task, requiring a man of considerable ability to perform it properly. 
I know those who have been familiar with the Calendar during this 
session have realized the great convenience which the index to the Cal- 
endar has been to them as members of Congress and for the dispatch 
of business in this House. It seems to me that with this additional 
work placed on the tally clerk it is no more than right that his com- 
pensation should be increased. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand the point of order is pending. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I did not know that any point of order had been 
raised. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserved the point of order. 

Mr. TARSNEY. What is the point of order? Is it that the amend- 
ment changes existing law? : 

Mr. HOLMAN. It is that the amendment makes an appropriation 
not authorized by law. 

Mr. TARSNEY. During last session, when the legislative appro- 
priation bill, or a bill of like character, was under consideration in this 
House, and the distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] 
was in the chair, this same question was raised, and the Chair then 
ruled that the appropriation bill was not a general law within the 
meaning of the language of that rule. And neither is it. 

I concede that where Congress has passed a law which is intended as 
a perpetual law, whichstands until itis repealed, and which does not ex- 
pire by its own limitation, that is a general law which can not, under the 
rule, be changed by au amendmentin a bill like this. But, sir, we are 
here dealing with an existing condition of things, simply making an 
appropriation to pay expenses for what we have on hand, and who tells 
me that this is the ‘‘existing law?” This bill, if it passes, as it cer- 
tainly will, does not beconie operative until the Ist day of July next. 
It does not change in the slightest degree tha compensation that any 


Is there objection to returning to that para- 
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employéof this House is receiving under the last appropriation bill that 
we 

This is 2 special law intended to apply only for twelve months, be- 
ginning on the Ist day of July and ending on the 30th day of June next. 
This is not a general law. This is not the“ existing law” that is con- 
templated in the rule, and it was so held, and properly held, last year 
by the gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. SPRINGER], sitting in the chair 
which you, sir, now occupy. Here is the ruling. Ireferto page 2423 
of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: : 

It seems that there is no general law fixing this salary, aud it must be carried 
in the appropriation bill, Therefore it is not for the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House to fix it, and he will submit the question to the com- 
mittee. 

And he did submit it to the committee. g 

Now, I raise this point because if the ruling made by the Chair is to 
stand as the law of this House, then, sir, this House has no power, but 
the Committee on Appropriations possesses all the power that was dele- 
gated to the entire House of Representatives. The Committee on Ap- 
propriations, consisting of fifteen members, may go into their commit- 
tee-room and there fix the salary of any employé of this House and 
bring their bill in here, and every Representative from every other part 
of the country has his lips sealed because under such a ruling he can 
not even offer an amendment to the edict of the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 0 

Mr. RANDALL. The action of the committee is regulated by law 
and by the rales of this House, 

Mr, TARSNEY. ‘The salaries are regulated only by the appropria- 
tion bills coming from the Appropriations Committee, and against such 
a usurpation of power I, for one, a3 a Representative, protest and say 
that it is not right. Isay we should have the right to offer amend- 
ments to every section of the bill, whether we belong to one commit- 
tee or another, and I say this with the utmost deference and respect for 
the gentlemen composing the Committee on Appropriations. I know 

that they have labored bard and labored earnestly, and exercised their 
best judgment in reference,to this matter, but of course the doctrine of 
infallibility does not apply even to the Committee on Appropriations of 
the House of Representatives. d 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard for a moment on 
the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, T call for a decision. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, the appropriation bills 

Mr. RANDALL. Task for a decision on the point of order. 
gentleman has already spoken. 

Mr. PETERS, I have not spoken en the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to have the debate pro- 
tracted very much on the question of order. 

Mr. PETERS. I think the Chair will bear me out that I do not- 
occupy very much time in that way. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis not reflecting upon the gentleman 
at all; the Chair will be glad to hear him. 

Mr. PETERS. The position of tally clerk bas been created by an 
appropriation bill andis recognized by the bill. ‘This office, therefore, 
a a different position from the one upon which the Chair ruled a 
few minutes ago. The difference is that additional duties have been 

laced upon this official. Now, certainly, it can not be contended that 
Fe this House sees fit, by custom or by law, to increase the duties of 
one of its officials, the House is still debarred under the rule from in- 
creasing the compensation of that official. I do not think that such 
was the intent or spirit of the rule, and therefore I do not think that 
this case comes within the ruling which the Chair made awhile ago 
upon the other case, That is the point to which I wish to direct the 
attention of the Chair. 

Mr. TARSNEY. It is an entirely different question. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair wishes to say that whatever embar- 
_rassment may have arisen in the matter of legislation upon appropria- 
tion bills, the House itself in the fixing of its.rules is responsible for 
it. If there is anything unreasonable or tyrannical in the rules the 
fault lies not with the Chair, but with the Houseitself. This question 
isan old one. It has been ruled on time and again from the Forty- 
fourth Congress down to the present, and almost uniformly it has been 
held that this provision refers not only to legislation relating to the 
fixing o! a salary generally, but also to such provisions contained in 


The 


` „appropriation bills; that is, that the necessity of the service existing, 


and the appropriation bill having fixed the salary, that was an indication 
to the Committee on Appropriations and to the House of what the com- 
pensation should be; and that the Committee on Appropriations could 
not report a different provision, nor could any member offer such a 
provision by way of an amendment to the bill in the House. 

The Committee on Appropriations, it is complained, have some ex- 
traordinary power. Certainly the Chuir was misunderstood if such was 
assumed to be his opinion. In saying that the appropriation bill fixed 
salaries, the Chair did not reter to the bill under consideration, but to 
the appropriation bills of the preceding year which had become law. 
The Chair is quite aware that the gentleman from Illinois, as presiding 
officer during the last Congress, made a different ruling; but the Chair 
is also aware that that ruling was exceptional, the decision having been 
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in general the other way. ‘Therefore the Chair sustains the point of 
order. À 

Mr. BURNES. For the purpose of addressing an inquiry to the gen- 
tleman having charge of this bill, I desire to submit a point of order 
upon the paragraph just read, I find there a provision for a clerk to 
Prepare a general index to the Journals of Congress; and I find also pro- 
vision for certain assistants—eight in number, | believe. It is provided, 
I observe, that, these assistant clerks are to be appointed by the Com- 
mittee on Rules, It has been suggested that this is a change of exist- 
ing law, and, if so, I wish to ask the reason forthe change. I have re- 
served a point of order in order that I may decide upon the explana- 
tion which may be made whether to press the point or not. 

Mr. RANDALL. The main object on the part ot the committee 
was to secure the completion of this work in four years, instead of al- 
lowing it to be extended over sixteen years under the provision already 
adopted. The official who was originally selected by the Committee 
on |iules stated, I believe, that with his present force it would take 
sixteen years to do this work. ‘The original plan for the work wasin- 
troduced in this House by Hon. Alexander H. Stephens, of Georgia, upon 
u resolution from the Committee on Rules; and the work has always been 
under the direction of that committee. That is the reason the selection 
of these clerks was left to the Committee on Rules. If there is any 
other committee more competent to supervise or direct this work than 
the Committee on Rules, it is desirable the change should be made; but 
it was the judgment of the Committee on Appropriations (I myselt 
taking very little part in the matter, as my associates will recollect, 
because, being a member of the Committee on Rules, I felt some deli- 
cacy in regard to it); it was the judgment of the Committee on Appro- 
priations that as the work had heretofore been done under the direc- 
tion of the Committee on Rules, it would be best to continue in their 
hands the control of it in the future. 

Mr. HOLMAN, My recollection is that in the appropriation bill far 
the present year, on acconut of there not being proper responsibility 
on the part of the persons employed, the provision placing the work 
under the direction of the Committee on Rules was omitted. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘There has never been any legislation connected 
with this matter except to execute the original resolution by providing 
pay for those employed in this work, It has now taken eleven years 
to do the work of indexing the first twenty-five Congresses, 

Mr. HOLMAN. We provided for a clerk and assistant, I believe. 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOLMAN. They were subject only to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. And it was thought desirable that they should be 
under the direction of the Clerk ofthe House. Hence, as will be found, 
I think, upon examination, the provision which contemplated continu- 
ing those officers under the control of the Committee on Rules was 
omitted, and another was adopted which placed them under the dirce- 
tion of the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know that the Clerk of the House seeks 
to enlarge his power in this respect. Iam not aware, however, that the 
Committee on Rules cares anything about the matter, 

Mr. HOLMAN. The provision was not even suggested by the Clerk 
of the House; but it was thought desirable that there should be some 
responsible Officer to have charge of the work. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I do not see that anybody is more reponsi- 
ble than the Committee on Rules, 

Mr. HOLMAN. But they are not always in session; that is the 
trouble, 

Mr. FORNEY. The Speaker of the House is the head of the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

Mr. BURNES. While I am of opinion that this provision is subject 
to a point of order, I do not see that anything better can be done than 
to accept it under the circumstances, Therefore, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I shall not make the point. 

125 RANDALL. I concede that the provision is subject to a point 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Clerks and messengers to committees: For clerk to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, $2,000; assistant clerk, $1,600; messenger, $1,000; clerk to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, $3,000; assistant clerk, Si. G;: messenger, $1,000; cleric 
to Committee on Agriculture, clerk to the Committee ov Claims, clerk to the 
Committee on Cominerce, clerk to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
clerk to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, clerk to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, bierk to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, clerk to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, clerk to the Committee on Military Affairs, clerk to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs, clerk to the Committee on the Public Lands, clerk to the 
Committeeon Rivers and Harbors, clerk to the Committee on War Claims; clerk 
to continue Digest of Claims under resolution of the House adopted March 7, 
1888; clerk to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads: clerk to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and clerk to the Committee on 
3 $2,000 each; assistant clerk to the Committee on War Claims, $1,200; 

na 5 . 


Mr. LANHAM. I move to amend by inserting after the word dol- 
lars,” in line 1, page 13, these words: 


Assistant clerk to the Committee on Claims, $1,200: Provided, That the pay 
heretofore allowed assistant clerk for the session shall cease on June 30, 


1888. 
Mr. RANDALL. I reserve a point of order on that amendment. 
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Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, we already have, under a resolu- 
tion of the House, an assistant clerk of the Committee on Claims, who 
is paid at the rate of $6 per day. The object of this amendment is to 
make this assistant an annual clerk, This, I takeit, will operate ulti- 
mately as a reduction of expenditure. If Congress should be in ses- 
sion jor eight months, this assistant clerk, whose per diem compensa- 
tion is nover refused because of the vast amount of labor required at 
his hands, would receive $1,440 in a single year, and fora session of 
nine months $1,620. Under this amendment, the salary of the assist- 
ant would be $1,200 a year instead of $6 per day, or $180 per month 
during the session. As I have suggested, this amendment would, in 
my judgment, be really in the interest of economy. I do not think 
any point of order ought to be urged against it. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is now no law authorizing the employment 
of this officer as an annual clerk. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: j 

For clerk to the Committee on the Census from July 1, 1888, to March 4, 1889. 
at the rate of $2,000 per annum, $1,351.90. 

Mr. COX. I move to strike out on page 13 of the bill, commencing 
with the words from July first, eighteen hundred and eighty-eight, 
to March fourth, eighteen hundred and eighty-nine,“ and in line 6 the 
words one thousand three hundred and fifty-one dollars and ninety 
cents.“ so the paragraph will read, For clerk to the Committee on the 
Census, two thousand dollars.““ 

Mr. FORNEY. We have followed the instructions of the Committee 
on Accounts in this matter. 

Mr. RANDALL. Justas they said. 

Mr. COX. This only extends from the 4th of March to the Ist of 
July. There is no objection to that. 

Mr. RANDALL. Oh, yes, there is, 

Mr. COX. It is an oversight; I thought it was in the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is not an oversight. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 

5 clerks to committees, at $5 each per day during the session, 


Mr. MCRAE. I move to strike out at $6 each per day! and in- 
sert 5100 per month,” 

Mr. RANDALL, I make the point of order on that amendment, 

Mr. HOLMAN. Why, this is a reduction. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know of any law fixing these clerks at 
an annual salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. If tliat be the amendment the Chair sustains 
the point of order. 

Mr. McKAE. Myamendment does not propose to give these clerks 
an annual salary. I only seek a reduction in their pay. They may 
be worth $6 per day if they had anything to do; but many of the com- 
mittees they are supposed to serve do nothing, and, with the best of 
feelings towards the clerks, I think $100 per month enough for the 
work. 

Mr. RANDALL. But does not the amendment make them annual? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly not; it merely strikes out the words ‘‘at $6 
each per day” and inserts ‘‘at $100 per month,” so it will then read, 
“For thirty-nine clerks to committees, at $100 per month during the 
Session.“ Instead of giving them $6 a day, I propose to give them a 
hundred dollars a month during the session. That is all I intend, and 
er re sure will be the effect of the amendment if adopted, as I trust 
it will be. 

Mr. RANDALL. In that case I withdraw the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order being withdrawn, the gentle- 
man from Arkansas is entitled to the floor on his amendment. 

Mr. McRAE. My amendment simply provides that instead of paying 
the session committee clerks $6 a day during the session, they shall be 
paid $100 a month during the session. I propose it purely as a meas- 
ure of reform in the item of expenses, We pay too much money for 
committee clerks. I want to stop it. 

Mr. TAULBEE.” I thought the point of order had been made against 
that amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. It was made, butafterwards withdrawn, and the 
gentleman from Arkansas is now discussing his amendment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not catch what the Chair stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair stated that the point of order had 
been made and withdrawn, and the gentleman was now occupying the 
floor discussing the amendment, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I renew the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is too late. The gentleman from Arkansas is 
on the floor explaining his amendment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. At what time was it in order to renew the point? 
I did not understand the gentleman from Arkansas took the floor for 
discussion of his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so stated, that he took the floor for 
that purpose. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If I had understood that to be his purpose I should 
have renewed the point of order. 


TheCHAIRMAN. ‘Thegentleman from Arkansas sent up his amend- 
ment, and it was read, when the gentleman from Pennsylvania rose to 
a question of order. After some discussion, the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania withdrew his point of order, and the Chair then recognized 
the gentleman from Arkansas to discuss bis amendment. If the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky was not giving attention it is not the fault of 
the Chair. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. If the Chair pleases, I was giving attention to it, 
and as soon as I understood the point of order had been withdrawn I 
rose and renewed it. 

Mr. BLAND. The amendment reduces the salaries of these clerks. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. ROGERS. The chairman of the Committee ofthe Whole, I think, . 
is evidently laboring under a misapprehension of the fact, and is unwit- 
tingly doing the gentleman from Kentucky an injustice. When the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania found there was no point of order and 
he withdrew it, then the gentleman from Kentucky rose and renewed 
the point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair had recognized the gentleman ~ 
from Arkansas, and he was proceeding to explain his amendment, y. 

Mr. TAULBEE. U rise toa point of order. I wished to ascertain 
from the gentleman from Arkansas the purpogg for which he first rose, 
for the reason I wished to enter another point of order. But I did not 
wish to lose my right to recognition for the purpose of doing so, 

Mr. MCRAE., I am willing to wave time as to the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Kentucky so as to relieve the Chair from 
embarrassment, I will submit the matter to the judgment of the 
Chair after it has heard my friend from Kentucky on the point he 
seeks to make. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Task to have the report of the Official Reporter 
read, so as to see what did occur when I rose to renew the point of or- 
der when withdrawn by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. . 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to state to the gentleman tha 
is not necessary, as the point of order has been withdrawn. The Chair 
recognizes the gentleman on his point of order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Do I understand the Chair to withdraw his ruling - 
deciding that my point of order came too late? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman trom Arkansas states that there 
is no objection to waiving the time on the point of order that the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky was too late. 

Mr. MCRAE. I waive the time on the point of order, provided the 
gentleman from Kentucky comes at once to the point. I do not want 
to occupy the time of the committee in having the notes of the Reporter 
written out and read. The Chair is correct in the statement made. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I always come directly to the point. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCRAE. Then I hope the gentleman will maintain his record 
in that respect, and not consume time by having other matter read. 
Iam in earnest about this matter. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not call for the reading of the official notes 
for the purpose of consuming time, -but because I did not understand 
the Chair to withdraw the ruling by which 1 was taken off the floor. 

My point of order, Mr. Chairman, is this, that this provision of the 
bill now under consideration makes an appropriation for the payment 
of the clerks appointed under a resolation of this House, passed by the 
House, and the employés so provided for are clerks and acting as such, 
and are paid as such under existing law. Theamendment of the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas to that extent changes existing law. Now, that 
is all I have to say. 

Mr. MCRAE. I think it is unnecessary to say anything against the® 
point of order, I remember we had a little experience about these 
clerks when we proceeded to organize the present House of Represent- 
atives at the beginning of this session. I did my best to have the 
salaries fixed at that time, but was voted down, becanse it was said 
the per diem had been fixed until July 1, 1888. I predicted then just 
what we have now. With this kind of dealing we can never get rid of 
these clerks nor reduce their pay. It isa waste of money, and should 
be stopped. 

This bill, of course, fixes the salaries for the next session, or rather 
for the year beginning July 1, 1888. The bill under which we arenow 
operating—the current appropriation bill—provides for the pay of some 
of these clerks for the present session, or until June 30, and no longer. 
They will get their pay at $6 per day until that time, even if we pass 
this. It was definitely stated in the debate on the resolution by which 
some of them were provided that no provision was made for their pay- 
ment beyond the current fiscal year. There was no authority to make 
any contract beyond that time, and of course we have the right to con- 
trol the amount of compensation, or to dispense with them entirely if 
we desire to do so. They took their positions with the distinct under- 
standing that there was no payment provided forthem beyond this fiscal 
year, and should not be heard tocomplain now. Believing that we can 
get competentclerks to do all the work of the committees interested at 
the rate I have suggested, $100 a month, I hope the amendment will 
be adopted. I think the point of order against the amendment ought 
to be overruled. ` 
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Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MCRAE. Certainly. 

Mr. CRAIN. If you can not increase a salary in this appropriation 
bill—a salary that is fixed by existing law 

Mr. McRkAE, There is no existing law fixing these salaries. If you 
do not pass this bill you have no law and no clerks after the 30th of 


June. Even the number of clerks is not the same as in the current law. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Thesame may be said of the salary of every official 
of this Government. 

Mr. CRAIN. The question I want to ask is, if you can not increase 
a salary fixed by law, whether you can reduce it? 

Mr. BURNES. Yes; that is in the direct line of economy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know if there has been any 
order of the House as to the amount to be paid these clerks? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I answer the Chair and state that there is, There 
was a resolution providing for their payment. 

Mr. MCRAE. Where is it? 

Mr. FORNEY, I think the gentleman from Kentucky is correct. 
The resolution providing for these clerks provided also for their com- 
pensation. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have not the resolution before me, but the gen- 
tlemen on the Appropriations Committee, who have had the mutter in 
charge, know this to be the case. They have considered it and in con- 
nection with this bill, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL], as well as the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY], 
are ready to corroborate what I say. G 

Mr, MCRAE, I undertake to say that there is nothing whatever ex- 
cept the current appropriation bill which fixes the salary, and names 
thirty or thirty-one, instead of thirty-nine. There may possibly have 
been in the resolution of the House a provision fixing it, bat I do not 
understand that to be existing law within the meaningoftherule. It 

is simply a House resolution and was nut concurred in by the Senate, 

and has nothing to do with the compensation except for such as are 
paid out of the contingent fund; even that depends for its continuance 
on this bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And Lundertake tosay that the resolution providing 
for the appointment of the assistant clerks and fixing their duties, where 
assistant clerks are appointed, and for session clerks, when appointed, 
does fix the time of their appointment, the term of their service, and the 
rate of compensation, and I am unwilling to agree with the gentleman 
from Arkansas thit the resolution so providing for these things is not 
the existing law for the purposes of this bill. 

Mr. FORNEY. I think the gentleman from Kentucky is correct. 
The resolution came from the Committee on Accounts. 

“Mr. TAULBEE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORNEY, And fixed the rate of compensation. 

Mr. BLAND. Mr. Chairman y 

Mr. McCREARY, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. Are 
we now discussing the point of order orare we discussing the amendment 
of the gentleman from Arkansas? 

Mr. BLAND. I rise for the purpose of discussing the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. - The point of order of the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky is under discussion, but in connection with it the question is 
raised whether or not the House has ordered or fixed the sums to be 
paid to these officials, 

Mr. TAULB! E And I make the further point that the point of 
order should be disposed of before the merits of the amendment are 
discussed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will rule upon the point of order, but 
“desires information from the gentleman in charge of this bill on this 
point: whether or not this House has by resolution determined that 
the amounts fixed in this bill are the salaries to be paid to these clerks. 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FORNEY. We know the fact that the Committee on Accounts 
assigned thirty-nine assistant clerks to these various committees, and 
that, the salaries were fixed at $6 a day, each, during the session, 

Mr. MCRAE. I would like to ask the gentleman if he knows the 
resolution provides for a rate of $6 a day, and if he is willing to say 
that it fixes the per diem and term of service and provides for the 
whole of the thirty-nine? I think you will find it only provides for 
such as are to be paid out of the contingent fund. If the resolution 
providing for this is existing law, then the bill violates the rule by 
changing this law so as to provide for payment otherwise. It will fix 
permanently upon the House eight more clerks. Some of them serve 
committees with almost nothing to do. Other employés of the House 
work for $100 per month and some for less, and they work hard, too. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to answer for the gentleman. I hold in 
my hand one of the resolutions authorizing the appointment of a clerk 
for this session, and I will send it to the Clerk’s desk that it may be 
read, In this resolution the compensation is fixed at$6 a day. Ihave 
a distinct recollection also as to the resolution under which the other 
session clerks are appointed; and I think I am not mistaken in saying 
the compensation for each of them is fixed at $6 per day. 

Mr. SOWDEN.. Why do you not send for the other resolution? 


t 


Mr. TAULBEE. I can not obtain it at this moment. The gentle- 


man from Texas [Mr. LANHAM] has informed me that he has sent for 
the other resolution, which can be read when it comes in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resotved, That the Committee on Claims be authorized, during this session 
only, until further ordered by the House, to employ an assistant clerk, to be 
paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at the rate of $6 per day. 

Mr. MCRAE. That resolution provides for payment out of the con- 
tingent fund. I undertake to say that the resolution providing for the 
payment of clerks authorized by the current appropriation bill does not 
say anything about $6a day, and if it does it can have no binding effect, 
because we only had authority to employ thirty or thirty-one clerks 
until June 30, and the resolution only apportioned these to so many 
committees. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the doubtfal condition of the information 
connected with the resolution, the Chair will entertain the amendment, 

Mr. MCCREARY. As I understand, the Chair has overruled the 
point of order, and the amendment to reduce the amount payable to 
these committee clerks to $100 per month is now before the committee. 
I think that for the House to adopt that amendment at present would 
be treating the persons who are now acting as clerks of committees 
unfairly. 

The general law which I have now before me provides for thirty-one 
clerks to committees at $6 each per day during the session. That is 
the general law. I dare say that every clerk who was appointed and 
who came here to euter upon the discharge of bis duties, accepting a 
compensation of $6 a day, has been drawing it ever since he qualitied 
and entered upon the discharge of his duties. As these gentlemen left 
their homes and their various avocations and came here relying upon 
this statute that they would get $6 a day, and as they have been draw- 
ing that amount, I think it would be unjust to these gentiemen in the 
middle of the session to allow them only $100: month, or a little over 
one-half of what they accepted. 

I believe, therefore, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Arkansas should be voted down, Iam in favor always 
of economy; but certainly the day has not arrived under our Govern- 
ment when a man should be induced to take a position as an officer 
and then, while discharging his duties faithfully, have his salary re- 
duced nearly one-half. 

It may be added also that $6 per day has been the rate paid to the 
clerks of committees for many years; and there is no necessity now for 
that economy which reduces the pay one-half and puts it at un amount 
that I do not believe you can obtain good clerks for, 

Mr. RANDALL. There is one point in connection with this item to 
which I desire to draw the attention of the committee. It increases 
the number of clerks provided for from thirty-one to thirty-nine. That 
arises from the resolutions which have been adopted in this House add- 
ing eight clerks to the number provided for in the current law. This 
is done because the committee helieve the entire number of clerks to 
committees should appear in the law, and that part should not be paid 
out of the annual appropriation and part ont of the contingent fund, 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow me? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TAULBEE,. I believe this does increase the number of clerks 
beyond the number actually employed. 

Mr. RANDALL. It does not increase the number of clerks, but 
the bill provides for thirty-nine clerks, to be paid out of this appro- 
priation, increasing the amount $5,808. It does notincrease the num- 
ber actually, but makes provision that they shall not hereafter be paid 
out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This proposed amendment does no injustice to 
anyone. The clerks are now employed by virtue of different resolu- 
tions which provide that their emp!oyment shall be for this session 
only at $6 per day. This House proposes to carry out that contract. 
‘Lhe bill under consideration provides for the compensation of commit- 
tee clerks for the next session. For the next session we haye no con- 
tract with them, and we have a perfect right to put the rate of com- 
pensation at $6 per day, or at $100 a month, as we think fit. There is 
no vested right, and I doubt very much whether there is any reason at 
all for the employment of those thirty-nine clerks for the coming ses- 
sion. Everybody knows the Calendar has more bills upon it than will 
be acted upon. 

Mr. McCREARY. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have only got five minutes, and I have to talk 
fast. Everybody knows, I say, that the Calendar has more bills on it 
than will be acted upon, and that there will be practically no work done 
in those committees during the next session. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I fully agree with the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky on this question. Ithink it would be little less 
than an outrage to attempt to reduce the salaries of these gentlemen 
employed as clerks. Clearly it was understood when they were em- 
ployed that they were to have $6 a day—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Well, we are giving it to them, 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Yes; but it applies to the next session 
jast the same as to this. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Not at all. There is no authority for saying 
that. There is no contract with them for next session. 
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Mr. McCREARY. The gentleman from New Jersey is mistaken. | count to the proper auditing officers of the Treasury for the amount 


These gentlemen are employed for the Fiftieth Congress, including both 
sessions. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. It was understood that their employment 
extended through both sessions of Congress, otherwise you could not 
have employed them. They could not be hired to be buffeted around 
in that way any more than a member of Congress could. Theirsalaries 
are just like the salaries of members. They extend through both ses- 
sions. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But we are elected for two sessions, 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. And they are appointed for two sessions. 
I do not think that any proposition to reduce their salaries is admissi- 
ble. When I heard the amendment in the first place I was in favor of 
it, because I thought it was a proposition to increase the salaries; but 
when I found that it was designed to cut them off by paying them only 
during the working days of the session I was opposed to it, and I am 
opposed to it. A motion to increase these salaries might be admissible, 
but a motion to decrease the salaries, in the face of the terms of the em- 
ployment of these men is unfair and wrong, and I hope it will be 
promptly voted down. 

The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. MCRAE, and the 
Chair announced that it was rejected—ayes 11, noes 44, 

Mr. McRAE. No quorum. 

Mr. McCREARY,. I make the point that the result has been an- 
nounced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The announcement of the result disclosed the fact 
that there was no quorum voting. The point being made, the Chair 
will appoint the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE] and the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] to act as tellers. 

Mr. MCRAE. IfI can have a vote in the House on this question, I 
will withdraw the point. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman withdraw the point of no 
quorum? ” 

Mr. MCRAE. Ido not unless they will accept my proposition to 
have a vote on this in the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. MCRAE withdrew the point of no quorum,” and the amend- 
ment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Doorkeeper: For Doorkeeper, $3.500; and for hire of horses, feed, 
repair of wagon and harness, $600, or so much thereof as may be necessary; as- 
sistant doorkeeper, superintendent of document -xoom, assistant superintendent 
of document-room, and Department messenger, at $2,000 each; one employé, 
$1,600; document file clerk, 31,400; assistant document file clerk, under resolu- 
tion of December 19, 1881, $1,314; clerk for Doorkeeper and janitor, at $1,200 each ; 
nine messengers, 3 the messenger to the reporters’ gallery, at $1,200 
each; nine messengers, at $1,000 each; seven laborers, at $720 each; two labor- 
ers in the water-closet, at $720 each; three laborers, including two in the cloak- 
rooms, at $ each; female attendant in ladies’ retiring-room, $500; superin- 
tendent of the folding-room, $2,009; three clerks in the folding-room,one at 
$1.800 and twe at $1.200 each; one foreman, $1,500; one messenger, $1,200; one 
folder in the sealing-room, $1,200; one page, 800; one laborer, $100; ten fold- 
ers, at each; five folders, at $840 each ; three folders, during the session, at 
$70 per month each; and fifteen folders, at $720 each; one night watchman, $900; 
one driver, $600; fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, at $1,200 each; two 
chief es, at $900 each; thirty-three pages, boys not under fourteen years of 
age, during the session, including two riding pages,one telephone page, and 
one telegraph page, at $2.50 per day each; two messengers, during the session, 
at $70 per month each; ten laborers, ganag the session, at $60 per month each; 
six laborers known as cloak-room men, during the session, at $50 per month 
each; in all, $117,476.50, 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to raise the point of 
order against the provision in lines 20 and 21, which increases the salary 
of the Doorkeeper $500 above the amount in the last bill. I think that 
what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander; and if this Com- 
mittee of the Whole can not make any change in last year’s appropria- 
tion bill to increase or decrease a salary, neither can the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the fact 
that this proposed increase is offset by the decrease of the allowance 
for horse-hire. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I know that, but, as I have said, what is 
sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander; and if the Committee of the 
Whole House can not increase any salary upon this bill, but must con- 
form in all particulars to the bill of last year, I can not see how under 
any reading of the rule it does not apply equally to the Committee on 
Appropriations; so that the committee are bound to adhere strictly to 
the law of last year. In other words, they become mere clerks to re- 
write the law of last year as regards the salaries contained in this 
bill. 
Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Chairman, the proposed change may be sub- 
ject to the point of order, but it is proper to give the reason which 
prompted the committee in making it. The change is exactly in the 
same line as that which is made in reference to the salaries of the Clerk 
o! the House and the Sergeant-at-Arms. The committee found on in- 
vestigation that the Doorkeeper was receiving $1,100 for horse-hire, and 
that he was actually expending for that service only $600; the remain- 
ing $500 being an addition by indirection to the emoluments of his of- 
fice. The committee did not feel at liberty to decrease hisemoluments, 
so they made this change, with a provision which requires him to ac- 


which is allowed for horse-hire. I think the change is in the line of 
good policy, because it secures strict responsibility for the money ex- 
pended in that way by these officers. But I concede, of course, that it 
may still be subject to the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to ask the gentleman a question for in- 
formation. Under the course pursued heretofore, has it been the 
tice of the Doorkeeper to receive this $1,100 for horse-hire without 
being required to account for the expenditure of it? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; and the First Comptroller decided that 
he had no power over the expenditure of that $1,100; so that it was 
in effect a perquisite, and that is the arrangement which we propose 
to break up. + 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks business will be facilitated 
by a prompt ruling. The point of order made by the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee is sustained. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. The point of order having been sustained, I 
now move to amend by striking out 8500,“ in line 21, so as to make 
the clause read, for Doorkeeper, $3,000.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand that the effect of the ruling of the 
Chair was to leave this salary at 83,000 instead of $3,500. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘The point of order having been sustained, I 
think it proper this amendment should be entertained. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN, It does not appear to the Chaira matter of much 
moment whether the $500 goes out under the ruling of the Chair or 
by a direct yote of the Committee of the Whole, The Chair’s ruling 
in effect is that the salary of $3,500 is contrary to existing law. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want the Committee of the Whole to understand 
that the effect of the amendment is to make a cut of $500 upon the 
salary of the Doorkeeper. I do not think the House wants to do that, 
and I do not understand that to be the object of the gentleman from 
‘Tennessee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee raised the ques- 
tion of order that the amount of salary allowed the Doorkeeper in this 
bill was not in accordance with existing law; and the Chair sustained 
the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, The Chair was no doubt right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Therefore this increase of compensation goes 
out. x 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the whole sum go out, or only the amount 
in excess of the existing law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule that the $500 increase upo! 
the salary allowed by law goes out. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then the $3,000 will stand. 

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when 

Mr. OUTHWAITE rose, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was under the impression that this 
paragraph in relation to the office of Doorkeeper had been read when 
the question of order was raised. But the Clerk now informathe Chair 
that he was in error, Therefore the paragraph will now be read, after 
which the Chair will entertain any points or propositions which may 
be presented. 

Mr, BOOTHMAN. I desire to offer some amendments to the para- 
graph. ~ 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. This paragraph contains the clause ‘‘and 
for hire of horses, feed, repair of wagon and harness, $600.’? Is it in 
order to move an amendment to that clause now ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph must first be read. The Chair 
supposed it had been read when the gentleman from Tennessee raised 
the point of order which has been ruled upon. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I desire to make a point of order as to a part 
of the language in this paragraph, and also to offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be recognized for that pur- 
pose in due time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of Doorkeeper: For Doorkeeper, $3,500; and for hire of horses, feed, 
repair of wagon and harness, $600, or so much thereof as may be necessary; as- 
sistant doorkeeper, superintendent of document-room, assistant superintend- 
ent of document room, and Department messenger, at $2,000 each; one em- 
ployé, $1,500; document file clerk, $1,400; assistant document file clerk, under 
resolution of December 19, 1881, $1,314; clerk for Doorkeeper, and janitor, at 
51.200 each; nine messengers, including the messenger to the reporters’ gallery, 
at $1,200 cach ; nine messengers, at $1,000 each ; seven laborers, at $720 each ; two 
laborers in the water-closet, at $720 each; thr@ laborers, including two in the 
cloak-rooms, at $600 each ; female attendant in ladies’ retiring-room, $600; super- 
intendent of the folding-room, $2,000; three clerks in the folding-room, one at 
$1,800 and two at $1,200 each; one foreman, $1,500; one messenger, $1,200; one 
folder in the sealing-room, $1,200; one page, $500; one laborer, $400; ten fold- 
ers, at each ; five folders, at $810 each: three folders, during the session, at 
So per month each; and fifteen folders, at $720 each; one night watchman, $900; 
one driver, $600; fourteen messengers on the soldiers’ roll, at $1,200 each; two 
chief pages, at $000 each; thirty-three pages, boys not under fourteen years 
of age, 33 the session, including two riding pages, one telephone page, and 
one telegraph page, at $2.50 per day each; two messengers, during the ses- 
sion, at $70 per month each; ten laborers, during the session, at $60 per month 
each; six laborers, known as cloak-room men, during the session, at $50 per 
month each ; in all, $117,476.50. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to raise a question of order 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I now desire to submit a proposition. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to offer an amendment to perfect this para- 


graph. 
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Mr. TAULBEE. Before amendments are offered I desire to reserve 
a point of drder on this 


paragraph. : 

The CHAIRMAN. Points of order will be reserved, but the amend- 
ment sent up by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] will be 
acted on, if there be no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows; 


In line 9, page HH. strike out the word seren“ where it first oceurs and in- 
sert six; so as to read: “six laborers, at $720 each.” 


Mr. FORNEY. This change is made to conform to the action of the 
Committee of the Whole this morning in raising to the rank of messen- 
ger a man who, while holding the position of laborer, has in fact acted 
as a messenger to the Speaker. 

_The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY. On behalf of the committee I desire to offer a fur- 
ther amendment, to strike out fſourteen, in line 4, page 15, and in- 
sert twelve.“ < 
-~ The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUTHWAITE. I now make a point of order against the word 
“six,” in line 22, and also against the words or so much thereof as 
may be necessary,” in lines 22 and 23. My point is that these por- 
tions of the paragraph are out of order as contrary to existing law. If 
it be necessary, I desire to amend by inserting ‘‘eleven’’ instead of 
‘*six;?? so as to make the bill conform to existing Jaw. If the Chair 
should sustain the point of order against the word six and should 
decide that the effect of ruling out that word is to insert the word 
eleven,“ in conformity with existing law, then of course no amend- 
ment will be necessary. 

Mr. RANDALL. The clause or so much thereof as may be neces- 
sary ’’ is, I believe, in order. It has been decided that the committee 
has power to introduce restrictions upon expenditures provided for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the control of this 
matter is not left with the committee, but that the Comptroller has 
ruled that this sum is a part of the salary of this position as much so 
as if so designated. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like to call the attention of the Chair to 
the language of the decision of the First Comptroller, to which refer- 
ence has just been made. I had occasion to examine that decision very 
closely, and, if I recollect correctly, the construction of the Comptroller 
was based on the phraseology of the then current appropriation law. 
As I understand, there is no law fixing this item of expenditure as part 
of the compensation of the Doorkeeper, except that the former appro- 
priation bill provided that $1,100 should be applied for this purpose; 
and the present appropriation bill has restricted that expenditure by 
language which has heretofore been considered as not obnoxious to the 
rule which prohibits new legislation on general appropriation bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Does the Chair hold that the Committee has not 
the power to make the change from $1,100 to $600? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair remembers well that in the Forty- 
fourth Congress there was a change of salary in reference to this office; 
and this amount, which was then fixed, was understood to be a part of 
the salary allowed to this officer, so that he was required to make no 
account of the particular sums expended by him under this item. The 
Chair sustains the point of order. ¥ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Does the decision of the Chair result in the 
introduction of the word ‘‘eleven’’ instead of the word “six?” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has ruled out the sum named in the 
bill, and it is now in order to move an amendment covering that point. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I move to amend by inserting the word 
“eleven” before the word hundred.“ so as to make the appropria- 
tion conform, as I understand, to the ruling of the Chair and to the 
intention of the law upon the statute-book, which was that the Door- 
keeper should receive ihis amount of $1,100. 

Mr. PAYSON. I ask that the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 22, on page 13, strike out 600“ and insert *'1,100;”’ so as to read: 

“For hire of horses, feed, repair of wagon and harness, $1,100." 

Mr. PAYSON. Is an amendment to that amendment in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. PAYSON. Why? 

The CHAIRMAN, The @hair has already stated that, according to 
his information, the accounting officers of the Treasury have uniformly 
treated this item of $1,100 as a part of the sa‘ary of this official, so that 
he does not render any account of the particular expenditures in con- 
nection therewith. 

Mr. PAYSON. Butif this is an amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Ohio under the rules of the House, why is it not subject to 
amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio first raised the ques- 
tion of order that this item for the Doorkeeper as inserted in the bill 
was not in accordance with the statute. The Chair sustained the 

int; and hence the amount proposed in the bill went out. There 

ing then no provision for the amount required by law, the gentleman 
» from Ohio moved an amendmentin accordance with existinglaw. Any 
amendment differing from that, the Chair holds, would be in violation 


ofthe rules. Whatever reasonableness or unreasonableness may attach 
to a decision which is necessitated by the rules, the Chair is not re- 
sponsible for it. 

Mr. PAYSON. In order to present the question, I move to amend 
the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio by striking out 11 and 
inserting ‘'6.??” 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. On that I make a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Chair sustains it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Irisetoa parliamentary inquiry. If the law fixes 
the compensation of the Doorkeeper at $3,000, and also allows a per- 
quisite of $1,100 for certain expenditures, is it in order under the rules 
of the House to provide in a general appropriation bill for the payment 
oe officer of a less sam than is provided for by existing law as his 

ry? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not rule on any supposed case, 
but only on amendments as they are offered. 

Mr. TAULBEE. This is not a supposed case,” but is connected 
with the point now under consideration. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I believe the Chair has ruled the amendment 
of the gentleman from Ohio as in order, and therefore before the com- 
mittee. On that point I wish to say that the Committee on Appro- 
priations, who have investigated this question, have reported $800 as 
amply sufficient to enable the Doorkeeper to provide for hire of horses, 
feed, repair of wagon, and harness.” Some examination of this matter 
was made at the beginning of this session, when it was insisted by many 
members that $1,100 was an excessive allowance for these purposes, 
and they undertook to show that a former Doorkeeper had done the 
work for less money, and because he had saved a small amount in this 
way he was accused of embezzlement and fraud. Now, if this work 
was done for $600, I say this Committee of the Whole, in justice to it- 
self, and in justice to the country, ought not to appropriate $1,100, but 
ought to save $500 for the Treasury. This sum, which we can save on 
this item, ought not to go to the Doorkeeper, whoever he may be, 
Democrat or Kepublican. We onght not, because of the wording of a 
previous law, to make this sum $1,100, when it has been demonstrated 
that a less sum is suficient for this purpose. Referring to past appro- 
priation bills, we find that the salary of the Doorkeeper has been raised 
and lowered from time to time according to the discretion of Congress. 
In 1878 the Doorkeeper’s salary was only $2,500. This bill, as it came 
before us, proposed to make the salary 83.500. Where is the necessity 
for this inerease? Have the duties of the Doorkeeper increased? Have 
his responsibilities increased? Has the amount of his work increased? 
Let gentlemen answer those questions for themselves. In 1885 the law 
fixed this salary at $3,000, and that has since been the amount. I in- 
sist that it is sufficient to-day, but I do not object to allowing the Door- 
keeper in addition the $600 which the Committee on Appropriations 
say is sufficient to pay for horse-hire, etc. It seems to me proper to 
pass the appropriation in this shape. 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee thought that $600 was adequate, 
and that $1,100 gave an emolument which came by indirection. 

Mr. McCREARY. Which was not intended. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Certainly not. 

The question recurred on Mr, OUTHWAITE’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 27, noes 55. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No quorum has yoted. I do not think the 
House understands this is doing the Doorkeeper an injustice. [Cries 
of “Order !”’] 

Several MEMBERS. Debate is notin order. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. It cuts down his salary $600. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers Mr. FORNEY and Mr. OUTI- 
WAITE. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 42. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I withdraw my point of order that there is no 
quorum, if nobody objects. 
go WILLIAMS renewed the point of order, but afterward with- 

w it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tellers now report—ayes 59, noes 42. 

So Mr. OUTHWAITE’s amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I move, after the word ‘‘at,’’ in line 9, page 14, 
to strike ont the words one thousand dollars“ and insert ‘‘ one thou- 
sand two hundred dollars; so it will read: 5 

Nine messengers, at $1,200 each, 

Mr. KERR. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, against that 
amendment. I understand the present law provides for $1,000 only. 
I make the point of order that it changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I move, then, to strikeout the last word. Cer- 
tainly, if the Democrats of the Honse of Representatives can afford to 
continue this injustice against their own employés, the Republicans 
ean afford to permit them to do so. - 

I wish to reply to the criticism made yesterday in the course of the 
debate by my friend, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Kerr], to the ef- 
fect that he regarded it as the duty of the Republicans of the Commit- 
tee on Accounts to refrain from offering any such amendments or rec- 
ommending such action in the House. He said that it was not good 
politics, or that seemed to be the gist of his eriticism. > 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that, so far as my limited expe- 
rience is concerned, I have yet to learn that anything is ed by load- 
ing a cannon for the purpose of destroying a tom-tit. [Laughter. ] 
Judging from the debate which has been carried on here for the last 
month, it seems to be agreed that the great questionsof protection and 
free tradeand revenue reform and reduction in the surplus revenue are to 
be the issues in the coming Presidential campaign before the country, 
and it is barely possible in the discussion of these great questions that 
there will be dropped-out of sight any question of a reasonable increase 
in the salaries of the messengers and other employés of the House of 
Representatives. It does not seem to me that this latter question is 
broad enough upon which to base a national issue and a national 
campaign, nor does it seem to me to be essential to the great doctrine 
of public economy that injustice should be perpetuated by this House 
against its own officers. Nor do I believe that the American people 
are in favor of economy which degenerates into niggardliness. [Ap- 


lanse. ] 
That is all I have to say, 2 
Mr. KERR. I wish to say to the gentleman there is one principle 


- of the Republican party which he does not seem to be much in favor 
of, and that is economy in the public expenditures. 

e Mr. BOOTHMAN. In all the essentials of Republican principles I 
think I ean say with truth that I have never been found wanting. 
But I am not in favor of the kind of economy which the gentleman 
from Iowa mistakes for a Republican principle. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I raise the point of order on the words on the 
fifteenth page, beginning with the third line, boys not under fourteen 
years of age,“ as they propose new legislation in this bill. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] 
moved an amendment to this very item which was entertained and 
agreed to by the House. ` 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The Chair will remember that as to these words 
in this paragraph I reserved the point of order. I have been unable to 
obtain the floor to state my point of order until the present moment, 
I did not hear the amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has no doubt that is true. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the Chair is bound to rule as he has done. 
No doubt if the gentleman had heard it in the confusion he would 
have raised the point. 2 s 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Whatamendment was inserted? 

The CHAIRMAN, Twelve instead of fourteen. , 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I raise the point of order on the remaining 
words not under years of age,” and on that point of order I desire to 
be heard. 

Mr. FORNEY. That portion of the bill has already been amended. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the gentleman from New Jersey raises a 
new question of order, which he will state. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The point of order evidently comes too late. It 
is not a substantive proposition. The words left do not make good 
sense standing alone. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will the Chair indicate some way that I could 
have made the point of order sooner? I announced my intention of 
reserving the point of order upon the paragraph when it was first read, as 
the Chair will remember. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman should have made the point of order 
when the amendment was offered by myself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. But I had not the floor for that purpose. Tre- 
served the point of order, and supposed that reservation would be re- 
garded. 

I will submit to this now; but I give notice now that it shall not be 
done again. e 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to state that there was no dis- 
position whatever to prevent the gentleman from presenting his point 
of order. When the gentleman from Alabama moved to amend the 
paragraph, if the gentleman from New Jersey had heard it and made 
his point of order, the Chair would have entertained it. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam not seeking to find fault with the Chair. 
The Chair undoubtedly performed its duty. 

The Clerk read as follows; 

Office of Postmaster: For Postmaster, $2,500; first assistant postmaster, $2,000; 
ten messengers, including messenger to superintend transportation of mails, 


at Sl, % each; three messengers during the session, at $800 each; four messen- 
8 $100 per month each during the session; and one laborer, at $720; in all, 


For hire of horses and mail-wagons for carrying the mails, $5,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


Mr. TAULBEE. I make the point of order against the provision 


contained in lines 22 and 23— 


For hire of horses and mail-wagons for carrying the mails, $5,000. or so much 
thereof as may be neceasary— . s 


That it changes existing law. 
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Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not do that. He does 
not want us to contract for just $5,000, when by competition we may 
be able to get it done for $4,000. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would say, in reference to that, Mr. Chairman, 
that the point of order which I have made goes to the effect that the 
language of this clause should conform to the former appropriation bill; 
and it does not necessarily involve the expenditure of any additional 
sum, if the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. RANDALL. The object of this is to have this work done by 
contract, and at the lowest possible rate. Now there is no power to do 
this unless the language employed here is used, It may be dome for 
84,500 or $4,000, as I have said, and I hope the gentlemaw will notin- 
sist upon his objection. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to say, in reference to the statement of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, that this item of expenditure is amply 
guarded by the phraseology of the clause itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is now as clear as language can make it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The provision that my point of order would strike 
out relates to the words ‘five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. HOLMAN. But that is the law now. : 

Mr. RANDALL. In the last appropriation it was this su 

Mr. TAULBEE. But it recurs to the former law of the legislative 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. But, as I have said, that provides for $5,000. 

Mr. FORNEY. The idea here is to provide for competition, so as to 
reduce the cost. : 
Mr. TAULBEE. On the suggestion of gentlemen around me I will 

withdraw the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 8 

Official Reporters: For one Chief Oficial Reporter, $6,000; and for four Official 
Reporters of the proceedings and debates of the House, at $5,000 each; messenger 
to the Oficial Reporters, $1,000; in all, $27,000. 

Mr. FORNEY. By direction of the committee I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk to come in after the words “‘ twenty- 
seven thousand dollars,” jnst read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert: 

Stenographers to commiltees: Fortwo stenographers to committees, at $1,000 
each, $5,000." 

Mr. KERR. I desire to ask the member of the committee in charge 
of this bill whether this is a copy of the existing law? 

Mr, FORNEY. It is. 

Mr. RANDALL. In making up the bill the committee are required 
to comply with the existing law under the rule. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make the point of order upon the amend- 
ment for the purpose of asking the gentleman who offered it to what 
committees these are to be assigned, 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘To all committees having need for them. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The Speaker assigns them to such committees as re- 
quire their services. 

Mr. FORNEY. Any committee that has need for that service can 
employ these stenographers. ` 

Mr. TAULBEE. I withdraw the point of order. 

The question recurring upon the amendment of Mr. FORNEY, it was 
agreed to. ; 

Mr. BURNES. I move tostrike out, in line 2, the words messenger 
to the Official Reporters,“ aud in lieu thereof to insert the words one 
Assistant Official Reporter under the Chief Official Reporter.” The 
amount is left as it is in the bill, the only change proposed being one 
of phraseology. Mr. Philip MeElhone, the incumbent of this office, is 
a young gentleman of education and special skill as a shorthand writer. 
He is perfectly competent to fill the position of Assistant Official Re- 
porter under the Chief Official Reporter. He is familiar with the rules 
and business of the House, and is daily engaged in noting the filing and 
disposition of reports of committees. It would seem to be fair if he is 
to make this his profession he should receive the proper designation of 
Assistant Official Reporter with the hope and expectation of standing 
in the line of promotion by experience and ability to the higher posi- 
tion. : 

The membership of the House has largely increased, and there has 
been a corresponding increase in the business transacted, yet the Offi- 
cial Reporters remain the same while their duties continue to be of the 
most onerous, difficult, and responsible character. It would only seem 
to be just that the Chief Official Reporter should have this one assistant 
to afford him some relief in the discharge of his labors. 

The amendment was to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select committees, in- 
cluding compensation at such a rate as may be fixed by the Committee on As- 
counts, but not exceeding $1.50 per printed page: To stenographers to commit- 
tees, to be appointed by the Speaker on the application of committees, $28,000. + 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 16, line 16, strike out all after the word “committees” down to and 
in cluding line 20, and insert ** $20,000.” 
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Mr. FORNEY. This makes the paragraph conform to the amend- 
ment just adopted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For Botanie Garden: For superintendent, $1,800; for assistants and laborers, 
under the direction of the Joint Library Committee of Congress, $9,900; for 
three additional laborers, at $1.25 per day each, $1,173.75; in all, $12,873.75. 


Mr. LEHLBACH. I move to amend by striking out, in line 22, the 
word ‘‘ twenty-five ’’ and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘fifty;’’ so 
that it will read: ; 

Three additional laborers, at $1.50 per day each. 
s 145 FORNEY, I make the point of order that this changes exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I hope the gentleman will allow me to be heard 
upon this amendment. j 

Mr. FORNEY. I think we had better proceed with the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must rule upon the point of order 
which is insisted upon by the gentleman in charge of the bill. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I moveto strike out the last word. Of course 
I believe the present occupant of the chair considers himself right in his 
decision. Still it looks to me like a farce to ask the members of the 
House to sit here and go throngh this bill, which merely re-enacts the 
law passed by the last Congress—to listen to the reading of this billand 

‘not be able to make a single amendment, even where it might appear 
proper to every member of this House. I believe that this decision of 
the Chair is wrong. And while I do not feel called upon myself to 
appeal from the decision of the Chair, I do hope that some other mem- 
ber, more versed than I am in parliamentary law, will at this stage of 
the consideration of the bill discuss the parliamentary question in- 
volved, and after discussion demand an appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

In the consideration of this bill the ruling of the Chair in the Forty- 
ninth Congress was different, and, in my judgment, correct. Here is 
an amendment to pay a laborer $1.50 per day, the least that is paid for 
similar work in most of the cities. In New York and my own city the 
pay for the same kind of labor is often even more than that. To make 
a point of order on an amendment which will have the effect of only 
adding $234.75 to the total amount appropriated, raising the wages of 
men underpaid 25 cents per day, I will say, is rather a small piece of 
business on the part of the gentleman who made the pointof order. I 
hope he will withdrawit in the interest of fair play to the wage-worker. 
We certainly ought to ask no man to work for this Government for the 
paltry sum of $1.25 day. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will state to the gentleman that laborers in my 
part of the country get less than $1.25 a day. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I now withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. I renew the substantial amendment made by the 
gentleman from New Jersey, to strike out “ twenty-five” and insert 
“fifty.” I ask the Clerk to read the paragraph as it would be so 
amended. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For three additional laborers, at $1.50 a day each. 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. On the point of order I desire to say a few words. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. I was not present when the point of order was 
originally decided by the Chair, holding that these amendments were 
notin order. As I understand the ruling of the Chair—and if incor- 
rect in that understanding I desire to be corrected—as I understand, 
the ruling of the Chair is tantamount to holding that whenever an ap- 
propriation bill is adopted by the House of Representatives, that is a 
continuing law for this country as long as the Government shall stand 
and the rules of the House shall not be changed. The rule of the 
House which it is claimed is impaired or infringed upon by this amend- 
ment, as I understand it, is this, that an amendment to an appropriation 
bill which changes existing law shall not be in order. 

The point which will be urged against this amendment is that, under 
existing law, whatever laborers are employed in the Botanic Garden 
can only receive $1.25 per day. The error in that argument is that the 
provision in existing law ceases and is limited by the expiration of the 
pending year. I agree as to any laborer now employed in the Botanic 
Garden; his wages for the current year can not be reduced below $1.25, 
because a rule of the House provides that existing law shall not be 
changed in an appropriation bill. I submit to the Chair with all 
deference, and yet with earnest confidence, that the only existing law 
with reference to these men who are working fora dollar and a quarter 
a day at the Botanic Garden is the appropriation bill for the present 
year. When the present year shall end, when the 30th of June shall 
roll around, that is the end, not only of the law, butof the power to 

` employ those men. 

What is the existing law with reference to the men provided for or 
about to be provided for in this bill? Thereisnone. This committee 
is making a law with reference to those men. That will be the law 
whenever what we do in committee shall be approved by the House. 

It seems to me the statement of the proposition is the strongest ar- 


gument we can have with reference to it. In this precise case what 
are we asked todo? By this bill and by the pending proposition we 
are asked to authorize the superintendent of the Botanic Garden after 
the Ist day of July toappoint three men. Except for the provisions of 
the bill we are now considering, he has no power to employ these men. 
He would be as powerless in regard to it as the President of the United 
States or any citizen of the Union. But in the law which we are pro- 
posing to enact, to become operative at the beginning of the next fiscal 
year, we provide for the details and say that three men shall be em- 
ployed under the provisions of this bill and that those men when thus 
employed under this authority shall be paid $1.25 a day. I say that 
Congress has the power to order that those men shall be paid $1.50 a 
day. Suppose something should happen requiring that their services 
should be dispensed with (and I am in ignorance now how many are 
employed there)—suppose there should be an exigency of the service 
requiring, in the judgment of Congress, the employment of four men, or 
half a dozen men, it seems to me to go without saying that this Con- 
gress, looRing at the necessities of the future as to the employés of the 
Botanic Garden, has the power to say not only what they shall be paid, 
but how many shall be employed. Otherwise it all comes back to the 
proposition, under the ruling of the Chair, that until there shall bea 
change in the rules of this House the annual appropriation bill fixes, 
the status of every condition of employment under this Government as 
Jong as the nation shall stand, which to me is an utter absurdity. 

A MEMBER. This appropriation commences in the future. 

Mr. PAYSON. Of course it must commence in the future, because 
the existing law“ in connection with appropriations is simply the 
current law for the current fiscal year. What can be said against the 
proposition that there is no existing law“ as to the number of men 
that shall be employed in the Botanic Gardens after the Ist day of July, 
or as to what they shall be paid? 

Mr. REED. And the last House fixes all the expenditures of the 
present House. 

Mr. PAYSON. Yes; and the First Congress of the United States 
fixes them for all time, on that theory. 

Mr. REED. The House fixes it and deprives itself of the right to 
change it. I always thought the rule was absurd any way. 

Mr. PAYSON. But this goes far beyond the rule. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, if I have made myself understood, I do not desire to say any- 
thing further at the outset; but the matter seems to me to be so clear 
that aa the Chair insists upon its ruling I think the rule ought to be 
changed 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can but rule as the Chair thinks cor- 
rect in the matter and as has been ruled heretotore. The Chair thinks, 
however, that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. PAYSON ] states the rul- 
ing very much more strongly than the Chair intended it, or than has 
ever been ruled. The gentleman says that under the ruling the num- 
ber of employés at the Botanie Garden could not be added to; and so 
the gentleman might lead on and say that there could not be any in- 
crease in the number of employès in any Department. The Chair never 
meant to announce any such opinion. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then let me make a parliamentary inquiry for the 

of understanding the ruling of the Chair. Does the Chair hold 
that it would bein order to move to increase the number of employés 
under the present appropriation bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it is perfectly competent 
for the Committee on Appropriations, when they find that the Govern- 
ment needs an additional number of employés, to provide for them in 
the bill, as has always been done. 

Mr. PAYSON. That is not the question I asked the Chair, My 
question was as to the power of the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the Committee of the Whole on the state of 
the Union may do the same thing. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then if the committee can make that change as to 
the number of employés, why may it not do the same with reference to 
their pay? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to get into a colloquy 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. PAYSON. -Itis nota colloquy. Iam making a parliamentary 


inguiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already given his views in stating 
his ruling. 

Mr. REED. But does not the Clair perceive that the same line of 
reasoning which allows an increase in the number can also allow achange 
in the compensation ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think so, 

Mr. REED. Because they are both a change of existing law, if one 
of them is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think so. 

Mr. PAYSON. With all due respect to the Chair, I must ask the 
ruling of the committee on this point. 

Mr. REED. The whole thing has its origin in a folly which has 
been prevalent in the House for ten or a dagen years past, the idea that 
the House of Representatives—its majority—is not to be trusted with 
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the power to fix salaries; that it may lower them, but it may not raise 
them—an idea which always seemed to me to be a logical and practical 
absurdity, which never could justify itself to any intelligent person. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not ruled that the committee may 
lower salaries, but not raise them. The Chair has simply held that it 
is restrained by the rules of the House from any discretion in the mat- 
ter of what shall go into appropriation bills in relation to the com- 
pensation of employés. When the compensation of any number of em- 
ployés shall be once ascertained, then the salary has been fixed, and 
that is an indication of the legislative will. 

Mr. REED, Will the Chair permit me a question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair prefers not to make any ruling until 
the gentleman concludes. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Merely one suggestion. The point is, I suppose, as ta 
“existing law. Now, the appropriation bill covers only a certain 
time, a certain year. How, then, can it be existing law“ with re- 
gard to an appropriation bill which proposes to cover another year? 
There has always been my difficulty about calling these appropriation 
bills existing law. I can understand that where a statute has delib- 
erately fixed fomall future time, until repealed, the salary of an office, 
it would be a violation of existing law for the House, under its pres- 
ent rules, to permit a change upon an appropriation bill. But where 
there is only an appropriation bill, which is existing law for the time 
being, and can not be the existing law quoad the time to which the ap- 
propriation bill is to apply, I can not see how a point under the rules 
can be based upon a mere temporary provision in such prior law. This 
is the point I wished to bring before the Chair. I have not been at- 
tending to the present discussion, and very possibly the same point has 
been already made. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. The provis- 
ion of the rule is that no appropriation shall be reported in any gen- 
eral appropriation bill, or be offered as an amendment thereto, for an 
expenditure not previously authorized by law.“ Now, I wish to in- 
quire whethér the Committee on Appropriations may report to this 
House in an appropriation bill matter which would not be proper by 
way of amendment in the Committee of the Whole? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I understood the ruling of the Chair was the 
other way. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, upon examining this bill very care- 
fully yesterday, I was very much surprised to find that any committee 
of this House should in a bill like this propose that men working in a 
city like Washington should receive for their work only $1.25 a day. 
I take it upon myself to say that there is no member of this House, 
however economically he may manage his expenditures, who is not 
called upon to take out of his pocket daily for merely incidental ex- 
penses $1.25; yet we propose this sum as the whole per diem compen- 
sation for men who are to labor for the Government. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will remind the gentleman that the appropriation 
here proposed is the same that has been made heretofore. 

Mr. LAWLER. That may be; but I take the position that this par- 
simonious way of paying the humbler employés of the Government is 
one of the causes of ourtroublesto-day. I have listened very patiently 
while gentlemen on this side and on the other side have recently, by 
their speeches on this floor, declared their feelings toward the toilers of 
the country; and I was gratified at the expressions which I heard ut- 
tered. But when I look over this bill, I can see the attempt to carry 
out right here in this city class legislation of the most objectionable 
character. Gentlemen here who find themselves scarcely able to live 
at a less expense than $4,000 or $5,000a year, are so generous as to pro- 
pose that the humble laborers of the Government shall support them- 
selves and families on a compensation of $1.25 a day. 

Now, I say to members of the House who during the last thirty days 
have been expressing themselves with so much feeling in behalf of the 
toilers of the country, that here is a splendid opportunity to show what 
we are willing to do practically in that direction; and I propose to put 
every member of this House on record. I say that these men ought 
to have $2aday. [Applause.] It is a crying shame that members of 
this House who have some knowledge of the cost of living in this city 
of Washington, and who provide in other portiong of this bill princely 
salaries for high officials of the Government, should ask any human 
being to work for the Government for $1.25 a day. I protest against 
it; and I ask that this allowance for men employed in the Botanical 
Garden be made $2 a day instead of $1.25. Lask unanimous consent of 
this Committee of the Whole that that change be made. [want to see 
any gentleman get up and object toit. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. [I object to it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I understand there is a question of 
order pending which must be decided before the proposition of my col- 
league [Mr. LAWLER] can be entertained. I assure him that he has 
my thorough sympathy in a great deal of what he has been saying 

Mr. LAWLER. I understood that the Chair rendered his opinion on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustained the point of order. 

Mr. LONG. Under the Chair’s raling the question is, what is the 
existing law? That, I understand the Chair tosay, is concluded, in the 


absence of a general statute, by the appropriation bill of last year. 
And, looking at the appropriation bill of last year, its provisions make 
the rate of wages $1.25 a day for the current fiscal year ending the 1st 
of July next, btt there is no provision for the future. The existing 
law, therefore, is $1.25 aday until July 1, and nothing after that time. 
The Chair’s ruling, therefore, leads to the absurdity, you can make 
no provision at all for the next year, because that would change exist- 
ing law, which now provides nothing for next year. It is a reductio 
ad absurdum, 7 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the point of order. x 

Mr. PAYSON. It might as well be decided now as at any other 
time. I insist on the motion to amend. 

Mr. FORNEY. I have withdrawn the amendment. 

Mr. PAYSON. The amendment I move is to increase the pay of 


these three men from $1.25 to $1.50 a day. Now, it does seem to me- 


that is asking a great deal of the laboring men of this city who work 
for the Government and put in the necessary time to constitute a day's 
work and to receive the pay of only $1.25. It seemsto meopposition to 
this simple increase to the laboring men of this country comes with 
poor grace from those who have no hesitancy whatever in increasing 
salaries ranging from $500 to $1,000 on the part of men upon whom are 
imposed the arduous duties of sitting and waiting at the different doors 
of this room and of the gallery. [Laughter.] ‘The idea of economy, 
which seems to have been adopted in the Committee on Appropriations, 
is to cut down the wages of men who do actual work to $1.25 a day. 
I do not believe the House will sustain any such action, in view of ap- 
propriations contained in the pending bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations do not any- 
where cut down the wages of workingmen. On the contrary, in many 
places the wages of the Jaborers have been increased. 

Mr. PAYSON. They certainly have not been increased in this in- 
stance. e 

Mr. FORNEY. There is a fand of $9,900 out of which laborers are 


paid, ranging from $1.50 to $3a day each. These three additional. 


laborers were provided for at $1.25 a day each, because the Superin- 
tendent of the Botanical Garden asked for their employment at that 
rate. Out of theslush fund of 89, 900 he can pay $3 or $5 as he pleases, 


according to the service rendered; but I presume these three laborers- 


are required to be permanently employed at $1.25 a day each. They 
are required to roll wheelbarrows and to do like work around the 
grounds. i 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I moved to strike out $1.25 and insert $1.50, be- 
cause I did not think this economical House would agree to give $2 a 
day, as suggested by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]; but 
I now move to strike out $1.25 and insert $2 a day. It must be re- 
membered that expenses in the city of Washington are considerably 
higher than they are elsewhere or than they were here fifteen years ago. 
Rents have considerably increased in that time, and I do not see how 
it is possible for a man to get along for a less sum than $2 a day. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on theamendment of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACH]. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 65, noes 20. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COBB. I move to amend by striking out the whole paragraph 
in reference to these three laborers at $2 a day; and I desire to state 
the reasons why I do so. This committee has already provided for 
the usual number of laborers under the appropriation of $9,900, and 
in making this provision it is to be presumed the committee which re- 
ported the bill understood the character and amount of labor necessary 
to be had, and provided in this sum adequate compensation therefor. 
It is to be presumed that the committee covered all the labor necessary 
to be performed at the Botanical Garden. Therefore, why is it neces- 
sary to put in a provision for three additional laborers as is done in 
this paragraph? Because I deem that to be unnecessary I have moved 
to strike out the paragraph. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether the gentle- 
man from Alabama is actuated by motives of economy, orif he is against 
theallowance of thisspecialamount being paid totheseemployés. There 
must have been a necessity for their getting into this bill, for I can prom- 
ise my friend from Alabama that the committee who reported it never 
would have carried them in its pages if they had not deemed that ne- 
cessity to exist. If I could understand the purpose that actuates my 
friend and the principles that govern him in moving to strike this out 
after the House of Representatives has made the increase that was 
asked for from $1.25 a day up to $2 a day, then I could respond to the 
gentleman’s position. 

Mr. COBB. I will state to the gentleman my object in making the 
motion. I am in favor of the employmentofsuch laboras may be nec- 
essary at whatever pay is proper and right to be given for the services 
rendered. Under the provisions of this bill, immediately preceding 
the words which I propose to strike out, the power is given to the su- 
perintendent of the Botanical Garden to employ at any reasonable 
price or at the market price such labor as he may require. even if it costs 
three or five dollars a day. By the words I move to strike out he is 
limited, as to the three laborers, to the compensation named—$2 per 
day. He could not pay more, even if the market price demanded it, 
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Mr. LEHLBACH. Do you know whether it is necessary or unnec- 
essary to employ these additional laborers? 

Mr. COBB. I know nothing in regard to the matter, except what I 
hear from the chairman of the committee. . 

Mr. LEHLBACH. But the committee say it is necessary. Now if 
they say it is not necessary to employ the three additional laborers, 


then strike that from the bill. But do not put the House in the false 


position (because they were generous enough to advance the rate of 
wages from $1.25 a day to $2 a day) of striking it out altogether from 
the bill, although the gentleman may be willing to dothat. That 
would put the House in a false position. 3 

Mr. COBB. No, the gentleman is putting me in a false position by 
assuming that I am opposed to the specified per diem pay. I am per- 
fectly willing that these laborers, if employed at all, shall be paid the 
sum of $2 a day, as has just been determined by this House to be 
proper and right. I have no objection whatever to that. It is not op- 

ition to such compensation that prompts me to submit the motion. 
Bat I do say that the superintendent ought to be allowed, under the 
preceding provisions of the bill, to go into the market and employ all 
needed labor at whatever price it commands, even if such price be $3 
aday, and to employ just such labor as is necessary to carry on the 
work. It would be class legislation for the Government to give more 
for labor than it is reasonably worth—more than it commands in a fair 
market, uninfluenced by unusual surronndings or disturbances. 

Mr. LAWLER. I want to say to the gentleman right here and now 
that the tax-payers of this country are paying millions of dollars for 
salaries of persons whose services we could get in the market at a much 
less rate, and save to the people of this country that large sum which 
we now expend. 

This bill, which he gracefully votes for, proposes in some instances 
the payment of thousands of dollars a year in the way of salaries to cer- 
tain individuals, and yet the gentleman proposes to strike from this 
very bill an item for the employmentof three additional laborers at $2 
E I have reſrained from taking any very active part in the 
business during the present session up to this time, but I give notice 
that the agitation going on now in this country and all over it arises 
from the very condition of the class legislation which is found in such 
bills as this. I repeat that it is a crime and a shame that gentlemen 
who draw from the tax-payers of this country $5,000 for salary each 
year will ask a man to live on $1.25 a day in a city like Washington, 
or any other city in the United States, as a laborer or employé of this 
Government. On general principles I believe that no laborer ought to 


be employed under $2 a day. 


But my issue ison the general principle involved without regard to 
the three men here at all. We are metalways with the statement that 
“í the city is filled with laborers, and let us take advantage of them and 
employ them at $1 a day or less if we can get them.” 

Gentlemen, that is all wrong. I know in my district there are gen- 
tlemen who would give $10,000, yea $20,000, to hold the position I am 
oceupying here to-day [laughter], and they would make a present to 
some charitable institution of the salary of this office; and I believe the 
same can he applied to every district to-day in this country. Now, you 
pay a Congressman $5,000 a year, and we come here gracefully and draw 
our $5,000, like little men, and vote $5,000 here without question as 
salary fur a few hours a day to other men, besides giving them carriage 
hire and feed for horse, and we give them servants, and take it all out 
of the blood of the man who is compelled to labor to beautify the city 
and keep it in a healthfal and attractive condition, and ask him at the 
same time to render his services to the Government for a dollar and 


- twenty-five or a dollar and fifty cents a day. I say this Congress must 


commence somewhere to make an equalization of all such things, and 
now is as good a time as ever, and this billis the very place. Hence I 
hope the gentleman will not press his motion. : 

- Mr. COBB. I would like to be heard for a moment in response to 
the gentleman. I do not propose, Mr. Chairman, to be placed in any 
false attitude in regard to the question here presented. I am perfectly 
willing to meet any responsibility that may be cast upon meas a mem- 
ber of this House by my action upon this or any other question. If 
the gentleman had paid attention to what I said, if, indeed, I have been 
fortunate enough to make myself understood, he would have found 
that it wus not against, but absolutely in the interest of, the very labor- 
ers for whom he speaks, that I was arguing. 

There is no limit necessary to be fixed here. Here is an appropria- 
tion which, it is to be presumed, is sufficient to cover all the labor that 
is reasonably necessary to be employed in and about this business. If 
it is necessary to employ labor, and if that labor is worth $3 a day, it is 
unjust to fix it in this bill at $2 a day. 

Mr. LAWLER. Let me say to the gentleman that the superintend- 
ent made, as I understand, a statement to the Committee on Appro- 
priations that it was necessary to have these three additional men. 

Mr, COBB. The chairman of the committee has just said that the 
superintendent had this matter incorporated in a former appropriation 
bill out of abundant caution, lest, on account of some emergency, he 
would not have a sufficient appropriation to do the work in and about 
the botanical department. And oa account of the emergency that 


ment poke. happen—whether it has ever happened or not we are 
not informed—this provision for the employment of three laborers was 
put in the appropriation bill some years ago. 

Now, I want to say that I am willing to strike out the whole section. 
I am opposed to this whole botanical business. Iam opposed to this 
conservatory affair we have that does none of our constituents any 
good. What have we got here? We have something that we call the 
botanical department; and what does it do? You are permitted to go 
there if you have the time—I have not gone there yet, but they tell 
mie such is the case--and you find stuck away under glass various and 
sundry kinds of flowers; some, I believe, they call orchids, that cost 
from $200 to $1,000 apiece. 

What good they do to any body I have not yet been informed. Where 
they are sent, if anywhere, Lam not advised. As to who gets the benefit 
of them I know nothing. Ido know, sir, that your constituents and 
mine who pay the costs of their cultivation receive no good from them. 
I know that fact well. 
unalterably opposed to it, and if the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. La w- 
LER] is on the line of economy and for the protection of the interests 
of laborers, and of his constituents, I will cheerfully join with him in 
voting to strike this whole section ontof the bill. This would be legis- 
lation in the direction of reducing taxation, or, at least, of economy in 
expenditure, which makes reduction of taxes possible and hence in the 
interest of labor. 

Mr. LAWLER. What would then become of my colleague [Mr. 
SPRINGER] and his bouquet every day? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, I am just informed why it is that this 
Botanic Garden is kept in existence. If the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. LAWLER] is correct it is for the purpose of supplying his colleague 
with the bouquets he wears on the lappel of his coat. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I never got a bouquet there in my life. 

Mr. COBB. The reason I do not make the motion to strike out the 
whole section is this: Some time ago I was talking to a gentleman on 
this floor and was asking about this flower business. Being a new 
member, and, like other new members, not used to these extra per- 
formances, and being in favor of and committed to retrenchment and 
reform, I asked him why it is we need a botanical department; what 
good it does to any body; especially what good does it do to my and 
his laboring constituents who never saw one of these elegant orchids 
or like expensively cultivated flowers ? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

a MONTGOMERY was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. 

BB. 

Mr, COBB. I thank the gentleman for his courtesy, The gentle- 
man I was talking to was an old member, who had been here many 
years. Iasked him about all this, and I told him it did not seem to 
me to be exactly in the direction of retrenchment and reform. He was 
a Democrat, too. [Cries of Name him!“ I told the gentleman that 
I was a very modest man. I assumed that. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. You are making a violent assumption. 

Mr. COBB. Well, be that as it may, I asked the gentieman in consid- 
eration of my supposed modesty, to attack the useless business, orif he 
would not, as he seemed not disposed to do so, to advise me how best 
to proceed in making such attack. He suggested,“ Wait until the ap- 
propriation bill comes in, and then you can get a chance at it; but I 
warn you to let it severely alone.“ I told him I felt constrained to 
make some effort in so good a cause, and that when the appropriation 
bill was reported I intended adopting his suggestion to move to strike 
out auy appropriation for the botanical department, and thus starve it 
out. What do you suppose was his reply—the reply of a Democrat in 
favor of retrenchment and reform? He said, If you do, you are a 
fool.” [Great laughter. ] t 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let the name of the genius be known. : 

Mr. COBB. He gave a good reason for his assertion. Hesaid, ‘‘When 
I came into Congress I was just as green as you are.“ [Langhter, ] 
He went on to say, I thought just as you do, that a man ought to 
bring his common honesty with him when he comes into the House of 
Representatives, and not leave it allat home; and that he should look 
around to see whut is best to be done to carry on the Government in 
the most economical manner consistent with the greatest efficiency in 
the service, and I thought abont this thing, too, and I made this effort, 
and they laughed at me and called mé just what I say you will be if 
you make the effort.” [Laughter.] I asked him what was the use 
of the thing. Well,“ he said, “'the members are entitled to go there, 
the favorite ones—not every fellow“ [laughter]—I found that out 
afterwards [laughter]—‘‘they are entitled to go there, and get bou- 

uets.’? ~ 

a You see, Mr. Chairman, he was going upon the idea, and I expect it 
is a very just one, thata first-termer has not much standing in this 
House [laughter]; that there is not much use for him here until it is 
seen whether he is going to be indorsed by his constituents or not. And 
really Iam not sure that my friend was very lar wrong in such ideas, 
or that it is not assumed that the first-termer is a “‘ fool’? until itis as- 
certained whether his constituents think otherwise. 

1 STRUBLE. That is, whether his constituents are fools. [Laugh - 
ter. 8 
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Mr. COBB. Perhaps so, only I can not consent that my constita- 
ents are entitled to such designation under any circumstances. 

Mr. WEBER, Till they find out whether he is going to fight these 
appropriations. 

Mr. COBB. Yes, sir; all improper appropriations. 

Mr. WEBER. Well, you are all right from this time on. 

Mr. COBB. Iam just telling you what my friend told me about 
the uses of this concern—this Botanic Garden. 

Mr. PETERS. You will have no trouble hereafter in obtaining 
flowers. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COBB. No; that 1s one thing I am doing this speaking for. 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to strike out the last word, and I yield to 
the gentleman from Alabama. d : 

Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to consume the time of 
this committee unnecessarily, but I am not quite through telling what 
my friend told me about this garden. 

Mr. LAWLER. Go ahead and tell it. 

Mr. COBB. I do not believe I will tell the rest of it. 

Mr. LAWLER. Oh, yes. 

Mr. COBB. He was just giving me a history of the uses of the gar- 


den. 

Mr. LAWLER. I want that information myself. . 

Mr. COBB. Well, he said, There are beautiful bouquets that go out 
from that garden to favored members, but where they go after they 
reach the possession of the members I can not tell; only I know they do 
not go to members whose wives are with them.“ [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to 
this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a pending motion by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Cons] to strike ont the paragraph. 

Mr. COBB. I withdraw that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion to strike out is withdrawn. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] can now send up his amend- 
ment. 

i Mr. FORNEY. Isend the amendment to the desk, and ask to have 
t read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 18, strike out all of line 21 and the lines following down to and in- 
cluding line 25, and in lieu thereof insert ** $13,100.” 

Mr. FORNEY. The effect of that amendment will be this. Under 
the head of Botanie Garden is this provision: 

For Botanic Garden: For superintendent, $1, 800; for assistants and laborers, 
under the direction of the Joint Library Committee of Congress, $9,900; for 
three additional laborers, at $1.25 per day each, $1,173.75; in all, $12,873.75. 

The committee will notice that this is all under the direction of the 
Joint Committee on the Library. By striking out what this amend- 
meut proposes to strike out there is given a net sum, so that the pay of 
the laborers will he under the control of the joint committee, and the 
amount embraces the pay of three laborers at $2 a day. 

Mr. PAYSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire first of the gen- 
tleman having the bill in charge upon what per diem basis this com- 
putation as to the pay of the day laborers is founded? 

Mr. FORNEY. That is to be left to the Joint Committee on the 
Library. But if the gentleman will notice, $9,900 is given for the pay 
of assistants and the laborers, under the direction of the Joint Library 
Committee. Now, in addition to that, the superintendent asked some 
time during the last Congress for an additional force of three laborers, 
at $1.25 a day, but the House has just decided that they should have 
$2 a day; so we have made a computation at that rate, and have in- 
creased the amount to that extent. 

Mr. PAYSON. But the amendment proposed by the gentleman from 
Alabama does not place any restriction upon the conimittee as to the 
wages which shall be paid, though in the computation of the amount 
allowed $2 a day may have been the basis. To place the matter be- 
yond question, I move this amendment: 

Provided, That the wages of no day laborer shall be less than $2 per diem. 

I offer this as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY, I think this matter should be left to the joint com- 
mittee of Congress and to the superintendent. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Civil Service Commission : 

For three 9 at $3,500 each; one chief examiner, $3,000; one sec- 
retary, $2,000; one clerk of class 4, who shall be a stenographer; one clerk of 
class 3; oneclerk of class 2; one clerk of class1; one clerk, at $1,000; twoclerks, 
at $900 each; one messenger; and one laborer; in all, $25,800. 

For necessary traveling expenses, including those of examiners acting under 
the direction of the commission, $1,000, 


Mr. TAULBEE (during the reading). I desire to inquire whether 


these salaries are in conformity with existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Exactly. z 

Mr. FORNEY. They correspond with the appropriation bill for the 
present year. 

The Clerk having concluded the reading of the paragraphs, 

Mr. McCOMAS said: Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


On 20, in line 9, strike ont “one” and insert two.” 

In line 10 strike out one!“ and insert “two;” and also strike out dne,“ 
after the words “class one,” and insert two.“ 

In line 16 strike out $4,000" and insert $5,000." 


Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. Chairman, my purpose in this amendment is 
to give the Civil Service Commission three additional clerks, as asked 
for by the commission, and also $1,000 additional asked for by them 
as traveling expenses. 

It will, perbaps, surprise members of the House when I remark that 
the last printed report of the Civil Service Commission was published 
in 1856. That was the year when President Cleveland, for the last 
time, commended the civil service, in his language, to the jealous 
care of Congress. But since August, 1886, there has been a great 
change, and now the best avenue to the applause of the other side of 
the House is to throw up your hat and cry To the victors belong the 
spoils!’? This slogan brings down the Congressional applause across 
the aisle every time. 4 

The President himself seems to be now so much concerned in other 
matters that unless we on this side of the Chamber, whose party inau- 
gurated the civil-service reform, take care of it, it will be stabbed and 
wounded after it has been left for dead already by the Adininistration 
now in power. It is not dead, but will survive this spoils Administra- 
tion, and triumph ultimately. 

I send to the desk to be read an extract which I haye marked, wherein 
with precision one of the noblest, one of the foremost Democrats of this 
country defines the relation of the President to revenue reform and to 
civil-service reform, to which the President no longer gives jealous 
care. n 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Finally, we think that the legitimate relations of the President to the two 
subjects of reform are not by any means identical When he nes the 
338 of the Federal service to advise Congress how to purify the tarift 

e neglects what is emphatically his own business to meddle in what is pri- 
marily the business of others. Dr. Cleveland“ is slighting his patient to ob- 
trude his opinions on another physician. No doubt he onght to be called into 
consultation, and no doubt the other doctor has shown himself utterly incom- 

tent, but this does not excuse him. He was elected as an executive officer; 

t is the duty of such an officer to choose faithful and competent subordinates; 
and however excellent may be the counsel he gives the National Legislature, 


if he abandons the public service to inefticiency and corruption while he urges 
it on them, he is committing a mortal sin to do a work of supererogation. 


Mr. Chairman, this language, which appears in the Civil Service Re- 
former, published in Baltimore, I believe to be from the pen of one of 
the purest and best men in this country. It is, in my belief, the felici- 
tous utterance of the ablest, though not the foremost, Democrat in 
Maryland. 8 

Several MEMBERS on the Democratic side. Who is he? - 

Mr. McCUMAS. Ihave not named him. My belief does not war- 
rant the use of his name. If you will inquire you will find out who- 
he is and what he is, and that I have justly called him a Democrat. 
Iam ready to whisper to my friends in private on the other side the 
name of this Democrat who justly says that the President is commit- 
ting a mortal sin“ to do ‘‘a work of supererogation.“ 

I ask favorable consideration for the amendment I have offered, 
to increase the number of clerks of the Civil Service Commission, 
which has not been able to have published any reports since August, 
1886, and which now says that additional clerks are needed for the 
proper and prompt performance of the steadily-increasing clerical work 
of that Department. I wish to enable the members of this commis- 
sion to investigate in different parts of the country the operation of 
Democratic civil-service reform; and in this connection I wish par- 
ticularly to see the $1,000 additional appropriated for traveling ex- 
penses, so that the members of the commission may at least go to 
New York and find out how it was that in the campaign of 1885 Demo- 
cratic custom-house officials raised a campaign fund of $2,000 in a raffle 
over the Widow MeGinnis’s pig. [Laughter.] I think this $1,000 
will enable the commission to find out the paternity and proprietor- 
ship of that pig, and how assessments in the coming campaign can be 
raised by levies on office-holders, and how many dollars are to be sub- 
scribed for each pig in the various custom-honses this fall. In this in- 
vestigation $1,000 may count for a great deal. I ask for a vote on my 
amendment. I hope to see it carried even in this House. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], 
reani I suppose it was not offered with any intention of having it 

opted. 

Mr. McCOMAS. With the desire, but not with the hope. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I presume they were offered in order to secure 
the opportunity of making the remarks which the gentleman has made. 
It is needless now to discuss the merits of the system. ; 

It has been a disappointment to the partisan Republican politicians 
and editors that President Cleveland has faithfully and honestly car- 
ried out the civil-service law according to its letter and spirit, whereas 
the preceding Republican administration disregarded its provisions. 
[Applause. ] 

Gentlemen may criticise this statement, but I wish to give some fig- 
ures which will satisfy this House and the country the present Ad- 
ministration has faithfully executed the law and that its action is in 
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commendable contrast with the action of the Republican party when it 
was in power. [Applause.] 

This law was approved January 16, 1883. From January 16, 1883, 
to January 16, 1834, there were forty-eight appointments to places 
within the classified service in the Departments at Washington. From 
January 16, 1884, to January 15, 1835, there were four hundred and 
thirty-two, including ninety pension examiners not apportioned by the 
commission. This was during the preceding administration, and shows 
a greater number of appointments in one year than have been made in 
that service within any twelve months of the present Administration. 

Then from January 16, 1885, to January 16, 1886, the first year of 
this Administration, including a month and a half of the former ad- 
ministration, there were in all two hundred and thirty-nine appoint- 
ments, eighteen of these before the 4th of March, 1885. From January 
16, 1886, to January 16, 1887, there were three hundred and ninety- 
oné, and from January 16, 1887, to June 30, 1887, there were one hun- 

. dred and fifty-five. From June 30, 1887, to May 24, 1888, there were 

` three hundred and forty-one. + The removals have been less than the 
numbers I have given, because these numbers indicate all appoint- 
ments, whether to fill vacancies caused by removal, death, or resigna- 
tion, or to fill new offices created by law. 

Within the twelve months preceding the incoming of the present 

Administration, the last Republican administration made more re- 
movals than have been made in any one year under the existing Demo- 
cratic Administration. [Applause on the Democraticside.] And that, 
too, after you had possession of the Government and control of all ap- 
pointments throughout the country for twenty-five years. No stronger 
proof could be asked on the part of the people of the fidelity with which 
the President has executed the civil-service law. [Applause. ] 
It shows also an excess in the twelve months preceding the present 
Administration of removals of your own appointees, turning out those 
who held office and replacing them by others, no doubt of the same po- 
litical faith.. That period covered the Presidential campaign, during 
which it was necessary, I suppose, to reward those who were expected 
to work for the Republican cause. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MCCOMAS rose. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman from Maryland will excuse me, 
as I have but a few moments, and have not a minute to Spare. 

There have been, since the civil-service law went into effect, appoint- 
ments in the graded service in Washington in the Departments num- 
bering sixteen hundred and seven. As I have already stated, that 
Wande a little more than two years of the previous administration, 
during which about five hundred of these appointments were made. 
Allow for new positions created and vacancies by reason of death and 
resignation, and the actual removals fall far short of this number. Of 
the thousands of employés in all the Departments here, it is evident 
that there have been far less than one thousand removals within the 
classified service. This, I submit, is a very small number considering 
the kind of material by which the Departments had been largely filled 
during the twenty-five years of Republican rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. ROGERS. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gen- 
tleman from Georgia. 

Mr, CLEMENTS. I am obliged to the gentleman from Arkansas 
for his courtesy. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us see how the law was carried out under 
the preceding administration. When this Administration came into 
power, of the various boards of examiners not only in the city of Wash- 
ing but in all the customs districts throughout the country, as well as 
in all the post-offices controlled by the civil-service law, and there are 
quite a number of them, there were only two boards upon which there 
was a single Democrat, one here and one in the city of Philadelphia. 

‘The Secretaries were of the same party. Thus the officials requesting 
certification of eligibles and choosing therefrom, as well as those con- 
ducting the examinations, grading applicants, and certifying eligibles, 
were all of the same party. The excuse rendered for this state of things 
was that the law required the boards to be composed of persons in the 
service, and that suitable persons who were Democrats could not be 
found, This, I have no doubt, was true, for they were not admitted to 
the service. There was not even a pretense Of fairness in this, 

In the New York custom-house there were in the five years preced- 
ing 1882 sixteen hundred and seventy eight removals and appointments, 
which is a larger number than all the appointments which had been 
made in the departmental service here under the administration of this 
law on account of removals, deaths, and resignations, 

The President has in good faith kept his pledges and executed the 
Jaw and all that has been promised in relation to the civil service. 
We hear complaints about the removal of postmasters who are not con- 
trolled by this law, and I find that on yesterday the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] complained that papers were filed in 
the Departments here against officials of this class who were not al- 
lowed to see them in order to prepareand fileanswers. He denounced 
the practice as one of the most outrageous invasions of common right 
and common fairness ever witnessed in any land or in any age. This 
is no new practice. It has been the practice ever since the Government 
has existed It is not peculiar to this Administration by any means. 


He might go through the Departments, and if he took pains to look 
he would find that under all administrations charges have been filed 
and are on file, complaints in the archives against incumbents of of- 
fices; and it never was proposed, until the gentleman by his bill intro- 
duced here proposed it, to convert all of the Departments into courts 
to hear charges and answers of gentlemen contesting for places. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman will do me the justice to say that 
my bill does not propose to take anybody into court; and my experi- 
ence and observation are diametrically opposite to what the gentleman 
states to be the fact, 5 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The gentleman proposes in his bill to make a 
radical change, to break down this practice, and I say that the practice 
has been the same ever since the organization of the Government in re- 
gard to the filing of such charges. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And I repeat that my experience and observa- 
tions are diametrically opposed to the gentleman's. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Mc- 
Coxas] a few moments ago alluded to some practices in 1875 in New 
York. Now, I want to read 

“Mr. McCOMAS. I said 1885. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I want to read some letters illustrating the Re- 
* machine methods bearing date of 1885. I send one to the 

esk, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ’ 

Mr. TAULBEE moved to strike out the last word, and yielded his 
time to Mr. CLEMENTs. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman, Lask 
the Clerk to read now the letter I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS REPUBLICAN STATE COMMITTEE, 
Philadelphia, September 2, 1885. 

Dran Sin: We desire an early subscription to the State committee, and as 
liberal as you can afford to make it. If the Republicans of Pennsylvania win 
a decisive victory this 1 it will prevent any agitation or disastrous change of 
the tariff by the incoming Congress and pave the way for the overthrow of the 
Democratic State and national administrations. We propose to push the work 
of the State committee with the utmost vigor until election day, Please send 
your subscription as early as possible, by check, money-order, or call at head- 
quarters. 

Yours, very truly, 


THOS. V. COOPER, Chairman, 
Mr. CLEMENTS, I now ask him to read this one. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
PHILADELPHIA, October 10, 1855. 
My Dran sin: We ask you as an active and generous Republican to promptly 
aid the Republican State committee to whatever extent you may feelable. You 
can send by check, post-office order, or call in person at headquarters, St. Cloud 
Hotel, where a correct and private financial record is kept. Prompt ald will 
insure a victory in Pennsylvania, which, with that now surely promised in 
New York, will maintain Republican ascendency in the United States Senate, 
iusure the election of our governor and Legislature next year, and pave the 
way to Republican supremacy in 1888. 


Very truly, yours, 
THOS. V. COOPER, 

Mr. CLEMENTS. These letters were written to parties in the em- 
ploy of the Government in the post-office and custom-house at Phil- 
adelphia. I have some letters here written to other empioyés, but I 
will not take the time of the committee to read more of them. The 
Republican party became so in the habit—under the system of “Jay 
Hubbellism,’’ and sanctioned by the Republican committee of which 
Mr. HALE was a member (notwithstanding he proposes now to com- 
plain because the President made removals without the limits of civil 
service)—of assessing the employés of the Government from the least to 
the greatest, that when the civil-service act became a law and went 
into practical operation they did not cease their old habits; and I sup- 
pose to-day that the great majority of those remaining in the Depart- 
ments at Washington and in the custom-houses and post-oflices and 
other public offices throughout the country, who remain still loyal to 
the old party, are contributing their proportion to its success. 

But simply because the President has seen proper to extend this law 
and the spirit of the law beyond the mere letter, but has made remov- 
als of postmasters and others, gentlemen have gone to great pains to 
collect data to show how many removals have been made. ‘The gen- 
tleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas] just said that this law was 
passed by a Republican Congress; that it was their law. Why then 
complain that a Democratic President las seen proper to make remov- 
als which you did not embrace within the law? Why object to his 
carrying it out? Can the gentleman point to a single instance on the 
part of the present Administration where a violation of the law or any 
rule under it has taken place? 

Mr. REED. Did he not write a letter extending the status some- 
what? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. What does the gentleman say ? 

Mr. REED. Did he not write a letter extending the status of the 
law somewhat? [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I understand 

Mr. REED. And about the same time he wrote the silver letter, 
you remember? $ 

Mr. CLEMENTS. He did, and I will add that he did not say to 
Mr. Curtis, Burn this letter.“ [Applause and laughter on the Dem- 
ocratic side. ] 


„ 


Mr. REED. Now, will the gentleman answer my question? He 
has stated what he did not do. Will he state what he did do? 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The President has written letters. What letter 
does the geutleman from Maine reter to? 

Mr. REED. I have stated it. I spoke of the letter enlarging civil- 
service reform, and the silver letter dated about the same time. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The President did say that the spirit of this law 
could with great propriety be applied to officers without its limits, and 
he has extended its application so as to retain in oflice a large per cent. 
of the pustmasters, postal clerks, and other officers. After the election 
of President Cleveland and before his inanguration the Republican ad- 
ministration changed the classification in the Departments, extending it 
upward and downward so as to include all employés as near as possible, 
bat the propriety of this was not seen by them until afterthe election. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. MCCOMAS, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] is 
the chairman of the Committee on Civil Service Reform under the ad- 
ministration of President Cleveland. It was his office, and not mine, 
to introduce the amendment which E have sent to the desk, and yet 
my friend has not said one word in behalf of civil-service reform: 

very word he has said has been in extenuation of theabuses of which 

I complain, and which this law was enacted to prevent. I care less 
which party was right or wrong long ago, and more to know which 
will do right to-day. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleague on the Appropriations Committee and 
the chairman of the Civil Service Committee at the same time, the 
gentleman from Georgia, ought to be the first man to give this Civil 
Service Commission all the aid it needs; but he points away back yon- 
der how, in some other year, some people were removed, and I may 
safely deny the accuracy, as I deny the relevancy, of his old Silurian 
excavation; but it is strange he forgets that President Cleveland, in 
the letter which he ought to have burned, in view of what has taken 
place since, suid the benefits of the law should be extended and its 
usefulness increased, and commended it to the liberal care and jealous 
protection of Congress, and straightway proceeded to remove almost 
every Presidential postmaster, all of the lower-class postmasters ex- 
cept about 12 per cent., all the foreign ministers and secretaries of le- 
gation, nearly all the consuls, the collectors of customs, the naval ofi- 
cers of customs, the appraisers, the assistant treasurers of the sub- 
treasnries, the collectors of internal revenue, the district attorneys, 
the Territorial governors, the pension agents nearly all swept clean— 
a change of 100,000 office-holders. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr.McCOMAS. Waitamoment. Peace; bestill! My friend from 
Georgia talks of one year some years ago. I say in a whole century, 
even under Jackson and under Van Buren, there has not been such a 
clean sweep as under Cleveland of Federal officers, with this differ- 
ence, that fifty years ago the clean sweep was with brutal frankness, 
while under Mr. Cleveland it is done under the phylactery of the most 
colossal hypocrisy that ever was worn by a lord high executioner. 

Mr. O'NEILL of Missouri, Mr. MCKINNEY, and Mr. TAULBEE rose 
to interrupt Mr. MOCOMAS. 

Mr. MCCOMAS. One at a time, gentlemen. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. If your party should regain office, would 
you not be in favor of cleaning out every Democrat? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. No, sir; the good of the public I would place be- 
fore the greed of the party. I hope and believe when the Republican | 
platformis framed that the Republican party will indorse a candidate 
and a platform squarely and boldly in favor of civil-service reform and 
its extension to other offices. But you gentlemen whocameinto power 
under the ery turn the rascals out,” have deceived nobody but the | 
dyspeptic Magwumps who, believing first in free trade, bartered away 
for it eivil-service reform. And so your President every day is com- 
mitting mortal sin in abandoning civil service to tinker with the tariff 
to the destruction of American labor and American interests. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Let me suggest to the gentleman—— 

Mr. McCOMAS. The suggestions of the gentleman from Kentucky 
are so frequent and so verbose that my five minutes would expire be- 
fore he got them in. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
McComas] has expired. 

Mr. HopkINs, of Illinois, rose. 

Mr, TAULBEE. Ionly wanted the floor long enough to suggest 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. It seems to me we are wandering a 
little from the proper line of debate on the amendment of my friend 
from Maryland. I confess to some little surprise at the argument 
made by the chairman of the Committee on Civil Service Reform. This 
amendment proposes to restore the amount claimed by the Civil Serv- 
ico Commission, in order that they may efficiently discharge their duty. 

The book of estimates before me shows they represented to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations thatin order to properly discharge their duties 
and carry out this law in its spirit and in its letter it was necessary to 
bave au appropriation of $36,160; and yet we find that the Committee 
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on Appropriations, of which the chairman of the Committee on Civil 
Service Reform is a member, cut that appropriation down to a little 
over 825,000 —less than three-quarters of the amount that was actually 
asked. 

When the attention of the House is called to this fact, instead of the 
chairman of the committee, who, we would suppose, would desire to see 
this law carried out in its true spirit instead of his getting up here and 
aiding his colleague on the Committee on Appropriations to have this 
amendment made, he opposesit, and attempts to evade the issue by claim- 
ing that the Republicans did something wrong some years ago. 

Now, sir, in the trial of causes in court I never have known it to be 
regarded asa good defense for a criminal to say that somebody else had 
done the same thing that he was accused of doing. If the Republicans 
have not carried out the Jaw, as these parties claim, why do not the 
Democrats live up to their own professions, made when they were voted 
into power, and carry out this law,as the Mugwumps were led to he- 
lieve they would do when they aided them with their votes? Why 
does not the chairman of this committee help to carry out this law, 
by coming to the aid of the commissioners and voting this appropria- 
tion through? Look at the Calendars of this House. What day has 
been assigned to the Committee on Civil-Service Reform for the pur- 
pose of giving us better laws to aid this commission in weeding ont the 
corruption that is showing itself every day under this Democratic Ad- 
ministration ? 

A MEMBER. Where? 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Hlinois. Where! On every hand; in the cus- 
tom-house at New York, in Pennsylvania, in the State of Illinois. 
Why, look at the post-oflices at Indianapolis and Philadelphia. Where! 
The trouble is that you can not find a Democratic office-holder who is 
carrying out this system as the party agreed to carry it out when Mr. 
Cleveland was placed in the executive chair. If the newspaper re- 
ports are to be believed, Mr. Cleveland’s Federal office-holders have 
captured the State convention of Pennsylyania, and have muzzled 
the representatives of the people. The same thing has been done in 
the State of Illinois. The leader of the delegation to the St. Louis 
convention, where it is planned that the President is to be renomi- 
nated, is a Federal office-holder. Yet this is a reform administration, 
and this is the way that the civil-service law is being carried out! 

Mr. LAWLER. We will wipe out the law, if that will suit the gen- 
tleman any better, [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Horkixs] complains thata Democratic President has not enforced the 
eivil-service law. ‘The first civil-service law was passed during the ad- 
ministration of President Grant, and the Repubticans, in charge of both 
Houses of Congress, afterwards repealed that law hy refusing to appro- 
priate money to carry it out. Thus failed that first attempt at civil, 
service reform, A Republican Committee on Appropriations starved it 
to death. 

Tn this House a Democratic committee has reported an appropriation 
sufficient to carry out the law and enforce it as Democratic committees 
have done ever since a Democratic President came into office. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Ifthe gentleman will permit me to in- 
terrupt him, I find in the Book of Estimates, in a note, a statement as 
to the additional clerk-hire needed for the proper and prompt perform- 
ance of the steadily-increasing clerical labor of the commission. : 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir; and so the gentleman will find that every 
Department of this Government, I think I might say almost withont 
exception, asks of Committees on Appropriations larger sums every year 
The Democratic party is 
responsible to the country, and Democratie committees scarcely ever 
appropriate according to the extravagant estimates sent in, and so esti- 
mates are always sent in with a margin to cut down. But if enough 
was appropriated last year to carry out and enforce the law during the 
current year, and undoubtedly that is so, and if the committee recom- 
mends the same sum now, I fail to see how any gentleman can say we 
are failing to support the civil-service law. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. HERBERT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Is it your understanding that the Appro- 
priations Committee desired to carry out in all its letter and spirit the 
civil-service law, and made an appropriation with direct reference to 
that law? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know what may have been the motive of 
the majority of the committee; I can only judge by their conduct, 
and this I do know: They have not done as a Republican Committee 
on Appropriations did under President Grant; they have not refused 
any appropriation at all for carrying out the civil-service law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Will the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] 
now, under Cleveland, vote to give this Civil Service Commission what 
they want to carry ont the law? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Weare talking about one thing and the 
gentleman from Alabama is talkingaboutanother thing. You, onthat 
side, are always satisfied when your bestcomesuptoour worst. [Laugh- 
ter.] The point is that the Democratic party is not friendly to civil- 
service reform, whether real or not, and the appropriation, I submit, is 
not made equal to the requirements of the service; while I understood 
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my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT] to say that he understood 


that the committee had made the appropriation deeming it full and 


ample to meet the pro uirements of the service, 

Mr. HERBERT. I understand that thisappropriation is the same as 
the appropriation of last year. That was sufficient to enable the com- 
missioners and the President to carry out the law. Yon Republicans 
have been quarreling with the President ever since he came into power 
because he has disappointed you, because he has failed to verify your 
prediction that, like a Republican President and a Republican Con- 

he would trample the law under foot, 

Mr. O’FERRALL. And Democrats have complained of him on the 
same ground. 

Mr. HERBERT. The Democrats have complained, some of them, 
that he did not go far enough in turning out the office-holders, but the 
Republicans have quarreled with him because he has enforced the law. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If the Chair will recognize me, I will yield 
to my friend from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. 

Mr. HERBERT. But the people who have watched the President 
from the moment he took the oath to support the Constitution and the 
laws have been with him and are with him to-day. 

Mr. BOTTERWORTH. The experience of some members. of this 
House on the Democratic side is that it is not safe to be anywhere else. 
LLaughter.] 

Mr. HERBERT. The gentleman and his party will find next No- 
vember that it is not safe tor anybody to be against Mr. Cleveland who 
wants to be with the people. 

Mr. McCOMAS, J would like to ask the gentleman one question. 
If it was wrong for a Republican Congress not to give the foll amount 
for civil-service reform ten years ago, will not the gentleman to-day 
vote to the Civil Service Commission in the pending bill the amount 
which they have asked and which my amendment proposes to give 
them? 


Mr. HERBERT. I will vote enough to enable the President to ad- 
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minister the law faithfully and honestly, just as he has been doing ever | 


since he took office. 

Mr. McCOMAS. ‘The Civil Service Commissioners ask this sum. 

Mr. HERBERT. No Committee on Appropriations can safely take 
the estimates of officials and appropriate the fall amount asked. It is 
scarcely ever done. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman explain why it is 
that we have not been able to get any more civil-service reports since 
1886? 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not know, but I think a very satisfactory ex- 
planation has been given by the chairman of the Civil Service Com- 
mittee [ Mr. CLEMENTS]. 

Mr, DOCKERY. The Agricultural Report has not been published 
since that year either. ; 

Mr. HERBERT, A great many reports are behind. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois, 1 presume there has been no civil- 
service report since 1886 because there has been nothing to report under 
the present commission. 

Mr. HERBERT. The quarrel with the President all the time has 
been, not that he has not enforced the law as passed by Congress, but that 


he has not gone further and enforced something that is not the law. 


A Memuper. Do you mean the complaint on the Democratic side? 

Mr. HERBERT. No; the quarrel on the part of gentlemen on the 
other side with Mr. Cleveland is that, as they choose to believe, he has 
not lived up to the construction they seek to put upon a letter he has 
written—a letter which the gentleman from Maine calls an enlarge- 
ment of the statute made by the President. 

Mr. MILLIKEN (to Mr. HERBERT). What is your quarrel with 


him? 

Mr. HERBERT, None whatever. We do not quarrel with him at 
all. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. FORNEY. I hope we may be able to agree on some limit to this 
debate. 

Mr. REE D. I desire only five minutes. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then I will ask that this debate be closed in five 
minntes. 

Mr. HOLMAN.” I would like to occupy five minutes. 

Mr. FORNEY. Well, let it be agreed that the debate be closed in 
ten minutes. 

Mr. REE D. The gentleman from Ilinois [Mr. Anass] would like 
to occupy five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. What proposition does the gentleman from Ala- 


. bama make? 8 


Mr. FORNEY. Well, I will not make any proposition at present. 

Mr. REED. Mr, Chairman, Ido not think gentlemen on the other side 
in theirown minds deal quite fairly with the acgusation made against 
them. Ihave no doubt they desire to doso; their failure results rather 
from confusion of mind than from wicked intention,’ [Laughter.] Ican 
remember when there was no subject that seemed to penetrate the at- 
mosphere with Democratic objection like civil service and civil-service 


reform. I can remember how gentlemen on the other side, in season 
and out of season, used to point to the melancholy spectacle of Federal 
office-holders participating in nominating conventions. I can remem- ` 
ber when those gentlemen were in the habit of using language of the 
most violent reprobation in regard to the appointment or removal of 
any man for political reasons. On these questions they used to tear a 
passion to fitters on all ovcasions, and they asseverated that if they ever 
came into power that thing should end. They declared thatit was for 
the interest of the Republic that it should end. Carrying ont the lan- 
guage of their own virtuous oratory, the sincerity of which the Presi- 
dent in his then innocent condition did not doubt [laughter], he pra- 
claimed to the world that he intended to step Federal ollicve-holders 
from participating in this fashion in nominating conventions, not hay- 
ing a prophetic eye on the recent Pennsylvania convention [laughter], 
nor npon the New York convention, nor anything of that sort. 

The accusation made against these gentlemen is—and I hope I skall 
not be unparliamentary—that their conduct compared with their 
declarations savors of hypocrisy. [Laughter. ] 

Now, what we point out is that afterall their virtuous oratory, these 
gentlemen, as soon as they get into power, do precisely the same things 
about which they were so indignant before they got into power. They 
reiterate by saying. Lou did it before the election.“ That is pre- 
cisely the gravamenof theircharge. It is precisely the thing they were 
to rectify. That is precisely the ſault they were going to correct. 

Now, when they commit precisely the fault which they themselves 
had reprohated they turn around aud reiterate what they said before 
election, forgetting the position has entirely changed. [Laughter and 
applause. ] 

in other words, the pointed accusation, gentlemen, we make against 
yon is that you maintain it is perfectly proper to do what you do be- 
canse we did it, forgetting that the real issue is what you do compared 
with your own declarations. [Great langhter and applause. ] ‘ 

Now, there is the whole chargé [renewed laughter], and I submit yo 
can not get rid of it by repeating some of your old speeches, because 
your old speeches charge us with the fault, accompanied by the promise 
of correction on your part. a promise the non-fulfillment of which we 
point out. Now, there is the wholematter. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to say a word about the last amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], which relates 
solely to the traveling expenses of the Civil Service Commissioners, 
The last fifteen minutes has shown how easily a discussion of civil-serv- 
ice, relorm takes on a partisan character. I have been waiting pa- 
tiently for fifteen minutes to let partisan discussion clear away in order 
that 1 might show that something might be said on the subject which 
did not consist in crimination or recrimination of any political party. 

When a Republican Congress adopted this Pendleton bill, so called, 
its purpose was to substitute a new mode of appointing subordinate 
officers. How did we propose to make that substitution? Did we 
propose the President should make it? No; the President is too far 
trom these clerks to exercise his judgment. Did we propose the mem- 
bers of his Cabinet should doit? No; for they were too far, and they 
had to trust to local boards. 

Now, the course taken under that law was to provide for a board 
of Civil Service Commissioners. They might have provided for local 
boards of a non-partisan character. They decided not to do so. As 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] said a few minutes ago, 
many of these local boards, even under Democratic administration, con- 
sist altogether of Republican partisan office-holders: The mode in 
which the law is executed depends on the fidelity with which those 
local boards act, and you can be sure of having nothing like consistency 
or even fidelity unless the general Board of Civil Service Commissioners 
can have adequate compensation for traveling expenses in order they 
may assume the responsibility of the whole matter, And therefore it 
is, if you are in favorof carrying ont this experiment of the Pendleton 
bill in good faith you ought to appropriate at least for that Civil Service 
Commission the $5,000 they ask for traveling expenses. And the trav- 
eling expenses they need are not for junketing excursions. They are 
to examine the working of this system in the local boards, on the tidel- 
ity or lack of fidelity of, which depends the whole question of success or 
failure of the whole system. And therefore it is that every year for 
two or three years I have offered this particular amendment to this ap- 

ropriation bill. And it seems to me, if regard be had to all that has 
n said in the last fifteen minutes, this increase should be made for 
the purpose I have indivated. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Only a word, Mr. Chairman, in this connection, 
and that is in relation to the merits of the amendment which has been 
suggested. 

The first appropriation made for the support of the Civil ServiceCom- 
mission and to carry out the law was about $17,000. It bas gone up 
from that time—and that was in the Forty-seventh Congress—until now 
the annual appropriations amount to about $25,000, Of course the 
Committee on Appropriations is not prepared to recommend the highest 
amount asked by the Department in relation to the various bureaus. 
This is one only among many instances where the full amount of the 
estimates has not been allowed. 
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Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman from Georgia, as he is at the head 
of un important committee in connection with this subject, tell me 
whether in the judgment of that committee the Committee on Appro- 
priations ought to have allowed the estimate of $5,000 for traveling ex- 


penses ? = ° 
Mr. CLEMENTS. The question has not heen before the commit- 


tee. 

Mr. ADAMS. Itought to haye been. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And I can not speak from personal knowledge. 

Mr. MoCOMAS., Mr. Chairman, after full inquiry and examination, 
as a member of the Committee on Appropriations permit me to say 
that this allowance for traveling expenses of the board is in my opin- 
ion just and necessary and it ought to be allowed, and I make this 
statement without any reference to any partisan considerations which 
muy enter into the question. 

I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Civil Service 
Reform to co-operate with me in trying to have it passed. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. And let me state, as a member of the 
Committee on Civil Service Reform, that I will cheerfully co-operate 
and join hands with the chairman of the committee in trying to get it 
adopted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, when this amendment was offered 
I reserved the question of order upon it; but on reflection it seems to 
me entirely proper that it should be waived, and a direct vote of the 
committee taken upon the proposition to increase the appropriations 
for this commission. I wish to say, going a little more into the details 
of the creation of the commission than the gentleman from Georgia, 
that the appropriation for 1884, the first general appropriation for this 
service, amounted in the aggregate to $23,300. My friend from-Geor- 
gia referred only to the salaries fixed for the Commission when he spoke 
of $17,000 as being the first expenditure. That appropriation em- 
braced three commissioners, one chief examiner, one secretary, one 
stenographer, and one messenger, and these were the only officers pro- 
vided by the original law. That first appropriation also embraced 
$5,008 for traveling expenses. s 

The appropriation for the present fiscal year provides as follows: For 
three commissioners, one chief examiner, one secretary, one clerk of 
class 4, one clerk of class 3, one clerk of class 2, and one clerk of class 
1, two at $900 each; one messenger, one laborer; and $4,000 for travel- 
ing expenses, making the entire appropriation for the commission, 
$29,800. 

Now, it will be seen at once and ata glance that this is quite an 
unusual increase. I wish to mention to the committee also the fact 
that during both sessions of the last Congress this force was materially 
increased, and I think the commission has force enough to perform its 
duties at Washington. No further appropriations, I think, ought to 
be made. I had occasion during the last Congress, at both sessions, to 
look into the subject most carefully, and I think the appropriation of 
$4,000 for traveling expenses is quite ample. 

One word more. The duties of the commission are well performed; 
that is my judgment, at least; and I think that no law has ever been 
placed upon the statute-books which has been carried out with more 
fidelity than this law. It applies, as all gentlemen know, to the clas- 
sified clerks in the Departments, but not to any of the administrative 
offices; and the existing law is carried ont by this Administration with 
a fidelity that may be characterized as absolutely without variation or 
shadow of turning. I think, therefore, tliat gentlemen who favor the 
law—I am not the champion of it by any means—ought to feel that 
the law has been carried out both in Jetter and spirit to an extent not 
even expected by its most ardent friends. A glance at all of the De- 
partments here, showing their working, will demonstrate the fidelity 
with which it has been carried out. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, as everybody on both sides seems en- 
tirely favorable to the principle of civil-service reform, and as we have 
each of us been accusing the other of dereliction in regard to it as parties, 
I wish to call attention to one fact which this amendment reaches. 
This seems to be more than a mere question of money. 1 introduced 
a bill early in the session in this House for the extension of the civil- 
service law to certain additional offices, I did so because I believed 
that the advance of that reform, which I regard as clearly in the in- 
terests of the public business and of the public welfare, could only be 
achieved through legislation. I believe the only solid advance that 
has been made in regard to civil-service reform has been by legislation, 
and the Civil Service Commission appointed under that law. 

I was told with regard to that bill, which now lies on the Calendar 
under an adverse report from the committee of which the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS] is the chairman, that one objection to it 
was that there was ample power in the President and the Civil Service 
Commission to extend the present law to other offices; that it was 
merely an expression of the wish of Congress in the matter; but that 
they could not extend it to new offices, because they did not have the 
money to do it with, Therefore this proposed additional appropriation 
is simply a statement on the part of Congress that they believe that the 
civil-service law should be extended and maintained. And I think that 
was the language of both political ‘platforms of both political parties 
in many conventions, State and national. 


* 


Therefore I hope to see this amendment prevail as a distinct advance - 
in the line of civil-service reform, : 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to say in reply to what fell from the gen- 
tleman from Maine that it was not the Democratic party that, before 
the passage of the present law, was loudest in its professions in favor of 
civil-service reform. The gentleman happened to be, as I was, a mem- 
ber of this House, when that bill was passed. It was in the first ses- 
sion of that Congress—I believe the Forty-eighth, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The Forty-seventh. 

Mr. HERBERT. In the first session of the Forty-eighth Congress, 
I think it was, a modest bill was reported by a Democratic committee 
simply making it unlawful to levy contributions upon office-holders 
here inthe Departments. The Republican party arrayed itself solidly 
against that bill and resorted to the parliamentary tactics—filibustered 
for weeks and weeks to prevent even that first step in the direction of 
civil-service reform, 8 

Congress adjourned aud we went before the country. That was the 
year when Mr, Cleveland was nominated for governor of the State of 
New York. That was the year when Jay Hubbell was chairman of the 
Congressional executive committee of the Republican party, and that 
was the year when the question of civil-service reform was submitted 
to the people in the elections. The result was that in the State of 
New York Grover Cleveland was elected governor by 192,000 votes. 
When we came back to the second session of that Congress our Repub- 
lican friends showed that they had experienced a great change of heart, 
They went to work with great zeal in both ends of the Capitol and 
hurried through the bill that is now the law. They sent it to us from 
the Senate, and here Democrats and Republicans voted for it alike. 

That is the history of this law; and the quarrel to-day of the Re- 
publicans is that Grover CleVeland has enforced the law which public 
opinion forced them to vote for: They predicted he would violate it, 
as they had done; but the gentleman from Georgia, the chairman of 
the Civil Service Committee, has challenged them to show, and the 
gentlemen on the other side, failed to point Kit, a Single instance in 
which the law has been violated under a Democratic Administration. 
The only charge is that Mr. Cleveland bas not extended it as far as, in 
the opinion of his critics on the other side of this Chamber, he ought 
to have done because of some letter he bas written. o tl. t extent, 
and to that extent only, his offending goes. 

It seems to me that is a perfectly fair statement of the situation. 
Sir, if I did not believe thisappropriation sufficient I should be in favor 
of increasing it so as to carry out this law faithfully. The Democratic 
committee charged with this matter does not seek to destroy or emas- 
culate the law, but has reported to the House what the gentleman from 
Indiana, long connected with appropriations and familiar with the ne- 
cessities of this case, says is sufficienti to enable the commissioners to 
enforce the law. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask the gentleman from Alabama 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

pet CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama has 
expired. 7 

Mr. McCOMAS. I ask just a moment. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. ROGERS having resumed 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole Honse onthe state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fis- 
cal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, had come to no 
resolution thereon. : 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SACRAMENTO, CAL, 


Mr. MCKENNA, Task unanimous consent to take from the Union 
Calendar, for present consideration, the bill (S. 1554) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Sacramento, Cal. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted; éte., That the amount heretofore fixed as the limit of cost for the 
erection of a public building by the United States Government at Sacramento, 
Cal., be, and the same is hereby, increased to $150,000, and that sum is hereby 
fixed as the limit of cost for the erection of said building, including site. 

Sec. 2, That the officers of the United States Government having charze of 
the erection of publie buildings are authorized and required to be governed by 
one hereby prescribed in making contracts for the erection of said 

ullding. 

Sec. 3. That the additional sum of $50,000 be, and the same is hereby, appro- 
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be 
used and expended for the purposes provided in this act. 


The bill was reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with the following amendments: 
In section 1, line 6, strike out * $159,000" and insert $200,000.” 
In section 3, line I. strike out $50,000" and insert ‘* $100,009,” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? m 
Mr. HOLMAN rose, 
Bag itt OE ONA I will state to the gentieman from Indiana that 
the bill as we propose to have it passed is the Senate bill making the 
limit $150,000. ` 7 
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Mr. HOLMAN. With the understanding that the amendment in- 
creasing the amount to $200,000 is withdrawn, I shall not object. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Mr. Speaker, it is understood that the amend- 
ments are withdrawn, and that the Senate bill shall be passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the suggestion of the gen- 
tleman from California that the amendments be disagreed to and the 
question taken on the Senate bill? 

There was no objection, : 

The bill was ordered to.a third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McKENNA moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TALLAHASSEE, FLA. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further con- 
sideration of the bill S. 1083, and that it be now put upon its passage. 
It is a bill for the erection of a public building at Tallahassee, Fla. I 
also ask unanimous consent that the reading of the bill be dispensed 
with. It is exactly in the form prescribed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, and it has been reported favorably by that 
committee. The bill passed the Senate, and was referred to the House 
committee and reported back favorably. There bave been three re- 
ports in favor of this bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be ü enacted, cto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise 
provide, a site for,and cause to be erected, a suitable building, with proper fire- 
proof vaults therein, for the accommodation of the courts of the United States, 
post-office, land-office, internal- revenue offices, and other Government offices, 
at the city of Tallahassee, Fla, The site and building thereon, when com- 
pleted, upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved by 
the Secretary of the’Trea@ry, shall not exceed the cost of 875.00, nor shali any 

site be purchased until estimates for the erection of a building which will fur- 
nish suflicient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, aud 
which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the smn herein limited after the 
site shall have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by the 
Secretary of the Treasury; and no purchase of site nor plan for said building 
shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure 
exceeding the sum of 575,000 for site and building: Provided, That no money to 
be appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the site 
of said building shall be vesied in the United Siates, to be approved by the 
Attorney-General, and until the State of Florida shall have ceded tothe United 
States exclusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except the administration 
of the criminal laws of said State and the service of any civil procesa therein. 
And the sum of $75.000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, io be 
used and expended in the purchase of said site and toward the construction of 
said building: Provided, That the site shall leave the building unexposed to 
danger from fire in. adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, 
incinding streets and alleys around the same, 

There being no objection, the bill was ordered toa third reading; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. x 

Mr. DAVIDSON, of Florida, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr. BURNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent thatthe bill 
(H. R. 9788) making an uppropriation to supply a deticiency in the ap- 
propriation for expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1838, and for other purposes, returned from 
the Senate with amendments, be taken up, the amendments non-con- 
curred in, and the bill and amendments recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

Mr. REED, I object. 

The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the House took a recess, under 
the order, until 8 o’clock p. m, 


EVENING SESSION. + 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 0’clock p. m., 
Mr. Rod Rs in the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 


JESSE DICKEY. 


Mr. DOCKERY, by unanimous consent, called up for present con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Jesse Dickey, late of Captain 
Johnson's Company Illinois Mounted Volunteers, Black Hawk war, to $12 
per month, 


The report (by Mr. BANKHEAD) is as follows: 


The claimant is now a pensioner of the United States at the rate of $6 per 
month for a gunshot wound of the right thigh, which he received while in 
the military service of the United States. in the Black Hawk war of 1532. He 
is in his seventy-ninth year, has no source of income except his small pension, 
and has an aged wife dependent upon him, A large number of his townsmen 
join in a petition to Congress setting forth his indigent condition and the neces- 
sity por ed The old man is severely disabled by his wound, and by hernia 
and rovele, 

N report back the bill to the House with the recommendation 
that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the hill was ordered to be engrossed and 
ga a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 

ird time, and passed. 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN F. HUCKABA. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, by unanimous consent, called up for consid- 
eration the bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws. the name of John F. Huckaba, a private of Com- 
puny H, Second Regiment of Tennessce Mounted Infantry, 


The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


The claimant made application to the Pension Office for pension, and the 
rame was rejected on the ground that the soldier was not properly in the sery- 
ice of the United States when the wound for which he claimed a pension was 
incurred, and that the same was not incurred in the service and in line of duty. 

8 facts in the case, as guthered from the papers before the committee, are 
as follows: 

In Augnst, 1863, John F. Huckaba enlisted in a military erganization then 
being formed under the direction of Andrew Johnson, then military governor 
of the Stateof Tennessee. The organization was under contro} of Capt. Thomas 
J. Crypert, and was designated as the Second Tennessee Mounted Militia In- 
fantry. He was sworn into service by Captain Crypert, and shortly after, be- 
fore said force had arrived at Nashville, where they were to be mustered in, he 
Was sent out with a scouting party by orderof said Captain Crypert, and while 
out in the discha of his duty as a scout he accidentally received a severe 
wound in his leſt band by the accidental discharge of his own gun while dis- 
mounting from his horse, He presented himself at Nashville for muster, but 
owing to the crippled condition of his hand he was refused the privilege of 
being mustered into said service, 

Thomas J. Crypert testifies that he was captain of Company A, Second Ten- 
nessee Mounted Infantry; that he is acquainted with Jolin F. Huckaba; that 
he enlisted him in the serviee of the United States and swore him into said sery- 
ice while making up said regiment, about the month of August, 1563, under the 
authority of Andrew Johnson, military governor of Tennessee; that after he 
was enlisted and sworn he went with him and other enlisted men to Corinth, 
Miss., then a United States military post, and drew a gun and ammunition and 

rt of a uniform, Soon thereafter, say about September 8, 1863, the said John 

. Huckaba was sent on a scout in Wayne County, Tennessee, be thinks by bis 
own order, with other enlisted men belonging to the organization, and while 
on said scout he was severely wounded in the left hand, which wound, the cap- 
tain.says, was reported to me as having been made by an accidental shot 
from his own gun. His wound has almost entirely deprived him of the use of 
his hand permanently. He had not been muste: into the service at the time 
he received said wound, but soon thereafter he presented himself, with otbers, 
for muster at Nashville, Tenn., but, owing to the crippled condition of his hand, 
he wus rejected. While enlisting men for the regiment it was necessary for the 


į enlisted men to remain together in a body and perform duty as soldiers for 


their mutual protection before they were mustered into the service, as the 
enemy were in that part of the country at that time, 

Isine H. Goble, a member of said company and ent, testifies as follows: 

Some time after enlistment I was ordered to e five or six men with me 
and go on a scout, and the said John F. Huckaba was one of the men sent with 
nie on that duty. While in the line of his duty he received a severe wound 
through his left hand by the accidental discharge of his own gun. I was pres- 
ent when he received the wound; the same was received while in the act of dis- 
mounting from his horse. and was purely accidental. The wound shattered 
the bones of his hand, and he has ever since been almost totally deprived of the 
use of that hand on account of the wound.” 

James F. Goble, who was a member of said card! pan and regiment, and who 
was one of the number in said scout, testifies that Huckaba was also one of the 
number on said scout, and was wounded as stated by Cantain Crypet, Isaac H. 
0 55 and others. He was present and saw Huckaba when the accident ot- 
curred, 

The committee believe that the evidence warrants the concinsion that the 
soldier was a member of the military organization, as stated, that he was in line 
of duty when the accident for which he asks relief occurred, and that said acci- 
dent occurred as stated. The committee believe this to be a meritoriovs case, 
and therefore submit a favorable report and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, und passed. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ; 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


FLORA C. ANDREWS. 

Mr. WILLIAMS, by unanimous consent, called up for considera- 
tion a bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension-roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the niente vote tnd to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension law, the name of Mrs. Flora Andrews, widow of 
Samuel D. Andrews, deceased, latea private in Company C, Forty-fourth Regi- 
ment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. - 


The report (by Mr. YODER) is as follows: 

Samuel D. Andrews, the husband of Flora C. Andrews, enlisted in Company 
C, Forty-fourth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 15th day of September, 1561 
and was borne on the company rolls as Simon D. Andrews, and was discharg 
from the service of the United States on the 25th day of January, 1853, on sur- 
geon’s certificate of disability, reciting that he had done no duty for a month, 
and a cough for six months and was suffering from phthisis pulmo- 
nalis, The soldier's discharge recited that he was discharged by resson of 
phthisis pulmonalis. — - 

Mr. Andrews filed an application for pension April 2, 1880, and he was granted 
a pension cer(ificate from the 28th day of January, 1863, and ending November 
16, 1881. Said certificate is on file with papers in the case, which certificate was 
subsequently revised to end January 26, 1868. His first certiticate was ted 
the lith day of February, 1885, and when the same was revised the sol ap 
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plied for restoration to pension-rolls April 16, 1886. On July 14, 1885, the medi- 
cal board gave him no rating; nevertheless the soldier dicd November 3, 1836, 
and his attending physician, Dr. E. C. Cruner, of Dayton, a physician of high 
character and large practice, states in the affidavit filed in the papers that Sam- 
uel D. Andrews died from the effects of a deposit of tubereulous matter in the 
intestine glands, causing inflammation, ulceration, and rupture of the bowels, 
and that he is convinced that the deceased was suffering with a tuberculous de- 
posit in the lungs, and that he was an undoubted sufferer from phthisis pul- 
monalis, and that deposit in the intestinal glands was of tlie same nature, caus- 
ing inflammation and rupture. 

Dr. Green, who attended shortly after his discharge from the Army, testified 
that in 1863 he examined the soldier, and that he was very much emaciated, and 
that he had chronic pneumonia, with marked evidence of ` caseation in one or 
possibly both lungs.” Although the soldier in a measure recovered his health, 
yet the evidence shows that up to the day of his death he had a cough, weak- 
ness, difficulty of breathing, and many of the certain indications of lung dis- 
ease, and from the fact that he was discharged for phthisis pulmonalis, and that 
he died from the effects of tuberculous matters in the intestinal glands, and 
from the further fact that after a thorough investigation the Pension Office found 
a jonable disability from date of discharge to November, 1851, your com- 
mittee are satisfied that the deceased soldier suffered from phthisis palmonatis 
in greater or less degree from date of his discharge until the day of his death, 
and that his death was the result of the same disease, and do therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the accompanying bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. WILLIAMS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion td reconsider be laid on the 
table. ` 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


AURELIA P, HALL. 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, called up for con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. 
Hall, with an amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aurelia P, Hall, mother of Wilson 
8. Gilliland, deceased, Jate a private in Company A, Third Ohio Infantry Vol- 
mnteers; also of Company ©, Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and still 
later of Company C, Fourteenth Infantry, United States Army. 


The report (by Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio) is as follows: 


That the beneficiary of this bill, Mrs. Aurelia P, Hall, of Vineland, N. J., is 
the motherof Wilson S. Gilliland, who, when aboutseventeen years of age, en- 
listed in Company A, Third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, on the 13th day of June, 
1861, and served until the 2lst day of June, 1864, when be was honorably dis- 
charged, and who afterwards, on the 27th day of September, 1864, enlisted in 
Company C, Fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and served until the 3d day 
of June, 1565, when he was again honorably discharged. 

Claimant was twice married, and at the enlistment and during the service of 
her said son was living with her second husband, Albert G. Hall, who was an in- 
valid, and could contribute but little to her support or to the support of her 
children, Ehe had four children, younger than the soldier, who remained at 
home with her, the eldest of whom was only about sixteen years of age when 
the soldier enlisted. During his service and afterwards the soldier contributed 
largely to the support of claimant and his brothers and sisters who resided with 
her, and she was in great measure dependent upon him. 

After the war the soldier married, but his wife soon separated from him and 
remarried, although not divorced, but she afterwards instituted a suit for di- 
voree, which was pending at the time of the soldier's death. 

After his marriage and some time in the year 1870 the soldier enlisted in Com- 
pany G, Fourteenth United States Infantry, and died in July, 1871, at Fort D. 
A. Russell, Wyo. During his service in the war of the rebellion he contracted 
chronic diarrhea, which continued during the remainder of his life, and con- 
tributed materially to his death. 

The claimant is now nearly seventy years of age and in needy circumstances, 
and your committee, in view of the facts above stated, recommend the passage 
of the bill, with an amendment striking out the letter C,” in the last clause of 
the bill, and inserting the letter“ G;“ so that this clause will read and still 
later of Company G, Fourteenth Infantry, United States Army.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


RUTH ANN PORTER. 


Mr. HOLMAN, by unanimous consent, called up for consideration 
the bili (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter, with an 
amendment. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Ruth Ann Porter, dependent sister 
of George H. Porter, late a private in Company D, Third Regiment of Indiana 
vouie Cavalry, on the pension-roll, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month, 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


The claimant under this bill is a dependent sister, for which class no provision 
is made in the general laws, but which Congress has recognized in many private 
bills which have received executive approval. 

This case is one of exceptional merit, the fact being that claimant's three 
brothers, upon whom her mother and herself were dependent, enlisted in the 
Union Army at the same time. One was killed in the battle of the Wilderness, 
another was wounded and died at Douglas Hospital, Washington, after under- 

ng a second amputation of the leg, and the remaining one came home com- 
y broken down and dissipated, after which he left home in search or 


1888. 


goi 
le 
Pealth, and has not been heard of for eighteen years, and is undoubtedly dead. 
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The mother was pensioned, She has since died, and the daughter asks that the 
nsion be continued to her. Claimant's memorial and an affidavit from Will- 
m S. Holman, jr., a son of Hon. William S. Holman, are herewith appended; 


"STATE oF Ixprana, County of Dearborn, ss: 


“On this 12th day of March, 1888, i personel appeared before me, a notary pub- 
lie in and for the county and State aforesaid, Ruth E. Porter, a residentof Aurora, 
Dearborn County, Indiana, aged forty-one years, and who, being duly svori 
makes the following statement in order to procure n pension by special act 
Congress as dependent sister: I have resided in the city of Aurora, Ind., during 
my entire life; my father died in 1849, leaving surviving my mother and eight 
children, consisting of three girls and five boys. My father was not p 

of any real estate and but little personal property. The eldest child was a 
daughter, and who married the same year that my father died; the next eldest 
was a son, who died in 1854,and my mother was thus thrown upon her own 
individual exertions and that of her remaining sons to obtain a means of sub- 
sistence, and by the united labor of the family we managed to gain a living. 

“In July, 1861, my three remaining brothers, George H. Porter, Benjamin F, 
Porter, and Gillett A. Porter, all enlisted in Company D, Third Indiana Cay- 
alry, thus leaving my mother with a family of two daughters and one grand- 
son. Iwas then about twelve years of age, and my. remaining sister and my 
mother were compelled to provide for the family by their own labor and the 
help of my brothers in service, as myself and the grandson were too young to 
assist in obtaining a means of subsistence. My mother, however, received con- 
tributions from all of my brothers while in the Army, and these contributions 
were absolutely necessary for the support of the family, as we lived in rented 
property, and we had no means of subsistence exceptathe labor of my mother 
and sister, as before stated. My brother Gillett was mortally wounded May 
80, 1864, and died June 1, 1864, and my brother George H. was wounded in ac- 
tion May 5, 184, and died at Douglas Hospital, Washington, D. C., June 4, 1564, 
from amputation of leg. My other brother, Benjamin V., served out his time, 
but came out of the Army in feeble health. My mother was thus left in very 
cane circumstances, as my brother George was the main dependence of 
the family. 

“My mother was pensioned on account of the death and service of my brother 
George li., under certificate No. 72235; my mother died January 21, 1882. My 
only remaining sister married in 1865, and died in 1878 at Memphis, Tenn., leav- 
iuga daugiter eight iaip of age, that was sent to my mother to care for, The 
said child is now with me, and is an invalid, and I and the said daughter of my 
sister are all that remain of our family, as I have not seen my brother Benjamin 
for eighteen years. I have always been in very delicate health, and am nearly 
all of the time under the doctor's care, and I have been compelled topaia a sub- 
sistence by sewing, which has so injured my health and my eyesight become 
affected by working after night, that I fear that I will becompelled to abandon 
my only means ofsubsistence. And I make this true statement of facts believin 
that a grateful Government will be willing to admit a claim to which I think 
am justly entitled, having been deprived of the natural and only means of sup- 
port by the loss of my brothers in the psa i 

SIs 1 was in good health I would not ask anything of the Government. My 
mother was confined to her bed in last sickness for six months, and I had to 
give up my sewing to attend her, and we had no money except as her quarterly 
allowance of pension came to hand, I can furnish testimony of neighbors to 
corroborate these statements. I am in very destitute circumstances, and make 
this appeal in my dire necessity, and hope that I do not plead in vain. 

“Miss RUTH E. PORTER, 


“Sratre or INDIANA, Dearborn County, ss: g 


On this the 12th day of March, 1888, before me, Benjamin Vail, jr., a nota: 

ublie within and for the county and State aforesaid, personally came Ruth 

orter, a person of lawful age, well known to me to be reputable and entitled 
to credit, who, being by me first duly sworn according to law, made oath to the 
foregoing statement and subscribed to the same in my presence. 

“Witness my hand and notarial seal. 

" [SEAL] BENJ. VAIL, Jr., Notary Publie. 

“ William 8. Holman, jr., first being dily sworn, says: I have resided in and 
near Aurora, Ind., for more than thirty-five years. I have been acquainted with 
Ruth Porter for about fifteen years; I have known of her and her family for 
more than twenty years. She had three brothers in the Union Army during 
the late war. Two of her said brothers, George Porterand Gillett Porter, never 
returned, having died or been killed while in the said service, as I have been 
informed and believe. The other brother, becoming intemperate in habits, has 
for many years failed to do anything for the support of his said sister. 

“ My especial attention was directed to this family about the time Ruth Porter's 
mother, Mrs. Sarah Porter, obtained a pension from the Government on account 
of the death of her said sons, or one of them. That at the time of Mrs, Sarah 
Porter's death, and for a longtime previous thereto, she and her said daughter 
Ruth were entirely dependent upon said pension and the charity of friends for 
their support. That since the death of Mrs. Sarah Porter, who departed this 
life on the Mth day of January, 1882, her said daughter Ruth has had a bitter 
struggle for existence. That she has only been able to obtain necessary food, 
shelter, and clothing through aid of charitable persons. That shs has made 
every effort possible towards seli-support. That she has been in feeble health 
for many years, and is unable to perform continuous labor, 

“That so far as her strength would permitshe engaged in sewing, but that re- 
cently her eyesight has failed to such an extent she is able to accomplish but 
little. That she is in destitute circumstances, Tliat she owns noreal estate, and 
that her personal property will not exceed in value $25, That she isa lady of 
refinement, of high moral charecter, and of strict integrity. That she is desti- 
tute by reason of the death of her said two brothers, who Jost their lives in the. 


service of their country, she being dependent upon them for support. That she 
is in every way worthy of aid; and further deponent saith not. 
“WM. S. HOLMAN, Jr. 


“Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3lst day of March, 1588. 
“ [SEAL;] BENJ. VAIL, JR., Notary Public,” 


Your committee are in possession of other affidavits, from leading citizens of 
Indiana, setting forth the necessities of claimant, and urging that the pension 
be granted. As before said, we regard the case as one of great merit, and there- 
fore recommend that the bill be passed, after being amended by striking out 
the words “subject to the conditions and limitations of the pension laws,” and 
inserting instead thereof the words, “and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month.” 

The amendment of the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 


time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HOLMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
paeen ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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WEBSTER C. WEBB. 


Mr. HUNTER, by unanimous consent, called up for consideration 
the bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


and directed t 


The 5 (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


Jt is shown by the proof on file in this case that claimant enlisted at Browns 
ville, Edmonson County, Kentuck: 2 in September, 1864, and was at the same 
time elected a second lieutenant of Company G, Seventeenth Regiment of Ken- 
eg 1 eee Cavalry. 

city he continued toserve until the 23d day of February, 1 
he 9 because of some misunderstanding with the colonel, Sam John- 
son, and on the same day he enlisted and was d 


mustered into the United 
States service asa private in Company Hof said 


ment to serve one year, and 
on the 20th day of September, 1865, he was honorably diseharged at Louisville, 


3 m that in January, 1905, ab ow near Nabo, Tn 

— county of Ho d Stateof Kentucky, he was in a battle with 
— bor a — om pasing through his a between the elbow aud 

shoulder, aud that he -pox in the month of March, 

seliville, Ky. 


bell, who was lieutenant«colonel of the 
Tananan and who is now a resident o Louisville, Ky., who states under date 
275 . r 29, 1876, as follows: 


W. Campbell, late lieutenant-colonel of the Seventeenth Regiment of 
Kentucky poriniai Cavalry, state that Webster C. Webb, in January, 1865, was 
acting second lieutenant ot Cam Gane G, commanded by Capt. J. A. Studevant; 
that while so acting was attacked by a company of rebel soldiers at Bruce’s 
Mills, io: Hopkins County, Kentucky, pot Su so en was wounded in 
the right arm and taken prisoner and paroled by them. I further state that in 
n few hours after the attack was made upon Company G Iwas on the ground in 
pursuit of the rebels; [also state that sate the said Webb was are service 
and under my te command, he was attacked with small that I 
visited his tent in the field at Russellville. Ky., several times, having > bad the 
disease several years before myself. I further state that I have no interest, di- 
rect of indirect, ras any claim the said Webb may have for pension or anything 


yo affidavits of John W. Webb and William M. Stice, army comrades of 
elnimant, who state: 


“That they were members of Company G, Seventeenth ment of Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Ca ; that they were present on the —— of January, 
1865, and en in on with Lient. W. C. Webb.at Bruce’s N ills, near the 


= kinsville County line, Kentucky; that while we were engaged in a fight 

h & portion of the rebel General Lyon’s command, commanded by Walker 
Tay lor, the said W. C. Webb was wounded in the right arm, above the elbow, 

y à gunshot or pistol wound, That we have no interest in the claim made by 
bya ‘Webb for pension.” 

»John L. Skaggs, who was orderly sergeant of claimant's company, and Sam- 
nue! E. Sanders, a member of the same, under oath, state as follows: 

“That they have known Webster C. Webb for thirty years; that at the time 
and for many 2 ars prior to enlistment, as also ever since discharge to the pres- 
enttime, they have been close neighbors to said Webb and intimately acquainted 
with him, That said Webb was elected by their Company G as second lieuten- 
ant of said company in its 8 organization; that they know that at the 
time of enlistment and at the eof entering the service of the United States 
Webb was a stout, healthy man, free from any disease whatever as they verily 
believe, and free from small-pox or any of its deleterious effects, 

“That on or about the 3d day of March. — a were in camp at Russell- 
ville, Ky., and were messmates of said Webb, and tented with him; that he 
became sick, and that this affiant, Samnel E. Sanders, waited upon him until he 
became apprehensive that he was taking small-pox, when we sent Lieut. Col. 
T. W. Campbell, of our regiment, who had had ere e. 8 and Col- 
onel Campbell pronounced itsnrall-pox, and we then had Webb sent away out 
into the cedars, and placed in atent, where he remained until his recovery. 
‘That Dr. Randolph, who presor bed for him, is dead. That our post-oflice ad- 
tress is Brownsville, Ky., and that we have no Interest in the claim,"’ 

James Lindsay, a neighbor of claimant, states: 

That he has been acquainted with Webster G. Webb ever since his boyhood, 

. during which time he has lived a neighbor to him. That at the date of his en- 

listment he was sound and free from diseases of all kinds and was considered a 
stout and healthy man. That at the date of his discha 3 1805. he 
came home suffering with an affection of the scalp, having mail-pox while 
in the service, and was not sound and well at date ot his return home; had an 
ulcerous affection of the scalp and some disease of kidneys. Ido not think 
he has been sound and well since his discharge, and itis maid opinion thathe has 
not been able to perform more than one-third manual lab: 

Dr. John R. Roof, of Brownsville, Ky., states, 8 as follows: 

That he has given the following medical advice and treatment to Webster 
©. Webb, pg 9 Company G, Seventeenth Kentucky Cavalry 


disabled for the performance of manual labor, on acconnt of said albuminuriz 

affection of scalp, which has become chronic ever since his discharge, and 
Lam satisfied from his appearance and physical condition in general thut he has 
been disabled at least one-third of the time from the performance of manual 
labor. Lalso knew him before enlistment, and regarded him as being sound 
and free from said diseases or any predisposition thereto; and Lam not con- 
erred inthe claim," 

Dr. Claiborne J. Watton, United States examining surgeon at Munfordville, 
Hart County, Ky., made an official examination of claimant on the 3d day of 
November, 1878, aud states: 

“ Gunshot wound in right arm; ball entered the middle of arm, back portion, 

ing forward and inward, and curving on inner aspects of the arm, wound- 

1 — 8 biceps muscles, There is pitting at the points of ingress and 

egress, and he represents that his arm upon hard manual labor becomes use- 

less, und from this cause his disability is one-fourth. He is pitted severely from 

sinail-pox, and represents that his knees occasionally swell upon exerting him- 

3 5 He looks debilitated, and is from this condition one-fourth dis- 
B 


Dr, William T. Wilkins, United States examining surgeon at Bowling Green, 
EYS AGG OPES A DEAL ERRAND OF URE Oe ERIE IN OE „1882, 
and sta! 


There are quite a number of — — scars over the head, arms, and Jegs, from 
which applicant states that in warm weather these scars break open and dis- 
matter that is very offensive. There is also rm aS inflammation 


of both kidneys. 
This — was by the Pension Trag Meek gonad of July, 1887, on 
received and the disease contracted prior to on- 


3 
the ground that the wound was recei 
listment, 

While it is true that claimant's trouble originated before he was regulari 
mustered into the United States service, the fact remains that he was enro 
performed military — dey participated in battle, and was at all times ready to be 
mustered from 8 d February, 1865, daring which time his disa- 

occurred. permitted to suffer 


bilities z mo —— ~ from the failure of the 
musteri: 0 9 uty. 
Your — therefore make this and recommend the 


= int the sixth line and insert in lieu thereof “second lieutenant," and a: 
the eS IE in the seventh line add and grant him a pension of $17 
per mon 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask to have the bill read again. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. MATSON. I can not understand, Mr. Speaker, from the reading 
of the report why we should undertake to fix the rate of pension in this 
bill. It is contrary to the rule ofthe committee and to the rules of the 
House. The proper thing to do is to treat this applicant the same as 
others are treated, and let his rating be fixed by a board of examining 
surgeons. The reason he comes to Congress at all is that he was not 
mustered in, and that point is covered by the bill, which gives him the 
right to go and be examined and rated by the board like other appli- 
cants. There is no reason why we should undertake arbitrarily to fix 
the rate. We are not competent to fix it properly, because we can not 
judge ot the disability. I therefore move that the amendment fixing 
the rate at $17 per month be not agreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Another amendment recommended by the committee, striking out 
the words "a private and inserting in lieu thereof second lieuten- 

ant,” was 

Also an Aai striking out ‘‘Seventieth ” and substituting 
tt Seventeenth ” before the word Regiment.“ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be e and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


Mr. HUNTER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The Jatter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. MARY L. CLEVELAND. 


Mr. McCREARY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to present to the House 
a bill which I think of great merit. It is for the benefit of Mrs. Mary 
L. Cleveland. This lady is now eighty-one old. Her husband 
was a captain in the war of 1812. She is unable, without assistance, 
to get out of bed or to dress herself. She is now dependent on the 
bounty of her grandchildren, who are unable to support her. The com- 
mittee has made a unanimous report in her favor. I have never but 
once this session asked for the passage of any bill for my district, and 
I hope there will be no objection to my request. 

Mr. MATSON. I do not object if it can he agreed that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania on the other side [Mr. O'NEILL] be recognized 
fora similar request, immediately after this bill is disposed of. Ithink 
this is due to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in view of his long 
service in the House, as a similar courtesy has been extended to my 
colleague [ Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to suggest here and now that inasmuch as 
we have started upon this proceeding the only proper course is to give 
us alla chance on the ame plan, or else stop the proceeding right 
now. 

Mr. MATSON, ‘Then we will stop it right now. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, Oh, no; we ought not to stop it 

“right now.“ [Laughter.] T think we are getting along very com- 
fortably, and if we proceed in ihis way we shall no doubt pass a great 
many bills. I do not feel under the necessity of making a statement 
like that made by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN], that 
I am not very well, for Lam feeling right well to-night, and can stay 
here a long while; but at the same time I would like to reach some 
bills in which I feel a particular interest. 

Mr. NELSON. I do not want to be understood as objecting. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others called for the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MATSON. Imore that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of pension business on the Private 
Calendar, 

The motion was agreed to, 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, 
Mr. Dockery in the chair. 

Mr. SPOONER. Lask that the bills on the Calendar be read by title 
in their order, commencing where we left off last Friday night, and 
that unless the consideration of a bill be called for when its title is 
read the bill be passed over informally, retaining its place on the Cal- 
endar. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. SPOONER] 


1.888. 
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asks unanimous consent that bills on the Private Calendar be called 
over by title in their order, beginning where business was suspended 
at the session of last Friday night 

Mr. BRYCE. I object. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then Iask that the Clerk commence with the be- 
ginning of the Calendar, and that the call be conducted in the man- 
ner I have just proposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Rhode Island now asks 
unanimeus consent that bills on the Calendar be called over by title 
in their order, and that when the consideration of a bill is not asked 
for it be passed over informally, retaining its place on the Calendar. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


MRS. D. P. WOODBURY. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 5961) 
to increase the pension now paid to Mrs. D. P. Woodbury. 

Mr. BRYCE. Lask for the consideration of this bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension now paid Mrs. D. P. Woodbury, 
widow of General D. P. Woodbury, to the sum of S per month from and after 
the passage of this act. . 

Mr. CHEADLE. ~ I shall object to the passage of this bill at the pres- 
ent time. If the gentleman from New York [Mr. BRYCE] desires to 
have it go over, to be voted on in a full House, I am willing. I donot 
want to be compelled to call for a quorum at the beginning of this even- 
ing’s session. : 

Mr. BRYCE. Iam willing that the bill should go over until the 
28th instant, upon the same conditions which have been applied to 
bills of a similar character—in other words, that the previous question 
be ordered, the right to offer amendments being reserved, and that de- 
bate be limited to thirty minutes—fifteen minutes on each side. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be fixed as a special order for the 28th instant, 
after the bills of similar character which have already been fixed for that 
time, that the previous question be considered as ordered, the right to 
offer amendments being reserved, and that fifteen minutes on each 
side be allowed at that time for debate. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I must object to that, because I know it is de- 
sired that on Monday next we shall go on with the tariff bill. I would 
not object to fixing the consideration of this bill for to-morrow or for 
any other day when it would not interfere with the tariff bill. 

Mr. BRYCE. This bill has already been up several times—— 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I understand that; and I have no objection to as- 
signing for its consideration any time when it will not interfere with 
the business of the Committee on Ways and Means. If the gentleman 
wants the bill to come up to-morrow, all right; but I know it is the 
desire that next week we shall go on with revenue bills, which are, I 
think, of paramount importance. 

Mr. BRYCE. Lask, then, that the consideration ofthe bill be fixed 
for to-morrow under the conditions already stated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that the 
previous question be regarded as ordered on this bill, and that it come 
up for consideration immediately after the reading of the Journal to- 
morrow morning; that the right to offer amendments be reserved, and 
that fifteen minates’ debate be allowed on each side. 

Mr. PETERS. Other bills which have been objected to have been 
fixed for Monday, the 28th instant. Why should this bill have prece- 
dence over those? 

Mr. MATSON. I wish to know, Mr. Chairman, whether the Com- 
mittee of the Whole can make an order of the kind proposed so as to 
bind the House, 

The CHAIRMAN, This would be simply in the nature of a recom- 
mendation to the House. Is there objection to the proposition which 
has just been stated by the Chair? The Chair hears none; and that 
order is made. 

EVALINA P. BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of which 
1 85 asked) was the bill (H. R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. 

rown. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Evaling P. Brown, widow of 
8 L. Brown, late private of Company A, Third Regiment North Carolina 

olunteers. 


The report (by Mr. WALKER) is as follows: 


The bill was introduced by the writer of this report, in accordance with the 
recommendations of the honorable Commissioner of Pensions contained in his 
letter of January 13. 1888, that the claim of Evalina P. Brown, although meri- 
torious, can not be allowed by the Pension Bureau, and should receive the fa- 
yorable consideration of Congress. 

The facts in the case, as shown by the papers submitted by the Pension Bu- 
rean, are as follows: ! 

Claimant's husband, Jacob L. Brown, about August 1, 1864, at Strawberry 
Plains, Tenn., enlisted under Lieut. John W. Edwards, in Company A, Third 
North Carolina Infantry. After his enlistment he was employed as recruiting 
officer, and sent into Carter County, Tennessee, from which he returned about 
August 15, 1864, with some sixty or seventy men, to Guernsey Cove, Tenn., the 
place ot meeting agreed upon with said Lieutenant Edwards, 


The soldier's name not being borne on the rolls of the Adjutant-General’s 
Omoa: the 3 Bureau is estopped from the favorable consideration of the 
widow's m. $ 

The widow has not remarried, and the Commissioner of Pensions, after spe- 
cial examination, believing the claim to be meritorious, has presented the same, 
as heretofore stated, under the provision of joint-resolution of May 29, 1830, for 
the consideration of Congress. à 

Your committee, after full consideration of the evidence presented, concur in 
the opinion of the Commissioner of Pensions, and therefore report favorably 
on the bill, and ask that the same do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

HIRAM M. GOSS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. CHIPMAN) was the bill (H. R. 6840) for the 
relief of Hiram M. Goss. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sccretary of the Interior be, and he Lyng f is, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Hiram M. Goss, 
late of Company A, Ninety-fourth Regiment Now York Infantry, subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6810) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss, have examined the case, and find that ho 
enlisted October 23, 1861, and was discharged at Carver Hospital, Washington, 
D. C., July 9, 1862, for disability. He applied for a pension in March, 1830, on 
the ground that in May, 1862, while detailed as a teamster engaged in hauling 
supplies from the depot to camp at Fredericksburgh, Va., a barrel of pork fell 
from his load and that the effort made by him to reload it caused a rupture in 
his right side. The claim was rejected because Ire did not show that the injury 
was incurred in the lineofduty. He testified that he was entirely alone when 


the accident happened, and when in consequence of it he suddenſy felt a sharp- 
Bi 


pain and sick at his stomach he did not know what was the matter. He drove 
team about a week after this, but, being unable to lift anything, was ordered 
back to his command. He told some of his comrades his trouble, and was in- 
formed by them that it wasa breach or hernia. 

The records the office of the Adjutant-General show his enlistment asa 
private in Company A, Ninty-fourth New York Volunteers, hisenrollment Oc- 
tober 23, 1861, and his presence until April 30, 1862; that he was absent in X 
and June sick, at Alexandria, and was discharged at Carver Hospital July 9, 
1862. for disability. 

The records of the Surgeon-General’s Office show that he was admitted to 
Carver Hospital June 12, 1452, but not the nature of his illness. The certificate 
of disability under which he was discharged seis forth that he was incapable of 
performing military service because of direct inguinal hernia. 

Edward B. Saunders, De France Green, and Horace Green all testify that he 
was a sound, vigorous man when he enlisted, and afflicted with hernia after his 
discharge. Their testimony shows that they knew him from infancy up to his 
enlistment; worked, ran, wrestled, and played with him during boyhood and 
manhood, bathing with him hundreds of times, aud that they knew that when 
he enlisted he was sound and healthy and free from hernia or other disability, 
but that when he came out of the service he told them he was suffering from 
hernia. These men certainly had every opportunity to know his physical con- 
dition before he cnlisted. The examining surgeon (J. T. Keates) reports that 
he has hernia now and one-half incapacitated from obtaining his living by man- 
ual labor. The claimant himself testifies that he was stripped naked and thor- 
oughly examined physically when he enlisted. 

It appears, then, that he had no hernia when he enlisted, but did have it when 
‘discharged. Should he be denied a pension because in the course of his duty 
he was alone when he was injured? That certainly would be very hard if he 
tells the truth. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

JULIA WELCH. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. Chairman, I did not observe that the Clerk had 
passed over on the Calendar the bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension 
to Julia Welch. I ask its present consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be ilenacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to piace on the pension-roll, at the rate preseribed by ex- 
isting provisions of law, the name of Julia Welch, widow of James H. Welch, 
late private Company A, Twelfth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. LANE) is as follows: 


The soldier enlisted in the Army on the 4th of January, 1964, and he was dis- 
charged therefrom on surgeon's certificate of disability May 29, 1866, and at the 
time of his enlistment he was a sound, able-bodied man, and when he returned 
from the Army he was greatly emaciated and debilitated and suffering from 
chronie diarrhea and heart disease, and that his disease continued to affect his 
general health and disabled him from performance of manual labor to the date 
of his death, February 24, 1880, The claim was rejected on the ground that the sol- 
dier’s death was not due to his army service. 

The testimony shows that the soldier contracted chronie diarrhea and heart 
disease in the Army, and he was treated for this disease to the date of his death, 
and while he died from lung disease the testimony warrants the conclusion 
that it was the result of chronic diarrhea, and therefore the result of his army 


service. 

And the testimony further shows that the widow is poor, and she has no per- 
son legally bound to support her, and that slie is dependent upon her own cx- 
ertions for her living. 

4 In view of all the facts of this case, the committee recommend that ‘said bill 
o pass, í 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
PETER C. CHEEKS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. Bacon) was the bill (H. R. 7693) granting 
an increase of pension to Peter C. Cheeks. 


oy. - 
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The bill is as ſollows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place on the pension-roll the name of Peter C. late a private 
of the United States Marine Corps, at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of the 
amount ($50) per month he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) is as follows: 

The committee find that Cheeks is now receiving $50 pe month, on account 
of consumption of the lungs, as a pension, and applicd in 1886 for an increase, 
which was refused because he was not on the pension-rolls at the time of the 

of the act of June 16. 180. The examining board, September 25, 1886, 
3 on his 9 for relief, find that he is in the last stages of consump- 
ion, and so disabled as to require the constant aid ofan attendant. Since then 
he has lingered alonga mere physical wreck, and is now in condition of so great 
feebleness that the prolongation of his life is a cause of wonder. 
We recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

LOVINA J. REEVES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. MILLIKEN) was the bill (H. R. 813) granting 
a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves, of Ellsworth, 
Me., widow of the late Forest Reeves, late of Company M, First Maine Cavalry. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


This claim was favorably reported by the committee of the Forty-ninth Con- 

„ but was not reached on the Calendar. The facts seem to be that Forest 

| Perel the soldier upon whose service this claim is based, was pensioned on 

account of gunshot wound in right arm, received while serving as private in 

Company M, First Maine Cavalry. He died July 19, 1879, in the Worcester 

(Mass.) Lunatic Asylum, where he been placed on account of insanity. 

Claim was rejected on ground that the soldier's fatal disease (insanity) was 

not predisposed or excited by the gunshot wound of leftarm, for which he was 
pensioned, nor in any manner chargeable to his military service.” 

The gunshot wound for which Reeves was pensioned is described as inflicted 
* by a spent ball, which entered on the inner aspect of the left arm, Fe be- 
tween axilla and elbow, and passing upward and backward lodged behind the 
triceps muscle, where it can now be felt.” 

Four special examiners worked upon this case and procured a large amount 
oftestimony. Much of it tends to show that soldier had considerable trouble 
with his wounded arm, which pained him for 1 at the point where the 
ball could be felt, and that during his last years the pain extended to his neck 
and head. He gradually lost his faculties, and some months before he died it 

necessary to send him to the asylum. 

Dr. Eastman, superintendent of the asylum, says: 

“It is very probable the ball hereinbefore mentioned may have produced 
such injury to the nerves near and among which it passed and remained as led 
to or hastened the development in the spinal cord and in the brain of the dis- 
ease which was the pathological cause of his insanity.” 

In 1884 Dr. Hood, medical referee of the Pension Office, expressed the opinion 
that, giving the claimant the benefit of the doubt, with recorded evidence, it 
appears the claim should be allowed and the widow pensioned;” but su uent 
to this Dr. Hood's opinion was overruled and the claim rejected, With the 
history of Reeves’s disability, as disclosed in many affidavits before us, as well 
as the medical opinions on file favorable to the claim, your committee feel justi- 

ied in resolving all doubts in favor of the widow, and therefore report the bill 
back with a recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
THOMAS BENSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (the consideration of 
which was asked by Mr. MILLIKEN) was the bill (H. R. 6070) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Benson. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nege of Thomas Benson, late a private in 
Company A, Thirty-second Regiment Maine Volunteers, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $35 per month, in lieu of the amount he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) is as follows: 


This case was favorably reported by both the committees of the Senate and 
House of the Forty-nivth Congress, but was not reached for consideration. It 
appears that soldier served as a private in Company A, Thirty-second Maine 

olunteers. He applied at the Pension Office and was granteda pension under 
the provisions of the general laws at the rate of $24 per month, for amputation 
of left leg, from March 3, 1843. = 

He files a petition with your committee askin. 
that, in addition to the loss of his left leg below the knee, for which he is now re- 
ceiving ali that is allowed by the provisions of the general law,he also has a 
shell wound in the right hip, some 8 inches long and 3 inches deep, which is so 
near the spine that it affects that and the kidneys, and also his right and 
foot. His petition is signed by many neighbors, who ask that his claim be al- 
lowed, and the fact of this additional injury and increased disability is fully 
established. Claimant is poor and unable to labor to support his family. 
is yous committee report the bill back favorably, with a recommendation that 

o pass, 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
MARQUIS D. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. TOWNSHEND) was the bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of 
D. Davis. 
The bill is as follows: 

Beit 335 That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Marquis D, Davis, late a private in 
pe tae da Regiment of Illinois Infantry Volunteers, at the rate 


for an increase on the ground 
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The report (by Mr. LANE) was read, as follows: 


The record shows that the soldier was mustered into service in Company B, 
Eighty-ninth R ent Illinois Volunteer Infantry, August 13, 1862, at Camp 
Dongian, and w in the line of duty was ruptured and sent home by the offi- 
cer in charge, with the understanding that his name should be erased from the 
roll; and his pension was rejected in the Pension Office on the ground that he 
was never enrolled in the service of the United States. 

There can be no question but this soldier served in the Army, and six or seven 
witnesses testify in the record that the soldier was a sound man when heen- 


tered the Army. 

The examining surgeon, R. Poindexter, certifies in the record that he exam- 
ined the soldier for disability from scrotal hernia of left side,and he says in his 
opinion that soldier received his disability in the service and in the line of duty 
and that the disability is permanent, and in the opinion of the doctor the soldier 
is one-half disabled from performing manual labor. 

It does not appear why the soldiers name is not on the rolls of the Army, but 
it is certain that he served in the Army, and while in line of duty and under or- 
ders of his commander, while drilling, was ruptured, and was injured tosuch an 
extent that he was entirely unable to panoi the duty of a soldier, and that the 
soldier was sent home by the officer of the company. 

This fact is sustained by the testimony of several of his comrades, and there 
can be no doubt about the fact of his service and that he received the injury 
complained of in the line of duty. 

The committee therefore recommend that the bill do „with an amend- 
ment striking out all after volunteers, in the seventh line of said bill. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendafion that it do pass. 


JAMES W. HARRIMAN, 


The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) was the bill (H. R. 618) granting 
a pension to James W. Harriman. 

The bill is follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and lim- 
itations of the pension laws, the name of James W. Harriman, late of Company 
E, First Regiment Maine Cavalry Volunteers, ‘ = 


The report (by Mr. SAWYER) was read, as follows: 


The Adjutant-General, United States Army, reports the soldier to have enlisted 
December 9, 1861, in Company E, First Maine Cavalry, and was captured in ac- 
tion at Middletown, Md., May 24,1862, and so borne on the rolls until Novem- 
ber and December, 1862, when he is reported present for duty. The rolls for 
May and June, 1863, show him as absent sick, and same to October, 1863, when 
he was transferred to the Veteran Reserve Corps—cause not stated—and dis- 
charged December, 9, 1864. 

The Su: m-General, United States Army, reports the soldier as follows: Ad- 
mitted to hospital, Washington, D. C., June 14, 1863, and transferred to Ports- 
mouth Grove, R. L, July 3, 1863, where he was treated for hematuria until Feb- 
ruary 3, 1854, when he was returned to duty. 

The soldier declares that at the battle of Chancellorsville, Va., May 2. 1803, he 
incurred double inguinal hernia from constant horseback riding, and was or- 
dered to hospital because of his inability to ride. That no examination was 
made by the surgeon, at either hospital, where he was treated for some bladder 
trouble and other complaints, to ascertain what his true condition was. 

Capt. George W. Hassey testifies that near Chancellorsville, Va., the soldier 
was injured while in the saddie, and in the line of duty; that he saw him im- 
mediately after he was injured, and remembers the fact well, but is unable to 
fetes intury part of the body; that he was sent to the hospital for treatment 

or the injury. 

‘The claimant, unfortunately, can not furnish the affidavit of officers or com- 
rades, showing incurrence of hernia in the service, because of the death of his 
captain and of Lieutenant Ellis, and because of his inability to find a comrade 
who is conversant with the facts. 

The soldier was discharged December 9, 1834, and subsequently went to Wis- 
consin, where he arrived January 3, 1565, and got employment as cook ina lum- 
ber camp because of his inability to do any heavy lifting. 

E. Miner, Necedah, Wis., testifies that he procured a truss for the soldier in 
January, 1865, and purchased another some two years later. 

H. L. Nye and P. R. Stivins testify that they have been acquainted with sol- 
dier since 1865; never knew him to do any heavy labor; when he came to Wis- 
consin he got employment as cook in a lumber camp, and uey understood 
thatthe reason he could notlabor was on account of rupture; that he frequently 
complained of pains, and trouble generally ascribed to rupture. 

The claim was rejected i the Pension Office November 25, 1881, on the ground 
that there was no record of hernia, and the inability of the claimant to furnish 
testimony of incurrence in the service. 

In view of the fact that some eighteen months elapsed between the date of 
enlistment and the date the injury was received leads to the presumption that 
he was sound at the date he entered the service, and as it is shown that he suf- 
fered from the cause alleged penre) at the date of his N and a truss 
was purchased for him within thirty days from the date of his discharge, aud the 
United States examining surgeon sets forth in his report that in his opinion 
the disability was incurred in the service of the United States,we therefore 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. . 


ELIZABETH SMITH. 


The next business on the Calendar(the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension 
to Elizabeth Smith. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension act, the name of Elizabeth ith, dependent mother 
of George Harbaugh, late of Company H, Fifty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Volunteer Intantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The evidence submitted to your committee in support of this bill shows that 
Elizabeth Smith is the mother of George Harbaugh, late of Company H, Fifty- 


fifth Pennsylvania Volunteers. The father of the soldier died jong prior to the 
war, and the mother remarried. Her second husband aiso died prior to the 
war. During the war the soldier supported his mother, who was then degeud- 


ent. 


1888. 


In February, 1864, soldier while at home on a furlough was married, and after 
his return to the Army he was, a few months wounded in action in 
front of Petersburgh, from the effects of which he died at Fortress Monroe July 


The widow received a pension until 1869, when she re-married. No one is 
now receiving a pension on account of the soldier's death. As long as he lived 
he contributed liberally to her support. She is now destitute, and for three 
years worked for 75 cents a week to support herself. She is now nearly sev- 
enty orga old, and through the infirmities of age is unable longer to earn a 
suppo: 

Your committee feel that the general laws ought to be so amended as to in- 
clude cases of this class, but in the absence of general legislation they recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

LOUISE PAUL. 

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. LArroon) was the bill (S. 749) granting a pension to 
Louise Paul. . 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise Paul, widow of Brig. Gen. 
Gabriel R. Paul, United States Army, and to pay her a pension of $100 a month, 
in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 


Mr. CHEADLE. I will give notice to the gentleman that, unless 
this goes over to a full House, I shall be compelled to raise the question 
of a quorum on its passage. 

Mr. LAFFOON, Then I ask that it be permitted to go over under 
the restrictions that have heretofore applied to such bills. I ask that 
its consideration be fixed for to-morrow, that the previous question be 
considered as ordered on its passage, and that the usual debate be had 
on each side for fitteen minutes. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. That it take the same course as the Woodbury 
bill. 

Mr. LAFFOON, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I do not ask the reading of the report, as the bill 
is not now to be considered. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York, Very well; since it is not proposed to 
consider it now. 

Mr. LAFFOON. Iask that the report be printed in the RECORD 
and that the bill go over until to-morrow with the conditions annexed 
that I have suggested. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And let the usual order be made that the previous 
question be considered as ordered upon the passage of the bill; that 
fifteen minutes’ debate on each side be allowed, and thatit go over until 
to-morow morning, subject, however, to the right of amendment, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 


It appears that by act of Congress approved August 4, 1886, a pension was 
given to Mrs, Paul as the widow of Brig. Gen. Gabriel R. Paul, United States 
Army, at the rate of $50 per month. It now appears that Mrs. Paul applies for 
an increase of pension. 

The committee, in considering this application, have had their attention called 
to the following official statement of facts in support of said application: 


“Statement of facts in support ofa bill to grante engin to Louise Paul, widow 
= of Brig. Gen. G. R. Paul, Uni States Army. 

“Brig. Gen. Gabriel R. Paul was born in St. Louis, Mo., appointed to West 
Point from that State, and graduated in July, 1834. From 1834 to 1839 he was on 
frontier duty, and in 1839 was engaged in the Florida war. From 1339 to 1842he 
was on recruiting duty, and in 1842 was in the war against the Seminole In- 
dians, a camp of whom he surprised near Tampa Bay. He served with distinc- 
tion throughout the Mexican war, having taken part in the defense of Fort 
Brown, the battle of Monterey, siege of Vera Cruz, the battle of Cerro Gordo 
(where he was wounded), Contreras, Churubusco, and Molino del Rey. He led 
the storming party at Chapultepec, which captured the enemy’s flag, and was 
for this act of gallantry brevetted major. For hisservice in Mexico he was pre- 
sented by the citizens of St. Louis with a sword. From 1548 to 1850 he was in 
garrison at Fort Leavenworth, 185051 at Jefferson Barracks, and in 1851-52 on 
frontier duty at Corpus Christi, Tex. 

In 1852 he served with the Rio Grande expedition, in which he captured 
Carvajal and his gang of a i aR He was also in the Utah expedition of 
1858-59-60, and was engaged in the surprise and capture of a camp of hostile 
Indians on Spanish Fork. He was actively engaged in the late war, having ren- 
dered valuable service in New Mexico in 186102. Subsequently he served with 
the Army of the Potomac, taking part in the battles of Fredericksburgh and 
Chancellorsville and in its Pennsylvania campaign. At the battle of Gettys- 
burgh, while in command of a brigade, he was seriously wounded, a bullet en- 
tering his head about 1} inches behind the right eye and on a level with it, pass- 
ing ee his head and emerging through the left socket, carrying the left eye 
with it, 1 

Thus in an instant the vision of both eyes was completely destroyed, and at 
the samo time the senses of smelland of hearing were greatly impaired, From 
the effects of this wound he suffered acutely ever after in the shape of violent 
attacks of pain in the head and of epilepsy, necessitating the constant presence 
ofan attendant, During the last few years of his life these epileptic attacks be- 
came very frequent, not only daily, but sometimes to the number of six dur- 
ing the day and night. It was in one of these attacks of unusual severity, and 
the direct. consequence of it, that he died, as shown by the report of the attend- 
ing army surgeon, a certified copy of which is appended hereto. 

The career of General Paul was a series of gallant exploits in his country's 
defense, covering a period of nearly thirty years of actual service in the field, 
and embracing the Florida wars, the Mexican war, and closing with the battle 
of Gettysburgh, where his sight was completely destroyed. In recognition of 
his gallantry on this occasion nares ee . by the Twenty-ninth New Jersey 
Volunteers with a handsome jeweled sword, and was brevetted brigadier-gen- 
eral, In February, 1865, he was retired from active service ‘for disability re- 
sulting from wounds received in line of duty,’ and was assigned to duty at the 
Soldiers“ Home, Washington, D. C., until June, 1465, when he was placed in 
charge of the Military Asylum at Harrodsburgh, Ky. Here he remained until 
December 20, 1866, This was his last duty. 

“ He died in this city on the 5th of May, 1886, having been in the service fifty- 
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one years and ten months. His widow, Mrs. Louise Paul, is much in need, and 
asks that relief which the bill recently introduced by Senator HawLry provides 
a relief for which there are very many precedents. 
“Respectfully submitted. : 
R. A. MARMION, 
“United States Navy.” 


“Office of the attending surgeon, United States Army, No. 1783 G street, N. W.] 
“ WasnincGron, D. C., May 5, 1880. 


„Sin: I have the honor to report that Brig. Gen. Gabriel R. Paul, U. S. A., 
retired, died at his residence in this city at 100’clock this morning. 

The cause of death was coma, following on an epileptiform convulsion, the 
result of a wound received at the battle of Gettysburgh, Pa. 

“Tam, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“R. M. O'REILLY, 
Assistant Surgeon, U. S. Army. 
“The ApJUTANT-GENERAL, U.S, A., 
“ Washington, D. C. 

“ A true copy. 

N. A. MARMION, 
“Surgeon, U. S. Nary. 

“ WASHINGTON, D. C., May 25, 1886." 

„Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
“Washington, May 26, 1836, 

“Statement of the military service of Gabriel R. Paul, late of the United 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office. 

He was a cadet at the United States Military Academy from July 1, 1829, to 
July 1, 1834, when graduated, and appointed brevet second lieutenant Seventh 
ayy y ap ogee second lieutenant December 4, 1834; first lieutenant Octo- 

r26, 
tenant-colonel April 25, 1862, and colonel Fourteenth Infantry September 13, 
1864; was retired as colonel February 16, 1865, and with rank of brigadier-gen- 
eral July 28. 1866. 

He was mustered in as colonel, Fourth New Mexico Infantry, December 9, 
1861, and honorably mustered out May 31,1862; was appointea brigadier-general 
of volunteers September 5, 1862, which expired by constitutional limitation 
March 4, 1863; he was reappointed brigadier-general of volunteers April 18, 1863, 
and honorably mustered out of the volunteer service September 1, 1886. 

“ He received the brevets of major September 13, 1847, *for gallant and meri- 
torious conduct in the battle of Chapultepec,’ and of brigadier-general, United 
States Army, February 23, 1865, ‘ for gallant and meritorious services in the battle 
of Gettysburih, Pa.“ 

“ He was on graduating leave to October 15,1831; with his regiment at Forts 
Arbuckle and Gibson, Ind. T., to February 7, 1839: in the Florida war to (on 
recruiting service from March, 1840, to June 17, 1842) October 23, 1842; on leave 
to December 7, 1842; with regiment at Fort Brooke, Fla., to March 3), 1843; at 
New Orleans and Baton Rouge Barracks, La., to June, 1844, and at Pass Chris- 
tian, Miss., to October 6, 1844; on leave to November 13, 1844; with regiment at 
New Orleans Barracks, La., and at Pass Christian, Miss., to April 22, 1846; in 
the war with Mexico to July, 1818, and at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to Septem- 
ber 18, 1848; on recruiting service to August 29, 1850; with regiment at Fort 
Leavenworth, Kans., to September 15, 1850; en route to Santa Fé, N. Mex., and 
return to October 20, 1950; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to*April 17, 1851; at 
Corpus Christi, Tex., to January 3, 1852, and at Ringgold Barracks, Tex., to 
July 25 1853; on leave to February 18, 1854; with regiment at Fort Belknap, 
Tex., to February 13, 1858; at Jefferson Barracks, Mo., to May 26, 1858, and on 
the Utah expedition, and at Camp Floyd, Utah, to April 21, 189; on leave to 
July 22, 1859; on detached service with recruits to October 8, 1859; with regi- 
ment at Camp Floyd, Utah, to May 16, 1860; at Albuquerque, N. Mex., to Feb- 
ruary 28, 1861, and at Fort Fillmore, N. Mex., to June, 1861; instructing volun- 
teers at Fort Union, N. Mex., and from December9, 1861, commanding the 
Fourth New Mexico Volunteers at that post to April 6, 1862; and in the field, 
New Mexico, to May 31, 1862, when honorably mustered out as colonel of that. 
regiment; acting inspector-general of General Casey’s Provisional Brigades, in 
the defenses of Washington, D. C., from August 12 to September, 1852 ; com- 
manding Third Brigade, First Division, First Corps, Army of the Potomac, from 
October 14, 1862, to July 1, 1863, when severely wounded at the battle of Gettys- 
burgh, Pa.; absent on account of wounds to February 16, 1865, when he was re- 
tired as colonel for loss of sight, resulting from wounds received in action, and 
with rank of brigadier-general, under act of July 28,1866; was in charge of the 
military asylum at Harrodsburgh, Ky., from June 13, 1865, to December 20, 1866, 


from which date he was unemployed to May 5, 1886, when he died at Washing- : 


ton, D.C. By a resolution of Congress, approved April 12, 1870, he was granted 
the full pay and allowances of brigadier-general. 
“R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General. 


“0. D. GREENE, — 

* “Assistant Adjutant-General.” 
And, in connection with the foregoing, the statement made by Mrs. Paul that 
owing tothe condition of General Paul from the time of his receiving his se- 
vere wound it was such as to entirely disable him from the management of 
his business,“ and that he was so helpless as to need constant attendance,” 
and that ‘the necessary expenses of his family took up all of General Paul's 
pay, so that at his death nothing had been saved,” and that his widow and 
daughter are entirely dependent on such pension as may be granted by Con- 


gress, 

These allegations are supported by the certificate of Dr. O'Reilly, sw n. 
United States Army (see Exhibit A), and byothertestimony. General Paul was 
a helpless invalid almost from the date of his wound, received at the battle of 
Gettysburgh, uiring the constant attention of his wife, and therefore neither 
one was able either to contribute to an estate or save one. The amount of in- 
crease asked for is barely sufficient to secure the object Congress originally had 
in view in the allowance of a pension by the act of August 4, referred to; and 
believing this case to be one of exceptional! merit and in the line of policy adopted 
by the Government, this committee recommend that the prayer of the peti- 
tioner be granted, and submit the accompanying bill, recommending its pas- 
sage, 


“A true copy. 


[Office of the attending surgeon, United States Army, No. 1733 G street, N. W.] 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January 31, 1887. 
Senator: As medical attendant for several years on the family of the late 
Brig. Gen. Gabriel R. Paul, I became well acquainted with their financial af- 
fairs. As you are probably aware, General Paul's condition, resulting from a 
severe wound, was such as to entirely disable him from the management of his 
business, and he was so helplessasto need constant attendance. The necessa: 
expenses of the family took up all of General Paul’s pay, so that at his deat 
nothing had been saved. I believe that Mrs. and Miss Paul are entirely de- 
pendent on such pension as may be granted by Congress, 
I am, Senator, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
A. M. O'REILLY, M. D., ie 
United States Arty. 
Hon. W. C. WHITTHORNE, 
United States Senator. 


; captain April 19, 1846; major Eighth Infantry April 22, 1561; lieu- g 
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CULLEN W. GREEN. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. SHIVELY) was the bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pen- 
sion to Cullen W. Green. 7 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed ta piace on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cullen W. Green, late of Company 
I, Forty-fourth Indiana Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. Matson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R- 

$537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green, have considered the same, and 
“now submit the following report: 

Cullen W. Green was enrolied January 10, 1862, in Company I of the Forty- 
a A ARA Indiana Infantry Volunteers, and was honorably discharged 

une 23, 186 

He filed application for pension March 30, 1880, alleging that at the battle of 
Mission Ridge, Tennessee, about September 20, 1863, he was ruptured on the 
left side by straining and overexertion in going down the side of the mountain. 

The claim was rejected on the ground of there being no record of the alleged 
rupture, baying received no treatment in service, and claimant being unable to 
furnish evidence of its incurrence in line of duty, or the testimony of persons 
who saw the same prior to his discharge. 

There isabundance of evidence in the affirmative, and none in the negative, 
that the soldier at the time of enlistment was a healthy man and free from 
hernia. The reason there is no medical record or that he is unable to furnish 
the evidence of comrades is because it was incurred when he was captured at 

„ the battle of Chickamauga, Tenn. He was ruptured on the [9th or 20th of Sep- 
tember, 1563, at the battle of Chickamauga, while retreating down from the sum- 
mit of Mission Ridge. 

Immediately, the same day, after suffering the injury, he was taken prisoner 
and confined in Libby Prison about six munths. From Libby Prison he was 
taken to Macon, Ga., and from there to Savannah; from Savannah to Charies- 
ton, S. C., and from Charleston to Columbia, and was retained a 88 of war 
until March, 1865, when he was paroled and sent to Columbus, Ohio, and was, 
some time in May, 1865, exchanged and returned to the Forty-fourth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, and was then soon mustered out on account of expiration 
of term of service. He received no treatment in the Army excepting such as 
was given him while in the hands of the Confederates. Since his discharge he 
has been treated for hernia by Dr. R. J. Hagerty, lately d: yand has re- 
ceived no treatment from any other physician for said complaint. Atthe time 
said soldier received said injury he was but twenty years old and did not know 
what rupture was, and he did not have an opportunity while a prisoner of war 
to gain any medica! information in regard to it. 

. ©. G. Conn testifies as follows: 

was a prisoner of war and confined at Columbia, S. C., with Lieut. C. W. 
Green. The said C. W. Green complained of hernia during our imprisonment. 
and st times seemed to suffer very much from it. I have also been acquainted 
with him since his return home from the war, and do not consider him capable 
of enduring severe manual labor. I was also intimately acquainted with him 
before his enlistment, and am satisfied that at that time he was sound and free 
from the alleged disability.” 

E. P. Willard and S. P. Wilcox testify that p 

“They have known claimant for about eleven years; that he has not been able 
to perform manual labor to the extent of a full man’s labor, and they believe 
his Taqena eg Saw the result of rupture or hernia on left side.” 

Henry C. Dodge, assistant surgeon Seventy-fourth Indiana Volunteers, testi- 


“In 1872 claimant bought a truss of affiant, and stated that he had tried fora 
1 time to obtain a truss which wonld hold his hernia in asafe position; that 
he then stated that he incurred it while being hurried as a prisoner of war down 
. toward the rear of enemy’s line.“ 

The examining surgeon, Dr P. D. Harding, says: Cullen W. Green has a 
direct inguinal hernia of the left side, which causesa tumor the size of a pheas- 
ant’s egg. He wears a well-fitting truss and suffers but little when the truss is 
worn. 

After a careful examination of all the evidence in this case, and taking into 
consideration all the circumstances surrounding the soldier during his long im- 
prisonment, making it im ible for him to furnish such medical and other 
evidence in regard to his disability as is required by the existing laws and the 
rules of the Pension Office, the committee are of the opinion that this is a meri- 
torious case, and that the relief asked for in the bill ought to be granted. 

We therefore submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
JOANNA BARRY. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana) was the bill (H. R. 4653) to 


grant a pension to Joanna Barry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of Joanna Barry, 
widow of Lieut, John Barry, late of Company C, First United States Cavalry, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the general pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MATSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4653) nting a pension to Joanna Barry, have considered the same, and now 
submit the following report: 

John oa h nd of Joanna Barry, was pensioned at the rate of $7 per 
month for chronic rheumatism, The widow filed claim for pension, alleging 
that soldier died from the effects of the disease for which he waspensioned. The 
claim was rejected on the ground that it was not proved that the diseases which 
caused the husband’s death were connected as results with his military service. 

Dr. Frank Hyatt, the*physician who attended the soldier during his last ill- 
ness, testifies that the immediate cause of his death was stricture of the @soph- 
agus and pornole that the pneumonia was of but one day’s duration and 
hastened his death bat 8 the patient was in a moribund condition 
when it su ened,and he had been expecting him to die for several days; 
that he ieves the stricture of the œsophagus was the immediate cause of 
his death, and that this stricture was caused by its muscular fibers being the 
seat of rheumatic ation, leading to contraction of that canal; that for 
several days he was unable to swallow anything solid, and was able to swallow 
only the smallest amount of liquid; that there was no cancerous cachexia and 
no symptoms or history of hilis; that Dr. Basil Morris stated that tain 
Barry had contracted rheu in the service and had been afflicted it 
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; that his limbs were drawn out of 8 
and, in his opinion, the ure which caused his death was due to rheu- 
matie condition. 


The poly evidence against the ny. of the attending physician fs the 
opinion of the medical referee, which, in the opinion of the committee, is not 
of sufficient weight, in a pathol cal sense, to cause a rejection of the claim. 

The committee therefore su t a favorable report, recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the Houss with a favorable 
recommendation. 


continuously from 


ANNA M. THIELE. 

The next pension bill called up for consideration (by Mr. MATSON) 
was the bill (H. R. 6976) for the relief of Anna M. Thiele. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that this bill can not be 
found at this moment by the Clerk. 

Mr. MATSON. I was under the distinct impression that that bill 
was d some weeks ago. 

The CHAIRMAN. For the present it will be passed over, and the 
Clerk will make inquiry as to the fact. 

JOHN SHINE. 

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. Fonp) was the bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to 
John Shine, 

The bill was read, as follows: : 


_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-rolls the name of John Shine, late of 
Company L, Seventh Regiment Michigan Cavairy, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws. 

The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5544) granting a pension to John Shine, having considered the same, submit the 
following report: 5 

Shine served in Company L, Seventh Regiment Michigan Cavalry, during the 
war of the rebellion, and afterwards applied for a pension on account of an in- 
jury to his left leg, alleging that it was received in the line of duty. The Bureau 
of Pensions rejected his application on the ground of “ claimant’s inability to 
furnish evidence to show that the alleged injury was received in the line of 
duty; the evidence prons indicates that it existed prior to his enlistment,” 

It apears from Shine's affidavit that he was on temporary picket duty in 1863 
with other men, who were unknown to him, and while on such temporary duty 
his horse was shot, and fell upon his leg, severely injuring him, That he (Shine) 
is utterly unable to ascertain the whereabouts and furnish the ony of 
those who would be prepared to testify to his receiving the injury, because 
their names and residences are entirely unknown to him. ‘This statement, if 
believed, would apparently account for his “inability to furnish evidence to 
show that the alleged injury was received in the line of duty.” 

As to Shine's reputation for truth and veracity, and as to the existence of his 
injury prior to enlistment, a number of affidavits have been submitted to the 
committee, as follows: 

Alexander Gillett testifies that— 

“He has known Shine for thirty years, and that just prior to his enlistment 
he was called the best workingman in the township of Paris,’ where he re- 
sided; that Shine returned from the war very lame, saying his horse had been 
shotand had fallen on him; that his lameness has grown worse of late years, 
until now he is unabie to work; that his reputation for truth and veracity is 


Charles Yanson testifies that— 

He knew Shine well before his enlistment; that he worked for Shine on his 
farm, and that Shine was in good physical health, and was not troubled with 
lameness; that after Shine returned from the war he was lame, and accounted 
for his lameness by saying his horse had been shot and had fallen on his leg; 
that Shine bears a good e ee for truth and veracity.” 

James Dennis, in an afidavit submitted to the committee, states that— 

“He has known Shine thirty years, and that when Shine enlisted he was, to 
all appearances, a healthy man. That when Shine came home from the war he 
was lame and said his horse had been shot and had fallen upon him. That 
Shine’s reputation for truth is good.” 

Samuel Langdon testifies that— 

“He has known Shine for fifteen years, and that he is an honest man in bis 
dealings with others, and among his neighbors enjoys a good reputation, and is 
a man whose statements can ied on fully.” 

Isaac D. Hazen testifies that— 

“ He has known Shine well for thirty years, and that he was in good physical 
health at the time he enlisted ; that immediately after Shine came home from 
the Army affiant saw him, and he was lame in one of his legs, and stated ithad 
been caused by his horse falling on him after being shot; that Shine’s lameness 
has increased ever since, until now he is unable to work; also, that affiant be- 
lieves Shine’s statements in regard to his inj in theservice are true; that he 
isa man of truth and veracity, and bears a reputation in the neighborhood 
where he resides,” 

Dr. John Brady, late assistant surgeon, United States Army, testifies that— 

He was Shine’s physician before the war, and that he has no reason to know 
that he was unsound; that since the termination of the civil war Shine has 
been an invalid in consequence of an injury to the left knee: joint, and at present 
he is a permanent invalid.” 

Dr. Oscar H. Chipman testifies that— 

He was formerly a surgeon in the United States Army and made a physical 
examination of Shine at the time he enlisted, and that he was a sound, healthy 
man at that time; that after (he war he examined Shine, and feund he had an in- 
jury to his left leg 2 8 

The record in the Surgeon-General’s Office diseloses the fact that Shine was 
admitted to the post hospital, Cliffburne October 16, 1863, with a con- 
tused wound of the knee, and was discharged from the service Noyember 6, 
1863. 


In view of the above the committee recommend that the bill do pass. 
The bill wasJaid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 


PLEMAN COOK. 

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. Forp) was the bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to 
Pleman Cook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Pleman Covk, 
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Jate of Company D, Sixth Ohio Cavalry Volunteers, subject to the laws regulat- 
ing pensions. T 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill I. R. 5177, 
having considered the sume, beg leave to submit the following report: 

Planan Cook enlisted as a private in Company D, Sixth iment Ohio Cav- 
alry, November 2, 1861, and served until the closs of the war, being honorably 
diseharged June 27,1565. On June 28, 1830, he applied for a peusion on the 
ground of hernia in the left groin. On October 14, 1855, his application was re- 
jected by the Department on the ground of "inability of claimant to fu tes- 
timony showing the existence of hernia while he was in the service." 

From the testimony submitted to the Pension Department and to the com- 
mittee, it appears, overwhelmingly, that , at the time of enlistment, was a 
sound, healthy, able-bodied man, with no hernia or any indication of one., 
That he served faithfully until the close of the war. That in 1881, at Culpeper, 
Va., after long-continued and arduous duty in the saddle, upon dixmounting, 
he felt a sharp, smarting pain in the left groin; that afer resting awhile upon 
his back the pain ceased. That he was troubled from time to time thencefor- 
ward with the same smarting pain, and that when it came on be was obliged 
to lie down for awhile because it was so severe he could not continue on 
duty. That notwithstanding the fact that this pain gave him a good deal of 
trouble he did not go to a hospital, but continued on duty, although somewhat 
disabled. until the close of the war. upon returning home he attempted 
to work upon his father’s farm ; that at once, to wit, the second day after he ar- 
rived home, a hernia appeared in his left groin, right at the point where he ex- 
perienced this pain, which hernia has continued ever since. 

Taking the conceded cirenmstances into account, they tend directly to cor- 
roborate Cook's statement, That he was an able-bodied man at the time of en- 
listment there çan be no question, That he was ruptured two days after arriy- 
ing home while performing only ordinary farm work would be a surprising 
circumstance were it not taken in connection with his statement of injury in the 
service, the symptoms of which correspond directly with those of hernia. 

Cook is now an inmate of the Michigan Soldiers’ Home, is paralyzed in his 
lower limbs, and his rupture has become enlarged. The committee think he 
should be given the benefit of all doubts, if any exist, and believe that a fair 
construction of the e to them warrants the committee recom- 
mending the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation. 
GEORGE W? CROOP. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consider- 
ation (by Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut) was the bill (H. R. 8256) grant- 
ing a pension to George W. Croop. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Sceretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Croop, late a private of 
Company A, Thirty-ninth Illinois Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. CHIPMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8258) granting a pension to George W. Croop, find that he was enrol as a 
private in Company A, Thirty-ninth Regiment Illinois Infantry, entered the 
service on September 16, 1851, and was d for disability July 21, 1862. 
He olaims that the disability was chronic diarrhea, incurred in the service, and 
that he has suffered from it ever since. His claim for pension was rej be- 
cause he could not ascertain the address of comrades who served with him, and 
because, too, the hospital record does not show the exact nature of his disability. 
He avers that he was in mental hospital. He was sixty-seven years of age 
in May, 1883, when he applied for pension, and is now about seventy-one years. 
His comrades and others petition for a pension on account of his destitute cir- 
cumstances. 

We recommend that the bill do pass. Å. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
ADELAIDE L. JESSUP. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. LopGe) was the bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension 
to Adelaide L. Jessup. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension Jaws,the name of Adelaide L. Jessup. daughter of 
Robert W. Jessup, late a private in Company K, Seventh Regiment United 
a Veteran Volunteers, for a pension as minor child of a soldier who died in 
service, 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 8 strike out the words“ fo®a pension as minor child of a soldier whd 
died in service and insert “and pay her a pension at the rate of $18 per month, 
such payments to be made to her legally constituted guardian.” 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup, have bad the same under con- 
sideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the daughter of Robert W. Jessup, who 
served as private in Nee oti K,Seventh United States Veteran Volunteers, 
and was at date of his death, July 21, 1887,a pensioner at the rate of $30 per 
month. He left no wife surviving. Adelaide L. Jessup isan imbecile, and, hav- 
ing passed the age of sixteen years, is no longer entitled to pension. She isleft 
without means of support, and taken care of at the present time by heronly sis- 
ter, who has been appointed her guardian, but whose financial condition is such 
as to preclude the possibility of a proper maintenance of this unfortunate wo- 
man. 

These facts are shown by the certificate of the proper court and the affidavits 
of credible witnesses who are fully acquainted with all the circumstances sur- 
rounding the case. 

Congress, in similar cases, has given relief to the helpless and dependent rel- 
atives of deceased soldiers, not provided for in the general laws governing the 
granting of pensions. 

The soldier’s helpless condition for over twenty years after discharge made it 
impossible for him to leave any means out of which to maintain his daughter, 
who, by 8 of her unfortunate condition, is herself unable to earn anything 

er support. 


Following this liberal action on the part.of Congress, your committee report 


favorably on the accompanying bill, and_ask that it do „ amended, how- 
ever, striking out all after the word “ Volunteers,” in line S. and insert in- 
stead the words “and pay her a pension at the rate of $18 per month, such pay- 


ments to be made to her legally-constituted guardian.” 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
pass. = 

4 ISABELLA F. DYKE. 

The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consider- 
ation (by Mr. Lona) was the bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to 
Isabella F. Dyke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabella F. Dyke, mother of the 
late Edward G. Dyke, late second licutenant of Company F, Thirty-cighth Regi- 
ment M: usetts Volunteers. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In lines Gand 7 strike out the words late second lieutenant of Company F, 
Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers,” and insert “ late first lieu- 
tenant and adjutant, Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers.” 


The report (by Mr. FRENCH) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2 granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke, have had the same under consid- 
eration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

Isabella F. Dyke is the mother of Edward G. Dyke, who served in Company 
F, Thirty-eighth Massachusetts Volunteers, and as adjutant of ghe regiment 
from August 12, 1862, until May 17, 1865. He contracted disease of lungs while 
serving as first lieutenant and adjutant, for which he was r at the time 
of his death, October 10, 1856, at the rate of $50 per month. He left surviving 
him a widow, who was also pensioned, but left no minor child surviving him. 
The widow died after the allowan@ of her claim. 

Because of the fact that the soldier left surviving him a widow his mother is 
not pensionable under existing laws. 8 

It appears, however, from the sworn statement of the chairman of the board 
of selectmen of Plymouth, Mass..where the mother resides, and others, that 
she was dependent upon the soldier during his lifetime for her support; that 
she is seventy-one 1 age, in feeble health, nearly blind, and without prop- 
erty or income, and now dependent upon the charity of her friends, Her hus- 
band died 1 years ago. 

Congress in s 


milar cases has granted relief to the poor and aged parents of 
soldiers who died of disease contracted in the service, and who are, for reasons 
heretofore stated, debarred from the benefits of the general pension laws. 

The case under consideration is equally meritorious, and therefore yourcom- 
mittee report favorably on the Repay gor eel bill, and ask that it do pass, 
ainended, however, by striking out all after the words Edward G. Dyke,” in 
line 6, and inserting therein instead the words “ late first lieutenant and adja- 
tant Thirty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers.“ 


The amendment was agreed to; and the bill as amended was laid aside 
to be reported to the Ifouse with the recommendation that it do pass. 


TILLMAN FAUX. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consider- 
ation (by Mr. LEHLBAC#H) was the bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of 
Tillman Fanx. ” 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be tt enacted, otc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Tillman Faux, late a 228 
in Company E, Two hundred and tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read in part. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the further reading 


of the report be dispensed with, and that it be printed in the RECORD. 


There was no objection. 
The report in full is as follows: — 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5378) 
for the relief of Tillman Faux, have had the same under consideration, and beg _ 
leave to submit the following report: 

Tillman Faux enlisted in Company E, One hundred and thirty-second Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, August 7, 1862, and was discharged therefrom May 24, 1883. 
He again enrolled in 8 I, Thirty-fifth Pennsylvania Militia, June 29, 
1863, aŭd served in the Gettysburgh campaign until mustered out, August 7, 
1863. On the 7th of September, 1864, ho again enlisted in Company E, Two hun- 
r — 5 tenth Pennsylvania Volunteers, and served until mustered out, 

a he ; 

He applied for pension December 8, 1879, on account of rupture of left side al- 
leged to have been incurred about April 1, 1865, near 9 Court-House, 
Va., bx the pulling outofa stake to which the surgeon’s horse eee This 
claim has been rejected on the ground that there is no record of the injury. and 
the parol evidence is not deemed. sufficient to establish origin in the service 
and line of duty, and the rejection was affirmed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

The claim has been specially examined,and although none of the witnesses 
examined were present at the time of the injury (claimant then beling on detail 
at brigade headquarters), a num of comrades testify that they saw the rupt- 
ure shortly thereafter and while yet in service, and were then informed that 
it was incurred under the circumstances now related by claimant. The di- 
vorced wife of claimant, strongly prejudiced against him, testifies that upon his 
return home in 1865 he wore a truss, and then informed her that he was rapt- 
ured while pulling a stake by order of the surgeon. 

The special examiner, in finally submitting the case, sye: 

“The evidence now on file is not, to my mind, altogether satisfactory, yet I 
believe other and better can not be furnished. è * There isa record of 
wound of right foot about the time he claims to have been ruptured. All this 
is avainst him; yet the preponderance of evidence is in his favor. Claim must 
be admitted or rejected. Doubts should be resolved in his favor. From the 
evidence secured Special Examiners Chreyter and Vosburgh, [ am inclined 

beral practice of the 


to the belief that this claim has merit. Under the li 
Jean but recommend that it be allowed.” 

Tho Secretary of the Interior, in his decision, likewise refers to the record of 
treatment for contused wound of foot about the time of injury or 9 


and says that the Department is at a loss to determine why claimant’s 
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record should notice contused wound of foot and fail to mention hernia, He 


` further says: i . 
“The claim bears marks of merit, and further investigation might establish 
it, but as it now stands it is involved in doubts that are too thick to be solved by 
the Department.” 


The record of contused wound instead of hernia seems to your committee to 
be satisfactorily explained. Claimant, in the morning of the day on which he 
was ruptured by the pulling up of the stake to which the surgeon's horse was 
poked while driving the same stake into the ground, accidentally struck his 

foot on the instep with the pole of the ax, which did not seem to hurt him much, 
but afterwards swelled up and troubled him for some time, It was really the 
more serious of the two injuries received on that day; hence the record of the 
wound instead of the hernia. The reputation of the claimant is of the highest 
order, as attested by his 88 and neighbors. 

From all the evidence in the case it appears to the satisfaction of your com- 
mittee that claimant was sound at enlistment; that he received an injury while 
in service which resulted in rupture of left side, and that he has been a constant 
sufferer therefrom ever since. 

The accompanying bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 


mendation that it do pass. 
FRIEDERICKE RAFF. 


The next pension bill on the Private Calendar called up for consid- 
eration (by Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin) was the bill (H. R. 927) for 
the relief of Friedericke Raff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll. subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Friedericke Raff, widow of the late 
Theodore Raff, a private in Battery K, Second Regiment United States Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. Prpcock) was read in part. 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that the furtherreading of the 
report be dispensed with, and that it be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MATSON. I object. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report, which 
is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom wasreferred the bill (H. R. | 
for the relief of Friedericke Raff, have had the same under consideration, an: 
beg leave to submit the following report: 

Friedericke Raff is the widow of Theodore Raff, who served as private in 
Company K, Second United States Artillery, from February 11, 1859, to Febru- 
ary 10, 1864, and died of hydrops, November 24, 1882. He was a pensioner for 

nshot wound of abdomen. The widow’s claim has been rejected on the 
ground that the fatal disease was not due to the wound, nor in any other way 
chargeable to the soldier's military service. 

‘The medical examinations show that ball entered midway between umbilicus 
and anterior superior spinous process of ilium; made exit over ninth rib near 

ine. 

Es W. Hagen, late surgeon Fifty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, 
and a prominent physician of Newark, N.J., testifies that he was acquainted 
with the soldier for ten years prior to his death, and treated him for six years. 
The wound was immediately beneath the liver, Since 1876 Raff was Subject to 
frequent attacks of hepatitis, peritonitis, enteritis. The liver was enlarged 
and the patient bad an outspoken icterus. In 1880 his condition became critical, 
the patient was extremely emaciated and anemic, the heart's action became ir- 

lar, aud anasarca was soon followed by general dro The disease from 
which the soldier died was hepatitis, which was followed by cirrhosis and gen- 
eral hydrops. 2 1 

Soldier was also treated for neuralgia and rheumatism while in service, and 
medical cueing pS begat a rheumatic condition for six years prior to death. 

The statement of the family physician should not be ignored in the considera- 
tion of the widow’s claim. The wound unquestionably ap as a factor in 
the cause of the soldier's death, Its close proximity to the seat of the disease 
necessarily suggests a close relation to the fatal disease, if not the direct cause. 
This is the opinion of the attending physician, and he being skilled in his pro- 
fession and of good repute, no good reason appears why Congress should not 
accept the same and grant the relief asked for. 

Your committee, therefore, report favorably on the accompanying bill, and 
ask that it do pass, 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 
FRANKLIN LONG. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pen- 
sion to Franklin Long. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Bo it enacted, eto. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Franklin Long, of Havana,Kans., 
‘ate of Company A, Sixty-first Illinois Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


This soldier enlisted in Company A, Sixty-first Illinois Regiment,January 16, 
1862, and was discharged February 7, 1865. Ho applied forn pension, alleging 
wound of foot by accidental discharge of hisown pistol on the 7th of June, 1864. 
The claim was rejected on the ground that claimant was notin line of duty when 
the wound was received. The case is clearly stated by the chief of the western 
division as follows: 7 

“Maj. Daniel Grass testifies in his own handwriting that claimant was a 
teamster, and on June 7, 1854, near Little Rock, Ark., while in the line of his 
duty as a soldier, accidentally shot himself with a zevolyiig pistol in the great 
toe of right foot; that his knowledge of tlie above facts are derived from seeing 
claimant e after incurrence, Affiant replies to office letter to the same 
effect, Credibility is of the best. Comrade W. D. Holland testifies to having 
been present at the time the accident occurred. In reply to office letter he su 
that claimant accidentally received a pistol wound through great toe, as told in 
his affidavit; thinks it was in spring of 1864: credibility is good, 

“Comrade R. I. Horen testifies that claimant was a teamster, and about June 
7, 1864, near Little Rock, Ark., about sundown, while in the line of his duty, 
claimant accidentally shot himself in the great toe of his right foot. with a 
revolving pistol, while cleaning the same; that he was personally present and 
saw claimant shoot himself as above described. In a letter he says that he 
thinks it was at, Duvall's Bluff, on White River; that claimant was sitting in the 


hind end of a wagon-lad cleaning his revolver; that he (the affiant) step 


aside for something, and he heard the shot, turned and saw the claimant before 
his shoe was taken off, and it was stated that it went off accidentally; that it 
went through the toe; that claimant had been out with a scout or piloting a 
scout, ibility of the best. Comrade John S. Marshall testifies to having 
been an eye-witness to the occurrence, There is a record of wound by the Ad- 
jutant-General and Surgeon-General. f 

“This claim, it seems to me, is fully proven, both as to origin and line of 
duty, and the testimony of the major and one comrade shows that claimant 
was acting as teamster.“ 

The only point that your committee can conceive of as affording ground for 
rejection is as to the propriety of claimant's carrying a revolver. He could 
hardly be expected, asa teamster driving a six-mule team, to carry a piece of 
light artillery or even a Sharp's rifle or a heavy musket. If allowed to carry 
arms at all it could only be a revolver or some weapon which would not inter- 
fere with his duties in managing his team. If allowed to carry the weapon ib 
was perfectly proper for him to keep it in proper condition for effective use. 

Again and again your committee have held that wounds received as this one 
unquestionably was should be considered as received in line of duty. They 
therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


MARY FLORA. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. MORRILL) wasa bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension 
to Mary Flora. g 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Flora, now of Ellinwood, 
Kans., dependent mother of Daniel Flora, late of Company I, Thirty-ninth In- 
diana Infantry Volunteers, 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the mother of Daniel Flora, late of Com- 
pany J, Thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers. Herclaim for pension has 

en rejected by the Pension Bureau on the ground that soldier's fatal disease— 
disease of brain—is, in the opinion ofthe medical referee, not chargeable to his 
military service. 

The following facts are shown by the papers now before your committee: 

Daniel Flora enlisted in the above-described command February 3, 1862, and 
served until honorably discharged, April 4, 1865, In the spring after his enlist- 
ment he had the measles, which, according to the testimony of his officer and 
comrades, affected his spine and kidneys, as was evident from his frequent com- 
plaints. The records of the War Department also show treatment for conges- 
tion of the lungsin February, 1864, and for diarrhea at intervals thereafter until 
discharge. Upon his return to his former home in Monroe County, Indiana, he 
was totally unfit for the performance of manual labor, and continued so until 
his removal to Iowa in 1867, where his parents then resided. 

Dr. H. W. Miser,a physician of over twenty-five years’ practice, testifies that 
he commenced treating the soldier in the fall of 1867. On examination he found 
him suffering from considerable tenderness along the spine, more particularly 
in the lumbar region, with pain over kidneys; treated soldier once or twice a 
week for two or three months, when he apparently improved, But aſter an ex- 
posure to a rain-storm he got worse and took to his bed. t, upon exami- 
nation, found inflammation all along the spine, which extended upward till it 
involved the brain, and he died a raving maniac on the 3d of July, 1868. 

The dependence upon the soldier prior to his enlistment, as well as the needy 
condition of claimant, is clearly established. Her husband has been for many 
years totally unfit for manual labor, and neither he northe claimant is possessed 
of any property affording any income. 

Afler a careful examination of all the evidence in the case it is the opinion of 
your committee that the soldier's fatal disease is clearly traceable to his mili- 
tary service, and therefore report favorably on the accompanying bill, and ask 
that it do pass, 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be 

reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 
HENRY P. ALEXANDER. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pen- 
sion to Henry P. Alexander, 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, tte., That the name of Henry P. Alexander, late of Company F, 
One hundred and sixty-ninth Ohio Volunteers, be placed on the pension-roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The records show that Henry P. Alexander was enrolled on the 2d day of 
May, 1864, in Company F., One hundred and sixty-ninth Regiment Ohio National 
Guards, and mustered as a private May 15, 1854. He 3 in a claim filed for 
sponses January 27, 1882, that while statiqned and lying idle at Fort Ethan Al- 

en, Va., July 27, 1864, he voluntered to on picket duty in the place of a re- 
cruit whose name he has forgotten ; that he went on duty early in the morning 
with other soldiers, strangers, there being none of his company in the squad; 
that he remained all day and into the night, when it began to rain; that while 
he was on his t, sitting on some poles on the opposite side of the road from 
the squad, with woolen and rubber blankets fastened over his shoulders, his 
gun accidentally discharged and shot off the index and middle fingers. 

He is unable to furnish the evidence of any of his comrades, as he was alone 
at the time the accident occurred. 

Charles Thompson, captain Company F, One hundred and sixty-ninth Regi- 
ment, testifies that claimant was a good and faithful soldier; that he was shot 
by the accidental discharge of his own gun July 17, 1864: that the shot took ef- 
fect in the index and middle fingers of right hand, removing said fingers at the 
second joints. 

Dr, Sardis P. Taylor, surgeon, testifies that while acting as surgeon at Fort 
Ethan Allen, July 17, 1864, he dressed a gunshot wound of the first and second 
fingers of claimant's right hand; that atflant believes he lost said fingers froin 
the accidental discharge of his own gun. 

The claim for pension was rejected on the ground of claimant's inability to 
furnish evidence showing under what circumstances the wound was received, 
or that he was on duty or in line of duty at the time. 

The committee believe the evidence is sufficient to warrant the conclusion 
that the soldier was in line of duty when the accident occurred, and so beliey- 
ing, we submit a favorable report, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


f 


STEPHEN SCHIEDEL. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1015) granting a pension 
to Stephen Schiedel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the nameof Stephen Schiedel, late of Company 
D, First Regiment Missouri Lignt Artillery. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


Stephen Schiedel, the claimant under this bill, made application for pension 
M 20, 1880, alleging as a basis for his claim that at Corinth, Miss., about 
June, 1862, while Joading logs, of which ee were to build their quarters, he 
sprained his back by overlifting, being obliged to hold one end of a log, the 
other end having slipped down, falling upon a lever, which flew up and hit 
him on the left shoulder, injuring the same; that he was treated by regimental 
surgeon and in the 5 at Corinth, Miss., and at Huntsville, Alu., and by 
doctors at Hamburgh, N. Y., and Hubbard, Ohio. The claim was rejected by 
the Commissioner of Pensions June 30, 1883, on the ground “that the evidence, 
the sources of which ap d to be exbausted, fails to show origin of injury to 
back and left shoulder in the service and line of duty.” 

The claimant in an affidavit states that he can not furnish the testimony of 
officers who knew of his injury for the reason that both the captain and lieuten- 
ant are d ; can not furnish the affidavit of the regimental surgeon who 
treated him, as he became a colonel and was killed; that the two other sur- 
geons, whose names and whereabouts he can not give, treated him at different 
times. 

The soundness of claimant prior to enlistment is established beyond any rea- 
sonable doubt. Two comrades testify to incurrence of the disability, in the serv- 
ice, both being present at the time and witn the accident, 

The testimony of his neighbors since his discharge uniformly shows contin- 
uance, and that “he complained almost all the time of his lame back and shoul- 

re 

Dr. Julian Harmon, examining surgeon at Warren, Ohio, xepording the re- 
sults of his examination, gives it as his opinion that the claimant is three- 
eighths incapacitated for obtaining his subsistence by manual labor from the 
cause ve , injury to back and left shoulder.“ 

The board at Cleveland, Ohio, August 30, 1882, report that his disability is 
three-eighths total. 

Claimant was examined at Youngstown, Ohio, March 22, 1883, by Examining 
Surgeon J. McCurdy, who finds “the formation of his shoulders perfect, but 
there is a low but distinct creaking in left shoulder-joint, indicating low form 
of inflammation following injury or chronic rheumatism. ing, 81, or one- 
half.” After his examination he rates him at total, or $3. 

The War Department records show that Stephen Schiedel was enrolled Oc- 
tober 21, 1861, in Company C, First Missouri Artillery, and was-mustered out 
October 29, 1864. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with a recommendation that it do pass. 


GEORGE W. SCHELL. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 625) granting a pension 
to George W. Schell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Schell, late of Company 
D, Thirty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 625) 
granting a pension to George W. Schell, submit the following report: 

The following report from the Committee on Pensions in the Senate sets forth 
the facts in the case and is adopted with the recommendation that the bill do 


pass: 
[Senate Report.] 


Claimant enlisted as a private in Company D, Thirty-seventh Iowa Volunteer 
Infantry, September 23, 1862, and was discharged May 24, 1865, and has not since 
been employed in the military or naval service. He was pensioned for disa- 
bility on account of chronic diarrhea, January 24, 1883, at the rate of $2 per 
5 May 25, 1865, and ending September 26, 1869, disability hay- 


ing ceased. 

On the 4th day of May, 1855, claimant made application for pension on account 
of total blindness of left eye and great impairment of vision of righteye, making 
it impossible for him to distinguish objects at a distance of 1 foot from his eyes. 
Said disability he alleges was contracted under the following cireumstances: 
While a member of Company D, Thirty-seventh Iowa Volunteer Infantry, in 
the service and in the line of his military duty at Memphis, Tenn., August 29, 
1864, he, with his company, was employed in guarding military stores, then be- 
ing transported from Memphis to various pointsalongthe line; being compelled 
to ride upon the top of the cars, was greatly ex to the burning rays of the 
sun, causing pain in his eye; that his eyes were also affected by straining while 
on 13 duty dark nights in his efforts to recognize passing objects. 

Theclaim was rejected April 17, 1836, on the ground of no record, no medical 
or other competent evidence showing origin of sunstroke or existence of disease 
of eyes in the service, or continuance of said disease from discharge to 1877. 
Claimant alleges loss of left eye in 1877, and of right eye in 1880—probably due 
to old age, being now seventy years old. 

The testimony on file is in substance as follows: Claimant states that he was 
perfectly sound at the date of his enlistment, and especially free fgom any dis- 
ease or affection of his eyes; that he could see to read the finest print; that all 
of his Bren ee good eye-sight; that his eyes began to fail about 
July 1, 1864, while an ores duty at Memphis, Tenn.; that he first felt great 
dizziness, accompanied by headache, with pain in the region of his temples and 
across his forehead and over his eyes, causing for the time being almost total 
blindness; that he was treated in ne hospital, but continued on duty, and that 
his eyes have affected him from 1864 to the present time; that he was detailed 
to assist about the regimental quartermaster’s department at Cincinnati, Ohio; 
that upon going to work his sight had become so impaired that he could neither 
see to weigh upon the scales or to read and write without the use of eye-glasses, 
which he purchased; that whenever he worked in a stooping position, causing 
his blood to become ted, he would feel an oppressive sensation about his 
temples, and blindness would come over him; that from the date of incurrence 
to 1577 the loss of N increased, and that in 1877 the sight of his left 
eye became wholly extinct; that his eyes were examined by Professor Holby, 
of Iowa City, lowa, who gave him no encouragement as to good results from 


medical treatment; that the sight or his right eye continually declined to the 
year 1880, at which time he became unable to distinguish one object from another; 
that his eyes were examined By one Professor Smythe, of Lawrence, Kans., who 
gave him no encouragement in the hope of bettering his sight by medical treat- 
ment; from the date of his discharge to ISS he had performed some man- 
ual labor at his occupation of raising small fruit, but since the last mentioned 
time he has been wholly disqualified for manual labor on account of his alleged 
disability, and e upon the labor of two small boys for the support of 
himself and family; that he is unable to furnish medical testimony showing 
treatment of his disability while in the service; that he will be compelled torely 
upon the testimony of his lieutenant, who had personal knowledge of the facts 
in the case, as to origin, and his neighbors’ testimony as to continuance; that 
he gave up all he had in defense of his country, and that his children are de- 
prived of the opportunity for education by reason of the fact that they are com- 
pelled to labor to support him. k i 

Prentice šom, first lieutenant and 1 of the Thirty-seventh 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, testifies that up to June, 1861, claimant's 
eye-sight was unimpaired; that said regiment was on picket duty at Memphis, 
Tenn., guarding supplies sent by railroad; that the weather was excessively 
hot, and that claimant by riding on box-cars in the hot sun became dizzy, as he 
was informed by claimant, a day or two afterwards; that from this period of 
time his eye-sight began to fail him and he was compelled to use glasses to see 
to read or wrile; that he frequently saw claimant from the date of his dis- 
charge to the date of his removal to Kansas, and that his eye-sight continued to 
fail him, causing almost total blindness in one eye. 

bert Taylor,sergeant Company H, Thirty-seventh Iowa Volunteer Infantry, 
testifies that claimant’s eye-sight was good upto about July 1, 1564, at which time 
it became impaired by doing guard duty at Memphis, Tenn., by exposure to the 
hot sun from the top of the cars; that claimant's e Yes gran ed grew worse. 
from that time, until now he has entirely lost the sight of his left eye, and the 
sight of his right eye is so dim that he can not distinguish objects; that the facts 
testified to are from personal knowledge. 

James P. Johnson, commissary sergeant, Thirty-seventh Regiment Iowa Vol- 
unteer Infantry, testifies that, in 1864, while claimant was in the service, his eyes 
became diseased; that he can not now state just what the disease was called. 
He substantiates this statement when questioned by a special examiner of the 
Bureau of Pensions, z 

Wesley E. Platt testifies to a continuance of loss of eye-sight from 1880 to 1885, 

Frederick Theobold testifies to prior soundness and continuance of impaired 
vision from 1865 to 1879. 

al e W. Dales testifies to continuance of loss of eye-sight from 1873 to the 

resent time. 

R The following-named citizens of Douglas County, Kansas, in their petition to 
the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica in Con assembled, state that claimantis totally unable to perform man- 
ual labor of any kind, owing to severe blindness; that he is very feeble, being 
8 years of age, and is 8 without means of — & gra that bis dis- 
ability developed very gradually, and that it will be impossible for him to prove 
its origin in the service, as his officers and comrades took no notice of it at the 
time; that claimant is a reputable citizen, temperate in all of his habits, and 
given to no excesses of any kind; that they therefore respectfully request the 
passage of a special act granting claimant an invalid pension, commencing, if 
possible, from November 1, 1880, the date he became vany blind. 

L. J. Warden, postmaster; M. Summerfield, clerk district court; E. Jones; 
James N. Davis; Robert Taylor; J. S. Crew; A. T. Hanuald, register of deeds; 
J. W. Watts; M. D. Greenlee, deputy clerk of the court; Paul R. Brooks, treas- 
urer of the county; W. W. Fluke; G. H. Murdock; J. D. Bowersock, meyori 
Theodore Gardiner; W. E. Benson; D. R. Prentice, chief of police; A fred 
Whitman; M. Tisdale: Jacob House; Joel S, White, county clerk; R. D. Ma- 
son; J. G. Barber; J. P. Harris; John Barber; R. 
Roberts, representative sixteenth district. 

Claimant israted by the board of United States examining surgeons at Topeka, 
Kans., for total blindness of both eyes. 

The statement of Robert Taylor before a special examiner of the Bureau of 
Pensions, that he had no knowledge of claimant's blindness in the service, 
should not be regarded as adverse testimony, from the fact that the evidence 
in the case shows that claimant's disability was of ual development, be- 
ginning in 1864, and resulting in total blindness of leit eye in 1877, and of the 
right eye in 1880. It is clearly shown by the evidence on file in the claim that 
the applicant for pension was free from impaired vision till about July 1, 1864, 
and from that date his sight n to fail him and continued to grow worse, 
ee in total blindness of left eye in 1877, and of total blindness of right eyo 

n i 

The facts in the case warrant favorable action, and the committee therefore 

recommend the passage of the bill, 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to he reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MICHAEL LANE. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for 
consideration (by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1286) granting a pen- 
sion to Michael Lane. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael Lane, late of Company H, 
Nineteenth Regiment Kansas State Militia. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee, on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2286) 
granting a 2 to Michael Lane, submit the following report: 

Michael Lane first enlisted March 25, 1863, as a private in Company M, Second 
Regiment Nebraska Cavalry, at Ne City, Nebr., for nine months, Served 
full time, was mustered out with his company, receiving an honorable dis- 
charge December 23, 1853. z 

In his declaration for pension he alleges that he enlisted October 8, 1864, in 
Company H, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas State Militia; that on or about Oc- 
tober 24, 1864, he contracted hernia upon the right side of the lower = of his 
abdomen of an inguinal charncter, caused by his horse falling upon while 
he was in the line of his duty as a soldier in full pursuit of the retreating enemy; 
his horse being upon the gallop struck his forefeet into a prairie-wolf. hole, 
causing said horse to turn a complete summersault, claimant g under him; 
that he was not treated in any hospital. 

The War Department reports his service in the Second Nebraska Cavalry, and 

ays the Nineteenth Kansas Militia is unknown to the Department. 

The adjutant-general of Kansas reports that Michael Lane was enrolled Au- 
gE. 1864, in Leavenworth County by Capt. E. Moore, aud ordered into active 


Carpenter; R. Storm; J. N. 


ansas State militia service as private in Company H, Nineteenth Kansas Vol- 
unteer Militia,on the Sth day of October, 1864,at Leavenworth, by Governor 
Carney, under a prociamation issued in pursuance ofa genera} order issued by 
Major-General Curtis, United States Army, commanding department, and that 
he was relieved from duty October 25, 1864, by order of the governor, 


- va 


Two comrades testify as to incurrence and continuance. The board of exam- 
ining surgeons at Topeka, Kans,, under date of July 1, 1885, find a direct right 
hernia as large as an orange} rings dilated 1} by IA inches; borders of rings 
soft and patuious; unable to retain hernia with truss because of size and patu- 
lous condition of parts; and sate him for rupture on right side at total, 

Ina petition aceumipanying the bill the mant states he is now sev- 
enty-three yours of age; that these services were rendered and his disability 
incurred during the Price raid in 1864, when the Kansas militia was under the 
command of an officer ot the United States Army. 

In view of the fact of his extreme age and the twenty-four years of constant 
suffering from this painful disability, we think Michael Lane’s name should be 
placed on the pension-roll, and therefore recommend the passage of this bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to 
the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARGARET M. COLLINS, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar called up for con- 
sideration (by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1286) granting a pension 
to Margaret M. Collins. ` 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension- roll. subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret M. Collins, mother of 
John B. Collins, deceased, late of Company D, Fourteenth Regiment of Kansas 
Volunteers. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report. 

Mr. MORRILL (before the conclusion of the reading). Mr. Chair- 
man, I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of the report 
be dispensed with. This is the case of a dependent mother, the soldier 


- having died in the service. 


Mr. MATSON. I object. 

The report was read in full, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1015 
granting a pension to Margaret M. Collins, submit the following report: 

The claimant is Margaret M. Collins, dependent mother of John B, Collins, 
Jate a private of Coinpany D, Fourteenth Volunteer Cavalry, who en- 
listed August 2, 1863, and died of typhoid fever in regimental hospital at Fort 
Smith, Ark, August 29, 1864, 

The claim was rejected October 15, 1885, on the ground that the claimant was 
not dependent upon nor supported by the soldier prior to and at time of sol- 
dier’s death, it appearing in evidence in special examiner's report that her 
husband was then able to and did render her a comfortable support. 

The evidence shows that the soldier was son of the claimant, never married, 
and left no widow or children surviving him. 

The evidence is lutely conclusive that this mother is now sixty-three 
years of age, penniless, and with her husband dependent on others for sup- 

rt. 


en committee, following the established rules that have governed them in 
this class of cases, recommend the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MATSON (at 10 o'clock p. m.). I move that the committee rise. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I suggest to the gentlemen on the other side 
that this motion should be agreed to. Last Friday evening it took 
very nearly all the time between the rising of the committee and the 


‘hour fixed for adjournment to dispose of the bills reported from the 


Committee of the Whole. 
The motion was not agreed to; there being—ayes 11, noes 13. 
STEPHEN C. LOBDILL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar (called up by Mr. MAc- 
DONALD) was the bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen C. Lob- 
dill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen C. Lobdill, late of Com- 
pany G, Twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The report of the Pension Committee in the Senate sets forth fully and clearly 


the evidence in this case. 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


Stephen C. Lobdill enlisted June 6, 1861, for three years, as private in Com- 

y G, Twenty-fourth Ohio Volunteers, and was discharged for disability June 

„ 1862, He filed a claim for pension October 25, 1869, alleging that while in line 
of duty at Cheat Mountain, West Virginia, on or about August 2, 1561, and en- 
gaged — the command in building breastworks, he was ruptured while lifling 
u hea 

J 8 testifies that he was with claimant at Cheat Mountain, West 
Virginia, working on breastworks; was lifting on the same log with him, and 
heard claimant cry out; saw bim within an hour in the hospital tent. 

Angust Thomas was also with him at the same time, lifting and piling heavy 
logs; says claimant fainted when rupture occurred; helped carry him to hos- 
pital tent; his suffering was acute. Up to the time of rupture he was a man of 
wonderful physical development, having shown noindication of ill health, He 
passed a rigid physical examination with afflant at Camp Chase, being stripped. 

These accounts of the incurrence of the rupture are corroborated by Comrades 
Hettel, Myers, and Hughes. 

Not recovering from the rupture, the claimant was discharged June 9, 1862, on 
N certificate of disability, which stated: Umbilical hernia; he has been 
en ly unfit for duty since the 12th day of July, 1861. He has had it for many 
years. 

The last clause of this surgeon’s certificate, through the efforts of the Pension 
Office to establish its truth, has cost the claimant his 8 for the past eighteen 
years. It is alleged on behalf of the claimant that this clause is untrue; that his 
rupture ori:inated as detailed; thatthe surgeon made the statement on his own 
5 and without knowledge of the facts. 

o prove his sound health and freedom from rupture before enlistment there 
is the testimony of Dr. W. J. Clary, who was the family physician of claimant's 
mother and „and who testifies that he knew claimant for five years 
beforeenlistment. Claimantlived with his grandfather. and was 232 sound 
and free from hernia. Ile was a remarkably strong boy. If 5 so 
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affected, the witness, from his relations with the family, must have known the 
fact. Never heard it spoken of. 8 

Franklin Murphy and Isaac Smith knew claimant one from infancy, and the 
other for ten years before enlistment; claimant had worked for both at various 
times up to his enlistment, and both testify to claimant's soundness. 

C.M. e and Joseph Weeks testify that they played with him when a boy, 
and worked with him when a man, and never beard of bis having a rupture up 
to his enlistment. J. N. Griffin testifies to his soundness, having known him in- 
timately. H. J. Seouton testities that he knew bim intimately before enlistment, 
being often with him. and that just after claimant's enlistment he was in bath- 
ing with him. and knows he wasfreo from rupture; six comrades testify that ho 
was sound at enlistment and up to the time he was injured, as he claims, five of 
whom positively state that at enlistment he was subjected toa thorough exam- 
ination, while naked, with them and in their presence, which would certain! 
have resulted in his rejection had rupture existed. In all some thirteen wi 
nesses testify explicitly to this point of priorsoundness, from the personal knowl- 
edge derived from intimate acquaintance, In addition to all this is the accept- 
ance of claimant into service as a sound man and the fact that he is a man of 
high standing in his community, where his statements are received with confi- 
dence and respect. 

The only evidence in the case to sustain the surgeon’s certificate is the state- 
ment of Laura Han, a cousin of the claimant, who saysshe had heard his mother 
say that he had this difficuity from boyhood, The witness testifies from hear- 
say, and not from personal knowledge. 

On a careful review of the testimony in this case, it is difficult to understand 
fromany known standard of the value of evidence, on what meritorious ground 
the claim under consideration was rejected, or why its aflirmance was de- 
layed beyond the necessary limit of office routine. There is no reason to doubt 
the receipt of the injury in service and in the line of duty, nor that itis of pen- 
sionsble degree and continuons to the present time. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

Mr. MATSON. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
resumed the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House, having bad under consideration the Private Calendar, 


had directed him to report sundry bills with various recommendations, 
BILLS PASSED. 


House bills of the following titles, reported without amendment, 
were severally ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H, R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C, Cheeks; 

A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 

A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 4653) granting a pension to Joanna Barry; 2 

A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 8256) granting a pension to George W. Croop; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff; 

A bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long; 

A bill K. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; and 

A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander. 

House bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House with amendments, were taken up, the amendments 
agreed to, the bills as amended severally ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; and 

A bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House without amendment, were severally ordered toa third 
reading, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedel; 

A bill (S. 625) granting a pension to George W. Schell; 

A bill (S. 1018 granting a pension to Michael Lane; 
A bill (S. 1015) granting a pension to Margaret M. Collins; and 
A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen C. Lobdill. 
: MES. D. P. WOODBURY. 

The bill (H. R. 5961) to increase the pension now paid to Mrs. D. P. 
Woodbury was taken up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill is now before the House on 
the question of its engrossment and third reading. It has been re- 
ported from the Committee of the Whole House with the recommenda- 
tion that it go over until to-morrow morning, that the previous question 
be considered as ordered, the right to offer amendments being reserved, 
and that debate be allowed for fifteen minutes on each side, If there 
be no objection, the order recommended by the Committee of the Whole 
House will be agreed to, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

LOUISE PAUL. 


The bill (S. 749) granting a pension to Louise Paul was taken up, 
ordered to a third reading, and read the third time, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. This bill has been reported from the 
Committee of the Whole House with a recommendation that it go over 
until to-morrow morning, that the previous question be considered as 
ordered, the right to offer amendments being reserved, and that debate 
be allowed for filteen minutes on each side. 

Mr. MATSON, I believe I must object to this order unless the sub- 
stance and the number of the amendments be stated now. In justice 
to the House we ought to have some understanding how much time is 

to be occupied upon the bill. 

Mr. DOCKERY. ‘The entire debate is not to occupy more than fifteen 
minutes on each side; and the offering of amendments will not extend 
the time for debate. 

Mr. MATSON. If it be understood that the offering of amendments 

is not to give the right to additional debate, I will not object. 
' TheSPEAKER pro tempore. That is the understanding of the Chair. 
If there be no objection, the order recommended by the Committee of 
the Whole House will be made, The Chair hears no objection, and it 
is so ordered. 

Mr. MATSON. I move to reconsider the vote by which the several 
bills reported from the Committee of the Whole House have been passed; 
and also move that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARY L. CLEVELAND. 

Mr, McCREARY. I move, by unanimous consent, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9877) granting an incroe 
of pension to Mary L. Cleveland. 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, an- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitationsand 
3 of the pension laws, the name of Mary L. Cleveland, widow of John 


I. Cleveland, a soldier of the war of 1812, at the rate of $25 per month, in lieu of 
the amount now received by her under the law. 

The report (by Mr. BLIss) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (II. R. 9877) grant- 
ing un increase of pension to Mary L. Cleveland, have considered the same, and 
report as follows; 

he husband of the claimant, John D. Cleveland, served in Capt. Conrad 
Saxe's company, Vermont militia, from July 15, 1812, to December 8,1812. The 
widow is now drawing pension under the act of March 9, 1878, at $12 per month. 
She applies for increase to $25 per month. 

Her physicians, Drs, C. S. Abell and A. D. Price, gentlemen of credibility and 
truth, certify thatshe is now over cighty years of age, and in very fecble health, 
being unable to walk orto arise from her chair when sitting, or to dress herself. 
She has no property of any kind, and is entirely dependent upon two grand- 
children, who are financially unable to render her proper nee. 

The committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and be- 
ing en ed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. McCREXRY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to recorsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

MARTHA B. PERRY. 

Mr. GROUT. I move, by unanimous consent, that the Committee 
ofthe Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to 
Martha B. Perry. 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and 
directed to place span the pension-roll the name of Martha B. Perry, foster- 
mother of Charles H. Perry, late of Company G, Fourth Vermont Volunteers, 

, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H, R. 
on) greng a pensionto Martha t. Perry, having considered the same, report 
as follows: 

* Charles H. Perry enlisted as a private in Company G, Fourth Vermont Vol- 
unteers, in the early part of the war, and served continuously until June 5, 
1864, on which day he was killed in battle at Cold Harbor, Virginia, 

The claimant is the foster-mother of soldier, but as such can not secure pen- 
sion through the regular channel. The evidence shows that claimant tenderly 
cared for soldier from the age of four years, at which date she became the sec- 
ond wife of his father. It also appears from letters of soldier filed with your 
committee that during his army service he contributed to the support of his fos- 
ter mother. addressing her in the mostaffectionate terms, Claimant is seventy- 
five years of age and in destitute circumstances. If she had been the natural 
mother of soldier she would long ago have been pensioned, and as the evidence 
conclusively shows that she was to him, from the tender age of four years, 
everything that a natural mother could have been, it brings the case scape 
within the rule laid down by Congress in a great many cases which have al- 

: ready become laws by special act. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by substituting the word 
place for the word “put,” in the fourth line, by substituting the words“ foster- 
mother“ for the word * widow,” in the fifth line, and by adding after the word 
“Jaws,” in the seventh line, the words “and pay hera pension at the rate of $12 
per month,” and thatas thus amended the bill do pass. 


The amendments of the committee were agreed to, and the bill as 
amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and being 
en d, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GROUT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
MES. JEANNIE STONE. 


Mr. ROBERTSON, I move to take up and concur in the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (I. R. 401) granting a peusion to Mrs, 
Jeannie Stone. 

There was no objection, and the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Mrs. Jeannie Stone, widow of General Charles’ 
er ine a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 

The Senate amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the bill “at the rate of $59 a mouth.” 


Mr. ROBERTSON. The bill came from the Senate amended as in- 
dicated, and was referred to the Committee on Pensions, and as I un- 
derstand that committee recommended concurrence. 

The amendment of the Senate was concurred in, 

Mr. ROBERTSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate 
amendment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

Tho latter motion was agreed to. 

CYNTHIA WITHERELL. 

Mr. MOFFITT. I move, by unanimous consent, that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pensich to 
Cynthia Witherell. ; 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed to. 

The bill was read, as follows: Š 


Be it enacted, cle., That tho Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to place the name of Cynthia Witherell, widow of David J. Witherell, 
late of Captain Thumway’s company of New York Militia, war of 1812, on the 
pension-rolls, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 


The report (by Mr. BLIss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3868) grant- 
ing a pension to Cynthia Witherell, have considered the same, and beg leave to 
report as follows: 

Cynthia Witherell, the claimant, is the widow of David J. Witherell, who 
served ju the war of 1812 as a soldier in Capt. Duty Smumway's company, in 
Colonel Adams's regiment New York Militia. 

In her petition to Congress, and in her application before the Pension Office, 
she declared that her husband had served for a period sufficient to warrant her 
a pension under the act approved March 9, 1878. The Pension Bureau rejected 
her claim on the ground of the insufficient period of service, it having ap- 

ared by a report from the honorable Third Auditor, United States Treasury 

epartment, that Witherell had been paid only for a period of eleven day: 
namely, from the 11th to the 22d day of September, 1814, while the act referre 
to requires a service of fourteen days, 

Your committee have obtained from the adjutant- general of the State of New 
York tlie information that the rolls in his ofice show, asa fact, that Witherell 
enlisted in the company and regiment mentioned on the Sth day of September, 
1814, for the period of sixteen days, 

These reports of the auditor and adjutant-general of the State satisfy your 
committee that the man actually served a period of fifteen days, and the state- 
mont of the Third Auditor in the case shows that the regiment went as far as 
Burlington, Vt., to meet the invasion of the British. 

There is on file before your committee the testimony of the leading citizens 
and local officers of the town in which the claimant resides showing that she 
is held in high esteem, but is in a needy condition, Her age is nowseventy- two 

ears, 

4 Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. MOFFITT. I move tocorrect the name Thumway“ soit will 
read “Shumway.” 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and being engrossed, it was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. = 

Mr. MOFFITT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

JOHN G, MERRITT. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I move, by unanimous consent, that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be discharged from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of 
pension to John G. Merritt. 

There being no objection, the motion was agreed to, J 

The bill was read, as follows: 4 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on 1 the name of John G. Merritt, 


late sergeant of Company K, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension of $45 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives, 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2738) 
granting an increase of pension to John G. Merritt, submit the following re q 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is herewith adopted and the 
passage of the bill recommended. 
[Senate Report No. 1113, Fiſtieth Congress, first session.] 

The following report was made by your committee on this case during the 
Forty-fifth 8 and a bill was passed then, giving claimant a pension of 
$24 a month, which he is now receiving under that act. He now asks that this 
pension be increased to per month on account of increased disability, the 
grounds for which are set forth in the following statements: 

Mr. John G. Merritt, latea sergeant in Company K, First Regiment of Minne- 
sota Volunteer Infantry, was pensioned at $18 per month for shell wound of the 
left leg below the knee. 

Ile filed an ae eee for increase, alleging that the wounded limb is gradu- 
tia wasting and is the source of constant and severe pain, and that his disa- 


y is equivalent to the loss of the limb for purposes of manual! labor. 
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He was examined May 25, 1878, by the board of examining surgeons, Wash- 
ington, D. C., who find “shell wounds of left leg. fracture of tibia and fibula 
just below the middle third; cicatrices large and adherent, and great deformity ; 
leg shortened 4 inches; ankle-joint swollen, motion impaired; evident loss of 
strength, causing great lameness, equivalent to loss of hand or foot." 

The claim was rejected on the ground that he is now receiving the highest 
pension allowed by law for disabilities of a like nature. 

He claims that his limb, in the condition it now is, is as useless as though it 
had been amputated at or above the knee-joint, and asks that this special act be 
passed increasing his pension to $24 per month. 

The committee regard the claim of the applicant as sustained by the evidence, 
and recommend the passage of the bill. 


Ta the honorable Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 

Your petitioner, Join G. Merritt, of the State of Minnesota, respectfully rep- 
resents that being a soldier of the First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan- 
try, in the late war of the rebellion, was severely wounded while engaged with 
= cakes in the battle of Bull Run, in the State of Virginia, on the 21st of 

uly, 1861. 

IL was wounded in my left leg below the knee. The leg is 4 inches shorter 
than the right one and entirely useless so far as manual labor is concerned; is 
constantly swollen and inflamed (see medical examination) and very mach 
shrunken in size from knee to hip joint. The wound has discharged constantly 
for the last ten or twelve years, and has to be dressed daily, and at times re- 
quires constant attention from my wife or one of my children, and during the 
last ten years I have undergone five surgical operations, giving me temporary 
but not permanent relief. iy suffering is great and constant, 

I now receive us a pension but $24 per month, and I consider myself entitled, 
on account of increasing disability, to receive the same amount as those pen- 
sioners who have had their limbs amputated above the knee and are prevented 


the use of an artificial limb, 
JOHN G. MERRITT. 


APRIL 20, 1888, 

Wasmxqrox, D. C., April 17, 188°, 

I hereby certify that I have examined Mr. John G. Merritt, and find that he is 
suffering from necrosis of the bones of the left leg, the result of gunshot wound 
fracturing both bones, The leg is deformed, shortened, and ae ul, with chronic 
ulcers about the seat of injury. He has undergone several serious operations 
without relief, one of which I performed myself about four years ago, The con- 
dition is incurable and he would probably be better off with the leg 3 

J. FORD THOMPSON, M. D., 
804 Seventeenth street, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 16, 1888. 


This will certify that I have been called upon to render professional! services 
to Capt. J. G. Merritt, late sergeant of Company K, First Regiment Minnesota 
Volunteers, and find after a careful examination that he is suffering from the 
effects of a gunshot wound of the left leg below the knee. 

The wound is still open and at times becomes very much swollen and in- 
flamed, and within the last few years has frequently discharged pieces of dead 
bone, and I believe that unless an improvement takes place, which is not war- 
ranted by the present condition, an amputation will be necessary, 

By the constant absorption of septic matter his health has been very much 
broken down. 

‘There is also an atrophy or shrinking in the size of the limb, it being by meas- 
urement 2 inches less in ciroumference than the right, and as a consequence a 
corresponding weakness. His sufferings at times are intense, 

J, W. BAYNE, M. D., 
Late Acting Assistant Surgeon, United States Army. 


Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it wasaccordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 2 

Mr. MACDONALD moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JENNIE HART MULLANY. 


Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move, by unanimous consent, that 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2346) granting an 
increase of pension to Jennie Hart Mullany. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jennie Hart Mullany, widow of J. 
R. Madison Mullany, late rear-admiral in the United States Navy, and pay her 
at the rate of $50, in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I move by unanimous consent that 
this bill go over to be acted on with other bills on the 28th instant, 
and under like conditions. 

“A MEMBER. No; but to-morrow. . 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania can not be 
here to-morrow. 

The motion of Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania, was agreed to; and 
the bill was accordingly postponed until the 28th instant. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Subject to like conditions as in the other cases. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Of course. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 p. m. having arrived, 
in accordance with previous order the Chair declares the House ad- 
journed. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10146) for the relief of J. Q. St. 
Clair—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. CROUSE: A bill (H. R. 10147) for the relief of Thomas W. 
Nash—to the Committee on War Claims. : ; 

By Mr. GEAR: A bill (H. R. 10148) granting a pension to Cecilia 
Winte—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HOUK: A bill (H. R. 10149) for the relief of John T. Smith 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: A bill (II. R. 10150) for the relief of Thomas 
Nelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. - 

By Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 10151) toauthorize 
the Adjutant-General of the Army to place the name of William M, 
Runkel on the roll ofthe Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 10152) grantingapension to William M. Runkel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTON: A bill (H, R. 10153) granting a restoration and 
increase of pension to George Searles—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10154) granting a pension to William J. Eyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10155) granting a pension to Emma A, Walk—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10156) granting a pension to Nich- 
olas P. McCracken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAYNER: A bill (H. R. 10157) for the relief of Rachel Wal- 
cott—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: A bill (H. R. 10158) granting a pension to Mrs. 
L. P. Dickinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 10159) granting a pension to Jenny 
Buell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3y Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10160) to pension Harrison 
Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10161) granting a pension to J. N. Jordan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 10162) granting a pension to 
Susan Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. $ 

Also, a bill (H. E. 10163) granting a pension to Hermon R. Tyson— 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10164) for the relief of 
Frank Roach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers werg laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of heir of John Easley, of Hamblen 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAREY: Petition of certain citizens of Wyoming, for pay- 
mentof Indian depredation claims—to the Select Committee on Indian 
Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Julia D. Porterfield, of Warren 
County, Mississippi, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GAY: Papers in the case of Josephiſle Carlin, of Louisiana 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Victoria Keller, and of Helari Carlin, of Louisiana, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOUK: Memorial of John T. Smith, of the First Teunessee 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: Petition of Mary B. Maynard, widow of W. W. 
Maynard, of Council Bluffs, Iowa, for relief—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCOMAS: Petition of J. R. Garrott, of Weaverton, and of 
Harvey Wilson, Westernport, Md., for relief—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of James F. Poole, and of Laura C. Wilson, widow of 
Richard T. Wilson, of Montgomery County, Maryland, for reference of 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of William Jennings, of Charles R. Gregory, adminis- 
trator of T. Barnett, and of Old Town Methodist Episcopal Church, 
for payment of their war claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NELSON: Petition of farmers of Dakota, to place farm-ma- 
chinery on the free-list—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of the Territorial Council of the Pub- 
lic Land Strip, for relief—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Milwankee, Wis., relative to the interstate-commerce act—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Petition of C. E. Irbell and 71 cit- 
izens of Grimes County, Texas, in favor of pure food—to the Commit- 
tee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition asking a pension for Harrison 
Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition asking that a pension be granted to J. N. Jordan—to 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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The following petitions in favor of House-bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 


By Mr. GEST: Of Knights of Labor of Moline, III. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH; Of Knights of Labor of Smithfield, Pa. 

By Mr. NICHOLS: Of Knights of Labor of Raleigh, N. C. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally rc- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 


By Mr. GOFF: Of D. W. Jones and others, of Daniel M. Bughley 
and others, and of C. L. Wolverton and others, of West Virginia. 
By Mr. PHELPS: Of farmers of New Jersey. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, May 26, 1888. 


The House met at1lo’clocka,.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


DEFICIENCY IN APPROPRIATIONS FOR COLLECTING REVENUE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 9788) making 
an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriations for the ex- 
penses of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, with Senate amendments. 

Mr. FORNEY. Lask that this be committed to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and that the amendments be ordered to be printed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the payment of invalid 
and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 786) to provide a building for the United States courts, post- 
office, custom-office, and internal-revenue office at Vicksburg, Miss. ; 

A bill (8. 2345) authorizing the construction of bridges across the 
Cape Fear River, Black River, and the Northeast River, in the State of 
North Carolina; 

A bill (S. 2481) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Cincinnati and 
Virginia Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 2883) for the relief of S. H. Pierce; and 

A bill (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of land in the mili- 
tary reservation of Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FORNEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Lask the gentleman to yield to me for a moment to 
ask the appointment of a conference committee. 

Mr. FORNEY. Very well; I will yield for that purpose. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, BAY CITY, MICH. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, the Senate have amended the House 
bill No. 7263 and requested a conference with the House on the disa- 
greeing votes thereon. Iam instructed by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds to recommend non-concurrence in the Senate 
amendments, and to agree to the conference asked. 

Mr. PAYSON. Whatis the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The title will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A biil (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, Mich. 

There being no objection, the motion 9f Mr. DIBBLE was agreed to. 
7 The SPEAKER. The Chair will announce the conferees during the 

ay. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORNEY. I renew the demand for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that by reference to the 
Journal it is ascertained that certain bills, acted upon at the evening 
sessions of the House, have come over under the operation of the pre- 
vious question. These bills are the unfinished business, and the first 
thing in order will be to dispose of that unfinished business. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask unanimous consent that the bills which come 
over by reason of the previous question having been ordered upon them 
last evening, as well as the bills which came over with the previous 
question ordered, and the consideration of which was fixed by unani- 
mous consent for next Monday, be postponed until the 19th day of 
June. The reason that I make this suggestion is that the appropria- 
tion bills are pressing now, and the Ways and Means Committee desire 
the time for the consideration of revenue bills. The bills to which I 
refer are private ion bills, and can be considered and disposed of 
atany time. I fix the 19th of June, because at that time the House 


will likely be in a condition ot truce, so far as politica: matters are con- 


cerned. 

My DIBBLE. I would suggest to the gentleman that that day is 
already set apart by special order of the House, 

Mr. MATSON. Then I will say the 20th of June. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Let me suggest to the gentleman that the 19th 
of June is the date of the Republican convention, and as probably quite 
a number will be absent from the House, it is not likely they can be 
here on the 20th. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Suppose the gentleman from Indiana suggests the 
5th of June, as perhapsit will suit gentlemen better than the day fixed. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I withdraw the suggestion I made. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous con- 
sent that the bills coming over from last evening as unfinished busi- 
ness, and those which have been postponed until next Monday, may 


be all postponed until the 20th day of June, immediately after the ; 


reading of the Journal. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman consent to sub- 
stitute the 6th day of June? 

Mr. MATSON. The reason I fix the 20th, as I have suggested, is 
that probably more Republicans are going to Chicago than Democrats 
to St. Louis, and the House will certainly be in a condition of truce so 
far as politics are concerned. There will not be any special business 
pressing, and these bills can be taken up and disposed of at that time. 
I understand that but few Democrats are going to St. Louis. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana, that these bills be postponed until the 20th 
day of June, the previous question ordered, and the same conditions 
applying as now apply. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees, and if that is carried will ask unanimous consent 


that gentlemen having reports to make may hand them in at the desk. 


The motion to dispense with the morning hour was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to allowing reports from com- 
mittees to be handed in at the desk? 

There was no objection. 

FILING OF REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

The following reports of committees were filed by being handed in 
at the Clerk’s desk: 

BRAZOS RIVER. 

Mr. STEWART, of ‘Texas, from the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, reported the bill (H. R. 10165) for the improvement of the Brazos 
River; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MILITIAMEN. 


Mr. MORRILL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 


with amendment the bill (S. 1529) to amend paragraph 3 of section 
4693 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, NEW LONDON, CONN. 

Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 1846) forthe erection of a 
public building at New London, Conn.; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

CLAIMS FOR STORES AND SUPPLIES. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10166) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Ceurt of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union, and ordered to be printed. 


HOUSTON, CENTRAL ARKANSAS AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendments the bill (H. R. 9420) authorizing the Houston, Cen- 
tral Arkansas and Northern Railway Company to construct and main- 
tain bridges across Bayou Bartholomew and across Ouachita, Red, Little, 
and Sabine Rivers, in Louisiana; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


MACON, TUSCALOOSA AND BIRMINGHAM RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back the 
bill (H. R. 9612) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birmingham 
Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee River, in 
Alabama; which was laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, reported back with amendment the 
bill (H. R. 9611) to authorize the Macon, Tuscaloosa and Birmingham 
Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Black Warrior River in 
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Alabama; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 


printed. > 
ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. FORNEY. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole for the further consideration of general appropriation 

The motion was agreed to. : 

The SPEAKER. ‘The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] will 
take the chair. 

Mr. FORNEY. Task unanimous consent that debate be limited on 
the pending paragraph to ten minutes. 

Mr. TRACEY. 1 object. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to submit a motion, then, to limit debate. 

The SPEAKER. That can only be done now by unanimous consent, 
as the House has determined to go into Committee of the Whole. 
ine Honse resolved itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. BLOUNT 

the chair. 


LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Civil Service Commission : 

For three commissioners, at $3,500 each; one chief examiner, $3,000; one sec- 
retary, $2,000; one clerk of class 4, who shall be a stenographer; one clerk of 
class 3; one clerk of class 2; one clerk of class 1; oneclerk, at $1,000; two clerks, 

2 8 nagtanan oat — —̃ — oo ian E acting under 

0 
the direction of the — 81.000. * z 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the pending amend- 
ment, offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

The Clerk read as follows: ` 

On page 20, in line 9, strike out “one” and insert “two.” 

In line 10 strike out one“ and insert “two;" and also strike out one,“ 
after the words “ class one.“ and insert two.“ 

In line 16 strike out “ $4,000” and insert $5,000.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the committee rise, my object being to 
haye debate limited on the pending paragraph. 

Mr. CANNON. If my colleague will allow me, I think there can 

be an agreement made to limit the debate to ten minutes. 

Mr. FORNEY. I am willing to agree to that. I only want some 
limit to the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent that debate on the pending paragraph and amendment be lim- 
ited to ten minutes. 

Mr. ENLOE. I should like to have five minutes. 

, Mr. FORNEY. Then let the time allowed be twenty minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well. i 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimons 
consent that debate on the pending paragraph and the amendments 
thereto be limited to twenty minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, it is with extreme reluctance that 
I presume to dissent from this portion of the report of the Appropri- 
ations Committee and to urge the adoption of the amendments pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas], But, after 
8 the question, I am satisfied that the estimates made by the 
commissioners for more clerks and the sum of $5,000 for traveling ex- 

are very moderate and absolutely necessary to a proper perform- 
ance of its duties by the commission. 

T am convinced that with the present force it has been impossible to 
complete the figuring required to arrive at the standing of persons on 
the eligible lists, within a reasonable time, and most annoying delays, 
infticting hardship on applicants, have been unavoidable, 

The item of $5,000 is not excessive for traveling expenses. Fixed 
dates are now announced for the examiners being in attendance through- 
out the entire country, and the commissioners claim that their careful 
calculations show that a smaller sum will cripple their efforts to hold 
examinations, 

Mr. Chairman, during the discussion of this bill yesterday a com- 
mendable spirit of emulation was shown by gentlemen on both sides 
of the House in endeavoring to prove that an early interest had been 
taken by their respective parties in the reform of the civil service. 

A few days ago, when making remarks in favor of tariff reform, I 
quoted words of the late Samuel J. Tilden, when Isought to show that 
the Democratic party had consistently and actively favored reduction 
of the tariff during the past twenty years. I would like now to read 
an extract from Mr. Tilden’s letter of acceptance in 1876: 


The convention justly affirms that reform is necessary in the civil service, 
necessary to its purification, necessary to its economy and its efficiency, neces- 
sary in order that the ordinary employment of the publie may not be n prize 
fouglt for at the ballot-box, a brief reward of party zeal instead of of honor 
assigned for proved competency and held for fi wf in the publie employ.” 

Two evils infest the cial service of the Fed Government. One K the 
ees and demoralizing notion thatthe publie service exists not for the bus- 

as and benefit of the whole people, but for the interest of the office-holders, 
who are in truth but the servants of the ple. Under the influence of this 
multiplied, the numbersef those 
been steadily increased 


any ble requirement of the lie business, while ine ole 5 th 
frand, and malversation of the pee 3 from the highest 5 
the lowest, ha ve overspread the whole like a leprosy. 

And in a speech after the Presidential election, at Governor Robin- 
son's inauguration, January, 1877, he said: 

To recall the government of this State to the pure condition in which a gen- 
eration you and I knew it; to remove the fungus growths which in evil 
times had overspread its administration and legislation; to lighten the intoler- 
able burdens upon the people; to improve institutions and laws; systematically 
to call into the civil service, whether by a ntment or election, men of higher 
ideas of official life, of better training, of more general culture, thus ulliliz- 
ing a class inferior in the arts of political competition, but superior in capaci- 
bea a public usefulness—these are noble objects. They had to be pursued 


* * * 


* 

A genuine reform in tho civil service has thus been realized which could not 
be the product of any mere legislation without the effective co-operation of the 
men conducting the actual administration. I have traced results, ap- 
proved by the people at the last two elections in this State, because they encour- 
age the aspirations of the community for a better government, and tend to in- 
spire a noble ambition in all rising men to compete for honors and power by 
appealing to the best moral forces of human society, 


A further reason for increasing the clerical force of the commission is 
to enable the President to extend the classified list. Gentlemen yes- 
terday criticised him for not doing so. Permit me to read extracts from 
the letter addressed to the Civil Service Commission by tho President, 
I will have the entire letter printed in the RECORD. 


Exxcurivz MANSION, Washington, March 21, 1888. 
To the United States Civil Service Commission: . 


GENTLEMEN: I desire to make a suggestion regarding subdivision 
Rule 1II. of the Amended Civil-Service Rules promulgated — A a Tt 
provides for the promotio an employé in a Department who is below or 
outside of the classified se to a place within said classified service in the 
same Department, upon the request of the appointing ofticer, upon the recom- 
mendation of the commission and approval of the President, after a non-com- 
2 examination, in case such person has served continuous! 
in 

faithfa 


by facts which will develop the basis and reason of application of the a; int- 
ine 2 and which will commend them to the 3 of the 3 
an 


subject to which I 

The desirability of the rule which I haye commented upon would be nearly if 
not entirely removed, and other difficulties which now embarrass the execution 
of the eivil-service Jaw would be obviated if there was a better and uniform 
classification of the employésin the different Departments, The importance 
of this is entirety obvious. The 3 imperfect classifications, hastily made, 
spperenty with but little care for uniformity, and promulgated after the last 
Presidential election and prior to the installation of the present Administration, 
should not have been permitted to continue until this time. 

It appears that in the War rimentthe employés were divided on the 19th 
day of November, 1854, into eight classes and subclasses, embracing those carn- 
ing annual sala: from $300 to $2,000. : 

The Navy Department was classified November 22, 1881, and its employés 
were divided in seven and subclasses, embracing those who received an- 
nual salaries from $720 to $1,800. 

In the Interior Department the classification was made on the 6th day of De- 
cember, 1884. It consists of eight classes and subclasses and embraces employés 
receiving annual salaries from $720 to $2,000. 

On the 2d day of Jan , 1835, a classification ofthe employés in the Treas- 
ury Department was made, consisting of six classes and subclasses, including 
those earning annual salaries from $00 to $1,890, 

In the Post-Office Department the employés were classified on the 6th day of 
February, 1855, into nine classes And s , embracing persons earning an- 
nual salaries from $720 to $2,000. 

On the 12th day of December, 1881, the Bureau of Agriculture was classifiedin 
a manner different from all the other Departments and presenting features pe- 
culiar to itself, 

It seems that the only classification in the Department of State and the De- 
partment of Justice is that vided for by section 163 of the Revised Statutes, 
which directs that the employés in the several Departments shal! be divided 
into four classes. It appears that no more definite classification has been mado 
in these Departments. 

I wish the Commission would revise those classifications and submit to mea 
plan which will as far as ible make them uniform, and which will ally 
remedy the present condition which permits of persons to entera o inthe 
service in one Department without any examination, which in an Depa: 
ment can only be enteredafter ug such examination. This, I thi should 
be done by extending the limits of the classified service rather than by con- 


tracting them. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
It is evident the President is not to blame for delay. He awaits ac- 
tion on the part of the commissioners, and they are delayed by want 
of necessary means, which Congress can alone supply. 
While glad to aid gentlemen of the other side in their efforts to as- 
sist the President in carrying out the law, I rejoice that an opportu- 


rt- 


ni 


has been given me to demonstrate the good faith of thegixecutive 
his consistency of action. ; 
Mr, McCOMAS. Will you vote with the Republicans in this mat- 


Mr. TRACEY. I will vote for the amendment. 
Mr. WHITTRORNE rose. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understands that the time is to be 

equally divided between the two sides. 
Mr. WHITTHORNE. The gentleman who has just resumed his 
seat favored the amendment. I oppose it. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHIT- 
THORNE] is recognized. 
| Mr. WHITTHORNE. I regret very much that the chairman of the 
Committee on Civil Service Reform is not present. I had itin view 
to ask him what number of licentiates the Civil Service Commission 
show to be eligible to ask permission to become applicants for posi- 
` tions. According to my general information they are numbered by 
multiplied thousands, and yet the chairman of the committee states 
that during the last three years but about eleven hundred appoint- 
ments have been made under the civil-service regulations. 

Now, Mx. Chairman, looking at this matter as a simple business 
proposition, if the Civil Service Commission have before them we will 
say ten, fifteen, or twenty thousand licentiates authorized to apply for 
proper what is the necessity for having that number multiplied. 

there any good reason for it? I submit to the business judgment of 
the House there is not, 

Again, sir, the effect of multiplying this number of parties exam- 
ined by the board is to demoralize the young men and the young women 
of this country. You will take them away from the legitimate avoca- 
tions of life and put them on the anxions seat or the mourners’ bench 
as applicants for office, which is doing the young men and young women 
of this country gross injustice. 

I am happy to say that I was one of those in this House who voted 
against this Iaw. I believed then, as I believe now, that it is anti- 
republican and anti-democratic in its tendencies. I believe that with 
its growth if will become a sore on the body-politie, full of mischief 
and full of danger to the theory on which our Government was built 
and constructed. 

Mr, Chairman, having said this I deem it proper to say further, stand- 
ing as I doasone of the complainants against this Administration for not 
putting more Democrats in office, that I have reason to admire the 
fidelity of the President of the United States tothe pledges made in his 
letter and to his course in the execution of what he found to be the law 
of the land. I know, in my own personal experience, that when I have 


appealed to him for the removal of officials because they were Repub- 


licans he has stood immovable. As regards my own State of Tennes- 
see not a single removal has he made of any Presidential appointee 
for political reasons; he bas waited until under the law the term ot 
the officer expired; and to-day there is still remaining a monument of 
Democratic clemency, a postmaster in Winchester, in the district rep- 
resented by my colleague [ Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr, HOPKINS, of Ilinois. Allow me a question. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Was there any charge of inefficiency 
against those men? 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. I take it for granted the presumption of in- 
efficiency exists when the oflice-holder is a Republican. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. That is just what I wanted the gentle- 
man to state. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE, You will find me perfectly frank, for I be- 
lieve that at the ballot-box the voice of the people of the United States 
is heard, and then and there they assert their sovereignty in the effort 
to preserve the character of our institutions. [Applause.] It is at their 
desire that the Democrats have obtained the administration of this Gov- 
ernment, and anybody, Civil Service Commission or otherwise, that 
stands between them and their voice and judgment is, in my opinion, 
working contrary to the theory of our Government. [Applause.] Yet 
I commend the President for his faithful execution of the laws as we 
passed them. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Ilinois. I commend your frankness, and if all 

` Democrats were equally frank there would be less trouble. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Ifyou ever come into power, which God for- 
bid, act upon the principle I have enunciated. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. Let us begin by admitting, for the sake of argument, 
everything the gentleman from Tennessee has said is exactly true. It 
is an argument, perhaps, in favor of abolishing this law. It is not an 
argument against the adoption of this amendment. 

He says that large numbers of young Americans have been debauched 
by becoming candidates for places under this law. Was there not an 
equal number that became candidates for places under the former sys- 
tem? Is the debanchery less in one case than in the other? But ad- 
mit that the whole system should be abolished, the question is as to 
the mode in which that should be done. There are two ways. One 
is to bring in a bill to abolish the law; and we on this side would cer- 
tainly respect gentlemen on the other side for their frankness if they 


` CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, +. 


A 


U * 

would introduce and have a vote upon such a bill. But we know per- 
fectly well that they will do nothing of the kind. In conversation, in 
confidential communication, they may intimate their distrust of the 
system; but in public all that they will do is to refuse adequate ap- 
propriations for carrying out the law. An adequate appropriation for 
carrying out the law is an appropriation adequate to ascertain whether 
the local boards do their duty, for the whole work under this law is 
done by the local boards. Gentlemen praise the President for his 
consistency and his firmness in supporting the law. It is not the 
President that makes the law a success; it is not even the Board of 
Civil Service Commissioners, except so far as that board can see to it 
that the local boards which actually conduct the examinations conduct 
them in good faith. These local boards act all over the country. They 
are sometimes members of one party and sometimes members of the 
other. What assurance have we that they do their duty in the prem- 
ises? What assurance have we that one and the same system is fol- 
lowed in Chicago, in Cincinnati, and in other great cities of the coun- 
try? We have no assurance except this, that over all these local 
boards is a Board of Civil Service Commissioners to supervise. their 
action and correct their mistakes. 

The gentleman from Indiana yesterday came down to the question, 
but did not meet it when he said that $4,000 was an ample appropria- 
tion for the traveling expenses of the Civil Service Commissioners. 
How did he know that? He gave us no reason. The commissioners 
themselves say they need $5,000 for this particular purpose; and this 
particular purpose is of the essence of thé whole system. If the com- 
missioners be allowed all the appropriation they ask within reason, in 
order to see that the system in its practical ings is carried out, then, 
and not till then, ean gentlemen on the Democratic side of the House 
claim that they have treated the system in good faith. What they 
should do is to treat it in good faith. Give these commissioners ample 
means, so that we may find out whether the system is a success or a 
failure; and if we find out that itis a failure, let us frankly say so, 
abolish the Iaw, and go back to the old system, for, Mr. Chairman, I 
believe that an honest spoils“ system is far better than an alleged 
‘t civil-service *’ system which is accused or suspected of insincerity 
from one end of the country to the other. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I am not particularly cnamored of this 
civil-service law; but I rise to speak in behalf of this paragraph as it 
stands and against the increase. I desire, however, to call attention to 
some statements made here yesterday, particularly by the gentleman 
from Maine, who charged upon the Democratic party that it was insin- 
cere, that it was practicing hypocrisy and deception upon the country 
under the pretense of enforcing civil-service reform. I want to call at- 
tention to a comparison which may be made between the Democratic 
administration of a civil-service law and a Republican administration 
of such a law. It might be inferred from the frankness and freedom 
and cordiality with which the gentleman brings his charge of insincerity 
and hypocrisy against the Democratic party, that it comes from a pure 
source, and that the gentleman’s party is not open to any such charge. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to state here that the history of the Ke- 
publican party shows that, in dealing with this civil-service law, if 
there is h isy upon the Democratic side, which I deny, so far as 
the bona fides of the President and his executive officers is concerned, 
there is infinitely more upon the Republican side in their administra- 
tion of this law after they passed it. I call attention to the fact thatin 
1879, they passed a law providing that all executive officers and em- 
ployés of the United States not appointed by the President, with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, should be prohibited from requesting, 
or giving to, or receiving from, any other officer oremployéof the Gov- 
ernment any money or property, or other thing of value for political 
purposes; and this law provided for the punishment by discharge and 
by fine of any person sooffending. The section of the actof August 10, 
1879, to which I refer, reads as follows: A 


That all executive officers or employés of the United States not appointed by 
the President, with the advice and consent of the Senate, are prohibited from 
requesting, giving to, or receiving from any other officer or chet é of the Gov- 
ernment any money or property, or other thing of value for political purposes; 
and any such officer or employé who shall offend against the visions of this 
section shall be at once discharged from the service of the United States, and 
he shall also be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof 
shall be fined in s sum not exceeding $500. 


Now, in 1880, after that law was passed, in the railway mail serv- 
ice, which is supposed to be the freest of any Department of the civil 
service of the Government from political influences, the Republican 
party sent out its notices of political assessments, its notices to employés 
to pay over their voluntary contributions,” and when some of them 
refused to pay there was an agent sent out who was in the employ of 
the Government, receiving pay from the Government, supposed to be 
discharging public duties, whose business it was to force from employés 
in that branch of the service, by threats of discharge, the assessments 
which they had refused to contribute. 

Mr. KERR. Does thegentleman deny that that is being done now? 

Mr. ENLOE. I do; and I challenge the production of the proof. 

Mr. HOUK. Let the gentleman produce his proof. 

Mr. ENLOE, I can produce it. > 
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Mr. HOUK. We demand the proof. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iwill produce it. 

Mr. KERR. Look at the New York papers. 

Mr. ENLOE. Ido not take any newspaper asevidence on this mat- 
ter. Any statement which I make I am ready to establish by the rec- 
ord; and I ask gentlemen on the other side to produce proof of the 
same kind. > 

Mr. KERR. A letter has been published (I have a copy of it) from 
Mr. Hunter, chairmanof the State central committee of the Democratic 
party of Iowa, levying a certain sum upon each postmaster in theState. 
That letter has been published, and never denied to my knowledge. 

Mr. ENLOE. Let the gentieman produce the letter, and establish 
his charge. We will not try this question on newspaper statements. 
Isubmit here the proof of the statement which the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Hovk] challenges, Mr. James E. White, superintend- 

ent of the railway mail service at Chicago, who is, I suppose, good Re- 
publican authority, and if he is not he ought to be, in 4 letter addressed 
to Hon. Thomas E. Nash, general superintendent of the railway mail 
service, testifies as follows: $ 

[Receiving political contributions—Personal—Dictated by J. E. W.—F.] 
CHICAGO, ILL., May 14, 1888. 

Dran Str: Replying to Pan favor of the 10th instant—subject, receiving po- 
litical contributions from E. M. Wilcox—I have the honor to state that your let- 
ter conveyed to me the first and only information Ihave ever received that such 
collections had been made and att a for in my name. 

It had been customary for the national committee to assess employés of the 
Government and to send to each employé a request to forward to the secretary 
of said committee a certain sum named therein. These requests were not re- 
sponded to unanimously, and the national committee sent a list of the delin- 
quents to the State central committee with instructions to collect. The secre- 


of the State central committee sent for me and requested me to make the 
collections from clerks in this service. I declined to do sọ, and for one year, in 


which these assessments were made, the State central commiitee employed f 


James McDowell to make the collections; and for another K. K, Jones, of Quin- 
GA III.; and for one of the years, evidently 1850, H. J. Skeels, who was an em- 

oyé of this service, detailed to Lena’ & in this ofice underan arrangement made 
8 himself and the secretary of the State central committee. 

Never since my convection with this service, nor at any other time, have I 
solicited or received contributions for political purposes, nor authorized any 
one to do sọ, nor to use my name in any way with such transactions, 

Mr, Wilcox was removed for being a member of the Brotherhood of Railway 
Postal Clerks. 

As soon as I can find Mr. Skeels I will secure a statement from him. 


Very respectfully, 
JAMES E. WHITE, Superintendent. 

Hon. Tuomas E. Nasa, 

General Superintendent R. M. S., Washington, D. C. 

Mr. H. J. Skeels is the patriotic and pure representative of the real 
and true eivil-service reform policy of the immaculate and irreproach- 
able Republican party, as exemplified in 1880. This man, who was 
merely an agent and a superserviceable tool of the Republican admin- 
istration, performing this unholy, disgraceful, and unlawful work for 
his party to promote Republican success by corruption at the ballot- 
box in Indiana and elsewhere, was a beautiful exemplification of the 
sincerity and the purity of civil-service reform administration under 
Republican rule. Here is his genuine and original receipt for $23 
forced from a delinquent employé in the railway mail service, who no 
doubt needed the money to buy bread and clothes for his wife and chil- 
dren 


It reads: 
: CHICAGO, ILL., October 1, 1880, 
Received of E. M, Wilcox $23, contribution to the National Republican Com- 
ne JAMES E. WHITE, 
By H. J. SKEELS. 

It will be noted that he omits to put in the receipt that patriotic 
word, Voluntary.“ To that extent it is an honest receipt, be- 
cause the very fact that Wilcox, with others, had refused to pay the 
assessment caused him to be detailed at the Government’s expense to 
collect this money—caused him to be detailed to duty when it appears 
from the letter of his superior officer he had no other duty to perform. 
It will be observed again that he uses the name of James E. White 
without authority, for the purpose of extorting the money from the 
poor, hard-worked subordinate, and to make it appear that he had the 
authority of the superintendent to get this money or to take the of- 
ficial head of the recalcitrant employé. 

He did not have the authority of James E. White, but he had the 
authority of the general superintendent of the railway mail service at 
that time, or the authority of the head of the Post-Office Department, 
and the headsman’s ax which he carried would have taken the head 
of James E. White, superintendent, as easily as it would have taken 
that of the poor clerk, Wilcox. That was Republican purity in the 
civil service in 1880, under the act of 1879, when civil-service reform 
was in its infancy; but the urgency of the demands for new two-dollar 
bills in Indiana about that time may extenuate the offense in Repub- 
lican estimation. If the plea of confession and avoidance is to be re- 
lied on by the gentlemen who make this charge of insincerity and hy- 
pocrisy against Democratic administration of this law, if it is expected 
that the country will be willing to believe that its administrative 
methods improved after the passage of the act of January 16, 1883, and 
that it gave of true repentance before death, I will meet that sup- 


position with the statement that I can produce evidence that it died an 
unrepentant sinner so far as its civil service record is concerned, The 


Republican charges against the Democratic Administration ara general, 
indefinite, and unsubstantial, the impassioned utterances of swift wit- 
nesses, who are encouraged by wicked imaginings to make unfonnded 
charges, trusting to accident for proof, or to popular credulity for vin- 
dication. The charges I make are snecific, substantial, and sustained 
by indisputable facts. 

I have now only five minutes, and I can not submit to interruptions. 

I make the charge, and I am prepared to make the proof by written 
evidence, bearing the date of the transaction, that at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
in 1884, in the dying hour of the grand old party of civil-service re- 
form for the sake of the offices it held and of political assessments to 
raise a corruption fund to secure a further lease of power for the non- 
civil-service office-holders as well as for those protected by the civil- 
service statutes, this party of promises, in which the Mugwumps““ 
and the civil-service reformers are invited to rest their hopes, did then 
levy contributions on the railway mail clerks, and, true to its history 
and its practices, it forced unwilling patriots tostand and deliver their 
voluntary contributions“ for political purposes. The act of 1879 
was a salve to the Republicau conscience for the premeditated crimes 
of 1880, and the act of 1883 no doubt served the same purpose to the 
crimes against the civil-service law in 1884. The amount collected 
at Cincinnati and paid over to various persons was $888, and some of 
this money went to gentlemen who violated section 81 of the Postal 
Laws and Regulations in receiving it, and possibly the criminal law in 
using it. That section reads as follows: 

That no officer, clerk, or other person in the service of the United States shall, 
directly or indirectly, give or hand over to any other officer, clerk, or person in 
the service of the United States, or to any Senator or Member of the House of 
Representatives, or Territorial Delegate, any money or other valuable thing on 
account of or to be applied to the promotion of any political object whatever. 

If a bill of particulars of this charge is demanded I have the proof, 
and it would make decidedly interesting reading. 

So far as the attitude of the Democratic party on this question is 
concerned, I believe, speaking for myself, that the correct doctrine in 
regard to it is laid down in a letter addressed by the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to the postmaster at Cedar Rapids, Iowa, I believe this to bea 
correct exposition of true civil-service reform. Under Republican ad- 
ministration we had interference by Federal officials in conventions, 
in caucuses, in conventions of the party, and at the polls, that dis- 
graced the civil service of the country. The letter is my idea of the 
true Democratic doctrine. 

POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1888. 

Dear Sir: I haxe received your communication of the 4th instant. In times 

past American citizenship was debauched, free expression of the people at cau- 


cus, convention, and election throttled, and the public service scandalized by 


the direct and corrupt influence of Federal officials at meetings of the people 
called for nominating purposes and at the succeeding Federal, State, county, 
and even municipal elections. 

It seems to me that it should not be necessary, and to the credit of Federal 
officials under this Administration it has not been, save with rare exceptions, 
to warn individuals against practicing these abuses or against affording a sem- 
blance of the evil. 

At the same time it should be equally well understood, and there should be 
no misapprehension in regard to it, that it is not and has not been the sentiment 
of any one connected with the Administration that because a man holds a Fed- 
eral office he is thereby deprived of any of the privileges of citizenship or prac- 
tically disfranchised. He is expected to exercise the plain and simple rights of 
an American citizen. While he must not neglect the public business to engage 
in partisan work, and must remember that he isin office to serve the citizens of 
all parties, and that these privileges aré not enlarged by office-holding, and 
while there is no policy 5 his attending a caucus or a convention of 
his party, or forbidding the exercise of his individual influence as a citizen in 
favor of the views which he holds in the same manner as if he were not in office, 
yet, in view of the disgraceful abuses heretofore adverted to, it is a matter which 
suggests itself to the good taste and judgment of sensible men whether the in- 
decencies heretofore practiced should even seem to be imitated by the appear- 
ance of Federal officials of this Administration at conventions. 


Res 
AET DON M. DICKINSON, 
stmaster-General 

ALEXANDER CHARLES, Esq., 

Postmaster, Cedar Rapids, Towa. 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have listened carefully to the gentleman’s re- 
marks, but I can not tell whether he is more anxious to stop these 
things in 1880 or 1888. [Langhter.] 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, sir, I want to show to the country that if it 
expects these abuses to be stopped at all, it must look to.the Demo- 
cratic party to stop them, and not to the party that comes here with 
professions of this sort, in violation of its own practices. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. WILLIAMS addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The twenty minutes allowed for debate on this 
paragraph have expired. 

Mr. ADAMS. I believe I had one minute which I did not occupy. 
I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Gentlemen on the other side make the old argu- 
ment of the kettle calling the pot black. They have already admitted 
by the remarks of the two gentlemen on that side who have occupied 
the floor this morning that the Democratic party in 1884 was elected on 
a false pretense in its advocacy and support of civil-service reform. 
Now, since they have come to a position in which they are willing to 
confess, let them give force to their confession of the false pretense of 
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1884 // ⁵ pw. T...... EW es N EIE making a motion to strike out all of this bill relating to the 
appropriation for civil-service reform, and thereby starve out of exist- 
ence the law. 

I do not desire, Mr. Chairman, to occupy the attention of the House 
further upon a matter the hypocrisy of which has been shown to some 
extent by both parties. I beliere 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. MCCOMAS, as 
already read, there were—ayes 58, noes 50. 

Mr. HOLMAN. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HoLMAN and Mr. MCCOMAS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, 
noes 71. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA (during the count by tellers) said: Mr. Chairman, I 
have just come into the House, and I would like to understand what 
this question is. 

The CHAIRMAN siated the amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA, I understand this is a question of what is called 

“civil-service reform.” I wish to be recorded in the negative 
against that relic of Federalism. [Laughter. ] 

The count by tellers was resumed, and the result announced as above 
stated. 

Mr. FORNEY. I find that in a part of the bill already passed we 
have provided for only two elevators, when four should have been pro- 
vided for. I therefore ask unanimous consent to go back in order to 
adopt the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 11, in lines 19 to and including 21, strike out “two conductors of the 


elevator, at $i, 100 each ” and insert in lieu thereof “four conductors of the ele- 
vators, at $1,100, who shall be under the supervision and direction of the Archi- 
tect of the Capitol; 10 bs on page 12, in lines 1 and 2, in lieu of the sum pro- 
posed, insert 816.480. 

There being no objection, the amendment was considered, and adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I was not present when my colleague 
[Mr. WHITTHORNE] made his remarks in regard to ‘‘civil service re- 
form.“ We are all in favor of ‘‘civil service reform’ in Tennessee, 
but we have improved upon it very much downthere. We have anew 
method which beats the system of Jay Hubbell all hollow.” Isend 
to the Clerk to be read a letter from the chairman of the Democratic 
executive committee, notifying a Republican commissioner how he was 
expected to vote at the election, and that if he did not vote to suit the 
Democracy they would withhold business from him. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. 
the Civil Service Committee listen to this letter. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BLACKWATER, TENN., December 6, 1887. 

Dear Str: The State Democratic executive committee requires me to ascer- 
tain what steps you intend to take in the next Presidential and gubernatorial 
contest, and 1 of no better way to find out than to write you, hoping to 
hear from you on this subject at an early day. The party is willi 
gain strength, but otherwise say business will be withheld 

It is none of my business what steps you intend to take, Tam only acting in 
obedience to the command of the party to which I belong. 

With due regards I am, very respectfully, 
J. R. M. DAVIS, 


Secretary Hancock County Democratic Executive Commiitee. 
S. WILLIAMS, 
United States Commissioner, Xenophen, Tenn. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, there is evidence of what we may 
expect in the coming Presidential canvass in the State of Tennessee. 
Commissioner Williams was appointed by Judge Jackson, and is one 
of the very best men in the district; a man of high character, a gallant 

ex-Confederate soldier, an old whig, who had changed his opinions on 
the tariff. There is notice served upon him directly as to his appoint- 
ments. If he did not do so and so all business would be withheld from 
him, That is thespirit of the Democracy in my State. It is evidence, 
I say, of the sort of reform we are living under in the State of Tennes- 
see at the present time. 

Mr. STRUBLE. There is no doubt about it. i 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. Ido not know the parties referred to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. But I may say that I am gratified the thing 
is working. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course, if it works in your direction. [Renewed 
laughter. ] 

Mr. FoRNEY’s amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 


For compensation of the Secretary of State, $3,000; First Assistant Secretary 
of State, $4,500; two Assistant Secretaries of State, at $3,500 each; for chief clerk, 
$2,750; for six Chiefs of Bureau and one translator, at $2,100 each; stenographer 
to the Secretary, $1,800; eleven clerks of class four; four c.erks of class th: ree; 
seven clerks of class two; fourteen clerks ofclass one; four clerks, at $1,000 each: 
and ten clerks, at “each; one messenger, two assistant messengers, one 
packer at $720; ten laborers, one telegraph operator, $1,200; in all, $115,350. 

For proof-reading the laws of the United States and reports of Congress, in- 
eluding boxes and transportation of the same, $1,280. 
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Mr. LAWLER. I wish to ask how much the ten laborers provided 
for in this paragraph get as wages? What is their compensation? 

Mr. FORNEY. Six hundred and sixty dollars each. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT. 


Secretary's Office: For compensation of the Secretary of the Treasury, $8,000; 

two Assistant Secretaries of the Treasury, at $4,500 each; clerk to the Secre- 
$2,400; two private secretaries, one to each Assistant Secretary, at $1,800 

be te Government actuary, under the control of the Treasury Department, 
$2.25; eons rosy = a 200; onecopyist; three messengers; two assistant mes- 

seo ree chief clerk and superintendent: For chief clerk, including $300 as 
superintendent of Treasury building, $3,000: assistant snperintendent of Treas- 
ury building, $2,100; an inspector of electric-light plants, gas, and fixtures for 
all pane buildings under control of the Treasury Department, $1,909; four 
clerks of class 4; additional to one clerk of class 4 as book-keeper, 8100; two 
clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 2; three clerks of class L; one elerk, at 
$1,000; one messenger; two assistant messengers; one storekeeper, $1,200; one 
telegraph operator, $1,200; three elevator conductors, at $720 each; one engi- 
neer, $1,400 ; one assistant engineer, $1,000; two assistant engineers, at $720 each; 
one locksmith and electrician, $1,200; three firemen; tive firemen, at $660 each 
one coal-passer, $500; one captain of the watch, $1,400; two lieutenants of the 
watch, at 5000 each; fifty-eight watchmen; one foreman of laborers, $1,000; one 
skilled laborer, male, at $310; three skilled laborers, male, at $720 each ; twenty- 
six laborers; ten laborers, at $500 each: one laborer, at $130; two laborers, 
at $360 each: ninety charwomen; one foreman of cabinet-shop, $1,200; one 
draughtsman 81.000; one cabinet-maker, $900; eight ceabinet-makers, at $310 
each; in all, $147,880. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 23, line 23, after the word “hundred” insert “and forty;" in line 24 
strike out “eight hundred and forty ” and insert “nine hundred;" and on page 
24, lines 1 and 2, strike out “forty-seven thousand eight hundred and eighty” 
and insert forty-eight thousand four hundred.“ 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the point of order on that amendment. 
Mr. PENINGTON. I wish to make a point of order on the 2 
graph just read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I have reserved my point of order. 

Mr. PENINGTON. My point of order will affect the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentléman will state it. 

Mr. PENINGTON. On page 23 one foreman of cabinet-shop is pro- 
vided at $1,200, Under the appropriation bills heretofore enacted this 
foreman was paid at the rate of $5a day. I move to strike out ‘* $1,200” 
and insert ‘‘$5 per day” in conformity with the law. 

Mr. HOLMAN, I thought the gentleman rose to make a point of 
order, 

Mr. FORNEY. 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
his point of order. 

Mr. PENINGTON. My point of order is that this bill provides for 
one foreman of cabinet-shop, $1,200. I propose that this shall be 
amended so as to read ‘'$5 a day, 5 in accordance with existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. What was the former law? 

Mr. PENINGTON. Five dollars a day. 

Mr. FORNEY. There is no law regulating the employés of the cab- 
inet-shop. We found there were sixteen paid out of the general fund, 
at salaries regulated by theSecretary of the Treasury. The committee 
decided to change this provision and have reduced the number to 
eleven, with a foreman, at $1,200 a year; one draughtsman, at 51.000; 
one cabinet-maker, at $900, and eight cabinet-makers, at $840 each. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks the gentleman whether the pay 
now is at the rate of $5 per diem ? 

Mr. PENINGTON. It is. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will state that the object of my amendment is to 
give these men the usual thirty days’ leave of absence. Under the law 
now they do not get any leave. There is no existing law fixing their 
compensation. 

Mr. PENINGTON. I understood the Chair to sustain my point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did sustain the point of order. 

Mr. PENINGTON. I ask for a vote on my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote will first be taken on the amendment 
of the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. ForNey’s amendment was again read. 

Mr. CANNON. I rise toa point of order. The proposition is to 
make a certain number of cabinet-makers, at $900. 

Mr. FORNEY. This is done by the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman interferes with the scheme of the 
committee. These men get per diem pay. When they work they get 
so much per day; and when they do not work they get no pay. The 
committee now propose to make them annual employés, fixing their 
salary for the year on the basis of the per diem salary. 

Mr. FORNEY. And giving them the thirty days’ leave. ; 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; allowing them the thirty days’ leave 
of absence, with sick leave, ete. 

Now, the gentleman from Delaware comes in and makes his point 
of order that he wants them to have $5 a day, and as heretofore pro- 
vided, taking one part of the committee’s suggestion and embodying 
with it another of hisown. If that be so, and the scheme of the com- 


I understood the gentleman to make a point of 
The gentleman from Delaware will again state 


— 


mittee is to be entirely defeated, then there is nothing left to do but 
to make the farther point of order when he comes in and seeks in that 
manner to gain that advantage. Here is his point of order, which the 
Chair will sustain, which defeats the committee’s proposition. Now, 
the committee’s proposition must stand or fall as a whole; and therefore 
when he makes his motion to make these $900 annual employés, which 
gives 7 days’ leave and sick leave, I make the same point of order 
im. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The point of order is undoubtedly well taken; and 
I would suggest to the gentleman from Delaware, in view of that fact, 

that he substitute the language of the present law. 

Mr. PENINGTON. My point of order was only on the foreman of 
the cabinet-shop. It did not extend beyond that or cover the ground 
which the gentleman from Illinois seems to assume. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order upon the balance of the 
proposition, for the reason that I am not willing that the gentleman 
shall take a part of the committee’s scheme in this regard and a part 
of his own. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the point of order on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Delaware, or on this paragraph of the bill itself? 

Mr. CANNON. It is on the amendment and the bill both. If you 
propose to have any of these men per diem employés, I say let the law 
stand as it is. 

Iam content, if the gentleman will take the committee’s proposi- 
tion, to have the change made here; but-I do object to making such 
a condition as he proposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be compelled to rule as hereto- 
fore in relation to such matters where the compensation is sought to 


be increased. Where the compensation has once been ascertained by 


ae an amendment which seeks to raise it is certainly obnoxious to 
e rule. 

Mr. FORNEY. Then, of course, the whole provision goes out. If 
the gentleman is willing to have that done, I am content. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In view of the ruling, would it not be proper 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentieman appeal from the ruling? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No; I was only going to make a suggestion. 

The CHAIRMAN, We can not progress with the bill unless there 
be some substantive proposition pending. If the gentleman has an 
amendment to offer 

Mr. HOLMAN, I have an amendment. I move to insert what I 
send to the desk to fill the blank at this point. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

One foreman of cabinet-shop, at $5 per day; one draughtsman, at $4 per day; 
one cabinct-maker, at $3.50 per day ; twelve cabinet-makers, at $3 per day each; 
one cabinet-maker, at $2 per day. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘That is simply the language of the present law. 
If, however, the gentleman from Alabama does not desire to fill the 
blank at this time I will not press the amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY. I think the proposition which the committee has 
submitted is the proper one. That has been stricken out on the point 
of order, as I understand it, We have a cabinet-shop, and it was pro- 
pon to make this change for the benefit of the laborers there. But 

t seems that they are not satisfied. Now the gentleman can amend 
as he pleases; I do not care. 

The CHAIRMAN.’ The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 23, line 19, strike out one“ and insert three.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The Clerk has not read all the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 20, two laborers, at 8860.“ 

Amend the footing to correspond. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I think if the gentleman from Alabama will 
hear me for a moment he will not insist. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to state that, as the point of 
order is raised, the Chair overrulesit. It is perfectly competent forthe 
committee to increase the number of employés in the public service 
whenever the exigencies of the public service may require it. The 
ruling heretofore made was with reference to increase of salaries. This 
presents a different proposition; and the Chair entertains the amend- 
ment. > 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment to provide for these two 
laborers fixed in the bill at $360 each and one at $480 so as to provide for 

three at $480 each. I think that the United States Government should 
not establish a rate of wages of $360 a year for anybody who is com- 
tent to be employed in any avocation within the governmental serv- 
ice; and furthermore, the principal object of the amendment I have 
suggested is recognized in the second section of the bill where it is pro- 
vided that where the rate of laborers’ wages is not fixed by the bill it 
shall be $660 per annum, or equivalent to $2 perday. I suppose there 


is some subordinate work for these three laborers to do; but I do not, 
for one, want to vote for any appropriation bill that shall establish upon 
the statute-books the idea of fixing the wages of any laboring man at 
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8360 per year. My proposition, therefore, s to raise this to $480, and 
even that is ridiculously small. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I think this com- 
mittee ought to start in here with these laborers and follow ont the rule 
of yesterday, making the compensation at $2 per day. Let it be dis- 
tinctly understood that this is to ba their pay; and I offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New Jersey 
fixing the amount at $660 for each of the men covered by the amend- 
ment he suggests. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to state that the language in the bill is the 
same as in the bill of last year, and the appropriation is all that the 
Department asks. Under the existing cireumstances different compen- 
sation is given to different laborers according to the time they are em- 
ployed. Charwomen, for exaniple, receive only $240, because they are 
only employed for two hoursa day. They have to be there in the 
evening when the rooms are vacated in order to clean up. They get $20 
a month and only work two hours a day. If the compensation is made 
$660 for all there would not be equal justicedone. Certain laborers are 
employed who are required to work all day. The Department knows 
what is required in this way, and this has been the law tor years. I 
think the proposition in the bill should remain as it is. There is 
really no change in the existing law. Istill insist upon my point of 
order. 

Mr. LAWLER. I think the Secretary of the Treasury should sce 
to it that the laborers employed in his.Department are kept at work, 
and divide the work so as to utilize the whole o! the time of these men. 

The CHAIRMAN. To save time the Chair will decide on the point 
of order made by the gentleman from Alabama that the amendmentis 
an increase of the allowance. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do not understand whether the Chair’s ruling 
applies to my amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order relates only to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. LAWLER]. 

Mr. LAWLER. I withdraw my amendment, but will now state to 
the committee that when we reach the end of this bill I will offer an 
amendment to it making the pay to laborers employed by the United 
States Departments at Washington not less than $2 a day. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose 
of saying, if I can have the attention of the committee, that in the 
Forty-seventh Congress the Committee on Appropriations found a great 
number of employés, these particular employés being amongst them, 
that were paid from the contingent fand, and under the policy then 
adopted the Committee on Apprupriations picked up these employés 
and placed them in the bill at an annual salary and Congress ratified 
that action. It has stood in that way since without complaint and 
without change in the estimates. 

I know that in some of these Departments (I can not speak as to 
specific employés) some of the laborers only work a part of the day— 
the charwomen, for instance. I know in some of the Departments some 
of these small paid employés are boys not earning as much as the 
ordinary class of laborers, whose pay the statute fixes at $660 a year. 
And while I stand ready to vote properand ample compensation, what- 
ever it may be, for any employé of this Government, I doubt the good 
sense and propriety of shutting your eyes and without having any 
knowledge about it make these increases. Three hundred and sixty 
dollars a year is not much, yet it is $30 a month, and that is all that 
a farm-hand with a family in the agricultural States, a man who works 
through winter and summer and boards himself, can earn. 

A MEMBER. More than he can earn. 

Mr. CANNON. Somebody says more than he can earn. But be 
that as it may, whether theseare boys or men working part of the day 
and having part of the day for something else I do not know; I know 
that class of employés are in the Departments, and in the absence of 
estimate and in the absence of complaint I for one will not be stampeded 
by my colleague from Illinois into voting for this amendment merely 
because the word ‘‘laborer’’ is used. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not offer this amendment without having 
previous knowledge. I did not offer it because the word ‘laborer’’ 
was in the bill. I offered it because I happened to know it was just 
and right, and should be adopted. For three years I have had the 
honor to be a member of the committee investigating these matters; 
and instead of its being, as asserted here, a matter of no complaint, 
great complaints and many have come to us with reference to the con- 
dition of these men in these Departments. We know what we are 
talking about when we say they are not compensated as they should be. 

It has been said that they only work a portion of the day, but the 
gentleman making that statement qualified it by referring to char- 
women. I want to say with reference to these men that they are docked 
for the time they do not work. That is the information before our 
committee. And it seems to me grossly inconsistent for a man who is 
in receipt of $5,000 a year from the General Government to get up h-re 
and oppose paying $480 to an employé of the Government, who does 
not do perhaps as valuable service for the Government, but who hasas 
large a family to support, and as an-American citizen is the peer of 
any other American citizen. 

Mr. FORNEY. I desire to say that the recommendations of the 
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committee are based on the estimates made by the Treasury Depart-| Mr. HOLMAN. This increase, I understand, is not authorized by. _ 


ment. 

Nr. BUCHANAN. That is the trouble 

Mr. FORNEY. I do not yield. The gentleman has had his time. 
Isimply want the committee to know the status of affairs here. We 
have prepared this bill in accordance with the estimates made by the ofii- 
cials in the Treasury Department, and it is presumed they know what 
labor they require. They ask for one laborer at $480 and two laborers 
at $360 each. We all know that itis right that different prices should 
be given to laborers when one is required to work all the time and 
another is not. 

As gentlemen here are so mach concerned about the pay of laborers, 
I will say that I um willing for laborers to have liberal salaries; but 
of conrse some laborers ought not to have as much as others. The 
paragraph now before the committee embodies tho wish of the Depart- 
ment in this respect. A 

The question having been taken on the amendmentof Mr. BUCHANAN, 
there were—ayes 31, noes 58. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Simply because time is so limited, I will not 
call fora quorum; and at any rate a count by tellers would not demon- 
strate what is the fact, thatthe negative vote is almost wholly from the 
other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The noes have it, and the amendment is not 

to. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to amend by inserting, in line 15, page 23, 
after the word ‘‘watchmen,”’ the words “at nine hundred dollars.” 

Mr. FORNEY. The law now allows $720 to these employés. I 
make a point of order upon the amendment. 

Mr. TAULBEE. It is only the appropriation bill, as I understand, 
that fixes that salary. 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir; it is the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of warrants, estimates, and appropriations: For chief of division, 

000; assistant chief of division, $2,400; estimate and digest clerk, $2,000; six 
clerks of class 4; three clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 2; four clerks of class 
1, two clerks, at $1,000 each; one cleric, at $900; one assistant messenger, nnd 
one laborer; in all, 883.480. 

Mr. LAWLER. I wish to inquire what is the pay of the laborer 
provided for in the paragraph just read. 

Mr. FORNEY. Six hundred and sixty dollars. That isthe amount 
fixed by law. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of appointments: For chief of division, $2,500; assistant chief of di- 
vision, $2,000; one clerk of class 4; four clerks of class 3; two clerks of class 2; 
one clerk, at $1,000; two clerks, at $900 each; two copyists, at $810 each; one 
assistant messenger; two laborers; in all, $22,020. 

Mr. FORNEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
which proposes simply to give to the chief of division the salary to 
which he is really entitled under the law. 4 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 21, on page 24, strike out “five hundred” and insert “seven hundred 
and ſiſty;“ and in line 2, page 25, strike out and twenty“ and insert “two 
hundred and seventy.” > 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of s'ationery, printing, and blanks: For chief of division, $2,500; four 
clerks of class 4; two clerks of class 3; three clerks of class 2; two clerks of 
class 1; two clerks, at $000 ench; two messengers; two assistant messengers; 
one foreman of bindery, at $ per day; four binders, at $i per day each; and 
one sewer and folder, at $2.50 per day; in all, $51,799. 

Mr. FORNEY. Ioffer au amendment for the purpose simply of mak- 
ing a correction of an amount named in this paragraph. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 25, page 286. $99," and insert $75.40.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of special agents: For assistant chief of division, $2,000; one clerk of 
class 3; three clerks of class 1; one clerk at $1,000; three clerks at $900 each, 
and one messenger; in all, $11,740. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word “thou: in line 9, page 27, insert “four hundred ;” aud in 
line 12, on the same page, strike out “eleven thousand seven hundred and 
forty,” and insert “twelve thousand one hundred and forty.” 

Mr. HOLMAN, Reserving a point of order, I wish to inquire whether 
this amendment is in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. FORNEY. Itis an increase upon the amount heretofore appro- 
peared, but it bas been asked for hy the Department, and Iam directed 

y the committee to propose it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will explain 
the reasons for the increase. 

Mr. FORNEY. AH I know is that three or four successive Secretaries 
have at different times asked this increase, and a majority of the com- 
mittee have now decided to give it. The statute authorizes eight as- 
sistant chiefs of divixion at a salary of $2,400 each, but there is only 
one at present. This amendment is really in accordance with law; and 
as I have said, the increased appropriation has been asked for by three 
or four successive Secretaries. This is all I know about the matter, 


the present law. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir, it is, as will be seen by referring to page 
396, volume 18, of the Statutes. 

= HOLMAN. The office is authorized, but is this salary author- 
ized? < 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir; itis authorized by the act of 1874, reor- 
ganizing the Treasury Department. This amendment does not go be- 
yond what the law authorizes, 

Mr. HOLMAN. I will not press the point of order. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


s First Comptroller of the Treasury: For First Comptroller of the Treasury, 
$5,000; deputy comptroller, $2,700; four chiefs of division, at $2,100 each; seven 
clerks of class 4; eleven clerks of class 3: eleven clerks of class 2; eleven clerks 
of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 cach; and eight clerks, at S each; oneskilled 
laborer, at 8840; one messenger; and three laborers; in all, $88,700. 

Mr. FORNEY. In accordance with the wishes of the First Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
which is a reduction of the force. { 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 28. strike out “seven,” in line 20,and insert “‘six;” in line 21, strike 
out eleven” where it first occurs and insert twelve“ and in line 2, page 29, 
strike out seven! and insert “five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Second Comptroller of the Treasury: For Second Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, 5,000; deputy comptroller, $3,700; seven chiefs of division, at $2,100 cach; 
nine clerks of class 4; ten clerks of class 3; ten clerks of class 2: ten clerks of 
class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; five clerks, at $900 cach; ono messenger; 
and three laborers; in all, $89,920. 

For the additional force in the Second Comptroller's office rendered neces- 
sary by increase of work relating to pensions, namely: One clerk of class 4, 


Mr. FORNEY. Loſſer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
which does not change the aggregate sum appropriated. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 29, strike out the word “nine,” in Nne 7,and insert ten;“ and in 


lien of the sum pro: in lines 10 and 11 insert “$91,720;” and strike out all 
of lines 12 to 15, inclusive. 
The amendment was agreed to. g- 


The Clerk read as follows: 

First Auditor: For the First Auditor of the Treasury, $3,600; deputy auditor, 
$2,250; four chiefs of division, at $2,000cach seven clerks of class 4; ten clerks ot 
class3; eleven clerks of class 2; eighteen clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 
each; four mas Ayers and counters, at $300 each; twoass! messengers; and 
two laborers; in all, $58,810. 

Mr. CRAIN. I make a point of order upon the amount appropriated 
in the paragraph just read for the salary of the First Auditor of the 
Treasury. I make this point upon the ground that the provision in 
the bill is a change of existing law. The law of the Forty-third Con- 
gress reorganizing the Treasury Department fixed the salary of the First 
Auditor at $4,000, and that is the existing law. In sapport of my point 
of order, I respectfully call the attention of the Chair to his decision, 
made yesterday, upon the point raised by the gentleman from Indiana, 
The Chair then said: 

It has generally been held that where there was any general law fixing a sal- 
ary, that law governs in relation to this rule; that where there had been no 
salary fixed by law, other than in an appropriation bill, that the salary therein 
stated indicated the purpose of as to what it should be, and thatany 
effort to change it after it was once indicated by the House on an appropriation 
bill was in violation of the rule and subject te the objection here rnised. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I hold in my hand the statute which, as I said be- 
fore, in reorganizing the Treasury Department fixed the salary of the 
First Auditor at $4.000. It has been held by someof the courts of this 
country, where the question has been raised, that a failure to appropriate 
the amount fixed by law as the salary of any officer does not change ipso 
factothatsalary, but that the officer whoclaims the difference between the 
appropriation madeand the salary fixed by the law is entitled to receive 
from the courts a judgment in his tavor where the State allows a suit 
to be brought. It has also been held by the Court of Claims in two 
cases which were cited when the point of order was made against the 
gentleman from Indiana, who had control of this branch of the general 
appropriation bills, that the language in full compensation,“ used in 
the bill, if not stricken out by 2 vote, or if not ruled ont upon a point 
of order, fixed the salary for the turrent year. But it has nowhere 
been held that where the general statute fixes the salary of an office 
an appropriation bill appropriating a less amount for the officer whose’ 
salary is*thus fixed can operate as a change of the salary, except in so 
far as it may affect the salary for the current year. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to inquire of the gentleman from 
Texas whether the law to which he refers applies tothe remaining Au- 
ditors of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. CRAIN. That is not a question pertinent to my point of order. 

Mr. FORNEY. In the Forty-fourth Congress the appropriation for 
this salary was reduced to $3,600; that was continued in the Forty- 
fifth and Forty-sixth Congresses, which were under Democratic rule. 
In the Forty-seventh Congress, when the Republicans had come into 
power, that provision was allowed to remain. In the Forty-eighth 
and Forty-ninth Congresses, with the Democrats in power, it was still 
continued. I do not think it ought to be changed now. 
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Mr. CRAIN. The question is not whether it ought to be changed, 
but whether my point of order is well taken. 

Mr. FORNEY. One of the pertinent questions here is, whether 
there ought to be a change in the amount? Eversince the Forty-fourth 
Congress the salary at the amount named in this bill has been contin- 
ued under both political parties. I do not think the gentleman from 
Texas should now rise here and ask a change, simply because the First 
Auditor is now from the State of Texas, 

Mr. CRAIN. From two States, Kentucky and Texas both. 

Mr. BURNES. Mr. Chairman, in determining the point of order 

raised by my friend from Texas, there is, it seems to me, brit one con- 
sideration to be entertained by the Chair, and that is purely a question 
of law. Does the appropriation of $3,600 change existing law? The 
< gentleman from Texas makes the point of order that this is a proposi- 
tion to change existing law; yet before he takes his seat he tells you 
that the courts of the country have decided that the failure to appro- 
priate up to the amounts authorized by law does not operate as a re- 
peal or change of the existing law, but that the law remains the same, 
and the officer may go into the Court of Claims and recover the differ- 
ence between the amount appropriated and the amount authorized by 
law. 7 : 

That is the sole question here; and I undertake tosay that the Chair 
yesterday did not decide that question. On the otherhand, other gen- 
tlemen when occupying the Chair have time and again decided that a 
failure to appropriate the full sum authorized by law to be paid is not 
subject to a point of order, is not obnoxious to the rule, because it does 
not operate as a change of existing law. 

Mr. CRAIN. This is to be considered in connection with that pro- 
vision in the opening paragraph of this bill, which says that the amounts 
appropriated in the bill shall be in full compensation.“ There is, 
therefore, a change of existing Jaw. 

Mr. BURNES, The fact this provision is in, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], ‘‘that the following sums be, and 
the same are hereby, appropriated out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation for the service of the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, for the objects hereinafter expressed, 
namely, ete.,’’ is one thing. There has not been a chance for a point 

- of order. If the point of order had been made against those words, 
in full compensation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889 

Mr. McKENNA. The Chair reserved his decision upon the point 
of order until the proper application had been made. It would have 
been made by myself. 

Mr. BURNES. What became of it? 

Mr. MCKENNA. The Chair reserved the point of order until the 
committee reached the point when it would apply. 

Mr. BURNES. When the Chair is called upon to decide on that 
proposition I shall have no hesitation in saying the Chair can well sus- 
tain the point of order against this provision. I do not think there is 
any question about it. 7 

it has been held time and again, continuously from the Forty-fourth 

Congress up to this hour, that an item in one of the appropriation bills 
is not a change of existing law as to the salary of an officer; but that 
by the introduction of the words in full compensation for the service 
ol the fiscal year,“ it may be made so. And if the gentleman had 
made the point of order on that proposition I would not have said a 
word. Nor will I do so when the Chair is called upon to pass upon 
that provision in the bill. But so far as the pending provision is con- 
cerned, in my judgment it is not subject to the point of orders 

Mr. FORNEY. I have before me the current law. It says that the 
salary of the First Auditor of the Treasury shall be $3,600. Section 3 
of the act declares that all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with this 
act are hereby repealed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama will send to the 
Chair the statute to which he has just referred. 

Mr, FORNEY. That is the law fixing the salary of the First Audi- 
tor of the Treasury at $3,600 per annum. 

Mr. CRAIN. This is the language of the bill: For the First Au- 
ditor of the Treasury, $3,600, in full compensation for the service of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889.“ That is the language of the 
bill. While the words “ in full compensation“ do not appear in line 
9 on page 30 they are retained in the bill, unless the point of order is 
made against them in connection with any specific appropriation. I 

, understand when the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] raised 
the general point of order against the retention of this language in the 
statute the Chair held he would decide that question when it came 
properly before the committee for action. I say, while the language 
does not appear in line 9 on page 30, the appropriation for the First 
Auditor of the Treasury is to be construed in connection with that lan- 
guage, because it applies to every appropriation in the bill, and is as 
much a.part of the bill as any other portion of it. 

It has been said by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BURNES] that 
it has been uniformly held where a failure to appropriate the amount 
fixed by law was made by the Appropriation Committee of the House that 
did not operate as a change of existing law, but gentlemen will remem- 
ber the Court of Claims has decided on this very point, that where the 
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language in full compensation“ appears in the bill, that was a change 
of existing law, but where that language failed to appear in the appro- 
priation bill then the claimant had his suit in the court against the 
Government. ` 

The chairman of the Appropriations Committec yesterday said in 
response to the ment of the gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr. NEL- 
SON], in support of his point of order, that to sustain it would result in 
suits against the Government to the extent of $70,000. That is a poor 
argument against making proper appropriations for officers of the Gov- 
ernment. If they receive too much, have the moral courage to bring 
in a general bill reorganizing the Department und pay them what you 
think their services are worth, but do not come in here and cut them 
off on the plea, because it happens to be an election year, we must go 
before the country with economical appropriations. 

[Here the hammer fell.] $ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understand when the fifth line 
of this bill was reached, ‘‘in full compensation for the service of the 
fiscal year,“ the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] and the 
gentleman from California [Mr. MCKENNA] made the point of order 
against those words, but the Chair reserved the point of order until the 
question arose. It seems to me, having reached that point, the Chair 
should rule on the words in the fifth line, if they are to be retained. 
Obyiously the point of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] is well 
taken if those words remain. 

Mr. CRAIN. Butif the gentleman from Maine will permit me, that 
is not my point of order at all. My point of order is that under the 
bill as it now stands, with the words“ in full compensation“ in it, the 
appropriation of $3,600 herein contained is an absolute change of exist- 
ing law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I call upon the Chair to rule upon the first point 
of order, that is the point made by the gentleman from Minnesota in 
the fifth line of the bill. N 

Mr. CRAIN. And I make the point of order upon the gentleman 
from Maine that there is a point of order pending before the committee, 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the other was pending first. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I submit that no point of order will apply to the 
salary of the First Auditor, as fixed in this bill. Such a point of or- 
der could not be presented now, for the simple reason that the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations can of course report a less sum, or recom- 
mend a less sum in their bill than the amount provided by the gen- 
eral law, and it is within the power of the House to adopt the lesser 
sum. It can not go beyond that and adopt a larger sum than that 
fixed by the law, because that is prohibited by the rule. 

But I submit that no point of order can be made upon the sum of 
$3,600 fixed here. All the gentleman can do is to move to increase the 
amount from $3,600 to $4,000— 

Mr. CRAIN. And then the point of order would be made npon it 
that it was an increase. 

Mr. HOLMAN. And then the point of order, when made, if made, 
thereply of the gentleman would be that$4,000is thesalary tixed by law. 

Mr. CRAIN. Will the gentleman pardon an interruption ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The Chair can not strike out the sum fixed by the 
Committee on Appropriations on the point of order, because 

Mr. CRAIN. Didn't they do it in the case of the Doorkeeper on 
yesterday ? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam addressing the Chair, if my friend will allow 
me. 

Mr. CRAIN. Excuse me. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Because a little refiection willshow that the proper 
and the only mode of reaching the point that the gentleman suggests 
is to move an increase of the amount, and the answer then comes that 
the amount proposed by the bill is now the existing law. 

In its present shape, therefore, the point of order simply presents 
nothing on which the Chair could rule. 

And, Mr. Chairman, with reference to this question, permit me to 

Ja 

Mr. MILLS. Iask the gentleman from Indiana to yield to me for 
a moment in order to move that the committee rise. I will state that 
an agreement was entered into the other day, subject, of course, to rati- 
fication by the House, that we would allow our friends on the other 
side to have the use of the Hall to-day at 1 o’clock, and that our side 
would have the use of it at 8 o'clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Just one moment and I will yield. 

I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that the first clause of 
this bill, the present law, contains the provision that the salaries pro- 
vided in it shall be in full compensation. 

Mr. CRAIN. What law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. The language of the current law under which we 
are now operating. It provides— 


That the following sums be, and are hereby, . out of any monoy 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in compensation, ete. 


And amongst the salaries fixed, following the clause which I have 
just read, is that providing compensation for the First Auditor of the 
Treasury. Now, the last clause of the statute—— 

The CHAIRMAN. To what statute does the gentleman refer? 
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Mr. HOLMAN, I refer now to the law of the current year. The 
last clanse is: 

And all acts and parts of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act are 
hereby repealed. 

Mr. BURNES, That settles the matter. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I undertake to say that the only legal construction 
that can be placed upon this language is that it repeals or suspends, 
giving the widest meaning to the use of the words I have quoted—it 
suspends the operation of the salary in any amount beyond that fixed 
in the bill itself; and the result is that there is no law now existing 
fixing the salary at $4,000. 

Mr. PAYSON. No general law? 

Mr. HOLMAN. No, sir; but there is an appropriation act which 
fixes it at $3,600. I hope the gentleman will not forget, either, that for 
twelve years this sum has been appropriated both by Democratic and 
Republican administrations. 

Mr. CRAIN. And then there have been general deficiency bills to 
come in and supply the deficiency afterwards. 

Mr. HOLMAN, The point is clear 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule upon the point of 
order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair finds on the first page of the bill under 
consideration the following language: 

That the following sums be, and the same are hereby, appropriated, out of any 
money in the ury not otherwise appropriated, in full compensation forthe 
service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, for the objects hereinafter ex- 
pressed, namely. 

And amongst the salaries provided for in the bill is the one now under 
consideration, providing for the compensation of the First Auditor ot 
the Treasury at 83,600. If this bill shall become a law the present 
statute fixing the salary of this officer at $4,000 would, under the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court of the United States, lapse for this year. 
Therefore the Chair holds that it is, and does operate as, a change of 
existing law, and sustains the point of order. 

A statute has been sent to the Chair by way of answering this point; 
that is, the act making appropriations for the present fiscal year. The 
Chair desires to read-the first clause of this act: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be. and are hereby, appropriated, 
out of any money "in the ‘Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in full compen- 
sation for the service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, etc. 


And the last clause of that act provides— 
That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent, ete., are hereby repealed. 


Under the decision of the Supreme Court this is merely a suspension 
of that law for the fiscal year 1888, leaving the original statute standing. 

The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. HOLMAN having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under con- 
sideration the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations tor the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, had come to no res- 
olution thereon. : 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFERENCE COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as conferees on the 
port of the House on the bill (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public 

nilding at Bay City, Mich., Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. NEWTON, and Mr, Post. 

And then, on motion of Mr, MrLis (at 1 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.), 
the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 

and referred as indicatd below: 
3y Mr, FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10167) to increase the pension of 
Nathaniel Crain—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD: A bill (H. R. 10168) for the relief of Martha W. 
Burke—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LAFFOON: A bill (H. R. 10169) for the relief of John J. 
Stodghill—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10170) for the relief of H. D. Boyle—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEE (by request); A bill (H. R. 10172) for the relief of the 
Mount Vernon Manutacturing Company of Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOFFITT: A bill (H. R. 10173) granting a pension to Cath- 
arine Mulligan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART (by request): A bill (H. R. 10174) for the 
relief of Margaret A. Danforth—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: A bill (H. R. 10175) to pension Sarah Hunt 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10176) for the relief of Charles Bowen—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of Jane C. Guthrie, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. i 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Sarah S. Cox, and of Sarah S. Hender- 
son, widow of Samuel Henderson, of Hawkins County, Tennessee—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CAINE: Petition of Edward Bird, of Tooele City, Utah, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: Petition of Michael K. White, of Bibb 
County, and of F. C. Henderson, of Warren County, Mississippi, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. DORSEY: Petition of citizens of Sidney, Nebr., for the pas- 
sage of the tonnage bill—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Petition of Cornelius Schlappig and others, 
citizens of Berks County, Pennsylvania, for an amendment to the inter- 
state-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MCRAE: Petition of W. E. Thompson, administrator of Cor- 
delia Mayberry, of Hot Springs, Ark., for reference of his claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Martha A. Orment, of Bradley County, 


Tennessee, for arrears of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Nelson Mullens, of Rutherford 
County; of Charles H. Edmondson, of Lincoln County, Tennessee, and 
of G. W. Garretts, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Memorials of Local Assemblies Nos. 4857, 4283, 
10082, 2277, 1942, Knights of Labor, of T&ledo: of Local Assembly No. 


4151, ‘of Neapolis; of No. 3435, of White House, and of No. 7751, of 


Curtis, Obio, against granting pensions to civil officers of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Resolutions of the Chicago Medical Society, 
for removal of duty on all medicines, medical appliances, cte. —to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 


Also, resolutions of the Lake Carriers’ Assocation: for revision of tho 


navigation laws—to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Petition of the Italian Chamber of Com- 
merce of New York, favoring certain changes of the tarif to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, communication from the Montana Mineral Land Association, 
opposing granting to the Northern Pacific Railroad Company land in 
Moutana—to the Committee on the Publie Lands. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Fourteenth district of New York, 
for hetter legal protection of women and girls—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. J. D. STEWART (by request): Petition of J. B. Czburn, 
son of John M, Ozburn, and of heirs of Joseph Hippman, of Georgia, 
for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Commiitee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the relief of Arch. Hoofman—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition for relief of Mary Shearer—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, petition of John Burger, of Careyville, and of F. C. Robb, of 
Greenup, Ky., for relief—-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
tins 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petition of Sarah Hunt, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILKINS: Petition of Mrs. H. Hutson and 46 other 
women, of the Sixteenth district of Ohio, for mie legal protection for 
women and girls—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BROWER: Of Knights of Labor of Greensborough, N. C. 

By Mr. STAHLNECKER: Of Local Assembly No. 3610. Knights of 
Labor, of North Tarrytown, and of Local Assembly No. 7873, Knights 
of Labor, of Tarrytown, N.Y. 


æ 


The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the meansof certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Allen Vaughn and 22 others, citizens of 
Bridgewater, Vt. 


By Mr. POST: Of L. R. Taylor and other farmers of Knox County, ) 


Illinois. 
By Mr. SPRINGER: Of citizens of Rosewood, III. 


Tho following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
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the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 
By Mr. A. R. ANDERSON: Of Simons Jarvis and 33 others, citizens 
of Goshen, Iowa, r ; 
By Mr. SPRINGER: Of ex-soldiers of Bath, III. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, May 23, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of McPherson County, Kansas, praying that certain amendments of the 
interstate-commerce law be made; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I present a petition of the exeentive board of 
the National Farmers’ Alliance, representing organized bodies of farm- 
ers in the United States, comprising an aggregate membership of over 
1,400,000 persons, praying for the passage of the House bill organizing 
a department of agriculture, This is an extremely short petition, and 

Task unanimous consent that it may be printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. HARRIS. I object to printing memorials in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question then will be on the 
motion of the Senator from Nebraska that the petition be printed in 
the Ryconp. It will be referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. Shall it be printed in the RECORD? 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM presented aspetition of the Rock Island Business Men's 
Association, of Rock Island, III., praying that an appropriation be made 
for the immediate construction of a temporary dam to furnish water 
power for the Rock Island Arsenal; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the executive board of the National 
Farmers’ Alliance, officially signed, praying for the passage of the bill 
to create a department of agricalture, with a Cabinet minister at its 
head; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry. ; 

170 also presented a petition of the Chicago (III.) Medical Society, 

having a membership of 435 physicians, praying for the removal of the 

import duty from all medicines, medical and surgical appliances, and 
everything used in the diagnosis and treatment of disease; which was 
relerred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John H. Smith, of Washington, D. 
C., praying that he be allowed a pension for disease contracted while 
in service on the United States steamer Brandywine in 1861-62; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented the petition of Fred. W. Snell, of Colum- 
bus, Ohio, praying remuneration for services rendered as telegraph 
operator during the war of the rebellion; which was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the memorial of the Board of Trade of 
Philadelphia, Pa., remonstrating against any reduction in the duty on 
sugar as proposed by the Mills tariff bill, unless a corresponding re- 
duction is made in the duty on molasses; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He aiso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pennsylvania, pray- 
~ ing for the repeal of that portion of the internal-revenue law which 
classes druggists as liquor dealers, and fora reduction of the tax on 
spirits; which was referred to the Committee on Finance, 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE presented the petition of Charles Scott, presi- 
dent of Hope College, and 20 other male citizens of Holland, Mich., 
praying for better legal protection for womanhood and girlhood, and 
that the age of consent be raised to eighteen years; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petition-of B. R. Hall, mayor of Taunton, 
Mass., Hanson & Sproad, D. H. Mason, Lowell A. Drown, and 34 other 
citizens of Taunton, Mass., praying that a pension be granted to John 
Carr; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens of Ramsey County, Min- 
nesota, and a-petition of citizens of Pope County, Minnesota, praying 
that the interstate-commerce law be amended so as to allow the com- 
plainant the benefit of all fines and penalties imposed in cases arising 
thereunder; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens 
of Excelsior, Minn., praying for the passage of the per diem rated serv- 
ice-pension bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of citizens of Duluth, Minn., remon- 
strating against the passage of Senate bill 1448 and House bill 4923, to 
dissolve the Corps of Army Engineers and to create a national bureau 
of water wavs; which was refegred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PLUMB presented the petition of Cadmus Grange, Patrons of 


Husbandry, of Linn County, Kansas, praying for the passage ofa bill 


providing for the election of United States Senators by a direct vote of 
the people; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions. ? 

. He also presented a memorial of citizens of Manhattan, Kans., re- 
monstrating against the passage of what is known as the Palmer bill, 
for the creation of a new bureau of animal industry; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLUMB. I present the petition of a large number of citizens of 
Ottawa County, Kansas, setting forth that the interstate-commerce law 
is being systematically violated, and asking that an amendment of it as 
set out in the petition may be made. I may say in presenting this pe- 
tition that I have no doubt the law is systematically violated by rail- 
road companies in the country, and that some very drastic amendment 
to the law will undoubtedly become necessary. I move that the peti- 
tion be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. MCPHERSON. I presenta petition of Labor Assembly No. 8212, 
Knights of Labor, in favor of the erection of a public building at Perth 
Amboy, N. J. The petitioners respectfully state that Perth Amboy 
wus once the provincial capital of East New Jersey, and afterwards of 
the State, and is the largest seaport town, with the most commodious 
harbor of any in New Jersey; that the district of Perth Amboy was 
among the earliest established by the Federal Government, the first 
collector of the port and other officers having been appointed in August, 
1789. They pray for a publie building at that place tor postal and other 
purposes. I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCK RELL presented affidavits of James Walker, B. F. Thomas, 
Dr. W. W. Washburn, and Drs. Coe and Galbreath, to accompany the 
bill (S. 2836) granting a pension to William E. Taylor; which were re- 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PLUMB, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, to 
whom was reierred the bill (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and du- 
ties of the Department of Agriculture, and to create an Executive De- 
partment to be known as the Department of Agriculture, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is the bill for the passage of which I pre- 
sented a petition of the National Farmers’ Alliance a few minutes ago. 
I therefore ask that the petition lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 

Mr, PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referied the bill 
(H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roark, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. ‘ 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 4423) relating to certain acts of the Twenty-sev- 
enth Legislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1951) to prohibit members ot Territorial Legislatures holding office, re- 

rted it with an amendment. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was recom- 
mitted the bill (S. 125) granting an increase of pension to William 
Bittinger, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; 
and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1361) to provide for the reduction of the Round 
Valley Indian 1 servation, in the State of California, and for other pur- 
poses, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2831) for improving the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, 
reported it with amendments. 

CATLENA LYMAN. 


Mr. FARWELL. The Committee on Pensions reported the bill (S. 
2626) granting a pension to Catlena Lyman adversely, and it was in- 
definitely postponed. I move that that action be reconsidered, and 
that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order ot 
indefinite postponement will be recousidered, and the bill recommitted 
to the Committee on Pensions. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order is made. 

MESSAGE FROM THE MOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Clerk, announced that the House had the following bills; in 


which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 
A bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D.- Davis; 
A bill (II. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 
A bill (H. R. 927) ior the relief of Friedericke Raff; 
A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 
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A bil (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; 
A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 
A bill (H. R. 3268) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell; 
A bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; 
A bill (H. R. 4653) to grant a pension to Joanna Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill (FL R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

A bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 

A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 
son; 

A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (H. K. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 7693) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. Cheeks; 

A bill (H. R. 8256) granting a pension to George W. Croop; 

A bill (H. R. 8291) granting a pension to Julia Welch; 

A bill (H. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 

A bill (H. R. 8771) to piace the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension-roll; . a 

A bill (H. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaha; 

A bill (H. R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 

A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 9187) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey; and 
i A bill (H. R. 9877) granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Cleve- 

and. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 401) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Jeannie Stone. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7263) for the erection of 
a public building at Bay City, Mich., agreed to the conference asked 

~ by the Senate on the bill and the amendments thereto, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. DIBBLE, Mr. Newron, and Mr. Post managers at the 
conference on its part. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the following 
bills: $ 

A bill (S, 625) granting a pension to George W. Schell; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen C. Lobdill; 

A bill (S. 1015) granting a pension to Margaret M. Collins; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedel; 

A bill (S. 1083) for the erection of a public building at Tallahassee, 
Fla.; 
A bill (S. 1286) granting a pension to Michael Lane; 

A bill (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the 
public building at Sacramento, Cal; and 
A bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to John G. Merritt. 


ENROLLED BILIS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 786) to provide a building for the use of the United States 
er post-office, custom-office, and internal-revenue office at Vicks- 

urg, Miss.; 

A bill (S. 1747) to authorize the sale of a tract of land in the mili- 

reservation at Fort Leavenworth, in the State of Kansas; 

A bill (S. 2345) authorizing the construction of bridges across the 
Cape Fear River, Black River, and the Northeast River, in the State 
of North Carolina; 

A bill (5. 2481) to authorize the construction of bridges across the 
Kentucky River and its tributaries by the Louisville, Cincinnati and 
Virginia Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 2853) for the relief of S. H. Pearce; 

A bill (H. R. 2216) for the relief of Thomas A. Osborn; 

A bill (H. R. 5445) making appropriations for the payment of in- 
valid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1889, and for other pu: ; and 

A bill (H. R. 6800) for the relief of John Powers. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. VANCE introduced a bill (S. 3028) to extend the streets and 
avenues of the city of Washington, D. C.; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3029) to provide for the erection 
of a memorial hall in Kansas; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3030) granting a pension to Mary J. Foster; - 

A bill (S. —— granting a peusion to John G. Banks; 

A bill (S. 3032) for the relief of Edward D. Stillson; 


A bill (S. 3033) granting a pension to James H. Fox: 
A bill (S. 3034) to grant au increase of pension to William E. Prince; 
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A bill (S. 3035) to grant a pension to William Thields; and 
A bill (S. 3036) to grant a ion to William Lutz. 
Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3037) for the relief of the officers 


_ | and soldiers of the Seventh Regiment Tennessee Infantry; which was 


read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3038) for the relief of P. E. Parker; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3039) for the relief of John T. Robeson; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3040) forthe relief of Wilber 
H. Graef & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3041) granting a pension to 
George Slack: which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3042) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Philena T. Carpenter; which was read twice hy its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3043) granting a pension to Samuel G. 
Whitley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 3044) for the relief of Wiley W. Walk; 
which was read twice_by its title. and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3045) toamend section 993 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States for the District of Columbia, so 
as to make Good Friday a holiday within said District; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a bill (S. 3046) to place James T. Peale 
on the retired- list of the United States Army; which was read twice 
by its title, aud, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3047) granting increase of pension to 
William Bittinger; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3048) for the relief of Captain Theodore 
F. Kane, United States Navy; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the acchbmpany ing paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3049) granting a pension to Christian 
Wanzel; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3050) granting a pension to John 
Dennert; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. A 

Mr. DAWESintroduced a bill (S. 3051) for the relief of the freedmen 
in the Chickasaw Nation; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HISCOCK introduced a bill (S. 3052) granting a pension to George 
W. Durfee; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. - 


PAY OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYÉS, 


Mr. CULLOM. I introduce a joint resolution for immediate action. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 87) authorizing and directing the pay- 
ment of tbe salaries of the officers and employés of Congress for the 
month of May, 1888, was read the first time by its title. j 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould like immediate action on that joint reso- 
lution, as the purpose is tọ pay the employés of the Senate and House 
of Representatives on the 29th instead of the 31st instant, in view of 
Decoration Day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, tke joint 
resolution will be read the second time at length. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives be, and they are e authorized and directed to 
pay the officers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives their 
respective salaries for the month of May, 1833, on the 29th day of said month. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joing resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 21st instant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 1877) granting a pension to Harriet L. Vaughan; 

An act (S. 1912) granting an increase of pension to William Irving; 

An act (S. 752) to grant a pension to Mrs. Elvira L. Johnson, widow 
of Commodore Philip C. Johnson; ` 

An act (S. 555) to establish an additional land district in the State 
of Oregon; and 
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An act (S. 109) for the relief of Tho nas H. Norton and Jams 
McLean. 


‘The message also announced that the President had on the 24th in- 
stant approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 354) to provide for the survey of certain historic grounds, 
locations, and military works; 

An act (S. 316) for the relief of Edward Fitzgerald; 

An act (S. 475) for the relief of the estate of Thomas L. Price, de- 
ceased; and 
: An act (S. 1795) for the relief of the First National Bank of Marion, 

owa. 

The message further announced that the President had on the 25th 
instant approved and signed the act (S. 5261) to remove the political 
disabilities of John Rutledge, of South Carolina. 

The message also announced that the President had this day approved 
and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 850) granting certain lands in the Territory of Wyoming 
for public purposes; 

An act (S. 331) granting a pension to John Kalbfleisch; 

An act 8 805) granting a pension to Melvina Greenwood; 

An act (S. 816) granting a pension to Amastasia Walter; 

An act (S. 860) granting a pension to Stephen Singleton; 

An act (S. 1096) granting a pension to James Lucas; 

An act 8 1717) granting a pension to Emma Von Bernewitz; 

An act (S. 2419) granting a pension to Lemuel R. Rea; 

An act (S. 801) for the relief of Basile Champagne; and 

An act (S. 39) to grant an increase of pension to Frederick Beno. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLs. 


Mr. MORRILL. Several changes have been made in the amend- 
ments to Senate bills 2615 and 2919, relating to steam-railroads in the 
District, which make it necessary for me to change somewhat the sub- 
stitute first proposed by me» I offer the amendment with certain mod- 
ifications, and I ask that it be printed and laid on the table. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [also offer two amendments to the same bill—the 
railroad bill for this city. 

The PRESIDENT pro Empore. The amendments will be received, 
laid on the table, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to submit two amendments intended to 
be proposed to the bill (H. R. 5870) to amend the Revised Statutes re- 
lating to the District of Columbia, for the protection of girls and for 
the punishment of the crime of rape, which bill I reported last Fri- 
day from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be received 
and laid on the table until the bill is reached for consideration. 

Mr. CALLsubmitted anamendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


RIVER AND HARBOR BILL, 


Mr. FRYE. I am instructed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was recommitted the bill (H. R. 9859) making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, to report it with amend- 
ments. 

ı uesire to state for the information of the Senate that the bill as re- 
ported proposes to appropriate $21,383,783.77. The bill as passed by 
the House of Representatives appropriates $19,605,783.13, making a 
net increase in the bill as reported of $1,783,000. 64. 

I wish further to say in relation to this bill that it will be some con- 
siderable time before it can be called up for action, for the reason that 
the report, which is required by order of the Senate, can not possibly 
be printed in less than a week from the present time. Whenever the 
report is ready I shall then call up the bill for consideration. 

“he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, 

THE VETO POWER—LAND-PATENT SUITS. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the unanimous consent of the Sen- 
ate to call up Senate joint resolution No. 80, for the purpose of sub- 
mitting some remarks, 1 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas asks 

_ unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration of a 
joint resolution the title of which will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A joint resolution (S. R. 80) proposing an 
amendment to subdivisions 2 and 3 of section 7 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and 
the joint resolution is before the Senate as in Committee of the 

le. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Mr. President, on the last day but one 
on which the Senate was in session, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
STEWART], in the course of some remarks, nominally upon the joint 
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resolution now under consideration, made some charges which Ithink, - 
owing to the fact that they were delivered in the Senate of the United 
States, deserve some consideration at my hands. I send to the desk 
to be read certain of that Senator’s remarks on that occasion. The 
Chief Clerk will please read the part marked. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

I do not desire in calling attention to the eis pawor to point out frauds on 
the revenue, but to show the almost unlimited discretionary power exercised 
by the Executive, and which he may use at his pleasure, to benefit his friends 
or to destroy his enemies. This power is not confined to the administration of 
the revenue laws, 

Nearlyall land titles in the United States were obtained from the Govern- 
ment, still the Attorney-General assumes the authority to bring suits to set 
aside any land patent issued hy the Government, no matter when, and thereby 
and without a hearing cloud the title of any citizen to his land, and involve 
him in rninons litigation, who shall incur the displeasure of the imperial power 
ofthe Administration. An example of this extraordinary power, and the more 
extraordinary manner of its exercise, is found in the action of the Attorney- 
General in farming out to private parties the privilege to bring suits in the name 
of the United States to set aside land patents in California which have been 
granted after years of litigation in tribunals created by Congress to carry into 
effect the terms of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, After thirty years of lit- 
igation the Mexican land grants in California have been settled and patents 
issued to land amounting in the aggregate to over 8,000,000 acres, now improved 
and inhabited by not less than 800,000 people. 

Under such circumstances it would be supposed that the Executive would 
have allowed the matter to rest until Congress should authorize further pro- 
ceedings. But the Attorney-General has assumed the responsibility to author- 
ize a large number of suits to set aside patents, some of which were issued more 
than thirty years ago, since which time the lands have passed into the hands of 
innocent purchasers and are inhabited by thousands of people. These suits 
will involve enormous expense, cloud the title of innocent purchasers for man 
years, and the United States will be the loser and not the gainer by the p — 
ings, as it has been in several suits of like character authorized by the Attorney- 
General and decided against the United States in every instance by the couris. 
It may, however, be beneficial for some political purpose or design of which the 
public are not informed. 

Another example of the exercise of Executive power is illustrated by the un- 
successful raid of the Attorney-General on the Bell Telephone Company. I 
have nothing to do with the motives of that distinguished officer in instituting 
these p: ings. Isimply refer to this matter to show the growing tendency 
of the executive department to interfere with private rights, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, if I had heard these re- 
marks at the time they were uttered in the Senate, they would not have 
gone, as they did, into the RECORD unchallenged. The absolute refu- 
tation of every single imputation and aspersion that finds its place in 
the quotation just read by the Chief Clerk was in the hands of every 
Senator. 

The Senator from Nevada himself had some weeks prior to that time 
introduced a resolution containing a number of questions addressed to 
the Attorney-General covering each one of these points. On Monday 
previous to the day on which his speech was delivered an answer from 
the Attorney-General had been received and the letter of transmittal 
had been read in the Senate. The document was not printed in the 
RECORD, but it was printed in document form and found its place on 
the desk of every Senator. 

The Senator from Nevada, therefore, knew at the time he made these 
charges what the facts were in the case. I deem it due to the Attor- 
ney-General, due to the truth of history and to the dignity of the Sen- 
ate, that the facts as they appear from the report of the Attorney- 
General shall go along with and as an antidote to the poison contained 
in the charges made by the Senator from Nevada. 

With regard to the charge of suits brought by order of the Aitorney- 
General for the purpose of clouding land titles, as made by the Sen- 
ator, for the purpose, to use his own language, of involving in ruinous 
litigation’’ those who shall incur the displeasure of the imperial 
power of the Administration,” the Attorney-General had given the 
truth, showing that there was absolutely no ground upon which it 
could stand, on page 2 of his reply, as follows: 

It is to be remarked in this connection that all suits of the character referred 
to, and directed by this Department during the present Administration, have 
been begun after the request of the Interior Department. 

But this fact did not deter the Senator from making the charge, and 
attributing evil motives to the Attorney-General. 

The purposes, disgraceful in themselves, which the Senator from Ne- 
vada charges that the Attorney-General had in mind in organizing these 
suits must have originated with the Secretary of the Interior it at all, 
for each one of these suits, as reported by the Attorney-General, was 
brought by him at the request of the Secretary of the Interior. I pre- 
sume that the Senator from Nevada would notin his place on last 
Thursday have charged that the distinguished gentleman who presided 
over the Department of the Interior from the inception of this Admin- 
istration down to a short time ago could have been guilty of attempt- 
ing to use his great office to benefit his friends or to destroy his ene- 
mies, as the Senator from Nevada intimates the Attorney-General has 
done in this case, yet the fact remains that if there was any such pur- 
pose in the institution of these suits as the accomplishment of political 
ends, as the persecution of individuals, as the reward of friends, it must 
have originated with the Secretary of the Interior, who himself had in 
the first place recommended the suits to be brought. 

Mr. President, whatever other Senators may do or say, the Senator 
from Nevada is estopped from charging that the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior could have been guilty of any such motive. We all know that 
only a short time since the people of the United States were informed 
ina lumn interview published in a leading paper which went 


* 
1888. 
ont from that Senator (and it never, so far as I have ever heard, has 
been denied by him), that there could be no more eminent man and 
no man better fitted for the discharge of the functions of a higher po- 
sition even than the one he occupied at that time than the distin- 
guished gentleman who was then Secretary of the Interior. This be- 
ing true, he certainly can not say that the bringing of these suits was 
an unjust exercise of authority. 

When the Senator made the broad charge in this Chamber that the 
Attorney-General had an ulterior and disreputable purpose in view in 
bringing these suits, he knew that the responsibility rested with a man 
of whom he had said that he was not only fit for a position as a con- 
stitutional adviser of the President of the United States, but was fit 
for a higher position, and one requiring the greatest purity of charaé- 
ter. It seems to me that this is a sufficient answer to any imputation 
cast by that Senator on the Attorney-General. 

While the Senator from Nevada knew under what circumstances these 
suits were instituted he charges that the Attorney-General had ‘‘as- 
sumed’ the authority of bringing these suits for the purposes, as he 
implies, of accomplishing personal and partisan ends. 

Mr. President, there was no member of this body who knew better 


than the Senator from Nevada when he made the insinuation that there 


had been an improper assumption of authority on the part of the At- 
torney-General, that it was not true and would not be borne out by the 
law as it stands. The Supreme Court of the United States, in deciding 
the San Jacinto case, in which, if 1 am not mistaken, the Senator him- 
self was of counsel, had gone over the question of the power of the At- 
torney-General, and had distinctly held that he had the right, and it 
was his daty in certain contingencies, to bring suits of this class; and 
the Attorney-General, in the response which was on the Senator’s desk 
when he made this charge, distinctly said that nosuits had been brought 
during hisad ministration under the Government except those that came 
within the letter of the law as laid down by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

These things he knew well, but as the charges he made go out in 
the Recorp uncontradicted and find their way into homes and among 
men who perhaps are not so familiar with the facts and the law or 
the case as the Senator from Nevadais, I have deemed it proper and 
right that the attention of the country should be called as publicly to 
the facts and law of the case as were the charges made by the distin- 
guished Senator. 

Mr. President, this assault is a most remarkable one. If it had 
been made in any other place than in the Senate of the United States 
and by any other person than a Senator representing a sovereign State, 
I would for one have passed it by as utterly beneath the dignity of 
contempt; I should not have thought it necessary to open my mouth 
or to say one word in defense of a man whose public career has been 
such as to command the respect of all who knew him. Iam glad to 
believe that there are but few men living whose estimate of man- 
kind is so low that they can believe that a President of the United 
States or one who by his eminence and ability has been considered 
lit to be called in as a constitutional adviser of a President could so 
fur forget his own honor, his own integrity, and what is due to a great 
office as well as to his own personal self-respect, as to be willing to 
prostitute his office to the low level of assuming an authority which 
le did not possess for the purpose of clouding titles to lands of indi- 
viduals who had incurred the displeasure of the Administration, or 
could be guilty of “farming”? out a great privilege and a great duty 
that belonged to the Attorney-General of the United States. I say I 
am glad to believe that there are but few men in the United States 
whose estimate of mankind is so low as to suppose that eminent char- 
acters of this kind could be so degraded as to be guilty of such conduct 
as this. 

A charge of this kind, not to recoil upon him who makes it, ought 
to be sustained by some sort of proof. There ought to be something 
or other, some sort of foundation on which to base charges of this kind 
when made, and they ought not to be made in the Senate by a repre- 
sentative of a greatState, as in this case, without a shadow ora scintilla 
of fact on which they are to rest. The Senator stated in the extract 
which has been read, among other remarkable charges made, that 

After thirty years of litigation the Mexican land nts in California have been 
settied and patents issued to land amounting in the aggregate to over 8,000,000 
acres, now improved and inhabited by not less than 800,000 people. Under such 
circumstances it would be supposed that the Executive would have allowed the 
matter to rest until Congress should authorize further proceedings, 

Mr. President, [ am not blessed with a very strong voice and am not 
much accustomed to speaking, and would be glad, if possible, to have 
order while I say what I have to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas is en- 
titled to the floor. The Chair appeals to Senators to be seated and to 
abstain from audible conversation. The Senator from Arkansas will 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansis. It would occur to an unbiased observer 
if the fact exists that an Attorney-General is ‘‘ farming” out the right 
to bring suits, or authorizing suits to be brought for the purpose of ac- 
complishing political purposes, ‘‘to benefit his friends or to destroy his 
et emies, if he is directing suits to be brought which are to cloud the 
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titles to 8,000,000 acres of land in California without a hearing“ for 
the purpose of punishing his enemies or rewarding his friends—if these 
things are true, as they are intimated in the extract which has been 
read at the desk, it would strike an unbiased observer as a little sin- 
gular that neither one of those gentlemen who are commissioned by 
the great State of California to represent her upon this floor has thought 
it necessary to rise in his place and protest against such unwarranted, 
unjust, and outrageous exercises of executive authority. If these things 
are so it has been left to a Senator representing another State, a State 
in which not a single one of the suits of which complaint is made has. 
been brought, to call attention to them. This Senator is the first man, 
and, so far as I know, the only man who has discovered this state of 
things, and they exist in a State not his own, which has two able : 
resentatives upon this floor, two men his equals in point of ability, his 
equals in point of reputation, his equals in point of dignity and of 
standing in this body. I leave the Senate to imagine why these men 
should sit here silent all the day long while the defense of the great 
State of California is left to rest alone in the handsof the distinguished 
Senator who comes here to represent the State of Nevada. 

Mr. President, I am not familiar with the history of land litigation . 
in California and in the West, but there is an impression prevailing all 
over this country that the old Spanish grants have been the bases of the 
most monstrous frauds. Small tracts of land granted by the Mexican 
Government have been made by fraud and perjury to spread out and 
cover tracts of country which render insignificant the old-time perform- 
ance that we read of, of the adventurer who bought as much land as 
he could cover with a bull's hide and made it cover enough on which 
to build a city. 

Whether these things are true I know not; but we do know that the 
report of the Attorney-General shows that whenever these suits have 
been directed to be brought it has been done at the request of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, after the fullest investigation, as we all know, 
and when he himself believed that the exercise of his duty in that great 
office required that suits should be instituted to set aside patents in 
which the Government of the United States was bound tointerpose for 
the purpose of seeing that justice was done. 

The Senator from Nevada says that one would suppose these things 
would be left for Congressional action. The Supreme Court decided, 
and the Senator knows it, that if there was to be any restraint upon 
the action of the Attorney-General it was necessary that Congress should 
interpose and restrain it. I read two or three lines of the language of 
the decision of the court in the San Jacinto case: 

But it has often been said that the. fact that the exercise of power may be 
abused is no sufficient reason for denying its existence, and if restrictions are 


to be placed upon the exercise of this authority by the Attorney-General it is for 
the legislative body which created the office to enact them. 


Until Congress shall see fit to enact a law which will limit the power 
antl the duty of the Attorney-General and restrain his action in these 
matters, it is absolutely necessary that he shall exercise his discretion 
in bringing those suits whenever he believes that the interests of the 
public demand that they shall be brought. 

As a complete and sufficient refutation of every charge and every in- 
sinuation contained in the speech of the Senator trom Nevada, I send to 
the Secretary’s desk, with the request that it be read, the letter of the 
Attorney-General in mse to the resolution which was introduced, 
I believe, by the Senator from Nevada himself. It is a complete an- 
swer in every point, as it occurs to me, and is a sufficient response 
within itself to all he has said without a word of mine. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, May 19, 1888. 

Sır: I acknowledge receipt of the resolution passed by the Senate on the 26th 
of March last in the words following: 

* Resolved, That the Attorney-General be directed to inform the Senate 

First. What suits to vacate land poenis issued by the United States have 
been commenced by the direction of the Department of Justice, and are now 
pending in court, and the present status of the same, 

“Second. What suits he has authorized to be commenced and which have 
not yet been entered in court. 

“Third, What suits he has been requested by the Department of the Interior 
to commence, but upon which requests final action has not yet been taken. 

Fourth. What applications for the institution of such suits have been filed 

| with him, and pending before him, or on reference to the Interior Department. 

“ Filth, Whether any special counsel have been employed in the conduct of 
such suits orin any wise authorized to represent the United States therein; and 
if so, the names of such counsel, and whether the expenses of any such suits, in 
whole or in part, are paid by any parties other than the Government. 

“Sixth. To what extent does the Department of Justice determine whether 
such suits ought to be commenced or whether they can be successfully main- 


! n 
tained. 
In reply thereto I beg leave to state that the inquiries contained in the reso- 
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lution have required much examination and a great amount of labor, and no 
effort has been spared to make a prompt response, and a complete answer can 
not now be made, but I send such information as is at present in the 

of the Department. x 

The statement accom panying this communication, marked A, B, and C, will 
answer the first, second, and fifth interrogatories propounded in the resolution, 
except as to the compensation of special counsel by parties other than the Gov- 
ernment, and upon this point I have no information. 

In reply to the third inquiry, I would state that I have taken final action on 
all requests made by the luterior Departinent for the bringing of such suits. 

In response to the fourth inquiry. as to what applications for the institution 
of such suits have been filed with me and are pending before me, or on refer- 
3 to the Interior Department, I would state that there are no such applica- 

ons, . > 


* 


` sufficient to give the names of allthe parties in possession of t 
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It is to be remarked in this connection that all suits of the character referred 


to, and directed by this Department during the present administration, have 


been begun after the request of the Interior Department, 

In answer to the sixth interrogatory, I reply that the Department of Justice, 
in passing upon the applications to bring such suits, gives much weight to the 
e of ihe Iuterſor Department, though it does not consider such requests 
as imperative or as conclusive, or that the t of Justice is necessarily 


The Department of Justice examines the case so far as tosee whether the Govern- 
ment bas an interest in the proceedings or a fraud has been practiced on the 
Government and operates to its prejudice, or the Government is under obliga- 
tion to some individual to make his title good by setting aside the alleged fraud- 
ulent patent. or that the duty of the Government to the public requires such 
action ; and if. upon such examination, the Department thinks there is just reason 
to believe that any or all of these things exist, the application is granted and 
the suit ordered to be brought. 

The Department is not in possession of information in every case referred to 
E lands and who 
claim to be innocent purchasers, and some of the suits have been delayed in 
part on acobunt of the diliculty in getting the names of such parties. 

Several letters from the Department to district attorneys, asking for informa- 
tion sought by the resolution, have not yet been answered, but replies are ex- 
pected at an early day, and when received will be transmitted to the Senate to 
complete the response of the Department to such resolution. 


Very respectfully, 
A. H. GARLAND, 
Attorney-General. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore of the United Slates Sonate. 


bound to bring such suits because of such requests, 


A—Staltement, by judicial districts, of what suits to vacate land patents issued by the 
United States have been commenced by the direction of the Department of Justice 
and are pending in court, and the present slatus of the same. 

Northern and middie Alabama: None, 

Arizona: 

February 21, 1887. United States vs. Michael Warmser. Continucd to Sep- 
tember term. 
August 3, 1886. United States vs. Fordice Roper et al. Decree for plaintiff. 
» Eastern Arkansas: August 1, 1885. Uni States vs. J. C. Head, admin- 
istrator of W. H. Bizzell etal. Evidence being taken. 

Northern California: 

July 11, 1878. United States vs. Central Pacific Railroad Company. Ap- 
pealed to Supreme Court. 

February 12. 1343. United States rs. State of California, Henry Curtner, ct 
al. Submitted July 26, 1887. 

October 29, 1883. United States ve. E. M. Rose. At issue. 

May 23. 1883. United States vs. C. Helm. At issue. 

January 23, 1884. United States vs. Central Pacifice Railroad Company 
(seven suits). Appealed t Supreme Court. 

gs re 1855. United States vs. John Hancock et al. Appealed to Supreme 

u 


rt. 
November 3, 1881. United States vs. Central Pacific Railroad Company and 
John Wing. Pending. 
July 24, 185. United States vs. Matthew Raball. At issue. 
March 15, 1885. United States vs, James B. Haggin et al. At issue. 
June 28, 1896. United States es. Central Pacific Railroad Company ct al. 
Submitted February 6, 1888. 
July 14, 1886. United States vs. Central Pacific Railroad Company et al. At 


issue. 
November 23, 1886. United States rs. Central Pacific Railroad Company et 
al. At issue. 
Colorado: 
S United States vs, Richard M. Johnson. Evidence being taken. 
United States vs. Danicl Van Dam etal. Awaiting decision, P 
United States vs. Prairie Cattle Company. 
2 States vs. Union Coal Company. Ready for submission to court. 
April 13,1887. United States vs. nidad Coal and Coke Company e al. 
Evidence not taken. 
United States vs, Charles D. Chase et al. Not yet at issue. 
United States vs. Jaffa Bros. Evidence not yet taken. 
August 9, 1886. United States rs. H. M. Gilory et al. Not yet at issue. 
April — rel United States vs. Trinidad Coal and Coke Company. Not 


y > issue, 
Idaho: None. 


ota: 

July bee United States ex rel. J. J. Jackman vs. J. W. Plumer et al. At 
ue. : 

May ree 1882, United States vs, Dudley J. Spaulding et al. (Eight suits) at 


ue. 
Kansas: June 21, 1856. United States vs, Missouri, Kansas and Texas Rail- 
demurrer, 


Minnesota: 
February 10, 1888, United States vs. Rollin Rs der, The C. U. Nelson Lumber 
Company, and C. P. Cogswell. Pending. 
United States vs. Eug. Dagas Banoinie and David Doucette, Pending. 
Nebraska: April 18, 1887. Uni States vs. Albert W. Eaton. At issue. 
United States vs. John P. Durand. Atissue. 


New Mexico: 
November 27. 1885. United States vs. Ramon Lucero, Vicente Lopez, and 
Fernandez Olguin. Evidence being taken. ` 
United States vs. Fernandez Olguin, Augustin Quintana, and Vincente 


Lo Evidence being taken. 
United States vs. Manuel Sandoval and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 
taken. 


United States vx. Juan Griego and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being taken, 

5 mae rs. Juan de Dios Sanchez and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence 
ng taken. 

United States vs. Jesus Martin and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 


taken. 
United States rs. Francisco Martin and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 


taken. 
1 States es, Bartolo Martin and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 
United States ws. Juan Martin and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 


United States ts. Juan A. Guillen and Pedro Sanchez, Evidence being 
United States vs. Narciso Martin and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 
United States te. Juan Pablo Sanchez and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence 
vate ü Crisanto Sanchez and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 


New Mexico—Continued. 


September 3, 185. * United States vs. Maxwoll Land-Grant Company et al, 


Pending on sufficiency of plea, 
April 1, 1836." United States vs. Narcos Process served; no answer 


April s. 1883. United States re. Rafael Y. Baca. Decree pro confesso ; referred 
. to master; awaiting report. 
United States vs. Romero Martinez. Sa returned “not found.” 
pais States vs. José A. Lopez and Pedro Sanchez. Evidence being 
taken. 
United States vs. Luciano Baca. Brought for next term; process not re- 


turned, 
July 14, 1886. United States vs. Richard Mitchell ct al. Brought for next 
term; process not yet served. 
United States vs. Samuel S. Robinson and Mimbres Mining Company, 
4 Continued April 5, 1888, with leave to amend bill. 
Oregon: February 12, 1887. United States vo, Frank Huot. Pending. 
Utah: February 26, 1883. United States vs. F. A. Nims et al. Pending. Ref- 
eree’'s report overruled. 
Washington Territory: 
| 


December 9, 1888. United States vs. D. E. Budd and J. R. Montgomery. 


Submitted under advisement, 
United States vs. Lee Hoffman and J. B. Montgomery. Submitted under 
advisement, 
United States vs. Edwin R. Budd and J. R. Montgomery. Submitted 
under advisement. ° 
United States vs. George F. White. Submitted under advisement. 
November 16, 1887. United States vs. Alex, S. Hughes. Answer not yet filed, 
Forme S 1888. United States rs. Wm. L. Davis et al. To be heard in 
une, 1888. 
3 Wisconsin: June 23, 1885, United States cs, James Stinson. Pending. 
yoming: 
October 29, 1883. United States es, Phasbe W. Paddelford, Service made by 
publication; no pleadings filed by defendant yet, 
October 6, 1535. United States vs, Jabez B. Simpson eal. Leave given to 
amend petition. 
| B.—Statement, by juciciat districts, of suits to cancel land patents authorized by ths 
Atlorney-General to be ,d. but which have not yet been entered in court, 


Northern and Middle Alabama; United States vs. Nicholas Abercrombie, 
Arizona: None. 
Eastern Arkansas: None. 
Northern California: 5 
United States vs. San Raymundo Grant. 
United States vs. Las Pulgas Grant. 
United States vs. Rancho Corte de Madera del Presidio, 
United States rs. Buri-Bari Rancho, 
United States cs. Cañada de Guadalupe la Visitacion y Rode Viejo. 
Unite States vs. James D. Walker. r 
United States vs. State of California. Harriet and Sarah Harding. 
United States vs. Michile Peirano. 
United States vs. California and Oregon Railroad Company. 
United States vs. Central Pacilie Railpoad Company. 
United States vs. William Dinsmore. 
United States vs. Robert C. Claiborne. 
| Colorado: United States vs. M. Beshoar et al. 
Dakota: x 
United States vs. George McCorkle. 
United States vs. Michael J.-Brennan, 
United States vs William P. Farrell. 
United States ts. Floyd D. Laws. 
Idaho: None, 
Kansas; None. 
Western Louisiana: None. 
| 
$ 
i 
i 


Minnesota: None, * 
Nebraska: United States vs. James E. Bader. 
Nevada: None. $ 


New Mexico: United States rs. Armendaris Grant, 
Oregon: None. 
Utah: None. 
Washington Territory : 
United States vs. Charles L. Large. 
United States vs. Edward J, Darratt, 
United States vs. Northern Pacific Railroad Company, 
United States vs, Andrew Miller et al. 
Western Wisconsin: None, 
Wyoming; None. 


C. Statement. by judicial districts, of counsel employed in the conduct of suits tocan- 
cel land- patents, or in any wise authorized to represent the United Slates therein, 
and whether the expenses of any such suits in whole or in part are paid by any parties 
other than the Government, 


Northern and Middle Alabama: None. 


Arizona: United States vs. Fordice Roper et al. Goodrich & Smith, special coun- 


i sel; no compensation from the Government. 
t Eastern Arkansas; None. 
| Northern California: â 
United States vs. State of California, Henry Curtner et al. Shafter, Parker, 
and Waterman, sprna counsel; no compensution from the Government, 
United States vs. Central Pacific Railroad Company. D.M, Delmas and 
Michael Mullaney, special counsel; no compensation from the Govern- 


ment. 
United States vs. John Hancock ef al. Compensation to be determined by 
oe Attorney-General, upon completion of services; Shirley C. Ward, spe- 
al counsel, 
United States vs. James B, Haggin et al. Hall McAllister, T. I. Bergin, E. G. 
aesan and R. E. Houghton, special counsel; no compen-ation from the 
jovernment, — 
United States vs. Central Pacific Railroad Company. Henry F. Crane, special 
counsel; no compensation from the Government, 
United States s. San Raymundo Grant. Wigginton, Stuart, and Van 
Schaick, special counsel; no compensation from the Government. 
United States we. Las Pulgas Grant. Wigginton, Stuart, and Van Schaick, 
special connsel; no compensation from the Government. 
United States vs. Rancho Corte de Madeira del Presidio. P.D. Wigginton, 
special counsel; no compensation from the Government. 
United States vs. Buri-Bur Rancho. Wigginton, Stuart, and Van Schaick, 
special counsel; no compensation from the Government. 


*Since the preparation of the above information bas been received that the 
plea is sustained, and the bill dismissed on the strength of the case in Colorado, 
An appeal to the Supreme Court has been directed. 

There are involved in these suits security for costs required, suits delayed 
in getting o:der for survey, and in getting names of parties, 
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United States ts. Candia de Guadalupe, ete. Wiggington, Stuart, and Van 
8 de ek, special counsel; no compensation from the Government.“ 
‘oloradu: 
United States rs. Richard M. Johnson etal. Alexander Gullett, special coun- 
sel: no compensation from the Government. z 
United States vs. Union Coal Company, Thompson & Davis, special coun- 
sel; no compensation from the Government, y 4 
United States rs, Union Coal Company. Thompson & Davis, special coun- 
sel; no compensation from the Government. 
Dakota: United states ezrek. J. J. Jackman vs. J. W. Plummer et al. Alexan- 
der Hughes, special counsel; no compensation from the Government, 
Idaho: None. = — 
Kausas: United States vs. Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railroad Company. 
John Martin, special counsel; no compensation from the United States, 
Western Louisixena: None. 
Minnesota: None. 
Nebraska: None. 
Nevada: None. 
New Mexico: None. — 
Oregon: None. 
Utah: United States vs. F. A. Nims et al. Hall & Marshal, special counsel; no 
compensation from the Government. 
Washington Territory: None. 
Western Wisconsin: None. 
Wyoming: None. 


Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. One word more and I have done. The 
Senator continues, after what bas been commented on, as follows: 


Another example of the exercise of the exceutive power is illustrated by the 
unsuccessful raid of the Attorney-General on the Beil Telephone Company. I 
have nothing to do with the motives of that distinguished officer in instituting 
these proceedings. I simply refer to this matter to show the growing tendency 
of the executive department to intertere with private rights. 


That is a fair illustration of the lack of accurate information, or of 
the failure to state correctly what the record shows, that characterized 
the remarks of the distinguished Senator on the occasion referred to, 
and there is not a Senator here and not an intelligent man outside of 
the Chamber who does not know that the Attorney-General directed 
nosuitagainst the Bell Telephone Company. Whatever may have been 
done in that matter it must always be known here and elsewhere that he 
had nothing to do with bringing those suits; that he had no connection, 
direct or indirect, with them. He positively refused not only to act in 
this matter, but refused even to talk about it to any one, leaving his 
junior officer, upon whom the responsibility rested, to do what was re- 
quired by law to be done as he understood his sworn duty. The 
Attorney-General had absolutely nothing to do with it, and this was 
known to the distinguished Senator when he made the charge here that 
the Attorney-General had made an unsuccessful ‘‘raid’’ on the Bell 
Telephone Company. It is absolutely refuted by the facts of the case, 
and it is not worth while to call the attention of the Senate or any- 
body else to the absolute want of foundation for this charge. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I regard the Attorney-General, as 
I believe correctly, as the responsible law officer of the Government, 
and the decision of the Supreme Court to which the Senator has re- 
ferred clothes him with that authority, and holds that he may in a 
proper case, he being the judge, institute proceedings to set aside land 
patents. I would not have called attention to the conduct of an ofi- 
cial in the manner I did unless I believed that great wrong was being 
perpetrated upon innocent people, and I now ask the Secretary to read, 
with reference to this matter, a letter of the governor of California to 
start with, so that some idea of the injury that is being inflicted upon 
the people of California may be had, and so that my Soni remarks 
may be more readily understood. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


EXECUTIVE DeparTMEsT, STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
Sacramento, Cal., Seplember 27, 1887. 


Stn: I herewith transmit for your consideration two petitions, one signed by 
one hundred and forty-three citizens, owners of and residents upon a Mexican 
land grant situated in San Mateo County, California, known as the Eulgas Grant, 
asking your Excellency to set aside an order of the Attorney-General permit- 
ting interested parties to commence proveedings to set aside the patent to said 
grant, The other isa petition to your Excellency, signed by the leading law- 
yers and law firms of California, stating various reasons, bot! 

blic policy, why certain suits, authorized to be commenced by the Attorney- 
8 to set aside patents to Mexican land claims in California, should not be 


prosecuted. 

By the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, whereby the United States acquired Cal- 
ifornia and other t , our Government undertook to respect and protect 
al) property rights in the territory acquired. For the 2 of ng this 
treaty Into effect the United States created and selected its own tribunals, before 
which the owners of these titles were compelled to appear or forfeit their lands. 
Tue investigation of these titles before these tribunals occupied a period of about 
thirty years. The necessary expenses of these investigations imposed upon the 
claimants was such as to practically confiscate most of their lands. The United 
States was at all times represented by able counsel, and called to its aid settlers 
and others desiring to bashed ee these lands, The partiesnow insisting upon 
sign! asap thisinvestigution have atready been heard and had their day in court. 

There was great difficulty in arriving at an accurate determination in most 
of the endes on account of the lack of surveys and the imperfection of record 
descriptions of property during the period when these grants were made. A 
large portion of the evidence upon which the judgments and decisions of the 
courts confirming the grants, and of the Land Department in determining their 
location, were made necessarily rested in parol. Great difficulty existed in 
obtaining witnesses who could supply the necessary information in locating 
these grants. The inhabitants were few in number previous to the acquisition 
of the country. Many of these left ratber than accept the changed condition of 
things; others were d inthe mines. From those that could be found 
all information was obtained that was possibleat the time. It would be strange 
if, under such circumstances, all the decisions were correct. But it was neces- 


of justice and of | 


sary to determine these titles, and even an erroneous determination was better 


than no determination at all. 3 

The treaty ecding this country to the United States was made in 1818. nearly 
forty yearsugo. Must of these Mexican grants were made many years prior to 
that time. Few, if any, of the persons who were familiar with the facts relat- 
ing to the location of these Mexiean grants are now living, and they must be 
old and infirm. The free of the conntry is changed from vast uncultivated 
stock ranges to cities, villages, vineyards, and faries. The ancient landmarks 
ure generally obliterated. There is no possibility of relocating these pas by 
aid of oral testimony. The present occupants are purchasers in good faith from 
the patentees of the United States. More than half the population and at least 
two-thirds of the wealth of Culifornia are located upon these Mexican grants, 
By no possibility could a reinvestigation and redetermination of these titles re- 
sult in any correction of errors in the former determination, but, on the con- 
trary, would necessarily result in great injustice. The difficulties which at- 
tended the original investigations, as above stated, are certainly far greater at 
thistime. An attempt on the part of the United States to reopen and relitigate 
these land claims has already created distrust in the stability of land titles in 
this State. The vast expenditures and unreasonable delays which paralyzed 
California for so many years in obtaining patents for these lands have made the 
people of this State very sensitive upon the question of land titles. The threat- 
ened renewal of this controversy is very damaging to the prospenily of Cali- 
fornia, and can by no means possibly result in any benefit to the United States 
or any citizen thereof. 

I earnestly call your attention to the petitions herewith transmitted as expres- 
sions of the opinion of the most enlightened members of the bar of California, 
and also of the general facts involved in the proposed litigation. 

Hoping that your excellence will give this matter special attention, I am, 


ully, your obedient servant, 
R. W. WATERMAN, Governor, 


To the PRESIDEST. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishall also print in my remarks the petition of the 
owners of the Pulgas grant, with their names, and also the petition of 
the members of the bar of California, so that the case may be made up 
in the RECORD : 


PETITION OF OWNERS OF PULGAS GRANT. 
To the President of the United States: 


We, the undersigned, respectfully represent that we are the ownersand occu- 
pants of lands within the grant heretofore surveyed and patented by the United 
States as the Las Pulgas grant, in San Mateo County, State of California; that 
the patent for said grant was issued by the United States on October 2, 1857, 
nearly thirty years ago; that upon the faith of said patent and the title granted 
thereby the undersigned have purchased and are now the owners of different 
parts of said grant; that we purchased lands in said grant without notice of any 
defect in said title, and have improved said land at great cost; that the towns of 
San Mateo, Redwood City, and Menlo Park are situated upon said grant, and 
that there are living upon the lands included in said grant about 3,000 people; 
that the taxable value of the property included within the limits of said grantis 
$3,572,880. as appears from the assessment-roll of said San Mateo County; that 
the improvements and personal property situate upon said grant are assessed 
for the purposes of taxation at the aggregate value of $1,764,630. | 

And yvur subscribers most res fully represent that it is most unjust to the 
occupants and purchasersof lands in anid t to allow a suit to be brought in 
the name of the United States, as plaintiff, for the purpose of setting aside the 
survey of said grant upon which the patent was issued; that the United States 
has no interest whatever in such suit, and that said suit will be really brought. 
in the interest of private persons for purposes of speculation, 

And your subscribers further represent that even if facts existed which would 
justify any change in the survey of said grant as between the original ownersof 
said | pk and the owners of any adjoining grant. such reasons would in no event 

justify the disturbance of the Pul; grantas against your petitioners, who are 
na fide purchasers of the lands in said grant, without notice; that the bring- 
ing of snid suit will cloud the titles tothe lands in said grant, and will hinder and 
obstruct the further development of said lands, and will have a most depressin 
effect upon the general prosperity of thep cople now living upon and near 
grant, 

Your petitioners further represent that as appears from the papers on file in 
the matter of said Pulgas rancho, before the honorable the 9 of the In- 
terior, the survey of said rancho was ma e and its boundaries fixed by the sur- 
veyor-general of California, under the authority conterred by section 13 of the 
act of Congress entitled “An act to ascertain and settle the private land claims 
in the State of California,” Spoed March 3, 1551 (United States Statutes at 
Large, volume 9, page 631); that in pursuance of the provisions of the above- 
mentioned section 13, the owners of the rancho “Canada de Raymundo,” ad- 
joining the said Pulgas rancho upon the west (and the predecessors in interest 

the persons who are now seeking to use the name of the United States in a 
Suit to set aside the survey of said Pulgas rancho) made application to the dis- 
trict judge of the United States for the district in which said lands weresituated 
for an injunction to restrain the issuance of the patent for said Puy 
that said injunction was refused by said district judge; that the rtheown- 
ers of said Pulgas rancho brought a suit in ejectmentagaiust the owners of title 
under the grant of said rancho “Canada de Raymundo,” to reject them from 
the western portion of the Pulgas rancho as surveyed, the said “Canada de Ray- 
mundo! owners being in occupation of the lands and asserting title thereto 
under their grant; that said suit was brought in the circuit court of the United 
States for the northern district ot California, and after a trial on the merits a 
udgment was therein entered in favor of the plaintiffs and owners of the Pulgas 
fancho and against the defendants and owners of the Canada de Raymundo 
rancho; that upon writ of error said case was taken to the Supreme Court of the 
United States and there heard by said Supreme Court, which affirmed the judg- 
ment of the circuit court of California. The opinion of the Supreme Court is 
reported in 24 Howard, commencing at page 268. That in order to prevent the > 
execution of the final judgment entered in the above-mentioned case, one James 
Morrison, having purchased an interest in the rancho Canada de Raymundo, 
brought a suit in equity in the United States cireuit court for the district of Cal- 
ifornia to restrain the marshal from serving the writ of restitution, Upon a full 
investigation and hearing the court refused the injunction, 

Thereafier the above-mentioned suit in ejectment was commenced, and in 
order to finally quiet the title of said Pulgas rancho against the claims of the 
owners of the said rancho Canada de Raymundo, the owners of the first-men- 
tioned grant brought a suit to quiet title against the owners of said rancho 
Canada de Raymundo in the district court of the Twelfth judicial district of the 
State of California, that in said suit all questions concerning the correctness of 
the boundary line between said ranchos were fully investigated and litigated, 
and that the trial of said suit resulted in final judgment in said district court in 
favor of the owners of said Pulgas rancho; thas upon appeal to the supreme 
court of the State of California said judgment was affirmed; that the opinion of 
the said supreme court is reported in the vay Angra volume of of 

page 


rancho; 


alifornia Supreme Court, commencing at 
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That in January or February, 1863, an application was made in the interest of 
the owners of said Canada de Raymundo rancho, addressed to the Attorney- 
General, asking for authority to use the name of the United States in a suit to 
be brought to set aside the patent of the Pulgas rancho. This communication 
was referred by the Attorney-General to the Secretary of the Interior, March 
18, 1863, and by the Secretary of the Interior to the Land Department on Mareh 
21,1863. On April 6, 1863, the Commissioner of the General Land Office madean- 
elaborate report to the Secretary, upon which the Secretary of the Interior de- 
clined to recommend that the petition asked for be given,and thereupon the 
Attorney-General denicd the application, 

And your 8 represent that the aſoresaid application was made to and 
determined by officers who were familiar with Mexican land grants, and that 
the action of the then Secretary of the Iuterior and the then Attorney-General 
should now be regarded as a final adjudication upon the matters then deter- 
mined, which determination should not now be set aside or disregarded; that 
in view of the above-mentioned litigation in the courts of the State and of the 
United States, and of the above-mentioned action of the Land Department of 
Government, your petitioners respectfully suggest that every presumption 
should be indul in favor of the correctness of these decisions, and that they 
should not now be set aside after the lapse of nearly a quarter of a century when 
many of the witnesses to the facts involved have died and much material testi- 
mony has n lost. = 

Your subscribers therefore respectfully request and petition that the President 
of the United States examine the papers on file in this matter beforethe honor- 
able the Secretary of the Interior,and upon such examination thatthe Presi- 
dent direct that no suit be brought in the name of the United States, as plaintiff, 
to vacate or set aside the survey of said grant, or change the boundary lines 
thereof in any way. 

Your petitioners further represent that leave was granted to bring said suit 
on November 23,1886, about six months ago, aud that no suit has been com- 
menced in pursuance to said leave; that the delay of ee! said suit 
after obtaining leave to bring the same in the name of the Uni States, as 
above stated, Jastifies the inference that the real object of the instigators of said 
suit is not to have a speedy or any determination of said suit, but to clond the 
titles of lands in said grant for the purpose of speculation or compromise with 
the owners of said lands; that the delay which has ensued in bringing said 
suitis and ought to be sufficient ground for the vacation of the order which has 
heretofore been granted authorizing the bringing of said suit in the name of 
the United States. 

And your petitioners will ever pray. ; 

Robert Mills, S. L. Knight, G. H. Rice, George W. Looir, L. P. Blan- 
©. Ross, Claus Hadler, Louis Jacobson, Chris 
Hynding, John H. Offerman, George Wentworth, John Poole, 
P. Cullen, J. Train, Saunders & Co., A. C. Madsen, P. Paul<en, 
Patt 8 H. S. Douglass, M. F. Duff, J. R. Doyle, G. L. 
Macondray, les Ayres, A. Cook, George Bement, Leonard 
Fisher, W. A. Sampson, R. C. Welch, S. H. Frank & Co., Oliver 
McNally, B. D. Fisher, Robert Wisnom, C. Schuler, C. A. Janke, 
J. H. Brasche, Wm. Weston, Mrs. L. F. Murray. Mrs. M. C. Me- 
Lelbane, W. A. Emmett, C. F. Janke, John Schmoll, M. Daley, 
W. T. Reid, T. G. Phelps, Valentine Hussey. Theodore Tongrey, 
Robert Johnson. Mrs. Meta Kugeler, John Mahony, Eleanor 
Watkins, James P. Dolan, Edw. F. Fitzpatrick, John H. Pearon, 
Paul Heitzeberg, Wm. Haaker, Mrs, B. McEvoy, Michael Dolan, 
G. L. Sampson. Wm. Halder, P. B. Casey, J. R. „E. 
Scott, James Kelley, Peter Casey, P. Moran, Wm. C. Alt, Mar- 
fart Walker, Jas. D. Byrnes, Alvinza Hayward, G. W. Phelps, 
ter Cronin, A. Gordon, John C, Edgar, E. Eikerenkotter, John 
Salem, A. Hanson, G. A. Thiel, Jacob Kriess, F. Botsch, Henry 
Horton, John H. Titus, John Stafford. D. W. Sampson, S. E. Da- 
vis, J. M. Vasques, William Hahl, J. W. M. Lean, M. Redmond, 
P. J. Maloney, E. E. Eyre, Faron D. Atherton, 8. B. Gilbert, P. 
P. Chamberlain, F. W. 


Barney, Mrs. Carnd 
Frisbie, P. Savakrup, Chas, 


3 J. C. Maynard, E. Cummuns, Wm. Rowe, Geo. W. Ses- 
ons. 


PETITION OF MEMBERS OF THE BAR. 


To the President of the Uniled States: 


The undersigned, members of the bar of the en ose court of California, re- 
spectfully represent that the settlement and development of this State was, for 
a number of years after the Mexican conquest, greatly retarded by the unset- 
tled condition of land titles, the larger part of the most accessible and valuable 
land being claimed under Spanish and Mexican grants; that after a litigation 
extending over a period of more than a quarter of a century, t grants were 
fiually rejected, or confirmed and patented by the Government: that since their 
confirmation and patent we have regarded them as finally settled ; that at this 
time probably more than one-half of the population of the State is located upon, 
and more than one-half the wealth embraced, in these grants; that the lands 
covered by them have almost entirely passed into the hands of purchasers under 
the patents; that any action on the part of the Government by which confidence 
in the stability of these titles is impaired, tends greatly to the injury of the peo- 

le located upon them, and also toretard the prosperity of the State by prevent- 
Se improvements and transfers of land. 

We beg further to represent that Attorneys-General of the United States have 
during the past few years allowed the name of the United States to be used as 
plaintiff in suits brought to set aside a number of these patents; that five of 
these suits have already been tried and all decided adversely to the United 
States; that in three of which suits the decisions have been affirmed by the 
United States Supreme Court. 

We beg further respectfully to represent that these Spanish and Mexican 
grants have been investigated on their merits by the land commission, a tribu- 
nal specially appointed to try them, and also by the United States Courts; that 
in the proceedings before these tribunals the United States were represented b: 
able counsel, and that after confirmation these ts have been surveyed an 
patented by the sworn officers of the Government; that the witnesses whose 
testimony was given in these proceedings before the land commission and the 
courts are nearly all deceased or their whereabouts are unknown; that there is 
not at this time the same means of reaching a just decision as existed thirty 
years ago; that a relitigation of these cases at this time would, for the reasons 
above stated, most probably result in more error than could be discovered or 
corrected; that we believe, therefore, and most respectfully represent that the 
use of the name of the United States in these suits is against public policy, as it 


certainly is against the progress, prosperity, and happiness of the people of this 


Sta 

= J. P. Hoge, D. M. Delmas, Hall McAUister, Newlands, Allen & Her- 
rin, M. A. Wheaton, Hall & Rodgers, Cope & Boyd, Ben. Morgan, 
Geo. N. Williams, Masxtick, Belcher & Mastick, S. W. Holladay, 
NM. A. Edmonds, Sawyer & Burnett, James Mee, Olney, Chicker- 
ing & Thomas, Pillsbury & Blanding, Langhorne & Miller, A. F. 
Morrison, James A. Waymire, J. F. Cowdery, II. D. Talvott, II. 
J. Tilden, Freeman, Bates & Rankin, Wm. Craig, Adley H. Cum- 
mins, A. A. Sargent, Wilson & Wilson, Jarboe, Harrison & Good- 
fellow, Edward R. Taylor, Fox & Kellogg, Louis T. Haggin, Gar- 
ber, Thornton & Bishop, John A. Wright, Blake, Williams & Har- 
rison, Otis & Hutchinson, Davifl McClure. W. F. Goad, Gordon & 
Young, Wm. M. Stewart, Van Ness & Roche, Columbus Bart- 
lett, John H. Boalt, Horace G. Platt, Wm. W. Morrow, Gunni- 
son & Booth, Chas. E. No es, E. D. Wheeler, Wm. H. & Wm. 
B. Sharp, Edward J. Pringle, Oliver P, Evans, 

Now, as is represented by the governor, by all the leading members 
of the bar of California, and by all the settlers, and it ought to be well 
known here, there has been nearly forty years of litigation to settle the 
land titles in California. Here are five cases reported by the Attorney- 
General wherein he authorized suits to be commenced some years ago 
and the suits have not yet been commenced, but he says he is going on 
with them, that he has authorized private counsel in California to com- 
mence the suits. There are many thousand people living on the lands 
which are bordering on San Francisco and some of the patents are 
more than thirty years old. The Attorney-General never has investi- 
gated the matter himself. He can not shift the responsibility upon 
the Interior Department. There is no time there to investigate. If 
the Secretaries have signed the recommendations of the subordinate 
officers, they have not examined them. There has been no notice to 
those people who are living on the lands and their titles are clouded 
by these suits brought thirty years after the patents were granted fol- 
lowing long and laborious litigation. 

There are over 8,000,000 acres of land patented, and suits may be 
brought against the whole. They were all contested, and there are 
plenty of men who will make complaints if they can get suits brought, 
bevause these suits are a terrible weapon. They cloud the title to the 
land, keep it out of the market, and destroy innocent parties who have 
invested their money and have their property tied up for a term of 
years. Here are five suits for five important grants immediately about 
San Francisco, named in this report. The proposed suits to be com- 
menced, and which he says he is going to have commenced, are United 
States vs. San Raymundo Grant; United States vs. Las Pulgas Grant; 
United States vs. Rancho Corte de Madera del Presidio; United States 
rs. Buri-Buri Rancho; United States vs. Cañada de Guadalupe la Vis- 
itacion y Rodeo Viejo. 

These grants include many of the most beautiful suburbs of San Fran- 
cisco. The Attorney-General never has called on the citizens owning 
the grants to show cause why suits should not be begun. These pro- 
tests have been sent in by the governor and by the leading members of 
the bar of California. The suits are delayed for years, and then the 
Attorney-General tells us he has authorized Wiggington, Stewart, and 
Van Shaick to prosecute free of charge, without compensation from the 
Government, without informing the Senate by whom or why they 
are compensated, and the United States is humiliated by going into 
court as a pauper, asking only to be saved harmless from costs. The 
Attorney-General has no right to place the United States in a position 
of calling for volunteer services of attorneys, and also of calling upon 
private pgrties to pay the costs if the United States has got any inter- 
est in the proceedings. The United States is able to employ its own 
attorneys and pay its own costs if its rights are involved. 

The Attorney-General assumes that he is protecting the interests of 
the United States, because he required bonds for costs and secured the 
services of attorneys for nothing. It seems that any person who is 
willing to act as an informer and make a complaint against old land 
titles, against a community that has been settled on it for years, can 
get a hearing and have a suit brought against innocent parties and de- 
stroy them and tie up their property for years by giving bond to the 
United States that he will pay the costs. I say that in any suit which 
the United States ought to bring the United States is able to pay its 
own costs; and if it has not sufficient interest to pay its own costs it 
ought not to be used as an instrument of oppression to destroy the title 
of innocent parties. 

I think there has been no outrage in the whole history of California 
equal to reopening this litigation. The title of every person who owns 
a foot of land derived from Mexican land grants is put in jeopardy. 
He does not know what day A, B, or C may be authorized by giving 
bond to commence suit and cloud his title. I say that the Attorney- 
General ought to have called on these parties and have given them 
some hearing before he proceeded in this arbitrary manner, and he can 
not shift the responsibility on the Interior Department. He is the 
responsible head of the rtment of Justice. The Interior Depart- 
ment has no right or j ction over the matter. After the patent 
has been granted the Interior Department has held over and overagain 
that its jurisdiction has ceased. It has no more right to interfere after 
its jurisdiction has ceased and after patent has been issued than any 
other stranger to the proceedings. : 

A patent is the highest evidence of title that the Government of the 
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United States can give. After patent issued and actual residence upon 
these lands for over thirty years, the question of title is not pending in 
the Interior Department. That Department has no right to commu- 
nicate with the Attorney-General on the subject. ‘He only hasaright 
to listen to the Interior Department in matters where that Department 
has jurisdiction. That Department has ruled over and over again that 
it can do nothing after a matter has been finally determined and a 

atent issued under the authority of a former Secretary of the Interior. 
ir it has no jurisdiction it has no right to advise in the matter. 

It is only in those matters that are sub judice in the Interior Depart- 
ment that it has a right-to call on the Attorney-General for advice. 
Where it bas no jurisdiction it has no right to call for or give advice. 
The Attorney-General alone has the power to instigate suits, and with 
the power rests the responsibility. This the Supreme Court has decided. 
In a proper case where the interests of the United States are to be pro- 
tected, in a case where it is for the interest of the United States, this 
great power is conferred upon himandhimalone. He is the only party 
having this jurisdiction; and I say with such enormous jurisdiction as 
this, if he brings suit against any citizen of the United States who has 
received a patent from the Government, no matter in what State, Con- 
gress has a right to inquire why he does it. Having such enormous 
power, it is not presumed that any Attorney-General would abuse it. 
‘The Supreme Court would not presume such abuse possible, or thatan 
Attorney-General would exercise it without due caulion and investiga- 
tion, consequently did not deny its existence. If the Attorney-General 
had examined these cases and prosecuted them himself, or ordered their 
prosecution by attorneys paid by the Government and responsible to 
the Government, and not farm them out to Wiggington & Co. to harass 
innocent purchasers, the question would be different and would be 
what the Supreme Court intended when it recognized the existence of 

the power. 

In the list of cases returned in the letter of the Attorney-General it 
appears that sixteen cases to set aside land-patents have been author- 
ized where the attorneys bringing and conducting the suits are to re- 
ceive no compensation from the Government, but he does not inform 
us whether he has required security for costs in other than the cases 
located immediately about the Bay of San Francisco. 

Some ten years ago the Attorney-General inadvertently authorized 
one John B. Howard to bring several suits; in fact, clothed him with a 
kind of roving commission to bring suit to set aside patents. He 
brought the celebrated Thockmorten and Flint suits and several others. 
The courts below decided a@ainst him; the Supreme Court of the United 
States also decided against him and reprimanded the unlimited exer- 
cise of such power; they condemned the practice in the strongest pos- 
sible terms. There have been five or six other suits, and they have all 
been lost. The United States have never gained one, and how should 
they gain one after these cases have been tried in the tribunals created 
under the Government with able counsel to defend the rights of the 
United States? 

There was in the beginning a commission appointed consisting of 
eminent men. It was a commission against whom there never has been 
a word of scandal. R. Augustus Thompson, Hiland Hall, Alpheus 
Felch, and others of the very highest character composed the commis- 
sion. Men higher in character were never appointed in any instance. 
They heard and determined all these California land claims. The cases 
were then turned over to the district court of the United States, and 
whoever desired could appear there and defend his title. 

All these cases were then brought to the Supreme Court of the United 
States unless the Attorney-General stopped the appeals. It took af- 
firmative action on the part of the Attorney-General to prevent their 
being sent to that court. 

They came here; they went through this tribunal sitting in the Cap- 
itol; they were carefully examined. After this the location became 
an important matter. Surveys and locations were determined for a 
time by the Interior Department. The matter was then turned over 
to the courts, and then again back to the Interior Department, and 
alter final decision no patent was ever issued until after long delay in 
determining the location of the grant. The average delay after the 
final decision was from ten to fifteen years in securing a patent. And 
finally, when it was all done and California commenced to prosper and 
the people commenced to buy their titles, and after six or eight hun- 
dred thousand people became innocent occupants on these lands, rely- 
ing on the patent of the Government as the highest source of title, 
John Doe or Richard Roe, or whoever he may be, comes to the Interior 
Department and that Department sends a letter to the Attorney-Gen- 
eral and the Attorney-General proceeds to authorize strangers to reopen 
all this and throw that growing country into despair and cloud its 
titles. The people there have relied on these titles, If they have bor- 
rowed money on them, or are under the necessity of disposing of 
their property to meet obligations, they are destroyed. The titles have 
been clouded now for about two years by the threat of the Attorney- 
General to bring the five suits above named. Before they can be finally 
decided it will take from five to ten years more. These lawyers who 
charge nothing to the Government realize the advantage of clonding 
the title to thousands of acres of the most valuable land in California, 
including her most beautiful towns and cities, for this long period. 


Why did not the people owning these lands have an opportunity to 
show cause why this should not be done? 

Isay that the Attorney-General is very remiss iu this matter, and what- 
ever he or his friends may think here, the people who know the facts— 
the 800,000 people living on these lands, who have bought them in good 
faith on the strength of the patent of the United States, atter thirty or 
forty years’ litigation in the tribunals appointed by the Government— 
have just reason for complaint. I say if their titles are to be ruthlessly 
clouded in this way they will feel aggrieved, and it is an exercise of 
power that no officer of the Government ought to assume without fur- 
ther action of Congress. I alluded to this matter myself; I regarded 
it as one of the greatest abuses of the time; for if there is anything es- 
sential to the prosperity, peace, and happiness of a community it is the 
settlement and stability of land titles; but if the patents when issued 
by the Government are to be treated so lightly as this Attorney-Gen- 
eral does, from the list presented to us, what security or safety is there 
in a country claiming to be a government of law? Verily the Attor- 
ney-General is converting it into a government of tyrannical discretion. ~ 

I do not know the merits of the other cases. I only know the merits 
of those affecting the Spanish land claims. . 

The Senator thinks that I ought not to speak of this because it does 
not happen to bein the Stateof Nevada. I havea right to speak of it 
any where when it affects any citizen of the United States, whether he 
be in my State or elsewhere, and the Senator assumes the same right. 
These persons are citizens of the United States, and this is the Senate 
of the United States, and it is our duty to see that the laws are prop- 
erly guarded, and that further legislation shall be had if it is neces- 
sary, that inquiry shall be had into its necessity. I know about these 
land titles. I have seen all this litigation. I know how it has been 
conducted and that the Senators from Californiaconcur with me. They 
are in full accord with me, and the Representatives from California, of 
all parties, are in full accord with me. There is not a citizen of Cali- 
fornia that has any interest in that country who is not in accord with 
me. We all want the general prosperity of the country, and I say that 
if land titles can be clouded by a suit by the Attorney-General to land 
occupied by thousands of men after thirty years of peaceable possession, 
after thirty years’ ownership, after patent granted, without a hearing, 
this is a Government of discretion and not of law. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Nevada what 
he understands to be the interest of those persons who give security to 
pay the costs, What interest have they in these proceedings? 

Mr.STEWART. They expect to get the land; or, if they do not get 
the land, they expect that the owners of the land will buy them off, so 
that they will allow the suits to be discontinued. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator understand that these suits are in- 
stituted at the request of the persons who are now giving security for 
costs ? 

Mr. STEWART. Entirely at their request. There is no doubt about 
that. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, How does the Senator understand that? 

Mr. STEWART. Because their petitions in the Land Department 
show it, because the same attorneys appear, and in the San Jacinto case 
the petition for the suit was made and security and lawyers employed 
by one Baker, of Los Angeles. During the whole trial no secret was 
made of this. Frequent propositions of compromise came from the 
same source. The United States had no more to do with this case 
than any other private litigation until it reached the Supreme Court, 
when the Solicitor-General appeared to give color to the proceedings. 
Baker was finally beaten in the Supreme Court. The Supreme Court 
advanced that very case on my petition, because the questions involved 
in it affected such vast interests, The judgment of the court below 
against the United States was affirmed. 

If the rule laid down by the Supreme Court in that case had been 
followed by the Attorney-General the contemplated suits of which I 
complain would have been abandoned at once, and not commenced. 
We were in hopes that the Supreme Court would deny the power of 
the Attorney-General altogether, but it did not; it only qualified it. 
But it did not sanction the policy of the Attorney-General in authoriz- 
ing private parties to prosecute their neighbors in the name of the 
United States. It said the Attorney-General had the power in a proper 
case where the United States was interested. That was all. These 
suits are to set aside patents on account of mislocation by the courts 
and the Interior Department, after exhaustive investigations in both 
tribunals. The validity of the patents has been affirmed by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, They must be located somewhere. 
The United States has sold all the surrounding land, and has no other 
p’ace to locate them. How can the United States have any possible in- 
terest, then, in disturbing the inhabitants residing upon these lands ? 
And if the United States is interested, why do third parties pay costs 
and prosecute them for nothing? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Allow me to interrupt the Senator for an 
explanation. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I had the letter of the Attorney General 
read at the Secretary’s desk some time since for the purpose of trying 
to impress the Senate with the facts of the case, andto clear up the cir- 
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cumstances that surround it. The Attorney-General adds, on this very 
point on which the Senator is now commenting: 

The rtment of Justice examines the case so farasto see whether the Gov- 
ernment bas an iuterest in the ings or a fraud bas been practiced on the 
Government and operates to its prejudice, or the Government ts under obliga- 
tion to some individual to make his title good by setting aside the alleged fraud- 
ulent patent, or that the duty of the Government to the public requires such 
RRS a Papp pac peng epee bagi 
and the suit ordecéd to be brought. 

And, of course, it means and not otherwise.” 

Mr. STEWART. Ah, let me say that in every case which has gone 
to the Supreme Court they have decided that this Government had no 
interest. They decided so in the San Jacintocase. These cases are 
not different. It is impossible for the Government to have an interest 
in disturbing these people and be placed under obligations to give them 
other lands, The whole pretense that the United States is interested 
isasham, The real parties in interest are the parties that pay costs, 
hire counsel, and prosecute these suits for the benefit of themselves, 
and not the United States. Is the United States so poor, helpless, and 
friendless as to accept the charity of strangers in conducting official 
business in which the Government is interested? The Department 
- knows that there are other claimants who have been beaten in the 
courts after repeated hearings. They are the parties who claim this 
land, and they are the parties who are bringing these suits, either with 
the expectation of holding the rod over a vast number of people and 
making them buy their peace or suffer the consequences. ‘That is the 
situation. The appeals of the governor and leading attorneys of Cali- 
fornia were not sufficient to secure for the people of that State, the 
titles to whose homes are to be clouded by unjust litigation, a hearing 
before these suits were commenced. 

This is the stand and deliver“ process. These people who are will- 
ing to levy blackmail are placed by the Attorney-General in the posi- 
tion of the robber. Stand and deliver; sacrifice your property for ten 

or buy me off; and if the Attorney-General means to say that 
he has considered this, he is mistaken. He has given the matter no 
. consideration. It is impossible. The parties owning these lands have 
had uo hearing, and he knows it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Nevada giving way, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator will allow me to make a few re- 
marks on this matter. I shall occupy but a short time, not over five 
or ten minutes, 

Mr. SHEKMAN. I do not think that I can refrain longer from 
making the motion. I submit the motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business, ‘This matter can come up 


again. 5 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After three hours and thirty-iour min- 
utes spent in executive session the doors were reopened. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. - 


Mr. MORGAN. I desire to inquire whether we are in legislative or 
executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In open executive session. 

Mr. MORGAN. We do not need any legislative clerks or stenog- 
* raphers then. They are not officers of that session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read the reso- 
lution offered by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN]. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from all the proceedings 
—— Senate in reference to the treaty with Great Britain now under consid- 
n. ` 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the Senate ready for the question 
on agreeing to the resolution? 
The resolution was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. a 


Mr. BECK. I desire to ask unanimous consent to offer an amend- 
ment to the river and harbor bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asks 
unanimous consent to submit an amendment to the river and harbor 
bill. It will be received, if there is no objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. As in legislative session? 

Mr. HARRIS. This is not a legislative session. 

Mr. MORGAN. The amendment can not be received then. 

Mr. HARRIS. It is open executive session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Kentucky asked 
unanimous consent, 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, by unanimous consent it can be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair received it by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to have the amendment referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be referred to 

_the Committee on Commerce, and printed. 


Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to ntroduce a resolution, and 
I ask for its immediate consideration. It is a resolution relating to an 
amendment to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? If there is none, 
the resolution will be read. - 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it would be better to object to the reag- 
ing of the resolution. We are now in executive session. The treaty 
is pending. TheSenator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is seeking the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. Irise to address the Senate on the pending treaty. 

Mr. CULLOM, It is now a late hour of the afternoon. I take it 
for granted the Senator from Maine would prefer not to proceed with 
his address to-night. So I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator to allow this resolution to be referred. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that, if it is in order. 

Mr. CALL. I ask that it be read and referred. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the reception 
of a message from the House of Representatives? 

Mr. HARRIS. Of course not, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. The Senate 
will receive a message from the House of Representatives. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the joint resolution (S. 
R. 87) authorizing and directing the payment of the salaries of the of- 
ficers and employés of Congress for the month of May, 1878. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. CULLOM. I insist on my motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves that 
the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator withdraw the motion for a moment? 

Mr, CULLOM. Certainly, 

Mr. HOAR, I suppose in making up the Journal these matters 
which have passed by unanimous consent will be journalized as having 
taken place in ordinary legislative session. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In legislative session. 

Mr. HOAR. It will be so ordered by the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so recorded, 

Mr. FRYE. Am I recognized as having the floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine is recog- 
nized as entitled to the floor on the pending treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN, I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us adjourn. e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CALL. I understood the Senator from Illinois to consent that 
my resolution might be read and referred to a committee. I ask that 
that may be dene. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. CCLLOM. If the resolution is before the Senate I have no ob- 
jection to having it referred. I have no objection to anything being 
done in order. 

Mr. MORGAN (to Mr. CULLOM). I wish to know whether we are 
to adjourn to meet in legislative or in executive session. 

Mr. CULLOM. I sup the Chair will state that. I suppose that 
when the Senate adjourns it will be to meet in legislative session to- 
morrow. I should like to inquire whether that will be the case or 


not? ‘ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is ſor the Senate to take such action 
as it pleases. 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Ilinois to withhold his motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfrom Illinois moves that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Senate ad- 
journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 29, 1838, at 12 o’clock m, 


The Senator from Illinois moves 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, May 28, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. 
H. MILBUEN, D. D. 

The Journalof the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 

RECOMMITTED, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks that the bill 
H. R. 6300, which has been reported by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions with an adverse report, be recommitted to that committee. 
In the absence of objection the bill will be recommitted. 

There was no objection. . 

s ORDER OF BUSINESS: 

Mr. WEAVER. Task unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bil! 

Mr. FORNEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to make a privileged motion. I de- 
sire to havea rule adopted assigning one hour each day after the read- 
ing of the Journal for the consideration of business by unanimous con- 
sent. 
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The SPEAKER. That is not a privileged matter. It is a change of 
the rules of the Honse. It would require unanimons consent, but may 
be referred to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND, I desire to offer a resolution making that change 
of the rules, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send it to the desk. 

Mr. FORNEY. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. The motion of 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. TOWNSHEND] will be pending. The 
regular order is the call of States and Territories for the introduction 
of bills and resolutions, 

NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL INSTITUTE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. FORNEY introduced a bill (H. R. 10177) to incorporate the 
trustees of the National Industrial Institute, in Washington, D. C.; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
Education, and ordered to be printed. 

FELIX A. MATHEWS. 

Mr. MCKENNA introduced a bill (H. R. 10178) for the relief of 
Felix A. Mathews; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

UNITED STATES DAM AT ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL. 

Mr. GEST introduced a bill (H. R. 10179) for the rebuilding of the 
Government stone dam at Rock Island Arsenal, and for the immediate 
construction of a temporary dam; which was read a first and second 
time, peers to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. GEST also submitted a resolution of inquiry addressed to the 
Secretary of War, concerning the destruction of the United States dam 
at Rock Island arsenal; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. ; 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (H. Res. 178) granting leave 
of absence without loss of pay to certain persons employed in the service 
of the United States; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 

LIFE-SAVING SERVICE, 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a joint resolution of the Legislature ot 
New Jersey, urging the enactment of a law providing for the relief of 
persons who lose their lives or become disabled in the Life-Saving Service 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, ~ 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, introduced a bill (H. R. 10180) toamend 
section 216 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the 
District of Columbia; which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

ATTORNEYS IN DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. CULBERSON (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10181) to 
equalize the pay of attorneys in the Department of Justice; which was 
read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Expendi- 
tures in the Department of Justice, and ordered to be printed. 

ASSIGNMENT OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted a resolution providing for the assign- 
ment of business; which was referred to the Committee on Rules, 


WITNESSES, 


Mr. LEE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10182) to amend an 
act entitled An act to make persons charged with crimes and offenses 
competent witnesses in the United States and Territorial courts,’’ ap- 
proved March 16, 1878, which was read a first and second time, referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LIGHT-HOUSE AT GREAT ROUND SHOAL. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (H. R. 10183) to establish a light-ship 
off Great Round Shoal, near Nantucket, Mass.; which was read a first 
and second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CO-OPERATION. ) 

Mr. MORROW introduced a bill (H. R. 10184) to encourage co- opera- 
tion and to provide for the formation of associations in the District of 
Columbia for the purpose of conducting any lawful business and divid- 
ing the profits among the members thereof; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

: ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BROWER submitted a resolution to relieve the Committee on 
Ways and Means from the farther consideration of the bill (H. R. 1695) 
to repeal the tax on tobacco, and to set apart Tuesday, June 12, for the 
8 of said resolution; which was referred to the Committee 

on Ru > 
s Mr. BROWER also submitted a resolution to relieve the Committee 
on Education from the further consideration of the bill (S. 371) for the 


establishment and temporary support of common schools, and to set 
apart June 26 for the consideration of said bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I desire to offet for present consideration the 
resolution which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. But the gentleman trom Alabama [Mr. For- 
NEY] has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I hope the gentleman will not urge the regu- 
lar order againat this resolution. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That after the reading of the Journal and the reference of business 
on the Speaker's table each day, there shall be one-half hour allowed for the+- 
consideration of measures on the Calendars by unanimous consent, and in rec- 
ognizing members to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of business 
the Speaker shall proceed as follows: He shall cali five names, beginningatthe 
first name on the roll, and when they shall have been called be shall then call 
five names, beginning at the last name gn the roll, alternating in this manner 
until every member shall have been called: Provided, That no member who 
has once been called shall be again reéugnized until every name shail have been 
called: And provided further, That the Speaker shall not entertain any motion 
for unanimous consent to considerany measure except during the hour 
above provided. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? ? 

Mr. MILLS. Let it go to the Committee on Rules. J 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not want it to go to the Committee on 


Rules. I withdraw the resolution. 
POST-OFFICE, WASHINGTON, D. 0. 2 

Mr. RICHARDSON introduced a bill (H. R. 10185) to select a site 
and for the erection of a post-office building in the city of Washin ston, 
D. C.; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

EX-SOLDIERS AND SAILORS. 

Mr. CHEADLE (by request) introduced a bill (H. R. 10186) to re- 
tire ex-soldiers and sailors who have been wounded in battle, after 
twenty-one years’ service in the civil service, and providing salaries 
therefor; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Select 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees forre- 


rts. 

JRR FORNEY. I movethat the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole for the consideration of general appropriation bills, and 
I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having reports to offer may 
be allowed to file them with the Clerk and have them referred in the 
usual manner. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Icbject. I tried all day Saturday to get a 
chance to report a bill which would not have taken more than a quarter 
of a minute, but I was knocked out in a way that savored more of bru- 
tality than anything else. ` 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY] ac- 
companies his motion with a request for unanimons consent that mêm- 
bers having reports to present may be allowed to hand them to the 
Clerk and have them referred to the appropriate committees. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. TL object. I offered to do that on Saturday, but 
I was refused an opportunity to present my report, and I insist now on 
the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The qnestionis upon the motion of the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] to dispense with the morning hour, which 
requires a two-thirds vote. ; 

The question was taken by a viva voce vote, and the Speaker declared 
that he was unable to determine whether two-thirds had voted in th 
affirmative or not. 8 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 70, noes 25. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Lask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
whether he will not withdraw his objection if consent is given that 
members may file their reports. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. No, sir. I undertook on Saturday afternoon 
to make a report that I have been holding for more than a week, and 
I bad been recognized by the Speaker for the purpose of presenting it, 
when the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] knocked me out as if E 
were a dumb brute rather than a man, and I then made up my mind 
that I would insist upon the regular order. 

Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all 
ae having reports to present may be permitted to file them with 

e Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. That request was made by the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. FORNEY], but the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gros- 
VENOR] objected. 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw my motion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama withdraws his mo- 
tion, and the Chair will call the committees. à 

WATER-RESERVE LANDS IN WISCONSIN. 


Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, re- 
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ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (S. 1880) declar- Mr. HUTTON, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back bills 


ing that certain water-reserve lands in the State of Wisconsin are and 
have been subject to the provisions of the actof Cong s entitled An 
act granting to railroads the right of way through the public lands of 
the United States, approved March 3, 1875; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the ‘state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

NATIONAL CEMETERY, SALISBURY, N. C. 

Mr. FORD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported, as a 
substitute for the bill H. R. 1706, to provide for grading and paving 
approaches to the national cemetery near Salisbury, N. C., a bill (H. 
“R. 10187) to provide for grading and paving approaches to the national 
cemetery near Salisbury, N. C.; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 1706) was laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, TAUNTON, MASS. 

Mr. SOWDEN, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported, as a substitute for the bill H. R. 7746, a bill (H. R. 10188) 
for the erection of a public building at Taunton, Mass.; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

The original bill (H. R. 7746) was laid on the table. 

ELIZABETH BAUER. 

On motion of Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, the bill (S. 981) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Bauer, previously reported from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, was recommitted to the committee. 

ARREARS OF PENSIONS. 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, by unanimous consent, filed the views of 

the minority of the Committee on Invalid Pension upon the bill (H. R. 
9161) in relation to arrears of pensions; which were ordered to be 
printed with the report of the committee. 

MALINDA HARDIN. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9729) granting a 
pension to Malinda Hardin; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

RALPH T. WILBORN. 


Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9733) grant- 
ing a pension to Ralph P. Wilborn; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

SARAH RIDDLE. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 

rted back with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 9732) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah Riddle; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

: SECTION 4787, REVISED STATUTES. 

On motion of Mr. MATSON, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 7435) to 
amend section 4787 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and 
it was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF JOSEPH SAWYER. 

Mr. BLISS, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back favorably 
the bill (H. R. 10126) for the relief of the minor children of Joseph 
Sawyer, deceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BENJAMIN HENDERSON. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8923) for the relief of Benjamin Henderson; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM THOMPSON. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 2222) granting a pension to William 
Thompson; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MES, LAURA HOOPER DENBY. 

Mr. BLISS also, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 1760) to increase the pension of Mrs. Laura 
Hooper Denby; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


of the following titles; which were laid on the table: 

A bill (H. R. 1585) to amend theact entitled An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other pur- 
poses, so as to dispense with the provision which requires that the 
claimant or widow of the officer or enlisted man shall be sixty-two years 
of age before they can claim the benefit of said act; 

A bill (H. R. 1754) to amend an act entitled ‘ An act granting pen- 
sions to soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war,” approved January 
29, 1887; 

A bill (H. R. 2192) granting a pension to James M. Morgan’s Iowa 
infantry and mounted volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4371) to amend the pension laws by placing on the 
pension-rolls teamsters who were in active service during the Mexican 
war; 

A bill (H. R. 4403) to amend section 2 of an act of Congress entitled 
“An act granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican 
war, and for other purposes, approved January 29, 1887; 

A bill (H. R. 5036) to amend the act granting pensions to the sur- 
viving soldiers of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 5620) granting pensions to teamsters employed in the 
Quartermaster’s Department during the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 5678) amendatory of and supplementary to An act 
granting pensions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and 
for other purposes, approved January 29, 1887; 

A bill (H. R. 6112) granting a pension to all persons who served as 
teamsters in the military service of the United States during the Mexi- 
can war; 

A bill (H. R. 6830) to place upon the pension-roll members of Gray’s 
Battalion of United States Volunteers of the Mexican war; 

A bill (H. R. 7224) to extend to certain volunteers in the Mexican 
war the benefit of the act of January 29, 1887, granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. k. 7741) to amend the act entitled An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors of the Mexican war, and for other pur- 
poses,“ so as to dispense with the provision which requires that the 
claimant or widow of the officer or enlisted man shall be sixty-two 
years of age before they can claim the benefit of said act; and 

A bill (H. R. 8379) to amend an act entitled An act granting pen- 
sions to the soldiers and sailors ofthe Mexican war,’’ approved January 
29, 1887. N 
r PENSIONS. 

He also, from the same committee, reported, in the nature of a sub- 
stitute for sundry bills, a bill (H. R. 19189) amendatory of and sup- 
plementary to an act granting pensions to sọldiers and sailors of the 
Mexican war, and for other purposes; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

JESSE L, GARRETT. 


Mr. BUTLER, from the Committee on Pensions, reported back with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 3908) increasing the pension of Jesse L. 
Garrett: which was referred to the Commitee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
he printed. 

GERMAN LUTHERAN TRINITY CONGREGATION, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1727) to grant to the trustees of 
the German Lutheran Trinity Congregation, of Washington, D, C., the 
right to sell a portion of their cemetery lands; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed, 

DECISIONS ON PUBLIC LANDS AND PENSIONS. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on Printing, reported back 
favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 101) providing for the printing 
of the decisions of the Department of the Interior regarding public 
lands and pensions for sale; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 

REPORT OF LIEUTENANT ROGEKS ON PANAMA CANAL, 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back favorably a resolution introduced by Mr. WHITTHORNE Febru- 
ary 17, 1888, providing for printing the report of Lieut. Charles C. 
Rogers, United States Navy, on the Panama Canal; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the uccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MAPS OF THE UNITED STATES. ; 

Mr. RICHARDSON also, from the Committee on Printing, reported 
back adversely the bill (H. R. 6652) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Interior to cause to be printed maps of the United States in book form; 
which was laid on the table, and the accompanying report ordered to 
be printed. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF GEORGE M’DOUGALL. 
On motion of Mr. FORNEY, by unanimous consent, the Committee 
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on Appropriations was di from the further consideration of the 
bill (S. 1171) for the relief of the legal representatives of George Me- 
eee deceased; and the same was referred to the Committee on 
aims, 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY oH WAR. 


Mr. TOWNSHEND, by. unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
-10190) providing for an Assistant Secretary of War; which was read a 
first and second time, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, NORFOLK, VA. 

Mr. SOWDEN, by unanimous consent, reported back favorably from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds the bill (S. 2164) to 
provide for the erection of a public building in the city of Norfolk, in 
the Stateof Virginia; which was referred to the Committee ofthe Whole 
on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

JOHN C. FREMONT. 

Mr. SPINOLA, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9919) authorizing the President to ap- 
point and retire John C. Frémont as a major-general in the United 
States Army; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to he printed. 

Mr. STEELE. Lask unanimous consent to file the views of a minor- 
ity of the Committee on Military Affairs on the bill just reported. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, leave will be granted to 
file the views of the minority, to be printed with the report of the com- 
mittee. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

2 REFUND OF NATIONAL DEBT. 

Mr. PLUMB, by unanimous consent (by request) introduced a bill 
(H. R. 10191) to provide for issuing bonds to refund the national debt, 
and to amend the laws relating to national-bank issues; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. FORNEY. I moye that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
eonsideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 

(Mr. BLOUNT in the chair). P 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of gen- 
eral appropriation bills. When the committee was last in session it 
had under consideration the legislative, executive, and judicial appro- 
priation bill; and the Clerk will report the pending paragraph. 

Mr. CRAIN. Mr. Chairman, when the committee was last in ses- 
sion, I had made a point of order against that portion of the bill ap- 
propriating $3,600 for the salary of the First Auditor of the Treasury. 
‘That point of order being sustained, I presume its effect is to leave a 
blank in the appropriation, and the object of the amendment I now 
send to the desk is to insert in that blank the sum which is fixed by 
existing law for the compensation of that official. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 9, page 30, insert “four thousand“ between the words“ Treasury and 
dollars; making it read, First Auditor of the Treasury, $4,000.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to amend by striking out four thousand 
and inserting ‘‘ three thousand six hundred,” 

Mr. CRAIN. Against that I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the House seems to be in a strange 
state of confusion in connection with this subject. The amendment 
pro by the gentleman from Alabama, which is in harmony 
with the united judgment of the Committee on Appropriations, as far 
as we know, is to be debarred on the point of order from continuing 
the salary of the First Auditor at $3,600, which it has been since the 
Forty-fourth Congress. For more than twelve years the salary has 
been $3,600; but by ingenuity of points of order in this way we are 
compelled, as it were, against the judgment and recommendations of 
the Committee on Appropriations and, as I think, i public pol- 
icy—we are driven to give $4,000 when we only desire to give $3,600. 
This is neither common sense, nor do I believe it is a logical construc- 
tion of the rule; 

Mr. DOCKERY. Before the gentleman from Pennsylvania takes 
his seat I wish to ask if the same point of order would not apply to all 
of these auditors? 

Mr. RANDALL. It will, and not only to those but to some ‘two 
hundred and thirty other salaries provided for in the bill. 

Mr. HOLMAN, It would refer to all the salaries under the Govern- 
ment. 


Mr. DOCKERY. It increases the salaries of these officials to the 


same amounts fixed in the appropriation bills by Republican Congresses, 
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point of order that there is nothing before 


Mr. CRAIN. Imake the 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs the attention of the Committee 
on the point of order. 
First, the Chair desires to call the attention of the Committee to the 
first paragraph embodied in this bill: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the following sums be, and the same are 2 ap : 
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, in fi 
com pensation for the service of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, for the ob- 
jects hereinafter expressed— 

Then, on page 30, one of the objects covered by the paragraph I 
have just read is expressed in these words: 

For the First Auditor of the Treasury, $3,600. 


Now, then, it is conceded in this debate that the general law pre- 
scribes what the salary of the First Auditor of the Treasury shall be, 
namely, $4,000. The effect of this provision of the bill, therefore, 
should it be adopted, for the next fiscal year will be to reduce the 
amount of that salary by the sum of $400 for the year. 

The Supreme Court of the United States—and the Chair will simply 
refer to the decision without reading it—in the case of The United 
States vs. Fisher (109 United States Reports, page 143), presents this 
syllabus: 

W gress salary 
g 0 euma in te OOUE OAIE 
notwithstanding the prior statute fixes the salary at a larger amount than the 
sum so appropriated. In such case the earlier act is suspended for the time 
covered by the appropriation, 

Now, then, the Chair understands that Rule XXI of the House pre- 
scribes that the Committee on Appropriations may not introduce leg- 
islation except with certain qualifications. In view of the fact that 
the rules of the preceding Congress permitted reductions in cases of 
salaries of employés, which reductions are inhibited by the present 
rules, the Chair can see no other purpose in the rule under which we 
are now operating than to restrain the Committee on Appropriations 
from increasing the salary of an official of the Government or decreas- 
ing it; and if, by reason of the rules of the House, there should seem 
to be something therein not strictly logical, or in the minds of some 
gentlemen, ‘‘ wanting in common sense, the present occupant of the 
chair declines to be responsible. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I reserve the right to appeal from that decision on 
the point of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to ask the attention of the Chair for 
a moment, whether the words in full compensation?“ have been 
stricken from the bill on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. They are yet in the bill. 

Mr. CRAIN, And that is the reason I make the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL, Now is not the decision of the Supreme Court, cited 
by the Chair, exactly in harmony with the idea entertained by the 
committee, that the committee has a right to fix these salaries? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands it exactly the other way. 
The Chair understands the Supreme Court to decidé that you may sus- 
pend the operation of the salary for a given year, and that such suspen- 
sion is binding upon the incumbent of the office, where the bill provides 
that the salary so fixed shall be in full compensation. $ 

Mr. RANDALL. Ido not understand that these words in the bill 
are subject to the objection that they change existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is exactly the reason. They do change exist- 
ing law. If the gentleman will take the words in full compensation” 
and apply it to the salary of the First Auditor as fixed in the bill, he 
will see that it not only reduces the amount of the salary covered by 
the general statute in this bill, but it declares that that compensation 
shall be in full compensation for the year, and to that extent this ap- 
propriation bill for the next fiscal year repeals the statute. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have been doing that for twelve years. 

Mr. WEAVER. This rule has not existed for twelve years. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has been stated that this has been done for 
ten or twelve years, but the Chair will state in this connection that un- 
der the rules of the House it was competent to reduce a salary until the 
rules of last Congress prohibited even that. 

Mr. DUNN. Will the Chair permit me to make a statement in that 
connection? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. DUNN. Ido not understand that the language ‘‘in full com- 
pensation’? standing alone is a violation of the rules of the House; but 
when coupled with a paragraph which changes the salary fixed by law 
it is a violation of the rule; and when you strike out a paragraph 
changing a salary you have relieved the words from any obnoxious vio- 
lation of tbe rule, and it does not appear to me that it is necessary for 
those words ‘‘in full compensation” to go out. 

Mr. CRAIN. Ido not want them to go out. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the point of order now made against the words 
in full compensation“ should be sustained and they were stricken 
out, my inquiry is whether or not a point of order such as the gentle- 


4673 


4674 


- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. — 


May 28, 


man from Texas has made as against this paragraph would then ob- 
tain? : 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will not decide a case until it arises. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I want to this, whether in the interest of 
real economy, if the words in compensation“ were stricken out, 
the House could then fix any amount it chose? : 

Mr. TAULBEE. Allow me 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Has the point of order been disposed of 
by the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made a ruling. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Then would it be in order for me to call 
for the ar order? I do so. . 

Mr. TAULBEE. The question I desire to ask the gentleman from 
Missouri is this— 

Several members called for the regular order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair understood the gentleman from In- 
diana [Mr. HOLMAN ] to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In connection with that appeal let me say this: 
You can not reduce the appropriation below the amount provided by 
general law. 

Mr. ROGERS. I rise to a question of order. I was temporarily 

called out of the Hall. I would like the Chair to state again what the 
point was on which he ruled. 

Mr. LONG. Before that is done may I make a parliamentary in- 


quiry? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LONG. At the beginning of the five minutes’ debate the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] raised the point of order that 
the words in full compensation“ were a change of existing law. I 
understood the Chair to respond that he would consider that question 
and determine it at a later stage in the bill. Has the Chair di 
of that point of order raised by the gentleman from Minnesota? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has not made any decision on that 
point of order. 

Mr. LONG. May I ask if that point of order is now pending? And 
if it is now reached for the first time, may we not ask for a ruling of 
the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule upon that point of order di- 
rectly, if the gentleman desires it. . 

Mr. LONG. I would certainly desire the determination of that 
point of order as being fundamental to the point of order now pending. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. I wish to in- 
quire of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lord] whether or 
not in the event the point of order raised by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON) to which he has referred in regard to the lan- 
guage in the first paragraph of the bill—whether, if that point of order 
should be sustained and those words should be stricken from the bill, 
then is it nota fact that under the ruling of the Chair heretofore the 
point of order raistd by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] would 
be overruled ? 

Mr. LONG. That is my impression. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to ask, as a parliamentary question, if 
this deprives the First Auditor of the Treasury of the power of collect- 
ing before the Court of Claims $400 of his salary? 

Mr. LONG. Not at all. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Then is it real economy to do this? 

Mr. McCREARY. I am in favor of economy, and as a general rule 
I go with the Committee on Appropriations, because they generally 
digest and thoroughly examine everything which they bring into this 
House. But the question now is upon an appeal taken from the de- 
cision of the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole; and the ques- 
tion for us to determine now is whether the Chairman of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole has decided the point of order correctly. I contend 
that the decision of the Chair is in accordance with parliamen law. 
The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] made the point of order that 
the bill by the committee provides for a salary of only $3,600 
for the next year as the compensation of the First Auditor. Now, sir, 
the general law, which I hold in my hand, provides that the pay of 
the First Auditor of the Treasury shall be $4,000 per annum. 

That is, therefore, the general law. Now what are the rules of this 
House on that subject? Rule XXI, subsection 3, provides that— 
` No shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or be in 
order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not previously authorized 
by law, unlessin continuation of appropriation forsuch public works and objects 


as are already in progress; nor shall any provision changing existing law be in 
order in any general appropriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 


This is a general appropriation bill which we are now considering, and 
the rules provide that no provision changing existing law shall be in 
order in any general appropriation bill. As the general law provides 
that the salary of the First Auditor shall be $4,000, I say that under 
the rules of this House the point of order made by the gentleman from 
prens (Mr. CRAIN] was well taken, and was properly sustained by the 


Mr. HOLMAN. Then the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
CREAF] holds that we can not reduce an amount in an appropriation 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a word in reference to 
the ruling of the Chair, from which I understand there has been an ap- 
peal. Ispeak only of the ruling, not of the propriety of the rule, nor 
of the propriety of the point of order. We may differ as to the pro- 
priety of the rule, which was changed in the last Congress and readopted 
in this Congress. Unquestionably, prior to the last Congress, for sub- 
stantially ten years, this provision in the bill was in order; but when 


you have the rule changed soas to prohibit legislation of all kinds upon 
an appropriation bill, w er it reducesor whether it increases expend- 
itures, when you consult ihe law, which fixes this salary of $4,000, 


and then consult the bill, which fixes the salary at $3,600 ‘in full com- 
pensation,’’ there can be no question but that upon the point as pre- 
sented the ruling of the Chair is correct. 

Mr, DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I am unalterably opposed to the 
effect of this point of order; but that does not blind me to the fact that 
the Chair is clearly correct in his ruling upon the point under the rules 
of the House as just cited by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Mc- 
Creary]. When you take the two together, the provision that this 
is in full compensation, and the salary of the First Auditor, as fixed 
by law—when those two things are taken together as the Chair has 
taken them, it is clear that no amendment changing existing law is in 
order upon this bill. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman it a question ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Pages 1 

Mr. LONG. Suppose the Chair should decide upon the point raised 
by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON | that the words in 
full compensation“ must be stricken ont, would the gentleman then 
claim that the point of order of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] 
should be sustained? 

Mr. DOCKERY. In that case I donot think that the point of order 
would be well taken, and for that reason I made a parliamentary in- 
quiry when the debate first began, not having been present when the 
House commenced the consideration of the bill, whether the Chair could 
not now decide the point of order raised by the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON], I understand, as affecting the words in full com- 
pensation.” If the words in full compensation“ are allowed to re- 
main in the bill as applied to the salary of the First Auditor, I think 
the Chair is unquestionably correct, but if those words were struck out, 
I do not think the rule would stand. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I agree fully with the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], who has just taken his seat, as to the 
correctness of the ruling of the Chair. Furthermore, let me say the 
words in full compensation“ can not be struck out on a point of order, 
because they do not change existing law. Unless something follows 
those words which changes the compensation they are in accordance 
with existing law, because the presumption is that the committee will 
appropriate the amount prescribed by law. Suppose the committee 
had appropriated the amount provided by law, $4,000, and had also 
inserted the words in full compensation,” would those words have 
been subject to the point of order? Certainly not, because there would 
have been nothing in the bill changing existing law. In themselves, 
they are simply qualifying words, but being followed by the amount, 
83,600,“ the two things taken together do change existing law, and 
where the Chair, by sustaining the point of order, strikes out 83, 600,“ 
then they are in harmony and there is no change of existing law. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the appeal until the 
Chair decides on the first point of order. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. . For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. HERBERT. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry, in the first 
place, and to address myself to what I understand to be the pending 
point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no pending point of order. If the gen- 
tleman has a parliamentary inquiry to make, the Chair will hear him, 
but if he rises for the purpose of discussing the point of order, that 
matter has been disposed of. : 

Mr. HERBERT. I understood the Chair to say, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Lona], that a point of order had been 
made upon the words just cited when they were reached, and that the 
Chair had at that time reserved the point to be decided at the proper 
time. Did the Chair answer in that way? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to take up that matter 
just here, but will do so when it is reached in its order. 

Mr. HERBERT. But my inquiry is, did the Chair answer in that 
way? z . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair announced that whenever the Com- 
mittee of the Whole reached any section or paragraph of the bill which, 
coupled with the clause in full compensation,“ would operate as a 


repeal of existing law, the Chair would consider the question, 
Mr. HERBERT. Now, then—— i 
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. The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not desire the discussion to go 
on in this irregular way. The pending question is on the amendment. 

Mr. HERBERT. I desire to insist that that point of order does 
arise at this time, and to address myself to it. 

Mr. CRAIN. I make the point of order that the words “in full 
compensation”? can not now be stricken ont on a point of order, be- 
cause my amendment is in accordance with existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order made by 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. The question is now 
on the amendment of the gentleman from Texas. Allin favor of that 
amendment—— 

Mr. HERBERT, I address myself then to that amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the Chair to say that he would be 
ready to decide the point of order reserved as to the clanse in full 
compensation,“ whenever a decision should become necessary or desira- 
ble as bearing upon any point of order pending or likely to arise. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChairsoannouneed. The Chair thinks that 
he has in effect ruled already 

Mr. RANDALL, If the Chair has ruled on those words, will the 
Chair tell us whether they are left in or struck out? 

Mr. HERBERT. What I insist is that this is the proper time—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order of the 
gentleman from Alabama. If, however, the House desires to under- 
stand the status of this matter the Chair will, notwithstanding it may 
not be exactly in order, state his views upon it. = 

Mr. HERBERT. But I desire to address myself to this point of or- 
der. I wish to insist—and I ask the Chair to hear me—that this is a 
proper time at which to decide upon the point firstreserved by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] some days ago; and I wish the 
Chair to hear me on that point. 

Mr. RANDALL. I understood the Chair to say a moment ago that 
he would make such a decision. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair, if it be desired, will make an an- 
nouncement at this time as to his views in reference to this matter. 

Mr. PAYSON. I rise to a point of order. It is impossible to hear 
what the Chair is saying. This is an important matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that any opinion now—— 

Mr. HERBERT. I would like to be heard on this point of order 
before the Chair decides it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The business of the House must proceed, and 
the Chair must exercise due discretion in the matter of hearing dis- 
cussion. 

Mr. HERBERT. I do not understand the Chair to have decided 
whether the words in full compensation“ shall be stricken out on a 
point of order or not. If the Chair has not decided that point, I wish 
to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, And the Chair is not willing to hear argument 
at this time. y 

` Mr. TAULBEE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I wish toknow— 
and on this point I ask the attention of the gentleman from Alabama 
whether the parliamentary status of this controversy is not that the 
point of order upon this clause of the bill fixing the compensation of 
the First Auditor at $3,600 was sustained by the Chair. Then the 
question recurred upon the amendment of the gentleman from Texas 
proposing to insert the words“ four thousand dollars.“ I submit that 
that amendment isthe pending business; and the words in the first 
clause of the bill, upon which the point of order of the gentleman from 
Minnesota was made, arenot, when taken in connection with the pend- 
ing amendment, obnoxious to the point of order, for they do not change 
existing law. Therefore the point of order insisted on by the gentle- 
man from Alabama is not correctly taken. 

Mr. HERBERT. The Chair has not heard my point yet. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asks gentlemen to hear him fora mo- 
ment, so that this matter may be satisfactorily disposed of. The Chair 
is perfectly willing to hear the gentleman from Alabama in due time. 
If the question had been raised on the language in fall compensation?“ 
before the Chair had ruled on the amount, the Chair would have made 
a ruling as to that language in that connection. But that question was 
not presented for decision until after the Chair had made a ruling on 
the amount, and there is no change of existing law when the language 
in full compensation“ is used in connection with the amount of sal- 
ary required by law.. If, hereafter, when any salary shall have been 
reduced by the bill below the amount required by existing law, any 
gentleman shall see fit to raise that question of order the Chair will 
rule upon it. At present, there is nothing for the Chair to rule upon, 
and it would be a mere waste of time, when no question of order is 

ding, for the Chair to make a ruling. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. Did I 
understand the Chair to say that no point of order was made against 
the words ‘‘in fall compensation ” until after the decision had been 
made on the question raised on the words ‘‘thirty-six hundred?” If 
that was the statement of the Chair, I desire to say that gentlemen 
made the point of order against the words ‘‘in full compensation,” and 
the Chair reserved that point for decision until a particular salary should 
be reached. 

The CHAIRMAN, 


The question was not raised in connection with 
this paragraph. 7 


Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NELSOX] 
made the point of order, and I renewed the point. 


The CHAIRMAN. On this paragraph? à 
Mr. DINGLEY. On the words in full compensation, as con- 
nected with this paragraph. 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman state that he made the point 
in connection with this paragraph as to the First Auditor? 

Mr. DINGLEY.. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not so remember; but, accepting 
the statement of the gentleman, the Chair is ready to rule on that ques- 
tion. = 

Mr. CANNON. I think the gentleman from Maine does not under- 
stand the position of the Chair. 
made the point of order on the words in full compensation’? when 
they were originally read. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point was made by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota when the words were first read; but subsequently when the para- 
graph relating to the Auditor’s salary was reached I called attention 
to the fact that the point of order had been made previously, and I 
then renewed it, becanse the Chair had intimated that he could not 
rule whether the words in full compensation“ were in order or not 
until the question was presented in connection with some amount 


I believe the gentleman from Maine ~ 


named in the bill; and I asked for a ruling on the point of order thus 


resented. 
p TheCHAIRMAN. TheChairdid notsoremember the circumstances; 
but will, of course, accept the statement of the gentleman from Maine, 
and will now make a ruling on that question. 

Mr. CRAIN. In connection with the statement of the gentleman 
from Maine, I wish to suggest that against the gentleman’s point of 
order I made a point that the question of order raised by myself was | 
the question before the House, whereupon the gentleman said that this 
point of order had precedence, because it had been raised originally by 
the gentleman from Minnesota. Therefore I say he has not made his 
point subsequently to the original point of order. That is about the 
correct statement, I believe. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The point of order on the words in full compen- 
sation for the service of the fiscal year” having been reserved until the 
first salary should be reached, when that was reached I asked the Chair 
to rule on the point of order raised against these words taken in con- 
nection with the salary reached. 

Mr. CRAIN. I made the point of order when these words were first 
reached, as I think the gentleman from Maine will admit, because they 
were not in accordance with law, and the words in full compensa- 
tion’? did not apply to them. I made the point that the law fixes this 
salary at 84, 000 u year. 

Mr. HERBERT. As I understand the Chair 

Mr. CRAIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CRAIN. The gentleman from Maine assuming he made the 
point of order : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will not make an argument on 
the point of order. 

r. CRAIN. No; I do not propose to make any argument. Now, 
assuming for the sake ofargument that the gentleman from Maine made 
his point of order not with reference to the point of order raised by the 
gentleman from Minnesota, he admits that his point of order was made 
after the one made by me, and therefore when the Chair decided mine 
the point of order raised by the gentleman necessarily fell to the ground, 
there being nothing left to which it could be applied. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My point of order was raised by the gentleman 
from Minnesota before the gentleman raised his point of order. = 

Mr. CRAIN. You made your point of order subsequently to mine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Trenewed it, or rather called the attention of the 
Chair to it, after you made your point of order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Therefore when the Chairruled upon my point of order 
yours necessarily fell. 

Mr. DINGLEY. By no means. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the géntleman from Maine state that his 
point of order was made subsequently to the point of order of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? 

Mr. DINGLEY. My point of order was made by the gentleman from 
Minnesota before that of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr, CRAIN. Your point of order was made subsequently to the 
point of order raised by me, and I think the record will show that to 
be the case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
the facts. 

Mr. HERBERT. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend fora moment. The 
Chair wishes to understand the facts. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to state the factsas they occurred.. When 
the amount of $3,600 was reached and the gentleman from Texas had 
made a point of order against it, I called the attention of the Chair to 
the fact that a point of order had been previously made by the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] against the words “in full com- 
pensation,’’ and that the Chair had reserved that point of order until 
a distinct salary should be reached, and I added that inasmuch as such 


If the Chair will listen for a moment I will state 


A 
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a salary had been reached it was the duty of the Chair to decide the 
int of order raised by the gentleman from Minnesota and renewed 

y myself. Then the gentleman from Texas made the point that his 

int of order should be decided first. In the confusion which occurred 

replied, but was not understood by the Chair, that my point had been 
raised by the gentleman from Minnesota and reserved, and therefore 
that it was the duty of the Chair to decide that point first. 

Mr, CRAIN. The point raised by you? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERBERT. After I was taken off the floor I was about to make 
reference to the argument which the gentleman from Maine has made. 
I desire to restate that proposition. I understand these two proposi- 
tions when taken together are subject to a point of order. They are 
separated in the bill. Neither standing by itself is subject to the point 
of order. When the first proposition was reached that these sums 
should be in full compensation, a point of order was made and reserved 
by the Chair until there should come a proper time for its considera- 
tion. In other words, the Chair said it would reserve the point of or- 
der until it reached some point of the bill which fixed a different sal- 
ary. When such a portion of the bill was reached then the gentleman 
from Texas made a pointoforder. His point of order would have been 
made by itself. The point of order would have been made at either 
end of the proposition, but at that time the gentleman from Maine rose 
and called the attention of the Chair to the fact that the point had been 
already reserved at a previous stage of the bill, and that he had made 
it. It could only have been made because it was reserved when that 
part of the bill was reached. It was first in point of fact, and so the 
gentleman from Maine would have been in order in reference to the 
reservation of the point of order by the gentleman from Maine, There- 
fore, coming first in time, it is first to be considered. 

That is the point made by the gentleman from Maine, and it seems 
to me there can be no possible answer toit. Thereforethe Chair should 
decide the point on the first words which limited these compensations, 

Mr. B D. I Want to ask unanimous consent that this matter be 
postponed until we get through with the bill. 

Mr. PAYSON, 1 object. 

Mr. BLAND. But the point of order is reserved. 

Nr. CRAIN. I object; let us finish it now. 

Mr. PAYSON. If I can have the attention of the committee for a 
moment I should be glad to be heard on this point. It seems to me 
that this matter is very simple when the parliamentary condition of the 
question is fairly understood by the committee. If I understand that 
parliamentary situation—and if I am incorrect in my impression I shall 
be very glad if the Chair will correct me—all points of order originally 
were reserved upon the bill in a general way, and subsequently the 
point of order was specially reserved by the gentleman from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON] as against the provision embodied in the first para- 
graph of the bill making the payments therein contained in full 
compensation’’ for the salary. Do I understand the matter as the 
Chair does? 

Mr. McKENNA. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him? 
There is just where he makes his first mistake. 

Mr. PAYSON. If Iam in error in that respect I would be glad to 
be corrected by the Chair, because all of the discussion is based upon 
the assumption that the gentleman from Minnesota reserved the point 
of order against the words to which I have referred, ‘‘in full compen- 
gation,” 

Mr. MCKENNA. The point of order was made directly against it, 
not reserved. I repeat that is where the gentleman makes his mistake. 

Mr. PAYSON. Ishould be glad to have a statement from the Chair. 

Mr. MCKENNA. The Chair said when the point of order was made 
directly that it was not, in the opinion of the Chair, the proper place 
to make it; but that when some point in the bill was reached to which 
it was applicable the point could be made and would be decided. This 

is the first paragraph, as I understand it, to which it is applicable. 

Mr. PAYSON. Well, that is the same thing. 

Mr. MCKENNA. No, sir; I think not. As the gentleman states 
it they are substantially different, 

Mr. PAYSON, Now, I desire to call the attention of the Chair to 
the question of the reservation of this point of order and its bearing 
upon the remainder of the bill to which it is applicable. It is utterly 
immaterial whether or not the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] 
interposed his objection prior to or subsequent to the point of order 
raised by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN], and for the reason 
that the provision for the payment of the salary of the First Auditor 
is the first provision to which the point of order may properly be ap- 
plied, in my judgment, in consequence of this language in the first 
paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. MCKENNA. Now you are right. 

Mr. PAYSON. Now, the Chair having reserved its decision on the 
point of order as against this provision in the first paragraph of the 
bill, to wit, the words in full compensation,” when a ph in 
the bill is reached against which that point of order can be made, the 
Chair is bound to consider all pending questions in reference to it. 

And if the decision of the question of order raised by the gentleman 
from Texas would be affected one way orthe other by the point of order 


as against the first paragraph of the bill, then I hold that the Chair is 
bound to decide that question of order on the first paragraph of the 
bill, whether he be ly urged todo soornot; because, Mr. Chair- 
man, if the provision of the bill—in full compensation—is retained in 
the bill, the decision of the Supreme Court to which the Chair has re- 
ferred, and which is on the table before him, applies to the provision. 
If the words “ in full compensation“ are stricken from the bill, then 
the decision of the point of order would manifestly be based on a dif- 
ferent ground, and another phase is presented. In either condition, 
therefore, I hold that the Chair is bound to decide the question of order 
which was reserved. 

Mr. MCKENNA. I repeat that it was not reserved. 

Mr. PAYSON. The Chair is bound to decide the point of order as 
a preliminary proceeding to the decision of any such question of order 
as the gentleman from Texas presents. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks that we may avoid any con- 
troversy about what is an issue of fact by postponing this question 
until we reach the next item to which the point of order is applicable. 

Mr. PAYSON. But this item is under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has disposed of the item so far as the 
amount is concerned. 

Mr. PAYSON. Then let me make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PAYSON. Is it not in order when any point of order is reserved 
upon a paragraph that has been passed to ask the Chairman to rule 
upon the reserved question? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has just stated that he did not care 
to get into any controversy on a question of facts. The Chair did not 
understand it to be a reservation of a ruling upon the paragraph. 

Mr. PAYSON. Does the Chair understand that any point of order 
is reserved? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the question of order was 
raised by the gentleman from Minnesota, but stated in response io the 
point that it would be better to leave it until some point was reached 
in the bill to which it applied. 

Mr. PAYSON. Iam not asking the judgment of the Chair as to 
what would be better, but I am asking as a matter of right, in order 
to avoid complications later onin the bill, as to whether it is not in 
order for any member of the committee to ask the judgment of the 
Chair, as a matter of right, at any time in the consideration of a bill, 
upun any reserved point of order? Upon that point I would like very 
much to have a statement from the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not consider this to be a matter 
of a reservation of the point of order 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to rise x 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman will suspend for the present. The 
Chair did not understand it to be a reservation of the question of order. 
But the gentleman from Minnesota made a point of order on the first 
paragraph, and the Chair, by way of suggestion, intimated thatit might 
be better to leave that matter alone until some point in the bill was 
reached where the question in connection with the language there used 
might be brought up on a point of order. A 

Mr. WEAVER. Icall for the regular order. 

Mr. CRAIN. Idesireto make a statement. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] will admit he made his point of order after 
mine was made. - 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to conclude his statement about 
this matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the Chair will permit me, I call attention to the 
fact that the point of order had been reserved on the words“ in full 
compensation; and when the gentleman from Texas raised the point 
of order as to this salary of $3,600 I suggested that the point of order 
which had been reserved should be decided first. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question of order was decided in regard to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Texas; and the Chair thinks 
the committee may get out of any embarrassment in this matter, inas- 
much as there are several other paragraphs to which this question 
would apply. 

Mr. CRAIN. I ask for a vote on my amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. = 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have it reported. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is an amendment simply restoring the salary 
to the amount fixed by law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is, to $4,000? 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes, sir. - 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to say a word on that amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. {object to debate. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
whether $3,600 has not been the amount for ten years? 

Nr. RANDALL. For twelve years. 

Mr. DINGLEY, This is practically a proposition to pay this officer 
a salary of $400 more than has been paid hitherto, 

Mr. CRAIN. And itisin accordance with existing law. The Com- 
mittee on Appropriations have reduced the amount $400 below what 
is provided by law. I call for the regular order. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I believe I have the floor, and I want to say, in or- 
der that the House may fully understand the question, that there are 
twenty or thirty officers for whom a salary of $4,000 is provided by law, 
but for more than ten years the amount appropriated and paid has been 


only $3,600. I remember some years ago, when we reached one of | sal 


these items, the amount being $3,600, I made the point of order that 
the law provided $4,000. The point of order was overruled and the 
House voted to retain the salary at $3,600. I think we should either 
retain all those officers at $3,600 or advance them all to 84,000. 

Mr. CANNON, I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. CRAIN. I make the point of order that the committee was di- 
viding and debate is not in order. 

Mr. CANNON. ‘The gentleman from Texas was heard on this ques- 
tion, and I want to be heard for a moment also, 

I want the committee to understand what this proposition involves. 
I hold in my hand a list ofall the officials for whom appropriations are 
recommended in this bill less than what is provided by law. The 
amount in the aggregate reaches $67,102. I want the committee to 
understand another very important fact that in this statement there 
are office holders who receive salaries to-day and under the terms of 
this bill in the aggregate $3,200 more than is provided by law. 

Let me give them to you. These Auditors were reduced ten years 
ago from $4,000 to $3,600. The Democratic economists did this in the 
Forty-fourth Congress, and the papers were full of illustrations show- 
ing the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], as a great econ- 
omist, in the act of making this legislation, cutting down the salaries 
of wicked Republican office-holders. 

Mr. RANDALL, And I have not changed since. 

Mr. CANNON. Since that time the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has sat still in this House and seen creep back gradually restorations 
of the salaries of some of these men, but not as to the salaries of 
others. Let me give you a fewofthem. The Public Printer, accord- 
ing to the recommendation in this bill, will receive $500 more than the 
law provides; the Assistant Secretary of State, $1,000 mere; the chier 
clerk in the State Department, $250 more; the receiving teller of the 
Assistant Treasurer;$200; the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $1,000 
more; the Commissioner of Pensions, $1,000 more; the chief clerk in 
the Land Office, $200 more; and so on. 

I do not say they are getting too much; I do not think they are get- 
ting too much; but I want the committee to understand what the bill 
does as to all these salaries, so that you can act understandingly. II 
the gentlemen on the other side of the House have a mind to come and 
say now that the cut of ten or twelve years ago was ill advised, and 
that the campaign was mere thunder without any lightning, well and 
good; let them say it. 

Now, before I sit down I call attention to one additional fact, namely, 
that the purchasing power of a dollar in the necessities of life is greater 
to-day than it was when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] won his victory throughout this country upon that reduction 
of $67,000. But, Mr. Chairman, I do not say that these men are get- 
ting enough. ‘There is the law on the one hand, there is the practice 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and the Democratic party on the 
other, which, however, is honored in the breach along the line as to 
many of these officials who are getting now $1,000 more than the law 
provides, and some of whom by this law get less than the law provides. 
It is your administration. They are your officials from the party 
standpoint, although officials for us all in point of fact, and it is for 
you to do what you please. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, Iam quite certain that the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. CAN NON] does not desire to do me any in- 
justice, and he will remember very distinctly—what I have a right to 
say here—that my action in the Committee on Appropriations as long 
as he and I have been there together has been almost uniformly in 
harmony with my action on this floor during the first session of the 
Forty-ſourth Congress, with one exception, I think, where the salary of 
an officer of the Treasury Department was increased $400 upon the 
recommendation of four Secretaries of the Treasury. Therefore if there 
are increases of salaries in this bill, I do not think I ought to be held 
responsible, because I have been repeatedly outvoted in that connec- 
tion in the committee, and I do not know whether the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CANNON] was not one of those who helped to outvote 
me. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CANNON. Ido not think I was. ` 

Mr. McCREARY, Mr. Chairman, this debate has taken a very wide 
range, and it is well, I think, for us now to come back to the real ques- 
tion before the committee. As I understand it, the bill reported by the 
Appropriations Committee did provide $3,600 as the salary of the First 
Auditor, and upon a point of order that has been stricken out, and now 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. CRAIN] offers the amendment to give 
the Auditor $4,000, for the next year. Now, why does the gentleman 
from Texas offer the amendment to give the Auditor a salary of $4,000 
fortheensuingyear? Heoffersit, sir, becauseitisin accordance with the 
general law. I havein my hand the eighteenth volume of the Statutes, 
on page 397 of which I find it provided that the First Auditor of the 
Treasury shall receive a salary of $4,000. 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘That is conceded. 


Mr. McCREARY. Now, Mr. Chairman, if we do not adopt this 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, avhere does that leave 
the First Auditor? It leaves him without any salary. z 

Mr. FORNEY. It leaves him where he ought to be, without any, 

ary. { 

Mr. CRAIN. Heis just as well worth. his salary as you are worth 
yours. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

Mr. McCREARY. I hold, Mr. Chairman, that it is the duty of the 
Appropriations Committee, under the general Jaw, to bring in a bill 
making an appropriation for each officer authorized by Jaw, and when 
you leave an officer without a salary at all you have not complied 
with the general law. Therefore, sir, I am in favor of the amendment 
of the gentleman from Texas. - 

Mr. FORNEY. But we have complied with the law that has ox- 
isted ever since the Forty-fourth Congress. We bave given him the 
same salary that the First Auditor has received in every Congress for 
the last ten years. 8 

Mr. HOLMAN. For the last twelve years. 

Mr. MCCREARY. I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama 
[Mr. Forney] that I do not blame him or the committee at all. I 
am not here to blame the committee. True, the committee did bring 
in a proposition to give this officer a salary of $3,600, but that is not 
in accordance with the general law. They have brought in a propo- 
sition which they say is in accordance with what has been done for 
several years back, and that is undoubtedly the case; but here we have 
the rule of the House and there we have the general law, and the 
proposition of the committee is not in accordance with the law. I do 
not blame the committee, but I hold that it is our duty as members 
of this House to stand by the general Jaw and to stand by the parlia- 
mentary law which governs this House. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand that there is any 
question of order remaining to be decided at this time; but if there is, 
I hope the Chair will make the announcement and that this committee 
will deliver a vote which will clear the atmosphere of all the confusion 
that has arisen in this case. i 

As I understand the matter, these gentlemen whose friends here are 
clamorous for an increase of salaries accepted their offices—not only au- 
cepted but sought them—knowing that for several years past the ap- 
propriation bills had fixed the salaries at the rates contained in this 
bill, If there ever was an implied contract between appointee and 
Government it exists in this case. The effort made here is simply 
to increase the salaries of these officers by a technical ruling, whic 
is forced upon the Chairman of the committee. Now the Chair has 
ruled correctly, and the effect of his ruling has been to strike out words 
changing a salary and to leave in the bill words providing that the 
sums appropriated herein shall be compensation in full, Thus the 
matter will stand all the way through, and if the friends of these offi- 
cers insist on having the diminished salaries stricken out, I hope thè 
Committee of the Whole will take them at their word and leave out 
the salaries. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, it is apparent that this 
law fixing the salary of the First Auditor at $4,000 per annum has been 
upon the statute-book for more than twelve years, and, as my colleague 
from Illinois has just stated, the Democratic party of the Forty-fourth 
Congress went before the country upon the issue of representing an 
economical principle in cutting down this salary from $4,000 to $3,600, 
and in making similar reductions of other salaries. 

My colleague has expressed surprise at the attempt to restore the 
salary to $4,000. I confess I do not share that surprise. To my mind 
the case is perfectly clear; in other words, this is an illustration of the 
old couplet— 

When the devil was sick, the devil a monk would be; 
è But when the devil grew well, the devil a monk was he. 

[Laughter. ] 

The Democratic party in the Forty-fourth Congress was sick; that 
party desired to come into power, and it commenced clamoring for a 
reduction of the salaries of all these officers, from the First Auditor all 
along the line. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
was then in power; and, as he has just stated, he has been consistent 
from first to last. But the gentleman from Pennsylvania is no longer 
the Democratic party. A new generation of Democratic politicians has 
come upon the field, and in view of the restoration of their party to 
power they desire to have these salaries appropriated up to the highest 
legal limit, as indicated by various speeches which have been made 
here this morning. 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, when the present office-holders—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, Irise to a question of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I understand that the Committee of the 


Whole had commenced voting upon this amendment, and I make the 
point that discussion is out of order. j 

Mr. HERBERT. The discussion has been going on for some time, 
and if we had commenced voting that proceeding has been waived, and 
I am not. to be taken off the floor by any such point. 
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Mr. Chairman, when these office-holders—— 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, my question of order has 
not been decided. q 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order was made, but the Chair did 
not understand it was insisted on at the time. 

Mr. HERBERT. I hope the Chair will not take me off the floor. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to sustain the point of order. 
The question is on the amendment—— 

Mr, HERBERT. Does the Chair rule that I am out of order after 
all the discussion which bas been going on for half an hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. The discussion proceeded without the point of 
order being pressed. It is now insisted upon, and the Chair is com- 
pelled to rule upon it. The Chair has no desire to cut off the remarks 
of the gentleman from Alabama; but the point of order being insisted 
upon, the question is now on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CRAIN]. 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 18, 
noes 78. 

Mr. CRAIN. Nog 

A MEMBER (to Mr. CRAIN). Do not raise that point. 

Mr. CRAIN. I will raise it. This officer is entitled to what thelaw 
allows him. > 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. CRAIN and Mr. FORNEY were sp- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 64, 
noes 99. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iask unanimous consent that this salary be put in 
the bill at $3,600, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks unanimous 
consent that $3,600 be inserted in the bill. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Second Auditor: ForSecond Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; sixchiefs 
of division, at $2,090 each; ten clerks of class 4; forty-two clerks of class 3: ad- 
ditions! to one clerk of class 4 as disbursing clerk, $200; fifty-five clerks of class 
2; forty-eight clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000each ; one messenger; three 
assistant messengers; eight laborers; and two charwomen; in all, $249,610. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I make a point of order upon these words in lines 
10 and 11, on page 30: 

Four chiefs of division, at $2,000 each. 

This is a reduction, I understand, of $100 in each case. 

The CHAIRMAN. That paragraph has been passed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I did not so understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has read the next paragraph. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, for 
the purpose of Parag tha attention of the House tosome remarks made 
on Saturday last by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. ENLOE]. That 
gentleman challenged me to produce a certain letter which I said had 
been published, a letter issued on the 6th of October last by fhe chair- 
man of the State central committee of the Democratic party of Iowa. 
I desire to have that letter read as part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

HEADQUARTERS Democratic STATE COMMITTEE OF Iowa, 
Hawkeye Ciub Rooms, Des Moines, Iowa, October 6, 1887. 

My Dear Str: Our committee is now actively engaged in perfecting our or- 
ganization, arranging to send S eps documents, and workers into different 
pons of the State, more especially in the close counties, You, as an intelligent 

mocrat, certainly must realize the importance of sustaining us in this work. 

As you are receiving some of the fruits of our victory in 1884. I take the liberty 
to call on you fora voluntary tribution. , Such a contribution at this time 
will be very acceptable and will Be instrumental in a large degree in aiding us 
in paying obligations already contracted and carrying on campaign work that 
we have laid out. 

There is also other important legitimate campaign work that we should do, 
provided we are furnished the requisite funds. You have undoubtedly ob- 


served that the Republican State committee are endeavoring to overwhelm us 
with speakers and workers, hoping thereby to regain their lost prestige in the 


tate. 

While you hold a Federal office it is not expected that you will engage in E 

ities in an offensive way or to the neglect of your official duties; but, in the lan- 

guage of President Cleveland, individual interest and activity in political af 
fairs are by no means condemned. Office-holders‘are neither disfranchised nor 
forbidden the exercise of political privileges.” 

The question will naturatly arise, how much should be contributed. Presi- 
dential rs ure generally contributing from $25 to $50. Fourth-class 
postmasters, from $2 to $5; railway postal clerks, $10 to $15; members of pen- 
sion examining boards, $10 to $15; and other Federal office-holdersin proportion 

to the amount of salary received as compared with the officials named above. 
We make no demands nor assessments, Will you kindly reply to this commu- 
nication at an early day? 

Iam, sincerely, yours, 
EDW. H. HUNTER, Chairman, 


Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, I desire to have that letter published in 
connection with the recent letter which was sent by Don M. Dicki 
Postmaster-General, to Alexander Charles, of Cedar Rapids, in my dis- 
trict, in which he said that attending conventions and partisan work was 
not prohibited. And I wish to say, in addition, that this Mr. Charles 
who received this letter from Mr. Dickinson was secre for the Demo- 
cratic party in Iowa in the campaign of 1886, and that it would be as 
utterly impossible to tie the tide as to. prevent Mr. Charles being an 
active partisan in any political campaign. These assessments if paid, 


and I presume they were, gave that party a campaign fund of from sixty 
to one hundred thousand dollars for the campaign of 1887. 

I publish this letter in order to show the construction placed upon 
the duties of the Democratic office-holder, as shown by this letter of 
Mr. Hunter, are very similar to those permitted by the letter of Mr. 
Dickinson, in which the only restraint upon the Democratic officer is 
one of taste merely. 

Mr. WEAVER. Well, what is there wrong about that? 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Iowa asks what there is wrong 
about that. I do not think there is anything very wrong about it, 
only it ought to be considered in connection with the recent increase 
of salaries by the majority of this House and in respect to the false pre- 
tense which has been kept up by the Democratic party in this country 
since the inauguration of Mr. Cleveland, as it was in the campaign in 
which he was the candidate for President, in which there was the same 
profession of devotion to civil service-reform and universal denuncia- 
tion of Republicans for favoring practices that they now follow without 
hesitation. 

Mr. HOLMES. 
my colleague. 

Mr. KERR. I only wish one minute more in which to complete 
what I intended to say. 

Mr. HOLMES. - I will mové to strike out the last two words, and 
yield the floor to my colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] on 
the right of the Chair was first recognized. . 

Mr. WEAVER. I have no objection to my colleague proceeding for 
a minute longer. I will yield one minute to him for that purpose out 
of my time. 

Mr. KERR. I wish to say further in connection with this matter 
that the internal-revenue offices of the State of Iowa are held by men 
who run the Democratic party in my district; and that those officers, 
their deputies, and their clerks, who are Government officers by ap- 
pointment of the President of the United States, do more to control 
conventions ånd in getting the people ont than any others in my dis- 
trict. a 

Mr. MCKINNEY. And so they ought to. 

Mr. KERR. The gentleman from New Hampshire, another civil- 
service reformer, says it is all right. Iam glad these pretenses are 
being brought home to men on the other side of the House, and gen- 
tlemen like the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WHITTHÓRNE] are 
saying they have no regard for any such doctrine. I ask that the coun- 
try’s attention may be called to itin order that the Mugwumps in New 
York, who determined the last election and gave the Presidency to the 
present incumbent of the Presidential chair, may not again deceive the 
American people through any false pretenses, = 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to say in reply to my colleague there is 
nothing in the civil-service rule or law that prohibits a Federal oflice- 
holder making a voluntary contribution to the party to which he be- 
longs. Nor is there any impropriety in the chairman of a State com- 
mittee writing a letter to Federal office-holders informing them if they 
are willing to contribute he would like to receive such contribution. 
And it comes with bad grace from the Republican party, which has in 
the last twenty-five years assessed every Federal office-holder and every 
State officer in Iowa peremptorily, and compelled them to make contri- 
butions under the penalty of quitting their offices unless they did—I say 
it comes with bad grace from the Republican party after such a record 
to make the objection they now do. In my judgment it is right to 
have these officers inform them they may or may not contribute, just 
as they please, to the expenses of their party at the election. It is 
right, and I defend it here without regard to the civil-service law. 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. STEELE. Does the gentleman say it is right to tell these men 
their political heads will be cut off if they do not? 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly not; and there is nothing in the letter 
referred to of the kind indicated by the gentleman from Indiana. If 
I had the control of the machine, and had the authority, I would be 
far from retaining any one if he would not contribute his fair share of 
the election expenses. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. CANNON. I renew the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. Chairman, I rather like this experience“ meeting we are hav- 
ing here. I suppose our friends on the other side would call it a love 
feast.’ I am glad to know that at last they have been permitted to 
testify according to their loves. I have heard in former years so much 
of hypocrisy upon this subject come from that side of the House, and 
I have also heard upon the stump so muchof hypocrisy during the last 
campaign from that side of the House, emanating from their great chief, 
sa Iam very glad now to know they are testifying according to their 
loves. 

‘The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] first says that he thinks 
it but right and proper that a Democratic official should have the right 
to contribute or not, just as he pleases, and without compulsion; and 
then goes on to say that if he had his way, no man should be appointed 
who would not contribute. Now, everybody who can read between 
the lines of these circulars knows that when a circular comes to an 
office-holder he understands, whatever its language may be, or what- 


I will take the floor and yield my five minutes to 
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ever may appear upon its face, that he must contribute if he expects to 
hold his place. Iam frank to say that I do not believe it is right; I 
believe it is bad policy, and when you made the allegation against the 
Republican party, and when in former years the Republican party made 
it against you when you were in power, there was some foundation in 
what was alleged, and there is some foundation to-day in what is 
alleged. True, an American citizen ought to have the right to con- 
tribute of his own free will to uphold those principles and policies 
that are close to his heart. Yet the contribution should not be wrung 
from him by a polite threat which amounts to Your money or your 
office.” 

The mask is now thrown off, and Democrats and Mugwumps, under 
the lead of Cleveland, being in possession, propose to utilize all the 
Federal machinery in every way possible to stay in, And it is at least 
some gratification to know that in the campaign upon us this sammer 
and fall that will be honest, or at least free from hypocrisy, touching 
these and, I hope, other matters. 

Mr. BLAND. I want to move to postpone action on these political 
matters until the campaign begins. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, the gentleman need not be afraid, he will have 
enough of this when the campaign does begin. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. MCCREARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by Mr. 
* NcCook, its Secretary, announced that the Senate had passed a joint 
resolution (S. R. 87) authorizing and djrecting the payment of salaries 
of the officers and employés of Congress for the month of May, 1838. 
Also, that the Senate disagreed to the amendments of the House to 
the bill (S. 1851) providing for an international marine conference to 
secure greater safety for life and property at sea, and asked a confer- 
ence with the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. EDMUNDS, Mr. 
FRYE, and Mr. MORGAN as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Committee of the Whole résumed its session. 

Mr. COMPTON. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to say a word 
upon this subject, but when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
takes up the question of hypocrisy and charges it upon the Democratic 
party, as well as Democrats of this House, I feel, sir, that I owe it to 
my party and to myself ənd to his party to retaliate by saying that if 
there is a concern within the limits of this country, and a record made 
by any party within its history. which shows, when its condition is 
compared with its professions, hypocrisy and deceit and everything 
else unbecoming to a party, itis the record of the Republican party 
upon the question of civil-service reform. 

Now, let us look back for a moment and make a little investigation. 
Where did this new love of which the gentleman from Illinois speaks— 
where did this grand spirit which took possession of the American 
people and demanded this civil-service reform come from, and when 
did it come? 

Mr. STEELE. It came from the Democratic party. 

Mr. COMPTON. No, sir; it came from the fact that, under Repub- 
lican administrations of this Government, the civil service had be- 
come so notoriously corrupt and vile that public sentiment rose de- 
manding relorm, which demand resulted in the passing of the so-called 
civil-service law. 

Mr. STRUBLE. 
service law?” 

Mr, COMPTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, as isso often the case, public 
sentiment ran wild upon this subject, and ont of that grew your civil- 
service law. I have no concealment. The hour never has been, from 
the time that bill was first put upon the Calendar and I read it, that 
I have not been heartily opposed to it. I have said so here and else- 
where. I am o to it on principle. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. I desire to ask the gentleman a ques- 


Why do you denominate it the “so-called civil- 


n. 

Mr. COMPTON. No, sir. In the last twenty-four hours you had an 
evidence of what we said would be the result of the civil-service law. 
Here they are to-day demanding—what? Demanding additional clerks, 
demanding additional appropriations, enlarging their power; and the 
other result will come inevitably as this has done, namely, a civil pen- 
sion-list, or you will fail to march up to the true consequences of the 
act itself. 

Let there be no mistake about this. I speak for myself and not for 
my party. I say to you to-day I oppose the thing on principle. I 
Will allow no man to say to me that he is more honestly in favor of 
an honest administration of the civil service than Iam. I claim to 
be as much in favor of an honest administratian of the civil service as 
any man living in this land. But I do not believe this is the road 
to reach that result. And I say to the Republican party that when 
they shall have done works mete for repentance, when they shall have 
wiped out their record while they had control of the Government in 
the matter of the administration of the civil service, when they shall 
have done away with that blot on the esentcheon of the country, men 
blazoning it from one end of the country to the other in the campaign 
which resulted in the seating of Hayes, when civil-service reform was 


the issue and it was said that in the event of seating Hayes and the 
continuance in power of the Republican party they would reform the 
civil service—let them show that they have kept faith and been true 
to their promises before they charge hypocrisy on my party; and let 
them wipe out from their records the fact that every scoundrel whose 
hand was black with perjury and with forgery, and by virtue of whose 
conduct Hayes was seated, was rewarded for his services. Not till 
then can the Republican party claim to be the party in favor of civil- 
service reform. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] i 

Mr. RANDALL. Now that we have had each side heard respecting 


civil service, I trust that civil service will be promoted by the prompt 


passage of this bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to say one word. I never do a member on 
this floor an injustice by a remark that I do not make haste to rectify 
it at the first opportunity, and so now I wish to say to the gentleman 
from Maryland Par. Compton] that I did accuse the Democratic party 
of hypocrisy in its professions concerning the civil service, including 
the Executive, clear down. That was too broad a statement. The 
State of Maryland, so far as the Democratic is concerned, does 
not deserve to be so accused, because I know in Maryland they have 
spit upon, denounced, and trampled under foot the civil-service law in 
a defiant, unlawful, but manly way right under the nose of the Pres- 
ident. The chiefs of the party in Maryland, standing highest in his 
counsels while he was professing devotion to the civil-service law, were 
spitting upon it inthe presence of the whole country, and with impu- 
nity. So I except the Democratic party in Maryland from my charge 
of hypocrisy. [Applause. ] 

Mr. PETERS. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of 
asking a question. I would like to know if the appropriation made 
for the Second Auditor's office is equal to the estimate made by that 
official ? í 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes. It is made in accordance with the wishes of 
the Second Auditor in every particular. 

Mr. PETERS. `Then if there is not sufficient force to bring up the 
work of that department the responsibility rests upon the head of that 
department himself. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETERS. I want to say in relation to all these investigations 
as to bounty and back pay that office is far behind. It is impossible 
to get a claim through and allowed by that department inside of nine 
to twelve months. It was for that reason that I called attention to 
the inquiry if the appropriation was equal to the estimate. And I 
now understand if there be any delay in that department the party 
who made the estimate must be held responsible. I withdraw the pro 
forma amendment. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 2 

Fourth Auditor: For the Fourth Auditor, $3,600; deputy auditor, $2,250; three 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; two clerks of class 4; eleven clerks of class 3; 
seven clerks of class 2; seven clerks of class 1; three clerks, at $1,000 each; five 
clerks, at $900 each; two clerks, at $800 each; one assistant messenger, and two 
laborers; in all, $62,390. 

Mr. FORNEY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page — in line 14, strike out “ eleven" and insert “thirteen ;" strike out 
„seven! and insert “eight;" in line 15, strike out “ seven” and insert nine,“ 
and, in line 18, strike out sixty-two” and insert “sixty-nine.” 

So that it will read “thirteen clerks of class 3, eight clerks of class 2, nine 
clerks of class 1; in all $69,390. 

Mr. FORNEY. A recent decision of the Supreme Court requires 
this additional force. 3 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: — 

Office of construction of standard weights and measures: For construction 
and verification of standard weights and measures, including metric standards 
for the custom-houses, other offices of the United States, and for the several 
States, and mural standards of length in Washington, D. C., the following, 
while actually employed, namely, one A at $5 per day; one mechani- 
cian, at $i per day; one watchman; in all $3,546. 

Mr. FORNEY. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk. = 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pn 
eluding line 25, and in lieu thereof insert one adjuster, $1 
cian, $1,250; in all $3,470.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Director of the Mint: For one Director, $4,500; examiner, $2,300; com- 
puter, $2,200; assayer, $2,200; adjuster of accounts, $2,000; two clerksof class 3; 
two clerks of class 2, one of whom shall be a stenographer; three clerks of class 
1; one translator, $1,200; one clerk, at $2,000; one copyist; one messenger; as- 
sistant in laboratory, $1,000; one helper, at $500; in ail $28,240. 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk an amendment 
which I desire to offer to that paragraph. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: — 

Page 41, strike out three,“ in line 18, and insert five,” and in line 10. strike 
out two and insert “five.” 

Page 42, line 3, strike out two“ and insert seven.“ 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, these proposed changes are in ac- 
cordance with the estimates contained in the Book of Estimates, and 


; one mechani- 


40, strike ont all after the word Columbia,“ in line 21, down to and in- 
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also with the recommendations of the Director of the Mint, and they 
also have the approval of the Sécretary of the Treasury. I ask the 
Clerk to read what I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
[Extract from letter of Director of the Mint of October 10, 1887.] 
To the Secretary of the Treasury: 
1, Bureau of the Mint: Increases have been submitted of $200 and $300, re- 


spectively, in the salaries of the examiner and ee, eo as to fix the salary’ 


of each at $2,500 per annum, the same as in the case of the chief clerk of the assay 
office at New York, and of the principal mints. The efficiency of both officers, 
each in his own division of highly technical work, has been acquired by many 
years of arduous and faithful service, 


[Extract from letter of Director of the Mint of October 22, 1886.] 
To the Secretary of the Treasury: 

I recommend that the salaries of the examiner and computer of this bureau 
be fixed at $2,509 per annum. In mint affairs these offi are to be regarded 
as experts, whose pmesent salaries are not only unduly small, but are less than 
the salaries of the principal clerks of the mints, whose responsibility is far less. 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF THE MINT, 
Washington, D. C., March 11, 1886. 

Sin: I bave the honor to invite your attention to my recommendation of No- 
vember 5, 1885, namely, that the salaries of the examiner of mints and the com 
puter of bullion of the bureau be increased from $2,300 and $2,200, respectively- 
and fixed at $2,500 per annum, 

The duties of these officers of the Department are technical and arduous, and 
require such a knowledge of the business of the mints and assay offices as can 
be acquired only through experience and long service. 

Both of the officers refo to have honorably served the Bureau of the Mint 
from near its organization, and for still longer periods in the Department. 

The compensation recommended is the same as that received by the principal 
clerks of the larger institutions under the jurisdiction of this bureau. 

1 have the honor to urge upon your favorable consideration that this matter 
be brought to the attention of Congress. * 


Very respectfully, 
* s JAMES P, KIMBALL, 
Director of the Mint, 
Hon, DANIEL MANNING, 
Secrelary of the Treasury. 


[Extract from letter of Director ofthe Mint of November 5, 1888.] 


To the Secretary of the Treasury: 

A decrease of $1,000 is submitted in the estimate for the expenses of the Bureau 
of the Mint, from the discontinuance of one clerk. An increase of in the 
salaries of the examinerand $300 in that of the computer is submitted so asto ren- 
der the salaries of both these faithful and experienced officers 82,500. 


Very respectful] 
180 * JAS, P. KIMBALL, Director. 


Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make no point upon those amend- 
ments. The Director of the Mint was very anxious that the increase 
should be made, but the committee did not feel that they had authority 
to make it. The committee had not the power, but of course the House 
has the power. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FORAN], who is not 

t at this moment, desires to offer an amendment to this paragraph, 
and I ask unanimous consent that he may be permitted to return to it 
for that purpose. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rvising Su n-General Marine Hospital Service: For Supervis- 

ing Surseon-General $4.00: one surgeon, $3,000; pet passed assistant surgeon, 

$1,800; one clerk, $1,800; five clerks, at $1,600 each; one clerk, $1,200; one hos- 

ital steward (employed as chemist), $1,200; six copyists; one messenger, at 

foo; one laborer, $480; and one laborer, $360; in 840, the same to be paid 
from the permanent appropriations for the Marine Hospital Service. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to that paragraph. : 

‘The amendment was read, as follows: é 

On 43, line 3, strike out “one,” at the end of the line, and insert “two.” 
Adds to the word “laborer,” in the beginning of the fourth line. In lines 4 
and 5, strike out “and one laborer, $360.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, Mr. Chairman, the point of order is made on 


that. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The same point was made the other day and was 
overruled. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to state that it is perfectly 
competent under the rule to increase or decrease the number of em- 
ployés in any of the Departments upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say for the information of 
the committee that the otherday I went carefully over this billand found 
at the end of it a provision that where the pay of a laborer is not specific- 
ally stated in the bill it shall be $660, or, in round numbers, at the rate 
of $2aday. I also found it provided in other places in the bill that 
the pay of some laborers should be $460 and of others $380. I 
draughted a series of amendments applicable to all those cases, and I 
offered one on Saturday, which was voted down. These amendments 
provide for transferring all the $360 men to the $480 class; and the 
reasons which I gavein support ofthe amendment I offered the other day 
I reiterate now. It is onlyadollaraday that the bill proposes to give 
to these men, and the amendment would give them less than $1.50 a 
day for every working day. In opposition to my amendment it was 
stated that no estimates of this kind had been submitted. My answer 


to that is that the men 3 these very subordinate positions 
never get the ear of the gentleman high above them who makes out 
the estimates, but their complaints have come to other committees of 
this House, and these men have stated to us, and we believe it to be 
true, that it is impossible for them to live and support their families 
on $360 a year. There are only about a dozen of them included in the 
bill, and this good and great Government willspend only abouta thou- 
sand dollars more for the next fiscal year if these amendments are 
adopted. Only about a thousand dollars more, and these men will be 
to that extent relieved from the most pinching kind of poverty. 

It was also said here that men in private occupations, farm hands, 
receive less compensation than the bill allows these laborers; but it 
must not be forgotten that living in Washington is very expensive as 
compared with country places. House rent is double and treble what 
it is in rural communities, and these men have not the opportunity, 
which farm hands have, to buy their provisions at farmers’ prices, but 
are compelled to purchase of the corner grocer at the highest retail 
prices. I happen to know from direct information that a number of 
men thus situated are on the point of actual starvation, and I stand 
here to-day to ask that this slight increase in their wages be given, 
and that this Government shall no longer set the example of pay- 
ing less than a dollar a day for its labor. On the way to the Capitol 
this morning I interviewed a man who was working in the grounds. 
I asked him, What is your pay?’’ He said, Nominally I get $1.25 
a day, but I am on only half the time, and they take out rainy days 
from that.” ' 

Sixty-two and a half cents # day on an average, and wet days de- 
ducted even from that! I say that it is not right. It may be econ- 
omy, but it is not statesmanship, to crowd labor down to a point like 
that; and in the long run it is not even economy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last word, for I want to 
say a little more on this question. 

That this policy is not statesmanship is evident from other parts of 
the bill. In looking over the bill I find an appropriation for the Public 
Printer $500 per annum more than the statute law gives him; and that 
has been passed unobjected to. I find an appropriation for the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs $1,000 in excess of what the statute law gives 
him. I find an appropriation for the Commissioner of Pensions $1,000 
in excess of what the statute law gives him. I find an appropriation 
for the Deputy Commissioner of Pensions $1,100 in excess of what the 
statute law gives him. 

If this committee can in these instances go above the point provided 
by the statute law, why may it not extend its helping hand to these 
unfortunate men who are so low in the scale of public employment? 

Mr. RANDALL. Just one word. The Public Printer in this bill 
receives the same salary which he received last year. The Senate of 
the United States, during the time when Mr. Rounds held the office, 
in the Forty-seventh Congress, I think, insisted upon the salary being 
fixed at thisamount. As to the salary of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions, that was raised some time ago, and the committee simply appro- 
priated what the officer had been receiving. s 

Mr. FORNEY. In addition to what the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. RANDALL] has just stated, I wish to say that the money 
from which this payment is made is a trust fand. The gentleman will 
observe at the end of the paragraph the words this sum to be paid 
from the permanent appropriations for the Marine Hospital Service.” 
The money for the purposes contemplated in this paragraph is raised 
by levying a tax or assessment upon the poor, unfortunate sailors, who 
receive even less money than the persons whom the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] is so anxious to provide for. I think, 
therefore, it would be wrong to make the increase proposed. We are 
not appropriating the money of this great Government, but money raised 
from the poor sailors, I hope the amendment will not be adopted. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This amendment raises the wages of only one 
laborer, and I am sure that no sailor with a sailor’s heart would object 
to it. si 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in view of what was stated the other 
day upon a question similar to this, I wish to say one word. If there 
be a man, with a family or without a family, who is working for the 
Government for $360 a year, and who in return for that salary puts in 
all his time, I am frank to say that we are paying such a one less than 
the ordinary pay fora laborer. If, however, the person employed at 
this rate be a boy, or if he be a man who gives only part of his time to 
the work of the Government, having the remainder of the time as his 
own, and suffering no deduction of pay because working only part of 
the time, then this compensation may be sufficient. Ido not know 
what the facts are. These estimates, like all other estimates, are made 
by the heads of bureaus or divisions, who certify them to the Secretary 
of the Treasury. If the facts which the gentleman from New Jersey 
supposes to exist are really the facts, then this employé ought to re- 
ceive larger wages. What the fact is I do not know. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN, it 
was not agreed to; there being—ayes 39, noes 55. : 

Mr. LAWLER. I move that the pay of the laborer named in the 
pending paragraph be fixed at the rate of $2 a day. 3 
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Mr. FORNEY. This money does not come from the funds of the 
Government, but is paid by the sailors. If it were paid from Govern- 
ment funds, the gentleman’s proposition might be all right. 

Mr. LAWLER. I take it upon myself to say that if the truth were 
known it would be found that the laborer put down here at the lowest 
compensation is doing, most likely, the hardest labor in the institution. 

Mr. FORNEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois inform us what 
this laborer does ? 

Mr. LAWLER. I ask the gentleman who reported this bill to state 
what this laborer does. 

Mr. FORNEY. The Supervising Surgeon-General, Dr. Hamilton, 
has stated that this is all these laborers ought to receive. We give him 
in this bill every laborer he asks for and the amount that he asks for 
each. He is certainly disposed to take care of the interests of the in- 
stitution. ‘There may be some old lady or some boy who performs 
these duties as laborer. In that case, of course, the pay ought not to 
be 82 a day and roast beef.“ [Laughter. ] 

Mr. LAWLER. The gentleman’s information is not satisfactory. 
The very officer whom he has cited asmaking recommendations on this 
subject to the Committee on Appropriations recommends very grace- 
fully that his own salary be fixed at $4,000 a year. 

Mr. FORNEY. If the gentleman is not satisfied on that point, let 
him move to cut the salary down. 

Mr. LAWLER. I am not asking to cut down salaries, My position 
is that $1 a day is not enough for a man with a family to live on ina 
city like this. 

Mr, FORNEY. ae laborer may be a boy. 

Mr. LAWLER. I claim that now is a proper time for this House to 
increase items of this kind, and not be content with merely accepting 
the recommendation of a gentleman who asks that for his own salary 
$4,000 a year be appropriated. Inthe face of that recommendation in 
his own behalf he asks that this laborer be allowed but $1 a day. 

I assume that gentlemen of the House, in a matter of this kind, mean 
to do justice. No one of uscan refuse to admit thatit is impossible for 
a man to live on $1 a day in this city. I um following on this bill a 
general principle. I do not think that any man in the employ of the 
Government to-day ought to be asked to live on a smaller sum than $2 
a day. 

We are told by men who are provided for in this bill that they can 
not get along on $2,800 and $2,200, and that is the ground upon which 
they ask for an increase, and yet when we ask in a purely humanita- 
rian point of view that these laborers shall receive $2 a day objection 
is at once raised that itis wrong. I wish to say to gentlemen on this 
side of the House, as well as to gentlemen on the other side of the House, 
that if they really meant what they have said in their speeches, then 
they ought to vote for my amendment. I insist for one on making the 
wages of these laborers SN day. 

Mr. FORNEY. This comes out of the sailors’ fund. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the assistant treasurer at Boston: For assistant treasurer, $5,000; for 
chief clerk, 82.500; paying teller, $2,500; assistant paying teller, 2.200; vault 
clerk, $2,000; receiving teller, $2,000; first book-keeper, $1,800; second book- 
keeper, $1,400; specie clerk, $1,800; assistant specie clerk, $1,500; money clerk, 
$1,500; coupon clerk and redemption clerk, at $1,400 each; receipt clerk and 

neral clerk, at $1,200 each; assistant redemption clerk, $1,100; three clerks at 

1,000 each one clerk, $800; 8 and chief watchman, $1,060; two watch- 
men and janitors at $850 each; in all, $37,060. 

Mr. FORNEY. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 48, in line 2, strike out “two” and insert “three,” and in line 4 
7972 ar “and sixty” and insert nine hundred and ten;“ so it will read: 

The aniendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of assistant treasurer at Chicago: For assistant treasurer, $4,500; cashier, 
$2,500; paying teller, $1,800; book-keeper and receiving teller, at $1,500 each; 
, three coin, coupon, and currency clerks, at $1,500 each; five clerks, $1,200 each; 
„ $840; one janitor, $600: and three watchmen, $720 each; in all, 


Mr. LAWLER. In the Forty-ninth Congress efforts were made to 
increase this salary to $5,000 per annum, but they did not succeed. I 
now move that this salary be made $5,000. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Oñice of assistant treasurer at New Orleans: For assistant treasurer, $4,500; 
cashier, $2,250; receiving-teller, $2,000; book-keeper, $1,500; one clerk, at $1,200; 
one coin and redemption clerk, $1,200; two clerks, at $1,000 each; porter, $500; 
one day-watchman, at $720; one night-watchman, at $720; in all, $16,590. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to call attention to the fact that here is a 
salary which has been increased $500 over what it has remained for the 
last ten years, 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman can not hold me responsible for 
that. > 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I make the point of order against this salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois state that this 
is an increase of $500 over the present year? p 

Mr. CANNON. That is my impression, 

Mr. RANDALL. That is so. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


* 


4681 


Mr. CANNON. The law, as I understand it, fixes the salary at $4,000, 
and this increases it to $4,500. I had the honor a few moments ago to 
submit some remarks about increasing these salaries beyond what they 
were fixed at by the Republican party when it was in power in this 
House, 

Mr. FORNEY. What salary is the gentleman talking about? 

Mr. CANNON. Iam talking about the salary of assistant treasurer 
at New Orleans. This is an increase over the salary provided in the 
Forty-fourth Congress, and it has remained at that sum up to this 
hour. Iam not saying this sum should not be $4,500 a year, but 
merely refreshing the minds of our friends on the other side of the 
House by calling their attention to the figures included in this bill and 
to ask them if they can explain to themselves and the country, if they 
desire to do so, why it is correct to pay the Sixth Auditor $4,000 a year, 
which is thesalary provided by law, and the assistant treasurer at New 
Orleans $4,500, which is $500 more than is provided by the law. 

Mr. FORNEY. The idea was to put the official here on an equality 
with St. Louis. It was simply an attempt to equalize these salaries, 
and we followed the Republican precedent for doing that. Philadel- 
phia was put up on a par with Boston forthe same reason. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I opposed both of them. 

The CHAIRMAN. There has been a question of order raised, and 
the Chair will be glad to have information from the gentleman as to 
what the law is on this point. 

Mr. FORNEY. It is the statute. We have not gone beyond that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amount in the bill, the Chair understands, 
is in accordance with the general law fixing the salary? 

Mr. FORNEY. Itis. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. . i 

Mr. KERR. Then I move tostrike out the $500, so asto let the 
salary stand at $4,000, just as it has been fora number of years. 

The question was taken; and the Chair decided that the amendment 
was adopted. 

Mr. GAY. Idemand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 32. 

Mr. TRACEY. No quorum. 

Mr. CLARDY. I would like to have the amendment stated. 

The amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York insist on 
the point of order? 

Mr. TRACEY. I will withdraw it. 


Mr. GAY. I insist on the point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The point of order being made, the Chair will 
order tellers. 


Mr. Gay and Mr. KERR were appointed tellers, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 53, 
noes 45. 7 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of assistant treasurer at Philadelphia: For assistant treasurer, $5,000; 
book-keeper, $2,500: chief interest clerk ‘and 


Mr. FORNEY. I move to strike out, in line 4, the words fl ve thou- 
sand dollars“ and insert four thousand five hundred dollars.“ That 
increase was made on the same principle as theone at New Orleans, and 
on the same principle I think it should bestricken out as the other was. 

Mr. RANDALL. I voted in committee against the increase in both 


cases. 

Mr. FORNEY. This reduces the appropriation to what it is in the 
current law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of assistant treasurer at St. Louis: For assistant treasurer, 
chief clerk and teller, $2,500; assistant teller, $1,800; book-keeper, $1,500; 
ant book-keeper and one clerk, at $1,200 each; assistant coin cleric, at $1,000 
messenger, $1,000; three watchmen, at $720 each; in all, 816, 860. 


Mr. FORNEY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 52, line 3, after the word each,“ insert “ one clerk at $1,000,” and in 
line 5, strike out “‘ sixteen’ and insert seventeen.“ 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Office of assistant treasurer at San Francisco: For assistant treasurer, $5005 
cashier, $3,000: bookkeeper, $2,500; one chief clerk, $2,400; assistant cashier, 
receiving-teller, and assistant bookkeeper, at $2,000 each; coin-teller and one 
clerk, at $1,800 each; one clerk, $1,400; one messenger, $40; and four watch- 
men, at $720 each; in all, $27,120. 

For compensation of special agents to examine the books, accounts, and 
money on hand at the several subtreasuries and depositaries, including na- 
tional banks acting as depositaries, under the requirements of section 3649 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, also including examinations of cash 
accounts at mints, $4,000. 


Mr. FORNEY. I move to amend, on page 52, line 24, by stri 
This is recommended by the De- 


out “four” and inserting ‘‘five.’’ 
partment, ’ 


g 
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The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mint at San Francisco, Cal.: For salary of superintendent, $1,500; assayer, 
meiter and refiner, and coiner, at $3,000 each; chief clerk and cashier, $2,500 
each; bookkeeper, abstract clerk, weigh clerk, and warrant clerk, assistant 
assayer, assistant melter and refiner, and assistant coiner, at $2,000 each; regis- 

` ter of de; ts, $2,000; cashier's clerk, $1,900; assayer’s computing clerk, assist- 
— 8 clerk, and superintendent’s computing clerk, at $1,600 each; in all, 


For wages of workmen and adjusters, $170,000. 

For incidental and contingent expenses, $10,000, 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. I desire to insert an amendment after 
the clause read by the Clerk,so as to precede the appropriations for 
the various assay offices. This is to provide for an assay office at St. 
Louis, Mo., which is omitted from the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Assay office at St. Louis, Mo.: For assayer in charge, $2,500; one clerk, $1,000; 
in all ; for incidental and contingent expenses, including labor, $2,400. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, This, Mr. Chairman, is the present law 
which the officer in charge of this particular office is endeavoring to 
amend by omitting to include any appropriations for it. It is very re- 
markable that while the assay office at St. Louis, established about 
1882, has continued year after year to increase its-business from about 
$15,000 in 1882 to about one hundred and twenty-odd thousand dol- 
lars now, that notwithstanding this fact we have this same effort made 
every year to omit it from the appropriation bill. It is most extraor- 
dinary. There is no demand for such legislation. It is a matter of 

t convenience to our people; itserves the miners of New Mexico and 

lorado (Southern), is provided for by law, and yet year by year the 

Representatives from that section must stand up here and demand a 
restoration for that assay office. 

It is a little remarkable to find an officer in one branch of the Gov- 
ernment so assiduously endeavoring to cut the throat of one divisio 
under him. It may be for the good of the service, but it is the most 
remarkable case of misplaced energy that I have ever known of in my 
life. [Laughter.] I repeat, it is the law; the Appropriations Com- 
mittee should have provided for the law, and if Congress in its wisdom 
desires to dis with this important branch of the service there 
should be a bill introduced in the regular way for a repeal of the law 
creating the assay office there. 

It is in harmony with the decisions of the Chair. I do not under- 
stand that the committee object at all to this proposition. They have 
restored it before. I do not blame the committee for not insérting in 
the bill what was omitted by the Department. I am certain the House 
will not permit this injustice to the people of the Mississippi Valley. 

Mr, FORNEY. I will read from the report of the Director of the 
Mint the reasons stated by the Department for the omission of this 
item: 


Whatever may have been the purpose in establishing an assay office in St. 


this institution has failed to be of any considerable practical benefit to 
the mint service. Not being located ina mining section, it has likewise proved 
of little practical advantage to the mining industry of the United States. 
The following table shows the business of the United States assay office at St. 
Louis since its establishment; 


Operations of the United States assay office at St. Louis. 


Percentage of 
expenditures 
to deposits. 


Fiscal year. Earnings. | Expenditures, 


* Includes $6,896.11 for fixtures. 
In will be noticed that the value of the deposits during the six years ended 


Average. 


June 30, 1887, was 3 of which the sum of $260,212.85 consisted of deposits 
of old jewelry, old coin, and miscellaneous material, and only $177,828.73 of new 
bullion of domestic production, About 60 cent. of all the deposits consisted 
of old material of the class mentioned, and only 40 cent. of new bullion. 

‘The business of the present assay office is mainly of a character which pertains 
to private refineries, such as are found in all large cities, 

‘he continuance of this assay office hast ong been considered by this bureau 
as an expenditure of public money, if not contrary to the purpose for which 
similar institutions are maintained by the Government, at least as an expendi- 
ture without corresponding benefit either to the mining industry or to the mint 
service of the Republic, 

I have therefore deemed it my duty to omit an estimate of appropriations for 
the fiscal year 1889 for the support of the assay office at St. Lou And it seems 
to be my present duty to suggest that the Department take the regular course to 
recommend that this assay office be abolished. 


I do not think we should indulge in that luxury. 

Mr. CLARDY. This assay office was established, as has been stated 
by the gentleman from Alabama, in 1882 through the intelligent and 
well-directed effort of my colleague [Mr. BLAND]. 
Congress since that time an appropriation has been made for its main- 

- tenance, not always, however, at the instance of the Committee on 
Appropriations. The omission of the item from the present bill is, I 


presume, pursuant to the suggestion, as has been said, of the Director of 


the Mint, which acc» mpanies the annual report of the Secretary. This 


At each session of 


is not the first time that that officer has asked that that appropriation 
be withheld from this office and that the office be abolished. £ 

In 1884 he appeared before the subcommittee of the Committee on 
Appropriations and insisted that the office should be discontinued, and 
that committee undertook to give practical effect to his suggestion by 
reporting a bill to the House with that item left out; but the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, not thinking there was any fairness or justice’or 
good sense in requiring the people of New Mexico and Arizona and other 
countries contiguous to St. Louis to send their gold and silver bullion 
to the city of Philadelphia to be assayed before it could be sent to New 
Orléans for coinage, overruled the action of the Committee on Appro- 
priations and restored this item to the bill. 

At that time, and I trust I may have the attention of the committee, 
this office did seem to be avery inconsiderableone. In 1883 there had 
been deposited of gold and silver bullion at 5t. Louis only the sum of 
$32,000, in round numbers. The amount deposited last year at this 
same office, in round numbers, was $111,000, and yet the Director of 
the Mint again asks that this office be discontinued. According to my 
friend from Alabama [Mr. Forney], this office is not self-supporting. 
oo same argument, if carried out, would abolish nearly all these assay 
offices. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Would it not abolish this House? 

Mr. CLARDY. Perhaps it would. It would abolish the assay of- 
fice at Charlotte, N. C. I think it would abolish the office at Boisé 
City, Idaho. It is not expected the Government will make money out 
of these offices. 

I want to say, recurring to a ruling of the Chair this morning on 
another question, we have a rule which precludes me from offering an 
amendment appropriating money for an office which has never been 
created. The object of that rule, if it has an object, is to prevent the 
enactment of immature legislation upon appropriation bills. The spirit 
of the rule would require the committee to report to this House and 
the House to make appropriations to sustain offices already created. 
In other words, I do not believe that the policy of that rule or the 
spirit of that rule would countenance a proposition to repeal a law cre- 
ating an oflice by starving the officers, 

If I have any time left, I yield to my colleague, the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CLARDY] has expired. 

Mr. BLAND rose, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Task that, for the information of the committee, 
the extract read by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr, FORNEY] be 
read again, 

The CHAIRMAN. That is not in order at this time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask that the Clerk read it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman hasmot the floor for that pur- 


2 BLAND. I hold in my hand the act of 1881, which established 
this assay oflice at St. Louis. It was established in the old custom- 
house, a building belonging to the Government, which cost the Gov- 
ernment no rent and no expense for the building or the office. The 
plant is all there; there is no expense for that, and the establishment 
was created by law and continued by law up to the present time. 

There was a reason for the establishment of this assay office at St. 
Louis at the time the law was passed. The Director of the Mint at that 
time, Mr. Burchard, had great difficulty in procuring bullion for the 
New Orleans mintat the same price as he procured silver bullion for the 
Mint at Philadelphia, In other words, the bullion-holder charged the 
Government the extra cost of exporting the bullion from New York to 
New Orleans. Mr, Burchard told our Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures that with an assay office at St. Louis he could save the 
cost of transportation, the difference of cost being equivalent to the 
difference between the distance from St. Lonis to New Orleans and the 
distance from New York to New Orleans; in other words, about $6,000 
on every million of dollars coined. Now, there were $11,000,000 coined 
at New Orleans, and according to that estimate there would be a say- 

ng of $66,000 in the purchase of silver dollars by having this assay 
office. The fact that this assay office was located there has compelled 
bullion-holders to deliver at New York for the same price as at Phila- 
delphia. That office was established there by recommendation of the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures upon the recommenda- 
tion of Mr. Burchard, Director of the Mint. 

There was also a favorable report to this House of a proposition to 
establish a mint at St. Louis; and that is why these gentlemen are so 
hostile to the St. Louis assay office, especially the present Director of 
the Mint, who seems to be in the interest of Pennsylvania or the Phil- 
adelphia mint, as against the great Mississippi Valley. Twice these 
recommendations have come from the Committee on Appropriations, 
and once from the present Director of the Mint, I say when that as- 
say office is abolished it will be time enongh to refuse appropriations 
forit. But there is no proposition pending before Congress to abolish 
that office. This is a proposition to leave out the appropriation to 
continue the office in existence simply because it does not pay ex- 
penses, There is but one assay office in the country that does pay ex- 
pensea, and that is the assay office at New York. The Office at Char- 
lotte, N. C., does not pay expenses by $4,000. 
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The earnings at the Bois City office are only 81, 000, and the expend- 
itures are over $7,000. The earnings at Charlotte are only $1,131.23, 
and the expenditures are $4,315.85. At St. Louis the deposits are 
$112,000, the earnings $666.28, and the expenses $5,339. 

Mr. WARNER. Can my colleague inform the House whether the 
other two assay offices which those statistics show fail to pay expenses 

provided fór in the bill? 
e BLAND. Every one of them, except the St. Louis office. 

Mr. WARNER. Can my colleague tell the reason why the St. Lonis 
office should not be provided for as well as those others? 

` Mr. BLAND. There is no reason in the world, except that the Di- 
rector of the Mint argues in favor of establishing more facilities for 
coinage in Philadelphia as against coinage in the great Mississippi Val- 
ley. It is a mint in the Mississippi Valley that he is striking at. He 
desires that the mint at Philadelphia shall be provided for and ex- 
tended in order to do more coinage, and recommends the abolition of 
the St. Louis assay office because he fears there may be some conflict 
between the Mississippi Valley and the Atlantic seaboard on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. CLARDY. Let me remind my colleague that the assay office at 
Helena, Mont., pays only $3,000 in round numbers, while the expenses 
are $25,000. 

11 7 WARNER. And that Montana office is provided for in the 
bill? 

Mr. BLAND. Certainly. 
office. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I want to free the mind of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] from any apprehensions about 
the Philadelphia mint. I represent that mint in part, and I assure 
him I have never heard a whisper of opposition from that quarter to 
the St. Louis assay office. The committee omitted the appropriation 
for the St. Louis assay office because the persons who are charged with 
the administration of the laws and with the expenditure of money for 
these purposes have from year to year for several years past told us 
that there was no earthly use in having an assay office at St. Louis. 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Missouri. And yet the business increases every 


Every one of them except the St. Louis 


ear. 
z Mr. BLAND. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is mistaken. I 
want to correct his statement. No Director of the Mint has ever recom- 
mended this change to Congress except Mr. Kimball. 2 
Mr. RANDALL. It has been recommended every year for four years 


t. 
. BLAND. The gentleman can not find any such recommenda- 
tion from any Director of the Mint except Mr. Kimball. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I think he is about as competent a man as 
any that has preceded him, and I do not believe he has any prejudice 
whatever against the St. Louis assay office. Iam sure I have not, and 
_ Iam sure ho member of the Committee on Appropriations has any 
such prejudice. But there was no estimate for that office, and how 
could the Committee on Appropriations undertake to recommend an 
appropriation for this purpose when the men who are charged withthe 
administration of the laws in relation to the mints have told us that 
it would be a waste of money? 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Chairman, I am at a loss, as is intimated by 
the question I asked my colleague a few moments ago, to understand 
why, if the other offices which have failed to pay expenses and which 
are located in much less important places financially, commercially, 
and geographically than St. Louis—I am at a loss, I say, to understand 
why they should be included in the bill and St. Louis be omitted, I 
had supposed, sir, that when the Congress of the United States created 
an office and fixed a salary for that office, and the office was filled by 
the appointing power, all the Appropriation Committee had to do was 
to appropriate the necessary money to carry on that office. I assume, 
Mr. Chairman, as to the gentlemen who have been appointed to the as- 
say office in St. Lonis, and whose salaries are fixed by law, that if there 
is a failure of appropriation by this bill they will have cause of action 
against the Government, and can go to the Court of Claimsand enforce 
that action. I am glad to learn from the chairman of the Committee 
on . that there is no disposition to injure St. Louis or the 
West or the great, Mississippi Valley. 

It has been charged, Mr, Chairman, and with some show of reason- 
ableness, that some parts of this administration have been carried on so 
as to favor New Yorkand Pennsylvania and the other Eastern States 
as against the great Western States; and it is charged now that an im- 
portant measure pending before this House strikes out every leading 
industry in the great State of Missouri while it protects those of other 
States. I have heard no good reason given why the assay office in the 
city of St. Louis should not be provided for. A 

Mr. HERBERT. There has a proposition come here, not recom- 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations, not asked for by the ex- 
ecutive department of the Government, to spend some $25,000 for the 
benefit of the city of St. Louis. 

Mr. HERBERT. A proposition is made here—not recommended by 
the Committee on Appropriations and not asked for by the Executive 
Department of the Government having this matter incharge—to spend 
some $25,000 in the city of St. Louis 

Mr. CLARDY, Mr. DOCKERY, and others. Oh, no; $6,000, 


Mr. HERBERT. To spend $6,000 or $7,000 in the city of St. Louis. 
I can see a reason—whether a good one or not—why the Representa- 
tives from the State of Missouri, Democrats and Republicans, should 
rush forward in solid phalanx,and,although this office is of no use in the 
world according to the opinion of the Department, express their desire 
that this money be spent there. But I can not see any reason why the 
Representatives of other States than Missouri should vote away the 
people’s money in this manner. It does seem to me—— 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman will permit me to say that we have 
there a building which is dedicated to this use—a building which cost 
a considerable amount of money; and the furniture and other appur- 
tenances of the office cost alone some ten or twelve thousand dollars. 

Mr. HERBERT. Notwithstanding all that, the Secretary of the 
Treasury, having no doubt taken all the facts into consideration, sends 
in here approvingly this recommendation of the Director ofthe Mintin 
favor of discontinuing the office. Yet the gentlemen here ask us to 
vote this money for a purpose which is utterly useless, according to the 
estimate of the appropriate administrative department of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS obtained the floor. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It is a piece of reckless 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WILLIAMS] is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
a report in regard to the business at the St. Louis assay ofice during 
the last five or six years. In 1882 the earnings of that office were 
$111.16; the expenditures $11,880.65. 

Mr. CLARDY. That was for the purchase of furniture for the office, 

Mr. WILLIAMS, I hope the gentleman will keep quiet. It is the 
wounded dove that flutters. 

In 1883 the earnings of the office were $414.32; the expenditures $5, - 
372.03. In 1884 the earnings were $676.82; the expenditures $5,338.51. 
In 1885 the earnings were $783.65; the expenditures $6,500.01. In six 
years the earnings of that office have been $3,385.90; the expenditures 
$39,811.93. 

Mr. CLARDY. Now will the gentleman read the earnings and ex- 
penditures of some of the other assay offices? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Ido not yield to the gentleman. The difference 
between the earnings and expenditures of that office during six years 
is more than $36,000. I read these figures in reply to my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. BLAND], whose clarion voice, ever since the assembling 
of this Congress, has been,raised in favor of ‘‘retrenchment and re- 
form.” In view of the previous speeches of the gentleman and his pres- 
ent position, I am led to realize that ‘‘consistency is a jewel; but it is 
not found in the lexicon of the gentleman from Missouri. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAND. The same argument used by the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat would abolish every other assay office except the 
New York assay office. The St. Louis office comes as near paying ex- 
penses from its receipts as any of these offices. Let us abolish all of 
them, if we are going to abolish one. j 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I merely want to say to the com- 
mittee that at the New York assay office, which has been mentioned 
here, the deposits last year were $61,000,000. The deposits at the St. 
Louis office last year were $112,000; the expenditures $5,300, and the 
earnings $696. At Helena the deposits were $1,449,000; the earnings, 
$3,600; the expenditures, $25,000. 

It has always been the policy in mining regions of the country 
at Helena, at Boisé, at Denver—to maintain these assay offices as a 
matter of convenience to the Government and also tothe miner.. This 
much encouragement has been believed to be due to the mining in- 
terests. Ido not know whether there are mines down in the vicinity 
of St. Louis or not. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman should know that the 
ores from all the New Mexico mines come to St. Lonis. 

Mr. BLAND. And the refiners at St. Lonis refine over 84, 000, 000 
worth of ores every year. 

Mr. CANNON. The deposits at the St. Louis office in the year 1887 
were $112,000 all told. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Is not that a great deal? 

Mr. CANNON. The expenses in the same year were $5,300, and the 
earnings $696. 

Now, I think there is good reason for continuing this assay office at 
St. Louis. I want to be fair. I rather like my friend from St. Louis 
[Mr. O'NEITLLI. Iam told that within the last few weeks there has 
been a change at that oflice;-that the old assayer—I do not know 
whether he was a ‘‘blasted Republican ” or not, but Isuppose he was 
has resigned or been removed, and that a new assayer, who, presuma- 
bly, will conduct the office in the interest of the Democratic party, has 
been appointed. Now, if we do notmake this appropriation there will 
not be a place for that man! 

I live within a couple of hundred miles of St. Louis, and while most 
of my business relations are with Chicago, I once in awhile go down to 
St. Louis. What are we to do with this new official unless we continue 
this appropriation? It is true that Mr. Kimball, the Director of the 
Miut, says there is no use for this office; it is true that the earnings of 
the office last year were only $696; it is true there are no mines in the 
vicinity of that office; but it occurs to me that in the Mississippi Val- 
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ley (speaking kindly of my Democratic friends) that office is needed in 
er interest, at least in the interest of the assayer who holds the 
ace. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not wish to consume time further than to re- 
ply briefly to what might seem to be a very proper inference from the 
remarks of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HERBERT]. From that 
gentleman’s observations, unless they were humorous (and I am advised 
that they were), he would appear to be impressed with the idea that 
the members of the delegation from the State of Missouri, regardless of 
politics, are supporting this item because of the fact that the assay 

‘office is located in Missouri. Now, as I understand, the members of 
our delegation are not mere politicians, but are imbued with the spirit 
of statesmanship. Iam sure we would not insist upon a continuance 
of this office if we did not feel that the public service demands it. I 
sincerely hope the. Committee of the Whole will vote to continue the 
appropriation. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. O'NEILL, of 
Missouri, there were—ayes 40, noes 16. 

Mr. RANDALL. No quorum has voted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint as tellers the gentleman 
from Alabama (Mr. FORNEY] and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
O'NEILL.) 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill not insist on the point of no quorum if we 
can have a vote in the House. 

Mr. BLAND. Let us have a vote now; we might as well settle it 
now as at'any other time. 

Mr. RANDALL. If members do this they must do it on their own 
responsibility. 

The CHAIRMAN. The tellers will take their places. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the point of no quorum be with- 
drawn, as one-fifth of the House will certainly be in favor of ordering 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HERBERT. Weoughtto have a yea-and-nay vote, so as to show 
that those who wish to put this increase upon us come from the Repub- 
lican side of the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY, I beg pardon, this proposition did not come from 
the other side of the House. 

Mr. HERBERT. The votes in favor of it come from the other side 
of the House, 

Mr. RANDALL. I repeat my proposition, that if we are allowed a 
yea-and-nay votein the House on this proposition Iwill withdraw the 
point of no art ae - 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. -I do not see why this should bean ex- 
ceptionable case. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is because it should be an exceptionable one. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. . Two-thirds are in favor of it. 

Mr. RANDALL, I insist on my point. 

Mr. BLAND. We will have a vote in the House on this proposition 
anyhow, and I ask my colleague to withdraw his objection and agree 
toa 3 vote in the House. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Does the gentleman withdraw his point 
of no ‘quorum? 

Mr. RANDALL. No, and I do not intend to do it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentleman to 
withdraw his point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. If we are allowed to have a vote upon 
this proposition in the House I will withdraw it. That is what I said 
in the beginning and that is what I have said all along, and I now re- 

tit. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. The gentleman can demand a yea-and- 
nay vote when we get into the House. 

Mr. BLAND. We are willing to leave that to the House when the 
time comes, 

Mr. RANDALL. I want a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. CLARDY. Isuggest to my colleague to accept the proposition 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. It only takes one-fifth to order the yeas 
and nays, and if there are one-fifth opposed to this, they can order the 
yeas and nays in the House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. We are not afraid of going upon the record. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Let the gentleman withdraw his point 
of no quorum. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 119, noes 55. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Territory of Dakota: For salary of governor, $2,600; chief. "bose and five as. 
sociate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1 800, $2: $22, 400, 

For legislative expenses, namely: For per diem and mileage of twenty-four 
members of the council and forty-eight members of the house of representa- 
tives of the Legislative Assembly, $31,750; compensation of officers of Legisla- 
lative Assembly, $3,060; printin 1 83.7505 ‘stationery und blanks for secretary’s 
office and for Legislative Assem Iv. fuel and lights, messenger and porter, and 
care of Government property, clerk in secretary's office, 5 and purchase 
ot furniture, and incidental expenses, $4,300; in all, 812,860. 

For contingent expenses, to be expended by the governor, $500. 


Mr. GIFFORD, I wish tosubmit some remarks in response to what 
was said by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER] the other day. 
The CHAIRMAN, What amendment does the gentleman move? 


Mr. GIFFORD. I move to strike out the last word. . 

Mr. RANDALL. I understand there area number of tlemen 
who wish to be heard in reference to the provisions. ſor the Territories 
contained in this bill, and Lask, by unanimous consent, the debate be 
limited to twenty minutes. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I only wish to occupy a moment. I do not wish 
to occupy any more time than is necessary, and if I can secure unani- 


-mous consent to print my remarks in the Recorp I will be content. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I also ask unanimous consent to print in the 
RECORD a reply to what the gentleman has to say. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now move that twenty minutes be allowed for 
debate on this Territorial question. 

Mr. WARNER. I object. Ido not think I will require more than 
ten minutes, but it may be that I shall need fifteen minutes or twenty 
minutes, I do not want to be cramped by any limitation. 

Mr. RANDALL. Isuggest, then, that the debate be limited to twenty 
minutes, ten minutes of which shall be given to the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. WARNER]. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. WARNER, Iam content if I may be permitted to occupy ten 
or fifteen minutes myself; but I believe that there are other gentle- 
men who desire to be heard. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want, if possible, to limit debate on this whole 
Territorial question. 

Mr. WARNER. I could not consent to that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. How much time do you want? 

Mr. WARNER. I will say fifteen or twenty minutes, although it 
is possible I may not use more than ten minutes; still I would like to 
have that much time at my disposal. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, then, say thirty minutes in all—twenty 
minutes to the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. WARNER. That is entirely satisfactory to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request to the com- 
mittee. Is there objection to limiting debate on all paragraphs relat- 
ing to the Territories and amendments thereto which may be presented 
to thirty minutes, of which time twenty minutes shall be allowed the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. . CAREY. Do I understand that that applies to all the Terri- 
tories ? > 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; to all. 

Mr. CAREY, I think that ought not to be done, then. 

Mr. KERR. Do I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania to 
mean that the total time be so limited, or that there is to be that much 
time to each of the Territories? 

Mr. RANDALL. For all the Territories. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Before any motion is made limiting debate, I wish 
to . point of order upon the first proposition embodied in this 
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Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I submit to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that he had better confine his suggestion to Dakota and limit the 
debate upon that, as I believe we will save time by it. 

Mr. RANDALL. I am willing, then, to fix thirty minutes for Da- . 
kota and ten minutes to the other Territories, 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But there are gentlemen here who desire to 
call attention to some matters connected with their Territories. I have 
no doubt we will save time by according to them a certain considera- 
tion in the matter and giving them some time in the discussion. I 
would suggest that the gentleman from Pennsylvania agree to fix thirty 
minutes for Dakota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentieman from Da- 
kota rises to a question of order. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I want to make the point of order upon that pro- 
vision of the bill providing for the salary of the governor of the Terri- 
tory of Dakota $2,600. 

5 The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Da- 
ota. 

Mr. GIFFORD. My point of order is this: that the provision in the 
first paragraph which has been read, providing for the salary of the 
governor of Dakota at $2,600, is not in accordance with the existing 
law, and hence I make the point of order upon it. The law governing 
the salary of that official, permit me to call the attention of the Chair, 
will be found on page 327 of the Revised Statutes, section 1845, in the 
following words: 

On and after the 10th day of July, 1873, the annual salary of the governors of 
the several Territories shall be $3,500. 

And then goes on to provide for the salaries of secretaries, ete. 

Now I would suggest, Mr. Chairman, that the sum of $2,600, as pro- 
vided in this bill for that salary, is not a sufficient sum. The people 
of the Territory through its Legislature have appropriated the sum of 
$1,000, in addition to what was appropriated as a salary for the gov- 
ernor by the laws of Congress, not because they specially appreciated 
his services, but because they found that it was absolutely necessary, in 
order to properly conduct the business of the office, that he should have 
a private secretary; and if the statutory amount, fixed as the salary of 
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the governor, is appropriated, it will obviate the necessity of our people 
paying for a private secretary for the governor. 

I state that substantially as the point of order. 

Mr. BREWER. What does the existing statute provide? 

Mr. GIFFORD. Thirty-five hundred dollars is his salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wishes to know of the gentleman from 
Alabama what the existing law provides on this subject. The question 
of order is raised that the amount here fixed is not in accordance with 
the statute. Is that correct? 

Mr. FORNEY. I understand that the salary, as provided by law, 
is $3,500, but it has been fixed at $2,600 for the past twelve years, and 
the committee did not propose to change the policy of the Democratic 
and Republican parties in that respect. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that this salary may 
have been put below the figure fixed by the statute in the appropria- 
tion bills for several years past, and placed there correctly, under the 
rules existing prior to the Forty-ninth Congress, which allowed amend- 
ments or provisions in appropriation bills to reduce expenditures in the 
manner suggested here, that is, by cutting down salaries; but the last 
Congress took from the Committee on Appropriations any authority to 
repeat that proceeding, and the Supreme Court of the United States 
have held that the several appropriation bills within the last ten years 
reducing the amount fixed by a permanent law are simply reductions 
pro tanto, and leave the general statute remaining. Therefore the Chair 
must determine under the rule of the House that this is new legisla- 
tion and subject to the point of order. 

The effect of the ruling will be to strike out the sum of $2,600. 

Mr. GIFFORD. I move to fill the blank by inserting $3,500. 

The question was taken; and on adivision there were—ayes 44, noes 40. 

Mr. FORNEY. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order being made that no quorum 
has voted, the Chair will order tellers. 

Mr. FORNEY and Mr. GIFFORD were appointed tellers. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 47, 
noes 61. 

So, no further count being demanded, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FORNEY. Task unanimous consent to fill the blank with the 
sum of $2,600. 

Mr. GIFFORD. 
that. 

2 HOPKINS, of Illinois. I object on behalf of the Delegate from 
kota. 

[Mr. WARNER withholds his remarks for revision. 

Mr. SPRINGER rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Ido not think I will need more than five min- 
utes to answer everything the gentleman has said. £ 

Mr. RANDALL. Iwill allow the gentleman five minutes with the 
understanding that when he has finished, the further discussion on this 
subject foreign to this bill shall then be closed, 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is the way in which we inaugurate the tariff 
discussion. 

Mr. CANNON. Wait until my colleague has concluded what he 
wishes to say and then we can tell about the closing of debate. Iob- 
ject until I have heard my colleague. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is only right to give gentlemen time to reply. 

Mr. CANNON. I think so, and therefore I think the debate should 
not bewlosed now. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, I do for the present. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, this is the first time that I have 
ever heard it urged here on the floor of this House that the number 
of bushels of wheat or corn which might be raised in any particular 
locality was to be the test of the right of such locality to admission as 
one of the States of this Union. That, however, is the argument my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] makes, and the reason he gives 
for opposing the admission of New Mexico as a State into the Union 
is that that Territory does not raise as much wheat and corn as Dakota 
does. 

Mr. DORSEY. One of the reasons. S 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, one of the reasons; and he goes on to make 
a comparison between New Mexico and Dakota in regard to the amount 
of wheat and corn raised in these two Territories respectively. 

If that is to be the standard adopted here, I will refer the gentleman 
to the Stateof Maine; and he will find that there were fewer bushels of 
corn raised in Maine in the census year 1880 than in New Mexico, and 
therefore on that ground Maine should be put out of the Union and 
allowed to remain out until she had increased her corn crop. 

Mr. STRUBLE. That is heavy logic. 

Mr, BUCHANAN. Does that exhaust the mental effort? [Laugh- 


ter. 
ite SPRINGER. No; butit exhausts the argument of my friend 
from Missouri. 
Mr. REED. No doubt the gentleman from Illinois would like to 
keep Maine out. [Laughter. ] 
. SPRINGER. Oh, no; not so long as the distinguished gentle- 
man from Maine is sent here as a Representative from that State. 


If I have the right of objection, I shall object to 
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Mr. WARNER. I trust the gentleman will not misstate my argu- 
ment. 

Mr. REED. Oh, yon can stand it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SPRINGER. Of course; anybody who could have stood the 
gentleman's argument on the tariff bill for an hour anda half the other 
day could stand my five minutes’ talk, I am sure. 

Now, then, I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, and of gentlemen on the other side of the House generally, to 
the fact that thirteen years ago every member upon that side of the 
House, with one or two exceptions, voted to admit New Mexico into 
the Union as a State. Every Republican in the other end of the Cap- 
itol at that time also voted for her admission. 8 

During the Forty-third Congress a bill to provide an enabling act 
for New Mexico passed the House, May 21, 1874, by a vote of 160 
yeas to 54 nays, a majority of nearly three-fourths. At the second 
session of that Congress, on February 24, the same bill passed the Sen- 
ate, with slight amendments changing the time for the elections, by a 
vote of yeas 32, nays 11, a majority of nearly three-fourths. It received 
almost the solid Republican vote of both Houses at that time. 

Now, if you will look at the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 3, 
1875, you will find that a motion was made to suspend the rules, concur 
inthe Senate amendments to the bill, and thus to pass the bill to admit 
New Mexico into the Union as a State. The motion was made in this 
House on the last night of the session, and a yea-and-nay vote taken 
upon it, and every Republican in the House at that time, with only one 
exception, I believe, voted to admit New Mexico into the Union. The 
vote on suspension was—yeas 154, nays87, not voting 47. It required 
a change of but 6 votes to have given the necessary two-thirds to adopt 
the motion. ` 

Mr. STRUBLE. On thirty minutes’ debate? 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, sir; there was no debate—— 

Mr. CANNON. How did the Democrats vote? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Theygenerally voted in the negative, but a great 
many voted in the affirmative, of course, or the motion to suspend the 
rules could not have come within six votes of the number required to 
make the necessary two-thirds. Among those who voted in the affirm- 
ative, that is in favor of the admission of New Mexico into the Union, 
on the several votes in the House and in the Senate were every Repub- 
lican Senator and Representative in that Congress with one or two ex- 
ceptions, a very few exceptions at least. Among the Republicans in 
this House who voted in the affirmative were such well known leaders 
of the party as Messrs. Burchard, of Illinois; Benjamin F, Butler, of 
Massachusetts; Roderick R. Butler, of Tennessee; Conger, of Michigan; 
DAWEs, of Massachusetts; Dunnell, of Minnessota; FARWELL, of INi- 
nois; HARMER, of Pennsylvania; Hubbell, of Ohio: Casson, of Iowa; 
William Lawrence, of Ohio; Maynard, of Tennessee; MeCrary, of Iowa; 
MeNulta, of Illinois; Monroe, of Ohio, and many others. 

Amongst those, also, who voted for the proposition at that time to 
admit New Mexico as a State I find the name of my genial friend from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. I also find voting in the same way my gen- 
ial friend and colleague from Illinois [Mr. CANNon]. [Laughter. } 

At the next session of Congress—the Forty-fourth Congress—a bill 
for the admission of New Mexico passed the Senate by a large majority, 
but failed in the House. 

Mr. Chairman, New Mexico was thought worthy by the Republicans 
in that Congress to be admitted into this Union thirteen years ago, and 
received nearly a two-thirds vote, and almost the total vote of the Re- 
publicans of the House of Representatives. Why was she then deemed 
worthy of admission? I will tell gentlemen. The reason was because 
she had sent a Republican Delegate here, and gentlemen supposed 
therefore that she was reliably Republican. [Applause and laughter 
on the Democratic side.] And yet gentlemen are entirely non-parti- 
san. They never have any party feeling in the admission of a State 
intothe Union. Oh, no; itis entirely a non-political matter with them. 
There is no element of politics entering into it. Partisanism is the 
last thing they ever think of when considering the admission of new 
States into the Union. It is the last thing that ever occurs to the minds 
of our friends on the other side. But yet thirteen years ago the Ter- 
ritory of New Mexico, which raised so few bushels of wheat and corn 
and has so few school-houses now, was deemed well worthy of admission 
as one of the sisterhood of States. Why is she not now? t 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, she has gone backwards since then. 

Mr. SPRINGER. She has not gone backwards since then, because 
the census shows that she has nearly doubled her population, and the 
minority of the committee in their views show that great advance has 
been made in recent years. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. They had no railroads then. 

Mr. SPRINGER. No, they had no railroads then. But the Repub- 
licans are now all interested in keeping New Mexico out of the Union. 
The trouble with New Mexico is that the land titles there have been 
in dispute for many years and they are still in dispute. And some 
provision will have to be adopted by Congress to remove the clouds u 
the titles which have rested upon them ever since the settlement ofthe 
Territory. That is the great impediment to its growth and develo 
ment. Let us remove this impediment and the growth of New Mi 
will compare favorably with the growth of any other Terri in this 


Union, and you will,find that she will not be backward in opment 
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of her resources, but worthy to take her place in the sisterhood of States 
as a great and powerfulState. But the gentleman has said that a great 
portion of the land in New Mexico will not produce without irrigation. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND took the floor and yielded to Mr. SPRINGER. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I understood that I was to have ten minutes in 
my own right, according to the agreement. But I repeat, the gentle- 
man said that a large portion of this land was valueless for agricultural 

without irrigation. I coneede it. But what of that? It is 
a fact that fully one-half of the inhabitants of the globe live and gather 
sustenance on lands that will not produce crops withoutirrigation; and 
in New Mexico in a very few years they will havean extensive system 
of irrigation; they will have reclamation of these vast wastes of arid 
lands, and then she will produce cereals not only for sustenance for her 
own population, but a surplus for exportation to foreign nations. 

Mr. Chairman, I haveno patience in listening to any person who tries 
to decry or belittle any portion of these United States, any portion of 
its people, or any portion of its territory. It is all It is all better 
than you will find anywhere else in the world. IL am proud of it. I 
am proud to bea citizen of a country like this, and I want to hasten the 
time when all these Territories will be brought into the Union on an 
equal footing with the other States. 

I am in favor of that, and I assert the only party in fayor of the ad- 
mission of Dakota into the Union as one State at this time is the Demo- 
cratic party, And I am satisfied of this, for when it is proposed to ad- 
mit Dakota as one State every member on the other side will vote 
against it. I know Iam right in making that assertion. And yet gen- 
tlemen say we are keeping Dakota out of the Union. We are simply 
resisting her division into two parts, and in doing that we are carrying 
ont the wishes of the people of the Territory. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; we are carrying out the wishes of the 
people of Dakota. Every county except two in North Dakota gave a 
majority against being set off by themselves; and we have as much 
right to regard the wishes of the people of North Dakota as we have to 

regard the wishes of a portion of the southern part of the Territory 
that desires now to be set off by itself and secede from the other. 

Mr. REED. Secede! Does the gentleman understand the differ- 
ence between the secession of the Territory and the secession of the 
Southern States? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Precisely the same principle is involved. 

Mr. REED. You are sincere in that statement? 

Mr. SPRINGER. I am sincere and the gentleman from Maine is 
not. ‘The gentleman from Maine is never sincere on a question of this 
kind. I never saw him sincere on a question where the interests of his 
party were involved. Nevertheless, he always assumes a sincerity 
which he denies to anybody else, especially on this side of the House. 

The fact is that less than half the number of counties in the Terri- 
tory of Dakota desire to be set up as a separate State by themselves, 
and three-fourths of the area of the whole Territory is resisting that 
movement. The Democratic party in this House is resisting that move- 
ment, and the Democratic party in the country will resist that move- 
ment at the election in November and in the next Congress. 

I say to gentlemen on that side of the House and to the people of 
Dakota that never, so faras Iam concerned and if I can prevent it, 
shal! that Territory be dismembered and divided into two separate 
parts. It is the policy of the Democratic party to keep the Territory 
united; and in that policy we will besustained not only by the people 
of Dakota, but by the people outside of Dakota, Those who shall re- 

- sist her dismemberment willin after time be regarded as the bene- 
factors of that State, and the people who shall hereafter inhabit that 
great and powerful State will rejoice in their union as we now rejoice 
in the Union of these States. 

- [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CANNON. My colleague [Mr. SPRINGER] has made one of the 
most effective speeches Ihave heard from him during all the long years 
of our service here. Let us see wherein lies the strength of his argu- 
ment. He wanders back to the first Congress in which I served, in 
1874, and speaks of its work. He says I voted to admit New Mexico 
at that time to the sisterhood of States. I recolleet it very well. Colo- 
rado then knocked at the door for admission and was admitted, and 
well has she proven the wisdomof our action. Atthesamesession New 
Mexico, substantially as well qualified then as now, knocked for ad- 
mission. Upon the single proposition of admitting her I voted ay. 
Therefore, my colleague argues that his omnibus bill to admit New 
Mexico, Washington, Montana, and Dakota should pass. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Oh, no; I did not say that at all. 

Mr. CANNON. If my colleague's statement means anything, it 
means that. I did sə vote. I may have been right or I may have 
been wrong; bat I stand ready to vote in this Congress upon the ques- 
tion of the admission cf New Mexico wham she comes on her own merits 
and knocks singly for admission; when she comes saying, ‘‘ Let me 
in; I attach no conditions to my admission.” But when New Mexico 
comes and says, I not only demand admission, but {also demand that 
the whole of Dakota shall only constitute one State, and I will tie my- 
self onto that proposition and link with it the admission of Montana 
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and Washington, and you shall take that proposition or nothing,” I 
say by my vote no, no; let every tulf stand on its own bottom; let 
each Territory stand upon its own merits. A 

Mr. Chairman, let us talk a minute about the proposal of my col- 
league in insisting that Dakota shall be admitted as one State or notad- 
mitted at all. Dakota is a magnificent body of land. Its area is 149,100 
square miles, an area equal to that of New York, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Vermont, New Jer- 
sey, Rhode Island, and one-fourth of Pennsylvania. These States send 
twenty Senators to the Co of the United States and have twenty 
Senatorial electors in the AER college. The greatest strain upon 
the Union in the near future is to come from the representation of the 
small States in the Senate being equal to that of the large States. Del- 
aware, with but one Representative and no prospect of any more, is 
equal in the Senate to Illinois with her twenty Representatives, which 
are to constantly increase. I have an interest in the matter of the 
admission of Dakota. The whole Mississippi Valley.hasan interest in it. 
I say that Dakota shall not be admitted as one State only by my vote 
with but two representatives in the United States Senate, while the 
south half of that Territory alone has now, still in her swaddling 
clothes, a greater population than Rhode Island and Delaware com- 
bined, and has the capacity in the near future to support a population 
equal to all New England. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] has spoken of the won- 
derſul development of Dakota, her production of wheat, corn, and oats, 
Her material progress has been wonderful, but I call my colleague's at- 
tention to the fact that Dakota’s territory is situated in the latitudes 
where in all time men, strong, intelligent men, have been produced; 
men who have founded states and maintained civilizations, 

Sir, the territory within Dakota should be so carved into States 
when admitted that each State in the near future will have something 
near an equal strength in the Senate of the United States with others 
of the larger States. The south half of Dakota, with the great Sioux 
reservation still wholly unsettled, has a population large enough for 
three Representatives. This population in every respect is equal to any 
population in the States. It is the very cream of the population from 
the States. Yet Dakata sits silent withont representation. My col- 
league and his party have determined in caucus that she shall remain 
silent and without representation, in any event, until after the coming 
Presidential election, and even atter that, unless she consents to come 
in as one State and at the same time drag with her the other three Ter- 
ritories. Iam willing to go to the country with my colleague upon that 
issue. The Republican party is willing to go to the conntry upon that 
issue, and we will take the verdict of the country as to whether or no 
that kind of bulldozing shall obtain in the American Congress. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

[Mr. JosePH withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 

Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that debate on this para- 
graph be closed. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Territory of Idaho: For salary of governor. $2,600; chief justice and two as- 
sociate jud at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1,800, $13,400, 

For legislative expenses, namely: For per diem of president and members of 
council, and of speaker and members of house of representatives, $8,880; per 
diem of sepo of council and house of representatives, $3,050: mileage of 
members of council and house of re tatives, S, 900; printing the Jaws and 
journals and incidental printing for islative Assembly, $3,200; stationery for 
use of Legislative Assembly, lamps, oils, brooms, and dusters for legislative 
halls and committee-rooms, rent of legislative and committee-rooms, extra 
clerk-hire for secretary’s office during session ot Legislature, fuel for secretary's 
office, extra messenger during session of Legislature, new files and desk, official 
printing and stationery, rent of office for secretary and clerk, library, docu- 
ment, 5 rooms, furniture for secretary's office, ice, clerk-hire, mes- 
pees plese postage and rent of ffice box, seals, repairs to furniture, and 
incidental expenses, $5,815; in all, $26,855. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend lines 1 and 2, page 60, by striking out two thousand six hundred and 
substituting three thousand five hundred. 

Amend lines 4 and 5 by striking out one thousand eight hundred and insert- 


ing two thousand five hundred. - 2 
Amend lines 3 and 4, page 61, by striking out five hundred and inserting one 


thousand. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Chairman, the salaries of the governers of the 
Territories, as fixed by law of Congress, is $3,500, and the salaries of 
secretaries of Territories is $2,500 annum. This bill appropriates 
$2,600 for salary of governor, and $1,800 for salary of secretary. 

For what particular reason the law has been disregarded it seems 
hard to determine. The cost of living in the Territories is greater than 
in the States, the Territory to be governed is much larger in extent, the 
traveling expenses are at least twice as t, and it does certainly seem 
as if Congress should appropriate the salaries as fixed by statute. The 
contingent fund of the governor, formerly $1,000, has been reduced 
to $500. 

This sum is entirely inadequate. Out of the $500 the governor of 
my Territory has to pay clerk-hire, janitor, postage, lights, stationery, 
and all other expenses of the office. The statement which I have made 


porter, carpet and furniture for clerk's office, oil, lamps, brooms, . 
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is applicable to every other Territory except Alaska. EIEE 
the committee have seen fit to give ag governor of that Territory 
$3,000, and $2,000 for a contingent fand. I do not object to this, and 
think the sum not too large, but contend that it is an additional rea- 
son why the governors of the other Territories should have the amount 
fixed by law. It is not a fair argument to say these officers can sue 
the Government in the Court of Claims. It is not fair or just to com- 
pel them to go to this trouble and expense. They earn the salary 
named in my amendment, which is given them by statute. 


An act (H. ENS 20 DETO ann EEn Dak; the 
right to build two free bridges across Red River; 
FFC 


act 
aet (H. R. 6831) to detach the county of Audrain, in the State 
of Missouri, from the eastern and attach it to the western judicial dis- 
trict of said State; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 148) to print 12,500 copies of the eulogies 
on Seth C. Moffatt, » Representative in Congress; 

An act (H. R. 671) for the relief of the heirs of John 8. Fillmore, 


The law of Congress gives only $28,000 per annum for the support of | d 


the Territory of Idaho, including the pay of the officers appointed by 
the President, and it occurs to me that Congress can fairly do nothing 
less than appropriate this sum. 

The fact that the governor of Idaho is a Democrat makes no differ- 
ence tome. By some mistake or oversight, or because the politicians 
from Kentucky, Indiana, and the Sunny South” were not as alert 
as usual, he was appointed from the Territory, and in consequence is 
entirely satisfactory to all our people. His twenty years’ residence in 
the Territory make his services peculiarly valuable to Idaho, as he un- 
derstands her wants, and takes a pride in her prosperity. He surely 
should have the salary voted him, which Congress has deemed proper 
to fix by statute. 

The secretary of the Territory is one of the few relies of civil service 
left in the country, and stands conspicuous as an illustrious example 
of that somewhat neglected policy. His political life will end, how- 
ever, before he can enjoy the benefitsof this amendment, if passed, and 
in candor I am contending for fairness toward his Democratic suecessor. 

Mr. FORNEY. I only wish to say that we have given the Territory 
of Idaho all that is asked in the estimates. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Dynois, there 
were—ayes 4], noes 53. 

Mr. DUBOIS. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. DUBOIS and Mr. FORNEY were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 41, 
noes 61. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union had had under 
consideration the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legis- 
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1889, aud for other purposes, and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on Agriculture, reported a bill (H. 
R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department of Agriculture 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; which 
was read u first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I reserve all points of order on the bill just re- 


Ported. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. All points of order will be reserved. 
MILITARY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. TOWNSHEND, from the Committee on Military Affairs, re- 


ported a bill (H. R. 102 34) making appropriations ſor the support of the j 


Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other purposes; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to reserve all points of order on the bill 
just reported. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
serves all points of order. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, was received from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries. 

The m farther announced that the following bills had been pre- 
sented to the President May 8, 1888, and not having been returned by 
him to the House of Congress in which they originated within the ten 
Gays prescribed by the Constitution, they had become laws without his 
approval: 

An act (H. R. 1697) for the erection of a publie building in the city 
of Asheville, N. C.; and 

An act (H. R. 2664) for the relief of Francis Daniels. 

The message further announced that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the following titles: 

An act (H. K. 8464) for the relief of Merchants’ 2 Bank of 
Poughkeepsie, N. V.; 


The gentleman from New Jersey re- 


Joint 1 (H. Res. 95) to enable the President of the United 
States to extend to certain inhabitants of Japan a suitable recognition 
of their humane treatment of the survivors of the crew-of the Ameri- 
can bark Cashmere; 

An act (H. R. 1473) authorizing the President of the United States 
to arrange a conference between the United States of America and the 
Republic of Mexico, Central and South America, Hayti, San Domingo, 
and the Empire of Brazil; 

An act (H. R. 7936) to restore to the public domain a part of the 
Uintah Valley Indian reservation, in the Territory of Utah, and for 
other purposes; 

An act (H. R. 4358) to increase the limit of cost for the public build- 
ing in course of erection at Charleston, S. C.; 

An act (H. R. ee to limit the hours that letter- carriers in cities 
shall be employed per day; 

An act (H. R. 2699) for the relief of the heirs of the late Solomon 
Spitzer 

TE a (H. R. 639) to authorize Commander John W. Philip, United 
States Navy, to accept a silver pitcher from the Government of the 
United States of Colombia; 

An act (H. R. 5683) to authorize the commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to complete a contract for the sale of certain real estate of 
Job Barnard; 

An act (H. R. 9793) authorizing a loan of arms and equipments to 
the Ancient and Honorable Artillery Company; and 

An act (H. R. 2928) granting a pension to William Lemons, 

PAY OF CONGRESSIONAL EMPLOYES FOR MAY. 


Mr. SPRINGER. Lask unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's 
table a Senate joint resolution (S. R. 87) authorizing and directing the 
payment of the salaries of the officers and employés of Congress for the 
month of May, 1888. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The joint resolution will be read, sub- 
ject to objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it resolved, etc., That the Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House 
of Representatives be, and are hereby, authorized and directed to pay the oni- 


cers and employés of the Senate and House of Representatives their respective 
salaries for the month of May, 1888, on the 29th day of said month, 


There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered, read 
three times, and passed. 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the joint 
resolution was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


JAMES OBRION, 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole House from the farther consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 6602) for the relief ‘of James Obrion, and put it upon 
its passage, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed. out of any money in the f at not otherwise appro- 
priated, to pay to James Obrion, late a deputy collector of the first Tennessee 
dist the sum of $210.10, the amount paid by him under the direction of the 
collector in suppressing illicit distilleries in said district, as is fully shown by 
the records in the Internal-Revenue Office. 


There being no objection, the bill was ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading; and being read the third time, was 


passed. 
Mr. BUTLER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 


passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


OBSTRUCTION TO NAVIGATION, BROAD CREEK, DELAWARE. 


Mr. PENINGTON. Task unanimons consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 2123) to authorize the removal of an obstruction to the navigation 
of Broad Creek, in the State of Delaware, and put it upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 


jection. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


it enacted, ele. That the bridge over Broad Creek, a navigable stream n 
ich improvements have been made by appropriations authorized by Con- 
erected and maintained by the Delaware Railroad Company and its 
near the town of Laurel, in: the State of Delaware, is hereby declared to 
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be an obstruction to the navigation of said Broad Creek and detrimental to the 
commerce thereof, 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to serye upon the said 
Delaware Railroad Company and its lessee,in the manner prescribed by the laws 
of the State of Delaware for the service of papers upon corporations, a notice 
in writing, requiring said company or its lessee, within three months from the 
time of such notice, to remove said obstruction by placing in said bridge and 
maintaining therein a draw of sufficient width and e ns to admit the free 
and easy passage of all steam-boats and other vessels navigating said stream ; 
and of refusal or neglect of said railroad company or its lessee to place 
in said bridge a suitable draw as required by the atoresaid notice, the Secretary 
of War is hereby authorized and directed to cause a draw to be placed therein, 
and the cost and expense of such draw shall be a legal charge against the said 
railroad company and its lessee, 

Sro, 3. That such sum of money as may be necessary to execute the provis- 
ions of this act by the Secretary of War is hereby appropriated, out of any 
moncy in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to be 
paid out on the requisition of the Secretary of War. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to knowif that has been reported 
by any committee of this House. 

Mr. PENINGTON. It has been reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, I ask that the report be read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not demand the reading of the report; I 
only wanted to know if it had been reported by a committee, 

Mr. PENINGTON. It has been reported by the Committee on Com- 
merce, and has the indorsement of the Engineer-in-Chief of the War De- 
partment. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. PENINGTON moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


f FORTS ROBINSON AND NIOBRARA, NEBR. 

Mr. DORSEY. Iaskunanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union from the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 5654) to provide for the completion of 
quarters, barracks, and stables at Fort Robinson and Fort Niobrara, in 
the State of Nebraska. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 


JOHN H. MARION, 


Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take up for present consideration the bill (S. 1772) for the relief of 
John H. Marion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to objec- 
tion. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That John H. Marion, of Prescott, Ariz., is hereby relieved 
from the payment of $1,042.45, claimed to be due from the said John H. Marion 
to the Government of the United States on account of the non-fulfillment of a 
contract for hay made with the chicf quartermaster, Department of Arizona, 
dated Whipple Barracks, May 15, 1881. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Let the report be read. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I think if the gentleman will permit me 
I can make a brief statement that will satisfy him. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Very well. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. This bill relieves this contractor from the 
difference in price between a lot of hay he undertook to furnish to the 
quartermaster and the price paid by the latter in open market for a 
different and better quality. 

Marion contracted to deliver a quantity of gramma hay at a certain 
price; but owing to the drought he was unable to do so. Hay of the 
same quality could not be bought in thet market for the same reason; 
and the same quantity of a better quality was bought, and he was 
charged with the difference in price. It is usually understood that 
owing to the difficulties of getting this hay in that arid region, all con- 
tracts reserve the exception that they will be complied with unless the 
act of Providence prevents their fulfillment. In this case it was impos- 
sible to comply -with the contract, owing to the drought; and this bill 
is to relieve him from the payment of a sum claimed to be due on ac- 
count of the non-fulfillment of the contract. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to a third 
reading; and being read the third time, was passed. 

Mr. HERBERT moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. s z 
The latter motion was agreed to. 

And then (the hour of 5 o’vlock having arrived) the Speaker pro 
tempore declared the House adjourned. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: ; , 
By Mr. ABBOTT (by request): A bill (H. R. 10192) authorizing the 
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Aransas Improvement Company to secure deep water at Aransas Pass, 
or elsewhere on the Texas coast of the Gulf of Mexico, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 10193) to pension Jesse Husson, sol- 
dier of the Mexican war—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10194) for the relief of W. M. 
Henry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10195) granting a pension to Isaac V. Lindsy—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. l 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: A bill (H. R, 10196) for the relief of the 
Webb Manufacturing Company, Nashville, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Patents. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 10197) granting a pension 
to Hannah Cummins—to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10198) granting a pension to John E. Cook, alias 
John Elstun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10199) for the relief of William 
E. Springstein—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10200) forthe relief of Celia Reynolds—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10201) for the relief of Ebin Platt—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: A bill (H. R. 10202) for the relief of New 
Hope Baptist Church in Bartow County, Georgia—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10203) for the relief of Nathan Light—to the Cóm- 
mittee on War Claims. ; 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10204) for the relief of Frank J. Henderson, ex- 
ecutor of William Henderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 10205) toamend the charter of the 
city of Lewiston, Idaho Territory—to the Committee on the Territo- 
ries. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10206) for the benefit of Mrs. Jane 
Stewart, administratrix of Anderson Stewart, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: A bill (H. R. 10207) granting a pension to 
George A. Messer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEARD (by request): A bill (H. R. 10208) to authorize Da- 
vid W. Bouldin to present his claims against the Government to the 
Court of Claims for adjudication—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10209) for the relief of Capt. James 
L. Strange—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON; A bill (H. R. 10210) to increase the pen- 
sion of Philip Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYNCH: A bill (H. R. 10211) for the relief of Sarah, Alicia, 
Mary, and Elizabeth Henry, sisters of the late John F. Henry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10212) to amend an act grant- 
ing a pension to John Etzell, approved March 3, 1879—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10213) for the relief of Adolphus 
B. King—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MERRIMAN: A bill (H. R. 10214) granting a pension to 
Eliza Conway—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10215) granting a pension to Heinrich Herget— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10216) granting a pension to William Fowler— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10217) granting a pension to Amelia Hess—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10218) for the relief of Richard Hamblin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10219) for the relief of General John H. Gleason— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: A bill (H. R. 10220) for the relief of B. R. 
Walker, of Greene County, Virginia—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10221) granting a pension to Sam- 
uel F. Webber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULL: A bill (H. R. 10222) for the relief of the Society 
of the United Brethren in Christ, of Tyrone, Pa.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. TURNER, of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 10223) for the relief of 
Mary P. Mullin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: A bill (H. R. 10224) granting a pension to Elias 
H. Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10225) granting a pension to John Wagner—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10226) granting a pension to Thompson L. Rec- 
ords—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10227) granting a pension to Joseph H. Heiser— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10228) granting a pension to 
Samo) a bu (H. E. 1025 9 on Invalid 3 

so, a bi S granting a pension to George Wisecup—to 
the Committee on Invalid 9 i 
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Also, abill (H. R. 10230) granting a pension to Dorcas Gibson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10231) granting a pension to Robert D. Neeley—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10232) granting a pension to Mark O’Neill—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. J. A. ANDERSON: Petition of August Joedicks, of Han- 
over, Kans., and of Jacob Augustine, of Mendota, III., for relief to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republie of Kansas, for 
an appropriation of $200,000 for head-stones for graves of deceased sol- 
diers and sailors—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Kansas and Nebraska for the Okla- 
homa bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of 25 citizens of Atlanta County, Kansas, for theamend- 
ment of the interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Commerce, 

By Mr. BELMONT: Petition of merchants and shippers of New 
York, for the amendment of House bill 8830—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Petition of John C. Neaville, of Virginia, for ref- 
erence of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKALEW: Petition of Rev. M. W. Davis and 37 others, 
citizens of the Eleventh district of Pennsylvania, for prohibition in the 
District of Columbia—to the Select Committee on the Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Lewis White, for relief—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL: Petition of Samuel Carter, for payment of 
his claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Papers in the claims of E. H. Richardson, of 
William Henderson, of Robert M. Goodman, and of William F. Corbin, 
administrator of Laura Corbin, of Georgia—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of R. M. Goodman, of E. H. Richardson, of E. F. 
Hamilton, heir of Benjamin Hamilton; of John H. Gardner, admin- 
istrator of Robert B. Gardnem of Samuel D. Holland, administrator of 
Archibald Holland; of administrator of Adam Neal, of estate of Laura 
Corbin, of Nathan Light, of F. J. Henderson, executor of William 
Henderson, and of Patrick Mansfield, of Georgia, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of the Cadmus (Kans. ) Grange, for the 
passage of the bill to elect United States Senators by the people—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAY: Petition of citizens of Louisiana, against the passage 
of House bill No 4923 to create a national bureau of harbors and water 
ways—to the Committee on Expenditures in the War Department. 

Also, petition of Sidonie Dehahoussage, of Franklin, La., and of 
heirs of Eana Verdin, of St. Mary’s Parish, Louisiana, for payment 
of their war claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIMES: Petition of Garrett & Sons and others, citizens of 
Columbus, Ga., against the passage of the Butterworth and Dawes 
bills—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. J. T. JOHNSTON: Petition of Philip Thomas, of Company 
D, Seventy-first Regiment Indiana Volunteers, for increase of pension 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: Petition of heirs of Olivia Godbold, of Mobile County, 
Alabama, for reference of their claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. > 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Petition of the Bartlett Clinical Club, of 
Milwaukee, Wis., for the removal of the duty from all medicine, sut- 
gical instruments, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LAGAN: Petition of Hilel Marks, for relief—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LIND: Memorial of John A. Myers Post No. 60, of Minne- 
sota, for the passage of the Burrows pension bill—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCCOMAS: Petition of Charles M. Butler, heir of Elizabeth 
Butler, and of Eugenia T. Young, widow of Samuel C. Young, of Mont- 
gomery County, Maryland, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on ‘War Claims. 

By Mr. MACDONALD; Petition of citizens of Chippewa County, 
Minnesota, for amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition for the passage of a joint resolution grant- 
ing right of way through the Arlington property, in Virginia—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOORE: Petition of N. J. Hester, of Lexington, Lee County, 
Texas, for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NELSON; Petition of citizens of Pope County, Minnesota, 


XIX. 294 


for amendment of the interstate- commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Duluth, Minn., in 
favor of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. OATES: Petition of the representatives of Manson Baker, of 
Midway, Ala., for relief—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. O’FERRALL: Petition of B. R. Walker, of Greene County, 
Virginia, for relief—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Mary J. Buneutter, widow of John H. Buneutter, 
late of Frederick County, Virginia, for reference of her claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic 
of Kansas, for an appropriation of $200,000 for headstones for soldiers’ 
graves—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill granting a pension to Anna 
Mabel Piferr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition for reference of claim of Wade H. Butler 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PLUMB: Petition of A. Hicks, for pay as a messenger in the 
Forty-fiſth Congress—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROMEIS: Petition of R. C. Rice, of Oak Harbor, Ohio, for 
relief to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. C. A. RUSSELL: Petition of Perry P. Wiison, of Putnam, 
Conn., for relief to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens of Scioto County, 
Ohio, for a pension to Samuel Sprodling—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. BOWDEN: Of Knights of Labor, of Portsmouth, Va. 

By Mr. HARMER: Of citizens of the Fifth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: Of citizens of Gallup, N. Mex. 

By Mr. MONTGOMERY: Of workingmen of Rockport, Ky. 

By Mr. SHIVELY: Of Knights of Labor of Michigan City, Ind. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred tothe 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Of druggists of Georgia. 


The following petitions for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, were received and sev- 
erally referred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. DE LANO: Of W. L. Hoskins and 16 others, of Owego, Tioga 
County, New York. : 

By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Of A. M. Daggett and others, of Madison, 
Wis. 3 
By Mr. SOWDEN: Of Dr. A. J. Becker and others, citizens of the 
Tenth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. WILBER: Of 32 citizens of Fly Creek, Otsego County, New 
York. 


. The following petitions forthe more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 
By Mr. E. P. ALLEN: Of T. G. Chandler and 37 others, citizens of 
the Second district of Michigan. K 
By Mr. BOWDEN: Of W. H. Brisby and others, of Tunstall’s, Va. 
By Mr. DE LANO: Of 30 citizens of Clockville, and of 24 citizens of 
Lockwood, N, Y. 
By Mr. JACKSON: Of 24 farmers of Beaver County, Pennsylvania. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiérs, sailors, and marines 
of the late wara monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. J. E, CAMPBELL: Of 1,500 ex-soldiers of Greene County, 
Ohio. 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: Of E. A. Loranger and others, ex-soldiers ot 
Michigan. 

By Mr. LIND: Of Thomas 8. Brown and 33 others, ex-soldiers of 
Minnesota. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. GIF FORD: Of 175 citizens of Ransom and other counties, 
Dakota. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Of 246 citizens of Philadelphia County, Penn- 
Sylvania. 
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SENATE. 
TUESDAY, May 29, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills, yesterday received from the House of Representa- 
tives, were severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 618) granting a pension to James W. Harriman; 

A bill (H. R. 722) for the relief of Marquis D. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 813) granting a pension to Mrs. Lovina J. Reeves; 

A bill (H. R. 927) for the relief of Friedericke Raff; 

A bill (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Henry P. Alexander; 

A bill (H. R. 2475) granting a pension to Adelaide L. Jessup; 

A bill (H. R. 3537) granting a pension to Cullen W. Green; 

` A bill (H. R. 3868) granting a pension to Cynthia Witherell; 

A bill (H. R. 4100) granting a pension to Martha B. Perry; 

A bill (H. R. 4653) to grant a pension to Joanna Barry; 

A bill (H. R. 5114) granting a pension to Franklin Long; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Plemen Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to John Shine; 

A bill (H. R. 6006) granting a pension to Mary Flora; 
A bill (H. R. 6070) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Ben- 


son; 
A bill (H. R. 6478) granting a pension to Elizabeth Smith; 
A bill nes R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 
A bill (H. R. 7025) granting a pension to Evalina P. Brown; 
A bill (H. R. 7693) grantingan increase of pension to Peter C. Cheeks; 
A bill (H. R. 8256) granting a pension to George W. Croop; 
A bill (H. R. aod granting a pension to Julia Welch; 
A bill (. R. 8694) granting a pension to Isabella F. Dyke; 
A bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension- roll; 
bill (H. R. 9200) granting a pension to John F. Huckaba; 
A bill . R. 9284) granting a pension to Webster C. Webb; 
A bill (H. R. 9321) granting a pension to Ruth Ann Porter; 
A bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. Hall; 
A bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey; and 
She hill (H. R. 9877) granting an-increase of pension to Mary L. Cleve- 
nd. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 

Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (H. R. 6602) for 
the relief of James Obrion; in which it requested the concurrence of 

the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 

bills: 

A bill (S. 1772) for the relief of John H. Marion; and 

A bill (S. 2123) to authorize the removal of an obstruction to the 
navigation of Broad Creek, in the State of Delaware. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House hed 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they were 
therenpon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1978) for the erection of a public building in Paterson, 


A bill (S. 401) granting a pension to Jeannie Stone; and 
Joint resolution (S. R. 87) authorizing and directing the payment 
of the salaries of the officers and employés of Congress for the month of 
May, 1888. 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN YOUNGSTOWN—VETO MESSAGE, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 
g I return without approval Senate bill No. 347, entitied “An act to provide for 
the erection of a public building in the Sa, Se Youngstown, Ohio.” 

By the census of 1850 the population of Youngstown a rs to be 15,435. It 
is olsimed by those urging the erection of a public building there that its pop- 
ulation has nearly doubled since that date. The amount appropriated in the 
bill herewith returned is $75,000. There does not seem to be any governmental 
popoe to which such a building could be properly devoted except the accom- 
modation of the ce. 


I have listened to an unusual amount of personal representation in favor of 
this bill from parties whose desires 1 should be glad to meet on this or any 
other question. But none of them have insisted that there is any present goy- 
ernmental need of the proposed new building even for postal purposes. Oi: the 
contrary | am informed that the post-office is at present well accommodated in 
quarters held under a lease which does not expire, I believe, until 1892. A let- 
ter addressed to the postmaster at Youn wn containing certain questions 
bearing upon t e necessity of a new building failed to elicit a reply. This fact 
is very unusual and extraordinary, for the postmaster can almost always le re- 
lied upon to make an exhibit of the great necessity of larger quarters when a 
new public building is in prospect. 

The fact was communicated to me early in the present session of the Con- 
gress that the aggregate sum of the appropriations contained in bills for the 
erection and extension of pnblic buildings which had up to that time been’re- 
ae toabe House Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds was about 


-Of course this fact would have no particular relevancy ifall the buildings 
asked for were n for the transaction of publie business, as long as we 
have the money to pay for them. But inasmuch as al number of the build- 
ings pro are unnecessary, and their erection would be wasteful and ex- 
travagant, beside furnishing precedents for further and more extended reckless 
expenditures of a like character, it seems to me that applications for new and 

sive public buildings should be carefully scrutinized. 
am satisfied that the appropriation of $75,000 for a building at Youngstown 


is at present not justified. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EX&EcuTive MANSION, May 28, 1888. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, the people of the county in which 
Youngstown is situated, and the people of the State of Ohio, and I 
think of the whole country, will be very much surprised at the con- 
tents of this veto message. What our people like is impartiality. Here 
is one of the most flourishing, rapidly growing towns in the United 
States, full of thriving industries, with a large postal revenue, contain- 
ing now probably 30,000 inhabitants, in the midst of a rapidly devel- 
oping country, in a region where the people have many natural facili- 
ties, such as natural gas and other advantages for manufacturing, a 
population composed of all classes of producers, mechanics, miners, 
manufacturers, farmers, actively employed in a great diversity of in- 
dustries, with a post-office yielding about $30,000 a year in actual re- 
ceipts. 

I venture to say that the President of the United States has signed 
over and over again bills providing for post- offices in cities of compara- 
tive insignificance. Ile has allowed bills to pass without his signature. 
He allowed a bill to pass to erect a public building at Portsmouth, in 
the State of Ohio, which does not contain the population of Youngs- 
town. 

The reasons given seem to me to be paltry, to use perhaps not a very 
polite phrase, but they are. He says he addressed a communication 
to the postmaster, and the postmaster did not reply. Why did he not 
turn out the postmaster, then, fur failing in proper respect to his supe- 
rior executive officer? Because the postmaster did not reply and give 
the information, therefore he vetoes a bill which affects the interests 
of every citizen of Youngstown. I have no doubt they can survive it; 
but I believe myself in the policy, and I am told the President favors 
a line of palicy which will build post-offices in every town of four or 
five thousand inhabitants. 

He has been quoted as being iu favor of a bill reported by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest] from the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, for which I intend to vote whenever it is amended 
and putin proper form. I would vote for such a bill; but the Presi- 
dent vetoes a bill fora post-office building in this large and flourishing 
community, more than twice the size of many of the cities for which 
he has been willing to provide post-office buildings. 

Mr. President, I do think that where the veto power is asserted on 
these local matters not affecting any question of constitutional power,» 
not even affecting any question of discretionary power, in mere matters 
of detail like a bill providing for a post-office building or the like— 
when the veto power is asserted for the p of arresting the action 
of Congress on this class of bills, both Houses of Congress ought to 
rise and assert its power. Both Houses of Congress have by a unani- 
mous vote passed this bill. They sent it to the President. The views 
which he utters in his veto message will not find weight with members 
of either House of Congress,. because both Houses of Congress are com- 
mitted to the policy of erecting public buildings in reasonable and 
proper places, and they have exercised that power over and over again. 

Let Congress assert its power; and I speak in the utmost kindness 
for the President of the United States, for I feel nothing but kindness 
for him; I like him in many respects; but when he undertakes to 
put his veto power against both Houses of Congress, where the vote 
was unanimous and where the principle is clear and no mistake has 
been made, and where no reason is given for the veto, then Congress 
abnegates its power and surrenders its authority to pass laws if it sus- 
tains him, and the constitational veto might as well be the absolute 
veto of a Roman emperor or the No of the Russian Czar, a perpetual 
veto rather than a mere motion to reconsider a bill, which the Consti- 
tution provides for doing, so that both Houses of Congress may, upon 
that reconsideration, with perfect kindness and sincerity, pass the bil! 
notwithstanding the objections of the President. 

I therefore ask that the bill lie upon the table unless some Senator 
wants to have it referred. There has been a full report giving all the 
details. I should like to have it lie on the table, and at some proper 
time I shall call it up in the hope that the Senate will pass it notwith- 
standing the veto. a 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the course usually pursued in regard to 
vetoes sent us from the President of the United States is that the bill 

hould go to the appropriate committee 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to a reference if the Senator 
thinks fit. 

Mr. VEST. And then let the bill be reported back to the Senate; 
and it seems to me the proper time for discussion would be then and 
not now. 

I wish to say a word in reply to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Upon that point will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. _ Certainly. . 
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Mr. SHERMAN. There have been very many such debates, and it 
is very common to haye a veto message promptly debated, and indeed 
the Constitution contemplates that a bill so returned should be acted 
upon promptly. 

Mr. ALLISON. ‘The vote should be taken. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The vote should be taken. I think that is the 

way. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not raising any point of order upon the remarks 
of the Senator from Ohio. Under the peculiar rules of the Senate, or 
rather the fact that there are hardly any rules to govern the Senate, the 
Senator from Ohio could discuss this question at any time after the bill 
was presented here. But it seems to me—and that is what I meant to 
say—that the appropriate time for discussion would be after the bill 
had gone back to the committee, and then was reported with their 
are ng upon it to the Senate for its action. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say a word in regard to this veto. I 

do not know whether I was present in committee when the bill was 

through the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and 

do not undertake to say how I voted upon it. I know, and I make 

the confession very frankly, that I have voted or consented to the favor- 

able report of bills like this from that committee under solicitation, 

strong solicitation, from my colleagues both in the other House and in 
the Senate. 

I assert here to-day that the President of the United States has not 
been partial in the exercise of his vetoes in regard to public buildings. 
I say this the more frankly and freely because he exercised the veto in 

toa bill of this same character in my own State of Missouri, 
and he did it upon the express ground which he sets forth in this veto 
message, that the only claim for such a building was the fact that there 
was a post-office there, and the same reason applies to towns of the 
same size in every State in the Union. 

If we are to assert the principle, if we are to establish the rule that 
every town of considerable size in the United States which has only a 
post-office is to have a public building, there is no necessity for reduc- 
ing the tariff taxation of this country in order to get rid of the surplus 
in the Treasury. 

Mr. DAWES. I should like to inquire of the Senator what is the 

rinciple upon which the bill is based that the Senator reported, I be- 
Ns or which his committee reported the other day, to build post- 
offices generally in every town where the postal receipts are $3,000 or 
over? 

Mr. VEST. That bill is based upon the idea that in order to get rid 
of the present log-rolling system as to the construction of public build- 
ings in the United States, we propose to give to the Post-Office rt- 
ment the power to construct in all towns and cities of the United States 
where the amount of the postal revenue has been for three years 

preceding, $3,000 000 an edifice for the use of the post-office which shall 
asain cost more than 825,000. 

Mr. DAWES. I wish to continue the inquiry. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. DAWES. Would it not appear, then, that this veto rests upon 
a difference in method between enacting this law on its merits and en- 
acting a general law ? 

Mr. VEST. I take it that no proposition is dearer than that the 
President of the United States is equally responsible with ourselves 
for the legislation of this country. 

Mr. DAWES. That is not the inquiry. Nobody doubts that. No- 
body doubts the power of the President 

Mr. VEST. ‘The Senator from Ohio seemed to doubt it. 

Mr. DAWES. If he deems it his duty to exercise that power, and 
he exercises it within his constitutional functions whenever he sees 
any reason; but the question is whether it is a proper exercise of the 
power of the veto simply because the method in which this bill has 
reached him is different from a method which he might prefer in a 
general bill that would bring them all in. 

Mr. VEST. It is not a question of method; it is a question of the 
expenditure of the public money. Here is a bill that appropriates 
$100,000 for a post-office building alone, with no internal-revenue de- 
partment even, with noaccommodation needed for the judiciary, with 
nothing but simply postal accommodations in view. 

Mr. PARDUE: Seventy-five thousand dollarsis the amount named 
in the bill. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Ohio advances the extraordinary 
doctrine that the President of the United States, where both Houses 
of Congress have acted unanimously, should acquiesce in their action 
and in their judgment without inquiry upon his part, and he speaks 
of the Czar of Russia and the Sultan of Turkey and other examples of 
a similar character. The President of the United States is as mucha 
portion of tae legislative power as we are, and is as mach responsible 
to our constituents. In the antonomy of our Government the Senate 
of the United States is a portion of the appointing power and the Presi- 
dent of the United States a portion of the legislative power. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator mean to say that the President is 
as much a part of the legislative power as Congress, which can originate 
measures and can pass them in spite of him? Is he just as much a 
part of the legislative power as these two bodies who must, and who 


alone can, originate’ every legislative act that exists, and who haye it 
in their power to passit in spite of him? Is he just as much a part of 
the legislative power? 

Mr. VEST. I commend to the Senator from Massachusetts his crit- 
ivism in regard to method. I am discussing the question of power. It 
is true that the Congress of the United States originates legislation, but 
it is true that that legislation can not become effective without the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States under the Constitution. 

Mr. DAWES. Les, it can. 

Mr. VEST. How? We can pass it over his veto. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Then would it not be effective? A 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, but that is another exercise of 
power under the Constitution. I am speaking now of the original 
action of the President in regard to the approval or disapproval of an 
act of Congress, and under the constitutional limitations he is as much 
a portion of the legislative power of this country as we ourselves. 

Mr. DAWES. Does not the Senator observe the difference between 
a power to stop legislation and a power to legislate? 

Mr. VEST. I recognize tbat to the fullest extent, and yet so far as 
the effect upon the people and their interests is concerned, the Presi- 
dent of the United States by his approval of a bill becomes as much a 
portion of the legislative power as either House of Congress. 

Mr, COKE. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri that he can not 
only approve and veto, but he can recommend legislation. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, he can originate to that extent 
by recommendation, and it is his constitutional duty to do so. 

But I am not here to engage in any hair-splitting or refined argu- 
ments in regard to the difference between originating a bill and exer- 
cising the veto power against it. When the President approves a bill 
he joins in the legislative functions which we are exercising here to- 
day. 

Under the theory of the Senator from Ohio the veto power is abso- 
lutely nullified, If both Houses of Congress concur with any unanim- 
ity in the passage of a measure, then the Senator from Ohio says that if 
the President vetoes it he becomes the Czar of Russia or the Sultan of 
Turkey. 

Sir, the President of the United States is responsible to the people 
and to his oath of office as much as we are. In this particular case he 
thought the appropriation of $100,000 would be a waste of public 
money. He would bave been a dishonest man if with that conviction 
he had put his executive approval upon the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Missouri is all wrong in his idea 
about the proper mode of dealing with a veto message. The old cus- 
tom was when a veto message was sent to us to Jay iton the table or to 
proceed to its immediate consideration. TheConstitution seems to im- 
ply that that is the duty of the two branches, and when it was first 
proposed to refer a veto message to a committee it was considered as a 
substantial departure from the courtesy due to the President of the 
United States. 

Mr. VEST. We have been doing it. 
referred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know, but only latterly. Here is what the 
Constitution provides: 

5 — approve he shall sign it, but if not he shall return it, with his objections, 
ouse in which it shall have originated, who shall enter the objections 
a — on their Journal, and proceed to reconsider it. 

Undoubtedly we may reconsider it through a committee in the ordi- 
nary forms of legislation, but that formerly was not the usual way, 
and very commonly the vote was at once taken, as the Constitution 
provided might be done. 

Now, let me say another thing. I did not complain about the Presi- 
dent so much, but I complained of Congress as giving a force to the 
President’s veto which the Constitution did not contemplate. What 
isa veto? It is not what is considered a veto in Russia, or. Austria,- 
or countries of a despotic character, a veto, I will not,” or I for- ~ 
bid,“ and that is the end of it. That is not the veto contemplated by 
the Constitution of the United States. It is simply a motion on the 
part of the President to ask Congress to reconsider a measure and pass 
again upon it, requiring a little greater majority to carry it over the 
veto, and that is all. It is nothing but a motion to reconsider. The 
President has no veto in the sense of a Russian or autocratic veto, but 
Congress has of late given to the President’s veto superior power. The 
veto comes back here and then every Democrat is expected to rally 
around the standard of that veto, as if the veto message was a political 
document. That is what I object to. 

I say now, that as this bill passed through both Houses of Congress 
after full consideration upon facts disclosed upon a report, a much 
stronger bill than dozens which have been signed by the President 
and others which have been passed by without signing, it is our duty 
to consider it upon its merits and not upon the merits of Grover Cleve- 
land; and I say that upon the reasons given in that message considered 
by a Senator on the other side of the Chamber, he would not give them 
the weight of a straw. His talk about thé sending to a postmaster 


All the pension vetoes were 


and failing to get information—his talk about there being only a cer- 
tain amount of population, 15,000 or 17,000, when there is now a pop- 
ulation of 30,000 agreed on all hands, and it is an office that yields 
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$30,000 a year to the postal revenues of the country, in the midst of a 


large suburban population, with a great population engaged in many 


industries all around it, tributary to it for postal service. 

Sir, there are more people within four miles of Youngstown, five- 
fold, than there are in Asheville, N. C., and Asheville has a post-oflice 
building. Ido not know what the population of Asheville is, but I 
will venture to say that within the immediate postal delivery of Youngs- 
town there are probably 30,000 people, among the most active and en- 
terprising population on the globe, engaged in all branches of industry. 
Therefore, when it is the desire of these people to have a suitable place 


to carry on their postal service, and Congress responds to that demand 


upon reasons given, and the President overrules it, it seems to me the 
Senate of the United States ought to consider itself bound to decide 
that question upon its merits and not upon any political view it may 
take of Mr. Cleveland’s right to make his veto final and conclusive or 
to give the coustitutional veto, which requires only a few more votes 
than a majority to overthrow it, the force and finality of a ukase of the 
Czar of Russia, 

Mr. VEST. If any additional argument were necessary in order to 
show the impropriety of these remarks on the part of the Senator from 
Ohio, he has just furnished that argument. He speaks now of Ashe- 
ville, N..C., as a parallel case with this, The Senator ought to know 
that there are at Asheville, N. C., the United States courts and the 
internal-revenue department besides, neither of which is found at 
Youngstown, in the State of Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the population of Asheville? 

Mr. VEST. Abont 8,000 or 10,000. 

Mr. VANCE. I will inform the Senator, if he will permit me, that 
the population of Asheville is 8,000. The President vetoed the first 
bill, passed by the last Congress and sent to him, and at this Con- 
gress the bill has been permitted to become a law without his signa- 


ture, 

Mr. PADDOCK. The gross postal receipts of Asheville for the last 
fiscal year were $10,135.89. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. How much were the receipts at Youngstown? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I do not know that I have the figures for Youngs- 
town before me, 

Mr. VEST. There are the United States courts and an internal- 
revenue department at Asheville. There is no parallel between the 
two cases.~ Let me say in regard to my own State of Missouri that we 
passed a bill here during the last Congress for the erection of a public 
building at Springfield, Mo., a place of 25,000 inhabitants, rapidly in- 
creasing, the metropolis of Southwest Missouri, considered to be ad- 
vancing in population and wealth more rapidly than any other section 
of my State. The President vetoed the bill, and he vetoed it upon 
the ground that there was no necessity for a public building there ex- 
cept for postal accommodations. The Representative from that dis- 
trict then had passed a bill through the House of Representatives es- 
tablishing a United States court there, and the bill became a law. The 
Prezident at this session of Congress signed the same bill, because the 
objection that he made to it in the last Congress had been removed by 
the action of Congress itself. 

I do not choose to waste my time, or that of the Senate, which is 
much more valuable, in answering epithets. I treat with contempt 
the allegation that I belong to the President of the United States or 
that I yote from political considerations to snstain him, I have op- 
posed some of his appointments, but I take no credit for it. I am a 
Democrat, but I observe as far as I can my oath to support the Con- 
stitution and to preserve the interests of my constituency. I shall 
enter into no argument, but treat with the contempt it deserves the 
insinuation that I vote upon this bill or any other bill under the dic- 
tation of the President or from political motives. It is not true. The 
President of the United States is, I believe, an honest officer. He is 
entitled to his opinion. I endeavor to do my duty, and he endeavors 
to do his, 

I might retort by pointing to the solid vote of the other side of this 


` Chamber against the President at every opportunity, We are told that 


we vote to support him, and if I wanted to go into children’s talk I 
would say and you oppose him.“ But this sort of thing is unworthy 
the Senate of the United States. 

I move that the bill and message be referred to the Committee on 
Poblic Buildings and Grounds. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the bill, with the accompanying message, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. ; 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have no hesitation in voting to over- 
rule the President’s veto in a case which addressed itself to my judg- 
ment, cither upon a public-building bill or in any other respect, but I 
do not think these criticisms of the President are well founded in this 
instance. I[think the President is to be commended for the expression 
of his honest opinion and for his firmness in doing that which meets 
the approval of his judgment. 

Now, what is the President required to do? To approve, to express 
his approval as the Executive of the country, uniting in its legislation, 
of the particular act of Congress. If in his honest judgment he does 
not approve it he is performing his constitutional duty in disapproving 


it; and although I might differ from him in opinion in the particular 


instance, I commend and admire him for his strong and honest and 
faithful performance of his duty according to his own opinion and his 
own judgment. r 

Mr. President, here isa question not of one public building but of 
$34,000,000 appropriated to the construction of public buildings. Itis 
a policy in regard to which the President expresses his opinion, the 
policy of erecting public buildings in particular places according to pop- 
ulation, or according to business. Whocan defend or justify any polic 
for the appropriation of public money for the erection of a public build- 
ing except upon the ground of the amount of public business to be trans- 
acted at the place? 

These propositions are idle. If you regard population as the condi- 
tion, you can have no public buildings in one-half of the cities of the 
Union. Many States are sparsely populated, others densely, and you 
can not administer a policy of this description in the erection ot public 
buildings uponany other basisthan in reference to the amount of pub- 
lic business which shall be done. Some limitation should be attached; 
and therefore there can be no propriety in this criticism of the Presi- 
dent, and no force in the objection that we should not give proper and 
intelligent consideration to the reasons which he submits to us, and a 
fair judgment upon the objections which he has made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that the bill and ac- 
companying message be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


DAVID A. SERVIS— VETO MESSAGE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 820, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to David A. Servis,” 

The beneficiary named in this bill enlisted August 14, 1862, and was dis- 
charged June 8, 1865. 

It is alleged that about the month of January, 1863, a comrade, by way of a 
ioke, put powder into a pipe which the beneficiary was accustomed to smoke 
and covered it with tobacco, so that when he lighted it the powder exploded 
and injured his eyes. The report of the Senate committee states that it does 
not appear that any notice was taken of this wanton act of his tent-mate.” 

There is no mention of any disability or injury in the record of the soldier's 
service. He seems to haveserved rarei Cet years and a half after the injury. 
5 oea an application for a pension in y, 1885, more than twenty-two years 
thereafter, 

Whatever may be the extent of the injury sustained, in regard to which the 
evidence is apparently quite meager, I can not see that it was such a result of 
military service as to entitle the applicant to a pension. 

The utmost liberality to those who were in our Army hardly justifies a com- 
pensation by way of pension for injuries incurred in sport or pastime, or as the 


result of a practical joke. 
GROVER CLEVELAND, 
EXECUTIVE Mansion, May 28, 1888. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass notwithstanding 
the objections of the Executive? Is the Senate ready for the question ? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move the reference of the bill and the message 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


ELISHA GRISWOLD—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 835, entitled “An act for the relief 
of Elisha Griswold.” 

The beneficiary named in this bill, which awards him a pension, enlisted in 
January, 1864, and was discharged February 12, 1866. 

His claim for pension as deyeloped in the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensions is based upon the allegation that in January, 1866; he fell from a swing 
which had been put up in the building oceupied as a barrack and struck on his 
head and shoulder. „ 

The committee report in favor of the bill upon the grounds that the soldier 
was injured “while engaged in recreation,” and that “such recreation is a 
necessary part of a soldier's life.” 

The beneficiary filed an application in January, 1880, and in support of such 
application he filed on the l6th day of July, 1886, an aitidavit in which he tes- 
tities that at the time of the injury he was in prison at San Antonio, Tex., upon 
cha the character of which he could not ascertain, and that the swing from 
which he fell was erected by himself and others for pastime and exercise. 

It wiil be seen that the injury complained of is all to have been snstained 
leas than a month before his discharge. There is, however, no record of any 
disability. 

His chùm based upon this injury was, in my opinion, papar rejecied ns hav- 
ing no connection with his military service, and I think the facts in his cage us 
herein detailed do not justify the award of a pension to him by special enact- 
ment. 

On the 23d day of March, 1838, after the introduction of the bill herewith re- 
turned, the beneficiary, 3 having abandoned the claim upon which 
the bill is predicated, filed another application fora pension in the Pension Bu- 
reau, alleging that be contracted diarrhea and malarial poisoning in the sery- 
ice. This application is still pending. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 25, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections of 
the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the bill, with the message, be referred 
to the Committce on Pensions, 

The motion was agreed to. 


printed. 
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ANNA MERTZ—VETO MESSAGE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 


I return without approval Senate bill No. 1237, entitled An act granting a 
pension to Anna Mertz.” 5 

The beneficiary named in this bill is the widow of Charles A. Mertz, who 
served in the Army as captain from April, 1862, to June, 1863, when he resigned 
on account of impaired health. It is stated in the committee's a gon that after 
his return from the Army he worked occasionally at his trade, though subject 
to attacks of very severe diarrhea, accompanied with acute catarrhal pains in 
the head and face, which he constantly attributed to his army service. 

It is all that he had several times taken morphine under medical advice 
to allay pa n caused by these attacks, 

id not apply for a pension. 

On the Ist day of December, 1884, more than twenty-one years after his dis- 
charge from the Army, he died from an overdose of morphine self-administered, 
for the purpose, it is claimed, of alleviating his suffering. 

I do not think that in this case the death of the soldier was so related to his 
military service as to entitle his widow to & pension. 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXEcUrIvVE Mansrox, May 28, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections 
of the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. PADDOCK. I move the reference of the bill, with the message, 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. I merely wish to observe with regard to the merits of 
that bill, assuming them to be the same as stated in the veto message, 
that in a great many instances Congress has granted relief in just such 
cases. 

The motion to refer the bill and message to the Committee on Pen* 
sions was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War in response to a resolution of May 25, 
1888, calling for information in relation to the destruction of the Gov- 
ernment dam at the Rock Island Arsenal by the recent floods in the 
Mississippi, etc. á 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the communication be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, in response to a resolution of May 22, 
1888, calling for information as to the probable cost of a breakwater in 
the bay of Santa Monica, California; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SABIN presented a petition of citizens of Chippewa County, 
Minnesota, praying for the passage of an amendment to the interstate- 
commerce law, providing that in case of all prosecutions commenced 
ander it against any person or corporation for a violation of the act by 
a citizen of the United States, the complainant shall receive the benefit 
of any fines and penalties resulting therefrom; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. REAGAN presented a petition of citizens of Mason County, 
Texas, praying for legislation to prevent the manufacture and sale of 
adulterated articles and the use of misleading brands on food, medi- 
cines, and liquors; which was referred to the Committee on Agricult- 
ure and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Madison County, Texas; 
a petition of citizens of Precinct No. 7, Fannin County, Texas; a pe- 
tition of E. Martin and 15 citizens of Mason County, Texas; a petition 
of citizens of Johnson County, Texas; a petition of James Johnston 
and 15 citizens of Uvalde County, Texas, and a petition of the Asbury 
Farmers’ Alliance No. 283, containing 60 members, of Hood County, 
Texas, praying that the work of the eradication of pleuro-pneumonin 
be continued under the Bureau of Animal Industry as at present or- 
ganized, with a chief who shall be a veterinary surgeon; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DAWES. I present resolutions of the Boston Turpverein, an 
association of highly respectable citizens and residents of the Common- 
wealth of Massachusetts of foreign birth, protesting against the pas- 
sage of the bill pending in this body to restrict immigration. I do not 
know the exact status of that bill, whether it has been reported or is 
still in committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It'is before the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, the Chair is informed. 

Ir. DAWES. Then I move the reference of the resolutions to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE presented a petition of nine local assemblies of Knights 
of Labor of the State of Ohio, remonstrating against the passage of any 
bill granting civil pensions; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, presented a petition of citizens of White 
Jounty, Arkansas, and a pet#ion of citizens of Franklin County, Ar- 
kansas, praying that in view of the public disclosures of gross violations 
of the interstate-commerce law by the railway companies of the coun- 


try, Congress will pass the hecessary amendments to that law which 
will protect the public from such violations; which were referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Arkansas, praying for the 
passage of a bill which will appropriate at least the amount placed in 
the river and harbor bill of the House for snagging operations in the 
Arkansas River; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a letter of Harvey Lewis, of Little Rock, Ark., a 
practical steam-boat man, asking that an appropriation be made for the 
purpose of carrying on snagging operations in the Arkansas River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2847) granting a pension to Albert F. Jones; 

A bill 8 2689) granting a pension to Mrs. Sadie Scott; 

A bill (S. 2853) granting a pension to Mary J. Mahoney; 

A bill (8. 2319) granting an increase of pension to William W, Bliss; 

A bill (S. 1901) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; and 

A bill (S. 2896) granting a pension to Joseph H. Welty. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the petition of John F. Ryon, late of Company I, One hundred and 
twenty-third Indiana Volunteers, praying for an increase of pension, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 
committee were discharged from the further consideration of the peti- 
tion. s 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 

A bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean; 

A bill (S. 2898) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boulter; and 

A bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan Meade, 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 


ment, and submitted reports thereon: è 
A bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Caspar Banke, of Portland, 
Oregon; and 


A bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy. 

Mr. TURPIE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2437) granting a pension to James G. W. Hardy; 

A bill (S. 2335) granting a pension to James Taggart; 

A bill (S. 2817) tor the relief of J. W. Mackey; 

A bill (S. 2859) granting a pension to Alfred G. Romine; 

A bill (S. 1429) granting a pension to Jane B. Dunn; and 

A bill (S. 2812) for the reliet of Eliza Douglass. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 103) authorizing 
and directing the Department of Justice to transfer certain rooms which 
have been occupied by the United States courts and officials to the city 
of Utica, N. Y., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (S. R. 79) permitting the public building authorized by act 
of Congress approved May 8, 1882, at Denver, Colo., to be located not 
less than 16 fect from any other building, instead of 40 feet, as pro- 
vided in said act, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. $ 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S, 
2539) to authorize and direct the purchase of part of a lot adjoining 
the Senate stables for their ventilation, and for other purposes, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon g 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1002) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 

A bill (S. 2880) granting an increase of pension to Adam Dennis; 
and 4 

A bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B. 
Smith, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United States 
Volunteers. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 33) for the relief of Fhomas J. Miller, of Washington Ter- 
ritory, submitted an adverse report thereon. s 

Mr. DOLPH. That bill has twice passed the Senate. I ask that it 
be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the adverse report. DE 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bilis, reported them severally withont amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: - 

A bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 
Durham; 


— 
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A bill (S: 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun; and 

A bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan. 

Mr. PADDOCK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2593) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah McNamara, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 3 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was recommitted the 
bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Belle R. Clements, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(S, 2874) granting a pension to George W. Padgett, reported it without 
amendment, aud submitted a report thereon, 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Colombia, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2742) to incorporate the Brightwood 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia, reported it with amend- 
m 


ents, 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Finance, to whom was re, 
committed the bill (S. 1138) to reimburse the depositors of the Freed_ 
man’s Savings and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of 
said company, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2838) granting au increase of pension to Betsey A. 
Mower, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 5 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 

` lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4735) for the relief of Douglas Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; and 

A bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pension- 

II. 1 


roll. 

Mr. BLODGETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
committed the bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the follow- 
ing bills, submitted adverse reports thereon, which were agreed to, and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: ; 

A bill (S. 2770) granting a pension to Mary Peckham Rodman; 

A bill (S. 2814) granting a pension to John O'Donnell; 

A bill (S. 2834) granting a pension to Rebecca Craig; and 

A bill (S. 2792) granting an increase of pension to Silas Parker. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to Catherine Tate, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1961) granting a pension to Catherine Tate, reported it adversely, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
. the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 

submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; 
A bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 
A bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linton; 
A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Herman Rankins; 
A bill (H. R. 70 granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Miss Carrie A. Luey; and 
A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catherine Tierney. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3053) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Eleanor Henrietta Reid; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. VEST (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3054) to abolish the 
police court and office of the justice of the peace in and for the District 
of Colombia, and forother purposes; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District ot Columbia. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3055) to equalize the pay of 
assistant attorneys in the Department of Justice; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3056) to pay certain Indian dep- 
redation claims; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Indian ‘Affairs. è 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a bill (S. 3057) to increase the pen- 
sion now paid to Mrs. D. P. Woodbury; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr, BECK submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the bill (S. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for stores and 
supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as reported by the 
Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, known 
as the Bowman act; which was referred to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 

by him to the consular and diplomatie appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. - 


PUBLIO BUILDING AT DENVER. 


Mr. TELLER, The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
reported this morninga joint resolution to enable the architect to com- 
plete the public building at Denver. There is a report from the Su- 
pervising Architect, and I ask that the resolution be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will first conclude the 
càll for morning business. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I submit a resolution and ask forits present con- 
sideration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the message of the President of February 20, 1888, transmitting 
a treaty between the United States and Great Britain, concerning the inter preta- 
tion of the convention of Uetober 20, 1818, signed at Washington February 15, 
18859, together with the said treaty and accompanying documents, from which 
the injunction of secrevy has been removed, be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is necessary to have the reprint. The copics 
have ran out. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I move that the Senate do now proceed to the 
consideration of the treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will receive further 
morning business. * 

IMPORTATION OF SILYER-LEAD ORES. 


Mr. MITCHELL. I ask the present consideration of the resolution 
‘which I send to the desk. 7 
The Chief Clerk read tho resolution, us follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
report lo the Senate whether silver-lead ores are being imported from any for- 
eign country into the United States, and to what extent, and whether any duty 
is under the rulings of the Department collectible under existing law on the lead 
so imported in such ores, and to what amount: and whether any duty is being 
coliected on any such silver-lead ores so imported into the United States, an 
so, whether such importations are by the Department held and subjected to tho 
duty of 20 per cent. ad valorem to which mineral substances in aerude state aro 
subjected under existing law. 


Mt. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator if that is in addition to and 
for the purpose of eliciting information not contained in Executive 
Document 171, Fiftieth Congress, first session ? 

Mr. MITCHELL. My attention has not been called to that docu- 
ment, so I can not answer the question. L 

Mr. COCKRELL, I then ask that the resolution may go ovor, and 
T call the attention of the Senator from Oregon to this executive doc- 
ument in answer to a resolution heretofore introduced by him on the 
same subject. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 

Mr. COCKRELL. 

Mr. MITCHELL. 
printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed and go over. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. TELLER. Task that the little resolution to which I referred, 
and which was reported this morning, be taken up and $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iappeal tomy friend. According to the couric- 
sies of the Senate, as the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE] is ready to 
proceed, I think he ought to be allowed to proceed now. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I will ask that the joint resolution be not 
printed. It is not worth while to print it, and I will call it up during 
the day. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
table without being printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the fisheries treaty. 


MINISTER TO URUGUAY AND PARAGUAY. 


Mr. CALL. Task the Senator to allow me to offer n resolution for 
reference. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution of the Senator from 
Florida will be received and read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations be instrneted to inquire 
and report as to the expediency of reporting an amendmentto the consular and 
diplomatic bill (H. R. 6833) providing for an envoy extraordinary and minister 
plenipotentiary to Uruguay and Paraguay at a salary of $10,000 a year. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator ask for the present 
consideration of the resolution ? 

Mr. CALL. Yes, sir. 

The resolution was considered by unanimons consent, and agre: d to. 

POTEAU RIVER BRIDGE IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I ask the Senator from Ohio to yield to 
me for a moment for the purpose of making a few merely verbal cor- 
rections in a bill which has been recalled from the House of Represent- 
atives and is on the table of the Secretary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That, I suppose, is morning business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The Senator from Arkansas asks 


Not introduced by me. 
By some Senator. 
Task, in view of that fact, that the resolution be 


The joint resolution will lie on the 


— 
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corrections. 


unanimous consent that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of 
a bill recalled from the House of Representatives, the title of which 
will be read. - ` 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith 
and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau 
River in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the vote of 
the Senate by which this bill was passed and also the vote by which it 
was ordered to a third reading will be reconsidered. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, For the purpose of making some correc- 
tions, I move to strike out the word railway“ where it appears and 
insert the word ‘‘ bridge.” The Secretary has a memorandum of the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. In line 10, section 4, page 3, it is proposed to 
strike out railway“ and insert bridge; in line 22 to strike out 
‘railroad’? and insert bridge;“ and in the last line of the section to 
strike out the words the railway” and insert the words said bridge. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

GRADE OF GENERAL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask consent to make a report from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs to report with an amendment the bill (S. 2210) to revive 
the grade of General in the United States Army. 

Mr. President, I am greatly pleased to be authorized by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs to report this bill favorably. lts purpose 
is to revive during the lifetime of the present Lieutenant-General of 
the Army the grade of General of the Army, with the provision that 
both those grades of rank shall cease with the life of Lieutenant-Gen- 
eral Sheridan. 

I will not take up the time of the Senate and refer to the sad occa- 
sion that makes this bill, as it seems to me, a proper one for the Sen- 
ate to consider under a departure from its general rules that it shall 
go upon the Calendar with the report of the committee. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that the bill may now be considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration 
of the bill this morning reported from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, the title of which will be read by the Secretary. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2210) to revive the gradeof General 
in the United States Army. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. BERRY. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas objects, 
and the bill will be placed on the Calendar. ~ 

Mr. MANDERSON. Iask, then, that the bill be placed on the Calen- 
dar with the favorable report, and I will move its consideration at an 
early day or perhaps during this day. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I renew my motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio moves that 
the Senate proceed to the consideration of the fisheries treaty in open 
executive session. $ 

Mr. MORGAN. I hopethe Senator from Ohio will let me have a bill 
considered to build a railroad bridge across the Tennessee River. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have been compelled by the rule of courtesy, 
which has always prevailed, to deny yielding to others, and therefore 
I can not waive it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Tho Senator from Alabama asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, the title of which 
will be reported by the Secretary. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I feel bound to object under the circumstances, 
as I have objected to others. I have no objection to the bill, but it 
can be taken up at some other time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs on the motion 
of the Senator from Ohio, that the Senate do now proceed in open ex- 
ecutive session to the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senate is now in open execu- 
tive session for the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the reading of the minutes of the last open 
session of this kind. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the minutes 


of the last open executive session will be read 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


Proceedings of the United Slates Senate in open crecullre session. 


Monpay, May 28, 1888. 
In pursuance ofa motion this da#adopted in executive session, at 4 o'clock 
and 55 minutes p. m.— 
The doors were opened, and the Senate in open executive session resumed 
the consideration of the treaty (Ex. M) between the United States and Great 


by the Secretary. 
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Britain, concerainig oe 3 of the convention of Ostober 20, 1818. 
signed at on February 15. 1888. 

Mr. Mondax — the following resolution; which was considered by 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolverl, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from all proceeding of 
the Senate in reference to the treaty with Great Britain now under consider- 
ation. ; 

On motion by Mr. Cut Lox, at 5 o'clock p. m., the Senate adjourned, 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, what is the question before the Sen- 
ate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate is 
whether the Journal that has just been read shall be approved, If 
there be no motion to correct or amend the Journal just read, it will 
stand approved. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, what is the question? - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question’ before the Senate is 
the consideration of the ſisheries treaty. It having been read by articles 
in Committee of the Whole, it is open to amendment; and the Senator 
[Mr. FRYE] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to know, Mr. President, whether or nob 
the state of this treaty is such ns will leave it open to amendment on 
the reading of the articles separately, or whether it is open to amend- 
ment generally ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The articles have been separately 
read in Committee of the Whole, and the Chair holds that it is now 
open to amendment article by article. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire tosubmit a motion to postpone the further 
consideration of the treaty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive that mo- 
tion now, the Senator from Maine [Mr. FEREYE] having been recognized 
as entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I was about to ask a courtesy from 
the Senator from Maine, which I anticipate will not be granted 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama did not 
ask a courtesy of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wasaddressing the President and had not reached 
him yet. I now address the President, and ask the President if I may 
say to the Senator from Maine that I ask of him the courtesy to allow 
me to interpose a motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. FRYE. I can not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine declines to 
yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. I give notice, then, that on the conclusion of the 
Senator’s remarks I will make that motion, to postpone, so that he can 
debate it if he chooses. 

Mr. FRYE> Mr. President, the evolution from darkness to light, 
from closed doors to open doors, is, I admit, somewhat disturbing to 
me. I had reasonably equipped myself for a discussion with closed 
doors by such preparation as seemed to me necessary when addressin 
Senators alone, familiar with the subject. I now suddenly find my: 
compelled to invite into my confidence sixty millions of Abraham Lin- 
coln’s plain people of the Republic—people not like the Senators, fa- 
miliar with the question—and I am aware that no adequate preparation 
has been made by me to meet this contingency. But, sir, I have no 
time in which to make it, and therefore I can do what only is left for 
me—throw myself upon your indulgence and theirs, and thas, if pos- 
sible, blunt somewhat the sharp edge of criticism. 

Mr. President. this is not a trifling question before the Senate to-day. 
It involves the dignity and the honor of a great republic and the rights 
of its citizens, It can not be belittled by localization; it can not be 
belittled by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] charging that 
it isa Néw England industry of but little account; that Yankee fisher- 
men alone are interested; thatthe wrongs to be righted are only up in the 
Northeast. Itcan not be obscured by the President of the United States 
intimating that in the event this treaty is rejected he will resort to the 
law which Congress has enacted, notas the friendsof the fishermen would 
require, not as they would advise, but in such way and such manner 
as would place in jeopardy and might destroy all the business inter- 
ests of the great North all along the border; nor by the President writ- 
ing to his district attorney in Massachusetts and calling his attention 
to the fact that there have been violations of the law in the importa- 
tion of Canadian sailors; when thousands of railroad laborers have 
been imported within the last two years into New England, complaint 
has been made to his Attorney-General and evidence has been filed be- 
fore him, presumably knewn to the President, and yet he preserves a 
profound silence; nor by proclamations by the honorable Secretary of 
State, nor by interviews furnished to the Boston Herald, nor by letters 
written by him to the Manhattan Club in New York when entertain- 
ing the distinguished diplomatist from abroad, in which he declared 
that every man who opposed the ratification of this treaty is either con- 
trolled by personal prejudice or partisanship or profound ignorance; 
nor by Administration papers ſlippuntly and jeeringly sigyesting that 
they had better buy up the Yankee fishermen and their smacks. ~ 

Mr. President, the question betore the senate is, shall citizens of the 
United States, fishermen if you please, but citizens of the United States 


Does the Senator from Maine yield 
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still, be protected against injustice, wrong, and outrage, inflicted by a 


neighboring nation emboldened to it only because they rest under the 
tegis of a mighty power beyond the seas? That is the question to which 
the Senate must address itself now. Even these Yankee fishermen 
have entitled themselves to the respect of the United States Senate, to 
a lofty niche in the temple of Liberty. 

Why, Mr. President, they did more to wrest from France these very 
waters outlined here on the two maps on the wall behind me than all 
the rest of the whole British Empire together, and in the war for our 
independence their services can not be overestimated. They fought on 
every deck of every ship that Paul Jones commanded. Take that pic- 
ture, drawn by General Knox, of the fishermen of Marblehead—perhaps 
entitled to contempt in the United States Senate because they are fish- 
ermen of Marblehead—see our Revolutionary army on the banks of the 
river on that bitter cold night; before them a foaming, rushing, mighty 
stream; huge cakes of ice crashing together; Washington looking on in 
dismay, and finally demanding ‘* Who shall take this army across the 
river?“ and the fishermenof Marblehead, the fishermen of Marblehead 
alone to a man, stepping forward and piloting the army across the per- 
ilous pathway to glory, power, and independence. 

In the war of 1812 the victories which we.won on ocean and on lake 
were due largely to the prowess, the skill, and the patriotism of the 
Yankee fishermen. And in that last terrible struggle of this Republic 
for her life there was not a single deck of an American ship unmoist- 
ened by their blood. 

Do Senators think that men who have made a history like this are 
entitled to be treated with contempt? Do Senators think that there 
is no duty on the part of this great Republic to listen to their cry? 
When they ask for bread will you give them a stone; for fish, a ser- 


pent? 
If we have another war it will be on the ocean. Who will man our 
ships? Eighty-five per cent. of the sailors on ships in the foreign trade 


are foreigners, owing the Republic no allegiance, willing to render her 
no service. These fishermen are 80 per cent. American citizens, 65 per 
cent, American birth; inured to hardship, constantly exposed to the 
perils of the sea, brave, skillful, patriotic, they would respond to a 
man to the bugle-call of the country. Why should not the Republic 
stand by them when they are in peril, when they are suffering wrong 
at the hands of a foreign power? 

Why, Mr. President, the greatness of a nation consists largely in its 
jealous care forits citizens, bumble though they may be. King Theodore 


in 1863 or 1864 took Captain Cameron, an Englishman, prisoner, in- 


carcerated him in the fortress of Magdala, on the top of a mountain 
9,000 feet above the level of the sea. The Queen of Great Britain de- 
manded his release; the king refused. Great Britain embarked at 
Bombay 4,000 British soldiers and 10,000 Sepoys, landed them on the 
coast, marched them 400 miles through swamps and morasses, under 
a burning sun, led them up the mountain heights, gave battle to the 
enemy, battered down the wall, took that citizen like a brand from 
the burning, carried him down across the swamps and marshes, placed 
him on board a ship, and carried him home to England. What a mag- 
nificent exhibition of power for just one citizen! It costGreat Britain 
millions and millions of dollars; it made General Napier Lord Napier, 
of Magdala. 

In the presence of such an incident one is so lostin admiration as 
almost to forget the injustice and the wrongs that same great country 
inflicts day by day upon her owp citizens within her own borders. 

There are Senators here now listening to me who canremember how 
their pulses quivered when they read that modest reportsent by Com- 
mander Ingraham from Smyrna: I weighed my anchor; I drew to 
within half a cable’s length of the Austrian brig of war. Near her 
was & 10-gun schooner and two armed merchantmen ready to assist 
her. I ran up the American flag, shotted my guns, and demanded this 
pore fellow, who had no more American citizenship than the filing of 

is intention to become one, and he was surrendered.” 

I tell you, Senators, incidents like that kindle the blood in every 
patriot’s heart, and yet neither country did more than what her duty 
required. The country that neglects its citizen, that permits him to 
be outraged by a foreign power, has no right to call on him when her 
hour of peril comes. 

Now, Mr. President, I declare, and I do it in all humility, that this 
great, powerful Republic has shamefully neglected the rights of these 
American fishermen, has relused to listen to their cries, has given them 
a stone when they asked for bread again and again. 

After the war of independence we met to make a treaty of peace. 
There were bold, courageous men in the land who loved their country 
and were jealous for its honor. The result was a treaty by the terms 
of which every right of every fisherman, every right of this little feeble 
Republic was provided for; ay, more, Great Britain went even to the 
extent of surrendering to us the right to fish on banks that were from 


40 to 300 miles from the shore. Generous Great Britain giving to us 


that over which she had no more control than she had over the waters 
of mid-ocean! She never surrendered that which was hers, nor one 
jot nor one tittle of it, without adequate and fully adequate compensa- 
tion. But we received then in our weakness, in our infancy, all that 
any patriot would ask. 8 

But the arrogance of Great Britain displayed in the conduct of those 


negotiations continued, and ere long we found her seizing our ships on 
the seas, searching them, taking off our sailors, compelling them to do 
her service until in 1812 we once more declared war against her, fought 
the warthrough and again were victorious. Again when the war was over 
we met to make a treaty of peace and Great Britain said, You have 
forfeited by the war every right you ever had in these northcastern 
waters. We had men there, patriots, men of houor, and courage, who 
promptly, distinctly, and emphatically declared, If you undertake to 
make that a provision in this treaty of peace, there shall be no peace.“ 
The result was that the treaty was entirely silent as to the fishery 
rights. 

I call attention now, Mr. President, to the treaty of 1818, the pro- 
visions of which, I suppose, have been in force since the abrogation of 
the fishery clauses of the treaty of Washington. In the negotiation 
of this, England evinced neither magnanimity nor sentiment, and our 
commissioners neither sagacity nor courage. The times were not pro- 
pitious for us. Waterloo had been fought; theallies had entered Paris; 
Napoleon had abdicated, and England was arrogant. We deliberately 
surrendered our fishery rights, and a blow was dealt that industry from 
which it has never recovered. By its terms England laid the founda- 
tion for ceaseless demands, and invited her colonies to the enactment 
of penal laws and the commission of outrages in their name which 
would disgrace any civilization. 

I call attention to Article I: 

And the United States hereby renounce forever any liberty heretofore enjoyed 
or claimed by the inhabitants thereof to e. dr, or cure fish on or within 3 
marine miles of any of the coasts, bays, crecks,or harbors of His Britannic 
e dominions in America, not included within the above-mentioned 

imits, 

with a proviso that our fishermen might enter these bays, etc., for 
shelter or to repair damage, to purchase wood and take water, but for 
no other purpose whatever. 

What did we secure by this treaty? It provided for a partition of 
rights; it provided that we should surrender I should say two-thirds 
of all the waters our men had fought for and wrested from France. 
But we did have courage enough to insist that if our fishermen were 
driven by stress of weather into any of these surrencered waters they 
should have shelter; if out of wood, they might purchase it; if their 
water-tanks were empty, they might fill them; if their vessels were 
out of repair, they might repair them, but we should resort to these 
waters ‘‘for no other purpose whatever.’’ 

Time wore on, the United States grew in power, in population, in im- 
portance, immensely in the extent of our market. Great Britain and 
Canada, too, looked at that market with avaricious eyes, and delib- 
erately determined to possess themselves of it. There was no hesita- 
tion, no question of right, no regard for decency, no obligation of hos- 
pitality, but“ Your market we propose to have.“ What for? Sothat 
the Canadian fishery fleet may be doubled or quadrupled, so that the 
Canadian sailors may be increased four, six, or eight times, so that when 
Great Britain needs sailors she shall know where to find the bravest 
and the best in all the wide world. r 

So Canada resorted to every conceivable outrage, perpetrated every 
imaginable wrong and injustice, drove our vessels to sea in storms when 
they had sought shelter; seized and searched them on the high seas 
even; placed armed men on board, practically making captives of their 
eaptains and crews in their own vessels, the American flag flying over 
them; tried them in the colonial courts on the testimony of colonial 
witnesses, and confiscated one after another; and this went on until 
indeed the perils of the sea on these Grand Banks were no greater than 
the dangers of the law on the shore. 

Mr. Van Buren sent an American fleet into these waters. Mr, Frank- 
lin Piercesent men-of-war there, and in the presence ot our armed vessels 
our fishermen were protected in their rights, but when the vessels were 
withdrawn then the outrages commenced again. Great Britain sent a 
fleet into these waters to overawe the United States of America. She ac- 
complished her purpose. She has a wonderiul facility ior doing that 
with us. She secured the treaty of 1854, known as the reciprocity 
treaty, under which we were permitted to fish within her waters, her 
fishermen in our waters, and free entry to our markets for their fish 
was permitted—all they wanted, and just what the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. MORGAN] and the Senator from Delaware [Mr. SAULs- 
BURY] and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. PAYNE] withir two days have 
said on the floor of the Senate they shall have again if we do not ratify 
this treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN, Itake the liberty of denying that I said that. 

Mr. PAYNE. The Senator trom Maine will allow me a word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PALMER in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Maine yield? f 

Mr. FRYE. Ido. 

Sie PAYNE. I have not said any such thing on the floor of the 
nate. 

Mr. FRYE. And I suppose the Senator from Alabama will say the 


same. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I did not sayewhat the Senator alleges that I 
said. 

Mr. FRYE. Isay that I listened to those three Senators and certainly 
heard each one of them give an intimation thut unless this treaty was 
ratified we must look out lest free fish were incorporated in our tariff 
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laws, and the Senator from Alabama asked me if that would not settle 
this question, and I assured him that it undoubtedly would. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine first makes an assertion 
as to what I said in executive session, of which there is no record of 
course—thatI declared that in the event this treaty was not ratified 
Great Britain would make war upon the United States, that I made 
the threat. He then qualifies it and contradicts it, andsays he under- 
stood me as intimating such a thing might take place. I leave the 
Senator with his own declaration as my vindication. 

Mr. FRYE. I say the Senator talked about free fish, and asked me 
if that would not solve the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Because I had frequently heard the Senator fro 
Maine say that it would. ¢ » 

Mr. FRYE. Now, does the Senator stand in his place and say that 
he did not intend that what he said about free fish should be regarded 
by us as an intimation that fish should be put on the free-list if the 
treaty was rejected? 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not think it ever liable to happen, and I think 
you are opposed to it. 

Mr. FRYE. Did not the Senator intend it for that purpose? 

Mr. MORGAN. For the purpose of doing what—putting fish on the 
free-list? 

Mr. FRYE. For the purpose of covertly making a threat that it 
would be done if the treaty was not ratified. . 

Mr. MORGAN. I said this, and I say it here in the Senate again, and 
the Senate have all heard me say it, that the Senator from Maine him- 

self had asserted on frequent occasions that putting fish on the free- 
list, admitting them free of duty into this country, would solve the 
whole of this difficulty, Isaid, Oh, no, that I had not made up my 
mind to vote for a proposition of that kind, but there were certain con- 
siderations that weighed in favor of fishermen which Ithought did not 
apply to any other class of people at all, and I went on to define what 
they were. I admonished that side of the Chamber, and I respectfully 
do it again, that if you present the question to the people of the United 
States of going to war with Great Britain against the question of let- 
ngap fish free of duty, you havea dangerous issue before you. That 
is all. > 

Mr. FRYE. Precisely; and J ask no different reply than that from 
the Senator from Alabama. ° 

Mr. MORGAN. Lou have got it now. That is all right. 

Mr. FRYE. I say they obtained by the treaty of 1854 all they were 
after—free fish. That treaty continued in existence for twelve years. 
Our fleet in that time lost 100,000 tons and more than two thousand 
men; and their fleet increased over 160,0U0 tons, and their men, sail- 
ors, over three thousand in numbers. When the twelve years had 
passed we abrogated that treaty by more than a two-thirds vote in 
both Houses. 

Mr. President, the moment the treaty was abrogated Canada adopted 
the license system. The first year she placed a tax upon our vessels of 
50 cents a ton, to do what? Fifty cents a ton to enjoy every com- 
mercial privilege we ever asked fur. Fifty cents a ton to fish in every 
foot of British waters at a time when the best mackerel-fishing in the 
whole world was found there, at a time when we only fished with hook 
and line, and when most of our mackerel were taken in the Gulf of St. 
Lawrence, the Bay of Chaleurs, Fortune Bay, and these other bays; 
and yet the Senator from Alabama in his three days’ speech called our 
attentiop to the generous, magnanimous, magnificent present Great 
Britain had just proffered us in the modus vivendi, and the President 
of the United States bowed before Great Britain in humble thankful- 
ness and gratitude that she should bestow this immense favor upon our 
people. And what is the modus vivendi? You pay one dollar and a 
half a ton, and you shall have what? The right to fish in our waters? 
Ob, no, not at all. You shall have commercial privileges which you 
are entitled to to-day under the laws of Great Britain and the United 
States, commercial privileges which Secretary Bayard has insisted 
for two years we were entitled to, commercial privileges which ‘their 
vessels have enjoyed in every part of the United States for the entire 
two years during which they have been committing these outrages on us. 

Generous modus vivendi! They found that some of our fishermen 
paid the 50 cents, and next year they doubled it; a few paid that, and 
the next year they doubled it again; then the fishermen refused to 
pay. Once more the dogs of war were let loose; once more commenced 
these outrages; once more the poor, helpless fishermen, driven in a 
storm onto those shores, were treated with every conceivable act of 
inhumanity. They continued this course in season and out of season; 
there was no let-up; and the Congress of the United States was just 
on the point of passing a retaliatory law in response to a memorial 
from the fishermen of New England when once more we resorted to 
diplomacy inthe treaty of 1871. 

The treaty of 1871 was not to settle fishery difficulties primarily. It 
was entered into for what was regarded as a larger purpuse even than 
that. We had a terrible conflict, and Great Britain clearly desired that 
this country should be cut in twain, that the experiment of a repub- 
lic should fail forever. She wanted the Southern market, and with- 
out the slightest hesitation, without any regard for right. she went for 
it, knowing that she could only obtain it by dividing the Republic. 


She haStened to recognize belligerent rights on the part of the South. 
She joined with France in undertaking’ to build up a monarchy in 
Mexico which should be a perpetual menace to the Republic. She 
gave us ten days’ notice in which to return Mason and Slidell, and 
started troops of war for Canada. She built cruisers, armed them, 
equipped them, manned them, sent them out upon the ocean to prey ) 
upon our commerce and to drive it from the seas. She prolonged the 
war at least two years from her unfriendlines$ to us, to us as a repub- 
lic. When the war was over, and General Grant was President of the 
United States. our people who had been damaged by her cruisers sent 
in claims, and the President presented them. : 

Great Britain refused to pay, and our mighty, peace-loving President 
sent a message to his people saying to them, Send me your bills and I 
will collect them in time;’’ and then negotiations for a treaty were 
entered upon, and the Alabama claims were its foundation. The fish- 
ery matter was subsidiary. The treaty was made finally; in it an 
article providing that if there was any balance due Canada for the 
privileges given us—the right to fish in her waters—we should pay, and 
that commissioners should be appointed to determine how much the 
payment should be. The treaty also provided that Canadian fish 
should have free entry to our markets. This of course, for it was the 
one thing Great Britain and Canada coveted. 

Mr. MORGAN. I would call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that on the 17th of July, 1870, when the tariff was under considera- 
tion,a bill was passed, when both branches of Congress were Republican, 
in which, without any treaty at all, it was provided that fish, fresh, 
for immediate consumption and “* fish for bait’? should be put on the 
free-list. That was not a treaty obligation. The Republicans con- 
ceded that to Great Britain without any treaty. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I suppose the Senator would like to lead me off 
from this discussion to that. Fish, fresh, for immediate consumption? 
has a very familiar sound to me. In consequence of the refusal of this 
Administration to make any different construction from that heretofore 
had, the Canadians to-day are getting control of our fresh-fish market 
without paying any duty. Ihave not time now todiscuss that question. 
It was only intended to apply to fish taken to-day consum̃ed to-morrow. 
It did not apply to fresh fish frozen by modern processes and capable 
of being kept for six months or a year in good coydition to send all 
over the United States. When that item was inserted in the tariff law, 
these foregoing processes, refrigerators on cars and on fishing vessels, 
were entirely unknown. There ought now to be a provision making 
such fish dutiable. 

I say once more that the treaty of 1871 gave Great Britain a market, 
having obtained it by her own outrages upon usas a people. The 
fishery part of the treaty was due to Canadian outrages, while the Ala- 
bama claims part came from England’s own acts of injustice. That 
treaty endured for twelve years. But before going on with that I wish 
to go back a bit. I said we appointed a commission, and I will say a 
few words in relation to that. We had for a commissioner a weak old 
man, no more fit to copein diplomacy with Sir John A. Macdonald than 
Secretary Bayard was with Joseph Chamberlain and Sir Charles Tupper. 

Mr. MORGAN. Who appointed him? 

Mr. FRYE. A Republican President. The umpire appointed was 
Mr. Delfosse, a Belgian, practically controlled by Great Britain, as she | 
well knew when he was appointed. They went to Halifax, as these 
plenipotentiaries sat here. They investigated and found that we must 
pay Great Britain or Canada $5,500,000 as the balance in her favor under 
the treaty. Mr. Delfosse determined it. He was the umpire with the 
casting vote. We paid it, but after paying it and within a very short 
time asked Great Britain to let us abrogate that treaty, and she re- 
fused, though we had paid the $5,500,000 for the whole twelve years, 
She still had a very good bargain, and would not give it up. 

What more? During the twelve years we remitted in duty to Can- 
ada over $6,000,000, making $11,500,000 we paid for that attempt at 
diplomacy. What did we gain from it? We, during the whole twelve 
years, captured in British waters about 8700, 000 worth of fish, and to 
catch them cost us $1,200,000. The last three years of the treaty there 
were not a dozen American fishermen in British waters fishing, not- 
withstanding we had a right to go where we pleased. 

Time fortunately rolled on, and the day came when notice could be 
given to terminate this iniquitous treaty so far as the fisheries were 
concerned. I believe I had the honor to recognize the fact that the 
day had come, and offered a resolution in the Senate instructing or re- 
questing the President to give the requisite two years’ notice for the 
abrogation of the fishery clauses. It passed the Senate unanimously. 
The President gave the notice, and in 1885, on the Ist day of July, we 
had a4 treaty for the fisheries except the treaty of 1818; all were abro- 
gated. 

If we had taken a manly course at that moment if this great Repub- 
lic of 60,000,000 people had simply stood on its rights then and there, 
there would have been peace, there would have been quiet, all the 
rights we were entitled to we should have been enjoying to-day; but 
Secretary Bayard could not permit it. He has an itching palm for 
diplomacy. It delights his very soul to be engaged in a diplomatic 
correspondence. He was profoundly ignorant of the fishery matter 
then, as could be proved without the slightest difficulty if I had the 
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time to do it. . I suppose he would admitit himself. There wasa gen- 
tleman here, Sir Lionel West; the British minister, who was not igno- 
rant, and he easily persuaded Secretary Bayard, honestly, too, so faras 
the Secretary was concerned, that it would be six months before Con- 
gress met, that it was right in the midst of a fishing season, that there 
would be conflict between the fishermen of the United States and of 
Canada, and very likely that might lead to a war with Great Britain, 
and he said, What can I do? Anything you say,“ and he made a 
modus vivendi, clearly without any right to do it under the Constitu- 
tion, which gave us the right for six months to fish in the British 
waters and them the right to fish in ours for the same length of time. 
But that was not the nub of the arrangement. It was this: 

And the President of the United States shall recommend to Congress the ap- 
pointment of a commission to settle fishery rights, s 

The President of the United States, in obedience to the behest of his 
Secretary of State, sent in his message to Congress the moment it met, 
recommending that Con provide for a commission to settle fishery 
rights. I believe I then had the honor to offer another resolution that 
it was the sense of the United States Senate that we wanted no com- 
mission to settle fishery rights. I suppose the Senate then believed it 
had had enongh of treaties, that the last one had given us sufficient not 
to desire another right away. That was sent to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, reported unanimously, came back to the Senate, was 
discussed, deliberately acted upon, and unanimously passed, I believe. 

Mr. MORGAN. That was not what was declared. 

Mx. FRYE. Iam not giving the exact language of the resolution; I 
am only giving from memory the spirit of it. If the Senator has the 
exact language I am entirely willing to adopt it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was entirely the other way. All that was de- 
clared in the resolution was that Congress had no right to appoint such 
a commission; 

Mr. FRYE. That can not be so. I drew the resolution myself. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator has forgotten about it. 

Mr. FRYE. I have not forgotten. I know that is not a correct state- 
ment of the resolution I offered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to read it? 

Mr. FRYE. Ihave it for myself now. I offered the following reso- 
lution. 4 - 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam talking about what the Senate passed. 

Mr. FRYE. The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the appointment of a commission, 
in which the Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall be rep- 
resented, with the consideration and settlement of the fishing rights of 
the two Governments on the coasts of the United States and British North 
America, ought not to be provided for by Congress. 

Mr. MORGAN. Tes; by Congress.” 

Mr. FRYE. There is no stress on that by Congress,“ and nobody 
ever dreamed that the words ‘‘by Congress’’ were of any importance. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will take the liberty of saying to the Senator here 
that that was the express ground on which it was placed in the debate; 
that it was the President's constitutional right to conduct negotiations, 
and that Congress had no right to settle questions that belonged to 
diplomacy. The resolution would not have gone through in any other 
form. 

Mr. FRYE. For six months we had peace because we had the modus 
vivendi, but after that resolution was passed by the Senate the peace 
was at once interrupted, and in the next year and a half one hundred 
and twenty American vessels were seized in those waters on every con- 
ceivable pretense; they were driven to sea in storms; they were refused 
hospitality; they were treated so barbarously that your Democratic 
Se of the Treasury declared the treatment to be ‘‘ brutal;’’ they 
were so brutal that every Senator here was at once an American; they 
were so brutal that every member of both Houses of Congress was an 
American, and party lines disappeared in the twinkling of an eye. 

Now, in this open session, addressing the people as well as the Sen- 
ate, I feel it necessary to reproduce a few of the outrages committed 

by Canada on our fishermen. I am not certain that if Senators on that 
side of the Chamber listen to the recitals once more they will feel con- 
‘science-stricken and vote to reject the treaty. They would have done 
it then. Now, see what Canada was doing to us in 1886. In the 
month of July, as the American schooners Shiloh and Julia Ellen 
were entering the harbor of Liverpool, Nova Scotia, the Canadian 
cruiser Terror, Captain Quigley, fired a gun across their bows to hasten 
their coming to, and placed an armed guard on board each vessel, who 
Temained there until the vessels left the harbor, and that was when 
they were more than 4 miles from the shore and under no pretense 
whatever of fishing. Seventy-five years ago, if that had not been apol- 
ogized for, there would have been adeclaration of war. 

More than 4 miles from shore an armed guard put on board, our 
captain and our sailors made prisoners of war on an American vessel 
with the American flag at the masthead, 

The schooner Rattler, of Boston, tully laden and on the voyage home, 
sought shelter from stress of weather in Shelburne Harbor, Nova Scotia, 
was compelled to report at the custom-house and have a guard of armed 
men kept on board, there being no suspicion that she was intending to 
fish within the 3-mile shore-line. Sixty million people, agreat, mag- 

* nificent Republic, and a little country of 5,000,000 people putting an 


armed guard on board under the American flag without any suspicion 
of any violation of the law! : 

In August the Mollie Adams, of Gloucester, on the homeward voy- 
age, full laden with fish from the fishing banks, was compelled to put 
into Port Mulgrave for water, and duly made report and entry at 
the custom-house. The water-tank had bursted on the voyage by 
reason of heavy weather. The captain asked leave to purchase two or. 
three barrels to hold a supply of water for the crew on their homeward 
voyage of about 500 miles. The application was refused and his vessel 
threatened with seizure if barrels were so purchased. In consequence 
the vessel was compelled to put to sea with an insufficient supply of 
water, and in trying to make some other port to obtain a supply she 
engountered a severe gale, which swept away a deck-load of fish and 
destroyed two seine-boats. 

Is any comment necessary? If that vessel under the same circum- 
stances had penetrated any part of the waters of the Fiji Islands would 
they have refused her a tank of water? 

Again: In July theschooner A. R. Crittenden, of Gloucester, on the 
homeward voyage from the open-sea fishing-grounds, while passing 
through the Strait of Canso, stopped at Steep Creek for water. The 
customs officer at that place boarded the vessel and notified the captain 
that if he took in-water his vessel would be seized. He was compelled 
to sail without obtaining the needed supply and to put his crew on) 
short allowance during the homeward voyage, notwithstanding the 
treaty of 1818 gave him a clear right to take water, and notwithstand- 
ing the dear Lord has given us all the right to take water—‘‘a cup of 
cold water.“ Driven to sea because the poor fellow wanted water! | 

In October the collector at Shelburne, Nova Scotia, refused to allow’ 
Captain Rose, of the steamer Laura Sayward, to buy sufficient food for 
himself and crew to take them home, and retained his papers unnec- 
essarily, thus compelling him to put to sea with an inadequate supply 
of provisions. The crew were put on hard-tack. Why, you may go 
onto one of the islands off the coast of China and say to those half-civil- 
ized people, ‘‘I am out of food, give me something toappease my hun- 
ger,” and you would not expect to find men barbarons enough there or 
anywhere else in the wide world to refuse. Yet these men were com- 
pelled to put to,sea on short allowance. 

In October Captain Tupper, of the schooner Jennie Seaverns, of Glou- 
cester, was prevented by Captain Quigley, of the Canadian cutter Ter- 
ror, from landing to visit his relatives in Liverpool, Nova Scotia. His 
relatives were forbidden to go on board his vessel by Captain Quigley, 
and an armed guard was placed on board to insure that he should not 
see his relatives nor they see him, making him practically a prisoner 
on his own vessel with the American flag floating at its masthead. No 
charge thut he was fishing, no char e that he was violating the law. 

Now take the Novelty, She is a fishing steamer, I should say of 
about 200 tons burden. She had been out to the Banks fishing. She 
came into Canadian waters not to fish there. Her coal fell short; she 
went in to purchase; the officer refused to allow her to do so; the 
captain appealed to the terms of the treaty; the reply was, The 
treaty said ‘wood,’ not coal.“ And they would not let him have 
any coal. He appealed to the authorities in Ottawa, to whom a right 
of appeal is reserved in this wonderful treaty now under consideration, 
and the authorities at Ottawa replied that the treaty said wood,” 
and you can not have coal.“ They threatened seizure, and the cap- 
tain went home, giving up his trip entirely. Wood, not coal! ‘There, 
was nota vessel sailed the sea in 1818 that did not use wood, and hardl 
a vessel sails to-day that does, Fishermen do not use wood; they all 
use coal; and yet because the treaty of 1818 said wood’? they could 
not buy any other kind of fuel; and in this treaty which the President 
has sent here to the Senate, and heralded as erous and equitable, 
our commissioners have left wood to stand, and to-day, notwith- 
standing everybody uses coal, no one can get any in the Dominion of 
Canada for his fishing vessel. They might have obtained that conces- 
sion for fuel, one would have supposed. 

Take the case of the Caroline Vought. She was a fishing schooner 
from Boothbay, Me. In August, being on mackerel grounds, short ol 
water, she ran into the port of Paspebiac, New Branswick. A govern- 
ment steamer or cruiser was there. Captain Reid, ordered on board, 
stated his necessities; was directed to leave at once on penalty of seiz- 
ure. Fortunately a storm came on and he caught sufficient rain-water 
to save his crew from death. He carried the American flag. | 

Now, take another case, and this is a very remarkable one, that of 
the Mollie Adams, commanded by Captain Solomon Jacobs. When 
off Mal Peque, Prince Edward’s Island, in a heavy blow she fell in 
with the Canadian schooner Neskelita in distress. The Mollie Adams 
had her full load of fish. She stopped, as humanity demanded; she 
rescued seventeen men from this British schooper, took them on board, 
placed what material on the schooner she could save for them, what, 
clothing they could, and sailed for a Canadian port. She was three 
days about this humane work, feeding seventeen men, British, besides 
her own. Captain Jacobs then ran into the harbor of Mal Peque. The 
captain of the Canadian cruiser Critic, which was lying there, boarded 
the Adamsand wasinformed of the facts of the wreck and the condition 
of the crew. He refused to lend any assistance whatever. : 

Captain Jacobs asked permission to land some of the wrecked ma- 
terial he had on board, but was refased by the captain of the cruiser, 
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who told him if he did so he would seize him. None of the people on 
the shore would take the wrecked crew. They were still on Captain 
Jacobs’s hands. Captain Jacobs finally took from his own pocket $60 
and gave them to the wrecked crew to get home with. 

But there is a bar in Mal Peque where a vessel drawing over 14 feet 
of water can not pass. Captain Jacobs's vessel drew 14 feet, and he was 
compelled to lay there some eight or ten days until a tide would come 
that should be sufficient to float his vessel over. The result was that 
when the opportunity came for Captain Jacobs to sail he had nota 

und of flour on his vessel. These British sailors had eaten it all up. 
Fre put into Port Medway and asked permission of the collector to pur- 
chase half a barrel of flour or enough provisions to take his vessel and 
crew home. This was absolutely refused, and the collector threatened 
to seize his vessel if he purchased anything whatever. Captain Jacobs 
left without obtaining anything, went home, a distance of 300 miles, 
on short rations, and the last day he had not a single thing on his ves- 
sel for his crew to eat. 

In the nineteeth century, nineteen hundred years almost after our 
dear Lord was born, by a country that claims to be civilized and Chris- 
tianized, this terrible act of inhumanity was committed, and committed 
for but a single purpose, to get our markets and free fish; and the Sen- 
ator from Alabama may wish to give it to them under stress Jike that. 

One more case. I am not eiting these cases because I think the 
Senators on the otherside have never heard of them. I am citingthem 
because I wish the American people to weigh your treaty with the 
threats and the outrageous acts which produced it. Take the Marion 
Grimes, In October the American vessel Marion Grimes, of Gloucester, 
Mass., Captain Landry, put into Port Shelburne in a terrible gale, 
anchored in the outer port, anchored in the first place she had safety 
in, 6 or 8 miles from the custom-house port, without the slightest in- 
tention of going into that. She laid there nearly the whole night. 
The storm abated. She hoisted her sails and started out for sea, when 
Captain Quigley, of the cruiser Terror, fired a shot across her bows, 
bronght her to, went on board, took possession of her, told her that 
she must go to port, make entry, and report. He took her6 miles out 
of her way when she had been not within 3 miles of the shore, and 
Captain Quigley knew that she was in there to escape the storm and 
for no other purpose whatever. He told them if she did not go in and 
report and enter she should be fined $400. She was fined $400 as it 
was, and the money was deposited to pay the fine. 

Mr. PAYNE. It was remitted afterwards by the court in Canada. 

Mr, FRYE. I doubt it. I do not know. 

Mr. GRAY. Les, it was. 

Mr. PAYNE. Most of them have been remitted. 

Mr. FRYE. No, sir; most of them have not been remitted. 

Mr. PAYNE. I hope the Senator will be fair when he states these 
eases. He omits to state that the several acts were not committed by 
the direct authority of the Government of Canada, and that when they 
were brought before the Council of Canada in every instance they were 
either apologized for or remitted, so that the Government was not re- 
sponsible for any act of outrage except under the general customs laws. 

Mr. FRYE. There is not a case that I have here that the Govern- 
ment of Canada is not responsible for, and there is only one that she 
has ever apologized for. 

Mr. PAYNE. We shall see. 

Mr. FRYE. We shall see about it. I know the facts about as well 
as the Senator from Ohio. I am pretty familiar with them. 

The Marian Grimes was fined $400. This fine was imposed by the 
urgency of Captain Quigley, of the Terror, and Captain Landry was in- 
formed that he would be detained at the port of Shelburne until a de- 
posit to meet it was made. 

While the vessel wasin the custody of Captain Quigley, Captain Lan- 
dry hoisted the American flag, hoisted it on an American vessel, on 
his own, as he had a right to do, and Captain Quigley ordered this 
American citizen to haul it down. 

Mr. PAYNE. Please follow it up. 

Mr.FRYE. Do not interrupt me now. I decline to be interrupted. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is not fair. 

Mr. FRYE. Captain Quigley ordered the American flag hauled 
down, and it was hauled down. Then, shortly afterwards, when Cap- 
tain Landry was ready tosail, he hoisted the American flag once more on 
that American ship, as he had aright to do, and Captain Quigley cameon 
board and with an oath took the halyardsin his on hand, hauled down 
your flag, and you to-day, sir, are apologizing for him in the United 
States Senate, [Manifestations of applause in the galleries. ] 

Mr. PAYNE. That is not true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The galleries must preserve order. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator wants me to say thatan apology was made 
ſor that. A weak apology, readily accepted bya weak Administration, 
was made, but Captain Quigley kept his office as captain of the ship. 
He sailed afterwards through those waters and seized vessels as he met 
them beuring the American flag. Seventy-five years ago, if Captain 
Quigley bad not been immediately displaced by his government there 
would’ have been a declaration of war. We made the declaration of 
war in 1812 for no offense that was any greater than that. Theyseized 
our vessels, I admit; they searched them and took our sailors; but they 
seized this vessel without right of law, and they tore down with their 


own ery the emblem of thesovereignty of a republic of sixty million 
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These were the outrages the American people were invited to in 1888. 
What was the result? Youinstructed your Committee on Foreign Ite- 
lations to investigate this fishery matter. They investigated; theyre- 
ported in due time a law for the protection of American citizens. It 
was reported to the Senate; the Senate considered it. It was a retal- 
iatory law; it is just as well to call it so. The Senate considered it, 
deliberated upon it, discussed it. The Senator from Maryland [Mr, 
GORMAN] thought it was not sufficient. Ile proposed an amendment. 
He thought that under the circumstances we ought to have a law by 
which we could declare in a moment of time absolute non-intercourse 
with Canada. There was not a Senator in the American Senate who 
dreamed of voting against that law. There was nota Senator who did 
not believe that it ought to be enacted and enforced. The only differ- 
ence of opinion was that the law did not go far enough in the opinion 
of some Democratic Senators. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives, 
Democratic in its make-up, with a Democratic chairman, repo 
another retaliatory bill at the same time, more drastic, more far-reach- 
ing, in which absolute non-intercourse could be declared in the twink- 
ling of an eye. It was reported tothe House. A distinguished Sena- 
tor, sitting right here by me [Mr. REAGAN], advocated the of 
that or else of the earlier law some six months before, and while he is 
not a prophet nor the son of a prophet he saw with a vision then of an 
inspired one, for he told that House that we wanted no diplomacy, 
that every time we had resorted to it—I am not giving the Senator’s 
words—we had been cheated by Great Britain; and certainly if we re- 
sorted to it once more we should be cheated once more. It was a 
prophet’s vision. It has been resorted to once more, I say to the Sen- 
tor from Texas [Mr. REAGAN], and once more we are cheated. 

That bill passed the House of Representatives with only one dissent- 
ing vote. The Senate was more conservative; believed then, as the Re- 
publican Senators believe now, that all that was necessary to stop these 
outrages was just to say to the Canadians: ‘‘If you do not let our ves- 
sels go into your ports we shall not let your vessels come into ours.“ 
That is all that the Republican side of the Senate wanted at any time. 
It is all that they ask now; andif that could be granted to-day it would 
stop the troubles on the Canadian coasts. . 

A committee of conference was had, and finally we reported a bill. 
It passed both Houses with une dissenting vote in each, and the onein 
the Senate only by a mistake. 

That law provided that if Canada did not allow our vessels to go into 
her waters we directed the President to say that they could not come 
into ours. That is all there was about it; all we wanted; all that we 
asked. The law went further, and allowed the President to go further. 
I admit that he can take that law as it stands on the statute-book, if 
he pleases; disregard the advice of all the men who understand this 
matter and what is required, and absolutely stop all intercourse by car 
or otherwise between us and Canada, and jeopardize the business in- 
terests of the whole northern border, if he pleases. 

There is one thing he ought to do if his treaty is rejected; use so 
much of that lawas in the judgment of an honest man, not a partisan, 
in the judgment of an honest President, ought to be used to protect the 
people in those northeastern waters from outrage and injustice. 

He in fact proceeded not at all under the law, though the outrages 
continued; and, on the contrary, the first thing we knew plenipoten- 
tiaries were appointed to make a treaty with Great Britain about these 
fishery matters, Mr. Bayard, Mr. Patnam, and Mr. Angell on our part, 
They proceeded to consider the question submitted. They sat here in 
Washington month after month, and I am not afraid to declare that 
théy never consulted any fisherman or anybody who knew about the 
fisheries industry or was connected with it from the beginning of that 
negotiation down to its very close, though the American Fishery Union 
was here by anagent every day during the progress of the negotiations. 

Mr. GRAY. You are mistaken, nevertheless. 

Mr. FRYE. Can the Senator inform me what fisherman they con- 
sulted? Will he do so? 

Mr. GRAY. No; I will not now. I can not give you the names; 
but I shall do so when the time comes. 

Mr. FRYE. Did they consult the Fishery Union, which was located 

ere in Washington during the whole time? 

Mr. GRAY. I can not answer exactly as to that. 

Mr. FRYE. They considered these questions for month after month 
here in thecity of Washington. Mr. Chamberlain came over here from 
England, a perfect adept in the arts of diplomacy. He brought two 
other gentlemen as skilled as he. Sir Charles Tupper was here, one 
of the shrewdest and most cunning men on the American continent; a 
man who knew everything that Canada wanted; knew it himself as a 
boy knows his A B C's; and what followed? I never heard of any 
New England Representative or Senator being called in consultation 
or asked about this matter by these plenipotentiaries. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FRYE. With pleasure. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishouldlike toknow what the Senator has tosay about 
Mr. Putnam? 

Mr. FRYE. Why should I say anything about Mr. Putnam? 
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Mr. PAYNE. Was he not one of the negotiators? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. Why should I say anything about him? 

Mr. PAYNE. Why should you not? You say the commission did 
not consult any person who knew anything about the fisheries. I am 
told that Mr. Putnam was very well acquainted with all that class of 
persons; that he had acted as attorney in suits for fishermen; and that 

robably no man in New England knew the fishery question better than 
Mr. Putnam, who is a lawyer of very high standing. 7 

Mr. FRYE. That induces me to say something about Mr, Putnam. 
I think I know him a great deal better than the Senator from Ohio, and 
I think I esteem him a great deal more highly than the Senator does. 
Mr. Putnam and I have been close and warm friends for years. I had 
the honor to recommend him for circuit judge to a Republican Presi- 
dent, and the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] joined with me 
in the recommendation. So the Senator dares not charge me with un- 
dertaking to do any injustice to Mr. Putnam. 

Mr. PAYNE. No, I do not charge it, but you insinuated it. 

Mr. FRYE. In regard to Mr. Putnam’s knowledge of the fishery 
business I did not say anything. I said the commission never con- 
sulted any man who was familiar with the fishery question, nor any 
Senator or Representative from New England. Ido not admit that 
Mr. Putnam was a man who knew more about the New England fish- 
eries than any other man, and, in the presence of the treaty he agreed 
to, I deny it emphatically. 

Mr. PAYNE. He was counsel in the David J. Adams case. 

Mr. FRYE. Ah, yes; Mr. Putnam was counsel in the case of the David 
J. Adams, where one single question was presented—that of the right to 
buy bait. He was employed by the Democratic Administration as its 
attorney. How much general knowledge of this question he gained as 
attorney of the United States in one case I do not know. How far his 
investigations extended as to these waters I am not informed. What 
he knew about the headland theory I do not know. I could readily 
conceive that a lawyer might conduct a case where the one question 
was in regard to buying bait without knowing much about the great 
fishing questions of the Northeast. I have only to say further about 
Mr. Putnam that he is an honest man, a good lawyer, and the Demo- 
cratic candidate for governor of Maine. Iam sorry for him that he is 
going to be beaten, and that this issue will do as much to that end as 


` anything else. 


Mr. PAYNE. You are sorry? 

Mr. FRYE. I said I am sorry for Mr. Putnam that he is going to 
be beaten. I am not expressing any sorrow over the prospective defeat 
of the Democratic party in my State. Its defeat there and in the coun- 
try ought to produce only joy. 

Mr. President, the commissioners occupied elegant positions herein 
Washington for two or three months; they were ornaments to society; 
orchids worth ten dollars apiece graced their magnificent tables; they 
lived like princes; they seemed to have much elegant leisure; indeed, 
as the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR] suggests, they had so 
much leisure that they could hold up at any time for Sir Charles Tupper 
to go home and consult the Canadians as to what he had better do. 

Mr. PAYNE. He went home for the holidays. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Ohio seems to have a very familiar 
knowledge of the inside working of the commission. I am afraid he 
has joined the British party in this matter. 

What was the result? There itis. The mountain labored; there is 
the monse. I have to say about that treaty that it is the most dis- 
graceful, humiliating, and cowardly surrender the American Republic 
has ever been called upon to submit to, not excepting the treaty of 1818, 

Mr. President, I find the air here exceedingly oppressive, and it is 
suggested to me by some Senators that I make a break in my speech, 
and that consent be given that I proceed to-morrow morning. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that the Senate take a recess for twenty 
or thirty minutes, so as to allow the Chamber to cool off. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair would suggest that the 
ventilation would be greatly improved by the opening of the doors 
leading from the galleries. If there be no objection, the Chair will 
order the Sergeant-at-Arms to open the doors. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us take a recess. 

Mr. FRYE. I would be pleased to take a recess for half an hour, 
if the Senate would consent. 

Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate take a 
recess for half an hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nevada asks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate take a recess for thirty minutes. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears noné, and it is so ordered. 

The Senate accordingly (at 2 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) took a 
recess for half an hour. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 3 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.). 
The time of the recess having expired, the Senate resumes its session. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER DECORATION DAY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. With the consent of the Senator from Maine, 
I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Thursday 
next, in view of the fact that to-morrow is Memorial Day, declared a 
legal holiday by the laws of this country 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska moves 
that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Thursday next. 
The question is on agreeing to the motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 


GRADE OF GENERAL, ' 


Mr. MANDERSON, Task unanimous consent of the Senate that 
the bill which I reported this morning to revive the grade of General 
in the United States Army be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate now proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2210) to revive the grade of General in the United States 
Army, reported this morning. Is there objection? 

87 75 pA ULSBURY. fshould like to inquire what the provision ot 
the bill is. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read for informa- 
tion. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
Committee on Military Affairs as a substitute be read for the informa- 
tion of the Senate before the Senate is asked to give consent to its con- 
sideration. A 

Mr. SAULSBURY. I only wanted to know the substanco of the 
measure proposed. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The proposed substitute is very short and it 
will answer the inquiry of the Senator from Delaware, I think, more 
easily than I can state it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The substitute reported by the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

That the grade of Lieutenant-General of the Army is hereby discontinued and 
is merged in the grade of General of the Army of the United States, which grade 
shall continue during the lifetime of the present Lieutenant-General of. the 
Army, after which such grade s all also cease; and the President of the United 
States is hereby authorized to appoint, with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
a General of the Army of the United States. 

Src. 2. That the pay and allowances of tho General be the same as heretofore 
allowed for that grade. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none. It is before the Sen- 
ate as in Committee of the Whole, and the question is upon agreeing 
to the amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, I objected to the consideration of the 
bill this morning, because I believe that it is a bill which ought not to 
pass. I objected for the further reason that I do not believe, under the 
circumstances surrounding it, that this is a proper time to legislate upon 
the subject. I think in the consideration of measures which are to be 
passed here we should appeal to the judgment and reason of Congress 
rather than to our sympathies or to any sympathy which may be excited 
by peculiar circumstances. 

The only object and purpose of the bill that I can see is to give some 
$2,000, or about that, per annum do not know the precise sum—to 
the Lieutenant-General more than he is now receiving. I can see no 
necessity for the bill whatever. I can see no necessity for passing a 
special act creating the office of general in time of peace, an office to 
which General Sherman was appointed, and he is now upon the retired- 
lisf. 

I think therefore that the bill ought not to be passed. Iam opposed 
to it, and for that reason I objected to it this morning and object to it 
now, and I shall vote against it upon its passage; and upon its passage 
I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Mr. President, I would very willingly allow 
this bill to pass to a vote of the Senate without a word in regard to it, 
but I can not sit silent after the suggestion of the Senator from Arkan- 
sas that the sole purpose of the bill is that thero should be increased 
pay to the present Lieutenant-General of the Army of the United States. 
If that was its purpose, I would not be here to present it or to urge its 
consideration, and I do not believe that I would be authorized by the 
Committee on Military Affairs to present it to the Senate with a report 
favoring its passage. Ido not believe that the Senate of the United 
States would be williug to pass it if that was its sole purpose. 

I need not for a moment refer to the distinguished career of General 
Sheridan. It is too well known to a grateful American ple, it is 
too well known to an admiring world, to make it necessary that I should 
take a moment’s time in reciting it. 

He is the last of the great central figures of the war of the rebellion. 
This distinguished honor, conferred by the Continental Congress upon 
General Washington, conferred by the Congress of the United States 
upon General Grant, and afterwards upon General Sherman, certainly 
should, in recognition of the great war services of General Sheridan 
and of his distinguished career as Commanding General of the Army 
since the war closed, be conferred by an appreciative people upon him. 

The bill is not urged at this time that there may be advocacy or sup- 
port brought to it on the ground of sympathy, but we place it en the 
ground of his high deserts and a proper recognition of his distinguished 
services by the Congress of the United States, representing a grateful 
people. y 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Having been read three times, shall 
the bill pass? 

Mr. BERRY. I ask for the yeas and nays upon the passage of the 
bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Upon the passage of the bill the 
Senator from Arkansas asks that the yeas and nays may be entered on 
the Journal. 

Tea yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.-BLAcKBURN]. The Senator from 
Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL] is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SPOONER]. We have arranged for the transfer of the pair, so that 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] will be paired with the 


Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. Itherefore vote. I vote 
o en. n” 
Mr. SABIN (when his name was called).- I am paired with the Sen- 


ator from West Virginia [Mr. KENNA], but on this subject I feel at 
liberty to vote, believing that if the Senator from West Virginia were 
present be would vote yea.“ I vote yea.” 

Mr. BROWN (when Mr. SAWyeEr’s name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. 

Mr. MANDERSON (when Mr. SPooNER’sS name was called). The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] is paired with the Senator 
from Kentucky [Mr. BLACKBURN]. The Senator from Wisconsin would 
vote ‘yea.’ I do not know how the Senator from Kentucky would 
vote, but I think he would also vote ‘‘yea,’’ if he were present, and 
not paired. 

Mr, TELLER (when his name was called). I am paired on political 
questions with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Greson]. I do not 
consider this to be a political question. Iam satisfied that if the Sena- 
tor from Louisiana were here he would vote yea, and I therefore 
vote. I vote vyea.““ 

Mr. VEST (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sena- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB], but I suppose he would vote yea,“ 
and I shall vote. I vote “yea.” 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr. PAYNE. On political questions I am paired with the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. Jones], but I am assured that he would vote yea“ 
on the pending question. As I have no doubt he would vote yea,“ 
I shall vote. I vote ‘‘yea.’’ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Lam generally paired with the Senator from Ala- 
bama [Mr. Pua]. Ido not see him here, and I see by the list he has 
not voted, I perceive that some of his associates on that side of the 
Chamber have voted in favor of the bill, as I should wish to do, but 
probably the only safe way for me is not to vote. Ishould vote yen“ 
but for the pair. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I am paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Eustis] on political questions. I am assured by some of his 
friends upon the other side that this is not to be considered a political 
question. I think myself if the Senator from Louisiana were here he 
would vote for the bill. I shall therefore vote yea.“ 

Mr. DAVIS. I am paired with the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
Turrre], but I have his permission to vote. I vote ven.“ 

Mr, COCKRELL. Iam paired with the Senator from Connecticut 
(Mr. HAWLEY], who is absent from his seat to-day. I should vote 
‘nay,’? and he would vote yea.“ 

Mr. PADDOCK. I announced my pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Eustis], but, as I stated, I felt at liberty to vote on 
this proposition. However, on reflection, I have concluded that I had 
better withdraw my vote. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska with- 
draws his vote. x 

Mr. EDMUNDS. My friend the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGAn] does not know precisely how his colleague [Mr. PuGH] 
would vote, but-he thinks I may be safely relieved from the pair, and 
I therefore vote yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 7; as follows: 


YEAS—33. 
Allison, Dawes, Ingalls, Stewart, 

K. Dolph, Manderson, Stockbridge, 
Blair, Edmunds, Mitchell, Teller, 
Blodgett, Evarts, Morgan, Vest, 

Call, e. Morrill, Walthall, 
Chace, George, Palmer, Wilson of Iowa. 
Chandler, Gray, Payne, 
Cullom, Hampton, Sabin, 
Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 
NAYS—7. 
Berry, Harris, ulsbury, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Reagan, ance, 


\ ABSENT—35. 

Aldrich, Daniel, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Bate. Eustis, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, 
Blackburn, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Ransom, 
Bowen, Faulkner, Kenna, ‘Riddleberger, 
Brown, Gibson, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Butler, Gorman, Paddock, Spooner, 
Cameron, Hale. asco, Stanford, 
Cockrell, Hawley, Platt, Turpi, 
Colquitt, Hearst, Plumb, Voorhees, 

So the bill was passed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I should like to have my vote recorded on the pas- 


sage of the bill. I wish tf vote yea.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The result of the vote having been 
announced, the Senator from Virginiaasks unanimous consent that his 
vote may be recorded in the affirmative. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. It will be so recorded. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the fisheries treaty. 

Mr. FRYE. I propose now, Mr. President, to call the attention of 
the Senate to the terms of the treaty itself. 

The first eight articles relate entirely to delimitation. Who asked 
for delimitation? Who entered complaint that the fishermen in the 
Northeast could not tell where the 3-mile shore-line was or where bays 
6 miles wide at their mouth were? Did this commission ever hear of 
any complaint? I am aware, sir, that Great Britain, about 1823, in 
the pursuit of her aggressiveness towards us, declared that these bays 
were to be measured from headland to headland. But I am equally 
aware that in less than six months after the claim was made she sent 
instructions to the colonial officers not to enforce it, and for the whole 
seventy years it never has been enforced, except in two instances, that 
of the Argus and the Washington. è 

The Washington was seized in 1843 in the Bay of Fundy fishing 
outside of the 3-mile shore-line. Iam equally well aware that subse- 
quently, when we made claim, and on the seizure of the Argus, the two 
seizures, the whole matter was referred to arbitrators; and that after 
hearing they determined that neither the ns nor the Washington 
was within British waters. In other words, they determined that the 
claim made by Great Britain was not sustained by the law or by the 
treaties, and that this 3-mile shore-line and 6-mile bay were to control. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator for information where I ean find the 
arbitration or other proceedings where the ‘case of the Argus was set- 
tled? 

Mr. FRYE. I will refer the Senator to excellent authority. 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not desire to interrupt the Senator, but I ask for 
information. 

Mr. FRYE. December, 1886, there was an ad interim arrangement 
proposed by the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. On what page, please? 

Mr. FRYE. Page 56; and there is the reply of Canada to it; and 
there also in the same column is the reply of Secretary Bayard to the 
Canadian reply. On page 59 Secretary Bayard says: vi 

In delivering judgment in the case of the Washington, the umpire cons!d- 
ered the headland theory and pronounced it “ new doctrine.” He noted amon, 
other facts that one of the headlands of the Bay of Fundy was in the United 
States, but did not place the decision on that ground. And immediately in the 
next case, that of the Argus, heard by him and decided on the same diay. he 
wholly discarded the headland theory and made an award in favor of the own- 
ers. The Argus was seized, not in the Bay of Fundy, bht because (although 
more than 3 miles from land) she was found fishing within a line drawn from 
headland to headland, from Cow Bay to Cape North, on the northeast side of 
Cape Breton Island, 

Very excellent authority, entirely satisfactory to Secretary Bayard in 
1887; it settled Secretary Bayard’s opinion after a year and a half of 
these outrages and after all these discussions touching the headland 
theory had ended. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not wish to interrupt the Senator from Maine ex- 
cept to get at the facts which are the basis of his argument. I have 
read the reference he has given me, in which Mr. Bayard speaks of the 
case of the Argus. Iam under the impression that Secretary Bayard 
is mistaken in regard to the Argus being decided by the same commis- 
sion which decided the case of the Washington. Task him again if he 
can refer me to the arbitration proceeding. 

Mr. TELLER rose. 

Mr. GRAY. Perhaps the Senator from Colorado can do so. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me I suggest that if he 
will examine the International Law Digest by Wharton, volume 3, 
pare 305, he will be entirely satisfied that the Secretary made no mis- 
take. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will find it in the Report of Foreign Re- 
lations, book of 185455. 

Mr. GRAY., The Senator from Maine will pardon me; I only wanted 
the information, 

It is all 


Mr. HOAR. That contains the report of the commission. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, Isay further that this theory of the head- 


Does the Senator from Maine yield 


set forth there. 


, 
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lands was never promulgated by Great Britain more than twice after- 


wards, and that I have giyen the only two instances in which it was 
ever enforced inseventy years. Lamjustified in affirming in the presence 
of the American people that it never was anything but a theory; and 
that when they undertook to make it anything higher than that they 
were beaten by a court agreed npon, and that settled it, and it should 
have remained settled forever, and would if Secretary Bayard some- 
where or other, no man knoweth where, had not obtained new light 
later, and in July, 1857—- 

Mr. GRAY rose. 

Mr. FRYE. No, it is a little too hardevork, if the Senator will 

on me. 
Mr. GRAY. Allright. I only wanted to remind the Senator that 


the Bay of Fundy was settled and nothing else. 


Mr. FRYE. The Argus was not in the Bay of Fundy. 

Mr. GRAY. I am talking about the case of the Washington, the 
only case referred to, 

Mr. FRYE. I referred the Senator to the case of the Argus, and I 
gave him the authority of the Secretary of State, who declared that it 
was settled and settled by the same court, by the same arbitration. . 

2 GRAY. Point out on the map where the case of the Argus was 
settled. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I can not stop to do that. 

Mr. TELLER. Here. [Indicating on the map.] 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; I know where it was. LIonly wanted to have the 


_Senator from Maine state it. 


Mr. FRYE. Ido not propose to be bothered. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator from Maine talks about the settlement of 
aprinciple. It was the settlement of one bay. 

Mr. FRYE. One case I suppose does not settle the principle. 

Mr. GRAY. No, it did not in that case, because it was settled on the 
ground that one of the headlands was in the United States. 

Mr. FRYE. It was not. 

Mr. GRAY. It was. 

Mr. FRYE. The United States does not own one of the headlands 
of the bay where the Argus was seized. 

Mr. GRAY. It was settled on that ground. 

Mr. FRYE. And the Senator knows it, too. 

Mr. GRAY. It was settled on that ground, I know that. 

Mr. FRYE. Then the Senator knows more than his Secretary of State. 
I will admit that, if he wishes to have me do so. 

Mr. GRAY. That is no argument. The Secretary is not here to an- 
swer. 

Mr. FRYE. I want to call attention to another thing. In July, 
1853, President Pierce sent a fleet into these waters, and Secretary 


- Dobbin gave his instructions, and I presume he had as much light as 


anybody had then. President Pierce was certainly as good a lawyer 
as has ever been in the Presidential chair, and hecame from New Eng- 
land, where they knew something about these matters, Secretary 
Dobbin gave his instructions to Commander Shubrick. I read from 
those instructions: 

This restrictive construction on the part of Great Britain— 

That is, the headland theory 


This restrictive construction on yee pas of Great Britain, you will perccive 
from a glance at the 1 85 strictly enforced, would exclude our fishing vesseis 
from George's Bay, the Bay of Miramiche, the straits of Northumberland, and 
the large Hay of Chaleur, where the best mackerel are annually caught, 


This proposed treaty excludes us from the whole. 


Wow, these are large, open bays, much more than 6 marine miles wide, and our 
fishing vessels can, with enter and fish without ever approaching within 
3 miles of the coast. The treaty does forbid their taking fish within 3 
marine miles of the shore; and that restriction, unfavorable and inconvenient 
as it is to our fishermen, must be faithfully submitted to as long as this treaty ex- 
ists. But tho President entertains the opinion that our citizens, under the con- 
vention of ISIS, have a right to enter the bays and harbors and to take fish there, 
prora they do not ap ch within 3 marine miles of the shore; and he 

urther entertains the opinion that the clause which authorizes expressly the 
entering into bays and harbors "for the purpose of shelter, ete.,“ precludes the 
idea that it therein alluded to large, open bays, such as the Bay of Chaleur, 
which afford but little better shelter than the open sea, and confirms him in 
his opinion that the restriction was designed to be applicable to narrow, small 
bays and in whichan entrance could not be effected without approach- 
ing within 3 marine miles of the shore,” but within which it was natural and 
p that our should have the liberty to enter “ for the purpose of 

r. eto. 


The Senate must remember that the instructions Secretary Dobbin 
gave Commander Shubrick were given when a British fleet was in those 
Waters, when he was sending an American fleet there, and when the 
President of the United States would not dare take any responsibility 
unless he had settled by careful observation the ground upon which he 
was standing, because if the commander of the British fleet was in- 
structed to enforce the headland theory, and Commander Shubrick was 
instructed under President Pierce’s views, then conflict was inevitable 


and war between the two countries would come. No better opinion, 


no opinion more carefully scrutinized, can possibly be conceived than 
one given by the President of the United States under those circum- 
stances. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] says that there have been 
more than four hundred outrages in the history of this whole affair be- 
tween us an: Canada. ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Seizures. 


Mr. FRYE. Well, ‘“seizures.’? I beg the Senator’s-pardon. I 
ought not to have called them outrages in view of the position of Sen- 
ators on that side now. The Senator from Alabama said there bad 
been more than four hundred seizures. There have been out of the 
four hundred only two made for fishing outside of the 3-mile shore line 
and bays 6 miles wide in the whole seventy years. Does the Sen- 
ator from Alabama suppose that these Canadians would not resort to 
seizures outside of the 3-mile shore line if they believed that there was 
any such thing as the headland theory to be reduced to practice, or if 
they believed there was anything at all in the headland theory? 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine appeals to me. 

Mr. FRYE. I think the Senator from Alabama will have ample time 
to reply to me. 

Mr. MORGAN. 
me any questions. N 

Mr. FRYE. I shail not ask you another one. 

Now, take the Halifax commission. It is entirely evident that the 
Canadians in that commission resorted to the grossest exaggeration to 
increase the award of those arbitrators. In fact it has been charged 
by their own people that perjury was committed over and over again 
to that end. Why did they not claim that we were to be excluded 
from all the great bays from headland to headland, and then claim 
damages for not enforcing that exclusion? It would have doubled the 
amount of the award if that could have been sustained; and yet inall the 
proceedings before the Halifax commission no Canadian ever dreamed 
of making that claim; they confined it to the 3-mile shore-line and to 
bays 6 miles wide at their mouth. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President, I do not like to ask leave to interrupt 
the Senator from Maine, but as I heard him say that perhaps he was 
going away, and I may have something to say about this matter, I 
wish to state that I was once attached to a committee that looked into 
the fishery question, and made a report at the third session of the 
Fortieth Conuress, a report signed by Mr. Butler, of Massachusetts, Mr. 
Poland, of Vermont, and myself, written by Mr. Butler, who knew 
more than any of us. I may have something to say about this matter, 
and I should like to have the Senator allow me to read to him now 
ouly a few lines of that report to Congress, written, as I say, by Gen- 
eral butler. The report stated that— 

By the treaty of 1818 our fishermen were carelessly and causelessly deprived 


of the right which always hed theretofore been enjoyed, and which was secured 
to them by the treaty of 1753 and of Ghent, of fishing as near the shore as they 


If you do not want me to reply, then do not ask 


At the time of the treaty of 1815 mackerel Oshing, now so large r of 
our fisheries, was in its infancy, and its importance unconsidered. The cod did 
not seek the shore, but where found in deeper waters. This, therefore, must 
have been the cause why our commissioners permitted an article to be inserted 
in the treaty of Isis excluding our fishermen from fishing within a marine! e 
of the shore of the provinces of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, and Prince Ed- 
ward Island. getting in return only the right to land upon and fish around the 
shores of Newfoundland and Labrador. But even this exclusion of the 3-mile 
line from the shore would not have been so onerous had it not been forthe con- 
struc’ion put upon this restriction by the Crown lawyers in 1841, that that line, 
instead of following the indentations of the shore, should be drawn from bead- 
land to headland, thus excluding us from the principal bays along the shore, 
including Fundy and Chaleur, and by its literal interpretation excluding us from 
the Gut of Canso, the use of which materially shortens the voyages of our fish- 
ermen. rs 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the date of that report? 

Mr. BECK. It was made in 170. Now, one suggestion, if the Sen- 
ator from Maine will allow me—I beg his pardon. The ontrages com- 
mitted from 1886 to 1883 were great, but they were as great from 1818 
to 1854 and from 1866 to 1870. The object of this treaty, as I under- 
stand it, is to make those outrages impossible in the future by a line 
of demarkation that will make it impossible to have them repeated. 
The contention of the British Government, as General Butler very well 
showed in this report, we can only get clear of by treaty, which will 
settle the question both as to the Gut of Canso and the headlands, and 
it seems to me to be an important thing to settle. 

Mr. FRYE. Isuppose if Great Britain contended that she owned 
the United States of America the Senator from Kentucky would say 
we must have a treaty in order to determine whether she did or not. 
She contended for the headland theory, and I so said; and I said further 
that the claim was determined against her by arbitrators. 

Mr. BECK. Oh, no— - 

Mr. FRYE. I must decline to yield further. 

Mr. BECK. Only one word and I shall not trouble the Senator more. 
I mean to say that it is better to settle difficulties between friendly 
nations important to each other by negotiations than by war. 

Mr. FRYE. If you yield everything and they nothing, I deny that 
it is better. 

Mr. BECK. I do 

Mr. FRYE. L say that u great republic like ours ought some time 
or other to stand for its rights. 7 

Mr. BECK. I have only one more word to say. Loud sound does 
not mean sound argument, and at some time or other, perhaps, I may 
be allowed to speak, if not now. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator been interrupted in speaking? 

Mr. BECK. Not at all, . 
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Mr. FRYE. 


Has he not interjected everything he desired? 
Mr. BECK. Yes; but 
Mr. FRYE. Why make that remark to me? 
Mr. BECK. Because 


Mr. FRYE. The Senator has criticised my method of speaking. 
The Senator from Maine has a right to use his voice as he pleases, 

Mr. BECK. The Senator from Maine has no right to assume that 
I mean to say we give up everything when the Canadian councils have 
denounced Great Britain for interfering and taking away everything 
from them by this very treaty. That is the very question; and Ishall 
show that the hest informed men there have denounced the treaty, in 
londer terms than the Senator from Maine, because everything has been 
surrendered by this treaty that‘they ever contended for. 

Mr. FRYE. Sir Charles Tapper knows pretty well about this case. 

Mr. BECK. That is all I have got to say now. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand itis. I shall not yield to the Senator to 
make a speech. 

Mr. BECK. I should not have interrupted the Senator if I had ex- 
pected that such a response would have been made—that I am willing 
to give up everything. Idenyit. 1 meant to say that this treaty set- 
tles things that ought to be settled 


Mr. FRYE. If the Senator is going to make another speech 
Mr. BECK. No, I am not. 

Mr. FRYE. Will he be kind enough to allow me to proceed ? 

Mr. BECK. I shall not ask the Senator to yield to me again. 

Mr. FRYE. Sir Charles Tupper says (and he made this treaty) in 


a speech to the Canadian Parliament, in which he was discussing the 
treaty: 

For every word that I gay in defense of the treaty to which Ihave put my 
hand and to which I ask the sanction of this House with the utmost confidence, 
every word that! say in support of it may be med to-morrow in the Senate of 
the United States, where support to the treaty may be more difficult to obtain 
than it is in the House of Commons of Canada. The House will therefore un- 
derstand thst on this occasion it can not be expected from me that I shall point 
out very elaborately the advantages accruing to Canada under the treaty to 
which we have placed our hands, 


Having made that declaration to the Canadian Parliament, that his 
lips were practically closed against naming the advantages to Canada, 
as a matter of course they would not have been closed to stating the 
advantages which we had gained. Now, what does he say about the 
headland theory? y 

Mr. GRAY. ‘What is the date of that? I am sorry to interrupt 
you, I am almost afraid to do so. r 

Mr. FRYE. April 10, 1888. Iam not avery dangerous gentleman, 
Sir Charles Tupper says about the headland theory: 

The Americans have maintained that what we termed our exclusive right to 
shut them out of all bays was not well founded in the treaty. They have main- 


tained that they had an indefeasible right under that treaty to approach within 
3 miles of the shore of any bay or indentation, My honorable friend— 


Referring to Mr. Mitchell— 


sbakes bis head, but I bold in my band authorities, and I could give them to 
him by the score, in which they bave again and again maintained that position 
and demanded that right. 


Mr. Mitchell interrupted him, when Sir Charles Tupper said: 


I can only say that nobody knows better than my honorable friend that Great 
Britain induced him to recall his regulations and instractions after he had issued 
them, and restricted his jurisdiction to within 3 miles of the shore. 


There was also a dispatch from Lord Granville June 6, 1870, in ref- 
erence to which Sir Charles Tupper said: 


Now, under the pressure of this, as my honorable friend has stated, he changed 
his instructions in reference to the 10 miles and put in 6 miles, and forbade his 
officers to interfere with the American fishermen, not as in the first instructions 
hegave, if they were within miles of the mouth of the bay, but only if they 
were within 3 miles of the shore, and he [Lord Granville] says: 

“Until further instructed, therefore, you will not interfere with any Ameri- 
can fishermen unless found within 3 miles of the shore, or within 3 miles of a 
line drawn across the mouth of a bay or creek, which, though in parts more 
than 6 miles wide, is less than 6 geographical miles in width at its mouth, 

Here is the dispatch: 

“Her Majesty’s Government are fally aware that no step should be taken 
which should prejudge the question.“ 

I want to draw the attention of the House to the fact that this was not a set- 
tled or concluded ce it was not a question n which the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and the United States had or on whigh they had 
arrived at a common interpretation; and | want to draw my honorable friend's 
attention to the doubt that Her Majesty’s Government had upon the subject. 

Then he cites what they say. Sir Charles Tupper says again: 

I think I have satisfied my honorable friend that, as far as Her Majesty's Gov- 
ernment were concerned, while they maintained the abstract right under the 
treaty, they were unwilling to raise the question of bays, and the result is, as 
my honorable friend knows, that for the last thirty-four years, certainly since 
LES. and I will not go further back than 185 4—there has n no cal in- 
terference with American fishing yessels unless they were within 3 miles of the 
shore, in bays or elsewhere. 


Again he says: 
Therefore, as I said, we made the concession, not of anything that had been 


enforced practically by Canada, but the abstract right to exclude from bays that 
were more than 6 miles wide, 


Here is a little item from the St. John Sun: 

Every foot of coast waters over which Canada has ever exercised conclusive 
jurisdiction is confirmed to us by a treaty which the President's own commis- 
sioners have accepted as correct. Not only this, but certain bays from which 
Mr. Mitchell and other ministers did not exclude American fishermen are now 
admitied to be exclusively Canadian. 


Then are official instructions—I have three which I might read— 
given by the officers of Great Britain to the Canadian officers that they 
must not undertake to enforce the headlands theory, but must deal 
strictly with violations of the law within 3 miles of the shore-line and 
within bays and harbors 6 miles wide. 

Now how about the treaty, which the President says is such an ex- 
cellent one? At the very outset our commissioners made a proposi- 
tion, the same contained in Article IIT, as follows: 

The 3 marine miles mentioned in Article I of the convention of October 20, 
1818, shall be measured seaward from low-water mark; but at every bay, creek, 
or harbor, not otberwise ily provided for in this treaty, such 3 marine 
miles shall be measured scaw from a straight line drawn across tho bay, 
creek, or harbor, in the part nearest the entrance at the first point where the 
width does not exceed 10 marine miles, 

Secretary Bayard in 1887, in a citation which I have made, expressed 
the opinion explicitly that there was no ground on which the headland 
theory could rest, and yet in this diplomatic controversy our commis- 
sioners, says Sir Charles Tupper, made the proposition themselves that 
this should include bays 10 miles wide and 3 miles outside of that line; 
thus, so far as bays are concerned, actually duplicating the amount of 
excluded waters. 

What next? After we had commenced yielding there was no point 
for our commissioners to stop at. Sir Charles Tupper pressed them, 
and what did he secure? He secured a provision which made excluded 
waters as follows: 

Bay Chaleur, where the line is 16 miles. This bay is about 69 miles deep to 
where it narrows to 6 miles; good places in there to seine, and to hook and fice 
mackerel; a herring fishery there; the British catch some . 

That is this great bay [indicating on the map]. There are places in 
it over 30 miles wide. I have n in places in it where you can 
see neither shore. I frequent this river emptying into the bay, and 
here the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. HAMPTON ] has experienced 
that most blissful of all sensations, the capture of the king of fish, a 
salmon, with a fly and a fly-rod. That bay is over 70 miles long uni 
averages 20 miles wide. Sir Charles Tupper induced our commissioners 
to make that excluded water. 

Next the Bay of Miramachi where the line is 14 miles long. In this bay wo 
are cut off from 6 miles of depth, 

icons Bay, 15 miles long. The depth of bay we are excluded from is 7 
Miles. 

Ollstannes Bax, Io miles long. The depth above the 3 miles from shore we are 
excluded from is 6 miles. Mackerel and. halibut are in this bay. It isa good 
place for herringand squid for bait. 

Fortune Bax, in Newfoundland. The line is 14 miles long between points. 
The depth we are excluded from is 46 miles, Herring and turbot are found here. 

St. 8 Hamilton's Sound. The line is 10 miles long; depth of bay closed 
is 20 miles. 

Barrington Bay, in Nova Scotia. The line is 10 miles; 3 miles outside will be 
15 miles; depth of bay is about 3 miles. Fish; herring, halibut, mackerel, aud 
squid are found there. : i 

Chedabucto and St. Peter's Bay. The line is 10 miles in each case, or 20 miles 
in all; the 3-mile limit is the same; the depth we are excluded from is 26 miles. 
Fish’: herring, squid, mackerel are there. 

Mira Bay. The lineis7 miles. Three miles seaward is 8 miles; the newly 
excluded depth is 4 miles. Fish: halibut, codfish, herring, mackerel; a good 


lace, 

p Placentia Bay, in Newfoundland, Length isto Red Island 9 miles; to Mera- 
sheen Island and mainland 11 miles, making 20 miles, 3 marine miles seaward, 
about the same; depth we are excluded from is 19 miles. 

Long Island and ar Island, at St. M 's Bay. The passage between Lon 
Island and 8 hel Island is a mile; from Bryar Island to St. Mary's shore is 1 
miles; Bryar Island to there is 9 miles. The g- mile line would be 2 miles longer. 
The depth excluded is 15 miles and over, Fish: mackerel, herring, codfish, 
pollock, and halibut, 


This exclusion takes almost every bay around the whole Canadian 
coast of any manner of value. It does not take the Bay of Fundy, I 
admit, but it takes every other except two or three on the east coast of 
Newfoundland. What does that mean? Our fishermen never go near 
the eastern shore of Newfoundland, and Sir Charles Tupper knew it. 
Therefore he did not press for that exclusion; but if our fishermen had 
been in the habit of going there, Sir Charles would have obtained from 
these pliant commissioners every bay on the eastern coast without the 


slightest difficulty. 
It does net stop there. What then? Article 5 of the treaty is as 
follows: 
Nothing in this treaty shall be construed to include within the common waters 


any such interior portions of any bays, creeks, or harbors as can not be reached 
from the sea without passing within the 3 marine miles mentioned in article 1 
of the convention of October 20, 1818. 


Does the Senate know how many bays that takes? Does any Senator 
suppose that the commissioners knew how many bays that excludes 
us from? Sir Charles Tupper declines to say how many to the Cana- 
dian Parliament, and only uses one for illustration. I suppose under 
his theory it would not do to state the advantages Canada gained. It 
might be used in the United States Senate against the ratification of 
the treaty. That is a locality where the tides are all the way from 30 
to 60 feet, sweeping in and out every six hours with the power of Niagara, 
with swift currents in the one direction and then in the other. Great 


bays are more likely there to have channels on either shore than in any 
other locality I know. 

I say no Senator here knows how many bays that takes or from how 
much water it excludes us; but it is fair to presume. as Sir Charles 
Tupper says that was put in at his request, that he knew what ad- 
vantage he was gaining by it. F 


s 
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But, say the Senators on the other side, especially the Senator from 
Delaware, your fishermen testified before the committee taking evi- 
dence that they had no desire to fish within the 3-mile shore-line, and 
therefore this delimitation is fairly excusable. The conclusion is an 
inference. I have to sayin relation to that that no fisherman testified 
before our committee that he had no desire to fish within those delim- 
ited waters; no fisherman appeared before our committee who dreamed 
that America could ever furnish commissioners who would consent to 
the delimitation agreed upon in this treaty. No fisherman was ever 
asked the question whether or not he wished to fish in the Bay of Cha- 
leur or in Miramichi or in Chedabucto Bay. No man can tell to-day 
how valuable fisheries may be next year or the year after in those bays. 
No man can tell to-day how soon the United States may determine 
that no fishing shall be done with the giant purse-seine. Then we 
should be compelled to go back to the old manner of fishing, hook and 
line, and these very waters might be made as valuable as they were 
thirty-five and forty years ago. To-day the bays 6 miles wide are 
utterly worthless to us. 

But let me tell the Senators that there is something more serious in 
this delimitation than this mere question of whether or not we shall 
fish in the excluded waters. You have another article in this treaty 
which provides that if you put fish, ete., on the free-list we may have 
commercial rights. Senators know justas well as I do that the whole 
contest for seventy years has been for our market. Senators know as 
well as I do that all the outrages for the last fifty years have been com- 
mitted for no purpose except to get our market. Your treaty does give 
it to them. If Congress refuse to do it, the same cause for outrages and 
insults will be left that existed the last two years, and what have you 
done by this treaty? You simply increase the peril; you simply have 
moved out the danger-line. Every bay 10 miles wide and 3 miles out- 
side of that, every one of the great bays named is made dangerous 
grounds, It may be very easy for a fisherman to tell whether he is 
within the 3-mile shore-line or to discover whether or not he is in a bay 
not more than 6 miles wide; but let me say to Senators that when a 
bay is 10 miles wide and the line is 3 miles outside of that, when that 
bay is like the Bay of Chaleur, 17 miles wide or 21 miles wide, it is an 
entirely different thing for the fisherman to determine whether or not 
he has crossed that line and entered the perilous waters. It is almost 

an impossibility for him to do it. Six monthsof the fishing season there 
is a fog prevailing all over that section of the waters, not a dense fog, 
buta fog that would prevent any fisherman from seeing more than 4 to 
5 miles at sea, 

Now you adopt a tariff, leaving the duty on fish as it stands to-day; 
let the temptation to obtain our market still continue, the Canadians 
will repeat the ontrages of 1836 and 1887, and you have given them by 
this treaty an opportunity tenfold greater to outrage and insult our fish- 
ermen, to and confiscate their vessels, than they had before. 

Now I come to the ninth article. The ninth article is: 


ARTICLE IX. 

Nothing in this treaty shall interrupt or affect the free navigation of the 
Strait of Sonah by fishing vessels of the United States. 

And the President of the United States congratulates us in his mes- 
sage that at last the Strait of Canso is free and open. Why, sir, it 
never was closed in the history of the world, and no nation ever dared 
to close it, and no nation ever dreamed of closing it. It lies on this 
map here. It is the highway between the Gulf of St. Lawrence and 
the Atlantic Ocean. We have the right secured to us since 1783, ours 
to-day, around the Magdalen Islands, rigats on the easterly shores of 
the Gulf, and certainly we have rights in the broad Atlantic Ocean, 
and this strait is the open highway connecting our rights in the ocean 
and our rights in the bay. I say it never was closed, and no one ever 
dreamed of closing it. 

That Article IX was put in the treaty because in this delimitation Sir 
Charles Tupper had induced the American commissioners to consent to 
yield the Bay of Chedabucto. That bay lies right across the mouthof 
the strait, and thus shuts out the Straitot Canso. And yet the Presi- 
dent of the United States congratulates the American people that at 
last the Strait of Canso is free! 

There were two vessels seized in the Strait of Canso in 1886, but the 
excuse was promptly given that they were lying-to and they thought 
they were preparing to fish. 

ARTICLE, X. 


United States fishing vessels entering the bays or harbors referred to in Article 
I of this treaty shall conform to harbor regulations. 

I should think they always had. 

They need not report, enter, or clear, when putting into such bays or harbors 
for shelter or repairing damages. . 

Is not that an immense privilege to be granted tous? Whena United 
States vessel, under the treaty of 1818, puts into a harbor or bay 
for shelter she need not report and enter! There can not be found in 
the history of any civilized maritime nation in the whole world an in- 
stance where a vessel putting in for shelter was compelled to report and 


enter. No vessel is compelled to report and enter until she communi- 
cates with the shore, until she lands a man or a cargo or goes to the 
shore to buy or to ship or do something of that kind. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a moment, 


to say that the laws of the United States require vessels to make entry 
and clear that have been within the limits of a port of entry over twenty- 
four or forty-eight hours, 

Mr. FRYE. I supposed every Senator would understand that I re- 
ferred to the twenty-four hours named in the article. I repeat again 
that there is not an instance to be found in the history of the civilized 
nations of the world where in less than twenty-four hours a vessel put- 
ting in for shelter is compelled to report, enter, and clear. In the 
United States I never knew of but one instance in forty-eight hours 
where it was compelled to be done, and that was in Boothbay after the 
Canadians had been committing these outrages on our vessels. 

Mr. GRAY. That is the law. 


Mr. FRYE. I know what the law is perfectly well. 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator onght to state that law. 
Mr. FRYE. What law? 


Mr. MORGAN. The law of the United States on that subject. 

Mr. FRYE. The law does not require you to report and enter until 
you have heen there twenty-four hours. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 

Mr. FRYE. All the advantage of this treaty is that you shall not 
report or enter until you are there twenty-four hours. 

Mr. MORGAN. The same as our law exactly. 

Mr. FRYE. Well, what then do you gain by the article? 

Mr. MORGAN. We do not lose anything. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator is going to take the ground that we onght 
to adopt the treaty because we do not gain or lose anything, that is 
another question. I supposed he advocated the treaty because we 
gained by it. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is simply settling the matter by agreement. 

Mr. FRYE. The treaty provides: 

They shall not be liable in any such bays or harbors for compulsory pilotage; 
nor, when therein for the purpose of shelter, of repairing damages, of purchas, 
ing wood, or of obtaining water, shall they be liable for harbor dues, tonnage 
dues, buoy dues, light dues, or other similar dues. 

Now, what an immense gain is contained in this concession! A poor 
fishing ves-el driven by stress of weather for shelter into a Canadian 
port or harbor shall not be compelled to pay pilotage nor harbor dues 
or light dues, 

Sir Charles Tupper said in relation to that, this is not much of a con- 
cession I admit, as we have no light dues in the Canadian Dominion. 
But the jdea of compelling a vessel seeking shelter to pay pilotage ! 

Mr. GRAY. They have to pay it in our own bays. : 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I wanted to know, because we are relieved 
from paying compulsory pilotage by this article; and in another article, 
XII, all privileges that are conferred upon us in Canadian waters they 
are to enjoy in ours. 

Now, let us see how it will turn out. In the Dominion of Canada 
there 1s no such thing as compulsory pilotage for vessels under 80 tons 
burden, The average fishermen are 80 tons and under. So our ves- 
sels of that size can not be compelled to pay compulsory pilotage fees 
in Canadian waters anyway. I never yet heard of a tisherman pay- 
ing it in Canadian waters. I am not afraid to declare that no Senator 
on this floor ever heard any complaint that a fisherman of ours was 
compelled to pay compulsory pilotage in Canadian waters. Now, the 
vessels [Irom Maine entering the harborsof the ten Southern States are 
compelled to pay compulsory pilotage, our coasters and our fishermen. 
Here is an article which relieves our fishermen, who never did pay 
compulsory pilotage, from it in Canadian ports, and another article 
giving Canadians the same rights and privileges in our ports. The re- 
sult is that the Canadian vessels can enter ours, paying no pilotage, 
while our vessels of the same size entering the same ports must pay 
compulsory pilotace. 

Article XI provides: 


United States fishing vessels entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the east- 
ern and northeastern coasts of Canada or of tie coasts of Newfoundland, under 
stress of weacher or other casualty, may unload, re:oad, transship, or sell, sub- 
ject to custoius laws snd regulations, all fish on board, when such unloading, 
transshipment, or sale is made necessary as incidental to repairs, and may re- 
plenish outfits, provisions, and supplies damaged or lost by disaster; and in 
ease of death or sickness shall be allowed ali needful facilities, including the 


shipping ws. 

Sir Charles Tupper does not think that can be considered much of a 
concession to the United States. He says: 

What would be thought of Canada if a vessel of the United States loaded 
with fresh mackerel or fish of any other description were driven by stress of 
weather, and perhapsin a sinking condition, and compelled to resort to a Cana- 
dian port, and if, instead of allowing her to transship her cargo, or sell it on pay- 
ing the duty and go upon a marine slip for repairs, we said. No, you must 
throw overboard the whole of your cargo, because we find you are not allowed 
to bring your fish into Canada?” 

Sure enough, whut would be said of Canada? And yet we have 
been compelled to make it an article in this treaty as a concession to 
the United States that when a poor fisherman driven by stress of 
weather to a Canadian port for repairs, with a mast or a spar blown 
away, part of her cargo thrown overboard in the storm and the rest 
liable to be destroyed by the weather, she can land the cargo and shall 
not be compelled to throw it away. Oh, that is valuable! I know 
the President congratulates his people that they have obtained this 
concession finally from Canada, and when I remember the poor Mollie 


Adams and her experience I think perhaps he may be right. But 
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there is not a civilized nation on the face of this earth, and no Senator 
can name one, in Which it is necessary to make that a treaty obligation. 
It is a disgrace to a nation to-day in the nineteenth century that such 
should be an obligation or a right under a treaty. 

Indeed, Articles X and XI give us that which no civilized nation on the 
face of the earth would deny to the vessel of any nation in distress. 
They give to us that which it is discreditable to any nation to make a 
right under a treaty. They give to us that which humanity and civil- 
ization as well as common decency demand shall be given without let 
or hindrance. They give to us no more than nor so much as the peo- 
ple on the islands off the coast of China recently gave our wrecked 
vessels, for which Congress returned them thanks; no more nor as much 
as the Esquimaux have given us again and again of their own free 
will and pleasure, They give to usalmostin words what we compelled 
Algiers, piratical Algiers, seventy years ago to grant. I call your at- 
tention to Articles IX and X of the treaty with Algiers made in 1815: 

Vessels of either of the contracting parties putting into ports of the other, and 
having need of provisions or other supplies, shall be furnished at the market 
price; and if any such vessel should so put in from a disaster at sea, and have 
occasion to repair, she shall be at liberty to land and re-embark her with- 
out paying any customs or duties whatever; but in no case com- 
pelled to land her cargo. 

Should a vessel of either of the contracting parties be cast on shore within the 
territories of the other, all proper assistance shall be given to her crew; no pil- 
lage shall be allowed ; the property shall remain at the disposal of the owners; 
and, if reshipped on icant. 8 vessel ſor, exportation, no customs or duties 
whatever shall be required to be paid thereon, and the crew shall be protected 
and succored until they can be sent to their own country. 

More favorable, better terms were secured from barbaric Algiers in 
1815 than our commissioners secured in Articles X and XI of this 
treaty in this year of our Lord 1888. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him if there is a 
statute law on this subject? < 

Mr. FRYE.- I prefer not to be interrupted again. I do not mean 
any disrespect to the Senator, but he must be aware that on such a hot 
day as this I am performing a very wearying duty. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought I would refer the Senator to section 389 
of the Revised Statutes on that subject. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator has had time enough in the Jast three days 
to make any necessary references, I should think. 

Article XII provides: 

Fishing vessels of Canada and Newfoundland shall have on the Atlantic 
coast of the United States all the privileges reserved and secured by this treaty 
belie tee States fishing vessels in the aforesaid waters of Canada and New- 

What does that mean? Have they a right to fish in our bays that 
are outside of the 10-mile line? Can it mean anything else? It leaves 
the question in doubt. If they are to enjoy the same privileges here, 
then they have secured what they never had before. We limited them 
in the treaty of 1854 and in that of 1871. They could not fish below 
the thirty-sixth or thirty-ninth parallel of latitude. There is no limi- 
tation here. Have we opened up our bays tothem? Is the Delaware 
Bay opened up tothem? Is the Chesapeake Bay? We excluded them 
in 1854 and 1871 from our shell fisheries. We do not here. I am not 
at all sure that there are not privileges extended to them we shall find 
exceedingly troublesome in Delaware Bay, the Chesapeake Bay, and 
elsewhere, 

Article XIII provides: 

The Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall make regulations 
providing for the conspicuous exhibition by every United States fishing vessel 
of its official number on each bow; and any such vessel, uired by law to 
bave an official number, and failing to comply with such regulations, shall not 
be entitled to the licenses provided for in this treaty. 

We determine by law how our vessels shall be recognized ourselves. 
We give to onë vessel a register, to another an enrollment, to another 
a license, and it is our privilege to give to the registered vessel a license 
or an enrollment, and to the licensed vessel a register, and no nation 
has the right to say to us you can not do this thing. It is a matter for 
us to determine for ourselves; and yet these commissioners in this 
treaty have surrendered that right and have declared that our fishing 
vessels shall be known by a great mark on the bow which can be seen 
at a distance, pursued and harassed if you do not give them free fish. 
It was a shame for our commissioners to do that thing. 

Article 14 contains all the legal amenities which have been com- 
mended to us. I wish to cail the attention of Senators to them and see 
howtheylikethem. Thearticle providesthat wherea United States fish- 
ing vessel is fishing within the 3-mile shore limit theonly penalty shall 
be forfeiture of the vessel and her cargo. Theyshall not hang thecap- 
tain nor crucify the men. The Highland Light, the only vessel in the 

Aust two years taken for violating the law and fishing within the 3-mile 
‘shore-lize, was tried and condemned; and what did she do? She caught 
enough mackerel within the 3-mile shore-line for a breakfast for the 
crew, and to-day she isa Canadian cruiser. So the first amenity under 
the treaty is that if one of our fishermen worth about $10,000, with a 
eargo worth perhaps $3,000 more, is caught within these delimited 
waters, the Bay of Chaleur, Fortune Bay, or any 10-mile bay, catching 
mackerel enough for the crew’s breakfast, the crime shall not be pun- 
ished by any greater penalty than the forfeiture of the $10,000 vessel 
and the cargo. This is an amenity of the law. No wonder that 


the President and Secretary Bayard commend it! 
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One step further. Ir he is found within the 3-mile line preparing 
to fish, even though not fishing, even though not found catching, but 
only baiting his hook, only mending a seine, no greater penalty shall 
be exacted than the forfeiture of the vessel and the confiscation of the 
cargo. Is not thata blessed concession to us? Ought we not to be 
grateful for that? 

Then it provides further that when the vessel and the cargo are in 
the hands of the seizing officer no bail shall be required—$10,000 worth 
of property in their hands and no bail for costs shall be required! 
Would not the Senator from Georgia think that the vessel and cargo 
were ample for costs? 

Another amenity of the law is that the criminal shall have a speedy 
trial. Is there a civilized nation in the world that to-day does not pro- 
vide in its laws for the speedy trial of criminals? That is an amenity. 

Again it provides that reasonable bail shall be accepted.“ Why 
did you not agree that unreasonable bail might be required? The idea 
of inserting in the article of a solemn treaty that only reasonable bail 
shall be required ! 

Mr. President, I wish now to consider— 


ARTICLE XV. 


Whenever the United States shall remove the duty from fish-oil, whale-oil, 
seal-ojl, and fish of all kinds (except fish Freres in oil), being the produce of 
fisheries carried on by the fishermen of Canada and Newfoundland, including ~ 
Labrador, as well as from the usual and necessary casks, barrels, kegs, cans, 
and other usual and n coverings containing the products above men- 
tioned, the like products, being the produce of fisheries carried on by the fisher- 
men of the United States, as well as the usual and necessary coverings of the 
game, as above described, shall be admitted free of duty into the Dominion of 
Canada and Newfoundland. 

And upon such removal of daties, and while the aforesaid articles are allowed 
to be brought into the United States by British subjects, without duty being re- 
imposed thereon, the privil of entering the ports, bays, and harbors of the 
aforesaid coasts of Canada and Newfoundland shall be accorded to United States 
mang. vessels by annual licenses, free of charge, for the following purposes, 
namely: 

ao purchase of provisions, bait, ice, seines, lines, and all other supplies and 
outfits; 

2, Transshipment of catch, for transport by any means of conveyance; 

3. Shipping of crews. 

Supplies shall not be obtained by barter, but bait may be so obtained. 


This is the gist of the whole matter. The Canadians have greatly 
increased the perilous waters, the chances for seizure, ete. Now they 
propose to give us certain commercial privileges if we will pay for them 
by surrendering our market. If we ratify the treaty and do not make 
fish, etc., free, they still have such advantages that they feel sure to 
gain the prize. 3 

What have we been contending for for a large number of years? What 
have we asked for in these waters? We have not contended since the 
abrogation of the treaty of 1871, and no man can be found to contend, 
that we have a right to fish within the 3-mile shore-line. No conten- 
tion of that kind has been made by anybody, and the only vessel caught 
fishing within that line, the Highland Light, shows that we have not 
been there much. We have contended that since 1830, p> proclama- 
tion of Andrew Jackson, by order of the British Council, we Love been 
entitled to commercial rights and privileges in these bays, in thes.\har- 
bors, precisely as they have rights and privileges in our bays and ver 
harbors. We have asked and they have refused absolutely to yield 
them the last two years. 

Mr. President, Iam not aware that during the whole history down 
to two years ago commercial privileges have been refused tous. There 
have been spasmodic attempts. Nova Scotia passed a law at one time, 
bat it never was enforced. Newfoundland passed a law eight or ten 
years ago, providing that we should not buy bait. Great Britain re- 
fused to approve of it; and Iam not aware that during the whole pe- 
riod down to the proclamation of the Canadian minister of marine, 
March 5, 1886, commercial privileges have been refused to us since 
they were accorded them in our ports under the proclamation of 1830, 
But since that proclamation of March 5, 1886, we have been denied 
all commercial privileges, and nearly all the scizures during the last 
two years have been made because our fishermen were trying to enjoy 
them. 

Now, Mr. President, I must weary the Senate with some citations. 
The Canadian claim is that while by the treaty of 1818 we can go into 
their bays and harbors to obtain wood and water, for shelter and re- 
pairs, and for no other purpose whatever, the words no other pur- 
pose whatever” absolutely exclude our fishing vessels from the com- 
mercial privileges which they yield readily to our commercial yessels. 
Our reply to that is: First. That our fishermen are commercial ves- 
sels. Long before the treaty of 1818 was made we had a Jaw on the 
statute-book which provided for the equipping of our fishing vessels 
with permits to touch and trade.“ Those papers gave them com- 
mercial character and entitled them to commercial privileges. 

Secondly, I go further. I say that under the proclamation of Andrew 
Jackson, under the British order in council, under the act of Parlia- 
ment of July, 1849, under the proclamation of President Taylor in 
1849 or 1850, all vessels of the United States have the same rights and 
privileges in these Canadian waters, subject to the customs regulations 
of Canada, as their vessels have in our ports, ete. Without the per- 
mit’? they may not engage in merchandising, but they would not be 
excluded from buying flour or any other of the necessaries of life even 
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under the treaty of 1818. Why? Because in 1818 there was no such 
thing known as a commercial privilege in a Canadian port. There was 
not a commercial vessel in the whole United States that could press the 
waters there with her keel. 

The only vessels that were permitted to go in there at all were fish- 
ing vessels; the only vessels that had any rights there were fishing 
vessels; the only ones that even had the right to go in for shelter, for 
wood, for water, for repairs, were American fishing vessels. Those 
were privileges granted to them over and above all other vessels of the 
United States and secured to them by the treaty of 1818; and there- 
fore when we said ‘‘ for no other purpose whatever, we did not yield 
up commercial privileges. We could not yield what had no existence 
in law or fact. That was an impossibility. They existed neither in 
law nor in fact, and they were not yielded by the treaty of 1818. 

This is the view taken by Mr. Bayard. Secretary Bayard, May 10, 
1886, in a statement of the case to Sir Lionel West, said: 


But since the date of the treaty of 1818, a series of laws and regulations im- 
rtantly affecting the trade between the North American Provinces of Great 
ritain and the United States have been, respectively, adopted by thetwo coun- 
tries, and have led to amicable and mutually beneficial relations between their 
respective inhabitants. a 
This independent and yet concurrent action by the two governments had 
effected a gradual extension, from time to time, of the provisions of Article I of 
the convention of July 3, 1815, viding for reciprocal liberty cf commerce be- 
tween the United States and the territories of Great Britain in Europe, so as 
gradually to include the colonial possessions of Britain in North America 
and the West Indies within the results of that treaty. 

President Jackson's proclamation of October5, 3 & reciprocal com- 
mercial intercourse, on terms of perfect equality of „between this country 
and the British American dependencies, by repealing the navigation acts of 
April 18, 1818, May 15, 1820, and March 1, 1823, and admitting British vessels and 
their cargoes “to an entry in the ports of the Uuited States from the islands, 
provinces, and colonies of Great Britain on or near the American continent, and 
north or east of the United States,” 

Again, Mr. Bayard said: 

I ask you to cousider the results of excluding American vessels, duly 
sessed of permits from their own Government, to touch and trade at Canadian 
ports as well as to engage in deep-sea fishing, from exercising freely the same 
Cyt art A and reasonable rights and privileges of trade in the ports of the Brit- 
ish colonies as are freely allowed to British vessels in all the ports of the United 
States under the laws and tions to which I have adverted. 

Among these customary rights and privileges may be enumerated the purchase 
of ship-supplies of every nature, making repairs, the shipment of crews in 
whole or part, and the purchase of ice and bait for use in deep-sea fishing. 

Concurrently, these usual rational and ees vera are freely ex- 
tended to and are fully enjoyed by the Canadian me t marine of all occu- 
pations, including ermen, in the ports of the United States, 

The question therefore arises whether such a construction is admissible as 
would convert the treaty of 1818 from being an instrumentality for the protec- 
tion of the inshore fisheries along the described parts of the British American 
coast into a pretext or means of obstructing the business of deep-sea fishing by 
citizens of United States, and of interrupting and destroying the commer- 
cial intercourse that since the treaty of 1818, and independent of any treaty 
whatever, has grown up and now exists under the concurrent and friendly laws 
and mereantile regulations of the ive countries. 

I may recall to your attention the that a proposition to exclude the ves- 
sels of the Uni States —— in fishing from carrying also merchandise 
was made by the British n tors of the treaty of 1818, but being resisted by 
the Americ;n negotiators was abandoned. This fact would seem clearly to in- 
dicate thas the business of fishing did not then, and does not now, disqualify a 
vessel „om also trading in the regular ports of entry. 3 


tion is expected for the loss and damage ca to American fishermen the 
unwarrantable action of the local authorities of the Dominion of Canada, not 
merely by the summary seizure of their vessels and the exaction of heavy fines 
in advance of hearing or judgment, but for the curtailment of privileges to which 
they were justly enti under commercial regulations as l as treaty stipu- 
lations, and the consequent interference with their legitimate voyages, where- 
by the natural profits ef their industry were seriously diminished, and in many 
cases wholly destroyed. 
Again, April 9, 1886: 

T'expect to attain such au understanding as will relieve our fishermen from 
all doubts or risk in the exercise of theo comm of friendly 
ports, to which, under existing laws of both countries, I consider their citizens 
to be mutually entitled free from molestation, 


Again: 
gar DEPARTHENT OF STATE, Washington, June 7, 1896. 

Str: I have to-day received your letter dated the 5th instant, accompanied by 
the affidavit of the master of the fishing schooner Alice M. Jordan, of Glouces- 
ter, Mass., alleging the refusal by the collector of customs at the port of St, 
Andrews, New Brunswick, to allow the entry of said vessel, duly documented 
as n fishing vessel, with permission to touch and trade at any foreign port or 
place during her voyage, the object of such entry, as stated by the master of 
the schooner, being the 1 of certain merchandise. 

Although not disclosed by the affidavits, I suppose the merchandise in ques- 
tion was fresh fish for use as bait in deep-sea fishing. 

{have made instant representation, accompanied by earnest protest, to the 
British minister at this capital, of this unlawful withholding of commercial rights 
from an American vessel and her owners, and of the loss and damage thereby 
sustained, for which, as I have informed him, the Government of Great Britain 
will be held responsible. 


On the 5th day of November, 1836, in a letter to Minister Phelps 
making propositions for negotiations, Mr. Bayard said : 

The present memorandum also contains provisions for the usual commercial 
facilitics allowed elsewhere for the promotion of legitimate trade, and no where 
more fully than in British ports and under the commercial policy of that na- 
tion. Such facilities can not, with any show of reason, be denied to American 
fishing vessels when plying their vocation in i 


deep-sea fishing grounds in the 


pen 
waters and on certain 


coasts, 
ures are exhausted. Everythi 


those places not embraced i 
business as freely as did their fo N. 

1818 that strikes at or impedes the open-sca — | by citizens of the United 
States can be accepted, nor should a treaty of friendship be tortured into a means 
of such offense, nor should such an end be accomplished by indirection. There- 
fore, by g the same port regulations and commercial rights to be applied 
to vessels engaged therein as are enforced relative to other ing iwe 
propose to prevent a ban from being put upon the lawful and regular business 
of open-sea fishing. 


Take the case of the Alice M. Jordan, prohibited from buying bait. 
Mr. Bayard, under date June 7, 1886, says: 


T earnestly protest against this unwarranted withholding of lawful commer- 
cial privileges irom an American vessel and her owners, and for the loss and 
eee consequent thereon the Government of Great Britain will be held 

e. 

Again, July 10: 

Such inhibition of usual and legitimate commercial contracts and intercourse 
is assuredly without warrant of law, and I draw your attention to it in order 
that the commercial rights of citizens of the United States may not be thus in- 
vaded and subjected to unfriendly discrimination, 

Again, when the right to buy coal was denied the steamer Novelty, 
July 7, 1886: 

Against this treatment I make instant and formal protest as an unwarranted 
interpretation and application of the treaty by the officers of the Dominion of 
Canada and the province of Nova Scotia, as an infraction of the laws of com- 
mercial and time intercourse existing between the two countries, and as a 
violation of hospitality, and for any loss or injury resulting therefrom the Gov- 
ernment of Her Britannie Majesty will be held liable. 


The Mollie Adams; September 10, 1886, Mr. Bayard says: 


This inhospitable, indeed inhuman, conduct on the part of the customs officer 
in question should be severely reprimanded, and for the infraction of treaty 
rights and commercial privileges compensation equivalent to the injuries sus- 
tained will be claimed from Her Majesty’s Government. 


Now, consider a few extracts from the statement of our case made 
by our minister to England, Mr. Phelps, touching the seizure of the 
David J. Adams for buying bait, to Lord Roseberry, under date of 
June 2, 1886: 

Recurring, then, to the only real question in the case, whether the vessel is to 
be forfeited for g bait of an inhabitant of Nova Scotia, to be used in 
lawful fishing, it may be readily admitted that if the language of the treaty of 
1818 is to be interpreted literally, rather than according to its spirit and 
intent, a vessel engaged in fishing would be prohibited from entering a a- 
dian port “for any whatever” except to obtain or water, to re- 

r damages, or to seek shelter. Such a literal construction is best refuted 

y considering its preposterous consequences. If a vessel enters a port to 
post a letter, or send a telegram, or buy a newspaper, to obtain a physician in 
case of illness, or a surgeon in case of accident, to land or bring off a passenger, 
or even to lend assistance to the inhabitants in fire, flood, or lence, it would, 
upon this construction, be held to violate the treaty stipulations maintained be- 
tween two enlightened maritime and most friendly nations, whose ports are 
freely open to each other in all other places and under all other circumstances, 

If a vessel is not engaged in fishing she may enter all ports; but if employed 
in fishing, not denied to be lawful, she is excluded, though on the most innocent 
errand. She may buy water, but not food or medicine; wood, but not coal. 
She may repair rigging, but not purchase a new rope, though the inhabitants 
are desirous to sell it. Ifshe even entered the port (having no other business) 
to report herself to the custom-house, as the vessel in question is now seized for 
not doing, she would be equally within the interdiction of the treaty, If it be 
said these are extreme instances of violation of the treaty not likely to be in- 
eee on, I reply that no one of themis more extreme than the one relied upon 
in ease, 


He cites recognition in British official documents of the right of our 
fisherman to commercial privileges, as follows: 


The exclusion of American fishermen from resorting to Canadian ports, ex- 
cept for the purpose of shelter, and of mre Ar therein, purchasing 
wood, and of obtaining water, might be warranted by the letter of the treaty of 
1818, and by the terms of the imperial act 59 George III, chapter 38, but Her 
Majesty's Government feel bound to state that it seems to them an extreme 
measure, inconsistent with the general policy of the Empire, and they are dis- 
posed to concede this point to the United States Government under such re- 
strictions as may be necessary to prevent smuggling and to guard against any 
— S invasion of the exclusive rights of fishing which may be reserved to 

ritish subjects, 

Judicial authority upon this question is to thesameeffect. That the purchase 
of bait by American fishermen in the provincial ports has been a common prac- 
tice is well known. But in no case, so far as I can ascertain, has a seizure of an 
American vessel ever been enforced on the ground of the purchase of bait, or of 
any other supplies. On the hearing before the Halifax Fisheries Commission in 
1877 this question was discussed, and no case could be produced of any such con- 
demnation. Vessels shown to have been condemned were in all casesadjudged 

ilty either of fishing or preparing to fish within the prohibited limit. And 
in ths case of the White Fawn, tried in the admiralty court of New Brunswick 
before Judge Hazen in 1870, I understand it to have been distinctly held that the 
purchase of bait, unless proved to have been in preparation for illegal fishing. 
was not a violation of the treaty, nor of any existing law, and afforded no 
ground for proceedings against the vessel. f 


June 18, 1886, Mr. Bayard warmly indorsed this presentation of our 


case. 

I call attention now to the report of the Foreign Affairs Committee 
of the House of Representatives, of which Mr. BELMONT was chairman. 
He says: 

Your committee is of the opinion that tho rightful aren of our “American 
fisheries” has been réduced, and the quantity of fish—fresh, dried, cured, or 
salted—landed in the United States free of duty bas been diminished, by the 
conduct of local officers in Canada. That conduct has been not only in viola- 
tion of treaty stipulations and of international comity, but during the fishing 
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season 2 has been inhuman, as the message of the President clearly 
estab! 5 
Again: S 

Unless English words were in 1818 used in that article in an unusual sense, 
there is nota sentence or word therein that has reference to sarees. else than 
taking, drying, or curing fish by American fishermen onor certain coasts, 
pays, creeks, or harbors therein described. No word or phrase mentioned al- 
ludes or refers to deep-sea fishing or ordinary commercial privileges. The re- 
strictions refer only to fishing, or drying, or during in such bays or harbors.” 

s = s * * * 4 

Tho entire article referred to inshore fishing. 
ever,that mixzht concern deep-sea fishermen, did the 
treaty of 1818, renounce, 


Again: 

The treaty of 1818 furnishes no more excuse for the exclusion of a deep-sea 
fisherman from the port of Halifux, or any other open port of the Dominion of 
Canada, than for the exclusion by the Secretary of the Treasury of a ape ree 
fisherman from entoring the port of New York according to the forms of law 
and for the ordinary purposes of trade and commerce, The exclusion, if made, 
must be justified, if at all, for other reasons than any yet given by 

I call attention to what the Secretary of the Treasury, Mr. Manning, 
said after an cxhaustive examination of the subject; and I believe if 
Secretary Manning had lived this treaty never would have seen the 
light of day. He had both wisdom and courage. Secretary Manning, 
in Scptember, 1886, said: 

But the Canadian act, thus having the royal approval, was intended, as has 
been openly avowed, to forfeit any American fishing vessel which is found hav- 
in 9 Canadian waters or the port of Halifax to buy ice, bait, or other ur- 

os. or for any purpose other than shelter, repairs, wood, or water. The plea 
is that the treaty of 1418 permits and stipulates for such legislation. That we 
deny, aud reply thatsuch legislation is a repeal and annulment by England of 
the arrangement made in 1830, and to that repeal we are entitled to respond by 
asimilar repeal of our own law, and by a refusal hereafter, and while debate or 
negotiation goes on, to confer hospitality, or any privileges whatever in our 
on Canadian vessels or boats of any sort. A violation of comity may be 
ooked upon ns an unfriendly act, but not a cause for a just war. Eng! * 
judge for herself of the nature and extent of the comity and courtesy she will 
show us. In the present case we do not propose re tion; we simply re- 
spond: We, too, suspend tomity and hospitality. 
I call attention now to a statement if possible very much more im- 
poran than any of these. July 12, 1887, after Secretary Bayard had 
ad a year and a half in which to consider all these questions, after he 
had obtained all possible information, after he knew of the proclama- 
tion of the minister of marine of March 5, 1886, denying commercial 
privileges, after he had fully investigated the right of the minister ot 
marine to issue that proclamation, after he had investigated all the 
Canadian laws, all their acts—after a full, carefal, complete considera- 
tion of everything touching the contention, he wrote to Mr. Phelps 
as follows: 


No right and no liberty what- 
United States, by the 


DEPARTMENT or State, Washinglon, July 12, 1887. 

Sin: On March 21 last the Marquis of Salisbury made reply to your note to 
him of December 8. 1886, and communicated the views of the Canadian Govern- 
ment m the ad interim arrangement proposed by the Government of the 
United tes, under date of the 15th of November preceding, forthe settlement 
of tho fishery disputes. 

This reply of his lordship and the “observations” of the Canadian authori- 
ties upon the proposal for an arrangement were conveyed in Mr. White's dis- 
patch of March A, and received nt this Department April 11 last, when it had 
my immediate consideration. 


And then he called his attention to his (Bayard’s) observations on the 
Canadian observations, made at any rate as late as May or June, if not 
later, of 1887. I wish to call the careful attention of the Senate to 
what Mr. Bayard said. I want the Senate to hear it, because it is the 
final judgment of the Secretary of State. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

REPLY TO ‘OBSERVATIONS’ ON PROPOSAL. 


Art. IV. Thetreaty of 1818 related solely to fisheries. It was not a commercial 
convention, and no commercial pt were renounced by it. It contains 
no reference to 7 8 of which, it is believed, the only ones then existing - 
were Halifax, in Nova Scotia, and ibly one or two more in the other prov- 
inces; and these ports were not until long ards opened, by reciprocal com- 
m regulations, to vessels of the United States engaged in trading. 

The right to “ obtain” (i. ¢., take or fish for) bait was not insisted upon by the 
American negotiators, and was doubtless omitted from the treaty 
would have permitted fishing for that purpose, it was a partial reassertion of 
the right to fish within the limits as to which the right to take fish had already 
been expressly renounced. 

The purchase of bait and other supplies by the American fishermen in the es- 
tablished ports of entry of Canada, as pro in article 4, is not regarded as 
inconsistent with any of the provisions of the treaty of IIS; and in this relation 
it is portinent to note the declaration of the Earl of Kimberly, in his letter of 
February 16, 1871, to Lord Lisgar, that the exclusion of American fishermen 
from resorting to Canadian ports, except for the purpose of shelter and of re- 
peiring damages therein, purchasing wood, and obtaining water, might be war- 
ranted by the letter of the treaty of 1818 and by the terms of the imperial act 59, 
George III, chapter 38; but Her Majesty's Government feel bound to state that 
it seems to them an extreme measure inconsistent with the . policy of 
the empire, and they were disposed to concede this point to United States 
Goyernment under such restrictions as may be necessary to prevent smuggling 
and to guard against any substantial in on of the exclusive rights of fishing 
which may be reserved to British subjects.” 

It is not contended that the right to purchase bait. and supplies or any other 
privilege of trade was given by the treaty of 1818. Neither was any such right 
or privilege stipulated for or given by the treaty of 1854, nor by the treaty of 
Washington; and the Halifax commission decided in 1877 that it was not com- 
posers for that tribunal “to award compensation for commercial intercourse 

tween the two countries, nor for purchasing bait, ice, supplies, etc., nor for 
egos pote to transship cargoes in British waters.“ And yet this Government 

not aware that during the existence of the treaty of 1854 or the treaty of 
Washington question was ever made of the right of American fishermen to 
purchase bait and other supplies in Canadian ports, or that such privileges were 
ever denied them. 


Mr. FRYE. That was the deliberate conclusion of Secretary Bay- 
ard, as I say, after he had had a year and a half in which to consider 
all the Jaws and all the facts, and as such final judgment it was com- 
municated by him to his minister in England, Mr. Phelps. It is a dis- 
tinct, bold, brave declaration that, we are entitled now to commercial 
rights and commercial privileges in all the ports and all the harbors of 
the Dominien of Canada; and yet, in less than six months from the ut- 
terance of that declaration we find him agreeing to a treaty in Which it is 
declared that we may have those privileges ora part of them by the pay- 
ment of at least $1,000,000 a year! 

Why do I say a million dollars a year? Under the treaty of 1871, 
where Canadian fish were admitted free of duty, the last year, 1884—’85, 
the duties we remitted on Canadian fish amounted to $700,000, and the 
business has been increasing ever since. Next year, with the same 
law, the duties would amount to a million dollars at least, and it will 
grow in all the future of the treaty under consideration, and yet we 
are to pay that million or million and a half of dollars every year for a 
permit to buy bait, ice, sails, cordage, etc., in Canadian ports. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Maine says we are entitled to 
these commercial privileges. Are we entitled to them under the treaty 
or asa matter of comity? 

Mr. FRYE. I mean that a sense of honor on our part and a recog- 
nition of reasemable duty to our citizens ought to compel us either to 
demand of Canada commercial rights and privileges in their ports or to 
refuse them the same privileges in ours. I admit it is no treaty right, 
and I have already stated how commercial privileges were provided for. 

Mr. MORGAN. Why did not the Senator, for his party and himself, 
demand those rights to which we are entitled in 1878, instead of leavi 
it diatinctly to the President? They left it to his discretion todeman 
them. The Senator from Massachusetts says, sotto vroce, he neverdreamed 
that the President would interpret the act in that way, and yet the 
President and the Secretary of State now for fifty-odd years have done 
the same thing. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. Bayard did not do the same thing last sum- 
mer. 

Mr. MORGAN. And that, too, with the statute of 1850 on the stat- 
ure-book authorizing them to demand reparation and retaliation. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the lateness of the hour reminds me 
that it is about time for me to conclude. I have mislaida which 
I wish to cite. I will ask the consent of the Senate that I may insert 
it in my remarks. 

Mr. President, we do not acquire commercial privileges by this treaty 
unless we buy them. Now this is acomplete surrender of the position 
which we have occupied for more than fifty years. We claimed these 
privileges and these rights. We have insisted upon their enjoyment. 
We have enjoyed them up to two years ago; and now here is a treaty 
which admits that Canada’s refusal has been right and that we have 
been wrong; which admits, if we desire to enjoy these privileges, we 
must buy them of Canada instead of claiming them under the laws of 
Great Britain and of the United States. 

Now, Mr. President, what will be our attitude with Canada here- 
after? Can we ever retrace these steps? Can we ever go back to the 
position we occupied before these plenipotentiaries met? We stood 
then squarely on the American doctrine. Can we ever stand there 
again? The President says that the treaty is right. The Secretary of 
State, in his letter to the banquet in New York, declared that he ob- 
tained all that he desired and all that he sought. 

What has become of our claims for presented to Great Brit- 
ain over and over again by Secretary Bayard? This treaty drops out 
the very foundation of most of them. With what face can we ever 
again insist that, under Article XXIX of the treaty of Washington, we 
have the right to transship, transport in bond, rights Canada is to-day 
enjoying to the fullest extent under the same article, to her immense 
benefit and te our loss? How we are to be handicapped hereafter ! 

Here is what the St. John Sun said a week ago in relation to this: 

The privil i . 
222 8 
ister, are no longer claimed by the United States Government. 

Tha advantages of our present tion will be sufficiently evident when the 
next controversy arises, which will be when the first American fisherman is pre- 
vented from doing something he wants to do. Should he be prevented from 
p ng bait, forwarding supplies, or shipping a crew on our coast, the usual 
outery will be raised, charges of brutal treatmentand of uncivilized conduct will 
be mado, and the President will be invited to retaliate by proclaiming non: inter · 
course. It will then be open to Mr. Foster to remind the Secretary of State that 
he has himself admitted the right of Canadians todo these things, and has agreed 
to a formal treaty recognizing that right. Nor will it be longer open to Mr. 
Bayard to use the langugze which ho has rather freely empl heretofore, and 
which more damorous politicians.and less responsible men of his nation have 
used more freely than he, The President may retaliate, but if he does he will 
be retaliating to a nation which is doing what the President and his Cabinet and 
the President's chosen commissioners have admitted to be within the right of 
that nation to do. 

The Montreal Gazette says of the treaty: 


We secure every right for which we have contended in the correspondence of 
the last two years. The Americans are de! from the “touch and trade” 
and r privileges. We have obtained everything we ever claimed— 
the right to deny trading privileges to American fishing vessels, to prohibit the 

fishing outfit, the transship- 


purchase of bait, ice. seines, lines, tackle, and other 
ment of cargo, and the shipping of seamen, 
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Again it says, under date of March 1: 


If we have to revert to the condition of things which prevailed in 1886 and in 
1887 there will be general regret, but at least Canadians can have this satisfac- 
tion, that in reverting to the treaty of 1818 we do so with our tion infinitely 
strengthened by the formal acknowledgment on the part of President Cleve- 
land and his Government that all ourcontentions are right. 

Can there be any mistake about that position? Can they not, if we 
undertake to protect our fishermen, say to us, ‘‘ Your own President 
and Secretury of State have declared in a treaty that you have no right 
to demand of us these privileges?” And there is something more 
serious than that. A year ago in the Senate and the House we were 
Americans, we were united for the rights of our citizens. No one 
dreamed of raising a political issue in relation to this question. Noone 
discussed it as a party man. And where are we to-day? The Presi- 
dent taking the side, practically; of the Canadians in this matter, the 
Secretary of State close by him if not alittle ahead in the controversy, 
the great Demfcratic party of the country being arrayed on the side of 
the Canadian and against the American fishermen. 

Mr. President, a most grievous wrong has been wrought by this 
treaty-making power. False steps have been taken which can never 
be retraced, and in the long future we shall never be permitted to 
stand where we stood one year ago in the Senate, asserting with onc 
voice that we would defend the rights of American fishermen against 
Great Britain or any other power on the face of the earth. We sur- 
render their rights. We have said in the solemn language of procla- 
mation and message that the treaty here which yields them is just and 
fair, all that ought to be asked, and hereafter and forever our mouths 
are closed. 

Again, Mr. President, I declare that this treaty is a dishonorable, 
humiliating, and cowardly surrender, 

Mr. President, I thank the Senate for its generous indulgence and 
for its courteous attention. If, in the heat of speech, without notes, 
I have been betrayed into any intemperate words, I tender sincere 
apology. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Delaware yield? 

Mr. GRAY. It is not my purpose to detain the Senate more than 
a single moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I want an understanding. 

Mr. GRAY. Ionly want to call attention to a single point on which 
I wish to make a correction. ‘The Senator from Maine, during the 
course of his very lengthy speech, took such short issue with me upon 
a matter of fact, and in the heat of his oratory was so emphatic in 
his contradiction as to a 1 that I made, that I feel that it 
is due to myself before the Senate adjourns to-day to call his atten- 
tion to the evidence to show that I had not made a mere random 
assertion, but was right in the assertion that I made and had author- 
ity for it. 

The Senator in the course of his argument stated that the headland 
theory had been decided in two cases solemnly before arbitrators to 
have been an unfounded one on the part of Great Britain; that the 
whole headland contention or theory had been disposed of by those 
decisions, I asked the Senator if there was any decision before arbi- 
trators or an umpire other than the case of the Washington and the 
Bay of Fundy. 

He referred me to the case of the Argus, with which I thought I was 
familiar, which occurred oh the upper northeast bend of another bay, 
but there was no such case decided by arbitrators, although the Secre- 
tary of State seems to have used language from which one might infer 
that he took the same view as the Senator from Maine and the Senator 
from Colorado; but Mr. Everett and Lord Aberdeen, in a correspond- 
ence after the case of the Washington, did settle a question that was 
included within the ruling in the case of the Washington; but there 
was no case brought to the attention of that claims commission which 
was decided on that point except the case of the Washington. I make 
that assertion, and I only ask Senators to look through the list of cases 
presented to that commission in order to confirm the truth of what I 


Say. 

1 further stated that the ease of the Washington settled no general 
principle applicable to all the bays in Nova Scotia, New Brunswick, 
or Newfoundland, but was only applicable to that great arm of the sea 
called the Bay of Fundy, and was confined to that alone, and was 
placed mostly upon the ground that one of the headlands of that bay 
or arm of the sea was within the United States, There the Senator 
from Maine very flatly contradicted me, and I desire now to read a 
single paragraph of about six lines from the decision of the umpire, Mr. 
Joshua Bates, to confirm the truth of what I said. 

One of the headlands— 

Says Mr. Bates— 


. must sail through a large space of i 
( 


nds, as represented in all graphies, are situate 
= 3 irresistible 


That was all I wished to say at this time in justification of the inter- 
ruption which I made of the Senator from Maine during his speech, 
and I think I have presented absolute confirmation of the truth of the 
simple fact that I asserted. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 
3 SHERMAN, Does the Senator wish to take the floor on the 

eaty ? 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say a word. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have an understanding. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognized the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. GRAY]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator wish the floor? 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senator to yield to me until I submit the 
motion of which I gave notice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
desire to retain the floor on the pending treaty ? 

Mr. GRAY. I do. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. GRAY. Ido. 

Mr. MORGAN. I move that the further consideration of this treaty 
be postponed until the Wednesday after the first Monday of December 
next. 

The PRESIDENT prop tempore. The Senator from Alabama moves 
that the further consideration of this treaty be postponed until the 
Wednesday after the first Monday of December next. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Delaware if it will be 
agreeable to him not to proceed with the consideration of the motion 
to postpone or the discussion of the treaty until next Monday? If so, 
I hope without any formal motion the matter may be postponed until 
Monday next. 

Mr. GRAY. That will be agreeable to me, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will avoid confusion and facilitate 
the conduct of business if the Senate can proceed, when the executive 
business is concluded, to the consideration of legislative business by 
motion. 

Mr. HOAR rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, sir. I rise to call the attention of the Senateand 
of the public, so far as this debate shall attract public attention, now 
to the fact that the Senator from Delaware seems to me to have a wrong 
notion from what he undertook to read from the decision of Mr. Bates 
as to the principle on which he proceeded. Mr. Bates says that the 
word ‘‘ headlands ” was entirely unknown in the law of nations until 
the treaty of 1818, and he further says that the treaty of 1783 pro- 
vided for the line upon which fish should be dried and cured. It de- 
scribes a line by the terms ‘‘on the bays, harbors, creeks, or shores.” 
He says it is manifest that the words in the treaty of 1818, which are 
copied from the treaty of 1783, mean exactly the same thing, and that 
when a three-mile line is drawn from the spot on which you are to 
dry and cure fish, the question therefore turns, as far as the treaty 
stipulation goes, on the meaning given to bays in the treaty of 1783. 
By that treaty the Americans had no right to ay and cure fish except 
on the coasts, bays, harbors, and creeks. By the treaty of 1818 the 
American fishermen had aright to fish within 3 miles of the coast, 
bays, etc. 

The treaty intended that the word“ bay ”’ or “bays” should have 
the same meaning in all cases; and no mention being made of head- 
lands, no doubt the Washington in fishing 10 miles from the shore vio- 
lated no stipulations of the treaty. 

Then he goes on to say that one of the headlands of the Bay of Fundy 
is within American jurisdiction and the other in British jurisdiction, 
and he then says: 

The conclusion is, therefore, in my mind irresistible that the Bay of Fundy is 
not a British bay, nor a bay within the meaning of the word as used in the 
treaties of 1783 and 1818. z 

Now, it is gy donee to put into human language a declaration 
more absolute that Mr. Bates decides that the treaty of 1818 means 
3 miles from the sinuosities of the shore, and that the words 
“ bays, creeks, harbors, and coasts or shores,“ one being a descrip- 
tion of the place where you may dry fish and the other being a de- 
scription of the place where you may take fish, mean exactly the 
same thing. 

Then came the case of the Argus, and if the Senator will refer to the 
volume in my hands, a report of the proceedings of that commission 
made to the American Government, he will find that on the same or 
the next day after this decision in the case of the Washington, the Ar- 
gus was found to have been seized in a bay which was one of the bays 
where she was entitled to be. Mr. Joshua Bates awarded $18,000 as 
our damages for that. 

Now, if I may be indulged a moment further, just look at this. Mr. 
Webster had said that the language of the treaty of 1818 was somewhat 
unfortunate, though he coupled it with an emphatic declaration that 
he believed in our right. Mr. Everett had done the same thing; but 


Does the Senator rise to this ques- 


1888. 


-© QONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4709 


the year 1853 was the close of Mr. Everett’s diplomatic service, and Mr. 
Webster was dead and in hisgrave. In 1854 we made the treaty of re- 
ciprocity which lasted until 1866. In 1871 we made the second reci- 
procity arrangement which lasted until the present dispute began in 1885. 
So for all the purposes of this discussion with Great Britain, these two 
solemn judgments of these tribunals stand to-day. There have been 
five years when this question could possibly have been raised. Now, 
you have undertaken and you are undertaking when you stand here 
to argue the British side of this treaty, you gentlemen and your Admin- 
istration —— 

Mr. GRAY. Iam not arguing the British side. 

Mr. HOAR. It is the British side, as I understand it. You gentle- 
men stand here and your Administration stands here in the face of a 
solemn treaty and a solemn adjudication as to what it means five years 
afterwards, and undertake when there is a dispute about something else 
to throw it all away and to exclude the United States from the very 
harbor which was the scene of one of the judgments. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, there is nothing that I so much depre- 
cate in debate as assertions on one side against assertions on the other; 
and it was not my purpose at any time this aſternoon to enter into an 
argament on this matter with the Senator from Massachusetts. I only 
again reiterate—and that was the sole object I had in rising before— 
that the matter of fact in regard to this subject, in regard to which I 
trespassed on the Senator from Maine in debate, was as to whether a 
ground of the decision of the umpire in the case of the Washington was 
that one of the headlands of the Bay of Fundy was within the United 
States. I will not reread that portion of the umpire’s decision. I have 
already read it in the hearing of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. What virtue does it give to the statement of Mr. Bates 
that this is not only not a British bay, but that it is not a bay at all 
within the meaning of the first treaty; and the word ‘‘bay ’’ means the 
same in both treaties ? 

Mr. GRAY. It is not at all pertinent to the object for which I rose, 
nor is the time sufficient now to go into that question on either side. 
I will endeavor to do so at some other time, and, so far as I may, satisfy 
the Senator from Massachusetts that the decision of the umpire in the 
ease of the Washington settled no principle and undertook to settle 
no principle; that the umpire in that ease acted as judges are prone to 
act and endeavored to confine himself within the four corners of the case 
and place himself upon the ground that the Bay of Fundy, which was 
the very thing in dispute, as to whether it was a bay within the mean- 
ing of the treaty of 1818 or not, was not such a bay, and upon the 
ground which I have already read to the Senate, that one of its head- 
Jands was within the United States. 

Now, in regard to the Argus, I only deem itat all important on the 
question of accuracy. Iagain state, inthis volume, which purports to 
contain all the decisions of the umpire and the decisions made under 
that claims commission, there is no case of the Argus found; but there 
was a correspondence between Mr. Everett and Lord Aberdeen in which 
that case was practically disposed of. That case of the Argus oceurred 
within a line drawn on the north shore of Cape Breton from headland 
to headland here [indicating on the map]. The headland claimed at 
that time by Canada was this and this itary and a line drawn 
from that headland to this [indicating] was the line claimed as the 
line of exclusion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of legislative business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. GRAY. The headland theory, so-called, is a matter of abso- 
lutely no importance in this debate, as when I shall have time I expect 
to be able toshow. I think that will be apparent before this debate is 
through; and I trust it can be conducted without any trespassing on 
the one side or the other beyond those lines which protect the courtesy 
of debate; and I think it can be conducted without such flings as the 
Senator from Massachusetts chose to make in his interlocution here a 
moment ago that we were conducting or defending the British side ot 
this debate. I think, sir, before we are through with this question it 
will be apparent that we are conducting the side of the people of the 
United States, and while I deprecate any allusion of that kind I think 
I shall be quite able to meet the Senator upon this areva and discuss 
the real merits and facts and law without resorting to prejudice or in- 
dulging in what I am compelled to think is something beneath the 
dignity of the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should be very sorry to be considered 
by the Senator from Delaware or anybody else as indulging in anything 
discourteous to him, for if there were no other consideration with ref- 
erence tomy own self-respect and sense of propriety which would pre- 
ventthat, my profound respect for him as au example and model of all 
courtesy in Senatorial character would prevent it. The Senator may 
be quite sure there is no personal discourtesy. 

But I think the Senator will admit that, in regard to this argument, 
the argoment which he makes on these questions is the British argu- 
mert, the headland theory, the theory about the bays. The argument 
which we contend for is the American argument, the American side. 
The view that the Secretary in debating with England took was the 


The Senator from Delaware has not 


argument we now use, and England replied with the argument which 
the Senator now uses. 
My honorable friend denied that there was any judgment in the 
matter of the 
Mr. GRAY. I said I could find none in that volume. 
Mr. HOAR. Here is one place where it is found. 
RECAPITULATION. 


Awards of moneys made under the convention for the adjustment of claims 
85 9 1853, in behalf of the United States claimants against the British 
vernment. 


Names of parties. — — 
+ * s a + s $ * — 
Schooner Argus, Doughty, mast $2, 000 
Schooner Washington 3,000 


There is one place, but I will find a little more distinct place than 
that. 

Mr. GRAY. Can the Senator find any place where it was discussed ? 

Mr. HOAR. Ihave seen a decision. There is one here. Whether 
I can find it in a moment I do not know. 

Mr. GRAY. I will take the Senator’s word forthat. Ifhe has seen 
it that is sufficient for me. = 

Mr. HOAR. Here it is. I have found it, 

19. Schooner Argus, Doughty, master. 

Presented March 14, 1854—Heard July 15 and August 1, and submitted—Dis- 
agreement of commissioners—Heard before umpire October 11, and submitted 
Award of umpire. ` 

For seizure of the above vessel on St, Ann's bank 

That little bay [indicating on the map] is called St. Ann’s bay. 80 
I presume the bank would be in line— 

By the British revenue cruiser Sylph, and her removal to Sydney, where she 
was subsequently sold. 

September 26.—The commissioners disagreed in said case, and the same was 
submitted to the umpire. = 

December 23.—The umpire awarded the sum of $2,000, in full of said claim, due 
the 15th of January, 1855, 

Mr. GRAY. I have neyer seen that; and yet, if the Senator will 
pardon me, that is all, is it not, that there is of that case? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know but there is considerably more. 

Mr. GRAY. Is there any opinion by the umpire or the commis- 
sioner who discusses the principles of headland limited exclusion? 

Mr. HOAR. What could there be? It was within the headland, 3 
miles from shore. Here is the master’s reply. I have not the report 
open at the place. The Senator will find if he will look at the report 
of the British master of the vessel that seized it. 

Mr. GRAY. I have seen that. 

Mr. HOAR. He states where he found it. 

Mr. GRAY. I have seen that. 

Mr. HOAR. The letter of Lord Aberdeen accompanies it, and it was 
clearly within the headland; it was clearly a British bay if any of these 
things are British bays. The umpire, after deciding the Washington 
question, did not find it necessary to give a new judgment—a new 
opinion, 

P Mr GRAP That may be. I never denied that the case had not 
been settled; but I found no opinion of Mr. Bates, the umpire, or of 
the commission discussing that theory or making that a special case. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me go a little further. 

Mr. BECK. Mr, President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have the floor, and do not yield. 

Mr. GRAY. One moment more, if the Senator will pardon me. I 
have seen the statement of the master, and he claimed that he was 15 
miles from the shore. 

Mr. HOAR. Suppose he was, and in the bay? 

Mr. GRAY. No, he did not claim that he was in the bay. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HOAR. I have the floor. 

Mr. BECK. I rose to ascertain who had the floor? 

5 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts has 

e floor. 

Mr. BECK. Then I have no favor to ask. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to detain the Senate in this hot weather, 
but I think it my duty to have the facts settled now at the ontset of 
this debate, that this question under the treaty of 1818 is settled by a 
solemn international arbitration and judgment. I afirm again, in 
spite of my honorable friend differing with mein opinion, that it seems 
to my mind as clear as daylight that the umpire in that case could not 
put into language a more specific assertion than the assertion he has 
made that he does not base his opinion upon the ground that Great 
Britain owns one of the headlands of the Bay of Fundy. 

Mr. GRAY. He states it as the ground. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam making a statement now. 

Mr. GRAY. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. He states the fact that Great Britain owns one of the 
headlands. He also says the headland theory never has been heard of 
till now, and the language of the treaty of 1818 and the languags of 
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the treaty of 1783 mean the same thing, and mean the shore-line, be- 
cause 1783 must mean the shore-line for it is the spot where they dry 
fish. Therefore in samming up he says: 


I docide that this is not a British bay, and I decide that it is not a bay at all 
within the meaning of the treaty of 1818. 


There is the decision which applies to everything. Then he takes 
the Argus case, where Great Britain owns both headlands. Talking 
about 15 miles from shore; several of these bays are 50 or 60 miles, be- 
ing where Great Britain owned both headlands. He goes on, without 
stating any new opinion, because it was not necessary as the old one 
covered it, to award by solemn judgment damages in the case of the 


Argus, 
Mn BECK. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to 
meet on Thursday next. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That motion has been already made 
and agreed to. 
Mr. BECK. I had not heard it. None of us on this side heard it. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President—— 
Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Lask the Senator from Delaware to yield 


to me. 
Mr. GRAY. I wish to occupy a single moment, and then I shall 
_ yield the floor entirely for to-day. 
Mr. BECK. I desire to know when the motion was made and agreed 


to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion was submitted by the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. MANDERSON] and agreed to by the Sen- 
ate upon a vote, shortly after the Senate reassembled after the expira- 
tion of the recess of thirty minutes which occurred during the speech 
of the Senator from Maine [Mr. FRYE]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not think it possibie certainly this 
afternoon to have it settled, as the Senator from Massachusetts says he 
intends to have it settled before we go away from here, that the de- 
cision of the umpire in the case of the Washington settled not only the 
question submitted to the commissioners in that case, but settled the 
principle of the delimitation of the bays on all those coasts. I sub- 
mit again to the Senate that the only case before the arbitration com- 
mission was the case of the Washington, seized within the fauces terræ 
of the Bay of Fundy. 

Mr.HOAR. It was clear down right opposite Annapolis, Nova Scotia. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; it was within the fauces terra a good ways, 
and the only case in regard to that bay whether for the purposes of that 
treaty it was a British bay; and in that short decision he stated as the 
grounds of his decision that here was an arm of the sea, as he called it, 
from 60 to 75 miles wide with one of its headlands in the United States, 
and then he concludes that under all these circumstances he can not 
consider this to be a British bay at all, and that there is no ground for 
the inference that the decision either in fact or in principle applies to 
any other bay than the bay which he was then considering. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands that the fur- 
ther consideration of the treaty is postponed until Monday next, by 
common consent, 

Mr. HOAR. I ask unanimous consent, before that subject passes 
away, that the proceedings of the Senate in executive ion, which by 
order of the Senate have been made public, so far as th Hare recorded 
upon the Journal, shall be printed in the RECORD. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that the proceedings of the executive session from 
which the injunction of secrecy has been removed may be printed, so 
far as reported, in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. MORGAN. That relates back to the beginning of this pro- 


? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly; merely what your resolution covered yes- 
terday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Kentucky 
rise to the pending question ? 

Mr. BECK. Not in regard to the pending question, but I wish to 
say a word after that is disposed of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair then understands that 
there is no objection, and that the proceedings of the open executive 
session as they occur will be printed in the daily CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR. Sofar as reported. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. So far as reported, and from day to 


day. 

Mr. MORGAN. Idid not understand that as being the motion, I 
understood the motion to refer back to the initial part of the proceed- 
ings in executive session. 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly, that was it. 

Mr. MORGAN. And going all the way up. 

Mr. HOAR. I meant to cover what the Senator from Alabama cov- 
ered by his resolution yesterday. Ofcourse the votes, the proceedings, 
and motions of the Senate are all journalized and are reported and of 


record. 8 
Mr. MORGAN. All heretofore had. 


— : 

Mr, HOAR. My request is that they may be printed in the REC- 
ORD from the beginning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the motion practically is that 
25 journal of the executive session be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 

ECORD. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is right. i 

Mr. HOAR. So far as the injunction of secrecy has been removed. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. What disposition shall be made of 
the proceedings of the open executive session—the debates which oc- 
cur from day to day? 

Mr. MORGAN. That will be the subject of another motion, I sups, 


pose. 

Mr. BECK. I heard the President of the Senate say a moment ago 
that this matter was postponed until Monday next. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair stated that by unanimous 
consent the Chair understood that it was postponed until Monday next, 
that being the desire of the Senator from Delaware [Mr. GRAY], who 
has the floor. 

Mr. BECK. I desire to say, and that was my object in rising, that 
I suppose it is very well known that many gentlemen on this side who 
desire to take part in this debate will perhaps not be able to be here 
next week. For one I propose to go to the St. Louis convention, to 
be very plain about it, and so do a good many others; and if the de- 
bate is to go on next week in our absence, I assume that we shall not 
be authorized to go. I desire, if my wishes will have anything to do 
with it, that the debate may be postponed until next Monday week, 
so as to give us all a chance to be here to hear the debate and take part 
in it. 

Mr. TELLER. I suppose the understanding was, when we agreed 
to open the doors, that the convenience of Senators should be served 
by the way the discussion should be proceeded with, and I do not pre- 
sume that anybody is disposed to press the consideration of the treaty 
in the absence of a large number of Senators. I understood that the 
Senator from Delaware was willing to speak on Monday and that he 
preferred to doso. 

Mr. BECK. I do not care to stop debate, but I desire to have an 
understanding that no action shall be taken on the treaty during the 
absence of Senators who wish to speak upon it. I should like very 
much to be here during the debate. 

Mr. TELLER. I presume other Senators would like to discuss it and 
would be willing to discuss it perhaps in the absence of some Senators 
on the other side, but I suppose there might be an understanding that 
no vote should be taken on it in their absence. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that it is the desire of Senators on this 
side, so far as I have heard from them, to allow the Senator from Dela- 
ware to exercise his election as to the time when he will proceed. 

Mr. BECK. All right. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to make an inquiry of the Chair. I under- 
stood myself that the record of to-day’s proceedings in open executive 
session would be printed in the RECORD with to-day’s legislative pro- 
ceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair supposed that to be in- 
clüded in the request of the Senator from Massachusetts, but upon 
making the suggestion the Senator from Alabama stated that would 
have to be provided for by another motion. 

Mr. TELLER. Then I move that as this discussion proceeds the 
whole proceedings shall be published in the RECORD, the same as the 
legislative proceedings. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado moves 
that the debates and proceedings in open executive session be printed 
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD from day to day. Is there objection? 
LI None.“ The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. Is it the 
understanding that the Senator from Delaware will proceed on Mon- 
day next? 


Mr. GRAY. In deference to the wishes of gentlemen on my own - 


side of the Chamber who desire to attend the convention which will 
assemble on the 5th of June, which is next Tuesday, I should be per- 
fectly willing, and indeed it would be very ble to me to let the 
matter go over until the following Monday. Then we should have a 
full week for the discussion between the two conventions, when I sup- 
pose gentlemen on this side would like to have a similar interim. That 
would be an agreeable arrangement to me. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair then understands the Sen- 
ator from Delaware to ask unanimous consent that the further consider- 
ation of the treaty be postponed until one week from next Monday, the 
lith day of June. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. What is the date? + 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Monday, the 11th day of June. Is 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it the pleasure of the Senate now 
to proceed to the consideration of legislative business? It will beso 
ordered, if there be no ohjestion. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 


. 


` 
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ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President 
pro tempure: 

A bill (S. 625) granting a pension to George W. Schell; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen C. Lobdill; 

A bill (S. 1015) granting a pension to Margaret M. Collins; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting a pension to Stephen Schiedel; 

A bill (S. 1083) for the erection of a public building at Tallahassee, 


Fila. ; 

A bill (S. 1286) granting a pension to Michael Lane; 

A bill (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the 
public building at Sacramento, Cal.; and 

A bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to John G. Merritt. 


AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. BLODGETT (for Mr. MCPHERSON) submitted an amendment 
intended to be proposed to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I wish to ask the Senate for its unanimous 
consent to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 287) to quiet title 
of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for 
other p at the close of the formal morning business on Thurs- 
day next, day after to-morrow. I wish to state my reasons for making 
this request. It will be necessary for me to leave the city on Saturday 
ee and I desire to have the bill taken up and acted on before I 

eave. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave no objection, provided the bill for the ad- 
mission of Washington Territory can come up immediately thereafter. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAWES. It was the intention of the Committee on Appropri- 
ations to call up the Indian appropriation bill next Thursday. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope that the Senator from Massachusetts 
will not interpose an objection to my request. I have on two or three 
oceasions permitted the bill to pass from its regular order so as to accom- 
modate other Senators. As I have stated, it is necessary for me to be 
absent from the city, leaving on Saturday morning, and all I ask now 
is that the same courtesy shall be extended to me that I have extended 
to others in connection with this identical bill. 

Mr. DAWES. So far as the Senator is concerned, and for the reason 
the Senator gives, of course I would not attempt to push the Indian 
appropriation bill before him, but the Senator from Nevada [ Mr. STEW- 
ART] suggests that he will consent, provided he can come in with a 
bill which will certainly take a good deal of time immediately after 
the bill which the Senator from Iowa has in charge is disposed of. 

Mr. STEWART. I should not antagonize the Washington Territory 
bill against the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. DAWES. Then I have nothing to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that on Thursday next, at the close of the formal morn- 
ing business, the bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlers on the Des 
Moines River lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, be 
taken up for consideration and proceeded with. 

Mr. EVARTS. I am quite ready, in taking part in the debate on 
that question adversely to the views of the Senator from Iowa, that 
the consideration of the bill should be taken up on Thursday, but I 
am obliged to leave the city on Friday, and it is not for me to say that 
I would be willing to have it carried on through Friday, if the Senator 
-wishes to go off on Saturday when I have my occasions to carry me off 
on Friday. 

What wil be the disposition of the Senate in regard to the bill when 
‘it is brought up, whether it is to be proceeded with to its close in dis- 
paragement of other measures, it is not for me to say; nor have I any 
desire to interfere with an opportunity to have the bill discussed; but 

I do not want to be prevented from asking that it may be laid over un- 
til some day after I return to the city. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That will not be satisfactory tome. On 
two occasions, for the accommodation of the Senator from New York, 
I consented to the postponement of this bill, once when it was first 
reached in its regalar order on the call of the Calendar, and again on a 
subsequent occasion. If the Senator from New York wishes to con- 
sume considerable time in the discussion of the bill, I am quite con- 
tent that lie shall open the discussion and occupy such time as he may 
‘please on Thursday, and I can give him the assurance now that, 
whether his argument shall be a long one or a short one, I shall not 
consume more than fifteen or twenty minutes in reply to him, and then 
‘Iam willing and should be glad to have the Senate take the vote on 
the bill. . è 

Mr. EVARTS. I have expressly stated that if it does not interfere 
witli my opportunity to leave the city on Friday there shall be no in- 
terlerence with the discussion on my part. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I hope that the Senator will not interfere 
with my leaving the city on Saturday, inasmuch as on two other occa- 
sicns I allowed the bill to be set aside in order that he might be ac- 
commodated. 

Mr. EVARTS. I have agreed to that; but the Senator leaves after 
Friday and I am going to leave on Friday. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well. Perhaps there will not bea 
session on Friday. i 

Mr. EVARTS. I hope not. 

ae WILSON, of Iowa. I should like to get a vote on the bill this 
week, 

Mr. EVARTS. I have not asked the Senator to put it off until Fri- 
day. I have only asked, if he brings it on, as he desires, on Thursday, 
and it isnot completed on Thursday, that I am not to be cut off when 
Iam obliged to go away on Friday. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It will be completed on Thursday unless 
the Senator from New York occupies the whole day in its discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks unan- 
imous consent that on Thursday, at the conclusion of the formal morn- 
ing business, the bill indicated by him shall be taken up and pro- 
ceeded with until concluded. Is there objection? 

Mr. BERRY. Some days ago the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEW- 
ART] made an attack upon the Attorney-General of the United States. 
I tried yesterday to get the floor to reply for a space of time not exceed- 
ing fifteen minutes. I was cut off by a motion of the Senator from Ohio 
to go into executive session at that time. I desire to leave the city on 
Saturday, and I ask the Senator from Iowa to allow me fifteen minutes 
on Thursday morning, immediately after the conclusion of the morn- 
ing business, before he takes up his bill, in order that I may submit 
those remarks, 

Mr, WILSON, of Iowa. I shall not object to that, Mr. President. 

Mr. BERRY. With that understanding, of course I have no objec- 
tion to the arrangement suggested. 

Mr. STEWART, Ishall not consent to that unless I can have fif- 
teen minutes to reply. I shall be very glad to hear from the Senator 
from Arkansas, but I shall want to make a few remarks, Which I 
have in store, on that occasion. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Nevada can bave ample time on 
the succeeding day. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not want to be put off. If I am to be at- 
tacked I want to reply at the time. 

Mr. BERRY. Idesire to make the remarks before I leave on Saturday. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I trust thatthe Senator from Arkansas will 
not interpose an objection to the order that I have asked. I would be 
entirely willing to accord him the fifteen minutes that he desires if it 
were not for the objection coming from the other quarter. 

Mr. STEWART. I make no objection, but I demand my right to 
reply if attacked. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BERRY. Iam informed by Senators around me that it would 
be entirely proper for me to make any remarks that I desire upon the 
discussion of the bill referred to by the Senator from Iowa. If that be 
true, and the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BECK] tells me I have a 
right to do it, I shall with that understanding make no objection to the 
request of the Senator from Iowa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands, then, that the 
request of the Senator from Iowa is acceded to by unanimous consent. 


VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 


Mr. HOAR., The Chair did me the honor to appoint me one of the 
committee of the Senate to visit the Military Academy at West Point, 
from which I had hoped to derive great pleasure and instruction; but I 
find that it will not be possible for me to perform that service consist- 
ently with obligations to duties which are likely to occur here. Imust 
therefore ask the Senate to be excused from that appointment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts de- 
elining service upon the Board of Visitors to attend the annual exami- 
nation of cadets at the United States Military Academy, the Chair 
appoints the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] in his place. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (E R. 6602) for the relief of James Obrion was read twice 

by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, x 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand thata short executive session is de- 
sired. I will change the motion toa motion to proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business, After two minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until Thursday, May 31, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


Is there objection to the request of 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 29, 1888, 
POSTMASTERS, 


Berry Mitchell, to be postmaster at Auburn, in the county of Placer 
and State of California, in the place of John H. Wills, whose commis- 
sion expires June 26, 1888. : 


` 
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May 29, 


Robert A. Meier, to be postmaster at Colorado Springs, in the county 
of El Paso and State of Colorado, in the place of Joel F. Love, re- 
signed. - 

Jefferson T. Whitman, to be postmaster at Dalton, in the county of 
Whitfield and State of Georgia, in the place of Thomas H. Triplett, 
whose commission expired April 30, 1888. 

Emma Walker, to be postmaster at Robinson, in the county of Craw- 
ford and State of Illinois, the appointment of a postmaster for the said 
office haying, by law, become vested in the President on and after April 

1, 1888. 

Gilman L. Sleeper, to be postmaster at Haverhill, in the County of 
Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of William E. Blunt, 
whose commission expired May 15, 1888. 

P. H. Carney, to be postmaster at Mankato, in the county of Blue 
Earth and State of Minnesota, in the place of James Cannon, resigned. 

Byron Lenily, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county of Hinds 
and State of Mississippi, in the place of Wirt Adams, deceased. 

James A. Field, to be postmaster at Higginsville, in the county of 
La Fayette and State of Missouri, in the place of Homer Luce, resigned. 

Julius L. Wind, to be postmaster at Harvard, in the county of Clay 
and State of Nebraska, in the place of Samuel C. Sloat, removed. 

Gardner C. White, to be postmaster at Carson City, in the county of 
Ormsby and State of Nevada, in the place of Gardner C. White, whose 
commission expired May 9, 1888. 

George E. Mecklem, to be postmaster at West Point, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Augusta B. Berard, 
whose commission expired March 12, 1888. 

Henry Bristol, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county of Summit 
and State of Ohio, in the place of 8. S. Crawford, resigned. 

Jacob Kreusch, to be postmaster at Celina, in the county of Mercer 
and State of Ohio, in the place of W. E. Touvelle, resigned. 

Maxwell Cameron, to be postmaster at Corry, in the county of Erie 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Frank H. Button, removed. 

Waterman J. Davis, to be postmaster at Port Allegany, in the county 
of McKean and State of Pennsylvania, the appointment of a post- 
master for the said office having, by law, become vested in the Presi- 
dent on and after April 1, 1888. 

Simon States, to be postmaster at Everett, in the county of Bedford 
and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of William H. Whisel, whose 
commission expired April 30, 1888. 

John C. Walton, to be postmaster at Kennett Square, in the county 
of Chester and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Fannie C. Max- 
well, whose commission expired April 30, 1888. 

Thomas B. Southgate, to be postmaster at Corpus Christi, in the 
county of Nueces and State of Texas, in the place of James H. C. 
White, whose commission expired May 15, 1888. 

C. A. McCabe, to be postmaster at Pomeroy, in the county of Gar- 
ficld and Territory of Washington, the appointment of a ter 

. for the said office having, by law, become vested in the President on 
and after April 1, 1888. 

Wiliam C. Brawley, to be postmaster at Mauston, in the county of 
Juneau and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Thomas H. Naughtin, 
deceased. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Twenty-fourth Regiment of Infantry. 

First Lieut. Henry Wygant, to be captain, May 15, 1888, vice Leg- 
gett, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Henry W. Hovey, to be first lieutenant, May 15, 1888, 
vice Wygant, promoted. : 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, May 29, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBUÈN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. FORNEY. I demand the regular order. 


VETO MESSAGE—J. E, PILCHER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message from the 
President of the United States; which was read, and, with the accom- 
panying bill, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I return without approval House bill No. 339, entitled “An act for the relief of 
J. E. Pilcher.” 

This bill authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the party named 
therein the sum of $905, being the amountof one bond of $100 and $805 in paper 
money of the Republic of Texas. 

2 directed, however, that this money be paid out of the Texas indemnity 


nd. 
This fund was created under a law passed on the 28th day of February, 1855, 
appropriating the sum of $7,750,000 to pay certain claims inst the Republic of 
Texas, By the terms of said law a certain time was fixed within which such 
claims were to be presented to the Treasury bets oo Ars tege 
Between the passage of said act and the year 1870 the sum of $7,648,786.73 was 


paid upon said claims, leaving of the money appropriated an unexpended balance 
of $101,213.27. 
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This balance was on the 30th day of June, 1877, carried to the surplus fund and 
Poth into the Treasury, pursuant to scetion 5 of chapter 328 of the laws of 

1. 

Thus since that date, it seems, there has been no Texas indemnity fund, nor is 
there any such fund now from which the money mentioned in the bill herewith 
returned can be paid. 

In this condition of affairs the proposed law could not be executed and would 


be of no ble use. 
if the claims mentioned are such as should be paid by the United States, there 


appears to be no difficulty in making an appropriation for their payment from 
the general funds of the Government. I notice an item to meet asimilar claim 
was inserted in a deficiency bill passed on the 7th 2 July, 1881. 


OVER CLEVELAND. 
Execcrive Mansion, May 26, 1888. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1978) for the erection of a public building at Paterson, N. J. 

A bill (H. R. 401) granting a pension to Mrs. Jeannie Stone; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 87) authorizing and directing the payment 
of the salaries of the officers and sanoye of Congress for the month 
of May, 1888. ; 

JOSEPH W. M’CONNELL. 


Mr. CAEADLE. Lask unanimons consent that the bill (H. R. 3544) 
granting a pension to Joseph W. McConnell, reported from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions adversely, be placed upon the Calendar, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER, The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to dispense with the morning hour for the 
call of committees for reports; and in connection with that, I ask unani- 
mous consent that gentlemen having reports to make have leave to pre- 
sent them to the Clerk for reference to the appropriate Calendars. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that order will be made, 

There was no objection. 

The question being taken on Mr, FoRNEY’s motion to dispense with 
the call of committees for reports, it was agreed to (two-thirds voting 
in favor thereof). 

FILING OF REPORTS. 
F The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
esk: 
FRANK M. MARTIN. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9113) granting a pension to Frank M. 
Martin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
me See Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed, 


MARTHA J. WARREN. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9160) granting a pension to Martha J. 
Warren; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

WILLIAM A. TAYLOR. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9159) granting a pension to William A. 
Taylor; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MARY REYNOLDS. 

Mr. HUNTER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 9462) restoring Mary Reynolds, widow 
of Lewis Reynolds, to the pension-roll; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN E. COONEY. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1822) granting a pension to Ann E. Cooney; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

NICHOLAS J. BIGLEY. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported a bill (H. R. 10235) for the relief of Nicholas J. Bigley; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM GARRETT. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, also, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported a bill (H. R. 10236) for the relief of William Garrett; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


RACHEL ‘ROGERS. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10171) granting a pension to Rachel Rogers; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

JACOB F, JOSEPH. 

Mr, LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 2064) granting a pension to Jacob F. 
Joseph; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

ANNA M. ARNOLD. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8075) granting a pension to Anna M. Ar- 
nold, widow of John Arnold; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ANN BRYAN. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8613) granting a pension to Ann Bryan; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

SARAH A. MASON. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 10121) granting a pension to Sarah A. 
Mason; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM S. SIMS. 

Mr. LANE also, from the Committèe on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with Senate amendments the bill (H. R. 2077) to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William S. Sims; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN C. ABBOTT. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2246) granting a pension to John C. Abbott; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH, MARIETTA, GA. 


Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 6189) for the relief of the trustees of the Pres- 
byterian church in Marietta, Ga.; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with: the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Mr. LANE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
adversely bills of the following titles; which were severally laid on 
the table, and the accompanying reports ordered to be printed: 

A bill (H. R. 3574) to increase the pension of John Seiger; 

A bill (H. R. 6722) for the relief of Sarah Jane Owen; 

A bill (H. R. 3570) for the relief of Mary Kaylor; 

A bill (H. R. 7080 granting increase of pension to Capt. Cecil Clay; 

A bill (H. R. 7555) to place on the pension-roll and to pay Charles 
C. Merrick, late captain Company G, Fifty-first Regiment Illinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, the same rate of pension from the date of his discharge 
as is to him allowed; 

A bill (H. R. 1122) granting a pension to Barbara Lanfried; and 

A bill (H. R. 2082) granting a pension to Silas W. Shutts. 

BRIDGET A. MURPHY. 


Mr. LANE also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 2052) for the relief of Bridget A. Murphy; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS. MARY F. DUNCAN. 

Mr. PENINGTON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 325) for the relief of Mrs. Mary F. Dun- 
can; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING, JEFFERSONVILLE, IND. 
Mr. NEAL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 


reported back favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 5069) |- 


authorizing and directing the Secretary of War to purchase certain real 
estate lying opposite the depot of the quartermaster’s department at 
Jeffersonville, Ind., and to have erected thereon two buildings to be 
occupied by the military storekeepers on duty at said depot, the cost 
of said grounds and buildings not to exceed $25,000; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
aud, witk the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
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LABORATORY BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D, C. 


Mr. DIBBLE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 9083) to 
erect a suitable laboratory building in Washington, D. C.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House onthe state of the Union, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH FOND DU LAC INDIAN RESERVATION. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10112) granting to the Duluth and Winnepeg 
Railway Company the right of way through the Fond du Lac Indian 
reservation, in the State of Minnesota; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 


LOUISA Q. LOVELL AND OTHERS. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 2544) for the relief of 
Louisa Q. Lovell and others; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


PARIS, CHOCTAW AND LITTLE ROCK RAILWAY COMPANY. 

Mr. PERRY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 10062) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and 
Little Rock Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, 
telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for 
other purposes; which-was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


HEIRS OF JOHN W. WEST. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, re- 
ported back favorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 7365) for the 
relief of the heirs of John W. West; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 


company report, ordered to be printed. 


JOHN C. FREMONT. 

Mr. STEELE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted the 
views of the minority of that committee on the bill (H. R. 9337) for the 
relief of John C. Frémont; which were ordered to be printed with the 
majority report. 

ELIZA M. FERRIS, DECEASED. 

Mr. McCULLOGH, from the Committee on Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1152) for the relief of the legal representa- 
tives of Eliza M. Ferris, deceased; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

CHARLES E. HEDGES, DECEASED. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 167) for the relief of Daniel T. 
Hedges and Edward B. Spalding, executors of Charles E. Hedges, de- 
ceased; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

WILLIAM E. WHEELER. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, reported back favorably with amendment the bill (H. R. 2046) 
for the relief of William E. Wheeler; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. ‘ 

WILLIAM JACK. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 2776) granting a pension to 
William Jack; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MILITARY STORES FOR REGULARLY ENLISTED AND ACSIVE MILITIA, 

Mr. McADOO, from the Committee on the Militia, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 1959) authorizing the Secretary of War to is- 
sue to the governor of the Territory of Montana military stores for the 
use of the regularly enlisted, organized, and uniformed active militia; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FORNEY. I now move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the con- 
sideration of general appropriation bills. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. BLOUNT in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill (H. 
R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and ju- 
dicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
pe and for other purposes. The Clerk will report the pending para- 
gra 
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Tho Clerk read the ſollowing paragraph: 

Territory of Montana: For salary of governor, $2,600; chief-justice and three 
associate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1,800, $16,400. 

Mr, TOOLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend on line 6, page 61, by striking out the words “twenty-six hundred” 
and inserting “thirty-five hundred” in lieu thereof. Also amend by striking 
out the words “one thousand eight hundred,” in line 8, same and insert 
“two thousand five hundred” in lieu thereof. Also strike out the word “six- 
teen,“ in line 8, and the words “ thousand four hundred,” in line 9, same page, 
and insert "eighteen thousand“ in lieu thereof. 

Mr. TOOLE. The Revised Statutes of the United States fix the 
salaries of governors at $3,500 and that of the secretaries at 82,500. 
This bill fixes the salaries at $2,600 and $1,800, respectively. The point 
of order has been made and sustained that such appropriations change 
existing law, and this beingsoit was not in the province of the Appro- 

jation Committee to make the proposed change. The only excuse 

this is that former committees have done the same thing. Every- 
body admits that the action of the committee is in derogation of Jaw, 
is a plain and palpable violation of a positive statute. If this power 
shall be permitted to be exercised by the Appropriation Committee by 
mere sufferance indefinitely, then the exercise of this power will soon 
come to have the force and effect of law. 

The maxim obsta principiis is especially applicable here. A prin- 
ciple once surrendered trembles at every new attack. ese encroach- 
ments upon the general law by the indirect method employed in this 
` bill onght to be resisted before the power of the Appropriations Com- 

mittee becomes so formidable as to be alarming. While it is true, 

as before stated, that the Committee on Appropriations were never 
charged by law with the duty of establishing salaries, there may have 
been some plausibility in the action of the committee after assuming 
the power in decreasing the salaries of Territorial governors and secre- 
* tarics twelve or fourteen years ago. At that time the Territories were 

sparsely settled and their duties were neither onerous nor y 

responsible. In the days when this innovation was first made Territo- 

rial covernors had little to do except toappoint notaries public and grant 


pardons. 

Since that time the Territories have grown in population and wealth 
in a marvelous way. Montana at that time had less than 30,000 peo- 
ple and less than $20,000,000 of assessable property. It now has a 
population of over 200,000 and an assessable valuation of $100,000, 000. 
The governor is invested with the veto, however, and charged with the 
responsibility of appointing many of our administrative officers. In 
his absence or inability to act the secretary becomes the acting gov- 
ernor, Waiving the question of the power to change existing law in an 
. appropriation bill, I submit that the salaries reported are incommensu- 
rate with the duties and ibilities of the officers named. 

The question being taken on the amendment offered by Mr. Toor, 
it was not agreed to. : 

The Clerk read the following paragraph, under the heading Terri- 
tory of Utah:“ 

For expenses of the commission: For printing, stationery, clerk-hire, and 
office-rent, $10,000: Provided, That out of this sum the commission is hereby 
au to pay the secretary of the Territory, who is its secretary and dis- 
— 2 — agent, a reasonable sum for such service, not exceeding $300, for the fis- 

year 3 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropriations 
to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. The object is to re- 
duce the expenditure to $7,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 63, strike out all of linc 6 down to and including the word dollars,” 
in line 7, andrin lieu insert the following: 

** Fog the following expenses of the commission, namely, for traveling expen- 
sos, cha abs stationery, clerk-hire, and office-rent, $7,000." 

Mr. FORNEY. The object of this amendment is to prevent the 
commission from paying their hotel bills out of this fund. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

Territory of Washington: For salary of governor, $2,600; chief-justice and 
three associate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1,800, $16,400, 


For ìl tive expenses, namely: For rent of secretary's office, hire of mes- 
senger, fuel, stationery, postage, office furniture, repairs, and other in- 
cidentals, $1,500, 


For contingent expenses of the Territory, to bo expended by the governor, 


Mr. VOORHEES. I offer the amendment whichI send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 63 strike out all of lines 21 to 24, inclusive, and insert: 

For legislative expenses of the twelfth biennial session of the Legislative As- 
sembly of the Territory of Washington (which session is authorized to mee on 
the second Monday of January, 1899, at 12 o'clock noon, and each succeeding 
session shall meet biennially thereafter), namely. for per diem of member of 
the Territorial Legislature and officers thereof; for mileage; for repairing cap- 
itol building, legislative hall, council chamber; repairing furniture, cary ets, 
and matting; and for fuel, stationery, and for other incidental expenses of the 

lature ; legislative printing, rent of secretary's office, hire of messenger, 
light, fuel, stationery, o furniture, repairs, and other incidentals, $22,(0v, 


Mr. VOORHEES. Mr. Chairman, under the law as it now stands, 
the next Legislative Assembly of Washington Territory, which will be 
elected at the next general election, is not authorized to meet until the 
first Monday in December, 1889. The purpose of this amendment is 


to make effectual the act of the Legislative Assembly, passed at its last | 800. 


session, providing that the next session of the Assembly, the twelfth 
biennial session, shall meet on the second Monday of January in 1889, 
at 12 o'clock noon. The effect is simply to enable the Assembly to 
mect at a reasonable time after its election in November, rather than 
compel it to wait thirteen or fourteen months. That is the only effect 
of the amendment, and it is necessary, as a matter of course, that the 
appropriation which in the ordinary course of events would be made in 
the next legislative appropriation bill shall be made now, in order that 
the act of the Legislative Assembly to which I have referred may be 
made effective. Iam satisfied that there can be no objection to this 
5 and I sincerely hope that the House will consider it ſavor- 
ably. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman from Washington has stated the sit- 
uation of affairs there, and it is a matter for the House to determine 
whether they will make the appropriation now or wait till next year. 
So far as I am concerned I have no objection to it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Territory of Wyoming: For salary of governor, $2.600; chief-justice and two 
associate judges, at $3,000 each; and secretary, at $1,900, $15,400. 


Mr. CAREY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by siriking out, in line 4, page 64, the words “two thousand six hun- 
dred,” and insert in lieu thereof “three thousand five hundred.” Also amend 
by striking out, in iine 6, G1, the words one thousand eight hundred,” 
and insert“ two thousand five hundred.” 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amendment is the 
same as has been stated by the gentlemen who have preceded me in 
ofloring like amendments, applicable to the Territories of Dakota, Idaho, 
aud Montana. The law of Congress fixes the salary of the governor at 
83,500 and that of the secretary at $2,500. Section 1845 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States is as follows: 

From and after the Ist day of July, 1873, the annual salaries of the governors 
of the several Territories shall be $3,500 and the salaries of the secretaries shall 
be $2,500 each. 

This Jaw has not been changed. By an examination of this bill it 
will be found that a very small amount is to be appropriated for the con- 
tingent expenses of the Territory, and this bill reduces the salary of the 
governor to the extent of $1,000 and that of the secretary to the ex- 
tent of $700. Every one who is acquainted with the Western Terri- 
tories, which, on an average, are at least 2,000 miles from the Atlantic 
seaboard, knows how very expensive it is to live in that country. While 
all the Territorial officers of Wyoming are opposed to me in politics, 
yet this fact does not deter me from asking that the amendment be 
adopted as an act of simple justice. The governor and secretary are 
entitled to the salaries which are now fixed by Jaw. There can be no 
good reason Why these salaries should be reduced in this indirect way, 
and in a way not permitted by the rules of this House. By section 
1855 of the Revised Statutes a Territorial Legislature is prohibited from 
increasing the compensation of the governor, secretary, and members 
of the Legislative Assembly. This law does not limit the Legislative As- 
sembly in providingextra compensation to the judges. In most of the 
Territories this condition of things exists. The judges draw $3,000 
salary from the United States Treasury and some extra compensation 
trom the Territorial or county treasury in the Territory wherein they 
reside. 

‘The Territorial Legislatures have increased the compensation of the 
judges without any importunity on the part of the judges. They have 
voted this extra compensation to each of the judges, amounting to from 
$1,000 to $2,500 additional annual salary, because they consider the 
salary paid by the United States too smali to enable these men to live 
comfortably. 

Ifthe people of the Territories had theauthority todoso [havenodonbt 
provision would be made to increase the salary of the governorand that 
of the secretary to such an amount as would make their respective sala- 
ries equal, at least, to the amount fixed by the Revised Statutes. This 
Government is rich enough to pay its Territorial officers competent sala- 
ries. The people of tha Territories have no voice in the selection of 
their officers. They should not be required to pay any part of the sal- 
aries, yet they are generous enough to do so if Congress fails to do its 
duty in this matter. 

I hope, therefore, that theamendment will be adopted. The amend- 
ment will not make the salaries larger than they should be, and it will 
not change an existing law, but its adoption will be in strict conform- 
ity to the ruling made by the chairman of the committee yesterday. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Chairman, all I have to say about it is that the 
governor and secretary of Wyoming get the same salaries that have been 
allowed to the governor and secretary of Dakota and the other Terri- 
tories. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For legislative expenses, namely: For rent, fuel, lights, stationery, postage, 
8 clerk, and incidental expenses of 5 office; for new furni- 
ture and carpets in governor's and secretary's office in new capitol building, 
For contingent expenses of the Territory, to be expended by the governor. 


‘ 
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Mr.CAREY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment to that 
paragraph. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding to line 14, page 64, the following words: 

“Provided, That the 8 secretary, and judges of the supreme court of 
each of the organized Territories, except Alaska,shall hereafter be appointed 
from the bona fide residents of the Territory wherein they are to serye.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wyoming desire to be 
heard on the point of order? 5 

Mr. CAREY. Iask the gentleman from Alabama to withdraw his 
point of order for one minute. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will do so at the gentleman’s request. 

[Mr. CAKEY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I offer an amendment to come in in line 19 of 
the paragraph just read; to insert the words four hundred” after the 
word ‘‘thousand;’’ so that it will read: 

One disbursing clerk, at $2,400. 


Mr. FORNEY. Imake the point of order on that. We have given 
all the law allows. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I do not think that there is any law fixing 
this salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I wish the gentleman from Alabama would 
point me to any law fixing this salary. 

Mr. RANDALL. The law of the appropriation bill of last year fixes 
the compensation in the absence of any permanent law. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But that is not such a law, in my judgment, 
as is contemplated by the rule. If the salary is not fixed by any per- 
manent law, it is wholly subject to such legislation as Congress may 
see proper to enact in that regard in an appropriation bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. But, if the Chair please, I make the point 
that there is no law fixing this salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. This is not by any means a new ruling. The 
Chair has ruled in this same way more than once during the consider- 
ation of this bill. ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has the Chair heretofore held that the annual 
appropriation bills make such a provision of law as to lay the founda- 
tion ſor a point of order like this in the absence of any statute law upon 
the subject? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has so held: that, in the absence of 
any other law, the appropriation bill of the current year fixes the com- 

nsation. : 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. With all due respect to the Chair, it has been 
held over and over again that such is not the law contemplated by the 


rule. * 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has some recollection of a number of 
rulings just the reverse of that. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


In the office of the Adjutant-General: One chief clerk, at $2,000; twenty-five 
clerks of class 4; thirty-five clerks of class 3; sixty-nine clerks of class 2; three 
hundred and fifty-nine clerks of class 1; sixteen clerks, at $1,000 each; five mes- 
sengers; forty-five assistant messengers; three watchmen; three laborers; in 
all, $87,140: Provided, That one clerk of class 4, two clerks of class 2, and six 
clerks of class 1 shall be employed for the sole purpose of completing, with the 
necessary detail from the existing force, the regimental registers of the volun- 
teer forces of the several States during the late war. And not less than two hun- 
dred of the clerks in the office of the Adjutant-General shall be exclusively en- 
gaged in preparing and making reports to expedite the settlement of pension 
applications and soldiers’ claims, > 


Mr. PETERS. I move to strike out the last word, for the purpose 
of asking if the appropriation for the support of the office of the Ad- 
jutant-General is equal to the estimates that have been made by the 
Department ? 

Mr. RANDALL, They are not. 

Mr. FORNEY. So far as the clerical force is concerned they are. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish toask, in addition, if this provision requiring 
two hundred clerks in the office to be exclusively engaged in prepar- 
ing and making reports to expedite the settlement of pension applica- 
tions and soldiers’ claims embraces the amount of force requested by 
the Department? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir; it does. The only change made by the 
committee is that they asked for more messengers to wait upon them, 
and we gave them forty-five, which we thought was enough. The cler- 
ical force is just what was estimated for. 

Mr. PETERS. Right here, Mr. Chairman, let me say the force asked 
by the Department has been asked for the purpose of bringing up the 
work of that Department. I think it is well known to those who have 
had experience in the Department that the work has been very much 
behind; and while there have been a vast number of calls upon the of- 
fice for information as to the status of these claims, we haye not been 
able to get any satisfaction. 7 

I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a letter from the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral in relation to a claim, which is a sample of the information which 
is frequently given to parties who make inquiry as to the status of 
claims pending in the Department, 


The Clerk read as follows: a 
Wan DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, 
Washington, May 26, 1888. 

Sm; In reply to your reference to the claim of Capt. William B. Davis ( Wash- 
ington Court-House, Fayette County, Ohio), late of the Seventy-third Ohio Vol- 
unteers, for amendment of his military record under the provisions of the act 
approved June 3, 1884, and the act amendatory thereof, approved February 3, 
1887, I have the honor to state that, in justice to all mants under these acts, 
it has been found necessary to take up claims in the order of dates on which 
they were filed. 

Unless, therefore, there is some urgent reason why the claim should be made 
special, such as the extreme sickness of the applicant or his impoverished con- 
dition, it can not be taken up out of its regular order. 

1 am, sir, very respectfully, your obedient servant, s 
R. C. DRUM, Adjutant-General, 
Hon, SAMUEL R. PETERS, t 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. PETERS. Now that, I repeat, isa sample of the information 
that we have been able to obtain from that Department in relation to 
claims pending beforeit. I do not blame the Department, because, as 
is well known, they have had an insuffleient force in order to keep np 
with the current work. Of course that letter embodies no information 
that is of any satisfaction to any member of Congress or to the indi- 
vidual whose application is pending. We all know that these claims 
will not be taken up out of their order, and it is but little informa- 
tion to my friend Captain Davis, who had the corner of one of his 
shoulders shot away by a shell at Gettysburgh, to be informed that his 
claim will be taken up some time in the future; in the sweet by and 
by,” when it will be reached in its regular order. 

There is an immense amount of comfort to the wounded soldier in in- 
formation of that kind. Iam glad we are now iu asituation that during 
the coming fiscal year when an applicant calls at the Department, through 
his member of Congress or through any member of Congress, forinforma- 
tion he may be able to get some definite information as to when the claim 
will be disposed of. ‘ 

Wherever the responsibility rests for not obtaining the information, 
I am glad to know that hereafter during the next fiscal year when I call 
upon the Department for information I may expect to receive it, in place 
of having such an eyasive reply as that which I have instanced and many 
others which might be instanced. , 

Mr. WARNER. I wish to ask the gentleman if itis not the fact that 
in that office they are now at work on the claims dating from Decem- 
ber, 1884? 

Mr. PETERS. That is the information which has been given me 
with reference to most of these cases; but in this instance they did not 
even give me that information. 

Mr. DOCKERY. They have the work further up than that. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Kansas withdraw the 
pro forma amendment? 

Mr. PETERS Ido, 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Irenew the amendment. I did not hear the 
first portion of the remarks of the gentleman from Kansas; but I sup- 
pose he refers to the condition of work in the Adjutaut-General's Office. 
I made inquiry myself as to that, and Iam informed by General Drum 
that he will be able in a short time to dispose of every case in that 
office. The difficulty arose from the fact that in the first six months 
after the passage of the bill referred to there was a gorge; a vast ma- 
jority of the applications came in in that period. Butthe Department 
has now got these cases nearly all off its hands. There were not many 
that came in during the last year; and the Adjutant-General tells me 
that, without additional clerical force, he will in a short time be able 
to dispose of all the pending cases. 

Iam informed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the Sur- 
geon-General’s department is up with its work. I had in view to re- 
port from the Committee on Military Affairs a measure which had been 
referred to that committee looking to the very purpose the gentleman 
from Kansas has in view. We are all anxious these claims should be 
adjusted; but Iam satisfied the Adjutant-General will be able to get 
along. with the force he has at his disposal, and at the end of the pres- 
ent year he will have disposed of all the cases pending. 

Mr. HOVEY. The information I have is quite the contrary of what 
has been stated by the gentleman from Illinois. Iam informed that 
that office is three or four years in arrear of its work, I understand 
that is the fact in regard to it. 7 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I tried to make the gentleman understand 
that, the claims were brought in early after the passage of the act and 
that few cases have been brought in recently. The majority of the 
cases were put in during the first year. 

Mr. HOVEY. Iam informed they have not got beyond 1884, and 
at that rate ten years more will not finish the work. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I believe they have got beyond 1884. 

Mr. HOVEY. I am told that ten thousand cases remain now un- 


finished, and that it will require ten years more to dispose of them at 
the rate the work is now proceeding. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Even if we agree to provide more clerks they 
could make no use of them unless you provided them with rooms and 
furniture. 

Mr. HOVEY. Then provide the rooms and furniture 
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Mr. TOWNSHEND. I understand they are satisfied with the pro- 
vision made here. 

Mr. HOVEY. Of course the soldier needs nothing! 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. I will ask my colleague whether he has seen 
General Drum? 

Mr. HOVEY. I have letters from the Assistant Adjutant-General. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. If the gentleman will take the trouble to go 
to the office and see General Drum himself, I am satisfied he will con- 
vince him that no further legislation is necessary. 

Mr. HOVEY. I have letters from that office, and if the gentleman 
wants to see them I will show them to him. Ihave letters from Gen- 
eral Kelton in regard to that very matter. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I offerthe amendment which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


On 65, line 13, strike out ‘‘ forty-five” and insert“ fifty-one;"’ so thatit 
will read “ fifty-one assistant messengers.” 


Mr. BOOTHMAN. In offering this amendment I desire to empha- 
size what has been said by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. 
Since this session commenced I have addressed numerous inquiries in 
pension claims to the Pension Office and have received as answer that 
the claims were awaiting replies to requests for information directed 
to the Adjutant-General, perhaps six or seven months before. I have 
no doubt that is a common experience on this side ofthe House. It is 
a state of things which should no longer exist. 

I find the estimate for that office is for fifty-one assistant messengers, 
whereas the bill provides for forty-five. I suppose fifty-one assistant 
messengers is the number now provided by law; and I desire to make 
the point of order against the bill in that particular. I ask to have it 
restored to what the law now is in that regard. I think it improper to 
cut down the force of that office in any respect, when business therein 
is in the condition that it now appears to be. 

Mr, FORNEY. I ask to have the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. FORNEY. Heretofore the Adjutant-General’s force occupied 
several buildings and needed more messengers. All his force is now 
in the War and Navy Department, and we think it just and proper to 
cut down the number of assistant messengers from fifty-one to forty- 
five. This is not the clerical force, but these are messengers to wait on 
the clerks. 

NI. RANDALL. Every man has to have a servant in that build- 


ing. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I ask whether this estimate of the Adjutant- 
General was furnished at the time when he occupied his present quar- 
ters. 

Mr. FORNEY. When the estimate was made he was not occupying 
his present quarters, but had his force in several buildings, He is now 
located in the War, State, and Navy Department. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I would further inquire whether he has made 
any reduction of his estimate since the change? 

Mr. FORNEY, I do not think he has. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Then I think the law ought to stand as it was 
before. 

Mr. RANDALL. The truth is, this reductionis not enough, it ought 
to be larger, but the Committee on Appropriations did not think it well 
to make too large a cut of this class of employés at this time. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Iam entirely opposed to making any reduction 
that will affect the efficiency of that office. 

Mr. RANDALL. You would not keep men there that were not re- 


uired. 
8 Mr. CANNON. I understand that the offices are now brought to- 
gether in one building and that this force will probably be sufficient. 

Mr. RANDALL, Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not think there will be any trouble about it. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not at all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order, The 
question is on the amendment. 

On a division the amendment was rejected—ayes 3, noes 45. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
in order that I may ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. FORNEY ] 
a question. I wish to ask him whether the clerical, force in the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office according to the estimates for the next fiscal 
year is larger than the clerical force for the present fiscal year? 

Mr. FORNEY. It is exactly the same, and in accordance with the 
estimates. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Then, Mr. Chairman, I simply want to make this 
statement of fact: Every member who has any business with that of- 
fice is well aware that upon all claims filed by ex-soldiers for a remuster, 
and for bounties and back pay, the office is three years and six months 
behindhand. ‘They are now considering in that office claims that were 
filed in December, 1884, and I submit that if relief is ever to come to 
these claimants it ought to come during their lifetime, for it is no sol- 
‘ace to a man who has a just claim aguinst the Government to be told 
that he may have it considered and decided after waiting five years and 
a half, as they have to wait now. I submit, sir, that we ought to in- 


créase the clerical force of that office so as at least to enable it to keep 


the business not more than one year behind. One word more. This 
is my first term in Congress, and, of course, it is only about a year since 
I have had any business whatever with that Department, having 

to correspond with the office immediately after my election; and I want 
to state the fact that they are not two months further along now in the 
adjudication of these claims than they were in the fall of 1886, and my 
colleague, Mr. Hovey, says that there are 10,000 claims of that char- 


acter pendini 
Mr. FORNEY. Yes; and there are 561 clerks in that office, and we 
think that is enough. 


Mr. CHEADLE. But I submit to the gentleman that if those 561 
clerks in a year’s time have not gained on the calendar more than two 
months, and if the office is three years and a half behind with the work 
(as we know it is), some remedy ought to be found. I withdraw the 
formal amendment. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the chief delay in the mat- 
ter of soldiers’ pensions arisesin the Surgeon-General’s Office, and itis 
not because of the lack of suficient employés, but because of the con- 
dition of the records. In the Forty-Seventh Congress I had occasion to 
examine into that matter, and I found that the number of volumes 
of records in the office was over 11,000, and that they were unin- 
dexed. To find the record of any particular soldier in that office re- 
quires the manipulation of several of these unindexed records, and only 
a limited number of persons can examine them at the same time. I 
think the number of employés is sufficient, but the condition of the 
records is what causes the delay. Then, too, numbers of these records 
are being continually worn out and are in the hands of the binders for 
rebinding and in the hands of copyists to be recopied. I introduced a 
resolution in the Forty-seventh Congress looking to the indexing of all 
those records. I found that they could be indexed without interrupt- 
ing the current business, and that at the end of three years the office 
would be in a position to get rid of all this confusion and delay, and 
would be able to dispense with two-thirds of the clerks now required; 
but it was not considered necessary to make the change, and the con- 
sequence is that we have been poking on in the way that has been de- 
scribed ever since. The indexing of those 11,000 volumes of recordsin 
the Surgeon-General’s Office isabsolutely necessary to the proper trans- 
action of the business, yet nobody comes forward to make provision 
for it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I have not examined carefully 
the proposition of the Committee on Appropriations, and therefore I 
am not in a position to criticise their recommendation; but I want to 
supplement what has been said by my coll e [Mr. Ezra B. TAY- 
LOR], that there is still another Department in which I have encoun- 
tered vastly more delay in pension cases that have come under my care 
than in the Pensions Department itself. I refer to the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office, and I think it has been the experience of members of Con- 
gress generally that they have received more suggestions of delay, and 
have been oftener and longer put off by the Adjutant-General’s Office 
than by the Pensions Office. _ 

Now, I do not undertake to say that the Adjutant-General’s Office 
is at all to blame for this. I do not know that there is in that office 
any lack of system or industry, although in regard to the latter I may 
have some suspicion. But I do know that there is something lacking 
there; and hence, having the interests of the soldiers as near to my heart 
as they are, I do not think it wise for me to run counter to the sug- 
gestion of the Committee on Appropriations, which looks simply to a 
result growing out of the change in the location of the bureaus of the 
Pension Department. I think wisdom calls upon us not only to pro- 
vide the means for indexing the S -General’s records, but to pro- 
vide in some way that will be effective a reform in the Adjutant-Gen- 
eral’s Office. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, in regard to the Surgeon-General’s 
Office and the work in that office touching pensions, I understand that 
the force of the office is now substantially engaged upon current work. 

Mr. FORNEY. That is what we understand. 

Mr. CANNON. There was some delay up to probably a year or fif- 
teen months ago, when the Surgeon-General’s Office commenced doing 
extra work, and that extra work was done for some time by the force 
of clerks already in the office—trained clerks—and they caught up. 

As to the propriety of reproducing the records in the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office, that matter has been from time to time inquired into. At 
one time there was a proposition to photolithograph the records; but 
that, on consideration, was thought not to be practicable. There is 
now in the Surgeon-General’s Office substantially the same force of clerks 
as for five or six years past. In the Forty-seventh Congress, I believe— 
Ido not undertake to speak with entire accuracy, but I think I am 
stating the date very nearly—the force of clerks in the Surgeon-Gen- 
eral’s Office, the Adjutant-General’s Office, and the Pension Office was, 
upon the recommendation of the Committee on Appropriations, sub- 
stantially doubled. 

Mr. RANDALL, That was in 1882, - 

Mr. CANNON. That was done in 1882, upon an estimate that in 
three years the work could be brought up so that the office would then 
be engaged on current work and the force could be reduced. It has 
not been reduced. 
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So far as concerns the Adjutant’s-General’s Office there is a contin- 
uation of the same force. I understand that in pension work the Ad- 
jutant-General’s Office is very nearly up—is doing something approach- 
ing current work, or has at least made very great gain in the last fif- 
teen months. The clerks in that office have done extra work a part 
of that time; and I believe that the force in the Adjutant-General’s 
Office, being a trained force and having access to the records being 
housed in the State, War, and Navy Department building, should be 
encouraged—ay, more, required to do extra work; and that, if neces- 
sary, we should do as we have done heretofore, give additional com- 

nsation for that extra work. We have done this in to the 

easury Department, and I believe it has been done in the War De- 
partment also. It is much better to do this than to grant an additional 
number of clerks. 

My opinion is that in the Pension Office, the Surgeon-General’s Office, 
and the Adjutant-General’s Office the clerical force is as large as can 
work to advantage, and that if extra speed in the performance of the 
work is to be attained it must be by means of extra work of the exist- 
ing force and a better administration. I think the existing force can 
work extra hours, andin that way bring up the business 925 suggested 
by my friends from Indiana on this side and on the other); or at least 
can make great gain upon the present condition of business. I ac- 
knowledge that there is ground for complaint in regard to the present 
condition of the work; but I think the practical way to meet the case 
is in the administration; and as one member of the House I stand 
ready to give my vote in favor of additional compensation for such 
extra work. There has already been presented to the Committee on 
Appropriations a claim for pay for extra work in the Adjutant-General’s 
Office—work done outside of regular hours—by the present trained 
force that can do more work in one hour than any raw force which 
might be put in could do in six hours. I propose to vote in favor of 
paying that extra compensation. 

Mr. RANDALL. After the remarks of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon], I do not think it necessary that anything further be 
said on the subject. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

State, War, and Navy Department Building : 

Office of the superintendent: One clerk class 1, one chief engineer, at $1,200; 
cight assistant engineers, at $1,000 cach; one septal of the watch, $1,200; two 
lieutenants of the watch, at 8840 each; fifty-eight watchmen; one carpenter, 
$1,000; one machinist, at $900; one plumber, at $900; one painter, at $900; four 
skilled laborers, at $720 each ; twenty-four firemen; ten conductors of elevators, 
at $720 each; twenty laborers; and eighty charwomen; in all, $118,520. 


Mr. FORNEY. In order to correct a clerical error, I move to amend 
the paragraph just read by striking out, in line 23, the words and 


twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


2 i line 12 strike ont the word two“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
four.“ 

In line 13, after the word thousand.“ insert the words “ two hundred.“ 

In line 20, after the word “firemen,” insert the words “at each.” 


Mr. FORNEY. I make a point of order on that amendment. It 
roposes to increase salaries beyond the amounts fixed in the current 
tau the appropriation act passed last year. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask for a decision on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I would like to be heard on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not care to hear discussion upon 
it. The Chair has ruled on this question before. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
This House ought to have the right in considering this bill of making 
such corrections as in its judgment are necessary to perfect it. The 
salary of the chief engineer of the State, War, and Navy Department 
building is $1,200. I would call the attention of the committee to the 
fact that the gentleman occupying this position is a master mechanic, 
and as such could easily command a salary in any private or municipal 
corporation of from $1,500 to $1,800. 

Mr. FORNEY. Why does he not take it, then? 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Isubmitthat that is no argument why an amend- 
ment should not be introduced increasing hissalary. Under this very 
bill services of similar nature are paid different rates, and it should be 
our purpose to make the pay of employés performing the same duties 
as nearly equal as possible. Let me call attention to the inconsistencies 
of this bill in this regard. The chief engineer of the Senate receives 
$2,160; the chief engineer of the House, doing exactly the same amount 
of work, if not more, having the same responsibility, receives $1,700, 
or $460 less than that received by the chief engineer of the Senate, 
The engineers of the Treasury Department, the Post-Office Department, 
and the two engineers in the Surgeon-General’s Department receive 
$1,400 each, or $200 more than this bill provides for the chief en- 
gineer of the State, War, and Navy building, who has as much if not 
more work, and certainly far greater responsibility. 

The State, War, and Navy Bnilding is one of the finest and most 
complete public structures in the city of Washington. It has, I un- 


derstand, forty boilers, many elevators, and about 40 miles of pipe, 
over which a constant supervision must be kept. The chief engineer 
and his assistants, whose salary under my amendment I have asked to 
be increased from $1,000 to $1,200, and the firemen, whose salary [have 
asked to be increased to $900, they being skilled mechanics, namely, 
plumbers, blacksmiths, bricklayers, tinsmiths, etc., who have been se- 
lected on account of their different trades, make all the irs neces- 
sary in the building, all hands often working overtime, for which they 
receive no additional pay. 

I wish to call the attention of the committee to another fact, that_ 
these men are employed every day in the week, and in fact a fireman 
in this building who is a skilled mechanic receives less per day than 
many a laborer provided for in this bill. It is only these inconsisten- 
cies in this bill to which I object. In many sections of the bill we find 
that firemen and workmen that are skilled have been allowed $900-and 
in some instances even more for their services. Why, then, shouldan 
exception be made in this case, doing evident injustice to deserving 
men? . 

I have been informed that the payment of bills to outside parties for 
repairs to this building, so vast in its size, does not amount to over 
$100 per annum, it only being necessary to call for outside help when 
the required tools and materials are noton hand. I do not hesitate 
here to emphatically state that any employé of this Government should 
have a right to demand at any time, without prejudice to himself, an 
increase of pay. I can not agree that the answer to be given to such 
an employé should be: If you are not satisfied there are plenty to take 
your place. 

Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that this House should have the power 
to correct the inconsistencies in this bill, and I therefore feel compelled 
to appeal from the decision of the Chair in order that this House may 
decide upon the matter itself. 

Mr. RANDALL. The appeal comes toolate. Thegentleman moved 
to strike ont the last word, and made his five-minute speech on that 
amendment. = 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes too late. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This bill is not only inconsistent with itself in giving different 
compensations for like duties, but it is also inconsistent with the rules 
of the House and the law of the land. I wish to read the latter por- 
tion of clause 3 of Rule XXI, where it is provided: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any appropria» 
tion bill or in any amendment thereto. 

Now, I hold in my hand a document printed at the expense of the 
Government, although not furnished to members of the House, and hav- 
ing on it the stamp of the Committee on Appropriations, House of Rep- 
resentatives, February 29, 1888, and which has therefore been in exist- 
ence for several months. Now, I gather from this document that in- 
cluded in this bill there are one hundred and twenty-two direct vioia- 
tions of the rules. There are over one hundred and twenty-two direct 
violations of the rules of the House involved in this bill, and I take it, 
Mr. Chairman, that itis time this House should decide whether it makes 
its own rules or the Committee on Appropriations makes the rules for 
the House. It is for us to decide whether the rules having been 
upon shall not be binding on that committee but shall be binding on 
every one of the committees of this House. 

I find by looking further through this document that there are two 
hundred and fifty salaries either increased or decreased over, not the 
amount placed in the last appropriation bill, but over the amount pro- 
vided in the Revised Statutes or permanent law of the land. Now, 
then, if it is necessary to revise these statutes and reduce these salaries, 
let us do it ina proper manner by bringing in a bill rearranging sala- 
ries, but do not let us doit in violation of the rules of the House and 
in violation of the law of the land. As I have already stated this bill 
is not only inconsistent with itself, but is in palpable violation of the 
rules of the House and the law of the country. 

I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. [ offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 12, strike out two“ and insert four; in line 13, insert after the 
word!“ thousand“ the words two hundred;” in line 20, after the word“ flre- 
men,” the words “at eight hundred and ninety dollars each.” 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order raised on the previous amend- 
ment was that it was a change of existing law. Does the gentleman 
make the point of order? 

Mr, RANDALL. I do. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PAYSON. What is the precise question? 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. The last salary is different, but the other two are 
the same, 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I will withdraw the other two. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will treat the amendment as one. 

Mr. PAYSON. The point of order, I believe, is that the amendment 
is in violation of the third clause of Rule XXI. From that decision of 
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the Chair the gentleman from New Jersey appeals, anā I would like 
to be heard on the appeal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. . 

Mr. PAYSON. The question here presented is substantially identi- 
cal with the one upon which I submitted some observations to the 
House a few daysago. An examination of the remarks I then made 
only strengthens me now in the correctness of that position, that the 
decision of the Chair is incorrect upon this proposition. But feeling 
that perhaps on that occasion I did not make myself as thoroughly un- 
derstood or make my remarks as explicit as I ought to have done, I 
venture an additional suggestion on the appeal now pending. 

With the merits of the proposition here presented on the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Jersey Iam not concerned, but with the prin- 
ciple underlying the ruling of the Chair Iam concerned, as I think the 
whole committee is concerned. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, the fundamental mistake into which the 
Chair has fallen—and I say it with all due respect to the Chair—is this: 
The provision of the rule which is claimed as the basis of the decision 
is this: 


Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

The ruling of the Chair is based upon the assumption that existing 
law is whatever is found within the lids of either the general statute 
or of any special statute. My criticism upon the ruling is that the 
existing law under the rule I have quoted is exactly tantamount to 
general law. That is to say, applying that principle to the provisions 
of this bill wherever there is a general statute providing for the crea- 
tion of an office and the fixing of a sa’ary or the fixing of a salary in an 
office which has already been created and which is continuing in its 
terms, that, and that alone; is existing law within the purview of the 
rule; and wherever an annual provision or regulation as to salary is 
found inan appropriation bill that provision is the existing law only as 
to that appropriation bill, and expires with the expiration of the term 
for which the appropriation was made. 

Carrying the idea further, and applying it to these twenty-four fire- 
men provided for in this legislative appropriation bill, there is no ex- 
isting law with reference to them at all. There is no existing law re- 
ferring to them in any shape or in any form. It seems to me it is a 
very clear proposition then. 

Mr. McKENNA. There is no statute providing for their employ- 
ment? 

Mr. PAYSON. No; the provisions as to these employés are found 
only in the continuing appropriation bills beginning and ending with 
each fiscal year, and it is the law and the law only for the timenamed 
in the bill. Making the appropriation, therefore, for these firemen and 
providing their salary is no violation of any existing law under the 
rule, for, as a matter of fact, the salary provided for in the legislative 
bill we are now enacting begins on the Ist of next July and continues 
for one year thereafter, which isa period beginning after the expiration 
of the current appropriation bill. 

It seems to me, therefore, that here is just where the difficulty lies 
that has led the Chair into an error, and into making a decision based 
upon the existence of the current appropriation bill as existing Jaw; 
whereas, as a matter of fact, this is a provision to go into effect in the 


“future, applicable to an office as to which there is no regulation in the 


statute-books at all. . 
I think, therefore, gentlemen of the committec, that the judgment 
of the Chair ought not to stand as the judgment of the committee. 
Mr. RANDALL. The judgment of the Chair has controlled the 


committee throughout its deliberations upon this bill, and has always. 


been acquiesced in. 

Mr. PAYSON. Because there has never been an appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. And I submit to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania that by simply acquiescing in a mistaken decision of the Chair 
does not bind the committee now, when an appeal is taken and the di- 
rect question is presented, 

Mr. RANDALL. I have no objection to having the issue made. 
Mr. PAYSON, I would be glad to know the judgment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania on the question. 

Mr. RANDALL. When you come to vote on the question the gen- 
tleman will discover what my judgment is. 

Mr. PAYSON. Has the gentleman from Pennsylvania any objection 
to expressing an opinion? 

Mr. RANDALL. I will do so when the proper time comes, by my 


vote, 

Mr. PAYSON. Then the committee will understand the attitude of 
the gentleman. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I believeif the committee had heard 
or paid attention to the representations made by the gentleman from 
New Jersey [Mr. LEHLBACIT} in presenting this amendment as to the 
class of work done by these mechanics—for they may be termed such, I 
think—the Committee on Appropriations reporting this bill would have 
come to the conclusion that they work long, tedious hours and for a 
very small compensation; and it is only with those having the bill in 
charge now to consent that the alterations which have been suggested 
here may take place in order that justice may be done to these hard- 


worked men. I have reasoned with members of the committee, be- 
cause I question the right or propriety of taking from members of Con- 
gress the privilege and authority of considering matters of this kind, 
and of being able to give proper consideration to the claims of men who 
are compelled to work every day in the week, called upon even at night, 
and who work often upon Sundays. They are entitled to it, and they 
should not be deterred by any technical construction of the rules of the 
House, or be prevented from offering suitable amendments to give them 
a reasonable compensation, certainly not less compensation than 82 a 
day; and when the head of a Department recommends a dollar and a 
half or a dollar a day for such service, such a recommendation should 
not be tolerated by members of Congress. 

I, for one, propose to interpose my protest against such things. I 
say to this side of the House that we can not go before the country on 
such an issue. Isay that we have claimed to be the friends of these 
people, and weare asked by the other side to meet them on this issue, 
Now, Linsist that men who are competent firemen—they are not. la- 
borers, but have to go through a thorough examination for the purpose 
of obtaining these places in charge of the boilers, the same £s engi- 
neers—ought to get at least $2 a day. ; 

Mr. FORNEY. They get more than $2 a day. 

Mr. LAWLER. They ought to get more than they do in this bill. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I want to correct the statement of the gentleman 
who has charge of the bill, because I believe he wants to pay Jair wages. 
The pay of a fireman is $720 a year. They work seven days in a week 
and only get $1.97 per day. They are skilled mechanics, plumbers, 
blacksmiths, ete. I am satisfied if this amendment can be considered 
on its merils it will be agreed to. ; 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The other day when this point of order was 
raised I took the position now occupied by the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. Payson]. I thought then I was right, but not being certain, 
because I had not carefully examined the question, I did not appeal 
from the decision of the Chair. Having examined it more carefully, I 
have become confirmed in my opinion that I was right. The reason 
is this: This bill under consideration does not become law and will not 
become law until the first moment of the first day of July, 1888. The 
existing law that would be infringed by thisamendment, if it does in- 
fringe any existing law, ends on the last moment of the last day of 
June, 1888, Therefore the adoption of such an amendmentas is pro- 
posed has not changed any existing law, for it can only apply to the 
salary to be given for another year’s work, for which there is no provis- 
ion of law now existing. 

If it was to create an office I admit that then it would bea change 
of existing law. But the office is now created, and the question that 
arises is how shall it be provided for as regards compensation for the 
next year. And any change in the amount in this bill to take effect 
onthe first moment of the first day of July, 1888, would not be a change 
in the compensation existing now, which ends on the last moment of 
the last day of June, 1888. That is why I think the ruling of the 
Chair was against the princigle of the rule and against the right of 
members. 

Mr. SPRINGER, I desire to say just a word on the point of order. 
I think it should have been made in the early part of the consideration 
of this bill and then settled definitely. But as it is before the com- 
mittee now on appeal, and [shall have.to vote on that question of ap- 
peal, I desire to explain my vote to the committee, the decision of the 
Chair having been reiterated again and again. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYSON. ‘The same point was made early in the discussion of 
the bill, but was then withdrawn by the gentleman from Alabama hav- 
ing charge of the bill, thus preventing an appeal by myself, 

Mr. SPRINGER. For the sake of convenience I think tho decision 
should stand, as it furnishes some standard by which we may be guided 
in making these appropriations, Eut as a matter of law in carrying 
out the rules of the House I respectfully suggest that the Chair is mis- 
taken in his ruling, ' 

The gist of this matter is this: If there is a general law fixing the 
salaries of any officials or employés of the Government that law would 
be in force next year as well as this year; and any appropriation con- 
trary to the provisions of that law would be a change of existing law, 
and if only for one year, as the existing appropriation bill is, it would 
be, pro tanto, a change for that time. But the general law would still 
stand thereafter, as held by the Supreme Court. 

The test as to whether there is an existing law, and whether such 
an amendment is in contravention of existing law, is this: Suppose you 
fixa less sum than in the last appropriation bill, would the person re- 
ceiving that sum be entitled to go into the Court of Claims to sue for 
the difference? In this case he would not. In the other case of the 
existence of a general law fixing the salary for the office, if the House 
should vote for less than the general law provided without repealing 
the general law, such a person would have a right to go into the Court 
of Claims and sue. . 

But in this case if yox fix the compensation less than it was in th 
appropriation bill of last session, or if you fix it mòre, or if you do not 
fix it at all, the result will simply be that the person holding this offico 
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from the Ist day of July must take whatever he can get; and if you 
vote nothing there will be no office left vacant; there will be simply 
nothing done on the subject; and the person 3 appointment 
will go out of office, because the office has been abolished and no pay 
has been fixed for it, and the thing dies forever. But if there be ex- 
isting law he could go on and sue in the Court of Claims for his pay; 
but where the office is provided for only in an appropriation bill that 
is not the case. Hence this rule was intended to apply to cases like 
that, so as to require that the appropriation bill should comply with 
the existing law, and where there is no general statutory law on the 
subject there is no guide for the Committee on Appropriations, and 
they may either continue the service at a less or at a greater compensa- 
tion for the ensuing year, or may abolish the office entirely. 

If you make no appropriations of this kind in this bill, then the of- 
fice and the employment will cease on the first day of July next. If 
you read the title of this bill you will see that itis.a bill making appro- 

riations for the legislative, executive, and judicial departments of the 
8 from the Ist day of July next until the 30th of June there - 
after, and that it is to be a law for that period and for no other. It is 
not a law to-day. It may be signed and approved by the President to- 
morrow, but still it is not the law; it does not take effect until the 
present appropriation bill has expired by limitation, and there is no 
confiict between a law that expires on the 30th of June and another 
that takes effect on that day, or after that day, for the ensuing year 
no conflict whatever. Hence I think that an error has been made, and 
I regret that the appeal from the decision of the Chair was not taken 
earlier in the debate. I am very sorry indeed to be compelled to differ 
with the honorable gentleman who occupies the chair, but I assure him 
that I do so not from any personal feeling whatever, but because I think 
he is in error, and if I had the time I could cite several decisions made 
by myself while I occupied the position which the gentleman now oc- 
cupies, which were in accordance with the views I have just presented. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois whether the precedents sustain the view which he advocates 
here. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I have made decisions myself in accordance with 
that view. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs leave to make a statement before 
submitting the appeal, in order that the reasons which actuated him 
in making his decision may be before the committee. It will be re- 
membered that in the Forty-fourth Congress a rule was adopted pro- 
viding that no legislation should be in order on an appropriation bill 
except such as reduced expenditures. That provision obtained through 
the Forty-fourth and Forty-fiſth Congresses. In the Forty-sixth Con- 
gress the House changed the rule so as to abrogate the provision allow- 
ing legislation on appropriation bills where it retrenched expenditures 
generally and limited it to specific objects; as, for instance, where it 
reduced the amount of a salary or the amount to be appropriated by 
the bill. Many times during the Forty-fourth, Forty-fifth, and Forty- 
sixth Congresses, in cases where there was no general law regulating 
the salary of an office, the question was raised whether the amount as- 
certained in the appropriation law was contemplated as the legal sal- 
ary, and throughont those years it was so held by the Chair, and that 
ruling was never appealed irom, Congress after Congress acquiescing in 
the decision. 

There is not an employé of the Senate or of the House carried in this 
bill whose employment rests on any other basis than an appropriation 
bill. There are very few of the officers in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment whose employment rests on any other basis than an appropri- 
ation bill, and yet in the House of Representatives it has been held 
almost universally in Committee of the Whole that it was not compe- 
tent for the Committee on Appropriations to change the salaries and 
amounts ascertained in the appropriation bills. Gentlemen seeking the 
purpose of the House in the adoption of the rule will find from its his- 
tory that the object was to provide that a salary being once fixed the 
amount so fixed should be the salary attached to that office, and should 
not be varied with the varying opinions of any committee. ‘The Chair 
in making its ruling bas but conformed to nearly ail of the rulings that 
have been made upon this point. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
SPRINGER] has stated that when he has occupied the chair he has ruled 
otherwise. The Chair so understood, but preferred to follow the long 
line of decisions made by various other gentlemen in the very beginning 
of the history of the rule, and for a long period of years, rather than 
to accept the more recent opinion, The Chair will now submit the 
question, Shall the judgment of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the committee? 

The qnestion was taken by a riva roce vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt, and will appoint tellers. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. Take a rising vote. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 31. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. No quorum. 

Several MEMBERS (to Mr. LEHLBACH), Oh, do not raise that point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is his right, and he will exercise it. 

Mr. LEIILBACH. I insist on the point. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. LEHLBAcH and Mr. FORNEY were ap- 
pointed. 


ee Cae again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, 
noes 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. On this question the ayes are 85, the noes 44. 
The ayes have it; and the opinion of the Chair stands as the judgment 
of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


88 expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Bal- 
timore, Norfolk, New Orleans,San Francisco, and Portland, Oregon, including 
furniture, fuel, lights, rent and care of offices, car-fare and ferriage in visiting 
merchant vessels, freight, express, te} and necessary expenses in- 
curred in collecting the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and for other 
purposes for which the offices were established, $8,000. 


Mr. MORROW. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out the paragraph just read and insert the following: 

“For contingent expenses of branch offices, including furniture, fuel, lights, 
rent and care of offices, car-fare and ferriage in visiting merchant vessels, 
freight, express, telegrams. and other necessary expenses incurred in collecting 
the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and for other purposes for which the 
offices were established—at Boston, $1,500; New York, $5,000; Philadelphia, 
$1,500; Baltimore, $1,500; Norfolk, $1,500; New Orleans, $1,500; San Francisco, 
$1,500; Portland, Oregon, $1,500; in all, $15,500.” 

Mr. MORROW. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I have sub- 
mitted is for the purpose of increasing the efficiency of the branch of- 
fices of the Hydrographic Office, and is a matter of importance to the 
merchant-marine service and to the general operations of the Hydro- 
graphic Office. The necessity for this increased appropriation has been 
brought to the attention of members of the House by various commer- 
cial boards of the different cities of New York, Boston, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, New Orleans, San Francisco, and other places. In San Fran- 
cisco the Chamber of Commerce has called particular attention to the 
necessity for an increased appropriation for the branch office at that 
place; and I have no doubt that commercial bodies in the other cities 
have in the same manner directed attention to the insufficiency of the 
appropriations for other ports. 

The bill proposes to add one hydrographic office on the east and one 
on the west to the existing number of branch offices, and these two 
additional offices are at Norfolk, Va., and Portland, Oregon. These 
two offices will require an additional appropriation of $1,500 each. 
The increase proposed in the amendment is for the purpose of covering 
the expenses of the present oflices and including the two additional 
offices for furniture, fuel, lights, rent, car-fare, ferriage, freight, ex- 
pressage, telegrams, etc., connected with the service at these various 
branch offices. The increase is from $8,000 to $15,500, making an 
appropriation of $5,000 for New York and $1,500 for seven other ports. 
I think that in no part of the public service provided for in this bill 
can an increase of appropriation be made with more advantage than in 
the service to which the amendment applies. This increased service 
is recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. In his last annual re- 
port he says: 

The Hydrographer dwells on the usefulness of the branch offices in obtaining 
materials for the Pilot Chartand in other important works of the Hydrographic 
Office. Additional appropriations are to maintain these offices ona 
proper footing, and the extraordinary solicitude felt by the maritime commu- 
nity in reference to them makes it highly desirable that their wants should be 
fally supplied. As an illustration of the remarkable extent of the work per- 
formed by these offices, it may be stated that during the past year visits were 
made under their direction to 15,000 vessels, 7,000 instruments were adjusted. 
4,000 charts corrected, 19,000 Pilot Charts distributed; information was furnish 


ed 
on application to oyer 100,000 persons engaged in maritime pursuits, and 24,000 
reports were collected and forwarded containing maritime information. 


The Hydrographer in his report also calls attention to this matter in 
detail. His language is: 
BRANCH OFFICES. 


The work of the branch offices has been very satistactory. The reports from 
each show a continual increase in the scope and value of their operations. All 
unite in testifying to the usefulness of the Pilot Chart and Weekly lement, 
which they have enabled the main office to place on their present footing. 

The Boston office reports a scarcity of ice and fog reports on account of the 
fact that the steamers follow the safe route laid down on the Pilot Chart, and 
thus reduce the chance of meeting these obstructions toa minimum. The dis- 
tribution of the Pilot Chart has been extended into the interior, many teachers 
now using it for ig gece of instruction. The publication of the Notices to Mar- 
iners in the form of extracts has had good results and is commended, and the 
experience of this branch seems to show that the plan of distributing charts to 
shipmasters as a compensation for the keeping of meteorol journals 
might well be replaced by the issuance, under proper restrictions, of good in- 
struments for the purpose of insuring better observations, 

In the New York branch the cram space referred to in last year's report 
has been relieved somewhat by an allowance on the part of the Maritime Aaso- 
ciation of additional room, Thissmall increase has greatly facilitated the work. 
The effect of the dissemination of the value of oil as a means of safety during 
gales of wind at sea has been apparent, Many firms are now . 
special oil for this purpose, and also devices for distributing thè oil. At the 
Stigation of the Light-House Board this branch has made an in ion also 
into the relative valuo of electric and oil lights for light-houses, and the estab» 
lishment of an electric light on the hills of Navesink, Owing to the fact that 
New York is the S seaport of the country, and that its configuration is 
peculiarly adapted to show the value of any system of lighting, it isa good 
point for such an examination, and thus the value of this investigation can 
scarcely be overestimated. The reports ot ice and fogs were very numerous and 
much activity was displayed in stimulating the shipmasters to send them in. 
Through the energy of the oficer in charge reports have been forwarded not 
pew a 5 the American ports, but from Denmark, Germany, Norway, and 

ren n. * 


The subject of removing derelicts has received serious consideration. This 
branch has kept the main office continually informed of their 
never ceased to advise their destruction. 


position, and has 
The subject of tides in New York Har- 
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bor and vicinity has received much attention. The many questions referred to 
the branch offices for an opinion on this subject have been deciced by consult- 
ing tables issued by the Coast and Geodetic Survey. The office is fiajn A 
referred to by people desiring information upon all boca kaaa) particularly suc 
as refer to marine insurance, and the officers have been frequently called upon 
to give evidence before the courts of admiralty. The necessity of a uniform 
system of universal buoyage seemsto grow more apparent every year. Theim- 
portance of this subject seems to be impressed yery forcibly upon the officer in 
charge of the New York branch office. The interesting report of this officer, 
which is nded, will repay a careful perusal. 

The Philadelphia office reports that the efforts of that branch are appreciated 
and that the amount of information received is steadily increasing. Attention 
is again called to the sunken wrecks on the New Jersey and Delaware coasts, 
and especial attention is called to the wreck of the British steamer Brinkburn, 
which has been the means of seriously damaging several vessels which have run 
into it. In addition to the routine work of this branch a revision of Vancouver 
Island Pilot has been made, and a compilation of sailing directions for the Red 
Sea, Gulf of Aden, and Persian Gulf is now in prostore. 

The operations of the Baltimore branch were hampered during the latter part 
of the fiscal year through the lack of funds, but through the courtesy of the col- 
lector of customs and of the tug-bont owners most of the arrivals were visited 
by the boarding officer, This office is not situated in a very favorable location, 
and it is intended to remove it at the earliest possible moment. The officer in 
cha also makes the recommendation that American vessels should be sup- 
plied with instruments for taking observations. Many captains express a 
willingness to observe forthe office, but are deterred from doing so from the 
fact they bave no proper instruments. This branch was infiuential in 
having a bell buoy moored off False Cape, where last year eight or nine steam- 
ers struck on the shoal. Since the bell buoy was placed there no report has 
been received of a vessel striking these shoals. Also, through the influence of 
this office, a mid-channel buoy was placed at the entrance of Chesapeake Bay, 
as a result of the danger of heavily-laden vessels touching at the head of the 
Middle Ground, In addition to other duties the compilation of the Navigation 
of the Caribbean Sea and Gulf of Mexico, volume 1, was finished, and the com- 
pilation of volume5, Coasts and Islands of the Mediterranean Sea, is in progress. 

The New Orleans branch has secured the co-operation of agents in Pensacola, 
Fia., and Galveston, Tex., and reports that ey have been of great assistance 
in forwarding the work of the branch office. nowledge of its purposes and 
objects seems to be pretty well disseminated throughout the Gulf ports, and 
accounts of its value to the maritime community there have n numerous 
and patiye As illustrating the once importance of these offices, the 
shipping nts of the various railroads at Kansas City, Mo., desiring informa- 
tion as to the 8 of the sea-water likely to be experienced by vessels 
going from New Orleans to Liverpool during each month in the year, commu- 
nicated with the branch office for the purpose of getting the desired informa- 
tion. Thisenabled the railroad companies to consider the feasibility of making 
large shipments of salt meat to Liverpool by way of the port of New Orleans. 

The San Francisco branch reports a considerable increase in the work over 
that of last year. The press df San Francisco has been very favorable to this 
work, and been of great assistance in publishing items for the office and in 
calling attention to its facilities. The officer in charge seems to think that ship- 
masters do not consult the office as much as they should in the matter of aids to 
navigation, and recommends again that some pressure should be brought to 
bear upon the underwriters and ship-owners to urge the ship-masters to avail 
themselves of this privilege. The underwriters of San Francisco have already 
issued a circular on the subject. The issue of special bulletins for the Paciſio 
coast was commenced in December, and has been highly appreciated by the 
shipping community, These are published from time to time as sufficient data 
accumulate, and contain accounts of all wrecks and of every obstruction and 
danger along the Pacific coast. . 

The officer in 8 of this office, in obedience to orders from the Depart- 
ment, visited San Pedro, San Diego, Portland, and Port ‘Townsend, and made 
an exhaustive report on the advisability of establishing a branch hydrographic 
office at each of these places, The charts of the coast of Mexico and Central 
America, resulting from the surveys of Commanders Philip and Clark, have 
been favorably received. The necessity of charts on a large o of the Pacific 
coast of North America seems to be very great. “During the past winter the 
number of disasters on the coast of Oregon and Wasliington Territory and Van- 
couver Island, especially in the leprae Cape Flattery, has been unprece- 
dented. and the loss of life and property been very great.“ The commenda- 
tions of the work of this branch have been very general, and exhibit a very sat- 
isfactory appreciation of the efforts of the Departmentto assist the maritime 
community on the Pacific coast. 


The following is a summary of the work of the branch offices: 


N » A ĩ¾A ( „ 15,607 
Barometers and thermometers compared and adjusted 1717877 
Charts corrected for captains.. ee sas 4,181 
Pilot Charts distributed. 19, 425 

otices to Mariners distributed 188, 060 
Beacon and Buoy Lists distributed . 2 — 11,783 
Information furnished to different individuals s... 101, 098 
Reports forwarded on storms at sea, trade-wind limits, fog, ice, wrecks, 

water-spouts, buoys adrift, use of oil at sea, electric storms, unknown 

rocks and shoals, meteorological journals issued, pamphlets on the use 

of oil, ete., distributed, and general information on matters of interest 

to navigation . FT. EE TENA EE P A E A E REN 24,081 


It thus appears from the testimony of these public officers connected 
with this service that these branch offices are performing a most im- 
portant work for the merchant-marine service, and that this increased 
appropriation is necessary in order that the work may be still more ef- 
fective. I hope the amendment will be adopted. The whole appro- 
priation is a very small sum compared with the important service ren- 
dered to our vessels in information furnished concerning the dangers of 
navigation. 

Mr. FORNEY. We have increased the appropriation in this item 
$2,000 beyond the appropriation made last year, and, I believe, $4,000 
above that of the previous year. I think that the appropriation pro- 
posed, $8,000, is sufficient for all necessary purposes, and that no ad- 
ditional appropriation is required. 

Mr. RANDALL, The propositionof the gentleman from California 
would increase the appropriation $4,000 beyond the estimate. As the 
gentleman from Alabama has stated, the committee, in the bill, has 
made an increase upon the appropriation of last year, and a still greater 
increase upon the appropriation of the previous year. 

Mr. WILKINSON. Chairman, in ly to the statement just 
made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the 


amount of the proposed amendment exceeds the estimats furnished by 
the Department, I wish to state that the estimate to which. he refers 
was sent in before a considerable amount of work had been turned over 
to this branch of the service from the Signal Service Bureau. Since this 
estimate was sent in all the marine meteorological work carried on by 
the Signal Service Bureau of the Army has been placed under the 
charge of the Hydrographic Office of the Navy. 

Even withont this additional work that has been turned over to this 
branch of the service, with the addition of new branch offices at Nor- 
folk, Va., and at Portland, Oregon, and with the increased appreciation 
of the advantages of this service, and the rapidly enlarging sphere of its 
usefulness and its labors, it seems to me that thesum of $8,000 allotted 
by the committee is indeed an insufficient amount and bordering on 
parsimony. Sir, it is proposed with this sum to pay the ‘‘ contingent 
expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Balti- 
more, Norfolk, New Orleans, San Francisco, and Portland, Oregon, in- 
cluding furniture, fuel, lights, rent and care of offices, car fare and fer- 
riage in visiting merchant vessels, freight, express, telegrams, and other 
n expenses incurred in collecting the latest information for the 
mide wa and for other purposes for which the offices were estab- 

ished, 

The amendment proposed by the gentleman from California [Mr. 
MoRROW ] proposes to give the New York office the sum of $5,000, and 
all the other offices $1,500 each. Even thisamount, I contend, is buta 
small appropriation for the work performed by the branch offices of 
this bureau, and for the benefits conferred by their researches, and for 
the valuable information which they ascertain and disseminate. One 
item that this appropriation is intended to cover is rentof offices. Sir, so 
small is the present appropriation that the branch office for this service at 
New Orleans (I know not how it is at the other ports) has to be furnished 
with an office free of rent by the Maritime Association ofthat city, All 
honor, sir, to the public spirit, the generosity, and the philanthropy of 
that association! But all shame to a Government too mean to furnish 
or pay for its own offices for the public service! 

The branch of knowledge which this service utilizes and makes a 
study of was brought into great prominence by Maury. His patience, 
application, and matchless genius, from the data which he obtained, 
marked paths for commerce upon the ocean, and his text-books and his 
charts are now used throughout the civilized world. 

Maury was the first to put into any tangible shape the mass of marine 
data furnished by just such collections as are now going on at the 
branch hydrographic offices, and as an instance of his work Pecite asmall 
portion of the results obtained by him, a very small part, compara- 
tively speaking. Irefer to the shorteningof the old llag route from 
New York to San Francisco from an average of one hundred and eighty 
days for all classes of ships to an average of one hundred and thirty 
days, a net saving of fifty days for each vessel. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
the saving of property and time and labor by that one result alone has 
been more than sufficient to pay all the expenses of the Hydrographic 
Office from its inception. 

Sir, the result of such studies as to routes alone can be best conceived 
by quoting Maury's own words. 


When one looks to seaward from the shore, and sees a ship disappear in the 
horizon as she gains an offing on a voyage to India, or the antipodes perhaps, 
the common idea is that she is bound over a trackless waste, and the chances 
of another ship, sailing with the same destination the next day or the next week, 
coming up and speaking with her on the ‘pathless ocean,“ would, to most 
minds, seem slender indeed. Yet tho truth is, the winds and the currents are 
now eee} to be so well understood that the Phas aged like the back woods- 
man in the wilderness, is enabled literally to“ blaze his way across the ocean; 
not, indeed, upon trees as in the wilderness, but upon the wings of the wind, 
The results of scientific inquiry have so taught him how to use these invisible 
carriers, that they, with the calm-belts of the air, serve as sign-boards to indicate 
to him the turnings, and forks, and crossings by the way. 


This, Mr. Chairman, isa very important branch of the public service. 
Among the objects for which the branch offices of the hydrographic 
service have been established are to discover and to disseminate infor- 
mation as to the best tracks for steamers and sailing vessels upon the 
sea; to warn them of dangers of navigation, whether in the shape of 
rocks, shoals, partially submerged wrecks, or ice. 

The following is a brief summary of the work of the branch offices: 


Vessels visited 
Barometers and thermometers co: 
Charts corrected for captains 
Pilot Charts distributed. 
Notices to Mariners distri 
Beacon and Buoy Lists distribu 
Information furnished to different individuals. = 
Reports forwarded on storms at sea, trade-wind limits, fog, ice, wrecks, 

water-spouts, buoys adrift, use of oil at sea, electric storms, unknown 

rocks and shoals, meteorological journals issued, pamphlets on the 

use of oil, eto., distributed, and general information on matters of in- 

terest to navigation . . . . x eee 


Each branch office, Mr. Chairman, collects all the information pos- 
sible of all matters likely to prove useful or interesting to sea-faring 
men, and sends the data on to the main office in Washington. There 
they are tabulated and digested, and such results as are valuable are 
then forwarded to all the branch offices for dissemination amongst the 
vessels that are in their own or neighboring ports. 

Sir, the branch hydrographic offices are to the main office at Wash- 
ington what the roots are to a tree; they furnish the sap which is 
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taken up by the trunk, assimilated by the active corps of assistants, 
who take the place of the sunshine in the growing plant, and is then 
sent back for distribution, bearing, like the green leaves brought back 
to that famous old navigator in the Ark, the glad tidings of comfort 
and safety to those who float upon the troubled bosom of the deep. 

It is sometimes well, Mr. Chairman, to see ourselves as others sec 
us, and I quote from the Liverpool Journal of Commerce: 


AMERICAN PILOT CHARTS OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC. 

Maury, the American meteorologist, indicated a route for vessels bound from 
America to the West Indies, which was adopted; and, although more miles had 
to be sailed over, the winds were stronger, more favorable, and freer from calms, 
‘The time occupied on the passage was curtailed, and many thousands of dol- 
lars saved to America owing to Maury’s accuraté appreciation of possibilities, 
America’s Hydrographic Office is foliowing in the footsteps of Maury, and suc- 
cessfully sustains the rôle of philosopher, guide, and friend to shipmasters of 
all nations, in strict accordance with the maxim “the seas but join the nations 
they divide.” Pilot charts of the North Atlantic Ocean are published every 
month by that department of the United States Navy. They are a most happy 
conception, and worthy ofall praise. * * * . 

An examination of the American pilot charts before us shows they present 
graphically any information likely to prove useful to mariners, Drift of cur- 
rents; prevailing winds for the current month and limit of the trades; tracks of 
cyclones e rienced during the preceding month; position of last month’s ice- 
bergs, fleld-ice and fog, and also the probable limit of ice and fog for the pres- 
ent month; drift of derelicts and their present position, and the prevalence of 
whales and waterspouts are all clearly defined. Thereare also the best routes 
between Europe and America for both sailing ships and steamers, and routes 
for sailers between both continents and the equator. * * * Copious notes 
are printed on the margins and land areas, Every wreck along the Atlantic 
seaboard is localized in plain words. A storm card is delineated for the north- 
ern hemisphere, with 9 directions for handling ships in cyclones ac- 
cording to the new indraught theory. The use of oil in stilling troubled waters 
is st ly insisted on, and all information forwarded by captains regarding this 
principle is printed. * * * In short,a review of all the phenomena of the 
month just past are 8 that the seaman is put in possession of all the 
latest information in the handiest form. * * * The action of the American 
authorities towards the shipping frequenting her ports is most commendable 
in this t. No expense is too great, no labor too arduous to insure the 
safety of the rich ar, es that cross the Atlantic filled with costly merchandise 
or bgt fer bay. eg hearts to seek their fortunes in all parts of the Union from 
New York to the cites of the Pacific Slope. 


From the Army and Navy Gazette, of London, I quote: 


The monthly pilot charts of the North Atlantic Ocean, published by the Hy- 
drographic Oitice of the United States Navy Department, are invaluable. Not 
only do they contain an accurate track-chart, which every captain of a Gh i 
making trans-Atlantic We must find of use, but they also poe phi- 
cally an immense quantity of information, brought up to date, which is of timel 
interestto mariners. The drifts of derelict ships or buoys are indicated, pehea d 
matters as the loss of the great raft, with notes on the best sailing routes and 
barometric comparisons, etc, 


And, sir, to add the testimony of Germany to that of Great Britain, 
I give a translation from the Rostocker-Zeitung, published at Rostock, 
Germany, December 4, 1887: 


PILOT CHARTS OF THE NORTH ATLANTIC OCEAN BY THE HYDROGRAPHIC OFFICE 
AT WASHINGTON, D. C. : 


We have already called attention to these monthly charts at their first ap- 
pearance in 1885, They have been bettered and enriched in the mean time, and 
especially do the latest numbers bring much new material that is valuable for 
the sailor; wherefore, we find it proper once more to direct the attention ofour 
scree! to this undertaking which the practical Americans have called into 
existence, 

Besides the practical information on the sailing routes, the prevailing winds 
and their strength, the limits of the trades, the general ocean currents, the po- 
sition of ice, dereiicts, and drifting buoys, there is a large amount of other data 
in the later numbers, a knowledge of which is of great use to the shipmaster, 
We note next a new feature in the probable limit of those fogs off Newfound- 
land and Nantucket that so often embarrass seamen, and the avoidance of which 
should be the object of all. Guided by the desire to warn the navigator of all 
the dangers incident to the season, the Hydrographie Office has shown in its 
autumn numbers not only the paths of numerous West India hurricanes oceur- 
ing at this season, but also given instructions as to their nature and peculiarities, 
as well as rules for the guidance of vessels that encounter them. Navigators 
are exhorted carefully to note the first signs of an approaching hurricane and to 
Eee asharp eye on the behavior of barometer, thermometer,wind, and weather, 

When the approach of a storm is no longer doubtful it is recommended to 
heave-to and clew up everything in order to determine the probable bearing of 
the center, direction of the storm the semicircle that the ship is in. 
If a ship does not heave-to it runs the risk of coming to false conclusions regard- 
ing the change in the direction of the wind, in connection with the fall of the 
barometer, since the change in the wind as observed while hove-to may be the 
opposite of the supposed change in a vessel eae high speed. In regard to 
crossing the storm path the greatest care is enjoined. 

When a vessel is forced to heave - to for heavy weather it should always do it 
on that tack that will allow the wind to be veering 1 oe the dangerous right- 
hand side. This is the starboard tack. It should then head away from the cen- 
ter and make what headway possible. In the manageable left semicircle heave- 
to on the port tack, in which position the ship heads in toward the center, and 
should therefore make as little headway as possible. 

In running before the wind or crossing the path of the storm the wind should 
be kept well on the starboard side to get clear of the center. Two drawings 
necompany these directions in the September chart, one of which shows the 
circulation of the wind toward and around the center of a tropical cyclone in 
the northern hemisphere, while the other is intended for the practical use of 
navigators desiring to find the ship's position relative to the center of a tropical 
cyclone in the northern hemisphere from the direction of the wind and fall 
of the barometer. 

Every chart contains a short weather forecast for the current month and a 
review of the past month. Besides this there is a mass of. other useful items; 
changes in lights, new lights, the use of oil on the sea, wrecks dangerous to 
navigation, tishery notices, ete. The November chart brings, among other 
things, an article on the winter storms known as nortes, or northers, on the 
Gulf of Mexico, that is worthy of notice, as well as on the harmattan, that warm 
coast wind so uently met from November to May off the northwest coast of 
Africa, The newly-instituted table of barometer normals in this number must 
prove extraordinarily useful to the trans-Atlantic sailor, since every marked or 
asting difference between the co! reading of the ship's barometer and 
the corresponding normal pressure in the table is a certain indication of a 

change in the weather. 

The industry and care with which the Hydrographie Office at Washington 
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(Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, J. R. Bartlett, U. S. N., Hydrographer) la- 
bors to supply the practical wants of all seamen on the North Atlantic Ocean 
can not be praised too highly, and at the same time can be acknowledged inno 
more fitting way on the part of seafarers than by.an earnest endeavor to be of 
assistance to this office in its endeavors to collect data. Theagencies of the Hy- 
drographic Office are located in all the greater seaports of the United States. 
Our seamen will therefore work to their own interests as well as in those of 
their brethren in the craft when they contribute all their important observa- 
tions on the Atlantic immediately, or as soon as possible, to the Hydrographic 
Office in Washington, or its agencies. S 

And now, sir, I wish to merely touch upon another point where the 
beneficent results of the researches of the Hydrographic Office have 
been felt. I refer to the formerly ridiculed idea of the efficacy of oil in 
storms. I quote fromthe margin of the Pilot Chart of last month a 
few of the many reports of the use of oil during the furious gal 
which raged along our shores barely two months ago: i 

THE USE OF OIL. 

With the loss of the New York pilot-boats Phantom and Enchantress and the 
yacht Cythera fresh in mind, these reports can not fail to be of special interest, 
and should be carefully noted, not only by those to whom a seafaring life isa 
profession, but by every yachtman who is intending to cruise along the coast 
this summer, 

Me arr Sullivan, of the New York pilot-boat apes: reports off Sandy 
Hook the night of March 11, his vessel was boarded by combing seas which 
threw her on her beam-ends. He broke out oil-bags, stuffed them with oakum, 
rags, and anything he could lay his hands on, poured in a mixture of 1 gallon 
lard oil, 1 lon paint oil, and 3 gallons petroleum (all he had on board), and 
punched them with a brad-awl, One of these he hung over the weather bow, 
and the other over the side abreast the weather main rigging, so as to just clear 
the water when onanevenkeel. He out two drags over the weather 
bow, each composed of 15 fathoms of chain on five fenders, held by 75 fathoms 
of hawser, After the oil was used no more water came on board, although be- 
fore using it the sea was making a clean breach over the vessel. A breaking 
wave would rush towards her, meet the oil slick, the crest would quiet down, 
and the wave roll harmlessly past. He used the oil for thirty-six hours, and 
says it saved his vessel. 

ilot Partridge, of the pilot-boat Charles H. Marshall, was struck by the storm 
at 10.30 p. m. on the lith, 10 miles east from Sandy Hook, wind WNW., with 
snow. ifted to the eastward before the gale till the morning of the 13th, when 
came head to wind with anchor and 90 fathoms of chain, which held for twenty- 
four hours, the wind blowing 100 miles per hour. Used three oil-bags, and ex- 
cept for them thinks the vessel would have gone down. 

he S8. ton steel schooner-yacht seo aloen Sandy Hook at 3 p. m. March 
10,bound south. The night of the 11th she encountered the storm in all its sire 9 
east of Cape Henlopen, and a detailed report has been received from her sail- 
ing-master, Captain Norton, relative to the great success with which he used 
oil, At 10 a. m. it was blowing a most terrific gale, and the vessel was pains 
too much headway for safety. Took in the reefed fore-staysailand fore-trysail, 
and put over a patent sea-drag, but the hawser carried away and he lost it. He 
then thought of a case of oil on board containing four 5-gallon cans. Made 
three bags of No. 5 cotton, large enough to hold about 2 gallons apiece Put 2 
quarts in each and hung them over the weather bow, but ihe oil congealed and 
would not run out through the holes he had made with a sail-needle, Then 
tried the oil through the pipes of the closet in the forecastle, near the bow, put- 
ting a few tablespoonfuls in the bowl and then pumping it out. 

It was truly wonderful the effect it had on the sea. A huge comber would 
come down upon the vessel, threatening to bury her 20 feet deep. The comb 
would strike a patch of oil no larger than a common dining table, and in an in- 
stant the top of the sca was smooth and round, without even a wind ripple, and 
the little schooner would pop up on top of it as casy as a gull. Hestood onthe 
deck for more than an hour, watching the effect, and then went below, feeling 
that, so far as breaking waves were concerned, he was perfectly safe as long as 
the oil held out. The oil used in this case was a kind known as mineral sperm, 
a soft, greasy oil, which he thinks is the best. The yacht rode out the stormin 

erfect safety, without any damage, although both topmasts were on end and 
Hb boom out. Used 15 gallons of oil in thirty-six hours. Captain Norton has 
followed the sea for the past thirty years, seventeen of them as master, but 
never experienced a worse gale than this. 

That our efforts are appreciated abroad is shown by the following 
extracts from a translation from the French! Le Filage de 1’Huile, 
Par le Vice-Amiral G. Cloné,’’ which is issued by Capt. W. J. L. Whar- 
ton, R. N., hydrographer to the British Admiralty. This paper states— 

That the great effect produced by oif in smoothing troubled waters should 
have been so well known in times t as to e cre into a proverb, and 

et that no general practical use of this effect should have been made until the 

ast few years is a remarkable instance of the tardiness of mankind to apply 
the benefits that natural phenomena provide. To the Hydrographic Office of 
the United States is mainly due the credit of bringing into prominence and 
forcing on the notice of seamen in various publications the great importance of 
this property of oil under cireumstances when lifeand property are endangered 
by breaking seas, and the extreme facility and trifling expense of its employ- 
ment. Thanks to the efforts of the Americans, the facts are now well known 
to all English-speaking mariners, and many are the instances of the su: 

use of oil. Admiral Cloné, * * * drawing on the mass of experiences col- 
lected by the American office, and giving them due credit for their action, re- 
ports additional striking cases, etc. 


Of other information collected by the branch offices, I give two speci- 
men items of the derelicts and wreckage in the North Atlantic men- 
tioned on the last monthly chart: 


During the past six months fifty-one vessels are known to have met with dis- 
aster in the North Atlantic Ocean, their names having been reported. Of these 
vessels, there were two ships, twenty-three barks, three briga, two brigantines, 
and twenty-one schooners. Classed according. to nationalities, nineteen were 
British, sixteen American, five German, five Norwegian, four Italian, one Rus- 
sian, and one Spanish, About ten of these vessels were disabled by the storm 
of December 18-19, 1887, and six by the great storm of March 11-14, 1888. 

* $ * -$ * 2 s 

The length of time during which a derelict willremain afloat depends a great 
deal upon the nature of the cargo and the condition the vessel was in when 
abandoned, For instance, the Italian bark Vincenzo Perrotta, abandoned Sep- 
tember 18, 1887, in latitude 36° 00’ N., longitude 54° 00’ W., has been reported 
eleven times, the last report being April 27, 1888, latitude 24° 31’ N., longitude 
61° 50’ W. This vessel has been kept track of for seven months and nine days, 
and as she is still in a fair condition, and in a region frequented by vessels, it is 
not improbable that reports will continue to come in for some time to come. 


The information furnished by these officers is valuable sometimes far 
inland in a way that we would scarcely suspect. I mention cn2 in- 
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stance mentioned on page 8 of the last report of the Hydrographer, 
Commander J. R. Bartlett, United States Navy: 

As illustrating the general importance of these offices, the shipping ts of 
the various railroads at Kansas City, Mo., desiring information as to the tem- 
8 of the sea water likely to be experienced by vessels going from New 

leans to Live l during each month in the year, communicated with the 
branch office fort re ofgetting the desired rmation, after having tried 
for two months to obtain it elsewhere. This enabled the railroad companies to 
consider the feasibility of making large shipments of salt meat to Liverpool by 
way of the port of New Orleans. 

Mr. Chairman, the affairs of the Hydrographic Office are conducted 
by a corps of naval officers, but lately under theable administration of 
Commander Bartlett and now under the talented guidance of Lieut. 
George L. Dyer, and the indirect benefits derived from its agency should 
not be overlooked. By it naval officers are, in time of peace, given 
duties directly connected with their profession, and at the same time 
help with no puny hands to garner in the harvests of peace in those 
blessed intervals between the ravages of war; and their discoveries and 
their labors mutually assist the Navy and the merchant marine, while 
smoothing over the jealousies that have ever been felt between those 
great classes of seafaring men. 

The information that these officers obtain and furnish is of incalcu- 
lable value to every shipper, to every importer, to every marine insur- 
ance company, to every vessel-owner, to every man who has an interest 
in cheap transportation on the ocean. Safe transportation, sir, or any- 
thing tending to it, is no mean component of cheap transportation. 

I am glad to say, Mr. Chairman, that there seems to have come a 
fresh impetus into this branch of our publicservice—a newand a better 
appreciation of the benefits that it brings and the safeguards that it 
bestows. It seems to me that there is a fresh endeavor and determina- 
tion on the part of those charged with its conduct to make it worthy 
in the fullest degree of its noble aims. 

Sir, I trust this body may dole out with no niggard hand the sums 
needed to conduct this service—may do naught to restrain the zeal, the 
patience, and the intelligence of these attempts to gather and reveal 
fresh knowledge about the ocean, aboutits calms, its favoring breezes 
and its storms, its currents and its icebergs, its rocks and its wrecks. 

I have spoken, Mr. Chairman, of the importance of this service, as 
giving assistance by its information and its discoveries to the cheap 
transportation of our products and the welfare of our people on the 
land. But what of our people on the sea? How small, indeed, are the 
benefits that I have named compared with the safeguards which it fur- 
3 or helps to furnish against loss of life from the dangers of the 

p! 

Amid the flash of the lightning and the howling of the storm how 
little is the cargo considered compared with the preservation of the 
lives of those on board the ship! And, sir, if the additional sum which 
this amendment proposes—insignificant as it is, in view of the impor- 
tance and magnitude of the service to which it is to be applied—if this 
additional sum, by the information which it furnishes, saves one ship 
from wreck and one crew from drowning; ay, more, if by its means it 
were to save the life of but one worthy man—a life to his loved ones 
more precious far than ship or cargo should not deem this sum mis- 
applied or appropriated to other than a worthy cause. 

Mr. RANDALL. These officers have nothing to do with the hy- 
drography of our coast. As I understand, these are merely bureaus 
of information gathered from vessels coming into ports as to matters to 
which, the gentleman has alluded. Iam entirely uninformed as to 
any transfer of the Signal Office to these bureaus, and I do not think 
any such transfer has taken place. If there has been any such law, it 
has not come to the knowledge of the committee. The proposition in- 
creases the money expended at the existing points and at the two 
which have been added—Norfolk, and Portland, Oregon. There is no 
necessity for any such increase. 

Mr. FORNEY. It is increasing the contingent expenses. 

Mr. FELTON. I understand the situation at San Francisco to be 
at the t time that the amount provided is only about one-half 
of what it ought to be in order to secure the efficient service which 
ought to be maintained at that port. 

Mr. RANDALL. It is provided to maintain it at what it was here- 
tofore. 

Mr. FELTON. It merely adds $50 a month. 

Mr. RANDALL. You want to double what it was last year, and 
what we have agreed to. 

Mr. FELTON. It is for the purpose of making it effective. I think 
if the gentleman understood the position of matters he would not ob- 
ject to the appropriation. ~ 

Mr. RANDALL. The proposition is to increase it $9,000 from $6,000, 
and make it $15,000. - 5 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 49, noes 46. 

Mr. RANDALL, No quorum. 

Mr. MORROW. Let it be reported to the House with the under- 
standing we shall have a yea-and-nay vote on it. Iam willing to com- 
promise on $10,000. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed Mr. Morrow and Mr. FORNEY as tell- 
ers. 


The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 85, 


noes 83. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: : 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

For compensation of the Secretary of the Interior, $8,000; First Assistant Sec- 
retary, $4,500 ; Assistant Secretary, 6,000; chief clerk, $2,500, and $250 additional 
as superintendent of the Patent Office building; six members of a board of pen- 
sion appeals, to be appointed by the of the Interior, at $2,000 each; 
two special inspectors connected with the administration of the public-land 
service, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Interior and to be subject to his 
direction, at $2,500 each; one superintendent of documents, $2,00); six clerks, 
chiefs of division, at $2,600 each, one of whom shall be disbursing clerk ; for one 
private secretary to the Secretary of the Interior, $1,890; five clerks of class 4; 
one census clerk, $1,80; seven clerks of class 3; one clerk of class 3 (custodian), 
who shall give bond in such sum as the Secretary of the Interior may deter- 
mine; one book-keeper for custodian, $1,200; eight clerks of class 2; thirteen 
clerks of class 1; two clerks of class 1, who shall be stenographers or type- 
writers; one returns-office clerk, $1,200; one female clerk, to be designated by 
the President, to sign land patents, $1,200; one clerk, at $1,200; four clerks at 
$1,000 each ; two copyisis at 3900; one telephone operator, $600; seven copyists; 
three messengers; nine assistant messengers; fourteen laborers; two skilled 
mechanics, one nt $900 and one at $720; two carpenters at $900 each ; one laborer, 
at $600; four packers at $600 each; one conductor of elevator, at $720; four char- 
women; for one captain of the watch, $1,000; forty watchmen; additional to 
two watchmen acting as lieutenants of watchmen, at $120 ; one engineer, 
$1,200; assistant engineer, $1,000; and six firemen; in all, $185,490. 

Mr. PERKINS. I notice a reduction in the number of the members 
ofthe board of pension appeals. Ishould like to ask why, in the judg- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations, there was any necessity for 
a reduction in that force from twelve to six ? 

Mr. FORNEY. What is the gentieman’s question? 

Mr, PERKINS. Why is the board of peusion appeals reduced from 
twelve to six? 

Mr. CANNON. That work is all up and six are of no use. 

Mr. RANDALL. They were provided for in the last law for one 
year only. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That work is up and there is no necessity for any 
more, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Irise to a point of order in reference to the sal- 
aries here provided. The law fixes the salary at $3,500 and the bill 
increases it to $4,000. 

Mr. FORNEY. That increase was made several years ago. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is an increase over the law. 

Mr. FORNEY. I wish to say it was not done by our committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Ido not care by whom it was done, it is in vio- 
lation of the law upon the statute-book which fixes the salary at 


$3,500. 

Mr. RANDALL. The law fixes the salary at $3,500; several years 
ago it was increased to $4,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania whether the increase is simply on an appropriation 
bill, and but for one year, or whether there is any statute jaw upon 
the subject? 

Mr. RANDALL. It is on an appropriation bill; and the gentleman 
from New Jersey is correct as to what the statute provides. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Chair is bound tosustain the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I raise the further point of order, in line 5. on 
the words two thousand five hundred dollars.“ The salary as fixed 
by the Revised Statutes is $2,200. 

Mr. RANDALL. The statement ofthe gentleman from New Jersey 
is correct. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Certainly; I have the references here to the 
statute before me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Again, in lines 13 and 14, I make the point of 
mye on the words two thousand dollars.“ The statute fixes it at 

2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Again, on page 82. in line 14, I raise the point 
of order on the words one thousand dollars. The statute fixes the 
salary in this case at $1,200. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And in line 17 of the same page I make the 
point of order on the words ‘‘one thousand two hundred dollars.” The 
statute fixes the salary at $1,400. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. ; 

Mr. FORNEY. What amendment does the gentleman offer? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It is not my business to formulate the bill. I 
simply make these points of order. 

Mr. FORNEY. The gentleman offers no amendment? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No. sir. ‘ 

Mr. FORNEY. That leaves no salary; it simply takes the amount 
out and leaves a blank. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to insert the sums, respectively, recom- 
mended by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And I raise the point of order against the amend- 
ment that it changes existing law, and is exactly the same as was rec- 
ommended by the committee before, and which the Chair ruled to be 
out of order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must. of course, sustain the point of 
order. If the point of order applied to the original section it applies 
to the amendment, and for the same reason. ; 

Mr. RANDALL. These salaries were fixed long ago under the con- 
trol of a party not now in power in the Federal Government, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it, is very plain. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New Jersey ought to have 
been here then to make the point of order. 


Mr. KERER. I move to insert the amounts fixed by the law. 
Mr. BUCHANAN. I did not hear the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vanin. 


Mr. FORNEY. You ought to have been here in the Forty-seventh 
or Forty-eighth Congress when these salaries were fixed, and to have 
made the point of order then. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would ask if it would not be more 

ruper at the correct time to move the recommittal of this bill to the 
Pommit on Appropriations for the purpose of fixing the salaries as 
provided by law? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not entertain that question at all. 

Mr. KERR. I move that the salary of the Assistant Secretary be 
fixed at $3,500. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will be voted down. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of Assistant Attorney-General; For one law clerk, at $2,750; one law 
clerk, at $2,500; one Jaw clerk, at $2,250; thirteen law clerks, at $2,000 each; two 
clerks of class 3, one of whom shall act as stenographer; in all, $36,700. 

Mr. PERKINS. I would like to suggest to the committee that as 
I understand this bill there is a reduction in the force here of two in 
number, but yet there is an increase of $4,000 in the amofint. I would 
like to know how that is. : 

Mr. FORNEY. We give them three additional law clerks. 

Mr. PERKINS. We made an appropriation last year for twenty 
clerks, which are provided in this office, and this bill gives but eighteen, 
still the amount of the appropriation is $4,000 more than it was last 


— 
Vegi. FORNEY. I expect the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have the bill before me. 

Mr. FORNEY. Last year there were but ten law clerks provided 
and this year there are fourteen, making an increase of $6,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. But the total amount of the appropriation is in- 


creased. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, because there has been an increase in the num- 
ber of law clerks. 

Mr. FORNEY. And the number has been fixed just as the Depart- 
ment wanted. 


Mr. BAKER, of New York. I would like to move an amendment 
to line 14, on page 80, between the words ‘‘thousand”’ and dollars,“ 
by the insertion of eight hundred.“ 

Mr. FORNEY. It is too late to make thatamendment. That par- 
agraph has been passed. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is objection made by the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

General Land Office: For the Commissioner of the General Land Office, $4,- 
000; one Assistant Commissioner, to be appointed by the President. by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall be authorized to sign such let- 
ters, papers, and documents and to perform such other duties as may be di- 
rected by the Commissioner, and shall act as Commissioner in the absence of 
that officer or in case of a vacancy in the office of Commissioner, $3,000; chief 
clerk, $2,250; twolaw clerks, at $2,200cach ; three inspectors of surveyors-general 
and district land offices, at 62,000 cach ; recorder, $2,000; three principal clerks, 
at $1,800 each; two law examiners, at $2,000 each; ten princi, examiners of 
land claims and contests, at $2,000 each; forty clerks of class 4; sixty clerks of 
class 3; seventy clerks of class 2; seventy-five clerks of class 1; fifty-five clerks, 
at $1,000 each; and fifty copyisis, nine assistant messengers, twelve laborers, 
and six packers, at $720 ‘ae in all, $525,770. ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether 
the Committee on Appropriations have provided for the full force ask 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office? 8 

Mr. RANDALL. What we have provided is satisfactory to the De- 
partment. 

Mr. FORNEY. We have not given them the full force asked, but 
they are satisfied with the change made by the committee. They 
asked for one hundred and twenty-five additional clerks to bring up 
some work. We gave them an addition of twenty-four; and I think 
that is satisfactory to the Department. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The reason that I made the inquiry was the fact 
that a little experience in that Department demonstrates that the office 
is very far behind with the public business. 

Mr. FORNEY. We have endeavored to remedy that by giving them 
twenty-four additional clerks and also an increase of ten examiners ot 
land claims. $ 

Mr. PETERS. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY] has 
made a part of the inquiry which I had desired to address to the gen- 
tleman who has charge of this bill. understand the bill increases the 
force of the examiners to bring up the work of the office. But I un- 


I think there can be no objection to 


derstand, also, that the committee do not give the amount estimated 


by the Department as being nevessary. Is that true? 

Mr. FORNEY. The Department asked for one hundred and twenty- - 
five clerks to bring up the work, which we did not think necessary ab 
this time. i 5 

Mr. PETERS. I want to state as a matter of fact, ascertained by 
my observation and experience in connection with that Department, 
that the work of the General Land Office on all contested cases is 
about two years behind. $ 

Mr. FORNEY. That is what we are trying to remedy. : 

Mr. PETERS. Yes; but you have only met the difficulty by asm 
drop. Wherever a case is appealed from the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Office to the Secretary, that covers another delay of a year 
and a half. Then after the case is decided and finally passed upon by 
the Secretary of the Interior, still there is another delay of a year be- 
fore the patent can bé issued. Therefore the homesteader or pre-emp- 
tor who files his declaration upon public land for the purpose of obtain- 
ing title to 160 acres has to wait from four to six years before, in the 
ordinary routine of the clerical work of the Interior Department, ho 
can hope to get a patent or the evidence of title to the land. 

I say such conduct among a community that was not law abiding 
would create a revolution against any administration that would allow 
such a condition of affairs to exist. 

In connection with this there has sprung up an abuse in the Western 
country that has ground down the homesteader or pre-emptor, and 
made it almost impossible for him to settle on his land, or to meet the 
various demands that have been made upon his purse by the black- 
mailers who have been sent out through that country. 

Before I go further I wish to call attention to a resolution of inquiry, 
that was addressed to the Interior Department through the Committee 
on Public Lands, and which, for some reason, as I am informed, has 
not yet been reported back to this House, although the resolution was 
introduced on the 6th of february, 1888. 

The resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to inform the House 


of Representatives: P 
First. How soon after the filing of an appeal in a land-contest case in the of- 
fice of the Commissioner of the General Land Office is such case reached for 

hearing and consideration. 

Second. If such cases are considered in the order of their filling. 

Sapte) The cause of delay in the consideration of such cases, if there is any 
such delay. i 

Fourth. After an appeal is taken to the Secretary of the Interior in such cases, 
how soon is it reached for hearing and consideration ? 

Fifth. The cause of such delay, if any. 

Sixth, How soon after final decision in such cases does patent issue ? 

Seventh, The cause of such delay, if any. 


As I understand, that resolution was referred to the Secretary of the 
Interior, Iam not advised as to whether he has reported upon it or 
not, but certainly I am at a loss now for accurate information as to the 
cause of this delay, But I assumeas I have already assumed that it 
is for the lack of clerical force in this Department. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. CHEADLE was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. PETERS. I have said, Mr. Chairman, that certain abuses have 
grown up in the Western country out of this delay in procuring patents. 
I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a portion of an editorial of the 
Anthony Journal, a newspaper published in my district. This will 
show to the House something of the great trouble that a homesteader 
or a pre-emptor has to go through to obtain title to his land, and some 
of the reasons why he needs relief, and why his work in the Land De- 
partment should be brought up so that every case should be consid- 
ered without delay, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Aman who is well known in the community, the initial of his last namo 
being Stone, was found at the shanty of one of the jumpers, where he was mak- 
ing his abiding place, he having sent his family to Missouri last fall, possibly 
that he might be the better abie to assist the jumpers. A letter was found in 
the shanty where Mr. Stone resided addressed to Mr. Richardson, an nt of 
the Wichita land affice, offering to divy with him in these cases of eanceled en- 
tries. We are not yet ready to publish this letter, as we have several affidavits 
to accompany it, and more that will soon be ready. We have evidence enough 
now to snow that this man Stone is at the bottom of this claim-jumping busi- 
ness, and it is only because he is a ene (whether because of the act of or 
his own sin we do not know) that he is tolerated inthe community. Butacrip- 
p is always safe from the righteous indignation of brave and honest men, and 

r. Stone knows that, 

Oh, what a stigma upon the name of the fair county of Harper that men like 
Stone must be permitted to run at large to play the sneak upon honest men, and 
then become a witness against them in behalf of the United States Government! 
Great Heavens, has it come to this, that our Government, for the protection of 
which hundreds of thousands of brave men gave up their lives, is now on 
in the detestabie business of hiring the lowest class of citizens to play the de- 
ergo and manufacture evidence against poor but honest citizens of our coun- 
try : 


Mr. PETERS. Now, that editorial illustrates one of the evils that 
have grown up out of these delays. Men, knowing that there is no 


possibility of obtaining a patent for years from thee Department, insti- 
tute some contest proceeding. Many times, under a former administra- 
tion of the General Land Office, it was done simply by sending ananony- 
mous letter, in which it was charged that the pre empteror homesteader 
had not complied with the law, and upon the strength of that anonymous 
letter the man’s title was held up for cancellation, and then these parties 
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would come to him and tell him that if he would pay him $50 they, 
being in the same boat with the Land Office, would get the title through 
and get rid of the contest proceedings. This, I say, is one of the evils 
that have grown up, and to which the people have submitted for a long 
period of years. I do not say that the practice was inaugurated under 
the present administration. It grew up, as I am frank to confess, 
through certain inspectors who were appointed under a Republican 
administration; but the evil has been steadily growing. Instead of 
decreasing, year after year it has been increasing steadily. Under the 

iar administration of a former Commissioner of the General Land 
Office these inspectors were increased, and the number of entries that 
were held up for cancellation has increased and the current work of 
the office has fallen more and more behind. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HUNTER was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. PETERS. 

Mr. PETERS. I wish to say farther, Mr. Chairman, in justice to 
the present Commissioner of the General Land Office, that, being a man 
from the West, and kncwing something about the needs of the people 
of the West, I believe, if he has the opportunity and the means given 
him, he will correct many of these evils, and will root out the system 
that has worked such great injustice to my people and to the people of 
the West generally. I say thisin justice to the present Commissioner, 

What I appeal for now is that this House shall give unanimous con- 
sent to put at the command of the present Commissioner of the General 
Land Office just what the estimates call for, in order that this work 
may be pushed forward so that a man can have his patent within a 
reasonable lifetime after he makes his proof at the Land Office. Under 
the ruling of the Chair, which has been sustained on an appeal, it 
would be useless to offer an amendment to this effect if the point of 
order were made against it, so I now ask unanimous consent that all 
of this paragraph in relation to the office of the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office be changed so as to correspond exactly with the 
estimates that have been made by the Department for the force that 
they think necessary. If this is done, then, after sufficient time has 
elapsed, if the office fails to catch up with the work we shall know 
where the responsibility lies. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Iohject. So farasI understand, the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office is content with the bill as it is. 

Mr. PETERS. I have understood that the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Commissioner of the General Land Office said that if the force 
asked for by their estimates were granted, they would bring up this 
work and place it in such a position that these complaints could no 
longer be made against the Department. Now, if the Secretary of the 
Interior is satisfied with the provisions in this bill, and if the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office is satisfied with the provisions of the 
bill, then I have nothing further to say, because I shall know whom to 
hold responsible in the future. But I wish to be satisfied on that point, 
I wish to be satisfied that the Secretary of the Interior, who bas gone 
to work with his sleeves up for the purpose of pushing forward this 
business, and the Commissioner of the General Land Office, who is like- 
wise industrious and energetic and desirous of bringing up the work— 
I desire to be satisfied that they do receive in this bill all the appropri- 
ations they require in order to the proper performance of the work. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] to say that they are satisfied, 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not say anything about the Secretary of the 
Interior, but I did say that the Commissioner of the General Land Office, 
Mr. Stockslager, was present in conference with our committee, and 
expressed himself as satisfied with the manner in which the bill was 
made up. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that all the entries that 
have been made for public lands in one county in my district have 
been suspended, and all agricultural entries that could have been made 
for the last year have been referred to the Commissioner for investiga- 
tion. That investigation has not been made, nor even begun yet, and 
if these officers have all the money they want, then there is no excuse 
for the delay. But if they say they have not got all they want, then 
I think that is a sufficient indication that they ought to have more. 
Four new inspectors will do but little good. Give them all they ask 
for. I hope the unanimous consent asked by the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS] will be granted. If not, I hope that a motion will 
be made, and I will take the responsibility of making it myself. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I sugges: to the gentleman that, on the statement 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], the motion is not 
necessary, because the gentleman from Pennsylvania states that the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office is satisfied with the bill as it is. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, and I have since conferred with the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], who corroborates me in that. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move a pro forma amendment for 
the purpose of saying that the increase in the General Land Office is 
twenty-four clerks at a cost of $38,720; and, while I am up, I will 
make another statement, which is that two or three years ago, under 
the Jast Commissioner of the General Land Office, I am informed that 


months and months of work performed by a corps of clerks was thrown 
away because the Commissioner of the General Land Office was over- 
ruled by hissuperior officer. Now they have promised more thorough 
administration in that office, and it is not increase of force that is 
needed in the Interior Department, but better administration. 

I want to say further, that the Secretary of the Interior, under the 
pre which he has to detail clerks from one bureau to another, has, 

have no doubt, more than a sufficient force at his command to bring 
up every particle of work in every bureau in his Department, with 
clerks to spare. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pending pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. * 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move pro forma to strike out the last word. I 
am quite willing and anxious to vote for every appropriation that will 
add to the efficiency of the General Land Office. As has been suggested 
by my colleague [Mr. PETERS], we in the West realize the importance 
of expeditious work in that Department; and as was suggested by the 
gentleman from Illinois, we also realize that until quite recently the 
labor in that Department was not to do the work, but to see how not 
to doit. In other words, boards were organized there for the purpose 
of embarrassing and delaying the settlers upon the public domain in 
their efforts to secure title to their homes. We know that immediately 
after the appointment and confirmation of the late lamented Andrew 
Jackson Sparks [laughter] orders were made by him suspending all 
entries in great sections of the country, and spies and informers were 
appointed and sent out to see whether some evidence could not be found 
to embarrass some poor homesteader or pre-emption claimant in the 
effort he was making to secure a title to a piece of Government land 
and a place to call his own. We in the West complained of this. It 
was not a partisan or political complaint; men of all parties interested 
themselves in the matter. The condemnation was almost universal, 
and the wrongs practiced affected an empire in extent and area. Yet 
we found no relief; we could not get the ear of the Department when 
we asked for justice, and no heed was given to our supplications. The 
work of embarrassment and destruction, the work of striking down the 
settlers and wrecking homes continued until,that same Commissioner 
of the General Land Office rendered against a railroad company a de- 
cision of like character to those which he had made in regard to the 
rights of humble settlers. When he attempted to organize against a 
railroad company the same methods that he had adopted against settlers, 
he 2 1 then ordered by this Administration of reform to step down and 
ou 

But so long as he was content to perpetrate his practices to the in- 
jury only of the poor and unfortunate settlers, so long he was suffered 
by his superiors and by the President to remain in office. But when, 
in his determination to distinguish himself in some form, he placed 
himself in antagonism to a railroad company, then his resignation was 
demanded; and, as I have said, he was decapitated and compelled to 
“step down and out,“ and now there are none so poor as to do him rev- 
erence. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to withdraw the pro forma amendment I have 
offered, and to submit an amendment to insert after the word each,“ 
in line 1, the words ‘‘to be appointed from the clerks now employed 
in the General Land Office.“ I am in favor of these examiners, I 
think they should be provided to do the work that has been suggested 
here expeditiously and well, so that the settlers may be relieved from 
embarrassment and difficulty, and I desire to say in justice to the pres- 
ent Commissioner that I believe he has some conception of the rights 
of the settlers and will be glad to organize his Department as effi- 
ciently as he can to dispatch business and to extend relief and justice 
to the pioneers who are making homes in the great West and buildin 
up new communities to contribute to the greatness and prosperity o 
our common country. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS]. 

We FORNEY. I desire to make a point of order against the amend- 
men 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly no point of order can be made against 
the amendment. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. PERKINS, as follows: 

After the word “each,” in line 1, page 81. insert to be appointed from the 
clerks now employed in the General Land Office.” 

Mr. FORNEY. That would not increase the force. 

Mr. RANDALL. That would notincreasethe force at all, unless you 
add, in some other partof the bill, a provision for ten additional clerks. 

Mr. PERKINS. Well, I am willing the additional force shall be 
provided for in another portion of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is pending. 

Mr. PERKINS. Allow me one suggestion on the point of order. 
understand the ruling has been consistent at all times that language 
intended to restrain or direct the method of expending an appropria- 
tion is not new legislation, and isin order. The purpose of this amend- 
ment is to designate the force from which these men shall be appointed. 
I think that they should be appointed from the force employed in the 


4 - . 
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General Land Office, so that we may have experienced and efficient men. 
The amendment, as I understand, is simply a limitation upon the ap- 
propriation, and is therefore in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. For- 
NEY ] desire to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir. 

Mr. RANDALL. This amendment changes existing law by impos- 
ing a restriction upon the power of the Secretary of the Interior, who 
now has full authority to make these appointments. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Upon the statement of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. RANDALL] that the Secretary of the Interior under the 
present law has authority to make the appointments, and that the 
apn pe is a restraint on that power, the Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the Chair permit a suggestion? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has made a ruling. 

Mr. PERKINS. The provision embraced in the bill is new legisla- 
tion; it creates twelve additional examiners. 

The CHAIRMAN. And that is perfectly competent. In an appro- 
priation bill legislation maybe adopted to increase the number of em- 
ployés in any branch of the service. 

Mr. PETERS. I have received since I was last upon the floor the 
letter of the Secretary of the Interior and the letter of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office in reply to the resolution which I in- 
troduced on the 6th of February last, and I ask to have the letters 
printed in the RECORD. 

The letters are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, April 13, 1888. 

Sm: Iam in receipt of a resolution by the House of Representatives, of which 
the following isa copy: 

Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, submitted the fol- 
lowing; which was inh to: 

“ Resolved, That the Secretary ofthe Interior be requested to inform the House 
of Representatives— 

J. How soon after the filing of an appeal in a land- contest case in the office 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office is such case reached for hear- 
ing and consideration. 

2. If such cases are considered in the order of their amg 
8 15 The cause of delay in the consideration of such cases, if there is any such 

elay. 

4. After an appeal is taken to the Secretary of the Interior in such cases, 
how soon is it reached for hearing and consideration. 

5. The cause of such delay, if any. A 

“6. How soon decision in such cases does patent issue. 

“7. The cause of such delay, if any.” 

The first, second, third, sixth, and seventh inquiries relating to business trans- 
acted in the General Land Office, said resolution was referred to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, whose report thereon is herewith transmitted, 

The Department is now disposing of the cases that came up on appeal from 
the General Land Office December, 1886, and the cases that came up January, 
1887, will be reached during the month. 

It is 1 to state with any degree of accuracy how soon a case can be 
reached after it reaches the Department on appeal from the Commissioner. 

Under the rules of 3 the appellee is allowed thirty days after the ex- 
piration of the sixty days allowed for appeal in which to file argument, and the 
appellant is allowed thirty days from service of said argument in which to file 
argument in reply. After this period the case is in order for trial, unless the 
time is extended by permission of the Secretary, upon notice to opposite party. 

The following statement of the condition of the docket the numberof clerks 
employed in the law division in the srg oe eee of opinions, and the cases dis- 
posed of during the fiscal years ending July 1, 1885, July 1, 1886, and July 1, 1887, 
may enable the committee to make an approximate estimate of the time in 
which a case will be reached after the appeal is transmitted tothe Department: 


From July 1, 1884, to July 1. 1885: From July 1,1885, to July 1, 1886: 
Cases on hand July 1,1884..... 398 Cases on hand July 1, 1885..... 989 
Cases transmitted on appeal., 1, 168 Cases transmitted on appeal.. 1, 366 


Disposed of during that hic Disposed of during that ae 
0 0 ni 


1,351 
Number of clerks employed.. 8 


att 1887, to January 1, 


Cases on hand July 1,1887..... 2, 681 
Cases transmitted on appeal.. 637 
3,318 
Disposed of during that pe- 
Th 


989 
Number of clerks employed.. 9 
— 


From July 1. 1888. to July 1. 1887: 
Cases on hand July 1, 1886.... 1,351 
Cases transmitted on appeal. 2,222 


3,573 
Disposed of during that pe- 
riod. > 


2,681 
Number of clerks employed.. 8 2,807 


During the latter part of this period the law division was increased by the ad- 
dition of three clerks, temporarily detailed from the board of pension ap 
but owing to the absence of others and the special work in the restoration of 
indemnity lands the working force on appeal cases was practically reduced, 


From January 1, 1888, to March 1, From March 1, 1888, to April 1, 
1888: 1888: 


Cases on hand. ... 2,807 | Cases on hand. . t 2,817 
Cases transmitted on appeal. 210 Cases transmitted on appeal... 137 
Disposed of during that 9 Disposed of during that pe- ae 
So 0 T Patios 2 
2,817 


685 
Cases on hand April 1, 1888......... 2.888 


The latter part of February the law division was increased by the addition of 
one clerk, and in the month of by two additional clerks, so that the en- 
tire force, with the three now temporarily detailed from the board of pension 
appeals, numbers sixteen clerks, 
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From the foregoing it will be seen that the delay in the disposition of cases 

nding on appeal before the Department is owing to the increase of appeals 

m the General Land Office. It further appearsthat there has been no diminu- 
tion of work in this division, but, on the contrary, a pro rata increase. 

The average number of appeals per month from the General Land Office since 
January 1, 1888, is 116, and, with the present force, I think it may be reasonably 
assumed that from 200 to 250 cases will be of per month; and it is con- 
fidently expected that a still greater number will be dis; of, and that within 
one year the arrears will be cleared away and cases decided as soon after appeal 
as the arguments shall be submitted, and considered with promptness. 

The cases above referred to are commonly known as docket cases and do not 
include motions for review, certiorari, reports, and decisions upon applications 
to bring suit to cancel patents, and other current work of the Department, which 
makes up a large per cent. of the work of the law division. 

The greater part of the time of one of the clerks is occupied in the prepara- 
tion of the volume of land decisions, and the current work passing daily through 
the law division is sufficient to occupy the entire time of another, 


Very respectfully, ` 
WM. F. VILAS, Secretary. 
The SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., —, 1888. 

Sin: Iam in receipt of the inclosed copy of a resolution of inquiry by the 
House of Representatives. 

In response to such inquiries as pertain to the business of this office, I have 
the honor to submit the following report: 

1. How soon after the filing of an appeal in a land-contest case, in the office 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, is such case reached for hear- 
ing and consideration?” : 

e are now acting on cases of this class that were received in this office in the 
month of April, 1886. It may be stated, in general terms, that an appeal-contest 
case can not be reached for action, after it is filed in this office, in less than from 
twenty to twenty-four months. 

“2. If such cases are considered in the order of their filing?” 

Such cases are now considered in the order of their filing. or to the forma- 
tion of the contest division, Apra 1, 1887, contests from different parts-of the 
country were acted upon in different divisions and different sections of the 
same division. The result was that the cases from some States and Territories 
were acted on, probably, as soon as they were received in the office, while the 
same class of cases from other States and Territories were not reached for 
action for two or three years. On the formation of a division to take entire 
charge of all contests on public lands, the cases then on file, and all that have 
since been received, were sent to that division. There they are docketed in the 
order of the date of their filing here, and are taken up for decision in the same 
order. This is an inflexible rule, admitting of almost no possible exception. 

z — The cause of delay in the consideration of such cases, if there is any such 
elay. 

In orderto give an intelligent explanation of the delay in acting on these cases 
it will be n to consider the character of this work, the great increase in 
it, and the action of this office in reference to its condition. 

An erroneous impression exists in many quarters that a contest between in- 
dividuals over a tract of public land is 3 a personal matter, and one in 
which the Government has no interest. This might have been true prior to the 
passage of the act of May 14, 1880 (21 Stat., 140) the second section of which gives 
to any. one who successfully contests and “ procures the cancellation of any pre- 
emption, homestead, or timber-culture entry“ a preference right of entering the 
tract covered by the canceled entry. This provision of the statute, together with 
the rules of practice adopted by the Department in pursuance thereof, has caused 
a great increase in contest business; and the rity of the cases arise upon 
aftidavits by goma who themselves have no claim to the tracts involved, but 
who charge d, illegality, or a failure to comply with the law on the claim- 


ants. $ 
are such as would be investigated by this ofice in the interest 
furnish 


These 
of the Government, through special agents, if the contestants did not 
the evidence of the same, at their own spenna after allowing full opportunity 
to the claimants to be heard. Thus it will be seen that in the great bulk of con- 
tests the Government is the directly interested party, the contestant being the 
informer, who, as a reward for the service he renders and the expense he in- 
curs, is awarded an opportunity, for a limited time, to enter the tract himself, if 
the entry is canceled. 

Contests are divided into two classes, ap; Jed and unappealed. If no a 
peal is taken from the decision of the local land officers, their finding is final in 
the absence of any exceptions recognized by the rules of practice. careful 

nation, however, of the record in such cases is required in this office, for 
no entry can be canceled on such a proceeding unless it affirmatively appears 
from the record that the office has obtained jurisdiction of the claimant by 
proper service of notice of hearing, and that due opportunity to appeal has been 
allowed, with notice of the decision. 

On the 10th of December, 1886, the following communication with reference 
to contest-business in this office, in connection with other matters, was trans- 
mitted through honorable Secretary Lamar to the Forty-ninth Congress: 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., December 10, 1888. 

“Sir: With a view to the better administration of the business of this office, 
and to the end that it may receive intelligent consideration, which its importance 
to the persons directly interested, as well as the whole public, demands, I am 
constrained to make the following recommendation in addition to those con- 
tained in my annual report, namely: 

2 prongs Macon ps be made in the appropriation bill for the current fiscal year 
for one additional chief of division, at an annual salary of $2,000, for the division 
of the board of review already organized. That a new division be created, to 
be known as the contest division, to be composed of one chief, at a salary of 
$2,500, and six members, at a salary of $2,000. * © + 


“THE CONTEST DIVISION. 


“Tt must be manifest to every thinking person that as the time approaches, 
as it is now rapidly a 1 when the desirable public lands open to origi- 
nal settlement, and filings have been made under the public-land laws, become 
more valuable, contests between disputants over titles to such lands must greatly 
increase, until in the near future the contested cases will become, if not the 

the most important branch of the work of the Land Office. 

Under the present rules of practice 9 and promulgated by the De- 
partment, contests may be initiated by an adverse v or other person against 
a party to an entry, filing, or other claim under laws of Congress relating to 
Lan pul lic lands for any sufficient cause affecting the legality or validity of the 


m. s 
“This liberal rule governing contests, together with the statute giving the 
successful contestant a preference right for thirty days after notice of decision 


in the case to enter the land, has also tended to increase the number of con- 


tests. 
“An examination of the contest and the quasi-contest dockets in the several 
the fact there has been in the 
such cases filed. The large num 


divisions devel 


in the number of these cases 


year a marked increase” 
remaining 
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unacted upon at the end of the financial year is proof conclusive that the force 
now engaged upon this work, which is all that can be spared for it without se- 
riously interfering with the other branches of the work of the office, is totally 
inadequate to keep it up, and unless relief is given must rapidly accumulate. 

At the end of the year ending June 30, 1885, there remained unacted 
upon the following: 


Division G. 


Division F. 6,331 
Division 6, 128 
Division N 167 
Division L. 50 
Division D. 9 
Total ... 12,770 

“Tt needs no argument to convince any one that these cases, involving the 


title to property of immense value, in some cases reaching millions, which come 
before the office to be considered upon the written evidence taken by the regis- 
ters and receivers, should be examined, the evidence weighed, and opinions pre- 
red by men who have had training as lawyers. R 
“ No private citizen would intrust such business to others than lawyers, Itis 
roper to add these questionsare not always questions between claimants 
which the Government has no interest. Ina large number of cases the real 
question is whether any of the claimants bave complied with the law and are 
entitled to the land. J feel that I can not too earnestly urge the importance of 


this matter. 

“If, however, Congress in its wisdom should decline to provide for such di- 
vision as I bave uested, then I must earnestly urge an appropriation for a 
chief for a contest division, and I shall assign clerks in the office to such divis- 
ion, and make such progress in the work as my inadequate force will permit, 
trusting that the great necessity for the additional force I have felt constrained 
oe ask for such division will be so apparent to Congress that it will not be long 

‘erred, 

I respectfully request that you transmit this communication to the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives, with such 
9 “. ae deem proper. 

z respectiu 
En “43 “WM, A. J. SPARKS, 
* Commissioner. 

“Ion. L. Q. C. Lamar, 

Scoretary of the Interior.“ 


See Land Office Report for 1887, pages 355, 356.) 

n his annual report for 1887, Commissioner Sparks, after setting out the above 
communication in full, makes the following recommendation: 

“It is to be hoped Fiftieth Congress will see the urgent need of tak- 
ing action on the recommendations embraced in the foregoing letter. The divis- 
ion as at present constituted is made up largely of clerks that have had some 
experience in contest work; but with rare exceptions they are not men who 
have had the legal training which is almost indispensable to enable them to not 
1 in weighing evidence and on passing in intricate questions of prac- 

ice or construing the many statutes, office regulations, and Department is- 
ions bearing on the disposition of the public domain. In saying this it is not 
intended that the efficiency and valuable services of several of theclerks in the 
division shall be overlooked. Long experience in acting on contests has de- 
veloped some very excellent clerks, who could not well be excelled, It is not 
desired that their service should be dispensed with, but that the clerks which 
it is recommended should be provided should be added to the division as con- 


stituted at present. 

“The work of this division is a very important class of work. The property 
values involved in the contests now pending are enormous, and as the country 
settles up and land becomes more valuable these values willgreatly increase. It 
may safely be asserted that the value of the property involved in the contest 
cases that come to the General Land Office in a single year very far exceeds the 
money values involved in the cases which go to the ap courtof any of the 
States of the Union in a year, Yet it would be co ered very absurd to pro- 
pose to place the decisions of causes in any appellate court of law in the hands 
of any but the best trained lawyers. Wh ould not the same rule apply to 
the decision of matters in this bureau, which involve the settlement of titles to 
many millions of acres of real estate? It is true that errors committed in the 
bureau may be corrected on appeal to the honorable Secretary, but a very small 
percen of the decisions of the bureau are appealed from.“ (Annual Report, 

356. 

1 shall refer to this recommendation again. 

As no action was taken in the Forty-ninth Congress on the recommendation 
of December 10, 1886, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, on April 1, 
1887, provided for the formation ofa “‘ board of contests.“ to which all contests 
involving private. cash, pre-emption; homestead, timber-culture, desert-land, 

timber-land, and donation entries of filings and scrip locations are transferred. 
At the end of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1887, it was found that there had 
been received in the new division, by transfer from the old divisions and trans- 
mitted from the local offices throughout the country, 12,299 cases, of which 
10,500, probably, were unappealed cases and the rest ap Ti were only 
cases ee arema to the public-ands (C) and pre-emption (G) divis- 
ions, contests in railroad, mineral, surveying, private-lands, and swamp- 
lands divisions being still retained in those divisions, As will be seen, the num- 


ber of cases in Di Cand G on June 30, 1886, was 6,213. On June 30, 1887, 
the total number of cases undisposed of was 11,378, showing an increase in one 
year of 5,165 cases. 


On June 1, 1887, by order of honorable Secretary Lamar, the contest board was 
organized into a division and a fourth-class clerk assigned to duty as chief. The 
contest business of the di „ briefly stated, is shown by the following state- 
ment: 

Cases received up to June 30, 1887. 
March 


12,299 
Cases received since, to 24,1 


Undisposed of March 24, 1888...........s . . . . 


Of this number, 2,300 (in round numbers) are 
eases which have been 


8, 264 


264. 
Within 


files in crowded and inadequate space, new dockets pre- 
pared, and an entire system of disposing of the work provided for. 
For about six months after the organization of the division very little was done 


toward acting on the appeal cases, This was owing to the fact that, as I think, 


my e did not fully understand the magnitude of the contest work then 
in the office.» These cases were suffered to accumulate for that length of time, 
and thus fell behind six months, being then already about eighteen months in 
arrears in some parts of the office, 

Soon after taking charge of the office as Acting Commissioner, in November, 
1887, I caused one additional room to be placed at the disposal of the chief of 
said division, and detailed an additional force from other parts of the office to 
work on these cases, so that they are now being decided 3 as they are 
being received. This could as well have been done in June, „as in January. 
1888. This detail was made, however, at the expense of other divisions of the 
office, whose work is also in arrears, and it is impossible to do more than to 
hold our own with the force now in the office. 

I may here state that rapid gains are making in closing unappealed cases, 
which are about six months in arrears. 

The work in contests is as well up as other classes of work in the office, and 
I call attention to the statements made in the annual report of the Land Office 
for 1887, on pages 99 to 107, inclusive, especially to the estimated force needed, 
as shown on page 106. 

I concur heartily in the recommendations made in the communication of De- 
cember 10,1886, Indeed. it may not be improper for me to state that in my 
capacity as Assistant Commissioner I personally prepared said letter of De- 
cember 10, 1886, and that I constantly urged upon the then Commissioner the 
great importance of the contest work in the office, and the necessity of making 
adequate arrangements for its proper dispatch, so far as he had the means under 
his control to do so. 

I would therefore answer the third inquiry by stating that the cause of delay 
in deciding contest-appeal cases is almost entirely due to the totally inadequate 
force at my command to properly di of accumulation of the work in 
the office. The fact is, that the work of the Land Office steadily increases from 
year to year, the space in the office becomes more and more crowded with 
records and files, so as to impede the work, and no corresponding increase is 
made in the clerical force. 

No increase of clerical force in the office has been provided for since 1884, 
while the work of the office has increased, as is shown by the following state- 
ment of the number of matters requiring official consideration received each 
calendar year, beginning with 1881: 


m Matters | Per cent. 
Year. received. | increase. 
131, 651 ` 
132, 483 . 
139, 088 4. 
158, 228 18.7 


Another cause of delay is found in the greater complication in the work of 
the Land Office, at present, than was formerly the case. The number of local 
offices has greatly increased, and intricate accounts must be kept and audited 
with each one, any new acts of Congress are passed from year to year, mak- 
ing additional provisions or exceptions to the former modes of disposing of the 
public domain, all of which have been construed by the courts or the part- 
ments and all of which must be carefully borne in mind in passing on the in- 
numerable questions which arise in disposing of our work. Asthe publiclands 

me scarcer they become much more valuable, and ter efforts are put 
forth to secure them, thus causing a very great increase in litigation, requiring 
the exercise of the quaai tasin functions of the Commissioner and his subor- 
dinates, every possible legal point being raised and presented for decision by 
able lawyers, many of whom now make a speciality of land-law practice. Itis 
this last phase of the question which forces upon our attention the imperative 
need of providing by law for the employment of trained lawyers to dispose of 
these legal questions as they arise, and to examine, weigh, and pass on the yol- 
uminous records of evidence taken in thousands of cases every year. 

In the Patent Office, principal examiners at $2,400 a year are provided 
for, while in the Land Office only two examiners at $2,000 a year each are pro- 
vided for. The effect of the low salaries paid to the clerks in this bureau is that 
when a man becomes competent to deal with the more intricate questions which 
arise, he can usually obtain a position outside at a much higher compensation 
than he receives here, and the consequence is thatmany of the most competent 
clerks resign every year to accept outside employment. Iam therefore con- 
strained to refer again to the recommendations of December 10, 1886, on this 
point, and of my predecessor in his annual report, and to urge their vital im- 
portance upon se hira 
1 ronm and fifth inquiries will be best answered by the honorable Secre- 

ry himself, 

* 6. How soon after final decision in such cases does nt issue?“ 

If the entry involved in the ap to the honorable tary isone in which 
final proof has been made, and the decision of the Secretary sustains the entry 
and directs patent to issue, the same is issued at once, without further inquiry 
or delay in this office. If final proof has not been made on the entry or filing, 
and the Secretary’s decision leaves it intact, dismissing the contest, such entry 
or filing stands like any other of its class, subject to final proof being made ac- 
cording to law, which is acted on in this office in its turn with other entries of 
the same class. 

“7, The cause of such delay, if any.” 

As above shown, there is no delay in the issue of patent in cases that the hon- 
orable Secretary decides are ready for patent. 

Respectfully, 
S. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Commissioner, 
Hon. WILLIAM F. VILAS, 
Secretary of the Interior. 


‘tne C.erk read as follows: 


Indian Office: For compensation of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, $4,000; 


assistant commissioner, who shall aiso perform the duties of chief clerk, $3 


„000 5 


one financial clerk, at $2,000; chief of division, at $2,000; one principal book- 
keeper, $1.800; five clerks of class 4, one of whom shall have of the edu- 
cational division ; eight clerks of class 3; one draughtsman, at $1,000; one ste- 


nographer, at $1,600; ten clerks of class 2; eighteen clerks of class 1; nine clerks, at 
$1,000 each; twelve copyists; one messenger; two messengers; one ja- 
borer; one messenger-boy, at $360; and twocharwomen; in all, $96,980. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I raise the point of order on these salaries. For 
compensation of Commissioner of Indian Affairs the salary is fixed at 
$4,000. By the Revised Statutes this salary is $3,000. I make the 
point of order that this increase of salary from $3,000 to $4,000 is in 
contravention of existing law. I make the point of order, as the com- 
mittee does not seem to do it. 


Mr. CANNON. What salary does the gentleman refer to? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Thesalary of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

Mr. FORNEY. There has been a change made in the salary of that 
office, and we have only kept it up to what it has been in the Forty- 
eighth and Forty-ninth Congresses. 

Mr. RANDALL. Three thousand dollars is a small salary for the 
responsibility of that office. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I make the point of order that the salary pro- 
vided can only be the salary of the statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will move to make the salary $4,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I raise the same point of order on that amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The motion is to make the salary $4,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have made the point of order that the existing 
law provided only $3,000. : 

Mr. HOLMAN. Where does the gentleman find that? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I will cite the gentleman to the page of the 
Revised Statuies. It is page 78 where the existing law provides the 
salary for this office at $3,000. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Pension Office: for compensation of the Commissioner of Pensions, $5,000; 
first deputy commissioner, $3,600; second deputy commissioner, $3,600; chief 
clerk, $2,250; assistant chief clerk, $2,000; ciation referee, $3,000; assistant med- 
ical ree, $2,250: two qualified surgeons, who shall be experts in their pro- 
fession, at $2,000 each; eighteen medical examiners, who shall be surgeons of 
education, skill, and experience in their profession, at $1,800 each; twelve 
chiefs of division, at $2,000 each; law clerk, $2,000; forty-five principal exam- 
iners, for review board, at $2,000 each; twenty-four assistant chiefs of division, 
at $1,800 each; three stenographers, at $1,600 each ; seventy-four clerks of class 4; 
ninety-five clerks of class 3; three hundred and seventy-two clerks of class 2; 
three hundred and sixty-one clerks of class 1; two hundred clerks, at $1,000 
each; one superintendent of buildings, $1.400; two engineers, at $1,200 each; 
eighty-five copyists; twenty-five messengers; twenty messenger-boys, at $100 
each ; one captain of the watch $840; three sergeants of the watch, at $750 each; 
twenty watchmen; three firemen; twenty-five laborers; and five charwomen, 
at $100 each; in all, $1,908,750, 

Mr. CHEADLE. I do not rise for the purpose of making a point ot 
order on the salaries in this section, but merely to call the attention of the 
committee to one item. In line 18 there is provided two qualified 
surgeons, who shall be experts in their profession, at $2,000 each.’’ 
Then the bill goes on and provides“ eighteen medical examiners, who 
shall be surgeons of education, skill, and experience in their profes- 
sion, at $1,800 each.” These surgeons are authorized by law as fourth- 
class clerks, and their salary is fixed by law at $1,800ayear. Lask. by 
unanimous consent, to make their salaries $2,000 each, as provided in 
the case of the qualified surgeons provided for immediately preceding 
these $1,800 medical examiners in this bill. 

My reason is this: The salary of these officers, as I have already 
stated, are regulated by law, being that of fourth-class clerks; but, as 
I have suggested, there is no good ground for giving two surgeons $2,000 
a year and the others only $1,800each. The qualifications and duties 
are the same and the salary should likewise be the same. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order has been reserved. 

Mr. CHEADLE. They require the same kind of education and ex- 
perience, and they should be at the same salary. It is not necessary 
to argue that men of skill and education and competent to occupy these 
positions are not likely to remain long when the salary is only $1,800 
a year, and as a consequence there are constant resignations of the ex- 
perienced and best men, who should be retained. Theobjection against 
the present administration of the Pension Office is that the rating is not 
what it should be under the law, which is largely due, I hold, to the 
surgeons on this board. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order that the statute fixes 
these salaries and the Committee on Appropriations has reported that 

in this bill which the amendment proposes to increase. 

Mr. CHEADLE. The salary provided is that of fourth-class clerks, 
or 19 85 800. Ihave asked, by unanimous consent, that it be increased to 


$2,000. ; 

Mr. HATCH. I suggest that we be allowed to have a vote on this 
proposition in the House. 

Mr. RANDALL. I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment has been moved. 

Minted HATCH. I will move the amendment to make the salary 

000. 

Mr. RANDALL. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. What is the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. My point of order is that where there is no stat- 
ute, then in the absence of a statute the salary fixed by the appropri- 
ation bill prevails. 7 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman from Pennsylvania will allow me, 
I think there is such a statute. $ 

Mr. RANDALL. I would be glad to have my attention called to it; 
I do not recollect it. 

Mr. CANNON. The medical examiners were originally fourth-class 


clerks, and the Revised Statutes make provision for the first, second, 
third, and fourth class clerks at twelve, fourteen, sixteen, and eighteen 


hundred dollars. Now these are in fact fourth-class clerks, the desig- 
nation being changed. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, but there is no statute prescribing this par- 
ticular character of service. 

Mr. HATCH. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow the 
committee to have a direct vote upon the amendment? 

Mr. RANDALL. No. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr. Chairman, here is a class of experienced profes- 
sional men who are surgeons and physicians, and some of them special- 
ists, men of the very highest ability and learning that can be found in 
their professions, who have been induced to take these positions, and 
have been kept here on the ridiculously small salary of $1,800, when 
you pay hundreds and hundreds of men that amount for mere clerical 
work, and in many cases for work requiring but little mental capacity. 
There is no fairness or equity in it; and there is no reason in the world 
that I can see why the judgment of the committee should not be taken 
upon the proposition. Simply to say that they are clerks of the fourth 
class is no reason for keeping their salaries down to $1,800. Let the 
committee vote upon it, and express its judgment in that way. 

Mr. RANDALL. The original plan designated these fourth-class 
clerks for a certain duty; then subsequently they came in and asked 
a change in their title. That change was granted. Now the salary is 
proposed to be increased in consequence of their being transferred from 
fourth-class clerks to medical examiners. 

Pi aa follows as a matter of course. I insist upon the point 
of order. 

Mr. HATCH. Permit me a moment. I know that there are gen- 
tlemen who are now occupying those positions who are worth a great 
deal more to the Government than $1,800 a year. Competent persons 
employed for this service can effect a great saving to the Government. 
It is really a matter of economy; and it is an absolute shame to keep 
them on such a salary. 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the point has been made, I under- 
stand, by the gentleman from Missouri, as well as by my colleague, 
that there is a discrimination between the pay of these officials. In 
other words the two are paid at the rate of $2,000 a year, and eighteen 
are paid $1,800 a year. But there is a reason for that, as I understand 
the arrangement. The two who are paid 82, 000 a year are required 
by law to be experts in their profession, and they are. One of them is 
an in diseases of the mind, as I remember a branch of that pro- 
fession, which requires, of course, peculiar knowledge and great ability 
and skill. The other, I believe, is an expert in diseases of the eye. 

Mr. RANDALL. An oculist. > 

Mr. MATSON. Which requires more than ordinary knowledge ot 
surgery and medicine in that particular branch of the profession. For 
that reason the discrimination is made. 

As to whether $1,800 a year is enough pay for that service, I do not 
propose to question or combat; but I only allude to the question of 
discrimination to show that the two who receive the additional pay are 
fully entitled to it. 

Mr. HATCH. I do not question that they are entitled to additional 
pay. What I do claim is that there is not sufficient compensation for 
the others, if there is for them. I do not think there is. I know that 
they are efficient surgeons. 

Now, the business of these men is to examine the records which come 
in from all parts of the country. They have to be skilled in their pro- 
fession, and yet they are receiving but $1,800 a year. I do not know 
anything like it in the country. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have a decision on the question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, as a member of the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Interior Department, I have had occasion recently to investigate to 
a certain extent the matter now pending before this committee. As 
the result of that investigation our committee are satisfied that the 
medical officers in the Pension Department were not only not paid 
enough for their services, but that there was not a sufficiently large 
number of them to do the work promptly, efficiently, and properly. 
Therefore that committee reported to the House a bill, which is now 
pending on the Calendar, recommending that the number of qualified. 
surgeons be increased to three, and that their salaries should be in- 
creased from $2,000 to $2,500; also, that an additional force be added to 
the number of medical examiners and increasing their salary to $2,000. 

We did this, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, after 
a very careful investigation, being satisfied that the work performed 
by them was of a better and higher order than could be done by any 
eighteen-hundred-dollar clerk under this Government. I hope the gen- 


tleman from Pennsylvania, though I admire the sturdiness with which 


he has stood by the report of his committee and defends the Treasury, 
will allow the increase of the salaries named here to be made, even if 
he will not suffer the number of examiners to be inerrased, as was asked 
for by the Commissioner of Pensions, whom I interviewed upon the 
subject quite recently. 

Mr. RANDALL. I believe the Chair has sustained the point of 
order. 
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The CHAIRMAN. It did. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
Mr. ATKINSON. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend lines 16 and 17 of the pending paragraph by striking out “$3,000” and 
« inserting ‘*$3,600;"" so that it will read: One medical referee, 88,600. 


Mr. ATKINSON rose. 

Mr. RANDALL. The point of order is reserved. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I do not think the amendment is subject to the 
point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let the Chair cause the amendment to be read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is an increase of salary. It adds $600 to the 

fixed by law. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I take it that it is competent for this House to 
fix the salary of an officer at any figure it sees proper to fix it. Therule 
to which the gentleman from Pennsylvania refers, Rule XXI, provides 

that— : 

y X i Il be rted in an meral s ion bill or be in 
3 Heyden sarge any mipeadiare 3 authorized 


by law. 

But this sum is not appropriated in the appropriation bill. There 
is no salary fixed by law for this officer, but the salary which he re- 
ceives has been fixed annually in the appropriation bills, and it was 
raised within my recollection—perhaps not more than three years ago— 
from $2,500 to $3,000 per annum; and if there be no law fixing this 
salary, and it is entirely dependent upon the pleasure of Congress as 
enacted in the appropriation bills, I take it that this point of order 
should not be sustained and that the House should vote upon the 
amendment which I propose. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. LIND. I ask unanimous consent to recur to the portion of the 
bill covering the appropriations for the General Land Office. 

Mr. RANDALL. We have passed from that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to re- 
turn to that portion of the bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. I object. 

Mr. LIND. I move to strike out the last word of the pending par- 
agraph for the purpose of explaining why I desire to return to the pre- 
vious portion of the bill. If I am allowed to make a statement, I will 
say that this is a matter of urgency. At the time that that section 
was considered I was out asking for information from the General 
Land Office. 

At the last session Congress passed an act directing and requiring the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office to proceed to the adjustment 
of railroad grants. In our State there are over half a million acres 
of Jand involved in these grants that have been erroneously certified to 
railroad companies; and there is only one clerk detailed for that work. 
He has not been at his desk for two weeks. The Commissioner of the 
General Land Office makes an estimate of $200,000 for that service. 
Perhaps that is too much. Possibly it is not more than is required. 
But not one cent of that estimate is allowed by the committee. 

Over a year ago I presented an application on behalf of the settlers in 
my district who are now being proceeded against in ejectment suits by 
the railroad companies, asking the Government to intervene and order 
suits to be bronght inits behalf as required by the act of Congress; yet 
nothing has been done. At my own expense I had some of the cases 
briefed to save work at the General Land Office, but yet final action 
has not been taken, though more than a year has elapsed. There is not 
a clerk to put to the work. 

J submit it is not right nor proper for Congress to pass legislation of 
the character it did pass a year ago, and then make it nugatory by a 
refusal to pass an appropriation for carrying it out. When the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office makes an estimate for an item of 
$200,000 there must be some reason for it, and I think it merits a little 
consideration at the hands of this House. 

In connection with this I may refer to the fact that it takes ſour and 
a half years to have a contest in regard to a piece of public land deter- 
mined. The General Land Office is two years behind with its work on 
contests, and the Secretary of the Interior is eighteen months behind. 
Therefore when a poor settler living on a prairie claim in Dakota has 
a contestit takes four and a half years to find whether he or the con- 
testant is to prevail. Last year business accumulated in the office to 
the number of 20,000 cases. The Commissioner of the General Land 
Office asked for twenty examiners. The committee allowed ten. These 
things are a crying evil, and the House cannot afford to ignore in this 
way the just complaints of the people. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam glad the gentleman from Minnesota has had 
the opportunity to state his case, but I prefer not to go back. The sub- 
ject was fully discussed when that clause was under consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania refuses to 
withdraw his objection to go back. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph, under the heading Pen- 
sion Office:“ 

For an additional force of one hundred and fifty special examiners for one 
year, ata salary of $1,400 each, $210,000; and no person so appointed shall be 
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employed in the State from which he is appointed; and any of those now em- 


ploy in the Pension Ofiiee or as special examiners may be reappointed if they 
ound to be qualified. 
< me WASHINGTON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
eSk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
0 85, line 15, strik t “$2,250,” and =A aid 
on p apa aun e out “$2, and insert 52,500; so that it will 


Mr. FORNEY. We have passed from that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I understood the Chair to rule that any mem- 
ber desiring to offer an amendment should wait until the Clerk fin- 
we oe the section. 

r. RANDALL. But we have passed from that paragraph. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I know that the gentleman was Satine until 
what he considered the proper time to offer his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Tennessee 
should be recognized. > 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order against the gentleman’s 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In support of that amendment which I have 
offered I wish to call attention to the fact that the salary of the chief 
clerk of the Pension Office was fixed in the Revised Statutes (page 
7440) as far back as 1870, at $2,000. Since that time it has been in- 
creased to as much as $2,500. During the Forty-seventh and Forty- 
eighth Congresses, for four years, $2,500 was the pay of this chief clerk; 
but in the Forty-ninth Congress, first session, it was reduced to $2,250, 
at which sum it has stood for two years past, and my amendment simply 
intends to restore the salary to $2,500. 4 

Mr, Chairman, if there is a chief clerk in any Department who de- 
serves larger pay than this, it is the chief clerk of the Pension Office, who 
has under him 1,554 regularemployés, more than three times as many as 
are under the chief clerk of any other Department, and whose duties 
and responsibilities have been increasing with the business of the Pen- 
sion Bureau year by year. Iam not seeking to delay the committee 
by making unnecessary remarks upon this subject, but I wish to em- 
phasize the fact that here is a public servant who deserves more pay 
than he is receiving, because of the amount of work that he has to per- 
form, the number of visitors he has to receive, the number of letters he 
has to answer, and the number of employés he has tosupervise. When 
we find the chiefclerk of the War Department, with only 89 employés 
under him, getting a salary of $2,500; the chief clerk of the Navy De- 
partment, with only 78 employés, getting a salary of $2,500; the chief 
clerk of the Interior Department (who is also superintendent of the 
building, getting a salary of $2,750; the chief clerk of the Geological 
Survey, with only 31 employés, getting a salary of $2,400, surely it 
stands to reason that the chief clerk of the Pension Office, who has 1,- 
5 under him, must be worth more to the Government than 

„250. 

Of course, under the rules of the House there is no opportunity to 
have a vote upon this proposition, but I again insist upon the point that 
if the Committee on Appropriations, in its secret sessions, has a right 
to raise or to lower these salaries, the Commiitee of the Whole ought 
certainly to have the same right. This committee, and this House, 
ought not to be shackled or gagged by any rule so as to prevent that. 
I withdraw the formal amendment, and shall append to my remarks 
a table showing the salaries of the chief clerks in the several bureaus 
and the number of employés under each, which will give some idea of 
me EAR and the amount of work devolving npon each of these 
offici 


y Salary | Number 
Department, of chief | of em- 
elerk, | ployés. 
War Department «| $2,700 89 
Navy Department.... 2,500 78 
Post-Office Departm 2 2,500 17 
First Assistant Postmast 2,000 82 
Second Assistant Postmaster-General.. 2,000 99 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General..... 2,000 87 
Agricultural Department. . . 2, 500 107 
Interior Department, chief clerk 
building. ee 8 
General Land Office. 2,250 377 
Patent Office........ 2,250 572 
Bureau of Educati 1, 800 37 
Bureau of Labor.. 2,000 42 
Geological Survey 2, 400 
Bureau of Pensions, 2,250 


Regular employés: 


You will also observe that in the Interior Department in the largest 
bureau outside of the Pension Bureau (the Patent Office), there are but 
five hundred and seventy-two employ 
$2,250, and so on through the list. 

Especial attention is invited to the bureaus in the Navy and War De- 
partments regarding the number of employés in each of said bureausi 


and the chief clerk receives 


Bureaus. of chief em- 
ks. | ployés. 
WAR DEPARTMENT. 

Adjutant-General's Offlee. . . . .. . ...... .. .. ...... $2, 000 584 
Bureau of Military Justice. 1,800 11 
uartermaster-General’s Offic 2,000 138 
‘ommissary-General's Office . 2,000 38 
Surgeon-General’s Office..... 2,000 427 
Paymaster-General's Office 2,000 47 
Q ce Offloe . 2,000 36 
Engineer's OCC. . 2, 000 17 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 


Bureau of Yards and Docks. 
Bureau of Equipment and Recruiti: 
Bureau of Navigation. 
Bureau of Ordnance. 


Spt er i ee 
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Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word, 
in order that I may ask the gentleman in charge of the bill whether 
the force named in the bill at the foot of page 86 is in addition to the 
examiners who are now at work. A 
4 Mr. FORNEY. No, sir. The appropriation is to continue that 

force, 

Mr. PARKER. Then I move to amend by striking out, in line 25, 
‘tone hundred and fifty“ and inserting two hundred;“ so that it 
will read: ‘‘ for an additional force of two hundred special oxaminers,“ 
ete. 

Mr. Chairman, I make this motion for the reason that it is a well- 
known cause of complaint all over the country that cases are referred 
to special examiners and are delayed month after month, and in some 
instances, I believe, years, without report. That is a t wrong and 
injustice, for which there is no excuse, and it ought to be remedied. 

Mr. OWEN. Let me ask the gentleman if it is not the ordinary rule 
that a special examiner does not make his report to the Pension Office 
for two years? 

Mr. PARKER. I believe the gentleman’s suggestion is correct. 

Mr. OWEN. That is my experience. 

Mr. PARKER. It is well known throughout the country, through- 
out the districts in the extreme North at least, that these examiners 
can not be found for months and months after parties have been noti- 
fied that their cases have been referred to special examiners. 

The inquiry is made of a member of Congress to ascertain what the 
trouble is—why the case is not heard. The member inquires at the 
Pension Department and the information is given that the case has 
been referred to a special examiner, who in due time will make his 
appearance and hear the case, and the delay continues. Thus men 
who periled their lives for the country, who with their families, are 
suffering for what they earned years ago in the great struggle, are de- 
barred from having their cases heard and from receiving justice be- 
cause of this delay or incapacity in the service of the special examiners. 

I wish to suggest another thing. Study of the work of this depart- 
ment as now controlled by its present head has satisfied some men 
pretty thoroughly that it is the practice, if not the deliberate p 
to examine and pass upon petty claims of 75 cents, $1.50, $2, and 
$4 per month, while the larger demands, the more important cases, 
which would take more money from the Treasury, are sent off over 
the country to special examiners and are thus delayed in their hearing 
and final action. This has become a vicious practice, known through- 
out the country to exist and charged upon the department. It is due 
to gentlemen who represent this Administration that an end should 
be put to this wrong. 

Mr. PERKINS. Is not that the practice in every case which carries 
arrears? . 

Mr. PARKER. We understand—and in answer to the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PERKINS] I emphasize it—that in very many in- 
stances, so many that the matter has attracted public attention, cases 
where the claimant, if a pension were granted, would be entitled un- 
der the law to arrears, have been sent to special examiners and are 
thus delayed, the applicants being thus robbed of their rights; and 
this is done with a regularity and repetition not creditable to the Ad- 
ministration, 

Mr. MATSON. Mr. Chairman, the complaint made by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PARKER] in regard to the administration 
of the Pension Office in reference to special examiners, is not, I think, 
well founded. That there is delay, and more delay, in that branch of 
the service than in others, I do not deny; nor could anything else be 
expected, because when a case is sent out to be specially examined it 
must, in nearly every instance, go into the hands of more than one ex- 
aminer—in many cases into the hands of many examiners. There is 
delay in sending these claims back and forth to the different examiners. 
But I apprehend these claims are now being examined more rapidly in 
that branch of the service than they ever were before. 


There is no need for this increase in the numberot special examiners, 
because the Commissioner of Pensions under the general law has the 
right to detail as special examiners any number of clerks that he may 
think proper—there is no limit upon his authority in this respect—and 


clerks thus detailed are entitled to per diem compensation. The more 
numerous the cases that are sent out for special examination the less 
need there is for clerks in the office, and, as I have said, the Commis- 
sioner has the right under the law to send clerks from the office into the 
field for the purpose of making special examinations. 

The committee, as I understand, has given the Commissioner all that 
he asksin this line, and I apprehend that the matters in regard to which 
the gentlemen on the other side, and perhaps all of us, to some extent, 
have heard complaints, can be readily excused when the circumstances 
are taken into consideration. 

Sometimes, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] himself 
has said, these claims involve large amounts of money. Now, if any 
claims are delayed, it would be most natural that this delay should at- 
tend claims of large amount. A fair and prudent Commissioner of 
Pensions would look carefully into a claim involving a large amount 
of money; and there should be no complaint of that. If an applicant 
presents a claim for a large sum he should not complain if he is asked 
to satisfy rigid requirements in the way of proof. Itis not surprising 
that in cases involving large sums of money there should occur delay 
which does not occur in cases which arereadily adjudicated in the office. 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Chairman, it bappens not merely in some 
but in all cases sent to special examiners, that there is a delay of not 
less than two years. As the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON] 
has said, when a case is sent to a special examiner to be completed, it 
is sent to not only one special examiner, but to as many special exam- 
iners as there are witnesses in different parts of the country. If there 
are a dozen witnesses in a case and these all reside in different 
of the country, then the case must go through the hands of a dozen 
special examiners before it is finally adjudicated by the Pension De- 
partment. 

Another thing. For somereason—I will not undertake to say why— 
the number of cases referred to the special examination division has been 
largely increased. It may be because they are old cases, or because they 
are cases which draw arrears. Whatever the reason, we do know—those 
of us who have anything to do with the Pension Department—that the 
number of cases sent to the special examination division has very largely 
increased within the last year. If with the old force the work has been 
from one to three years behind, then certainly there is a crying demand 
for anincrease of force. Hence the strong reason for the adoption of the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

In my judgment, special examiners will not bring the work of the 
Pension Department up to the current time in a year from this even with 
two hundred special examiners and there should not be another case. 

As I have said, there are parties interested in the speedy determina- 
tion of these cases, either for or against them. They want them set- 
tled. Many want, in case the decision is against them, to appeal to 
Congress for special enactment, and they can not do it until their cases 
have been passed upon. It is nothing but justice the Department 
should be given sufficient force to bring up this work so the complaint 
may not be continued to be made against them. It is a complaint in- 
jurious to the force in the Pension Office. It is to some extent unjust, 
but you can not do away with the complaint unless you bring the work 
up, and the only way to do that is by providing a sufficient force for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CANNON. I will move a pro formaamendment for the purpose 
of saying a word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Matson 
said that under the law there are in this Pension Office fifteen hun 
clerks, any of whom may be detailed by the Commissioner to do the 
work of special examination. 

There is one thing more to be said. In the Forty-seventh Congress 
we increased the force in the Pension Office over eight hundred under 
an estimate and under an assurance that in three years the work would 
be brought up to current business. Six years have passed since that 
time. And when the present Commissioner of Pensions was before the 
Committee on Appropriations a yearago he said that at the end of this 
year he would bring up the work so there would be nothing left but 
current business, and he would be prepared to recommend a decrease of 
one hundred and fifty clerks on this bill. Yet no decrease has been 
recommended. 

Under this state of affairs, Mr. Chairman, let me say one other 3 
The employés in the Pension Office and in kindred offices for the ad- 
indication of pension claims cost between three and four millions of 
dollars annually. Do gentlemen take into account that at $100 a year 
how many pensioners one-half of this amount, $2,000,000, would pay. 
One-half of this force costs what would place upon the pension-roll 
20,000 additional pensioners at $100 a year. 

I am not up to make any political speech or to abuse anybody; but 
I am dealing with facts, and desire to say that, in my opinion, this im- 
mense force to adjudicate pension clai ly from the want of pro 


legislation and partly from a desire to continue under pay from the 
Government, is rapidly becoming a force of employés which unneces- 
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sarily eats up a large amount annually that ought to be given to the 
soldiers of the late war. [Applause. ] 

So, when the proposition comes to increase this force of special exam- 
iners, with the fact that under the law referred to by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Matson], the Commissioner can detail clerks for this spe- 
cial-examination work, I must say it does not meet with my approval. 

I believe we would find a remedy, and if I had the power I would 
place every disabled Union soldier who was honorably discharged on 
the pension-roll at not less than S8 a month. [Applause on the Repub- 
liean side.] That is the true remedy, and by passing such a law you 
would get rid of the vast number of men who merely march up the 
hill and down again throughout the country as employés of the Pen- 
sion Office. [Renewed applause. ] 

By unanimous consent the pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, in further answer to the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. Matson] and his statement that the Commissioner 
of Pensions has the power to detail clerks to do this work of special 
examination, I wish to say that that power has not been exercised, 
while the injury has been going on, and we are still without any 
remed, . 


y» r 
Mr. MATSON. Let me state, Mr. Chairman, that there are now 
about four hundred special examiners in the field, detailed clerks and 
ers. 


How many? 

About four hundred. 

Four hundred detailed clerks? 

No, altogether. 

And we still find that relief does not come. The 
members of this Housè have a strong argument in their experience 
against the claim that there is an excess of clerks in this bureau. 
Under the familiar and pleasant rule of the former Commissioner of 
Pensions, Colonel Dudley, it was customary when a member of Con- 
gress went into the Pension Office for that Commissioner or one of his 
deputies to detail a clerk to examine the case called up with the 
member. 

The points were readily gained and the skill and familiarity with 
the case of the person having it in charge was given for the benefit of 
the time of the member of Congress making the application and for 
the benfit of the pensioner. Now, however, we find all that condition 
of things changed. Every one who has recently gone to the third 
orny. s office, and who has asked for information in regard to a case, 

that he does not receive the same attention there from the 

Lede of the division as formerly; but the case is sent up by a mere 

messenger, and one man in the room has to serve many members of 

and others who come in on such business; and there is a pe- 

culiar and singular caution displayed as to the work that is being done, 

and as to the exhibition of the papers prodnced. A similar method 
obtains to some extent elsewhere. 

The deputy commissioners are courteous and obliging, but the meth- 
ods have been chan 

I understand the rule is absolute that the examiners having charge 
ol a case in the divisions are not permitted to present the case to the 
member of Congress who wants information, but such information must 
come through other avenues. Therefore I have inferred that this low 
rating of the value of the time and convenience of members of Con- 
gress, and consequent action upon it, must be because there is such a 
pressure of work upon the clerks in the office, and that they have been 
so busy with the work there that they could not be detailed upon this 
special service. 

One thing further, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say in the same line of 
expression as that used by the gentleman from Illinois Mr. Cannon], 
who has just taken his seat. I, too, believe that the true method of 
settling these questions is to pass a bill thatshall give a per diem, and 
a liberal per diem, pension to every soldier who served in the war for 
any considerable period, or who was in any general engagement, or 
who suffered in a rebel prison. Let the money that is now being paid 
out to the elerks while they are making numberless inquiries and seek- 
ing testimony in strange places, and meantime withholding pensions 
and keeping back their payment, be paid out to the pensioners them- 
selves, direet. Let the pensioners have the money and send the clerks 
about other business, and reduce the force inthe bureau. By this short 
cut the people will do justice by the old soldiers and put an end to these 
unkind and unjust delays. 

Mr. CON GER. I denis to make a pro forma amendment for the 
purpose of asking a question. 

I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
this question: About how long does a case lie in the hands of a special 
examiner in your district before the attention of the claimant is called 
to it for examination ? 

Mr. MATSON. I do not know that I can answer the question spe- 
-cifically as to the exact time. I know, as far as my own experience in 
that district is concerned, that there has been commendable prompt- 
ness in such eases. 

And right here I just want t@say, in response to what the gentleman 

Kansas says, that these cases go into the hands of the special ex- 
aminer and are held there fortwo years, that he is entirely mistaken. 


Mr. MATSON. 


Mr. CONGER. Iasked the gentleman for the purpose of knowing 
how long these papers were allowed to lie in the hands of a special ex- 
aminer, for the reason that my own experience has been that a consid- 
erable length of time has been so occupied. 

Mr. MATSON. I supposeif he has other claims which have priority, 
or some special reason which prevents him from taking prompt action 
on a case when it is putin his hands, there may be some delay, and 
that circumstances may arise where cases would be allowed to * over 
for some time. I do not know of any. 

Mr. CON GER. I speak from experience in my own district whats 
T have three eases that have cometo my own knowledge within the last 
few weeks, in which the papers have been sent to the special examiners 
and have lain in their hands fora period of eighteen months beforethey 
have proceeded to make any sort ofan examination in reference to them. 
Now it is possible that this may be peculiar to the State of Iowa for 
some reason—I do not say that it is political. But my friend from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Dock ER] tells me that he has no complaint in his State. 
The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. MATSON } says that they are working 
the business up very closely in his State. Sothat I assume there must 
be some peculiar reason which we are unable to understand why in the 
States of Iowa and Kansas and Nebraska and other States of that par- 
ticular persuasion there should be this neglect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Since the gentleman has referred to that, let me 
say to him that in my State there has been considerable complaint of 
delay. Papers have lain in the hands of special examiners for a year 
at a time. 

Mr. CONGER. I do not complain of the failure to make a report in 
these cases, but of the failure to make an examination at all. I have 
three letters written to me from different parties within the last eight- 
een months reciting exactly the same thing, or that their cases were 
sent to the special examiner in the city of Des Moines, Iowa, on such a 
date—the first eighteen months ago; the next letter, referred to the 
same date, being written later, and yet no action was taken. 

Now, I desire to correct the chairman of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions in the statement just made by him in regard to the number 
of examiners in the field. I hold in my hand a letter written by the 
Commissioner of Pensions in which he says that but two hundred and 
seventy men are engaged in special examinations in that office and tells 
me where they are distributed, and from my knowledge of the location 
of a large majority of the soldiers in this country I am satisfied that 
the larger proportion of these men have been sent to such States as In- 

Missouri, and to other States where 

Mr. PETERS. They can do political work. [Langhter.] 

Mr. CON GER. Where they can do, if necessary, political work. 

Mr. PETERS. What is the letter? 

Mr. CON GER. I shall not read the letter, but ask to have it printed 
in the Recorp in this connection. 

There was no objection. 

The letter is as follows: 


[Dictated.] 


DEPARTMENT or THE IxTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Orrick OF THE COMMISSIONER, 
Washingren, D. C., April 2, 1888. 

My Dran Sm: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt ‘of your letter of 
the Mth instant, in which 1 u request to be informed of the number of specin} 
examiners employed in this bureau and where the same are stationed, and in 
reply permit me to state that at this time there are two hundred and seventy 
men engaged upon such duty, distributed in the following manner: 

Inthe western ri district. which comprises the States of Illinois, Iowa, Nebraska, 

Colorado, ‘eaten yy California, Oregon,and all the Territories except 
Dakota, New Mexico, and Indian, there are forty-six examiners. 

In the Potomae district, which comprises that portion of Pennsylvania west 
of the Susquehanna River, the southern half of Ohio, that portion of Maryland 
west of the Cag rap Eam Bay, the Di-triet of Columbia, the States of Virginia. 

West Virginia, N Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, and that portion of 
Florida east of the eea River, there are fifty-three examiners. 

In the Indiana district, which comprises the northern part of Ohio, the States 
of Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, and the Territory of Dakota, and 
a portion of the work to be performed in Canada, there are sixty-seven exam- 


iners. 
Int the Missouri district, which comprises the States of Kentucky, Tennessee, 
Alabama, Mississippi. Louisiana, that portion of the State of Flo a west of the 
Apalachicola River, Texas, Arkansas, Missouri, the Territory of New 5 
and the Indian Torey there are forty-two examiners. 

In the Hudson district, which comprises that portion of Pennsylvaniu east of 
the Susquehanna River, that portion of the State of Maryland east of the Chesa- 
122 Bax, the States ‘of Delaware, New Jersey, New York, Masenchusetts, 

Island, Connecticut, New Hampshire, Vermont, Maine, ‘and a portion of 
the work performed in Canada, there are 8 examiners. 


Hoping this will prove satisfactory, I am, very truly, yours, 
JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner. 


Hon. E. H. Concern, House of Representatives. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I move to strike out the last word, for oe purpose 
of replying to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. CoxGER], who has been 
pleased to mention my name in connection with the question now un- 
der consideration. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam in favor of appropriating every dollar that is 
necessary to furnish a sufficient force not only in the department of 
special examinations, but also in all other departments of the Pension 
Bureau, so as to secure the speedy examination of pending claims. 
The Commissioner of Pensions ought to be the best judge of the force 
requisite, and I am quite willing to accept the judgment of the present 
eflicient officer in charge of that great department. 


T 
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Referring especially to the delay claimed to exist by the gentleman 
from New York, and emphasized by the remarks of the gentleman from 
Iowa, I desire to say that so far as I am advised there has been no com- 
plaint of that nature in the section of Missouri from which I come. I 
do not know how itis or why it is, but the examiners in my district 
are hold-over Republicans 

A MEMBER. That is the reason there is no complaint. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Bat unfortunately for the gentleman from Iowa, 
if that be the reason, it controverts his statement wherein he asserted 
that the examiners sent to Indiana, Missouri, and other States were 
sent there to do political work. 

But, Mr. Chairman, referring again to the alleged delay in the ex- 
amination of pension cases, permit me to qualify my statement of a few 
moments since, for there was complaint perhaps for three months or 
more of last year. The examiner at that time was a hold-over““ 
official from the last administration, and the complaint had its origin 
in the illness of that very excellent gentleman, who was suffering from 
the effects of a bullet which had furrowed its way across his forehead. 
This battle-scarred veteran therefore, because of his injuries, was unable 
to do efficient work for the time stated, and, so far as I remember, this 
has been the only delay of which complaint might properly be made. 

Ido not think that the statement of the gentleman from Iowa, al- 
leging political work by this class of officials, is Warranted by anything 
that has ever come to my knowledge in Missouri. Sir, in my opinion, 
all questions relating to the proper care of disabled soldiers, their 
widows and orphans, are non-partisan, and should be so regarded. 

And therefore it is I regret that our Republican friends so fre- 
quently indulge in partisan observations in the discussion of all matters 
relating to pensions, 

Mr. Chairman, as I have stated, both of these special examiners in my 
section of Missouri are Repnblicans; but they have not engaged in po- 
litical labors, neither do I believe that any Democrat on that force has 
been so employed. If any Democrat has neglected the interests of the 
soldiers by engaging in partisan Jabors he ought to be discharged, and 
I have full faith that such action will be taken whenever the fact is 
brought to the attention of the Commissioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wish to say in reference to the subject under 
consideration that I find in the State of Maine, which I have the honor 
in part to represent, that all of the cases that have been referred to the 
special examiners are on an average one year behind. When withina 
month or two I have called up cases that have been referred to special 
examiners eight months ago the response has come from the Pension 
Office that the cases will be considered by the examiners when they 
are reached in regular order, and in many cases where the reports have 
been made by special examiners they have been rereferred to examiners 
in other parts of the country and subjected to another delay of six or 
eight months—in some cases a year. 

Ido not know what is the reason of this; whether or not there are 
not sufficient officials to examine these cases more promptly than is 
indicated by what has occurred in myown State. But it seems to me 
to be the duty of the House to increase the number. If the difficulty 
has arisen from other causes it ought to be made known and the 
remedy applied. 

The soldiers of this country deserving pensions ought not to be kept 
out of them month after month and year after year. I think it is the 
duty of this committee at this point to apply a remedy to these difi- 
culfies which I have suggested. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, rose. 

Mr. FORNEY. If we are to get through with this bill there ought 
to be some limit put upon this debate. I ask unanimous consent that 
debate on the pending paragraph be limited to five minutes. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘Then I ask unanimous consent that it be limited 
to ten minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I wish to say a word on this pension busi- 
ness. As regards the provisions of this bill, as I have been in the 
House but a short time, I do not know all the features of it; but Iam 
satisfied there is nothing to object toin the number of clerks in the 
Pension Department or the expenses in connection therewith. But I 
do certainly have objection to the way in which soldiers and their 
widows are kept out of their pensions. F 

As regards many of the soldiers in my own district, I have had the 
same experience as the gentleman from Iowa. I know of cases where 
there is a delay in their being settled of from eighteen months to two 
years after the cases had been placed in the hands of special examiners. 
Ihave ih my mind one case especially, a soldier named Colonel Hum- 
phrey. He died over eighteen months ago. His widow applied for a 
pension. He had carried a bullet in his shoulder for fourteen years. 
It was finally extracted; but he afterwards met with an accident, 
breaking his limb, and his blood became poisoned, no doubt from his 
carrying that bullet so long. Mortification took place and he died. 
The case was referred to the medical examiners, The physicians of 
the town testified to the fact that the wound was the cause of hisdeath, 
he having carried that bullet in the shoulder for so great a length of 
time. Yet the application of his poor widow, needing aid so much 
from the Government, was denied her. > : 


Now, what sort of a way was that to treat a colonel of the Army or 
his widow, who needed the little pension that was due her? The case 
was sent to the special examiners in the field. They have had it in 


hand, and up to this time there is no report in her favor. I presume 
there will be by and by, but it is not a very pleasant thing for her to 
be kept waiting from month to month, depending, perhaps, upon the 
aid of friends and neighbors, I mention this as only one case illustra- 
tive of this pension business; and, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that 
these evils will be remedied until we adopt a general pension law which 
will apply to every soldier, no matter what may have been the length 
of his service; a law like the Mexican pension bill. I was very glad 
when that was passed. The Congress which passed it deserved credit, 
and they deserved, also, credit for passing another pension law for the 
benefit of the Unionsoldiers. If that bill had been signed by the Presi- 
dent, as the Mexican pension bill was, I am satisfied that we would 
have had less of this trouble about pension legislation; and until such 
a measure is passed we shall always have these difficulties. No matter 
how many examiners we appoint or how many clerks we employ, the 
same troubles will exist. 

I know of a man who applied for a pension and his application was 
pending four years. Finally it was allowed, and he received a pen- 
sion. He was a man who was physically disabled and in destitute 
circumstances. I met him and asked him, Charley, did you get your 
pension?“ Les,“ he said, I got it.)“ How much is it?“ Iasked. 
He said it was $2 a month. He had had to pay his attorney $10 for 
getting the pension, so it took five months of his pension to pay the 
attorney’s fee. Now, everybody knows that if a man is not worth 
more than $2 a month he is not worth anything. What we want isa 
general bill like that introduced by my colleague, Mr. Hovey. If we 
do not pass that, then I hope the per diem bill will pass, Either one 
will be in the direction of justice to the soldiers, and, I am confident, 
will be acceptable to the people all over the land. If the arrears- of- 
pension bill were passed that would be of great help; but, in my judg- 
ment, a general pension law is the only effectual means of relieving 
the ex-soldiers of the Union and solving the pension problem. 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I believe that it is our duty to 
provide all practicable means for the speedy adjudication of pension 
cases. Ido not complain, sir, of the present management of the Pen- 
sion Office. I believe that it is conducted in an efficient way, and that 
the work that is done in the office is satisfactory. But, with the view 
of securing tho earliest possible adjudication of pension claims, I be- 
lieve we should increase the number of special examiners. It has been 
said by the gentleman from Indiana that many of the clerks may be 
detailed for special examiner work, but if that is done the efficiency 
of the office will be impaired just to that extent. On the other hand, 
if we increase the number of special exaniiners, the office force can re- 
main as it is, and tho cases can be disposed of with much greater 
rapidity. 

I find upon reference to the annual report of the Commissioner of 
Pensions that only 19.2 per cent. of the applications forinvalid pensions 
filed in 1886 have been allowed; that only 29 per cent. of the applica- 
tions filed in 1855 have been allowed; that but 31 per cent. of the 
applications for original invalid pensions filed in 1884 have been al- 
lowed. An examination of this table discloses this fact: that the aver- 
age allowances upon applications for original invalid pensions exceed 
50 per cent., rising in one year as high as 88 per cent. of the applica- 
tions filed during that year. 

I take it, then, that amongst the applications filed in 1835, 1836, 
and 1887, and in the preceding years, there are a great number of 
claims that are entitled to allowance. Why should their admission 
be delayed? The answer will be that the cases are not yet made up; 
that they are not fully proved, and that therefore they can not be al- 
lowed; but my experience has been that the most effectual way of 
securing the proof of a pension claim is to putit into the hands of an in- 
telligent special examiner, and let him go out amongst the witnesses 
and collect the testimony for himself. 7 

Itis an infinitely better way of proving up pension claims than rely- 
ing upon ex parte affidavits, which may be drawn by any one at any 
cross-roads store. Many of the gentlemen who draw pension affidavits, 
whilst they mean very well indeed, do not succeed in bringing out the 
important and material facts that are within the knowledge of the 
witnesses, and within my own experience I have encountered many 
pension claims that could have been rendered complete by the testi- 
mony of witnesses whose statements were already filed, but whose tes- 
timony was inconclusive, because it had not been properly taken. 

I believe that an increase in the number of special examiners will 
facilitate and hasten the allowance of these claims. Is it not, then, our 
duty to make this increase? I was struck by a remark once made in 
my hearing by a gentleman connected with a board of pension-examin- 
ing surgeons. He said it seemed that the pension claims which were 
longest in securing an allowance were those of illiterate persons, and 
that intelligent ple understand their rights and are generally able 


to prove their claims promptly, whilst the less intelligent do not always 
appreciate their rights under the pension laws, or nre not so able to se- 
cure the testimony of their witnesses. Although this may not be gen- 
erally true, it is obvious that the aid of a skillful pension examiner is 
of great value to a claimant for a pension 
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The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending paragraph and amend- | diem with men who are under them. It is nothing but fair that they 


ments thereto is now, by unanimous consent, closed. The pro forma 
amendments will be considered as withdrawn. The question is upon 
the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER], which 
will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 25 strike out one hundred and fifty ” and insert “two hundred.“ 
The question being taken, there were—ayes 51, noes 68. 
Mr. ATKINSON. No quorum. 
Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PARKER and Mr. FORNEY were ap- 


inted, 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 31, 
noes 70. 

Mr. ATKINSON. I withdraw the point of no quorum. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For per diem in lieu of subsistence for one hundred and fifty additional special 

above provided for, while traveling on duty, ata rate to be fixed by 
the Secretary of r, not ex ing $3 per day, and for actual and nec- 
essary expenses for transportation, $190,000. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iam directed by the committee to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

word “for,” i ie oe ners 
DEEE DEENA pad IOLE oe KATEA examinee S OSLA E 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I hope the gentleman from Alabama will ex- 
plain that amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. What is the object of the amendment? 

Mr. FORNEY. The object is to allow to five supervising examiners 
a per diem. The committee, after referring the matter to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions and obtaining his approval of it, thought it 
right to recommend this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish the gentleman would explain who these 
special examiners are, where they are on duty, what their present pay 
is, and how much additional this amendment will give them. 

Mr. FORNEY. I think they are on duty here a portion of the time. 
They have charge of the five divisions of the country recognized by 
the Pension Department. I can not define what those divisions are. 


Mr. CANNON. What is the pay of these officers now? 

Mr. FORNEY. It ranges from $1,400 to $1,600. 

Mr. CANNON. How much will this amendment add to their sal- 

7 

Mr. FORNEY. Three dollars a day—I suppose about $1,000 a year. 

Mr. CANNON. Then the increase for each officer is about 81, 000 
annually ? 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. And they would draw this $1,600 extra whether on 
duty in the field or not? 


of the time. This amendment puts them on an equal footing in this 
with their subordinates. s 

Mr. CANNON. Now that I understand the effect of the amendment 
I make a point of order upon it. I will state the point. 

The law provides for clerks of classes 1, 2, 3, and 4. The officers 
named in this amendment are five jal examiners—supervising ex- 
aminers. Officers thus designated are not found in the law. Nowhere, 
so far as I know, does the statute speak of five supervising examiners. 
The truth is, as I understand, that five men who are clerks of class 3 
or 4—probably class 4—and who receive salaries of $1,600 or $1,800 a 
year, are on duty in the city of Washington; they do not travel, but 
occupy a similar position to that of the head of adivision, if you choose. 
This is a proposition to pay each one of these five men $3 a day—nomi- 
nally for subsistence while they are away from home in the field, but 
really to add a thousand dollars a year to their 

It may be proper policy to pay these men more than $1,600 or $1,800 
a year, but I want to know just, how much more. If they ought to 
receive $2,000 a year, let us give it; if they ought to receive $2,200 a 
year, the same as the highest order of chiefs of division, let us give it. 
If they ought to receive $2,500 a year, let us give it; but let us know 
what we are giving. Therefore I make a point of order upon the 
amendment. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman’s point is that there is no ex- 
isting law authorizing this additional pay. f 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. I will state that if the gentleman from 
Alabama thinks these men, in view of the duties which they perform, 
are equivalent to heads of division, and will move to give them an an- 
nual salary of $2,200, I will not make a point of order upon the propo- 
sition. 

Mr. FORNEY. 
the law. 

Mr. CANNON. This is a change of the law. 

Mr. FORNEY. I will state that under the administration of Mr. 
Dudley as Commissioner there were twenty-one of these officers, but 
the present Commissioner reduced the number to five. Their office 
is really here, but they have to go backward and forward; and this 
amendment simply puts them on an equal footing in respect to per 


I can not move that, because it would be a change ot 


should have their per diem. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What does the gentleman say as to the amend. 
ment being in conformity with existing law ? 

Mr. FORNEY. The law authorizes special examiners. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But it doesnot authorize this increase of their 
pay in this indirect way. 

_Mr. FORNEY. This is no indirect way. The amendment simply 
gives these men $3 a day for traveling expenses. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. While they remain here. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not want any confusion about this matter. As 
I understand the law, these employés of the Government, whenever 
they go into the field to make examination, get $3 a day for subsist- 
ence without the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama. 

They are now paid at the rate of $3 a day for every day, although 
every day is spent by them in their office, and that is an increase of 
over $1,000 a year. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. The duties of those men arein reference to 
some outlying State or Territory where they have to go to make these 
investigations. 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all, sir; their position is in the Pension Office, 
pure and simple, the same as any other clerk. 

The CHAT N. The Chair understands the addition is not de- 
signed for traveling expenses, but is in the nature of an increase of 
salary, these clerks receiving a dollar each day during the year, which 
is a change of law, and therefore sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman thinks these men ought to have 
the same pay that other clerks or chiefs of divisions have who discharge 
similar duties, I have no objection. 

Mr, KERR. I object. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

United States Patent Office: For compensation of the Commissioner of the 
Patent Office, $5,000; for assistant commissioner, $3,000; for chief clerk, $2,250; 
one law clerk, at $2,000; three examiners-in-chief, at $3,000 each; examiner of 
interferences, $2,500; thirty princi examiners, at $2,400 each; thirty-two first 
assistant examiners, at $1, ; thirty-six second assistant examiners, at 
$1,600 each; forty-one third assistant examiners, at $1,400 each; fifty fourth as- 
sistant examiners, at $1,200 each; one financial clerk, $2,000, whoshall; give bonds 
in such amount as the Secretary of the Interior may determine; one librarian, 
$2,000; three chiefs of division, at $2,000 each ; three assistant chiefs of division, 
at $1,500 each; three clerks of class 4, one of whom shall act as application 
clerk; one machinist, $1,600; five clerks of class 3, one of whom shall be trans- 
lator of languages; twelve clerks of class 2; fifty clerks of classi; one skilled 
laborer, $1,200; three skilled draughtsmen, at $1,200 each; four draughtsmen, 
at $1,000 each; one messenger and property elerk, $1,000; 98 perma- 
nent clerks, at $1,000 each; five model attendants, at $1,000 ; ten mocel 
attendants, at $800 each; sixty copyists, five of whom may be copyists of draw- 
ings; four copyists, at $720 dollars each; ninety-two skilled laborers, at $720 
each; forty-five laborers, at $600 each; forty laborers, at $480 each; fifteen mes- 
senger-boys, at $360 each; in all, $658,070. 

For purchase of books, and expenses of transporting publications of patente 
issued by the Patent Office to foreign governments, $3,000. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I rise to another point of order. Page 87, lines 
16 and 17, appropriates for chief clerk $2,250. The Revised Statutes 
fixes this salary, and I will say very properly, at $2,500 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to insert ‘* $2,500,” which is the amount 
provided in the law. He will get that or go without. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to insert 52, 250.“ 4 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Lobject. We will see whether the law rules 
in this matter or the Committee on Appropriations. ' 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman had $2,250 stricken out, and when 
I proposed to insert it again he said he should get $2,500 or go with- 
out, which seems to be inconsistent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam responsible for my action and do not mean 
to be lectured when I propose to carry out the law. 

Mr. RANDALL. It seems to me to be inconsistent because the gen- 
3 can not get $2,500 he shall leave the office without any salary 
at 

Mr. BUCHANAN. In lines 20 and 21, $2,400 each is the salary 
fixed for thirty principal examiners, The Revised Statutes gives them, 
and very properly, $2,500 each. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to fill the blank by inserting ‘‘ $2,500.” 

The amendment was di to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to insert 52,400.“ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I make the point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Another case of inconsistency. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Another case of infraction of law by the com- 
mittee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

12 photolithographing or otherwise producing plates for the Oficial Gazette, 


For photolithographing or otherwise producing copies of drawings of the 
weekly issues of patents, for producing copies of designs, trade-marks, and 
pending applications, and for the uction of exhausted copies; said pho- 
solithogrep® ing or erwise producing plates and copies referred to in thisand 
the z 5 to be done under the supe ion of the Commissioner 
of Patents and in the city of Washington, if it can there be done at reasonable 
rates; and the Commissioner of Patents, under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior, shall be authorized to make contracts therefor, $90,000. 

For investigating the question of the pubtic use or sale of inventions for twe 
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‘ears or more prior to filing applications for patents, and for expenses attend- 
0 defense of suits instituted against the Commissioner of Patents, $500. 

Havens of Education: For the Commissioner of Education, $3,000; collector 
and compiler of statistics, $2,400; chief clerk, $1,800; two clerks of class 4; one 


statistician, $1,800; two clerks of class 3; one tor, $1,600; four clerks of 
class 2; six clerks of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each; seven copyists; one 
skilled laborer, $840; two copyists, at $800 each; one copyist, $720; one assist- 
ant messenger; two ‘laborers; two laborers, at $180 each ; one laborer, at $100; 
and. one laborer, at 8860; in all, $45,429, 

Mr. BUCHANAN, [I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: j 


Page 90, line 9, strike out two,“ where it occurs near the end of the line; 
lines 10 and 11, strike out one laborer at $400, and one laborer at $360;"" and in- 
sert in line 9 “four” in: of “two.” 

Change footing to suit, 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have nothing to say in addition to what I 
have already said, except that in a preceding section the committee 
themselves have fixed the salary of messenger boys at $370, which is 
the sum proposed to be paid these Jaborers. 

The CHAIRMAN declared the amendment to be disagreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 63. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. MATSON, I wish to make a point of order on this section 
against the words chief clerk, §1, 800.“ The permanent law fixes 
this salary at $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. : 

Mr. MATSON. I move to insert ‘'$2,000,’’ and in support of tha 
amendment I wish to say this is the only chief clerk who gets less than 
$2,000. Of course the chief clerk of the Bureau of Education has to be 
a well-educated man, and should receive the salary of $2,000 provided 
by the permanent law. If he were not the only one of that class 
whose salary has been reduced below $2,000 I would not ask for this 
amendment. 

Mr. FORNEY. The chief clerks of the buréaus in the Navy Depart- 
ment get only $1,800. 

Mr. MATSON. But they are not fixed by law at $2,000. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask the attention of the gentleman from 
Indiana for a moment, to state to him that I have a list here of some 
seven or eight chief clerks who get less than $2,000. 

Mr. MATSON. But not by the statute law. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They get it on the appropriation bill of last 
year, which fixes the status of the salary for this House, according to 
the rulings of the Chair. 

Mr. MATSON. That may be; but the amount I state is what the 
statute fixes for the office. 
Mr. WASHINGTON. 

ting but $1,800. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the gentleman from Alabama has just stated 
that those in the Navy Department get but $1,800. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. The Chair has already ruled that the current 
bill fixes the salary; hence this is obnoxious to the point of order. 

Mr. MATSON. I ask a vote on the amendment. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not think it is well to make the increase. 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Has the Chair ruled upon the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled upon it, and the question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Indiana. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FORNEY. Iask unanimous consent now to insert $1,800. 

Mr. CHEADLE. I object. > 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For rent of buildings for the Interior Department, namely: For the Geological 
Survey, $10,000; for store-room for documents, $360; and for rent of buildings 
until not later than December 1, 1888, for the following offices: For the Bureau 
of Education, $1,667; Indian Office, $2,292; Bureau of Labor, $1,000; Railroad 
and General Land Office, $750; in all, $16,067. 

Mr. FORNEY. I movè to amend after line 13, by inserting the 
words ‘‘ for rent of stables, not exceeding $600.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For surveyor-general of the Territory of Dakota, $2,000; and for J i 
his office, $7,000; in all, $9,000, i z S 

Mr. GIFFORD. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 15, page 95, strike ont seven“ and insert “nine,” 


Mr. GIFFORD. The effect of the amendment will be to appropri- 
ate the amount fixed by the estimate. 

Mr. FORNEY. What is the gentleman’s statement? 

Mr, GIFFORD. That it will raise the amount of the appropriation 
to the estimate made by the Department. 
Nr. RANDALL, It is an increase over last year already. 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes; we have increased the clerks there from three 
to seven, and the committee thought that was enough. 

Mr. GIFFORD. If that be the case, then I should not insist upon 
the amendment. A 

Mr. FORNEY. That has been done. 


I hold in my hand a list of nine who are get- 
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Mr. GIFFORD. Then I withdraw the amendment. 
Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend in line 21, page 94, by striking out “three thousand” and inserting 
“four thousand six eee in lieu thereof; also strike out the words five 
3 five,“ in same page and line, and insert seven thousand one” in lieu 
thereof. 


Mr. RANDALL. We have already passed that provision and I ob- 
jectto going back. I have no objection to the gentleman stating the 
pu of the amendment. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. I would like to test the sense of the House 
on the amendment, because I think it is absolutely necessary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania insist 
upon the point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do, because we will never get through with the 
bill if we go back in this way. 

Mr. SMITH, of Arizona. Can a point of order be sustained when 
one can not hear the Clerk read the bill, owing to the confusion in the 
Hall? I was endeavoring to follow the reading of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only rule upon the point of or- 
der as made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and not on the sit- 
uation. 

The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: > 

For rent of office for the surveyor-general, fuel, books, stationery, pay of mese 
senger, and other incidental expenses, $1,500. 
1 1 neral of Minnesota, $1,800; and for the clerks in his office, $2,000; 

Mr. LIND. I move to strike out the last word for the purpose of 
requesting the Clerk to read a communication received from the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that 
this communication came to me within the past five minutes, in re- 
sponse to an inquiry I addressed to the Commissioner as to the condi- 
tion of business in that office. I now ask the Clerk to read the com- 
munication. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

DEPARTMENT INTERIOR, Washington, D. C., May 29, 1888. 


ublic land division, C, is barely 
t would require eighteen months 


Hon, Jonx LIND: 

The present force in contest division, and 
able to keep present arrears from increasing. 
in each of these divisions, with present force, to dispose of presentaccumulation, 
if no other cases came in. Recorder’s division not more than two months be- 
hind. In pre-emption division 91,000 cases pending; with present force will 
dispose of about 15,000 per year. 

The estimated number of cases received during this year, 50,000—a yearly in- 
crease of 800 per cent. since 1880, It will require five years to dispose of the ac- 
cumulation, if no other cases should be received. 

5. M. STOCKSLAGER, 
Commissioner, 

Mr. LIND. Now, Mr. Chairman, I renew my request to the com- 
mittee—— 

Mr. RANDALL. And I repeat my objection. 

Mr. LIND. I believe I am entitled to five minutes under the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL, Is there any question before the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moved a pro forma amendment, 

Mr, LIND. I did move to strike out. 

I now repeat my request to the committee made a short time since, 
and state that it is not fair to the West, nor is it fair to this country, 
to cut down the estimate made by the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office to the amount of $200,000 and refuse his request of one 
hundred additional clerks when that office has now more work on 
hand than it can do in five years and business increasing at the rate 
of 800 per cent. per annum. It is unfair to the West. It is outrageous 
if it is anything. 5 

Mr. Chairman, no one can deny the fact that this is without excuse. 
The poor devil living on a homestead claim in Dakota, if his claim is 
contested, will have to wait from four to five years before it can be ascer- 
tained whether he can hold his land or not. I repeat, it is outrageous. 
Is that a state of affairs that ought to prevail in a civilized community? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; but in a Democratic Congress. 

Mr. RANDALL, I object to going back. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. LIND. Ido. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

For surveyor-general of the Territory of Idaho, $2,500; and for the clerks in 
his office, $1,500; in all, $4,000, 

Mr. DUBOIS. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend line 10, page 96, by striking out ‘one thousand five hundred” and in- 
serting three thousand; and amend line 14 by striking out one thousand 
five hundred” and inserting ** three thousand.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. , 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. FORNEY. I withdraw the point of order, 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer these amendments for the fol- 
lowing reasons: There are only 10,350,554 acres of surveyed land in the 
Territory of Idaho out of 55,000,000 acres. There are hundreds and 
hundreds of ranchers living upon unsuryeyed lands in the Territory, 
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who are besieging the Department daily for additional surveys. I am 
led to believe that the Appropriations Committee will make an appro- 
priation in the sundry civil bill for this purpose. The appropriation 
will avail nothing unless there is sufficient force in the suryeyor-gen- 
eral’s office to work up the field-notes. ‘This is a simple act of justice 
which I ask for in behalf of my growing Territory. 

Mr. FORNEY. This, as regards the first amendment, is the same 
amount as was given in the bill last year, and no deficiency has been 
reported. As regards the second amendment, I will state that the 
amount which we give, $1,500, is all the Department has asked. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Du- 
BOIS, there were—ayes 49, noes 59. : 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


The Clerk read the following paragraph: 
For surveyor-general of the Territory of Montana, $2,500; and for the clerks 
his office, $6,000; in all, $8,500. 
Mr. TOOLE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend in line 22, pase. 96, by striking out “six thousand” and inserting 
A t thousand“ in lieu thereof, and by,striking out the words eight thou- 
sand five,” in same line and same page, and inserting “ten thousand five” in 
lieu thereof. 

Mr. TOOLE. Mr. Chairman, thisamendmentis in keeping with the 
estimate oi the Secretary ofthe Interior. 1f$8,000 was necessary when he 
made his estimate at the beginning of thesession, it is much more so now. 
Since that a bill has passed Congress and become a law by which 
17,500,000 acres of land, embraced within the Blackfoot Indian reser- 
vation, have been thrown open to settlement under the homestead and 
desert-landlaw. Not one foot of this land has been surveyed. A rail- 
road—the St. Paul, Minneapolis and Manitoba road—rans through this 
reservation for over 200 miles. On each side of that road and all over 
the ceded lands homesteaders have made and are making settlements. 
This question of clerk-hire is fundamental, and without an adequate 
force the amount hereafter to be appropriated in the sundry civil bill 
forthe survey of public lands is not important. The force in thesurveyor- 
general’s office for the last year was wholy inadequate. The work of 
the office is a year behind. The result of this was that the money set 
aside or surveys in Montana last year was covered back into the Treas- 
ury. The reason was this: Contractors for doing the public surveys 
the year preceding took their contracts at the prices fixed by law upon 
the implied understanding that when the contracts were executed they 
would get their money. ‘Their field-notes were required to be worked 
up in the surveyor-general’s office and then transmitted to the Gen- 
eral Land Oce for examination and approval. Their pay was delayed 
over a year. 

With this condition of affairs existing no applications for contracts 
were made the last year, and as before said, and for these reasons, no 
contracts were let, and the money intended for Montana was of no ben- 
efit tous. Unless this appropriation is increased we will experience 
the same thing again. I appeal to the gentlemen in charge of this bill 
to yield to this request. The settlement of lines and establishment ot 
permanent boundaries in localities where settlements are made and are 
rapidly being made is of the greatest importance, and a failure to do so 
is sometimes freighted with the most serious consequences. Legal 
controversies arise out of it, personal encounters are not infrequent, and 
sometimes heavy costs and expenses are thereby entailed upon com- 
munities that are not able to bear them. 

Mr. RANDALL. The Committee on Appropriations recommend an 
increase of $3,000 over last year, and we considered after reflection and 
inquiry that that was sufficient. = 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 

= surveyor-general of Oregon, $1,800; and for the clerks in his office, $3,000; 

Mr. HERMANN. I desire to make a point of order as to the salary 
of the surveyor-general in this paragraph. The regular salary by the 
existing law in the Statutes at Large is $2,500. The appropriation for 
the Forty-eighth Congress, second session, as appears from the statutes 
of that year, 1883-85, volume 23, gives the surveyor-general of Oregon 
$2.500, while this allowance is $1,800. Therefore I make the point of 
order. 


Mr. RANDALL. The statute fixes it at $2,500. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be compelled to rule as he has 
done in other cases and sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit an amend- 
ment, to fill the blank with $2,500. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that amendment will not prevail. It will 
mee the salary of that surveyor-general higher than the salary of «ny 
other. 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I desire the attention of the com- | 


mittee and of the Committee on Appropriations for a few minutes on 
this point. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL? his 
just said that this amendment will make the salary of the surseyor- 

eral of Oregon larger than that of any other. By referring to the 
present bill he will find that he is mistaken. For instance, he will find 
that the surveyor-general of the Territory of Idaho receives $2,500, that 


proposition is to increase this salary $700. 


the surveyor-general of the Territory of Montana receives $2,500, and 
that several other surveyors- general of Territories receive $2,500, which 
is the maximum provided in the same law which allows $2,500 to the 
surveyor-general of Oregon. 

Permit me to state further—and here again I ask the kind ear of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations—that this is not one of 
those cases where the salary has been continued at this figure for ten 
or twelve years. Every Republican surveyor-general of Oregon has 
received a salary of $2,500. The present officer was one of the first 
appointments under this Administration, and almost immediately after 
his appointment this decrease was made. When he accepted his ap- 
pointment he accepted it in view of the general statute which provided 
a salary of $2,500. At the last Congress I offered an am ent to 
the pending clause in the then appropriation bill, but it was objected 
to by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] on the ground 
that the surveyor-general of Oregon would have less business than 
usual, because the committee had failed to make an appropriation for 
the extension of surveys, although there are remaining in that great 
State at least 20,000,000 of acres yet to be surveyed. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, that condition of things has been changed. Under the act of 
February 8, 1887, it is provided that allotments shall be made in the 
Indian reservations, and the Indians on three or four of those large 
reservations have signified their desire to have allotments made of their 
lands, and the Committee on Indian Affairs have submitted in their 
appropriation billa clause which provides the sum of $100,000 for sur- 
veys and resurveys. It reads: 

For surveys and resurveys under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 8, 1487, to be repaid proportionately out of the proceeds of 
the sales of such lands as may be acquired the Indians un the pro- 
visions of said act, $75,000; in all $100,000. 

In the recommendations {or these surveys are embraced three large 
Indian reservations in the State of Oregon, comprising an area far ex- 
ceeding that of Connecticut. That will impose upon the surveyor-gen- 
eral of Oregon an immense amount of labor, and yet, in view of this 
labor, the small sum of $1,800 is to be continued in this bill as the sal- 
ary of the surveyor-genéral. Now, I ask the Committee on Appropri- 
ations, and I particularly appeal to the chairman of that committee, 
whether it is not a gross injustice to a faithful officer, who is there to 
administer the law, and who does administer it 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. I move tostrike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, this State in whose behalf I am speaking isas large as 
New Vork and Pennsylvaniacombined. There are over 20,000,000 acres 
of her lands yet to be surveyed. The great incoming tideof immigration 
is covering the country, and the people are demanding a survey and a 
proper segregation of the public lands inorder that they may settle upon 
them and obtain titles. You may remember, Mr. Chairman, that only a 
short time ago the Secretary of the Interior transmitted a communica- 
tion, accompanied by petitions from all thel and officers in that State, 
embracing tive land districts, asking for an increased extension of the 
public surveys. That, I apprehend, will be received in a proper man- 
ner by the Committee on Appropriations, who will make a suitable ap- 
propriation for that purpose. That will again increase the duties of 
this office. So that Iask you gentlemen on both sides of the Chamber, 
every one of you, whether you will permit this officer, with these in- 
creased labors, to go on in the discharge of his duties upon the salary of 
$1,800, in the face of the law which, when he accepted the appoint- 
ment under this Administration, provided a salary of $2,500. Is it 
right or just? Besides, he is required to keep his office in a city where 
the expense of living is necessarily high. Would any gentleman on 
either side of this House accept the responsibilities imposed upon this 
officer with the salary to which you propose to limit him? Mr. Chair- 
man, I believe not. Therefore I appeal to both sides of the House 
to increase this appropriation, and to increase it in accordance with 
statutory law which was in force when he accepted the position. 

I claim that this is an exceptional instance, the like of which has 
not been before presented to the House. In the name of justice and 
right, and npon the principles of ordinary business, I appeal to you to 
increase tu.s appropriation. I would rather that this bill should not 
carry the appropriation of one dollar for this officer, so that we may 
go into the Senate and see whether we can not obtain there what the 
law justly gives him, than to have him cut down to the insignificant 
sum of 81. S -a sum which under all the circumstances he should not 
be asked to receive. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, the salary of this officer was cut 
down by the Senate. For two years the salary has been fixed at $1,800. 
To change it now would increase the salary of this officer over that of 
corresponding officers in Florida, Louisiana, and other States. None 
of these salaries are up to the general statute law. The gentleman’s 
I do not think this the 
proper season to make increases. ‘Therefore I oppose the amendment. 

Mr. HERMANN. The Secretary of the Interior, in the estimate 


| which he submitted to the Committee on Appropriations, expressly 
| asks that $2,500 be allowed as the salary of the surveyor-general of 
| Oregon. 


Mr. RANDALL. He makes a similar request as to all of these ofi- 
cers. We have not followed his recommendation in that respect. 
Mr. HERMANN. Then Isay that under the peculiar circumstances 
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which I have presented, and which the report of the Commissioner of 

the General Land Office confirms, this should be made an exceptional 

instance. This officer should have his salary increased in view of the 

increased labors and responsibilities now imposed upon him by an act 
by Congress at the present session. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] 
has appealed especially to this side in a party point of view, I only 
want to say that I do not know anything about such appeals as that; 
but if I did, I have more respect for the party than I have for any indi- 
vidual Democrat, and I do not want to see our party here increasing 
salaries. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this is an old, old story’? to me. 
Our Democratic friends have the administration, and if they deliber- 
ately want to cut down this salary I presume they are the best judges 
in the matter. I think that a great many men now in office and draw- 
ing salaries (judging from what their party friends say about them, and 
in some instances from what I know about them myself) do not half 
earn the salaries that they get. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
to be commended for the position he takes in this matter; and certainly 
I shall not agonize to give these office-holders more salary than their 
Democratic friends think they are entitled to. 

A remark has been made about increasing this salary in the Senate. 
While I am not a member of the Senate, I hope that these salaries will 
not be increased at the other end of the Cafitol. You gentlemen here 
are the best judges of what these officers, your party friends, ought to 
be paid. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. HERMANN, there 
were—ayes 42, noes 63. 

Mr. HERMANN. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. HERMANN and Mr. FORNEY were ap- 

inted. 

E Mr. HERMANN. I withdraw the point of no quorum. N 

Mr. FORNEY. Task unanimous consent that this salary be fixed 
at $1,800. 

Mr. HERMANN. Lobjecttothat, Let us give this man what is fair 
and right, or let us give him nothing. 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The Clerk will proceed with the reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For surveyor-general of the Territory of Wyoming, $2,500; and for the clerks 
in his office, 88.000; in all, $5,500. 


Mr. CAREY. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 17, page 98, strike out 83,000 and insert , 000.“ In same line, strike 
out 5“ and insert “7.” 

Mr. CAREY. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is for the purpose of 
increasing the amount allowed for clerk-hire in the office of the sur- 
veyor-general of Wyoming from $3,000 to $5,000. I can not under- 
stand why any appropriations should be made for the offices of surveyors- 
general unless sufficient appropriations are also made for clerk-hire 
and for public surveys. I venture to make the statement, which I be- 
lieve within the bounds of truth, that this Government during the last 
three years has expended in this manner a quarter of a million dollars, 
for which it has received no return whatever, It keeps up year after 
year the offices of surveyors-genęral, which are costing for salaries and 
incidental expenses more than $100,000 annually, while very little 
money is being expended for the survey of the public lands. I believe 
it high time that all of these offices were abolished, unless Congress 
shall make proper appropriation for the surveys of the public lands, and 
shall compel the Commissioner of the General Land Office to make 
contracts and cause surveys to be made, as demanded by the people. 

I venture to assert that in every one of the Territories the surveyor- 
general for the last three years has had absolutely nothing to do. He 
has filled his office and employed one or two clerks in order to conform 
to the law, paid office rent and drew his salary. He has not been 
authorized to make contracts where the interests of the people have 
demanded that the surveys be extended. 

Where Congress made small appropriations for the public surveys, 
Mr. Sparks, lately in charge of the General Land Office, on the theory 
bred in one of his hallucinations that he could suspend a law of Con- 
gress, failed todo his duty and cause contracts to be made within these 
appropriations. I offered the amendment believing it the smallest 
amount that should be appropriated for clerk-hire in the office of the 
surveyor-general of Wyoming if any work is to be done through that 
office during the next fiscal year. I sincerely hope ai ‘cast a small 
amount will be placed in the sundry civil bill for the continuance of 
thé public surveys in that Territory, so that this work may go on from 
year to year until all the lands are surveyed. To meet the needs ofa 
growing country new surveys are demanded each year. 

It is not the time to refuse these appropriations, or to deny to the 
people of all the Territories the amounts absolutely necessary for the 
public lands. If there have been imperfect surveys, as is believed by 
the General Land Office, then let them be retraced, let the money be 
expended in retracing the lines and making the necessary office cor- 
rections. I believe the people are entitled to the surveys, and that it 
is unsound policy either for the Democratic or Republican side of the 
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House to reſuse to comply with their wishes in regard to this impor- 
tant branch of the publie service. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amount that was appropriated for the current 
year is only $50,000. That amount will probably be given for the 
coming year for the surveys of the public lands, At least I do not 
know that it will be increased for the coming fiscal year. But I will 
say to the gentleman that we have increased for this Territory of Wy- 
oming $1,500 in this bill, which we consider adequate. 

Mr. CAREY, I move to strike out the last word. 

I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, for I failed to catch exactly what he said, to state again the 
amount that would probably be appropriated for the next fiscal year 
for the surveys of the public lands ? 

Mr. RANDALL. As far as I am able to judge, I do not think it will 
be increased over last year’s appropriation of $50,000, if I remember 
correctly. 

Mr. CAREY. Does the gentleman know what the estimates were? 

Mr. RANDALL. The estimates, I am advised, are $300,000. 

Mr. CAREY. Now, I will ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations what consistency there is in keeping alive the oflices of 
surveyors-general and paying clerk-hire simply for the purpose of ex- 
pending $50,000 a year? 

Mr, RANDALL. Iam inclined to the opinion that there is no pro- 
priety in keeping alive these offices of surveyors-general. 

Mr. CAREY. Then I only want to say in reply to that that these 
appropriations have not been sufficient to meet the actual require- 
ments of the public service and the demands of the Western people for 
an extension of the system of A surveys. A few years agb 
the Appropriation Committee did not deny adequate appropriations. 

The Commissioner of the General Land Office has made his estimates, 
I believe, amounting to about $300,000. The chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations says that the appropriation for the coming 
year will probably be $50,0C0 for all the States and Territories. 

I do not believe in abandoning the offices of the surveyors-general 
until the surveys are completed, but as a good business proposition I 
believe it would be wise to expend some money in public surveys if 
these offices are to be maintained during the next fiscal year. 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say that the number of acres of land 
already surveyed and not disposed of in the various States and Terri- 
tories is absolutely enormous; and if I remember correctly as to the 
gentleman’s own Territory, there is a very large amount of surveyed 
lands not disposed of. 

Mr. CAREY. And I wish to state in response that my Territory, 
though it is young, with a population of a hundred thousand people, 
has contributed to the overburdened Treasury of the United States 
over a million of dollars for public land, for which her people have 
only the receipts of the land offices, of which the Government itself 
has so destroyed the credit that not one cent can be borrowed on 
them. 

Mr. RANDALL. Will the gentleman state how many acres there 
are in that Territory which have been surveyed and undisposed of? 
I do not now remember the exact number of acres, 

Mr. CAREY. I can not state the exact number now from memory. 
It is a large number. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will furnish it to the gentleman, as I have the 
statement here somewhere. 

Mr. CAREY. But I know that I have received letter after letter 
asking me on behalf of my people to have these surveys extended 
where they have not been extended. There are many millions of acres 
not surveyed, and the people are settling upon them. : 

Mr. RANDALL. The committee willobserve that this increases by 
$1,500 this appropriation over last year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will treat the pro forma amendment 
of the gentleman from Wyoming as having been withdrawn, ‘and the 
question recurs on the amendment submitted by him. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee now rise, and will 
state that my object is to ask the House to extend the time of adjourn- 
ment beyond 5 o’cfock, in order that we may be able to dispose of this 
bill during this session, and thus avoid an evening session. 

Mr. PAYSON. Will the gentleman allow an inquiry? Is it the 
purpose of those having the bill in charge to move an adjournment over 
to-morrow if this bill passes? 

Mr. MILLS, That is my purpose, as soon as the committee rises, to 
get the floor and make that motion. . 

Mr. PAYSON. Then I hope that there will be no objection to the 
suggestion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Could it not be done 
by unanimous consent ? 

Mr. RANDALL. No; it has to be done in the House. I want to 
get the extension so as to avoid coming back here to-night. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCrEARY having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, 
had come to no resolution thereon. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


~ A message, in writing, from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also informed the House that the President had approved bills of the 
following titles: 

An act (H. R. 1640) changing the name of the port of Lamberton, in 
the District of Burlington, N. J., to the port of Trenton in said district; 

An act (H. R. 9711) making an appropriation to enable the several 
Executive Departments of the Government and the Bureau of Agricult- 
ure, and the Smithsonian Institution, including the National Museum 
and Commission of Fish and Fisheries, to participate in the centennial 
exposition of the Ohio Valley, to be held at Cincinnati, Ohio, from 
July 4 to October 27, 1888; 

An act (H. R. 2365) for the relief of William F. Thorne; and 

An act (H. R. 484) for the relief of Thomas C. Dickey. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Railroad 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River in the Choctaw 
Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark.; and 
F A bill (S. 2210) to revive the grade of General in the United States 

rmy. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (S. 1286) granting a pension to Michael Lane; 

A bill (S. 625) granting a pension to George W. Schell; 

A bill (S. 760) granting a pension to Stephen C. Lobdell; 

A bill (S. 1015) granting a pension to Margaret M. Collins; 

A bill (S. 1554) to increase the appropriation for the erection of the 
public building at Sacramento, Cal; 

A bill (S. 2738) granting an increase of pension to John G. Merritt; 

A bill (S. 1017) granting an increase of pension to Stephen C. Schie- 


del; and 
A bill (S. 1083) for the erection of a public building at Tallahassee, 
Fla. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. RANDALL. I ask unanimous consent that the hour of ad- 
journment of the House to-day be extended beyond 5 o’clock, till the 
conclusion of this bill. My object is to avoid an evening session, if we 
can. The weather is very warm, and it would be unpleasant to come 
here at night. 

A MEMBER. No other business to be taken up? 

Mr. RANDALL. ‘There will be no other business taken up. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that when the House adjourns to-day it be to 
meet on Thursday next, to-morrow being Memorial Day. 

The motion was to, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. : 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose 
of considering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Pending that I desire to submit a priv- 
ileged report. 

Mr. RANDALL. My motion is privileged. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. We can get through with this in one 
minute. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
yield? 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
quiry. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope the gentleman will not interfere with the 
consideration of the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, addressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is putting the question. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri. Can I not ask a question of the Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman can raise a question of 
order. 

Mr. O’NIELL, of Missouri. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. 


Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 


I desire to make a parliamentary in- 


It is a question of order. 
The gentleman will state it. 


I was recognized by the Speaker, and 


submitted a privileged report. After that the gentleman from Penn- 

sylvania stated he did not yield; but when he had finished his motion 

the Speaker then recognized me. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


The Chair recognized the gentleman 


from Missouri because he heard that gentleman address the Chair. He 
did not know whether he rose to a point of order or not. The Chair 
knew the gentleman was out of order unless the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania consented. 
Mr, O’NEILL, of Missouri. 
we get through with this bill. 
LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The motion of Mr. RANDALL was agreed to. i 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. BLOUNT in the chair) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 
propriation bill. > 

The Clerk read the following paragraph: 


Office of Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office De: ent: Law 
clerk, $2,500; one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 3 (lease clerk); one clerk of 
class 2; in all, $7,300, 


8 ie MONTGOMERY. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


In line 1, page 99, strike out “one clerk ™ Where those words first occur and 
insert “two clerks; “ so that it will read “two clerks of class 4,” 


Mr. MONTGOMERY. I offer this amendment for the purpose of 
giving another clerkin es epar mena who may actas astenographer 
to the Assistant Attorney-General. Weare assured by the informa- 
tion which has been received by the Post-Office Committee that this is 
very important to the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office 
Department. The Committee on Appropriations, I suppose, thought 
this was not necessary. I do not know if they considered the point or 
not. I personally know that the Assistant Attorney-General for that 
Department is not able to discharge his duties without a clerk who can 
act as a stenographer. I do not believe the House will be disposed to 
refuse this reasonable request. An officer holding so important a po- 
sition and haying so much and such important work to do ought to 
have a stenographer. Most of the higher officers have, and I think all 
the chief officers who have a large amount of work to do ought to have 
stenographers in order that they may discharge their duties more rap- 
idly and more satisfactorily to the people whom they serve. 

When I have called on this Assistant Attorney-General—and I sup- 
pose other members of the Post-Office Committee have had the same 
experience, although I assume we would be more readily served than 
many other people—I say when I have called on him for opinions I 
have had to wait longer than I thought I ought to have waited. Iam 
told that if results from the fact that there is not a sufficient force in 
the office to discharge its duties promptly, and that the difficulty will 
be remedied by giving the Assistant Attorney-General a stenographer. 

Mr. FORNEY. In preparing this paragraph we followed the esti- 
mates submitted by the Department. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. One of the requests of that Department to 
the committee was that a stenographer be allowed for the office of the 
Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department. You will 
find that among the requests and recommendations of that office, I 
do not make this motion from captiousness, but because I am satisfied 
that this addition to the office is essential to its efficiency. 

Mr. PETERS. I ask the gentleman from Kentucky if the Assistant 
Postmaster-General is not required to report upon all claims by post- 
masters against the Department for money stolen or lost? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY, All loses of the Department and all questions 
where the construction of the law is involved are submitted to him. 
Many questions I have submitted myself, and I suppose every other 
member of the Post-Office Committee and many other members of the 
House have submitted legal questions to him questions involving the 
law as applicable to the various complications arising in reference to 
our great postal system. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask my colleague on the committee if 
the duties of this officer have not been materially increased by a law 
just passed in this Congress and approved by the President, authorizing 
the Department to adjust claims of postmasters arising from the loss 
of postal funds. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. There is no question about that, and Iam 
satisfied that: the committee have overlooked the request for this ste- 
nographer, or else they would have made provision for him in the bill. 
I would much prefer to have unanimous consent to make the bill pro- 
vide directly for a stenographer; but ifthat can not be done I would like 
to have an increase of the number of fourth-class clerks, one of whom 
should discharge the duties of a stenographer. 

Mr, RANDALL. We have the original estimate and the supple- 
mental estimate, and this proposed increase does not appear in either. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. ‘The Post-Office Department sent to usa state- 
ment of the request. 

Mr. RANDALL. But it does not appear in either the original or 
the supplemental estimate, so far as I can ascertain. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, I know that this officer is very anx- 
ious to have the provision made, and so is the Postmaster-General, and 
know his services are necessary. I was at the Department this morn- 
ing, and they assured me of the importance of it and seemed to havean 
idea that the committee had considered it and by mistake or otherwise 


Then I will let the report lie there until 


~ 


had refused it. Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I now, on my own 


responsi- 
bility, a this committee to provide for this stenographer in one shape 
or another. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Has any point of order been made against it? 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. No; as drawn the amendment is not subject 


to the point of order. I would much prefer to ask unanimous consent 
that this stenographer be allowed, if I did not know it would meet 
objection. 

Mr. FORNEY. I desire to call the attention of the committee to 
the fact that in this very paragraph we allow for one clerk of class 3, 
who shall act as a stenographer and telegraph operator. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. ‘That is for the Postmaster-General. 

Mr. FORNEY. No; for the First Assistant Postmaster-General. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Well, the First Assistant’s office and this 
office are entirely separate, so that the same stenographer could not 
possibly serve both. 

The question was taken on the amendment; and it was agreed to— 
ayes 54, noes 31. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chairman, before passing from this 
paragraph, I would like to have added a provision that this clerk be 
authorized to act as stenographer. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let the amendment be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Two clerks of class 4, one of whom shall be a stenographer. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, let us be exactly fair about this. A 
clerk of class 4 is appointed through the Civil Service Commission; a 
stenographer, I believe, is not. As to a clerk of class 4 who acts as a 
stenographer, I do not know whether he is appointed in that way or 
not. 8 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I am trying to provide that he shall be re- 
quired to take the civil-service examination as a stenographer. 

Mr. PETERS. They usually dothat. They are required to passan 
examination particularly as stenographers. 

Mr. CANNON. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not see but that it is competent 
for the committee to provide a stenographer, or to provide a clerk to 
discharge the duties of a stenographer, for any Department. We are 
continually providing appointees for the Departments for various pur- 
poses. The point of order is overruled. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For First Assistant Postmaster-General, $4,000; chief clerk, $2,000; chief of 


salary and aliowance division, $2,200; chief of appointment division, $2,000; 

chief of bond division, $2,000; superintendent division post-office supplies, $2,000; 

superintendent of free delivery, $3,000; twoclerks of class 4; twenty-two clerks 

of class 3; one clerk of class 3, to act as stenographer and Department pips, Biggar 

operator; seven clerks of elass 2; twenty-one clerks of class 1; nine clerks, at 

? 15 70 117 3 clerks at $900 each; five assistant messengers; seven laborers; 
na „620. 


Mr. FORNEY. I am directed by the committee to offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk, and to which I ask the attention of the 
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. McComas]. 

The Clerk read as follows: e 

Page 99, line 15, strike out two hundred.“ and insert“ four hundred.“ In 
line 16, after the word thousand.“ insert two hundred,” In line 24, strike 
cre and insert “six.” Page 100, line 2, strike out $11,620," and insert 

Mr, BUCHANAN, I make the point of order against that amend- 
ment that it names a figure above that in the last appropriation bill, 
and therefore changes existing law. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is correct. 

Mr. FORNEY. The point of the gentleman from New Jersey is made 
on the first and second amendments, not on the assistant messengers. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Not on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FORNEY. I ask that the amendment on which the point was 
not made be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 24, page 99, strike out “five,” and insert six.“ 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LAWLER. I move to amend by inserting, after the word 
„thousand,“ in line 18, page 99, the words ‘‘five hundred;’’ so as to 
read: 

Superintendent division post-office supplies, $2,500, 

Mr. FORNEY. I make a point of order on that. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state his point. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘The law does not authorize this increase. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would like to ask the gentleman whether the law 
fixes this salary at the figure named in the bill. I know that it has 
been increased on one or two occasions. 

Mr. FORNEY. ‘The current law makes the salary $2,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Dead-letter office : For superintendent of dead-letter office, $2,250; one clerk 
of class 4, who shall be chief clerk ; one clerk of class 4; three clerks of class 3; 


eleven clerks of class 2; twenty-four clerks of class 1, includ eight female 
clerks; «four clerks at $1,000 each; fifty-five clerks, at $900 ; six female 
clerks, at $720 each; one assistant messenger; two laborers; four female labor- 


ers, at SSO each; in all, $116,630. 
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Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
what salary the existing law provides for the superintendent ot the 
dead-letter office. 

Mr. PETERS. It is $2,500. * 

Mr. FORNEY. Yes, that is true; but $2,250, as named in the bill, 
is what has been appropriated for several years; and we do not see the 
propriety of changing it. 

r. PETERS. Two thousand two hundred and fifty dollars was the- 
amount appropriated for this salary prior to the office being madea 
separate bureau and while it was a branch of the office of the Third 
Assistant Postmaster-General. The office being now a separate bureau, 
$ think the salary ought to be placed at what the law contemplates, 

2,500. 

Mr. FORNEY. I understand there is no amendment pending. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I make the point of order upon the amount 
named in the bill. The Postmaster-General in his report has recom- 
mended that $2,500, the salary fixed by law, be appropriated. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. The effect of this decision is to leave a blank for 
the amount, 

Mr. PETERS. I move that $2,500 be inserted. 

Mr. RANDALL. I hope that will be voted down. 

The amendment of Mr. PETERS was not agreed to. 

nr RANDALL. Now, I ask unanimous consent that $2,250 be in- 
serted. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For office of disbursing clerk and superintendent of building: Disbursing 
clerk and eee $2,100; one clerkof class 2, accountant; one clerk of 
class 1, storekeeper; one engineer, at $1,400; one assistant engineer, at $1,000; 
one fireman, who shall be a blacksmith, at $900: one fireman, who shall be a 
steam filter, at $900; one conductor of elevator, $720; two firemen, at$720 each; 
one carpenter, at$1,200; one assistant carpenter, at $1,000; captain of the watch, 
at $1,000; nineteen watchmen; twenty laborers; one plumber, $900; one awn- 
ib Po eae at $000; and fifteen charwomen; and for force in the additional 
building as follows: Four watchmen, three laborers, and three charwomen; 
in all, $52,120, 

Mr. BURNES. I move a pro forma amendment for the purpose of 
making an inquiry of my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
in charge of the bill. A very deserving gentleman who holds the po- 
sition of awning-maker seems to be under the impression that some one 
has recommended an increase of his salary and that the amount in the 
bill is a reduction. I wish to ask my colleague whether any recom- 
mendation foran increase of thissalary has been made, and whether there 
has been any reduction of the salary as paid for several years past ? 

Mr. FORNEY. The salary now is the same as it has been for several 
years, in fact ever since this man commenced making awnings for the 
Department. 

Mr. BURNES. Is there any estimate for an increase of salary ? 

Mr. FORNEY. No, sir; there is not. 

Mr. BURNES. That is all I desired to know. 
amendment. 5 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 1, p 103, strike out one“ and insert “three;” so as to make the 
salary of the disbursing clerk and superintendent, $2,300. 

Mr. CANNON, I thought I heard some gentleman make a point of 
order on the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Does any gentleman make a point of order? 

Mr. RANDALL. I think the statute fixes the salary at $2,300; but 
I hope the House will vote down the amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. RAN- 
DALL] concedes, my amendment is precisely in accordance with exist- 
ing law; and this amount of salary ought to be given. This officer 
disburses over $800,000 a year. He is compelled to give bond to the 
amount of more than $4,000. Two thousand three hundred dollars is 
certainly a small enough salary for an office involving such work and 
responsibility. 

Mr. KERR. Is not the amount named in the bill the salary which 
this officer has been receiving for a number of years? 

Mr, BUCHANAN. I do not care what he has been receiving. Our 
business is to legislate in accordance with existing law. 

Mr. KERR. Is the gentleman anxious to have a Democratic ap- 
8 receive annually $200 more than his Republican predecessors 
received ? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. When the services of a Democratic appointee 
are worth $2,300 I am willing to give it. 

Mr. KERR. And $200 more than the members of his own party are 
asking for him. Is that the gentleman’s position? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I have the sublimest admiration 
for a soul that can not rise above party in a matter of $200. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] The question is not whether this gen- 
tleman is a Republican or a Democrat, but whether the House will 
19850 oe we The law gives him a salary of $2,300, [Cries of Vote!“ 

A 3 j ; 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Mr. Chairman, I haveno doubt, from the char- 
acter of the service which this officer performs, and the amount of respon- 


I withdraw the 
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sibility resting upon him, that the sum which the gentleman from New 
Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN ] has named in his amendmentonght to be voted. 
But 1 obtained the floor particularly for the purpose of calling attention 
to an amendment which I offered, and which was ruled out on a point 
of order, increasing the salary of the disbursing clerk of the War De- 
partment. That officer disburses over 82.000, 000 annually, and the 
salary allowed him in this bill is but $2,000. There is no law fixing 
that salary, and when the point of order was made against it, it was 
ruled out. I do not think it is fair, I do not think it is right, to im- 
pose upon those men such great responsibilities, and at the same time 
givethem such meagersalaries. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The amendment was disagreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Office of the Solicitor of the Treasury: For compensation of tho Solicitor of 
the Treasury, $4,500; assistant solicitor, $3,000; chief clerk, $2,000; three clerks 


of class 4; clerks of class 3; four clerks of class 2; one assistant messen- 
ger; and one laborer; in all, 326,650, 


Mr: BUCHANAN. In line 13 I make the point of order that the 


` salary of the Solicitor of the Treasury is provided at $4,500, when, ac- 


cording to the Revised Statutes, it should be $4,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. FORNEY. I move to insert in the blank ‘*$4,500.*" 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The gentleman can not get unanimous consent 
to violate the law. I object. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I understand the gentléman makes his point of 
order merely against the 8500 increase over what is provided in the 
Revised Statutes. The bill provides $4,500 and the Kevised Statutes 
make the salary $4,000. The gentleman makes his point of order 
against the 8500, which I understand the Chair has sustained and 
ruled the $500 out. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I made my point of order against the $500 in- 


crease, 
Mr. ROGERS. And that leaves $4,000. 
Mr. HOLMAN. That is all. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so ruled. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Court of Claims: For salaries of five judges of the Court of Claims, at $4,500 


each; chief clerk. $3,000; one assistant clerk, $2,000; bailiff, $1,500; two clerks, 


at $1,200 each; and one messenger; in all, 882.210. 

Yorstationery, books, fuel, and other miscellaueous ox 82.500. 

For reporting the decisions of the court and superintending the printing of the 
twenty-third volume of the Reports of the Court of Claims, to be paid on the 
order of the court, $1,000; said sum to be paid to the reporter, notwithstanding 
eee 1765 of the Revised Statutes, or section 3 of the act of June 20, 1874, chapter 


Mr. FORNEY. Ihave been directed by the Committee on Appro- 
priations to move an increase from $2,500 to $3,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec, 2. That the pay of assistant messengers, firemen, watchmen, laborers, 
and charwomen provided for in this act, unless otherwise specially stated, shall 
be as foliows: For assistant messengers, firemen, and wat n, at the rate of 
$720 per annum each; for laborers, at the rate of $060 per annum each, and for 
charwomen, at the rate of $240 per annum each. 


Mr. LAWLER. I move, in line 19, to strike out the words ‘‘unless 
otherwise stated.“ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that on carefally looking over 
this bill I find there are some twenty or twenty-five laborers in refer- 
ence to whom it is not mentioned what pay they are to get; but that 


is left to the heads of the Departments. By retaining these words in 


the bill it will only carry a few dollars in addition, and I believe it 
but just and right that these laborers should receive $2 a day all the 
way through. 

Mr. FORNEY. This refers to some old women and boys, and the 
amount allowed of $340 or $360 is for the purpose of preventing them 
getting $660. 

Mr. LAWLER. I wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that I have not in 
any way attempted to obstruct the pasSige of the bill in the hope that 
members would be willing to make a correction in reference to these 
matters when it was found to be necessary. I hope, therefore, they 
will allow these words to be stricken out, unless otherwise specially 
ordered,’’ so that all these laborers may receive a compensation of $2 
a day. The trouble is these unfortunate laborers who receive per diem 
compensation are not allowed to come before the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and advocate their own claims. = 

Mr. RANDALL, Oh, yes, they are. 

Mr. LAWLER. Well, I will say that you do not find them there 
advocating their claims. 

Mr. RANDALL, The Committee on Appropriations hears every- 


y. 
Mr: LAWLER. They would not be allowed to come to the Capitol 
by the Department officers for that purpose. 
Mr. RANDALL. The committee never refuses anybody. 
Mr. LAWLER. Now, my point is this. Men who get $1,800 and 
83, 000 a year are constantly besieging the halls of Congress to increase 


` their compensation. When they ask me whether or not I would favor 


an increase of their salaries I tell them that I believe they now receive 
enough of compensation. But here are laborers who do not have the 
opportunity of importuning committees for an increase of their pay, and 


Lask on their behalf that these wordsshall be stricken out so that those 
to whom this limitation applies shall be included at $2 a day as well 
as the others. Ido not demand an increase of ary perigee! or salary 
for anybody, but I do ask, and I am sure there will be no objection to 
my request when it is properly understood, that these words shall be 
stricken out. > 

But I want to say that the matter involved is so small that on the 
ground of humanity, and I make the appeal on that seore, these four 
words ought to be stricken out and allow these laborers to receive just 
the same as the other laborers in the employ of the United States Gov- 
ernment in this city. If you gentlemen do notagrec to strike that out 
then will your committee have any objection to this amendment, re- 
ferring to the laborers wherever it occurs in the bill, and providing that 
their pay shall be in all cases equal to $2 a day? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. RANDALL. I want to say in behalf of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations that we have listened more during this session in reference 
to matters in which labor was involved than ever before in my ex- 
perience; and I do not know of anybody that has been kept away from 
us. The gentleman says that the superior officers over these laborers 
will not permit them to come. I do not know that to be the case. I 
do not think it is so. I have never heard of any such instance; though 
I do think if the superior officers in the various Departments of the 
Government would keep the clerks. at home attending to their business, 
instead of rapping at the doors of the Appropriations Committee to in- 
crease salaries, it would be much more to the interest of the Govern- 
ment and far more agreeable to the members of that committee. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Yonsay you have listened to more laborers dur- 
ing this session than ever before. Let me ask the gentleman if it did 
any good for them to have these hearings? : 

Mr. RANDALL. I will say that labor has been fairly and liberally 
treated by the committee. The estimates of the Departments have 
been taken into consideration in that regard, and liberality has been 
shown by the committee in treating the question. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. I can not see it. 

The CHAIRMAN. With a view of facilitating the consideration of 
the bill the Chair will ask if the gentleman insists upon the point of 
order, and if he does to be kind enough to inform the Chair exactly 
what the point is. 

Mr. FORNEY. That it changes the amount carried by the bill, and 
is a change of existing law. 

Mr. LAWLER. Iwill state, so as not to interfere with the passage 
of the bill, that I will withdraw that motion, and will offer an amend- 
ment to come in at the end of the section. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have an amendment which I desire to offer to 
this paragraph. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. That has precedence, and the Clerk will read 
the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 109,at the end of section 2, add: “And each charwoman shall be 
granted thirty days’ leave of absence, with pay.“ 

Mr. FORNEY. That is the law now. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, Then it does not change existing law. It can 
do no harm to incorporate it here, for I will say that the law has not 
been enforeed. It was absolutely violated last summer. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 16, noes 
63. 
So the amendment was rejected. 

I now move the amendment I send to the desk to be added to sec- 
tion 2. i 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

Add at the end of the section: 

“ Provided, That the pay of laborers wherever it occurs in the bill shall in all 
cases be equal to the rate of $2 per day.” 

Mr. FORNEY. I make the point of order upon that amendment. 
It changes existing Jaw. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would like to ask the gentleman this question: 
If that is the law, why do we find that your committee have reported 
less than $2 per day in this bill? If the law makes the pay $2 per 
day 

Mr. FORNEY. I did not say that. 

Mr. LAWLER. What did you say? 

Mr. FORNEY. I say that it changes existing law. 

Mr. LAWLER. What law is changed ? 

Mr. CANNON. I think the point of order would be really that 
through the bill the different sections provide for the rates of compen- 
sation to be paid for the different classes of labor employed. These 
various sections have been considered and adopted. Now, then, if this 
amendment was to be considered, its effect would be to carry it back 
through all the various sections, and running through the entire bill, 
which have been passed over. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
Illinois that possibly the effect of his amendment would not be bene- 
ficial to the laborers, for if he insists on the amendment it will militate 
against the laborer in some cases where the salary has been fixed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order, 
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Mr. LAWLER, I desire to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Appropriations a question. He raises the point of order against this 
amendment. Now, I ask, on what law point does he raise it? 

My point is this; it may not be clear to the gentleman, but it is this: 
That he ciaims that this would work a change of existing law, as I 
understand him. He claims, however, that we are bound by the ex- 
isting law. Now, if the pay of these laborers is fixed by any existing 
law, then what objection could there be in making an amendment fix- 
ing them all at the same rate? Why doyou put some of them at $1.50 
a day? 

Mr. FORNEY. It changes the existing law and makes new law. 

Mr. LAWLER, Then I will state to the gentleman that this bill 
itself, the framework of it from the Committee on Appropriations, makes 
provisions for the Jaborers needed at the rate I have fixed here, and if 
the amendment is out of order certainly some portions of the bill are 
out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will rule on the question of order. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would want information from the committee on 
the point of order; and ask what objection there could be toincorporat- 
ing that amendment? It would only apply to laborers that are not 
mentioned in the bill, and fixes the compensation that they are to get. 
How are we to know what is to be paid at all, whether it be 87 cents 
or a dollar and a shilling, or a dollar and a half a day, unless you fix 
the amount in the bill in some form ? + 

Mr. RANDALL. Those who execute the law know. 

Mr. LAWLER. If itis proposed to leave this to the discretion of 
the heads of Departments who recommend salariesof $4,000 and $5,000 
for themselves and a dollar and a half a day to a man who has to sup- 
port his family, then I say, as one member of this House, I am not 
willing to allow any such power to the head of a Department. 

Mr. RANDALL. The head ofa Department has no authority except 
what is in the law itself. 

The CHAIRMAN, The discussion has been turning on the merits. 
The Chair will decide the point of order. Two grounds for raising the 
point of order upon this amendment have been stated. One has been 
stated by the gentleman from Alabama that the amendment 
existing law; the other by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] 
that it affects paragraphs which have already been passed. The Chair 
would prefer putting his ruling on the latter ground. The several par- 
agraphs fixing the rates of compensation have been put to the commit- 
tee and passed. The Chair rules the amendment out of order. 

The Clerk read the third and last section of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 3, That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with the pro- 
visions of this act are hereby repealed, ʻ 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I raise the point of order against the whole of 
that section; and I do it on the ground that it changes existing law. 
In the first part of this bill certain moneys were appropriated in full 
compensation for the services of the officers. All through this bill are 
to be found appropriations less or greater than the amounts fixed by 
the Revised Statutes. Some were stricken out, but others remain. 
For instance, the salaries for the surveyors-general, fixed by the exist- 
ing law, are different from the figures stated in the bill. But thissec- 
tion of the bill goes further and provides that all acts and purts of acts 
inconsistent with its provisions are repealed. The bill, therefore, is 
a repeal of those portions of the Revised Statutes which fixed these 
salaries, and therefore changes existing l wand is obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. RANDALL. The same provision is in the present appropria- 
tion bill. It only fixes whatever the committee has agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. It appears that the salaries of quite a number 
of officials have been entirely omitted from this bill, and if this became 
a law it would change the law which allows salaries. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. McCreary having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. BLOUNT reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had un- 
der consideration the bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the 
legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, had directed him to report the same 
back to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill and the amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was to. 

Mr. RANDALL. There are some twenty salaries omitted by reason 
of points of order. I now, as in duty bound, ask that those blanks be 
filled by the amounts respectively recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations and embraced in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
asks unanimous consent that the blanks where salaries have been 
omitted be filled by the amounts recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations, Is there objection ? 

_ Mr. GIFFORD. TF object as regards Dakota Territory. 


Mr. BUCHANAN, I object generally. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I now ask unanimous consent that those blanks 
be filled by the amounts fixed in the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN and Mr. RANDALL objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Shall the amendments be acted upon 
in gross or considered separately ? $ 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask for separate votes on the amendment relat- 
ing to the Hydrographic Office, and also on the amendments as to the 
assay offices. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Ithink the several amendments which increase the 
salaries above what was recommended in the bill had better be voted” 
on separately. 

Mr. RANDALL. 
seriatim. — 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 9, after the word “dollars,” in the twentieth line, insert messenger to 
the Speaker, $1,000." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 11, strike out “two” and insert four; making it read “four conduet- 
ors of the elevators,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Also, in the twenty-first line, same page, after the word each,“ an amend- 
ment making the elevator conductors under the supervision and direction of the 
Architect of the Capitol, eto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, Isuggest that the only amendments 
that need be voted on separately are thus named by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania and those that increase salaries, I suggest that 
all others be taken nem. con. 

Mr. RANDALL. I do not know whether there is any amendment 
in the bill increasing salaries. Ido not think there is, but my memory 
may be at fault in that particular. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I do not myself recall to mind at this moment any 
increase of salaries above the amounts recommended by the committee, 
but I believe there are some. If in the memory of the gentleman hav- 
ing charge of this bill there are no increases of salary above the sums 
named in the bill, of course I do not ask a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, If there is no objection, the amend- 
ments will be considered in gross, except those suggested by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania Mr. RANDALL] and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I would ask the gentleman in charge of the bill 
whether there are any amendments increasing salaries. 

Mr. FORNEY. Ido not remember any, but there may be. 

Mr. SPRINGER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPRINGER. When this bill went to the Committee of tho 
Whole House on the state of the Union it had certain provisions in it 
with regard to certain salaries, that of the Fourth Auditor, for instance, 
and others. Itcomes back to the House with those stricken out. Now, 
the House is not informed whether they were stricken out on motion 
or by the decision of the Chairman of the committee; and if by the de- 
cision of the Chairman, they are still amendments which could have 
been corrected by an appeal to the committee, and the committee could 
bave overruled the decision of the Chair. Therefore it occurs to me 
that these blanks, as they appear now, are amendments to the bill, and 
that if we refuse to concur in the amendments we thereby put back the 
sums that have been struck out. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is a very interesting point, and I took occa- 
sion to confer with the Speaker pro tempore in regard to it awhile ago, 
but I was unable to conclude my conference with him, because ht that 
moment I was called back to the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chairis of the opinion that where 
a point of order was raised and a salary went out upon the point of or- 
oe that is not such an amendment as would be considered in the 

ouse. 

Mr. SPRINGER, Is it not an amendment to the bill? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not such an amendment as would 
be considered in the House. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill went to the committee with certain sums 
fixed in it, and it comes back without anything at all in place of those 
sums. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands that his view 
is in aceordance with the uniform practice of the House. 

Mr. MILLS. The Committee on Appropriations violated a rule of 
the House in putting the provision in the bill, and it has been stricken 
out. That is all. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


It may be as well to take up the amendments 
The Clerk will report the amendments. 


The Chair is of opinion that where a 


provision was stricken out on the point of order, that is not such an 
amendment as would be considered in the House. The Chair under- 
stands that it is the desire of the House that the amendments shall be 
reported in gross, except those that have been objected to. 
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Mr. HOLMAN. 


Mr. Speaker, I think a separate vote should be had 
on the increased appropriation for the Civil Service Commission. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] desires a separate vote on certain amendments. 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes; on the amendment increasing the hydro- 
graphic appropriation. ~ 

TheSPEAKER protempore, Then, with the exception of the amend- 
ments referred to, the question will be upon the adoption of ths amend- 
ments in gross. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know what the excep- 
tions are. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The amendment in relation to the Civil 
Service Commission and that in regard to the Hydrographie Office. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish also to make an exception of the para- 
graph in relation to the assay office in St. Louis. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The vote, then, will be on the remain- 
ing amendments. 

The question was taken, and the remaining amendments were adopted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now report the first 
amendment on which a separate vote is asked. 

. The Clerk read as follows: 


Under the head of “ Civil Service Commission,” page 20, strike out, in line 9, 
„one“ and insert two;“ so as to read “two clerks of class 3.” 

In line 10 strike out “one” and insert two ;” so as to read “two clerks of 

5 strike out one and insert “two j” so as to read “two clerks at 


eon Une 16 strike out “4” and insert “5,” so as to read, For necessary 
traveling expenses, including those of examiners acting under the direction ot 
the commission, $5,000.” 

The question being taken on the amendment, there were—ayes 37, 
noes 60. 

Mr, KEAN, Mr. TRACEY, and others. No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL, If the poirt of ‘‘no quorum” is insisted upon, I 
shall be compelled to move that the House adjourn, as I do not want 
to incommode members by a call of the House. 

Several MEMBERS. That is right; let us vote in a full House, 

Mr. RANDALL. I know there is no quorum present; and if the 
point is insisted upon—— 

Mr. TRACEY. I shall insist upon it. 

Mr. RANDALL. As the gentleman from New York [Mr. A1 29 
insists upon the point, I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. To what time does the gentleman propose to 

adjourn? 

: Mr. RANDALL. It has already been ordered, on motion of the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS], that when the House adjourns to- 
day it will adjourn until Thursday next, thus dispensing with a meet- 
ing of the House to-morrow, on account of Decoration Day. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. Pending that, I desire to present a 
privileged report 

[Cries of Regular order! ’7] 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Irise to correct the RECORD. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point that under the order of the House 
extending to- day's session beyond 5 o’clock, no business other than the 
consideration of the appropriation bill can be transacted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Thepending question is on the motion 
to adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned, in accordance with its previous order, 
until Thursday next, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 10237) for the relief of James E. 
Kelsey, and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr: BURNES: A bill (H. R. 10238) granting a pansion to Edwin 
A. Stormes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10239) for the relief of J. Edwin 
Pilcher—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10240) for the relief of J. Edwin Pilcher—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, a bill (II. R. 10241) increasing the pension of Richard Porter— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DORSEY: A bill (H. R. 10242) granting a pension to Ben- 
jamin Hewitt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10243) for the relief of Granville St. 
John—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRANGER (by request): A bill (H. R. 10244) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Betsy Lockwood—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 10245) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Hannibal Kimball—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOSEPH: A bill (H. R. 10246) for the relief of Oscar M. 
Brown—to the Select Committee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: A bill (H. R. 10247) granting a pension to An- 
drew J. Nials—to the Committee on Invalid Rensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky; A bill (H. R. 10248) for the relief of 
William Hughes and others—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Also, a pill (H. R. 10249) for the relief of R. L. Moore—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10250) for the relief of Arthur Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10251) for the relief of Thomas Jones—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 1 — for the relief of 
Henry L. Mitchell—to the Committee on War Claim 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 10253) 1 a pen- 
sion to Emmanuel P. Steed—to the Committee on Inv: Pensions. 

By Mr. WADE: A bill (H. R. 10254) for the relief of W. C. Wad- 
lowe 0 the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10255) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth A. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 10256) to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Lucy Wagor—to the Commiteee on Invalid 
eee 

a bill (H. R. 10257) to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Lewis wi Metoute 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10258) to place on the pension-roll the name of 

rus Millins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10259) to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Sarah H. Plank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10260) to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Charles A. Stockman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10261) to place on the pension-roll the name of 
Nathan P, Sherman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WHITE, of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 10262) for the relief of 
Mrs. James Humply—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10263) for the relief of Henry J. K. Brosiu-— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McMILLIN: A bill (H. R. 10264) for the relief of Hester 
J. Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10265) for the relief of Dr. T. W. Fitts—to the 
Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10266) for the relief of Jacob Wagoner—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Changes in the reference of joint resolutions improperly referred 
were made in the following cases, namely: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 155) authorizing theerection of a statue to 
the late Maj. Gen. John A. Logan, ete.—from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs to the Committee on the Libra 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res. 162) making appropriation for the 
erection of a statue in the city of Washington to the memory of Maj. 
Gen. Winfield Scott Hancock—from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, joint resolution (H. Res. 85) making appropriation for statues 
of Generals Shields and Logan—from the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs to the Committee on the Library. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. S. BAKER: Petition of the Real Estate Exchange of Roch- 
ester, N. Y., and others, in favor of the bill to reduce the rate of letter- 

e to 1 cent an ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Board of Tradeand Transportation of New York, 
in favor of the bill to reduce the rate of letter-postage to 1 cent an ounce— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Paper in relation to the establishment of a 
Government system of telegraphy—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Petition of Local Assembly No. 5853, and of 
6825, Knights of Labor, of the Sixth district of Ohio, protesting against 
the granting of civil pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURROWS: Petition of J. Murray, of Mattawan, Mich., for 
relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr, BUTTERWORTH: Petition of John Hauck and a large 
number of other brewers of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that the duty on 
rice be reduced or abolished—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, papers in the claim of Oscar M. Brown—to the Select Commit- 
tee on Indian Depredation Claims. 

By Mr. CARUTH: Papers relating to the claim of Richard Porter, 
for increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWLES: Petition of Mrs. A. L. Alexander, of North Caro- 
lina, for a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: Petition of Jesse H. Peoples, of James 
H. Lee, of George M. Campbell, of Joseph Blake, of John M. Leach, 
of James M. C. Bell, of William A. Kelley, of R. M. Martin, of Jasper 
N. Barnes, of Sarah J. Harrison, of William Wilson, of Robert Carlisle, 
of Benjamin Barnes, of Robert Willing, of Sarah A. English, of heirs 
of Henry Friday, and of Elizabeth Nell, for reference of their claims 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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Also, petition of Philip S. Falford; of Thomas B. Pierce; of William 
Gill; of Aquilla M. Goodwin; of P. O. Grimes; of Reuben Price, and 
of John Shener, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. f 

By Mr. GEST: Petition of the Business Men’s Association, of Rock 
Island, III., for rebuilding of the Government dam at Rock Island ar- 
senal—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HARE: Petition of B. F. Potter, for reference of his claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of Hannibal Kimball, for a pension—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Petition of Adeline M, Willis, of Butler County, 
Alabama, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCMILLIN: Petition of Polly Brown, for removal of charge 
of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition for an appropriation to improve Govern- 
ment reservation No. 101, in the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MORROW: Resolutions of the San Francisco Chamber of 
Commerce, against the free-ship bill—to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Thornton G. Ladd, of Tipton County, 
Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of officers of the revenue-marine serv- 
ice, for increased appropriations—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: Petition of citizens of Nebraska, in favor of 
the Springer bill—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of W. E. Moore and others, 
in favor of a pension to W. J. McGlade—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the relief of John Kind—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition for the relief of members of Three Forks Battalion of 
Kentucky State militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Petition of H. Bearnes and others, of Mon- 
ument, Kans. 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of John H. Roberson, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Petition of William H. Roberts, for refer- 
ence of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committes on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition of B. L. Leisenning, of Charlestown, W. Va., for re- 
lief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Jefferson County, West Virginia, in favor 
of pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: bs 

By Mr. REED: Of Knights of Labor of Berwick, and of Yarmouth- 
ville, Me. 

By Mr. PATTON: Of Daniel Lemon and 19 others, workingmen of 
the Twentieth district of Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: Of Knights of Labor of Bellaire, Ohio, 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of Knights of Labor of Pottstown, Pa. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Petition of J. S. Lawall and others, citizens of 
the Tenth district of Pennsylvania. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. SOWDEN: Of L. W. Mazril and others, citizens of the 
Tenth district of Pennsylvania. 

The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. BOOTHMAN: Of Defiance County (Ohio) Pomona Grange. 

By Mr. BUNNELL: Of farmers of Wayne County, Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of David Garrison and others, and of Samuel L. 
Howell and others, of West Virginia. 
one Mr. GROUT: Of Stephen Hovey and 35 others, of Grand Isle, 

t. 

The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 

in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Of William Moore and others, residents of 
Marion County, Illinois. 


e 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, were severally referred tô the Committee on Education: 

_By Mr. BUNNELL: Of 161 citizens of Wayne County, Pennsylva- 
nia. 

By Mr. BURNES: Of 83 citizens of Buchanan and Nodoway Counties, 
Missouri. A 

By Mr. DE LANO: Of 30 citizens of Chenango County, New York. 

By Mr. GOFF: Of 135 citizens of Brooke County, West Virginia. + 

By Mr. E. J. TURNER: Of 142 citizens of Ellsworth County, and 
of 207 citizens of Jewell County, Kansas. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, May 31, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented resolutions adopted by the 
Cadmus Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Cadmus, Linn County, Kan- 
sas, in favor of the passage of the bill making United States Senators 
elective by a direct vote of the people; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. BUTLER. I present a communication from the governor of 
South Carolina, also from the superintendent of the penitentiary of that 
State, transmitting a protest against the passage of the bill in regard 
to the employment of convict labor. I move that the communication 
and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. . 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, presented the petition of N. S. McKenty 
and 50 other male citizens of Lonaconing, Alleghany County, Mary- 
land, praying for the better protection of womanhood and girlhood, and 
that the age of consent be raised to eighteen years; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of the Board of Trade of the 
city of Pendleton, Oregon, praying for the early completion of the work 
of the allotment of the lands and sale of the remainder of the Umatilla 
reservation in the State of Oregon; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of members of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Oregon, praying that an appropriation of 
$200,000 be made for the erection of headstones over the graves of 
Union soldiers and sailors; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Portland (Me.) Clinical So- 
ciety, praying for the removal of the import duty upon all medicines, 
medical and surgical appliances, and from articles used in the treat- 
ment and diagnosis of disease; which was referred to the Committeeon 
Finance. 

Mr. PLUMB presented a petition of the executive board of the Na- 
tional Farmers’ Alliance, representing organized bodies of farmers in 
the United States comprising 1,400,000 members, praying for the 
sage of a bill establishing a department of agriculture with a Cabinet 
minister at its head; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BLAIR. I ask leave to present a large number of petitions 
which I have had placed on my desk. They are from Congressional 
districts in all parts of the country in large numbers, aggregating 7,755, 
more or less, names of adults, praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia. I do not know that it is any use to present them, for it 
seems to me the more the people petition for the less they get; but 
I present another bushel, which I move be referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to, 

Mr. BLAIR presented a petition: of the Baptist Ministers’ Conference 
of Boston, Mass., praying for the passage of the bill for the better ob- 
servance of Sunday; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 

Mr. BERRY presented a petition of citizens of Arkansas, praying that 
an appropriation of $25,000 be made for the improvement of the chan- 
nel of White River, in Arkansas, from Buffalo Shoals to Elbow Shoals, 
in that river; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. EVARTS presented the petition of Nicholas Martin, of New 
York, praying for the passage of a law extending the time of filing 
claims for arrears of pension beyond July 1, 1880, so that worthy claim- 
ants may secure arrears; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. : 

He also presented the petition of W. L. Whipple and 17 other citi- 
zens of the United States residing at Teheran, the capital of Persia, 
praying that the diplomatic mission of the United States at Teheran 
be raised in grade from that of minister resident to envoy extraordinary, 
and that Mr. Spencer Pratt be promoted to that rank; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


* 

He also presented resolutions adopted by the Maritime Association 
of the port of New York, remonstrating against any reduction in the 
duty on sugar as proposed by the so-called Mills tariff bill unless a pro- 
portionate redaction is made upon molasses; which were referred to 
the Committee on Finance. í 

Mr. ALDRICH presented the petition of Rev. J. H. Carr and 40 other 
citizens of Greene, R I., praying for the passage of the Platt bill to 
prohibit the manufactureand sale of alcoholic beverages in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. VEST presented a memorial of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Lonis, Mo., protesting against the passage of the bill for the establish- 
ment of a bureau of harbors and water ways by Congress, and sug- 
gesting that the officers educated by the Government are the ones who 
should be especially charged with the improvement of rivers and har- 
bors under appropriations made by Congress; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a resolution of the Medical Association of the State 
of Missouri, favoring the control and direction by Federal authority of 
external quarantine measures; which was referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. TELLER. The Committee on Mines and Mining have had un- 
der consideration the bill (S. 1030) to submit to the Court of Claims, for 
adjudication, the title of William McGarrahan to the mineral interests 
of the rancho Panoche Grande tract of land, in the State of California, 
and for other purposes, and have directed me to report a substitute for 
the bill, with a written report. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER] desires to submit the views of the minority. 

Te PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. . 

Mr. FAULKNER. On behalf of the minority of the Committee on 
Mines and Mining, I submit an amendment to Senate bill 1030, which 
has just been reported by the majority of that committee, and I also 
submit the views of the minority to accompany the report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The views of the minority will be 
received and printed with the report. 

Mr. WALTHALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, io whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2250) for the relief of Lewis G. La Tour, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill 
was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2869) for the relief of William Welsh, submitted an adverse report there- 
on; which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2266) to accept and ratify an agreement made with 
the Shoshone and Bannock Indians, for the surrender and relinquish- 
ment to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reservation, in 
the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town site, and for the 
grant of a right of way through said reservation to the Utah and North- 
ern Railway Company, and for other purposes, reported it with an 
amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the biil 
(S. 2992) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted by the Sho- 
shones, Bannocks, and Sheepeaters of the Fort Hall and Lemhi reser- 
vations, in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2582) for the relief of Elkanah Huddleston, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of W. J. Moberly, late a first lieutenant in the 
Fourth United States Cavalry, submitted a report thereon, accompa- 
nied by the following resolution: 

Be it resolved, That the claim of W. J. Moberly, late first lieutenant Fourth 
United States Cavalry, for $776.95, alleged to have been erroneously withheld 
from his salary as lieutenant aforesaid, be, and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims for adjustment under the various provisions of law for such 
cases made and provided. 8 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom were re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2821) relieving municipalities in the Territories in 
certain cases, and the bill (S. 2113) relreving municipalities in the 
Territories in certain cases, reported adversely thereon; and the bills 
were postponed indefinitely, 
le also, from the same committee, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill (S. 3058) relieving municipalities in the Territories in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 882) to correct the muster of and for the relief 
of George W. Davenport, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
1284) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. 
Nathaniel H. McLean, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 


The resolution will be placed on the 
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Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1426) supplementary to the act of Jnly 1, 
1862, entitled An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and other 
purposes,“ and also of the act of July 2, 1864, and other acts amenda- 
tory of said first-named act, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affuirs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2384) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Loren W. Hastings, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the samé committee, to whom was referred the bill 
(H. R. 956) for the relief of the heirs of Christopher Cott, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On the bill (S. 1284) for the relief of Sarah K. 
McLean, widow of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] has heretofore submitted a report 
which embodies the views of the majority of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. Inow submit a report on behalf of the minority of the 
8 and I ask that the majority and minority reports be printed 
together. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The viewsof the minority will be re- 
ceived and printed in connection with the report of the committee pre- 
viously filed in the case. . 

Mr. BROWN. The Committee on Foreign Relations instructs me to 
report back unfavorably the bill (S. 1953) to provide for the payment 
of the passage of General de Lafayette and family from France to the 
United States in 1824, as the guest of the nation,“ etc. I will ask, 
however, that the bill be placed on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3059) granting a pension to Rachel 
Dixon, mother of James Dixon, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, PALMER introduced a bill (S. 3060) providing a pension for 
Matilda C. King; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3051) for the relief of 
Emma McCallum; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3062) for the relief of Mary 
Ann Hough; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. ' 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3063) for the relief of Le- 
vinia Robinson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, z 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3084) for the relief of the heirs at 
law of H. M. Woodyard, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
2 with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ims. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 3065) to incorporate the Under- 
ground Cable and Conduit Company of the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Colnmbia. 


AMENDMENTS TO CLAIMS BILL. 


Mr. REAGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act; which, with the certificate of the 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims transmitting a certified copy of 
the findings of fact filed by the court May 31, 1887, was referred to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for 
stores and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re- 
ported hy the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act of March 
3, 1883, known as the Bowman act;’’? which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


SHENANDOAH RIVER IMPROVEMENTS. 


- Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to inform the Senate why he 
has failed to use the N ype of $15,000, made by the act approved June 
30, 1880, and the sum of $2,500 appropriated by the act approved h 3, 1881, 
for the improvement of the Shenandoah River in Virginia and West Virginia. 


IMPORTATION OF SILVER-LEAD ORES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there are no further resolutions, 
concurrent or other, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution com- 
ing over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr, MITCHELL 
May 29, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That the y of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed te 


Secretary 
report to the Senate whatever silver-lead ores are being imported from any for- 
eign country into the United States, and to what extent, and whether any duty 
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is under the rulings of the De 
so imported in suth ores, and to what amount; and whether any duty is bei 
collected on any such silver-lead ores so imported into the United States, and if 
so, whether such importations are by the Department held and subjected to the 
duty of 20 per cent, ad valorem to which mineral substances in a crude state are 
subjected under existing law. $ 


. Mr. MITCHELL. My attention has been called toa resolution sub- 
stantially similar, which was submitted by the Senator from Nevada, 
[Mr. STEWART] some days ago calling for information, and I find that 
the information I desire is contained pretty fully in Executive Docu- 
ment No. 171. I therefore ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
resolution. 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. : 
ROCK CREEK RAILWAY. 
Mr. HARRIS submitted the following report: 


The committce of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock 
Creek Railway Company of the District of Columbia, having met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re- 

ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ato numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5, 6,7,8,9, and 10, and agree to the same. 

That the House insist on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered II., and the Sennte recede from the same. 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
ONA 0. — 5 5 
trees on the part of t nate. 
JNO. T. HEARD, 
J. U. ROWELL, 
BARNES COMPTON, 
Conferees on the part of the House. 


Tho report was concurred in. 
ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 
Mr. HARRIS submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6399) to incorporate the Eck- 
ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia, hav- 
ing met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendmeuts of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1, 2.3. and 4, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
the word “ persona!” before taxes,“ in line 18, e 2; so as to read: 

“And said company shall pay to the District of Columbia in lieu of taxes 
upon personal property, including cars and motive-power, each year 4 per cent. 
of its gross earnings,” ete. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 6,7, 8. 9. 10, 11. 12, and 13, and agree to the same. 

That the House e from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Amend 
section 8 so that it read: 

That the main line of said railway shall be commenced within three months 
and completed within twelve montus from the passage of this act, and the 
branches of the same shall be completed within two years from the time First 
and Fourth streets and New York avenue shall be, respectively, graded; and if 
the said work on the main line shall not be socommenced and completed, then 
the privileges and powers herein granted shall be void.“ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 15, 16,17, and 18, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After 
the words, sell the same! in the Senate amendment, insert “after five days“ 
notice ;”’ so that it will read: 

“Seo. 12. That all articles of value that may be inadvertently left in any of the 
cars or other vehicles of the said company shall be taken to its principal depot 
and entered in a book of record of unclaimed goods, which book shall be open 
to the inspection of the public, and if said property remain unclaimed for one 
year the company shall sell the same after five days’ notice. 

That the House recede from its d.sagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26. 27, and 28, and agrec to the same. 

That the House insist on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 29 and 30, and the Senate recede from the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 31, and agree to the same. 

ISHAM G. HARRIS, 


G. B. FARWELL, 
Con ſertees on the part of the Senate. 
JNO. J. HEMPHILL, 
M. S. BREWER, 
Conferees on the part of the Louse. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report. 

Mr. VEST. I could not distinctly hear the action of the conferees 
with regard to the rate of taxation. y 

Mr. HARRIS. It is 4 per cent. upon the gross earnings. 

Mr. VEST. Was thatthe provision in the bill as passed by the Sen- 
ate? 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the provision in all the bills we have passed 
at this session. The Senator will remember that when a former bill 
was under consideration that question was discussed at some length. 

Mr. VEST. I recollect that. 

Mr. HARRIS. The statement was then made that the District Com- 
mittee was investigating the whole question of taxation upon street 
railroads, and that when it had arrived at a conclusion it would report 
a bill dealing with that general subject and settling it in respect to all 
the street railroads in the District. 

Mr. VEST. This fixes a rate of 4 per cent. upon the gross earnings? 

Mr. HARRIS. Yes, and that will be the rate until the general bill 
shall have been presented and passed. 


t collectible under existing law on the lead Mr. BLACKBURN. I ask the Senator from Tennessee if this is a 


unanimous report? 
Mr. HARRIS. Absolutely so. Ss 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring in 
the report of the committee of conference. 
The report was concurred in, = 


~ 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DENVER. 4 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to call up a joint resolution concerning the 
public building at Denver, which has the approval of the Treasury De- 

rtment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, it is the duty of the Chair, under the previous order of the Senate, 
to lay before the Senate the bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlerson the 
Des Moines River lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes, 
Does the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Wiison] yield to the Senator from 
Colorado ? 

Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from Iowa to yield. It will take 
only a moment to pass the joint resolution. It comes from the Treasury 
Department, and relates to a public building. It takes no money out 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will yield if it takes no time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the joint resolution (S. R. ens the 
public building authorized by act of Congress approved May 8, 1882, 
at Denver, Colo., to be located not less than 16 feet from any other 
building, instead of 40 feet, as provided in said act. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 7 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH PUYALLUP RESERVATION. 


Mr. DAWES. Lask the Senator from Iowa to yield to me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. For what purpose? 

Mr. DAWES. Iask the Senator to yield that I may call up a bill 
that will take no longer time than the reading of it. ; 

Mr. WILSON, of lowa. I should like to give way, but I have been 
appealed to by so many Senators that if I continue yielding we shall 
have the afternoon consumed and have made no progress with the Des 
Moines River lands bill. I hope the Senator will excuse me. Iam 
in hopes that we shall be able to conclude the consideration of the bill 
within a reasonable time. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no right to ask the Senator to yield, but it 
would be a great accommodation to me for various reasons which I can 
not very well state. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I joinin the appeal. I hope the Senator from 
Towa will allow the bill to be taken up. It is a local matter concern- 
ing the West. There will be no opposition, I judge. 

Mr. DAWES. Itis not on my own account that I ask the Senator 
to vield. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. How long a time will it take? 

Mr. DAWES. As long as it will take to read a railroad bill. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I will yield. : 

Mr. DAWES. I am very much obliged to the Senator. I ask unan- 
imous consent that the Senate consider the bill (S. 2807) to grant to the 
Puyallup Valley Railway Company a right of way through the Puyal- 
lup Indian reservation in Washington Territory. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. DAWES. I ask unanimous consent that the amendment which 
I submitted as intended to be proposed as a substitute to the whole bill 
may be read instead of the bill. $ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Itis proposed to strike out all after the enact- 
ing clause and insert: 

That the Puyallup Valley Railway Company, a corporation created under and : 
by virtue of the laws of the Territory of Washington, be, and thesame is hereby, 
invested and empowered with the right of locating, constructing, owning, equip- 
pins: operating, using, and maintaining a railway, telegraph, and telephone 

ines through the Puyallup Indian reservation, or such parts thereof as may be 
hereinafter designated in this act, said line to begin on the northwestern bound- 
ary of the said Indian reservation, near the city of Tacoma, running thence b; 
the most practicable ronte through said reservation to the southeastern boun 
ary thereof; thence to the town of Sumner, in said Territory of Washington, 
with the right to construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, sidings, 
and extensions hereinafter mentioned as such company may deem necessary 
and to their interest to construct along, upon, and in connection with the right 
of way hereby granted. Before work is begun the definite line and location of 
said Milway is to be submitted to and approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Seo. 2. That a right of way 66 feet in width through said Indian reserva- 
tion, or the designated parts thereof, is hereby granted to the Puyallup Val- 
ley Railway Company, and a sirip of land 133 feet in width, with a length of 
2,000 feet, in addition to the right of way, is granted for such stations, Bidin, 
or junctions as may be established by said railway company for the proper an: 
convenient operating of said railroad, with the right to use such additional 
ground, where there are heavy cuts or fills, as may be necessary for the proper 
construction and maintenance of the road-bed; but ground taken or used for 
such purposes shall not exceed 50 feet in width on each side the right of bey or 
only as much thereof as may be included in such cuts and fills: Provided, hat 
no part or parts of land included in these grants shall be used for any other pur- 
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poses than shall be necessary for the construction, maintenance, and convenrent 
operation of said railroad, telegraph, and telephone lines: Provided further, That 
the consent of the Indians to said right of way upon the said Puyallup Indian 
reservation shall be obtained in such manner as the President of the United 
States may prescribe, before any right under this act shall accrue to said com- 
pany: And provided geras That the location, construction, and operation of 
said road through said reservation shall be subject to such regulations as the 
of the Interior may provide. 

Sec. 3. That before said railway shall be constructed through any land, claim, 
or improvement held by individual occupants, according to any treaties or laws 
of the United States, compensation shall be made such occupant or claimant for 
all property to be taken or damage done by reason of the construction of said 
railway. in case of failure to make satisfactory settlement with any such claim- 

ant, the just compensation shall be determined as provided for by the Jaws of 
Washington Territory, enacted for the settlement of like controversies in such 
cases, The amount of damages resulting to the Puyallup tribe of Indians in 
their tribal capacity by reason of the construction of said railway through such 
lands of the reservation as are not occupied in severalty, shall be ascertained 
and determined in such manner asthe Secretary of the Interior may direct, and 
to be subject to his final approval: Provided further, That no right of any kind 
shall vest in said railway company in or to any part of the right of way herein 
provided for until plats thereof, made upon actual survey for the definite loca- 
tion of such railr and including the points for station buildings, depots, 
yards, eee yu side-tracks, turn-outs,and water-stations, shall be filed 
with and nae y the. Secretary of the Interior, which approval shall be 
made in writing, and be open for the inspection of any party interested therein, 
and until the compensation aforesaid has been fixed and paid: Provided. That 
the amount of compensation which may ultimately be awarded or adjudged 
against said railway 7 im respect of such last- mentioned lands shall be 
paid to the Secretary of the Interior, to be by him expended on behalf of the 
tribe, for the benefit of their schools, or in such other manner as he shall deem 


SEC. 4. That the maximum rate charged by the said railway company for the 
transportation of freight and passengers within the limits of the Indian reserva- 
tion shall not exceed the rate charged for the same services in kind in the Ter- 
ritory of Washington; and Congress hereby reserves the 8 85 to regulate the 
charges for the freight and passengers on said railroad, and messages on said 
telegraph and 3 lines, until a State government or governments shall 
exist in the said Territory within the limits of which said railway, or a part 
thereof, shall be located: Provided, That the said aoa Bratz ona d shall on 
the United States mail at such price as Congress may by law provide, and until 
such rate is fixed by law the Postmaster-General may fix the rate of compensa- 
tion: And provided further, That the passenger rates of fare shall not exeeed 
3 cents per mile where the distance is greater than 5 miles. 

Src. B. That said company shall, as soon as the definite route and line of said 
railroad is located through said reservation, cause a map to be made showing 
such line and location, a copy of which shall be filed in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and a copy shall also be filed in the office of the principal 
chief or governor of said tribe through which said road may bave been located: 
and after the filing of said map of location no claim for PORASTA settlement 
and W e upon the right of way or additional grounds for depots, sta- 
tions, 8 dings, or switches shall be valid as against said railroad company. 

Src, 6, That the officers, employés, and servants of said company necessary 
for the construction, operation, and management of said road, telegraph, and 
telephone lines shall be allow to reside, while so en, , upon the said right 
of way, but at the same time be subject to the provisions of the Indian inter- 
course laws and such rules and regulations as may be established by the Secre- 
tary of the Interior in accordance therewith. 

SEC, 7. That the United States courts for the second judicial district of Wash- 
ington Territory, and such other courts as may be authorized by Congress, shall 
have concurrent jurisdiction, without reference to the amount in controversy, 
over all cases arising between said railroad company and the tribe, as such, or 
individual members thereof, through whose territory said railway may be con- 
structed; and the civil jurisdiction of said courts is extended within the limits 
of the said Puyallup Indian reservation, without distinction as to citizenship of 
parties inte , £0 far as it may be necessary to carry out the provisions of 
this act and give effect to all its enactments, 

Seo. 8, That said railway company shall construct and maintain continually 
all fences, road and highway crossings, and necessary bridges over said rail- 
way wherever roads and highways do now or shall hereafter cross said 
right of way or may by proper authority be laid out across the same. 

Ene. 9. That all mortgages or conveyances executed and operating on any 
portion of this railway that may be constructed in the said Puyallup Indian res- 
ervation shall be recorded in the Department of the Interior, and the record 
thereof shall be evidence and notice of the execution of the same, and shall con- 
vey all rights of property of said railroad company therein expressed. That 
paid company shall not sell, assign, transfer, or mo this right of way for 
any purpose whatever until said road shall be completed: Provided, That the 
company may mortgage said franchise, together with the rolling-stock, for 
money to construct and complete said road: And provided further, That the right 
granted herein shall be lost and forfeited by said company unless the road is 
constructed and in running order within two years from the of this act. 

Src, 10. That Congress may at any time amond, add to, alter, or repeal this 
act, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


STEAM-RAILROADS IN THE DISTRICT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 287 will be read as in 
Committee of the Whole. : 
Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the courtesy of the Senator from lowa to 
yield that I may make a request of the Senate for unanimous consent 
with reference to an order of business. 2 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
ſor that purpose? 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. If it will not take any time; but I hope 
that afterwards I shall not be asked to yield any more, for we are con- 
suming the afternoon. 

Mr. FAULKNER. On the 15th of May the Senate fixed as a special 
order Senate bill 2919 to be considered on the 29th of May in connec- 
tion with Senate bill 2615. With the concurrence of the Senator from 


The question is on agreeing to the 


Iilingis [Mr. FARWELL] who has charge of Senate bill 2615, and the 


Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL], who anticipates speaking upon 
the questions involved in these bills, I ask the unanimous consent of 
the Senate to fix as a special order for Tuesday, the 26th of June, both 
Senate bill 2919 and Senate bill 2615. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
asks unanimous consent that the special order of assignment of Senate 
"pill 2919 and Senate bill 2615 for the 29th instant may be changed to 
the 26th of June, and that the bills be made a special order for that 
day at 2 o’clock. 

Mr. DAWES. What are the bills? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The titles of the bills will be stated. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2615) to authorize the Baltimore and 
Potomac Railroad Company to acquire and use real estate for railway 
purposes in the District of Columbia; and a bill (S. 2919) to define the 
route of steam-railroads in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave no objection to the notice being given, and 
that is all that is necessary. But to make the bills a special order might 
be an embarrassment to other business and would give no advantage. 
Tcan assure the Senator from West Virginia that a special order under 
the circumstances at so remote a period would give no advantage, but 
it might be an embarrassment to other business. If the Senator simply 
gives notice that at that time he will move to take up the bills, that will 
be sufficient. I should not like to have one of the hills made a special 
order, because as it stands I am very much opposed to it, and I donot 
like to consent to it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 2919, the Chair will in- 
form the Senator from Ohio, has already been assigned: as a special or- 
der. The Senator from West Virginia asks unanimous consent to ex- 
tend it from the 29th of May to the 26th of June. 

Mr. HARRIS. It remaining of course a special order, but simply 
postponed till that day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is simply a motion to postpone, I have no ob- 
jection; but I thought it had been postponed. < 

Mr. FAULKNER. No,ithas not been postponed; and the order 
would come now following the special order already made. I simply 
want to postpone it now to a fixed day. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the change of 
the special order from the 29th of May to the 26th of June? 

Mr. MORRILL. While I am ready to proceed with the discussion 
this morning, I shall make no objection to the proposition presented by 
the Senator from West Virginia. $ Š 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the order 
of assignment is postponed until the 26th of June. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8560) to establish a 
Department of Labor. 

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 


Mr. BLAIR submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. ) to establish a department 
of labor, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to reeommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the House agree to the amendments of the oa 15 bill. 


JAMES F. WILSON, 
J. Z. GEORGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senale, 


JOHN J, O'NEILL, 

JAMES BUCHANAN, 

CARLOS FRENCH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The report was concurred in. 
DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senate bill 287 will now be pro- 
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in 
the State of Iowa, and for other pu 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pablic Lands with an 
amendinent, in section 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘Attorney-General,’’ to 
insert ‘‘as soon as practicable, and;’’ so as to read: 

That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General, as soon as practica- 
ble, and within three years after the passage of this act, to institute, or cause to 
be instituted, such suit or suits, either in law or equity, or both, as may be nec- 
essary and proper to assert and protect the title of the United States to said lands 
and remove all clouds from its title thereto; and until such suits shall be de- 
termined, and Congress shall so provide, no part of said lands shall be open for 
settlement or sale except as hereinbefore provided, 


‘The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President—— 

Mr. EVARTS. The Senator will allow me a moment. As the Sen- 
ator from Iowa has announced that he does not propose to occupy very 
much time in the discussion as it now appears to him, I would ask 
him whether he would not allow Senate bill 1469, that isnow on the 
Calendar, and which was introduced by me, to be read for informa- 
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tion, as I shall desire it shall be done before I commence my argu- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. I suppose it will not take any more time 
now than it will hereafter; so it may be read. 

Mr. EVARTS. Lask that it may be read now, at the commence- 
ment of the argument on both sides. ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Very well. 

Mr. EVARTS. Lask, with the assent of the Senator from Iowa, 
that Senate bill 1469 may be read for information, as it enters into the 


discussion. 
The bill will be read, if there be no 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
objection. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1469) for the relief of the settlers 
upon the lands along the Des Moines River, above the Raccoon Forks, 
in the State of Iowa, as follows: 


Whereas in consequence of the indefiniteness of phraseology employed in an act 
granting certain lands to the Territory of Iowa in aid of the improvement of the 
navigation of the Des Moines River in said Territory, approved August 8, 1846, the 
Departments of the Government atdifferent periods adopted different construc- 
tions of said act as to the extent of said grant, and in consequence of its doubt- 
ful mesni withdrew the lands which might be involved from settlement and 
entry; an 

Whereas there resulted from said indefiniteness of language and the different 
constructions thereof and subsequent legislation of Congress in relation thereto 
a long and bitterly-contested litigation in the State and Federal courts asto the 
true meaning aed effect of said act and subsequent legislation in connection 
with the various constructions thereof by the governmental Departments, be- 
tween the grantees of the State of Iowa, claiming under said act of 1846 and the 
subsequent legislation, and settlers upon said lands, who asserted rights under 
tke general laws of the United States providing for pre-emption and private 
entry of public lands; and 

Whereas by a series of decisions in the Supreme Court of the United States 
running over a period of about twenty-eight years, and involving notless than 
twelve well-considered decisions, said litigation has been definitely determined 
in favor of the validity of the title of those claiming under the deed from the 
State of Iowa under said acts of Congress, and said court has expressly held 
that said title bas passed from the United States and is now vested in said pa 
sons claiming under the State of Iowa, and that the said settlers never acqu! 
any right, interest, or title in or to any of said lands; and 

Whereas the settlers upon said lands, whose claims have been denied and 
held invalid in this litigation, are thus deprived of homes and tracts of land, 
with theimprovements thereon and the accumulated values thereof, which they 
were induced to enter, occupy, and improve under what seemed the plain pro- 
vision of the statute, fortified by the repeated and solemn decisions of the De- 

artments, and arethus become the victims of inadequate and misleading legis- 
ation and administration, involving in many instances the results of the life- 
long toil and labor of t affected: Therefore, 

Be it enacted, ete., That the United States will indemnify and pay to the set- 
ters, or their heirs and } i representatives, who in faith entered upon, 
for the purpose of purchasing, pre-empting, or securing homesteads upon an; 
jands lying along the river Des Moines,in the State of Iowa, above and nort 
of the Raccoon Forks, which were listed and certified to the State of Iowa under 
an act approved August 8, 1846, entitled “An act granting certain lands to the 
Territory of Iowa in aid of the improvement of the navigation of the Des Moines 
River in said Territory,” and which said lands were afterwards, namely, on the 
18th of May, 1558, sold and conveyed to the Des Moines Navigation and Rail- 
road Company by an indenture of that date, signed by Ralph P. Low, governor, 
and attested by Elijah Sells, secretary of state, by John Davis, his deputy; and 
that the indemnity and compensation shall embrace: 

First. Any and ail moneys paid by said settlers to the Government for certifi- 
cates of entry or patents, or both, including fees paid to the officers of the land 
offices in relation to the same. 

Second. All reasonable sums paid hy said settlers to the Des Moines Naviga- 
tion and Railroad Company, or to its grantees, to purchase in the outstanding 
mus and 5 7 lands upon which they had settled or located, or which they 
had entered. 

Third. Any direct and immediate damages or losses sustained by any of said 
settlers who have been unable to buy in said outstunding title, and have in con- 
sequence been dispossessed and lost their n and improvements. 

Fourth. Any other damages, losses, or injury sustained by said settlers, which, 
upon just and equitable consideration, ought to be the subject of monni 

Src. 2. That this act shall not extend to any settlement upon or entry of any 
of said lands made after January 1, 1880. 

Src. 3. That for the purpose of enabling the Government to extend such in- 
demnity and make compensation, the President of the United States is hereby 
authorized to appoint three commissioners, who shall ascertain the number of 
acres and, by appraisement or otherwise, the value thereof, exclusive of im- 

rovenfents; the separate value and character of the improvements of all such 
8 lying north of Raccoon Forks, on the Des Moines River, in the Stato of 
Iowa, and embraced in the aforesaid deed of May 18, 1858, from the State of Iowa 
to the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company; also what person or per- 
sons, as enterers or homestead pre-empters of any of said lands, have been 
evicted or di thereof, and have been compelled to purchase in the 
outstanding title, and the amount so paid; also who have been unable or un- 
willing to purchase in said title, and the extentand nature of the improvements 
lost, and any other data touching the rights of said parties which, in the judg- 
ment of the commissioners, should be considered in determining the measure 
and extent of indemnity. Said commissioners shall have regard to a report of 
a commission appointed under an act . March 3, 1873, chapter 306, Stat- 
utes at Large, volume 17; and they shall report all the facts at the commence- 
ment of the next session of Congress. 

SEC. 4. That said commissioners shall receive cach $3 per day during the time 
they shall be actually engaged in said service. 


Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the bill now before the Sen- 
ate has been passed by this body three several times. It has been sev- 
eral times reported favorably from the Committee on Public Lands; it 
has been discussed exhaustively in this body, and, so far as I am con- 
cerned, I should be quite willing now to submit it to a vote of the Sen- 
ate without further discussion. Iam not disposed to weary the Senate 
by prolonged remarks, nor will I in any event trouble the Senate with 
prolonged remarks, nor will I inflict any at the present time. I shall 
wait to hear what may be said in opposition, and then in the briefest 
time possible present such opposing views as may occur to me proper 
at thertime. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I am glad to see the Senate tolerably 


fall for the consideration of this bill, for I would go further than the 
Senator from Ivwa in saying that if the Senate will read this bill that 
is now under consideration and read the bill that I have proposed to 
settle these difficulties in an opposite and more beneficial mode, with 
a knowledge of what has been the judgment of the Supreme Court of 
the United States through an unbroken series of decisions for now many 
years, and its last conclusive judgment upon the points at issue, so late 
as a judgment in May, 1887, since the last debate and the last votes in 
Congress, I would be ready that the Senators should vote upon their 
own scrutiny and their own judgment of the nature and the character 
and the operation and the consequences of such legislation as this. 

If there is to be debate that is to engage the attention of the Senate, 
we were entitled on the part of the learned Senator who presents this 
proposition to some justification forit. Iam told that it rests so plainly 
upon its own intelligence, its own integrity, its own legality, and its 
own statesmanship, that, until something can be said against it, it is not 
necessary to support it. Now, what is there against it that on its face 
it shall thus be adopted by the Senate without any elucidation or any 
suggestion of argument or reason to sustain it? It has against it the 
Supreme Court of the United States in a series of decisions involving 
serutiny and examination on every point in dispute that is brought up 
between these settlers in their opposing rights, aud, as I say, in a judg- 
ment given in May, 1887, to which I shall call the attention of the 
Senate. After our votes, after our debates, there comes this judgment, 
and I appeal to every lawyer in the Senate to say that the same judg- 
ment must be given by that court after the passage of this act in any 
litigation that it may stimulate and encourage. 

Besides that, we had originally, when the present Attorney-General 
was a member of the Senate and was, on the Judiciary Committee, a 
report from the Judiciary Committee as to which, so far as my infor- 
mation goes, there was no dissent, and the point was there distinctly 
suggested and the determination explained. 

The Senate Judiciary Committee of the Forty-sixth Congress reported 
adversely to the same bill as this, saying: 


The more recent decisions (Wolsey ts. Chapman, 101 U. S. R., 755, and Litch- 
field vs. County of Webber, íb., 773) approve the earlier cases on this subject al- 
ready cited, and from them all it is clearly to be gathered that this matter has 
passed beyond the reach of Congress, and whatever rights the settlers seek to 
show or may wish to establish, they are not within any remedial legislation of 
Congress; t ay can not be affected by any act of Congress; in fact, it is a sub- 
ject over which Congress has no jurisdiction. 

In the session of the Senate in 1886 this same bill was passed, and 
the President, nnder a message communicating his disapproval of the 
bill, stated the legal and constitutional reasons why he could not give 
his approval to the bill. The Senate passed the bill over the yeto, and 
it was lost in the other House, which gave heed to the observation of 
legal and constitutional objections to the bill. Now it is introduced 
here again. 

Mr. President, it would be one thing to pass this bill by Congress if 
this bill could terminate the controversy, for there must be some end 


of litigation, and if it could not be reached by a summary and unjust 


determination, it might be argued—though I never should tolerate it 
for any support of mine—that there must be a determination. 

On the contrary, this bill now proposed under the title given to it 
as ‘‘to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands, in the 
State of Iowa ™ is to breed and encourage and revive litigation. The 
kind operation of time has alleviated and mitigated and produced set- 
tlements and compromises and adjustments. Who does not know that 
whatever may be the individual rights and wrongs, grievances or in- 
justices, the prolongation of litigation is to the prejudice of the whole 
neighborhood and of the State and of the credit and the justice of the 
Government? What good is it, that when there are two alternative 
modes by which there shall be a settlement—one through the law and 
the courts that must obey the law—the courts after all should not be 
suffered to adjust it? Ifthe Government is to intervene, it should be 
not to prostrate the courts and the law and the rights that have grown 
up, but it should itself come to the succor of the suffering settlers 
who have been thrown, if you please, into disorder and into defeat 
and into controversy by its course of action. 

When common owners of land give inconsistent titles to different 
grantees of the same land, the grantor must relieve the injured parties 
that have suffered from a double grant. And now when the United 
States is the common grantor through its inconsistent legislation, if it 
be, is asked to supervise and settle the conflicts, what is the remedy 
that this bill proposes? It proposes to give litigantsa footing by this 
act that the law of the land doesnot give them. It proposes to break 
down the rights of the owners in possession under the grant that is to 
be brought in question; and they are to be brought into a new litiga- 
tion with a champertous litigant, that champertous litigant being the 
United States of America. What becomes of that beneficent doctyine 
adopted in the country where possession and right were ever in conflict? 
That right was to be pursued at any length? No, but the benign doc- 


trine of adverse possession applies, which wein the Eastern States have 
now reduced to twenty years; and in the State of Iowa, as I am in- 
formed, in common with the policy of all the new States, the doctrine 
adopted as to the rule of adverse possession in Iowa is ten years. Then 
title was given by the United States to the settlers in 1862 after this 
dispute as to what was the meaning of the earliergrant of 1846, , What 
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becomes, under this bill, as I shall unfold it to the Senate, of the doctrine 
of adverse possession which is good in Iowa after ten years even with- 
out the basis ofa title? And now there is to come along a litigant 
against whom adverse possession does not run and this Japse of time is 
not to prevail. - 

But besides, this hill, from one end to the other of it, is a mode, acon- 
trivance, not only to give a new litigant, the United States, Jand which 
it has not nor by this bill proposes to get an inch of for itself, but to lay 
down for the courts of justice a rule of law between competing claim- 
ants to real estate that would be intolerable between private litigants 
under any possible circumstances, 

Besides the benign rule of adverse possession to quiet title, what is 
greater and what more for the liberty and security of the subjects than 
the great rule of English real estate that a plaintiff must succeed by 
his own title and not by the defects of his adversaries? How benign, 
how useful that fundamental law! Powerful phrases! You can not 
secure land by picking flaws in the terre-tenant's title. 

Now let me ask your attention to the bill. How does the United 
States, that has parted withevery inch of this property, come into this 
settlement or quieting of titles? Under the pretension that now, to- 
day, it adds this land to the public domain. How else could it under- 
take to do it? If it did it to rob indiscriminately in pursuance of some 
policy of adding it to the public domain we might appreciate a general 
proposition which some one or other might think it was wise and just 
and honorable to adopt; but the bill only adds this land or any por- 
tion of it to the public domain in order that it may have a legal foot- 
ing, as it is said, to dispute on the one side of these litigantsand against 
the other, the bill not really proposing to give one inch of this property 
to the public domain. Is that astraightforward proposition? Is that 
creditable to a great government? Let me read: 

That all the lands improperly certified to Iowa by the Department of the In- 
terior, under the act of August 8, 1846, as referred to in the joint resolution of 
March 2, 1861, for which indemnity lands were selected and received by the 
State of Iowa, as provided in the act of 1862, are, and are hereby declared to be, 
public lands of the United States. 

Whose house is safe anywhere if he cau trace a title to the United 
States as a part of the public domain, as to which a Jaw may not be 
passed to add that property to the public domain? It parted from the 
mass of the public domain by the grant, by the deed, by the statute of 
the United States; and now it coolly proposes to recur to that grant, 
having its root in the act of 1846, and culminating in two formal stat- 
utes settling all contravening claims in 1861 and 1862, and to add it 
by this fiat to the public domain. Unless you can do that, and unless 
you ought to do that, you can not receive the benefit of what are called 
the remedial processes of quieting title. 

Supposing it stopped there and the land was to be ours, how would 
that stand before the Supreme Court of the United States? Let the 
United States get into possession hefore they undertake to distribute 
the land of which in every inch they are out of possession, and bound 
by the principles of the common law to protect the integrity of title, 


instead of which it is made a title pronounced, not vendible, but a 


champertous title. Am I wrong in saying that if the legislation stopped 


there, it would, against the decision or future action of the courts, be 


fectly. idle, though a very discreditable act? It does not propose 
that the United States shall really get an inch of this land. What 
does it propose to do? 

Provided, That the title of all bona fide settlers under color of title from the 
State of lowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do 
notcome in conflict with pre-emption or homestead claimants, are hereby rat- 
ified and contirmed and made valid. 

Well, that subject has been in litigation through the courts on all 
these questions of conflict between pre-emption or homestead claimants 
that claim a better title than the possession under the laws of the United 
States and the grant it made. Those of these grantees that have noad- 
verse claims are ratified; so the United States does not take them into 
the publicdomain. It proceeds further: 

Provided further, That the claimsof all persons who, with intent, in good faith 
to obtain title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United: 
States, entered or remained upon any tract of said land prior to January, 1880, 
not exceeding 160 acres— 

Any pre-emption or homestead settler that in 1879 proclaimed that 
is to override the intervening possession and 
occupation of the land from 1862 down to 1879— 
are hereby confirmed and made valid in them, their heirs or their proper assigns, 
and npon due proof thereof, and payment of the usual price or fees, where the 
same not been paid, shall be carried to patent, 

In other words, as to this portion of land added to the public domain, 
there is to issue forth a new patent of the age and of the date that the 
transaction shall be completed; and now— 

Provided further, That the title of all bona fide claimants under color of title 
from the State of Iowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, 
wich do not come in conflict with persons who, with intent, in good faith, to 
obtain the title thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United 
States, settled upon the said lands prior to January, 1580, are confirmed and 
made valid. ~ 

What is the circuity, not very rounded; what is the legal, the gov- 
ernmental conception that is proposed now for the action of the - 
ate? First, that all ‘the lands which were described and separated 
from the public domain in 1846, and that have passed through these 
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stages of approval and confirmation, shall now he added to the publie 
demain, and thereupon it being at the disposition of the United States 
as res nova (for unless it be as res nova it has no power), it proceeds to 
say that these grantees under the laws of the United States of such an- 
cient date, and of the State of Iowa under such ancient grant, if no- 
body questions their title for pre-emption or for homestead settlement 
intervening and overreaching—that is, overreaching if it was the prop- 
erty of the United States, but otherwise not—they shall be confirmed. 
But the rule is Jaid down for the Supreme Court of the United States, 
not what by law, what by action had ripened at any intervening day 
as a homestead settier’s claim or a pre-emption claim shall be pro- 
tected, but on the principle of its being now rea nova for the United 
States with regard to homestead settlers and pre-emptioners for this 
particular block or region of land. 


That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in fod faith. ao obtain title 
thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United States, entered 
or remained uppa any tract of said land prior to January, 1830, not exceeding 
160 acres, are hereby confirmed and made valid in them, their heirs or their 
proper assigns. 

‘Nothing else but that they should have entered in good faith with- 
out any reference to the question whether the status of the ripening of 
title had been completed or not. 

Now, further, as a douceur, I suppose, to these actual settlers and 
occupants that have been ousted by the propositions of law— 

That the title of all bona fide claimants under color of title from the State of 
Towa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do not 
come in conflict with persons who, with intent, in good faith, to obtain title 
thereto under the pre-emption or hom laws of the United States, settled 
upon the said lands prior to January, 1880, are confirmed and made valid. 

It is plain, then, that the basis of the validity of these provisions 
rests upon the proposition whether now this Government can add this 
land to the public domain. If it can add it, it can keep it. The ques- 
tion what it does with it does not touch the question whether it can do 
it, nor does it touch the question whether it should doit. No depre- 
dation upon the rights of others can be excused because the spoils are 
to be appropriated to a pious purpose. 

My proposition is that it is utterly powerless for this Government 
to add this land to the public domain, and the Supreme Court will de- 
cide so just as much after the passage of the bill, and after the settlers 
have been deluded and kept going with litigation for some more years 
of anxiety, solicitude, and distress. 

But what less injurious use could be made by the United States of 
land thus acquired than to apportion it contrary to the rules of law and 
of title that govern the land? How is this operation to be set agoing? 
If you stop with the section which I have read, the first section, then 
these litigants would have to commence their suits and try them as 
they have been doing, gaining or losing; but they have to proceed upon 
the ordinary rules that a claimant of property must show a title and 
must bear the burdens of his litigation of success or failure. What, 
then, do we say here to meet that disturbance of right between man 
and man under the laws of this land governing the title of real property? 

Src. 2. That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General— 

Is the Attorney-General at the suit of private litigants, is he to bo 
at the suit of the United States when not an inch of land to be recov- 
ered is to belong to the Government ?— 
to institute, or cause to be instituted, such suit or suits, either inlaw or equity, 
or both, as may be necessary and proper to assert and protect the title of the 
United States to said lands and remove all clouds from its title thereto. 

Then you are right back to the first clause that he is to stand upon 
the United States title to said land by virtue of this act of legislation, 
to add it to the public domain, and remove all clouds” from the 
United States title, among them being the cloud of the statute of 1861 
and the statute of 1862. An interesting occupation for an Attorney- 
General of the United States to go into the courts of the United States 
and say, I. in the name of the United States, take these lands of all 
these numerous occupants and settlers and add them to the public do- 
main of the United States, so as to remove anything that formed a cloud 
upon this title during this long interval between our grant and ocen- 
pation of the lands;” or as I have said, if you can not take every inch 
from all you can not take any, and the use that you are going to make 
of it does not alter the legal proposition for the Government that alter 
your Attorney-General has removed all cloud from the United States 
title in these lands then the United States is to give a new title of that 
date as of a new established right. 

Let those who support this legislation see if they can take it out of 
these troubles which I deplore. They are dealing with a proposition 
which takes land that has been parted with forty years ago, at least 
so far as to have been the subject of honest claim, of honest occupation, 
of honest transactions on the part of the State of Iowa with those who 
undertook to improve its water ways, and in order to terminate any 
imperfect agitation of the title at an early day, in 1861, and again in 
1862, we settled the whole matter of title. 

Let us see what further: 

And until such suits shall be determined, and Congress shall so provide, no 
part 8 lands shall be open for settlement or sale except as hereinbefore 
prov 

That is, without a settlement by the courts of the validity of this act 
or confirmation by the courts of the title of the United States n these 
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parcels of land, the defendant; as he would be called in an ejectment 
suit, is no longer to have dominion over this land. 

And in any suits so instituted any person or persons in on of or claim- 
ing title to anv tract or tracts of land under the United States involved in such 
suits may, at his or their expeuse, unite with the United States in the prosecu- 
tion of such suits. 

It may be a qui tam action, but I do not think we can have co- 
plaintiffs of the United States and of individuals. 

Mr. President, such legislation as this is not to be reproached for 
wicked or perverse motives, but it is a desperate effort to accomplish 
adisentanglement, which disentanglement, if itis chargeable anywhere, 
is chargeable to this Government and this Government alone; and if 
there have been diverse pretensions as to what the true meaning and 
operation of the acts of Congress has been, so that an appeal has been 
necessary to the courts of justice, the courts have decided upon rules 
of law in favor of one as against the other, not upon general proposi- 
tions, but upon the very action of A B against C D about the locus in 
quo, where all the reasons that should make a good defense and all the 
reasons that make a decree in favor of a plaintiff have been settled. 
After all this the lord paramount is now to come in, dispossess the ten- 
ant, and resume the land in point of law; and these allezed settlers are 
to take now de novo from the lord paramount such grants as he sees fit 
to make. If you pass sucha law as this, who can complain that rights 
are insecure, that courts are untrustworthy, and the honor of the Gov- 
ernment and the serene majesty of the Supreme Court of the United 
States is whistled down the wind in the Senate of the United States 
without undertaking to deliberate and inquire whether it will commit 
itself to any such scheme? 

I do not know what my friend, the Senator from Iowa, who now sup- 
ports this bill on the floor, a good lawyer, a good real-estate lawyer, 
and who knows the laws and the rules of the property titles there, can 
say to this. I ask, then, what becomes of the benign law in Iowa by 
which an adverse possession is, as I have said, reduced to ten years? 
Ten years in Iowa for a man who has the pedis possessio, as the law 
terms it, keep ont every intruder unless he can show superior title; 
and are we now, after a lapse between 1862 and 1888, twenty-six years’ 
possession, to say that the United States, against whom adverse pos- 
session does not run, is to intervene as the dominant proprietor and 
resume its original title? Will the honorable Senator and the promot- 
ers of this bill, who, I suppose, have considered what has happened 
about adverse possession, explain it? As I understand, this is a fiat 
of Congress that the title is changed by law from the possessors, those. 
having the possession of the land, to the United States, to be passed 
by the United States to certain claimants. 

Mr. President, I ask attention now toa bill which I had the honor 
to introduce and which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands 
while it was still burdened with this bill, 287, as my method of as- 
suaging the misfortunes and quieting titles, that would not open, re- 
vamp, and restore controversy; and what is it? Reciting these difficul- 
ties, these statutes which bring us down to the enacting clause, it pro- 
ceeds to declare— 

That the United States— 

And to this I ask the attention of the Senate— 


That the United States will indemnify and pay tothe settlers, or their heirs and 
legal representatives, whoin good faith entered upon, for the panes of pur- 
chasing, pre-empting, or securing homesteads upon any lands iying along the 
river Des Moines, in the State of Iowa, above and north of the Raccoon Forks, 
which were listed and certified to the State of Iowa under an act approved Au- 
gust 8, 1846, entitled An act granting certain lands to the Territory of lowa in 
aid of the improvement of the navigation of the Des Moines River in said Terri- 
tory,” and which said lands were afterwards, namely, on the 18th day of May, 
1888. sold and conveyed to the Des Moines Navigation and Railroad Company by 
an indenture of that date, signed by Ralph P. Lowe, governor, and attested 
by Elijah Sells, secretary of state, by John Davis, his deputy, and that the indem- 
nity and coinpeusation shall embrace: 

First. Any and ali moneys paid by said settlers to the Government for certifi- 
cates of entry or patents, or both, including ſees paid to the officers of the land 
offices in relation to the same, 

Second, All reasonable sums paid by said settlers to the Des Moines Naviga- 
tion and Railroad Company, or to its grantees, to purchase in the outstanding 
ae and secure Jands upon which they had settled or located, or which they 

d entered. 


Every one of them who attempted to secure title under the difficulties 
placed by the legislation of Congress that has secured a title by contract 
with the Des Moines Navigation Railroad Company shall be paid by the 
United States. 

Third. Any direct and immediate damages or losses sustained by any of said 
settlers who have been unable to buy in said outstanding title, aud have in con- 
uence been di: and lost their possession and improvements 

Fourth, Any other damages, losses, or injury sustained by said settlers, which, 
upon just and equitable consideration, ought to be the subject of indemnity. 

Sec, 2. That this act shall not extend to any settlement upon or entry of any 
_ of said lands made after January 1, 1880. 

Where a lord paramount having functions of government besides 
that of proprietorship comes in he should fulfill that obligation which 
belongs to government—that of doing justice. Under our great Con 
stitution this great power of our Government before the majesty of its 
law must submit to the compuision that the law of the land, as decreed 
by the great tribunal, shall ascertain and enforce the result of its jndg- 
ment; but a higher and ampler and nobler function is under our con- 
trol without violating or jostling the law of the land, without impair- 
ing or even questioning the vigor and the justice of the great tribunal, 


and I can not find anywhere that a doubt can be raised where the re- 
sponsibility for the conclusion arises and where the remedy should be 
borne, at whatever inconvenience, except that it may result in some 
division of governmental responsibility between the United States of 
America and the State of lowa, for every one of these settlers has a 
title under the State of Iowa under which he pays taxes year after year 
and now is paying taxes, and which the supreme court of Iowa has 
pronounced subject to taxation and collection. > 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a very lucid and a very concise re- 
view of this whole subject, so far as its legal relations are concerned, 
as delivered in the ca-e of Bullard vs. The Des Moines and Fort Dodge 
Railroad Company on the merits of the Des Moines River lands title in 
the Supreme Court of the United States, May 23, 1887, more than a 
year later than the veto of the President of the United States, that had 
put upon constitutional and just principles the condemnation of the act 
submitted to him. This judgment was delivered with the unanimous 
consent of that court by the great legal luminary who has so long ad- 
ministered justice from the Supreme Bench, as well to the admiration 
of the profession as of the country—that officer, peerless in charac- 
ter, in ability, in standing, Mr. Justice Miller, a greater honor to Iowa 
than any attempt to break down that judgment can be. I ask—for I 
will not read it—that it be printed as part of my remarks in the RECORD, 
that after this bill passes, if not before; it may be read by the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in thechair]. If there be 
no objection, the decision will be printed in the RECORD. 

The decision is a follows: 


Supreme Court of the United States — No. 287.—October term, 1586, 


Edward F. Balar panne error, ts. The Des Moines and Fort 
road Company and Charles E. Whitehead, trustee of said company, 
to the supreme court of the State of Iowa. [May 23, 1887.] 


Mr. Justice Miller delivered the opinion of the court, 

This is a writ of error to the supreme court of the State of Iowa. 

The case originated in a suit in equity brought in the district court of that 
State for the county of Humboldt by Edward F. Bullard, who is the Shier 
here. The object of the bill was to quiet or remove clouds upon the title of the 
plaintiff to certain lands in that State, to which the defendant filed an answer 
aud cross-biil, asking that its own title might be declared to be good and estab- 
lished by the decree of the court. The district court of that county made a de- 
cree in favor of the defendant, which on appeal to the supreme court of the State 
was affirmed, 

There were many questions considered in the State courts of which this court 
can take no jurisdiction, But the main question raised there, and the only one 
here, has relation toa subject which has been often considered by this court. 
It arises out of what is called the Des Moines River land grant, which was 
originally made by the Congress of the United States to the then Territory of 
Jowa. Ashort history of the matters growing out of that grant, with some refer- 
ences to the decisions of this court, will simplify the complex record presented 
in this case. 

By the act of Congress of August 8, 1846 (9 U. S. Stat, at Large, 77), there 
was “granted to the Territory of Iowa, for the purpose of aiding pay Territory 
to improve the navigation of the Des Moines Kiver from its mouth to the Rac- 
coon Fork (so-called), insaid Territory, one equal moiety in alternate sections 
of the public lands remaining unsold and not otherwise disposed of, encum- 
bered, or appropriated, in a strip 5 miles in width on each side of said river, to 
be selected within said Territory by an agent or agents to be appointed by the 
governor thereof, subject to the approval of the secretary of the Treasury of 


the United States.” 

Soon after the pas of this statute the State of Iowa created a board of 
publie works to take charge of this river improvement under a system of sldck- 
water navigation on that stream. The contract for the execution of the work 
came into the hands of a corporation called the Des Moines Navigation Com- 

any. The work ee for a number of years, several dams and locks be- 
ing built from the mouth of the river upwards, the means for paying the con- 
tractors coming solely from the sales of the lands ated to the State for that 
purpose. These lands, as the work went on and the money was needed, were 
certified to the State by the Secretary of the Treasury, and by it cither sold to 
purchasers or conveyed to the contractors who did the work. The Siate made 
no appropriations and furnished no means from any other source than this for 
the prosecution of the enterprise, 

So long a- not quest on the part of the State for the certification of lands lying 
above the mouth of the Raccoon Fork was made of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, no question arose as to the extent of the grant. Afterwards, however, when 
EROA was made upon that officer that such lands should be certified, he ob- 
jected on the ground that the grant of lands did not extend beyond that point; 
that, as by the language of the statute making the tit was "forthe improve- 
ment of the Des Moines River from its mouth to the Raccoon Fork,” it was not 
intended to grant lands lying above that point, although the same river ran 
through the entire length of the stute, from near its northwestern corner in the 
3 of Minnesota to the southeast corner, where it flows into the Missis- 
sippi ver. 

Wals uestion became the subject of active negotiations and controversy be- 
tween the State of Iowa, through its governor aud members of Congress, and 
the Treasury Department, as well'as the Interior Department, which was created 
during this time and succeeded to the charge of this subject. Meanwhile one 
of the Secretaries certified to the State a part of the land in dispute, running to 
acertain range of townships above the Raccoon Fork. It may as well be stated 
here that the lands now in controversy were not among the lands so certified 
but areamong the odd sections lying north of those thus certified and within 
miles of the Des Moines River. f 

On April 6, 1850, Secretary-Ewing, while concurring with Attorney-General 
Crittenden in his opinion that the nt of 1846 did not extend above the Rac- 
coon Fork, issued an order withholding all the lands then in controversy from 
market until the close of the then session of Congress,” which order has been 
continned ever since, in order to give the State the opportunity of petitioning 
for an extension of the grant by Congress. This court has decided in a number 
of cases, in regard to the-e lands, that this withdrawal operated to exclude from 
sale, purchase, or pre-emption all the lands in controversy, and unless the case 
we are about to consider constitutes an exception, it has never been revoked. 

In 1856 Congress granted tothe State of lowa, for the purpose of aiding inthe 
construction of several railroads across that State from the Mississi Rie the- 
Missouri River, every alternate section, asshown by odd numbers, of the lands 
on each side of said roads, each of which, when the line was fixed, the 
Des Moines River and ran through the lands which the State claimed had been 
granted to it for the purpose of improving the navigation of that stream, 
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Pending this controversy between the State of Iowa and the authorities of the 
United States as to the extent of the grant, a suit was brought by one of these rail- 
road companies, that the question might be decided by this court. The case is 
reported as the Dubuque and Pacific Railroad Company ts. Litchfield, 23 How- 
ard, 66, decided in 1860, and it was held that the grant did not extend above the 
Raccoon Fork. As soon as this, decision was made, the State, through its Con- 
gressional delegation, sought the action of the Congress of the United States to 
obtain the passage of an act which would secure the grant to the State and its 
grantees in the full extent, which they believed Congress had originally in- 
tended by the act of 1546, That the propriety of some action by Congress, and 
the demand for it was pressing, is obvious, when we consider that the Des 
Moines Navigation Company, under contract with the State, had spent large 
sums of money beyond what they had received from the State, and beyond the 
value of the lands certified to the State by theSecretary. The work, with all 
the materials and implements on hand, was suspended, and the danger of the 
works being swept away and ruined by floods in theriver wasimminent. The 
whole subject was before Congress, but, without waiting to dispose of it en- 
tirely, that body, by way of immediate relief, passed the following joint resolu- 
tion, approved March 2, 1861 (12 U. S. Stat. at Large, 251): 

Thatall the title which the United States still retain in the tracts of land along 
the Des Moines River, and above the mouth of the Raccoon Fork thereof, in the 
State of Iowa, which have been certified to said State improperly by the Depart- 
ment of the Interior, as part of the grant by act of Congress approved August 
8, 1816, and which is now held by bona fide purchasers under the State of Iowa, 
be, and the same is hereby, relinquished to the State of Iowa.” 

At the next session of Congress a statute was passed, approved July 12, 1862, 
which provided as follows: 

That the grant of lands to the then Territory of Iowa for the improvement 
of the Des Moines River made by the act of August 8, 1816, is hereby extended 
so as to include the alternate sections(designated by odd numbers) lying within 
5 miles of said river, between the Raccoon Fork and the northern boundary of 
said State; such lands are to be held and applied in accordance with the pro- 
visions of the original grant, except that the consent of Congress is hereby given 
to the application of a portion thereof to aid in the construction of the Keokuk, 
Fort Des Moines and Minnesota Railroad, in accordance with the provisions of 
the act of the General Assembly of the State of Iowa, approved March 22, 1858, 
cte.” (12 United States Statutes at Large. 543.) 

By this joint resolution and this act of Congress the United States relieved so 
far as it could the misfortune of the eonstruction of the grant to the Territory of 
Towa of 1846, made by this court, and ratified the construction which had always 
been claimed by the State. 

During all this controversy there remained the order of the Department hav- 
ing control of the matter, withdrawing all the lands in dispute from public sale, 
settlement, or pre-emption. This withdrawal was held to be effectual against 
the grant made by Congress to the railroad companies in 1856, because that act 
contained the following proviso: i 

“Thatany and all lands heretofore reserved to the United States, by any act 
of Con, or in any other manner by competent authority, for the purpose of 
aiding in any object of internal improvement, or for any other purpose what- 
soever, be. and the same are hereby, reserved to the United States from the opera- 
tion of this act, except so far as it may be found necessary to locate the routes 
of said railroads through such reserved lands, in which case the right of way 
only shall be is niea paa to Na approval of the President of the United 
S. Stat. at Large, 9. 

See Walcott rs. Des Moines Company, 5 Wall., 681, and Williams vs. Baker, 17 
Td., 144, in which cases is also to be found a very full and clear recital of the 
history of this Des Moines nt controversy. 

On May, 1860, the Commissioner of the General Land Office sent to the regis- 
ters and receivers of that office at Des Moines and Fort Dodge the following 
printed notice: 


Notice is hereby given that the land along the Des Moines River, in Iowa, 
within tbe claimed limits of the Des Moines grant, in that State, above the 
mouth of the Raccoon Fork of said river, which has been reserved from sale 
heretofore on account of the claim of the State thereto, will continue reserved, 
for the time being, from sale or from location, by any species of scrip or war- 
rants, notwithstanding the recent decision of the Supreme Court against the 
claim. This action is deemed necessary to afford time for Congress to consider, 
upon memorial or otherwise, the case of actual bona fide settlers holding under 
titles from the State, and to make such provision, by confirmation oradjustment 

~of the claims of such settlers, as may appear to be right and proper. 
“JOHN S. WILSON, 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
“GENERAL LAND OFFICE, May 18, 1360.” 


It will thus be seen that, notwithstanding the decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the winter of 1860, the land office determined that the 
reservation of these lands should continue for the purpose of securing the very 
action by Congress which the State of Iowa was soliciting, and it is not disputed 
by counsel for the appellant in this case that this was a valid continuation of 
such reservation and that during its continuance the pre-emptions under which 
the plaintiff claims could not have been made. But it is argued that the joint 
resolution of 1861 terminated this condition of suspense, and in and of itself 
ended the withdrawal of these lands which had been established and continued 
since the controversy originated between the State and the Federal Govern- 
ment as to the extent of the grant. This isthe only foundation on which plaint- 
1s title to the land in controversy in this case rests. 

We do not think the joint resolution had the effect to end the reservation of 


these lands from public entry. Whether we consider the pur ose of the orig- 
n 


inal order, its long continuance, and that it has been held, e face of an act 
of Congress granting lands for public purposes to the railroads already men- 
tioned, to constitute such a withdrawal as that act excepts from the operations 
of the grant, and that up to the present time no pre-emptions or sales have been 
finally recognized as valid by the Department or by the courts, it would be very 
extraordinary if the joint resolution should have that effect, It does not pur- 
port to act upon all the matters which were in controversy between the State 
und the General Government. It certainly did not act upon all the claims and 
‘matters in question then pending before Congress in regard to these lands. 

It was, indeed, a very limited disposition ofa part of the matter, which Congress 
supposed mightthen be acted upon with safety without further investigation. 
It was simply the recognition of the title which had passed to the grantees of 
the State of Iowa in regard to the lands which had been certified by the proper 
authorities of the General Government to the State under the act of 1846, and 
which, by the decision in Dubuqueand Pacific Railroad Company vs. Litchtield, 
had been held to be unwarranted by the statute. Congress, urgently pressed 
by fanis who were innocent purchasers under the State, passed the resolution 
which went to this extent, in the last days of the session, securing to such pur- 
chasers, so far as the United States could do so, their title to the lands that they 
had bought under the sanction of this action of the Department. 

The broader and larger question of the title to the lands within 5 miles of 
the Des Moines River, above Raccoon Fork, which had not been certified to the 
State, and which were declared by the decision of Dabuque and Pacific Rail- 
road Company vs. Litchfield not to be included within the grant of 1846, Con- 
gress retained for further consideration, and, at its next session after this joint 
resolution was passed, it completely disposed of the whole subject, so far as it 
was within its power to do so, by validating the grant of 1816 to the full extent 


of the construction claimed by the State of Iowa. If the order of the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office of May 18, 1850, was in force up to the 

of the joint resolution, it is not possible to perceive why it terminated then. it 
was declared by the Commissioner that the order or notice was made to protect 
these Jands from location by any species of scrip or warrant, notwithstanding 
the decision of the Supreme Court to afford time for Congress to further con- 
sider the case. 

This is not the way in which a reservation from sale or pre-emption of public 
lands is removed. In almost every instance in which such a reservation is termi- 
nated there has been a proclamation by the President that jhe lands are open for 
entry or sale, and in most instances they have first been offered for sale at publio 
auction. It can not be seen from anything in the joint resolution that Congress 
either considered the controversy ended or intended to remove the reservation 
instituted by the Department. Its immediate procedure at the next session to 
the full consideration of the whole subject shows that it had not ceased to deal 
with it; that the reason for this withdrawal or reservation continued as strongly 
as before, and it can not be doubted that the subject was before Congress, as 
well as before its committees, and that the act of July 12, 1862, was for the first 
time a conclusion and end of the matter so far as Congress was concerned. 

The title of the plaintit!, therefore, rests upon settlements upon odd sections 
of land within 5 miles of the Des Moines River, which were reserved from sale 
or pre-emption at the time the settlements were made, Two of the settlements, 
which are the foundation of plaintiff's title, were made in May, 1862, only a few 
days before the of the act of July in the same year; and one of the set- 
tlements under which the plaintiff claims was made after the passage of that 
act. The title was transferred by that act to the State of Iowa for the original 
purposes of the grant of 1846. 

The object of this bill is to have a declaration of the court that the title of the 
poses. under those settlements and pre-emptions is superior to the title con- 

erred by Congress on the State of Iowa and her grantees under the act of July 
12, 1862. If the lands were at the time of these settlements and pre-emption 
declarations effectually withdrawn from settlement, sale, or pre-emption, by 
the orders of the 5 which we have considered, there is an end of the 

laintif’s title, for by that withdrawal or reservation the lands were reserved 
‘or another purpose, to which they were ultimately appropriated by the act of 
1862, and no title could be initiated or established, because the Land Department 
had no right to grant it. This proposition, which we have fully discussed, will 
be found supported by the following decisions, which are decisive of the whole 
controversy : Dubuque and Pacific Railroad vs. Litchfield, 23 How., 66; Walcott 
ts. Des Moines Company,5 Wall, 681; Homestead Company ts. Valley Railroad, 
17 id., 153; Williams vs, Baker, and Cedar Rapids Railroad Company vs. Des 
Moines Company, IZ id., 144; Wolsey vs. Chapman, 101 U. S., 755; Dubuque vs. 
Des Moines Valley Railroad, 109 id., 334. 

The judgment of the supreme court of the State of lowa, founded on the same 
view of the subject as above set forth, is therefore affirmed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the legislation in which this 
controversy had its origin was passed by Congress in 1846. Along the 
weary lines of forty-two years this controversy has been wending its 
way. When the act making the original grant was passed, in August, 
1846, Iowa was a Territory, but became a State before the close of the 
year. It became a State before the grantee attempted to assume rights 
of title under the legislation making this grant. The years that 
have passed have been weary ones to the settlers who are awaiting 
again the opinion of this body concerning the rights which they claim 
to have to their lands, They have neyer had an opportunity to appear 
in court and assert a title such as this bill proposes they shall have op- 
portunity to present. The long line of cases referred to by the Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. EVARTS] originated in one wherein both 
plaintiff and defendant desired the same result, and, of course, got it, 
and from the judicial current then started have poured out all the 
other decisions to which the Senator from New York has referred. In 
none of those cases were the rights of these settlers presented; in not 
one of them was the United States a party, nor any other person en- 
titled to present the title of these settlers as this bill provides. The 
purpose of this bill is to afford an opportunity for whatsoever rights 
these settlers may have to go to the courts of the United States for adju- 
dication, and that is all there is of it. 

Now, Mr. President, are there any considerations which should in- 
duce us to allow these men who for long years have resided on these 
lands, having gone upon them by invitation of the United States, to have 
definite determination of whatever rights they ? The Senator 
from New York thinks it would be transcending all the rules of law 
whereby limitations fall upon rights and determine them, but he says 
it is true no limitation runs against the United States, and therefore 
this bill has been framed on purpose to allow an evasion to be practiced 
of that principle of law. 

Mr. President, the bill simply provides the way and means whereby 
the United States can act in good faith towards the people invited by 
it to enter upon these lands to make their homes, and there they have 
been through a quarter of a century, and many of them more, making 
their farms, improving them, raising their children, and depending 
upon the good faith of the United States to protect them. The office 
of this bill is to offer opportunity thereto. 

But, Mr. President, there is another question, and I come to it now 
because I do not wish to detain the Senate long in this discussion, and 
that is this: Can the United States or any other person, natural or ar- 
tificial, make a grant when there is no competent grantee to receive it? 
Of course the Senator from New York will admit that that can not be 
done, and yet that was what was attempted to he done in this case. 
Before any of this land inured, even imperfectly, to the State of Iowa, 
a provision had been incorporated in the constitution of the State to 
which I wish to call the attention of the Senate. When the constitu- 
tion of Iowa was formed in 1846 this provision was incorporated in it: 

Süd. 7. The General Assembly shall notlocate any of the publie lands which 
have been or may be granted by Congress to this State, and the location of which 
may be given to the General Assembly, upon lands actually settled, withoutthe 
consent of the occupant. The extent of the claim of such occupantso exempted 
shall not exceed 320 acres, 
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How was the State to acquire the land under this grant? By selec- 
tion by authority of the General Assembly. Could the General Assem- 
bly select the land on which a settler resided? Not at all. Why? The 
constitution which created the General Assembly and all the officers of 
the State said, ‘‘ You must not touch that land in making your selec- 
tion.” The State of lowa was jealous of the right of the settler, of the 
hardy man who went there to aid in the upbuilding of that State, and 
therefore placed in her first constitution the declaration I have read. 
As the years went on, down to 1857, when a revision was had of the 
constitution of the State, care was taken by the revisers of that instru- 
ment and the people in the adoption of the revised constitution to pre- 
serve the clause which I have read from the original constitution. 

Mr. President, could the General Assembly of Iowa, could the gov- 
ernor of Iowa, could any officer of the State, or all combined, select a 
tract of land on which a settler had planted himself? No. Then where 
remained the title to the land on which these settlers lived? In the 
United States. What do we ask by this bill? That the United States, 
having induced these settlers to go upon the land, shall now, through 
its own Department of Justice and in its own courts, institute a pro- 
ceeding which shall make good the title it said these men should have. 

Mr. VEST. With the Senator’s permission, I wish to say that the 
position he takes, as I understand him now, is that the title did not 
pass to the State because of some provision of the State constitution. 

Mx. WILSON, of Iowa. I am speaking of the inability of the State 
under the terms of the constitution to select as a part of the lands em- 
braced within the original grant those upon which settlers were located. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. Justice Miller, in the decision to which the Senator 
from New York has referred, uses this language: 

The broader and larger questions of the title to the lands within 5 miles of the 
Des Moines River, aboye Raccoon Fork, which had not been certified to the 
State, and which were declared by the decision of Dubuque and Pacific Rail- 
road Company vs. Litchfield not to be included within the grant of 1846, Con- 
gress retained for further consideration, and, at its next session after this joint 
resolution was passed, it completely disposed of the whole subject, so far as it 
was within its power to do so, by validating the grant of 1816 to the full extent 
of the construction claimed by the State of Iowa. 

And then he emphasizes this with the further declaration— 


That the act of July 12, 1862, was, for the first time, a conclusion and end ofthe 
matter so fur as Congress was concerned. 

The title of the plaintiff therefore rests upon settlements upon odd sections 
of land within 5 miles of the Des Moines River, which were reserved from sale 
or pre-emption at the time the settlements were made. Twoof the settlements, 
which are the foundation of plaintiff's title, were made in May, 1862, only a 
few days before the ange of the act of July in the same year; and one of the 
settlements under which the plaintiff claims was made after the ge of that 
act. The title was transferred by that act to the State of Iowa for the original 
purposes of the grant of 1816, 


` If I understand that decision it says that by the act of 1862 all the 
title that the Government of the United States had in these lands was 
conveyed to the State of Iowa, and it is for that State to settle out- 
standing claims. If that be so, as the Supreme Court of the United 
States has determined, the question is settled, and it seems to me that 
ought to be the end of it. If Iam mistaken I want to be corrected. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, there is not one of the de- 
cided cases, nor the whole line together, that settles this question. As 
I stated at the outset, the first case was made up for the purpose of 
reaching a definite decision desired by both parties, and it was reached, 
and the cases have followed it on down since that time. 

But even ‘taking the statement of theSenator from Missouri to be ex- 
act in all its terms, I still insist that the question which I have pre- 
sented never has been upon by the Supreme Courtof the United 
States, and I want this question to go there in order that it may pass 
upon this identical point: How could Congress in 1861, 1862, or any 
other time confer upon the State of Iowa the right by its General As- 
‘sembly, or by any of its officers, to take land in violation of that provision 
of the constitution of the States? Therefore when the grant was orig- 
inally made I claim that so far as these lands were concerned Congress, 
in attempting to make a grant which would cover them, had no com- 
petent grantee to take them. 

Now it is said that the State of Iowa through its governor conveyed 
under the directions of the Legislature all the rights, title, and interest 
which tke State had in these lands above Raccoon Fork. Soitdid, but 
it could not convey by that deed any right to land which it could not 
acquire because of the operation and force of that provision of the 
State constitution; and so when the joint resolution of 1861 was passed, 
under which these adverse claimants insist they have title to the land 
because, they say, the conference of title by that joint resolution upon 
the State inured to their benefit under the deed made by Governor 
Lowe; but how could that be? How could Congress confer title on 
the State in that respect which would inure to the benefit of the sup- 
posed grantees in the deed of Governor Lowe when the State consti- 
tution itself declares that the Legislature shall not do it? 

Mr. PUGH. I understand the position of the Senator to be that by 


the effect of the State constitution Iowa was incapable of becoming the 
grantee of these lands under the act of Congress of 1862, and that the 
act of Congress of 1862 did not divest the United States of the title to 
these lands because the State of Iowa was incapable of being invested 
with them on account of the State constitution. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. That is the point I make. 


Mr. PUGH. And you contend that the title to these lands still re- 
mains in the Federal Government, and if the Supreme Court under this 
bill so decides, then these lands can be disposed of as was desired to 
be by the parties who had that original act passed. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Iowaa question. 
The last decision of the Supreme Court was by Judge Miller, a citizen 
of the State of Iowa, an eminent lawyer who had practiced in that State 
a number of years. That point is not stated in the Bullard case which 
he decided. 

Mr. WILSON, of Towa. 
possibly give the answer. 

Mr. EVARTS. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. EVARTS. He stated, as I understand it, that the decisions of 
the State courts of Iowa have sustained all these titles. Why should 
that have been overlooked in the Supreme Court? 

Mr. VEST. I never heard of this constitutional question; I never / 
read the constitution of Iowa about it; but it is a remarkable fact that 
Mr. Justice Miller, with the great popular excitement that existed in 
the State, for this has been a very irritating question there, as we all 
know, a citizen of the State and a prominent justice of the Supreme 
Court from that State, should have fallen over this provision of the con- 
stitution, together with all the lawyers, and never raised it at all, it 
it has the bearing the Senator says it has. I should like to hear that 
provision of the constitution of Iowa read again. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. It is as follows: 

The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which have 
been or may be granted by Congress to this State, and the location of which 
may be given to the General Assembly; upon lands actually settled, without 


the consent of the occupant. The extent of the claim of such occupant so ex- 
empted shall not exceed 320 acres. 4 


Ido not know why that point was not pressed in the Bullard case, 
butI can answer why it was not decided. It was because it was not 
present in the record, I presume, and that is answer suflicient so far as 
the opinion of the court is concerned. If the issue was not presented, 
of course the court would not go out of its way to create it itself. But 
there is the constitution under which every officer in the State of Iowa, 
from the members of the General Assembly and the governor all the 
way down, was prohibited from interfering with the right of settlers 
upon the public lands. 

How did these men go there? The executive department of the 
Government and the jadicial department both decided that the grant 
of 1846 did not extend above the Raccoon Fork. Therefore settlers 
went upon those Jands. The Interior Department had declared that 
the lands belonged to the public domain. Why, then, do not these 
men get their rights through the executive department of the Govern- 
ment? Simply because of a technicality which has met them at every 
step, and I will state what it is. The lands had been reserved from 
settlement. Therefore they were not open to pre-emption settlement, 
nor after 1862 to homestead settlement. Why? Because the Secretary 
of the Interior, at the time he declared them to be public lands, failed 
to revoke the order of reservation; and on that technicality these men 
are now deprived of the rights they otherwise would have had under 
the general land laws of the United States. 

Now, will some person tell me how in law, notwithstanding the de- 
cisions the Senator from New York has referred to, an officer of the 
State of Iowa could select from the public lands within that grant as 
portions of it those upon which settlers wereresiding? Idonotcarehow 
many decisions there have been; I want on behalf of these settlers a 
proceeding which will place before that court that question among the 
others which may be raised, and let the Supreme Court say on review 
of this whole transaction whether the General Assembly of Iowa or any 
of her officers can or could, in the face of that provision of the Consti- 
tution, deprive these settlers of their rights by selecting the lands on 
which they were residing as part of those granted under the act of 1864 
to the State. 

The Senator from New York admits that there are strong equities 
existing in favor of these settlers, and he provides in his bill a method 
for the ascertainment of actual damage suffered by them and a reim- 
bursement from the Treasury of the United States. Why doeshe not 
apply the principle of reimbursement for damages suffered to the Des 
Moines River Navigation and Railroad Company? If they have rights, 
if they have reasonable grounds to believe that they were exempted by 
the Government, why should they not take the indemnity that he pro- 
vides, and let the hardy settlers upon those lands have their homes? 

But, Mr. President, that proposition is not made. It is only that the 
men who a quarter of a century and more ago, and those who under 
like circumstances at later dates have acquired rights, shall leave their 
homes and possessions and shall give up the results of their long years 
of toil, shall have all of the home sentiments and sympathies crushed 
out, and that they shall be turned out with a few miserable dollars 
doled out to them as the difference between their possessions as first 
occupied and the improvements they have made thereon. 

The United States can not afford to putitself in that attitude. These 
men went there by its invitation. The State protected them in their 
occupation of the land by the provision of her constitution to which I 
have referred. It is often said that itis the duty of a government quite 


I do not know why it was not done. I can 
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as much to protect one citizen as a thousand. Why not then give to 
these people that protection? Why not open the doors of the courts, 
of its own courts, and let its Attorney-General enter those tribunals and 
present the issue which may save to these hardy people their homes? 
- Mr. President, I do not care to occupy more time just now, and un- 
less some other occasion shall present itself during the progress of the 
debate I shall say no more, but will let this body vote again on the 
question. It has voted three times—on two occasions without divis- 
ion, on another by more than a two-thirds vote by yeas and nays in 
favor of this bill. Nothing is asked for these settlers but a judicial pro- 
ceeding. Let them have it. It is their only chance. If the Govern- 

_ment has misled them, let it do the best it can to protect them; but 
taking the case altogether, the operation of that provision of the State 
constitution, as well as other features of the case, I do not fear the re- 
sult. Let the Supreme Court be called upon to determine definitely 
this exact issue. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, this bill was reported by the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands during the last Congress, of which committee I 
was a member, and I had occasion at that time to examine its provis- 
ions rather closely. It had the unanimous report of the Committee 
on Public Lands. It passed the Senate by a large majority, passed the 
other House, was vetoed by the President, and failed to pass over the 
veto. It is practically, as I understand it, and probably literally, the 
same bill that was passed during the last Congress, 

The object and purpose of the bill is to settle and quiet certain con- 
flicting claims to lands in Iowa growing out of different grants, grow- 
ing out of a misconstruction of a grant which, as the Senator from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Vest] said, has been an irritating question in that State for 
a great many years, and will continue to be so until it is finally, defi- 
nitely, and directly settled by the courts of the country. 

The same objections urged to the passage of this bill are the objec- 
tions urged by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] a few days 
ago to the institution of suits in the State of California. That is, it is 
objected that this bill ought not to pass because the courts of the coun- 

have already made decisions settling the titles in a certain way. 
It is objected further that it ought not to pass because it is alleged that 
the Government has no title, no interest whatever in this land, and it 
is simply using the name of the Government to give certain individ- 
uals a standing in court that they would not otherwise have. 

These are the identical objections urged by the Senator from Nevada 
to the action of the Attorney-General in bringing suits in California, or 
suits that he proposes to bring. Ithink, however, that no one has ques- 
tioned the motives of either the committee that reported this bill or the 
Senators from Iowa who so earnestly support it. 

I therefore, in view of the similarity of the cases, take advantage of 
the present occasion to answer a few remarks made by the Senator from 
Nevada in reply to certain remarks made by my colleague [Mr. JONES, 
of Arkansas] a few days ago in the Senate. The Senator from Nevada 
avoided the issue made by my colleague and sought to make it appear 
to the Senate that the issue was whether the United States would, should, 
or ought to succeed in the proposed suits in California. The point made 
by my colleague was that the Attorney-General had the power to bring 
these suits; that it rested in his discretion whether or not they should 
be brought. 

Nor did my colleague seek to throw the responsibility, as was as- 
serted by the Senator from Nevada, upon the Interior Department. 
The Department of Justice takes the full responsibility. But my col- 
league referred to the fact that the action had been recommended by 
the Interior Department for the simple reason that such had been the 

ce under this Administration and former administrations, and 

r the further reason that it refuted the idea of any evil intent upon 
the part of the Attorney-General in bringing the suits. My colleague 
asserted that this discretion rested with the Attorney-General; and I 
now read from a recent decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to show that that assumption was authorized. The Supreme 
Court, in the case of the United States vs. Beebe and others, used the 
following language: 


* The authority of the Attorney-General under the Constitution and laws of 
the United States to institute s suitin the name of the United States to set aside 
u patent alleged to have been obtained by fraud or other mistake, whenever 
denied by a specific pleading before this court, has been uniformly main- 
tained, And it may now be accepted as settled that the United States can prop- 
erly proceed by bill in equity to have a judicial decree of nullity and an order 
of cancellation of a patent issued in mistake or obtained by fraud where the 
Se has a direct interest or is under an obligation respecting the relief 
invoked. y 


The court further on used this language: 


The court below held that the bill in this case having been filed on the ree- 
ommendation of the Secretary of the Interior, for the declared purpose of hav- 
ing the questions which were being pressed upon the Land Department, in con- 
nection with the claims of the Philbrook heirs against the Government, deter- 
mh ed by the judicial] department, which claims were unsettled and ned siting 
the appeal to the court was proper. In this we think the learned judge is in fall 


with the principle laid down by Mr. Justice Miller in the San Jacinto case. 

It is directly and specifically decided there that the Attorney-General 
had a right to order these suits to be brought if in his juugment either 
of these facts laid down in this opinion existed in the case, If he has 
exercised that discretion improvidently I can see that theSenator from 
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Nevada had a right to criticise his action in the premises and say that 
it does not fall within the case; but I deny that the Senator from Ne- 
vada has any right. without any proof whatever, to impute to the At- 
torney-General evil motives in bringing such suits. ? 

It is true that private individuals, and sometimes the public press of 
the country, impute bad motives to public officers, and no public officer 
is so high that he escapes them. They have charged to the President of 
the United States, they have charged to Senators upon the floor of the 
Senate bad motives for their action in certain cases during the present 
session of Congress; but so long as such charges are made by private in- 
dividuals or by partisan newspapers no one attaches any importance to 
it unless they produce evidence. But I assert again that unless the 
Senator from Nevada is furnished with proof that the Attorney-General 
in this California case was actuated by some bad motive—and the bur- 
den rests upon him to produce that proof—then he had no right to at- 
tack the Attorney-General’s motives upon the floor of the Senate. 

I do not believe that there is a single Senator upon the other side of 
the Chamber who served with the Attorney-General for the period of 
eight years that he was a member of this body who would be willing 
to impute to him any dishonest or dishonorable act. The distinguished 
Senator from Vermont [ Mr. EDMUNDS], who, perhaps, knew the At- 
torney-General as thoroughly as any man in the Senate—certainly as 
intimately as any one upon the other side of the Chamber—during the 
last Congress, when speaking of the Attorney-General, used the fol- s 
lowing language: 

The Attorney-General, for whose personal honesty and good intentions in 
every respect I have as great regard as I have for that of any man in the world, 

Isay such was the language used by the Senator from Vermont, who 
served with the Attorney-General upon committees in this body and 
who was intimately and thoroughly acquainted with every public act 
of his while he served here as a Senator. : 

Mr. Garland has been a citizen of the State from which I come fora 
period of more than fifty years. He has held many public positions ef 
honor and trust, and during all that time nothing touching his good 
name has ever been alleged against him. Mr. Garland is recognized by 
the country at large as a lawyer who ranks with the best, as a patriotic 
and conservative statesman, as a representative of the people, whose 
interests he never betrayed, as a true gentleman, and an honest man, 
and such history will record him. 

I rose simply to say that whoever in connection with these suits in 
California imputes to him any motive other than an honest desire to 
serve the Government, whose officer he is, faithfully and honestly and 
for the best interests of the whole people, does a gross injustice to a 
worthy official and an honest man. 7 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I bave no disposition to ascribe 
motives to any one, but I desire now, since this matter is again brought 
up, to state some facts showing the great hardship and injustice in- 
flicted upon many citizens of this country by the official conduct of the 
Attorney-General. I regard it as a duty, not a pleasure, to say what 
I am about to say in reference to the Attorney-General, for I entertain 
for him none but kindly feelings. I first met him some twenty years 
ago and became well acquainted with him. He is a genial, pleasant 
man, but he is inflicting or allowing to be inflicted a great wrong upon 
a large number of people in California. 

The cases to which I alluded are five in number. Four of them are 
of ancient date. In the two principal cases the patents were granted in 
1857 and in 1859. In the case of the Las Pulgas Rancho the patent was 
granted October 2, 1857. The Cafiada de Raimundo grant was dated 
July 19, 1859. These patents were granted after the claims had been 
confirmed by the courts, the United States having been represented, 
the settlers having had an opportunity to appear. Final decrees were 
had and then surveys were made by the surveyor-general atter notice. 
These surveys were returned to the Interior Department for examina- 
tion and approval, and were decided at a time when, I think, the 
Senators from Arkansas will admit the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office was at least a competent person. That person was Thomas 
A. Hendricks, who granted both of these patents. Mr. Thompsan was 
Secretary of the Interior. They were granted, I say, after a hearing in 
that Department, after full notice to all the contestants. 

Upon them are several Jarge towns and villages. The water-works 
of San Francisco lie mostly upon those grants. San Mateo and Menlo 
Park are on these grants, There is nota settler upon them. In that 
they differ from the case under consideration. The case under consid- 
eration is for the protection of settlers who have been upon the land in 
Iowa for twenty-five, thirty, and forty years. The cases brought by the 
Attorney-General are cases where the lands have been settled for the 
last thirty years, under patents granted to a large number of people. 

At whose instigation and why were these suits brought? I have ex- 
amined the records in the Interior Department since the discussion the 
other day, and I find that the suits in all these five cases were ordered 
to be commenced on the application of J. W. Denver, his brother St. 
Clair Denver joining in one of them. It appears by the letter of the 
Attorney-General himself that these orders to bring suits were made 
not on the original request of the Interior Department, but on the ap- 
plication of General Denver. A letter which I copied in the Depart- 
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ment, and is a sample of all his returns to the Department in deciding 
to bring these suits, is as follows: — 
DEPARTMENT OF JusTICE, Washington, November 23, 1888. 


Six: Lam in recei 9 es letter of September 4, with its inclosures, relative 
to the page oa mane of J. W. Denver, attorney for the Coppinger claimants under 
the San Raimundo grant, for authority to use the name of the United States in 
legal proceedings to set aside a patent issued for the private land claim known 
as Las Pulgas," San Mateo County, California, in order to secure the rectifica- 
tion of the survey thereof and of the San Raimundo grant. 

The matter has been referred to the United States attorney for California, John 
T. Carey, esq., San Francisco, with instructions to institute the suit referred to, 
in acco with your request. 

Very respectfully, 


The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

These suits, as I said, were brought on the application of J. W. Den- 
ver. On looking further into the papers in the case I find that the 
real party in interest, the real prosecutor in these cases who caused 
these suits to be brought, is one R. S. Thornton. R. S. Thornton isa 
man well known in California as a leader in litigation. He has been 
here for the last twenty-five years attempting to pick flaws in titles 
and to get legislation. R. S. Thornton is the person for whom General 
Denver appears, - 

I find on file an application from R. S. Thornton to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office to survey those towns and cities with a view 
of these proceedings. The Department declined to make the survey. 
The matter was referred to the Attorney-General, and the Attorney- 
General gave an opinion, which is on file in the Interior Department, 
that it was the duty of the Commissioner of the General Fand Office 
to survey this private property which had been in the possession of 
citizens for a generation, and to use the funds appropriated by Congress 
for other purposes. 

I say that it came with bad grace from Mr. Sparks, the late Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, to call on Congress for more appropri- 
ations for clerks to do the current business and represent, which is un- 
doubtedly true, that there are from 12,000 to 15,000 undisputed cases 
of settlers desiring titles that could not be disposed of for want of force 
while he was using the money appropriated for that purpose to set 
aside patents issued by Mr. Hendricks thirty years ago. 

I do not attribute it all to the Interior Department, because I think 
it emanates from a particular source in the Interior Department, and 
not from that Department generally. I want to exempt the Depart- 
ment as a general rule from this raid, but I say while they are clamor- 
ing for more clerks and more money they undertake to undo the work 
that was done by former administrations, including Democratic as well 
as Republican. They are trying to drive from their homes thousands 
of people instead of giving homes to those who are rightfully entitled 
to them under the laws of Congress. 

That is the proceeding here, and that is not all. I hold in my hand 
a letter from the Attorney-General to myself with regard to this mat- 
ter. After the trial in the San Jacinto case, in which I was an attor- 
ney, had been disposed of, I called on the Attorney-General and di- 
rected his attention to that decision. I had some pleasant conversation 
with him. He addressed me afterwards a note referring to it. It is 


as follows: 
DEPARTMENT op Justice, Washington, May 15, 1888. 

Sin: Since our conversation of yesterday relative to the suits heretofore di- 
rected in Northern California, in the matter of the patents to the Ranchos Rai- 
mundo and Las Pulgas, Buri-Buri, and others, I have gone over the papers with 
my law clerk, Mr. Robinson, and I find that the cases came to the partment 
with the urgent recommendations of the Secretary of the Interior that suits be 
brought to correct errors in the surveys and to annul or modify the patents. 

From one cause and another the actions have not been commenced, but I 
have to-day taken steps to have them begun without further unnecessary de- 
lay saa brought to s speedy judicial determination, 


ery res ly, 
A. H. GARLAND, Attorney-General. 

Hon, W. M. STEWART, 

United States Senate. 

So far from its being the Interior Department, it was R. S. Thorn- 
ton who inaugurated this proceeding. In order that the date of these 
various grants and the persons to whom the grants were given may 
appear in my remarks, I shall incorporate a list of these five grants with 
their dates and the officers who made the grants, 

Buri-Buri: Date of patent, October 17, 1872. Commissioner, Willis Drum- 
mond, Secretary of Interior, Delano. Attorney, J. W. Denver. 

Las Pulgas Rancho: Date of patent, October 2, 1857. Commissioner, Thomas 
A. Hendricks. Secretary of Interior, Jacob Thompson. Attorney, Denver. 

Cañada de Raimundo: Date of patent, July 19,1359. Commissioner, Thomas 
A. Hendricks. Secretary of Interior, Jacob Thompson. Attorney, Denver. 

Cafiada de Guadalupe la Visitacion y Rodeo Viejo: Date of patent, September 
22, 1865. Commissioner, James M. Edmunds. Secretary, O. H. Browning. At- 
torney, Denver. 

Corte de Madera del Presidio: Date of patent, February 25, 1 88. Commis- 
sioner, MacFarland. 8 „Teller. Attorneys, J. W. & A. St. Clair Den- 
ver. R. S. Thornton, “agent for self and also for Coppinger claimants.” 

In my former remarks are printed the letter of the governor of Cali- 
fornia and petition of the leading members of the bar and many citi- 
zens protesting against this arbitrary proceeding of the Attorney-Gen- 
eral. The governor transmitted these protests to the President of the 
United States for his consideration, asking that these suits should not 
ke brought, and that the order should be countermanded. The At- 
torney-General had all this before him, and he consults a law clerk, as 
shown by his letter to me, but tells the Senate in answer to a resolu- 


A. H. GARLAND, Attorne General. 


tion of inquiry that it was done at the urgent solicitation of the Inte- 


rior Department. I say the Interior Department has no more jurisdic- 
tion over the matter than I have. It has passed for nearly thirty years 
out of their jurisdiction, and there is nothing in the Interior Depart- 
ment to make the Attorney-General attempt to review cases that oc- 
curred a generation ago. 


How can the Department now administer the law more intelligently - 


than Thomas A. Hendricks did? Whatever else may be said of him, 
he was a clear-headed, conscientious lawyer. I served with him upon 
the Committee on Public Lands here. I learned from him much that 
I know of the public-land laws and the practice under them. I came - 
here and he was my teacher in the public-land laws, and a faithful, 
intelligent teacher he was. Wherever he granted a patent you may 
be pretty certain that itis right. For this administration, after the 
witnesses are all dead, to go back and say after thirty years have inter- 
vened, and cities have grown up, and at the instigation of an irrespon- 
sible man, undertake to review that work and neglect the issuing of 
patents that are necessary, if seems to me only wants to be stated to 
be condemned, 

I say it was the duty of the Attorney-General to have heard the 
parties, to have summoned those lawyers and let them meet this agita- 
tor, this lobbyist, R. S. Thornton, face to face before he threw a cloud 
upon the title of thousands of people which must last for a generation 
before it can be removed if it has to go through the courts. The Su- 
preme Court kindly advanced the San Jacinto case that a precedent 
might be set, and a precedent was set that ought to put an end to these 
raids upon private rights. 

I will allude to that case briefly, and the rulelaid down, so as to show 
how far the Attorney-General in this case has departed from it. But 
before I proceed to that I wish to say one word further about the In- 
terior Department. I do not wish to cast any unjust reflections upon 
any one. I do not believe the Interior Department as such is respon- 
sible for these suits. When these orders were first given several gen- 
tlemen came from California—I was here last year—friends of mine, met 
me, and desired to be introduced tò the Interior Department officials 
with regard to the matter. x 

I went to the Interior Department with the gentlemen and saw Mr. 
Lamar and inquired about the orders to bring these suits. Mr. Lamar 
said that he had no knowledge of any such orders. We told him that 
they had certainly been issued. He sent for the papersand found that 
he had signed them. He had signed them asa matter of course in the 
routine of business. I wish to say with regard to this matter, that if 
the Secretary of the Interior undertook to read all the communications 
that are prepared by the various bureaus for him to sign, he could de 
no other business. In fact he has no time to read them and can not 
read them. An ex-Secretary of the Interior said that would be an im- 
possibility; that the Secretary of the Interior can only refer a matter’ 
to the Attorney-General, where it is to be investigated. Mr. Lamar 
took no responsibility in the matter. Itemanated from another source, 
it emanated lower down. 
in proof of how he regards such investigations I hold in my hand a 
decision rendered by Mr. Justice Lamar very recently, in which he 
condemns in unmeasured terms the bringing of stale suits to discredit 
titles and using the name of the United States for the purpose of pri- 
vate suits and private litigation. I refer to the case of the United States 
vs, Charles Beebe and others, which arose in the State of Arkansas. 
The Senators from that State are undoubtedly more familiar with that 
case than I am, but it involves the same principle of using the name 
of the United States for the benefit of private individuals. 

The following are Mr. Lamar’s views upon this character of suits and 
the impropriety of the name of the United States being used to disturb 
patents issued more than a generation ago. After stating the facts of 
the case and the decisions conceding to the Attorney-General the naked ` 
power to bring the suit, Justice Lamar said: 3 

It is insisted that here the State isa party, moving the contest, and setting up 
a right to have this survey certified, and that the tenant will not be protected 
by his possession, because the statute of limitations does not run against the 
State. We have decided, and the decision is sustained by unbroken masses of 
authority, that the statute of limitations does not run against the State. The 
answer, however, to this argument is this: The State of Georgia is not the real 
party to the proceeding. * * * The process is in the name of the State, but 
— zene asserted isa private right; the issue is between two of the citizens of 

e e 

Applying these printiples to this case, an inspection of the records shows that 
the Government, though in name the complainant, is not the real contestant 
party to the title or property in the land in controversy. It has no interest in 
the suit, and has no hing to gain from the relief prayed for, and nothing to lose 
if the reliet is denied. The bill itself was filedin the name of the United States, 
and signed by the Attorney-General on the petition of private individuals, and 
the right asserted isa private right, which might have been asserted wi 
the intervention of the United States at all. 

In his letter to the United States district attorney upon the subject the Attor- 
ney-General directs that that officer shall sign his (the 1 name 
to the bill, when the attorneys for the petigoners shall present such a bill, and 
file the same in the proper court, and that aiter the suit is commenced these attor- 
neys for the petitioners will have the management of the case. Accordingly the 
subsequent proceedings in the case bave been conducted exclusively by these 
attorneys, who, in the pleadings, describe themselves as attorneys for the peti- 
tioners and be: ries of the suit. 

We are of the opinion that when the Government is a mere formal complain- 


ant in a suit, not for the purpose of asserting any public right or 


3 
public interest, title. or property, but merely to form a conduit through whom 


onc private person can conduct litigation against another private person. a court 


He had no responsibility in the matter, and : 


- ized this sui 
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of equity will not be restrained from administering the equities ny yt ante te 
the real parties by any exemption or the Government designed for the proteo- 
tion of the United States alone, The mere use of its name in a suit for the ben- 
efit of a private suitor can not extend its immunity as a sovereign government 
to said private suitor, whereby he can ayoid and escape the scrutiny of a court 
of equity into the matters pleaded against him by the other party ; nor stop the 
court from examining into and deciding the ease according to the principles 
governing courts of equity in like cases between private litigants. 

These principles, so far as they relate to general statutes of limitation, the 
laches of a party, aud the lapse of time, have heen rendered familiar to the legal 
mind by the oft-repeated enunciation and enforcement of them in the decisions 
of this court. 3 to these decisions, courts of equity in general recog- 
nize and give effect to the statute of limitations as a defense to an equitable 
right, when atlaw it would have been properly pleaded as a bar to a legal 
right. They refuse to interfere to give relief when there has been gross negli- 
gence in prosecuting a claim or where the lapse of time has been so long as to 
afford a clear presumption that the witnesses to the original transaction are 
dead, and the other means of proof have disappeared. 

We think the court below justly and wisely applied the principle to the case 
under consideration in sustaining the demusser and dismissing the bill. The 
rights of the Philbrook heirs, the real parties to this case, which are set up in 

s bill, originated in 1815. The acts of Beebe popen ag the alleged fraud 
were prior to 1838. The alleged illegal action of the Land Department occurred 
in . More than forty-five years ago the complainants in this bill could have 
institated their action, 

The death of the parties charged with the fraud, and also of most, if not all, 
of the witnesses having personal knowledge of the transaction, the fact that a 
city has been built upon the land in question, the occupation of large portions 
of it by hundreds of innocent purchasers, the homesteads of many families cover- 
ing other portions of it, the uninterrupted possession maintained for more than 
a generation, all resting upon faith in the patent issued by the United States 
Government, constitute reasons more than sufficient for the refusal of the court 
to set aside such patent at the suit of a party who has so . his al- 
Jeged rights. For the reasons herein stated, the decree of the court below is 


Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him ? 

Mr. STEWART. Ves, sir. 

Mr. BERRY. I neglected to refer to that case as I intended to do. 

That was a case which arose in the city of Little Rock. The claim 
originated more than forty years ago. Itinvolved 480 acres of land 
lying in the city of Little Rock and the title of persons who have 
been living in their homes and residing there for more than a quar- 
ter of a century. At the instance of Mr. Philbrook, the late Attor- 
ney-General, Mr. Brewster, directed the suit to be brought in the 
name of the United States. Notwithstanding these parties had held 
their titles and believed that they had a valid title for the period of 
forty years, the Attorney-General directed the suit to be brought in the 
name of Philbrook against the holders of the city of Little Rock, 
Although I have no doubt the people thought it was a hardship upon 
them to defend their homes, yet I do not think that even they ever 
imputed any evil motives to the late Attorney-General, Mr. Brewster, 
for directing that snit to be brought. 

Mr. STEWART. What is the difference between that case and 
this? The people in the case I am considering are more numerous than 
in the town of Little Rock. They are living upon the lands, and they 
have lived upon them for a quarter of a century, and the suits are 
brought at the instigation of a lobbyist without a hearing. Is it not 
just as strong, would not the language of Justice Lamar apply to this 
case as well as to the Little Rock case in his condemnation ? 

But I condemn the action of Attorney-General Brewster. He set a 
very bad precedent. The San Jacinto case in which I was of counsel 
was instituted by him. A former Attorney-General some ten years ago 
tried a similar raid, and authorized, as I said the other day, one John 
B. Howard to make a general raid upon titles. Before I proceed to the 
San Jacinto case I want to call attention to what the Supreme Court 
said about John B. Howard’s raid, to show what the Supreme Court 
thought of this kind of proceeding and to show that the Department is 
not following the courts, but is following the lobby. A celebrated case, 
one of John B. Howard’s cases, is known as the Throckmorton case. 
Mr. Justice Miller, in discussing the propriety of the conduct of the 

Attorney-General in that case, said: 

In the class of cases to which this belongs, however, the practice of the En 
glish and American courts has been to require the name of the Attorney-Gencral 
as indorsing the suit before it will be entertained. 

In tion I would say that the Attorney-General authorized 
John B. Howard to appear for him, and he used the district attorney’s 
name, authorizing him in that way, but the principle is the same. 

The reason of this is obvious, namely, that in so important a matter as im- 
peaching the grants of the Government, under its seal, its highest law officer 
should be consulted, and should give the support of his name and authority to 
the suit. He should also have control of it in every stage, so that if at any time 
during its progress he should become convinced that the proceeding is not well 
founded or is oppressive he may dismiss the bill. 

I shall show how the present Attorney-General has disregarded this 
direction and suggestion of the Supreme Court. 

There is appended to this record, though no part of it, a bond, given by some 
pore persons to the United States, to save it harmless of costs in regard to 

suit. If itis intended by this to show that the Attorney-General author- 
it fails to prove it, though the bond recites that that officer had 
the district attorney to bring this suit, 

It is not in this way that the then Attorney-General should have placed him- 
self on the record as responsible forsuch a bill. In confirmation of this view, 
it does not appear that he or his successors have ever given the slightest atten- 

the case, In the argument of it before us no officer of the Government 
appeared, It would be a hig 4 dangerous doctrine, one threatehing the title 
to millions of acres of land held by patents from the Government, if any 


man who has a grudge or a claim against his neighbor can, by indemnifying 
the Government for costs, and fw g the needed stimulus to a district at- 


toroa; institute a suit in chancery in the United States to declare the patent 
void, $ 


It is essential, therefore, to such a suit that without special regard to form, 
but in some tidy Saina the court can recognize, it should appear that the At- 
torney-General brought it himself, or given such order for its institution as 
will make him officially responsible for it and show his control of the cause, 
(98 U. S., pages 70, 71.) 6 

Equally caustic remarks were made by other judges in the courts 
below, and for ten years the whole proceedings in this raid were quieted 
until Attorney-General Brewster authorized one or two suits, The 
San Jacinto suit was authorized before the present Attorney-General 
came into office. I was of counsel in the court below. The proceed- 
ings made it very oppressive to the parties. They were required to 
travel over California, and were made to spend $5,000 or 000 in 
taking testimony, After this was done, as attorney for the Šan Ja- 
cinto Company, I addressed a letter tothe present Attorney-General 
and asked him to dismiss the suit. No,” he said. 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me for one 
moment? I wish to make a motion. 

Mr. STEWART. All right. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it ad- 
journ to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I hope my friend will not press that motion until 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILSON] comes in. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, entered the Chamber. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Oh, here he is. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam satisfied that the Senator from Iowa will not 
object to the motion. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to say 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I understood that, but I ask unanimous 
consent to make a brief statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to have the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. DAwes] know of this motion. I think perhaps 
it is his intention to ask the Senate to consider an appropriation bill 
to-morrow. If that is the case, I should like to have him know of the 
motion before we yote on it. 

Mr. BUTLER. He can learn of it afterwards. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I beg the Senator to withdraw the motion for a 
moment, until the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAWES] comes in. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I have sent down to his committee-room 
for him. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is the motion withdrawn ? 

Mr. BUTLER. For the present. I am very much obliged to the 
Senator from Nevada for yielding. 


THOMAS JORDAN. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Will the Senator from Nevada yield to me? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I have here a disability bill which has been over- 
looked in the Committee on the Judiciary. There has been an acci- 
dental delay about it. I ask unanimous consent to report the bill at 
this time and put it on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. From the Committee on the Judiciary I report the 
bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Thomas Jordan, and I ask unanimous 
consent that it may be now considered. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to relieve Thomas Jordan, 
of the State of New York, of all political disabilities imposed upon him 
by the third section of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Sen- 
ators present voting in the affirmative). 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE. = 


Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator from Nevada will yield to me, I 
simply desire to give notice, as I am compelled to leave the city to 
visit West Point, that on Monday next, at the conclusion of the formal 
morning business, I shall call up the bill (S. 2851) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, 
for the purpose of making some remarks upon it, 


ESTATE OF JOSEPH H. MADDOX. 


Mr. VOORHEES. I desire to state that the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Mrron zz], whom I do not now see in his seat, some weeks ago 
called up a bill in which I feel an interest, it being the bill (S. 2201) 
for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and Robert 
Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased. The bill then 
went over informally on the request of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL], who has told me—he told me yesterday—that at any time 
when it was called up he would have no objection to its passage. Con- 
sequently, as I have to leave the city in a day or two, to be gone about 
ten days, I venture to ask the Senate on this assurance to consider the 
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bill at this time. It was reported by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] from the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana appeals 
to the Senator from Nevada to yield to him for the purpose of consid- 
ering the bill indicated. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to finish my remarks. 

Mr. VOORHEES. The bill was passed overinformally and it ought 


to be passed by the Senate now. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada yield 


for that purpose ? 
Mr. STEWART. I will yield. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Indiana asks unan- 


imous consent that the Scnate proceed to the consideration of Senate 
bill 2201. 

Mr. ALLISON. Subject to a call for the regular order at any time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Mad- 
dox, widow and executrix, and Robert Morrison, executor of Joseph 
H. Maddox, deceased. It proposes to refer to the accounting officers 
of the Treasury Department, for determination upon the evidence taken 
and now on file in the office of the clerk of the Court of Claims and in 
the War Department, and other competent evidence, all matters in re- 
lation to the agreement of Joseph H. Maddox and his associates, made 
with the supervising agent of the Treasury, with the approval of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, for the delivery of tobacco and other prop- 
erty under the permit, safeguard, and orders of the President of the 
United States, 3 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. BUTLER. With the consent of the Senator from Nevada, I 
renew my motion that when the Senate adjourn to-day it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. ALLISON. With the understanding, I hope, that the pending 
business can be dis of to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have no doubt that can be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

Mr. DAWES. May I have the indulgence of the Senate for a mo- 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Massachusetts proceeding? The Chair hears none, ` 

Mr. DAWES. I wish tostate that the Committee on Appropriations 
are ready to go on with the Indian appropriation bill and have been 
for four or five days, Ifthe Senate, with that fact before them, choose 
to adjourn over, of course they will do so. I am ready to bring up the 
appropriation bill to-morrow morning, or this afternoon, or at any time. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not think that anybody but the Appropriations 
Committeeare ready to consider that bill; sol do not see what we would 
gain by remaining in session to-morrow. Many Senators are going 
away, and I am inclined to think that it would be time well spent to 
let the appropriation bill go over until Monday. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I wish to say in this connection that I 
want to go away on Saturday, and I should like to be here when the 
Indian appropriation bill is considered. It seems to me that the Senate 
could not to-morrow any more profitably than in disposing of a 
bill of that sort, which is absolutely necessary to be considered by the 
Senate at some time. I can see no necessity for an adjournment over, 
and I hope the Senate will continue in session. There are many bills 
of importance that a number of us want to have passed. We rested 
pretty well yesterday, and are in pretty good shape for work to-mor- 
row. 

Mr. BECK. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate can proceed only by unani- 
mous consent. The Chair hears no objection, and the Senator from 
Kentucky will proceed. 

Mr. BECK. I only desire to say that there are several questions 
connected with the Indian appropriations, and the members of the 
Committee on Appropriations would like to be present when the bill 
is passed upon. I happen to bea member of that committee, and I 
believe we can pass that bill to-morrow if we are all here. Next week 
there may perhaps be some trouble. 

Mr. VOORHEES (to Mr. BUTLER). 
motion. 

Mr. BUTLER. Very well; I withdraw the motion, and commend 
my distinguished friends for their industry and attention to their du- 
ties, 


You had better withdraw the 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENTAL STATIONS, 


Mr, BROWN. May I appeal to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. STEWART. I can not yield any further. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish the Senator to yield to me long enough to 
ive a notice. I shall not ask to take up any time. 

Mr. STEWART. Very well. 

Mr. BROWN. I simply wish to state that on the 2d of March, 1887, 
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an act was passed, as the Senate will recollect, establishing experimental 
stations at the agricultural colleges in the different States. Theact re- 
quires that the assent of the Legislatare shall be given to the appro- 
priations for each State. The Legislatures of some of the States failed 
to act in the matter, and on the Ist of July the appropriation lapses. 
As a short bill has passed the House of Representatives giving tlie gov- 
ernor the power to grant the assent where the Legislature is not inses- 
sion, I simply wish to say that to-morrow morning at the end of the 
formal business I shall ask permission to call that billup. There will 
be no discussion of it; there is no room for it. It simply proposes to 
empower the governor when the Legislature is not in session to give 
the notice of assent. I will not ask the Senate to allow me to take up 
the bill now. ; 
DES MOINES RIVER LANDS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlerson the Des Moines River 
lands, in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, this enormous power in the hands 
of the Attorney-General is so liable to abuse that I doubted the exist- 
ence of the power, and in the San Jacinto case I raised the question 
whether the power existed at all. The majority of the court hold that 
it did exist, and thus described it: 


We are not insensible to the enormous power and its capacity for evil thos 
reposed in that department of the Government. Since the titletoall of the land 
in more than half of the States and Territories of the Union depends usen pat- 
ents from the Government of the United States, it is to be scen whit a vast 
power is confided to the officer who may order the institution of snt's to set 
aside every one of these patents; and if the doctrine (hat the United Sintes in 
bringing such actions is not controlled by any statute of limitations or governed 
by the rule concerning laches be sound, of which we express no opinion at pres- 
ent, then the evil which may result would seem to be endless as well as enor- 
mous. But it has often been said that the fact that the exercise of power may 
be abused is no sufficient reason for denying its existence, and if restrictions are 
to be placed upon the exercise of this authority by the Attorney-General it is 
for the legislative body which created the office to enact them. 


The court, however, did go on to suggest very many important re- 
strictions, and laid down rules under which it would have been im- 
possible for the Attorney-General to have brought these suits if he had 
adhered to the discharge of his duty. I will submit some further por- 
tions of this opinion, showing how utterly groundless this particular 
suit was, and the want of equity in it, and the admonitions of the 
court to the Attorney-General to bring no more suits of this kind. 
The following extracts will show the views of the majority of the 
court upon the merits of this class of litigation and the considerations 
which govern the Attorney-General: 


But we are of opinion that since the right of the Government of the United 
States to institute such a suit depends upon the same panera principles which 
would authorize a private citizen to apply to a court of justice for relief against 
an instrument obtained from him by fraud or deceit, or any of those other prac- 
tices which are admitted to justify a court in granting relief, the Government 
must show that, like the private individual, it has such an interest in the relief 
sought as entitles it to move in the matter. 

If it be a question of property a case must be made in which the court can af- 
ford a remedy in regard to that preperty; if it be a question of fraud which 
would render the instrument void, the fraud must operate to the prejudice of the 
United States; and if it is apparent that the suit is brought for the benefit of 
some third party, and that the United States has no pecuniary interest in the 
remedy sought, and is under no obligation to the party who will be benefited 
to sustain an action for his use; in short, if there does not appearany obligation 
on the part of the United States to the public, or to any individual, or any in- 
terest of its own, it can no more sustain such an action than any private person 
could under similar circumstances, 

In all the decisions to which we have just referred it is either expressed or 
implied that this interest or duty of the United States must exist as the founda- 
tion of the right of action. Of course this interest must be made to appear in 
the progress of the proceedings, either by pleading or evidence, and if there isa 
want of it, and the fact is manifest that the suit has actually been brought for 
the benefit of some third person, and that no obligation to the general public 
exists which requires the United States to bring it, then the suit must fail. In 
the case before us the bill itself leaves a fair implication that if this patent is set 
aside the title to the property will revert tothe United States, together with the 
beneficial interest in it, 

It is argued in the brief that this is not true; that in fact the Government is 
but the instrument of one Baker, who married the widow of Abel Stearns. and 
that Stearns contested the correctness of this survey with others before the Land 
Department very actively and energetically, because he had such an interest. in 
the land covered by itthatif it was defeated he would become the equitable or 
beneficial owner of the land. This view is supported by some pretty strong tes- 
— 5 and by the fact that Baker was the man at whose instance the action 
was begun. 

When the Attorney-General required that a bond should be given to save the 
United States harmless with regard to the costs of these 3 Baker 
was the man who furnished thesecurity and signed the bond himself. The con- 
dition inserted in that obligation recited “that whereas the Attorney-General 
of the United States of America has this day filed, at the request of the above- 
named R, S. Daker, a bill in . in the name of and on behalf of the United 
States of America against the San Jacinto Tin Company. * * è Nowy, theore- 
fore, if the said Baker shall well and truly save the United States of America 
harmless from all costs and expenses which may be incurred by or against them 
in the prosecution of said suit to its final determination, and pay or cause to be 
paid on demand all such costs and expenses as may necessarily be incurred in 
such prosecution, then this obligation to be void.” Taking all these cireum- 
stances together, it raises a very strong implication that Baker expected that if 
the patent was set aside his right to the land covered by it, or to a large part of 
it, would become paramount, 

Bat we are not so entirely satisfied of the want of interest of the United States 
in the whole or a part of the land which is covered by this patent as to justify 
us in sying that the bill in the pres:nt case ought to be dismissed on that 
ground, 


The following comments of the court will show how these cases have 
been once decided, and the present attempt to relitigate them is sim- 
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ply to retry what was tried and determined by competent tribunal 
more than a guarter of a century ago: 0 


The strongest argument the commission of any fraud, and in favor of 
the correctness of the location of the grant by the survey, is to be found in the 
fact that it went through all the different offices in the land department to which 
it could possibly be taken, from its being filed by Thompson in the office of the 
surveyor-general up to its consideration by the of the Interior him- 
self, and in all these offices ample time was given for careful examination, and 
an actual scrutiny of the matter was made by reason of the contest of Stearns, 
who succeeded in haying the lines of the survey changed, so as to exclude prop- 
erty in which he was interested. 

After this change was made, it was again brought before the Commissioner 
and argued by counsel on both sides, and considered in the light of all the facts 
which either party chose to bring before the office, and abundanttime was given 
for its investigation. Mr. Wilson, the Commissioner, wasa man of many years’ 
experience in the class of cases to which this belongs, and which he was then 
called upon to decide. He madea full report, which is in the record, to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, Hon. O. H. Browning, a lawyer of eminence and a man 
accustomed to weighing testimony, who, atter having the case under consid- 
eration from May 22, 1807, to October 19 of the same year, made the followin 
decision, which he referred back to the Commissioner of the General Lan 
Office for execution: 

“Sim: I have received your letter of the 22d May last, submitting for con- 
sideration the papers of the private Jand claim in ifornia known as the ‘So- 
acinto,’ and asking for instructions on the application fora pat- 
ent to issue in accordance with the survey approved by the surveyor-general of 
California.’ A careful examination of the papers and consideration of the ar- 
guments of counsel have led me to concur in your opinion that all the uire- 
ments of the law bave been complied with, and that patent should issue in ac- 
corance with the survey.” 

We consider this examination of the case in the office of the Commissioner 
and its re-examination by the Secretary of the Interior as ing the very 
strongest probative force in regard to the question of fraud, which was mooted 
before them, as well as the question of the proper location of the grant. No 
stronger evidence could be given of the honesty of Commissioner Wilson and 
his belief in the correctness of the survey than the fact of his reference of the 
whoie matter to the Secretary of his own metion without any appeal by either 
party from his decision. 

They had in the Land Office abundant materials for the investigation of all 
the matters in dispute; they bad before them the interested parties, with allthe 
evidence which they could collect, the records, the Mexican archives, and con- 
trol of all the papers of the Government since the territory came into the pos- 
session of the Gnited States, as well asample time, more than this court has, to 
consider all these subjects. Very little that is new or that throws any light upon 
the questions at issue is now produced on the hearing of this case. 

With regard to the gaping pat fraud, we have no hesitation in saying that 
there is no such caso made of intentional fraud, or actual fraud, committed 
upon the Government of the United States in this transaction as justifies the 
cancellation of the patent. 


Mr. Justice Field aiso delivered an opinion in that case, concurring 
with the majority of the court in their decision that there was no merit 
in that suit, but dissenting from the majority as to the unlimited power 
of the Attorney-General to institute suits to set aside patents to land. 


Separate opinion of Mr. Justice Field, 3 

I concur in affirming the decree of the court below dismissing the bill in this 
case. ‘The bill was filed to set aside a patent of the United States issued to Maria 
del Rosario Estudillo de Aguirre, and her heirs, for land situated in Southern 
California, in what is now known as San Bernardino County, granted to her by 
the Mexican government. The grant was of the sobrante, or surplus lands re- 
maining within the boundaries of a tract called San Jacinto, after satisfying two 
previous grants. 

The claim under it was 


resented to the board of land commissioners created 
by the actof Con; oN 3. 1851, to ascertain and settle private land claims 
in California, and was adjud; to be valid to the extentof Sleagues On sp: 
lto the district court of the United States-for the southern district of Çali- 
‘ornia, the claim was confirmed to the surplus land lying within the designated 
boundaries, not exceeding in extent II square leagues. 
The case being brought to this court, the latter decree was affirmed. The 


‘judgment here was rendered at the December term, 1863. Then followed a pro- 
tracted 


contest, accompanied with much feeling, for the location of the claim. 
There being within the San Jacinto tract a tin mine, then supposed to contain a 
rich body of metal, every step in the survey was 9 Witn esses were 
examined and repeated arguments made by counsel representing the parties 
for and against the location sought. 

As there were no boundaries of the sobrante marked, by which the claim could 
be specifically designated, much was left tothe jadgment of the surveyor gen- 
eral, after having examined the topography of the country and heard the state- 
ments of witnesses familiar with it. The limitation made by the grant itself 
only uired that the claim should be located within the exterior boundaries of 
the San Jacinto, and not encroach upon the land covered by the previous grants. 
In the determination of the survey and location several years were occupied. 

The matter was at different times before all officers pf the Land Depart- 
ment whose judgment could control any of the several steps of the proceedings, 
the United States surveyor-general for the State, the Commissioner of the Gen- 
eral Land Oftice, and the Secretary of the Interior. Every objection now urged 
against the survey as ground for revoking the patent was taken before them, 
fally argued, and held to be untenable. At length, on the 26th day of October, 
1867, a patent was issued to the claimants, from whom the defendant, the San 
Jacinto Tin Company, derives its title. 

In April, 1883, after the company had been in possession of the property for 
nearly sixteen years, and afterall the otherland within the exterior boundaries 
of the San Jacinto tract had been patented to she previous grantees, or sold by 
the United States, so that if the location and Survey on which the patent was 
issued could be set aside, there would be no land left to satisfy the grant with- 
out annulling titles which the United States had conveyed to other parties, this 
suit was brought. And it was not brought upon any new fact produced, or any 
new reason assigned why the original survey should be disturbed. 

Ali the grounds of complaint presented for the new litigation had been urged 
and fully considered before. And as if convinced that no beneficial result could 
come to the United States from the reopening of the old controversy; as if afraid 
that the United States might be cast in the litigation, a bond was taken from one 
R. S. Baker, with sureties, to keep the United States harmless from all costs and 
ex) which might be incurred by or against them in the prosecution of the 


suit, 

The original contest upon the survey was carried on, and the expenses of it 
borne by, one Abel Stearns. Since his death this R. S. Baker married the widow 
of Stearns, and has sought to retry the issues as to the survey which were de- 


. determined in the Land Department years before, when Abel Stearns 

was living. : 
The bond recites that the Attorney-General of the United States of America 

bas this day filed, at the request of the above-named R. S. Baker, a bill in equity 
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in the name of and on behalf of said United States of America against the San 
Jacinto Tin Company“ to vacate the patent. Not forthe interest of the United 
States, not for the protection of their property, or to vindicate their honor, but 
at the request of a private litigant, the name and power of the United States 
are invoked by the Attorney-General to set aside a patent issued alter a pro- 
tracted contest upon the survey with the predecessor of this litigant. 

If this werea solitary instance where the name and power of the United States 
have been used to serve the interests of private parties, it might be passed by 
with the simple statement of the facts. But, unfortunately, it is not a solitary 
instance. The records of this court show that it has been a frequent practice of 
the Department of Justice in authorizing suits for the cancellation of patents, 
In United States cs. Throckmorton, which was here at the October term, L78, 
it appeared that the district attorney of California was directed by the Attorney- 
General to bring suits to vacate patents for lands in that State, upon security 
being given by one John B. Howard, or a deposit made by him of a sufficient 
sum to defray the expenses which might be incurred in the litigation; and the 
bills fled upon such authority were not sworn to nor even authenticated by the 
signature of the Attorney-General. In this case the bill bears the signature of 
the Attorney-General in officeatthe time it wus filed. Iissignature givessome 
assurance, which was wanting in the Throckmorton case, of his belief in its al- 
legations, and that the suit is really brought by the United States to protect 
their rights, and not merely to promote the interests of private individuals. 

In thatand other cases brought on the authority of the Attorney-General, 
the patents embraced many thousand acres of land, and one of peices hold- 
ing the circuit court observed that“ It is not to be supposed that if the Attor- 
ney-General were persuaded that so large and valuable a property belonged to 
the United States he would have made the assertion of its righis to depend 
upon the willingness or ability of private individuals to defray the expense 
of the litigation.” (United States vs. Flint, 4 Sawyer, 83.) 

In the present case the bill seeks, by setting aside a patent of the United States, 
to restore 11 leagues of land to the public domain: and yet,so doubtful did the 
Attorney-General appear to consider the rights of the United States to this vast 
tract, that he required from the party at whose instance the suit was brought a 
bond of indemnity against the expenses of the proceeding. 

In commenting upon a similar bond, when the case of Throckmorton was 
rere, the court, speaking by Mr. Justice Miller, said: ‘It would bea very dan- 
gerous doctrine, one threatening the title to millions of acres of land held by 


tent from the 8 if any man who has a grudge or a claim against- 


nis neighbor can, by indemnifying the Government for costs, and furnishing the 
needed stimulus to a district attorney, institute a suit in esancery in the [name 
of the} United States to declare the patent void. 

Itis essential, therefore, to such a suit that, without special regard to form, 
but in some way which the court can recognize, it should appear that the At- 
torney-General has brought it himself, or given such order for its institution as 
will make him officially responsible for it, and show his control of the cause.” 
(98 U. S., 61,7L) And yetthis requirement does not seem to have been potential 
enough to induce such an examination of the rights of the United States as to 
justify in the present case the attempt to enforce them without security from 
private parties. 

I can not admit that the Attorney-General can, at the request of private 
parties. rightfully allow the use of the name and power of the United States in 
proceedings for the annulment of patents, upon such parties executing a bond 
as puriy for costs, or upon any other stipulation of indemnity to them. If 
the United States have not sufficient interest in property to justify the expenses 
of proper litigation for its maintenance, they had much better let it go. 

It woul@seem that Congress designed to put its mark of condemnation upon 
the practice of obtaining services from private parties, without incurring liabil- 
ities for them, such as wasadopted in this case, when, on May 4, 1481, it declared 
that “ hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shali accept vol- 
untary service for the Government, or employ persona! service in excess of that 
authorized by law, except in cases of sudden emergency involving the loss of 
human life or the destruction of property.“ (23 U. 8. Stats., 17.) 

The language here used clearly indicates that the Government shall not, ex- 
cept in the emergencies mentioned, place itself under obligations to any one, 
The principle condemned is the same, whether the party rendering the service 
does so without any charge or because paid by other parties. The Government 
is forbidden to accept the service in either case. 

It is not to be supposed that any head of the Department of Justice has or 
would intentionally lend the name and power of the Government to further 
private ends, and yet there is no practical difference between that course of 
procedure and the one adopted in this case. The opinion of the court shows 
above all controversy the utter groundlessness of the charges upon which it is 
sought to set aside the survey. <A very little attention to the procvedings had 
before the Land Department in the contest upon that survey would have satis- 
fied the Attorney-General of the futility of any attempt to disturb it, and it is 
not probable that he would have authorized any. 

But independently of these considerations I can not assent to the position an- 
nounced in the opinion of the court, that the Attorney-General has unlimited 
authority by virtue of his office to institute suits to set aside patents issued by 
the Government. He is the head of the Department of Justice, and as such he 
is charged with the superintendence and direction of all district attorneys of 
the United States, and generally of all litigation in which the United States are 
interested. He is also the legal adviser of the heads of the Executive Depart- 
ments, and if they are fraudulently imposed upon in the discharge of their 
duties, or have mistaken the law, he may at their request take such legal pro- 
ceedings as are necessary to correct their errors and revoke their action. 

The legislation of Congress points out the infinite variety of cases where legal 
proceedings may be taken on behalf of the United States in the enforcement of 
their rights, the protection of their propery, and the punishment of offenses, 
and wherever no authority is conferred by statute express or itnplied for the in- 
stitution of suits, none in my judgment exists. Whenever Congress has felt it 
important that patents for lands should be revoked, either because of fraud in 
their issue or of breach of conditionsin them, it has not failed to authorize legal 
proceedings for that purpose. 

In a multitude of cases titles io lands, upon which whole communities live, 
rest upon patents of the United States. In several instances, cities having more 
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than a hundred thousand people residing within their limits are built ou land - 


patented by the Government. I can not believe that it is within the power of 
the Attorney-General to be exercised at any time in the future, this generation 
or the next—as no statute of limitations runs against the Government—to insti- 
tute suits to unsettle the title founded upon such patents, even where there aro 
allegations of fraud in obtaining them. 8 

There must be a time when such allegations will not be heeded. The exam- 
ination into alleged frauds, when the patents are applied for, ought to close all 
controversy respecting them; clearly so, unless, upon newly-discovered evi- 
dence of the most convincing character, Congress should direct proceedings to 
be instituted to set aside the patents, aud that result can be obtained without 
impairing the title of innocent ‘ies. The power of the Attorney-General, if 
admitted when a single person bolds title under a patent, may be exercised in 
eases where a whole community holds under a similar instrument. 

If, without the authority of Congress, such p ings may be instituted by 
him upon the repetition, asin this case, of old charges, or upon the unsupported 
statements of interested parties, a cloud may atany moment be cast upon the 
titles of a whole people, and there would be in his hands a tremendous weapon 


1888. 
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ot vexation and oppression. I can never assent to the ition that there exists 
in any officer of the Government a power so liable to abuse and so dangerous to 
the of many communities. 

I do not recognize the doctrine that the Attorney-General takes any power 
by virtue of his office except what the Constitution and the laws confer, The 
powers of the executive ofticers of England are not vested in the executive ofti- 
cers of the United States Government simply because they are called by similar 
names. Itisthe theory and, I may add, the glory of our institutions, that they 
are founded upon law, that no one can exercise any authority over the rights 
and interests of others except pursuant to and in the manner authorized by law. 

In the case of The Floyd Acceptances (7 Wall., 676), speaking of the powers of 
an officer of the Government—in that case of the Secretary of War—this court 
said: “When this inquiry arises, Where are we to look for the authority of the 
officer? the answer which at once su; itself to one familiar with the struct- 
ure of our Government, in which all power is delegated, and is defined by law, 
constitutional or statutory, is that to one or both of these sources we must re- 
sort in every instance. We have no officers in this Government, from the 
President down to.the most subordinate nt, who does not hold office under 
the law, with prescribed duties and limi authority.” 

If the Attorney-General the powers ascribed to him, in the absence 
of any law defining them, we have this singular condition presented, that the 
owner of . racy 4 derived from the United States by the most solemn instru- 
ments, holds bis possession subject to the liability that it may be disturbed at 
any time by a suit of the Government, brought at the will of that officer, a not 
very creditable commentary on our institutions; but if the owner can trace his 
title to some other source, he may have a reasonable degree of certainty that he 
will not be nnnecesrarily disturbed, 

Aside from the qualifications thus expressed to the views of the court, there 
is much in the opinion which gives me great satisfaction, It holds that insults 
brought by the vernment for relief against an instrument alleged to have 
been obtained by fraud or deceit, or any practice which would justify a court 
in granting relief, the Government must show, like a private individual, that it 
hax such an interest in the relief sought as entitles if to move in the matter. 

If it be a question of property, acase must be made in which the court can 
afford a hones, É in regard to that property; if it be a question of fraud, which 
would render the instrument void, the fraud must hg eho to the prejudice of 
the United States; and if it is apparent that the suit is brought for the benefit 
of some third party, and that the United States have no pecuniary interest in the 
remedy sought, and are under no obligation tothe party who will be benefited 
to sustain an action for his use; in short, if there does not appear any obligi- 
tion on the part of the United States to the public, or to any individual, or any 
interest of their own, they can no more sustain such an action thanany private 
person could under similar circumstances, 

From this ruling some degree of peace and security may come to holders of 
titles derived by patent from the Government. 

From the clear and full statement, in the opinion of the court, of the case and 
of the controversies before the Laud Department, involving the sume questions 
now presented, there can be but one conclusion, and that is that the decree be- 
low dismissing the bill was in consonance with justice and right, 


But there was one limitation put upon the power of the Atlorney- 
General by Congress which he has deliberately violated in ordering 
these suits. It is a plain, distinct, and deliberate violation of a plain 
statute which was passed in 1884, and is found in the twenty-third 
volume of Statutes, page 17, and reads as follows: 

And hereafter no Department or officer of the United States shall accept ¥ol- 
untary service for the Government or employ personal service in excess of that 
authorized by law,except in case of sudden emergency involving the loss of 
human life or the destruction of property. 

I hold in my hand the reply of the Attorney-General to the resolu- 
tion of the Senate, in which he tells us that he has employed in sixteen 
of these land cases attorneys numbering something over thirty, I think, 
because there were several employed in each case, counting the different 
members of the firms. He employed them as special counsel, with no 
compensation from the Government. He has received the volunteer 
services in sixteen important cases, involving land upon which more 
than 100,000 people lived, and he hasemployed that volunteer counsel 
in violation of the language of the statute, which says he shall not do 
it; and he has allowed them to harass their neighbors. They are vol- 
unteer counsel, against the language of the statute. 

You can imagine the evil and the persecution that may result by al- 
lowing blackmailers to prosecute these cases. I will not so character- 
ize them, but they might be blackmailers. One individual, Mr. Thorn- 
ton, will be talking about compromise with these poor people. Mr. 
‘Thornton, who holds the keys to the situation, will be proposing com- 
promises. ‘These people will have a chance to buy their peace, and 
they will be compelled to do it or stand ten years of clouded title—ten 
years of expense and vexatious litigation, and they will be harassed 
by these attorneys who are appearing without compensation. Mr, 
Thornton signs himself as the agent of settlers when there are no set- 
tlers; as the agent of advetse claimants when they have been defeated 
for thirty years. I ask by what authority does the Attorney-General 
of the United States farm out the privilege to volunteer counsel to lit- 
igate the title of their neighbors and to place them under tribute in vio- 
lation of law? 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator allow me to answer that each one of 
those suits is under the charge of the district attorney ? The Attorney- 
General has not “farmed out” the power to bring suits, and his reply 
does not so state. The Senator will see from the reply of the Attorney- 
General that it is done by the district attorney. 

Mr, STEWART. I know the district attorney. I know in the San 
Jacinto case he never opened his mouth or knew anything about the 
case. Ihave talked with the present district attorney. He has no 
idea of prosecuting them in person, nor does the Attorney-General ex- 
pectitof him, The idea of charging the district attorney with all 
these duties is absurd. Mr. Carey, the district attorney, has other 
duties, The army of volunteer lawyers will do the work, as in the 
Throckmorton and Flint cases, as they did in the San Jacinto case and 
in every other case where the Attorney-General has allowed them to 


appear in violation of the statute. The district attorney never will be 
heard of; he isa cipher. R. S. Thornton is the man who dictates the 
proceedings, who will dictate the compromises, and when R. 8. Thorn- 
ton is satisfied this great Government will be content and these cases 
will be dismissed. 

The Attorney-General knows nothing at all about these cases. The 
application came from attorneys. or it was done at the dictation of a 
lobbyist. The litigation is prosecuted with unrelenting greed by a 
gang of men who expect to make money out of it. Do you think these 
volunteer counsel are working for the United States on account of grati- 
tude to the Government? There is no disguise about it. Mr. Thorn- 
ton does not pretend that he is acting for the United States. He al- 
leges that he is acting for private parties; the whole proceeding is for 
private parties and not for the United States. 

I shall not weary the Senate by going into details; but with this 
enormous power the Senate can see what abuses may result, The cases 
I have presented are the grossest. The attempt on the part of this Ad- 
ministration to review proceedings that occurred away back in the fifties 
under other Democratic administrations, it seems to me, ought to be 
regarded by Democrats themselves as unwarranted and unjust. In 
the most important of these cases you are not opening the hooks on the 
Republicans; you are opening them on former Democratic administra- 
tions, and at the instigation of a lobbyist, and not on the investigation 
of anyresponsible party. The Attorney-General, notwithstanding the 
governor, notwithstanding the leading citizens representing these cases, 
consults his clerk and lets Thornton proceed. 

I alluded to this matter to show the enormous power that is falling 
into the hands of the Executive. Did I not select a happy illustra- 
tion? There are over 35,000,000 people living on lahd patented by 
the United States. The power asserted here is that the Attorney-Gen- 
eral may bring suits against any of these men, and the power is also as- 
serted by the Attorney-General to let other litigants use the name of 
the United States, to let any attorney who wants to force compromises 
go into these suits and use the name of the United States to harass 
the people. Is it possible that no title is yet settled in the United 
States? Is every title held up? That is the case if the practice of the 
Attorney-General shall prevail. 

He furnishes no excuse for this power, except it be that the Supreme 
Court declares that the power to bring suit exists. Any man in Ohio, 
or Michigan, or Illinois, any man having a building in Chicago, is lin- 
ble to be sued and voluntary attorneys employed to cloud his title, and 
after occupying property for a generation he will be compelled to go 
through the process of litigation in the courts. I ask, is not that an 
enormous power? Has it not been abused, and ought it not to be cur- 
tailed? 

I allude to this, I say, as an example of the naked power to disturb 
every man’s title, and there is nothing so sacred as title to land. There 
is nothing so necessary to the prosperity of a community. The Attor- 
ney-General declares that he has the power. He does not regard the 
restrictions, that there must be equity, that there must be right, that 
the United States must be directly interested, that there must be an 
equitable case, He does not regard the injunction that was given by 
the court, that he must do it himself. He does not regard the man- 
dates of the law, that he shall take no volunteer service. Independent 
and alone he strikes a blow at the prosperity of a sovereign State, and 
tells us, I doit because I have the power. I am the Attorney-Gen- 
eral, and the Attorney-General can bring suit to set aside all patents.” 

I alluded, and I have been called to task for it, to the Pan-Electric 
business, not to criticise the conduct of the Attorney-General, but to 
illustrate the vast power there assumed. Since this discussion opened 
I have read the report of a committee of the House of Representatives, 
both the majority and the minority report, in examining this question, 
and I regard the case as a good illustration of the power assumed by 
the Attorney-General. 

Mr. HARRIS. Will the Senator from Nevada allow me to ask him if 
he does not know that the Solicitor-General upon his oath stated that 
never a word had passed between himself and the Attorney-General 
upon that subject, and that the Attorney-General had stated the same 
fact in his deposition, that the subject had never been presented to the 
Attorney-General, that he had taken no action in respect to it, had 
never himself passed an opinion or given a direction; that the whole 
matter had come up in the absence of the Attorney-General, and the 
action that was taken was taken by the next officer in rank in that De- 
partment, the Solicitor-General, whose duty it was to act in the absence 
of the Attorney-General. 

Mr. STEWART. How does that affect this enormous power which 
was used by the Departmentof Justice? I do not care what were the 
instruments in that Department which were put in operation, the power 
was exercised. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I should like to suggest to the Senator 
from Nevada that it does very materially affect the charge he made last 
week, reflecting personally on the Attorney-General, when he charged 
that the responsibility for the proceeding rested upon him alone, 

Mr. STEWART. Very well; I have read these reports. The At- 
torney-General at the head of this Department bad at all times power 
to stop these proceedings, whether he was there when they were initi- - 
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ated or at any other time. He did not swear that he did not know of 
the proceedings. He did not swear that he did not know that the 
name of the United States was being used, and he, from the time that 
knowledge came to him, was responsible. I do not charge him with 
conspiracy or anything like that. Ido not charge him as the minority 
of the House committee did, but I do charge that that Department, he 
at the head of it, used an unwarrantable power, a power that never 
should have been exercised by any executive officer. Whether the 
power in that case existed at all was a question of grave doubt. 

The circuit court of Massachusetts and many other courts have held 
that no such power existed. I hold in my hand the opinion of Judge 
Colt in one of these cases, reviewing the whole matter. He says it 
never has been decided by the Supreme Court; hut however that may 
be, admitting that the power exists by the laws, the laws ought to be 
changed. 

What does it mean to bring suits to set aside patents that have been 
granted by the Government? The only reason assigned for bringing 
this suit was because it was a monopoly. What patent is not a mo- 
nopoly? The Government by its laws decrees that a man who makes 
a useful invention shall have a monopoly of it as a reward. If all men 
have monopolies all patents ought to be set aside. But the courts hold 
that the merits of the patent are open to litigation on questions of in- 
fringement. A man's patent is worth no more than the courts will ac- 
cord to it. It is open all the while to private litigation, and is litigated 
from question to question in all our courts. 

But what propriety was there in the Department of Justice, whether 
at the head or the foot of it, or anybody connected with it, taking this 
action? It has brought hundreds of thousands of dollars of expense 
by this private litigation on the plea that it was the duty of the United 
States after having granted patents and having created a monopoly to 
brings suits to set aside those very patents, when private litigants 
could litigate the cases as well. Isay if was a grand usurpation. It 
never ought to have been tolerated one moment, and it shows the vast 
discretion exercised by the Department of Justice, one arm of the ex- 
ecutive power. First they declare that they have the power, and will 
exercise it at their volition, to set aside the land titles of 35,000,000 
people, and they justify it because the power exists, without investi- 
gation, without a hearing. The next day they declare that they have 
the power and will exert it to set aside all patents granted by the 
Government to inventors, that litigation shall be prosecuted by the 
United States, and they employ counsel and engage volunteer counsel. 

What a usurpation this is! I tell you the more we reflect, the more 
this thing is discussed, the more we learn about it, the more it will be 
seen that this raid on land patents by the Attorney-General’s Office is 
an alarming feature of the times and is absorbing the rights of the peo- 
ple, disturbing their property, interfering with private rights and en- 
dangering the peace and liberties of the country, andit must e 
If there is to be no title to property of any kind except at the will and 
pleasure of the Attorney-General, this country is no longer free. No 
country is free that has no legal rights, and what legal rights has any 
citizen when a lobbyist may call upon the Attorney-General to attack 
his title to his home? Whata mockery to be driving these people from 
their homes under pretense of reinvestigating titles determined by the 
courts and the Departments thirty years ago, while hundreds and thou- 
sands of others are kept from their homes for want of an appropriation 
to execute the laws! 

These are matters for serious consideration, and I thank the Senators 
from Arkansas for renewing this subject. I hope they will continue 
the discussion until every feature of it is developed, and then they them- 
selves will have done the country a service. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Mr. President, when I first called the at- 
tention of the Senate to the assault made by the Senator from Nevada 
on the Attorney-General, I did so because I believed the Attorney-Gen- 
eral had been unjustly assailed, that he had been charged with motives 
in the discharge of public duty which were disgraceful to him if true. 

The Senator from Nevada a few moments ago made a declaration 
which clearly marks the line of difference between him and me in our es- 
timation of this question. He stated that there was nothing so sacred as 
title to land. I think that any man’s good name and his honor are a 
long way above any such consideration as title to land. While I knew 
nothing of the facts involved in the order for suits to be brought to va- 
cate patents to lands in California, and cared nothing especially about 
them, I did care for the good name and reputation of a man who I be- 
lieved to be as spotless and as pure as any who ever lived on the face 
of the earth or ever served his country in this Chamber. 

I am not inclined to enter into a discussion of the facts involved in 
the suits which have been brought by the Attorney-General, but we all 
know that in an opinion given by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
Attorney-General, when his opinion was asked about the propriety of 
ordering suits to set aide these patents, he stated certain facts in con- 
nection with the cases which are exceedingly important. In that opin- 
ion the Secretary of the Interior, giving the facts in the case of one of 
the grants mentioned by the Senator from Nevada to-day, the Las Pul- 
gas grant, states that the claimants of that grant set up in a Mexican 
court a claim for about 8 leagues of land, and that the court decided 
against the claimants; that when the commission that the Senator 


spoke so highly of the other day was organized by the United States 
Government, they practically renewed their claim under that commis- 
sion, and it was decided against them again. 

The case was appealed then to the district court, and the district 
court decided that they were entitled to 4 square leagues of land, 
beginning at the mouth of the San Francisquito Creek, and running 
up the coast 4 leagues, and 1 league back from the shore. The case 
then came to the Supreme Court of the United States. That court said 
the limits of that grant could be fixed with mathematical certainty. 
In the face of and defiance of this fact the surveyor sent on the ground 
for the purpose of locating that grant in conformity with the finding of 
the Supreme Court of the United States made a survey embracing 8 
instead of 4 square leagues. The Secretary of the Interior in his 
report to the Attorney-General states the facts I have mentioned; and 
if in obtaining a patent a fraud had been perpetrated upon that great 
Department, there was nobody who had a better right to ask that the 
courts should intervene for the purpose of setting aside the result of 
the fraud than the head of the Department. 

The Secretary in his communication to the Attorney-General, after 
reciting many important facts, says: 

It would naturally be supposed that, in the light of all this, there could be no 
trouble in locating the western line of Las Palgas, which, as the Supreme Court 
in Greer vs, Mezes, 24 Howard, 275, in speaking of the same grant, say, being of 
the breadth of 1 league from the estuary or bay was a certain and definite 
boundary,” “admitting of mathematical certainty.” Vet, incredible as it 
may seem. under the final survey and patent of Las Pulgas, its western line is 
Jocated some two leagues and a half west of the bay of San Francisco, and in- 
cludes the greater part of the valley of Raymundo, notwithstanding the re- 
peated decisions above cited to the contrary. 

Exactly how this western line was thus broadened from one to two leagues and 
a half, and the acreage of the grant correspondingly amplified, may never be 
known, But facts enough are disclosed to create the impression that in the first 
instance the grossest fraud was practiced in order to extend this line on the pre- 


liminary survey, and afterwards the same line was designedly adopted on the 
final survey and carried into patent. 


Mr. STEWART. When was that patent issued ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. In 1857. 3 

Mr. STEWART. By whom? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. By the Secretary of the Interior, I pre- 
sume. = 

Mr. STEWART. Who was then the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Ido not remember. I have not gone 
into the details. I have never been an attorney in this case or other- 
wise connected with it. I want to read a little more of what Mr. La- 
mar said in connection with this: 

Some time in 1883, after the death of Van Dorn, the protest against his survey, 
made and filed in 1854 by Greer— 

A protest had been entered and filed with him which had not been 
sent up, as he was required under his oath to do, with the report to the 
Interior Department. That protest not having come here, the patent 
was issued, as the Senator says, in 1857. Then Mr. Lamar goes on: 

Some time in 1883, after the death of Van Dorn, the protest against his survey, 
made and filed in 1854 by Greer, and which had been abstracted from the rec- 
ords, was found among some papers in a house in which Van Dorn formerly 
lived. The Coppinger claimants holding this newly discovered evidence to be 
conclusive as to the fraudulent action of Van Dorn in said survey, and also being 
unable to obtain relief otherwise, have made the present application. 

And with these facts staring usin the face, with the knowledge that 
a protest which had been filed in 1854 was suppressed and not for- 
warded by the surveyor, and with fall knowledge that this matter has 
been contested day after day and step by step, year by year and con- 
tinually from the time the patent was issued until this discovery of 
the stolen protest, we are gravely told in the Senate Chamber that 
an outrageous fraud like that should be allowed to stand because, for- 
sooth, thirty years had intervened after the fraud was perpetrated be- 
fore full proof of it could be had. This is not the first time this case 
has been here. In a report which I hold in my hand, made by Mr. 
Lewis, from the Committee on Public Lands, in the House of Repre- 
sentatives, he states that a bill proposing to open this case had been 
reported in the Forty-first, Forty-second, Forty-third, Forty-fifth, Forty- 
sixth, and Forty-seventh Congresses. 

These people have been here constantly demanding relief. The Sen- 
ator himself understands that for thirty years they have been in Con- 
gress and the courts constantly attempting to secure their rights. Any 
persons holding these lands know all this. The world has had full 
notice all the time. 

The Senator intimates that the power of the lobby has been arrayed 
in this matter. That was the difficulty in passing the bill through 
Congress, I have no doubt, in all these years. I submit to the Senator, 
in view of the facts he has stated to-day, that the power of the lobby 
has been unquestionably great, and I thank God from what I am able 
to see of this case that there is a possibility that some court may soon 
be allowed to pass on all the facts of the case and Ce ermine whether the 
fraud shall be allowed to live simply because it was carried through so 
successfully and adroitly so many years ago—in 185 !— nà to be impossi- 
ble of proof until now. 

The Senator states that there are three or four vil!uzes o2 one of those 
grants. No man knows better than that Sentior that those villages 
are all upon the uncontested part of the graut; that the land which 
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is contested has no villages on it. These people nnderstand perfectly 
well that their villages are claimed. Nobody denies that the grantees 
are entitled to 4 square leagues of land, beginning at the mouth of 
San Francisquito Creek and going up the bay for 4 leagues. 

I do not know anything about the personal matters the Senator has 
brought into this discussion. I leave them to him and others. I know 
nothing about them, but Ido know that the record shows in one of 
these cases that one of the parties had made a contract in the first in- 
stance with a lawyer that one-half of the land recovered over and 
above the real limits of the grant should be his, the lawyer’s. I can 
not remember the name. But there have been some other examinations 
into these matters. I take it that the Senator from Nevada will not 
suspect, and least of all will not charge, that the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB] would be likely to invoke the intervention of the courts 
in these matters for the purpose of benefiting the friends and punish- 
ing the enemies of this Administration. I take it that he would hardly 
intimate that the Senator from Kansas would be willing to open up 
one of these cases for the purpose of carrying out some beneficial pur- 
pose or design so far as this Administration is concerned. 

I take it that that Senator would hardly be charged with any of the 
infamous purposes that the Senator from Nevada has seen fit to charge 
on the Attorney-General during this debate. And yet I hold in my 
hand a report made to the Senate of the United States by the Senator 
from Kansas, in which, after citing all the facts in one of these cases 
with great care and circumspection, and, in my opinion, clearly show- 
ing the justice and necessity for sending this case to the courts, con- 
eludes as follows: 

From the foregoing statement of facts (which are not disputed by any of the 
parties to this controversy)— 

This was one of the five cases, the Presidio case, called up the other 
day by the Senator as one of the monstrous cases— 


From the foregoing statement of facts (which are not disputed by any of the 
parties to this controversy) the committee deduce the conclusion that the grant 
to Read was one of quantity, and for | league of land and no more, to be 
found within the boundaries of the judicial possession conferred upon Read by 
the alcalde; that the decree of the district court confirmed to Read’s heirs but 
1 league of land, limited to the boundaries of such judicial possession; that 
said grant did not include Peninsula Island nor the lower portion of Point 
Taburon, norany of the Sway ortide lands now claimed and which have been 
awarded to the Read heirs by the latest decision of the Secretary of the Interior. 
The committee have no doubt of the correctness of the decision of Attorney- 
General Devens upon all the material points of controversy. 

But the decision of the Secretary of the Interior is entitled to great weight, 


Mr. STEWART. Who was Secretary of the Interior when that was 
issued ? 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I do not remember now who made the 
different decisions. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to say a 
word about that case. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. That occurred while I was Secretary of the Interior. 
The Senate referred the matter to the Committee on Public Lands, and 
a subcommittee made that report, as I understand. The Senate and 
House of Representatives, the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment, did not interferein the matter. It had been in the Land Office 
a long time, and it had received the adjudication of the Commissioner 
and of the preceding Commissioner and preceding Secretary of the In- 
terior, and in accordance with the views of the office the patent issued, 
not in accordance with the views of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], who had not in the first place any control whatever over it, 
who was not charged by law with the adjudication of it, while the 
Secretary of the Interior was. ‘The Secretary of the Interior exercised 
a power conferred on him by statute. 

I only say that the facts stated in that report are not properly stated. 
They are incorrect, not that they were intended to be so, but because 
the committee could not give that attention to the subject which the 
Department had given. There were at least two bushels, half a bas- 
ketfal, of documents that went to that committee. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, I regret very much to hear the statement 
made by the Senator from Colorado, in whose rectitude I have the most 
absolute confidence. I regret it because of the five cases mentioned by 
the Senator from Nevada, the only one upon which there could be any 
room for debate as to whether there has been a deliberate fraud is the 
one that I have here now. 

There was in this case alone perhaps room for doubt. This man 
Read had a ranch which was described by metes and bounds and then 
as a league of land. The question was whether it was a grant by 
boundaries ora grant by quantity. There would be fair room for doubt 
on that; no man could undertake to say which was correct and which 
was incorrect. I admit there was a question of doubt about that all 

* the way through, and it was because it was the strongest case on the 
side the Senator contends for that I was reading it to show the extreme 
on one side and thé extreme on the other. Iam sorry that the Secre- 
tary says that this does not carry absolute verity with it, because it 
puts the best possible phase on the side that the Senator from Nevada 
has been attempting to present heretofore. 

Mr. TELLER. Ishouldsay that undoubtedly that was a case which 
might have been decided either way; but the question was the one de- 
scribed in the deed and, of course, the Department had to take the best 
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light it could get and act upon its best judgment, and not upon the 
judgment of a committee of this body. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, Exactly so; and that is precisely what I 
have been saying, that in this case there might have been some room 
for doubt, and I intended to call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that there were these two ideas, either one of which might govern as to 
this grant, but not as to the others. The Supreme Court has said the 
others could be deterntined accurately. They have been decided with- 
out variation, without a difference, by all the courts, as I understand 
the decisions, wherever the question has come up for consideration at 
all. 

I will continue to the conclusion of the report of the Committee on 
Public Lands: 

But while the committee have not been able to adopt the views of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, they feel that the contrariety of opinion held upon the 
question of the extent of the grant to Read by the Attorney-General and the 


Secretary of the Interior creates a substantial doubt, which can most properly 
be settled by the adjudication of a court. 


That was the point made by Mr. PLUMB. He took exactly the same 
opinion that the Senator frorn Colorado does now, and that the Attor- 
ney-General has, that there was a doubt abont it, and that it would be 
better, that it was right and proper that a court should settle the ques- 
tion. It was one of those doubtful cases that could not very well be 
settled by an executive officer. With that conclusion I fully agree, 
and believe it was correct. 

The committee continue: 

The fact that a portion of the lands in controversy are claimed by grantees of 
the State of California; that patents have becn issued to other portions; that 
still another portion is occupied by the Government as a military reservation, 
and that it is regarded as of great importance in a military point of view, and 
that settlers under the public-land laws of the United States went upon portions 
of the lands now claimed, but which were excluded by the first survey, and who 
so settled in the faith of the validity of said survey constitute cogent reasons why 
jurisdiction should be given to a proper court to determine speedily and finally 
the validity of all outstanding claims under or adverse to the grant. 

The absolute fairness of that proposition addressed itself to a man of 
the standing, character, and ability, and absolute freedom from any 
desire to punish any of the enemies of this Administration that char- 
acterizes the Senator from Kansas. He concludes with these words: 

The committee therefore report a bill conferring jurisdiction upon the United 
States circuit court for California, and requiring suit to be instituted under the 
direction of the Attorney-General, to which all persons in interest shall be made 
parties, and under the decision in which all rights will be determined. 

I simply cite this to show a fair sample of these cases, and that no 
man could undertake to say that they were not cases in which an At- 
torney-General acting honestly might believe that suits ought to be 
brought. There is no justification for the violent onslanght made by 
the Senator from Nevada on the character of the Attorney-General, for 
in these cases facts are well understood, and, as I said in the beginning, 
it was to defend the Attorney-General against these assaults—assaults, 
against his character—that I rose rather than to advert to the facts of 
the cases. ` 

I wish further to say a word as to the charge made by the Senator 
from Nevada that the right of the Attorney-General to bring those suits 
had been farmed out.“ That has been repeated again and again. I 
can not believe that the Senator means to make that charge. I think 
he certainly has not stopped to weigh and consider the gravity of it. I 
do not think he will deliberately say that he believes the Attorney- 
General has farmed out” any privilege. He certainly knows the 
meaning of that expression, and I can not believe he will be willing to 
have it understood that he deliberately means to make such a charge. 
But he says that such has been the case, and that these suits are au- 
thorized to be brought by private parties. My colleague stated the fact 
to be just now that no such suits have been instituted by private par- 
ties. All the suits have been brought by officers of the Government in 
every instance. They have not been brought in any other way, and I 
take it the Senator must be fully aware of the fact. 

One main point in the complaint, in the beginning, was that these 
suits had been instituted without a hearing to the parties. To-day, 
in commenting on the enormity of the outrage alleged, hy mentioned 
that he himself had presented the facts on the other side to the Attor- 
ney-General, and he read a letter from the Attorney-General in answer 
to one he had written to him. He said the facts had been laid before 
the President, and yet, he said, the suits had been instituted without 
notice to the parties. It is best ſor a man in making charges of this 
sort to stick to one side or the other. It is inconsistent to say in the 
first place that the parties had not been heard, and in the next that 
the facts had been presented, and then, in direct disregard of the facts, 
that the suits had been instituted. 

But, Mr. President, I do not propose to detain the Senate. I only 
intended, as I said before, to call attention to the facts, and I onl¥ pro- 
posed to defend the Attorney-General from this charge of willful and 
deliberate intention to do wrong. I do not really think that the Sen- 
ator believes the Attorney-General is guilty of it. I know he is not, 
and Iam satisfied that the American people will free him from any 
such charge, no matter by whom or where made. 

Mr. STEWART. Ionly want to make a few remarks further. I 
am perfectly aware that there is no title in California but what some- 


body will come here and say it is a fraud. I am perfectly aware of the 
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fact that charges of fraud were very numerous at the time these con- 
tests were going on before the courts and before the Departments, 
They were to determine, but they were settled as well as human 
skill and human honesty could do. After the death of the parties 
papers are brought here or said to be brought here. Who knows that 
they are genuine? Who knows that they are true? I do not believe 
a word of it. 

About San Francisco the property was valuable and these cases were 
contested inch by inch in the courts and inch by inch before the De- 
partments. Everybody was heard. These cases were contested thirty 
years ago, and it is very easy now to come in here and try them in 
Congress after they have had their day in the courts, It is very easy 
to come here with ex porte statements that are true or false, with no means 
of testing them, and I repeat, the interested parties had their hearing at 
the time, and it is scandalous to give serious consideration to manulact- 
ured ex parte statements to defeat titles adjudicated more than a quarter 
ofa century ago, whenall these matters were investigated. Theassump- 
tion that Thomas A. Hendricks, with the witnesses still living, all par- 
ties before him, could not locate a survey in conformity with the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court as accurately as Commissioner Sparks after 
the witnesses are all dead is too absurd for serious consideration. 
` Lealled on the Attorney-General not torepresent any fact, but to say 

to him that after the decision in the San Jacinto case it was my opinion 
(and I think it is the opinion of the Attorney-General) that these cases 
could do the Government no good, and they were disturbing the people. 
I know he is a good lawyer, he has the reputation of being so, and he 
knows hecan not take property away from those people after thirty years 
of possession, after they have been allowed to occupy it as innocent pur- 
chasers. The parties who ure attempting to get this land have had 
their day in court, and if there was iraud they should have brought 
suit years ago, and if they had superior Mexican land titles they could 
have urged them, this class of claims and pretenses having been an- 
nounced by the Supreme Court as stale. 

In the case of United States rs. Flint, to which we haveso frequently 
referred, Mr. Justice Field said: 

Although, on grounds of wise public policy, no statute of limitations runs 
against the United States, and no laches in bringing a suit can be imputed to 
them, yet the facility with which the truth could Originally have been shown 
by them if different from the finding made, the changed condition of the parties 
and of the property from lapse of time, the difficelty, from this cause, of meetin 
objections which might perhaps at the time have been readily explained, an 
the acquisition of interests by third parties upon faith of the decree, are elements 
which will always be considered by the conrt in determining whether it be equit- 
able to grant the relief prayed. All the attendant circumstances of each case 
will be weighed, that no wrong be done to the citizen, thoughthe Government 
be the suitor against him. (4 Sawy., 48, 49.) 

And upon the same question of laches and delays, Judge Hoffman, 
in the case last cited, says: 

Nor is it necessary to determine whether the general principle that laches can 
not be ag pee tothe Government applies to cases of this nature. It may, 
however, suggested as worthy of consideration whether, if the act of 1551 
be construed as tacitly reserving to the United States the right to re-examine 

d reverse in other tribunaisthe decrees which that act declared should be con- 

usive, the second proceeding should not be regana as a part of, or a sequel 
to, the first, and that in it, as in the first, the United States has consented to be 
ponpa ty all the rules which control the rights of equal litigants before a court 

ustice. 

tmay also be suggested whether it is not a fundamental and inherent prin- 
ciple of the court of equity, at whose hands relief is now sought, to refuse to in- 
terpose in behalf of stale demands, not because they are barred by the statute of 
limitations, nor because laches can be imputed to the complainant, but because 
froni the lapse of time and the nature of tho case it is probable that justice can 
not be done. If this be the true ground of the refusal of equity to interfere in 


such cases, no distinction can be drawn between suits by the Government and 


those brought by private persons. The ascertainment of the truth may be as 
— — in the one case as in the other. If this principie be applicable to 
any case where the Government is à party, it would seem to be so to the case at 
bar—so far at least as the allegations of the bill are to be proved by oral testi- 
mony. (I bid., p. 80.) 

I call particular attention to the language of Judge Sawyer, who 
tried the case at bar in the court below, upon the point under consid- 
eration: 

It would, in our judgment, be inequitable at this late day, considering all the 
circumstances of the case, to vacate the patent. even if there bhad been some 
evidence of conspiracy and fraud on the part of the officers charged. When 
the United States enters a court as à litigant it waives its exemptiou from legal 
proceedings and stands upon the same footing with private individuals, and, 
therefore, if on consideration of all the circumstances of a given case it be in- 
equitable to nt the relief prayed against a citizen, such relief will be refused 

a court of equity, though the United States be the suitor. (United States rs, 

int, 4 Sawy., 43.) 

These equitable considerations have no weight with the Attorney- 
General against the ex parte suggestions of R. 8. Thornton or his at- 
torneys. 2 

The Attorney-General sees no difference between a fresh case and 
one upon which the Government and the interested parties have slept 
for a generation until the property has passed into the hands of inno- 
cent purchasers and the witnesses who might have testified to the facts 
are dead. 

One case is as good as another for the purpose of extorting money 
from the inhabitants. We do not charge the Attorney-General with 


extortion, but we do charge him with placing third parties and volun- 
teer counsel in position to exact contributions from innocent citizens 
of the United States. : 

The patent of the United States in these cases is simply a quitclaim 


deed of the United States; and it is expressly provided in the Jaw that 
if there is any superior title the patent shall not interfere with it. 
They had their day in court, but they did not want to bear the expense 
of taking the responsibility. They knew that they could not recover 
on their title. They come here and seek Congress and seek the power 
of 3 to take the property of their neighbors and give it 
to them. s 

How did R. D. Thornton become an agent for lands worth millions 
and millions and occupied by thousands of people? He could un- 
doubtedly gò and impose on a committee when nobody was paying 
attention, when it was one-sided; but in these cases patents were not 
issued in the ordinary way. When the survey was filed there had to 
be published notices, there had to be time for contest, all the parties 
came in, and I say to you, thirty years ago, when the witnesses were 
living, when the facts could be proved, was a better time than- now, 
and if the Attorney-General on irresponsible stories of interested par- 
ties is to bring suits and disturb titles there will be no peace in the 
country; there will be no prosperity. 

These slanderous, outside, er parte statements against deliberate de- 
terminations by competent officers, with the witnesses before them and 
the means of getting testimony—because this was no ex parte proceed- 
ing at all—to say that they can come here and that their ex parte scan- 
dals should be repeated to the Senate of the United States to damage 
the title of parties who have had land awarded to them by the solemn 
judgment of the Interior Department thirty years ago on investiga- 
tion, is absolutely intolerable. 

When you come to investigate those ancient titles you will find that 
they are well fortified. We have had a reference to one finally acted 
on in the last administration, There might be some excuse for bring- 
ing a suit to correct that, because the facts are within the memory of 
living men and there would not be so great a hardship; but here is a 
gentleman who was then Secretary of the Interior, and he tells you 
that he weighed the facts and did the best he conld then. That recent 
case is not such an outrage as to disturb thonsands of people upon an 
ex parte statement about what somebody found after somebody was 
dead. 

I did not make any representations to the Attorney-General except 
that these people wanted to have their titles quieted; that to disturb 
the California titles was wrong, and he told me he was the attorney of 
the Interior Department and must do as they said, I find by his cor- 
respondence that he is acting on the suggestion of a lawyer, and law- 
yers sometimes make strange suggestions when they are employed on 
a given side. 

I say that it only illustrates the enormous power that is in the hands 
of the Attorney-General to disturb the community; and if he has all 
this power, if all titles are subject to be disturbed at his will, both 
patents to land and patents to inventions, this is a country of discre- 
tion and not of law. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. Just one moment to add one fact which 
I am satisfied escaped the attention of the Senator from Nevada. He 
says these people have had their day in court. So they had. They 
had their day in a Mexican court, then in the district court, and after 
that in the Supreme Court of the United States; and in each one of 
these courts, and in the commission, which he forgot to mention, the 
decision was against their claim, and the purpose of the present suit 
by the Attorney-General is to confine their Jand to the boundary and 
limit set out in each one of those decisions, as to which they had their 
day in court. That is all there is of the case. 

Mr. STEWART. Congress passed on that question twenty years ago. 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to make one statement. The Senator from 
Nevada said that I had brought this matter up again to-day. The Sen- 
ator made these charges. -They were replied to by my colleague. He 
then responded to my colleague for I think three-quarters of an hour, 
and when he knew that I was going to reply at the time and place, 
he yielded to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] over my protest 
to make a motion to go into executivesession, and I had no opportunity 
until to-day to say what I have said. One other word only 

Mr. STEWART. I want to say a word abont that. 

Mr. BERRY. If there is nothing in this case whatever, if there is 
nothing in these suits, it seems somewhat strange to me that the Sen- 
ator from Nevada isso chary of an investigation. It creates a suspicion 
that he is so familiar with the facts that he might know that if this 
investigation is made it will turn ont that the suit was well brought. 

Mr. STEWART. Would the Senator desire a suit brought against 
him and his right to his homestead investigated by the Supreme Court, 
and be compelied to pay costs and kept in court ten years? 

Mr. BERRY. If there was an allegation that I obtained it from the 
United States through fraud I would court such an investigation, and. 
I would scorn to hold the land after such fraud was established. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator assumes fraud, but he is not the in- 
ventor of the charge. The lobbyist was the inventor of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘Attorney- 
General,” it is proposed to insert the words as soon as practicable 
and;““ so as to read: 

Sec. 2. That it is hereby made the duty of the Attorney-General, as soon as 


of this act, to institute, or 


practicable and within three years after the 
w or equity or both, asmay 


caase to be instituted, such suit or suits, either in 
be necessary and proper to assert and the title of the United States to 
said lands and remove all clouds from its title thereto. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is advised that the amend- 
ment has been agreed to. 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, I regret very much that the consid- 
eration of the Des Moines bill should have been protracted before the 
Senate by a consideration which, while possibly germane in the gen- 
eral relation to the disturbance of tities by Government, has really no 
bearing on the merits of this case, and that its discussion carried the 
debaters into that, into matters of interest to them quite outside, as it 
scems to me, of any general discussion. I shall, however, now confine 
what I have to say to avery few words. 

It is true, Mr. President, that one suggestion has been made by the 
Senator from Iowa, and only one that I can perceive, which at all dis- 
turbs the legal propositions I advanced against this bill, its method, 
its object, and its constitutionality; and that is that there has not itself 
been presented in the controversies between these competing interests 
and claimants a question of constitutional law arising in the State of 
Iowa under its constitution. Iam unable to see if in any of these liti- 
gations that constitutional question of the State of Iowa was a bar to 
the title of the plaintiffs representing the Des Moines Navigation Com- 
pany claimants, or to a defense, as the case might be, under the litiga- 
tions as they arose on the part of the settlers claiming adversely to the 
graut from Iowa to the Des Moines Navigation Company, why it was 
not a necessary part of that litigation. in my judgment it is no part 
of the litigation; but if it could be, it was a question of law in Iowa. 
It did nòt at any time, nor does it now, affect at all the question of 
whether the legislation of Congress vested these lands in the State of 
Iowa, not whether the subordinate and subsequent grants of Iowa car- 
ried to a particular terre-tenanta title toa particular lot of land because 
of the action of Iowa being at variance with the constitution of Iowa. 

Now, the Senator must understand that he can not contravene my 
proposition against this legislation unless he claims that by reason of 
this point all subordinate and subsequent action of that State did re- 
vest the property in the United States. Surely the United States parted 
with their title, and it is now asked by this legislation that they shall 
resume this property on the ground that the State had not power to 
receive it. Unless there can be found something in the legislation of 
the United States that interferes with the proposition I have stated, 
the proposition must be admitted. ` ` 

What is this proposition? How does the controversy arise at all? 
In 1846 the grant was made by this Government to Iowa of certain 
lands bordering on the Des Moines River. Nobody in Iowa ever under- 
took to limit the extent of this Government's grant to that State. 
They wanted the grant to be extended up to the northern boundary, 
It was questionable whether the grant of 1846 carried it above Rac- 
coon Fork. But Iowa did not contend that that statute did not carry 
it to the northern boundary; and when, after disputation on that sub- 
ject on the part of United States authorities as to how far the grant 
went, and whether it did or did notstop at the Raccoon Fork—when 
finally the Supreme Court, in 1860, the first time the consideration of 
the uct of Congress of 1846 came before them, decided · that it did not 
go above the Raccoon Fork, what did the Iowa authorities do on the 
subject? I find a convenient form to read from Judge Miller’s opin- 
ion, which I have put in a statement not to be disputed by any Iowa 
pretension: 

As soon as this decision— 

Made in 1860, which held that the grant did not extend above Rac- 
coon Fork— 

As soon as this decision was made the State, through its Congressional dele- 
gation, sought the action of the Congress of the United States to obtain the 
passage of an act which would secure the grant to the State and its grantees in 
3 extent which they believed Congress had originally intended by the act 
0 

Then what did Congress do? It decided finally in 1862— 

That the nt of lands to the then Territory of Iowa for the improvement of 
the Des Moines River made by the act of August 8, 1246, is hereby extended so 
as to include the alternate sections (designated by odd numbers) lying within 
= eee 75 said river, between the Raccoon Fork and the northern boundary o 

It extended from that time and with the intent and desire of Iowa 
that it should operate as from the date of 1846; and now when the ex- 
ecution by the Supreme Court of the United States, when by the exe- 
cution of the supreme court of Iowa all these titles above Raccoon Fork 
are held to have passed by the operation of the law of 1862 and the 
joint resolution of 1861, what is brought against the Supreme Court’s 
complete adjudication of every question of title? Why, it is said that 
there is a provision of the constitution of lowa, which has been read 
and to which I call the attention of the Senate: 

The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which have 
been or may be granted by Congress to this State, and the location of which 
may be given to the General Assembly, upon lands actually settled, without 
the consent of the occupant, 

And it is said that some legislation of Iowa has contravened their 
constitution in respect to the titles to particular parcels of land that 
are in controversy or in claim. Does the Senator say that when the 
Legislature of Iowa transgressed that clause of their constitution by 


— z R . 2 4 


attempting to vest in private owners some portion of the public land 
of the United States, that revested the title in the United States? 
Does any one contend for that? i 

Unless that is the contention, what escape is there from the proposi- 
tion that the first and essential initial step in this legislation, to seize” 
by fiat of this law every inch of property that was parted with in 1861 
and 1862 and add it to the public domain, can not be taken; and now 
it is supposed that some technical difficulty has arisen in the agitation 
of these controversies. How should it be technical? It was the de- 
cision of all the State courts of Iowa, of all the Federal courts on every 
form of agitation, that this title was in Iowa so far as the United States 
was concerned, and that there did not remain any opportunity to claim 
it or make out title or pretension to anybody under other laws of the 
United States, or under any regulations or rules of law that could com- 
pete with thatsovereign grant of this nation to the State; and then the 
lawful or unlawful grant, asit might be, of the State of Iowa subsequent 
to and following down the title that was coaferred absolutely on that 
State, has no possible influence upon this proposition which I have 
made. J 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand an abstract showing the title and 
condition of the river lands up to January 5, 1888, as reported to the 
governor of the State of Iowa by the commission appointed by the four- 
teenth General Assembly. Here are nine pages, showing the title and 
deductions of the description following out every lot. A great part 
of them, I am glad to say, have been settled by decision or by conces- 
sion, but distributed over through this mass of private litigants and, 
private litigation each turning under the law of the land of Iowa re- 
specting land titles and land protection, dispersed through this long 
catalogue (and I call the attention of the Senate to the fact), are in the 
second and third lines of vested interest in these several lots. Then 
there are mortgages made by mortgagors who received their titles from 
the title conferred by Iowa and by the United States, and mortgagees 
that have advanced their loans not to any party under the originol 
grants or under any of the disputes or controversies, but to present 
holders, to the extent of $400,000. And, now, in the Senate, without 
any reference to these subsequent rights—not the least—it is proposed 
to come in and resume as a part of the public domain every inch that 
was parted with under the grant made years ago. 

The bill then undertakes by reason of it being part of the public do- 
main to rearrange and distribute according to its own sense of pro- 
priety and of the interests of the community these resumed Jandsof the 
public domain. 

What becomes of the $100,000 of mortgages of which mortgagor and 
mortgagee are alike strangers to any of these considerations? Is there 
any reservation of them? Not the least. So far from disputing my 
proposition that this effort was to make a great champertous litigant of 
the United States to contravene its own grants, to ride down the de- 
fense of adverse possession, to ride down the title of a defendant who 
is to yield his land to the better title of a plaintiff, and not because of a 
flaw in his own, it is apparent that by this mere high act of legislation 
defendants are to be deprived of the right, and the plaintiffs to be clothed 
with complete and absolute right. Can that be done? Can it be use- 
fulto be done? But that isthe purpose of the legislation itself. Now, 
what did the President say? Iwill read but a few words from his veto 
on that subject. On the point of comparing the method of the bill No. 
287 and my method by the bill which I have introduced, the number 
of which is 1469, the President says: 


It seems to me that all controversies which can hereafter arise between those 
claiming these lands have been fairly remitted to the State of Iowa, and that 
there they can be properly and safely left; and the Government, through its 
et Bing io should not be called upon to litigate the rights of private 
parties. “ 

It is not pleasant to contemplate loss threatened to any party acting in good 
faith, caused by uncertainty in the language of laws or their conflicting inter- 
pretation; and if there are persons occupying these lands who labor under such 
disabilities as prevent them from appealing to the courts for a redress of their 
wrongs, & plain statute,directed simply to a remedy for such disabilities, would 
not be objectionable. 

Should there be meritorious cases of hardship and loss, caused by an invita- 
tion on the part of the Government to settle upon lands apparently public, but 
to which noright nor lawful possession can be secured, it would be better, rather 


f | than to attempt a disturbance of titles already settied, to ascertain such losses 


“aa so equity by compensating the proper parties through an appropriation for 

A law to i 7 passed gress 
Valuable aaah shes kara te the is law ever passed 3 
of the manner in which it was thought proper by the Congress at that time to 
meet the difficulties suggested by the bill now under consideration. 

And now the Senator from Iowa asks me why I did not bring in a 
bill to indemnify the purchasers and holders under the Des Moines navi- 
gation graut. Has the Senator introduced any such proposition on his 
part? Has theState of Iowa, that has undertaken to grasp these lands, 
proposed toindemnify its grantees and their subsequent grantees? Not 
they. Instead of these two great, powerful, and wealthy governments, 


one of Iowa and one of the United States, between whom the fault o- 


these misfortunes rests, proposing to undertake the solution of these 
difficulties and bear the burden, however great it may be, it is proposed 
to unsettle the question of title which the law has pronounced valid, 
and to unsettle and reverse litigations and adjudications, and do it in 
the name of the United States, to its great shame, without one penny 
of compensation to the parties injured thereby. - 


or remained u 
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This is called a bill to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands,” and it begins by unsettling everything back to a date further 
than 1862, further than 1861, back to 1858, back to 1846, in reagita- 
tion of these settlers. Why did they not stop in this new agitation 
with cases already settled by decision? Why did they not make the 
decisions final that were made prior to 1880? There is the point. 
How is it that after 1880 there is to be considered an open possession 
by the United States of land that was open to pre-emption and home- 
stead settlers so that settlers are to earn a title after that? I have 
never heard of it before. A new settler, a new claimant on the land, 
and it is intended that he shall have title though it had been conveyed 
after 1862, after Iowa, by its governor, by its Senators, by its Repre- 
sentatives, had asked that the title should be carried up to the northern 
boundary. Iowa has now no title to the lands here in question. If 
these lands are added to the public domain under this bill, you sim- 
ply renew litigation arising out of what Iowa has done. 

Mr. President, a very eminent lawyer in our State—I mean Mr. 
Thomas Addis Emmet, the great Irish lawyer, who came here and be- 
came a great American lawyer—said to some of the great lawyers in 
the city of New York fifty or sixty years ago, when they were com- 
plaining that law business was not prosperous, that litigation was not 
active, let us, said Mr. Emmet, let us get the Legislature to pass 
a law quieting title.” 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa. Mr. President, the Senator from New York 
seems to have difficulty in understanding how it is that the State of 
Jowa did not take title under the act of 1846 to the land on which set- 
tlers had made claim. I might ask the Senator this question: Suppose 
that in the constitution of lowa there was a provision declaring that it 
should be unlawful for the State to receive any grant of land whatso- 
ever from the United States, and with that provision existing the Con- 
gress of the United States should have made a grant to the State of 
Iowa similar to the one that was made in the act of 1846, will the Sen- 
ator contend that the State of Iowa derived title under a grant of that 
kind? In order to have a grant you must have a grantor who is com- 
petent to make the grant and a grantee who is competent to receive it; 
and if you do not have both, the thingattempted to be granted remains 

in the grantor and no title has passed. 

Under the provision of the constitution of the State of Iowa it could 
not receive any land under any grant made by the United States on 
which there wasa settler located. How did the State get its title under 
the act of 1846? Merely by force of the act? No, it required certain 
other things to be done; selections were to be made, the lists to be 

presented to the Secretary of the Interior, and by his action upon those 
lists the title was conveyed to the State of Iowa. The selection must 
be made before the lists were formulated and presented to the Secretary; 
and what does this provision of the constitution of lowasay? Itsays: 

The General Assembly shall not locate any of the public lands which have 
been or may be granted by Congress to this State and the location of which 
may be given to the General Assembly upon lands actually settled, without 
the consent of the occupant. 

The State of Iowa could not select and list those lands and take the 
title without the consent of the occupant, and every section or part 
of section embraced in the approved lists upon which a settler was 
located remained in the United States, because the State of Iowa was 
incompetent under its constitution to take it. 

The Senator from New York says that if we allow this provision of 
the constitution of Iowa to control our action here, as it controls the 
action of the State, you are going to unsettle all the titles to lands em- 
braced within the limits of that grant. We are going to do no such 
thing, Mr. President. On the contrary, the bill proposes to settle the 
controversies, for it provides 

That the claims of all persons who, with intent, in good faith, to obtain title 
thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United States, entered 

nany tract of said land prior to January, 1880. not exceeding 
160 acres, are hereby confirmed and made valid in them, their heirs, or their 
proper assigns, and opon due proof thereof, and payment of the usual price or 
fees, where the same ħas not been paid, shall be carried to patent: Provided fur- 
ther, That the title of all bona fide claimants under color of title from the State 
of Iowa and its grantees, or the United States and its grantees, which do not 
come in conflict with persons who, with intent, in good faith, to obtain title 
thereto under the pre-emption or homestead laws of the United States, settled 
upon the said lands prior to January, 1580, are confirmed and made valid. 

So that the effect of the bill willbe to cover all of the sections within 
the grant, first providing for a judicial determination as to who were 
entitled to receive title, and in all other cases where there is no con- 
fiict of claim the titles to be confirmed in the possessors. What we 
want in Iowa is a settlement of this controversy. The settlers ask it. 
They only ask that it may be a judicial settlement that shall termi- 
nate all controversy hereafter. * 

But the Senator from New York says that mortgages have been cre- 
ated and mortgagors and mortgagees are interested. Well, Mr. Presi- 


dent, I suppose that on every tract of this land where a settler was 
located and in actual possession the conditions of the law relating 
thereto were embraced and were constructive notice to the people who 
issued thé mortgages, And the fact is that the mortgages are largely 
held by the same class of persons; they were bought by speculators 
who made their arrangement with Iowa, never performed it, and to- 
day insist on turning these hardy settlers from their homes. 


Now, Mr. President, I should like to have a vote on the bill in order 
that it may be determined and the Senate may pass to other matters, 
and to promote my convenience, which I have heretofore stated to the 
Banate, ang which involves my absence from the city after Saturday 
nex 

Mr. EVARTS. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa reiterates the 
point that there must be a grantor and a grantee. The United States 
is admitted to be a grantor. Itis admitted, I suppose, that the State 
of Iowa is in its constitution a political corporate existence capable of 
taking a grant. i 

Fae = WILSON, of Iowa. Not where its constitution has said that it 
shall not. 

Mr. EVARTS. Ihave not said that. 
can take a grant. 


By the act ot Congress of August 8, 1846 (9 U. S. Stat. at Large, page 77), there 
was granted to the Territory of Iowa, for the purpose of aiding said Territory 
to improve the navigation of the Des Moines River from its mouth to the Rac- 
coon Fork (so called) in said Territory, one equal moiety, in alternate sections, 
of the public lands remaining unsold and not otherwise disposed of, encum- 
bered, or geome sca in a strip 5 miles in width on each side of said river, to 
be selected within said Territory by an agent or agents to be appointed by the 
Erang thereof, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
nit tates.™ 


Now, we have a good grantee and a good grantor, and a grantor that 
had a good title; and the only dispute raised was whether this grant 
stopped at the Raccoon Fork or went up to the northern boundary. 
Iowa always claimed that it went up to the boundary, and we extended 
it in 1862 up to the boundary. The Supreme Court has decided that 
these statutory grants vest in the State, by the operation of the law, 
property, and that the assignment of the special parcels of land is all that 
remains to be done, which is left to location, as it were, by a surveyor. 
to determine the parcels. So this notion, this new-found rule of law, 
that Iowa did not take this or that parcel of land, although the gov- 
ernor, although the surveyor, although the Senators and the Representa- 
tives of Iowa took the patents from the Land Office and, therefore, 
those lands were left in the United States is a fallacy, because the lands 
had been parted with as between the United States and the State. It 
was the transaction of an allocation between that government and this; 
and if that State was responsible to any settler who should be ousted 
under that title it was a responsibility that the State was to answer. 

Has the State of Iowa—I ask the attention of Senators to it—that 
now says it was nota grantee, ever offered to compensate those to whom 
it granted these lands? It received the consideration for them and is 
responsible to the litigants under its title, as we are responsible to the 
litigants under any responsibility of ours. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question, as I do not know 
that I quite understand him? I understand him to say that the in- 
demnification should in justice come from the State of Iowa rather than 
from the United States. Is that his position? 

Mr. EVARTS. The indemnification to thesettler should come either 
from Iowa or the United States. Isubmit, Mr. President, this situa- 
tion for the action of the Senate. If this bill passes and is sanctioned 
in the other House and becomes a law by the approval of the Presi- 
dent, it will remain one of your laws that is against the Constitution, 
and in the face of deliberate declarations of the Supreme Court of the 
United States by its own chosen jurist, Justice Miller, speaking for 
the whole court in this matter. It is decided, as the President has 
said to you, as the Judiciary Committeesaid tothe Senate in the Forty- 
sixth Congress, it has out of the range of legislation, and now 
rests in the authority of the administration of law. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator permit me to submit a proposition ? 
I expect to leave the city in the morning, and the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GORMAN ] has been called away this afternoon. Yesterday 
he made a request that I should ask the Senate to take up a bill which, 
if not in the next few days, will amount to nothing. It is a 
bill extending the time for the construction of the bridge across the Kill- 
von-Kull by the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company. The limita- 
tion which Congress put on the bill will expire in three or four days 
from this time. It is a matter, therefore, of extreme importance that 
the time should be extended. I think there is no opposition to it 
whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri asks 
unanimous consent to consider the bill named by him. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. May I ask the Senator from Missouri whether 
this involves the difficulty with the engineers about that water way? 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. $ 

Mr. EDMUNDS. It does not affect that question either way ? 

Mr. VEST. Not at all. That is now in the hands of the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, who are examining into it. This simply extends, 
subject to their report, the time for the construction of the bridge. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let the bill be read for information. 

Mr. ALLISON. I enter an objection now, which I will withdraw 
immediately after the passage of the pending bill. 

Mr. EVARTS. This is obviously a bill that ought to be passed 
now, if there is no objection. ; 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let us hear the bill read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection ? 


I have simply said that it 
Now, here is the initial act. 
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Mr. ALLISON. I object.’ I will withdraw the objection when the 
pending bill is passed. Let us settle the Des Moines land bill. 

Mr. CALL. It is not my purpose to detain the Senate, but to say 
that I think this bill is one which ought to receive careful considera- 
tion as a remarkable case. The record here presents a case where citi- 
zens of the United States were in possession of part of the public do- 
main under the protection of the laws of the United States, with the 
further guaranty of the constitutional provision of the State of Iowa 
that their possession should not be interfered with. That provision 

in the organic law of the State—that the State should have no power 
to acquire from the United States their Jand—was a provision of the 
origanic law as wise as it was unusual. The law executed itself, and 
was notice to every one that the State of Iowa could not select this 
man’s home under any grant from the United States, and yet it is 
claimed that the State did select it and conveyed it to others, 

Now, what is the significance of those facts? We profess to have a 
republican government, a government of law, and yet the law is de- 
fied; and at whose instance is it defied in respect to these poor men 
upon an insignificant portion of the public domain, with the national 
power pledged to their protection, and with the sovereign power of the 
State in a constitutional provision surrounding their homesteads with 
the absolute guaranty that there shall be no power in the State organiza- 
tion tointerfere with them? And yet it isdone, and ſor thirty years these 
people, with this statement of facts literally true, can find no redress 
either in the courts or in the Congress of the United States. 

Why, Mr. President, it seems to me that here is a question upon 
which there can be no argument on the other side, and I venture to 
say there can be no sound argument nor reasonable ground for it. The 

- Government derives its power entirely from the people and its organic 
law, and if that organic law, as is clearly and unmistakably shown, has 
provided that 3 of the citizen, an actual settler upon the pub- 
lic lands of the United States, shall be guarantied to him, and that 
there shall be no power in the State government to interfere with it, 
who can doubt the effect and meaning of this language; and if a court, 
even if the Supreme Court of the country, shall undertake to pass judg- 
ment in defiance of the Constitution and the laws, and to assert that 
there is no such provision, and that this language has no such force and 
effect, what is the consequence? 

Is there any function or power in the judicial department of the 
Government to overthrow the Constitution and nullify the laws, and 
make this then unlawful judgment not only binding on the property 
and on the parties in the particular case, but also on the legislative 
power and on the executive power of the Government? If so, the 
Government can easily be subverted, and a written Constitution is of 
no value and ges no protection to the people. 

Is it binding upon the judgment of the co-ordinate Departments of 
the Government? Have we arrived at the point where it is openly 
maintained here that the decision of the Supreme Court destroys the 
Constitution and destroys our conscientious duty under oath to obey 
its provisions? There can be no such claim as that. But there have 
been hundreds of millions of acres of the public domain that have 
passed away, and all passed from the people and to those who are pur- 
chasers for profit, purchasers upon speculation, to great corporations 
and great organizations, and all the time and always the instrumental- 
ities of government are found to be in favor of these great interests and 
opposed to the people. 

I am in favor of protecting the interests of property, but Iam not 
in favor of protecting the interests of property created under decisions 
of the courts which are unreasonable and not warranted by the law and 
by the Constitution. I would prefer to vote $10,000,000 and more out 
of the public Treasury to indemnify these persons, if by neglect or im- 
proper conduct of any of the Departments of the Government they have 
been injured in their property rights, than to take away from these set- 
tlers the homes that have been guarantied to them not only by the na- 
tional law, but by the constitution of the State of Iowa. I wish, in 
giving my vote on this subject, to express in my place as a Senator my 
disapproval of that whole course of administration and of judicial action 
which has found a warrant where neither facts nor reason justify it to 
take away from the people their humble homes on the public domain 
in the supposed interest of great corporations or great associations of 
credit. No one will go farther than I in protecting the rights of prop- 
erty, but it should be at the expense of the National Treasury instead 
of at the expense of the poor people who make their homes on the pub- 
lic domain, under the pledge and guaranty of national authority that 
their homes shall be protected and guarantied to them. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was read 
the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. EVARTS. On that question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded to call 


the roll. 
Mr. CALL (when his name was called). I am paired with the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. If he were present, I should 


vote “yea.” 


Mr. HAWLEY (when his name was called). I am paired on this 
bill with the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. . 

Mr. EVARTS (when Mr. Hiscock’s name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. Hiscock] was obliged to leave the Senate on some-occa- 
sion, and is paired with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. My 
colleague, if present, would vote ‘‘nay,’’ and the Senator from Texas, 
I understand, would vote yea.” 

Mr. PADDOCK (when his name was called). 
Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Eustis]. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER]. 
should vote yea.“ 

The roll-call was coneluded. 

Mr. FARWELL (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], and withdraw my vote. 

Mr. CHACE. Iam paired with the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. Ransom]. 

n HARRIS. Is the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL] re- 
co; ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He is not recorded. z 

Mr. HARRIS. I withhold my vote. I do not know how that Sen- 
ator would vote. I should vote ‘‘nay,’’ if he were present. 

Mr. FAULKNER (after having voted in the affirmative). I thought 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [ Mr. QUAY] was present, but I find he 
is not present. I therefore ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Virginia 
withdraws his vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. My colleague [Mr. KENNA] is paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. SABIN]. 

Mr. BROWN (after having voted in the negative). I voted in this 
case supposing that, it not being a political question, there would be 
no pairs announced; but as pairs have been announced, I wish to state 
that I am paired with the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SAWYER]. I 
therefore withdraw my vote. ; 

“eg eee, ptotempore. The Senator from Georgia withdraws 
is vote. 

Mr. BOWEN. I have transferred my pair, and vote yea.“ 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I was under the impression that the Sen- 
ator from New York [Mr. Hiscock] was paired with me. 

Mr. EVARTS. No, with the Senator from Texas [Mr. REAGAN]. 
ine I announce my pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. 

ALE]. 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 11; as follows: 


Iam paired with the 
I am paired with 


If he were present, I 


YEAS—28. 
Allison, Coke, Jonesof Arkansas, Saulsbury, 
Bate, Colquitt, Manderson, Sherman, 
Berry, Davis, Mitchell, Stewart, 
Blair, Dawes, Palmer, Stockbridge, 
Bowen, George, Payne, Teller, 
Chandler, Hoar,’ Plumb, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, . Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
NAYS—L1. , 

Blackburn, Edmunds, Hampton, Vest, 
Cullom, Evarts, organ, Wilson of Md, 
Dolph, Gray, Vance, 

ABSENT—37. 
Aldrich, Farwell, Jones of Nevada, Riddleberger, 
Beck, Faulkner, Kenna, Sabin, 
Blodgett, Frye, McPherson, Sawyer, 
Brown, Gibson, Morrill, Spooner, 
Butler, Gorman, Paddock, Stanford, 
Call, Hale, Pasco, Turpie, 
Cameron, Harris, Platt, Walthall. 
Chace. Hawley, Quay, 
Daniel, Hearst, Kansom, 
Eustis, Hiscock, Reagan, 


So the bill was passed. 


CLAIMS FOR BOUNTY, BACK PAY, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a statement of the amount due each claimant for bounty, pay, and 
other allowances, whose claim has been allowed in whole or in part since the 
commencement of the present session of Congress, and not already reported by 
him to Congress. 


BRIDGE ACROSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 

Mr. VEST. I now ask the Senate to take up for consideration Order 
of Business 288, being House bill 5929. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5929) to extend the time for the 
completion of a bridge across Staten Island Sound. It provides that the 
further time of one year from and after the 16th day of June, 1888, shall 
be allowed to the Staten Island Rapid Transit Railroad Company and 
the Baltimore and New York Railroad Company, or either of them, to 
build the bridge across the Staten Island Sound or Arthur Kill, from 
New Jersey to Richmond County, New York, pursuant to the provisions 
of the act entitled An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Staten Island Sound,” known.as Arthur Kill, and to estab- 
lish the same as a post-road, passed the 16th day of J une, 1886. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to amend the bill by adding: 
But this act shall have no other effect whatever than to operate us if the time 
herein mentioned had been embraced in the said act. A 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
‘was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr, VEST. I move that the Senate insist on itsamendment and ask 
for a conference with the Honse of Representatives thereon. 
The motion was agreed to. : 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Cokk, Mr. 
CULLOM, and Mr. DOLPH were appointed. 


— TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT GUNTERSVILLE, ALA. 


Mr. MORGAN. I ask the Senate to take up forconsideration House 
bill 8623. ] 5 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., 
and for other purposes. : 

. The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 11, after the word ‘‘com- 
panies,’’ to insert upon such terms as may be agreed upon by the 

ties, and if they can not agree then as the same shall be determined 
yy the Secretary of War;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Src, 2. That any bridge built under this act and subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure and shall be recognized and known as a post- route, upon 
which also no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same 
of the mails, the troops, and the munitions of war of the United States, or pas- 
sengers or freight pussing over said bridge, than the rate per mile paid for the 
transportation over the railroad or public highways leading to the said bridge ; 
and it shall enjoy the rights and privileges of other post-roads in the United 
States. And equal privileges in the use of said bridge shall be granted to all 
companies upon such terms as may be agreed upon by the parties, and if they 
can not then as the same shall be determined by the Secretary of War; 
and the United States shall have the right of way across said bridge and its ap- 
proaches for postal-telegraph purposes, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 31, before the word 
court,“ to strike out district“ and insert ‘‘circnit;’? and in line 
32, after the words Alabama in,” to strike out which!“ and insert 

- “whose territorial jurisdiction;’’ so as to read: 

No bridge shall be ereeted or maintained under the authority of this act which 
shall at any time substantially or materially obstruct the free navigation of said 
river; and if any bridge erected under such authority shall,in the opinion of 
the Secretary of War, obstruct such navigation, he is hereby authorized to cause 
such change or alteration of said bridge to be made as will effectually obviate 
such ion; and all such alterations shall be made and all such obstruc- 
tions be removed at the expense of the owner or owners of said bridge; and in 
case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or alleged obstruction to the 

_ free navigation of said river caused or all to be caused by said bridge, the 
cause may be brought in the circuit court of the United States of the State of Ala- 
bama in whose territorial jurisdiction any portion of said obstruction or bridge 
may be located. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 5,line17,after the word“ built,” 
to strike out 
And should any change be made in the plan of said bridge during the pı 


rogress 
= construction, such change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
ar, 

And insert— 

And if any change is uired by the Secretary of War in the plan of said 
bridge, whilst the same is in process of construction, or after its completion, or 
if the entire removal of said bridge is required by him at any time, the cost of 
such Note orremoval shall be paid by the company owning or controlling 
said b 8 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built or located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of snid river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, for 
his examination and approval, s design and drawings of the bridge, and a map 
of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the pro- 
posed location, the topography of the banksof the river, the shore-lines at high 
and low water, the direction and strength of the currents at all stages, and the 
soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any other 
bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be required 
for s full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the said plan 
and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary of War the bridge shall 
not be built. And if any change is required by the Secretary of War in the plan 
of said bridge, whilst the same is in proce of construction, orafter its comple- 
tion, or if the entire removal of said bridge is required by him at any time, the 
cost of such change or removal shall be paid by the company owning or con- 
trolling said bridge. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
‘The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
passed. 


The bill was read the third time, and 3 
Mr. MORGAN. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 


and ask for a conference. 
The motion was agreed to. 


By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to - 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. COKE, Mr. 
CULLOM, and Mr. DOLPH were appointed. . 


2 EXECUTIVE BUSINESS. 


Mr. BECK. I desire before the Senate adjourns to have a short ex- 
ecutive session. I do not desire now to interfere with the bills which 
are being passed, but I hope before we adjourn we shall have an éx-- 
ecutive session. 


SITE FOR NAVAL STATION ON PACIFIC COAST. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- . 
ation of the joint resolution (S. R. 8) providing for the appointment of 
a commission to select a site for a naval station on the Pacific coast. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The reading of the preamble may be omitted, 
as it is reported to be stricken out. 

The joint resolution was read. 

The joint resolution was reported from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs with an amendment, in section 2, line 2, before the words thou- 
sand dollars,“ to insert ‘‘one;’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That to defray the expenses of such commission the sum of $1,000, or so 
much thereof as may be n , be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Instead of submitting remarks of my own on 
this important subject, I ask ihat the letter which I hold in my hand 
from the Admiral of the Navy may be inserted in the RECORD without 
reading. It is rather lengthy. I also submit a letter of the Secretary 
of the Navy in reply to one from me, to be printed in the same way. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon desires to 
have certain letters printed in the RECORD. There being no objection, 
it is so ordered. 

The letters are as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE ADMIRAL, Washington, D. C., March 15,1888. 


DEAR Sin: Any one who takes an interest in our possessions on the North- 
west coast, especially in the inland waters, including the straits of Fuca, Puget 
Sound, ete., will observe that here is the grandest collection of islands, inlets, 
bays, and harbors that is to be found in the United States, The climate is unsur- 
passed and the productions of the surrounding country in lumber, coal, and 
other minerals are unexcelled. If it is desirable to establish a naval station on 
any part of our Pacific coast, this is undoubtedly the place. The Bay of San 
Francisco, California, is the only place on the coast where a navy-yard could 
be established without æ vast expenditure for breakwaters, cte., except the 
waters of Puget Sound, and here nature has offered so many facilities that it 
would be sheer folly to look elsewhere. 

The climate of that part of our country is much milder than in the corre- 
sponding latitudes on the eastern coast. where for one-fifth of the year very 
little work can be done owing to inclement weather. Nature his destined the 
region to be the future seat of a great population, and ina few years emigrants 

ushing their way tothe Northwest will peoplethis beautiful section and render 

t absolutely necessary that the Government should do something for its pro- 
tection. The British, who are quick to improve important positions, have of 
late years given much attention to their naval establishment at Esquimalt, on 
Vancouver Island, which was originally selected at the time of the Crimean 


war, 

‘The value of this station has been much enhanced by the construction of the 
Canadian Pacific Railroad, Every large gun that has been sent from England 
in the last three years for the heavy fortifications now being built has been 
transported over this road. All the stores, implements of war, machinery, in 
fact everything wanted for a navy is no longer shipped around Cape Horn, but 
is transmitted via the Canadian Pacific. This gives Great Britain a vast pre- 
ponderance along the whole line of our Northwestern ions, the com- 
mand of the Strait of Fuca, Gulf of Georgia, Puget Sound, Admiralty Inlet, and 
Hood's Canal, placing at their mercy all that magnificent chain of islands, in- 
lets, bays, and rivers for which this region is so famous. 

So important has British Columbia become that already two great lines of 
steam-ships have been established from the terminus of the Canadian Pacifie 
Railroad at Vancouver, one to Hong Kong and Japan, the other to Australia. 
One of these will flood the country with Chinese emigrants, and the other will 
5 5 large and worthless population from Australia, which, settling in Brit- 
ish Columbia and encroaching on our territory, that portion commanded by 
British guns will out of our hands. Hence it becomes of vital importance 
to establish in this region one of the largest naval depots, to say nothing of 
military posts, for the defense of the coast, which will confine intruders to their 
legitimate domain. 

I do not hesitate to say that the Inte rapid movements of the British Govern- 
ment in strengthening ir naval depot at Esquimalt, building heavy works 
commanding the Strait of Fuca, indicates a policy antagonistic to the United 
States, namely, to obtain ion of that territory which they claimed in 
1858. At that time the British contended for the Strait of Rosario as a bound- 
ary, instead of the Strait of Haro, which would have given them the command 
of our entire Northwestern coast. Now, although the British have a prominent 
position, and actually control the islands eastward of the Strait of Haro, or Ad- 
miralty Inlet and Puget Sound, unless we are willing they should do so, these 
great inland waters, on our side offer a better position by far for defensive pur- 
8 than the navy-yard in California, and form a half-way house between 

Salifornia and Alaska, which, although popularly supposed to be a region of 
Arctic cold, is really a very valuable country. 

Unfortunately the coast of Oregon does not offer any proper site fora navy- 

ard, The few harbors are inaccessible in bad weather, and it would cost a 

rge amount to make them available. The bar of the Columbia River is the 
pro obstacle in that quarter, Therefore, the only points north of California 

or this purpose are in the inland waters known under the general name of 
Puget Sound. In Admiralty Inlet a navy-yard could ished far beyond 
the reach of an enemy’s guns, up straits easily defended by fortifications and 
8 and unassailable by any forces au enemy might attempt to land from 
ships of war. 

For many years Great Britain has hadan eye on the Sandwich Islands, which, 
if in her possession; would hold the same position in regard to our Northwest- 
ern coast that Bermuda holds to our Eastern coast; but having so far failed in 
ber design in that quarter, she has now selected a site fora naval station which 
is a constant menace to our shores, England never does anything without an 
object, One motive is to get possession of the whole trade of China and Japan, 
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and have, via the Canadian Pacific Railroad, the shortest route to Europe. An- 
other motive is to keep a large military and naval force to protect nominally 
what are called British interests,“ but really to facilitate encroachments upon 
the territory of the United States. Here we permit a great and grasping rival 
to establish a powerful naval station right between us and our possessions in 
Alaska without taking any steps ourselves in the same direction. 

The latter territory being so far away may not be regarded as important by 
the generality of our citizens, but it cost this country over $7,000,000; has a ter- 
ritory larger than California, Texas, and Colorado combined; contains the finest 
seal preserves; the finest salmon fisheries: inexhaustible soppis of other food- 
fishes, and magnificent timber, while gold is found and doubtless in future will 
be discovered in large quantities. The degree of cold in winter on the coast is 
not greater than that between Washington and New York. It is a healthy 
country and well worth retaining. Alaska can not depend for protection on a 
navy-yard as fur distant as that at Mare Island. Indeed our whole coast from 
San Diego to Behring's Straits may be considered as wholly unprotected. 

However, it is not materially different from the condition of our Atlantic 
coast. As a rule we give no protection to anything, and the 3,600,000 square 
miles of territory we have amassed depends alone for safety on that Providence 
which has heretofore looked out for creeping babies, drunken sailors, and the 
United States of America, Within a few years a commercial emporium must 

Ww up at the western terminus of the Canadian Pacific Railroad, which will 

ve the protection of the naval station at Vancouver Island with a fleet to 

command all the waters of Puget Sound, and, consequently, every harbor of 

our inland waters will be at the mercy of British guns should sucha misfortune 
happen as a war between Great Britain and the United States, 

When a nation holds valuable possessions she owes it to her people to give 
them all thè protection necessary, unless, like Cicero, they may consider that 

on any terms is better than war, even although subjected to the greatest 
umiliation. If we take such a view of the case, we need give ourselves no 
trouble about protecting anything, and can adopt for our motto the old saving 
thateverything comes to him who can afford to wait. Under this rule we have 
obtained great success, having waited so many years for the fortification of our 
coasts and the augmentation of our naval forces, 

Itis sometimes argued that we have already too many navy-yards, but such 
an idea is only advanced by those who do not comprehend the subject. Navy- 
yards are the foundation of a navy, and without them, especially under the 


present system of heavy armor clads, a naval force would be useless, for private. 


citizens do not, as a rule, build docks suficient to take eight und ten thou-and 
ton ships out of the water. We have, in fact, only the following-named yards 
that can be of service at any lime: Portsmouth, N. H., Boston, New York, Phil- 
adelphia, Norfolk, and Maro Island. Al the others mentioned as navy-xards“ 
or naval stations can never be of any use. Some of them have never bad a 
spade driven into them, and time has shown that Pensacola, the nearest ap- 
proach to a navy-yard among our minor stations, is entirely useless in its pres- 
ent condition, 

We make a poor showing on the Eastern and Southern coasts, but ten times 
worse on the Western coast, where in a distance of more than 5,000 miles there 
is but one navy-yard, badly equipped and with small yearly appropriations. 
Even the dry-dock, which was commenced many years ago, is not completed, 
As a strategic point a navy-yard in Puget Sound would be much more valuable 
than the one at Mare Island, because it would be in a central position. It could 
be built cheaper and be more easily defended, and, as 1 have said before, has all 
the materials necessary and at Jow rates. There are many points in Admiralty 
Inlet where positions could be found with 2 miles of water-front, if necessary, 
and instead of building heavy stone docks, the water-front need only be faced 
with piles and the largest ships-of-war would have plenty of water. 

The dry-dock at Mare Island has. up to date, cost $3,000,000, and has been in 
rocess of construction forsixteen years. For that amount of money we could 
mild in Puget Sound six dry-docks that would accommodate the largest vessels. 

No practical man with our present knowledge would think of building a stone 
dry-dock where timber was abundant, for it has been proved that a dry-dock of 
ee will answer all the purposes of a stone one and can be more easily re- 
pa 

The Northwest coast is amply supplied with stone quarries from which the 
buildings could be erected, and all the materials brought by water directly to 
the site of the navy-yard. The idea of constructing a navy-yard in this region 
is not, as many might suppose, a political scheme. A number of the so-called 
“ navy-yards”’ on. the Eastern coasts were simply sops to Cerberus to gratify- 
some faction or section. Hence they have never been of any particular service, 
nor ever will be in war or in peace; but a navy-yard on Puget Sound is an abso- 
lute necessity if we wish to maintain a position as a naval power or show any 
disposition to defend our territory against encroachment. 

British statesmen have begn much shrewder than our own, for it will be re- 
membered that before the treaty regarding the boundary between the two coun- 
tries was concluded, the former contended so warmly for the southern end of 
Vancouver's Island that the line was deflected in order to give it to them and 
with it the command of the Strait of Fuca, whereas had we insisted on the 
boundary line of 49° being continued to the ocean we should have both shores 
of the strait. In spite of our concession, the British subsequently claimed the 
Strait of Rosario as the main ship-channel and boundary between the mainland 
and Vancouver's Island, and it was almost a case of war because we declined 
to yield anything more, The Emperor of Germany as arbitrator decided the 
point in our favor, and the Strait of Haro is the settled boundary. No doubt 
the British will eventually fortify the Saturna Islands, off the southeastern point 
of Vancouver's Island, so that the Straits of Fuca and Haro will be hermeti- 
cally sealed by British guns. 

When the Russians owned Alaska, in the harbors of which they had several 
nayal stations, Great Britain might naturally want a dock-yard hence to ca 
on war against Russian territory, witli a place to retire in case of disaster. Thi 
was exactly what the English fleet did after being driven off by the Russians 
at Petropauloski. They went to Esquimalt and there refitted their vessels. 
Although the British considered Esquimalt a naval station as far back as the 
opening of the Crimean war, it is oniy within the last few years that they have 
devoted their attention to making it a great naval depot. 

To-day a line of railroad all alongthe boundary of our territory isin operation 
capable of supplying any number of British posts, and at the end of it is a great 
naval depot that dominates our whole Northwestern coast, This is a piece of 
strategy wortuy a t nation, and we can not help admiring the wisdom and 
energy which has designed and executed such a plan, while deprecating the 
consequences which would result to our unprotected frontier in case of war with 
so vigilant and powerful an enemy. 
The nation with whom we would be most likely to goto war is Great Britain, 

for the boundary between the two nations is of such vast extent, a mere geo- 
graphical line marked with piles of stones which time will soon obliterate, and 
we are so curiously interwoven that when Washington Territory begins to fill 
up and overflow and our people encroach on the territory of Great Britain, with 
their numerous Chinese inhabitants brought over in their lines of steamers, 
there will no doubt arise sufficient provocatives of war to which, if we remain 
in our pret defenseless state, the British would not object. 

The British Government witnesses with alarm the t advancement we are 
making in our territory, and the very fact of their building up a great naval 
station at Esquimalt, in connection with the Canadian Pacific Railroad, so 


heavily subsidized by them, shows an intent to which no one can take excep- 


tion, but which must be considered an offensive act, for under pfesent cireum- 
stances of peaceful relations between the two countries such extensive 8 arte 
tions do not seem to be necessary. England never fortifies a position without 
an intention to dominate over every place where her guns can reach, and 
hence where she undertakes to fortify the important points commanding the 
waters of a neighboring state it is incumbent on that state todo likewise. 
There is no doubt of one thing. Great Britain has outwitted us in all this 
treaty matter by obtaining important points-along the boundary of our terri- 
tory. Had we adhered to our original demand of 51° 4%; Great Britain would 
not to-day have the Canadian Pacific Railroad, for she would have no seaporton 
the Northwest coast. Our shore-line would have been continuous from Lower 
California to Behring’s Straits, but the statesmanship which secured in 1816 


what properly belonged to the United States has done us an irreparable injury, © 


and a competing line of railroad has been built and equipped in a manner ex- 
ceeded by no other in the world. 

Upon the arrival of each trainat Vancouver, the Pacific terminns, a steamer 
connects for Victoria, the capital of British Columbia. At cither Vancouveror 
Victoria connection is made every day for the seaport towns on Puget Sound 
and in Oregon, and on nearly every day for San Francisco, At frequent inter- 
vals steamers depart for Chioa and Japan, saving one-third in bothtime and dis- 
tance over those sailing from San Francisco, Thush new way around the world 
has been opened. Every fortnighta fine steamer leaves Vancouver for a tour 
of Alaska waters; sailing all the way in tranquil sounds and straits protected 
by outerislands,entering mountain-girdled fords, and threading channels where 
glaciers dip into the surt-scenes beside which the shores of Norway have no com- 
parison for grandeur " 

Thus Great Britain has secured the shortest route to the East Indies—thirty 
days from Hong-Kong to Liverpool—through the Canadian snows and mount- 
ains, where it was never imagined the inhabitants had sufficientenergy forsuch 
agiganticundertaking, and which, indeed, would never have been accomplished 
but for British subsidies. While we, whostarted in the race for China, via the 
California Pacitic Railroad, can not accomplish the distance from Hong-Kong 
to New York in less than thirty-four days. Our descendants will naturally 
wonder why our statesmen should have allowed a country which was ours by 
right to slip through their fingers; it is to be hoped that they will not have to 
wonder still more that the statesmen of to-day omitted to establish on the ter- 
ritory that still remains to us naval and military works that will defend our 
country from aggression and be a nucleus by which thousands of people will 
be attracted to the beautiful Northwest shores, 

‘There is one essential in which the representatives of the people are very do- 
ficient, that is, in fortifying the principa pointy of ourextensive coast and build- 
ing naval depots at proper sites, Here is a case in point where a great naval 
depot should be established well up one of those eh yer inlets where an 
enemy’s guns can not reach, and where the station could be so well fortified be- 
low that no force of hostile ships could pass uptodestroy it. Toshow how little 
attention we pay to such defenses, I inclosé herewith an extract from my Jast 
annual report to the honorable Secretary of the Navy. It illustrates the pains 
taken by Great Britain to occupy the strongest points in her territories by mili- 
tary forces, and how much she does towards diverting desirable emigrants from 
the United States into her dominions, every man who settles under the British 
flag knowing that he is certain to be protected in all his rights. I also inclose 
herewith an extract from the report of, Commander Charles Wilkes, command- 
ing the United States exploring expedition (140-41), Commander Wilkes was 
an explorer of great ability, and gives an accurate picture of the country under 
discussion. 

I have said more in this communication than may be pertinent to the subject 
of building a navy-yard on the Northwest coast, and hope you will excuse me if 
I have gone too far into the matter, and will attribute it to the interest I feel in 
this great project, and toa hope that it may awaken in the minds of others that 
feeling of loyalty to their country which has so distinguished you in this con- 
nection. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 3 
f DAVID D, PORTER, 
Admiral United States Navy. 
Hon. Jons H. MiTCRELL, > 
United States Senate. 


[Extract from the report of the Admiral of the Navy to the Secretary of the 
Navy, 1887. 
We have so much to do in the way of building forts and =“ and making 
ns for the land and naval defenses, and have so little time to do it all in, that 
t will be well to compare our national defenses with those of some other power, 
to show what others have done while we have been taking our repose, Our 
people seem to think that we are so far removed from Europe that we are be- 
yond the reach of its armies and navies, forgetting that it is possible to step on 
board one of the great ocean greyhounds at New York on Monday morning 
and land in England on Saturday night; and although we might not be assailed 
quite so rapidly as that, the mere fact that it takes so little time under favorable 
circumstances to cross the Atlantic shows how short is the distance between 
ourselves and the possessors of the heaviest ships and guns, 

We may keep clear of entangling alliances, but no matter what our desires 
may be, we can not avoid complications with foreign powers. We have an ex- 
perience of this sort at the present time, and no one can tell whether the small 
cloud now gathering on the eastern horizon may not soon extend over the 
whole heavens. War often comes when least expected, and even when antici- 
pated those who look forward to it can hardly realize that it is coming until it 
isupon them. For the event of war we are no more prepared than we were a 
year ago, although it is true we have made a beginning to repair simply tho 
waste in our Navy for the last twenty-five years, 

To show how little attention is paid to the defense of our coasts, I beg leave 
to exhibit to you, forthe purpose of contrast, the weight that is attached to these 
matters abroad. The statement will show the country how much behindhand 
we are in regard to that on which our honor and safety depends as compared 
with those even who have less at stake than ourselves. 

To take Great Britain as an example, with the coasts and harbors of the Brit- 
ish Islands incinded, between latitude 5% and 59° north, and longitude 2° east 
and 11° west. The area of the British Islands is 115,840 square miles, while that 
of the United States is 3,692,900 square miles; that is, the size of these islands, 
the center of the imperial power, is thirty-one times less than the area of the 
United States. Please notice the difference in the care taken to protect tho 
homes of British ‘subjects from that given to guard the citizens of the United 
States, who, relying on the ee that they suppose will be afforded them, 
have built up great cities all along our coast and dotted the intermediate terri- 
tory with homesteads, all of which are at the mercy of a foreign foe. . 

The geographical situation of the British islands gives them a guaranty o 
independence and protection to their inhabitants greater than any other peoplo 
enjoy, but this would not availwere it not for the indomitable energy of the 
Britons, who, occupying a strong position in the first place, have left nothing 
undone to render it impregnable. The same reasons that exist for the elabo- 
rate defenses of Great Britain obtain in this country in an equal degree. We 
are very much alike in many respects, both being naturally great comm 
nations. desirous to carry our products to every part of the world, Great Britain 
succeeding in all she undertakes,and we constantly failing for want of that 
governmental protection which every poople have a right to claim. 
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Great Britain is separated from the continent of Europe by a wide moat, 
which enables her to defy attack. Her principal ports bristle with guns of the 
latest pattern, moupted on the acme roe! fortifications, while the moat and 
its surroundings are guarded by the fo! 


lowing: < 


26 17. 
9 90 
10 157 
8 93 
2 — 2 
Unarmored cruisers. Er 62 724 
Gun-vessels and cruising gunboats. 65 27¹ 
Gunboats for coast and river service. . . . . 40 64 
OU rin ra a N — 1.572 


These embrace all classes from the 110-ton (161 inch) to the 20-pounder how- 
itzer. In addition the English navy is provided with 153 to o-vessels of all 
, some of which are armed with small rifled cannon (6-inch or less), and 
nearly all carry machine guns, It will be observed that no account is taken of 
the older classes of ships, of which, according to a French author, there are 336 
steamers and 120 sailing ships fully capable of giving a good account of them- 


selves, 

The United States is separated from Europe by a wide moat, but this, instead 
of being a protection, is a disadvantage. The ocean affords a highway upon 
which, unseen until close upon us, an enemy can marshal his hosts and attack 
us in fifty vulnerable points at once. A war against us would terminate very 
quickly, as, without ships or guns, what could we do? 

The forces charged with the defense of Great Britain’s impregnable fortresses 
comprise the coast-guard fleet, the Channeliſleet, and the land defenses, which 
are at all times ready for service, and are never permitted to fall off in strength 
or efticiency. This system may be compared to that of a city with policemen 
on their beats, while ours is like the old plan, where superannuated watchmen 
dozed away a night on a doorstep. The movable land forces of Great Britain 
are confined to special troops always ready to be forwarded to threatened points 
at short notice. The Channel fleet constitutes a reserve of heavy armor-clads, 
torpedo-vessels, and fast dispatch-vessels, ready at all times to proceed to any 
indicated point. Under these circumstances, the British can afford to await 
attack, while their naval forces elsewhere are ready to add their strength to 
these above mentioned. Any attempt made by a foreign power against the 
British Islands would probably result in the destruction of the attacking fleet, 
which might not even have the opportunity to bombard the land fortifications 
or throw destructive missiles into the seaboard cities. 


[Extract from the report of Commander Charles Wilkes, commanding the United 
States Exploring Expedition. 1840-41.] 

Nothing can surpass the beanty of these waters and their safety. Not a shoal 
exists within the straits of Juande Fuca, Admiralty Inlet, or Hood’s Canal that 
can in any way interrupt their navigation by a 74-gun ship. I venture nothing 
in saying that there is no country in the world that ses waters equal to 
these; they coveran area of about 2,000 square miles. The shoresof all its inlets 
and bays are remarkably bold, so much so that a ship’s side would strike the 
shore before her keel would touch the ground. 

The country by which these waters are surrounded is remarkably salubrious. 
and affords every advantage for the accommodation of a vast commercial and 
military marine, with convenience for docks, and a great 3 sites for towns 
nud cities, at all times well supplied with water, and ble of being well pro- 
har with everything by the surrounding country, which is well ada for 
agriculture. 

The Straits of Juan de Fuca are % miles in length and have an average width 
of il miles. At the entrance (3 miles in width) no danger existe, and it may be 
safely navigated throughout. 

No part of the world affords finer islands, sounds, or a greater number of har- 
bors than are found within the Straits of Juan de Fuca, capable of receiving the 
largest class of vessels and without a danger in them thatis not visible, From 
the rise and fall of the tide (18 feet), every facility is afforded for the erection of 
works for a great maritime nation, 

The country also affords as many sites for water power as any other. 


Navy DEPARTMEST, Washington, March 16, 1888, 


Sim: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your letter requesting an 
expression of the views of this Department and such recommendation as it may 
deem advisable with reference to the propriety of the legislation contemplated 
by the resolution S. R. S. a copy of which accompanies your letter, and which 
provides for the appointment of a commission to select a site fora naval station 
on the Pacific coast. 

The duty of selecting a suitable site for an additional navy-yard at some point 
on that portion of the Pacific Coast which is embraced in the State of Oregon 
and the Territories of Washington and Alaska could, in the Spee of the De- 
partment, be satisfactorily performed in the manner indicated ‘das resolution, 
namely, by a commission composed of three competent naval officers, acting 
under instructions framed in accordance with the requirements of the resolu- 
tion, whose duty it would be, among other things, to make a careful examina- 
tion of the coast-line, the several indentations thereof, the comparative advan- 
tages or disadvantages of the several inlets, bays,or harbors existing on the 
coast with reference to the depth of water and the fluctuations of the tide, and 
also with reference to convenient access by land and speedy communication 
with interior points by rail, It is also probable that the performance of such 
duty would be greatly facilitated by the use of data heretofore obtained through 
the operations of the Coast and Geodetic Survey. 

It may be proper to state, however, with reference to the navy-yards on the 
Atlantic coast of the United States, that the tendency of legislation in the recent 

t has been in the direction of decreasing rather than increasing their num- 
r, and that in accordance with this tendency and for the purpose of lessening 
expenditures in this branch of the public service, the policy of the Department 
has been and is to concentrate, so far as practicable, and at the most central, 
convenient, and available points, the heavy work requisite to be done at the 
yards, a3 well as the storage and distribution of stores and material for the use 
of the naval service, If the same policy be adopted in supplying the wants of 
the Pacific coast it may perhaps be found expedient, in view of the great nat- 
ural advantages as to size, location, and access, p by the navy-yard at 
Mare Island, to concentrate at that yard, so far as practicable, the bulk of the 
work, material, and stores required for the naval service on the Pacific coast, 


Very respectfully, 0 “EY: 
: ‘Secretary of the Navy. 


Han. Jno, H. MITCHELL, 
United States Senate, 


Mr. HOAR subsequently said: The Senator from Oregon [Mr. 
MITCHELL] obtained leave of the Senate just now to print in the REC- 
ORD, as part of his remarks, a very interesting letter from Admiral 
Porter, relating to the American and the British fortifications on the 
Pacifie coast. I ask unanimous consent that it also be printed as a 
document for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered if there beno 
objection. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
er eR was ee in. 

e joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading 
read the third time, and passed. j 
The preamble was disagreed to. 


AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business No. 1420, Senate bill 2986. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2986) to incorporate the 
American Historical Association. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. Bancroft, named as one of the incorporators, 
should be mentioned as a citizen of ‘‘ Newport, in the State of Rhode 
Island,” instead of Washington, in the District of Columbia.” I 
move that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

Tne CHIEF CLERK. In line 4 it is proposed to strike out Wash- 
ington, in the District of Columbia,” and insert Newport, in the 
State of Rhode Island;“ so as to read: 

George Bancroft, of Newport, in the State of Rhode Island. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DOUGLAS CHAPMAN. 

Mr, JONES, of Arkansas. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Calendar No. 1451, House bill 4735. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4735) for the relief of 
Douglas Chapman. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name 
of Douglas Chapman, of Hot Spring County, Arkansas, late a private 
in Captain Wheeler's Company H, of the Third Regiment Infantry, 
United States Army, in the Seminole war of 1837, and that he be rated 
and receive such pension as is provided by the laws of the United States 
for persons engaged in the military service of the United States in the 
war of 1812. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


TENNESSEE RIVER BRIDGE AT CHATTANOOGA, TENN. 


Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1402, House bill 7564. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7564) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn. : s 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word 
railway,“ to insert a corporation created and; in line 10, after the 
word it,“ to strike out may be’’ and insert is; and in line 13, 
after the word ‘‘company,’’ to strike out and the Secretary of War 
shall have the right, from time to time, to revise, prescribe, and deter- 
mine such rates or tolls, and insert and approved by the Secretary 
of War;’’ so as to make the section read: 

That the Chattan Western Railway, a corporation created and organized 
under the laws of the State of Tennessee, be, and is hereby, authorized to con- 
struct and maintain a bridge, and approaches thereto, over the Tennessee River, 
at or near the city of Chattanooga, Tenn., in the county of Hamilton. Said 
bridge shall be constructed to provide for the passage of railway trains, and, at 
the option of the 8 by which it is built, may be used for the passage 
of wagons and vehicles of all kinds, for the transit of animals, and for foot pas- 


sengers, for reasonable rates or tolls, to be fixed by said company and approved 
by the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘and,’’ 
where it occurs the second time, to strike out the word it;“ after the 
word That,“ in line 4, to strike out the words the bridge author- 
ized to be constructed under this act shall be a lawful structure, and 
shall be ized and known as a post-route, and the same is hereby 
declared to be a post-route, upon which also;’’ and in line 17, after the 
word otherwise, to insert the word ‘‘so;’’ so as to make the section 
read: 

Sec. 2. That any bridge built under thisactand subject to its limitations shall 
be a lawful structure, and shall be and known as a post-route, and 
shall 8 the rights and privileges of other post- roads in the United States; 
that no higher charge shall be made for the transmission over the same of the 
mail, troops, and munitions of war of the United States, orfor 2 rallwa 


or freight passing over said brid, than the rate per mile for their 
— haha over the railroad leading to said bridge, and equal privileges in 
the use of said bridge shall be granted to all te! h companies, and the 
United States shall have the right of way across said for postal-telegraph 
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that the said bridge shall be tonstructed either by draw, span, or 
otherwise, so that a free and unobstructed e may be secured to all 
water craft navigating said river at the point aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 18, after the word con- 
struction,” to insert so as to prevent or remove all substantial ob- 
struction to the navigation of said river;” in line 20, after the word 
“the,” to insert approval of;“ and in line 20, after the word War,” 
to insert ‘‘and if any litigation shall be had in regard to said bridge 
the same shall be in the circuit court of the United States in whose 
territorial jurisdiction said bridge, or any part thereof, is located;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 

Src. 4. That any bridge authorized to be constructed under this act shall be 
built and located under and subject to such regulations for the security of navi- 
gation of said river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that 
object the said company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War, 
for his examination and approval, a design and drawings of the bridge, anda 
map of the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile below and 1 mile above the 
proposed location, the to; ogna phy of the banks of the river, the shore-lines at 

igh and low water, the tion and strength of the current at all stages, and 
the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream, the location of any 
other bridge or bridges, and shall furnish such other information as may be re- 
quired for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and until the 
said plan and location of the bridge are approved br the Secretary of War the 
bridge shall not be built; and should any change be made in the plan of said 
bridge during the progress of construction, so as to prevent or remove all sub- 
stantial obstruction to the navigation of said river, such change shall eg e 
to the approval of Secretary of War; and if any litigation shail be had in 8 
to said bridge, the same shall be in the circuit court of the United State in w 
territorial jurisdiction said bridge, or any part thereof, is located. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, after the word ‘‘act,’’ at the 
end of line 1, to strike out the words so as to prevent or remove all 
material and substantial obstructions to the navigation of said river by 
the construction of said bridge;’’ and in line 6, after the word act, 
to insert or its entire removal;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 5. That the right to alter, 1 or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved; and any alterations or changes that may be required by Congress in 
the bridge constructed under this act, or its entire removal, shall be made by 
the corporation ow ning or controlling the same at its own expense. Further- 
more, if the construction of said bridge shall not be commenced within two and 
completed within four years after the passage of this act, all privileges con- 
ferred hereby, and this act, shall become null and void, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments and 
ask a conference with the House of Representatives on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses, and that the Chair appoint the managers on the 
part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. VEST, Mr. SAWYER, 
and Mr. KENNA as the managers at the conference on the part of the 
Senate. 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the Army appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENTAL STATIONS. 


Mr. BROWN. I move that the Senate do now proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 1358, House bill 7222. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title of the bill will be reported. 

‘The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled 
An act to establish agricultural stations in connection with the col- 
leges established in the several States under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto,” 

The bill was read. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ithink that bill should be subject to further scrutiny, 
and I shall object to its consideration now. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

Mr. CALL. Task the Senator from Missouri to allow me to have a 
resolution adopted. 

THE CALENDAR. 


Mr. HARRIS. I wanted to ask the Senator from Missouri to with- 
draw his motion for a moment until I can ask the unanimous consent 
of the Senate that to-morrow immediately after the routine business of 
the morning hour the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Dawes] gave notice of a motion to proceed with the Indian 
appropriation bill to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS. Then I will ask unanimous consent of the Senate 
that immediately after the consideration of that bill to-morrow the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII, 
pestine where we left off when the Calendar was last under consider- 
ation, 


Mr. ALLISON. For how long? 

Mr. HARRIS. For the remainder of the day. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is satisfactory. 

Mr. VOORHEES. ‘The understanding, it seems to me, wheu we re- 
fused to adjourn over to Monday was that the Indian appropriation bill ~ 
represented by the Senator from Massachusetts would be considered 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HARRIS, This is to be after that. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Very well, then I have nothing to say. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimous consent that to-morrow after the conclusion of the Indian 
appropriation bill the Senate proceed, for the remainder of the day, to 
the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Iwill agree to that with the understanding that 
ee objection shall carry any matter over until the Senate shall be 

all. 

Mr. HARRIS. Is not that provided by Rule VIII? 

Mr. EDMUNDS. No, because a majority of the Senate may proceed 
to consideration notwithstanding an objection, and I wish it as a 
part of the unanimous consent that a single objection shall absolutely 
carry a case over to a full Senate. 

Mr. HARRIS. I have no objection to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Vermont. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The understanding, then, is that to- 
morrow after the conclusion of the Indian appropriation bill the Senate 
will resume the consideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII, one 
objection to carry a bill over. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say that while I shall not now interpose an 
objection to the proposition made by the Senator from Vermont in con- 
sideration of the fact that many Senators desire to be absent on a pub- 
lic oceasion, I think there ought to be some time pretty soon devoted 
to the Calendar in the ordinary way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I agree to that. 

Mr. HOAR. It is hardly fair that we should have these acts of legis- 
lation by unanimous consent and nothing else; and I therefore give 
notice that after the present occasion for this limitation has passed by, 
these two conventions, I shall insist on going to the Calendar under 
the Anthony rule in the ordinary way. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. I think the Senator from Massachusetts is quite 
right. I only make this suggestion now under the apprehension that 
the Senate will be quite thin to-morrow. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENTAL STATIONS. 


Mr. BROWN. Inthe case of the bill just called up by me, the Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] desires to make an amendment which 
he will have prepared by to-morrow morning. Ishall ask leave, there- 
fore, at the end of the routine business to-morrow morning to take it 
up, and I will accept his amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I offer a resolution. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Has the Chair announced the — 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has announced it. 


ANASTASIA ISLAND. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was read: 


Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed 
toreport to the Senate whether Anastasia Island, near St. Augustine, Fla., is the 
popis of the United States, and whether the whole or any part is covered by 

any the Unite from Spain which has been confirmed and is recognized as valid by 

ited States under the treaty between Spain and the United TER for the 
poole of the provinces of the East and West Floridas made in 181 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to have that referred to the onli 
on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Let it go over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over and be 

rinted. 

$ Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator from Florida will consent to have 
the resolution referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. If I 
may be pardoned for making the suggestion, suppose the law officer of 
the Government should be of opinion that there wasa doubt about our 
title or should give an opinion against it, it is hardly fair, if there is 
any contest about the title to an island with Spain off our coast, to 
have our title prejudiced by the opinion of the law officer in that way. 
It seems to me the resolution should first go to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

Mr, CALL. Anastasia Island is now within our jurisdiction. Tt is 
within half a mile of St. Augustine. The only question is whether 
under a Spanish grant claimed to have been made it has or has not 
been confirmed, or belongs to the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. But suppose the Attorney-General should be of opinion 
that it does not belong to the United States ? 

Mr. CALL. Then it belongs to a private citizen. 

Mr. HOAR. There is no question of any foreign title? 

Mr. CALL. None whatever. 

Mr. HOAR. Then I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over under 
the rule and be printed. 


. a 7 
-ôr 
z ~ 


—— 


~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. | 


a - 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 


ation of executive business, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) 
a Gomer adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 1, 1888, at 12 
0 m. > 


NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 31, 1888. 
j FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Tenth Regiment of Cavalry. 
First Lient. William Davis, jr., to be captain May 10, 1888, vice 
Smithers, retired from active service. 
INDIAN INSPECTOR, 


Thomas D. Marcum, of Catlettsburgh, Ky., to be an Indian In- 
spector. 


THE FISHERIES TREATY. 


The Senate having, on the 29th instant, ordered that the Journals of 
all the proceedings of the Senate in executive session and confidential 
legislative session concerning the fisheries treaty with Great Britain, 
now under consideration, be printed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
they are as follows: 

Monday, May 28, 1888. 


Mr. MorGan submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from all proceedings of 
the Senate in reference to the treaty with Great Britain now under considera- 


Tuesday, May 29, 1888. 
On motion by Mr. Hoar, 


Ordered, That the Journals of all the proceedings of the Senate in reference to 
the treaty with Great Britain, now under consideration, be printed in the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 


EXTRACTS FROM EXECUTIVE JOURNAL, 


Monday, February 20, 1888. 


A message was received from the President of the United States, 
transmitting a treaty (Ex. M) between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 
1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888. 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, the treaty was read the first time, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and, together with the 
message and accompanying documents, ordered to be printed in confi- 
dence for the use of the Senate. 


Tuesday, February 21, 1888. 
On motion by Mr. EDMUNDS, and by unanimous consent, 


Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the treaty (Ex. M) 
between the United States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of 
the convention of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 15, 1888. 


On motion by Mr. FRYE, and by unanimous consent, 


Ordered, That the said treaty, together with the message and accom in; 
protocols, be printed in the rS ona RD. * 


Monday, March 5, 1888. 


The President pro tempore laid before the Senate a message from the 
President of the United States, transmitting a letter from the Sec- 
retary of State in relation to the recent negotiations concerning Ameri- 
can fishing interests. 

‘The message was read. 

Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the message of the President of the date of March 5, 1883, trans- 
mitting certain documents and correspondence in relation to the recent nego- 
tiations with Great Britain concerning American fishvry interests in British 
North American waters, be printed, and that, under the direction ofthe Com- 

> mittee on Printing, all communications hitherto made by the President to the 
Senate upon the sume subject-matter of date subsequent to the 4th day of March, 
1885, be reprinted in connection with the documents transmitted by said mes- 
sage. 2 


* . 


On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, the Senate proceeded, by unanimous 
consent, to consider the said resolution, and after debate, the resolution, 
having been modified by Mr. SHERMAN, was agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the message of the President of the date of March 5, 1888, trans- 
mitting certain documents and correspondence in relation to the recent nego- 
tiations with Great Britain concerning American 8 interests in British 
North American waters be printed, and that, under the direction of the Comi- 
mittee on Printing, all communications hitherto made by the President or the 
Secretary of State to either House upon the fisheries question, and in relation 
to the seizure of fishing vesse!s of the United States in the ports or waters of 

. Grent Britain or her dependencies, of date subsequent to the 4th day of March, 
1877, be reprinted in connection with the documents transmitted by said message, 
including all the evidence taken before the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the Senate and the reports thereon, and that the injunction of secrecy be re- 
moved from the documents proposed to be printed in this resolution; * © © 


à 


CONFIDENTIAL LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS. 
Tuesday, April 3,1888. z 

The Senate having proceeded to the consideration of the resolution 
submitted by Mr. RIDDLEBERGER March 22, 1888, as follows: 

Resolved, That so much of Rules XXXVI, XXXVI, and XXXVIII as 
vide for executive sessions be suspended during the consideration of the 
ies treaty, when the same shal! be reported to the Senate— 

And a motion to close the doors having been made and seconded, 
the President pro tempore directed the galleries to be cleared and the 
doors closed. ~ 

The order having heen executed, the President pro tempore stated 
the question to be, Shall the consideration of the resolution be had 
with closed doors? and it was determined in the afirmative.» 

On motion by Mr. BUTLER to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, after debate, it was determined in the afirma- 
tive—yeas 41, nays 8. 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, the yeas and nays being desired by 


one-fifth of the Senators present, . 
Those who voted in the affirmative are Messrs. — 
Allison, Colquitt, Harris, Saulsbury, 
Bate, Cullom, Hawley, Sherman, 
Beck, Davis, Hiscock, Spooner, 
Berry, Dawes, Hoar, Stockbridge, 
Bisck burn; Dolph, Ingalls, Turpie, 
Brown, Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Vest, 
Butler, Faulkner, MePherson, Voorhees, 
Call, George, Palmer, Walthall, 
Cameron, Gorman, Payne, 
Cockrell, Gray, Pugh, 
Coke, Hampton, Ransom, 
Those who voted in the negative are Messrs.— 
Farwell, Mitchell Plumb, Stewart, 
ye, Platt, . Sawyer, Teller. 


So the motion was agreed to; whereupon the doors were reopened. 
EXTRACT FROM EXECUTIVE JOURNAL. 
Tuesday, April 10, 1888. 

Mr. HOAR presented a resolution adopted by the common council 
of the city of Gloucester, Mass., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the so-called fisheries treaty now pending before the United States 
Senate; which was re‘erred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

CONFIDENTIAL LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS, 
Tuesday, April 17, 1888. 

The following resolution, submitted by Mr. RIDDLEBERGER on the 
16th instant, being under consideration, namely: 

Resolved, That so much of Rules XXXVI, XXXVII, and XXXVIII as pro- 
vide for executive sessions be suspended during the consideration of the fish- 
eries treaty, when the same shall be reported to the Senate— 

Mr. EDMUNDS submitted a motion that the doors be closed; and the 
same having been seconded, the President pro tempore directed the gal- 
leries to be cleared and the doors closed. 

The order having been executed, the President pro tempore stated the 
question to be, Shall the consideration of the resolution be continued 
with closed doors? and it was determined in the affirmative, when, on 
motion by Mr. HARRIS, that the resolution be postponed indefinitely, 
it was determined in the affirmative; whereupon, on motion by Mr. 
EDMUNDS, the doors were reopened. 

EXTRACTS FROM EXECUTIVE JOURNAL. 
Monday, May 7, 1888. 


Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whoin 
was referred, the 20th February, the treaty (Ex. M) between the United 
States and Great Britain concerning the interpretation of the conven- 
tion of October 20, 1518, signed at Washington February 15, 1888, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a resolution for 
its ratification in the usual form, and a written adverse report thereon. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the same committee, submitted the views of the 
minority on the same subject in writing; which, together with the re- 
port submitted by Mr. EDMUNDS, was ordered to be printed in confi- 
dence for the use of the Senate. 


Thursday, May 10, 1888. 
On motion by Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous consent— 


Ordered, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the report of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and the views of the minority, upon the treaty 
(Ex. M) between the United States and Great Britain concerning the interpre- 
tation of the convention of October 20, 1818, signed at Washington, February 
15, 1888, 

CONFIDENTIAL LEGISLATIVE PROCEEDINGS. 


Thursday, May 10, 1888. 


The Senate having proceeded to the consideration of the following 
resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar April 19, 1888, and reported by 
Mr. SHERMAN from the Committee on Foreign Relations adversely, 
namely: 

Rescleed, That when the proposed treaty with Great Britain shall be under 
consideration the stenographie reporter shall oe admitted and shall report the 
debates and proceedings, which may thereafter be made public if a majority of 
the Senate shall so order, except such portions thereof as it shall determine 
that the public interest requires shall be kept secret. 

So much of the third clause of Rule XXXV ies conflicts with the resolution is 
suspended so far as necessary ia order that the same shall take effect. 
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Mr. EDMUNDS moved that the doors be closed; and the motion hav- 
ing been seconded, the Presiding Officer directed the galleries to be 
cleared and the doors closed. 

The order having been executed, the President pro tempore stated the 
question to be, Shall the consideration of the resolution be had with 
closed doors? 

After debate, on motion by Mr. Hoar, and by unanimous consent, 


Ordered, That the following resolution, submitted by Mr. RippLEBERGER 
March 22, 188, be substituted for the one under consideration : 

Resolred, That so much of Rules XXXVI, XXXVII, and XXXVIII as provide 
for executive sessions be suspended during the consideration of the fisheries 
treaty, when the same shall be reported to the Senate, 


After debate on the question as to whether the resolution should be 
considered with closed doors, 

On motion by Mr. MORGAN, 

Ordered, That the further consideration of the question be postponed to Mon- 
day next, at 2 o'clock p. m., and at that hour the Presiding Officer direct the 
doors to be closed for the purpose. r 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Monday, May 14, 1888. 

The hour of 2 o’cloek p. m. having arrived, the President pro tem- 

re, pursuant to the order of the 10th instant, directed the galleries to 

cleared and the doors closed. The order having been executed, the 
Senate resumed the consideration of the question, Shall the considera- 
tion of the following resolution be had with closed doors? 


Resolved, That so much of Rules XXXVI, XXXVII, XXVIII as provide for 
~ executive sessions be suspended during the consideration of the fisheries treaty, 
when the same shall be reported to the Senate. 


And, after debate, it was determined in the affirmative; and on the 
question to agree to the resolution, after debate, it was determined in 
the negative—yeas 3, nays 41. 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, the yeas and nays being desired by 
one-fifth of the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are Messr3.— 


Dawes, Sherman, Teller. 

Those who voted in the negative are Messrs. — 
Aldrich, - Cullom, Hiscock, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dolph, Jonesof Arkansas, Spooner, 
Berry, Edmunds, lorgan, urpie, 
Blair, Evarts, Palmer, Vance, 
Brown, Fanlkner, Pasco, Walthall 
Butler, rge, Pugh, Wilson of Jowa, 
Call, Gray, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, rn igi Ransom, 
Cockrell, Harris. gan, 
Coke, Hawley, Sabin, 


So the resolution was not agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. Hoar, the Senate resumed the consideration of 
the resolution submitted by him to admit the stenographic reporter to | 
report the debates and proceedings in the consideration of the proposed 
treaty with Great Britain; and having been amended on the motion of 
Mr. MORGAN, 

On the question to agree to the resolution as amended as follows: 


Resolved, That Denis F, Murphy, the Official Reporter of the Senate, and such 
assistants as may be necessary, to be appointed by the President pro tempore of 
the Senate, shall be, when sworn, executive officers of the Senate to take down 
the proceedings and debates upon the fisheries treaty with Great Britain, now 

mdingintheSenate. And, when said treaty is under consideration, they shall 
Ee admitted to the executive sessions of the Senate, 

The debates on said treaty, and the proceedings relating to the same, shall 
be taken down by said reporters, and printed in confidence for the use of the 
Senate, from time to time, during such discussion, and shall be filed in the secret 
archives of the Senate, subject to its order, and may thereafter be made public 
if the Senate shall so order, except such portions thereof as it shall determine 
that the public interest requires shall be — — secret. 

So much of the third clause of Rule XXXVI as conflicts with the resolution 
is suspended so far as necessary in order that the same shall take effect; 


After debate, on motion of Mr. TURP1E that the resolution lie on the 
table, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 36, nays 10. 

On motion by Mr. Hoar, the yeas and nays being desired by one- 
fifth of the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the aflirmative are Messrs.— 


Allison, Cullom, 3 Reagan, 
Bate, Davis, Hawley, Sabin, 
Berry, Dolph, Hiscock, Sawyer, 
Brown, Edmunds, Ingalls, Stewart, 
Butler, Evarts, Jones of Arkansas, Teller, 

li, Faulkner, almer, Turpie, 
Chandler, George, Pasco, Walthall, 
Cockrell, Gray, Pugh, Wilson of Md. 
Coke, Hampton, uny, Wilson of Iowa. 

Those who voted in the negative are Messrs.— 

Aldrich, Hoar, Saulsbury, Vance. 
Blair, Morgan, Sherman, 
Dawes, Ransom, Spooner, 


So the motion was agreed to. 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
tion of executive business. : 

EXTRACTS FROM EXECUTIVE JOURNAL. 
- Monday, May 14, 1888. 

Mr. QUAY presented eight memorials of citizens of Scranton, Pa., re- 
monstrating against the ratification of the fisheries treaty 
with Great Britain; which were ordered to lie on the table. 


. Tue day, May 22, 1888. 

The treaty (Ex. M) between the United States and Great Britain 
coucerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 1818, 
signed at Washington, Febrnary 15, 1888, was read the second time, 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

On motion by Mr. Hoar that the further consideration thereof be 
had in open executive session, it was determined in the negative—yeas 
28, nays 28. 

On motion by Mr. MORGAN, the yeas and nays being desired by on 
filth of the Senators present— 

Those who voted in the affirmative are Messrs.— 


Aldrich, Edmunds, Manderson, Riddleberger, 
Allison, Evarts Mitchell, Sabin, 
Blair, Farwell, Morrill, Sherman, 
Chandler, Frye, Paddock, Spooner, 

vis, Hawley, Palmer, Stewart, 
Dawes Hiscock, Platt, Stockbridge, 
Dolph, Hoar, Plumb, Teller. 

Those who voted in the negative are Messrs.— 
Bate, Coke, Jones of Arkansas, R n. 
Beck. Daniel, Kenna, Saulsbary, 
Berry, George, McPherson ie, — 
Blackburn, . ~ Gray, Morgan, Vance, 
Blodgett, Hale, = Pasco, est, 7 
Call, Hampton, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Harris, Ransom, Walthall. 


During the roll-call the following pairs were announced: 

Mr: SAWYER, in the affirmative, with Mr. Brown, in tne negative. 

Mr. CAMERON, in the affirmative, with Mr. BUTLER, in the negative. 

Mr. CHACE, in the affirmative, with Mr. COLQUITT, in the negative. 

Mr. Jones, of Nevada, in the affirmative, with Mr. PAYNE, in the 
negative. 

Mr. QuAY, in the affirmative, with Mr. FAULKNER, in the negative. 

Mr. Bowen, in the affirmative, with Mr. Greson, in the negative. 

Mr. WILSON, of Iowa, in the affirmative, with Mr. WILSON, of Mary- 
land, in the negative. . 

Mr. CuLLoM, in the affirmative, with Mr. GORMAN, in the negative. 

Mr. INGALLS, in the affirmative, with Mr. Eustis, in the negative. 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Wednesday, May 23, 1888. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the consideration 
of the treaty (Ex. M) between the United States and Great Britain 
concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 1818, 
signed at Washington February 15, 1888. - 

On motion by Mr. Hoar, that the further consideration thereof be 
had in open executive session, 

Pending debate, on motion by Mr. Spooner, at 1 o'clock and 18 
minutes p. m., the doors were opened and the Senate resumed the con- 
sideration of legislative business. 

Thursday, May 24, 1888. i 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considera- 
tion of the treaty (Ex: M) between the United States and Great 
Britain concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 
1818, signed at Washington February 15, 1888, and the question be- 
ing on the motion of Mr. Hoan that the further consideration thereof 
be had in open executive session, 

Pending debate, on motion by Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, that the fur- 
ther consideration of the said motion be postponed until Monday next, 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, at 4 o’clockand 20 minutes p. m., the 
doors were opened and the Senate adjourned. 

$ Friday, May 25, 1888. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committe® of the Whole, the considerà- 
tion of the treaty (Ex. M) between the United States and Great Britain 
concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 1818, 
signed at Washington February 15, 1888, and the question being on the 
motion of Mr. JONES, of Arkansas, to postpone until Monday next the 
further consideration of the motion of Mr. HOAR, that the further 
consideration of the treaty be had in open executive session, 


Alter debate, on motion by Mr. SAuULSBURY, at 5 o’clock and 42 min- 


utes p. m., the doors were reopened, and, in pursuance of a motion 
adopted in legislative session, the Senate adjourned until Monday next. 
Monday, May 28, 1888. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the considera- 
tion of the treaty (Ex. M) between the United States and Great Brit- 
ain concerning the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 1818, 
signed at Washington February 15, 1888, and, the pending question 
being on the motion of Mr. HOAR that the further consideration thereof 
be had in open executive session, 

On motion by Mr. SHERMAN, the yeas and nays were ordered by 
one-fifth of the Senators present. 


After debate, Mr. MorGAN submitted a motion that the farther con- 


sideration of the pending question be postponed to the Wednesday after 
the first Monday in December next. 

The President pro tempore decided that the motion of Mr. HOAR 
being an incidental question arising out of and occurring in conse- 


quence of the pendency of the main question, the motion of Mr. MOR- 
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GAN to postpone its consideration to a day certain was out of order 


and could not be received. 

From this decision of the President pro tempore Mr. MORGAN ap- 
pealed to the Senate. 

Pending which, on motion by Mr. HOAR, that thé appeal be laid on 
the table, it was determined in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 19. 

On motion by Mr. MORGAN, the yeas and nays being desired by one- 
fifth of the Senators present, 

Those who voted in the affirmative are Messrs.— 


Allison, Dawes, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blair, Dolph, Mitchell, Stockbridge, 
Chace, Edmunds, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Evarts, Platt, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Davis, Hoar, Sherman, 

Those who voted in the negative are Messrs, — 
Bate, George, Morgan, Turpie, 
Berry, Gray, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, | Hampton, Ransom, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wilson of Md, 
Faulkner, McPherson, Saulsbury, 


During the roll-call the following pairs were announced: 

Mr. HALE, in the affirmative, with Mr. BECK, in the negative, 

Mr. SAWYER, in the affirmative, with Mr. Brown, in the negative, 

Mr. HAWLEY, intheaffirmative, with Mr. COCKRELL, in the negative. 

Mr, ALDRICH, in the affirmative, with Mr. COLQUITT, in the negative. 

Mr. MORRILL, in the affirmative, with Mr. HARRIS, in the negative. 

Mr, SPOONER, in the affirmative, with Mr. BLACKBURN, in the neg- 
afive. 

Mr. PALMER, in the affirmative, with Mr. Eusris, in the negative. 

Mr. Jones, of Nevada, in the affirmative, with Mr. PAYNE, in the 
negative. 

Mr. CAMERON, in the affirmative, with Mr. BUTLER, in the negative. 

Mr. SABIN, in the affirmative, with Mr. KENNA, in the negative. 

Mr. PLUMB, in the affirmative, with Mr. VEST, in the negative. 

Mr. BowEN, in the affirmative, with Mr. Pasco, in the negative. 

Mr. TELLER, in the affirmative, with Mr. GIBSON, in the negative. 

Mr. FARWELL, in the affirmative, with Mr. DANTEL, in the negative. 

Mr. RipPLEBERGER, in the affirmative, with Mr. BLoDGETT, in the 
negative. 

r. FRYE, in the affirmative, with Mr. GORMAN, in the negative. 

So the appeal was laid on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN moved to amend the motion of Mr. Hoar by adding 
after the words executive session“ the words on the Wednesday 
after the first Monday in December next.” 

The President pro tempore decided that for the reasons stated in the 
motion to postpone, the motion was not in order and could not be re- 
ceived. 

Mr. MORGAN moved that the motion of Mr. Hoar be laid on the table. 

The President pro tempore 
motion to postpone, the motion was not in order and could not be re- 

` ceived, 


decided that for the reasons stated on the | 


Mr. FRYE, in the affirmative, with Mr. GORMAN, in the negative. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Whereupon, the President pro tempore directed tho doors to be opened; 
and, at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m., the order having been executed, 
the Senate, in pursuance of the motion this day adopted in executive 
session, proceeded to consider the pending treaty (Ex. M) in open ex- 
ecutive session, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 31, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday last was read and ap- 
proved. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. RANDALL. I call for the regular order. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT COLUMBUS, GA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following veto message 
from the President of the United States, which; with the accompany- 
ing bill, was, on motion of Mr. GRIMES, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives : 

I return without approval House bill No, 1275, entitled “An act forthe erection 
ofa public building at Columbus, Ga., and appropriating money therefor.” 

The city of Columbus, Ga.. is undoubtedly a thriving, growing city. The only 
present necessity for a public building there is for the accommodation of its 
post-office. It is stated in the report of the House committee that the gross rev- 
enues of the office for the year ending June 30, 1887, were $16,700. ‘The post- 
master in a letter upon the subject makes the following statement: “I estimate 
the gross receipts at $17,500 for the fiscal year ending March 31, which will be an 
increase of nearly 7 per cent. over last year’s receipts.” There are nine persons 
employed in the post-office at present, including the postmaster. The present 
quarters are leased by the Government at an annual rent of $900. The post- 
master represents that hisaccommodationsare not adequate or convenient, and 
that instead of a space of 1,900 square feet which he now has, he should be pro- 
vided with 2,500 square feet, 

EX 3 population of the city in 1880 was 10,123. It is claimed that it is now abòut 

In my opinion the facts presented do not exhibit the necessity of the expendi- 
ture of $100,000 to afford the increased room for the post-office which may be 
desirable, I believe a private person would erect a building abundantly suffi- 
ates for all our postal needs in that city for many years to come for one-third 
of that sum. 

Business prudence and good judgment seem to dictate that the erection of the 
pro d building should be delayed until its necessity is more manifest, and 
so that it can be better determined what expenditure for such a purpose will be 
justified by the continued growth of the city and the needs of the Government, 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, May 29, 1888. 


CLAIM OF HEZEKIAH MYERS. 
The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the assistant 
clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the finding of facts 
in the case of Hezekiah Myers against the United States; which was 


| referred to the Committee on War Claims. 


The question recurring on the motion of Mr. Hoar, that the further | MONUMENT AT WASHINGTON’S HEADQUARTERS, NEWBURGH, N. Y. 


consideration of the treaty be had in open executive session, it was de- | 


termined in the affirmative—yeas 21, nays 19. 
‘The yeas and nays having heretofore been ordered— 
Those who voted in the affirmative are Messrs.— 


Allison, Dawes, Manderson, Stewart, 
Blair, Dolph, Mitchell. Stockbridge, 
Chace, Edmunds, Paddock, Wilson of Iowa, 
Chandler, Svarts, Platt, 
Cullom, Hiscock, Quay, 
Davia, Hoar, Sherman, 

Those who voted in the neggtive are Messrs.— 
Bat George, ` Mo: $ Turpie, 
—.— Gray, Pugh, Voorhees, 
Call, Hampton, Ransom, Walthall, 
Coke, Jones of Arkansas, Reagan, Wilson of Md. 
Faulkner, MePherson, Saulsbury, 


During the roll-call the following pairs were announced: 

Mr. HALE, in the affirmative, with Mr. BECK, in the negative. 

Mr. CAMERON, in the affirmative, with Mr. BUTLER, in the negative. 

Mr. BOWEN, in the afirmative, with Mr. PAsco, in the negative. 

Mr. FARWELL, in the affirmative, with Mr. DANIEL, in the negative. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER, in the affirmative, with Mr. BLoDGETT, in the 
negative. 

Mr. SAWYER, in the affirmative, with Mr. Brown, in the negative. 

Mr. HAWLEY, in the affirmative, with Mr. CocKRELL, in the nega- 
tive. 

Mr. ALDRICH, in the affirmative, with Mr. COLQUITT, in the negative. 

Mr. MORRILL; in the affirmative, with Mr. HARRIS, in the negative. 

Mr. INdALIS, in the affirmative, with Mr. Evstts, in the negative. 

Mr. PALMER, in the affirmative, with Mr. VANCE, in the negative. 

Mr. JONES, of Nevada, in the afirmative, with Mr. PAYNE, in the 
negative. 

Mr. SPOONER, in the affirmative, with Mr. BLACKBURN, in the nega- 
tive. 
Mr. TELLER, in the affirmative, with Mr. GIBSON, in the negative. 
Mr. PLUMB, in the affirmative, with Mr. VEST, in the negative. 
Mr. SABIN, in the affirmative, with Mr. KENNA, in the negative. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of the House, 
| a report upon the present condition of the monument at Washington’s 
headquarters, Newburgh, N. Y.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR. 
Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri. I submit a conference report for present 
consideration. 
The SPEAKER. The report will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. $560) to establish a department 
of labor, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: - 

That the House agree to the amendments of the Senate, 

JOHN J. O'NEILL 
JAMES BUCHANAN, 
CARLOS FRENCH, 
Manazers on the part of the Howse, 
HENRY W. BLAIR, 
JAMES F. WILSON, 
J. Z. GEORGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


_ The statement required by the rules was read, as follows: 


The managers on the part of the House on H, R, 8560 submit the following 
statement in explanation of their report. The amendments of the Senate to 
said bill are formal in their character, being simply a change in the phraseology 


of the bill. 
JOHN J, O'NEILL, 
JAMES BUCHANAN, 
CARLOS FRENCH, 
Managers on the part of the House, 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of the 
committee of conference. 
The report was adopted. 


Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
the rt was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 
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QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

i Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal priv- 
ege. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask the Clerk to be kind enough to read the 
marked article which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A WORTHY BILL BURIED BY MR. SPINOLA, 
WasuinGton, May 28. 

General regret was expressed on the Republican side of the House to-day that 
Mr. Setxoia.of New York, should simply have presented pro forma,as chair- 
man of the sabcommittee on Military Affairs, the bill for the placing of John 
C, Frémont on the retired-list as major-general. Republican members, had 
they known of the intention to present a favorable report at this time, would 
haye asked unanimous consent for its present consideration, and would at least 
have placed on record by their own action their . of the intrepid 

ioneer of the West and the first Republican candidate for the Presidency. 

ried in the House Calendar the bill is not likely to be called up for action, 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, the article just read is from the New 

Tork Tribune, the political organ of the Republican party of this coun- 
try, and the article as published is a gross falsification of the facts. 
‘There is not one solitary word of truth contained in that article from 
beginning to end as it there appears in the New York Tribune. 

The facts of the case I intend the people of this country shall under- 
stand, and the organ of the Republican party shall not with impunity 
place any responsibility on my shoulders that I am not entitled to bear. 

I wish to state, sir, to this House, and through this House to the 
people, the true condition of affairs. In the Committee on Military 
Affairs, of which I have the honor of being a member, the Democratic 
members of that committee voted unanimously to report this bill to 
the House, while the Republican members voted against it [applause 
on the Democratic side]; and, sir, when I was honored by the com- 
mittee with the privilege of making that report to this House, I had 
no more than submitted my report in favor of placing General John 
C. Frémont on the retired-list than a Republican member on the other 
side rose in his place and asked consent to file a minority report ac- 
companying the bill. 

That fact alone, as every member here knows, would have prevented 
me or debarred me from the privilege of asking unanimous consent for 
the immediate consideration of the bill. 

This article purports to come from the Republican side of the House, 
and I propose, unless they purge themselves of responsibility for it, to 
hold that entire side accountable for the article. [Laughter.] „Gen- 
eral regret,” it is said, was expressed on the Republican side of the 
House.” That means, if it means anything, all the Republicans of that 
side; and they can not get away from that constructionof it unless they 
individually rise and explain away their position. Now, then,—— 

Mr. REED. What is it all about? 

Mr. SPINOLA. You will find what it is all about before I get 
through. 

Mr. REED. I hope so, 

Mr. SPINOLA. e Republican members of this House took the 
unsuspecting reporter of the New York Tribune, which is the Bible of 
that side of the House, and practiced upon him a fraud—innocent and 
unsuspecting as the reporter for the New York Tribune is, and unso- 

histicated, too, it would seem—and he communicated to Whitelaw 

eid and his paper an unqualified falsehood, and he did it, as he states, 
under the advice of the Republican members of this Honse. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam willing to assume every particle of the responsi- 
bility that properly rests on me for every vote of mine and every action 
that I have ever assumed as a member of the Committee on Military 
Affairs of this House, and shall feel that responsibility in every vote 
that I may hereafter cast; but I will not submit to having placed upon 
my shoulders responsibility for that which belongs to another and for 
which Iam not accountable. I want the people of this country to un- 
derstand that the Republican side of the House, and the Republican 
party, are the men who have interfered with the early and unanimous 
passage of the bill to place General Frémont on the retired-list. 

I have made this statement, sir, that it may go out to the people of 
this country, so that they may understand who has treated General Fré- 
mont in the manner that this article characterizes. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

‘ A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed joint resolution and bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 79) permitting the public building author- 
ized by act of Congress approved May 8, 1882, at Denver, Colo., to be 
located not less than 16 feet from any other building, instead of 40 feet, 
as provided in said act; 

A bill (S. 2201) for the relief of Laura E. Maddox and Robert Mor- 
rison, executor of Joseph Maddox, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2807) to grant to the Puyallup Valley Railroad Company 
a right of way through the Puyallup Indian reservation in Washington 
Territory, and for other purposes, 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Thomas Jordan. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to reports 
of committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
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50 amendments of the Senate to bills of the House of the following 
titles: : 
A bill (H. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia; and 
A bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. FORNEY. I demand the regular order. 
The SPEAKER. The regular order is the further consideration of 
the report of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union on the legislative appropriation bill. , 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. Tue Clerk will report the pending amendment on 
which a separate vote is asked. 
The amendment in relation to additional clerks in the office of the 
Civil Seryice Commission was again reported. 
Mr. RANDALL. IfI understand correctly, this is an increase which 
was voted in by the Committee of the Whole House as to the Civil Serv- 
ice Commission ? 
The SPEAKER, That is the pending amendment, on which a vote 
will now be taken. 
Mr. RANDALL. The committee recommend the same number that 
is provided in the current law. 
The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 56, noes 
So, no further count being demanded, the amendment was adopted. 
The Clerk read the next amendment,-on which a separate vote was 
demanded, as follows: 
Aiter line 7, on page 56, insert the following: 
Watt St. Louis, Mo.: For assayer in charge, $2,500; one clerk, $1,000; 
For incidental and contingent expenses, including labor, $2,490." 
Mr. RANDALL. This is an amendment making an appropriation 
for the St. Louis assay office. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I desire to know what is the full amount appro- 
| priated in the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will again report the amendment. 
The amendment was again read. 
The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, the Speaker 
stated that the ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. RANDALL, I call for a division. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 45. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. No quorum. 
The SPEAKER. The point of no quorum being made, the Chair will 
appoint tellers. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. I call for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, there being—ayes 26, noes 53. J 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 106, nays 96, not vot- 
122; as follows: 


— a 
— 


YEAS—106. 


Adams, Farquhar, Modlammy, Romeis, 
Anderson, Iowa Finley, McCormick, Rowland, 
Baker, III. Ford, MecCreury, Ryan, 

rry, Gay, MeCullogh, Scott, 
Bayne, Gear, McKenna, Smith, 
Biggs, Grimes, McKinley, Spinola, 
Bound, Guenther, McKinney, Stahlnecker, 
Bowden, armer, MeRas, Steele, 
Brown, Ohio Ilatch. Milliken, Stone, Mo, 
Bachanan, Haugen, Montgomery, Struble, 
Bunnell, Hayes, Morriil, Taulbee. 
Burnes, Ifeard, Morrow, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Caruth, Holmes, Nelson, Thomas, Ky. 
Catchings, Hovey, Newton, Thompson, Cal, 
Cheadle, Hunter, Nichols, Townshend, 
Chipman, Hutton, O'Neill, Pa. Turner, Kana, 
(ard. Kean, O'Neill, Mo. Vance, 
Cothran, Ketcham, Outhwaite, Vandever, 
Crain, Laffoon, Parker, Walker, 
Crouse Lagan, Patton, Warner, 
Cummings, Lane, Payson, White, N. Y. 
Dariington, Lawler, Peel, Whitthorne, 
Davidsou, Fla, Lehibach, Phelan, Wilkinson, 
De Lano, Lind, Pugsley, Wise, 
Dingley, Mansur, Rayner, Yoder. 
Dockery, Mason, Robertson, 
Dunn, Matson, Rogers, 

NAYS—96. 
Abbott, Cobb, Henderson, N. C. MoMillin, 
Allen, Mass. Cowles, Herbert, Mills, 
Anderson, Miss. Culberson Hiesfand, Moore, 
Anderson, Kans, Dalzell, Hogg, Morgan, 
Atkinson, Dibble, Folman, Neal, 
Bankhead, Dorsey, Ilopkins, Va. Oates, 
Blount, Elliott, Hudd, O'Neall, Ind. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Ermentrout, Jackson, Osborne, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fisher, Johnston, Ind. Penington, 
Brewer, lood, Johnston, N.C, Perry, 
Brower, Foran, Kennedy, Randall, 
Burnett, Forney, Kilgore, Reed, 
Burrows, Fuller, Landes, Rice, 
zutterworth, Gest, Lanham, Russell, Mas g 

Bynum, Glass, Lee, Sayers, 
Campbell, F., N. Y. Goff, Lodge, Scull, 
Campbell, Ohio Grout, Long, Seney, 
Cannon, Hall, 1yo; Sherman, 
Caswell, aish, . Shively, 
Clements, Hemphill, Martin, Springer, 


Stewart, Tox. Taylor, E. B., Ohio Turner, Ga. Williams. 
Sto Ga. Thompson, Ohio Weaver, Wilson, Minn. 
Stockdale, Tillman, Weber, Wilson, W. Va. 
Stone, Ky. y, Whiting, Mass, Woodburn, 
NOT VOTING—I2. 
Allen, Mich. Conger, Hopkins, N. Y. Richardson; 
Allen, Miss. Cooper, Houk, Rockwell, 
Anderson, III. Cox, Howard, Rowell, 
old, > Jones, Russell, Conn. 
m, Cutcheon, Kelley, usk, 
Baker, N. Y. 3 Kerr, Sawyer, 
arnes, Davenport, La Follette, Seymour, 
Belden, vidson, A Laidiaw, haw, 
ont, vis, ird, Simmons, 
Bingham, Dougherty, Latham, Snyder, 
Bian 1 unham, Lynch, Sowden, 
Bland, Enloe, Macdonald, Spooner, 
EI Felton, Matfett, Stephenson, 
Boo! à Fitch, Mahoney, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle, French, McAdoo, Symes, 
Bowen, Funston, McComas, Tarsney, 
Browne, T. II. B., Va. Gaines, McShane, Thomas, III 
Browne, Ind. Gallinger, Merriman, Thomas, Wis. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Gibson, Moffitt, Wade, 
Brumm, Glover, Morse, Washington, 
N Granger, Norwood, West, 
Euckalew, Greenman, Nutting, Wheeler, 
Butler, Grosvenor, O'Donnell, White, Ind. 
Campbell, T. J., N. X. Hayden, O Ferrall, Whiting, Mich. 
Candler, Henderson, Iowa Owen, Wickham, 
Carlton, Henderson, III. Perkins, Wilber, 
Clark. Hermann, Peters, Wilkins, 
Cockran, Hires, Phelps, Yardley, 
well, Hitt, Pi Ss Lost. 
Collins, Hooker, Plumb, 
Compton, Hopkins, III Post, 
So the amendment was to. 


Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. I did not reach the Hall until aftermy 
name had been passed. 1 was here during a part of the roll-call. Ide- 
sire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. McCREARY). To entitle the gen- 
tleman to vote it was necessary that he should have been in the Hall 
when his name was called. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Tshould have voted ‘‘no.” 

Mr. McMILLIN. I moveto dispense with the reading of the names. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Missouri, objected, but subsequently withdrew his 
objection. 

The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
. MCSHANE with Mr. McComas. 7 

. Rusk with Mr. SEYMOUR. 

. MERRIMAN with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 

. SNYDER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. Simmons with Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 

. ANDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. CLARK. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. SPOONER. 

. Prpcock with Mr. HAYDEN. 

. DOUGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. 

. TARSNEY with Mr. Yost. 

. HENDERSON, of Illinois, with Mr. TOWNSHEND. 

. SHAW with Mr. LAIRD. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. CuTcHEoN. 

Mr. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, 

Mr. Nokwoop with Mr. COOPER. 

Mr. Jones with Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. CocKRan. 

For this day: 

Mr. Bryce with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. THOMAS H. B. BROWNE 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. DAVIS. 

Mr. DARGAN with Mr. HITT. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BLAND with Mr. ENLOE. Mr. BLAND would vote “ay” and 
Mr, ExLok would vote “no.” 

“Mr. O'FERRALL with Mr. ROWELL. 

Mr. WILKINS with Mr. BoUTELLE, 

Mr. RicHARDSON with Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. BURNETT with Mr. BINGHAM. . 

Mr. WASHINGTON with Mr. BAKER, of New York. 

‘The resuit of the vote was then announced as above stated. 

The Clerk read the next amendment on which a separate vote was 
demanded, as follows: 

On page 77 strike out the following: 

“Contingent expenses of branch offices at Boston, New York, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, Norfolk, New Orleans, San Francisco, and Portland, Oregon, includ- 
ing furniture, fuel, lights, rent and care of offices, car-fareand ferriage in visiting 
merchant vessels, freight, express, telegrams, and other necessary expenses in- 
curred in collecting the latest information for the Pilot Chart, and for other pur- 
poses for which the offices were established, $8,000.” 

And insert in lieu thereof the following: 

For contingent expenses of branch oilices, including furniture, fuel, lights, 
rent and care of offices, car-fare and ferriage in visiting merchant vessels, 


reot express, telegrams, and other necessary expenses incurred in collecting 
the Pilot Chart, and for other purposes for which the 
Boston, $1,500; New York, $5,000; Philadelphia, 


the latest information for 
offices were established—at 
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$1,500; Baltimore, $1,500; Norfolk, $1,500; New Orleans, $1,500; San Francisco, 
$1,500; Portland, Oregon, $1,500; in all. $15.500.” 

Mr. RANDALL. That amendment is an increase of $4,500. I hope 
it will be voted down. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. That amount is absolutely needed. 

Mr. MORROW.. The amendment simply provides for the payment 
by the Government of expenses now paid by private enterprise. It 
should be adopted. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 93, noes 51. 

So (farther count not being called for) the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the previous question upon ordering 
the bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. That is pending. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now demand the previous question upon the 
passage of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. Under the action of the Committee of the Whole 
House blanks have been left in this bill for forty-one salaries, thirty- 
nine or forty of which are increases and one or two are decreases. It 
is not proper that this bill should go to the Senate in that shape, but 
points of order were made, and the exact condition of the bill now is 
that there are forty-one blanks. The aggregate amounts in the re- 
spective paragraphs have not been changed; so that while the salaries 
are not fixed in the bill, the amounts include those salaries at the rates 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations, who were guided by the 
current law. I now ask unanimous consent that those blanks be filled 
in the manner I have indicated. 

The SPEAKER. By inserting the amounts provided by law? 

Mr. RANDALL. The amounts provided by the current law. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvaniaasks unanimous 
consent that the blanks in this bill may be filled in the manner indi- 
cated by him. The amendments will be read, after which the Chair 
will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

on page 2 atx ‘salary of governor,” = a 6, insert 4 $2,600." 

Aner ohier clerk,” in line 3. Insert $2.50." „ en d. 

After “ superintendent ot documents,“ in line 13, insert“ $2,000.” 


On page 82, after captain of the watch,” in lines 13 and 14, insert FI, 000. 
After one engineer,” in line 16, insert “$1,200.” 

On page Sl. after Commissioner of Indian Affairs,” in line 22, insert “$4,000.” , 
On page 87, after chief clerk,” in line 16, insert 82.250.“ 

After “ thirty princi exami *in line 20, insert $2,400." 


On page 89, after “chief clerk,” in line 24, insert $1,800.” 

On page 97, linc 20, after “ surveyor-general of Oregon.“ insert “$1,800,” 

On page 108, after “Superintendent of Dead Letter Office,” in lines 1 and 2, 
insert “ $2,250.” 

Mr. RANDALL. Those amendments embrace exactly the amounts 
contained in the current law for these offices and they are in harmony 
with the recommendations of the Committee on Appropriations, who 
foliowed the law in framing that portion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request for unanimous 
consent? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. There is. 

Mr. RANDALL. Then I move to recommit the bill to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations with instructions—— 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, after the statement of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, I should be allowed to say a word. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam making a motion. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] 
asks unanimous consent to make a statement. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. What I desire to say is that neither the Com- 
mittee of the Whole nor this House is responsible for the present con- 
dition of this bill. The Committee on Appropriations are responsible 
for it because of their not obeying the rules of this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, the Committee on Appropriations will take 
all the odium that can be sent by the gentleman irom New Jersey in 
their direction. I now move to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Appropriations with instructions to report it back with those amend- 
men 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I make the pointof order upon that motion, for 
this reason 

Mr. RANDALL. Then, to save time, I move to recommit this bill; 
and on that I demand the previous question. 

fare BUCHANAN. That is what you ought to have done in the first 
place. 

Mr. RANDALL. I will find a way out, yon may be sure. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I have no doubt of it. 

The motion to recommit was agreed to. j 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider. ; 

The SPEAKER. Under tbe rules of the House the bill can not be 
brought back by a motion to reconsider. 

A MEMBER. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the call of committees for re- 


ports. 

Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with the morning hour. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. MILLS, and 70 mem- 
bers voted in favor thereof. 


1888. 
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The SPEAKER. It is evident that two-thirds have not voted in the 
affirmative, and the motion is not agreed to. 


` REMOVAL OF CAUSES FROM STATE COURTS, ETC. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 783) to correct the enrollment of an act ap- 
proved March 3, 1887, entitled ‘‘An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 
10 of an act to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the 
United States and to regulate the removal of causes from State courts, 
and for other purposes, approved March 3, 1875,’? which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. * 

NATIONAL BANKS, ETC. 

On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, of North Carolina, by unanimous con- 
sent, the Committee on the Judiciary was discharged from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 1868) to repeal the proviso to section 
12 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to enable national banking associations 
to extend their corporate existence, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 12, 1882; and the same was referred to the Committee on Ways 
and- Means. ~ 

WILLIAM P. GORDON. 


Mr. MATSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported a 
bill (H. R. 10267) granting a pension to William P. Gordon; which 
was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


OLIVER M. FARRAND. 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported a 
bill (H. R. 10268) for the relief of Oliver M. Farrand; which was read 
a first and second time, referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

The call of committees was continued and concluded, no further re- 
ports being presented. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Mr. LAIDLAW, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
the rest of the week. 
TARIFF, 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. 

‘The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House general debate on this 
bill has been closed. The bill will now be considered under clause 5 
of Rule XXIII, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


When general debate is closed by order of the House, any member shall be 
allowed five minutes to explain any amendment he may offer, after which the 
member who shall first obtain the floor shall be allowed to speak five minutes 

in opposition to it, and there shall be no further debate thereon; but the same 
privilege of debate shall be allowed in favor of and against any amendment 
that may be offered to an amendment; and neither an amendment nor an 
amendment to an amendmeng shall be withdrawn by the mover thereof unless 
by the unanimous consent of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the first clause of the 


ill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, this bill has never been read in 
full in Committee of the Whole—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The first reading of the bill was dispensed with; 
but that does not affect the operation of the rule which requires that 
it now be read and considered by sections or paragraphs. The Clerk 
will therefore read the first paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I was about to ask, Mr. Chairman, that as the 
bill has never been read as a whole in committee, it now be read in 


full. 

Mr. MILLS. The first reading of the bill was dispensed with when 
we first. went into Committee of the Whole upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill could only be read in full at this time 
by unanimous consent, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the bill, not hav- 
ing been read, shall now be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous con- 
sent that this bill be now read at length. Is there objection? 

Mr. MILLS. I object. Let the bill be read by paragraphs. 

Mr. McKINLEY. 1 now ask for the reading of the report on the 


bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thatis in the nature of debate, and can only be 
done by unanimous consent or in the time of some gentleman who 
may be recognized for debate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the report of the 
majority and the views of the minority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means be now read. ; 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. OATES. I object. 

5 AIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the first paragraph of 

e bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That on and after the Ist day of July, 1888, the following 
articles mentioned in this section, when imported, shall be exempt from duty, 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to move an amendment to that paragraph. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the paragraph be read through. No amendment 
is in order until the paragraph has been read. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks that the first paragraph of the 
bill, which prescribes the time when the bill shall take effect, has been 
read. The amendment sent to the desk by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ADAMS] will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
je S strike out “Ist day of July, 1838,” and insert “lst day of January, 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, we have had about a month of gen- 
eral debate on this bill, and now we come to questions of detail. It 
will be admitted, I think, on both sides of the House, that a bill mak- 
ing a radical change in the conditions under which any American in- 
dustry is to be carried on will produce injury to some portion of our 
population. Gentlemen on the other side may claim that the injury 
is local and temporary, and that it is more than paid for by the ulti- 
mate good to be derived as they think by the people at large; we on 
this side may believe that the injury will be general and permanent, 
But we all agree that some persons will suffer to a certain extent fora 
certain time. = 

It is our duty as practical legislators to reduce thatinjury to a mini- 
mum. We must pay some regard to the vested interests of capital and 
the vested interesis of labor. I have proposed an amendment chang- 
ing the date at which the first section of the bill will take effect. Ido 
so because of the great and unnecessary injury which will accrue even 
from the point of view of the gentlemen who support this bill to a large 
number of persons along the Northern border States,if the bill shall 
pass in its present form, who are engaged in the manufacture and sale 
ot lumber, in the raising of vegetables, and in the manufacture of brick, 

Take first the lumber business. I do not speak now of the abolition 
ofthe lumber duty. J assume that duty is to beabolished. The caucus 
has so decreed. ‘There was no Democratic vote to be made for the bill 
in the caucus in striking out lumber from the free-list; otherwise we 
know it would have been stricken from the free-list. Nor do I make 
this amendmentsimply for the purpose of postponing the evil day when, 
as we on this side of the House believe, many American lambermen 
will have to go to Canada in search of work or change occupation; and 
when the Wisconsin farmer shall lose the market of the logging camp. 
I propose it because I believe it is unfair to make so radical a change 
in any American industry in the very middle of the season in which 
that industry is carried on. 

Mr. BLAND. What does the gentleman propose to do with the sur- 
plus in the Treasury which is now bankrupting the country? What 
does he pro to do with that? A 

Mr, ADAMS. IfI proposed toreduce that surplus, I should not pro- 
pose to do it by the passage of this bill, because the passage of this bill 
will not reduce the surplus. 

I do not know how it is with the lumber businesson the Pacific coast 
orin the Southern States, but in the Northern States the lumber business 
has an annual course as regular as farming. I say it is as unreason- 
able to bring about a radical change in that industry to take effect on 
the 1st of July as it would be to terminate a farm lease in midsummer 
when the crops are half grown. 

The lumbering season in the Northwest begins with the beginning 
of winter. Men are sent into the logging camps as soon as the snow 
is on the ground. All or nearly all the logs are cut and piled along 
the streams before the ice breaks in spring. Then begins the logging 
drives, A large part or a certain part of the winter’s cut of logs 
reaches the mill late in spring or early in summer. But low water 
sometimes prevents it. The largest logs, which form the choicest part 
of the winter’s cut, are hung up along the logging streams and do not 
arrive at the mills until August or September or even later. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I will take the floor and yield my time to 
the gentleman from Ilinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say that under the rules it 
is made his duty to recognize first for five minutes some gentleman 
who desires to oppose the amendment, if any one shall rise for that 


purpose. ~ 7 

If there is no objection, the gentleman will proceed for another five 
minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. I desire to say nothing more than I have indicated in 
my opening remarks, 

I say the logs arrive at the mills, or the choicest part of them, some- 
times as late as August or September. The mill season begins almost 
as soon as the logging season is over, and the manniactured lumber 
from the mills begins to arrive in the Chicago market almost as soon 


as navigation opens, and the lumber vessels continue to arrive there until 
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the close of navigation in the ſall. Of the 1, 880,000, 000 feet of lumber 
and the 687,000,000 of shingles which were received in the Chicago 
market during the last year, I venture to say more than one-half was 
received after the Ist day of July, the date on which this bill would 
take effect, 

And let me state another further fact. All gentlemen familiar with 
the business will confirm the statement that all the lumber, or nearly 
all the lumber, cut in the course of the winter is cut and puton the 
market under contracts entered into during the latter part of the pre- 
eeding year. 

So that all the lumber that is now coming out of the woods and find- 
ing its way to the mills and from the mills to the Chicago market has 
been cnt under contracts made before the lumbermen had any reason- 
able notice of the passage of this bill. 

II placing lumber on the free-list will cause a decided fall in the 
price of lumber, those who have entered into contracts on the basis of 
existing laws will suffer far more severely if the change takes place in 
the middle of the lumbering season than if the change is postponed 
until the end of the present or beginning of the next lumbering year. 
That was the purpose of the amendment which I have proposed. 

I have spoken of the lumbering business only; but the amendment 
proposed, and the reasoning with which it is supported, will apply 
equally, I think, to other articles that are embodied in the first section 
of the bill.. Whether it will apply to flax and hemp I leave other 
gentlemen to discuss, but it will certainly apply to vegetables, and 
vegetables are placed upon the frée-list by the terms of the pending bill. 
I maintain that in the interest of practical legislation, and in the in- 
terest of fair play, we ought rather to give to the farmers of the North- 
ern border States, before the beginning of the season, fair notice that 
next year they must meet the competition of Canadian vegetables 
rather than to bring that competition to bear upon crops which had 
been put into the ground before they could possibly have had any rea- 
sonable notice of the provisions of this bill, or the prospects of its be- 
coming alaw. The same reasoning—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, ADAMS. I will move another amendment and withdraw the 
one I first sent to the desk. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has withdrawn the 
amendment and submits another, which the Clerk will read if there be 
no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ee 3 strike out “Ist day of July, 1888," and insert “2d day of January, 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ot Arkansas. I object to the time of the com- 
mittee being consumed by amendments of that character. 

Mr. ADAMS, I have not the slightest objection to the gentleman 
from Arkansas answering the points I have already made now, and will 
te my time later on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What I object to is having 
the time of the committee taken up by such amendments. 

Mr. ADAMS. Ihave no objection, as I have said, to an answer from 
the gentleman now. I think I will find an opportunity to be heard 
later on. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. How much time did the gen- 
tleman desire? 

Mr. ADAMS. I only desired to occupy about five minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman proceeding 
for five miuutes longer? 

Mr. SPINOLA. I object. [Cries of Go on!’’] 

The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman asks unanimous consent that he 
may be permitted to consume five minutes longer. 

Mr. SPINOLA and Mr. IARE objected. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has heard no objection to the modifi- 
cation of the amendment. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have no desire to press that point now. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, as I have in- 
dicated, I was entirely willing that the gentleman should have five 
minutes without interruption, but some gentleman interposed objec- 
tion. It did seem to me, however, that the mode of getting time pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horkixs] was rather out 
of the usual way and not called for by the generous concessions and 
temper of this side of the House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. It is quite impossible to hear the gentle- 
man over here. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It is partly my own fault. I 
am notable to throw my voice with strength enough to make it dis- 
tinctly heard there. 

The proposition of the gentleman, the essential point, is to defer the 
operation of the entire bill to the beginning of the next calendar year. 

Mr. ADAMS. No, sir; only the first section. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Itaffects, practically, the whole 
bill. The gentleman refers to the first section of the bill specifically. 

Mr, ADAMS, Yes, sir, 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That involves a great deal; 
and, I suppose, if we deem it necessary to make that change so far as 
this section is concerned, it would be deemed necessary to do it for 
substantially all of the other sections on the same ground. This in- 
volves, even on lumber, to defer all relief to the Treasury and the peo- 
ple. But on that point of particular safety I will state to the gentle- 
man that in the bill of 1883 no such precaution was deemed necessary. 
It was not thought necessary then to so extend the time, and the Dem- 
ocratic members of the Ways and Means Committee do not deem it 
necessary as this class of imports now. It was considered nec- 
essary to dgfer the date with reference to the effect of the bill as ap- 
plicable to certain articles; and it will be found, on page 26, that that 
part of the bill referring to jute and ramie and similar articles, such as 
sisal grass, goes into effect on the 1st of January next. This is nec- 
essary and just to the manufacturers of products out of these articles, 
who are now making autumn stocks. As regards the substitutes for 
hemp and the manufactures thereof, and of flax, it goes into effect on 
the Ist of July of next year, so as to provide against any possible ill 
effects upon crops that are now planted, and that can not be properly 
guarded by an earlier day. It will also be found that there is a pro- 
vision on page 27 with reference to woolen manufactures, as they make 
their contracts in a way that would make it inconvenient and hurtful 
to have the bill go into effect on the 1st of July; and after full and 
ample conference with gentlemen engaged in these industries, we fixed 
upon October 1 as a suitable period when this provision should go 
into effect. 4 

Then there is a further provision, at the bottom of page 27, with ref- 
erence to the worsted feature of the woolen schedule. These are the 
ample adjustments recommended in the bill. It goes much further and 
is much more guarded than was the bill of 1883, of which you do not 
complain, and the committee see no occasion for further delay. 

I will say further, no lumber manufacturer has suggested this. The 
people of my own State and of my own town are very large exporters 
to the lake ports. My own town ships very extensively to the city 
(Chicago) of the gentleman who has just spoken, and if there had been 
a particle of danger I think the very sagacious gentlemen engaged in 
that trade would have méntioned it to me. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does the gentleman from Arkansas speak of the lum- 
ber business ? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do. That is an extensive ' 
business in my section. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. I move tostrike out the last word. So far as the act 
of 1883 is concerned I do not undertake to defend it. I was not in 
Congress then. The remarks of the gentleman from Arkansas as to 
the views he has received from Arkansas lumber manufacturers are 
characteristic of this bill and the way it is framed. For I expressly 
said in opening my remarks that they would not apply to lumber on 
the Pacific coast or lumber in the Southern States. I speak of the re- 
gion of the country where the snow falls and the ice forms, 

Mr. MORROW. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. ADAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORROW. Do I understand the gentleman to say that in his 
judgment this length of time would not be necessary on the Eanna 
coast? 

Mr. ADAMS. I did not say so. But I speak with reference to a 
part of the country with which I am moregamiliar. 

Mr. MORROW. I suggest that the Pacific coast would require more 
time for this act to go into operation. 

Mr. ADAMS. Then the amendment I have proposed is important 
for the whole country, except for the Southern States. I suggest the 
gentleman from Arkansas is in error in legislating for this entire coun- 
try oh the lumber business on the advice of the lumbermen of Arkan- 


sas. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. What I stated was that no 
lumbermen of any part of the country made this suggestion. 

Mr. KELLEY. They had no opportunity. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the same reasoning which I have used 
in reference to lumber will apply to the manufacture of brick. Brick 
is also put on the free-list in the first section of the bill. Why it 
was put there I can not understand. Can it be to cheapen brick to the 
consumer? Gentlemen must know that in the manufacture of brick 
the cost of the wages paid to labor forms a larger proportion of the 
total cost than in other industries. For instance last year inand about 
Chicago there was employed in all branches of manulacture a capital 
of $114,000,000. That capital paid wages to one hundred and thirty- 
four thousand laboring men. That is an average of about $850 per 
capita to each laboring man. 

Now, how is it in the brickmaking business? There are three thou- 
sand brickmakers in Chicago, who made last year 44,000,000 bricks, 
worth $2,925,000. Yet the total capital in all the seventy-two brick- 
yards in and about Chicago was only about $500,000, That is an aver- 
age of only $167 of capital to each laboring man. 

Now, putting brick on the free-list will bring Canada brick into com- 
petition with American brick or it will not. That is the dilemma. If 
it will not, what is the justification of the provision of this bill putting 
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brick on the free. list? How will it reduce the cost of brick to the con- 
sumer? And if it will, if Cauada brick will be brought in competition 
with American brick by reason of the enactment of this law, gentlemen 
who are responsible for it can not lay the flattering unction to their 
souls that ia making the change they are striking at the profits of capi- 
tal. What they are striking at is the wages of labor. 

But admit that brick should be put on the free-list; what I have to 
say is that the change in that business should take effect in the winter 
time and not right in the center of the busy season. Brick is a summer 
product. It can not be made safely in the spring so long as the nights 
are frosty. It can not be made in the fall when the early frosts begin. 
The great bulk of the 440,000,000 of brick made in Chicago last year 
was made in June, July, and August. The passage of this bill with- 
out the amendment I have proposed will bring about a radical change 
in the brickmaking business right in the middle of the season. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois has ex- 


pired. 
Mr. ADAMS. I desire three minutes more. 
Mr. BAYNE. If I am recognized I yield my time to the gentleman 


from Illinois. J 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that if no gentleman rises 
to oppose the amendment, the Chair will then recognize any other 
gentleman who rises, 

Mr. BAYNE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAYNE. Is it the duty of the Chair to suggest all these diffi- 
a if nobody rises to object to the gentleman from Illinois having 
the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. My inguiry was, is it the duty of the Chair to sug- 
gest these obstacles if nobody rises to oppose the gentleman from Illi- 
nois? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the duty of the Chair to enforce the rules 
in the committee, and it is the duty of the Chair to recognize any gen- 
tleman who desires to oppose this amendment. If any gentleman de- 
sires to oppose the amendment the Chair will recognize him; other- 
wise he will recognize the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BAYNE. But nobody rose except myself, and how did the 
Chair know but that I rose to oppose the amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. How did the Chair know but some other gen- 
tleman desired to oppose the amendment? 

Mr. BAYNE. Nobody else rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. If gentlemen will be patient, they will find that 
all their rights will be preserved in the discussion of this bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. I yield my five minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 


nois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] 
asks unanimous consent to yield five minutes’ time to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. ApAMs]. Is there objection ? 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

Mr. HARE. I object. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. I understand that if one speech is madein favor of a proposed 
amendment and there is no speech against it, that ends the debate on 
that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is the end of the debate upon that amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. 

The CHAIRMAN, That amendment is in order, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] having, as the Chair understands, withdrawn his 
formal amendment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I move a new amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. ADAMS] had a formal amendment pending. 

Mr. ADAMS. If there was a formal amendment, I withdrawit. I 
was not aware that I had made it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. KELLEY] yielding to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS]? 

Mr. HARE. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope my friend will withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move to strike out the last four words of my amend- 
ment. 

Mr. KELLEY. I want to sustain my amendment. [Laughter.] 
Meare CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, as there is nobody here to speak for 
the vast lumber interests of the Southern States [laughter], whose tim- 
ber resources exceed those of the North now or at any past time, and 
whose mineral resources are immeasurably rich in comparison with 
those of the North, I wish to be heard for a few minutes in favor of 
maintaining the duty on these vast resources and the labor to be em- 
ployed in utilizing them. In my own and other Northern States na- 
tive timber was a charge upon the settlers’ land, and had to be removed 


before crops could be grown. ‘The forests had to be girdled, and the 
only reward for the labor of girdling and hewing them down was the 
potash that might be derived from their conflagration; but the forests of 
Alabama, Tennessee, Louisiana, Mississippi, Texas, and North Carolina, 
and of South Carolina from the Smoky and Blue Ridge Mountains to 
the sea, are every footof value. As the world needs our Southern tim- 
ber for furniture, for the embellishment of elegant buildings, and for 
all the uses to which it is adapted, it does not depend on protective 
duties as timber near the Canada line does. 

Go to the summits of the Smoky Mountains and the Blue Ridge and 
you will find there the fir tree, growing in wild luxuriance and in mag- 
nificent dimensions—the same tree that you find so dwarfed in the ex- 
treme northern part of our continent that it may be potted and placed 
as an ornament in a lady’s boudoir—and I plead with you not to im- 
poverish the poor people of those mountain regions by impairing the 
demand for their labor on the lumber by reducing the value of these 
vast stores of lumber in the world’s markets. Gentlemen of the South, 
you buried your iron and your coal for two centuries and refused to 
utilize it, but, in the name of the owners of the Southern forests, I beg 
you to emancipate this source of Southern and national industry and 
wealth. To pass this bill and carry it into effect one month fr m to- 
morrow will paralyze the capital and energy of the forest district of 
every State in the South by destroying its market in the Northern 
States, and I am pleading with you to believe that a new era has come 
to your States, in which labor is entitled to wages, and that the pros- 
perity of the community is to come from the expenditure of the wages 
of well-paid Jabor. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman — ; 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state further that when a gen- 
tleman who has not yet spoken desires to speak upon an amendment, 
the Chair must ize him rather than any member who has already 
spoken. No gentleman has a right to speak twice until others desiring 
to speak have been heard. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I have been deeply touched by the 
appeal of the venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. KELLEY] in 
behalf of the lumber interest; and now, sir, I wish tosubmit an appeal 
in behalf of the citizens who dwell in the prairie States, and who must 
have lumber to build their homes, their barns, their granaries; and in 
connection with the appeal which I make in their behalf for cheap 
lumber, I want to protest against any action on the part of this House 
which may operate to fasten a lumber trust upon the farmers of nry 
district in Iowa. [Applause.] Among the lumber producers for whom 
the gentleman has made his appeal there is no one of any considerable 
importance either North or South who has not joined the trust, the 
members of which are bound by a penalty under the rules of the asso- 
ciation not to undersell each other, but to keep up the price at all 
hazards, robbing the people of my district and the consumers of the 
great prairie States of the West. These people are entitled to some 
consideration. I protest against this tariff on lumber; and I demand 
in the name of my constituents that lumber shall be on the free-list. 

Mr. REED rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the pro forma amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania will be considered as with- 
drawn. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. REED. I move to strike out the first word. Mr. Chairman, it 

seems very appropriate just at this moment that something should be 
said as to the effect of these amendments with regard tolumber. The 
gentleman from a prairie State [Mr. WEAVER] has got himself into a 
condition of mind in regard to a trust.“ He feels that somehow or 
other this bill will greatly cheapen lumber for his constituents. I am 
sorry to be obliged to say to him that a consideration of the figures in- 
volved would show him that such could not by any possibility be the 
case. 
That portion of our lumber which is not produced in the United States 
is obtained solely from Canada. In the United States twenty-four thou- 
sand million feet of lumber are cut; the proportion imported from Canada 
is only about 2} per cent., and it would be very difficult to make it 10 
per cent. under the most favorable circumstances. Now, I do not ex- 
pect to affect many of the members on the other side by the considera- 
tion I am about tosubmit; but I do say to them that if they were busi- 
ness men, with business education, they would see at once from these 
figures that there is no possibility of lessening the cost of lumber and 
material for houses by letting in Canada lumber. The sole effect of it 
will be that there will be just so much added to the price of Canada 
lumber, just so much added to the price of Canada limits.“ This 
bill does not touch that; and the result will be that whatever amount 
of money may by reason of this bill fail to go into the Treasury of the 
United States will go into the pockets either of Canadian subjects or 
of American subjects who have had the wisdom to purchase lands in 
Canada—except on the Pacific coast, where, by competition with Chinese 
labor, it is quite possible some damage may be done to the American 
industry. p 

It is aia a fact that in certain portions of the country near the Ca- 
nadian line, and in certain spruce regions, there will be some injury 
done to the industry. But the total change to the advantage of the 
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consumer, eren under the most favorable circumstances, will not for 
an instant countervail the injury which is sure to be done to the lum- 
ber business in various parts of the country. In other words, whatever 
cheapness, however slight, may result will only have the effect to in- 
jure the business and to injure men already concerned in it, and in 
the long run not conduce to chvap product. 

The Democratic caucus, if the newspapers report its proceedings 
traly, has, in a great many instances outside of those recognized by 
the gentiemen who form the majority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, recognized the fact that it is necessary to protect American in- 
dustry, even in the extremest cases, where the very largest percentage 
is demanded. 

What reason, what excuse ean there be for refusing to a great in- 

` dustry which stretches clear across this continent the small protection 
which it now has, and refusing it upon the basis of giving planed lum- 
ber protection and denying it to sawed lumber? How in the worid 
can it be made to appear that labor engaged in sawing is unworthy of 
attention while labor engaged in planing demands the assistance of 
the other side? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, the venerable gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. KELLEY | and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] 
can not both be right. The gentleman from Pennsylvania appeals to 
the committee not to destroy the lumber industry of this country. 
How can it destroy this industry if the other contention of the gentle- 
man be correct that the price of lumber is not increased by the tariff? 
The gentleman from Maine contends that the price of lumber will not 
be affected. Then I ask what harm is there in placing lumber on the 
free-list? The speech of the gentleman from Maine is a complete con- 
tradiction of the position taken by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
The gentlemen are both wrong. It will reduce the price without bank- 
rupting anybody. ; 

‘The gentleman from Maine took good care not to deny that the lum- 
ber interests are combined in a trust“ for the purpose of limiting 
the supply and controlling the prices of lumber. It is not only true 
historically true, and I refer gentlemen to an article in the North 

. American Review, by Mr. Lloyd, as tar back as 1884, and to a recent 
work published by William B. Cook, of the New York bar; it is not 
only true that this lumber interest is engaged in a trust“ to limit 
the supply and control the price, but it 1s also true that they control 
the local dealers and require them to sell at a schedule price also. 

And, sir, by reason of their further combination with the transpor- 
tation monopolies, no man can engage in the lumber business without 
the consent of the lumber trustand the transportation companies, which 
together constitute one of the most unconscionable trusts ever organ- 
ized in this or any other country. It is organized lor the very purpose 
of plundering the people who are far removed from the great centers 
of lumber manufacture. I challenge the gentleman to deny before the 
American people that this lumber industry is engaged ina trust, the 
object of which is to absolutely determine who may and who may not 
deal in lumber, to limit the production, and to control the price—a 
criminal organization at common law, because in the nature of a con- 
spiracy in restraint of trade. 

Now, as an appeal has been made in behalf of these ‘‘trusts’’ by 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, I stand here and make my 
appeal in behalf of the people of the West who consume this lumber. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] Let this trust take its clutch from 
the throats of the people and quit robbing the consumer. Let them 
pay some respect to other people’s industries, which are just as sacred 

_and should be as inviolable as their own. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. This debate has drifted away from the original amend- 
ment moved by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAms]. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a formal amendment pending which 
must be withdrawn or voted on. 

Mr. MILLS. Let it be withdrawn. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the formal 
amendment will be withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLS. This debate has drifted away from the amendment of 
my friend from Illinois. I want a vote on it. It has been discussed 
fully. Let us have a vote on the amendment and we can then get to 
the lumber interest and discuss it. 

Mr. REED. We can discuss it here. We wish to express our views, 
and it is just as well to do so here as at another point. 

Mr. MORROW. I move to strike out the first three words. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, I am ready to go as far as the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Weaver], or any other gentleman, in legislation which will have 
for its purpose the destruction of all combinations or trusts, and I 
would do so in the interest of the people; but I do not understand 
that legislation which has for its purpose the destruction of all domes- 
tic competition can possibly result in destroying such combinations as 
are known as trusts. There is no trust that I know of in the produc- 
tion of lumber; but if there isa lumber trust in existence to-day, how 
can we deal with it in this bill? If we destroy our own American in- 
terest what do we do? We merely create a trust over the line in Canada 
which we could not possibly control, and which, with domestic com- 
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petition out of the way, would be more grinding in its effect than any 
trusts which could be established in this country. But, as I have just 
said, I do not understand that there are any lumber trusts in this 
country. i = 

Mr. WEAVER. Does the gentleman deny there is a red wood-lumber 
trust? 

Mr. MORROW. I do deny there is any combination or trust of the 
sort indicated by the gentleman. 

Mr. WEAVER. Does the gentleman deny there is a redwood-lumber 
trust? 

Mr. MORROW. I do not know of any redwood-lumber trust. But 
suppose there is? Redwood lumber is not in active competition with 
the pine lumber of Canada. 

Mr. WEAVER. I say there is such a lumber trust. 

Mr. MORROW. Iam not mistaken about my position, and I deny 
that the redwood-lumber interest of California comes into active com- 
petition with any other lumber interest; but the competition to which 
this bill relates in the removal of the duty on manufactured lumber is 
the pine-lumber interest, 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman from Iowa should be compelled to 
give the authority for his statement. 

Mr. MORROW. There are no lumber forests in my district, but the 
finest lumber in the world may be found in the First Congressional 
district of California, represente l by my colleagus [Mr. THOMPSON], 
and I will leave him to explain the extent of that interest. 

Mr. BIGGS. I wish to say in reply to what my colleagne has said 
that there is competition between redwood rustic and sugar-maple 
rustic, 

Mr. MORROW. As I have already said, so far as I know there is 
no competition with other lumber on the part of redwood lumber. 

Mr. WEAVER. I repeat what I have already said, that redwood 
lumber does come into competition with other lumber. Redwood 
lumber is used in finishing cars and inside work in houses. 

Mr. MORROW. Now, Ihope, Mr. Chairman, that the proposed amend- 
ment will be agreed to, so that this bill, if it is to become a law, shall 
not go into effect until the 2d day of January next. There are now 
four hundred vessels, representing a tonnage of 175,000 tons, engaged 
in transporting lumber on the Pacific coast. They have charters run- 
ning from six months toa year, and perhaps for two or three years. 
If this law shall go into effect on the 1st day of July next, thirty days 
from now, it will destroy without sufficient notice the relations which 
the lumber interest has to the carrying trade on the Pacific coast. In 
behalf of those, therefore, engaged in this transportation business, I 
ask gentlemen on the other side to consent to amend this bill so chat 
it will not take effect until the 2d day of January next. If that be 
done it will enable the people engaged in this carrying trade to adjust 
their affairs with the lumber men. There are vessels now on the ocean 
that will probably be affected by this bill. They have gone under con- 
tract or charter, and before their present voyages are completed you 
proposed to change the bases of the business in which they are en- 
gaged’ It would seem to be only fair and proper under the cireum- 
stances to postpone the going into effect of this law until these vessels 
get into port and adjust their business to the proposed new conditions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. MORROW. Yes, sir. a 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do- you claim that the going into ef- 
fect of this bill will reduce the price of lumber? 

Mr. MORROW. Iam not speaking specially of the price of lumber, 
but I am speaking of the charters of these vessels engaged in the carry- 
ing of lumber, assuming that the duty will be removed. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Very well; how can it affect the lum- 
ber market? 

Mr. MORROW. Itis proposed by gentlemen on the other side to 
change the tariff on lumber, that is, by placing it on the free-list. The 
present rate of duty on sawed lumber is $2 per thousand feet. That 
will of course effect a change in the present status of the business. It 
will admit lumber free from Canada, and bring to California the lum- 
ber produced by Chinese labor in Britisu Columbia and other places over 
the border. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But if that does not reduce the price, 
I do not see what effect it can possibly have upon the business interests 
engaged in it. 

Mr. MORROW. Why, it brings the cheap manufactured lumber of 
Canada into direct conflict and competition with our lumber manufact- 
ured by higher-priced labor. It affects the situation of the business 
and makes a complete change in the whole lumber basiness. 

[Here the hammer fell.] ~ 

Mr. WILSON, of Miunesota. Mr. Chairman, I have amongst my 
constituents a good many lumber manufacturers, as well asa very great 
number of lumber consumers, and | admit with the gentleman from 
California, who has just taken bis seat, thatthe lumber manufacturers 
and other persons interested in this business have invested in it an im- 
mense amount of capital; but the question presented here 

Mr. MORROW. Will the gentleman permitasuggestion? I was 
talking particularly about the carrying trade. The transportation of 
lumber on the Pacific cuast is by vessels. 
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Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I know, and I say in response to what 
the gentleman argues that if the bill goes into effect and does not re- 
duce the price of lumber, as some on that side assert, it can not affect 


that business at all. 
other, 

But I do not wish to digress. Ido not wish, either, to discuss the 
aspect of the case presented by my friend from Iowa who has spoken 
with reference to trusts. I leave that branch of the subject to him. I 
take the matter as it appears before me. The lumber industries have 
been appealing to this Congress ever since this session commenced, not 
tareduce the tariff on lumber, because as alleged they could not com- 
pie with the Canadian lumber. That has been their plea. This 

ouse have had more appeals in behalf of lumber than of any other in- 
dustry so far as I know in this country. 

Mr. Chairman, I live in the midst of the most extensive lumber in- 
terest in America, and I am not unacquainted with it, and I have 
never known an industry that has grown rich so fast. I can point to 
more men within my own knowledge that have become millionaires in 
this industry within twenty-five years, I am satistied, than can be 
pointed out in any other similar industry in this country. 

Mr. GUENTHER. They gotrich because they owned the stumpage. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But they first made their money to 
purchase the stumpage. They could not secure that until they had 
money enough to buy it. 

Mr. GUENTHER. That has not been the case in my part. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, no; they made it out of the pine lumber. 

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. But I do not wish, Mr. Chairman, to 
be interrupted. My time will not permit. 

Allow me to say, sir, in this matter that the property invested in 
the lumber interest equally in my friend's district and in my locality 
within the last fifteen years has risen in value to an extent I am sure 
of not less than 300 to 500 per cent., whereas the property of the agri- 
cultural commanity, who are compelled to pay $2 a thousand feet to 
support and enrich this lumber interest, has not risen 1 per cent. 

These are the facts for our consideration, And yet this tariff law 
compels the agriculturists, men who purchase from the lumber men, to 
pay a heavy tribute to them; and I repeat that within the last fifteen 
years this agricultural property has not risen 1 per cent. to match the 
increase of 300 to 500 per cent. which this protection has afforded to the 
lumber men. It is time that this condition of things was brought to 
anend. It is time that we stopped making these poor men support 
the millionaires. To keep up any longer this state of things is simply 
to legulize injustice, and although some of my best friends in the world 
are manufacturers of lumber, 1 can not vote to sustain this condition 
of things. [Applanse.] 

Here the hammer fell, ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhansted. 

Mr. FELTON. I movetostrike out the last word. Idesire to make 
one or two observations in reply to what the gentleman from Minnesota 
has just said in reply to my colleague. He asked if placing lumber on 
the free-list would reduce the price of lumber—referring, I suppose, to 
the Pacific coast. Yes, and it is for that reason Iam opposed to the 
proposition, To put our lumber on the free-list would bring it into 
competition with lumber from British Columbia, the work on which 
is mainly supplied by Chinese labor at a much Jess price for labor than 


It does not affect the question one way or the 


the citizens of the United States are getting at this time, thank God, 


and which I do not desire to see reduced, 

As regards the statements of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], 
I have no doubt he intends to be correct, and I do not dispute his state- 
ment; but I think he is mistaken when he asserts that there is a com- 
bine or trust on redwood lumber.on the Pacific coast. I know of none. 
I have no knowledge of, and I believe there is no such thing as, a trust 
there in lumber of any kind, redwood or otherwise. Within my per- 
sonal knowledge I recollect of several manufacturers of redwood and 
other lumber that are in no trusts. They carry on their business upon 
their own responsibilities as manufacturers. 

But desiring to be fair to the House, I will state the competition in 
lumber on the Pacific coast, especially in redwood lumber, has been so 
severe at times that the weak men have been crowded out, not being 
able to compete with the stronger manufacturers. Theresult has been 
at times they have agreed on prices, and such agreements have lasted 
for a time, until the cupidity of some man interested gets the better 
of the others, and they godown. That has been the history of agree- 
ments with reference to lumber in California. 

Mr. MILES. In this question there is the side of the producer and 
the side of the consumer. The producer is interested in having a duty 
on lumber that he may have the benefit of an increased price. The con- 
sumer is interested in having lumber put upon the free-list that he may 
enjoy the privilege and right of purchasing his lumber at a lower rate. 
Now, if this duty increases the price to the consumer, it does him a 
wrong. If it does not increase the price of lumber to the consumer, it 
does no good to the producer. These gentlemen can hang on either horn 


of the dilemma they choose. Bat while we are considering the inter- 
ests of the great lumber producers, who it is said cut and put on the 
market several millions of dollars of product each year, we ought to 
take into consideration the far greater number of our people who are 


interested in building their houses, their homes, their barns, their fences, 
and who have a right in order to protect the products of their labor to 
buy lumber as cheaply as they can purchase it in open market. 

It has been stated that this lumber business is a trust. That state- 
ment is denied on this floor. I want to produce some witnesses from 
California to substantiate that charge. It has been stated that peti- 
tions were sent to the Committee on Ways and Means and were not 
considered. I want to give you a few statements from one at least 
that has been considered. I do not know whose constituency it is from. 
This petition is from Merced County, California. About one hundred 
and fifty of these gentlemen ask us to remove the duty on lumber, and 
for the following reasons: f 

First. A combination of lumbermen of this State have advanced the price of 
lumber more than $8 per thousand, to such an exorbitant figure that it has be- 
come a grievous burden upon the farmers and all other persons who are com- 
pelled to use it, particulariy to colonizing immigrants. It will at one be recog- 
nized that this is a serious obstacle to California’s progress. 

Second. If placed on the free-list it would at least heventendanes to save some 
of our forests yet left from the ruthless devastation that has swept away 
millions of acres of the finest timber in the world, i 

Third. There is practically no revenue derived from the duty now imposed, 


the duty now im being so nearly prohibitory that but $224 was collected 
on | hewed and sawed during year 1886, 


Mr. REED. Was that petition read to the committee? 

Mr. MILLS. It was in the committee I got it, and I suppose every 
member of the committee read it. The gentleman will hardly say he 
failed to discharge his duty by not reading the petitions coming up 
1 — the citizens of this country remonstrating against this great in- 

ustice? 

Mr. BURROWS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is not that the only petition from the sixty mill- 
ions of the people of the United States asking for the removal of the 
duty on lumber? 

Mr. MILLS. The 171 Democrats in this House have been present- 
ing such petitions from the sixty millions of our people asking to have 
the duty taken off. 

Mr. BURROWS. Is that the only petition in favor of free lumber 
from sixty millions of people? 

Mr. MILLS. It is very hard for sixty millions of people to go around 
and get up petitions, but it is very easy tor these trusts and combinations 
to = up petitions and send them here. [Applause on the Democratie 
side 

Mr. Shean ate There are fifty petitions against it for one in favor 
of the bill. 

Mr, MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it is said that this tariff on lumber is 
in the interest of the laboring man who cuts down the timber, thatall 
this immense benefit is to go into his pocket. Gentlemen do not plead 
for the capitalists who have their millions invested in this business. 
They have too few votes to make it worth while to plead in their name; 
but gentlemen plead here for the working people, and yet, sir, 1 am 
told that in California and in the Territories, where this business is 
earried on, they are importing Chinese labor to do that work. 

The CHAIRMAN.. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. MILLS, I have not completed what I desired to say. 

Mr. REED. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Texas be allowed to proceed. 

Mr. MILLS. Go ahead. I will get all the time I want. 

The CHAIRMAN. The debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. FELTON, by unanimous consent, withdrew his formal amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment, which 
is not a pro forma one, to the amendment of the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend lines 3 and 4 by striking out “July” and inserting November; ” and 
by striking out 88“ and inserting 89.“ 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I propose by this amendment to ex- 
tend the time named in the amendment of the gentleman from Hlinois 
from January, 1889, to November, 1889, and let this proposal to take 
the duty from lumber take effect November 1, 1889, instead of July 1, 
1888, as proposed by this Mills bill. It may do in some localities to 
permit the act to take effect in January, 1889, if it is ever to take effect, 
but where the lumber is produced by other methods the intervening 
time is not long enough. 

I heard the suggestion which came from the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, and which seemed to indicate that that section of the committee 
were disposed to consider and respect no interests but theirown. Two 
or three years ago I had occasion to learn something of the methods of 
lumbering in that part of the country. They lay down temporary rail- 
road tracks through the timber and take their workmen and teamsinto 
the woods; they purchase their supplies for their men and their grain 
and hay for their cattle in the North and it is bronght by rail. _They 
move the lumber on short hauls from the stump to the railroad and 
take it directly to the mills; and thus, in a few days at most, they com- 
plete their conveyance of supplies, their cutting, their hauling, their 
sawing, and their transportation tothedistributing point. Inthe North- 
east, for instance in Northern New York, the system is very different, 
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There we have long rivers, up which the men go for perhaps a hundred 
miles into the forests, and it often takes two years to get down the stock. 
As early as October the makers of lumber start for the woods with their 
supplies. In October, Nofember, and December they are cutting the 
logs and skidding them and getting them ready to haul. Then from 
the last of December on through January and later months they are 
hauling them onto the ice of the streams and connected still-waters. 

When the ice breaks up in the spring the logs are run down through 
a period of sometimes two or three months, to the mills below, and it 
often happens on the long Northern rivers thata large proportion of the 
stock which is being run down will catch in the rapids, will stick upon 
the shoals, or will be delayed or stopped by reason of low water, so that 
it will not reach the mills where it is to be cut up until the next year. 
Then it is necessary to saw the logs, to dry the lumber, to put it in shape 
for the market by planing, etc., and to market it in the different cities 
of the East and South and West. Therefore it is necessary that this 
amendment, extending the time to November, 1889, shall be adopted, 
in order to protect the lumber which is now coming down those rapid 
rivers of the North, and therefore, sir, in good faith, I ask that this 
amendment be considered and voted upon. 

Let me now notice another point. The gentleman who“ spoke last 
[Mr. MILL] has told us that this change will make no particular dif- 
ference to the manufacturers, and that the price of lumber will be 
cheapened to the consumer. As to the effect of the passage of this bill 
upon the price of lumber I wish to say a word. Probably the first ef- 
fect of the bill, if enacted, will be to make lumber cheaper. Why? 
Because it will throw our markets open to the competition of the lum- 
bermen of Canada with their accumulated stocks and their cheap tim- 
ber. They have bought their timber lands for less money per acre than 
our men pay for stumpage per standard log upon the stump in the 
forest along the Raquette, the Grasse, the Oswegatchie, the Saranac, 
and the other Northern river’. Therefore the lumbermen at the great 
mills at Ottawa, in Canada, where they have probably as magnificent a 
water-power as there is in use in the world, and Canadian lumbermen 
at other points will add to their accumulated stocks, and put their 
cheap labor at work and manufacture their cheaper timber into all forms 
of lumber and rapidly flood our markets with it, thus breaking down 
our present mill-owners and stopping lumbering operations upon our 
Northern rivers, and then when that effect is produced they will turn 
about and pe up the price, and hold the consumer at their mercy, 
while Canadian farmers and tradesmen will get the benefit of supply- 
ing. Whatever else is done with the lumber clauses of this bill, time 
should be given to operators and to employers to adjust their plans to 
the threatened competition and the new order of things proposed. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to place on record the testimony 
of one more witness as to the benefits of protection to lumber. 

A MEMBER. Is there one more? [Laughteron the Republican side.] 

Mr. MILLS. This witness is a constituent of my friend from Chicago. 
I cut his testimony out of anewspaper a few days ago, and I will now 
read it: 

Mr. Blanchard is engaged in the lumber businesss, and tells, with delightful 
candor, to what extent, and why he is a protectionist: 

“I am high tariff on lumber, but low tariff on copper, iron, wool, cotton, 
leather, glass, ete., and I will tell you why. I own inher land and sell stump- 
age; besides, I operate * myself, and this tariff puts money into my 

ket. I get $2 per thousand for my stumpage and $2 per thousand for my 
ds. I have just sold 5,000,000 feet of Kontari Now, Sta thousand on 5,000,- 
000 feet is pa $10,000. That is the difference to me between high tariff and free 
lomber. Lam high tariff on lumber, Iam! This blessed tariff, they tell us, is 
all for the benefit of the American laborer, What do you suppose I did with 
the $10,000? Divide it with my workmen? Nota bit of it. I put it right into 
this calfskin wallet, I did! Of all my workmen I am the only protected Ameri- 
can laborer. Wages depend on supply and demand, my friends, and not on 
taxes. When you see two men after one boss, wages are low; when you see 
two bosses after one man, wages are high. That isthe whole of it—the theory, 
principle, and practice.” 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. GUENTHER. Does the gentleman know that to bea genuine 
interview? Does he vouch for its genuineness? 

Mr. MILLS. As I have said, I clipped it from a Chicago paper. 

A MEMBER. Lou do not know by whom it was inspired? 

Mr. MILLS. Lean not tell anything about that. I do not know 
whether Mr. Blanchard lives there or not, but whoever he is, he tells 
the truth when he says that the $2 duty on lumber which we are 
now seeking to take off goes into the leather wallet of the lumber pro- 
ducer, who goes into the market and hires his wage-man at exactly 
the market price, and does not pay a cent more than the market price. 
Mr, Chairman, the tariff does not change human nature; it can not 
change the constitution of man. Al that the tariff does is to increase 
thé price of the property to the man who ownsit. It does notincrease 
the wages of the laborer; that is regulated alone by the amount of la- 
bor seeking employment and the amount of demand for its employ- 
ment. 

[Herė the hammer sat 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the last three words, 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is now in order. The 
amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] now 
pending is an amendment in the second degree. 


Mr. BURROWS. Is not that withdrawn? 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from New 
Yc rk is a substantial, nota formal, amendment. It will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
ae lines 3 and 4 by striking out “ July, 1888, and inserting “November, 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I move to amend by striking out 1889 and 
inserting ‘‘ 1890.” 

The CHAIRMAN. No further amendment is in order at this time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Then I move a substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman must move a substitute for the 
whole proposition; he can not move it as an amendment to this amend- 
ment, which is already in the second degree. The Chair will call mem- 
bers’ attention to the rule already read—clause 5, Rule XXIII— Which 
will show that there is no further amendment in order at this time. 
The question is upon the amendment of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PARKER. Task that the paragraph be read as it will stand if 
amended, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, clc., That on and after the lst day of November, 1889, the follow- 
8 mentioned in this section, when imported, shall be exempt from 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. PARKER to the 
amendment, it was not agreed to; there being—ayes 89, noes 134. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I move toamend the amendment by striking out 
„1889“ and inserting 1890.“ [Cries of Vote!“ ‘‘Vote!’’] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; we will have some conversation before we 
vote, if the Chair pleases. > 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has just 
stated to us with that positiveness of assertion which has characterized 
most of his deliverances upon the tariff question that the only possible 
effect of putting lumber on the free-list will be to lessen the price to 
the consumer, and that the only object in keeping the tariff on lumber 
is to increase the profit of the manufacturer. 

Mr. MILLS. I trust that we shall have order. 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, as I was remarking, the gentle- 
man from Texas has asserted with that directness and positiveness which 
have characterized his utterances upon tnis question that the tariff on 
lumber has only the effect of increasing the profits of the manufacturer 
without increasing the wages of the laborer. That statement was re- 
iterated several times, and certainly I can not be mistaken in under- 
standing its purport. 

Now, it would be important to know, Mr. Chairman, with what stand- 
ard the gentleman from Texas was making acomparison. He certainly 
could not have intended to make his comparison with the prices paid to 
Chinese labor, whose competition with the lumber mills of California 
this bill would invite; and if he intended to make his comparison with 
the prices paid lumbermen in New Brunswick and other portions of 
Canada, he is mistaken to a degree that can hardly be comprehended. 
Nothing is more thoroughly known among those who are iliar to- 
day with the lumber interests of the New England States than the 
fact that for years there has existed and to-day still exists a very wide 
disparity between the wages paid to Jabor on the one side and on the 
other of the Canadian line. I have the honor to represent a district 
with several hundred miles of frontier largely devoted to lumber in- 
terests, and this bill strikes a destructive blow at the most important 
industrial pursuits of my constituency. 

The effect of the free-lumber feature of this bill is to striké down a 
business in which to-day we are paying to those brawny-armed sons of 
toil who are professed to be the special protégés of the champions of this 
bill all the way from 20 to 45 per cent. more than they receive across 
the line in Canada. And I would say to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. MILLSI that the most cursory examination of this subject can not 
fail to convince him that removing the duty on lumber and allowing 
free importation from the British provinces can not fail to have the 
effect of striking down the rate of wages paid on our side of the line. 

The point sought to be made by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
WILSON] in to the effect of the proposed action on the price of 
lumber involved the exact fallacy which runs all along the line of these 
tariff reductions. He says if it will cheapen the cost to the consumer 
it will do no harm. 

Mr. Chairman, everybody understands that the immediate effect of 
the removal of this duty is to temporarily reduce the cost. It is a 
question, as my colleague has said, of the period of time you consider. 
You pass this bill putting lumber on the free-list, opening wide the 
door to the entry of Canadian and other foreign lumber, and undoubt- 
edly it will témporarily reduce the price for the purpose of breaking 
down the industries in this country, of closing up the mills in the 
United States, and getting rid of competition here. But when the 
competition in this country is destroyed or greatly lessened, I ask my 
friend from Minnesota where he thinks then the price would go? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Let me answer that by asking aques- 


I desire to hear 
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tion: Which is the richest, the manufacturer of lumber in the United 
States or in Canada? 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know what bearing that has on this sub- 


ject. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The richest men will not be overrun 
by the poorest. ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LIND. This question of lumber, Mr. Chairman, is one in which 
my constituents are largely interested, and I desire to say a word or 
two at this time. My views differ in some degree from those which I 
have heard expressed here in this discussion. 1 do not think that the 
removal of the tariff on lumber would have the effect to cheapen the 

rice of lumber to any appreciable extent; but if it does, so much the 


tter, It might in California, where there is Chinese labor to compete 
with, but it would not in my State. It would not make a particle of 
difference. 


And so far as the trusts which are alleged to exist are concerned it 
would not make any difference. If the capitalinvested in the lumber 
interest of the country is placed under a trust and is controlled by a 
combination, why can it not also be extended to and control the Cana- 
dian lumber regions, which are smaller than our own ? 

Conceding that it makes no difference in price, and conceding that 
it makes no difference in w: the result of placing lumber on the 
free-list will have one good effect, namely, diminishing the cutting down 
of the forests in this country and decreasing the consumption of our 
own timber. So far in that respect as it would furnish protection to 
the forests of our country, it is in my judgment a wise and desirable 
thing. [Applause on the Democraticside.] For the protection of the 
timber interests of this country we passed a timber-culture law. It 
has been denounced by every epithet known to the vocabulary, and, 
notwithstanding its defects and the frauds which have been perpetrated 
under it, it has proved to be one of the wisest and most beneficent laws 
ever g 
Mr. BOÛTELLE rose. 

Mr. LIND. Iwill answer the question of the gentleman when I get 
through with my statement. We have given away thousands and mill- 
ions of acres of the public land for the purpose of promoting the plant- 
ing of trees and the cultivation and growth of our timber interests, the 
object being to provide a national supply of this useful and necessary 
commodity, not only for the present but for future generations. Now, 
the direct tendency of prohibiting the importation of timber is to has- 
ten the destruction of our own forests, and for that yeason I am in favor 
of this feature of the bill opening our country to the importation of lum- 
ber, which, indirectly, will have the effect of protecting our own forests 
and our own timber. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let me make asuggestion to the gentleman from 
Minnesota. It has been proved, I think, to the satisfaction of those 
who have examined the subject that the lumber business, when carried 
on systematically, economically, and judiciously, as it is at the present 
day in the older States, is one of the greatest conservators of the timber 
of the country. In other words, that the trimming up of the forests of 
New England has done more to keep the timber growth standing than 
could possibly have been accomplished by abandoning them, leaving the 
forests to the ravages of insects and to decay, and the natural evils which 
follow from neglect. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let mo suggest to my colleague this inquiry: Is 
it not true, also, that there is more lumber standing to-day in Maine 
than there was twenty-five years ago? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes; and let me suggest further 

Mr. LIND. A statement has been made and submitted to me for an 
answer; now let me answer it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let me supplement that first. 

Mr. LIND. I will answer the question first and then the supple- 
ment. How much white pine have you in your State? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Not a very great deal. 

Mr. LIND. Well, in my State there is a great deal. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ours has never been a great pine State. 

Mr. LIND, And I can tell the gentleman that wherever white pine 
has once grown and been cut down it never grows again. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. This bill is not going to protect pine lumber in 
Maine. Our principal lumber is the spruce and hemlock; and it is a 
fact that to-day, as my colleague has suggested, there is more lumber 
standing than there was twenty-five years ago. That is due in large 
measure, perhaps almost solely, to the fact that the timber has been 
better cared for. It has become more valuable, and hence there is 
more attention paid to it. The owners are watching it, protecting it 
from fires, and giving permits for cutting, taking only the ripened 
trees, and using that discretion in regard to cutting out the lumber 
that a farmer would use in rotating his various crops. 

Mr. LIND. Is not the entire argument of the gentleman based on 
the assumption that if lumber were admitted duty-free the manufact- 
ure of American lumber would cease? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Partly. 

Mr. LIND. And if that is the gentleman’s argument, as I assume 


it is, I take it for granted that on an examination of the facts of the 
ease when he gets down and considers the question impartially, he 
will not deliberately say that the removal of a $2-a-thousand-feet duty 
will drive every American manufacturer out of the business, Such a 
position is absurd. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What does the gentleman think the effect of this 
bill will be, then? 

Mr. LIND. I think perhaps that 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. LAWLER. I think unanimous consent should be given to allow 
these gentlemen to go on and bring out the whole of this question. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Whatis the pending question? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the amendment will be now 
reported, that the committee may understand the question. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out 1889” and insert 1890.“ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Is another amendment in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. No other amendment is in order until this is dis- 

of. 


Mr. ENLOE. I want to offer a substitute for the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would not be in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I rise to a question of order. How is it that de- 
bate has expired? : 

The CHAIRMAN, By reason of the fact that the gentleman’s propo- 
sition to amend was presented and debated for five minutes. The gen- 
tleman from Minnesota then took the floor and occupied five minutes 
in opposition. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do I understand that to be the rule? 

The CHAIRMAN, That is the rule. The Chair has caused it to be 
read, and the question now is on the amendment to the amendment, 
which has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move to strike out the last 
word, and I send to the Clerk’s desk a delivered on June 10, 
1868, by Mr. Blaine, of Maine, which I will ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. BLAIx R. I move to amend the amendment by striking out the last word. 
I desire to discuss briefly the amendment which the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means so vigorously opposes. And in the first place let me 
say that during the entire war, when we were seeking eve ing on the earth 
and in the skies and in the waters under the earth out of which taxation could 
be wrung, it never entered into the conception of Congress to tax breadstuffs— 
never. During the most pressing exigencies of the terrible contest in which we 


were engaged neither breadstuffs nor lumber became the subject of one penny 
of taxation, 


[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 


What was the reason of this? Let me tell my friend from Ohio that it was not 
because of the influence of the rich grain dealers at Chicago, or Toledo, or Mil- 
waukee, It was because if anything be universal breadstufts are universal, for 
they constitute literally“ the staff of life.” If you impose on them a tax everso 
small in amount it will be made a pretext by the very speculators of whom gen- 
temen talk for adding an appreciable amount to the cost of a barrel of flour. I 
do beseech this House not to sanction the 1 of subject such an article 
to taxation for the sake of the paltry amount that is to be gained from this source. 

Mr. WELKER. Does the gentleman expect to secure an exemption for lumber 
by advocating an exemption for breadstuffs? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BLAINE. Iam referring to breadstuffs because it illustrates a principle, I 
beseech this House not to sanction a tax on breadstuffs which will simply build 
up a mountain of prejudice for the sake of a mole-hill of revenue. 

But, sir, I have said enough on that point. Now, as to the article of lumber, I 
again remind this House that there has never been a tax upon this article. The 
gentleman from Ohio may talk of this question as he pleases, but I say that 
wherever the Western frontiersman undertakes to make for himself a home to 
till the soil, to carry on the business of life, he needs lumber for his cabin; he 
needs lumber for his fence; he needs lumber for his wagon or cart; he needs 
Ae for his plow; he needs lumber for almost every purpose in his daily 

fe. 


[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That was saidin the House 
in 1868, I have but one word toadd. We present the curious anom- 
aly of having a law to encourage the destruction of our forests and at 
the same time a law to give away land for the purpose of planting for- 
ests. In the last twenty years we have given more acres of land away 
for the planting of trees than we have received dollars for duties on im- 
ported lumber in all its forms, We are, therefore, apparently burnin, 
the candle at both ends, depleting the forests where we have them snl 
giving away our territory under the policy of creating new forests, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Willthe gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to make a single inquiry. The gentle- 
man had some remarks read which were made by Mr. Blaine. I de- 
sire to know whether as a matter of fact these remarks were not di- 
rected to internal taxation and not to customs, a subject he was not 
discussing. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, ef Kentucky. If the gentleman desires it, I 
will let the whole debate be published. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman from Kentucky answer the ques- 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the fact? 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not know. If the gen- 
tleman will wait a minute I have no objection to answering the ques- 
tion. I do not know whether the remarks were made on that part of 
the bill reported by Mr. Schenck which related to internal revenue or 
on the part relating to external revenue. But it was a tax on lumber 
and breadstuffs that he spoke of, and the argument is precisely the 


same, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Is it not the fact that the argument was against 
a tax on domestic lumber, but not against the tax on foreign lumber? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It was an argument against 
a tax on the necessaries of life, to be paid by the consumer. [ Derisive 
laughter on the Republican side.] The argumentis precisely the same 
now as it was then. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted on the pending amend- 
ment, 

Mr. ADAMS. TI rise to oppose the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN]. 

Mr, MILLIKEN. I move to strike out the last word. The gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] and those acting with him 
seem to be afraid that if we use our own resources the lumber of the 
country will be exhausted. I will say to the gentleman that he can 
stand in a forest in the State of Maine, where, if he uses the best in- 
genuity he has—and he has a great deal of it—he will find it very difi- 
cult for him to get out of the woods in the course of a week. 

It is true, as far as the State of Maine is concerned, her pine has been 
cut off; and a gentleman has said that when pine is once cut it never 
grows again. The inference to be drawn from the gentleman’s argu- 
‘ment is that we should never cut pine, because if we do we will never 


get it again. But however that may be, I beg to say that in the State | 


of Maine spruce and other lumber increases as fast as the existing sup- 
ply is exhausted. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. MILLS] argues that if a duty on lumber 
makes the price greater to the consumer the duty ought to be taken off 
or decreased. That remark would apply to everything that is on the 
dutiable list. It is very strange to me that the gentleman forgot to say 
that if there be 78 per cent. duty on sugar it costs the consumer very 
much more than he would have otherwise to pay for it, and it should 
therefore be put on the ſree- list. 

Sugar, the duty on which gentlemen on the other side see no reason 
for reducing, is one of the prime necessaries of life. It goesinto every 
home. It touches not merely every farmer, but it touches the poor man 
that labors in the city. It touches the interest of every man, woman, 
and child in the nation. And yet my friend has not had it occur to 
him that this is a tax on industry to the amount of 78 per cent. and 
causes an increase of the price to that extent to the consumer. 

There is no conceivable reason for putting lumber on the free-list 
upon the theory laid down by gentlemen on the other side. They say 
they want duties imposed for revenue alone. The revenue duty on 
lumber would amount to about 40 per cent., but the duty on lumber 
to-day is not half that amount. Take your own theory that you lay a 
duty for revenne alone and I say you have not got half a revenue duty 
on lumber, while you are placing a double revenue duty on sngar and 
three times a revenue duty on rice. Yet you do not propose to cut 
down the duty on either of those articles to a revenue standard. Why 
is it you are so anxious to put lumber, which does not now pay 20 per 
cent., on the free-list, while at the same time yon leave sugar with a 
duty of 78 per cent., and charge that 78 per cent. upon every man, 
woman, and child in the country? 

Here the bammer fell. ] 
r. DIBBLE. Will the gentleman from Maine yield to me fora 
question ? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I would if I had time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 


Mr. ENLOE. I notice this morning the very interesting fact that 
there is a difference of opinion among our friends on the other side as 
to what is to be the effect of the section of the bill that is now under 
discussion. I understood the distinguished gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] to say that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] was 
mistaken as to the benefits which it would confer upon the farmers of 
his State in the way of giving them cheap lumber. 

When the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means read the 
peaton: representing, as he stated, the interests of sixty millions of 

ple ìn this country, asking for the removal of this duty on lumber, 

heard another gentleman from Maine [ Mr. BOUTELLE] state that there 

was nobody else presenting such a petition, and that it was the only pe- 
tition on that subject that had come to the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I did not make that statement. I should have 
made it if it had been , but thę gentleman from Michigan 


[Mr. Burrows] made it much more clearly and forcibly than I could 
have done it. 

Mr. ENLOE. Well, the gentleman from Maine resembles the gen- 
tleman from Michigan so much that I made a mistake, and I beg the 


pardon of the gentleman from Michigan. 


Mr. Chairman, it makes no difference who made the statement. I 
find that in the Forty-ninth Congress there was a gentleman here who 
thonght that taking off the duty on lumber would cheapen the product 
to the consumer. I find that the gentleman from Maine who has just 
corrected me [Mr. BouTELLE] introduced a bill in that Congress to 
allow a rebate of the duty on lumber for the benefit of the citizens of 
Eastport, Me., in order that they might be enabled to rebuild their 
town more cheaply. The gentleman from Maine then wanted the duty 
taken off lumber, so as to give the citizens of Eastport, in his State, 
the benefit of cheap lumber, and now we on this side of the House want 
to claim for the benefit of sixty millions of people the same advantages 
which the gentleman from Maine then asked for his constituents.; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let me suggest to the gentleman that it would 
be a physical impossibility for his constituents to get that advantage. 
The sole reason for that bill was the geographical location of Eastport 
with reference to the British provinces. 

Mr. ENLOE. Mr. Chairman, I imagine that if a duty does any 
thing it protects, that to the extent of the duty imposed there is pro- 
tection, and that when we take off the duty we cheapen the product to 
that extent to the consumers, whether they reside in Tennessee or in 
Maine or on the prairies of the great West. 

The duty is universal in its application to citizens of the different 
States, and if it was good for citizens of Maine to suspend it in 1885, 
it will relieve consumers of lumber in all the States to remove it en- 
tirely in 1888. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As to the case of Eastport, the idea was that the 
people across a little water-line of demarkation are paid so much less 
than our laborers that they are enabled to make the brick and lumber 
ii than our peoplecan; but that does notapply to the gentleman’s 

tate. 

Mr. ENLOE. Very well; that is conceding the point I make, namely, 
that we make the lumber cheaper by taking off theduty. We now in- 
sist on extending that benefit to all the people of all the States. This 
legislation is proposed not in the interest of a lumber trust, but for the 
benefit of the consumers of this country. It is gratifying to see that 
the gentleman from Minnesota on the other side [Mr. LIND] under- 
stands this question just as we do on this side of the House, 

Where doctors disagree there is a chance for the patient. The doc- 
trine that protection makes cheaper goods, and the higher the protec- 
tion the cheaper the goods does not seem to hold good on lumber, even 
in the stronghold of protection. It seems that itall depends at last on 
where the shoe pinches. 

or MILLIKEN, by unanimous consent, withdrew his formal amend- 
men 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chair- 
man, I happen to be a member of the Committee on Manufactures, 
which has been engaged during the past winter in an investigation of 
the subject of trusts, and I am astonished that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] should have had so great an amount of accurate 
information as to the existence of a lumber trast, ani yet should not 
have appeared before that committee to impart that information and 
aid them in the investigation of that general subject. [Laughter on 
the Republican side.] No information of that sort has come to us, 
and, as a member of that committee, I say to the gentleman now, in 
view of the information that he has given us here, that if he will come 
to that committee and give us persons, places, and dates, I shall vote 
at once to commence the investigation. 

Mr. WEAVER. I will give them to you. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. And I am only sorry that the gentleman has 
left it until the hot weather has set in before giving us a chance to go 
to work upon that subject. 

Mr. WEAVER, You have been all winter and spring at work on 
two trusts, and have not finished them yet. I will give you names, 
and plenty of them. : 

Mr. BUCHANAN. We have been at work, as the gentleman states, 
at intervals, but we could have examined this timber trust and have 
had the facts before the House now instead of loose assertion. But, 
Mr. Chairman, I rose primarily for another purpose. 

Mr. WEAVER rose, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. You have had your say; now give me my time, 
undiluted by any remarks from you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, some remarks have been read here as having been ut- 
tered by a distinguished gentleman, formerly a Representative on this 
floor from the State of Maine, and the question has been asked whether 
those remarks referred to the imposition of an internal tax or to a cus- 
toms duty, and the gentleman who produced them and had them read 
here, and who should have had knowledge on the subject, told us that 
he was unable to answer the question. 

Now, Mr. Blaine is above all things accurate in matters of public 
concern, and I propose to throw some light upon the question which 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE) was unable to 
answer. I find that by the act of July, 1846, wood, boards, plank, 
staves, laths, scantling, spars, etc., had a customs duty im upon 
them of 20 per cent.; I find that by the act of March 3, 1857, that was 
reduced to 15 per cent., and that by the act of March, 1861, it was in- 
ereased to 20 per cent., and that through the subsequent tariff acts that 
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amount has been continned; and therefore it goes without saying 
that when Mr. Blaine said that no one had dreamed of if a tux 
upon lumber, he was speaking of the internal- revenue tax, not of cus- 
toms duties. : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. Chairman. considerable has been said here 
in behalf of the labor employed in this lumber industry, and as that is 
supposed to be the sole reason why the gentlemen from Maine are 
anxious that this duty be retained, the query has suggested itself to 
my mind, What is@here to prevent the capitalists engaged in this in- 
dustry from going across thatlittle river and employing Canadian cheap 
labor to come over and compete with American labor ? 

A MEMBER, The tariff. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The tariff does not prevent laborers from com- 
ing over. I have seen it stated in the papers that your capitalists do 
go across the line and employ Canadian cheap labor to come over and 
work in your lumber regions, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. At what wages? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I suppose at cheap rates. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 8 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I want to call the attention of the House to 
some statistics on this subject. I have before me the Compendium of 
the Tenth Census. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Let me ask 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I prefer to go on. During the time this dis- 
cussion has been running to-day I have made aslight examination and 
computation from the figures embraced in this volume; and I want to 
show the great amount of wages that the poor lumberer gets in Maine 
and Michigan as compared with the percentage of the capitalist upon 
the amount he has invested. Take the State of Maine; total value of 
sawed lumber, $7,933,868; total value of materials, $4,951,957; and 
this estimate of material is, of course, at the high price that the manu- 
facturers adopt as their estimate. Take the one sum from the other 
and you have remaining $2,981,911. From this subtract the amount 
of wages paid and divide the remainder by the capital, and it gives you 
284 per cent. on the capital invested. 

Mr. REED. Now, one single question., 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Wait till I get through. Take the number of 
employés engaged in that business, and divide that into the total 
wages paid, and you get as the wages paid to a lumberman during one 
year $170. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. A single question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In other words, Mr. Chairman, a man work- 
ing during the year in this business in the State of Maine gets for his 
subsistence $170, while the capitalist upon every $1,000 invested gets 
a return of $285. Isnot thata spectacle to show how protection bene- 
fits the laborer? 

From the same page let us read the figures of the State of Michigan. 
The amount of wages paid there, as shown by a similar calculation, is 
in the lumber business $305 per year; the percentage upon capital in- 
vested is 33.7. In other words, the laborer during the year gets $305, 
while the capitalists upon each $1,000 invested gets $337, or $32 more 
than the laborer receives. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now I will hear your question. 

Mr. REED. I do not want to ask you a question; I want to say 
something. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think you ought to say something in reply 
to these figures, which are taken from the Compendium ofthe Tenth Cen- 
sus, and which I suppose are authentic, because I have no doubt that 
in those two States they were taken by Republicans. Ihave tabulated 
these statistics, because they teach a striking lesson: 


Sawed lumber in Michigan. 
{Items taken from page 1162, Compendium of the Tenth Census.] 


Total value of all products.. 
Total value of all material used. 


Total profit and wages.... . 20, 198, 556 
Total Woes DANG D EA E tied] cps ch TEO 6, 987, 905 
r TTT 13, 230, 651 
— — 

Total capital employed. 839, 260, 428 
Rate per cent. received by capital. $3.7 
Total wages paid during the year $6, 967, 905 
Average number of bands employ 22.732 
A man's wages during the year. . . . . e even 3 $305 
Every $1,000 of the capitalist earning during the same tim $337 


Sawed lumber in Maine. 


Total value of all products. 
Total value of all materials... 


Total proms Mid Wages. sics cies scictsiseseosissase:\<cs: ceasvecbecccssecuseen dadoso 2. 881, 911 
/// A T A E E — 1,161,142 
Profit to: nn „ „ 1.820. 769 

$6, 339, 396 


81,161, 142 
A 6. 430 
$170 
$2385 


Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, fortunately there are touchstones of 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the Chair will rd 
the pro forma amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr., 
BUCHANAN] as withdrawn. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I withdraw it. 

Mr. REED. I wish the Chair would not interrupt the course of d 
bate too much. A little leniency toward our unfortanate disregard of, 
forms would make us very happy. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the Chair will enforce the rules. We have 
some rights as well as gentlemen on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair desires to respect the rules. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I hope the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.- 
BLAND] will rise in his seat when he addresses the Chair. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, as I was about to remark, when kindly 
interrupted by the Chair, whose devotion to the rules of the House has 
touched us all, it is fortunate that there are touchstones of fact and 
that we are not left to the absurdity of figures which gentlemen pro- 
duce from the United States census, There are certain things so ab- 
surd that a man never can believe in them or ask anybody else to be- 
lieve in them if he will allow his mind to be focused on the subject. 

Now, nobody knows better than the gentleman from Ohio Ar. 
OUTHWAITE] that it is utterly impossible for a profit of 285 per cent. 
or 337 per cent. to be made in a single year on $1,000 in a manufactur- 
ing business long established, which covers a great belt of this country. 
He knows that it is impossible, or else he is unfortunate in his mental 
make-up. I know him well enough to know that the trouble is inad- 
vertence. He has found these figures and he was struck with what a 
sensation he might make on the Democratic side if he produced them; 
and he forgot to apply to them the logicof his good sense. Every man 
knows that such profits are preposterous; he can not help understanding 
it the moment his attention is directed to the matter. I do not care 
where the gentleman got his figures; I do not care what they are; the 
result is enough to show to a man of sense who will attend to the ques- 
tion that the gentleman from Ohio must be in error, 

And the gentleman parades the wages of the lumberman as so much. 
a year, apparently not knowing that those men work only from a quar- 
ter to half the time. 

Now, just think of these things being produced here amid applause 
on the Democratic side of the House, [Laughter.] Gentlemen on the 
other side actually applauded; they do not understand the absurdity 
of the result any more than the man who makes the figures. They un- 
dertook in caucus assembled to settle the questions of the industries of 
the country, and yet they applaud figures like those. 

Upon my word there can not be any better commentary on the busi- 
ness condition of the country than that is now. The other part of the 
year these men enyaged in lumbering are engaged in other business. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is so. N 

Mr. OUTHWAITTE. Does the gentleman answer my argument? 

Mr. REED. Your what? [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Do you answer my argument? 

Mr. REED. Do you call it an argument? [Laughter.] That is not 
dictionary language. [Laughter on the Republican side] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the formal 
amendments are withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I move to strike out the last; 
word. Mr. Chairman, I think the necessities of our people in reference 
to the supply of lumber have been much changed in the last twenty or 
thirty years. There has long been a tax on lumber. In time our popu- 
lation covered the prairies of Illinois, and that vast treeless region of 
what we call the far West was reached on the latitude of Iowa and Min- 
nesota, thence West to the woody slopes of the Pacific Ocean. South 
of this Arkansas and Missouri project a forest-covered region. Then 
Kansas and Texas and the country West are like the regions I just de- 
scribed. At present the great supply of lumber is in Arkansas and 
Southern Missouri. 

One of the great difficulties the people had to encounter before the 
reached this treeless region was to get rid of the forest growth before, 
they could make a crop. Now we find our population stretching out 
over Iowa, Minnesota, and Kansas, and they are cut off from the Cana- 
dian supply of lumber, which is mainly in the east of Canada, and is 
also taxed, and they are dependent for these supplies upon the country 
east and south of them. 

And the gentleman from Maine, when reaching for a touchstone of! 
fact, it seems to me did not get down to the bottom facts. 

In the last five or six years there has been an enormous development] 
of the lumber industry in my own State. It has perhaps as extensiv 
and varied a supply of lumber as ary other Territory of equal exten 
in the United States. I believe there is not less than 8700, 000, 000 0 
$1,000,000,000 worth of lumber in the forests of Arkansas. 

In the last five or six years, along the new lines of railroad crossi 
that State in various directions, we have great mills upon every hand. 
We see by our exports of lumber from Southern ports that they receive 
for their rough lumber from $12 to $13 a thousand, and we are selling 
it in my State in large quantities at from $9 to $10 a thousand. The 
coast mills now compete with Canadian lumber in every country on 
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the globe. In the unorganized state of the trade at this time we sell 
for less to Kansas, Omaha, and Chicago, and we make money hand- 
somely. 

The Canadian can not hurt us. If we organize we can meet his 

rices, plus the tariff, and rob the farmers of the West, and even the 
t must soon look to us. Why, then, should we maintain this high 
tariff on the people? We are making money now, and will never sell 
for less. Do you want us to go into a trust, to strike hands with other 
corrupt monopolies, to oppress these people? 

We do not need the protection; it would be dishonest and unpatriotic 
to ask it, and here we are fighting against the gentlemen from Kansas 
and other States who are seeking to subsidize us and to burden their 
own people. There is neither need nor welcome for class legislation in 
Arkansas. Freedom and fair play are better. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

By unanimous consent, formal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, the principal excuse which has been 
offered for placing imported manufactured lumber on the free-list while 
most other manufactured products are retained on the dutiable list is 
the plea that it is a raw material. This is the plea of the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

I would like to have the gentlemen who framed this bill explain 
why sawed lumber, shingles, staves, laths, clapboards, and pickets are 
to be regarded as raw materials to be admitted free of duty, while 
coal, iron ore, lead and zinc ores, tobacco in leaf, and sawed marble, 
for example, are held to be manufactured products to be placed on the 
dutiable list. 

Logs may in one sense be regarded as raw material, although even 
they, when delivered in market, have as much labor in them as cgal 
and ores. But logs are on the free-list already, and there is no objec- 
tion to having them remain there. When logs are taken to the mill 
and manufactured into boards, shingles, laths, clapboards, and other 
forms, they become as much a completed product so far as the lumber 
manufacturing industry is concerned as sugar is a completed product 
of the sugar industry, leather of the leather industry, glass of the glass 
industry, or pig-iron of the iron industry. There are very few manu- 
factured industries whose completed products are not also the materials 
of some other industry. 

If even sawed lumber is tested by the percentage of labor required 
in its production from the round log in the forest it will be found that 
as large a proportion of human effort is demanded in its manufacture 
as in many of the articles left on the dutiable list by this bill. 

In 1880 the value of the sawed lumber manufactured in this coun- 
try in nearly every State was $233,268,729; the number of men em- 
ployed, 147,956; wages paid, $31,845,974; value of materials used, 
$146,155,385. In other words, nearly 15 per cent. of the value of the 
product represented the labor directly used in converting the logs into 
sawed lumber, making no account of the labor used in getting the logs 
to the mill, transporting the sawed lumber to the market, and build- 
ing the mill-dams and machinery, which probably amounted to nearly 
as much more. It is not too much to say that one-fourth of the cost 
of sawed lumber is in the labor, in the cost of transportation and man- 
ufacture from the log. 

The percentage of labor required in the manufacture of logs into 
sawed lumber is greater than that used to convert hides into leather, on 
which this bill leaves an average duty of 20 per cent., and six times 
as much as that required to convert raw sugar into refined sugar, for 
which refining industry the pending bill im a protective duty as 
high as the present average duty on impo: lumber. 

Mr. Chairman, why should not the labor employed in our lumber 
manufacturing industries receive protection proportionate to the labor 
employed in otherindustries? Theaverage duty on manufactured lum- 
ber under the existing tariff is only 16 percent. Logs, firewood, railroad 
ties, shingle bolts, ship timber and planking, hop-poles, hemlock bark, 
and cabinet woods not grown in this country, are now on the free-list. 
Over three and a half millions of such unmanufactured lumber wasim- 
ported last year free of duty, and now the pending bill Laat Si toalso 
place on the free-list imported Canadian lumber which has been manu- 
factured by labor that cost at least 50 per cent. less than our labor. 

The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] says that the 
Iumbermen use Canadian labor. To whatever extent they do this, they 
pay American and not Canadian prices. 

I ask gentlemen if that is just? I ask gentlemen from the coal- 
producing districts if it is fair to place so crude an article as coal on 
the dutiable list at 26 per cent., and at the same time to deprive manu- 
3 lumberof its low duty of 16 per cent. and transfer it to the free- 

ist? ; : 

I ask gentlemen who propose to vote to retain a duty of 68 per cent. 
on raw sugar how-they can justify a vote to place manufactured lum- 
ber on the free-list? 

Mr. Chairman, it is evident that gentlemen who are seeking for an 
excuse to pre manufactured lumber on the free-list begin to see that 
there can be no justification for such a course on the ground that it isa 


raw material, for it clearly stands on the same basis as other manu- 
factured products. 
They have therefore brought forward an argument of a benevolent 


character, ig which they appear as public benefactors seeking to pre- 
serve our forests. They tell us that any duty imposed on Canadian 
lumber seeking to enter our markets and drive out American lumber 
only encourages the destruction of our forests, which we ought to seek 
to preserve. 

Such public benefactors who seek to-obtain a selfish advantage by 
Placing Canadian lumber on the free-list, and who defend their unjust 

iscrimination against our farmers that grow lumber and our mills 
which manufacture it, by claiming that they are protecting our forests, 
remind me of Artemus Ward who said that he loved his country so de- 
votedly that in her defense he was willing to shed all the blood which 
runs in the veins of his wife’s relations. 

These gentlemen are so anxious to protect our forests that they pro- 
pose to require the farmers and others who own them and the men who 
carry on our lumber mills to surrender our own timber markets to 
Canadian operators. 

But, so far as this benevolent argument is sincerely presented, it is 
based on a misapprehension of the facts. Where the country is being 
denuded of forests at the present time it is the direct and indirect out- 
come of the advent of settlers who want the land for farms, or whose 
presence leads to accidental fires. Lumbermen who are holding lands 
for timber do not strip them unless they are compelled to in order to 
save them from destruction by fire. On the contrary, where the trees 
are of the kind thatreproduce themselves on the same ground, they now 
carefully cut out the large trees and leave the smaller ones to grow and 
to be cut in the future. In my own Stateof Maine, for example, where 
large tracts of land are held for timber culture, there is more standing 
timber to day than there was twenty-five years ago. 

It is argued, however, that, aside from the considerations already dis- 
cussed, it is the duty of Congress to place manufactured lumber on the 
free-list in order to give our people cheaper building and manufactur- 
ing materials. 

If it be true that the removal of duties on manufactured lumber and 
other imported articles which may be produced here to the extent of 
our wants permanently reduces prices to the extent,of the duties, then 
I ask gentlemen who holdgo this view what justice there can be in se- 
lecting one class of manufactured products for the sacrifice and leaving 
all other kinds of manufactured products on the dutiable lists with 
higher prices? Certainly cheaper lumber is not so much of a boon as 
cheaper iron, cheaper coal, cheaper cotton and woolen goods, cheaper 
boots and shoes, cheaper sugar, cheaper rice. If you really believe that 
free lumber would be a blessing, why would not free iron, free coal, 
free clothing, free sugar, free rice be a still greater blessing? 

Mr. Chairman, it is possible that the placing of manufactured lum- 
ber on the free-list might temporarily give lower prices, but not perma- 
nently. While the Canadians were seizing upon our markets and 
taking away from our lumber industries a part of their opportunities, 
there would be that temporary reduction of prices which always results 
from a gorged market, but as soon as our lumber industries realized 
that they must surrendera part of their business to Canadians and con- 
tracted their operations to meet the changed situation, prices would 
soon go back to the old standard, partly because a permanent reduction 
would stop the whole American production of lumber, because with 
our wages of labor it could not be manufactured here, and partly be- 
cause the Canadian lumber fields are mainly held by the Canadian Gov- 
ernment, which would take occasion to at once advance the prices of 
permits for cutting lumber correspondingly with the reduction of the 
duty. 

To show the House that this view of the effect of the abolition of 
the duty on Canadian lumber is well founded, I ask the Clerk to read 
the following statements of the United States consul at Ottawa—a 
free-trader, by the way—who, in an interview published in the Boston 
Herald, a staunch tariff. reform“ paper, says: 

The opinion which I shall give you as my own personal view is shared by 
nearly every Canadian lumberman with whom I have conversed. Lunhesitat- 
ingly say that the American consumer will not reap one iota of benefit from the 
taking of the duty off of lumber. The first party to be benefited would be the 
Canadian lumberman. His benefit, however, would beof brief duration, as the 
necessities and inclinations of the provincial governments, which control all 
standing timber, are such that by renewed legislation and the imposition of in- 
creased taxes they would soon absorb the increased percentage of profit that 
they found the manufacturer was getting out of the timber, 

à * 


* * * * * 

It should be more A e known in the United States that the timber tracts 
of Canada are owned and controlled by the provincial governments, and are 
only leased by the great lumbermen, not bought in fee simple, as in the United 
States. All government timber tracts—called limits—are leased by the square 
mile (640 acres). As there is always a competitive demand for these leases, they 
are put up at auction, and the right to lease for one year is sold to the highest 
bidder. At the recent sale of limits by the Ontario government, which took 
place at Toronto in December last, $5,500 per square mile was paid for a portion 
of the limits put up, while the average price paid is estimated at $3 per thousand 


feet for the stumpage. 
These buyers did not purchase this land and the trees thereon, but paid these 
rices as a bonus for the exclusive right and privilege of cutting timber on the 


and for one year, with the government as lessor, under certain terms and con- 
ditions agreed upon, namely: That the lessee shali, on my 1, pay into the Crown 
land office the annual dues, or rental, of $3 per square mile, and $1 per 1,000 feet, 
board measure, on every 1,000 feet of logs (including culls) cut on eaid limits, 
with a tariff for square timber, namely, timber, poles, masts, „and every 

roduct of the forest thereon; and if any minerals are discovered on 1 
limits. discovery must be reported and a mineral lease obtained. If the an- 
nual dues and all timber dues have been paid promptly, the lessee has the right 
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to a renewal for one year, and so on from year to year, subject, however, to any 
legislation the provincial government may see fit to enact for each coming year. 

‘You will see from this,” said Mr, Hotchkiss “that the Canadian lumbermen 
are largely at the mercy of the provincial governments, The question natur- 
rally arises: How long would the provincial government look on and allow the 
manufacturers to enjoy the inflow of the $2 perthousand feet which the Ameri- 
can Government remitted for the purpose of benefiting its own people by giv- 
ing them cheaper lumber? You may safely say that not an iota of benefit will 
free lumber be to the American consumer.” 


That the Canadians regard the proposed abolition of all duties on 
manufactured lumber as a special boon to the Dominion is shown by 
the recent remarks of Sir Charles Tupper, the Dominion minister of 
finance in the Canadian Parliament on the fisheries treaty. Speaking 
of the introduction of the Mills bill into Congress, the Canadian min- 
ister says: 


Already we have action by the financial exponent ot the Administration of 
the United States—I mean Mr. MrLLs—the gentleman who in the United States 
Congress represents the Government of the day, and stands in the position 
most analogous in the United States to the finance minister in this House, the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, who rid aed ete the policy of 
the Administration in the House. How is he selected? The Democratic party, 
sustaining the Government, selects a man as 8 er of the House of Repre- 
sentatives who is in accord with the policy of the Administration for the time 
being, and Mr. CARLISLE, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, nomi- 
nates the chairman of the Committee of Ways and Means and all the members 
of the committee; and therefore the chairman of that committee occupies the 
position of representing the Government in bringing forward such bills as will 
represent the views and sentiments of the Democratic party in the United States 
supporting the Administration. What have we seen? The ink is barely dry 
upon this treaty before he, as the representative of the Government and chair- 
man of the Committee of Ways and Means, brings forward a measure todo 
what? way to make free articles that Canada sends into the United States, 
and upon which last year $1,800,000 of duty was paid. 


s * + e + Ld 


I say that under this bill, which has been introduced, and which, I believe, will 
for it does not require two-thirds of the Senate, where the Republican ma- 
merid ae asparges in the whole House, to pass this bill; it requires a majority of one 
only, and I am very sanguine that this bill will during the present session, 
Modified it may be, but I am inclined to think the amendments will be still 
more in the interests of Canada than as the bill stands to-day. If this is the case, 
I think we may congratulate ourselves upon securing the free admission of our 
lumber, upon which was paid during the last year no less than $1,315,450, On 
copper ore, made free by the Mills bill, we paid, or there was paid to make it 
meet the views of the honorable gentleman opposite more eorrectly—$96, 945. 
On salt $21,992 duty was paid. This is rendered free by the Mills bill. I am 
sorry to find, 9s I hoped would be the case from the first copy of the bill that 
came to me, that potatoes were not included amongst vegetables. Iam sorry 
to find there is a doubt as to whether the term “vegetables not specially enum- 
erated” will not exclude potatoes. 


I call special attention, Mr. Chairman, to the congratulations ”’ of 
the Canadian minister over the anticipated advantage which Canada 
and not the United States is to gain by the passage of this bill. Evi- 
dently he and his associates are confident that Canada is to save the 
duty and the American people are not, in the end, to get their lumber 
any cheaper. 

Mr. Chairman, I direct attention to the fact that the present duty on 
imported lumber is only 16 per cent., on the average, the same as it 
was made by the low tariffof 1846, which our Democratic friends have 
been commending us all through this debate. Itis one of the lowest 
duties on the dutiable list, and now it is proposed to strike down that 
small duty and place manufactured lumber on the free-list. 

The pending bill places wood and chemical pulp on the free-list. A 
manufactured product, produced in twenty-one States, valued at 
$12,375,000 last year, and giving employment to twenty-two thousand 
persons in the United States, is placed by this bill on the free-list. To 
show the injustice done in this particular, I print the following state- 
ment of this industry in the United States: 


WOOD-PULP FIBER, 


The Mills bill, so called, reported by the majority of the Committee on Ways 
and Means of the House of Representatives of Congress, transfers pulp fiber from 
the dutiable to the free list. The manufacturers of wood fiber in this country, 
believing it due to them, and for the advantage of users and makers of paper of 
all kinds, for the welfare of the labor employed by them, and essential to the 
profitable continuance and development of their business, ask that the duty, 
which is among the lowest on dutiable articles, be not removed; and in support 
of this request they respectfully submit a statement of the beginning, growth, 
and present condition of the industry in the United States, also a comparison 
with that in foreign countries with which they are brought in competition. 

The term “ wood pulp dried for paper-makers’ use,“ as used in the existing 
tariff law, embraces two qualities of wood-pulp fiber, one known as mechanical 
and the other as chemical wood-pulp fiber. 

Mechanical wood-pulp fiber is produced by grinding, where heavy and expen- 
sive machinery and large water-power 8 

Chemical fiber is produced by the use of chemicals and steam, and also in- 
volves an expensive and still more costly plant, in either product an outlay for 
mill and machinery of from $15,000 to $25,000 for each ton of the daily product of 
a mill, according to the permanency of the machinery and structures. 

The production and use of mechanical wood pulp began about 1868, The 
manufacture and use of chemical wood-pulp fiber began at an earlier date, but 
was confined to one or two mills in Pennsylvania until its manufacture and use 

e more general, between the years 1870 and 1883. 

Both of these processes were subject to patents, all of which have now ex- 

pired, except patents of recent date on a new process known as sulphite wood- 


pulp fiber. 

The introduction and use of these fibers was slow and difficult, there being a 
great prejudice among paper manufacturers against adopting them and among 
peper consumers nst using paper made from these YS. 

fter a trial had been made and prejudice removed, the manufacture and con- 
sumption increased repay until it reached the enormous daily production 
and consumption of about „100 tons. 

The mills are located in twenty-one different States and employ capital to the 
amount of at least $20,000,000, as shown by the tables followin z 


THE YEARLY PRODUCTION OF WOOD-PULP FIBER. 


Ground-wood fiber.. . .. „„ 
Chemical wood fiber............ 8 112, 500 


Wil Tͤ7TꝙʃʃmʃmU—— —— 8 337,500 
Ground-wood fiber...... 
Chemical wood fiber... 

eee eevsvSansocesudescberseraase ver ee ee eee eee LN STA ODO 
The cost of labor to produce the same. . . . st- eve e 10, 000, 000 


Chemicals (dutiable], lime, interest on plant, insurance, taxes, w 
on the stump. . . . . „ . e 


Total value of yearly product.. . . ... . . . . bees eee, 12,375, 000 
The number of men employed and the cost for labor embraces the cutting, 
hauling, and the preparation of the wood, as well as the men employed in the 
various establishments. In the United States no w omen or boys are employed, 
The wood-pulp fiber industry employs fully 22,000 in this country, affording 
support to 110,000 persons. 


List of ground wood-pulp mills in the United States. 


= Daily ca- 
Location. Name. pacity. 
Pounds. 
California: Alta. . .. .. . .. Pioneer Pulp Company. . . . 3, 
Connecticut: 
Chaplin . . . . . . . . .. Case Brothers. . . . . hy N 7,500 
East Hampton.................| Brown Brothers. . 8 8 2, 000 
Georgia: Marietta........... .| Marietta Paper Manufacturing Com- . 
pany. f 
Indiana: 
Evansville... NN Ferdinande Funke, Evansville Pa- 1,000 
per 
The A, Gaylor Pulp Company. 6. 000 
M. W. Stokes. . . .. apes “a 8,000 
Norway py Beery e 6, 000 
Tip) noe Paper Company. 6, 000 
E. S. Reynolds. ssns 7,000 
South Bend Pulp Company 20, 000 
of Dupoint & Co. bee eee eee 
Androskoggin Pulp Com y- 10, 000 
Livermore Falls.. Alvin Record & Sons ...... sit 16,000 
North Gorham „| Indurated Fiber Company .... N 5 
BRENT À 7S app (post-office, Snow Falls, |...... 8 FA 
Skowhegan W. K. Shurtleff & Co.. . 4,000 
South Windham.. Sebago Wood Board Company. i 18, 000 
Waterville........... .| Kennebec Fiber Company. . . pat 20,000 
Maryland: Conowingo. . .| Susquehanna Water-Power and Pa- . 
per Company of Harford County, 
Massachusetts: 
Fitchburg....... Presse ARTEAN Charles Roesnell, Fitchburg Wood- 40, 000 
Pulp Mill. 
Hoosac Tunnel ...........5..| Glen Pulp and Paper Company 10, 000 
or ce, Hartford, Conn.). 
Stockbridge „ ©. H. Willis (post-office, Hartford) 3,000 
Turner's Falls.. .| Montague Paper Company.... ¥ 
Wendell Depot .| Farley oy oz) Company. á 8 k 
Do... .| Goddard Wood Paper Company ...... . 
Do.. Wendell Paper Company. . 
Michigan: 


Ann Arbor. 


Cornwell Manufacturing Company 


E an re rood 
8 88 88888 8888 


L. Deb 
...| Ypsilanti Paper Company ... 


«| Conant & Clark Pulp Company. . 
.| Glen Manufacturing Companx. s.. 


8 
8 


White Mountain Pulp and Paper 10,000 
vier pias 3,000 
nord. 10, 000 
East Tilton . PESSE 
rain 2 000 
Nite 14, 000 
Goffstown Centre. ee Cheatin 
Lisbon . . O. D. Moore. 3 — „000 
Manchester... P. OC. Cheney Company. . ene ceses 
Petersborough......... 1 1 Amoskeag Ind arated. Fiber Wire sosse 
Company. 
New York: 
Ausable Chasm. . . sssssssess. Anhe Pulp. Company (post-office, 10, 000 
y). 

Beaver Falls. . .. . . . . . . J. P. Lewis, Beaver Falls Pulp Mills. 5,000 
Binghamton . il SSI NCME SE CO ssccr ics cou cee sirata cansi Ra tas 18,000 
Bard. e eee «| Bainard Paper Company, Limited. . . ses sese sse 

Brown's Station. . . Hudson River Manufacturing Com- 6, 

ny. 

Browuville . . ... Black River Paper Company.. 4,000 
Crown Point.............. „| Scott, Wyman & De Poutee . 4,000 
Fullerville Iron Works. tehie Pu 5 24, 000 
A ETE ERE 5,000 
50,000 
14.000 
20, 000 
á 20,000 
Manufacturers’ Paper Company... 6,000 
-| Lyonsdale Pulp Company on 10,000 
.| G. H. P. Gould. — — ho — 8. 000 
Herkimer Paper Company, Limited. 20,000 
Moose River Pulp and Paper Mills.. 7,400 
Salmon River Paper Company.. ., 4,000 
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List of ground wood-pulp mills in the United States—Continaed. 


Location. Şi 3 Daily 
Name. capacity. 
Pounds. 
New York—Continued: 
Middle Falls dpa ay dee Falis Pulp Com ù 30,000 
Do... — W. N. Sprague, Battenkill ila aes 3. 000 
-| Cataract Manufacturing Company... 16, 000 
-| Niagara Wood Paper Company. . 25, 000 
John F. Quigie y . 16, 000 
Oswego... Oswego Indurated Fiber Company 
— 5 Falis . Hudson River Pulp and Paper 70, 000 
ny. 
Plattsburgh .........100++-eeree alien 55 (post-office, Port 10, 000 
enry). 
20. —.—((.—. Senn Bows enen Saranac Wood 6,000 
° ulp 
Rochester . . . Rochester Paper Company. . ll 30, 000 
Ticonderoga... Glens Falls Pulp Com oF pea rey 20, 000 
. «| Lake George Pulp and Paper Com- 4,000 
Valley Falls Thomas Lape (Valley Falls Pulp 10,000 
ills). 
Waterford orriren „| Gilbert & Bell PREEN 12, 000 
C. R. Remington & Sons. 18,000 
Taggart Bros. Company. 000 
Watertown Paper Company. — 16,000 
Westport. .| Westport Pulp Cempany yy (Limited). 4,000 
North Carolina .. W Tiddy (Long Shoal Pulp 2, 000 
New Berne . . . .. The S. H. Gray Manufacturing Com- 4,000 
pany. 
hio: 
Cleveland. Cleveland Paper Company... 4,000 
Grand Rapids, Ohio Pulp Company 6,500 
Oregon: Po d. Columbia River — Company. Dann 
Pennsylvania: 
Ohiopyle. . . Stewart Bros, 9 City Pulp Mills). 7,500 
Philade! es York Haven pnt cry — — 
South Caro! : Bath............| Hill & Johnson facturing Com- 6,000 
pany. 
Tennessee: Manchester. .... Stone Fort Paper Company. . . . . 
Vermont: 
ers ease Pulp Company ... 2,000 
Fall Mountain Paper Company........ 50. 000 
Willard, Russell & Co. — 5,000 
Wilder & Co. (post-office, Boston) 6, 000 
. K— 8, 000 
Beldens Falls Pulp Company... ei] 16, 000 
Dawes. Green Mountain Pulp Company. ..... 80, 000 
Morrisville ........... 22 Lamoyle Valley 192 Company 16,000 
(post-office, Lowell), 
Bora Bennington. Benn m Valley Pulp Company... 10, 000 
Deer an sestsces Olcott Falls Company (post-office, 24,000 
Pee | street, Boston), 
Passumpsic. .. . . . . 3 <r Company (post- 16,000 
well). 
Reedsborough....... Deerfield River Company. . 12,000 
Salisbury. 5,000 
6 — x 2,000 
West Derby., . Conant e Newport). 30, 000 
Wisconsin: | 
Appleton. . .... Atlas Paper Company. . senses 24, 000 
. aielnis tata E ORNOD 8 Limited. 7,000 
Centralia . ... Wisconsin Wood Pulp Company... 8. 000 
Eau Claire...... Eau Claire 3 Paper Com * ———— 
Grand Rapids oseesssese.] e Wood-Pulp Company, 10, 000 
Kaukauns . .. . 1 Pulp Company (post-office 8,000 
eton). 
| papok Paper Company 
peg Pulp Fide pote 8 
Fox River and Paper Com y. 
William 5 3 N. — 000 
. Kaukauna Paper Company.. — ones 
Union Pulp Company............ PEIER , 000 
Marinette . .. Marinette and Menominee Paper 16, 000 


| Company. 
Oconto Falls.....,...............| The Falls Manufacturing Company. 


Total amount. . eee soare 5 5 1. 418, 900 


List of chemical fiber milla in the United States, 


Comuecti : Birmingham.. Wilkinson Bros. & Co. sulphite.. ..... 4,000 
Delaware: — * & Moore (post-office, New 42, 000 
York City). 
Poland Pulp and Paper Company... 20,000 
Somerset Fiber Company....... 1 20, 000" 
Penobscot Chemical Fiber Company 40, 000 
Lincoln Palp and Paper Company.. 14, 000 
. nanen & Co. (post-office, 40, 000 
m, 
de ——— 40. 000 
Poland 2 6 and Paper Company 14, 000 
William M Pegi (post-office, 16,000 
Philadelphia, Pa.). 
— usetts: Lawrence.. . . Russell Paper Company. er srsese 20,000 
an: 
Alpena. . Fletcher, Pack & Co., sulphite.......0++! 20. 000 
Jackson 02.0000 R. H. Emerson & CO. 8. 000 
Detroit Pulp Company, sulphite 20, 000 
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i Daily ca- 
T ovation. Name. pacity. 
New Hampshire: Pi x 
Berlin Falls... Forest Fiber Company. W 
Wentworth. .| Mount Cube Fiber 8 5 16,000 
New Jersey: Weymou Weymouth Paper Mills, sulphite. aisa 16,000 
New York: 
Ballston Spa. . George West . se — 12. 000 
Mechanies ville A Hudeod River Water Power and Pa- 44,000 
per Company. 
Saugerties..... «| Barclay Fiber Company, sulphite.. 10,000 
Ticonderoga.. -| Ticonderoga Pulp and Paper Com! 24,000 
pany. 
Willsborough ......... ... Champlain Fiber Company . 24,000 
5 2 
Catawissa Pulp Company...........-..... 8.000 
5 Mills. z 3 Gap Pulp and Com- 6, 000 
Lock Haven pennsy ivania Pulp and Paper Com- 20,000 
ny. 
Philadelphia 8 88 Wood Paper Company €8,000 
(post-office, New York City) 
Manayunk . od l (post-office, bhita- 8,000 
elphia, 
88 = M. & W. H. Nixon 30, 000 
& Cass... 18,000 
Rhode Ts Island: Providence. . Richmond Paper Company, iny, sulphite. 20,000 
isconsin: 
—— — ES Atlas a Com y, sulphite. 000 
2 and Neenah.. Kimberi Pr “seats — 1260 
2 5 —— Wisconsin rae ae cae Paper Company, 4,000 
sulphite. 
Kentucky: Louisville.. Brewaker-Moore Paper Company... 6,000 
S TTT 12, 000 
756, 000 


RECAPITULATION BY STATES. 


States. 


California. 
Connecticut... 


Tennessee seen 
Vermont 
Wisconsin . 
Dela 


New Jersey. 
Rhode Island. 


Total ground - wood fiber. 
Total chemical fiber, 


Amount of daily capacity ...... . ... . ene 


A large majority of these mills were built between 1870 and 1883. The reduc- 
tion of the tariff in 1483 from 20 to 10 per cent. ad valorem, the co: 
creased importations, together with the sharp competition among domestic 
manufacturers, checked the increase in the development of the industry and 
8 many mills to go out of existence. Among them we enumerate the 

following: 


roduct.... 


C. H. Dexter & Sons, Connecticut, estimated daily 75 
. Va 


Hulbert Chemical Fiber Company, Parkersburgh, 
Chemical Paper Company, Massachusetts............... 
Connecticut River Pulp boner A — Se 
Crocker, Burbank & Co. chusetts 
Wiikinson Brothers & Co., Connecticut.. 
Haverhill Fiber 8 New Hampshire soocsoees 
West Newton Mill. Pennsylvania; P. Markle & Sons. 
Philadelphia Enquirer Pulp and Paper Mill. ——.—— 
Brothers. Connecticut 
Middletown agg Ts A Ohio 
Hollingsworth & Whitlay Co., Maine. 


Total daily produet. .... . 
Value of plants abandoned... 


Home competition has reduced the price eben wee wood fiber from 7 cents 
per pound in 1870 to 3} cents, and ground wood-fiber from 4} cents in 1870 to 1} 
cents, now the selling prices at the mills. 

The introduction of this fiber has wrought a wonderful change in the priceof 
the The lowest current price at which newspaper wus ever sold, before 
the war, was 9 cents a pound. During the war, without wood-pulp fiber, and 
with a scarcity of stock, ne rran up to the enormous cost of 25 to 28 
cents per 2 It bas gradually fallen, until now the ordinary newspaper, 


such as is used “the same metropolitan press, is furnished at about 4} to 4) cents. 
Book 8 in the same onan This has almost wholly been brought 
wood pulp fiber, 


uent in- 


. 
> 
f 
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Norway and Sweden have also speclal advantages. Labor is very cheap, about 
one-third our own; inexhaustibie water-powers and forests; easy and cheap 
communication with the shipping ports, stich as Christiana and Gothenberg, 
whence low freizhts are obtained to pee koe 

Finland bas hitherto found its best market in Russia, but by reason of the high 
Amport duty recently imposed by Russia will, under the stimulus of this protec- 
tion, protiuce their own wood-pulp fiber. 

Then, Finland with its numerous lakes, its extensive forest, its labor—cheaper 
far than in Sweden and Norway—and its low water freights to this country, 
either direct or by way of London or Hull, will become another formidable com- 


petitor. 

Wood delivered at the mill in Finland costs from $1.90 to $2 per cord; in Swe- 
den and Norway from $2.90 to $3; in the United States from $5 to $9, 

The chemicals used in the manufacture of chemical fiber are cheaper in these 
countries, having free admission into Norway and Sweden. 

In Finland the labor employed in pulp mills costs from 25 to 30 cents per day. 
In the pulp mills of Norway and Sweden the men are paid from 30 to 50 cents 
per day. A large number of women are also employed at from about 12 to 20 
cents per day. In the United States no women are employed, and the average 
wages paid are $1,50 to $1.65 per day. 

The extent of tue foreign competition even uuder the present tariff is shown 
by the constantly increasing importations. 

There were reported in 1856, over 18,000 tons; in 1887, over 32,000 tons; in 1888, 
January and February, 9,000 tons, which, at the same volume through the year, 
will amount to 53,000 tons, or more than the two years 1886 and 1887. 


Statements of the quantities and values of wood pulp (including paper pulp) im- 
er 31, 1886 10 1887, 


ported into the United States during the years ending Di 
and the two months ending Fe'ruary 29, 1888. 


Two months end- 


Year ending De- | Year ending De- ing February 29, 
1888. 


Customs districts | cember 31,1886. cember 81, 1887. 
into which im- FCC TTT 
ported, 

Pounds, | Dollars, | Pounds, | Dollars. 


Baltimore, Md. ... .. ... fee. 


Pounds. Dollars. 


town, Mass e... 
Champlain, N. Y.. 
Detroit, Mich.. 
Fairfield. Coni 
Huron, Mich. 
New Orleans, 


Niagara, N. V 
Osweratchie, N. v 
Philadelphia. Pa. . . .. . snes: 
Portland and Fal- 
mouth, Me. -nsere 
San Francixco, Cal 
Vermont, Vt. . .. ] 3. 300 


, 089, 292 R en 228, 229 


WM. F. SWITZLER, Chief of Burcau. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, BUREAU OF STATISTICS, March 30, 1888. 


Total importations for two years and two months, 119,167,185 pounds; 9,111, 
671 pounds came from Canada, or about 7} per cent. 


AN IMPORTANT INTEREST TO FARMERS AND FOREST-OWNERS, 


The principal raw material used in the production of this fiber is wood, and 
its value in the forest, or on the stump, so called, is small—estimated from 75 
cents to $] per cord. 

There are few, if any, productsin this country the cost of which is sô largely 
made up of labor as wood-pulp fiber, 

The cutting and eee of the wood to the mill, its preparation at the 
mill, and the skilled labor employed in its manufacture constitute fully 80 per 
cent, of its value; the balance representing imported chemicals, lime (a native 
oF pagar the interest of the money invested in the plant, insurance, taxes, re- 

Ts, etc. 0 

We wish here to call your attention to a very important fact connected with 
the manufacture of wood-pulp fiber,in this country, which is that some of the 
3 woods ( lar and cottonwoods) used in the manufacture are of very 

itte value for other a airs being of too inferior a growth to be considered 
even of value for fuel. we row profusely in every State in the Union and 
have a Sen growth, reaching their maturity in a few years, then going to de- 
cay uu 
erefore, to transfer this large and wing industry to Norway, Sweden, 
and Canada, where they have cheap labor, cheap wood, and water-power, not 
only deprives our people of a large capital investment, a large number of la- 
borers of employment, but our farmers and land-owners of a ready market for 
their inferior woods, 

An important factor in the manufacture of chemical wood fiber is soda-ash, 
on which there is a duty of 25 cents per 100 pounds, Other dutiable articles are 
also used, such as woolen felts and wire-cloths. 

Wood pulp is manufactured extensively in Norway, Sweden, Finland, Ger- 
many, and Austria-Hungary—countries having cheap wood and water-power. 
cheap chemicals, and cheaper labor. At present the industry of the United 
States is most affected by competition with these countries, as they have exten- 
sive forests and wood well adapted for wood-pulp fiber, 

Canada has extensive forests, abundant water-power, and cheaper labor than 
our own lying along our border, and will absorb this industry if the product be 
put upon the free-list. 

These importationsare chiefly from Norwayand Sweden. Inthis connection 
jt should be noticed that the great paper-consuming countries, with the excep- 
tion of Great Britain, are closed to the manufacturers of this country by the 
tariff they impose, namely, France, Germany, and Russia. 

In view of the fact that the manufacture of wood-pulp fiber has become so 
important an industry in so many States of the Union, engaging such a large 
reel, employing such a large namber of adult male laborers at such remuner- 
ative wages, and consuming so much wood of so little value for other pur- 

we are at a loss to know on what grounds the Ways and Com- 
mittee place this American product on the free-list. 

The manufacture of wood-pulp fiber is a distinctive manufacture, with as large 
an investment in plant and nearly as much labor per ton as paper itself, and the 
duty should be fixed and remain the same ag on paper. 

Tariff reformers can not justly assail this industry on the ground of being pro- 
tected by an excessive duty while the duty is but 10 per cent. and the average 
duty on all manufactures is 40 per cent, 


And those who believe in free trade can notconsistently crowd us on the free- 
list while a duty still remains upon soda-ash, wire-cloth, felts, and machinery. 

We claim forthis product of American labor a specifie duty of $10 per ton on 
chemical fiber and S per ton on ground wood fiber, equal to the duty on paper. 

May 5, 1888. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks, the time having ex- 
pired, by unanimous consent it was extended. 

Mr. WEAVER. I wish to submit a few remarks in reply to the 
three gentlemen from Maine. Ihave before me report No. 4173, second 
session Forty-ninth Congress, made by the Committee on Ways and 
Means, upon a bill introduced by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bou- 
TELLE] to allowa drawback upon imports of lumber and building ma- 
terial used by persons in the city of Eastport, Me., who had suffered 
from fire. Iwill read the bill; it is very short: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be allowed and 
tions as the Secretary of the Tr shall prescribe, all materials actually used 
in buildings erected on the ground Peace over by the fire which occurred at 

Eastport, Me., October 14, 1886, a drawback on the import duties paid on the 
same: Provided, That such materials shall have been imported and used during 
the term of two years from and after the said Mth day of October, 1886, 


This bill was introduced by the gentleman from Maine, and its pas- 
sage was urged by him, both before the committee and in the House. 
It establishes this fact, that there was a conviction in his mind at that 
time that the duty upon lumber enhanced the price to the consumer. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘There can be no doubt about that. 

Mr. WEAVER. It establishes, secondly, that he considered it was 
a good thing for poor people who were in trouble financially to have 
lumber on the free-list. E 

Now there are a great many people all over my State who would like 
to have cheap lumber as well as the people of Eastport, ğ 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

1 WEAVER. I have no time to yield to the gentleman from 
ne, 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] assures the House that 
logs and round timber are on the free-list. Thatistrae—and who gets 
the benefit of it? 

The American mill-owner imports his logs from Canada free, con- 
verts them into lumber, and then sells it at the tariff price to my con- 
stituents, [Laughter.] s 

Mr. ROGERS. “Log-rolling.” 

Mr. WEAVER. Yes, Mr. Chairman, that is log-rolling, as suggested 
by the gentleman from Arkansas, and log-rolling against the interests 
of my constituents. 

Now, I wish to call the attention of the gentleman to the fact that 
the law of 1883 also puts railroad ties of wood on the free-list. The 
railroads buy them ready hewn in Canada, made by cheap Canadian 
labor, ship them over here by the million, and thus they obtain cheap 
ties for their roads. But they are unwilling to treat the people with 
equal fairness. The same law puts the lumber which my constituents 
must use in constructing their houses, their granaries, and their barns 
on the dutiable list at a rate of from $2 to $3 per thousand feet. This 
is an unmitigated shame. [Applause.] 

It is a plain discrimination in favor of the railroads and inst the 
farmers and builders. This bill, sir, in a broad and catholic spirit, 
treats the monopolies and the people exactly alike. It puts the lumber 
of the poor man upon the free-list and at the same time it leaves the 
railroad tie on that list also. [Applause. ] 

I am astonished at the strength of the opposition to free lumber. It 
injures nobody, but treats the people decently and fairly. [Applause.] 
It treats them with a fairness that has been denied for a quarter of a 


century. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will my friend permit a suggestion? 
The gentleman from Maine made a point which seemed difficult to 
answer, but if any one can answer it the gentleman from Iowa can, 
He said that if this duty were taken off, the lumbermen of Canada, 
who are not one-fifth as wealthy as ours, would overwhelm usand run 
us out of the market. How can you answer that? 

Mr. WEAVER. That overwhelms me. [Laughter.] Ask me an 
easy one. I tremble for my feeble country and her infant industries. 
Why try to answer such an argument? It is a mere chimeraof the brain 
and wholly absurd. It answers itself. [Ap plause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out four or five 
words. [Laughter.] We have had to-day, sir, three or four very 
striking illustrations of the character of the so-called arguments upon 
which the Democratic party of thenation, as represented in this House, 
depends in its advocacy of legislation which threatens destruction to 
extensive and important industries of our country. One of the argu- 
ments is that adopted by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BEECK- 
INRIDGE]. It is one of the favorite expedients of gentlemen who seem 
to have a lack of familiarity with the subjectthey are trying to handle, 
[Derisive laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

It is a resort to the old trick of attempting to show that somebody, 
somewhere, at some time, said something which could be tortured or 
twisted into inconsistency with the attitude or the utterance of some- 
body else at some other time and in some other place; and so eager 
are these gentlemen to raise a cloud of dust to conceal their inability 
to deal with these important industrial questions, that they are not at 


id, under such regula- 
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all careful or accurate as to the manner in which they make use of this 
kind of attempted argument. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] comes in here 
and undertakes to make a point in the guise of an arraignment of Mr. 
Blaine, by representing him as declaring against a tariff on foreign 
Jamber—for that was the impression sought to be conveyed by the in- 
troduction of that extract from a speech of Mr. Blaine’s—when, upon 
inquiry, the fact proves to be that the gentleman from Kentucky, if 
not purposely misusing that quotation from Mr. Blaine, was using it 
with an ignorance of its true application quite in keeping with the 
general treatment of this tariff question by gentlemen on the other 
side. The record demonstrates that Mr. Blaine stood at the time of 
that debate just where the Republican party stands to-day—in favor 
of raising the revenues of this Government by taxing the foreign man- 
ufacturer who desires to come into our market to compete with the 
American producer, and by removing as fast and as far as practicable 
the taxation placed by the internal-revenue laws, during a period of 
civil war, upon the industries of our own people. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] : 

at is one kind of ‘‘tariff-reform’’ argument. 

Another is the very much worn and very threadbare, and, if it is 
parliamentary, I will say the very cheap and very small attempt to 
make a bill which I introduced here in behalf of a community that 
had been stricken by a calamity of fire a means of casting discredit 
upon the sincerity of my views and upon the strength of the position 
maintained upon this side of the House on the tariff question. There 
is not a gentleman on that side of the House of average intelligence— 
and I 8 are some of them that would come within that cate- 
gory—who not know that that bill was introduced as a request to 
the Government of this country to exercise an act of customary benefi- 
cence and kindliness to the people of a community who had seen their 
homes, their churches, their stores, their wharves, the entire business 
of their community swept away by a devouring conflagration, 

There is not a gentleman in the valley of the Mississippi, or the Ar- 
kansas, or the Missouri, or the Ohio who does not know that the bill 
was simply a very modest request that this Government would extend 
to an afflicted community on the coast of Maine a slight measure of 
the same kindness and generosity that had been extended time and 
time again, partly by my vote inthis House, to the people in those sec- 
tions of the country who had been afflicted with disaster by floods and 
otherwise; and it is pretty small business for ambitious statesmen of the 
region that has so frequently been the recipient of national bounty to 
focus their intellects in assault upon a bill to allow the people of the 
town of Eastport, in the State of Maine, to bring across from the ad- 
jacent shores of New Brunswick, without the payment of duty, some 
of the brick and other materials required for the rebuilding of their 
stricken town—it is pretty small business, I say, to parade that bill as 
the peg upon which to hang speeches and reports from five or six differ- 
ent members on that side of the House who count themselves among the 
great exponents of tariff reform. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask to have my time extended. 

A MEMBER, I object. 

Mr. WEAVER, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, obtained the floor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, at the time when that bill was 
introduced by me—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Maine has ex- 
pired. The Chair recognized the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDER- 
SON ], in front of the Chair, and understood he desired to yield a portion 
of his time to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will yield if it does not interfere with 
my time. 

Ravers MEMBEBS (to Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa). You will get time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman from 
Towa will yield his time to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to state as a matter of justice to some 
gentlemen on the Democratic side of the House, some of whom are not 

resent now—some who I believe have more than a faint and glimmer- 
comprehension of the great principles underlying this discussion— 
that when that bill was introduced by me I conferred in regard to it 
with a number of the leaders of the Democratic side of the House—the 
giants of the Democracy in this tariff discussion—and said to them 
that if it was thought there would be a man on that side of the House 
who would attempt to make that bill the excuse or vehicle for a tariff 
discussion I would not introduce it, and I had the assurance of every 
one of those gentlemen that in their belief no one would think of at- 
a So to do such a thing. 
tbill asked that the same spirit of kindness be manifested toward 
Eastport that had been extended to Chicago, to Portland, and to other 
communities that had suffered from similar calamities. It followed 
almost immediately after the direct donations that had been made in 
this body to build houses over the heads of the houseless sufferers by 
the fi of the Arkansas, Missouri, and Mississippi Rivers. It fol- 


lowed directly in the line of the appropriations which had my vote and 
my voice to send food to the foodless of the Mississippi Valley, who 


had suffered from a similar dispensation of Providence. The gentle- 
man from Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] who ran before he was sent 
to make a report upon the bill for the relief of Eastport, Me., as one 
of his intellectual efforts on the tariff question, is on record upon the 
files of this House in the preceding Congress as introducing and hav- 
ing referred to the Committee on Appropriations a request from the 
governor of his own State for a donation of the public funds from the 
public Treasury in behalf of the people who were suffering from disas- 
ter bya flood in Arkansas. I will include in my remarks the letter, with 
the governor’s indorsement, introduced by the gentleman from Arkan- 
sas, as follows: 
. SWAN LAKE, ARKANSAS COUNTY, ARKANSAS, Marek 3, 1881. 


Dear Sin: We have had one of the most destructive overflows here that has 
ever occurred in this county. Miles of fences, houses, gin-houses, store-houses 
washed away, and caused general ruin to this part of the county, Great many 
left homeless, The pos le donot ask any aid to repair their buildings or fences, 
But their levees are broken badly and must be repaired immediately or we can 
not make a crop this year, We are not in the habit of asking aid, but this is a 
case of extreme necessity. The people here in this district are perfectly willing 
to be taxed to pay for any aid extended. We are not able to repair the levees 
in time to make acrop. 

* $ * 


If you have no power to hel 


* e * * 
us and you think we could get any aid from the 
General Government, then please send this to Messrs, ROGERS, BRECKINRIDGE, 
and Garland. We are aware that there is a great deal of money expended on 
the Arkansas River, but the producing populace never reap any of its benefits, 
The most or a greater portion of the money expended at Pine Bluff, which was 
a failure, ete. 
To His Excellency JAMES Berry, * 
Governor of Arkansas. 


This was signed by W. R. Groceo, J. S. Anderson, J. W. Rosey, T. 
J. Stokes, and G. E. Crutchfield, and bore the following indorsement 
by the governor of Arkansas: 

Dear Sir: The statements above made are true. There is 
the levee at Arkansas City is broken; Ifear much more. If it 


tain relief, I know that all our members will do so. 
Very truly, 


distress, as 
possible to ob- 


JAMES H. BERRY, 

Maj. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE. 

The request was for pecuniary aid from the Government. Mr. Chair- 
man, that aid wasgiven. Similaraid had been voted—not by thousands 
or tens of thousands, but by hundreds of thousands of dollars at a clip, 
repeated again and again for the sufferers in that part of the country 
from those disasters. Only a few days previous the House voted, on 
February 12, 1884, $300,000 for the sufferers by the floods on the Ohio 
and Mississippi and their tributaries; on February 15 another appropri- 
ation carrying $200,000 additional was passed. On March 27, 1834, a 
resolution reappropriating $125,000 for the sufferers on these rivers was 
approved, and May 27, 1884, the House passed a further appropriation 
of $100, 000 for the same purpose. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, with all seriousness, that it comes with a poor 
grace from gentlemen belonging to that part of our common country, 
thus generously treated, to undertake to cast reflection upon me or my 
people as mendicants, when Maine, by her representatives here, on every 
occasion when there has been a demand for this Government to mani- 
fest its sympathy and generosity toward their people in affliction, have 
voted freely and liberally for their relief. Inthe face of such a record 
it is a small business for you to undertake to fling back at me the bill 
to remit a few thousand dollars of duties on materials for rebuilding 
Eastport, Me. We have asked no alms at your hands. One per cent. 
of Maine's share of the sums voted as gifts to your people in distress 
would more than have covered all the redundant revenue that could 
i remitted under that bill. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with a 
good deal of interest, as I always do, to my friend who has just taken 
his seat, but it seems to me that he falls into an entire misapprehen- 
sion as to the purposeand uses for which the measure he introduced was 
brought here. It seems to me that he has but elaborated the trans- 
action to which he alludes a good deal more forcefully than the origi- 
nal suggester of the transaction. It seems to me that his constituents, 
be they whom they may, and situated where they may be, were to re- 
ceive a direct and substantial benefit by being relieved from the duty 
imposed on lumber. They being adjacent to the line—nearer to where 
cheap lumber was than we upon the prairies, I will concede that by rea- 
son of such proximity the relief is greater in degree than it would be if 
they were 1,500 miles away. But it is a difference in degree only, not 
in kind; and whatever difference there may be, even though in a lesser 
degree, I want it for the benefit of the people in the Congressional dis- 
trict I have the honor to represent. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

I have listened to the arguments that my friends here have made; but, 
with the utmost for all they utter, I must say it does not ob- 
scure the fact of the dilemma in which they continually find themselves. 
During the many weeks in which this question has been discussed I 
have found scarcely a man on this floor opposing the pending measure, 
be his argument ever so forceful, who has not at one time or another 
produced arguments to answer himself. In this remark I include my 
distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. These gentlemen, 
to use a homely Western phrase, are out of the frying-pan into the fire, 
and back again. 


1888. 


He says there is no danger, there is no harm in the duty on lumber, 
because it does not enhance the price, and that if there is a duty on 
lumber and it does enhance the price it will make no difference to the 

r people out in the country who want to buy shingles for their roofs 

use the cheaper lumber can not cross the line for the reason that 

the Canadian Government will in that event increase the price of ex- 
port permits. 

From my standpoint this is the simple question. Isee men who are 
anxious to get in andsellcheaplumber. That proves one thing. I see 
men on this side of the Chamber with lumber to sell who are anxious 
to keep them out. That proves another thing. Putting the two to- 
gether it satisfies my mind that the duty, whether it be great or small, 
has something to do with the value of the lumber. 

I do not propose to indulge in any figures, because I have seen from 
the figures used in this debate they are most serviceable as in turn the 
same statistics seem to serve the purpose of members whether they are 
addressing the House upon this or the other side. [Laughter.] But 
the substantial fact, Mr. Chairman, remains that the men engaged in 
this business and whoare directly interested in it do not want the tariff 
taken off. They must regard it, of course, as a good thing for them. 
Those who want cheap lumber of course want the duty taken off, and of 
course they must rd it as a good thing for them when it is taken 
off. The passage of this bill, therefore, in my mind, will enable the 
consumers of lumber, uot only in my district, but throughout the coun- 
try, to purchase lumber ata much cheaper rate than they now do. The 
removal of the duty to them will bea positive advantage, and for that 
reason I favor it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

By unanimous consent the formal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. PETERS. I move to strike out the last word. 

The first question I ask myself, Mr. Chairman, is whether free lum- 
ber will be of any benefit to the constituents I represent. We all look 
at these questions from the hearthstones we represent here upon this 
floor. We all endeavor to look at these questions from the standpoint 
of our homes and what is for their welfare. I for one, as representing 
a constituency of farmers, and farmers who are prairie farmers, without 
natural lumber enough to make a fire sufficient upon which to boil a 
cup of coffee, look at this question from the standpoint as to whether 
it will benefit the men who have gone out on the prairies on the great 
American desert to establish homes for themselves and their families. 
They need lumber to build their houses, they need lumber to fence 
their farms, and if there is anything in this bill that will compensate 
them for a threatened loss of customers they want to know it. 

Now, what are the facts? Take a car-load of lumber in Chicago. 
My home is 700 miles from that city. What is the original cost of 
that car-load of lumber in Chicago? One hundred and forty dollars 
for a car-load of 10,000 feet, taking it as lumber runs. The cost is $12 
a thousand feet at the mill. Then it costs $20 a thousand to transport 
it from the mill to Chicago, and $40 for a car containing 10,000 feet to 
transport it from Chicago to my home, 700 miles away. What is the 
tariff? Conceding that this $2 a thousand is added to the original cost 
of the lumber, what is the tariff on the car-load of lumber to my peo- 

le? It equals the sum of $20 on every car-load of lumber laid down 
In the city of Newton, Kans., 700 miles from Chicago. 

What do youask? Why, here you ask the farmers of my section of 
the country to do away with these $2 a thousand or $20 on a car-load, 
and what do you promise for it? You promise them that the lumber 
they purchase there shall be reduced $20 a car-load. In other words, 
you promise that the consumer can get his lumber for $20 less. Can 
you prove it? : 

Let me show the dilemma in which you propose to put the farmer. 

What becomes of this $20 a car or $2 on each thousand feet of lum- 
ber? Let me tell you. The manufacturer comes in and says you 
have done away with the tariff and claims his portion of it, and he gets 
50 cents on the thousand feet or $5 on the car-load. Then comes in the 
wholesale dealer and he gets his 50 cents on the thousand feet or 85 on 
the car-load. Then come in the men engaged in transportation, and they 
get their share; and if, as my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] says, 
these men are combined in a trust, they will have their share, and 
they will come in and take the balance. What, then, is left to the con- 
sumer? How is the farmer to get his share when it is all taken before 
the car-load of lumber reaches him? Where does his share of the 
$20 on each car-load come in? 

Mr. STRUBLE. Let me ask this question of my friend: If it is not 
about time that the farmers should be putting in their claims for a lit- 
tle of this saving? 

Mr. PETERS. Iwas just coming to that. Here you ask the farmer 
to give up, as it has been asserted and threatened in this debate, to 
give up the market for his products which is afforded to him now by 
the hundreds of thousands of men engaged in the lumber interests in 
this country—persons who are his customers. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And a good many of them Canadians. 

Mr. PETERS. I do not care where they come from; whether they 
are Canadians or from any other country. So long as they are cus- 
tomers of the American farmer it makes no difference. [Applause on 


XIX— 300 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4785 


the Republican side.] I repeat, you are asking the American farmer 
to take his chances of doing away with the hundred thousand lumber 
customers he has in the United States markets, and as a necessity to 
come in and tussle with the railroads and lumber kings and manufact- 
urers of lumber for his small pittance of the $2 reduction of duty on a 
thousand feet of lumber. You ask him to give up a certainty for an 
uncertainty. Do you suppose the farmer will stand any chance in such 
atussle? The farmers of this country do not want to jump out of the 
frying-pan into the fire. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the pro forma amend- 
ment as withdrawn. - 

Mr. BAYNE. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, if there be one distinguishing feature of this bill under 
consideration more marked than anything else in it, it is its strictly sec- 
tional character; and the particular branch of the subject under dis- 
cussion affords an illustration as clear as could be pointed out of tha 
fact. 

When appropriations are asked for charitable purposes in this Hous 
all sectional lines seem to be obliterated, and kindly feeling and con- 
siderate regard, and clasping of hands over the bloody chasm that has 
hitherto divided us, permeates and pervades everything and every 
body. But when it comes to the preparation ofa bill like this one, 
which vitally affects the business, the commerce, and all of the indus 
tries of the country, sectional lines are drawn, and, as I have said, in a 
marked degree. The very proposition under discussion shows that 
feature to be dominant in the minds of the committee. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. I will if you will extend my time; otherwise I can; 
not. yield. 

There are great lumber regions in Georgia, in Mississippi, in Ala- 
bama, in Arkansas, and in other States of that section; but it must be 
borne in mind that the cost of transportation is a guaranty against 
competition of a material character against them, and feeling thus se- 
cure because of this cost of transportation, which is large, as the gen- 
tleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] has just now stated, free lumber is 
made a provision of the bill. | 

But the States on the northern border, like Maine, Wisconsin, Mich- 
igan, and others which are equally largely interested in lumber, and 
which compete with Canada, need protection. The cost of transporta- 
tion is not a barrier against competition. Where an industry in the 
South, however, is subject to competition, the duties are made high. 
Take sugar, for instauce; that duty is kept up to 78 per cent. and rice 
at 100 percent. There is a chance for competition. Rice and sugar 
are necessaries of life. Rice and sugar, however, are the products of 
the southern section. They are protected, and it must be because com- 
petition will interfere with the amount of money which the producers 
of these articles are enabled to make. If the lumber of the Sou 
. I imagine lumber would not be on the free- list in 
this bill. 

A MEMBER. What about cotton-ties? 

Mr. BAYNE. Les; and cotton-ties also. They are produced North 
and consumed South, and cotton-ties are admitted free. Whatever they 
want down there and do not produce themselves they put on the free- 
list. Whatever they produce down there and wish to continue to pro- 
duce they put a high duty on, if it is pecessary to protect it. That is 
the sectional line which runs through the bill, and its distinction i 
that respect is more apparent than in any other bill that ever has been 
reported to the House. Why even the bill introduced by Mr. Morri- 
son in the last Congress did not exhibit anything so one-sided as this. 

Mr. BLAND. I understood the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] to claim that he was advocating protection to lumber for the 
benefit of the South, who were chiefly to get the benefit of it, while 
you say they are not in need of it. How do you happen to disagree on 
so important a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Iam not responsible for what the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania says. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 
Iam responsible only for the logic of the facts which I myself cite; and 
I state this fact, without fear of contradiction, that the cost of the trans- 
portation of lumber is a protection to the lumber producers of Arkansas, 
Mississippi, Georgia, and the other States South. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman know that 
Mississippi lumber is being shipped to Chicago? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And from Arkansas in large 
quantities? It does not want protection. ~ 

Mr. BAYNE. Well, there is not very much of it goes there. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And it is nothing on earth! 
but a robbing monopoly to keep protection upon it. 

Mr. BAYNE. There is but little of your lumber that goes North; 
and you have not the enterprise to use it yourselves. 

Mr. HOOKER. We send millions of it every year to the Northwest. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] has expired. R 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I desire to say something in reply to the ai 
peculiar speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. e 
says lumber is sacrificed because competition will not injure the 
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Southern lumber trade, His colleague [Mr. KELLEY] of very superior 
experience, and possessing how much ability in comparison I will spare 
the gentleman’s modesty by saying, has said that if the bill is passed 
it does injure the Southern lumber trade. Now, which shall we be- 
lieve, the gentleman from en pe fala [Mr. Bayne] or the gentle- 


man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] 


Some gentlemen on that side seem to be so little that they can not 
look at anything except through sectional spectacles. I do not envy 
such a person his measure or his characteristics. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Will the gentleman allow me a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I can not. This bill framed on sectional lines! 
I might truthfully answer the charge of sectionalism madeagainst this 
bill as the faithful Emilia answered the charge of infidelity made by 
Iago against her mistress. It will be remembered that she said, I 
will be hanged if some eternal villain, some busy and insinuating 
rogue, some cogging and cozening slave, to get some office, have not de- 
vised this slander. I will be hanged else.” 

Sectional lines! In this matter I know no section. This committee 
has known no section in drawing this bill. It has known alone the 
good of the people of the United States, Sectional! To prove it the 
gentleman says there has been a small cut on sugar and on rice. Now, 
the cut on suyar is infinitely greater than the cut on the gentleman’s 
own product, iron. The cut on rice is infinitely greater than the cut 
on iron. And he who uses this argument to prove the sectional nature 
of this bill simply writes his own ignorance of it. 

Now I want to comment on the hollow pretense that this lumber tax 
is proposed to be kept for the benefit of the laboring men. When 
every other argument is exhausted, when every other resource has 
failed, when every other expedient has proved ineffective, then they 
come and say, Oh, touch not the laboring man; he is my friend; I 
live for him; I am ready to die for him—till election,” 

What is the fact concerning the lumber trade of the region the gen- 
tleman speaks of which he desires to be protected? I speak on the 
authority of men who have been in that region and seen the laboring 
men there at work; and they have announced it as the trath that the 
bulk of the men who do the work and whom these gentlemen are so 
anxious to protect are Canadians with Canadian teams brought over 
for this work, and taking themselves back, bag and baggage, as soon 
as it is done. 

Let us away with this hollow pretense. The gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PETERS] undertook to prove that the reduction proposed by 
the bill would not benefit the people of Kansas, That is a matter I 
leave him to settle at the election. He will find, I think, that his peo- 
ple have greater intelligence than he gives them credit for. He says 
it will reduce the wages of labor. But how on earth is it going to re- 
duce the wages of labor if it is not going to reduce the price of lumber? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman want an answer now to his 
question ? 

Mr. MCMILLIN. The gentleman from Maine has been on the floor 
to-day for the greater part of the time. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman asked a question, and I propose 
to answer it. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I will ask the gentleman another question. Is 
it a fact that the lumbermen of Maine bring over Canadians to do their 
work? Is that a fact? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I say no; it is not a fact. 

Mr McMILLIN. ‘Then you say what is not correct, or I am misin- 
formed. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee has 
expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania with- 
draw the pro forma amendment? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ido. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I renew it for the purpose of answering the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee in the good old Yankee fashion, by asking him 
another question. Does the gentleman from Tennessee assert that the 
Maine lumbermen do employ Canadian laborers? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do; I have been so informed on credible au- 
thority. 

Nr. BOUTELLE. I want the gentleman from ‘Tennessee to tell me 
why the Canadian laborers can be induced by the lumber manufact- 
urers to come over to work for them. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There are ċlimatic influences. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE Let us hear about the climatic influences. 

Mr. MCMILLIN, This is the explanation of it, During the severe 
rigurs of their more northern climate there is a period of time when 
these Canadians can go down to the State of Maine and work more suc- 
cessfully in the United States than in their own country, and then when 
that period is over they can go back and resume their regular avoca- 
tions. I understand that as a matter of fact they do go back at a cer- 


tain season. : 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Theyde' Now let me give the gentleman alittle 


lesson in geography. People in Canada do not go down to the State of 
Maine. PERA 

Mr. MCMILLIN. There isa partof Canada from which they go and 
a pait ofthe State of Maine to which they go. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Maine and Canada run pretty nearly upon the 
same parallel of latitude, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. They do in part. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And if the gentieman from Tennessee will come 
down to my distriet 

Mr. McMILLIN. Down“ from here? Down?“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Down or up, whichever way the gentleman likes. 

nr McMILLIN. The gentleman himself needs a lesson in geog- 
raphy. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, 
triet 

Mr. McMILLIN. Up, you mean. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Either up or down, as you prefer. We are not 
discussing the climatic or geographical relations of Washington and 
Maine, but those of Canada and Maine. If the gentleman will come 
to my district in the month of January I shall be glad to furnish him 
with a thermometer and let him make observations, and then I shall 
be glad to have him come here and tell us all about the climatic differ- 
ences between Canada and Maine, all about the climatic advantages 
and disadvantages of men who live on one side of the St. John River, 
in the State of Maine, as compared with those who live on the other 
side of the river. Of course there is nothing in that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Ifthe gentleman restricts his statement to that 
part of Canada aad that part of Maine, of course he is correct; but I 
have been informed that those who follow lumbering along the Cana- 
dian border—not confining the statement to Maine, but extendin 
away out West—do go back and forth across the line in the manner 
have stated. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the difference in climate all along 
the Canadian border between the localities from which Canadians are 
said to come and those on this side in which they are employed in lum- 
bering would not be obvious to the ordinary observer, but of course it 
furnishes a convenient refuge for the gentleman from Tennessee. I be- 
lieve that in the privacy of his closet and in the seclusion of his cham- 
ber, when he is alone by himself and is not obliged to grapple with the 
exigencies of the Mills tariff bill, the gentleman from Tennessee really 
believes that the Canadians come over to Maine to work because they 
get better wages, 

Mr. MCMILLIN. And the Maine employers turn out their Maine 
laborers and employ the cheaper Canadian labor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And if the gentleman does not believe it, then 
I want to inform him now that the man who comes from Canada to 
Maine gets from 20 to 45 per cent. more wages than he can get at home. 
It is simply a question of supply and demand, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Hereafter I shall take time to show that all this 
talk about the employment of Canadian cheap labor does not affect the 
gist of this question. It is only the cheapest class of labor that comes 
trom across the line, The skilled labor in the business is that of Ameri- 
can workingmen. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. If there is the difference in wages be- 
tween Canada and Maine which the gentleman states, will he tell us 
why it is that Maine has not depopulated Canada? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. She is doing it as fast as the law allows. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Statistics do not show it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Les, they do show it. They show that Maine is 
not only drawing population from Canada year by year, but that she 
has also furnished population to build up Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, 
Minnesota, and those other magnificent commonwealths of the West, 
some of which are most ably represented to-day in this and the other 
branch of Congress by men who went out from Maine. 

Mr. DUNN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word about the com- 
petition of Northern lumber with Southern lumber, a question I hap- 
pen to know somethingabout. A large amount of lumber is sent from 
Arkansas and Texas not only to other parts of the South and to foreign 
countries, but to the West over the railroads. The great difficulty 
which the producers of Arkansas and Texas lumber have encountered 
is the excessive weight of the pitch-pine lumber as compared with the 
white-pine lumber of the more northern regions, It is a fact that a 
car-load of ten thousand feet of Northern pine is but little more than 
half as heavy as a similar car-load of pitch-pine lumber of the South. 
Therefore the lumber of Chicago is worth $12 per thousand, while the 
pitch-pine lumber at the Southern mills is worth only $9. These two 
classes of lamber meet in the markets of the West—in Kansas, Ne- 
braska, Colorado, and in the Territories—and our millers must suffer 
loss by the difference which the transportation costs them by reason of 
the excessive weight. Carloads are measured by tons, but lumber is 
sold per 1,000 feet. One thousand feet of pitch pine weighs twice as 
much as 1,000 feet of Northern white pine, and hence transportation 
doubles. All lumber- dealers and railroad men understand this matter. 
The Northern lumber can float into our country down stream on all 
the rivers tributary to the Mississippi, this being the cheapest transpor- 


Well, if the gentleman will come to my dis- 
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tation known to the commerce of the world. Requiring neither sail 
nor steam to propel it, the lumber floats from the mills and competes 
successfully with the lumber manufactured right upon the ground in 
the South. Therefore the argumentof the gentleman from Maine and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania is absolutely without foundation; 
there is no earthly authority for any such statement. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Is it not a fact that the lumber pro- 
duced in your country is used for different purposes from the lumber 
of Canada? 

Mr. DUNN. Not at all; the pitch pine and cypress come into com- 
petition with all other lumber. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Take Georgia pine. 

Mr. DUNN. Iam talking about Arkansas and Texas pine. Those 
are the lumbers that meet the Wisconsin lumber in the West. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Your lumber does not suffer from com- 
petition with the Canada lumber. 

Mr. DUNN. We are not afraid of competition with Canada lumber 
or any other. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. Yoursisa different class of lumber from 
the Canadian lumber. 

Mr. DUNN. Yes, and we are at a disadvantage on account of the 
difference in cost of transportation, 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. My point is that much of the lumber 
raised in the South—in Arkansas, Georgia, and Texas—is used for flvor- 
ing, for decorating the interior of houses, and for other purposes for 
which Canada lumber is not used; and for this reason the question of 
free lumber or protected lumber makes no difference with the producers 
of Southern lumber. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. On this point let me refer the 
gentleman to a letter written by a New York lumber-dealer who is 
right upon the Canada line, and who speaks of the probable early ex- 
haustion of the supply of lumber in the North and the unlimited sup- 
ply of lumber in the South. The latter, he says, can be used where 
white pine is now used, is suited for exactly the same p We 
know that it is used for every purpose for which your lumber is used, 
and is good for many other purposes besides. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. But you can not use the Canada lumber 
for all the 3 for which Georgia pine and other lumber of the 
South can be used. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. But we can use the Southern 
lumber for all the purposes for which Northern Inmber can be used, 
and more, too. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of Illinois. That does not meet the question at all. 
[Cries of “Vote!” Vote!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will he considered as withdrawn. 8 

Mr. KERR. I move to amend by striking out the last five words. 
Mr. Chairman, the objection to this bill is that it proposes to change a 
line of policy in regard to the protection of our American manufactures. 
It is proposed to put lumber on the free-list after it represents the ele- 
ment of labor. Crude lumber—that is, in the log—is now and has 
been for years on the free-list. Where the element of labor is not in- 
volved, or is involved in only a small d lumber is already free. 
One gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] has taken the ground that 
there is a very great demand in his district for free lumber. So far as 
lumber represents merely the crude, raw material, his people now have 
such lumber free. 

Any manufacturer in the gentleman’s district has the right to-day to 
import from Canada all the logs that he thinks proper, and may estab- 
lish a manufactory for which this lumber is to be the raw material. 
But the manufacturer in any district on the Mississippi River, after he 
has manufactured his logs into lumber, is as much entitled to protec- 
tion on his product as the lumberman at Chicago or in any other part 
of the United States. So that the policy sought to be adopted ‘by the 
men who favor putting manufactured lumber on the free-list is not to 
give cheaper lumber, but to destroy the advantage which men engaged 
in the manutacture of lumber now have by virtue of the tariff upon 
the manufactured material. 

One other thing, Mr.Chairman. I deny as a proposition of fact that 
if this duty were removed lumber would be any cheaper than it is to- 
day. Iama farmer. I have bought lumber for the last thirty years, 
and I know that under the old system the case was not different from 
what it is to-day. When the duty went down to 15 per cent. the cost 
of lumber was not reduced. 

Gentlemen have said that in changing this duty they propose a new 
line of policy. I hold that it is unwise to change our policy in this 
respect. We ought to be fair in our tariff; we ought to protect every 
American interest. Gentlemen on the other side should not insist 
that 68 per cent. of duty be allowed for the protection o! the man who 
raises sugar, 100 per cent. for the man who raises rice, but that no duty 
be allowed to the man who manufactures lumber or the man who man- 
ufactures flax. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. What about the man who raises cotton? Why 
not bring him in? 

Mr. KERK. The man who raises cotton ships a large part of it 
abroad; it goes into the markets of the world. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. His home market” is over in England. 


Mr. KERR. We have a home market in the United States for one- 
third of the cotton product; and the advantage you have received from 
that home market 5 raised the price of cotton above what it was be- 
fore the war. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. On the contrary, it is lower. 7 

Mr. KERR. I think not. I understand that cotton is higher to-day 
than it was before the war; and it has been made higher by the fact 
that those who wish to buy it in Europe are obliged to compete to a 
certain extent with those who want to buy it in the United States. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If you are going to protect all home industries, 
we want protection for cotton. 

Mr. KERR. A gentleman near meinforms me that cotton is3 cents 
a pound higher than it was before the war. ‘There is no duty of any 
kind upon raw cotton 

Mr. STRUBLE. We are willing that there should be. 

Mr. KERR. And none is imported. 

[Here the hammer fell.) N 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose that part 
of this bill which reduces the duty on lumber, and I oppose it just as 
I intend to oppose the reduction of other duties interfering with the 
labor of our people. So far as it touches the industrial elasses and puts 
a check upon their progress and the success of their labors, the com- 
mittee and the House will hear much more of it, if it should become a 
law, in the future than they have heard in the past. It is a question 
which we can not avoid and it must be met. That is the labor ques- 
tion. And every sensible man in this country knows that lahor is one 
of the most important subjects of legislation and at the same time one 
of the most difficult to settle, And, sir, it will not be settled unless 
this Congress pays some attention to the wants of the laborers, a 

If it can be proved to be true that the laboring interests of the country 
will be bettered by the reduction of these duties, or that in any respect 
it will better the condition of our laboring men throughout the coun- 
try by passing such a bill as we have here; if it can be shown that 
the reduction of the duty on lumber or on any other article will help 
the laboring class and the working class; if gentlemen on the other side 
of the House will do that, I am then, Mr. Chairman, one of those who 
will support it. But I do not believe they can do any such thing. 
They have not done so, at least, up to the present time. I am one who 
will support any measure that will benefit the people of the land; and 
when I use the word ‘‘ people,“ I mean the working class, the laborers, 
the farmers. I do not mean the well-to-do, wealthy class, those who 
are perfectly able to protect themselves. I speak of the great body of 
the people, and I say to gentlemen on the other side of the House 
that if they can show that by reducing the duty on lumber or the duty 
on any other article it will have the effect of helping the working class, 
I will support it. Otherwise I propose to vote solidly against them, 
unless where the article does not compete with the labor of our own 
people at home. 

Gentlemen on the other side have formulated this bill in accordance 
with the message of the President of the United States. Now, with 
all respect to the President I will say that he is clearly mistaken, in 
my judgment, in the view which he has taken of this tariff question. 
He advocates the reduction of the tariff upon the ground that it has 
been forced upon the people by a condition of affairs unprecedented in 
the history of this country; that it isowing to the surplus in the Treas-. 
ury. Now, let me say that there would not have been left a dollar of 
surplus in the Treasury if the President had done his duty in carrying 
out the legislation of the Forty-ninth Congress. There would not have 
been a dollar in the Treasury to-day in the way of surplus revenue it 
he had done his duty by approving the liberal measures which were 
passed by the Forty-ninth Congress for the pensioning of our soldiers, 
and for the improvement of the rivers and harbors of the country. It 
he had approved those measures the money would have been distrib- 
uted throughout the country. They would have emptied the Treas- 
ury, and by the distribution of this money done good to the people 
everywhere. Instead of paralyzing business by being hoarded up by 
the Government, it would have enabled our people to tide over their 
difficulties by having it in their pockets. 

As I have said, Mr. Chairman, this bill has been formulated by the 
Committee on Ways and Means for the purpose of sustaining the posi- 
tion taken by the President in his message. In my judgment, he has 
not only mistaken the interests of the country but the wishes of the 
country when he took that view of the subject. If the real object be 
to reduce the surplus and not to interfere with the labor of the indus- 
trial classes of our people, there is an easy way to accomplish it. But 
the President by his action at the last Congress has shown that he is 
not in favor of taking any such course, because when the liberal meas- 
ures were passed at that Congress he vetoed them. He vetoed the 
bill pensioning our soldiers, as well as others of a liberal character 
passed at the last Congress, and if this Congress should pass the same 
neasures, so far as we know they would be met by precisely the 
same veto. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The formal amendment was withdrawn. 


Mr. COBB. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 


I make this pro forma amendment for the purpose of stating one 
fact. . 


* 
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The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] asserted that the 

nding bill is sectional in its provisions, and to sustain the assertion 

e alleged that the South, because of the cost of transportation of lum- 
ber to market, did not need and did not care to have protection on this 
artiele. He evidently intended to convey the idea—indeed, his state- 
ment in this was the assertion of a fuct—that the lumber dealers 
in the South disposed of their lumber at home and in home markets. 
If I have not properly apprehended the gentleman he can correct me. 

ing with reference to the lumber business in Alabama, I have 
to say that the manufacturers in my State—and the gentleman men- 
tioned these—do not find at home the market for the products of their 
mills. On the contrary, much the larger quantity of the lumber man- 
ufactured by the mills in Alabama is shipped to the North and the 
Northwest. It is there the markets are found. And it not unfre- 
quently happens that the manufacturers of lumber in Alabama are com- 
pelled to refuse small orders for lumber made by those living at the 
very doors of the mills, because of the unfilled orders from these North- 
ern markets. So that the point attempted to be made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has no support from the condition of the lum- 
ber business in my State. 

I yield what remains of my time to the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not care to occupy that time now, but will 
wait until I can get the floor in my own right. 

Mr. STRUBLE was recognized. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to ask that, by consent, the time of this de- 
bese be now limited. I ask the committee to let us come to a vote 
on it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa has been recognized. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, my constituents are largely, and, 
I may say, exclusively purchasers and consumers of lumber. They 
are, r a majority of them are—believers in the doctrine of pro- 
tection to all the industries of the country. To a reasonable extent they 


believe in the application of this doctrine. At the same time Iam per- 


suaded there is quite a feeling among them that the duty on the wood 
schedule might be considerably reduced, if not entirely abated, without 
serious detriment toany class, I confess, sir, that this lumber question 
and my exact duty in connection with it have occasioned me serious 
thought. 

It is not clear to me if we take off $2 on clapboards, for instance, 
that the farmers of my district will receive a very large percentage of 
that reduction. But I can not reason myself into the position as my 
friend from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] seems to have done, as well as my 
colleague [Mr. KERR], who seems practically to have the same opin- 
ion, that in this great struggle with the Canadian lumbermen and the 
Canadian manufacturers and the American manufacturers and whole- 
sale dealers for a division of this $2, in the event lumber is placed on 
the free-list, the farmer is not going to receive any of it. I believe 
that in the scramble for division he will realize some benefit in the 
cheapening of his lumber; but I do not pretend to claim that it will 
be very much. 

Nowy it seems to me that inasmuch as we are engaged in an attempt 
to revise the tariff, and are considering the question of lumber, and 
that, too, in advance of a single line that touches the lumber schedule, 
we had better revise it on lumber by reducing it a little instead of mak- 
ing it free, and at the proper time I propose to submit an amendment 
proposing to strike out that part of this bill relating to lumber, and 
on reaching section 2, and the dutiable list, move to insert the provis- 
ions of existing law on the subject of lumber, but with the further 
proposition to reduce the rate of duty on each classification 50 per cent., 
thus making what I consider a fair reduction on this schedule. 

As I have already said, I should not, if this amendment were made 
to the present law and duties were reduced 50 per cent., anticipate that 
the cost of lumber to the people of my district would be greatly cheap- 
ened. But I certainly think its cost would be somewhat reduced, and 
that without working any serious hardships to lumbermen, millers, and 
wholesale dealers. Let us try such a reduction for a reasonable time, 
until, if you please, the next general revision of the tariff laws, and 
if it clearly appears injustice to a serious extent is resulting to the lum- 
ber interests of the country a change can be made. 

I confess, sir, I can not bring myself to believe that the whole busi- 
ness of lumber productionin this co is to beirretrievably swamped 
if lumber is placed on the free-list. It does not seem to me at all 
probable. Our American dealers are not going to lie down in the face 
of Canadian competition and opposition. They arenot of such metal. 
At the same time and while so believing, my desire, in so far as I can see 
my way clear, is to adhere to the protective principle in dealing with 
all these various productions of American capital and labor. And in 
this particular class I shall offer what I think a fair compromise; that 
being declined and none other proposed than the question of free lum- 
ber or the present rate of duty, I shall make choice of what I believe 
to be for the best interests of my constituents. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that the debate close, 
and that we may take a vote on the pending amendments. Otherwise, 
I shall have to ask that the committee rise to limit debate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope we will proceed for a while longer. 


Mr. MILLS. We have had already four hours’ debate. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman will allow me to bring the at- 
tention of the committee back to the amendment I introduced. 

Mr. MILLS. I will say to my friend that after we get into the 
Honse, if it is necessary to move that the committee rise, I will ask 
that debate be continued for ten minutes, five minutes on each side, 
and he may have the five minutes then, which, I suppose, will be sat- 
isfactory to him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to say that I want five minutes on this 
amendment myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending first which was 
submitted by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Cops]. 

Mr. COBB. I yielded the time to the gentleman from Missouri. 

The CHAIRMAN. That time has expired; and if there be no ob- 
jection, the Chair will regard the pro forma amendment as withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now report the pending amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as ſollows: 

a ne 3, strike out the “Ist day of July, 1888,” and insert the 2d day of Janu- 
a 7. * 

The CHAIRMAN, This is the amendment proposed by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ApAms]. 

The gentleman from Texas now asks unanimous consent that all de- 
bate on this paragraph and all amendments thereto be limited to ten 
minutes. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to submit a pro forma amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to close the debate now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair submitted that request, and objectioh 
was made. 

Mr. MILLS. Who objected? I will suggest that we have twenty 
minutes’ debate then, ten on each side. Will gentlemen agree to that? 

Several members objected. 

Mr. MILLS. Then I move that the committee rise for the purpose 
of limiting debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that the gentleman from 
New Hampshire, having been recognized, should be permitted first to 
occupy his time, as he only yielded for a request for unanimous con- 
sent. 

Mr. MILLS, I do not understand who objected to the proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New Hampshire now to move his pro forma amendment, as he had the 
floor and was recognized for that purpose. : 

[Mr GALLINGER withholds his remarks for revision, See APPEN- 

DIX. ; 
Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave no purpose to protract at any considerable 
length the discussion of this question. It seems to me, however, Mr. 
Chairman, that neither the theory of protection“ nor the theory of 
‘t free trade,” so called, should be invoked in the consideration of this 
item of the pending measure. 

Protection of the lumber interest to the absolute exclusion of for- 
eign lumber means the ultimate destruction of the American forests, 
That is the logic of the proposition, and I quite agree with the gentle- 
man from Minnesota [Mr. LIND], who properly characterizes the un- 
wisdom of such a policy and also calls attention to the fact that it is 
in contravention of the spirit of the timber-culture act which was 
passed, I believe, by a Republican Congress. 

7 0 GUENTHER. What are the forests good for if you do not util- 
ize them? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Of course we all understand what they are good 
for, but they will not be good for anything after they are destroyed. 
Mr. Chairman, the statement has been made that there is a larger area 
of timber at this time in the various sections of our country than there 
was a quarter of a century ago, and in this connection the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has referred to the fact that the Walker 
tariff of 1846 imposed the same duty on lumber that the present tarift 
does. I concede that; but forty years ago there was not the same 
necessity for the protection of American lumber forests that there is 
to-day. I can not speak from personal knowledge as to other portions 
of the country, but I know that in the section of Missouri from where 
I come the forests have been largely denuded and the timber supply 
sensibly decreased. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Not by the lumbermen; by the agriculturists. 

Mr. DOCKERY. By the agriculturists; and in your State the for- 
ests have been cut down by the lumbermen. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes; but the lands of which you speak now are 
farms, and the timber would have been gone in any case. The only 
difference is that on your plan it would not have been utilized. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Possibly so; but as I have but five minutes I must 
beg to be allowed to proceed without further interruption. 

Mr. Chairman, in the brief time allotted me under the rules I can only 
state that the theory of protection is largely responsible for the rapid 
destruction of our lumber forests, and I believe that the time has fully 
come when we should protect this great interest by supplementing our 
own resources with foreign lumber, thus enabling our people in Kan- 
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sas, Minnesota, Iowa, and other prairie States to build cheaper houses 
by giving them lumber freed from the burdens of taxation. 

Sir, in my opinion the effect of this provision of the bill will be to 
decrease the price of lumber to the consumer. If I did not entertain 
this belief I would not support the measure, but I am fully persuaded 
that this result will follow. , ' 

Now, Mr. Chairman, permit me a word in reply to the statements 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. I am obliged to the 
gentleman for the calculation he presents, by which it appears that 
there will be a reduction of $20 per car on each car-load of lumber 
shipped to his home at Newton, Kans., in the event that this bill as the 
result should become a law; but the gentleman says that the reduction 
will not inure to the benefit of the farmers of his district. Substan- 
tially the same argument the gentleman offers was made a few years 
since when it was proposed to put quinine on the free-list. Gentlemen 

* on the other side then said that such action would not reduce the price 
of gona to the consumer, butthat its effects would be to destroy that 
industry in this country, and that American competition, having been 
thus overthrown, the price to the American consumer would be in- 


The reduced price of quinine since it was put on the free-list con- 
clusively refutes the assertions made by our Republican friends at that 
time. Iam advised that there are more men employed to-day in the 
manufacture of quinine, and there are more American quinine indus- 
tries than there were before quinine was put on the free-list, although 
we were told that the industry would certainly be destroyed and ut- 
terly overthrown by foreign competition. 

Mr. KELLEY. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

« Mr. DOCKERY. As my time is exhausted, I will close with the 
observation that the price of quinine, since it was stricken from the 
dutiable list, has fallen from $3.75 per ounce to 75 cents per ounce, 
In this instance the consumer is the beneficiary, as he will be when 
lumber is relieved from the burdens of unnecessary taxation. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment 
that I desire to offer at the end of the fifth line. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it isanamendment to the pending amendment 
it is in order, 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to have it come in at the end of 
the fifth line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can only recognize at this time an 
amendment to the pending amendment of the gentleman from Illinois, 
The gentleman from New York can send his amendment up and have 
it read, and then the Chair will determine whether it is germane to the 
pending amendment or not. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After line 5 add: 

Provided, That in all cases a duty shall be imposed upon all goods and prod- 
nets now on the free-list whenever similar goods and products are subject to 
duty under the laws of the Dominion of Canada at a rate greater than or equal 
to that imposed thereunder.” 

Mr. MILLS. I make the pointof order that we have not yet reached 
that part of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this amendment is 
not now in order, as it is not an amendment to the pending amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS]. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. When it is in order I shall ask leave 
to offer it and to be heard upon it, I move now to strike out the last 
word, for the purpose of saying a few words with regard to the question 
raised in the amendment which I have just submitted. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is a fact which is well known and which ought to be appreci- 
ated by every gentleman upon this floor that in the United States, and 
especially in New York and the other States bordering on the Canada 
frontier, there are large nursery industries which are much affected by 
their proximity to the Canadian border. We have there many other 
industries that are materially affected by the proposed changes in this 
bill. . 

In 1883, under the tariff law adopted by Congress and approved by 
the President, nursery stock, seeds, plants, and bulbs, and many other 
products were put upon the free-list; and under the reciprocity act of 
Canada, passed in 1879, thosethings were permitted, upon the procla- 
mation of the governor-general in council, to be put upon the Canadian 
free-list. But they were not. From 1883 down to the present year 
the Canadian authorities have exacted duties upon nursery stock, seeds, 
plants, bulbs, ete., while availing themselves of the free-list provision 
upon similar articles coming into this country. By a proclamation 
which was only made after the introduction and under pressure of a 
resolution introduced by myself in this House on the 2d of April last, 
the Canadian authorities put these things upon the free-list; but, Mr. 
Chairman, they have already taken steps to restore the duty upon them, 
These acts looking to a restoration of the duty upon nursery stock, ete., 
constitute a gross breach of faith on the part of the Canadian authori- 
ties. Hence I have offered the amendment which has been read by the 
Clerk; and I hope it will be adopted. 

This amendment is due to the large interests involved. Its purpose 
is to afford some degree of protection to the nursery and other indus- 
tries of the United States, particularly in those sections where, like 


my own district, the industries referred to are more largely concerned 
and affected to a greater degree; where, because of their proximity to 
the Dominion of Canada, they have much larger dealings with the 
Canadian people. Our people feel that this bill, if passed, will affect 
their agricultural and manufacturing interests very seriously and detri- 
mentally. If it is to pass, these interests should be guarded by an 
amendment, such as I propose, against a renewal of the tactics!“ 
heretofore practiced by the Canadian Government towards the interests 
concerned. It is in the interest of ‘‘fair play.“ We can not afford to 
inaugurate ‘‘ free trade“ for the benefit of Canadian agriculturists and 
manufacturing industries and leave our own to the tender mercies of a 
people by whom our nursery, our seed, and other industries have been 
uniformly imposed upon and compelled to endure until such time as 
the Canadian Government may be compelled by fear of retaliation, or 
through the influence of the Department of State they come, though 
reluctantly, to a realizing sense of their sins of omission and commis- 
sion, and are constrained to do in April, 1888, what by every consid- 
eration of honor and good faith they should have done in 1883, five 
years ago. 

This amendment, Mr. Chairman, is intended to guard against only 
one of the many wrongs our business interests have borne for a long 
time. Our people in the border districts of my State are beginning to 
feel that between the Dominion Parliament at Ottawa and the Congress 
of the United States now assembled everything is promised if not as- 
sured for Canada at their expense, while even Sir Charles Tupper 
boasts that free lumber” alone will enrich Canada to the tune of 
a million and a half a year from the start, because he knows that their 
‘lumber will go in our markets, not at a reduced rate, but for American 
prices, thereby enriching the Canadian capitalist at the expense of 
American labor. 

My friend from Tennessee [Mr. MOMILLIN] discourses upon the 
“ climatic differences“ between Maine and Canada and asserts that he 
is 80 informed.“ I fear his informant is the same ‘‘ unreliable fel- 
low” that led the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to assert over at 
Providence that seamless socks are made only in the old country by 
secret process, etc., but we all live and learn, and my friend from Texas 
will hereafter, Iam sure, send to my city for his seamless socks, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the 
amendment. I desire to reply to the remarks made a moment since by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. He claimed that the 
object of this bill is to protect the American forests. That is a very 
commendable object; and the question is one in which I feel a very great 
interest. It is a matter of great moment to this country that our for- 
ests shall be protected as far as possible. It has been demonstrated by 
our most learned men that the forests of this country have a great in- 
fluence upon the quantity and uniformity of the rainfall, upon the 
temperature of any latitude, and upon the health of the people. 

Therefore, if this bill would accomplish the protection of the Amer- 
ican forests; if it would encourage the growth of timber; if it would 
preserve to the people this great source of moisture and temperature 
and health, I should certainly favor it. But I think, Mr. Chairman, 
that the gentleman is mistaken. Those who have given some atten- 
tion to this question have discovered that the omission to cut down our 
mature forests will not preserve them. If you will go to the forests 
of Michigan or Maine you will find that they are wasting away by de- 
cay and by fire as fast as by the woodman’s ax. The gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. LIND] made the statement that white pine will not 
grow a second time on the same soil, or on the same land. 

In some regions of the country this may be true, but I want to say 
that in other regions it is not true. In the southern part of Maine I 
have seen pine forests growing where pine had previously grown, and 
also where hardwood had previously grown, as I was informed. I 
have seen in Mr. REED’s Congressional district beautiful pine forests 
which were a second growth. 

Hon. John Hall, of York County, Maine, a gentleman well known to 
all of the Representatives from that State, pointed out to me a field in 
which he had hoed corn when a boy, from which he had recently cut 
a fine crop of pine timber. Isawthelogs, They were large and made 
fine lumber—as fine logs as you would see in any log-yard in the 
country. The first growth on this land had been hardwood, and the 
second growth was white pine, and the trees had grown as thick as 
trees could grow anywhere. 

In Maine and in New Hampshire you willsee a great deal of pine tim- 
ber that has been growing only thirty or forty years which you would 
sup was the original growth. They sometimes cut off the growth 
at the end of twenty or twenty-five years, and find it profitable to do 
so; but a large growth of very fine timber can be cut at the end of 
‘forty years. 

I have watched the cutting of timber in the State of Maine for more 
than twenty years, and I wish to confirm the statement made by the 
gentleman from that State [Mr. DinGLEY] that there is more timber 
there now than chere was twenty years ago. 

Ihave been told by scores of individuals with whom I have con- 
versed on this subject that the growth of timber in that State, or in 
the part of the State of which I speak, is greater than the consumption 
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of it. The growth of pine in that country is simply marvelous, and 
what at first seemed to me destructive proved to be but a proper care 
of the growth. 

The way to protect the American forests is by cutting down the old 
trees, taking care of the remaining ones, and by planting young trees. 
The only way to keep up the American forests is by continually plant- 
ing trees. I would like to see alongside of every township and county 
road and along every railroad in this country lines of trees. All the 

r, rough, stony, hilly land ought to be planted in trees. If this 

ill looked in that direction I would give ita very warm welcome, and 

I want to say that it is a mistake, a very grave error, to stppose that 
you can save our great forests by simply letting them alone. 

The older trees decay rapidly and the value of trees after maturity 
greatly deteriorates. In my own State the farmers have been making 
this mistake. Our Ohio farmers have been preserving their timber 
with the greatest care for the last twenty or thirty years for fature use, 
but when the time comes to use this timber it will be so decayed with 
the dry rot that it will be almost worthless, Instead of saving it they 
have lost it. 

Nothing is gained by letting timber stand after it has reached its 
maturity. It decays and dies after it has reached a certain age, and 
should then be cut and used. There are times when the touching ap- 

to the axman to spare the tree is not founded in wisdom. We 
should use our timber at the proper time and grow more all the while. 
Again I repeat that the only way to protect the forests and retain the 
blessings which flow from them is to keep planting tees. We should 
pany and practice tree-culture if we wish to preserve our American 
rests. : - 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume that the pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I do not desire to withdraw the amend- 
ment I have offered. 

Mr. OWEN. I move to strike out the last word, and yield the time 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which 
I have offered, and which has been read from the desk, I deem of very 
great importance, and I would like very much to have the House give 
it careful consideration. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair begs to interrupt the gentleman to 
state that he will find in a subsequent line on the first page a place 
where this amendment is properly applicable, and the Chair will then 
recognize the gentleman to offer it. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Very well; I will offer the amendment 
at the time su; 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move a pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa pro forma amendment pending, on 
which the gentleman can take the floor. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to state the exact relation of 
the speech made by the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Blaine, and which 
was quoted in debate this morning by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BEECKINRIDGE) as bearing upon, or having some application to, 
the subject now under consideration in this committee. I felt at the 
time the remarks were read from the Clerk’s desk that that distinguished 
Republican and pronounced protectionist had never uttered such lan- 

in connection with the duties upon foreign imports, and therefore 
f made the inquiry of the gentleman from Kentucky which is now of 
record. 

I have since looked up the debate, and have also procured a copy of 
the bill then under consideration, and to which Mr. Blaine was ad- 
dressing himself on the floor of the House at the time he made the re- 
marks referred to. I find that the Committee of the Whole had under 
consideration at the time House bill No. 1060, a bill to reduce into one 
act and to amend the laws relating to internal taxes; and, Mr. Chair- 
man, of the sixty or seventy pages of this bill there is not one line of 
it having any relation whatever to duties upon imports. The remarks 
of the gentleman from Maine were uttered in protest of a proposed tax 
upon the domestic products of lumber and breadstuffs, and had no ap- 
plication at all to any proposed tax or duty upon foreign lamber or 
foreign breadstuffs. [Applause on the Republican side.] I merely 
state this in order that the record may be complete. 

Mr. HEARD. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HEARD. I wish to ask this. Is not the figure chosen by Mr. 
Blaine, in the remarks to which reference is made, for the purpose of 
illustration, and as a plea for cheap lumber for the frontiersman who 
wants to build his cabin or construct his fence, just as forcible and as 
applicable to domestic lumber as to foreign lumber? 

Mr. McKINLEY. Oh, no; quite the opposite. 

Mr. HEARD. Whatis the difference to the consumer of the lumber? 

Mr. McKINLEY. The difference is simply this: That under a tax 
upon domestic products, the consumer always pays the tax; whereas un- 
der a tax or duty imposed upon a foreign product thé consumer does not 
always pay the tax, indeed, he very rarely paysit. And itis particu- 
larly true that he scarcely ever pays it if the tax be put u aac 

gen- 


peting foreign product. That is the exact difference; and 


tleman from Missouri studies political economy he will discover that 
such is the difference between a tax upon a domestic and a foreign 
eompeting product, the one being paid by the consumer always and 
= being paid largely by the diminished profit of the foreign 
producer. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine, Mr. Blaine, in making this speech 
to which reference was made, addressed himself to a motion made by 
Mr. Ferry, then a member of the House, and subsequently a Senator 
from Michigan, to exempt from the operations of this law any unman- 
ufactured lamber and breadstuffs. It was simply an effort to wipe out 
as speedily as possibleinternal taxation. In the line of the suggestion 
of Mr. Blaine, the Republican party has from 1868 on down through 
its control of the Government wiped out every one of these taxes upon 
domestic production save and except alone the tax upon whisky and 
tobacco [applause on the Republican side], making an annual redaction 
of over $360,000,090 imposed upon domestic production in the United 
States. > 

I repeat, Mr. Chairman, I have only made this statement in order to 
have the record exactly correct. 

Mr. HEARD. Let me say to my friend, who has suggested that if 
I would study political economy I would receive certain lights and in- 
formation, that I have no doubt I would receive just the kind he sug- 
gests if I studied it in the same school in which he was tanght. 

Mr. McKINLEY. And that is just the school I want the gentleman 
to enter. 

Mr. HEARD. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. For it is the very best school not only for the 
study of political economy but for practical business purposes. : 

Mr, HEARD. It is the school in which the American consumer is 
paying the tuition of those who are getting the benefit of its teachings, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. At. Chairman, the language 
of Mr. Blaine, which I have put into the RECORD, like eveyidiog that 
comes from that distinguished gentleman, was worthy of his ability, 
and was an effective argument against putting a tax upon lumber, and 
seemed, therefore, to be not an inappropriate contribution to the dis- 
cussion we have been pursuing to-day, as to whether the lumber used 
in America should be free from taxation or not. All forms of obtain- 
ing money by the sovereign power must necessarily be, in the ultimate - 
analysis, taxation of some kind; and the gentleman is wholly mis- 
taken when he says that the teachings of political economy point to 
the conclusion that the consumer does not pay the added cost of produc- 
tion, whatever may be the particular element of that cost which is 
under discussion. Whatever it is, in all the various elements thereof, 
which makes up the unit of cost of production. it is paid, as a rule, by 
the purchaser of the article which costs that amount to produce. 
Whether it be the cost of the material, the cost of the labor put into it, 
the cost of transportation, the insurance premium, the commission ot 
the commission merchant, the profit of the intermediary, the nltimate 
unit of the cost of production is, as a rule, the amount that the consumer 
pays for the article plus the profit of the last person who sells itto him. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit—— 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. In a moment. The amount 
of duty imposed upon an article enters into the cost of the article and 
becomes a part of it, and, as a rule, is paid by the consumer. It is not 
always true in this country that the article on which a protective duty 
is imposed can be sold in America; and therefore it is not always true 
that the competing article sells for a price that is equal to its foreign 
cost or production plus the nominal duty that is by law put upon the 
competing article. 

That is so with all the cheap cotton goods and upon the various other 
goods upon which duties are imposed as to their foreign competing 
goods where there is no real foreign competition, because there is no 
importation; but in every case where there is a foreign competition and 
there is a duty imposed upon the article, that duty entersinto the cost 
of production. There can be no escape from it. That is the teaching 
of common sense. And that is the reason why the persons who manu- 
facture the competing articles in America fight with such intense ani- 
mosity against any bill which reduces those duties, for their profit is 
in the preservation of the duty which increases the cost of the compet- 
ing article and enables them to undersell the foreign article at a price 
which will give to them a profit. 

Mr. REED. I have no desire to follow the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky into the mazes of the argument by which he has withdrawn the 
House or the committee from the consideration of his presentation of 
Mr. Blaine’s argument on one point precisely as if it had been made 
upon another, thereby inducing the Democratie party to give to Mr. 
Blaine what they have always most grudged him, the meed of gener- 
ous applause. |Laughter.] I think the gentleman’s losing himself 
in this argument to which we have just listened is plain proof to the 
House that his production of Mr, Blaine’s statement on one point in 
order to uphold another was clearly an inadvertence; that it was done 
by accident; and it only remains for us to express our very sincere re- 
gret that he had not, prior to producing it to the House, given it the 
careful examination which it really merited. [Applause. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Maine ia 
satisfied with the answer he has made to the remarks which I have sub- 
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mitted, I suppose I have no reason to complain. It was not an inad- 
vertence that I produced the remarks of Mr. Blaine. I commend them 
to the gentlemen on the other side, and especially to my geod friends 
from the Northwest, so that when they come to read them in the RECORD 
to-morrow they may mark, learn, and inwardly digest them. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield to me 
now fora question? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. With pleasure. 

Mr. KELLEY. Did the gentleman know that Mr, Blaine was 
speaking of an internal tax and yet represent him as having referred 
to a customs duty? That is the point at issue. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania assumes what is untrue. I did not represent that Mr. Blaine 
had made these remarks about a customs duty, and the gentleman is 
wholly gratuitous and inaccurate in the assumption. I sent the REC- 
ORD to the desk to be read as the speech of Mr. Blaine, and when my 
friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY ] asked the question I could not 
answer it at once because other gentlemen on the same side interposed 
inquiries. As soon as I could I said I did not know. There was no 
attempt of any sort in any way to do anything except to have the re- 
marks of Mr. Blaine read and inserted in the RECORD. 

As to the remark- of my friend from Ohio [Mr. MCKINLEY], that 
the Republican party have reduced since then the internal taxes, I will 
say they have been decreased in the present bill and in the present 
tariff. But while it is true that all the taxes which were imposed on 
the various internal and domestic manufactures, except beer, and 
whisky, and tobacco, have been removed, the compensatory duties 
which the gentlemen on the other side put on foreign competing ar- 
ticles have not been reduced, and they do not propose to reduce them. 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that we may have a 
vote on the amendments that have been offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] asks 
unanimous consent that all debate upon the pending paragraph be now 
closed. Is there objection? 

Mr. BAYNE. I object, : 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I object for the purpose of asking a 
question. I desire to know whether the paragraph includes the amend- 
ment offered by me a while ago and read from the Clerk’s desk? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not embrace that amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. Can we have unanimous consent to close the debate 
in ten minutes from this time? 

Mr. BAYNE. ILohject, because there are a number of gentlemen 
here who had no opportunity to discuss this question in the general 
debate, and who now wish to speak upon it. 

Mr. MILLS. We have been four or five hours talking simply about 
the date when this law shall go into effect. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will state that if debate is closed 
upon the pending paragraph the Clerk will then read, beginning with 
line 6 and ending with line 25. That is the paragraph in regard to 
lumber. 

Mr. MILLS. This whole debate has been on the first paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘This whole debate has been on the first five lines. 

Mr. McKINLEY. What is before the committee? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Apams]. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 125, noes 107. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. Tellers are demanded, and the Chair will appoint 
to act as tellers the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] and the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 122, 
noes 83. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 9061) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Appropriations to report back the legislative, executive, and judicial 
appropriation bill with certain amendments for the further action of the 
House, and unless gentlemen desire to be heard upon it I ask that the 
bill be now di of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
ports back from the Committee on Appropriations the bill (H, R. 9377) 
making appropriations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex- 
penses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other pu . 

Mr. PETERS. I reserve all points of order on that bill. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman had better state his point of order 
now. : 

Mr. PETERS. I reserve all points of order. 


* 


Mr. RANDALL. I have no disposition to deprive anybody of any 
rights that he has under the rule. I ask for the reading of the amend- 
ments which I have been instructed to submit. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 59, after “salary of governor,” in line 6, insert $2,600,” 

Mr. PETERS. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point of order that this bill 
must be first considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. In reply I desire to state that not only this bill 
generally but these particular amendments now reported have already - 
been ‘considered in Committee of the Whole; so that the purpose of the 
rule has been carried into effect. 

Mr. PETERS. I desire to be heard on that point. According to the 
Manual, page 142, after a bill has been committed and reported, it 
ought not in an ordinary course to be recommitted; but in cases of im- 
portance, and for special reasons, it is sometimes recommitted, and 
usually to the same committee. If a report be recommitted before 
agreed to in the House (which is the status of this bill) what has 
passed in the committee is of no validity; the whole question is again 
before the committee and a new resolution must be again moved as if 
nothing had passed. 

Now, I take it for granted that this bill comes before this House vir- 
tually de novo, and that the usual point of order can be made against 
it, namely, that, as it provides for an appropriation, it must, under 
the rule, be first considered in Committee of the Whole. It is im- 
material whether or not these amendments have once been considered 
in committee, and agreed to or disagreed to prior to the recommit- 
ment. That, I say, is immaterial, for otherwise a committee of this 
House would have the power within themselves to do away with any 
recommendation that the Committee of the Whole might make to the 
House. When this bill was passed an attempt was made to recommit 
it with instructions. The point of order was made against that, and 
then the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] made the mo- 
tion to recommit virtually without instructions. 

It was recommitted, and now it comes back as a new bill. As stated 
in Jefferson’s Manual, without respect to what action may heretofore 
have been taken upon the bill in Committee of the Whole, it is now 
before the House for consideration just as though it were reported for 
the first time from the Appropriations Committee. I therefore make 
the point of order that this being virtually a new bill, it must be again 
considered in the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Chairman, I always desire to speak with great 
caution when I rely on my memory, but I wish to refer the Chair toa 
decision made, I think, in the last Congress in a case exactly similar to 
this. When thedeficiency appropriation bill, after consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, came betore the House, Mr. REAGAN, then a Rep- 
resentative from Texas, moved to recommit the bill with instructions. 
When it afterward came back a point of order similar to that now pend- 
ing was raised; and the decision was then made that the bill, having 
been once fully considered in Committee of the Whole, the require- 
ment of the rule had been satisfied. 

Mr. REED. That was a recommittal with instructions. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iso stated the fact a moment ago. i 

Mr. REED. This bill was recommitted without instructions. 

Mr. RANDALL. There is no distinction so far as the present ques- 
tion is concerned. ‘This bill comes back in the same relation as when 
it was recommitted. $ 

Mr. PETERS. What was the status of this bill when it eame back 
from the Committee of the Whole and when it was recommitted to the 
Committee on Appropriations? If I remember correctly, it contained 
about twenty-two blanks, perhaps more, Points of order had been made 
upon certain amounts in the bill, some of which were increases of sal- 
aries above the legal compensation and some of which were reductions 
of the legal salary. Those points of order had been sustained, and the 
amounts reported by the Committee on Appropriations were stricken 
out. Motions were made to fill those blanks with the several amounts 
provided by law. Those motions were voted down. Then a motion 
was made that the blanks be filled with the amounts named in the ap- 
propriation bill now in force for the current year. Upon that propo- 
sition a point of order was made and sustained. 

If the present point of order be not well taken, then this House has 
no power to enforce its own action after having expressed itself in Com- 
mittee of the Whole as against filling those blanks with the amounts 
provided by the statute law of the land. In other words, if this bill 
can now be taken up and passed without any opportunity to amend, 
withont any opportunity to fill those blanks, then we place the en- 
tire House in the hands of the Committee on Appropriations. . This 
now comes back as a new bill. We do not know what is in it; we do 
not know how those blanks have been filled. We do not know but 
that they have been filled in direct opposition to the will of the House 
as expressed when it voted down the proposition to fill the blanks with 
the amounts required by the statute law. And there is no opportunity 
to find out how these blanks have been filled or what is the present 
condition of the bill until we go into Committee of the Whole and 
again consider the bill by paragraphs. > 

We cannot go into the room of the Committee on Appropriations and 
ascertain the proceedings they may have taken in connection with each 
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item of this bill. The members of that committee are not permitted 
under the rules of the House to divulge the proceedings of the com- 
mittee. We are powerless to obtain any such information if we de- 
sired to do so. Furthermore, no rule of this House can be so con- 
strued as to place the entire membership on this floor—325 members— 
under the power and dictation of the Committee on Appropriations. 

There are certain blanks in this bill which appeared there after it 
had been considered and in Committee of the Whole. Certain 
statements were made in Committee of the Whole which were after- 
ward found to be incorrect. Amendments were adopted in Committee 
of the Whole and afterward reported to the House with the under- 
standing that certain statements were true; but those statements hav- 
ing been found incorrect, the bill with those incorrect figures in it was 
recommitted. How do we now know but that the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, in now reporting the bill back, have gone entirely con- 
trary to the wishes of a majority of the members of this House? I 
submit, Mr. Speaker, that in consonance with common sense, in, con- 
sonance with justice, in consonance with the rights of each individual 
member on this floor, the bill should be again considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, in the proceedings of this House 
in the last Congress there is a precedent which, in my judgment, ex- 
actly covers the present case. I refer to the action of the House upon 
the river and harbor bill at the second session of the Forty-ninth Con- 

That bill had been considered in Committee of the Whole, and 
at a certain time a proposition was submitted by the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] to recommit the bill to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors with instructions to report a bill of a single section, 
being an appropriation in gross for the whole amount carried in the 
previous bill. That proposition was adopted. When the Committee 
on Rivers and Harbors re-reported the bill to the House Mr. Hepburn, 
then a Representative from Iowa, began a discussion of the report. 
Thereupon, later on the point of order was made to the Speaker [ Mr. 
CARLISLE]. That, in my judgment, was a question exactly on all fours 
with the present one. There was a recommital of the bill substantially 
without instructions, and a new bill was formulated so far as the par- 
ticular item then under consideration was concerned. The ruling of 
the Chair on that occasion was, wi hout doubt the bill was subject to 
the point of order only for the facttit had been waived by entering on 
the discussion of the merits of the amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. T he Chair hopes the gentleman will 
give the reference to that decision. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to say, being the party referred to, the gen- 
tleman is mistaken in his statement of that case. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It may be something else, but the question was 

recisely what I have said. The motion was to strike out the entire 
Bilt and insert, as I remember, and the present occupant of the chair 
on that occasion made the decision. 

The question is whether by reference to the committee reporting a 
bill it can report back a new bill, because if you can do it in reference 
to one matter you can do itin reference to all. Now, can you evade 
the effect of the rule requiring a bill to be considered in the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House by simply reporting back an amendment wip- 
ing out the entire bill and bringing in a new bill from the Committee 
on Appropriations or any other committee of the House? 

Mr. RANDALL, I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, that there is not in 
the bill itself or any amendment of the bill anything whatever that has 
not been considered already in the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. NELSON. Reference has been made to the point of order on the 
river and harbor billof last year. It was made by myself, and the gen- 
tleman has not stated it truly; we had been considering the river and 
harbor bill for several days, and progressed only a page or two. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Just as we have done here in the Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. NELSON. I moved a substitute for the entire bill, which was 
adopted in the Committee of the Whole, and the committee rose and 
reported that substitute to the House. Then the House as a House 
struck it ont and adopted the original bill. The point of order was 
made that my substitute for the entire bill was not in order until the 
whole bill was read. The point was made to the Chair. That was the 
precise question. It has no relevancy to this point, and I have merely 
stated it to get the facts ey before the House. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. When the point of order was raised by the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill against the amendment offered by my col- 
league [Mr. LEHLBACH] proposing a slight increase and a proper one 
to two engineers named in the bill, and certain points of order were 
also made by the Committee on Appropriations against amendments 
eubmitted by myself raising the pay of, in one case one, in another 
case two, laborers employed in the Departments from $360 per year to 
$480, it seemed to me only proper, if the Committee on Appropriations 
were so anxious to have the rules observed, they should be compelled 
to observe those rules themselves. 

These points of order in reference to the salaries named by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania have been so ruled on that I think it has been 
demonstrated to the satisfaction of this House that the rules as con- 


strued and expounded by the occupant of the chair, if insisted upon, 
provide the only way we can complete this bill is by filling the blanks 
with the amounts named in the statute law, and not the amounts named 
by the committee. But I am satisfied the committee do not mean to 
so fill those blanks, for, as I understand, the amendments which the 
chairman is instructed to report and ask concurrence in are of the same 
character as the parts which were originally struck out on the points 
of order in the Committee of the Whole, and are just as obnoxious to a 
point of order. But sup the point is raised and they are ruled 
out of order, the bill will be then recommitted, and again the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will come serenely in with proposals just as 
obnoxious, and no progress in legislation is made, 

These appropriation bills are already farther in arrears than ever 
known before in the history of Congress. During the whole month of 
December this House was in actual session just ten hours and two min- 
utes. This bill should have been properly prepared, passed in accord- 
ance with the rules, and in the hands of the Senate long ago. 

I am satisfied that I ee ee my duty in endeavoring to have 
the committee observe the rules and the law, and I am justas well satis- 
fied the committee mean to observe neither; and I hope now that all 
points of order against the bill will be withdrawn, and that the bill will 
beallowed to go to the Senate without delay, in order that that body may 
act upon it in time for these laborers named in the bill to be paid 
promptly for the first month of the coming fiscal year. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair understands the point of 
order to be withdrawn. . 

Mr. HERMANN. Irenew it. 

Mr. GIFFORD. And I wish to renew it also. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iask unanimous consent to extend the time of 
this day’s session until this matter is disposed of, and that the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] may have an opportunity of in- 
troducing a bill conferring upon General Sheridan the rank of full 


general. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Let that be done now. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania to extend the time until the considera- 
tion of the legislative bill can be completed, and the proposition of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA] acted upon, in relation to 
creating the office of General of the Army? 

Mr. REED. Lhardly think these two propositions should be coupled 
in that way. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the Chair state the proposition again? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is to extend the hour beyond 5 
o’clock, fixed for adjournment, in order to complete the consideration 
of the bill under consideration, and also to enable the gentleman from 
New York to call up for consideration the bill to create the office of 
General of the Army. 

a McKINLEY. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania fix any 
time 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No time has been fixed. 

Mr. RANDALL. In my judgment it will not take over a quarter 
of an hour. 

Mr. McKINLEY. The gentleman suggests that it will take but fif- 
teen minutes. In order to avoid any difficulty I suggest a half hour. 

Mr. BLAND. I think we had better have the time without limit, 
or I shall otherwise object. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Say until both of these measures are through. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia object? 

Mr. SOWDEN. No; but I want the time extended until these two 
measures are finally disposed of. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again ask: Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to con- 
tinue the session until the legislative bill is finally disposed of, and 
also the bill creating the office of general? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

Mr. BLAND. Regular order. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam willing, then, to yield to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SPINOLA] to call up that bill now. 


Mr. ROGERS, I rise to makea privileged report. [Cries of Reg- 
ular order!’’] 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the further con- 


sideration of the legislative appropriation bill. 

Mr. PETERS. Irise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PETERS. Iam informed that some one withdrew the point of 
order I made. I desire to state that I did not withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair stated that the impression 
of the Chair was that the point of order had been withdrawn; but 
thereupon it was renewed by several gentlemen, and was so recognized 
by the Chair. 

Mr. PETERS. I did not withdraw it. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to ask unanimous consent to submit a 
su on to the House. [Cries of Regular order !’’] 


- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The demand for the regular order cuts 
off all requests. ` 


1888. 


Mr. McKINLEY. I desired simply to ask unanimous consent that 
the Sheridan bill be taken up and disposed of before 5 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The regular order has been demanded, 
and the legislative appropriation bill is now before the House. 

Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania state that there is no new 
odie or clause in the bill as it came from the Committee of the 

Whole? 

Mr. RANDALL. I state that there is no matter in the bill that has 
not been considered and acted upon in Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, nor is there in the amendments. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That being so, the Chair is of opin- 
ion—— 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I wish to ask a question for informa- 
tion, whether the amendment reported 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask unanimous consent to present this bill for 
present consideration. [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that the regu- 
lar order has been demanded by several gentlemen, and this appropria- 
tion bill is the regular order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. But will the Speaker hear a proposition ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order having been de- 
manded, the Chair is unable to do anything but recognize the de- 
mand. 

Mr. GOFF. But the gentleman wishes to submit an additional re- 
quest, to which objection may not be made. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is the demand for the regular order 
withdrawn? 

Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order for the purpose of 
getting a decision on the point of order before 5 o’clock, which is now 
near at hand. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to know who the gentleman was that 
demanded the regular order. We have a right to know. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has been demanded by several gen- 
tlemen. 

Mr. SOWDEN. But who was it that objected ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has stated thata number 
of gentlemen demanded it. 

Mr. SOWDEN. I would like to know the name of any one of them. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Krr- 
GORE] objected for one, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
demanded the regular order, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RANDALL] demands the regular order to obtain a ruling upon 
the point of order. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Will the Chair permit me to make a statement of 
a half a minute? [Cries of Regular order !”] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not remember any de- 
cision bearing upon this point of order except one case where there 
had been a recommittal of a bill with instructions, after it had been 
considered in Committee of the Whole, which bill on being reported 
back with a statement from the committee that there was no new mat- 
ter in the bill which had not been considered in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, was admitted for consideration in the House 
and the report was sustained. 

Clause 3, of Rule XXIII, provides: 
S 
of money or property, ete., l be first considered in a Committee of the Whole. 

This bill was considered in Committee of the Whole, as required by 
the rule, and was reported back to the House, A controversy arising 
about some blanks existing in the bill, it was recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. The gentleman from Pennsylvania, chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, now reports it back with the 
statement that no clause or appropriation has been added which was 
not considered in the Committee of the Whole. The rule does not 
provide that it shall have more than one consideration in Committee 
of the Whole. 

To hold now that the rule required this bill to be again considered 
in Committee of the Whole, would make it necessary to go through 
with the entire bill, section by section, in Committee of the Whole, if 
demanded; for it would be impossible to have a part of the bill pend- 
ing in the House and other portions in the committee. The Chair is 
not of opinion that such a proceeding was contemplated by the rule, 
when provision was made that the bill ‘‘shall be first considered in a 
Committee of the Whole,” and thinks that there has been a compli- 
ance with the rule. 

The Chair thinks the statement made by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylyania brings this bill within the decision cited, and overrules the 
point of order, the gentleman having stated that there is no clause or 
provision reported by the committee that has not received considera- 
tion in Committee of the Whole. The Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. PETERS. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia to lay the appeal of the gentleman from Kan- 
sas on the table. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 
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The question being put on ordering the yeas and nays, the Speaker 


pro tempore stated that evidently a sufficient number had arisen. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays and 


demand a division of the House. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o’clock having arrived, 
it is the duty of the Chair to declare that the House stands adjourned 


until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 10269) granting a pension to 
John J. Gorham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH: A bill (H. R. 10270) for the relief of Patrick 
Henry Sohan—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CULBERSON: A bill (H. R. 10271) for the relief of John 
M. Aycock—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOFF: A bill (H. R. 10272) ſq the relief of James M. Week- 
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRANGER: A bill (H. R. 10273) authorizing the President 
of the United States to appoint William Barrymore, of Connecticut, to 
be a junior lieutenant, not in the line of promotion, in the Navy—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 10274) granting a pension to Joseph 
W. Filler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10275) granting a pension to Joseph Hunter, 
M. D.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McADOO: A bill (H. R. 10276) amending an act entitled 
An act granting a pension to Joseph M. Potter,“ approved March 3, 
1887—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10277) to place the name of G. 
W. Cook, of Jackson County, Kentucky, on the muster-roll of Com- 
pany A, Forty-seventh Kentucky Volunteers—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. MATSON: A bill (H. R. 10278) for the relief of Francis M. 
McDonald—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10279) granting a pension to William A. Moore— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WICKHAM: A bill (H. R. 10280) granting a pension to 
Lana Loder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIMES: A bill (H. R. 10281) for the relief of J. S. Miller 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10282) for the relief of William Amis—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


Change in the reference of the following bill, improperly referred, 
was made, namely: 


A bill (H. R. 9832) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary T. Barnes— 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to the Committee on Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. C. H. ALLEN: Petition of John J. Gorham, for a pension— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. M. ALLEN: Petition of Catherine Condra, widow of Louis 
Condra, of Tishomingo County, Mississippi, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, C. 8. BAKER: Petition of Mrs. J. N. Hinolf, heir of S. W. 
Roys, of Savannah, Nebr., for relief—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELDEN: Petition of J. C. Miller and others, of Baldwin- 
ville, N. Y., in favor of adhering to ourpast policy of protection for all 
American productions—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: Memorial of the mayor and other citi- 
zens of San Francisco, Cal., for the passage of a bill for quarantine at 
that place—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr.CARUTH: Paperrelating to the claim of Patrick Henry Sohan, 
for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Petition of 71 citizens of Madison County, Mis- 
souri, for the amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of J. W. V. P. Plummer, 
mayor, and 163 citizens, of Key West, and of L. P. Thompson and 28 
others, citizens of Florida, to increase the duty on stripped tobacco, on 
leaf-tobaceo without stems, to 75 cents per pound—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DAVIS: Petition of J. D. Hathaway and 21 others, citizens 
of Bristol County, Massachusetts, in favor of an amendment to the in- 
terstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. ENLOE: Petition of executor of William P. Tharp, of Ruth- 
erford County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court or 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAYES: Petition for a pension for George R. Wells, of Buf- 
falo, Iowa—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. S. I. HOPKINS: Petition of manufacturers and bankers ot 
Lynchburgh, Va., for the immediate repeal of the tobacco tax—to the 
Committce on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES; Petition of Charles H. McKee and others, citizens 
of Selma, Ala., favoring the Cullom-Breckinridge bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Kivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LEE: Petition of citizens of Fairfax County, Virginia, for 
pure food—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Webster & Co., of Boston, Mass., for 
better postal facilities—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. McCLAMMY: Petition of Hiram Grantham, heir of Needhain 
Grantham, of Sampson County, North Carolina, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAISH: Petition of Henry Alexander, latea private Com- 
pany I, Maryland Volunteer Infantry, fora pension—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of administrator of Ann Latspeich, of Mon- 
roe County, Tennessee, for reference of her claim to the Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHARLES O’NEILL: Petition of C. P. B. Jeffreys, of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. H. O’NEALL: Petition of T. J. Downs and others, fora 
branch of the Soldiers’ Home in Indiana—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. PETERS: Petition of C. A. Haulenbeck and 52 others, of 
McPherson County, Kansas, for an amendment to the interstate-com- 
merce law—to the Committee on Commerce, 

Also, affidavit of Dr. W. W. Speirs, in the case of J. A. Underwood— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of Hudson Harris, and of James B. and 
Joseph B. Abington, of Fayette County, Tennessee, for reference ot 
their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON; Petition of James F. Brooks, and of B. F. 
Reid, guardian heirs of Mary S. Sims, of Rutherford County, Tennes- 
see, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of administrator of John B. Hawkins, of Franklin 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Petition of Joel S. Mansur, heir of Hiram 
Mansur; of Josephine Roberts, heir of Stephen Roberts; and of Susan 
Lee Mansur, heir of George Snizer, of Louisiana, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SENEY: Petition of Findlay (Ohio) Assembly, No. 656, and 

of Tiffin (Ohio) Assembly, No. 2698, Knights of Labor, against civil 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TILLMAN: Petition of John H. Ruddell, executor of Reu- 
ben R. Turner, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TOWNSHEND: Petitionsand affidavits to accompany House 
bill 9947, for the relief of John Morrison—to the Committee on Invalid 


Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of administrator of Joseph A. Al- 
drich, and of Robert T. Sweeney, of Davidson County, Tennessee, for 
reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of N. R. Wilkes, administrator of 
Richard L. Porter, of Maury County, Tennessee, for payment of his 

war claim—to the ‘Committee on War Claims. 

The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 

m of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of Knights of Labor of Pleasanton, Kans. 

By Mr. HERBERT: Of Knights of Labor of Montgomery, Ala. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of Michael Bush and others, of Florence, 


Wis. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Ofcitizens of Orange County, Texas. 

The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the inter- 
nal-revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GRIMES: Of R. G. T. Halley, G. W. Newsom, and other 
citizens of Taylor County, Georgia. 

By Mr. MAISH: Of A. Steward, M. D., and others, of Delta, Pa. 

The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was receiyed and referred 
to the Cammittee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. Mr. HERMANN: Of sundry citizens of Oregon. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 


in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. FINLEY: Of ex-soldiers of Greensburgh, Ky. 

By Mr. MATSON: Of 36 citizens of Staunton, Nebr. 


The following petition for an increase of compensatfon of fourth-class 
postmasters was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads: 

By Mr. HUNTER: Of M. C. Gittings and 63 others, of Gittings, Ky. 


The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. T. J. HENDERSON: Of 131 citizens of Putnam and Lee 
Counties, Illinois. 

By Mr. PAYSON: Of 165 citizens of Iroquois County, Illinois. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of 52 citizens of Elk County, Kansas. 

By Mr. CHARLES STEWART: Of 25 citizens of Harris County, 
Texas. ; 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 1, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented the petition of Charles E. 
French, a citizen of Massachusetts, praying for the passage ofan amend- 
ment to the bill for refunding the public debt that would eliminate the 
fifty-year provision thereof; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Allen County, Kansas, pray- 
ing for the passage of an amendment to the interstate-commerce law 
which will give all fines and penalties collected in prosecutions under 
that law to the complainants; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Ashland, Wis., praying for 
such amendment of the interstate-commerce law as will prevent its 
gross violations as at present by the railroad companies of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of John Pope Hodnett, ** president 
and founder of the United Labor League of America,’ praying to be 
allowed ‘‘permission to carry a deadly weapon on his person both day 
and night in the District of Columbia;“ which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Stroms- 
burgh, Nebr., praying for the passage of the refunding measure for the 
Pacific railroads known as the Outhwaite bill; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on the President’s Message transmitting the Re- 
port of the Pacific Railway Commission. 

Mr. PALMER presented the petition of H. C. Coburn and 36 other 
citizens of Montcalm County, Michigan, praying for an amendment of 
the interstate-commerce law to give the complainants all fines and 
penalties which may be collected in prosecutions under thatlaw; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Thompson Kirby and 58 other 
ex-Union soldiers and sailors, citizens of Ashley, Mich., praying for 
the of the per diem rated service-pension bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HAMPTON presented the petition of J. A. Whitman, M. D., 
and 28 other citizens of Beaufort, S. C., praying for the passage of 
the Platt prohibition bill for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. GRAY presented the petition of John W. B. Killgore and 22 
other citizens of Newport, Del., praying for the passage of the Platt 
bill providing for prohibition in the District of Columbia; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Dunlap Grange, No. 919, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, located at Dunlap, Ill., praying for the 
of the bill to create a department of agriculture with a Cabinet officer 
at its head; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of George B. Durkee and 26 
other citizens of Hansen, Nebr., praying for prohibition in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of John Barsby and about 300 other 
citizens of Nebraska, praying for the passage of the rated service-pen- 
sion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Stromsburgh, 
Nebr., praying fir the passage of the Outhwaite Pacifie Railroad fund- 
ing bill; which was referred to the Select Conimittee on the President’s 
Message roe E the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lpr stort adopted at theannual meet- 
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ing of the Missonri State Medical Association, held at Kansas City, Mo., 
in April, 1888, in regard to epidemic diseases, recommending that ex- 
ternal quarantine measures should be under the: control and direction 
of Federal authority, so as to afford the highest degree of protection to 
the people of this country, and favoring Congressional action looking 
to that end. I move that the resolution be referred to the Committee 
on Epidemic Diseases. y 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR presented the petitionof John J. Gorman, of Billerica, 
Middlesex County, Massachusetts, praying to be allowed a pension; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


ORRIS A. BROWNE. 


Mr. EDMUNDS. Iam instructed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 5859) to remove the polit- 
ical disabilities of Orris A. Browne, of Virginia, to report the same ad- 
versely, with a written report, the ground of the-report being that this 
gentleman at the time he left any connection with the authorities of 
the United States was simply a naval cadet at Annapolis, and the com- 
mittee are clearly of opinion—there can be no doubt about it on ex- 
amining the statutes—that he is not under disabilities now. They were 
removed by the general act of 1871 as to everybody except an enumer- 
ated class of officers of the United States, and this gentleman was not 
an officer either in the Army or the Navy. The committee therefore 
recommend that the bill be-indefinitely postponed for the reason that 
the gentleman is not under any disability whatever. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection; and the report wili be printed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3068) for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary T. Duncan; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
papers on file in the ease, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3067) for the im- 
provement of Rock Creek, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3068) providing 
for the distribution of public documents to depositories and other pub- 
lic libraries; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PALMER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3089) granting pay 
and allowances of a second lieutenant of infantry to Charles L. Jenny; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3070) for the relief of John 
Anthony Orleman and Mary Albina Wilhelmina Orleman; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3071) granting a pension to William 
H. Cummings; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3072) granting a pension to John J. Gor- 
ham; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr, SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 5073) granting a pension to Silas 
G. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
` mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. VOORHEES introduced a bill (S. 3074) for the relief of Nicho- 
las J. Bigley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 3075) to require preference to be 
given to citizens of the States and localities where the mails are to be 
carried in all mail lettings; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL (by request) introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 
88) providing for printing public doenments for sale; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 

Mr. CULLOM submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; 
an was eigen to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
to the bill (H. R. 2952) for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies taken and used by the United States Army, as re 
by the Court of Claims, under the provisions of the act of March 3, 
1883, known as the Bowman act. The amendment provides for an 
appropriation to Sarah E. B. Smith, of Scotland County, Missouri, 
for $337.50, and I accompany it with the findings of fact made by the 
Court of Claims. I move that the amendment be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ELIZA DOUGLASS. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move to reconsider the vote by which the.Senate 
indefinitely postponed the bill (S. 2812) for the relief of Eliza Douglass, 
and that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to; and the bill was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Pensions. 


ANASTASIA ISLAND. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ifthere beno further morning busi- 
ness, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution introduced by the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], coming over from a formerday, which 
will be read. : 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. CALL, 
as follows: 3 

Resolved, That the Attorney-General of the United States is hereby directed 
to report to the Senate whether Anastasia Island. near St. Augustine, Fla. is the 
property of the United States, and whether the whole or any part is covered by 
any nt from Spain which has been confirmed and is recognized as valid by 
the United States under the between Spain and the United States for the 
cession of the provinces of the East and West Floridas made in 1819. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to tho 
resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DAWES. If there is no further morning business, I move to 
take up the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to allow me 
only a few minutes to call up the bill which I gave notice I should ask 
the Senate to consider this morning. 

fot DAWES. Let me get up the appropriation bill, and then I will 
yu 

Mr. BROWN. Very well. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate proeeed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8565) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENTAL STATIONS. 


Mr. BROWN. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Order of Business 1358, House bill 7222. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ia asks nnan- 
imous consent that the pending business be informally laid aside for 
the purpose of considering a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled 
An act to establish agricultural stations in connection with the col- 
leges established in the several States under the provisions of an act 
approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary thereto.” 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BROWN. I have conferred with the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PLUMB], who objected to the bill last evening, and we have agreed on 
certain amendments which I will now propose tg the Senate. 

At the end of line 9 I move to strike out the word “and” and in- 
sert the word ‘‘ but;’’ so as to read: 

5 But that such 2 of the appropriations as may be now due or may 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 10 I move to strike out the word “ that,“ 
before the word “‘such,” and insert the words as to;’’ so as to read: 

But as to such installments of the appropriations, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 11, after the word“ due,“ where it occurs 
the second time, I move to strike out the word “and” and insert the 
word when;' so as to read: 

Or may hereafter become due when the Legislature may not be in session. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BROWN. In line 14, after the word he, I move to strike 
out the word will’’ and insert the word ‘‘shall;’’ so as to read: 

And a dul į 
eee ee e to the Secretary of the Treasury he 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

The PRESIDENT pro tempere. Does the Senator from Georgia de- 
sire a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill and 
amendments? 

Mr. BROWN. I ask that a committee of conference be requested, 
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though I think the House of Representatives will concur in the amend- 
ments. I move that the Senate request a conference with the House 
of Representatives. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. PADDOCK, 
Mr. Brown, and Mr. BLAIR were appointed. 


DISTRICT BELT LINE RAILWAY. 


Mr. HARRIS. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it 
consider at this time Order of Business 1233, Senate bill 1580, I shall 
be absent from the sessions of the Senate for a few days after to-day, 
and would be glad to have this bill considered at this time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee asks 
unanimenus consent that the pending business may be informally laid 
aside for the purpose of considering the bill (S. 1580) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ An act incorporating the Capitol, North O Street and South 
Washington Railway Company.” Is there objection ? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 11, after the words ‘‘ Lou- 
isiana avenue,” to strike out east on Louisiana avenue to Pennsylva- 
nia avenue, diagonally crossing Pennsylvania avenue to Market Space, 
east along Market Space to, and insert north on Ninth street to D 
street northwest, east on D street northwest to;’’ and in line 21, before 
the word street, to strike out Fifth“ and insert ‘‘ Fifteenth,” soas 
to read: 

Second. Beginning at Ninth street northwest and Louisiana avenue, north on 
Ninth street to D street northwest, east on D street northwest to Louisiana ave- 
nue, northeast along Louisiana avenue to Indiana avenue, southeast along In- 
diana avenue to C street northwest to its intersection with C street northeast, 
east along O street, northeast, passing around Stanton square to Eleventh street 
northeast, with the privilege of extending the same on C street to Tennessee 
avenue, northeast on said avenue to Fifteenth street northeast, north along said 

fteenth street to its intersection with Benning Bridge road, after said streets 
and avenue shall have been graded. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, after the words direction 
of the,” at the end of line 3, to strike out ‘‘engineer commissioner ot 
said Board of Commissioners,” and insert commissioners of the Dis- 
trict; ’’ so as to make the section read: 

Sec, 2. That the rails for the said extension shall be approved by the com- 
missioners of the District of 8 and shall be laid under the supervision 
and direction of the commissioners of the District of Columbia. Unless said 
extensions are constructed and the cars run thereon within two years from and 
58 the passage and approval of this act, the authority herein granted shall be 
void. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 3, after the words 
‘thereon the,” to strike out said“ and insert ‘‘ stock of the said;”’ 
in line 5, after the words authorized to,” to strike out “‘increase its 
capital stock in the’? and insert be increased to an amount equal to 
the cost of construction and equipment of said extension and the cost 
of real estate and buildings necessary to the same, not to exceed in the 
aggregate the; and in line 9, after the words sum of,“ to strike out 
„not more than“ and insert ‘‘$250,000;” so as to make the section 
read: 

SEC. 3. That for the purpose of the construction and equipment of said exten- 
sions, the purchase of land and the construction of necessary buildings thereon 
the stock of the said Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway 
Company is hereby authorized to be increased to an amount equal to the cost 
of construction and equipment of said extension and the cost of real estate and 
3 necessary to the same, not to exceed in the aggregate the sum of 

The amendment was agreed to. e 

The next amendment was to add as a new section: 

Sec. 4. That section 3 of the act entitled “An act to amend the charter of the 
Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company,” approved 
March 3, 1881, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. What is the third section of the act referred to? 

Mr. HARRIS. It is in respect of the little detached line from Penn- 

-sylvania avenue to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. By this 
arrangement that detached part becomes a link in the general line of 
the road. The third section of the act of 1881 simply required that 
upon that little short line a higher rate of fare than 2 cents should 
not be charged, but now it becomes a link in the entire line of road, 
and if that section remains a passenger could get on at that point and 
travel all around the city for 2 cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section: 

Src. 5. That all the provisions of the charter of said HURN company as they 


exist at this time shall apply to the extensions herein gran 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. EDMUNDS. Is there any provision in the bill reserving the 
right to alter, amend, or repeal this act? 

Mr. HARRIS. That is in the original charter, but if it is not in 
3 jd not know whether it is in or rot—I have no objection to put- 

git 


Mr. EDMUNDS. I move to add the following as a new section: 

Sec, 6. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate-as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowLEs, 

11 Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following 
ills: A 

A bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choe- 
taw Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark.; and 

A bill (S. 2210) to revive the grade of General in the United States 
Army. 

BENJAMIN T. BAKER. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire rise to morning business? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not. I wish to have a pension bill passed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HARRIS] took ad- 
vantage of my not attending to my own business and gota bill through. 
I do not know that I can yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. BLAIR. I could have made my with the Senator from 
Massachusetts and would not trouble the Senate but for the bill I wish 
to call up being one that seems to appeal with unusually strong rea- 
sons for immediate action. It is the pension case of a very old man 
who is entirely disabled and poor, and who has for a long time been 
taken care of by his wife. She has lately met with an accident and 
both are now entirely helpless. I desire to have the bill make prog- 
ress if possible. I have received a letter in regard to it. Therefore I 
ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration ot 
the bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from New Hampshire? 

By unanimous consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word late,“ to strike out the words a 
seaman,” and insert a quartermaster on the United States steamer 
Spuyten Duyvil;’’ so as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
sion laws, the name of Benjamin T. Baker, late a quartermaster on the United 
States steamer Spuyten Duyvil in the United States Navy, and pay him at the 
rate of $72 per month in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is there any report in that case? 

Mr. BLAIR. Yes, there is a printed report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri de- 
sire to have the report read? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some reason given why this 
pension should be increased to $72 a month. What is the rate he is 
now receiving? 

Mr. BLAIR. He is receiving $24 now, and is entirely helpless. 

Mr. COCKRELL. He will be entitled under the Jaw now to have 
the pension increased to $72 a month in the Pension Office if he is en- 
tirely helpless. 

Mr. BLAIR. He is so entitled upon the facts. I can not say in re- 
gard to what the Pension Office would do. I do not know whether he 
would be considered entitled there or not; but it is a case where I know 
something of the great necessity, of the great disability, and the great 
need. The bill has proceeded thus far, and it is important that there 
should be immediate action. It is like a great many other cases where 
we have made increases. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Here is the question I want to get at: Has not the 
Pension Office ample authority, upon competent evidence showing the 
kind of disability referred to- total disability—to increase this pension 
and allow him $72 per month without any special act of Congress? 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not know whether it has or not. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Is not that the amount allowed for total disa- 
bility ? 

Mr. BLAIR. In some cases they get it and in some cases they do 
not. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The question is, what is the amount allowed by 
law for total disability when it is proved and established in the Pen- 
sion Office? I ask the Senator for information. Iam under the im- 
pression that the law explicitly allows $72 a month for total disability. 

Mr. BLAIR. This is a case which has been examined once or twice 
in the Pension Office, and where the Pension Office has made a rating 
at $24 a month. The evidence has been filed with the Committee of 
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Pensions and carefully examined, and it is the opinion of the commit- 
tee, from the evidence, that the rating should be $72 a month. I do 
not know whether the Pension Office has power, if it sees fit, toallowa 
pension at.the rate of $72 a month, where there is an equal opportu- 
nity—— 

Mr, COCKRELL. I think I know what the law is. I object to the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri calls for 
the Jar order. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Before the regular order is called, I think I can 
relieve this point of embarrassment. 

There are a class of cases which were pensionable at $72 a month by 
the Pension Office under the general law, such as total blindness and 
perhaps one or two other kinds of disability. An attempt was made to 
increase the pension of every person laboring under total disability to 
$72 a month, and that was successful as to the cases that had been ad- 
justed. I had occasion during this session to examine into the case of 
an officer from New York who was laboring under total disability, and 
I found that that act simply fixed the amount of pension to be received 
by those already on the pension-rolls, and did not operate in futuro. The 
consequence is that the kind of case the Senator from New Hampshire 
is representing calls for $50 a month, and that is the highest they can 
go in the office. I had occasion to go over the ground, and in a case of 
total disability under the law (I need not go into an explanation of its 
intricacies, you may rely upon what I say) the best that can be done in 
such a case is $50 a month. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? : 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, Mr. President, I must see the law on that 
question. It will only take a short time for me to hunt up the law. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With the consent of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts I wish to call attention . 

Mr. BLAIR. Unanimous consent was given to the consideration of 
this case. I do not know whether it is now subject to a call for the 
regular order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
any time, 


Is there objection to the further 


An objection can be interposed at 


JAMES B. MITCHELL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. If House bill 615, which I wish to bring to the 
attention of the Senate, is read, and a short reportis read, I have no 
doubt it will pass by unanimous consent, and I am willing to have it 
taken up subject to a call for the regular order. I make the request 
now because the man is in extremity. Iam assured that he is now 
in great need of the small sum of money appropriated by the bill. He 
is very poor. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massachusetts 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. DAWES. Yes, I will yield for fifteen or twenty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If there is any objection to the bill, I will let it 

over. 

E. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 615) for 
the relief of James B. Mitchell 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to James B. Mitchell 
$438 for services as surveyor of customs at the port of Yorktown, Va., 
from September 7, 1882, to January 31, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AARON FRIEDHEIM, 


Mr. DAWES. The Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] has a bill 
which he desires to call up. : 

Mr. BERRY. Ifthe Senator will consent, as it will take but a mo- 
ment, I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 2882) to pay 
Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under the act of March 3, A. D. 
1883. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that the sum of $22.07 shall 
be paid to Aaron Friedheim, of Camden, Ouachita County, Arkansas, 
for the rebate due him under the act of March 3, 1883, of taxes paid 
on tobacco, snuff, cigars, and cigarettes, the claim for which having 
been lost in the transmission thereof. 

Mr. BERRY. This is a bill in which my colleague [Mr. JONES, of 
Arkansas], is specially interested and I have called it up in his behalf. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, and was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. BLAIR. I object, and call for the regular order. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
objects. 
Mr. BERRY. I ask if an objection can be interposed when the bill 


has been before the Senate by unanimous consent and the question is 


upon its e? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. An objection can be interposed at 
any time. 


Mr. BERRY. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire will with- 


draw his objection. 
sion bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. I tried to get a bill through this morning, and an ob- 
jection which went just like a hot iron through the heart of a man’s 
mother was made here, and I feel a little as though when that bill 
could not be considered no other private bill should, because the bill 
I had called up was an act of humanity of the most pressing nature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair must remind the Senator 
that debate is not in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does the Senator suppose that that kind of talk 
will make me withdraw my objection to his bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I say 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. Does the 
Senator from New Hampshire insist on his objection ? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I suppose I had better withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, shall the bill pass? 

‘The bill was passed. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TOWLES, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed 
the enrolled bill (S. 2210) to revive the grade of General in the United 
States Army; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


I surely had nothing to do with stopping his pen- 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The Indian appropriation bill will be 
proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and contingent 
expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipula- 
tions with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1889, and 
for other purposes. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. 

Mr. DAWES. Lask that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with, and that the committee amendments be considered as the read- 
ing of the bill proceeds. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations 
was, in section 1, line 9, before the word agents,“ to strike out ‘* fifty- 
nine” and insert fifty-eight;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

X -eight nts of Indian affai foll — 
. fnateated, patnely. cE rN ie mo aps 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, tostrike out lines 24 and 25, 
as follows: 

At the Nisqually and S'Kokomish agency, at 31,200. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out line 26, as fol- 
lows: 

At the Quinaielt agency, at $1,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 26, to insert: 

At the Payallup (consolidated) agency, embracing Nisqually and S'Kokomish 
and Quinaielt agencies, at $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 96, to reduce the appro- 
priation for pay of agent at the Osage agency *’ from $2,200 to $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 118, to reduce the total 
amount of the appropriation for pay of Indian agents from $89,200 to 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 132,’after the word one,“? 
to strike out ‘‘superintend”’ and insert superintendent;“ and inline 
133, before the word thousand,“ to strike out three“ and insert 
t four; ” so as to make the clause read: 

Pay of one superintendent of Indian schools, $4,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the appropriations for ‘fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with and support of Indian tribes,” in section 1, after line 
339, to insert: 

For payment of the balance of principal and interest of Kaw or Kansas In- 
dian scrip, pursuant to the provisions of the Indian appropriation act for the 
year ending June 30, 1886, approved March 3, 1885, $65,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to be paid out of the sum of $200,000 accruing to said In- 
dians for cession of lands under article 2 of treaty entered into by said tribe 
with the United States, dated January 14, 1846, and to be immediately available: 


Provided, That the proceeds of sales of Kansas Indian lands realized 3 
shall be applied to reimbursement of the said fund of $200,000 of the amo 


paid out under this appropriation. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 399, to insert as a 
head-line ‘‘ Miamies of Eel River;’’ and at the beginning of line 401 
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to strike out Fulſilling treaties with Miamies of Eel River;““ 


Miamies of Eel River: 

This amount to be paid per capita to the Miamies of Eel River, being in full 
ofall demands under their treaties with the United States dated August 3, 1795, 
August 23, 18u5, and September 30, 1809, $22,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 438, to strike out 
the following clause: ; 


Omahas: 

For sixth of twelve installments, being last series, in moneys or otherwise, 
per fourth article of treaty of March 16, 1854, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 529, to insert as a 
head-line Pottawatomies of Huron;’’ and at the beginning of line 536 
to strike out Fulfilling treaties with Pottawatomies of Huron;’’ so 
as to make the clause read: 


Pottawatomies of Huron: 
This amouut to be paid per capita to the Pottawatomies of Huron, being in 
full for the permanent annuity, in money or otherwise, guarantied to them un- 
der the second article of treaty dated November 17, 1807, 35,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with and support of ‘*Quapaws,’’ in section 1, line 538, 
after the word ‘‘education,’’ to insert during the pleasure of the 
President;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Quapaws: 

For education, during the pleasure of the President, per third article of treaty 
of May 13, 1533, SI. O00. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with and support of ‘‘Shoshones and Bannocks,’’ in sec- 
tion 1, line 665, before the word article,“ to insert eighth;“ so as 
to make the clause read: 

For pay of second blacksmith, and such iron and steel and other materials as 
may be required, per eighth article of the same treaty, £1,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with and support of Sioux of different tribes, including 
Santee Sioux of Nebraska,” in section 1, line 694, after the words ** per 
head for,” to strike out eight thousand persons roaming“ and in- 
sert such persons as roam and hunt, as per tenth article of same 
treaty;”’ in line 696, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
‘eighty’? and insert ‘‘fifty;’? and in the same line, after the word 
t dollars,” to insert or so much thereof as may be necessary;’’ so as 
to make the clause read: 


For nineteenth of thirty installments, to purchase such articles as may be 
considered proper by the Secretary of the Interior, at $10 per head, for such per- 
sons as roam and hunt, as per tenth article of same treaty, $50,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, before the word“ persons,” 
in line 701, to strike out three thousand five hundred;“ in the same 
line, after the word “agriculture,” to insert“ as per tenth article of 

same treaty ;’? in line 702, before the word ‘‘thousand,’’ to strike ont 
‘seventy ’? and insert “one hundred;’’ and in the same line, after the 
word dollars,“ to insert or so much thereof as may be necessary ;’’ 
so as to make the clause read: 


For nineteenth of thirty installments, to purchase such articles as may be con- 

sidered proper by the Secretary of the Interior, at $20 per head, for persons en- 

in agriculture, as per tenth article of same treaty, $100,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 716, after the word ‘‘dol- 
Jars,” to strike out the semicolon and insert a colon, and after the colon 
to insert: 

Provided, That this sum shall include transportation of suppliesfrom the ter- 


mination of railroad or steam-boat transportation; and in this service Indians 
shall be employed wherever practicable. 


So as to make the clause read: 


For subsistence of the Sioux, and for purposes of their civilization, as per 
ement ratified by act of Con approved February 28, 1877, $1,000,000: 
Provided, That this sum shall include transportation of supplies from the ter- 
is service Indians 


mination of railroad or steam-boat transportation; and in 
shall be employed wherever practicable. 


The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 734, to insert as a 
head-line, Sioux, Medawakanton band; in line 737, before the word 
„band,“ to strike out Medwakanton ”’ and insert Medawakanton;” 
in line 743, after the word ‘‘lands,’’ to strike out and in making im- 
provements thereon;’’ and in line 748, before the word ‘‘thousand,” 
to strike out two“ and insert one; soas to make the clause read: 

For the support of the full-blood Indians in Minnesota, belongingto the Meda- 
wakanton band of Sioux Indians, who bave resided in said State s.nce the 24h 
day of May, A. D. 1886, and severed their tribal relations, $20,000, to be expended 
by the Secretary of the Interior in the purchase, iu sucu manner as in his judg- 
went he may deem best, of agricultural implements, cattle, horses, and lands: 
Provided, That of this amount the Secretary, if he may deem it for the best in- 
terests of said Indians, may cause to be erected for the use of the said Indians 
at the most suitable location, a school-house, at a cost not exceeding $1,000: And 
provided also, That he may appoint a suitable person to make the above-men- 
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of this appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. = 

The next amendment was, under the head of miscellaneous sup- 
ports,” in section 1, to strike out lines 817 and 818, as follows: 

For subsistence and civilization of the Assinaboines in Montana, including 
pay of employés, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 819 to line 821, inclusive, as follows: , 

For support, education, and civilization of Blackfeet, Bloods, and Picgans 
including pay of employés, $70,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 854 to line 856, inclusive, as follows: 

For support and civilization of the Gros Ventres in Montana, and for pay ol 
employés, $30,000. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clatse from 
line 866 to line 875, inclusive, as follows: 

Support of Indians of Fort Peck agency: For this amount, to be expended in 
such goods, provisions. and other uselul articles asthe President may, from time 
to time, determine, in instructing in agricultural and mecbanical pursuits, pro- 
viding employés, educating children, procuring medicine and medical attend- 
ance, care for and support of the aged, sick, and infirm, for the helpless orphans 
of said Indians. and in any respect to promote their civilization, comfort, and 
improvement, $100,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 901, after the word ‘‘ em- 
ployés,’? to strike out ‘‘and material for houses, fifteen thousand,“ and 
insert seven thousand five hundred;’’ so as to make the clause read: 


For support and civilization of the Navajo Indians, including pay of employés, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 902, to insert: 

For continuing the work of constructing ditebes and reservoirs for the Navajo 
Indians, and for the purchase, maintenance, and operation of a portable ssw- 
mil for the use of said Indians, and for the purchase of nails and such other 
necessary materials as can not be obtained by the Indians for houses to be con- 
structed by them, $15,000, to be taken from the funds now in the Treasury be- 
longing to said Indians, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 921, to insert: 

For support and education of the Seminole and Creek Indians in Florida, for 
the erection and furnishing of a school-house, for the employment of teachers, 
and for the purchase of seeds and agricultural implements and other necessary 
articles, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 45, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out: 

The various amounts appropriated in this act for the support, maintenance, 
civilization, pay of employes, ete., of the Indians in Montana receiving rations 
at Fort Peck, Fort Belknap, and Biackfeet agencies, respectively, shall not be 
expended, provided the several agreements made with them by the agents of 
the United States in December, 188). and January and February, 1857, be ratified 
by Congress. The first installment stipulated in said agreements to take the 
pase of said appropriations, ` 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for general inci- 
dental expenses of the Indian service,” in section 1, at the beginning 
of line 957, to strike out general“ and insert ‘‘ incidental expenses 
of Indian service in Arizona: For general ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in Arizona: For general incidental ex- 

nses of Indian service, including traveling expenses of ageuts, in Arizona, 

000; for the support and civilization of Indians ab tlie Colorado River, Pima, 
and Maricopa and Moqnis Pueblo agencies, $8,000; and pay of employés at same 
agencies, $8,000; in all, $20,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 5 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 970, after the word *' car- 
penter,” to insert (for Hoopa Valley Agency); ™ so as to make the 
clause read: 

Incidental expenses of Indian service in California: For general incidental ex- 
penses of the Indian service, including traveling expenses of agents, in Califor- 
nia, and support and civilization of Indians at the Round Valley, Hoopa Valley, 
Tule River, and Mission agencies, $18,000; and pay of employés, including one 
carpenter (for Hoopa Valley Agency), at same agencies, $9,000; in all, $27,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed and continued the reading of the bill to the 
end of the following paragraph, under the head of Miscellaneous :’’ 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to employ practical farmers, in addition 
to the agency farmers now employed. at wages not exceeding $75 each per month, 
to superintend and direct farming among such Indians as are making effort for 
sel/support, $50,000; and no person shall be employed as such farmer who has 
not been for at least five years previous to such employment practically engaged 
in the occupation of farming. 

Mr. JONES, of Arkansas. I move to amend that paragraph by 
adding words which I offer with the approval of the committee, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been customary to go through 
with committee amendments first. The reading of the bill will pro- 


The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
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ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, under the 
head of Miscellaneous,” to strike out lines 1041 and 1042, as follows: 

For the payment of salaries of judges of Indian courts, $5,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 
Forcompensation of judges of Indian cou 
time to time by the Secretary of the Interior, 

be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1063, after the word 
‘‘severalty,” to insert in accordance with treaty stipulation; and 
in line 1065, before the word thousand.“ to strike out ‘‘twenty-five”’ 
and insert ten;“ so as to make the clause read: 

For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations and of lands to be alloted 
to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, in accordance with treaty sti 
ulation, to be expended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the 
rection of tue Secretary of the Interior, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1068, after the words 
“surveying and allotting Indian reservations (reimbursable), to 
strike out the words: f 

For pay of special agents, and necessary expenses to carry out the provisions 
of section 3 of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for 
the allotment of lands in severaity to Indians on the various reservations, and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories 
over the Indians. and for other purposes,” $35,000; $10,000 of which sum shall be 
immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1076, to strike out: 

For surveys and resurveys under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 8, 1837, to be repaid proportionately out of the proceeds of the 
sales of such lands as may be acquired from the Indians under the provisions 
of said act, $75,000; in all, $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1082, to insert: 

To enable the President to complete the work already undertaken and com- 
menced under the third section of the act of February 8, 1887, entitled “An act 
to provide for the allotment of lands in severally to Indians on the various res- 
ervalions, and to extend the protection of the laws of the United states and the 
Territories over the Indians, and for other p . including the delivery to 


the Indians entitled thereunder of the trust patents authorized under said act, 
$10,000, to be immediately available. 


Mr. DAWES. I move to amend that amendment by inserting, after 
the word ‘‘including,’’ in line 1090, the words: 

Necessary clerical work incident thereto in the field and in the office of Indian 
Affairs, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, after line 1092, to insert: 

To enable the President to cause, under the provisions of the act of February 
8, 187, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment of lands in severalty to In- 
dians on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of the laws of 
the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes,” 
such Indian reservations as in his judgment are advantageous for agricultural 
and grazing purposes to be surveyed or resurveyed for the purposes of said act, 
and to complete the allotment of the same and delivery of trust patents under 
said act, $3,000. And no survey or resurvey shall be ordered or commenced 


upon any reservation unless the entire allotment upon such reservation and 
the delivery of trust patents therein can be completed under this appropriation. 


Mr. DAWES. I offer from the committee an amendment to come 
in immediately after the word same,“ in line 1102, as follows: 

Including the necessary clerical work incident thereto in the field and in the 
office of Indian Affairs. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. Also after the word patents,“ in the same line, I 
move to insert: 

So far as allotments shall have been selected. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. In line 1105 I move to strike out the word entire 
and add the letter s to the word ‘‘ allotment,’’ so as to read allot- 
ments; so as to make the clause read: 


And no survey or resurvey shall be ordered or commenced upon any reserva- 
tion unless the allotments upon such reservation and the delivery of trust pat- 
ents therein can be com pleted under this appropriation, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to 

Mr. DAWES. After the word reservation,“ in 
to insert the words so selected.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 1, after line 1107, to insert: 

For this amount, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior ia aiding Indians who have taken land in severalty under the act of 
February S. IN. entitled “An act to provide fur the allotment of lands in sev- 
eralty to Ind ans on the various reservations, and to extend the protection of 
the laws of the United States and the Territories over the Indians, and for other 

ürposes,™ to establish themselves in homes thereon. to procure seed, farming 

Seo and other things necessary, in addition to means already provided 
by Ww or treaty, for the coumencemeut of farming, 80.000. Thesmounts pro- 
vided for in the three preceding paragraphs shall be repaid to the Treasury pro- 
portionately out of the proceeds of the sales of such lauds, if any,as may be ac- 


atsuch rate as may be fixed from 
000, or so much thereof as may 


* ‘ 


line 1105, I move 


quired from the Indians under the provisions of the aforesaid act. And a ro 

in detail of the expenditures made to December | next, under the appro: 

provided by said paragraphs, shall be made to Congress at the commencement 

of the next session. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1141, to insert: 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay Charles F. Larrabee for services 

rendered as d ing officer of the commission appointed May 15, 1836, to ne- 

gotiate with certain tribes and bands of Indians in Minnesota, by reason of 

2 — service he was required to give a bend and to incur extra responsibility, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1148, to insert: 

To pay Shirley C. Ward, of Los Angeles, Cal., for his services to date as spe- 

cial attorney forthe Mission Indians of Southern California, under appointment 

2 — 8 Attorney-General, made at the request of the Secretary of the Interior, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1153, to insert: 


For payment to Anna Adamson the equivalent of five months’ salary asa 
teacher: at the Indian school atthe Mission indian agency, California, $300. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1156, to insert: 
For this amonnt, to be paid to Wallace W. Rollins and Otis F. 8 be- 
ing in full payment of the amount of their claim against the Eastern dof 
Cherokee Indians in North Carolina, found by the Court of Claims, in 

mental case No. 18, Senate Executive Document No. 158, Fiftieth Congress. first 
session, to be due them for services rendered under their contract of May 15, 
1874, with same Indians, $10,176.77. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1167, to insert: 


For the construction of a bridge across the Big Wind River, on the Wind 
River Indian reservation, in the Territory of Wyoming, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior, upon plans and specifications to be 1 
pna, $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately ay: 
Able. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1173, to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to purchase, u such terms and con- 
ditions as he may deem just and proper, a tract of land at or in the vicinity of 
the Dalles of the Columbia River, in Oregon, of sufficient area and in such lo- 
cality as to afford suitable facilities for the Indians of the Warm Springs reser- 
vation to take fish in said river, and to properly cure the same, said land to be 
held by the United States in trust for the use and benefit of said Indians, $3,000, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1183, to insert: 
For the purpose of enabling the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with the 
ur d’Aleve tribe of Indians for the purchase and rc lease by said tribe of such 
portions of its reservation as such tribe shali consent to sell, on such terms and 
conditions as shall be considered just and equitable between the United States 
and said tribe of Indians, which purchase shall not be complete until ratified by 
Congress, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. / 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations For support of 
schools,“ in section 1, to strike out the clause from line 1194 to line 
1198, inclusive, as follows: 

Support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational pur- 
not hereinafter provided for, for construction and repair of school build- 
ngs, and for purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, goats, swine, and so forth, for 
schools, S725. 000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, $685,000; for the construction and repair 
of school buildings, $55,000; and for purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, and swine 
for schools, $10,000; in all, $750,000: Provided, ‘That the entire cost of any board- 
ing-school building to be built from the moneys appropriated hereby, including 
furniture, shall not exceed $10,000, and the entire cost of any day-school build- 
ing to be so built shall not exceed $6.0. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1216, after the word 
Pennsylvania,“ to strike out and for transportation of pupils to 
and from said school” and to insert at not exceeding $167 for each 
pupil;”’ so as to make the clause read: ` 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not 

$167 for each pupil, $80,000. : “a 
The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1222, before the word 
thousand,“ to strike out fifteen“ and insert ‘‘eighteen;’’ so as to 
make the clause read: 

For the purpose of erecting, constructing, and completing additional school- 
rooms, according to plans and specifications to be approved by the Secretary of 
the Interior, $18,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1224, after the word 
“all,” at the close of the appropriations for the Indian industrial 
school at Carlisle, Pa., to strike out ninety-six and insert “‘ ninety- 
mine;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

In all, $99,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1227, after the word 
“each,” to strike out the semicolon and insert a comma; and, in line 
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1229, after the word school,“ to insert at $1,500;’’so as to make 
the clause read: 

For support of Indian pupils, at $175 per annum cach, at Indian school at 
Chilocco, Indian Territory (formerly near Arkansas City), and for pay of super- 
intendent of said school, at $1,500, $32,125. 

The amendment was agreed to. a Beta 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1234, after the word 
“school,” to insert at 81,500; and in line 1236, after the word Ne- 
braska,’’ to insert not exceeding $5,000 in all;’’ so as to make the 
clause read: 

For support of Indian pupils, at $175 per annum each, and for pay of superin- 
tendent of school, at $1,500, at Genoa, Nebr.; heating apparatus, repairs, and 
erection of buildings at Indian school, Genoa, Nebr., not exceeding $5,000; in 
all, $36,250. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1238, to insert: 

For support of Indian pupils, at $175 per annum each, and for n re- 

irs to building and 3 and ſor pay of superintendent, at $1,500, at the 

ndian school at Grand Junction, Colo., in addition to the sum authorized to be 
expended under the Ute agreement, approved June 15, 1880, from Ute interest 
money, $10,000; and Indian pupils, other than children of Ute Indians#may be 
allowed in said school, in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1252, to insert: 

To defray the expenses of transporting to and from the school at Hampton, 
Va., Indian pupils to be educated and supported thereat, without charge to the 
Government, $1,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1261, after the word 
„school,“ to insert at $2,000;’? so as to make the clause read: 


For support and education of four hundred and fifty Indian pupils, at $175 per 
annum each, necessary outbuildings, repairs, and gether Y at the Indian school 
po Er oa Kans., and for pay of superintendent of said school, at $2,000, $85,- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1266, after the word 
necessary,“ to strike out: 

And to secure additional and better water accommodations for the use of such 
school and the farm connected therewith, the further sum of $4,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; in all, $97,000. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For the repair and improvement of the 
Lawrence to such schoo. |, $7,500, or so much 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1270, to insert— 

For the purpose of securing additional and better water supply for the use of 
such school, the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to contract with the 
Lawrence Water Works Company for such supply fora period not exceeding 
five years, and for the payment on acconnt thereof for the fiscal year 1889 the 
sum of $1,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated ; 
in all, $94,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1290, after the word 
“sixty,” to strike out Indians, pupils, and insert Indian pupils;”’ 
so as to make the clause read: 

For support of sixty Indian pupils at White’s Manual Labor Institute of Wa- 
bash, Indy including transportation, $10,020. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 1297, after the word 
€ school,” to insert at $1,500 ;’’ so as to make the clause read: 

For support of two hundred Indian pupils at $175 per annum each; necessary 
outbuildings, repairs, and fencing at the Indian school at Salem, Oregon (tor- 
merly Forest Grove School), and for pay of the superintendent of said school, 
at $1,500, $36,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, to strike out the clause from 
line 1318 to line 1321, inclusive. as follows: 

For the support and education of Indian pupils of both sexes at day and in- 
dustrial schools in Alaska, $20,000; this to be expended under the supervision 
and control of the Bureau of Education. 

Mr. HOAR. I think it will be interesting to the public, and es- 
pecially to the persons engaged in the humane cause of Indian educa- 
tion, in which my friend and colleague has been so eminently a leader 
in this country for a good while, if he will make publicly the statement 
he has made to me in private, in regard tothe purposes and the policy 
of his committee in reference to dealing with education in Alaska. 

Mr. DAWES. The proposition to strike out this appropriation for 
Alaska did not arise in the committee from any disposition to limit the 
expenditures for the cause of education within that Territory; but it 
is very difficult to distinguish in Alaska those who go by the name of 
Indians, and those Aleuts and others who need education, and there has 
been from year to year an appropriation of $20,000 or $25,000 in the 
sundry civil bill for the purposes of education generally in Alaska, to 
be expended under the direction of the Bureau of Education. 

Tn this bill there came from the other branch an appropriation of 
$20,000 for Indian pupils in Alaska, to be expended under the super- 
vision and contro] of the Bureau of Education,and not under the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs. It was thought best to put both the 3 
together under the control of the Bureau of Education and have them 
in the sundry civil bill. If the Senate should be willing to increase 


n-· road leading from the city of 
ereof as may be necessary, 


not only this amount, but the aggregate of the two when that bill comes 
up, I do not think that the Committee on Appropriations would be mis- 
represented by a statement on my part that they would desire to see 
all the expenditure of money toward education in Alaska that can be 
usefully and profitably used in that line. l 

Mr. HOAR. Can my colleague state at this moment about the num- 
ber of persons in Alaska of shool who require the aid and support! 
of the Government for their education? | 

Mr. DAWES. Iam unable to give the precise number of pupils, but 
there are several private schools supported by the Presbyterian church, 
and Mr. Sheldon Jackson is superintendent of those schools as well as 
superintendent of the expenditure of the Government money. They 
have, I should think, six or seven schools at different points in Alaska, 
but the precise number of pupils and the progress that has been made 
I am unable to state at this time. | 

Mr. HOAR. It seems rather out of place in this presence to say, 
anything about Indian education upon a bill which is under the charge 
of my colleague; but I suppose it is well known to the Senate—it cer- 
tainly is very well known to him—that the attention of humane and 
charitable persons throughout the country is now being especially called 
to the condition of things in the Territory of Alaska. : 

It has been growing in public interest for many years. Itis un-, 
doubtedly true that the condition of things in that Territory is still a 
great reproach to the American nation. There are ms who are’ 
growing up and will grow up in barbarism, in one of the lowest and 
worst forms of barbarism, among the nations of those Northwestern re- 
gions. A tribe was brought over to our territory from British Colum- 
bia very recently who had been rescued from a very gross and horrible 
form of cannibalism to the glory of the missionary whose name, Duncan, 
is fresh in the memory of the public. t 

Now I believe, as I had the honor to say five or six years ago in re- 
gard to the general question of Indian education, that the expenditure 
for education in Alaska ought only to be limited by the amount that' 
could be profitably employed. Of course the establishment of schools, 
the instruction and preparation of teachers, and the sentiment among 
the persons to be instructed must all be a matter of somewhat slow, 
growth; and to hurry a vast expenditure of money before the time has 
come to make it would be a wasteful use of the purpose that persons 
who have Indian education at heart have in view. 

But making allowance for that, it would be better for us to expend 
$10,000,000 a year for the next ten years in taking every Indian child 
in this country of school age and giving him instruction in certainly 
the ordinary employments of civilization. Then you have had every 
Indian youth who has grown up under the influence of this education, 
and let them take care of themselves like others, and in the end we should 
save by an expenditure of this kind, to say nothing of Indian wars, in 
Indian support, more than it would cost. But of course an expendi- 
ture of that kind would be utterly wasteful if undertaken now, and I 
suppose the same principle applies to Alaska. 

I hope the committee and the Senate will be prepared to adopt the 
advice which my colleague has su would be given by him; that 
is, to go as far in that direction as the limits of profitable expenditure 
for the present year. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MANDERSON in the chair). The 
question is on the amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to 
strike ont the clause. 

Mr. BLAIR. The subject commented on by the Senators from Mas- 
sachusetts is an important one. I am unaware that there is any accu- 
rate information as to the number of pupils in Alaska, but there must 
be not far from ten or eleven thousand there who are in need of the 
means of education, and whoare without the opportunity of obtaining 
it except as it is furnished by the Government of the United States, 
not only with regard to money, but with regard to teachers themselves. 

I have not observed the amount of the appropriation proposed in this 
bill, but always hitherto the amount has been too meager for the ne- 
cessities, and I do not apprehend there is special danger that there 
will be any error in the direction of excess. 

The number of Indians in the country, I believe, is not far from a 
quarter of a million, and the suggestion of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar] that an annual expenditure of $10,000,000 of money 
for their industrial and other education, in fact for the purpose of sub- 
jecting them to the processes of civilization efficiently and for a compar- 
atively brief period of time, would be true economy, is of course a 
proposition which can not be controverted, and it seems not start- 
ling to us when we contemplate the application of that amount of 
money to the rescue of the Indians from their present condition. We 
know we shall save money by doing it. We know the cost of Indian 
wars, and we know that the support we give the Indians in the future, 
even if the future should be only a time of peace, would cost us more 
than this proposed investment of the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
yet while we are thus reasonable and thus inclined to be conservatively 
benevolent and economically generous for our own sake and for their} 
sakes in regard to a suggestion like this, we hesitate and we fail utterly; 
às a Congress to meet the glaring and inly a thousand-told more, 
pressing necessity arising from the fact that some six or seven millions 
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of our own race and of another race that is closer to us than the Indian 
are under equal necessity of national assistance. 

I think that some of the benevolent feeling which we properly ex- 
pend upon the Indian might properly be concentrated, or at least if not 
that feelings like feeling be concentrated upon our own flesh and blood. 

I have a communication sent me by a prominent Indian woman who 
was a delegate to the recent convention of women held in this city, in 
whichshe writes from her standpoint. She is adescendant ofa Mohawk 
chief, She writes me from her standpoint upon the Indian problem. 
I think there is so much of what she says that it would be worth while 
for Congress to consider, that I shall ask the Secretary to read her let- 
ter which I send to the desk. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

KALAMAZOO, Micn,, April 16, 1888. 


I was requested, while in Washington attending the International Council of 
Women, to write in regard to the education of my people, what I thought of 
iheir past treatment, etc. First treat the Indians honorably, and truthfully 
do as you promise, and you will never have need to do more than that. The 
Indian problem will be forever solved. The Indians are not paupers. They 
have enough moneyin the Government to educate themselyes, Why, then, 
this neglect to the tful owners of the country? The Indian knows the white 
man to be untruthful. He has had nothing in return for all he has given but 
broken treaties from time immemorial. Roger Williams and Penn treated the 
Indians honorably, and in turn the Indians honored and loved them. 
we want for our people is an education by vesting them with individual rights 


of property and have them live by their own labor. Individual rights are re- 
quired to develop individual citizenship. It is nonsense to attem 8 
oca! 


civilization by providing for the red men in tribal life. —, must 
as individuals and families and made to feel the responsibility of distinctive 


efforts, 

The presiding defects in your Indian puio are that you have merely estab- 
lished almshouses, where you have graduated helpless paupers. You chan; 
the mode of the red man’s existence, but you gave him nothing in place of w. 
he had lost. He had hunted and fished fora living before you took him in 
hand. When game was exhausted in one section or the fishing gave out he 
sought another. You gave him a portion of land and told him he might traverse 
it at will, but over its boundaries he must not set his foot. You provided for 
his wants in a measure as compensation ſor preseribing his territory. Constant 
hunting, the encroachments of civilization, and a variety of causes soon left 
him no work. As one illustration, the water was so much raised at different 
lakes and rivers by the building of dams that the Indians could not catch any 
fish, their chief sustenance. Hundreds and thousands of Indians were wronged, 
deprived of their rights by the construction of those dams, since these dams, 
for reservoir purposes, were built at the headwaters of the Mississippi. 

The Red Lake, Leach Lake, and Winnebagoshish Indians have suffered every 
pn by the loss of their fish, wild rice, and other crops. Indian history has 

en 9 3 = has been Ewe = —— 3 an have 
perpet y taken away privileges granted to the o: nal people o is con- 
tinent, You have condemned them because they could not grasp at once 
the idea of your givilization, and because they did not understand your condi- 
tion to be more desirable than their own mode of life. You have regarded ita 
hopeless undertaking to make the Indian anything but a wild man of the 
forest. You have considered that his extermination was inevitable. Now, in 
Canada ever bince 1857 or 1858 Parliament has been trying by various acts and 
amendments to enfranchise our Indians and gradually confer on them full 
rights of citizenship, but with such indifferent succes, that the efforts heretofore 
made may be said to have been entire failures. Why have these efforts failed? 
Simply because Parliament has, in every instance, nat the wrong end. 
Every enfranchisement act in the past has made it a condition precedent for 
an Indian to obtain the right to vote that he should practically abandon his 
people, anena them from himself, and destroy any influence he might have 
among them. 

A ee necessary: It is urged that only those Indians who thus become en- 

* franchi should be given a vote and none other. 

Surely nearly thirty years’ experience of such a policy would in the future con- 
tinue to be as barren of any good tothe Indians as in the past. Our Indiansin 
Canada, I eee submit. are as oare of exercising the right of franchise 
intelligently as are the majority of the farmersin that or any other country. 

Qualifications of Indians: Let me briefly put before you the qualifications of 
some of these people with a right of franchise: Take first the Mohawks, of the 
Bay of Quinte reservation; Chief Samson Green has afarm near Deseronto, on 
which he resides, consisting of about 80 acres of land under cultivation. Chief 
Cornelius Maricle and the Lofts and others own a hundred acres apiece under 

cultivation. These Indians are fairly educated and are intelligent. sober, 
dustrious men. They are but types of scores of other Indians upon that re- 
serve. If yougoto the Grand River reservation you will find scores of Indians, 
such as the Garlows, Martins, Styers, Hills, Johnstons, and Smiths, that are 
equally intelligent, 3 pane and who are living each upon his farm in 
comfortable frame and brick houses, raising thousands of bushels of grain and 
farm produce each year, and thus 3 the wealth of the country. 

Indians as rate-payers: These are the Indians that have been denied so long 
the right of franchise. Let it be clearly understood that both these reservations 
are surveyed and divided into farms of 100 acres each; that these farms are not 
held in common, but are regarded by the Indians as the individual roperty of 
the occupants thereof, just as much as if held in fee-simple, and that in this 
country some own over 50 acres, others 100, and still others 200 acres cr more; 
that the Indians themselyes maintain the roads and bridges; that at the Bay 
of Quinte reserve the Mohawks maintain three common schools on the reserve; 
that they themselves pay the stipend of their clergyman; that at the Grand 
River reserve there are some twelve or fourteen public schools, all taught by 
native teachers, and one indu: school, which are maintained in part by 
the Indians and in part by the New England * The six nations gave 
out of their own funds over a pif ps thousand dollars to the Grand River 
Navigation Company; thatthey subscribed liberally to bridges built near their 
reservation, and in other ways have assisted to develop thecountry, and above 
all the Government does not contribute one cent for their 8 and main- 
tenance, More than that, I believe some of the officers of the Indian Depart- 
ment at Ottawa are paid not out of the funds of the Government, but of the 
funds ofthe Indians ves. In other words, these Indians are taxed to pay 
not only local and municipal charges, but also pay a part of the expenses in con- 
nection with the Government machinery at Ottawa. The Indians in Canada 
were given a vote for the first time in 1886. As far as I know at present all are 


prosperous, 

The Indians of the United States are really in a deplorable condition. Why 
is this neglect to the rightful owners of the country? You asa nation have 
looked after the n and in a measure redeemed some of the wrongs they 
have suffered. But the first peopleof the country have been driven from pillar 
to post, neg Lask you as a nation toat least give the Indians their rights 
to an education. I us no wrong, but 


believe that Congress asa y wishes 
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nevertheless great wrongs are done. Some of them never can be righted. One 


of the greatest wrongs is the introduction of the fire-water among my people. 
I appeal to you asa nation to see the Indians are educated. Send less theol 

among them and more true Christianity. If you understand the Indians right 
you would have no trouble with them. Send honest pS le if you have any 
among you. An Indian loves honor and truth, but desp) deceit, Native 
teachers should be furnished their schools, There area great many Indian 
teachers in Canada as well as the United States that ought to be employed. 
The Indians are perfectly capable to fill any position in life when educated, I 
believe all were satisfied in Washington whom I talked with that I at least, as 
an Indian, was capable of conversing with all whom I met there, and when I 
tell you when I was eight years of agel could not understand one word of Eng- 
lish, My education was all received in Canada, but my travels and observation 
has been worth more to me. Ina measure I have educated myself. Give the 
Indians a chance of an education and you will have reason to feel proud of 
them. You would have no more use for the United States troops that are held 
at the different agencies and of less expense to the Government, We have 
great reasons to be proud. We are Indians. We have never been known to 
manufacture alcoholic drinks to destroy body and soul; neither have we lan- 
guage to take God's name in vain. 

Respectfully, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in section 1, after line 
1329, to insert: 

For the purpose of constructing and completing suitable school buildings for 
an Indian industrial school, to be located at some point in O y County, in 
the State of Nevada, upon lands previously donated to the Government of not 
less than 200 acres in extent,and of such character and location as shall be 
deemed most suitable for the purpose by the Secretary of the Interior, upon 
plans and specifications to be approved by him, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, after line 1347, to insert: 

That in the expenditure of any money appropriated in this act for any of the 
purposes of education of Indian children, those children of Indians who have 
taken lands in severalty under any existing law shall not, by reason thereof, bo 
exciuded from the benefits of such appropriations. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The nextamendment was, in the appropriation for *‘ interest on trust- 
fund stocks,” in section 2, line 5, before the word ‘‘ namely,” tostrike 
out ‘‘eighty-nine’’ and insert “‘eighty-eight;’’ so as to read: 

Src.2. That for payment of interest on certain abstracted and non-paying 


State stocks belonging to the various Indian tribes, and held in trust byt 
retary of the Interior, for the year ending June 30, 1838, namely. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 5 of section 8. 

Mr. DAWES. In line 4 of section 8, before the word education,“ 
I move to insert the word ‘‘ practical’’ and to strike out the word In- 
dian” before the word ‘‘children;’’ so as to read: 


That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, a person of knowledge and experience in the ma 
ment, training, and practical education of children, to be the superintendent of 
Indian schools, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. : 

The next amendment of the-Committee on Appropriations was, in 
section 8, line 5, after the word ‘‘schools,’’ to insert: 


Who shall, from time to time, and as often as the nature of his duties will per- 
mit, visi¥the schools where Indians are taught, in whole or in part, by appro- 
priations from the United States Treasury, and shall, from time to time, report 
to the Secretary of the Interior, what, in his judgment, are the defects, if any, in 
any of them in system, in administration, or in means for the most effective ad- 
vancement of the children in them toward civilization and self-support; and 
what changes are needed to remedy such defects as may exist; and shall, sub- 
ject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, employ and discha: 
superintendents, teachers, and my other person 3 with such schools, 
and with such approval make such rules and regulations for the conduct of the 
schools as in his judgment the good of such schools may require. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall cause to be detailed from the employés of his Depart- 
ment such assistants and shall furnish such facilities as shall be necessary to 
carry out the foregoing provisions respecting said Indian schools, 


So as to make the section read: 


Sec. 8. That there shall be appointed by the President, by and with the advico 
and consent of the Senate, a person of knowledge and experience in the man- 
agement, training, and practical education of children, to be superintendent of 
Indian schools, who shall, from time to time, and as often as the nature of 
duties will permit, visit the schools where Indians are taught, in whole or 
part, by appropriations from the United States Treasury, and shall, from time 
to time, report tothe Secretary of the Interior what, in his Judgment are the de- 
fects, if any, in any of them in system, in administration, or in means for the 
most effective advancement of the children in them toward civilization and self- 
support; and what changes are needed to remedy such defects as 3 exist; 
and shall, subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, employ and 
discharge superintendents, teachers, and any other person con: withsuch 
schools, and with such approval make such rules and regulations for the con- 
duct of the schools as in his judgment the good of such schools may require, 
The Secretary of the Interior shail cause to be detailed from the employés ef 
his Department such assistants, and shall furnish such facilities as shall be neces- 
sary to carry out the foregoing provisions respecting said Indian schools, 


Mr. PLUMB, Mr. President, it will be observed that this amend- 
ment takes the entire control of Indian schools away from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and vests it in a bureau officer having equal sal- 
ary and dignity with the Commissioner, and of equal rank with all the 
other burean officers of the Interior Department. The determination 
to do this has been manifested by a unanimous vote in both the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, the Senate having passed a bill for 
this special 8 and the House committee having put it on this ap- 
propriation bill exactly as it passed the Senate, the remarkable feature 
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of it being that it was done, as it was required to be done, under the 
rules of the House by unanimous consent. ~ 

This provision in its general effect reflects the judgment not only of 
both Houses of Congress, but of those who have observed the manage- 
ment of the Indian Bureau under the present Administration as to what is 
absolutely necessary to bedone. It isdeemed absolutely necessary to 
take the control of the Indian schools from the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs under whose administration the schools have not been kept up to 
the standard, and by whom the general and proper management of 
Indian affairs has been largely subordinated to a scufile about patron- 
age, The Indian Bureaun is under the control as to essentials of sub- 
ordinates than of the head of it, and therefore it seems to both Houses 
of Congress necessary to the public interest to take away as much as 
possible of its jurisdiction. 

It is exceedingly important that the system to be employed in the 
education of Indian children is one of sufficient importance to call for 
its control by a thoroughly competent man, vigorous, intelligent, effect- 
ive one, totally unlike the present Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who, 
althongh well meaning, amiable, and honest, by reason of his age and 
inexperience and general Jack of vigor, has been unable to cope with 
even the responsible and widely extended duties of this position. This 
may be said without special discredit, for better men have failed in 
the same position. 

It is proper to say in connection with this subject that many of the 
vices oft the system of Indian education are inherent, They grow out 
of misunderstanding the requirements of the Indian. They grow, to 
some extent, out of the misguided efforts of philanthropic people. 
They grow out of the fact, too, that neither the people of the United 
States nor Congress representing the people have heretofore addressed 
themselves as thoroughly to the situation as they ought to have done. 

I am entirely persuaded myself, and I am satisfied that the country 
will ultimately come to the same conclusion, that what is needed is 
not the tion of the Indians from the whites, it is not gathering 
them on Indian reservations, but it is their dispersal at the earliest 
possible moment among and absorption in the great body of the people 
of the United States. The Indian can not, as a rule, maintain himselt 
and keep up a condition of necessary progress upon a reservation even 
with the protection of the laws. The civilization by which he will be 
surrounded is aggressive, forceful, and to some extent rapacious, He 
can not maintain himself in contact with the whites while under the 
tribal relation, nor can he do so in a condition of severalty, as a rule, 
except with the result of a descent in the scale. 

He is so situated and constituted that he will take, by that kind of 
contact, the vices and not the virtues of the whites. He needs the 
sustaining power of civilization, and he needs it applied to him as an 
individual and not in his tribal capacity, and he needs it, too, applied 
to him in such a way that he is not the subject of cupidity. Just as 
long as an Indian holds a considerable body of land there will be men 
around him who will seek to take advantage of him, and who in one 
way and another will accomplish that, who will get the control of his 
estate, who will get the control of his operations, and they will do that 
by pandering to his vices; and no amount of protection which the Goy- 
ernment can throw around him will prevent it from being doge. 

The remedy is to take the Indians as far as possible away from their 
reservations; it is to scatter them among the people of the United 
States; it is to put them in positions where their qualifications, what- 
ever they may be, will be not only recognized but they will be pro- 
tected from the effect of their weaknesses. 

I have insisted for many years, vainly however, that the proper plan 
for the education of the Indian youth was to give them the smallest 
portion of what might be called book learning, and the largest amount 
of that education which comes by contact—to put them ont among 
good people in families, in places where whatever aptitude they had 
could. be developed, for work upon farms and in shops, and by the 
helpful aid of those who would take an interest in them to strengthen 
‘nd to aid them in learning self-support, realizing always that they 
have got to begin at a rather low plane; that it is not possible to take 
an Indian and by the mere process of school education put him upon 
the plane of the white people who have been generations in doing that 
which he is now expected to do in the course of a few years. 

Mr. BLAIR. May I ask the Senator a question? z 

Mr. PLUMB. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to ask the Senator if, in this method of 
distributing the Indian children throughout the country, he contem- 
plates the breaking up of the family relation for the time being, or 
would he not do this with children nearing maturity, when the child 
naturally leaves the parent and is made to mix with civilized people 
and a totally different life from that to which he was accustomed? If 
he would pursue the first course, what would he do with the common 
feelings of human nature, which are as powerful in the savage as in 
civilized man? 

Mr. PLUMB. No education of this kind could be secured at once, 
nor can it be done according to any rule which will be equally prac- 
ticable for all Indian youth. Some may be taken earlier and some 
later, but I would take the Indian children for the purpose of educa- 
tion as far as possible from their original surroundings. I would not 
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do unnecessary violence to the feeling of which the Senator has spoken, 
but taking the orphans, taking those whom their parents are willing 
to have go, taking them at an earlier age or later, as the case might 
be, and adapting what was done to the circumstances in each case, but 
acting upon the idea of getting them as far as practicable away from 
their reservati away from savagery, and with the intention that 
they should not go back, if that could be reasonably prevented. One 
reason is because they find little or nothing to do in the time of their 
school acquirements. Take Sioux Indians, forexample. Suppose you 
should take even five hundred children from thence and educate them 
at Carlisle or elsewhere in the mechanic arts, and when they have 
learned all they can learn there is nothing on the Sioux reservation for 
them to do 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to ask, for he has had ob- 
servation, do the children thus educated at Carlisle, at Hampton, and 
other schools in the East, cease to be possessed of a longing for home 
and a desire to return as they become civilized? Do they form an in- 
clination to desert their ancestors and to settle down among the white 
inhabitants of the country, or is there a tendency among them to re- 
turn to their old associations, and perhaps to their old style of life? 
How is that? 

Mr. PLUMB. I have no doubt there isa longing on the part of 
many of them to go back to the wild state from which they came, and 
when they go back to the reservation (and that is the unfortunate 
part of it) they go back to savage habits; they go back to idleness, 
which is the accompanyment of savagery; they go back not to labor 
with their hands as a rule, not to set examples in farming and me- 
chanical labor and so on, but they go back to be judges at horse races, 
to be jockeys, to exhibit themselves as smart enough to get along with- 
out labor, and they almost inevitably deteriorate from the apparent 
standard which their education had brought them to. 

I am not speaking of that as reflecting upon the Indians, It is the 
result of the forcing process we are putting them through. We are 
asking of the Indian that he shall come froma system of savagery into 
the daylight of civilization which the white race has been centuries in 
accomplishing. The fiber which has come by hard labor, by genera- 
tions of toil, is not theirs to exercise. I am thoroughly convinced my- 
self that a large portion of the money we are now spending upon In- 
dian education is not only idly spent, it is worse than that, it is 
viciously spent. 

Mr. BLAIR. Would it improve the matter if these schools, instead 
of being located on the Atlantic, were located right upon the reserva- 
tions and sustained there, and civilization introduced among the Indians 
so largely and sosymmetrically as to be able to effect a lodgment there, 
to set an example there, so that industrial as well as ordinary instruction 
could be laid there on the spot among the Indians and held in mind 
by observing and by witnessing as well as by actual instruction in the 
schools? Would such a system benefit the matter? 

Mr. PLUMB. Any system which educates them on the reservation, 
in my judgment, is a mistake; that is to say, which seeks to educate 
them as to anything else except for the performance of what might be 
called the duties and avocations of a pastoral existence. 

Mr. BLAIR. What will holding in severalty do? 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator asks what will severalty do. Severalty 
will do this: If you can put them under conditions in which they will 
not be subjected to the opportunity of acquiring the vices of the whites— 
give them time, generation after generation following, to build up inan 
increasing scale to a better condition of things, no doubt; but the trouble 
is that we are not willing that they shall do that. We pay our money, 
and we want results at once. We want to take these Indians trom their 
reservations and put them in a condition where the white boys and girls 
of the United States are. We are trying to do too much at once. We 
are not giving them instruction in that which is primary to them. 

We educate at Carlisle, and no doubt well, so far as the mere educa- 
tion goes, the Indian children in the various trades, They learn to be 
blacksmiths, they learn to be harness-makers, they learn to be carpen- 
ters and wagon- makers, and soon; but there is no employment for them 
when they go back to the reservation, or a very limited employment 
on the reservations from which they came. The Indians are not the 
greatest consumers of wagons and harness, of the blacksmiths’ work, 
and things of that kind. So the mechanics we educate at such great 

find little or nothing to do. 

Mr. BLAIR. They do go back? 

Mr. PLUMB. They go too much, following naturally the instinct 
which the Senator has spoken of, which I have no doubt is as strong 
in them as in anybody else, and they ought as far as possible to be 
weaned away from it. 

The following provision is found in the bill on page 55: 

For Is, and 
22 erg et teh et Us eas eos oa 
placing of them with the consent of their parents under the care and control of 
such suitable white families as may in all be qualified to give such pu- 
pils moral, industrial, and ed mal training under arrangements in which 
ae proper care, support, and education shall in exchange for their labor, 
e 

That was first inserted in the Indian appropriation bill many years 
ago upon my suggestion, but with the full and active concurrence of 
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the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Dawes]. He and I agreed in 

substance upon it, and if something of that kind had been carried out 

in a large way, if the people who are indulging in so much talk about 

the Indians, if the Indian Rights Association, which meets annually 

_ at Newport—if some of the philanthropy, which finds vent in high- 
sounding speeches about the injustice that has been done to the Indian, 
could be turned in the way of carrying into effect the idea embodied 
in this section—taking the Indian children from the reservations and 
placing them in good white families, 5 them by influences 
which are not only wholesome, but which would lead them in the di- 
rection of self-support, they would find their place, notin the higher 
ranks of society, not perhaps in the politics of the country, but in av- 
enues, modest enough, to be sure, but in which they could be useful 
and in which they would gradually build up, grow, develop, and be- 
come useful members of society. It is only by contact of that kind, 
by the supporting influence of a civilization which must not only sur- 
round them, but become interested in them, that the advance desired 
can be made—not that contact which they necessarily incur on the 
reservation. 

Mr. BLAIR. The question whether we carry civilization to them 
or they come here and get it, and the relative expense and the results 
of the two systems, I think, is a matter of some consequence, and as 
the Senator knows about it, I wish to call his attention to the case of 
the civilized Indians in the Indian Territory. As far as I know the 
history of the process which brought them from savagery to very near 
our own civilization perhaps, it was one in which the missionary and 
the industrial and the civilized arts and civilization itself all went to 
the Indian, and they found him on the spot. They transformed him by 

long and persistent and systematic pressure and effort, finally, perhaps 
after generations of work, from what he was to what he is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will suspend. The Chair will receive a message from the President of 
the United States. A 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. Pru- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on this 
day approved and signed the act (S. 2210) to revive the grade of 
General in the United States Army; and communicated a message in 
writing. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BLAIR. I suppose there may be a motion made to go into ex- 
ecutive session. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Probably the Senate is tolerably well aware of the 
nature of the communication just received from the President. I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business for 
a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consider- 
ation of executive business. After two minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. T. O. TowIxs, 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9788) making an appropriation 
to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for expenses of collecting 
the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and 
for other purposes, numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, and 11; that 
it had agreed to the twelfth amendment of the Senate to the bill with 
amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate; and 
that it also requested the concurrence of the Senate in an amendment 
to the title of the bill. 

The message also announced that the House had receded from its 
“disagreement to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4920) 
for the protection of the officials of the United States in the Indian 
Territory, and agreed to the same. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by 
the President pro tempore: - 

A bill 8 1772) ſor the relief of John H. Marion; 

A bill (S. 2123) to authorize the removal of an obstruction to the 
navigation of Broad Creek, in the State of Delaware; 

A bill (S. 6946) for the relief of Thomas Jordan; and 

A bill (S. 8560) to establish a department of labor. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him to 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by him 
to the fortification appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty 
stipulations with the various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other pu 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. BLATER] is entitled to the floor on the pending amendment. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMR] has the floor. 
I was asking him a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understood the Senator 
from New Hampshire to be on the floor when the Senate proceeded to 
the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. BLAIR. At the time of the interruption I was asking the Sen- 
ator from Kansas with reference to his theory that the Indian youth 
shonld be scattered among the civilized people, trained in the arts of 
civilization, and discouraged at least in their tendency to return to their 
own people; that gradually the Indians should be scattered and diffused 
among the civilized portion of the inhabitants of the country. I ask 
him whether the illustration that we have of an opposite theory in the 
case of the civilization and transformation of the Choctaws, Cherokees, 
and others in the Indian Territory would not seem to perhaps suggest 
a different treatment of the Indian question from that which he has ad- 
vocated? There the Indians were concentrated practically upon the 
reservations. Civilization, Christianity, schools, the arts and sciences 
were carried to them, planted there, and by direct, constant, and per- 
sistent pressure of these influences and the effect of these examples con- 
stantly before their eyes for a few generations, we find them transformed 
from what they were to what they now are. Does not the Senator 
think it would be perhaps better for us, if need be, to discontinue our 
present experiment as we have carried it on and locate the Hampton 
school and the Carlisle school, and all the civilizing influences which 
we are maintaining at so great expense for a comparatively few, who 
finally return and find just the same condition as that from which they 
were first taken, and very soon, submitting to the pressure of barba- 
rism, return toit; would it not be better, I say, to carry these influences 
there, to build a permanent fire, a constantly shining light, in the hope 
that the same which has happened to the Choctaws and Cherokees 
would ultimately happen to the Sioux and other equally great and per- 
sistent races or tribes of men? > 

Mr. PLUMB. I think the picture which the Senator from New 
Hampshire has drawn of the Cherokees is far removed from the fact. 
It is true they were set off by themselves, and so with the Creeks, Chi k- 
asaws, and Seminoles; but the most of the whites who came in contact 
with them were religious men,inspired by the motive to build up, de- 
velop, and christianize them. They did not want the Indian lands, 
nor even to trade with them. The Indians were beyond the tide of 
emigration and settlement for a long time after their removal,and so be- 
yond that ordinary and demoralizing contact which has been spoken of, 
in the next place they commenced their career in the Indian Terri- 
tory upon a higher plane than that upon which almost any of the In- 
dians, certainly any of the great tribes of Indians, now are, Those 
tribes were in a better condition to receive instructions, and to benefit 
by the Christian contact by which alone they were accompanied and 
surrounded. 

Again, the example of the Cherokees and of the other tribes in the 
Indian Territory is not, on the whole, an encouraging one, There are 
some very talented men in all those tribes, but the mass of them are 
not in an encouraging condition. Certainly the Senator has read 
enough in the public prints to know that a condition of lawlessness, 
which is without parallel in any civilized country in the world, obtains 
in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. BLAIR. I was not aware of it, except in No Man's Land. I 
think many of those civilized tribes, as we call them, have really effi- 


cient schools. I have heard them spoken of certainly as being excel- 


lent, and many of the graduates as comparing in intellectual accom- 
plishments very well with some of their educated white brothers. It 
may be ignorance on my part, but it certainly was my impression that 
among the civilized tribes, as they are called, in the Indian Territory, 
there were a very large proportion of intelligent people, and civilized 
people owning property, administering the laws and preserving order. 
I certainly thought that to be so. 

If the Senator will pardon me, I certainly have seen during the ses- 
sion every week newspapers coming from that country which admin- 
istered to the Indian Committee of the House and of the Senate that sort 
of civilized blackguardism and castigation which is hardly surpassed by 
the most able performances in the metropolitan press of this country. 
I thought they were entitled to perhaps rank pretty well up with the 
educated press of the country. 

Mr. PLUMB. As F have before said, the Indian gets the vices of 
the white men perfectly, and I have no doubt that would be equally 
true of the vices of intemperate and immoral speech, and so on. 

Mr. DAWES. Since the Senator from New Hampshire was stand- 
ing here putting these inquiries, there has come from the other House 
notice of the passage by the House of an act which went through here, 
the purpose of which was to meet a terrible condition of things down 
in the Indian Territory which existed nowhere else, where officers of 
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the law were shot at their doors, and the murderers have been going 
about the Territory in the face of what are called the law officers of 
the Territory and the courts of the Territory with perfect impunity, 
and it was found necessary to make a special enactment for the protec- 
tion of the officers of the law in the performance of their duties. 

Mr. BLAIR. Does the Senator think that is anything exceptional 
on this continent? Has he not read of what has occurred within a very 
short time—a few years ago—in the great city of Chicago? Does he 
not know of instances where not only officers of the law were assailed, 
but where officers of the law themselves assailed others? 

Mr. DAWES. I speak of the excess of this great lawlessness down 
there, of the fact that there was no law of the Territory, that the Ter- 
ritory has utterly neglected not only to protect the officers of the law 
but to make it an offense or to enforce such laws as it had until Con- 
gress, against the general policy of leaving the Five Nations to govern 
themselves, has interfered with legislation to do in the Indjan Territory 
ber the five civilized tribes as they are called have wholly neglected 
to do. D 

Now, if the Senator will allow me a little further 

Mr. BLAIR. I was going to ask the Senator, while he is explain- 
ing this, if he would go a little further and let us understand what that 
condition of lawlessness is there. What officers are assailed? Whose 
fault is it? Who is being protected? 

Mr. DAWES. Nothing is more interesting than the study of the his- 
tory of those five tribes for the last fifty years. The fact that after hay- 
ing made some progress, and comparatively great progress, they have 
come not only to a standstill, but in many respects to retrograde, pre- 
sents a study for the political philosopher of great interest. 

According to the general judgment of those familiar with the condi- 
tion of things in that Territory, it is not only discouraging, but it is a 
very unfortunate condition of things. They have made progress up to 
a certain limit. Left to themselves in the beginning, as the Senator 
from Kansas has said, with their lands secured to them, and out of the 
influences and the way of the white man, with Christian missionaries 
among them, they made great progress towards civilization; but in the 
mean time they have become surrounded with the white people press- 
ing in upon them. White people have gone in. They hold their land 
by a tenure which renders enterprise, industry, energy, and forethought 
impossible. They go along in a quiet way, content to be let alone in 
the condition in which theyare. They do not want any better condi- 
tion of life, and, content with that, there come in upon them all the 
malign influences oftheir surroundings withoutany power within them- 
selves to repel it. 

My idea is that the heroic treatment with the Indian Territory is 
coming faster to be a necessity to save the good that has sprung up 
there under other good influences of the past, and to break up that 
crust which rests upon them and which they seem unable to break up 
themselves. There has got to be put over them a new government, a 
new holding of their lands, There are men in that Territory who 
realize that fact, and who would be glad, if they could, to divide up 
their common heritage into small holdings, the fee-simple in indi- 
viduals, without which in my opinion a higher state of civilization 
than they have is impossible. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator’s remarks and those of the Senator from 
Kansas would seem to indicate that the Indian is to be inevitably ex- 
terminated by war or by peace if he is to remain in contact with the 
white man at all. 

Mr. DAWES. No, Mr. President 

Mr. BLAIR. I will just show the Senator why I think so, and I 
should be very glad to be controverted in my opinion then. 

We certainly do know that our contact with the Indian from the be- 
ginning, so long as the relation between the two races was, and when- 
ever it has been, one of force or of hostility between the two, has resulted 
in his extermination; atall events it has resulted in his expulsion from 
the territory which he had previously occupied so far as the white man 
has come to occupy any of the territory of the continent. The two 
races do not live intermixed; they do not live upon adjoining pieces of 
land. The Indian inevitably disappears so far and so fast as the pio- 
neer and the white man’s civilization take possession of the country. 
War destroys him. That is certainly so. 

On the other hand, we have tried the method of civilizing him, seek- 
ing to live with him in peace; and in order that we may live with him 
in peace, either he must transform us or we must transform him. We 
have undertaken by the influences of what we call civilization and re- 
ligion to transform him and make his condition homogeneous with our 
own. 

We placed the Choctaws, the Cherokees, and some other tribes in the 
Indian Territory; we gave them geographical boundaries which we 
promised not to trespass upon; we sent there the missionary; we sent 
there the school; we sent there the printing-pfess; we placed in their 
possession the implements of industry; we taught them how to use 
them; and created among them civilized communities. Isupposed that 
they were doing on the whole very well, but it seems that when this 
condition of isolation in civilization among the Indians ceases, when- 
ever the white man surrounds them, by reason of his badness their good- 
ness disappears; and thus jt comes to pass that as we inclose them with 
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a belt of civilization along this invisible geographical boundary which 
by our laws we respect or assume torespect, and the influencesof what 
we call actual civilization find their way over that boundary and among 
the Indians, the Indians commence to retrograde. In other words, 
when the average white man, the higher orders of whom have improved 
him, goes there, unless our pioneers are below the average of white 
men (and I do not think they are, but rather above it than otherwise), 
when the average white man or the white man’s civilization gets there, 
the Indian becomes a barbarian again, or worse, if the illustrations 
which the Senator is making are at all pertinent to the real problem 
that we are trying to consider. 

So far as anything has been accomplished, however, it seems to have 
been done with the Indian by carrying to him where he is in a given 
community dominant in population and in general influence and not 
the white man—by carrying to him and locating in the spot where he 
is these civilizing influences and tendencies, the Christian teacher, the 
teacher of the arts and utilities of civilized life, and by his being in- 
structed in those arts until he acquires a certain degree of civilization 
and gradually comes to improve; and so long as that state of things 
continues he proceeds to gradually find his way upward. We do not 
resort, we never have resorted to the method of disintegrating the 
human race and scattering the children away from home influences, 
from the natural instincts and the concentrating force of humanity, 
which is the theory of the Senator from Kansas, and which, when car- 
ried out by returning that civilized child to the home from which he 
emanated, still remaining under its barbarous influences, substantially 
the same as when he left home, very soon carries him back to the con- 
dition of degradation from which he started. So that amounts to noth- 


ing; that is a total failure; and the only good we have done we have- 


accomplished by pursuing the other course, segregating these weaker 
specimens of humanity, these organized communities barbarous or 
savage in their condition, separating them from the influences, from 
the domination of the average white man’s civilization, and in that 
isolated condition bringing to bear upon them the influences of civiliza- 
tion and the directly fructifying and transforming influences of what 
we call Christianity. That is the way we have done it, and so far as 
any good has been done it has been done that way, and thus the Indian 
is improving until the average civilization of the white man reaches 
him and then he commences to re de and be ruined again. 

I think it is historically true that the improvement of these tribes 
continued until about the time of the war of the rebellion, and then 
the sudden destruction of all existing relations led perhaps to that de- 
moralized condition in which these tribes appear to some extent to be 
now existing. But if we had left them as they were, if we had never 
approached them, if we had allowed them to be improving, strength- 
ening, and elevating under the influences which were operating upon 
them and gradually transforming them, if we had allowed them thus 
to remain and to have improved, perhaps in a few generations more 
they would have become able to meet with and resist this rapacious 
Christian civilization which the Senator from Kansas has described to 
us, If that is not so, if the progress which has been demonstrated to 
produce some effects is continued a sufficient length of time, it is 
not found to elevate to the point where they are capable of self-advance, 
then peace and Christianity are to exterminate them as well as war; 
and if that be so I ask what is the use of spending any more money 
on them? Why not abandon all these appropriations and this per- 
plexity of legislation that we have every session of Congress for the 
benefit of the Indians? If the Indian is not worth saving and can not 
be saved, if nothing can be made out of him by either process, that 
suggested by the Senator from Kansas or that now being pursued un- 
der the policy which is being advocated by the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, if both thee policies ultimately are to fail, it 
seems to me the sooner we stop, the sooner we allow the savage either 
to destroy himself or to exist as a savage the better it is. There is no 
use whatever in any of these systems of education or improvement 
of the Indian if what we hear to-day be true. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator will allow me to use an illustration for 
a moment. It seems to me that the plan which I su t is one 
designed for the preservation, not the destruction, of the Indian. 
There is to-day a large preponderance of blacks in the State of Mis- 
sissippi. They are a very large majority in some counties, forming al- 
most the entire population of some counties. Some years ago an exo- 
dus took 40,000 of them to Kansas. That did not destroy those who 
went to Kansas because they were taken out of associations in which 
they had lived and been brought up. It took them ont of those asso- 
ciations into others where they were not in a majority; where they 
were not the sole occupants of certain counties and subdivisions; but 
they were better off than they were before; they have advanced in civ- 
ilization; they have increased in wealth and power, and to some ex- 
tent in numbers by their deportation. The Indian himself might lose 
his tribal identity among the whites, but he would not thereby be lost 
as an individual; the Indian himself would be there; his blood would 
be there; he would intermarry; he would take his proper position in 


society; we should have whatever benefit would come of that contact, 
and he would have the benefit that grows out of the social contact and 
the support of civilization all around him, relieved, as I said before, of 
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the operation to some extent of the conflict going on now between him 
and the white people by whom he is surrounded. 

Mr. BLAIR. That would be all very well if a like method should 
be pursued with the Indian that has been taken with the colored man 
where he had the opportunity, but the two methods of emigration are 
entirely different. The colored man goes to such place as he chooses; 
he has no tribal relation; he has been the subject of civilizing influ- 
ences for lo, now, these two hundred and fifty years; and he is a very 
different being from the one who originally came from Africa. The 
illustration can hardly be held to be a pertinent one until the Indian 
has lived in civilized communities, until he has been first taken into 
civilized communities man by man by the destruction of those affinities 
of human nature to which I have alluded, taken as the colored man 
was, brought from Africa, when ‘‘men from England bought and sold 
him, paid his price in paltry gold, bought him as an individual and en- 
slaved him, held him subject to the influences of civilization, it may be for 

urposes of gain or what not, yet in a manner that was overruled by 
Divine Providence so that at the end of two hundred and fifty years 
the colored man in the South as compared with the colored man of 
Africa or the savage of America is himself a civilized being; but they 
went as families, so at the present time it is a civilized man, it is acivy- 
ilized family which is leaving one part of the country and finding a 
home somewhere else. The colored man in Kansas, who went there 
during the exodus, is a civilized man and is not a savage, and the cases 
are entirely lacking in parallelism. 

But, Mr. President, I return to the point: If the savage is to be re- 
claimed by a process similar to that through which the negro passed 
and became what he is in this country, is it worth while for us to en- 
gage in what we are now doing? Is it of sufficient importance that we 
break up the tribal relation, not by giving them land to live on in 
severalty and teaching them the arts of civilization where they are 
and where their land is, but giving them title according to the rules 
of civilized life and civilized society to that land and to other prop- 
erty in the same way—is it, I say, worth while that we break up this 
human relation by scattering the individuals of which the family is 
composed, the human unit of which these races are composed, and 
taking them hundreds and thousands of miles from their existing loca- 
tion and affiliations? Is it a mercy to the Indian to do that when on 
the other hand we have seen the excellent results following from the 
original system which was introduced by the missionary and which 
worked well as long as we left the missionary and the Indian alone, 
and the good results of which omitted to appear when an unchristian- 
ized white civilization came in contact with them and introduced the 
elements of disorder and violence, to meet and overcome which we have 
just been ing the act to which the Senator from Massachusetts al- 

udes? Ih Ts say, we have an illustration of the good that another sys 
tem can do, why not presevere in that policy and correct the evil re- 
sults which have followed from our abandonment of it? 

Give the Indian land; give him his inclosure; keep the white man 
away from him, as we have the power to do; give the Indian his land 
in severalty, if you please. The opportunity to maintain himself by 
hunting has disappeared with the buffalo and with the occupation of 
the greater portion of the territory where his hunting grounds were 
located. I say give him his territory; give him his land in severalty; 
give him that structure or organization of law which is necessary in 
civilized life; give him Christianity; give him schools and locate them 
where he is. Why not continue the process which we have seen so 
illustrated in other tribes among those which are working to us; and 
why not remove the pressure of the bad influences which we have cast 
among the Choctaws and Cherokees? Doing this there would be some 
sense in spending our money. If in order to do this it is necessary to 
withdraw theappropriations of the Governmentand to allow the mission- 
aries private benevolence and those private influences which distribute 
and disseminate Christianity among the heathen and the lower or- 
ders—I mean if in order to do it successfully it is necessary that the 
Government shall stay its hand only so far as it gives them protection 
within the borders where they live, let it be done. But to introduce 
a system of disintegration, of destruction, and to undertake to justify 
this by saying that the opposite system which succeeded for two gen- 
erations has proved a failure in the present day, I think must be an 
error. 

Iam very doubtful whether we do much for the Indian in the way 
we are now pursuing. Wearecertainly supporting him when he ought 
to support himself, and when, if the necessity were upon him, he would 
support himself, for the Indian will never starve rather than work. 
Nothing but the actual necessity of providing for his own wants makes 
the white man, or the colored man, orany man, exerthimself. Make 
him work, and thus gradually civilize and elevate him. When we 
place upon the Indian and fasten upon him, and keep there, the neces- 
sity of individual exertion to avoid the pangs of hunger and to 
secure the prolongation of his life, when we compel him to submit to 
the same necessity that the white man submits to, then he will learn 
the art of labor and of civilization and get that best primary form of 
education which should precede and must precede that which is to be 
found even in the primary school. 


I had not expected to say anything about this matter and have talked 
more to get information than to impart it, and having obtained a good 
deal from the mouths of the organ of the committee and the Senator 
from Kansas, I shall sit down instructed by what I have heard. 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not want to protract this debate, 
and will not undertake to intrude upon the Senate any new solution 
of the Indian problem. I have found in the few years I have been 
here, about once a week all the time there comes ont some new solution 
of the Indian problem. There is some good in every one of these so- 
lutions and there is a great deal that is impracticable in most of them. 
It has been my observation that those who have the mest to do with 
the Indian have the least to say about the solution of the problem, and 
they say the least about it the more they have considered the question. 

I do not quite understand the Senator from New Hampshire. For 
part of the time the Senator seems to be advocating the idea of going 
back to the old method of gathering the Indians together away from 
the white man and letting them alone, keeping them away from the 
white man, and he closed up by urging upon us the necessity of 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator will allow me to say 

Mr. DAWES. Wait until I tell you what the last idea was. ~ 

One idea was to keep things as they have been and as they have been 
going an so gloriously down in the Indian Territory, without free con- 
tact with the white man—nothing to do with him; and the other, the 
last one, was to take the Indian and force him to work, teach him the 
necessity of work, and show him how to support himself and how he 
had got to support himself. Those two things can not go together. 
You have got to take him away from his isolation; you have got to take 
him and put him among white men to show him how they work and 
live. Now the Senator says that one thing is certain, that the Indian 
is to be exterminated either by Christian influences or by some other. 

Mr. BLAIR. I say that is so upon the theory of some gentlemen, 
but I do not agree to it. 

Mr. DAWES. Upon any theory it is absolutely certain that the In- 
dian as an Indian is to disappear from this country, for this reason: 
The Indian as an Indian can not live here any more. The climatic 
changes have not wrought more effectually upon the character of ani- 
mal and vegetable life the necessity of an absolute change than the con- 
ditions of life in this country since we came here have made it absolutely 
impossible for the Indian of the past, the Indian as an Indian, to live 
here in this country. The Indian of our fathers with this vast conti- 
nent to roam over, dominant, powerful, the rulers of the continent, can 
not live here because there is no condition in which they can longer 
exist. 

The Indian who lived by the chase, who lived by what he could find 
of live game in the country, and in no other way, can not live here now 
because the game has disappeared. The Indian of the reservation can 
not live here, he can not be here in this crowded country of ours, with 
the white civilization gathering in around him on all sides and press- 
ing in upon him. The Indian of the reservation can live here no longer. 
The Indian as an Indian can find no place on this continent. The race 
will continue here. Statistics show that the race instead of diminish- 
ing in the last twenty-five or thirty years is increasing and multiply- 
ing in numbers on our hands; and when all the conditions of the 
have disappeared a new condition comes, and he must live here under 
one of two conditions—in his old character or in a new character. Ifin 
his passed character, it is that of a savage tramp, with no knowledge of 
work, with no disposition to work, with no means of self-support, with 
no heritage upon which to live, no habitation in which to dwell, and 
he becomes of necessity and the conditions of the life he lives are those 
of a thriftless wanderer, gathering his food and sustenance as best. he 
may, with the same character he Tad when he had the whole country 
to roam over. Or he must live under a changed character; he must be 
made a self-supporting citizen of the United States, or he will certainly 
be a vagabond with the instincts of a savage. 

That is the alternative as an absolute necessity. You can not con- 
tinue the old condition of things in the Indian Territory, I will say to 
my friend from New Hampshire; that isimpossible. Those who have 
solutions for the Indian question almost as ‘‘ thick as autumnal leaves 
in Vallombrosa,” forget that conditions make character; conditions 
determine what is to be done with the Indian, the white man, the 
negro, and all civilized and uncivilized life around us. All these forces 
combine to make this country what it is and what it is to be, involve 
in their sweep the two hundred and fifty or three hundred thousand 
Indians here along with sixty million white people, and we are going 
onin one common destiny to one common end of good or ill. They go 
together. 

Now I will say a few words about what my friend from Kansas has 
said. There wasa poor, unfortunate Indian at the school at Hampton 


so disappointed with the life there that he could not stay there, and 
after having been there a couple of years he ran away from school and 
went off back to his tribe. The next thing heard of him he wasa 
jockey at a horse-race; and he has done more service since then; he 
has turned up in every discussion of the Indian problem since then that 
I have heard of everywhere as the result of education at Hampton and 
Carlisle. Now the Carlisle school is not responsible for that, 
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Carlisle school is not constructed on the principle of educating Indians 
and sending them back. The 1 of Captain Pratt to do just what 
the Senator from Kansas thinks ought to be done 

Mr. PLUMB, Captain Pratt is somewhat enamored of that idea. 
He got that, perhaps, from the Senator from Massachusetts and myself 
very largely. Certainly the practice at Carlisle in that respect has 
chunged very much in the last two years. Prior to that time the other 
theory was carried out there. 

Mr. DAWES. Captain Pratt has between flve and seven hundred 

upils under him, two hundred of whom he has scattered among the 
ers of Pennsylvania at work at day labor, respectable employés 
of the farmers of Pennsylvania, and he is distributing his scholars as 
fast as he can. He does not believe in sending them back. He believes 
just as the Senator from Kansas does, that the best way is to absorb 
them in the civilization of this country, General Armstrong believes 
that he can do with his pupils a great deal by sending them back onto 
the reservations, and they go back to the reservations and the history 
of every one that has gone from that school back to the reservations is 
kept. The record is kept as faithfully and clearly as the record and 
history of the family of the Senator from New Hampshire or my own. 
There can be shown that out of the whole of them scarcely 10 per cent. 
who have gone back among their people have failed to come yp to the 
anticipations and hopes and promises with which they went out among 
their people, and that under the very treatment alluded to by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

They are made harness-makers, they are made blacksmiths, and they 
have been taught all manner of trades, and then they are sent off among 
their people to seek employment themselves. But while the treaties 
and while the statutes of the United States require every Indian agent 
to employ Indians in all the service upon the reservations, yet right in 
the face of it Indian agents have employed white people, and these 
young Indians who come from the schools have to find employment as 
best they can. They go out among their people and white men are do- 
ing what they are taught to do and they can not get employment, and 
so they have a hard time of it. They have not only the discourage- 
ment of young men and young women seeking employment, but they 
have to withstand all the adverse influences of their tribe, and they go 
about like young white men who get through with their education, 
seeking employment. 

Many a poor white boy, I know, has sought in vain for employment 
and has gone to the bad in consequence of all these influences against 
him. There are not 10 per cent. of these Indian youth that have gone 
to the bad. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] and the Senator from 
Minnesota in front of me [Mr. Davis] and myself were upon a reser- 
vation last fall where we made a stipulation in our treaty that all the 
work done pon that reservation should be done by Indians, and yet 
all the employés almost without exception were white men, and there 
were educated Indians of the Chippewa race and others educated at 
the schools, the training-school in very State of Minnesota, within 
80 or 90 miles of there, and yet the lack—and that is all I desire to 
call it—the lack of intuition on the part of those who manage the In- 
dian there, the lack of that knowledge of the necessity to take by the 
hand these young Indians and lead them along, help them, has led to 
the employment of white men to do that which Indians could do. But 
all I desire to say is that nothing is left for us, nothing confronts usin 
this Indian question but the alternative between making the Indian a 
self-supporting citizen of the United States and a vagabond savage 
tramp, and we can take our choice. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr, President, I hardly know how to regard the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts in his effort at frequent and, as I thonght, tri- 
fling personal allusion to those who have solutions for the Indian ques- 
tion. Ido not know whether he deems that we are to go on yearafter 
year appropriating money by the million and no man ever ask a ques- 
tion or intimate a question, or whether the Indian problem is one for 
which we are continually to furnish money without asking those under 
whose direction we make these contributions occasionally to give us even 
an opinion on the subject. I do not think he could have had that idea, 
and therefore I presume I trespass not at all on any propriety of this 
Chamber in trying to find ont something about the theory upon which 
we are spending our millions and either killing or curing the savage, 
one of the two. 

So much for that part of the subject. Now, I am still forced to the 
conclusion by what the Senator says and fails tosay, and by what the 
Senator from Kansas says and does not say, that the civilized tribes in 
their existence are a demonstration of the fact that the only way in 
which we can expect to accomplish good for this Indian population is 
to carry the good to the Indian population, is to oblige the Indian to 
acquire the knowledge that is wanted, and that it is not necessary that 
we expend our millions to break up the ties of humanity, to take the 
young boys and girls from their fathers and their mothers and dis- 
tribute them among another, an alien, a hostile race, a race where, if 
they live at all, they live by ignoring and destroying the affiliations of 
childhood and youth. 

I think the case of the civilized tribes is a demonstration that the 
true road to success is by carrying the principles of Christianity and 


the influence of the gospel and of civilization that the white man has 
attained after the two thousand years he has lived under the golden 
rule and the doctrine of the atonement and of Christianity, by carry- 
ing to them where they are, just as they were brought to our fathers 
who were savages but very little better than the Indians—by carrying 
to them the same influences as have made the difference between us 
and them, and applying them where the difficulty is, just as they were 
applied to us by the early missionaries, just as St. Patrick went to Ire- 
land and just as St. Augustine and others carried the Christian re- 
ligion to the and the savages who surrounded them. 

The fact that in these later years these five partially civilized tribes 
have retrograded, if you please, that violence has broken out among 
them, that it has been necessary to enact the law to which allusion has 
been made, the fact that this present condition has supervened upon 
the progress which they were making is not a fact from which the con- 
clusion can logically be drawn which has been drawn that it is impos- 
sible to civilize the Indian where he is by carrying the medicine where 
the disease itself exists and locatingitsaction where its action is needed. 
But it seems that, ignoring and in hostility to these influences and this 
good which was gradually being wrought out, we have surrounded them 
by the adverse influences of our own civilization; we have obstructed 
the gradual improvement that was going on, and we have presented to 
them Christianity intermixed with the remnants of savagery still lin- 
gering in our civilization, That is the difficulty. We have only to re- 
move that difficulty and give the other theory which was formerly acted 
on by the missionaries full force and scope in order to produce to its 
full extent the result of elevation and advancement which is desired. 

The Senator says that the percentage as shown is that at least 90 out of 
every 100 of the Indians educated at Hampton and who have been 
sent back to the tribes from which they came have maintained them- 
selves in the condition of elevation and improvement which they ac- 
quired here in the Eastern schools. I doubt not that that is so and that 
it is true all over, and that if the white man was not allowed to go in 
among the Indians and compete for labor and practically exclude this 
Indian child after we have educated him from the opportunity of im- 
proving those who are around him by the exercise of the improved 
powers we have given him—if, I say, the white man did not go there 
and strike down the good which had been accomplished by these schools, 
we should find the tribes of Indians in other parts of the country im- 
proving and following after the model of what we call the civilized 
tribes up to the time when these adverse influences fell upon them by 
the rapacity of our civilization. 

Now, I ask the Senator this question, why, if educating an Indian 
boy on the coast of the Atlantic in the arts of civilization and sending 
him back to the tribe from which he came is a good thing, and if the 
theory is carried out will result in the improvement of his tribe, why 
precisely the same effect would not be accomplished by locating the 
school where the tribe already is? If Hampton was in the middle of 
the Sioux reservation, if Carlisle was in the middle of the Sioux res- 
ervation, does anybody believe that the excellence of its influences would 
be lost upon the Indian tribes surrounding it? On the contrary, it 
seems to me it must be in comparison to what is now accomplished 
like the light of the sun in heaven burning and illuminating right 
where the darkness itself is, Carry light where the darkness is, and 
in my opinion the uplifting of the Indian tribes would be a matter of 
comparatively little expense. 

I do not believe that there is so much difference in the different races 
ofmen. As to the Anglo-Saxon race, of which we are so proud and 
consider the highest form of civilization, I believe if when our ances- 
tors were pirates they had been subjected to the influences which the 
Indian now suffers under, they would have been extirpated and de- 
stroyed. But Christianity took possession of the pirate—took him 
where it found him—improved the pirate’s character, his whole char- 
acter—elevated the whole character, and the Anglo-Saxon race of the 
present is the result. Those conditions came by carrying the elements 
of Christianity to those who were to be improved and changed by them, 

The proposition of the Senator is simply saying that the savage can 
not be a savage after he is civilized; that under civilizing influences 
his condition must change. He can not live permanently a savage 
under the influences of civilization. Of course he can not. All that 
we are doing is undertaking to carry to him these new conditions, and 
it is a mere question whether we are to bring here the Indian’s child 
and educate him and have him carry back civilization by the spoonful 
or by the peck measure, or whether we are to locate the school where 
the Indian is, in that fruitful soil, and develop and illuminate and civ- 
ilize him by the wholesale, That is all there is in this. 

For my own part I am willing to vote these appropriations, and Iam 
anxious to see them applied in both ways. I believe that the Carlisle 
school is a great blessing, that the Hampton school is a great blessing, 
and that they are doing great things for the Indians to-day. But we 
are doing them in a small way, and while they accomplish what they 
can it will be well for us to locate like institutions devoted especially 
on the spot to the accomplishment of the great work in which they are 
engaged under great disadvantages. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, some question has been raised as to the 
conduct of the Indian Bureau under this Administration. I do not 
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know of any administration of which it can be said that the conduct 
of Indian affairs has been less subject to unfavorable criticism. It has 
been more successful than under any previous administrations, as I 
read the report of the Commissioner. 

A more conscientious administration, in reference to its duties, and 
a more successful one in obtaining the results looked for has not 
recently obtained. No doubt the head of the bureau has had the 
usual difficulties which attend this subject, but on the whole his ad- 
ministration has been eminently successful—honest and clean-handed. 
The proofs of this will be found in the official reports. The school at 
Carlisle, under Captain Pratt, continues to be an eminent success. The 
schools on the reservations and elsewhere are doing as well as, if not bet- 
ter than, at any former period. Iam a friend of the education of the 
Indian, as I am of all the people; and I have confidence that, under 
a proper system, the Indian and every other people may be civilized 
and made submissive to and conversant with all the humanizing arts 
and influences of our civilization; and I believe the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs has been sincerely desirous of bringing this result into 
practical and successful effect. 

Having said this much, which I think is due in vindication of the 
Commissioner and his administration of Indian affairs, I wish to say 
that I am opposed to the change which the bill makes in removing the 
charge of Indian education from the Commissioner, I have heard of 
no ground upon which reasonably it can be assumed that an indepen- 
dent superintendent of education to be subject alone to the Secretary 
of the Interior, and that in a somewhat doubtful manner to be entirely 
exempt from the control or supervision of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs is a proper arrangement. 

It will cause a divided authority over the same subject-matter and 
over the same people. An Indian agent and the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs have comparatively little to do except in the matter of edu- 
cation of one kind or another. The education of the Indian is practi- 
cal education. His subsistence and their protection in the rights given 
by the Government compose the agent’s whole duty, and the larger part 
is the educational part. If there is any force in the idea that the edu- 
cation of the Indian should be regarded as of supreme importance and 
thata special jurisdiction should supervise the conduct of inferior agents 
and teachers, that may be very well, but that does not import that it 
should be independent of the agent, or the agent independent of the 
Commissioner, or the superintendent of education independent of the 
Commissioner, 

Either the superintendent should be the Commissioner or the Commis- 
sioner thesuperintendent, and if you wish to have a general superintend- 
ent he should be inferior to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. He 
should be so placed and subordinated directly to the control of one 
chief, one head. If there be at any time some administrator of Indian 
affairs who is inefficient, who is incapable, that does not prove that the 
system iswrong. Itsimply means that you have the wrong incumbent 
of the office, and that he should be removed. But the idea isa correct 
one of responsibility in one head and with one person charged with a 
single discretion to carry out the law and execute the policy declared 
by the laws. 

I venture the opinion here, and withhold my vote from this amend- 
ment to this bill, that there can be no good effect resulting from a di- 
vided jurisdiction over the same subject-matter and the same people, 
and for that reason I am opposed to this provision of the bill. The ed- 
ueation of the Indian in the practical business of life, in the arts and 
handicrafts which will make him self-supporting, is all-important. 
Much has been done and isnow being done in this direction, but I think 
the change made by this bill will not have a beneficial effect, and I 
shall vote against it. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend the amendment by striking ont 
the word such,“ in line 16 of section 8, before the word schools, and 
inserting after the word schools“ the words “wholly supported by the 
Government.“ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be stated, 

Mr. BATE. Before that is read I wish to say that I was out of the 
Senate Chamber when the Senator from Kansas began his remarks, 
and I undérstood from the Senator from Florida, who has just spoken, 
that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] made, during my absence, 
some comments on the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, General At- 
kins. He is my constituent, and I have known him during our lives. 
I have known him personally, officially, and comparatively; I know 
the reputation which he bears among the people whom I represent. I 
think that any reflections sought to be made upon him, or his admin- 
istration, in the Senate, are without foundation. 

I do not know whether my impression is correct; butif I understand 
correctly the statement of the Senator from Kansas, it was that the 
Indian schools were not kept up to that high standard under his ad- 
ministration that they ought to be. I have read the official reports 
from that bureau; I have had somewhat to do with this Department 
as its friend and as a Senator. 

I have not, however, been a member of the committee to which such 
matters are referred, and therefore am not so familiar with the details 
of its management as otherwise I should have been; but from what I 


have been enabled to learn from the reports of that bureau and other 
sources I am persuaded that the administration of the educational 


feature is up to the highest standard of such schools, and has been so 
kept during his administration, and his will compare favorably with any 
previous administration of Indian affairs. 

No one knows better than the Senator from Kansas that there is much 
to embarrass and criticise in the conduct of the Indian Bureau, and has 
been for half a century; and yet I repeat that during no administra- 
tion has it attained a higher degree of excellence than it has under that 
which now has charge of it, and every dollar which has been appro- 
priated to it has gone through the proper channels and has been putto 
the best and most efficient purposes and uses that possibly could have 
been under the circumstances, 

I understand further that the Senator said that the management of 
Indian affairs has been subordinated to patronage, carrying the impli- 
cation that the Commissioner has used it perhaps for either a party or 
a personal purpose. That I deny, and I say that in the dispensation 
of that patronage the Commissioner bas not only shown a liberality 
towards his opponents, but he has shown a justice and a discrimination 
that is praiseworthy. You may take the State of Kansas, if you please, 
that the gentleman well represents on this floor, and take the State that 
the Commissioner himself is from, the State of Tennessee, and compare 
the numbers and the character of those who have been the recipients of 
his patronage, and you will find that there can be no canse of complaint 
whatever. If I understand it, there have been two to one, or more, 
who have been appointed from Kansas to these school positions than 
from the State of Tennessee. 

Furthermore, if the Senator means that Commissioner Atkins has 
exercised a partiality for Democrats in making appointments, I say 
amen. Iam one of those who believe that when a party isin power it 
has a right to gather around it its friends and those who sympathize 
with it politically. If the Commissioner of Indian Affairs has done 
this, if that is what the Senator means by the exercise of patronage, I 
approve it. Isay that when a vacancy occurs in the bureau he has 
charge of, and he is the appointing power, it is then for him to exercise 
the discretion and say whether he will appoint a man who reflects his 
own political sentiments, or go elsewhere and select an antagonist as 
his subaltern officer. I think prudence would dictate that the Com- 
missioner should, in a bureau where money is to be handled, bonds 
given, and the delicacy of official relationship has to be observed, the 
intercourse must needs be confidential, he should call around him men 
of his own political convictions. If that be the intimation, then 1, for 
one, approve it, and say tomy constituent, well done. I have no cause 
of criticism for that; neither have I fear for the consequences of such. 

The other point made, as I understand, is that his subordinates seem 
to be running the bureau, That has been so successfully answered by 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] who has just taken his seat, that 
feel that I am not called upon to say anything in regard to it. But 
who does not know when there is an office with machinery like the In- 
dian Bureau, perhaps more embarrassing than in any other bureau in 
this Government, that the Commissioner is forced to rely on those who 
are his subordinates? 

They are away, many of them, a great distance; there aro but few 
of them in his office, where he can give personal supervision; but he 
has to rely on the character of the men and must appoint them on their 
reputations and characters asshown to him. That he may have made 
some bad appointments I do not deny; I know, however, instances 
where he has certainly removed agents, although they were appointed 
on the recommendation of his own political party, and members of that 
party, because they did not work the machinery as he desired and in 
the most efficient manner for the interest of the Government. Know- 
ing that, I conclude, and I havea right to doso, I think, legitimately, 
that this Commissioner has exercised discretion and good faith in his 
appointments and in the conductof his office. 

He is a man who has held himself without criticism for thirty years, 
honored and trusted by his people. No judgment should be passed 
upon him unless the facts are given to sustain it before the country. 
Therefore I am here to defend in this way Commissioner Atkins. He 
may have committed errors in some respects. - But who does not? He 
has done well, and no antecedents in that bureau have done better 
than Commissioner Atkins, and I doubt whether any one who will 
follow him, with the same embarrassments, will do better. 

I felt, Mr. President, that this much was due to my constituent and 
the honorable reputation that he bears as to the conduct of his office so 
far as I have been able to learn it. I trust that if there are any things 
the Senator from Kansas knows that onght to be exposed, it will be 
done. I will not shrink from meeting them, and I believe that there 
is a full answer to any charge that can be make againsthim. If there 
is anything that ought to be known, let it come, He does not want to 
screen himself; he is open as day, and he is willing and ready to meet 
anything that may be said against him or his administration, and I 
court any investigation that may be desired. 

As for comparison, whether the bureau is better managed now than 
it was formerly, that is a question of opinion which may be biased by 
the political sentiment of critics. For him, however, I have to say that 
he is honest, honorable, pure, and his reputation always has been ot 
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that character, and I think he has conducted the bureau in a manner 
that will be approved by the people of this country in a way honora- 
ble to himself, and just and economical, and to the interests of the 
country. 

Mr. PLUMB. The statement made by the Senator from Tennessee, 
to the effect that whoever succeeded the present Commissioner of Pen- 
sions would not do any better than the present incumbent himself, 
brings up a question that I do not now care to go into very deeply. 
With the material the President has at his disposal for such appoint- 
ments, it may be he can do no better. The Senator knows better than 
Iwhether the Democratic party contains any one more fitted for the 
performance of the duties of Commissioner of Indian Affairs than the 
person now occupying that office. I will not go into that phase of the 
question. 

Mr. BATE. . It is certain that the Republican party did not furnish 
a better man. 

Mr. PLUMB, I indorse all the Senator has said about the propri- 
ety of Democrats being appointed to office under a Democratic admin- 
istration of the Indian Office as well as in all the other Departments of 
the Government. I am even willing that that which has never before 
occurred in the history of the Government, that politics be made the 
test of the appointment of Indian traders, still shall be continued so 
long as this administration lasts. Ido not object to that. I do not 
know how many appointments there may be in the Indian Bureau 
from the State of Kansas. Iam entirely free from knowledge on that 
subject. I can only recall one, but there may be a thousand for aught 
I know, and it may be, as the Senator says, that they are not up to the 
standard of those who have been appointed from the State of Tennessee. 
If that is one way of casting mud at the Democracy of Kansas, I do 
not know that I feel called on to defend them. I only regret that if 
they are not equal to the small remnant of unappointed Democrats to 
be found in Tennessee that the Commissioner did not ignore Kansas 
entirely and appoint all the employés from Tennessee. That certainly 
would seem to be the proper thing for the civil service, to take the best 
men who can be found, whether found in Kansas, Tennessee, or else- 
where. And if, as the Senator seems to intimate, the appointments 
from Kansas have not been up to the standard of those made from 
‘Tennessee, all, of course, being Democrats, I think there has been a 
very great mistake made and the quantum from Kansas ought to be 
displaced by appointments from Tennessee. 

Mr. BATE. ‘The Senator knows that I have said nothing in dispar- 
agement of those appointed from Kansas. Of course, I do not person- 
ally know the character or even the politics of the appointees, but I 
only stated the factthat if the Senator will look over the record he will 
find that more than twice as many have been appointed from hisState, 
whether Democrats or Republicans I do not know, as from mine; and 
Mr. Atkins being a Democrat, he certainly should have appointed 
Democrats. If he did not, I say he should have done so. I have ne 
reflection to make on the character of the men appointed who are 
constituents of the Senator from Kansas, I know nothing about them, 
but I do believe if General Atkins appointed men trom that State he 
certainly appointed Democrats who were qualified and just as good as 
any who belong to the opposite party. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator is shifting the issue a little. I supe 
posed it wasa question of quality, and now it seems to be a question of 

uantity. 
$ Mr. BATE. I do not think it has always heretofore been regarded 
as a question of qnality. As nothing has been heard of Indian trader- 
ships during his administration must be an improvement. 

Mr. PLUMB. Ifthe Senator from Tennessee means to intimate now, 
as it seems he does, that the President or the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs has been able to find more qualified persons in the Democratic 
party in Kansas for office than he has been able to find in the State of 
‘Tennessee and other Democratic States, then he ministers to my State 
pride. But the Senator entirely mistakes my opinion upon this ques- 
tion if he supposes I complain about the character or locality of ap- 
pointments under this Administration. I am like the Senator in 
wishing the Administration to have its own. I can illustrate my 
position more perfectly by relating an actual occurrence, A Demo- 
crat was appointed to a post-office in Kansas. A fellow-Democrat 
living in his town wrote to me to say that the appointee was not 
only a gambler, but had been convicted of gambling in the police court 

- of the town; that he was not only a drunkard, but had been con- 
yicted of drunkenness in public, and he wanted to know if I, a Repub- 
lican Senator, was going to vote to confirm such a man. My an- 
swer was that I did not know anything about the material the Presi- 
dent had to work with in that section of the State. He was better 
qualified, certainly, to determine the qualifications, relative and actual, 
of the Democracy of the town in which this man had been appointed 
postmaster than I was, and I was bound to presume he had done the 
very best he could under the circumstances, and that I was so willing 
that the Democrats should have all the offices that I would give to even 
such an appointment as was under consideration the benetit of a be- 
lief that the President could do no better and vote for the confirmation. 

So the Senator can get up no issue with me on this point. When I 


spoke of patronage I alluded to the necessary absorption by the Com- 


missioner in the removal of Republican office-holders and Indian traders 
and their substitution by active Democrats. This duty was so much 
the most important that the Commissioner has not had time to attend 
to the ordinary duties of administration in his office. The brokerage 
in traderships, with headquarters in a Southern State, has been a very 
absorbing subject for the Commissioner. 

Mr. President, I alluded to the schools because I found that the 
House of Representatives, Democratic in composition, unanimously 
agreed that they ought to be taken out from under the supervision of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, where they have been from the 


beginning, and that in that they agreed with the Senate, and in neither 


body has there been a single dissent from the proposition to take away 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs this most important function. 
The Senator can put whatever construction he pleases on this unani- 
mous legislative action, I know that the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs isan honest man. He confesses that himself publicly three or 
four times every day that he lives, and that constitutes the best evi- 
dence. I believe he is just as honest as he confesses himself to be. I 
have never disputed it. I raise no question on that. 

The substance of my complaint is that the Commissioner is unequal 
to the situation. He is a man of advanced years and of failing powers. 
He has had no experience in administration. He has fallen into the 
hands—unwisely, I think—of the experienced men whom he found 
running the financial department of his bureau. He has done what 
he thought, under all the circumstances, was the best by accepting the 
machinery which we furnished him and to do what these experienced 
people told him to do. I do not think he has misappropriated any 
money. The very nature of the machinery which he found ready to 
his hand when he came into office and which he has used would pre- 
vent it, if nothing else, and I know that there is no such desire on his 
part to do aught that is wrong. But he has been comparatively help- 
less. He has not the comprehensive intellect or the mental or physi- 
cal vigor to control and direct the affairs of his great office, one of the 
greatest offices of the Government. There is more room for the exer- 
cise of quiet, judicious, wholesome power in the office of the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs than probably in any bureau of the Govern- 
ment. It requires a man of great grasp, of mental, intellectual vigor, 
of determination; not a narrow man, not a man who quibbles about 
little things, He deals with a situation which presses him at every 
point, which can not be solved by general rules, which produces a mul- 
titude of cases that have got to be decided each upon its own merits. 
Perhaps it is not any reflection on the present incumbent to say that 
he has not been equal to this great situation. 

It takes a wise man, a good man, and a strong one for it; one who is 
in the prime of life, in the enjoyment of his intellectual faculties 
and capacity. Such a man I hope we shall get some of these days to 
deal with this problem that so concerns us in regard to the welfare of a 
dependent race of people to whom we are bound by the ties of human- 
ity, of obligation, and of duty. 

I have no doubt that many of the schools have been going on with a 
certain degree of excellence. Some of them may not have deteriorated; 
but there is lack of organization of system, and it is confessed that a 
change in control is necessary. And if I had time I should like to go 
into the administration of the affairs of the office in the Indian Terri- 
tory. I should like to produce proof, which I can produce, that there 
is more drunkenness among Indians in the Indian Territory than ever 
before. I could show that never has there been a time when the des- 
potism of the trader has been so manifest as now; that the Indians haye 
never been so swindled by the men sent ‘there under the auspices of 
the Government to sell them goods as is the ease to-day. 

Mr. BATE. I know nothing of that; but it is open to the Senator 
to make his charges, and I challengé him to make the facts known, and 
the man guilty of such offenses will be removed. <A great many things 
may occur out there, 3,000 miles away, not known here at the center; 
but as soon as it is known to a man of the character of this Commis- 
sioner the guilty party will be removed. I think it is due him, when 
the Senator states that fact, to make it known through some proper 
channel, so that the service may be corrected if there is anything wrong 
in it. 

As to the capacity of the Commissioner, aman who has held a high 
position in the other wing of the Capitol as representative of an intelli- 
gent constituency for fifteen or twenty years, and made a national repu- 
tation at the head of some of the chiefcommittees there, and the Ameri- 
can people are satisfied as to his character and pronounced a favorable 
verdict upon his capacity, he need have no fears of public judgment on 
that score. 

As to age, he is but little older than my friend, and I think he is 
certainly in the full vigor of manhood. I say, therefore, he is up to 
the occasion—competent for the office he holds, and he exercises it with 
a discretion and urbanity becoming to any man who holds the position 
he does. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator introduced the last part of this subject 
to the Senate. I did not bring itin. He replies to something I have 
not charged. 

Mr. BATE. Let us understand each other. I only speak for this 
gentleman against the charge made. If no charges are made, very 
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well. I did not want it to go out in the daily papers or in the RECORD 
to last for all time that such charges were made against Commissioner 
Atkins without a proper defense.. I have done that simply not only as 
a duty but to vindicate justice and the right. 

Mr. PLUMB. The Senator perhaps does well to defend his constit- 
uent. I make no complaint about that. I repeat, however, that it is 
amply susceptible of proof that the condition of affairs in the Indian 
country is worse than it has been for the last fifteen years at least. 
The control of the traders is greater than ever; the Indians are worse 
cheated than when they were more in debt, and there never was a 
time when drunkenness was so common. The demoralization existing 
is very great, and this grows out of the lax management of the Indian 
Office in the main. 

I did not expect, of course, that this matter would come up in con- 
nection with this bill, or I should have come armed with the proof 
which I shall make at a later period. It is not for me to tell the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs that which comes within the purview of 
his jurisdiction and possibly under his knowledge and not specially 
or officially under mine. It is not for me to tell him that maladmin- 
istration is going on in his department. It is not for me to tell him 
where the very purpose of the organization of his bureau is being de- 
feated. He ought to know that himself if he is competent for his 

lace. 
A Mr. BATE, But the Senator makes the statement on the floor of 
the Senate. Then he ought to be armed with the proof, so as to give 
him a chance to explain it if it becomes necessary to explain it, to re- 
fute it if it should be necessary, and see if he has not some facts which 
can be brought forward to set the matter right. 

Mr. PLUMB. I make the statement now, on my responsibility as 
a Senator, that all the things which I have stated are true in regard 
to the condition of affairs among the Indians of the Indian Territory. 

Mr. BATE. Do I understand the Senator tosay that he knows these 
things personally? 

Mr. PLUMB. I know them by contact with persons who are famil- 
iar with affairs in the Indian Territory. 

Mr. BATE. Ah! 

Mr. PLUMB. And for whom I vouch. 

Mr. BATE. ‘Then I know by contact with persons on the other side 
that they are not true. . 

Mr. PLUMB. Lou assume to know a negative, which no man tan 
really know. 

Mr. BATE. I see that, of course; but I get it from those men who 
are at the headquarters, and know these things. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is the headquarters I am arraigning. 

Mr. BATE. A man can certainly know a negative to be a negative. 

Mr. PLUMB. It is the headquarters I am arraigning. I am not 
taking the word of those who are responsible for this, but I am taking 
the word of agents in the Indian Territory, persons who have had 
dealings with the Indians and with agents in the Territory. I am 
taking the common knowledge and judgment of men all along the 
entire border. Iam taking the statement of officials who have had to 
do with the trial of causes arising in the Indian Territory, the state- 
ments made in newspapers and not gainsaid or questioned, although 
they are not matters within my personal knowledge. I know there issuch 
a place as London. Inever saw it. I know of the existence of a great 
many other things I have never seen, and yet my knowledge is no less 
parer no less definite because it is to a certain extent the result of 
hearsay. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, so now at last we are at the bottom 
of it. The trouble in the Indian Territory and among the civilized 
tribes is owing to ram, and not to religion and civilization. There 
is the trouble, and the bill which has come over from the other House 
providing for measures by which we can keep the officers of the law 
from being murdered in the discharge of their duties, which seem to 
multiply greatly of late, is not to be attributed to the operations of the 
missionaries or the civilizing influences that were going on among 
the Indians as the result of the method which I have alluded to earlier 
in this debate. That bill, I say, is to be attributed to the vices of the 
white man and not to any fault in that system of civilizing the red 
man. So I hold that still my illustration of what has been done by 
the civilized tribes is a demonstration of the true method of trying to 
make something of the Indian, and nobody has met that historical ex- 
ample as yet. 

There are a good many things about this bill that I should like to 
know, and some that I want to know and mean to know about before I 
get through. I should like to know, in the first place, what the full 
amount of the appropriation is. The Senator from Massachusetts, of 
course, can state the aggregate. Bills of this kind frequently show 
the aggregate. I find nothing here but a multiplicity of items, with 
nothing to show the total. Perhaps the Senator can tell me. 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator would read the report, No. 1375 

Mr. BLAIR. I have not seen it, but I have read the bill. Will the 
Senator give me the aggregate? Ido not ask tho Senator to read the 
report, which is a day long. 

Mr, DAWES. As I reported tothe Senate, the amount appropriated 
by the bill, given on the first page of the report, is $8,172,129.13, 


Mr. BLAIR. Can the Senator give me the amount which is ex- 
pended for what is called education, for support of schools? 5 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will turn to the fifth page of the re- 
port he will see that the amount for the support of schools appropri- 
ated by the bill, as passed by the other House, is $1,307,015. In the 
bill as reported to the Senate the amount is $1,348,015, 

Mr. BLAIR. Can the Senator state to us the amount that is appro- 
priated for schools outside of the Indian reservations or Territory; that 
is, for the Indian schools in Kansas and the Eastern States? 

Mr. DAWES. If the Senator will turn to the fourth page of the re- 
port he will find at the bottom of the page a table giving the amount 
appropriated for the support of Indian schools, for day and industrial 
schools, construction and repair of school buildings at Albuquerque so 
much, Alaska industrial school so much, ete. 

Mr. BLAIR. The items are in the bill itself. 

Mr. DAWES. The items are in the bill itself, and the amount is 
carried out in a table on the fourth page of the report. 

Mr. BLAIR. What is the amount? Will the Senator state it? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Those schools separately are not added up by them- 
selves, but I can give the Senator each item. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not care for that, because the items are in the bill 
itself. 

Mr. DAWES. I can not give the Senator the aggregate of the amount 
appropriated for schools outside of the reservations and the amount for 
schools inside the reservations, the amount for the training-schools, the 
amount for the day schools, and the amount for the boarding-schools. 
They are all in this table, but they are not added up separately. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to the fact which 
appears on the fiftieth page of the bill, that there is ‘‘for support of 
Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educational purposes 
not hereinafter provided for,” an appropriation of $685,000; *‘for the 
construction and repair of school buildings, $55,000; and for purchase of, 
horses, cattle, sheep, and swine for schools, $10,000; in all, $750,000; 
and then a proviso is added. I ask the Senator if it be the fact that 
the entire appropriation for the support of schools, save only the $750,- 
000, is included in the appropriation for the support of children at the 
yarious independent schools outside of the reservations? 

Mr. DAWES. ‘There are treaty schools maintained by a fund, and 
there are treaty schools maintained in other ways. 

Mr. BLAIR. Those are not appropriated for in this bill? 

Mr. DAWES. This $750,000 is to be a sum of money in the hands 
of the Indian Bureau to maintain all maintained schools not enumer- 
ated in the bill. There are schools enumerated in the bill and appro- 
priations made for those schools. Then there is the sum of one hundred 
and odd thousand dollars for purposes of Indian education, to be put 
55 the hands of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs to be expended 
by him. 

Mr. BLAIR. The point that I want to reach, if I can, is the amount 
that is appropriated by the bill for schools like the school at Albuquer- 
que, in New Mexico, the rate per pupil being $167 per annum, making 
$35.000; and for support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, not ex- 
ceeding $167 for each pupil, $80,000. From that point on through the 
bill there seem to be perhaps twenty or more schools, to each of which is 
made a large appropriation for the support of a mentioned number of 
Indian pupils, all of them receiving $167 apiece. I should like to 
know the amount, or about the amount, that is appropriated for the 
maintenance of pupils at these various schools among the white folks 
at $167 per pupil. 

Mr. DAWES. Take $750,000, in the first paragraph, from $1,348,- 
015, and the remainder will be whatis expended otherwise here. Five 
hundred and ninety-eight thousand and fifteen dollars is expended in 
support of the schools mentioned in this bill. 

Mr. BLAIR. That is what I supposed, making about $600,000 that 
is distributed among these various schools for the support, culture, and 
discipline of the Indian pupils, at $167 each. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘The schools are not all in the East. 

Mr. BLAIR. Schools among the white people, then ? 

Mr. DAWES. Those that are separate from the reservations. 

Mr. BLAIR. Separate from the body of the-Indian population? 

Mr. DAWES. There are some on the border, like the school at 
3 which are not properly among the Indians, but are very near 

em. 

Mr. BLAIR. I think I understand the Senator. 
ond page of the bill I find the following item: 

For support and education of one hundred and twenty Indian pupils at tho 
school at Hampton, Va., $20,040. 

That is to support one hundred and twenty Indian pupils. Then 
there is a second appropriation provided—an appropriation of $1,000 
for transporting Indian children to and from that school. I should 
like to ask the Senator if he thinks that is a prudent, economical, and 
jadicions use of public money in the education of these one hundred 
and twenty Indian pupils? 

Mr. DAWES I am sorry that the Senator has picked up his old 


On the fifty-see- 


quarrel with General Armstrong on his educational bill. 
Mr. BLAIR. I have not, but I shall do so if the Senator desires. 
I want to get this bill throngh 


Mr. DAWES. Ido not desire it. 
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and that is what made me regret that the Senator had brought up the 
question. 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator does not want to have the bill passed 
until 3 has been discussed and understood and appreciated upon its 
merits 

Mr. DAWES. The Hampton Institute is established and has been 
maintained by the Presbyterian body of Christians. 

Mr. BLAIR. I do not ask the Senator to make a speech. If he is 
not inclined to answer my question definitely I will just keep the floor, 
and he can reply to me when I get through. 

Mr. DAWES. Does the Senator wish to have the floor? 

Mr. BLAIR. No; I should like to have the Senator's opinion as to 
whether he thinks that these appropriations at this rate are judiciously 
made. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator must take my opinion as I give it. I 
am not going to have the Senator prescribe the way I give it. 

Mr. BLAIR. Let me ask the Senator the question, then 

Mr. DAWES. I thought the Senator had asked it already. 

» Mr. BLAIR. Lask the Senator whether in his opinion it is an eco- 
nomical and judicious method of expending public money in the mat- 
ter of education to appropriate at the rate of $167 per pupil for the 
support of these children at Hampton, Lawrence, Carlisle, and these 
various other schools, where, it seems, some $600,000 of the public 
money is thus appropriated ? 

Before the Senator answers the question, as he seems to think, with 
a prescience that I commend him for, because his imagination outrans 
the fact, that I am picking up some old quarrel, I wish to say that 
Jam not doing that at all. I have no old quarrel with anybody about 
this matter. But the discussion this afternoon has set me thinking 
about some of these things, and as the Senator from Massachusetts has 
studied these subjects a great while, and I presume for quite a num- 
ber-of Con, has not been called upon to explain much about these 
appropriations, he will pardon me for asking him a few questions, and 
I do not know that I am likely to be deterred from doing it by the in- 
timation that I have some old quarrel with somebody, when I have no 
old quarrel with anybody, and no new one either, for that matter. 

These children are being educated at $167 apiece. There is great 
doubt or at Jeast a question between the two eminent members of the 
Appropriations Committee who bring us this bill whether the child, 
after being thus educated, is made the better or made the worse, 
whether he is made a good Indian, whether he is fitted for civilized 
life, or simply is unfitted for savage life and thus practically ruined by 
his education. 

The Senator from Massachusetts says that the institutions which ed- 
ucate these boys and get these enormous amounts of money for so doing 
follow them to their wilderness retreats again, and that according to 
the record which they make up for them 90 per cent. of them amount 
to something. The Senator from Kansas says that they become the 
worst kind of barbarians again, destroyed by the process of educated 
uselessness, neither fit for the sa nor the civilized life, and that 
their education is a dead loss. Ido not know how that may be. The 
Senator from Kansas is very likely to know something about it, for he 
lives in that vicinity. But I assume, for my instincts and feelings are 
in that direction, that the Senator from Massachusetts is right, and that 
the Indian educated at Hampton and at Carlisle is improved by the 
process, and that he carries some good influence back to the people from 
whom he came. 

However, the Senate will observe that here is annually expended, 
aside from transportation, $167 for each one of these pupils. At Hamp- 
ton, for instance, which strikes my eye, the appropriation for this pur- 

to educate 120 Indian pupils is $20,040. The pupil is brought 

Ta. he is taken into this institution; he is boarded; he is clothed; 
and he is educated, and that is the amount of the cost. If there was 
a school among the Indians the same sort of instruction could be given, 
I venture to say, by a.not larger number than two teachers. The plant 
once existing, that is to say, the school once established among the In- 
dians, two teachers could very well take care of these 120 pupils. 
Vast numbers of the common schools of the country are filled with 
more than that number to each teacher. 

I am asking for information; but it seemed to me that $1,000 or 
$1,500 given to a teacher on the spot would enable two teachers to im- 
part as much instruction as is given by the process which is here pur- 
sued, the figure of which I do not wonder at when I see twenty or 
thirty institutions thriving under it, sure of their support and mainte- 
nance from the funds of the Government, when they would bankrupt 
themselves as private institutions, depending upon the ordinary sources 
that such private institutions have to depend upon for their support. 

I say that in this way it has seemed to me that the money of the 
Government has been expended in the most uneconomical manner that 
could be imagined, and I ask the Senator from Massachusetts to an- 
swer the question I have propounded. I do not know but that there 
may be views of it by which it may be made to appear that what two 
teachers could do for $3,000, or 85, 000 at the most, is economically per- 
formed under this system at $21,000 or $22,000, but I do not see how 
it can be so, and I ask the Senator to explain it. 

Betore he does that, since he has alluded to the supposed quarrel, to 
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which I should not have alluded, I will ask him upon what basis it is 
that an institution like the one at Hampton, the head of which says 
that the imparting of education from any extraneous source demoral- 
izes the people—that they must educate themselves—I ask him upon 
what principle it is that that is a rule which should apply to the negro 
or any individual or family or community which is found in our own 
immediate civilization and should not apply to the Indian himself? 
Why should he not be called upon to educate himself and to starve 
and remain a barbarian until he does it? 

But, Mr. President, that is an argument the absurdity of which 
hardly needs a question to expose it. If I had a quarrel it would be 
that an eminent educator, himself a preacher of charity, coming here 
in this very bill asking charity in order that his institution may exist 
and may do good, should ever have propounded a theory of the descri 
tion to which allusion has been made, That is no quarrel of mine. It 
is for the man who advances the absurdity to get along with it, and 
ee for it theoretically as well as to account for his own contrary 
conduct. 

Now I will ask the Senator if he considers this system of educating 
these Indian children à judicious and economical one, and if so, why? 

Mr. DAWES. Mr. President, I do not consider that the system 
under which Indian education is carried on is the best possible. It is 
a very imperfect system. It is improving, I think, every day. It is 
enlarging its scope; it is increasing its efficiency; it is producing better 
results every day, and is growing, more and more answering the great 
end for which it was inaugurated. The system is but ten years old. It 
was begun with an appropriation of $20,000; it now covers an appro- 
priation in this bill of $1,300,000. It has various phases. It has the 
day school upon the reservation, where simply a teacher is hired for 
$500 or $600 and attends to the school as wellashemay. Thatis the 
teacher whom the Senator declared, with the aid of another one, could 
do what General Armstrong is doing with $20,000. He thinks he could 
accomplish all that with $2,000. General Armstrong takes the scholar 
and supports him; he keeps him day and night, and clothes him. 

Mr. BLAIR. Will not the Senator answer me whether it would 
not be more judicious to support this Indian child at home, where we 
are already supporting his whole tribe? 

Mr. DAWES. Will the Senator not let me answer him in my hob- 
bling way aş well as I can? I can not do it any better, and the mo- 


ment when I am getting along as well as I can with these interroga- > 


tories of my learned friend, he gets up and complains, and asks, ** Will 
you not answer better?“ 

Mr. BLAIR. Oh, no, Mr. President—— 

Mr. DAWES. I am doing as well as I knowhow. I want to say to 
the Senator that there are a great many kinds of these schools. It is 
necessary that there should be a great many kinds of them, because 
there are a great many things to be taught a savage who does not know 
anything, and there are a great many ways that you have got to go to 
work to teach him, and some of them costa good deal more than others. 
A day-school is a good thing in some places and it is not good for any- 
thing in another place. Take a day-school among the Comanches and 
it would not be better than having a school of blue-jays. Then thero 
is the boarding-school on the reservation. That is an excellent thing 
in some places and does wonderfally good work. Then there is the 
training-school, the purpose of which is to teach a savage Indian 
from the bottom clear up, to teach him how to walk, to teach him 
how to do everything in the world, just as my friend was taught 
when he was a little boy. Now, that costs a good deal more. ou 


must have machine-shops, you must have tools, and you must haven n 


great many things that you do not have in any of the schools to which 
the Senator alludes, what he calls acommon school, with a school-marm. 
You can not teach Indian children how to make shoes with a school- 
marm in a log school-house, or how to make tin ware, or how to make 
harness, or how to make clothes, merely with a school-marm at $600 a 
year in a little school-house, such as he and I went to school in when 
we were boys. That costs a good deal more. 

Now, Mr. President, the Senator wants to know whether I think it 
is economical. It is pretty expensive, there is no doubt about that, 
and the results are not all that we could desire; but they are something. 
They are more every year than they were the year before; and the num- 


ber of Indians who are learning to take care of themselves is increasing” 


wonderfully on all the reservations. Indian wars have ceased; they 
have become impossible. Indian reservations, I have already said, are 
going by the board; something else is taking their place. This is 
pretty expensive; it requires a good deal of patience, not only with the 
Indians, but with some white men too. It is quite as difficult to get 
along with the outside adverse influencesas it is to get along with the 
Indians themselves. 

I can not tell exactly in dollars and cents whether it would be as cheap 
to let the Indian go by the board as to educate him and expend this 
money in trying to makesomething of him. I undertake to say, how- 
ever, that it would not only be a reproach to this nation that would 
sooner or later exact a penalty from it, after having robbed the Indian 
for two centuries, stripped him, hunted him, cheated him, murdered 
him, burned him in his wigwam, to have turned him out and let him 
become a vagabond and a beggar in the country, it would not only be 


* 
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a disgrace and a dishonor that would ultimately be paid for dearly, 
but it would be a most dangerous thing in those communities in which 
it would be the misfortune for such a body of people to undertake to 
roam, for they would roam and plunder. 

Iam not stopping, sir, to try to figure out whether it would cost six 
cents and a quarter more to teach one of these Indians at Hampton 
than to teach him somewhere else. I am for the best results, and the 
results at Hampton, at Carlisle, at Chilocco, and at Lawrence are re- 
sults that are not to be measured by dollars and cents. One hundred 
and twenty pupils at Hampton, developed into self-supporting citizens 
of the United States for $20,000, are worth more to this Union than so 
many vagabonds, and they are worth more than they cost. 

Mr, BLAIR. The Senator evades the question by implication. I 
asked him whether as compared with the appropriation of this money 
for like schools in the like way on the spot, the appropriation was a 
judicious and an economical one. 

Mr. DAWES. Did I not answer the Senator? I tried to do so. I 
will just say there are two or three plans, two or three ways of doing 
this. One is the theory and the plan upon which General Armstrong 
goes, to educate these Indians and send them back among their people 
to work out on the reservations the renovation and regeneration of their 
people. ‘The other is the plan that Captain Pratt goes on, to educate 
and develop them into men and turn them out into the community to 
be absorbed. Another plan is the day-school, and another is the board- 
ing-school. As to which is the best, there is a variety of opinion. 
Some think one is best and some another. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] gets up here, and from his 
observation and his information tells you that the very day-school you 
are pleading for is utterly worthless and ought to be abolished entirely. 
Now, I do not think so. I think every one of these schools, with 
different degrees of merit and different results, is useful. Every- 
thing that a white man does that is commendable brought in among 
these Indians, and in all the ways you can contrive, bringing them in 
contact with the right side of civilization at as many points as you can, 
is useful. Put railroads through everywhere; put white men’s homes 
among them; let them be object-lessons. Everything of that kind has 
its influence for good. You can not tell whether a day-school is better 
than a family of white people living among them. In some places it 
would be better; in other places it would not be so good. It depends 
very much on thesusceptibility of the Indian community in which they 
are to this kind of influence or that kind of influence. 

For me to get up here and say that I can demonstrate that one kind 
of school is better than another kind of school among these savages of 
sixty or seventy different tribes, every one of them having a different 
and distinct characteristic of life, of habit, and of personality, to at- 
tempt to measure them all by one particular rule, is an absurdity. 

Mr. BLAIR. Mr. President, it seems that after all it is a question 
that the Senator can not answer, and in his inability to do it I must 
concur, because he has demonstrated it by a somewhat prolonged ef- 
fort to answer, If the confession had been made in the beginning it 
would have sayed something of time. The Senator pursues through- 
out his effort to answer what he admits in the end to be unanswerable, 
a somewhat sneering style of comment which I observe at the same 
time that I will not, I think, mention it. 

I did not suppose that it was necessary to bring an Indian to Carlisle 
or to Hampton to teach him how to walk and to run. I had the im- 
pression that the Indian race had developed a tolerable degree of agility 
without the assistance of civilized training under General Armstrong 
or Captain Pratt. 

My inquiry was directed toa principle which when properly carried 
out would bring every Indian child across the continent and educate 
him along the shores of the Atlantic, and bring the Alaskan child to 
the same points and give him his education, and then send him back 
to that doubtful future status, whether of improvement or of the de- 
struction of his good qualities even as a savage, which the Senator from 
Kansas has depicted. I say that a policy which at such an extraordi- 
nary leads to such absurdities in conduct and doubtful results, 
it seems to me, is properly one in regard to which question should be 
raised on this floor, 

I can see myself how in order to give these Indians industrial train- 
ing, as it is called, it may be well to bring some of them here to the 
Atlantic Slope, where they can come in contact with and learn to han- 
dle machinery, giving them industrial training and at the same time 
giving them education in the way of reading and writing, and I expect 
that they do not want much if anything more. These are processes to 
which the Indian child must be subjected like the white child, and the 
question whether it shall be done here, 3,000 miles from tho place 
where his future is to be spent, or whether it shall be done on the spot, 
in the community where he was born, and to the improvement of which 
his education is to be dedicated, and whether it can be done there ata 
less expense than is now being incurred in the method that is being 
pursued, is one that those who have the guardianship of the public 
money might, it seems to me, well inquire into. 

If the Indian children who are being educated in these Eastern 
schools are to go back and to act as instructors themselves, as teachers 
themselves, the limited number who are brought here may well be edu- 


cated, it seems to me, even at a much higher expense, if it can be done 
with greater rapidity; and in the absence of the other system, the sys- 
tem of local development, undoubtedly it is better at any degree of ex- 
pense to make the effort to do the work in the way it is being done in 
these Eastern schools. But I insist upon it that it is worthy of con- 
sideration on the part of the committee that every year comes in here 
and takes $8,000,000 and Jays it out upon the Indians, when the most 
of it is laid out upon them in a way which is infinitely less creditable 
to our good sense and to our civilization than this pittance of it which 
is expended upon the schools, that is, in their support in a condition of 
idleness. 

I say that when we lay out upon the 250,000 Indian men, women, 
and children (not more than 50,000 children in the whole of them) the 
amount of money which we have undertaken herein several Congresses 
to appropriate by the year for the period of only eight years’ time to 
educate our own flesh and blood, as I expressed it a little while ago, 
I think it is time to inquire somewhat into this system of economy and 
this system of sentimentalism, when Senators get up here and say 
themselves, as was done in the earlier part of the debate, that it is 
questionable whether the Indian is to be saved at all, when it is ad- 
mitted that war has destroyed him and peace has done just about the 
same, and after being educated to a certain extent, as in the case of the 
civilized tribes, as I call them, they are now retrograding and being 
gradually destroyed by-ourselves and by our rum and the bad influ- 
ences we bring to bear upon them. I say, Mr. President, when this is 
the ultimate result of the system of expenditure which has been going 
on from the beginning down to the present time and we are neglect- 
ing our own people, it is time to stop and inquire whether we are 
human ourselves exactly, to inquire something about charity begin- 
ning at home, something about justice beginning at home. 

I think the committee may well consider, and the Senate may well 
consider, and the country may well consider whether it is judicious in 
the condition of the public ſunds when we can not educate our own 
children, that we should peddle our money out down hereat Hampton 
and these other schools at $167 a head to Indian children, when they 
can get along at home and be educated at an expenditure of $1 where 
we now pay ten. 

There is another point to which I should like to call the attention of 
the Senate, and I do it with deference. I should like to know how 
these various schools are supported. Who manages them? I see it 
stated in the papers, and great complaint made, that the Catholic 
Church has an undue influence in the administration of the money that 
is appropriated to the Indian schools, I should like to know about 
that. The Protestant denominations are raising this inquiry. I do 
not care so much about it myself, if it only educates the children and 
educates them economically and judicjously, but I should like to know 
about these different schools, what religious influences there are that 
get this money, and how it is that these appropriations are obtained 
from year to year, whether they are obtained, as is charged, by inge- 
nuity and misdirection, or indifection, and for the support and for the 
benefit of particular ecclesiastical institutions, or whether it is other- 
wise; because it is a libel if it be otherwise. I think the chairman 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs ought to vindicate the Catholic 
Church if it is unjustly accused. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PLUMB] to the amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB, In line 17 of the amendment I move to strike out the 
word such“ where it first occurs and insert the word „Jike;“ in line 
18 to strike out the word ‘‘the,’’ after the word ‘‘of,’’ and insert the 
word “‘such;’’ and to strike out the word the“ where it last occurs 
in the line and insert then,“ and then to strike out the words of 
such schools;’’ so as to read: 

And any other gk connected with schools wholly supported by the Goy- 
ernment, and with like approval make such rules and regulations for the con- 
duct of such schools as in his judgment their good may require. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of the com- 
mittee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resnmed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
sea 8, to strike out all after the word schools,“ in line 5, as fol- 

ows: 

That it shall be the duty of the superintendent of Indian schools to visit, from 
time to time, and as often as the nature of his duties will permit, the ools 
where Indians are taught, in whole or in part, by appropriations from the United 
States Treasury, and, under the direction of the Becretary of the Interior, to re- 
oe! annually to pip ese the condition and progress of said schools: what, in 

is judgment are the defects, if any, in any of them in system, in administration 
orin means for the most effective advancement of the children in them towar 
civilization and self-support; and what cha: are needed to remedy such de- 
fects as moe’ exist. It shall be the duty of said superintendent, subject to the 


approval of the Secretary of the Interior, to employ and discharge superintend- 
ents, teachers, and any other person connected with such schools, and to make 


patie rulesand regulations for the conduct of the schools as in his judgment the 
good of such schools may require. He shall embody in detail his doings under 
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this section, with tke reasons for his action in each case, i n his annual 2 prion 


Congress. The said superintendent shall be allowed and paid a salary o 

per annum, and, in addition thereto, his actual and necessary traveling ex- 
penses incurred while in the discharge of the duties prescribed by this act, such 
expenses to be allowed and paid on vouchers approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The Secretary of the Interior shall cause to be detailed from the em- 
ployés of his Department such assistants, and shall furnish such facilities, as 
shall be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 9, line 18, after the word ‘‘requi- 
sition,“ to insert or requisitions;“ after the word “ made,“ at the 
end of the same line, to insert ‘‘by the proper authorities of the Choc- 
taw Nation; in line 20, before the word Nation,” tostrike out “the 
Choctaw” and-insert ‘‘said;’? in the same line, after the word ‘‘such,’’ 
to strike out ‘‘agent or other person’’ and insert ‘‘other person or per- 
sons;’’ in line 22, before the word ‘‘requisitions,”’ to strike out the 
requisition or’’ and insert said; in the same line, after the word 
therefore,“ to strike out made by the proper authorities of the suid 
Choctaw Nation, as required by,” and insert in accordance with;““ 
and in line 29, after the word available,“ to insert and to be in full 
satisfaction of all claims against the United States arising under article 
12 of said treaty; so as to make the section read: 


Src. 9. That for payment to the Choctaw Nation, $2,858,798.62, the said sum be- 
ing the amount of e rendered in favor ofsaid nation, by the Court of 
Claims, on the 15th day of December, A. D. 1885, on a mandate issued by the Su- 
preme Court, at the October term of said court, together with such further sum 
as may be necessary to pay the interest on said judgment, at 5 per cent. peran- 
num, from the date of the presentation of the transcript of said judgment to the 
Secretary of the Treasury for era as provided in section 1090 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, to the date of this act. The appropriation hereby made shall be 
a permanent and continuing appropriation, not subject to lapse, orto be covered 
into the Treasury; and said sum, together with the interest thereon, shall be 
paid from time to time, and in such sumsas requisition, or requisitions, therefor 
shall be made, by the proper authorities of the Choctaw Nation, to the na- 
tional treasurer of said nation, or to such other person of persons as shall be 
named in said requisitions therefor, in accordance with article 12 of the treaty 
between the United States and the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, concluded 
June 22, 1855: led, That no interest shall be paid on this appropriation 

th of this act, but the amount herein appropriated to be im- 


available, and to be in full satisfaction ofall claims against the United 


ng under article 12 of said treaty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. DAWES. Iask unanimous consent to add a section in the nat- 
ure of legislation, which is subject to a point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is it reported by the Committee on 
Appropriations? 

Mr. DAWES. No, it is not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will be 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to add as a new section: 

Until otherwise provided by law all that portion of what is known as the 
Blackfeet Indian reservation in Montana Territory, lying west of the one hun- 
dred and eighth meridian, ceded to the United States under an agreement with 
the several bands of Indians occupying the same, which said agreement was 
ratified by act of Congress approved Say 1, 1888, is hereby attached to and 
made ae pad of the county of Choteau, in said Territory, and, until otherwise 
pos by law, all that portion of said reservation ceded under said grant and 

ying east of the one hundred and eighth meridian, Montana, is hereby attached 
to and made part of the county of Dawson, in said Territory. The laws of the 
Territory of Montana now in force in the counties of Dawson and Choteau 
shall extend over and be in force in the portions of territory added to said 
counties respectively. 

Mr. DAWES. The need of this legislation is this: By a recent act 
of Congress ratifying the agreement made with the Indians of that large 
reservation, the Piegans, Blackfeet, and Bloods, a very large tract ot 
country in Montana, about 20,000 square miles, has been opened to set- 
tlement and people are rushing in there in great crowds; but there was 
no provision in that bill by which the laws of Montana were extended 
over that territory, so that the processes of the county government 
which prevail in that Territory do not apply to that large tract of coun- 
try. The taxes to he assessed for the ensuing year must be assessed by 
county officers, but there is nobody to assess taxes upon the property 
in this large area of country. The Legislature does not meet till next 
January, and it happens that all the cattlemen in all the region round 
about have gathered all their cattle on this territory to escape taxation. 
There is no method of enforcing law, and unless a bill should be got 

` through in some such way as this it will be a whole year before there 
can be any government of that kind there. I hope, therefore, that the 
Senate will permit the amendment to be attached to this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposing general 
legislation—is there objection to its reception? [A pause.] The Chair 
hears no objection. 

Mr. BLAIR. Ido not desire to make objection, but I desire the 
Senator to answer my last question. 

Mr. DAWES. Let this go on. 

Mr. BLAIR. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. DAweEs]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAWES. The Senator desires me to answer his question. I 
will take occasion to do so before the bill passes. 

Mr. TELLER. I desire to offer an amendment to come in on page 
38, section 1, after the provision for the Navajo Indians, after line 910: 


The sum of $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 
vriated to enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the settlers who, in good 


faith, made settlement in 8 29 north, ranges 14. 18, and 16 west. New 

Mexico princi meridian, in the Territory of New Mexico, prior to May 1, 

1886, for their improvements and for damages sustained by reason of the in- 

elusion of said townships within the Navajo reservation (executive order of 

April 24,1886), and such settlers may make their homestead, pre-emption, and 

Le Ling i entries as if they had never made settlement within said town- 
ps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. In order that this may be understood by the com- 
mittee of conference, I desire to submit some letters which recite the 
facts of the case and show why these people ought to be paid. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The papers will be received and 
printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. TELLER. As well as a petition from one of the settlers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will also be printed. 

The papers are as follows: 

Farwinetox, N. MEX., October 31, 1887. 

Dean Sir: Yours of September 24 is before me, and I herewith proceed to 
make as calm and temperate” statement of“ facts“ as possible. As I have 
not the dates before me, I shall be obliged to relate the incidents without them. 
I shall go no further back than to the time that President Arthur, by Executive 
order, threw open for settlement all that portion south of the San Juan River 
in towhship 29, north of ranges 14, 15, and 16 west of principal meridian of New 
Mexico, being all in the Territory of New Mexico. This being a desirable por- 
tion of connie, possessing a most charming climate and adjacent to thriving 
settlements of Americans, it was speedily settled upon by the home seekers, 
These lands having been surveyed were located under the several land Jaws, 
homesteads, pre-emptions, eto. The settlers,being possessed of the usual West- 
om enternrise, taking hold and going to work with a vim, gave flattering prom- 
ise of thrift. 

i. svn became apparent that the Navajo Indians were inelined to remain 
among the settlers with their numerous herds and flocks, which kept the coun- 
try bare of This, of course, the settlers could not tolerate, as they bad 
stock of their own that must be fed. Consequently they petitioned Gencral 
Bradley, Commanding the District of New Mexico, to send troops to remove the 
Indians, which he previously promised would be done when necessary, After 
a long and annoying delay one William Parsons, from Fort Defiance, N. Mex,, 
arrived in our midst and announced himself as an agent of the United States 
Government to! investigate“ our “troubles with the Indians,” appointing a 
time and place that the settlers and Indians should meet him to make known 
their grievances. rere the settlers went tothe place designated, to find 
a large tent apparently full of Indians. 

We were informed that the apens was inside, but there was no room for 
white men.“ We lingered on the outside until his honor emerged. He said 
that he was glad to meet us, but was awfal hungry, therefore he must request 
us te meet him at the Ohio school-house at 7 o'clock p, m., some 2} miles away. 
on the opposite side of the river. Promptly we were on hand to find himself 
and his friends (the Navajos) in waiting. He installed himself chairman and 
proceeded to announce the object of the meeting, requesting us to make our 
statements. But every word and act of the man told us but too plainly that his 
verdict was rendered; that it was useless for us to speak; nevertheless we pro- 
ceeded to state our case. This meeting was on April 5, 1896, just in the midst 
of 1 time. The settlers were in plowing and planting, 
and the Indians wished to do so likewise, as they been ace todo fa 
years past upon the same lands, some of them that the settler was occupying. 

There was a conflict of interest, the Indian thinking he had a right, and the 
settler knowing that he had acquired rights of the United States Government, 
Neither party wished toyield. Mr. Parsons advised the settlers to suspend op- 
erations for a time, as he considered dangerous, as the Indian was greatly op- 
2 to the white man making any further improvements, especially wire 

fences, as they were liable to injure Indian horses. Neverthelessthe white man 
went on with his improvements, plowing, planting, hunan irrigating ditches, 
setting out fruit trees, etc., the Indian frequently encroaching with his stock, 
cutting down fences, ete. It seems a wonder that there was no blood shed. 
Mr. Parsons told the Indians and us that the Government would adjust matters, 

On April 24 the President issued an order returning all the disputed country 
to the Navajo Indian reservation, which reached us somedayslatar. Thenews 
came to the writer while he was en setting out fruit trees. I had several 
hundred trees, grape-vines, etc., which havesince proven a total loss on account 
of the Governmentinterference. The next day after the President's order came 
every Indian seemed to know ofit, and they gave us orders to vacate at once, they 
supposing that the land all belonged to them, which indeed, the President's 
order seemed to indicate, for that document totally ignored the presence of set- 
tlers on those lands. The settlers knew that they had rights there which they 
did not propose to relinquish without a struggle. 1 they sent a depu- 
tation to call on Mr. S. A. Marshall (an assistant t residing at Farmington, 
N. M.,) and request his immediate presence among the Iudians to explain matters 
to them, to inform them that the lands were not all theirs. This he attended to 

romptlx. but the Indians insisted on being allowed to plant on the lands owned 
by the whites. Mr. Marshall seemed on the point of yielding to their entreaties, 
but the settlers stoutly protested that if they were to have tenants they would 
have them of their own choosing. 

The Indians were finally ordered to desist from planting, with the assurance 
that they would soon get the lands and probably the crops also. In the mean- 
time the soldiers were ordered to come to the rescue (but we were never fully 
satisfied of whom, the Indians or settlers), but they were of no consequence 
7 ware for they were stationed several miles away and on the oppositeside 
of the river. 

Time dragged wearily on, the Indians frequently trespassing with their stock, 
committing numerous acts to annoy the settlers. At times it would seem that 
a conflict was inévitable, yet wonderful to relate there was no one hurt. 

On June 17 Mr. Edwin 8. Bruce arrived among us, announcing himself aş 
an agent of the Government, sent for the purpose of * ascertaining the value of 
our improvements, in order that the Government might be able to know what 
to pay us.“ Against this we felt to revolt as we had not hired to work for the 
Government, However, we submitted to the listing of our improvements in 
many instances far below what we knew them to have actually cost us, for be 
it remembered that some of us had moved long distances to get here, and had 
labored under great disadvantages, which, of course, Mr. Bruce could not take 
into account. It was evident that the settlers could realize little or nothing 
from their labors by remaining here on accountof the presence of the Indians, 
therefore Mr. Bruce advised them to leave and go where they could make some- 
thing, telling them that the Government would recognize their claims the same 
as though they had remained. 

On this assurance several left. Mr. Bruce called a meeting for the Indiansat 
which he told them to remain “quiet and orderly,” that the lands wou.d soon 
be theirs, crops and all. I should have stated that Mr. Bruce assessed the val- 
uation of the growing crops with the anticipation that the Indians would get 
them. It was Mr. Bruce’s opinion that “the Government would make a final 
and liberal settlement with the settlers, one they would be satisfled with, within 
three months from that date, June 19, 1886. Matters moved on a little more 
quictly for a while, yet there was more or less annoyance to be endured all the 


y en, 
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while, for it is impossible for Indians and whites to dwell together in unity. 
Time passed on, but we kept our pen busy trying to learn what was our legal 
rights. I wrote to the honorable Secretary of the Interior, to the honorable 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, but could get no reply, I also wrote to a West- 
ern Senator with regard to the Government acts in affair, which elicited a 
reply in this wise: - 


„ * “Tf you have d for your lands there is no power in the Government 
of the United States to deprive you of your lands to give to the Indians. 
“If you have not made payments for your lands, but have made settlement 


according to law under the homestead law, the Government can not disturb you 
any more thanif you had paid for the lands. 

+ è è “Tn this country neither the President nor Congress can take away 
any one’s property to give to some one else. 

* Nospecial agent can dictate 9 are to have for your property.” 

This letter seemed evident to us all the while, hence our reluctance to list our 
improvements to Mr. Bruce. The above letter as quoted served to make ns feel 
much more 8 from it it was evident that the Government must respect 
the rights of its citizens under the law. 

The three months elapsed and no word from the Government. The Indians 
and settlers were alike impatient. All were anxious for a speedy settlement 
of this vexatious problem. No official would deign to reply to anything that 
might be written, till we became tired and disgusted. Finadly, I concluded to 
write to the register of the United States land office at Santa Fé, as I knew he 
must answer me one way or the other. I informed him that I had complied 
with all the requirements of the law with regard to pre-emption filing number 
1884, and wished to make final proof on the same, To ver d surprise he instructed 
me to send $7 to pay for advertising, and he would set the time for final proof. 
This I did, and he set November 26, but as the advertisement did not appear in 
the paper at an early enough date, the day for final proof was postponed till 
December 11, at which date I made final proof on north half southwest fourth, 
southeast fourth southwest fourth, section 17, township 29, range 14 west, con- 
taining 120 acres. At this I was somewhat puzzled, as a neighbor whose lands 
were 8 my own was refused the privilege of making final proof. 

No further developments until some time in April, I think it was, the Govern- 
ment, through the local land office, gave us each notice that our filings and en- 
tries were all held for cancellation by the Interior Department; but we were 
informed that we had sixty days for appeal to the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior, to show cause why our ee and entries should not be canceled. 

These appeals were promptly made in a legal form before a notary public 
and forwarded to the honorable Secretary through the local land office. This 
is the last we have heard from them; the honorable Secretary seems to have 
entirely ignored them. $ 

Some of the settlers still stuck to their 3 hoping that sooner or later the 
Government might be induced to relieve its citizens. They ventured to plant 
crops and fight the Indians off as best they could. This they succeeded in pretty 
well, till a new lot of soldiers came; also the Navajo agent, Mr. Patterson, made 
us a visit, since which time the Indians seem to think themselves licensed to 
commit all kinds of petty annoyances, They have since broken into houses 
while the owners were absent and rifled them of all they desired, a thing never 
indulged in until Mr. Patterson’s visit. The peopleclung to their rights against 
all odds, trying to raise crops, etc., notwithstanding it seemed a very pandemo- 


nium, 
Finally, on Au 25, the Government sent Lieutenant Scott, Company I, 
Thirteenth Uni States Infantry, with the boys in blue, to remove the settlers 


from their homes, which he promptly did. In oneinstance he came to a house 
where the hus! was nt, inform e lady of his ness, hurriedly tum- 

here the husband absent, i ed the lady of his busi hurriedly t 
bled a few of the most n household effects into the big Government 
wagon, nailed up the doors and windows of the house, turned their crops over 
to y of a responsible Navajo!“ so he (the lieutenant) wrote to the com- 
mandant of this military district; ordered the women and children to get into 
the wagon and take a ride off the reservation. Said responsible Navajo ap- 
pears to have invited all his friends to come and harvest said crops, which con- 
sisted, in , of about an acre of melons, very fine and just beginning toripen. 
In three days you could not have found a melon as large as your fist. 

They harvested everything they could use and turned their stock upon the 
rest. Since the eviction there has nothing of importance occurred. The Indi- 
ans and soldiers have full possession. The soldiers daily patrol the river front, 
we suppose to keep the settlers from returning, which some of them are liable 
todo as soon as the soldiers leave, unless the Government settles with them. 
The soldiers are depredating upon the improvements worse than the Indians 
ever did. They tore down cabins, and pole fences, cut up fence posts, ete., and 

them for fuel. 

These are the main facts as they come vividly to my memory, stated as dis- 
passionately as possible under my present feelings. I sy you will be able to 
use them to advan’ in behalf of justice and American liberty. 

We shall impatiently await the action of Congress; if it fails to give relief, I 
9 our only resource will then be the court. 

e above narrative is divested of its thunder, which of course you will sup- 
ply when necessary; but I trust, Senator, you will excuse a few comments by 
m 


yself. 

First. The President’s order making our country an Indian reservation is ex 
post facto in its nature, seriously affecting former agreements between the Goy- 
ernmentand its citizens—in fact, totally annulling them; an act illy becoming 
the Chief Executive of a free nation. 

Second. In sending a man here to assess the value of our improvements, the 
Government is guilty ofa gross usurpation, assuming to dictate what we “ shall 
have for” our “ property,” a violation of law, as per the Senator’s letter. 

Third. In sending the Soldiery to remove the settlers the Government is guilty 
of a military despotism; of evicting its citizens from theirown homes. Anact 
more unjust, more unwarrantable than was ever perpetrated against the Irish 
tenant. The Irish tenant is evicted for non-payment of rents and by the English 
landiord. The American evictions are by the Government itseif, of its own cit- 
izens, who are accused of violating no Jaw, guilty of nooffense. Evicted while 
attending to their own business; their homes given to other parties who pos- 
sess many hund of acres of lands besides, 

It is claimed by some that the executive order opening that country for settle- 
ment, taking it from the Indians, was an illegal act; let us grant it. But is not 
the Government responsible for the acts of its officials? * Principals are respon- 
sible for the acts of their agents.“ Should the unoffending settler suffer for the 
illegal acts of the Government? 

It is claimed that it was a military necessity to move the settlers to prevent 
bloodshed. Which is the easier to remove, the settlers or the Indians? 

I trust that you may have had the time and patience to read this rather lengthy 
letter, and that it may be of service in the cause of justice. 

Believe me, I am most gratefully yours, 
W. P. HENDRICKSON. 


Hon. H. M. TELLER, 
Washington, D. C. 


Onto, N. MEX., December 21, 1887. 
DEAR Str: I herewith inclose a letter from honorable Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs for your examination, with a few comments by myself. I will un- 
Serenar Wih pondis 2 points I By ist mat ngn * notice, — A 
„the Commissioner says eemed a u indispe e to the 
well-being of the Navajo,” etc, z 


* 

This as an error, whether intentional or otherwise. As was suggested at your 
office in Denver, the Government might do a far better thing for the Indians, 
and no injustice to its citizens, than to give them those lands, by sinking wells 
ande ng wind-mills to hoist water, as they have vast acres of the fmestof 

ing lands now practically worthless. e are told that it is * practically 
impossible” to “reach water outside of the narrow strip” mentioned. It is 
known that the Navajo herds and flocks aggregate many hundreds of thou- 
sands, hence the absurdity of the above assertion; besides it can be easily 
proven that they have on their reservation no less than ‘18,000 head of cattle 
wintering for other parties.“ Not one of the above-mentioned stock water at 
the river on said narrow strip.“ As above stated, the Indians have much 
fine grazing lands practically useless from the absence of water; they also have 
much that is available outside the narrow strip,” else how could they winter 
all those cattle for other parties? 

“Long occupied and cultivated those lands,” ete. Prior to the settlement of 
those lands, under President Grant's administration, by the whites not afoot of 
land was culiivaied by the Navajos on said “narrow strip;“ not until it had 
been occupied by the white man, who dug irrigating ditches, built houses, ete., 
did the Indian want it. Indeed, he could not have culitvated it pricr to that 
time, for he has not the engineering skill to construct irrigating ditches. So 
that the “long occupation” spoken of only reaches back to the time thet Pres- 
ident Hayes robbed the first white settlers of those same lands and gave them 
to the Navajos. 

The honorable Commissioner does not think that the white settler acquired 
any rights to the soil!” Oh, for shame, that a man holding his high position 
should thus unblushingly assert! He well knows that the Government has re- 
ceived $1.25 per acre for no less than two entries (my own and Mr. Mat Ebert's), 
besides numerous filing fees, and yet we are told that we have acquired no 
rights to the soil.” 

It is held by“ high judicial authority“ that no one has a right tointrude upon 
lands held or “ possessed by others; in short, that no man should be robbed 
that another might profit. Had this just policy been carried out from the begin- 
ning, President Hayes would never have dis the first white settlers of 
their lands and improvements on said narrow strip.” As before stated, the 
only improvements ever made in the way of ditches, etc., were made by while 
men. 

“Only three settlers removed,“ these the only actual bona ide“ possessors 
of claims, ete. Why was this? As I have stated in a former letter, Mr. bruce, 
the then mouth-piece of Government, told the settlers that they had better 
leave and go where they could make something; that when it come to aset- 
tlement their rights would be recognized by the Government the same as though 
they had remained on their claims.” Mr. Bruce could see that the settler could 
do himself but little good by remaining, hampered as he was by the Indians; 
hence the advice, But the Commissioner would seem to insinuate that all save 
these three were speculators,” and consequently eutitled to nothing. 

No improvements except here and there traces of old fences,” 

Simply because the improvements of the settlers have been destroyed in their 
absence. I had several hundred fruit trees and vines on my place that had 
been destroyed by the Indian herds; besides, I had cleared the heavy sage brush 
from about 20 acres at an expense of about $12 per acre. Not myself alone but 
many others have been at great expense making improvements that are scarcely 
discernible at this time. j i 

The people that settled those lands were not “speculators,” as insinuated, 
and if they haye made small improvements, and those almost all destroyed, it 
is because of the unwise and unjust policy of the Government towards them. 
Had their rights been respected to-day there would bav been many pleasant 
homes on the“ narrow strip” instead of a few worthless Navajos, who are a 
menace to civilization and will always bea hinderance to their while neighbors 
just across the river, 

We are told that ‘they are now in peaceable possession” of those lands, 
ete. Yes, peaceable, as long as they are allowed to have theirown way. But a 
very few days after the settlers were removed from the reservation, the Navajos 
were over on the north side of the river with their stock, but I guess the soldiers 
ordered them back; but the soldiers are withdrawn now and the Navajo is liable 
to repeat the experiment. If he does, heis liable to get hurt, for the people are 

thoroughly incensed at what has already happened and are not inclined to sub- 
mit to much more foolishness. As we are the under dog and not able to fight 
Uncle Sam, we would ask that we be not wholly robbed. This Government is 
amply able to remunerate us for our loss of time and opportunity to get other 
lands, also for all the improvements we have ever made on those lands even if 
nothing remains but “here and there a few traces of old fences.” We think 
our rights to locate other lands under the several land lawsought to be restored 
also, Several ofthese dispossessed people are quite destitute, and they oughtto 
p relieved as soon as possible. If Congress is to do anything I hope it wilt 
urry up. 

After examination please return the inclosed letter; it might be of service if 
we were obliged to enter suit inst the Government for our rights. 

Please, Senator, if you can find time to spare, drop us a line that we may know 
what to expect from the Government. 

Very respectfully and fraternally yours, 


Hon. H. M. TELLER, 
Washington, D. C. 
AN OPEN LETTER. 
FARMINGTON, N. MEX., June 25. 

My DEAR SIR: Your order adding to the Navajo Indian reservation thoso 
lands embraced in township 29 north, of ranges 14, 15,and 16 west of principal 
meridian of New Mexico, on the south side of the San Jan River, is, and has 
been from the reception of said order, working a grievous hardship to the 
American settlers upon those lands. . 

The order itself was a great surprise. First, because it upparently ignored the 
presence of any settlers upon those lands; and secondly, that the Government, 
parts, its Chief Magistrate, would essay to annul its contracts. The Govern- 
ment has virtually sold those lands to its citizens, has taken all the money de- 
manded of them, and given its receipt for the same; how, then, it may be rea- 
sonably asked, can the Government deprive those parties of their homes with- 
out their consent, they having complied with the law by ‘continued occupa- 
tion and improvement?” Can the Government justly violate faith with its 
loyal citizen tax-payers in favor ot alien pr pet peal 

The answer is self-evident to the mind of every lover of fairness. But itis 
argued that the Government has a right to condemn titles to property, belo: 
ing to individuals and 5 it to other uses when the public good dema 


* 
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it. It is difficult to see how the safety, honor, or p our great nation 
depends upon the robbing of a few of our hard-working citizens of their onl; 
owning thousan: 


homes—asmall patch of 160 acres—and giving them to 
Bich is literally true of the Na 


their consent, to say that they may have som g or no as it wills. 
What is this but 5 Is not the highwayman ually, 2 He takes 
what suits him and restores what he ch g. Government 


JUNE 1, 


all 
econo! and constant industry to be able to pull throug! 

Wanrs and dusty, Saturday night he pitches his tent upon the south bank of 
the beautiful San Juan River. With delight he“ views the landscape oer.“ Tis 
here he expects to reap a reward for toilsome journey, to rear his young 
family, to beautify, to enrich the home of his choice. He spends the Sabbath in 
thanksgiving. onday morning he meets one of his new neighbors, who tells 
him that the Government has given his home to its dusky pets, the Navajo In- 
dians, but adds sarcastically that he will be allowed pay for his improvements! 

Improvements! How absurd! How cruelly unjust! Not a dollar's worth 
ean he show, though he has spent his all toward procuring and moving to what 
he fondly hoped to call home as long as he lived. Much that he has brought 
with him is now comparatively valueless to him, 989 be more unjust 
than to turn him away empty? He has lost asettler's right. He has lost oppor- 
tunities of locating in some other place; he has lost a year’s time and a pros 
pective crop. He has on hand that which cost his last dollar, now rendered 
worthless, Do vou say that that man is not robbed? Shame on sucha heart- 
Jess, unprincipled Government! 

If the Government has found that it made a mistake by offering inducements 
for its citizens to settle on those lands by taking their money for the same, as 
an honest individual it ought to have sought to have made amicable terms with 
them, and not to have robbed them upon the principle that might makes right, 
for there can be no other right. 5 

Mr. President, I am informed upon reliable authority that you claim to have 
been ignorant ofthe presence of settlers upon those l. nds at the time you issued 

our order giving them to the Navajo Indians. It is hard for me to conceive 
ce itis possible that our Chief Executive could be so illy poste |, but through 
charity I prefer believing that, instead of believing that you would willingly, 
willfully rob the toiling few who have sought a place of repose,a home in the 
wilderness West. But, Mr. President, since the fiat has gone forth, I would ask 
you in behalf of those ple, as an honorable guardian of the ple's rights, 
to use your utmost uence that they be jus ly reimbursed, they be en- 
abled to move from here and procure as good places otherwheres, and that they 
be remunerated for at least a year’s loss of time, for the year is lost to them. 
Thus you may be instrumental in wiping the foul blot from the brow of onr fair 


country. 
Very respectfully, yours, 


To Hon. Grover CLEVELAND, 
President of the United States, 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C., June 28, 4888. 

Stn: Your communication of May 10, 1886, requesting instruction with regard 
to the right of one A. C. Damon to open and conduct a trading establishment 
without license upon the Navajo reservation, is received. 

In reply I have to say that Mr. Damon has no valid claim to the land in ques- 
tion, which he can maintain against the United States, and therefore no right to 
trade with the Indians. 

By the fact of prior scttlement he has rights which he can maintain against 
an outsider or subsequent settler, bat not against the United States. You will 
advise Mr. Damon, according to the above instructions, that he will not be al- 
Jowed to engage in the Indian trade upon the reservation under your jurisdic- 


tion. 
J.D. C. ATKINS, Commissioner. 
S. S. PATTERSON, 
U. 8. Indian Agent, Navajo Agency, New Mexico. 


W. P. HENDRICKSON, 


NAyAsO AGENCY, New Mexico, May 10, 1888. 

Sin: I have the honor to state and make known that one A. O. Damon, resid, 
ing on a tract of land within the reservation, about three-quarters of a mile 
south of this place, is about to open a traders’ store upon his land for the pur- 
pose of selling goods to the Navajo Indians, and that he claims the right to es- 
tablish such store and to sell there without a license, by reason of owner- 
ship and long-continued occupancy of-this land before and after the extension 
of the reservation in which land is situated. 

I get the following statement from him respecting his 3 and use of 
this land, which, as near as I can learn, is about correct, to wit: 

Took ion and marked out 160 acres by monuments in May, 1874. A 
house 30 by 30, four rooms and a hall, built by Thomas V. Keams in 1870 and 
used as a trader’s store up to the time Damon went upon the land, was then on 
it. He immediately fenced 20 acres and planted 10 acres. The remainder he 
used as pasture land, and erected another house 40 by 20, with an L 25 by 35, be- 
sides n stable, hen-house, and corral. Never took out any papers concerning 
title; the land is unsurveyed. Never homesteaded or pre-empted any other 
land. A continuous and unbroken residence and use since he first entered upon 
it, in May, 1874, as before mentioned. Not fully knowing what the practice of 
your office is in such cases, or whether such persons come within the law con- 
cerning license, I submit the foregoing statement of facts in the matter for your 
* . and — ior N 7 

ery res y, your o! ent servan 
ie 8. S. PATTERSON, 
United States Indian Agent. 
Hon. J. D. C. ATKI 


NS, 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, Washington, D. C. 


‘ Navajo AGENCY, New Mexico, July 5, 1888. 

Dear Sm: In the matter of the question of your right to trade on this reser- 
vation at your place without license, I have now to inform you that in response 
to my communication to the honorable Commissioner of May 10, 1886, I have re- 
ceived a letter of instructions saying that you will not be ailowed to e in 
such trade on the reservation, a copy of which letter is hereto annexed for 
your information. In uance of said letter of instructions, you are hereby 
notified that from the of service of this notice on you, you will therefore 
desist 1 75 — any further trading with the Indians within this reservation. 

ery respect 


‘all 
p S. S. PATTERSON. 
United States Indian Agent. 
_ Mr. A. C. Damoy. 

Mr. TELLER. ` I submit, in connection with the letters that have 
gone in the RECORD, the recommendation of the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior in his last annual report in reference to the matter. 

R EE RERE pro ee The Chair understands the Senator 
a right to include whatever he thinks proper in the papers to be 
printed in the RECORD, 


Mr. TELLER. I want the committee of conference to understand 


e case. - 
The following extract is from the report of Secretary Lamar for the 
year ending June 30, 1887: 


NAVAJO TROUBLES ON THE SAN JUAN RIVER. 


The presence of a few settlers, who had located immediately south of the San 
Juan River, in New Mexico, remaining thereafter the land been again made 
a part of the Navajo reservation by Executive order of April 24, 1886, continued 
to cause some disquiet among the Indians in that locality. Their removal was 
suggested by the Indian Bureau, and repeatedly by the local military 
commander as a measure necessary for the of good order. As in- 
choate rights of settlers had attached to the lands upon which they bad located, 
the Department declined to sanction any proceedings for their removal until it 
was again 2 unged by Colonel Grierson as the only safe, proper, and ef- 
fective measure by which could be permanently tained and security 
given to life and property in that locality. 

That officer recently reported that the settlers had been peaceably removed 
and the Navajoes quietly placed in possession of the lands occupied by them, 

The settlers who in pol faith located and made valuable improvements upon 
the lands, and who have been compelled for the public good to abandon them, 
should be fully indemnified for the losses thus sustained, Todo this, however, 
it will be for Congress to grant the authority and make a sufficient 
appropriation for purpose, 

Mr. BERRY. I wish to offer an amendment on page 43. In line 
1031 of section 1, after the word farming,” I move to add: 


Also, to pay clerk of Otoe agency, Indian Territory, $1,200. 


This amendment was submitted to the chairman of the committee 
by my colleague [Mr. JONES, of Arkansas]. 

Mr. PLUMB. I shall have to make the point of order on that for 
the reason that there is no place in this bill where clerks at reserva- 
tions are provided for. There is no provision anywhere in the statutes 
for clerks, except a general provision authorizing the appointment of 
clerks by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the 
Interior, and their payment out of such general fund as may be pro- 
vided, and the Secretary of the Interior, or the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs under his direction, fixes the rate of payment of every single 
clerk in the Indian service. Now, if one is to be taken out and pro- 
vided for specially, of course all the others will be treated in the same 
way, and thus we shall enter on a course of legislation which is en- 
tirely unusual, and which, according to the experience of the Depart- 
ment, I think is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. BERRY. I suppose the point of order is well taken, and I shall 
not insist on the amendment. I am so anxious to get an executive 
session that I shall not contest the point. 

y The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
er. 

Mr. TELLER. I offeran amendment, on page 51, section 1, line 
1242, to strike ont the word ' flve,“ and insert the word eight.“ 
That will give the superintendent of the Grand Junction school $1,800 
a year instead of $1,500. I beg to say here that it is impossible for a 
man to live in that expensive country on $1,500. I understand the 
committee do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
proposed amendment, It will be read. 

The Cuter CLERK. In section 1, line 1242, page 51, it is proposed 
to strike out five” and insert ‘‘eight;’’ so as to read: 

For support of Indian pupils, at $175 per annu and for n re- 
2 0 to buildings and 3 fencing, and for pay of superintendent, at 21,800, ai the 

O01 & unction, O., © 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. I have a further amendment that I now offer to the 
same clause, to come in after the word Interior,“ on line 1249: 

That out of the appropriation hereby made there may be expended for the 
construction of a blacksmith shop, carpenter shop, sheds, stables, or outhouses, 
at such school, a sum not exceeding $1,500. 

This does not increase the total. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I offer an amendment which is in one sense leg- 
islation, and I appeal to the committee to mak¢ no objection on a point 
oforder. It is simply changing the place of sale of the lands in the 
Umatilla reservation from the land-office to the reservation. A bill for 
that purpose has already passed the Senate, but is not likely to be acted 
on in the other House. 

The Chief Clerk read the proposed amendment, as follows: 

That section 2 of an act entitled “An act providing for allotment of lands in 
severalty to the Indians residing upon the Umatilla reservation, in the State of 
Oregon, and granting patents therefor, and for other purposes,” approved 
March 3, 1885, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to provide that the 
lands described in said section shall be sold at the agency on said reservation, 
in Umatilla County, State of Oregon, instead of at the proper land-office of the 


United States, as provided in and by said section, such sales in all other respects 
to be made in the manner as prescribed in said act. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is general legisla- 
tion, and not in orderunder the rule. Is there objection to its being 
received? The Chair hears none. At what point in the bill shail it 


be inserted ? 
Mr. DAWES. As an additional section. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be treated as an additional 
section, to be numbered by the Secretary. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. BLAIR. Before the passage of the bill I ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts to answer the question which I propounded in reference 
to the denominational management of the schools, 

Mr. DAWES. As I stated before, there is a great variety of schools. 
One large branch of Indian education is what is called the contract 
schools,“ schools which are established out of this gross sum of $700,- 
000 by private individuals or associations or organizations, religious or 
other, and the Interior Department makes contracts with those people 
to educate a certain number of scholars as they agree upon at a fixed 
price, which is $108 in some instances and $158 in others. There has 

a good deal of solicitation to obtain these scholars, and of course 
among the different denominations those the most active and vigilant 
get the most of these contracts. 

There has been a good deal of complaint among the denominations, 
and it has been charged upon the Indian Bureau that some religious 
denominations have got a predominant share of these schools. There 
are religious denominations who are very active in looking out for every 
opportunity. There is one religious denomination that has a bureau 
here in Washington, whose duty it is to look out for opportunities to 
make contracts for the education of Indian children, and it is very 
natural that under such circumstances such activity and such earnest- 
ness should result in that religious denomination getting a large share 
of these contract schools, 

Out of that has grown-a complaint that the Catholic organization has 
got a larger share of the contract schools for the education 6f Indians 
than any other denomination, and I think that is true, that they have 
a larger share. I attribute it in some degree to the reasons which I 
have assigned here; but, whatever may be the reasons, the truth is un- 
deniable that the Catholic religious organization has a very large share 
of the contract schools for the education of the Indians on the reserva- 
tions. 

Tho bill was passed. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. CULLOM. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be 
to meet on Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 


CUSTOMS AND OTHER DEFICIENCIES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
message from the House of Representatives; which will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


In THE HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, June 1, 1888. 
Resolved, That the House concur in the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 9788) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropria- 
tion for expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, numbered as follows: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 
8,9,10,and 11. And concur in the twelfth amendment of the Senate to said bill 
with an amendment as follows: 
i After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment, insert the fol- 
owing: < 
“EXPENSES OF UNITED STATES COURTS, 
“Fees of jurors: To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the fees of 
jurors, United States courts, on account of the fiscal year ending June 39, 1888, 


„000. 
Fees of witnesses: To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for fees of 
witnesses, United States courts, on account of the fiscal year ending June 30, 


“GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 


For current mses of the Government Hospital for the Insane: For sup- 
rt, clothing, and treatment in the Government ital for the Insane of the 
ne from the Army and Navy, Marine Corps, and revenue-cutter service, 
persons with or convicted of crimesagainst the United States, inmates 
of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and of all persons who 
have become insane since their entry into the military or naval service of the 
United States and who are indigent, $11,713.07, being a deficiency on account o 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888.” 
“And in the first line of the title of the bill, strike out the words “an appro- 
priation,” and insert the word “appropriations.” 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate concur in the amendments 
of the House of Representatives. These amendments are three in num- 
ber, one being for the fees of jurors for the current year, one for the 
fees of witnesses for the current year, and the other a small deficiency 
for the Insane Asylum in this District. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before that motion is put I desire to presenta table 
which I promised the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] to pre- 
sent when this bill was pending before, and I ask that it be inserted in 
the RECORD, showing the amount of receipts from fines, penalties, and 
forfeitures under the customs laws for the years beginning in 1871 and 
endingin 1887. I will say that this table verifies in a specific way the 
general statement that I made on the floor when the bill was heretofore 
under consideration. = 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be printed in the RECORD. 


The paper is as follows: 


Receipts and tzpenditures, customs service, and percentage of cost for the fisca years 
1871 to 1887, inclusive. 


Cost of collec- | Percen 


Fiscal year— 8 


0 $6,560, 672. 61 
77 G, 950, 189. 81 
70 7, 079, 743. 42 
69 7, 319, 487. 88 
35 7 796. 77 
61 6. 702, 230. 34 - 045: 
07 6, 501, 037. 57 2 
20 5, 887, 443. 69 - 0452. 
70 5, 485, 543. 87 8 
60 6, 023, 253. 53 $ 
02 6. 383, 288. 10 x 
25 6, 506,359, 20 02! 
. 93 6,591, 224.51 . 0306. 
. 7⁰ 6, 709, 485. 76 60344. 
. 31 6, 494, 847. 20 - 0557. 
. 44 6, 427, 612. 67 . 0338. 
18 6, 870, 804. 29 031 
Receipts from miscellaneous sources, customs service, 1871 to 1887. 
Fines. 
> Fees of 
Fiseal year. „ customs Sevga gi Total. 
forfeitures. 8 
$952, 579. 86 , 887.69 | $114,310.61 | $1, 952,778.16 
74. 232.7 411, 157.99 461,409.12 | 1,546,799. 88 
| 1,169,515. 38 821, 212. 61 475,741.37 | 1, 906, 409. 36 
651, 271.76 276,017, 50 465,417.73 | 1,392, 706.99 
228, 870, 23 677, 617. 68 434, 882. 85 1,311,370. 76 
183, 797. 86 570, 812. 55 533, 1,210, 143, 94 
146, 413. 21 511, 780. 15 386,519.48 | 1,044,712, 84 
130, 997.15 551, 338. 81 364,528.40 | 1,046, $64.36 
163,513.06 566,414.44 370,944.16 | 1, 100, 871. 0 
123,786. 23 645, 047. 47 379, 900. 41 1,148, 800. 10 
150, 433, 99 668, 914. 44 406,166.43 | 1,225,514. 86 
105, 644. 80 $49, 551. 43 888,151.77 | 1,343, 318. 00 
134, 590. 74 896,027. 08 405,618.52 | 1,496, 236.34 
78, 496. 90 572, 328. 79 423,839.77 | 1,074, 665. 46 
142, 759. 52 578, 345. 11 459, 663.54 | 1,190, 768. 17 
128, 843.58 462, 457.48 423, 482. 52 1,014,783. 58 
* 446, 121. 20 446,711.16 | 1,053,037. 86° 
Total 3 5, 325, 952.50 9, 501, 032. 51 7, 102, 887. 87 | 22,079, 872. 38 


Mr. ALLISON. Prior to the passage of the act of August 5, 1882 
(22 Statutes, 256), which requires that the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall cause all unexpended balances of the permanent and indefinite 
appropriations for collecting the revenue from customs which shall have 
remained upon the books of the Treasury for two fiscal years to be car- 
ried to the surplus fund and covered into the Treasury, the appropria- 
tion for ‘‘ Expenses of collecting the revenue from customs was a con- 
tinuous one, and any balance thereof remaining at the end of a fiscal 
year could be used to meet the expenses incurred in the year following. 

Since the fiseal year 1882 only the permanent annual sum of $5,500,- 
000 and such miscellaneous customs receipts as are received within each 
fiscal year can be used to meet the expenses of such year. 

The balances carried to the surplus fund under the provisions of the 
act of 1882 were: 


Fiscal year— 
DORR pat tenet 8 $723, 340. 24 
a Lang Cna Se Reig A A 293, 752. 93 
Naat ep rae eye ee ̃ ... Teter egg 362, 467. 08 
C111. nee re pte ee oes 89, 893. 60 
SLOUAL Soci Soe sida Saas os swe oe beens 1, 469, 453. 85 


In addition to these balances, $2,000,000 were carried to the surplus 
fund by Secretary Sherman in the fiscal year 1880. 

I believe this covers all the points suggested. 

I will also say that while the amendments now presented by the 
House for deficiencies for fees of jurors and witnesses in the United 
States courts seem large, and are large compared with the expenses of 
other years, I am satisfied that they are necessary and should be agreed 
to. 

The amendments of the House of Representatives were concurred in, 
CONFINEMENT OF INEBRIATES IN GOVERNMENT INSANE HOSPITAL, 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
Senate bill No. 537, Calendar No. 1409. I propose simply to ask a re- 
commitment of the bill with instructions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, If there be no objection, the bill 
(5. 537) to provide for the confinement of inebriates in the Government 
Hospital ſor the Insane is before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. I offer the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the bill (S.537) to provide for the confinement of inebriates in 
— 8 Hospital for the Insane be recommitted to the ittee on 
e District 


ia with instructions to inquire and report whether the 
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same, if enacted, will or not be injurions to the said hospital, and further as to 
the expediency of confining and treating inebriates in hospitals for the insane. 


The resolution was agreed to. 
PROTECTION OF OFFICERS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. DAWES presented the following report; which was read: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H: R. 4920) for the protection of the 
officials of the United States in the Indian Territory, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same. 


II. L. DAWES, 
F. B.STOCKBRIDGE, 
: JAMES K. JONES, 
Bfanagers on the part of the Senate. 


JNO. H. ROGERS, 

JOHN $. HENDERSON, 

WM. E, FULLER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


~ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The House having receded, no action 
of the Senate is necessary. 
PURCHASE OF PROPERTY AT WEST POINT. 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask, on behalf of the Committee on . 
that a letter of the Secretary of War and certain documents be printed 
for the use ofthe Senate. These documents relate to the purchase of a 
certain tract of land immediately adjoining the Government property 
at West Point. There are some maps accompanying this communica- 
tion which it is not necessary to print, and I hope the Secretary will 
inform the Printer that the maps need not be published. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can give the necessary 
instructions to the printingclerk. The order to print will be entered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 4, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


) NOMINATION. 
Executive nomination reccived by the Senate June 1, 1888. 
GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


Lieut. Gen. Philip H. Sheridan, to be General of the Army, under 
the provisions of an act of Congress approved June 1, 1888. 


CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination eonfirmed by the Senate June 1, 1888. 
GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 
Lieut. Gen. Philip H. Sheridan, to be General of the Army. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, June 1, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by Mr. 
McMILLIN as Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading of the 
following communication from the Speaker: 

WAsnIxGTON, D. C., June 1, 1888. 

Sin: Hon. Benton McMıLLrx is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 


at the session of the House to-day, 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
To Hon. JORI E B. Crank, 


lerk of the House of Representatives. 

Prayer Tp tlie Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

Mr. RANDALL, I call for the regular order. 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary 
of the Smithsonian Institution of appropriation for expenses of inter- 
national exchanges for the fiscal year of 1889; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

TREASURY DIVISION OF LOANS AND CURRENCY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an amended estimate of an 
appropriation for the clerical force of the division of loans and cur- 
rency for the fiscal year 1889; which was referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT HOSPITAL FOR THE INSANE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 

the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Sec- 

of the Interior of appropriation to supply deficiency for expenses 

of the Government Hospital for the Insane for the current fiscal year; 

which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

STATE, WAR, AND NAVY BUILDING. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting the final report upon the construc- 


tion of the State, War, and Navy Department building; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House letters from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting copies of the 
findings of fact in the followingcases, and they were severally referred 
to the Committee on War Claims: 

H. A. Bell, executor, etc., against the United States. 

William R. Kearney against the United States. 

Sarah E. A. Smith laces the United States. 

Milton J. Durham, administrator, ete., against the United States. 

CLAIMS DISMISSED BY COURT OF CLAIMS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
opinion of the court dismissing the case of Lucy E. Dowdy, executrix, 
against the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the 
order dismissing the case of W. A. Galloway against the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on War Claims. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. CANDLER, for one week, on account of sickness in his family. 

To Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan, indefinitely, on account of important 
business, 

To Mr. BARNES, for eight days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. Bacon, indefinitely, on account of going to West Point as 
member of the Board of Visitors. 

BRIDGE ACROSS POTEAU RIVER, NEAR FORT SMITH, ARK. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a bill (S. 1948) to 
authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge Company to construct a 
bridge across the Poteau River, in the Choctaw Nation, near Fort 
Smith, Ark, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a House bill simi- 
Jar to that Senate bill, and I ask unanimous consent that the House 
take up the Senate bill and consider it this morning. I suggest that 
the reading of the bill be dispensed with, as it conforms to the estab- 
lished precedents for the construction of bridges. 

Mr. RANDALL. Mr. Speaker, I think any Dill that is hae to be 
passed by this House ought at least to be read. I do not object at all 
to the bill, but Iask that it be read. 

The bill was read in part. 

Mr. RANDALL, Mr. Speaker, I understand from the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. Rod Ens] that substantially this bill has been read 
to the House in the form of a House bill, and I therefore withdraw my 
request for the reading. 

Mr. ROGERS. Ido not mean to say that the bill has been read 
twice in the House. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The bill will be read. 

The Clerk completed the reading of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. RoGErs] that this Senate bill be con- 
sidered at this time? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROGERS. I move the previous question on ordering the bill to 
a third reading. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

aras House bill for the same purpose (H. R. 7031) was laid on the 
table. 

> GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a bill (S. 2210) 
to revive the grade of General in the United States Army. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that that 
bill be now taken up. I have been instructed by the Committee on 
Military.Affairs to make this request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? : 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. The bill will be 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. RANDALL. The gentleman from New York can attain his 
object on Monday next by a motion to suspend the rules, under an in- 
dividual recognition by the Speaker. The only danger in that course 
is that, unfortunately, General Sheridan may not live until that time. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask that the bill lie on the Speaker’s table for the 


present. 
Mr. SPINOLA. I make the same request, Mr. Speaker. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, it will be 
so ordered. 
LAURA E. MADDOX. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a bill (S. 2201) 
for the relief of Laura E. Maddox, widow and executrix, and Robert 
Morrison, executor of Joseph H. Maddox, deceased; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on War Claims, 


PUBLIC BUILDING, DENVER, COLO. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House joint resolu- 
tion (S. R, 79) permitting the public building authorized by act of Con- 
gress approved May 8, 1882, at Denver, Colo., to be located not less 
than 16 feet from any other building, instead of 40 feet, as provided in 
said act; which was read twice, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Speaker à 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, For what purpose does the gentleman 
rise? 

Mr. WEAVER. I moveto discharge the Committee of the Whole 
from the further consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, and 
ask that it be now considered. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
time. 

Mr. WEAVER. What is the reason of that? I ask unanimqps con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further con- 
sideration of the bill and consider it at this time. 

Mr. RANDALL, What bill is it? 

Mr. WEAVER. A public-building bill appropriating only $40,000. 

Mr. RANDALL, Oh, if we enter upon public-building bills we shall 
never get through, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. WEAVER. Debate is not in order, but I want to say a word in 
reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. We have entered upon this 
kind of business for other gentlemen in this House. 

Mr. RANDALL. Well, I have not—not in the presence of an ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, the appropriation bill will not suffer. That 
will pass anyhow. 

Mr. BOWDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to discharge 
the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill 
which I send to the desk. 

Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the regular order. 

a Mr. BOWDEN. I am sure the gentleman does not object to this 
ill. 

Mr. RANDALL. Iam quite sure that I do. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BOWDEN. Ido not think you will object if you examine it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Oh, he would not have objected to my bill if he 
had examined it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
mittees for reports. 

ESTIMATES FOR CERTAIN NEW LIGHT-HOUSES AND FOG-SIGNALS. 


On motion of Mr. RANDALL the Committee on Appropriations was 
discharged from the further consideration of House Executive Docu- 
ments Nos. 328, 329, 330, and 332, submitting estimate of lights and 
fog-signals at Stuart Island, Washington Territory, Point Buchon, Cali- 
fornia, Patos Island, Washington Territory, and Point Arguello, Cali- 
fornia; and they were referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


DANIEL W. PERKINS. 
Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re- 
pva back favorably the bill (H. R. 8846) for the reliefof Daniel W. 
erkins; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanyiħg report, ordered to 
be printed, 


That motion is not in order at this 


The regular order is the call of com- 


JURIES IN UNITED STATES COURTS. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 64) to authorize the juries of the 
United States circuit and district courts to be used interchangeably and 
to provide for drawing talesmen; which was referred to the House Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF HENRY H. SIBLEY. 

Mr. TAULBEE, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 518) forthe relief of the legal personal representa- 
tives of Henry H. Sibley, deceased; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I ask unanimous consent that a House bill now on 
the Calendar, precisely similar to the Senate bill just reported, be laid 
on the table and that this bill be substituted for it. 
ae 3 pro tempore. That request can not be made during 

18 Call. 1 

Mr. McCULLOGH. I wish to ask the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. TAULBEE] in regard to the nature of the report just made, 
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Mr. TAULBEE. We have adopted and filed with this bill the re- 
port already made on the House bill, accompanied with the views of 
the minority of the committee on that bill. 

Mr. McCULLOGH. That is satisfactory. 

CAROLINE T. COCKLE. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 736) for the relief of Caroline T. Cockle; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

OWNERS, ETC., OF BRITISH BARK CHANCE. 

Mr. BOWDEN, from the Committee on Claims, reported back with 
amendment the bill (S. 1026) for the relief of the owners, officers, and 
crew of the British bark Chance; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole Honse on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

AMERICAN TRUST COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
reported back with amendment the bill (S. 116) to incorporate the 
American Trust Company of the District of Colambia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

GRADE OF GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask consent that Senate bill No, 2210 be taken 
from the Speaker’s table and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
this call, 


That request can not be made during 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BURLINGTON, IOWA. 


Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 2121) authorizing the construction 
of a public building at Burlington, Iowa; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole Houseon the state of the Union, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. * 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT PEORIA, ILL. 


Mr. NEWTON also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2546) toappropriate $12,000 
for the completion of the public building at Peoria, III., and increas- 
ing the limit of the cost of said building; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WINONA, MINN. 


Mr. NEWTON also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back favorably the bill (S. 2475) to increase the ap- 
propriation for the erection of a public building at Winona, Minn.; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


FRANCIS K. HOUSE. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back adversely the bill (H. R. 9865) granting a pension to 
Francis K. House; which was laid on the table, and the accompanying 
report ordered to be printed. 

FRANK W. TUBBESING. 


Mr. GALLINGER also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
reported back adversely the bill (H. R. 9885) granting a pension to 
Frank W. Tubbesing; which was laid on the table, and the accompa- 
nying report ordered to be printed. 

GRADE OF GENERAL, UNITED STATES ARMY. 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of Confederate soldiers, living 
and dead, I ask unanimous consent to put on its passage the bill which 
I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas asks unan- 
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s table for consideration at this 
time the bill which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2210) to revive the grade of General in the United States Army. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the de of Lieutenant-General of the Army is hereby 
discontinued and is merged in the grade of General of the Army of the United 
States, which e shall continue during the lifetime of the present Lieuten- 
ant-General of the Army, after which such grade shall also cease; and the Pres- 
ident of the United States is hereby authorized to appoint, with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, a General of the Army of the United States, 

Sec. 2. That the pay and allowances of the Gencral be the same as heretofore 
allowed for that grade. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill which has just been read? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 


Mr. STEELE, Let it be referred to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection that order will be 
made, 

There being no objection, the bill was read a first and second time, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


* 
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QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York, rising to a question of privilege, said: 
Mr. Speaker, I send to the Clerk’s desk and ask to have read the following 
telegraphic dispatch, which was sent from Washington on May 22, 
and which ap in the New York Times on the following day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Deacon“ S. V. W: of New Yı hi 
House of R tatives sines he Sat itadvisat 8 — —— Staten 
ments about his mixing of stock nm and sta’ ip, but he evi- 
dently is willing to be talked about Some of his colleagues are talking 


again, 
about him now. Their special theme is a little joint resolution introduced by 


the Deacon yesterday, which is as proof that he the neces- 


possesses 
sary “cheek” to be a successful broker. Mr. WHITE'S resolution in effect au- 
thorizes the President to declare war against the Venezuelan Government, if 
necessary, to collect indemnity for certain suffered by the Venezuelan 


Steam Transportation Company when some of their vessels were seized by 


Venezuelan belligerents in 1871. 

Mr. Warre is quite familiar with the history and standing of the various 
claims inst Venezuela, for Mr. Wirz has a part interest in some of those 
claims. tary of State Bayard regards some of these claims as of such 
character as to warrant him in declining to pay on them the money deposited 
for that purpose by Venezuela until further investigation. Mr. WHITE is so 
anxious to see the claims paid that he has appeared as his own counsel in the 
United States Supreme Court in an effort to obtain a mandamus to compel the 
Secretary to distribute the funds in his possession. The Deacon isalso credited 
with some knowledge of an attempt recently made to establish a precedent for 
the payment of 6 per cent. interest on claims against the Government. The au- 
thority of Congress to declare war upon Venezuela would probably be regarded 
by Deacon Waite as an excellent whip with which to drive that government 
into consenting to pay all claims presented by Americans without a too critical 
examination into their merits. 


Mr. WHITE, of New York. Mr. Speaker, I certainly should depre- 
cate consuming the time of this House in the mere refutation of false, 
seurrilous, personal attacks in the public press. 

It is unfortunately true that every man of affairs in this country, if 
he attempts to achieve success in his undertakings, will arouse some- 
where a cur to bark at his heels; and experience has shown that it is 
generally the of wisdom to let such curs bark till they become 
weary rather waste time and muscle in clubbing them to their 
kennels, and such has been my course in the main for many years in a 
somewhat busy life. 

But when a Representative in the American Congress is accused in a 
daily newspaper, printed in the city which has been his business home 
for well-nigh a quarter of a century, of attempting to involve the 
country which he represents in a war with asister Republic, and of 
pressing a suit in respect to the diplomatic relations of his Government 
with such Republic in the highest tribunal in the land for the purposes 
of private pecuniary profit, the honor of the American Congress as well 
as the personal honor of the Representative assailed demands that he 
should turn aside from the contemptuous silence, which is ordinarily 
the most dignified rebuke, and expose the malignant mendacity of the 
author of thefalsehood. [Applause.] Let this be my apology for con- 
suming a very few moments of your time. 

The article read by the Clerk starts out with the assertion that I 
“found it advisable ’’ at one time to explain certain statements about 
my mixing of stock speculation with statesmanship.” You, Mr. 
Speaker and gentlemen, are my witnesses of the falsity of that state- 
ment. I made no explanation of that charge whatever. I founda 
ridiculous lie afloat, and I stamped on it in your presence with the con- 
tempt which its absurdity demanded, and from the time that I took 
my feel off it upon this floor, 


Imperial Casar, dead and turned to clay, 
was not more dead than was this senseless canard. [Laughter and ap- 


But to the New York Times a dead lie, under the relations which that 

per bore to me, was much better than no lie at all, and the mangled 

ents of this wreck were carefully laid aside for future use. 

There was without doubt much sadness in the office of the New York 
Times about that first lie. It was of the particular style of merchan- 
dise which they wanted on their shelves, It had been a secret pride 
in that office that. though they might be slow in news, they were 
smart in lying. [Laughter.] 

And here was this juicy and toothsome falsehood, which, with bet- 
ter luck, they might have rolled under their tongue as a sweet morsel 
for days before it was contradicted, and in an evil hour they had mis- 
taken it for news, and ‘‘got on to it,“ as usual, twenty-four hours af- 
ter their more enterprising neighbors. [Laughter.] Evidently they 
were chastened and saddened, but determined upon more vigilance in 
the future; and so this funeral baked meat’’ is used as a relish to 
whet the appetite for a more malevolent lie. [Renewed laughter. ] 

And now I address myself to the subject-matter of the communica- 
tion which the Clerk has just read. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, you 
know it is not true that yon are or have been talking about me and the 
joint resolution in regard to Venezuela. You and each of you have 
heard nothing about it, and have said nothing abontit. It is also not 
true that I have a dollar’s interest, direct or collateral, as principal or 
an attorney, in any claim of any nature against Venezuela, and, so far 
as I am aware, no constituent of mine has any such claim, ‘The state- 
ment that I ever brought an action of mandamus or any other action 
against Mr. Bayard or any other human being, in respect to any claim 
against Venezuela, or that had respect to any contention about Vene- 


zuela, in any form whatever, is a lie; it is an unmistakable, palpable 

lie telegraphed from yonder press gallery, referring to an imagi 

cause in the Supreme Court of the United States, whose archives are 

within a hundred paces of where the slander was penned; and those 

archives will pein eg! the most casual inquiry, the falsity of the 
[A plause. ] 


fabrication, pi 

Mr. Speaker, possibly I have said all that I am called on to say in 
Sees to this matter, but I shall crave your indulgence a minute 

onger. 

The Times in this article lays great and contemptuous stress upon 
my business as a stock-broker. 

Mr. Speaker, there is not a man on this floor who will accuse me of 
ever talking shop.“ either here or elsewhere. There was never a 
time when I so far lacked discrimination as not to know that it made 
no difference whether a man in public life had been a farmer or me- 
chanic, a preacher or lawyer; that he did not stand in this hall upon 
any certificate of past achievement, but was rated here according to his 
ability and his fidelity in the discharge of his public trusts. 

And so if any man on this floor knows anything of my past business 
life he knows it from outside information, and not from any remark ot 
mine made here or elsewhere. h 

But before dismissing the New York Times I propose to embalm ono 
of the editors of that sheet, who has for over four years inspired the 
course of the paper towards me, and to do this it is made necessary to 
recall a single personal incident in my past life. 

Thi article which the Clerk has just read gives me my usual soubri- 
quet of ‘‘deacon.’? The most genial and kindly friends I have on this 
floor often address me as“ deacon.“ Some of you may think, when 
you behold my ‘‘orderly walk and conversation,“ that the title was 
given me from my official church relation, or because I behave like a 
“‘deacon.’? But candor compels me to admit, modestly, that these 
things are not true, and that however illogical it may seem I was bre- 
vetted deacon forsuccess in battle upon the floor of the New York Stock 
Exchange, which battle was waged to settle a dispute over the appro- 
priate market price of Lackawanna. [Laughter. : 

The engagement took place on March 1, 1884. As is always the 
ease in a contest of that kind, there were more camp followers than 
there were soldiers; and prominent among the camp followers was one 
of the editors of the New York Times. 

He was one of those serviceable fellows whom you each met within 
twenty-four hours after your nominatian for Congress, who could do 
you so much good in the doubtful precincts, and whose services were 
at your command, if you would send out 10,000 papers at 10 cents a 
piece. 

I did not need him and he was arrayed, through his broker, on the 
other side. It was a day of very marked activity among bears, and a 
day when those who asked for terms earliest, fared best. The Times 
editor was dilatory that morning, and before 3 o’clock I convinced him, 
through his broker, that my property which he had squandered by 
selling short the day before at 127 “regular” was cheap that afternoon 
at 137 cash. [Great laughter.] To use the language of the irreverent, 
the Times editor got left“ that day, and he has been trying to get 
even” ever since, and the weakling in the press gallery who sent that 
dispatch was acting under general instructions from headquarters when 
he telegraphed the lie. 

Let me give you proof of the personal malice which poisons this dis- 
patch. 

This Venezuela joint resolution, in the identical words which I used, 
was introduced into the Senate on May 16 (page 4366 of the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD) by the distinguished Senator from New York, Mr. 
Evarts, formerly Secretary of State. This was five days before I in- 
troduced the same resolution in this House. Now, which horn of the 
dilemma will the Times take—that it had not enterprise enongh to find 
that Mr. EVARTS had introduced the same resolution or that it did not 
gratify any personak malice to state the fact in respect to that distin- 
guished Senator? 

Again, in the matter of the amendment offered by me to the urgent 
deficiency bill to pay 6 per cent. interest from March 4, 1887, to the 
date of the passage of that bill, because the creditors had lost that in- 
terest through the neglect of the Forty-ninth Congress; the same amend- 
mert, in the exact words, was afterwards introduced in the Senate by 
the distinguished Senator from Ohio, Mr. SHERMAN. Was the sup- 

ression of that fact the result of ignorance as to public affairs, or 
bad the Times no personal venom to inject in its relations with that 
Senator? 

One word on the cowardice of these malignant misrepresentations, 
and Iam done. This is no question of a manly statement of fact and 
fair criticism of a public servant; such statement and criticism I invite 
and commend; but this fabrication is a sample merely, with perhaps 
a higher percentage of truth than the average statements of the Times, 
with which they have commented upon my private affairs and my pub- 
lic acts for the last four years. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the world unites in its execration of a coward, but 
in the roll-call of cowardice the most execrable devil that answers to 
his name is the newspaper man who, armed with a printing press, uses 
it to gratify a personal spite, by scattering world-wide, false statements 
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against a citizen who has no equal means either of contradiction or of 
retaliation. And such a ease is the case at bar. [Prolonged applause. ] 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER prot . When the House adjourned on yes- 
terday evening it was divided on the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia to lay on the table the appeal made by the gentleman from 


Mr. RANDALL. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SPINOLA] to make a report from the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I wish to report back the bill from the Committee 
on Military Affairs, referred to that committee this morning, in regard 
to the rank of General of the United States Army. 
Pers 3 R pro tempore. The gentleman will send the bill to 

e des 
' Mr. SPINOLA. I have sent to the committee-room for the bill; it 
will be here in a moment. 

Mr. RANDALL. Pending that, I move to dispense with private“ 
business for the entire day. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 140, 
noes 8. 

Mr. BUTLER. No quorum has voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order being made that no 
quorum has voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr, BuTLER and Mr. RANDALL were appointed tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This motion requires a vote of two- 


thirds. 

Mr. BUTLER (one of the tellers). I withdraw the demand for a 
quorum. 

So (no further count being demanded) the motion was agreed to, two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof. 


GRADE OF GENERAL IN THE ARMY. 


Mr. SPINOLA. Mr. Speaker, I now ask unanimous consent to re- 
port back from the Committee on Military Affairs the bill which Isend 
to the desk. 

. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the title of the 
bill. 

The Clerk réad as follows: 

A bill S. 2210) to revive the grade of General in the United States Army. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Iam instructed by the committee to report the bill 
back with the recommendation that it 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the report being 
now made? 

Mr. KILGORE. I object. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemen from Texas objects to 
making the report. 

Mr. KILGORE. No; I do not object to making the report from the 
committee. I ol,ject to present consideration. 

Mr. BLAND. I hope the gentleman will withdraw objection to the 
bill. Let it be considered now. General Sheridan ought to be given 
that rank, and I hope the bill will pass. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will agam submit the re- 
quest of the gentleman from New York for unanimous consent to make 
the report from the committee at this time. 

Mr. OATES. I renew the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The report can only be made by unan- 
imous consent at this time. L 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. RANDALL. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Chair will again state that on yes- 
terday evening. at the time of adjournment, the House was dividing on 
the motion of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLounr] to lay on the 
table the appeal from the decision of the Chair taken by the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. PETERS]. The yeas and nays had been demanded, 
which demand wassubsequently withdrawn. Thereupon the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] demanded a division, and the House was 
dividing at the time. ¥ 

The question recurs on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia to 
lay the appeal on the table. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 112, noes 47. 

Mr. MASON, Mr. PETERS, and others. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The point of order being made that a 
quorum has not voted, the Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BLOUNT and Mr. PETERS were appointed tellers. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 111, noes 6. 

Mr. MASON, No quorum. 

Mr. RANDALL. To save time I ask the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I think we can save time upon this 

matter if the gentlemen on the other side of the House will consent to 
take up the bill for the relief of General Sheridan, 

Mr. MILLS, Let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent to take up that bill for 
consideration at this time. 
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Mr. MORSE. You have already placed yourselves. on the record, 

Mr. RANDALL. And this side of the House has shown its disposi- 
tion to take up and pass the bill. i 

Mr. BURROWS Is there objection to the request I have made? 

Mr. MILLS. “The yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the Chair please state the question ? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT] to lay on the table the appeal 
taken from the decision of the Chair by the gentleman from Kansas 
(Mr. PETERS]. 

‘The question was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 9, not voting 
185; as follows: 


YEAS—130. * 

Abbott, Dibble, Landes, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, Lane, Rowland, 
Anderson, III. Dunn, Lanham, Sayers, 
Bankhead, Elliott. Lawler, Seney, 
Barry, nloe, è, Shaw, 
Biggs, Ermentront, Long, Shively, 
Blanchard, er, Lynch, ith, 
Bland, Foran, Macdonald, Sowden, 
Bliss, Ford, Mahoney, Spinola, 
Blount, Forney, Maish, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark, French, Mansur, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Gay, Martin, Stewart, Tex. 
Bryce, Glass, McAdoo, Stewart, Ga. 
Buckalew, Grimes, McClammy, Stockdale, 
Burnes, IIall, McCreary, Stone, Ky. 
Burnett, Hare. McShane, Stone, Mo. 
Bynum, Hatch, Mills, Taulbee, 
Campbell, F., N.Y. Hayes, oore, Thompson, Cal, 
Cannon, Heard, Morgan, Tillman, 
Carlton, Hemphill, Morse, Tracey, 
Caruth, Henderson, N.C. Neal, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Herbert, Newton, Vance, 
Chipman, Holman, Oates, Walker, 
Clardy, Hopkins, Va. O’ Neall, Ind. Washington, 
Clements, Howard, Outhwaite, Weaver, 

bb, Hudd, Peel, Wheeler, 
Cothran, Hutton, Penington, Whitthorne, 
Cowles, Johnston, N.C, rry, Wilkins, 
Cox, Jones, Randall Wilkinson. 
Culberson, Kerr, Rayner, Wilson, Minn. 
Dargan, Kilgore, Rice, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Ala. Laffoon, Richardson, 
Davidson, Fla, Lagan, Robertson, 

NAYS—9. 
Anderson, Iowa Hermann, Lehlbach, McKenna, 
Baker, III. Hiestand, Lind, Romeis. 
Brewer, 
< NOT VOTING—1S5. 
Adams, Dalzell, Kennedy, Rowell, 
Allen, Mass, Darlington, Ketcham, Russell, Conn, 
Allen, Mich. Davenport, La Follette, Russell, Mass. 
Anderson, Miss. Davis, Laidlaw, Rusk, 
Anderson, Kans., De Lano, Laird, Ryan, 
Arnold, Dingley, Latham, Sawyer, 
Atkinson, rsey. Lodge, Scott, 
Bacon, Dougherty, Lyman, Séull, 
Baker, N. Y. un Maffett, Seymour, 
Barnes, Farquhar, Mason, Sherman, 
Bayne, Felton, Matson, Simmons, 
Belden, Finley, Mot omas, Snyder, 
Belmont, Fitch McCormick, Spooner, 
Bingham, Flood, McCullogh, Steele, 
Fuller, McKinley, Stephenson, 

Bound, Funston, McKinney, Stewart, Vt. 
Boutelle Gaines, MeMillin, Struble, 
Bowden, Gallinger, McRae, Symes, 
Bowen, Gear, Merriman, Tarsney, 
Brower, Gest, Milliken, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Gibson, Moffitt, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Browne, Ind. Glover, Montgomery, Thomas, Ky, 
Brown, Ohio Gof, Morrill, Thomas, III. 
Brown, J. R., Va. Granger, Morrow, Thomas, Wis. 
Brumm, Greenman, Nelson, Thompson, Ohio 
Buchanan, Grosvenor, Nichols, Townshend, 
Bunnell, Grout, Norwood, Turner, Kans, 
Burrows, Guenther, Nutting, andever. 
Butler, Harmer, O'Donnell, ade, 
Butterworth, Haugen, o Warner, 
Campbell, Ohio Hayden, O'Neill, Pa. Weber, 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Henderson, Iowa O'Neill, Mo. est, 
Candler, Henderson, III. Osborne, White, Ind. 
Caswell, Hires, Owen, ite, N. Y. 
Cheadle, Hitt, Parker, Whiting, Mich, 
Clark. Patton, Whiting, Mass. 
Cockran, Holmes, Payson, Wickham, 
Cogswell, Hooker, Perkins, Wilber, 
Collins, Hopkins, III. ters, Williams, 
Compton, Hopkins, N. Phelan, Wise, 
Conger, Houk, Pbelps, Wood 
Cooper, Hovey, Pidcock, Yardley, 
Crain, Hunter, Plumb, Yoder, 
Crisp, Jackson, ost. Yost. 
Crouse, Johnston, Ind, Pugsley, 
Cummings, Kean, Reed, 
Cutcheon, Kelley, Rockwell, 


When the name of Mr. MAson was called, 

Mr. MASON said: I rise for information. I desire to know the 
question before the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been stated more than once. 
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But, with the consent of the House, the Chair will again state, the ques- |» 


tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Georgia to lay on the table 
the appeal of the gentleman from Kansas from the decision of the Chair. 


= Mr. MASON. I desire, Mr. Speaker—— [Cries of Regular or- 
ex 
Mr. MASON. Can I not ask to be exeused from voting? I willstate 


that I do not propose to vote on this or any other measure while Gen- 
eral Sheridan is alive until this bill giving him the rank and title of 
General of the Army has passed. [Cries of Regular order !”] 
The Clerk continued and completed calling the roll. 
Mr. BLOUNT. I ask that the reading of the names be dispensed 
with. 
Mr. MASON and others objected. s 
The following members were announced as paired on all political 
questions until further notiçe: 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. SAWYER. 
Mr. BELMONT with Mr. CLARK. 
Mr. LATHAM with Mr. LAIRD. 
. BACON with Mr. HAYDEN. 
. GIBSON with Mr. PUGSLEY. 
. Rusk with Mr. SEYMOUR. : 
. MERRIMAN with Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. 
„ SNYDER with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
. SIMMONS with Mr. DUNHAM. 
„ TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. LAIDLAW. 
. WHITING, of Michigan, with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
. DOUGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. 
. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Ilinois. 
. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 
. GLOVER with Mr. Tomas, of Wisconsin. 
. Norwoop with Mr. COOPER. 
. GREENMAN with Mr. THOMAS, of Illinois. 
. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. CocKRAN. 


June 8. 

The following pairs were also announced: 

Mr. Scorr with Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE, of Virginia, on all questions 
in the House and in Committee of the Whole until further notice. 

Mr. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCormick, on all questions in the House 
and in Committee of the Whole until further notice. 

Mr. MATSON with Mr. OWEN, until further notice, not to vote in the 
House or in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York, on all questions in the 
House and in Committee of the Whole until June 9. 

Mr. Comproy with Mr. WEBER, on all questions in Committee of the 
Whole and in the House until further notice. 

Mr. YODER with Mr. BoorHMAN, on all questions in the House and 
in Committee of the Whole until further notice. 

Mr. Crary with Mr. ARNOLD, on this vote. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY with Mr. BINGHAM, on this vote. 

Mr. MCRAE with Mr. Houx, on this vote. 

The vote was then announced as above stated. 

Mr. MASON. Noquorum. I move there be a call of the House. 


GENERAL OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- 
mous consent to take up for immediate consideration the bill of the 
Senate entitled ‘‘An act to revive the grade of General in the United 
States Army.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The last vote having disclosed the 
fact that there is no quorum, no business is in order until the presence 
of n quorum is ascertained. 

Mr. RANDALL. The request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRFCKINRIDGE] is for unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that a distinction 
is drawn in the rule between an aye-and-no vote and a vote taken viva 
voce, and the Chair is of opinion that the absence of a quorum having 
been disclosed by an aye-and-no vote, no other business is now in order. 

‘f= BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now move a cail of the 


Se, 
ANDERSON, of Kansas. ‘That is right. 

‘fhe question was taken on ordering a call of the House, and there 
were—ayes 177, noes 6. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I move 
to dispense with further proceedings under the call, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will have to attain his 
object, the Chair thinks, by moving to reconsider the vote by which 
the call of the House was ordered. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Then I make that motion. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. s 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Inow ask unanimous con- 
sent to take up for immediate consideration the act to revive the grade 
of General in the United States Army. I do not know that it has been 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, but if so, I move to 
discharge that committee from the further consideration of the bill, 
and to putit upon its passage. 


. CANDLER was announced as paired with Mr. CurcHEon until | 


Mr. SPINOLA. It was referred to the committee this morning, and 
I have just tried to report it back again, with the recommendation that 
it do pass. 8 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] that his request can not be en- 
tertained at this time. The House has just reconsidered the vote by 
which the call of the House was ordered, and the question now recurs 
on the motion for a call of the House. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Which motion, with the con- 
sent of the House, I now withdraw. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion for a call of the House is 
withdrawn. Thegentleman from New York [Mr. SPINOLA ] asks‘unan- 
imous consent to report back at this time from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs the bill (S. 2210), being an act to revive the grade of Gen- 
eral in the United States Army, and the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] moves that the bill be now considered. The Clerk 
will read the title of the bill. 

Mr. FORD, Before that is done, as a member of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, I ask unanimous consent to make a statement, which 
will not occupy more than five seconds, to correct a misapprehension. 
[Cries on the Republican side of No, no! Let us pass the bill.““] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the bill; after 
which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk again read the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York that he may report this bill from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs at this time? The Chair hears none. Is 
there objection to the request of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] that the bill be considered at this time? 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the House that I am 
opposed to legislation of this character [Interruptions on the Re- 
publican side.] z 

Mr. BLOUNT. I hope gentlemen will allow the gentleman from 
Texas to make a statement. 

Several MEMBERS (on the Republican side). Certainly. 

Mr. KILGORE. I do not care whether they allow itor not. [Cries 
of “Go on! 

Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this character of legislation—this 
hasty legislation on an important matter like this, piling up prece- 
dents which may in the future be quoted and may prove to be dangerous; 
but I say to the House that if they will concede to us a yea-aud-nay 
vote upon the bill and will allow me to put upon record a bric! state- 
ment from a Republican paper in relation to this question, I will with- 
draw my objection. 

Mr. MASON. Allright. * 

Several MEMBERS (on the Republican side). 
that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] for the present con- 
sideration of this bill? 

Mr. KILGORE. On the condition I havestated I will withdraw my 
objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will report the bill. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was recognized. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE], who desires to make astate- 
ment. e 

Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, I have no statement to make further 
than to send to the desk to be read an extract from the Indianapolis 
News of May 30, an independent Republican paper, which expresses 
my views upon this question. I ask that this article be reid and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The article was read, as follows: 


The Senate did a silly thingin reviving the office of General for General Sher- 
idan. The office was dead, and it ought to be allowed to remain so, It is to be 
hoped the House will refuse to concur. In Grant's case there was a diference. 
The office had been created for him. He left it when he became President. In 
his last days it was an anomaly that the great soldier of our war should be 
without any right to a military title at all, and so his old office was conferred 
upon him. He was retired at the same time, and thus by a national act his title 
was conferred upon him. Sheridan never has held the oflice, Itis notin ex- 
istence for him to be eee to, but must be recreated specially for the oc- 
casion, and it is a performance sadly out of place—waiting all these years with- 
out ever thinking of doing it, and now rushing into his sick-chamber, perhaps 
to the side of his deathbed. It is poor mauners, diseased sentiment, and title- 
worship, and decent Republicanism and common sense ought to put an end to it. 


Mr. KILGORE. Mr. Speaker, in sending up this item to be read I 
have given full expression to my views on this question; and as I am 
now on record in opposition to this bill, and shall vote against it, I 
withdraw the other condition upon which I abandoned my objection, 
and will not insist on a vote by yeas and nays. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I now yield to the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], who I understand desires to occupy 
two or three minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. I wish to state that the paper from which the ex- 
tract has just been read by the Clerk is not a Republican paper. Itia 
an ably-edited independent evening paper. 


There is no objection to 
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In justice to the Committee on Military Affairs, I will say that it 
has taken no hasty action in this matter. A bill similar to-this has 
been before us for several weeks, and we have been considering it. 
The only reason it has not been reported back favorably before this 
was the hope that we might have a unanimous report. There have 
been only two or three objections up to yesterday evening, when there 
was but one. ThatisallIdesiretosay. [Criesof “ Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I do not rise for the purpose of oppos- 
ing this bill; I intend to support it. I simply wish to state the char- 
acter and standiag of the Indianapolis News, from which the Clerk has 
just read. True, it is an independent paper, but it is of Republican 
antecedents, and seldom supportsa Democrat or a Democratic measure. 
It is an ardent supporter of General Harrison for the Presidency. It 
has at all times supported the national Republican ticket. At the 
same time it is thoroughly independent. No more independent, no 
more reliable, no more conscientious men edit any newspaper in the 
United States than those who edit the Indianapolis News. [Renewed 
cries of Vote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I yield for a few minutes to 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORD]. 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I did intend to say a word or two in justi- 
fication of the action of the Committee on Military Affairs, but as my 
colleague on the committee, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], 
* explained that matter. I do not care to take up further time of the 

ouse. 

Mauy MEMBERS. Now let us vote. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the House allow mea 
word? (Cries of Nes! Ves!“ 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, there were rea- 
sons why I might not have been willing for this bill to pass if General 
Sheridan had remained in the prime of a vigorous and robust manhood. 
I can appreciate, however, the feeling of gentlemen on all sides of the 
House who desire to do honor to a gallant soldier who won deserved 
glory during four years of such terrific warfare; but whatever feeling 
I might have had under other circumstances gave way when I under- 
stood the other day that General Sheridan stood in the presence of that 
enemy whom he had so dauntlessly faced through so many years; and 
if it can add anything to the comfort of the dying hours of that great 
soldier or take something from the sorrow of the wife whom he leaves, 
for the nation to tender this new crown to him, I am glad to have the 
opportunity to mingle my sympathy with that of all sides of this 
Chamber. [Loud applause. ] 

I now desire to give the opportunity for a more handsome tribute 
than anything I can say by yielding to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] whatever time he may desire. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I am very proud to be here to-day to give 
my suffrage for this bill. Although indisposed, and although my place 
would be perhaps in my own room, I came here to-day to do honor to 
a man whom I have known, lo ! these many years, in all the vicissitudes 
of his wonderful life. He was born in Central Ohio, near where I was 
born. He drove a cart for watering the streets in the town of Zanes- 
ville about the time I came back from school. I can recall with dis- 
tinctness the Congressman who sent him to West Point, and all the 
various anecdotes connected with that remarkable county of Perry and 
the town of Somerset come back to me now. 

This man was not merely a soldier, as my friend from Kentucky [ Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] has said, in our civil contlict of four years, but he was 
a born soldier from the beginning of his career at West Point—not 
merely in the Indian country, but everywhere. Whilst criticising the 
strategy of the great generals of Europe in the great battles that have 
oce within our own time, he was conspicuousas a critic, observant 
as a general, and brought to the examination of the contests in other 
lands the experience acquired in the great struggle of our own. 

Mr. Speaker, in the agony of his present great struggle, when, almost 
in articulo mortis, he is reaching out to the unseen world, I am proud 
to forego all other associations to give my heart and my best hope for 
the success of this vote, which, I trust, the members of this House may 
give as an entirety for the bill, so that there may appear no objection 
from any member on this floor representing any part of the American 

ple to thus placing upon the roster as a general the first soldier of 
the Republic, the kind and genial gentleman, Philip H. Sheridan. 
[Loud applause. ] 

[Cries of Vote!” ‘‘Vote!’?] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to yield now to the 
venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] whatever time 
he may desire. 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Speaker, the unmeaning title of fatner of the 
House’’ has never received appreciation from me, though I believe I 
have borne it longer than any of my predecessors, till now, when it 
justifies me in rising to say, as I do most fervently, that I am proud of the 
family which this title regards me as looking upon as in some sense 
my own. [Applause.] And to convey the heartfelt gratitude of the 
Republican minority to the Democratic majority of the House for over- 
coming the obstructions which seemed to be impassable in the pathway 


of legislation which proposes to cheer the greatest soldier of the age, 
General Philip H. Sheridan, in the closing days of his illustrious life. 
[Great applause. ] 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly read 
the third time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The terms of the agreement 
made with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. KILGORE] — 

Several MEMBERS. He does not insist upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas withdrew 
his demand. [Cries of Vote!“ 

The bill was passed. 

[Renewed and long continued applause. J 

Mr. OATES. I demand a division. [Cries of Don't do that, 
Oates,” on the Democratic side.] Very well, I do not wish to em- 
barrass any gentleman by demanding a division, but I wish it to be 


known that I voted in the negative. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, moved to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to re- 
consider be laid on the table. 3 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Georgia [ Mr. BLOUNT] to lay upon the table 
the appeal taken from the decision of the Chair by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. PETERS], on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. RANDALL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the pre- 
vious question was ordered on the motion of the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BLOUNT]. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question recurred on Mr. BLount’s motion to lay the appeal of 
Mr. PETERS upon the table, and it was agreed to. x 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RANDALL. I now more the previous question on the adoption 
of the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations on the 
bill (H. E. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, executive, 
and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1889, and for other purposes. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? [Aftera pause.] The Chair hears none, and the amend- 
ments will be voted on in 
pe amendments of the Committee on Appropriations were agreed 


Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider. be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and it 
was accordingly read the third time. 

F demanded the previous question on the passage of 
the bill. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation thereof 
the bill was passed. 

Mr. RANDALL moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
3 and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 

e. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


COLLECTING REVENUES FROM CUSTOMS. 


Mr. SAYERS. Task, by unanimousconsent, to call up the report or 
the Committee on Appropriations on the bill (H. R. 9788) making an 
appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for expenses 
of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1888, and for other purposes, and to now consider the same. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. SAYERS. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report was read, as follows: 

Mr. Burnes, from the Committee on Appropriations, submitted the follow- 
ing report to accompany the bill H. R. 9788: 

The Committee on Appropriations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9788) 
making an appropriation to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for ex- 

nses of collecting the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending June 

, 1883, and for other purposes, with ihe amendments of the Senate thereto, 
having considered the same, beg leave to report, as follows: 5 
They recommend concurrence in the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 
2. 3. 4,5, 6,7,8, 9, 10, and 11. 

They recommend concurrence in the amendment numbered 12 with anamend- 


ment as follows: After the matter proposed to be inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: 


“Expenses of United States courts: 
“ Fees of jurors: To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for the fees of 
— of United States courts on account of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 


“Fees of witnesses: To supply a deficiency in the appropriation for fees of 
witnesses, United States courts, on account of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
. 
Government Hospital for Insane: 
For current expenses of the Government Hospital for the Insane: For sup- 
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port. clothing, and treatment in the Government Hospital for the Insane of the 
. ͤ — Uslind rrer Me 
of the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and of all persons who 
have become insane since their entry into the military or naval service of the 
United States and who are indigent, $11,713.07, being a deficiency on account of 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1588.” 

And in the first line of the title of the bill strike out the words an appropria- 
tion” and insert in lieu thereof the word “ appropriations.” 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to have the gentleman from Texas ex- 

in to the House just exactly what action has been taken by the 
mmittee on Appropriations in reference to the changes made by the 
Senate amendments, especially as to witness fees. 5 

Mr. SAYERS. The Senate struck out the provision in the bill 
which related to a change in the method of supportirg the customs 
service, and also amended the bill by adding certain items of appro- 
proton covering the expenditures of that body. It also amended the 

ill with one item relating to the House expenditures. The Commit- 
tee on Appropriations recommended concurrence in the Senate amend- 
ments with the adoption of other items, which provide for the Depart- 
ment of Justice in the matter of jury and witness fees, and also for the 
support of the Hospital for the Insane during the remainder of the 
present fiscal year. 

Mr. ADAMS. Allow me to have an extract read from a newspaper 
in reference to the point to which I would like to direct his attention. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

NO MONEY TO PAY WITNESSES. 
Cricaco, May 22. 

A dispatch from Fort Smith, Ark., says: Owing to the absence of appropria- 
tions for the pay of witnesses the Federal court of this city has been obliged to 
close, and over four h witnesses were discharged yesterday without pay. 
Many of these came from points several hundred miles distant on the Indian 
Territory, and are in absolute poverty. Among the cases continued until the 
next term of the court are thirty-five murders, twenty-six larceny; forty illicit- 
whisky selling, and twenty-eight assault, besides over thirty other cases. The 
district judge and United States marshal have sent a telegram to the Attorney- 
General asking that authority be granted for the transfer of witnesses’ vouch- 
ers, Comptroller m having recently decided that they are not transfera- 
ble— Washington Post, May 23, 1888. 

Mr. ADAMS. I will ask the gentleman from Texas, first, whether 
the Committee on Appropriations has had in view that deficiency in 
the recommendations they made, and, secondly, whether they have in- 
serted or can insert any provision in the bill to meet the difficulty last 
mentioned in that extract, to wit, the lack of transferability of wit- 
ness’ certificates. 

` Mr. SAYERS. I will say to the gentleman from Illinois, that one 
of the amendments proposed by the Committee on Appropriations 
meets that very difficulty. In response to the second question, I will 
say to him that it would be a matter of new legislation, and, as such, 
incompetent under the rules of the House to be reported by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. ADAMS. Would it not be possible for the committee to ask 
unanimous consent, and in the opinion of the gentleman would not 
that consent be granted if asked by the committee? 

Mr. SAYERS. I can only state that it would involve a change of ex- 
isting law; and as it is absolutely n that this appropriation 
shall go through immediately in order to be available during the com- 
ing week, I do not think it would be wise to incorporate such a pro- 
vision on the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say in answer to my colleague that I think 
there would be objection, even if unanimous consent was asked and 
given, to the incorporation of the legislation to which he refers. 

Mr. RANDALL. Permit me to say a few words in this connection. 
The Committee on Appropriations have recommended appropriations, 
which were made, of $600,000, against the Department’s annual esti- 
mate of $500,000 for 1888, for the fees of jurors; and in regard to pay- 
ment of witnesses, the committee recommended the full amount of the 
annual estimate, $550,000, which was appropriated, and has since given 
a supplemental sum of $300,000. That is to say, the appropriations 
have exceeded the estimates, and Congress has given, as far as I know, 
every dollar that has been asked by the Department. 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes, every dollar that has been estimated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the rec- 
ommendations of the committee. 

The amendments of the committee were adopted. 

Mr. SAYERS moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ments were adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF A VOTE. 


Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to withdraw my vote from the roll recently 
taken on the appeal from the ruling of the Chair. I make this re- 
quest because I am not quite clear in my conviction as to whether the 
ruling was aceurate or not. I prefer, therefore, to withdraw the vote 
altogether. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw his vote, and if there be no objection 
that will be allowed. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


è PROTECTION OF UNITED STATES OFFICIALS, INDIAN TERRITORY, 


Mr. ROGERS. I desire to submit a privileged report. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will send it up. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the N votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the 
officials of the United States in the Indian Territory, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 


ive Houses as follows : 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 


and agree to the same, 
JOHN H. ROGERS, 
JOHN S. HENDERSON, 
WILLIAM E. FULLE 
Managers on the part of the House, 
H. L. DAWES 
JAMES K. JONES, 


F. B. STOCKBRIDGE, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


Under the rule the managers on the part of the House submitted the 
following statement to accompany the report: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to bill (H. R. 4920) for 
the protection of the officials of the United States in the Indian Territory sub- 
mit the following written statement: : 

The effect of the action recommended in the accompanying conference re- 
port, if ratified by the two Houses, will pass the bill as amended by the Senate, 

JNO. H. ROGERS. 
JOHN S. HENDERSON, 
WM. E. ee 
> Managers on the part of the House, 
Mr, ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, at this point it would be proper for 
me, I presume, to place on the record a statement exhibiting the law- 
lessness prevailing in that Territory, and the number of murders which 
have been committed in the last two years on the marshal’s force of 
that district, which shows the necessity of this legislation. I will not 
ask to have it read, but simply print it in the RECORD. 
It is as follows: 
[Arkansas Gazette correspondence. ] 
FORT SMITH, SEBASTIAN COUNTY. 
Fort Surrn, December 18, 1887. 
opinion out here on the border that the increase in law- 
lessness in the Indian Territory will induce Congress at its present session to 
open that county to se t, or at least make an effort to do so, As it now 
is the Government is at an enormous expense in its endeavors to enforce the 
laws of that benighted county, and yet eight criminals out of ten are never 
brought to justice. ; 

The present United States marshal for the western district of Arkansas has 
held the office since October 30, 1885, and during that time has had nine deput 
marshals, two posses, and three guards murdered while in the discharge of their 
official duties, as follows: 

Richardson, murdered by Bill Pigeon, a Cherokee, who is still at 


rge. 

Wiliam Erwin, waylaid and murdered in the Choctaw Nation by Jake Span- 

. for the purpose of rescuing a prisoner he had in charge, 
at large. 

F. M. Sweeden, murdered in Choctaw Nation by unknown parties, who will 
probably never be known. 

Sam Sickiller, murdered at Muskoegec, Creek Nation, by Dick Vann and Alf 
Cunningham, The Government paid 9500 for the arrest of the latter, but he 
broke down the jurisdiction of the court here and was turned over to the Creek 
Nation authorities, who allowed him to escape before trial, and he is still a large. 
Vann was killed a short time since by Deputy Marshal Jackson Ellis, 

Capt. William Fields was murde: in the Creek Nation by Bill Cunius, who 
was captured and died in jail here before his trial. 

Deputy Dan Maples was murdered at Tahlequah, the capital of the Cherokee 
Nation. Ned Christie, Charlie Bobtail, Bud Trainer, and John Parish are 
charged with this diabolical deed,and the three latter are in jail here, while 
Christie is at large. 

Deputy John Carlton was murdered at Denison, Tex., by a lawless negro from 
the Territory, who is now in jail at Sherman. 

Deputy Frank Dalton was murdered in the Cherokee Nation by Dave Smith, 
Will Towerly, and Lee Dixon. Dave Smith was killed by Deputy Cole at the 
Dixon was wounded by Cole and is now in jail 


same time he killed Dalton. 
here recovering. Towerly escaped and one week later killed Deputy Ed. Stok- 
, and was himself killed by his victim and the he had with him. The 
fe of Dixon was killed in the mélée with ton, and Deputy Cole was 
wounded. Towerly acknowledged before he died that he and Smith had for 
some time been engaged in horse stealing. He was killed in his father’s yard 
in the presence of his mother and sister. He was but nineteen years old. 


Itis the prevailing 


m. Lupson, posse of Deputy Lawrence, was murdered 15 a citizen of the 
Territory, and being himself citizen this court had no jurisdiction in the case, 
hence he has never molested. 


William Smith, posse, John Kelly and Mark Kuykendall, guards, were mur- 
dered in the Creek country by Seaborn Green, a young Indian, who was ar- 
rested, convicted, and hung for the crime. 

Henry Miller, a guard, was murdered by Big Chewee, a Cherokee; but, as 
Miller was a citizen of the Cherokee Nation also, Chewee was turned over to 
that government, and a jury acquitted him. 

Thus far, it will be seen that only one of the murderers of United States oM- 
cers in the Indian Territory has been punished under the law, and that was 
Seaborn Green, 

There is a standing reward by the Government of $500 each for the arrest of 
all murderers of deputy marshals, posse, or guards, who are still alive and at 
large, over whom this court has jurisdiction. 

All the deputies murdered were good, honest, upright citizens. 

This state of affairs will never cease so long as Congress allows the Indian 
country to remain as it is, and the killing of United States officers will continue 
with unabated vigor, while murder, rapine, and crimes of lesser magnitude will 
increase with the influx of outlaws of the States, who find a safe abiding-place 
among the Indians, where no ene but United States officers can molest them. 

A change must come, and the sooner Congress takes hold of it the better, 


In this connection I desire also to correct what seems to have been, 
and I am sure was, a total misapprehension on the part of my friend 
from Maryland [Mr. McComas], who is not here at present, as shown 
by the RECORD of May 3, with reference to the places where these of- 
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ſenses occurred, such as are embodied in the paper to which I haye 
just referred. In the RECORD, in response to a remark, and a side re- 
mark from me, not intended for him, then occupying the floor, he said 
in substance that I had boasted on the floor of representing a district 
where this class of crimes, among others, had been committed more 
frequently than in any other district in the country. Upon calling 
his attention to it he kindly struck his remarks from the RECORD. 
It is right for me to say that only a small proportion of the territory 
spoken of as the ‘‘ western district of Arkansas is in the State of Ar- 
kansas, and only a small proportion, perhaps one-third or less, of that 
which is in Arkansas is in my district; and finally, the Federal court 
has no jurisdiction whatever over crimes of this character committed 
in the State. I think I should be within the limits of the truth if I 
said that probably not 3 per cent. in number of the crimes tried at 
Fort Smith are committed in Arkansas, and. that 3 per cent. are such 
asoccurinall the States. They are committed in the Indian Territory, 
west of Arkansas, which was attached to that district by act of Con- 
gress, and are all tried at that point, where the United States court 
sits which has the jurisdiction, a general jurisdiction, because not within 
the limits of a State. 

Of course my friend from Maryland was undera misapprehension, and 
as soon as he was so advised he struck the matter from the RECORD. 
But it is due to myself to say I never boasted of anything of that kind; 
on the contrary, I deplore the existence of crime anywhere, and if the 
gentleman had thought for a moment what the jurisdiction of the Fed- 
eral courts was he would not have inadvertently fallen into the error. 
The effect of the Senate amendment to the Honse bill is to extend 
greater protection to the officials of that country, in this, that it confers 
jurisdiction on Federal courts to try parties for murder, assault with 
intent to kill, or assault and battery, or who shall resist process issued 
under authority of the United States courts. I concur entirely in the 
action of the Senate and now ask the adoption of the report. 

The report was to. 

Mr. ROGERS moved to reconsider the vole by which the report was 
agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering revenue measures. But pending that motion I wish to make 
a proposition to the tlemen on the other side about limiting the 
time on the paragraph under consideration. When the committee rose 
the debate on that paragraph had lasted over four hours, I propose 
that debate on it shall close in twenty minutes, ten minutes being al- 

_lowed to each side. I refer to the first paragraph, which has reference 
to the day on which the law shall come into operation. 

Mr. ADAMS. Do you mean the first five lines of the bill ? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to make an inquiry, whether the limit 
proposed py the gentleman from Texas is to be applied to any amend- 
ments which may hereafter be offered to those five lines? 

Mr. MILLS. My proposition is that as to those five lines debate after 
twenty minutes shall close upon all amendments. 

Mr. McKINLEY, Amendments now pending and those which may 
be offered ? 

Mr. MILLS. Les, sir. { 

Mr. MCKINLEY. I do not think we can accede to that. : 

Mr. MILLS. This does not exclude amendments, but only debate. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I understand that. 

Mr. MILES. Then I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; and pending that 
I move that all debate on the paragraph and the amendments thereto 
be limited to twenty minutes. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest that this paragraph is much more im- 
portant, perhaps, than any other in the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. It refers only to the date. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman refers to the paragraph of five 
lines which cover the proposition now pending to change the time 
when the law shall go into effect. It covers every schedule, and is of 
vastly greater importance than any other single paragraph in the bill. 

Mr. MILLS. Gentlemen can have thesamelatitudein talkingabout 
the date when we get down to the consideration of lumber as they 
have had in talking abont lamber when this amendment of date was 
under consideration yesterday. 8 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suggest, if this debate is to have any effect or 
is to be regarded as at ali serious, or having any object, the debating of 
& proposition fixing the time when the law should go into effect after 
the paragraph had been passed and the time fixed would be a waste of 
time. 


Mr. REED, LIsuggest to the gentleman from Texas to make the 
time an hour. 

Mr. MILLS. I will agree to half an hour. : 

Mr. McKINLEY. I move to amend by striking out twenty min- 
utes and inserting forty minutes. 


- 


Mr. REED. I will consent to that. 

Mr. MILLS. Iaccept the amendment of the gentleman from Ohio, 
and demand the previous question on my motion. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. MILLS, as modified, to limit debate to forty min- 
utes, was agreed to. 

The motion of Mr. Mrits, that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of bills raising revenue, was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and re- 
sumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation 
and to simplify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenues. 

The CHAIKMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

oo 3 strike out Ist day of July, 1888, and insert 2d day of January, 


The CHAIRMAN. By order of the House, all debate on the pend- 
ing paragraph and amendments thereto has been limited to forty min- 
utes. The Chair will divide the time between those favorable to the 
proposition and those opposed to it. 

[Mr. HoLMAN withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX.] 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I rise at this time for the pur- 
pose of replying to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] and not 
for the purpose of offering any formal amendment to this bill, which I 
hope to do at the proper time. It was charged upon this floor yester- 
day by the distinguished gentleman- from Iowa that there is a “lumber 
trust in this country. That I may give his exact language, I read 
from the RECORD of this day's issue, page 5096. Replying to the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. REED], the gentleman from Iowa says: 


And, sir, by reason of their further combination with the transportation mo- 
nopolies, no man can engage in the lumber business without the consent of the 
lumber trust and the transportation companies, which together constitute one 
of the most unconscionable trusts ever organized in this or any other country. 


Mr. Chairman, coming as I do from a district whose chief industry is 
lumber, au industry that amounts to an annual product of more than 
$10,000,000, I feel it incumbent upon me to defend my constituents 
against this grave and criminal charge of the distinguished gentleman 
from Iowa. I deny in general and in particular that there exists in this 
country a ‘‘lumber trust! atali. I deny that it has ever existed any- 
where in this country so far as the great lumbering industries are con- 
cerned; and the gentleman from Iowa, when interrogated by the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Morrow], finally limited his charge to the 
redwood lumber of California. That was denied by the two members 
on this side of the House representing California. What is now left ot 
the charge? 

The gentleman tells us that an article was published in the North 
American Review in 1884, and that some lawyer in New York by the 
name of Cook had charged that there is a lumber trust“ in this 
country. Why, Mr. Chairman, this trust is a phantom. There are 
real trusts in this country to which the gentleman’s eyes appear to be 
blinded; but this phantom trust appears to satisfy his purposes better, 
because he is not hampered by the facts of the case. [Laughter and 
applause.] In regard to this his imagination can have full scope, and 
he can picture this non-existing *‘ lumber trust” in all its hideous de- 
formity. s 

Mr. Chairman, I do not charge the gentleman from Iowa with will- 
fully misstating facts. His credulity has been imposed upon by some 
designing free-trader. [Laughter.] Somebody has suspected that he 
was the same gentleman who some years ago bélieved that money could 
be made by the use of the printing press and plenty of paper. [Laughter. ] 

Why, Mr. Chairman, a trast in lumber in the United States is šim- 
ply out of the question. More than 350,000,000 feet of pine lumber 
grow in the States represented by the party associates of the gentleman 
on the other side of this House; and I know there is far too much virtue. 
in the States represented by them to ever permit any such iniquitous 
thing as a lumber trust.“ Besides that, Mr. Chairman, the duty 
upon lumber is so low that it is not prohibitory; and this is proven by 
the fact that during the years 1886 and 1887 one-half of the entire lum- - 
ber product of Canada found its market within the limits of the United 
States. Talk about a trust“ ora combine,“ it would have to be 
made with Canada; it would have to extend to every part of these 
United States, including the great lumbering districts of the South and 
of the Pacific coast. The mere statement of the proposition carries its 
own refutation. [Applause.1 

Mr. WEAVER obtained the floor. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The CHAIRMAN, The Committee of the Whole wiil rise informally 
that a report may be received from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
the Committee had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; which were signed by the Speaker: 

A bill (S. 2210) to revive the grade of General in the United States 
Army; 
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A bill (S. 2123) to authorize the removal of an obstruction to the 
navigation of Broad Creek, in the State of Delaware; 

A bill (H. R. 8940 to establish a department of labor; and 
A bill (H. R. 6946) for the relief of Thomas Jordan. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
the passage of bills and joint resolution of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 287) to quiet title of settlers on the Des Moines River lands 
in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2986) to incorporate the American Historical Association; 
and ; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 8) providing for the appointment of a com- 
mission to select a site for a naval station on the Pacific coast. 

The message farther announced the passage of the following House 
bills without amendment: e 

A bill (H. R. 4735) for the relief of Douglass Chapman; and 

A bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell. 

The message further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 5919) 
to extend the time for the completion of the bridge across Staten Island 
Sound, with amendments; and that the Senate had requested a confer- 
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed as 
such conferees on its part Mr. COKE, Mr. CULLOM, and Mr. DOLPH, 

The message further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 7564) to 
authorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Chattanooga, Tenn., with amendments; and that the Senate had 
requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and 


A bill ¢ 5 for the relief of John H. Marion; 


had appointed as conferees on its part Mr. Vest, Mr. SAWYER, and Mr. 
KENNA. 

The m further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 8623) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or 


near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes, with amendment; and 
that the Senate had requested a conference on the disagreeing votes ot 
the two Houses, and had appointed as such conferees on its part Mr. 
COKE, Mr. CuLLom, and Mr. DOLPH, 

The message further announced the passage of the bill (H. R. 7222) 
to amend an act entitled An act to establish agricultural stations in 
connection with the colleges established in the several States under the 
provisions ofan act approved July 2, 1862, and of the acts supplementary 
thereto ;’’ and had requested a conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses, and had appointed as such conferees on its part Mr. 
PADDOCK, Mr. Brown, and Mr. BLAIR. 


TARIFF. 


The Committee of the Whole resumed its session, Mr. SPRINGER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I am very much astonished to hear 
the gentleman deny the existence of a lumber trust in this country. 
That such a trust exists is known to the entire trade and by the whole 
reading public. Itisa part of the current history of the present period. 
Its headquarters are in Chicago, and I send to the Clerk’s desk to have 
read an extract from an article by Henry D. Lloyd, in the North Amer- 
ican Review for June, 1884. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Four years ago the Chicago Lumberman's Exchange adopted a resolution de- 
clari t to be * dishonorable” for any dealer to make lower prices than those 
published by it for the control of prices in one of the greatest lumber markets of 
the world. Monthly reports are required by this exchange from dealers, so 
thataccurate accounts may be kept of stock onghand in order to regulate prices. 
The price-lists of the exchange are revised and made “ honest” at monthly 
banquets. In February, 1883, it was found that members who ostensibly ad- 
hered to the price-lists dipped into the dishonorable practice of competition on 
the sly by giving buyers greater than the usual discounts. This was then for- 
bidden, and another pathway of competition closed, 

The effect of this price-legislation was attested by the address of a dealer of 
Minneapolis at one of the price-list banquets of the exchange, who said that 
his firm, which made sales as far as Manitoba and Dakota, had never sold a 
foot for less than the published lists. A delegation of dealers from the Missis- 
sippi River district spoke feelingly of their labors for harmony,” and their 
9 that Chicago should make prices. A secret meeting of lumbermen 
from all parts of the West was held in Chicago March 8, 1853, to discuss means 
for advancing prices, restricting productfon at least 55 per cent., and in general, 
in the language of one of them, putting themselves intoa ition like that of 
the coal producers of Pennsylvania, who by combination dictated the prices of 
coal throughout the whole country. In May, last year, the national association 
of lumber dealers metin Chicago. It represents over five hundred and fifty re- 
tail dealers in the West, and its principal purpose was to prevent wholesale 
dealers at Chicago, St. Louis, and other centers from retailing lumber to car- 
penters, farmers, and 9 in the territory of the retailers. 

There are too many sellers, and so any wholesaler who persists in competing 
in this way with local dealers is, when found guilty, named to all the retailers 
and punished by losing their trade. The mills of Puget Sound, which supply 
a malle proportion of the lumber consumed in the Pacific States, formed a com- 
bination last year to regulate the production and sustain prices. It is said by 
the local newspapers that the mills which do not belong to the association are 
hired to stand idle, as there are too many mills, and the association finds it 
profitable to sustain prices at the cost of thousands of Soe paia outin this 
way. The lumber market of the Pacific coast is ruled by the ifornia Lumber 
Exchange, and that is controlled by a few powerful firms. The prices of red- 
wood are fixed by the Redwood Manufacturers’ Association, and those of pine 
by the Pine Manufacturers’ Association. 

Darak the past year the retail dealersof San Francisco have had to sign con- 
tracts with these associations, binding themselves to buy only from members of 


the associations, to buy and sell only at prices fixed by them, to give time and 
discount only acco: to rule, and to keep accounts so e item will be 
clear to the inspectors hired by the associations to look the retailers, Fi- 
nglly the retailer binds himself, if he is “found guilty ” of committing any of the 
forbidden sins, to pay a fine, which may amount to $1,000, to be divided among 
the faithful. The literature of business can show no more remarkable produc- 
tions than the printed forms of these contracts. This system is in imitation of 
the “special contracts” with shippers which have been put in force by the Cen- 
tral Pacific Railroad. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. MILLS. I will take the floor and yield my time to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, the article, an extract from which 
has just been read, is the famous article of Henry D. Lloyd on The 
Lords of Industry,” published in the North American Review in June, 
1884, an article which has never yet been successfully assailed -—— 

A MEMBER. Who is Mr. Lloyd? 

Mr. WEAVER. He is anacknowledged authority on such subjects, 
of unquestioned information and veracity, and is one of the members 
of the eminent staff of that foremostof all periodicals, the North Ameri- 
can Review. 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WEAVER. No; I have not the time. 

Now, I personally know members of that organization living in Chi- 
cago, extensive lumber-dealers there, and can give the names if it be 
necessary. I can say further that a gentleman in my State, a gentle- * 
man of prominence as a man of wealth, a iamber dealer, who has also 
been prominent in the politics of the State, told me all about how the 
combinations were carried on and how heand his relative had made an 
enormous fortune, $150,000, if I remember correctly, in seven years of 
business. He stood in with two pools, the lumber pool and the rail- 
road pool. Before the farmer could get the lumber to construct his hum- 
ble home he was and is to-day compelled to pay tribute to both of these 
pools. 

The gentleman’s lack of knowledge concerning the lumber trust is 
only equaled by his lack of knowledge concerning finance. I am 
somewhat older than he perhaps. I saw this great Government, by an 
exercise of its sovereign power, create money and with it preserve the 
life of this nation. The gentleman twits me of believing that the Gov- 
ernment can make money out of paper. It is not a matter of faith. I 
know it. The whole country knows it, and the Supreme Court have 
declared it lawful in war and constitutional in peace; and I am not 
only opposed to the lumber trust but to the national-bank trust, and 
to all other trusts as well. 

Mr. SOWDEN. Will the gentleman yield for a 
short question? 

Mr. WEAVER. Not now. 8 

The gentleman says my charge, that there is a lumber trust, was 
denied by the gentleman from California [Mr. Morrow]. Let ussee 
the denial. I turn to the RECORD, page 5097, and read from the re- 
marks of the gentleman from California; he says: 

I do not know of any redwood-lumber trust. 


That is a mere declaration of the absence of knowledge and proves 
nothing. 

And he goes on to say: 

But suppose there is. 

That is what the gentleman said. 

Mr. MORROW. Permit me a moment. I asked the question: 

Suppose there is? 

Mr. WEAVER. There is no interrogation point. 3 

Mr. MORROW. At all events it was intended as a question. 

Mr. WEAVER. Well, now, let us suppose there is, then. [Laugh- 
ter on the Democratic side.] ; 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, the pending amendment, which 
is to extend the time within which this bill, if it becomes a law, shall 
take effect, has been under discussion for some time and the debate has 
been on everything else under the sun than on that amendment. Not 
wishing to appear singular, I desire to say something upon a subject 
other than upon the question of the extension of the time; and I will 
offer at the appropriate moment an amendment to the bill which I de- 
sire to explain now, because it must be offered to the paragraph under 
consideration, and I must explain it, if at all, before the expiration of 
the forty minutes. 

Ishall move to amend the bill by inserting, after the words ‘‘ eighteen 
eighty-eight,“ in line 4, the following: 

No goods manufactured or produced wholly or in part by prison labor or 
which have been made within or in connection with any prison, jail, peniten- 
tiary, or other penal or reformatory institution, shall be imported into the United 
States of America under a penalty of $200 for each invoice so imported, and the 
forfeiture and destruction of the said goods and of the packages in which they 
are contained; and it is further enacted that— 

So that this provision of the bill will go on to read: 

The following articles mentioned in this section, and imported, shall be ex- 
empt from duty. 

The operation, Mr. Chairman, of that provision, if enacted into law, 
is obvious; and I know from the arguments and the appeals in the in- 
terest of labor in this country, which have beemcoming up all winter 
from the other side of the House, that my amendment will be adopted 
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by a unanimous vote; and the effect of the amendment when adopted 
will be to prevent the importation into this country of the goods made 
in the prisons of Canada and Europe. It is in effect and p pre- 
cisely the same statute which the Dominion of Canada has had upon 
her statute-books ever since the year 1873; and if it is good for Canada 
it is good for the United States, under and in consonance with the rea- 
soning of gentlemen on the other side. Further than that, to-day im- 
rtant industries in my own State have been driven to the wall. They 
ave suspended their operations, and the men and women engaged in 
the prosecution of those industries are without employment, because of 
the importation from Austrian prisons of goods produced by convict 
labor and sent here to sell. 

Now, whatever we may think about tariff duties, whether they should 
be high or whether they should be low, and whatever we may think of 
the abstract principles of protection or free trade, it seems to me every 
representative of American citizens will agree with me that the labor 
of this country should be protected at least against foreign prison labor. 

I offer this amendment and send it to the desk that it may be con- 
sidered as pending; and when it is in order I will move its adoption, 
and I will be gratified by seeing a unanimous vote in its favor. 

The Clerk read the proposed amendment as already read. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I reserve the point of order 
on the amendment. I do not understand that the gentleman offers it 
now, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I gave notice that I would offer it at the proper 
time. How much time have I remaining? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has one minute of his time re- 
maining. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I yield that to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FARQUHAR], who will have it in addition to his own five min- 
utes. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Contrary to what has been the practice of those 
who have preceded me in this debate, I desire to address the House in 
a few words about the pending amendment. In the biil presented to 
us, in the first section, it is provided that the act shall take effect as 
regards the articles mentioned in that section on the Ist day of July, 
1888. 

Now turning to page 9, section 2, I find there the same clause— 


That on and after the Ist day of July, 1888, in lieu of the duties heretofore im- 
posed on the articles hereinafter mentioned there shall be levied, collected, and 
paid the following rates of duties on said articles severally. 


‘Turning to the third section we find this clanse— 


On and after October 1, 1888, in lieu of the duties heretofore imposed on the 
articles hereinafter mentioned in this section, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid the following rates of duties. 


That section covers woolen and worsted goods, flannels, clothing, 
cloaks, and other articles in the woolen schedule. And I find section 
4 returning again to the provision that the articles controlled by that 
section shall be subject to the rates of duty it imposes on and after the 
Ist day of July, 1888. This section includes paper, printing-paper, 
paper-hangings, bonnets, carriages, hats, gloves, gutta-percha, feathers, 
and other miscellaneous articles. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, why should there be this discrimination between 
the woolen schedule and the schedules which cover all other business 
interests in this country? Why should the one take effect on the Ist 
of October and the others on the Ist of July? 

Then again I find a general provision that this act shall be in force 
from and after July 1, 1888, and all Jaws and parts of laws inconsistent 
with this act are hereby repealed.” So that the bill itself is contra- 
dictory. 

Now, as to the pending amendment, in respect to lumber, I want to 
submit one or two propositions to the chairman of the committee es- 
pecially. It is very well known that in the winter time in the North 
contracts are made that last a whole summer. Between the Ist day of 
January and the opening of navigation our lumbermen also go into 
contracts for t rtation. This bill going into effect on the 1st of 
July hazards that trade at the very first step. Whatever the result of 
our legislation may be, whether lumber becomes free or not, whether 
shingles become free or not, it certainly hazards three hundred millions 
of property in this country, and also the wages of nearly a million of 
men engaged in this business. ‘There is no part of the bill that really 
takes as unbusiness-like a shape as this does. 

There is no other industry affected by the Mills bill that carries with 
it as long contracts as the lumber business does. And more than that, 
it is a business that inside of its season can not make any change in 
its contracts so as to make a recovery either of lost ground, lost prices, 
or lost}contracts, Therefore whether you vote lumber free or not, I say 
it is unfair to the men engaged in the lumber business and the trans- 

rtation companies, whether on water or by rail, to hazard at once an 
industry so large as this, and that is bound up by contracts as solemn 
and as exacting as a note in the bank. 5 

Now, sir, I desire simply to confine my remarks to the pending 
amendment. Ata pi r time in the consideration of this bill I shall 
present other matters are of paramount importance, but I want to 
say how, distinctly and unequivocally, that if this Congress should 
pass—I do not thinkeit will, but if it should pass—such a nonsensical 


a as this, it ought to be laughed out of existence as a legisla- 
tive v. 

Mr. NUTTIN G. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address myself briefly 
to the question whether lumber should be made free or not. I under- 
stand that the two reasons given by the majority of the Committee on 
Ways and Means why it should be made free are, first, that it will make 
lumber cheaper to the consumer, and, secondly, that it will open the 
markets of the world to our products. Now, if answer to the first 
proposition, I willsay for myself that if any gentleman upon the floor 
of this House will prove to me that this change will make lumber 
cheaper to the consumer I will vote for it; but I think it is perfectly 
susceptible of proof that it will be impossible for this change to pro- 
duce that effect. Precedent in this case is as good as it is in any 
hos and we all know that from 1854 to 1866 we had lumber free from 

‘anada. 

The reciprocity treaty permitted lumber to be imported free from 
Canada into the United States and what was the result? Daring all 
those years, at a time, too, which was particularly favorable to the ad- 
ministration of the proposition that is maintained by the majority here, 
because we had a war on our hands during nearly half the time—dur- 
ing all that period the result was that there was no change in the price 
of lumber except that it continually advanced. During all the time 
we had reciprocity with Canada, when lumber was coming in free, the 
price advanced steadily until 1866, when the treaty was done away 
with. Now, if this was true during a period which was so favorable for 
the demonstration of the theory which is advocated here by gentlemen 
on the other side, I say it is very likely to be true in the future if this 
bill should pass. I desire to treat this bill fairly as a business proposi- 
tion, and I now proceed to consider the question whether we shall find 
a market for our jumber products in Canada. 

We need not expect thatif we give Canada the free entrée to our mar- 
kets we shall necessarily have the entrée to her markets in to 
every particular article; still in a sense we may expect that. Now, the 
population of Canada does not exceed 5,000,000 of people to-day, not 
as many people as are in the State of New York, which Ebara the honor 
to represent in part. During the period of the reciprocity treaty the 
exportation of lumber from the United States to Canada was simply 
nothing, and it is nothing now. Last year we collected in duties on 
imported Canadian lumber $1,500,000. Now, if weare not to get lum- 
ber cheaper, and if we are not to secure a market in Canada for our 
products—and I do not believe there isa man on this floor who will 
contend that we shall find a market there—if, I say, we are not to get 
either of these things, what are we going to do by the passage of this 
bill? I will tell you, Mr. Chairman, what will be the result if this 
bill shall pass. The result will be that you will give to the Canadians 
$1,500,000 in duties which we now collect of them and which they will 
put into thei kets, while they will sell their lumber in our markets 
for precisely thesame prices that it is bringing now. Wherever there is 
a trade of that kind between two countries the one that has the largest 
amount of product controls the price. Now, the United States manu- 
facture 97 per cent. more lumber than the Canadians do, and from 
Canada we get the greatest amount of lumber that is imported iato this 
country from any foreigu country. So our market has controlled, and 
for all time in the future as long as any member of this House is likely 
to live, our market will control the price of lumber. Therefore, when 
by this bill you take off a duty of $2 per thousand from lumber im- 
ported from Canada into the United States you simply put $2 more into 
the pocket of the Canadian lumberman, and to the extent of that $2 
per thousand you assess-a tax upon our own people to make up the 
amount which our Treasury suffers by the operation. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Chairman, I desire to inquire 
whether the amendment offered by me yesterday is to be regarded as 
pending to be voted upon? 

The CHAIRMAN. Not at this time; not upon this paragraph. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I desire to have it considered as pend- 
ing at the end of the fifth line. 5 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order at this time. The Chair will 
entertain it at the proper time. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know whether the forty min- 
utes allowed for debate have not expired. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes remaining to be occu- 
pied by a gentleman who favors the bill. As the time was to be equally 
divided between the friends and the opponents of the bill, unless some 
gentleman on the right of the Chair desires to occupy the time in favor 
of the bill, the debate will be considered as closed. 

Mr. CROUSE. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question for infor- 
mation. I understood that the proposition limiting the debate to forty 
minutes was confined to the first five lines of the bill. Reading those 
lines, I see that they qualify or relate to all that follows in section 1. 
I wish to ask whether the object of the motion limiting debate was to 
preclude any amendments that might be offered to any of the items 
that follow the five lines. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was not; it applied only to the five lines. 


The Clerk will report the amendment of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. ApaMs]. j 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
anne 3 strike out Ist day of July, 1888, and insert 2d day of January, 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 87, noes 116. 

Mr. McKINLEY, I call for tellers. > 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MOKINLEY and Mr. MILLS were ap- 

inted, 
P The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 81, 
noes 118. 

So the amendment of Mr. ADAMS was rejected. [Applause on the 
Democratice side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any further amendments to be pro- 


posed ? 
Mr. BUCHANAN. Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


After 88.“ in line 4, insert 

“No goods manufactured or produced wholly or in part by prison labor, or 
which have been made within, or in connection with, any prison, jail, peniten- 
tiary, or other penal or reformatory institution shall be imported into the United 
States of America under a penalty of $200 for each invoice so imported, and the 
forfeiture and destruction of said goods and of the packages in which they are 
contained; and it is further enacted that.” 


Mr. MILLS. Imake a point of order on this amendment that it is 
not germane to the pending provision of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand the point of order is made that 
this amendment is not germane to the paragraph now pending. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I make the further point of order that the 
amendment is the substance of a pending bill. 

Mx. MILLS. The pending paragraph simply fixes the date at which 
this bill shall go into effect. ‘The amendment may be germane to some 
other provision of the bill, but it is not to this Paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Bu- 

“CHANAN ] desire to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I do desire to be heard, for the reason that Ido 
not believe the point of order can be seriously made by the gentleman 
from Texas. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state to the gentleman from 
New Jersey that debate upon this portion of the bill having been closed 
by the House, discussion upon any points arising incidentally upon it 
can only be entertained by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The closing of debate on the paragraph does not 
cut off debate on the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The question pending now is upon the point of 


order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Still it arises in connection with this paragraph 
of the bill; and the rulings of Speakers heretofore have been that all 

ints of order arising afterthe previous question has been moved must 
be decided without debate. 

Mr. REED and others. There is no previous questiot here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theclosing of debate in Committee of the Whole 
is equivalent to the previous question. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. If the Chair will permit me, the closing or 
debate is a mere incident to the question, Shall the main question be 
now put?” The closing of debate is only one of the things which are 
the result. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read clause 3 of Rule XVII. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


All incidental questions of order arising after a motion is made for the pre- 
vious question, and pending such motion, shall be decided, whether on appeal 
or otherwise, without debate, 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair is of opinion that an order of the 
House closing debate in Committee of the Whole is equivalent to a 
motion for the previous question in the House, and as there can be no 

vious question in Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr.. REED. Does the Chair mean to say that the closing of debate 
on the paragraph and amendments closes debate on a point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair is of opinion that debate on the para- 
graph and on all incidental questions connected with it was closed by 
order of the House. 

Mr. REED. Debate on the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. This is an incidental question. : 

Mr. REED. Well, that is a most amazing decision. I have nodoub 
the Chair has some precedent for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk has read the rule, which is clear 
enough. 

1 REED. That has nothing to do with it, if the Chair pleases. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it has, with all due respect to 
the gentleman. « 

Mr. REED. There is no previous question here. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentlemanfrom Maine inform the Chair 
what in his opinion is the effect of an order closing debate in the com- 
mittee? 

Mr. REED. The debate now proposed is not debate upon the para- 
graph, but upon a question of order. Debate was closed on the para- 
graph and pending amendments. This is not debate on either the 

ph or pending amendments, but upon a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. But this is an incidental question. 


Mr. REED. It seems to me nothing can be said to make the ques- 
tion plainer. All that the House authorizes or intends to authorize b 
the order is the closing of debate on the paragraph and pending amend- 
ments. The House has no occasion to close debate on points of order. 
Debate on such points is primarily for the information of the Chair. Of 
course in some cases it would not be needed; but it is primarily for 
the information of the Chair and secondarily for the information of the 
House if an appeal should be taken. This is a most surprising decis- 
ion of the present occupantof the chair. I presume he must haye some 
precedent for it. $ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has cited the rule. 

Mr. REED. It seems singular that in all previous Congresses nobody 
has ever stumbled on such a decision before. 

The CHAIRMAN. It has frequently been held that all incidental 
questions, after the previous question is moved, must be decided with- 
out debate. v 

Mr. LONG. I understand that debate on a point of order is very 
much within the discretion of the Chair, and that the Chair in its dis- 
cretion never refuses to allow debate upon such a point. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is perfectly willing to hear gentlemen 
upon the point of order, and was about to ask whether the debate 
should proceed by unanimous consent. The Chair was very desirous 
to hear the gentleman from New Jersey. 

Mr. LONG. This is not a question for unanimous consent. It is a 
matter within the discretion of the Chair—a discretion which the Chair 
has always exercised. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nothing in the rales providing for any 
debate upon points of order. ‘The Chair always indulges such debate 
unless objection is made. In this case, as the previous question isop- 
erating upon this portion of the bill, so far as the previous question 
can operate in Committee of the Whole, the Chair was of the opinion 
that no debate could be allowed upon any incidental question after de- 
bate had been closed upon the main proposition. That is still the opin- 
ion of the Chair; but he will ask that the gentleman from New Jersey 
be permitted to address the Chair upon this point of order. If there 
be no objection—— 

Mr. CANNON. Let me make a suggestion to the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to understand the Chair's decision. Does 
the Chair say the previous question is operating in the Committee of 
the Whole? I suppose the Chair means it is operating by analogy. 
The previous question in the House not only cuts off debate, but it also 
cuts off all amendments. If the previous question should operate there- 
fore there would be not only no further debate on this paragraph, but 
it would not be in order to move an amendment or an amendment to 
an amendment. The Chair has therefore as much right to cut off 
amendments as he has to cut off debate under his construction that the 
previous question is operating in the committee. It is a construction 
of the rules never before given in this committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. That would be true if it were not for the latter 
clause of the sixth paragraph of Rule XXIII, which says: 

But this— 

Which is the closing of debate— 
shall not preclude further amendments to be decided without debate, 

There is the limitation providing for other amendments, and with- 
out that clause not only would the debate be cut off but no further 
amendment would be in order to this paragraph. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let me understand the position taken by the 
Chair. If an amendment is offered and a point of order is raised 
against that amendment, the Chair holds that is not debatable except 
by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not say so. s 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the Chair holds that the point of order is 
debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair said that all debate on this paragraph 
of the bill having been closed by order of the House, that that was in 
the nature of a previous question in the committee and prevented the 
committee from further debate, and that that was provided for in the 
clause of the rule which was read. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then the Chair thinks that a point of order is not 
debatable except by unanimons consent? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairso holds under the order of the House. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Chair holds a point of order is not debatable 
even if the Chair desires to be informed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair was asking unanimous consent for the 
gentleman from New Jersey to be heard. 3 

Mr. BURROWS. Even if the Chair desires to be informed he conld 
not get that information unless by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Chair would be powerless even if he did not 
know anything about it. 

Mr. REED. You can see how convenient this is going to be. 

The CHAIRMAN. It may be convenient for gentlemen to make re- 
marks of that kind, but the Chair intends to enforce the rules as he 
understands them, When the responsibility is imposed upon other 
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gentlemen they will exercise it as they think best, and the Chair, so 
long as he occupies his present position, will enforce the rules of the 
House as he understands them. 

Mr, O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Suppose there be an appeal from 
that decision, will the Chair undertake to decide that all debate is cut 
off on that appeal? Does the Chair hold that we can not have any dis- 
cussion on that point of order? 

Mr. BLAND. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. O’ NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Does not this committee have the 
right to appeal from this decision of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN . Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I wish to know the length of time which the 
gentleman from New Jersey desires. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Not longer than five minutes, If permitted to 
proceed I would haye been through long ago; but five minutes are 
enough to show the absurdity of this point of order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have no objection. 

Mr. REED. We intend to appeal from that decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain it. 

Mr. REED. And we wish to discuss that appeal. We wish to discuss 
the entire question. Does the Chair hold we shall have to get unani- 
mous consent for such discussion? [Cries of Regular order!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair asked for permission for the gentle- 
man from New Jersey [Mr. BucHANAN] to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. REED. Does the Chair hold we must have unanimous consent 
for each individual to be heard? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would so hold. 

Mr. REED. I desire to appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. HOOKER. I demand the regular order. The gentleman from 
New Jersey has the floor; let him speak if he wants to. 

Mr. WHITE, of New York. I object to the speech being made. 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, It is too late now to interpose this objection, as 
the gentleman has already received consent. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to submit some observations touching 
this point of order by leave of the Chair, not by leave of the committee. 
The Chair desires to be informed as to the grounds upon which the 
point of order is made, whether it be tenable or not. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I object to the gentleman’s 
proceeding under the circumstances. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it is now too late. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman 
co to proceed by leave of the committee, but only by leave of the 

hair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Leave has been given the gentleman to proceed, 
and he can proceed in his own way, which of course does not change 
the order of the committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The provision of this bill to which my amend- 
ment is applicable, and to which it is offered, is in the following lan- 
guage: 

That on and after the Ist day of July, 1888, the following articles mentioned 
in this section, when imported, shall be exempt from duty. 

And then follows a long list enumerating articles to which that lan- 
guage applies. z 

That list constitutes the entire remainder of the section. Let me 
state again: The remainder of that section, after the words I have 
quoted, is devoted exclusively to a list enumerating articles to which 
these active words apply. Take those words away from that section 
and the section is just as dead as a man with his head cut clean off. 
It cuts the head of the section off, and the whole section goes into a 
state of innocuous desuetude. [Laughter.] I do not wish to exercise 
any pernicious activity in a partisan line in using that expression, but 
it occurred to me as the best definition I could employ at the moment, 
and I had high authority for using it. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman, the first question here presented is, what does this 
section propose to do? This section proposes that a certain line of 

when imported into the United States, shall be imported free 
of duty, and then proceeds to give a list of articles which come under 
that category. Now, what does my amendment propose? It simply 
limits that list, and that is all. The very words which make that list 
operative I propose to limit; and is there a brain belonging to any man 
who knew enough to find his way on the 4th day of December last to 
this Capitol to be sworn in that can not see the force of that point? 
[Laughter.] I say my amendment proposes to limit that list by pre- 
scribing that whereas these goods in this list may be imported into the 
United States free of duty, yet nevertheless goods of the character 
2 mentioned, when made in a certain way, should not be thus 
entitled. 

A MEMBER. Let us have some authorities on that point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No; I wish to keep my argument clear and un- 
diluted, and so plain that a wayfaring man, even if a little below the 
average in intellect, need not err therein. [Laughter. ] 

I repeat it, that these three lines are the active words in this section; 
and that we have a right to limit the operation, the field, and the scope 
of that activity. That is exactly what my amendment seeks to accom- 
plish, nothing more and nothing less. 


want to go to a law-book to prove the proposition that two and two 
make four. In fact, sir, it seems to me that this question is so clear 
that the mere statement of the effect and the purport of the amend- 
ment is of itself enough to show that the point of order is utterly with- 
out foundation in parliamentary law. If the amendment be not ger- 
mane to this list, will the Chairman tell me where in this section it is 
germane? Where will it be licable if not here? 

Some of my good brethren Aing near me request me to read this: 

An amendment need not necessarily be germane to the pending paragraph, 
but must be to the general provisions of the bill. 

That goes further than I have gone. It is not necessary for me to 
go as far as that. I say the amendment is not only germane to the 
section, but itis germane and proper to be inserted at the precise place 
I have asked to have it inserted. But if germane to any provision of 
the bill it would certainly be germane to the point where it is now 
offered for insertion. 

Ido not know that I desire to say anything more. It seems to me 
= I have stated the proposition so plainly that there can be no mis- 
take. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this provision would 
be germane to some subsequent paragraph of this bill, but is not ger- 
mane at the present stageof the bill This isanamendment providing 
some criminal statutes in reference to the importation of goods man- 
uſactured by prison labor in foreign countries. If inserted in this place, 
it would he inserted in a provision which says that the following 
articles mentioned in this section when imported shall be exempt from 
duty.” Thesection, if amended as proposed, then proceeds with a clause 
prohibiting the importation of certain goods entirely, which would be 
absurd if inserted in this place; and the Chair presumes that we should 
look to the sense of the measure as it would stand if amended. There- 
fore the clause here would not be germane, It would be at a subse- 
quent place in the bill, and the Chair will indicate to the gentleman 
where it would be proper to offer it, and where the Chair could enter- 
tain the amendment. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact that 
he has misunderstood the connection in which those words occur. I 
say, ‘‘ Be it further enacted, That the following articles mentioned in 
this section,“ etc. It makes good grammar, law, and justice. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already stated that he will en- 


tertain the amendment of the gentleman from New Jersey at the 


proper time; but it is certainly not germane at this point. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I dislike to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair; but it seems to me to be a very important ruling, and the sense 
of the committee should be taken on it. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 123, noes 89. 

So the decision of the Chair stood as the judgment of the committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to offer another amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized 
New York [Mr. BAKER]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The amendment I desire to offer comes in prior 
to his. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert between lines 4 and 5 the following: 

When not man or produced, wholly or in part, by prison labor, or 
made within or in connection with, any prison, jail, penitentiary, or other penal 
or reformatory institution.” 5 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order on that amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. ITshould like to be heard for two minutes on 
the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this proposition is germane 
and will entertain it. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 105. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. : 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

——— bat . it shall be imposed all goods and 
ucts now on the free-list —— ä — similar 3 8 are . 
„ the laws of the Dominion of Canada, at a rate greater than or equal 
to that imposed thereunder.” 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment would properly come in at line 
25. It is unusual to place a proviso at the beginning of a section. 
. BAKER, of New York. I want it to apply to all articles on the 

ist. : 

t CHAIRMAN. Then it should be reserved until the end of the 
free-list. 5 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I want to know if in the reading of this bill where 
the articles to be placed on the free-list are enumerated, as, for instance, 
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when lines 6 and 7 of the bill have been read and passed over, aſter the 
reading of line 8, would amendments to lines 6 and 7 be in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. They would not be. After a paragraph has been 

it is not in order to return to it for amendment except by unan- 
ous consent. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My object was to understand whatthe Chair would 
construe as a paragraph of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that at the proper time, 
if no otheramendment is to be offered, the Chair will direct the Clerk 
to read the next paragraph. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to line 5 the following: 

“ Provided, That articles, the manufacture of which or the sale whereof is con- 
trolled by trusts or other combination of capital to depress the price of labor, or 
increase the cost of the article to the consumer, shall not be imported into the 
United States.” 

Mr. MILLS. I make the point that that is not germane to that 
part of the bill. x 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the point of order will not be sustained 
until the amendment has been carefully examined by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it would be more in accordance 
with the fitness of things that provisos should come at the close of the 
sections than that they should precede them. But the Chair will en- 
tertain the proposition. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Does the Chair mean that if the only 
thing involved is the supposed fitness of things the Chair should refuse 
to entertain a proposition instead of submitting it to the committee? 

Mr. REED. Suppose the committee chooses to put on a proviso 
early in a section, not the committee that right? 

Mr. BUCHANAN, In the twenty-second line the committee have 
placed a proviso in the middle of a section. 

The CHAIRMAN. But that relates only to articles which precede 
it. This is a matter of taste; but the Chair will entertain the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman seems to have pe- 
culiar notions about taste, but the Chair will indulge him. 

Mr. BURROWS. Let the amendment be again read. 

The amendment was again read. 

The question being taken on Mr. GROSVENOR’s amendment, there 
were—ayes 70, noes 105. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Perhaps the Chair will entertain my 
amendment now as a matter of taste. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain the gentleman’s amend- 
ment. 

The amendment heretofore offered by Mr. BAKER, of New York, was 
again read, as follows: 

On page 1, line 5, insert the following: 

“ Provided, That in all cases aduty shall 3 upon all goods and prod- 
uets now on the free-list whenever similar and products are subject to 
Auty under the laws of the Dominion of Canada, at a rate greater than or equal 
to that imposed thereunder,” 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 83, noes 106. 

So the amendment was not agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unless some other amendment is to be offered 
the Clerk will report lines 6 and 7. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 

‘Timber hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building wharves. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Mr. Chairman, is it in order at this time to move 
to strike out lines 6 and 7, and also the follawing lines down to and 
inclyding line 25, or should the motion be confined to lines 6 and 7? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will entertain motions to perfect the 
text as taking precedence to the motion of the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Then I move at this time to strike out lines 6 and 
7. Upon that I expressed myself yesterday as fully as I desired. All 
that I wish to do now is briefly to remind the House of my position, 
which is this, that all of these lines in relation to lumber schedules 
should be striken out of this bill, and that the existing law should be 
ingrafted upon it as section 2, with a reduction of the duties upon 
lumber. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I had purposed entering the motion 
which has been entered by the gentleman who has preceded me, to strike 
out these lines. I wish now to announce that if that motion should 
carry I will offer an amendment to a subsequent section of the bill, pro- 
viding an import duty on the articles enumerated in this section at the 
rate of 10 per cent. ad valorem. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE]. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let it be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out lines 6, 7, and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the 8 
“Timber not further manufactured than hewn, squared, or sided.” 


Mr. STRUBLE. I make a point of order on that. 

Mr. MILLS. That is not germane to these two lines. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Line 8 has not been reached yet and an amend- 
ment to it is not in order. 
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Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR, I move to amend the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrruBLE] by striking out the last word of. 
it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. McCor- 
MICK] is ized as having the floor. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania made 
a motion, which has been ruled out on a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has not ruled upon it. The Chair 
called the gentleman’s attention to the fact that he proposed to strike 
out a line which had not been reached. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. And there was a point of order made upon 
the amendment. If the gentleman’s amendment was not in order, I 
am; if it was, then, of course, I am not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair had recognized the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, who was putting his amendment in proper shape. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I understand that the Chair has ruled out my 
amendment as not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the Chair only called the gentleman’s at- 
tention to the fact that he had moved to strike out a line which had 
not yet been reached. s 

Mr. McCORMICK. Well, I desire to make a few observations 

Mr. LONG. Then, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
EZRA B. TAYLOR] is in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania may modify 
his amendment if he desires, 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word in line 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is in order as an amendment to the amend- 
ment. g 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, is not that a different 
motion, and does not mine precede it? It is not the motion we were 
acting upon, and the gentleman has not been recognized ſor another 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has modified 
his motion, and the Chair thinks he ought to be heard on his proposi- 
tion. The Chair will entertain the motion of the gentleman from Ohio 
Lr. Ezra. B. TAYLOR] later. 

Mr. MCCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, the amendment which I offered 
a few moments ago, and which I understood the Chair to rule out on 
a point of order as not being proper at this time, included lines 6, 7, 
and 8, and its object was to strike out those three lines. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, are lines 6, 7, and 8 under cousidera- 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN, Lines 6 and 7 are. 

Mr. RANDALL. The amendment tostrike out and insert applies to 
lines 6, 7, and 8, and I suggest that we have those three lines read and 
considered together, as the amendment relates to all three. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mc- 
CorMICK] had withdrawn that amendment, and had submitted an over- 
whelming amendment upon which he was proceeding to address the 
Chair in explanation of the object he has in view. If there be no ob- 
jection, however, the Chair will regard the eighth line as pending so 
that the gentleman may move to amend it also. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I object. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Ihave offered this pro forma amendment for the 
purpose of showing the committee that the motion tostrike out lines 6, 
7, and 8, and insert in lieu thereof the amendment which I have pro- 
posed, is entirely proper at this time. Lines 6, 7, and 8 have reference 
entirely to timber hewn and sawed, and timbersquaredorsided. The 
amendment which I proposed and which Ishall renew unless prevented 
by the ruling of the Chair has reference to all these classes of lumber 
embraced in these three lines. My proposition is to insert upon the 
free-list in lieu of the classes of lumber named in these three lines, 
‘es * not farther advanced in manufacture than hewn, squared, or 
sided.” 

Such an amendment, while admitting free of duty timber not farther 
advanced in manufacture than simply hewn, squared, or sided, would 
not admit free of duty what is commonly known as bill timber, or 
timber which is farther advanced in manufacture than hewn, squared, 
or sided. Such an amendment as that proposed would preserve to our 
own people the right to manufacture the timber into the smaller sizes 
and would have the effect of giving the labor to our own people instead 
of to foreigners. Logs are now on the free-list, and this amendment 
would enlarge the free-list by allowing the logs to be sqùared or sided 
in Canada before transportation to this country. 

This is all I wish to say on this point at present. I withdraw the 
pro forma amendment. ; 

[Mr. aH B. TAYLOR withholds his remarks for revision. See AP- 
PENDIX. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, the pending motion is to strike 
from the free-list sawed lumber, and I suppose the motion is made in 
order that the men engaged in that industry as wage-earners shall be 
protected, and not for the benefit of the capitalists engaged in that in- 
dustry. Itis considered on all hands that they have been receiving as 
much tribute from the American people who use lumber as they ought 
to receive, 


` 
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Yesterday in discussing a kindred question I uttered some remarks 
‘and I was taken to task for quoting figures from the United States 
census. We are about preparing to take other United States census re- 
ports, and if they are of no value we waste the time of the House in 
legislation to do soand the money of the people in getting together 
and publishing those facts. 

How were they obtained? Slips were seut out and men were sent 
out to the peopleengaged in this industry, with the request they should 
make their returns; that they should state the number of establish- 
ments; that they should state the amount of capital invested; that 
they should state also the number of employés; that they should state 
the total amount of production; that they should state the total cost 
of material, and that they should state the total amount of wages. 
They made all those statements, and from those statements, drawn 
from the Compendium of the Census, I made the remarks I did yester- 
day. 

The gentleman who took me to task for using the figures of the 
United States census uses this language: 


That we are not left to the absurdity of figures which gentlemen produce from 


the United States census, 
* * . = 


‘ $ s 

Now. nobody knows better than the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTE WATTE] 
that it is utterly impossible fora profit of 285 per cent. or 337 per cent. to be made 
in asingle year on 31,000 in a manufacturing business long established, which 
covers a great belt of this country, He knows that it is impossible, or else he is 
unfortunate in his mental make-up. I know him well enough to know that 
the trouble is inadvertence, 


I wish to call attention of the House to the fact that the inadvert- 
ence was not on my part, as can be seen by referring to the RECORD ot 
yesterday, but on the part of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. 
I made no statement that lumber capitalists were receiving there in 
Maine or Michigan the enormous amount of 285 or 337 per cent. I 
stated that the capitalists in Maine receive as a return on their capital 
invested 28} per cent. and in Michigan 33.7 per cent., and I have yet 
to see or hear any contradiction of that statement. Those are the facts, 
and they can not be contradicted. 

To impress it upon the minds of members of the House, I took the 
position that a wage-earner in the State of Maine engaged in the sawed- 
lumber business during the year received as compensation $170, while 
the capitalist on every $1,000 he had invested received as wages on that 
capital $285. I was attempting to show, and I think I did, that the 
division was largely in favor of the capitalist. I wish to present it in 
another form; but before doing so, and right here, Mr. Chairman, ailow 
me to suggest that thecriticism that my figures related to the lumber- 
men is inaccurate. The statistics I have invoked in support of the 
argument that I have presented are statistics concerning sawed lumber. 
Now that industry, the industry of sawed lumber, is one that I presume 

oes on in some form all the year round. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I think it does. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No, sir; you are mistaken. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But whether it goes on all the year or not, 
taking the time while the wage-earner is engaged in earning $170, the 
thousand dollars of capital that is invested in that business is engaged 
in earning $285. To present this matter in another form, I want to 
make this statement: Taking $2.98 of the total profit and wages com- 
bined, what is the division of that sum? How is it divided between 
capital and labor? Why, Mr. Chairman, the capital gets $1.82 of the 
amount, while the laborer gets only $1.16 of that which is made by 
the combination of the two in the sawed-lumber industry of Maine. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERBERT rose. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I shall only want a few moments longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman’s proceed- 
ing by unanimous consent for five minutes longer ? 

Mr. McKINLEY. [I ask that he have that privilege. 

There was no objection. i 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I thank my colleague and tbe House for this 
courtesy. 

As the House has now given me consent, I will hear the question of 
the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I wanted to call the gentleman’s attention to cer- 
tain errors he makes in using the census figures for the purpose of as- 
certaining the profits of the lumber industry, or any other 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can only yield for a question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to show the gentleman that the census fig- 
ures, while they are correct as far as they go 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not want any correction now in my five 
minutes, but if the gentleman asks a question I will answer, or try to 
do so. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very well; Iwilltake myowntime. The gentle- 
man is doing himself a great deal of injustice. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam perfectly willing tostand upon the figures 
of my own, computing from the census and the argument deduced 
from them. f 

Mr. REED. All baggage at the owner's risk here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If you consider in the same manner a case in 
Michigan, in which you use the same data as I used in my remarks 
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heretofore, and take $20 of the profit of labor and capital combined, 
what is the division of that amount between the two—$20, I mean of 
that surplus over and above the cost of production, including raw ma- 
terial and supplies? That is, to be a little more explicit, let us take a 
product amounting to $52 out of which you deduct $32 for the material 
and mill supplies, leaving $20 as the result, the combined profit; and 
then let us see how this is divided between the capitalist and the wage- 
earner. 

Of this sum the capitalist gets $13 out of the $20, and how much 
is left for the wage-earner? Why, $7; less than one-half of the amount, 
and but little more than one-half as much as the capitalist gets. We 
have heard here, and it has been customary to say in the course of 
this debate, that almost all of these protected products consist of 95 
per cent. of labor. I certainly must be permitted to claim in this in- 
stance, at least in regard to Michigan lumber, that a large percentage 
of the value of the product—the finished product of the sawed lum- 
ber—is the result of labor. If that be true, instead of 95 per cent. of 
it going to the labor, there has been a very substantially different di- 
vision in this instance; because capital gets $13 and labor but $7 out 
of the total of the $20 left to be divided between capital and labor, 
after deducting the $32 that had been paid for material and mill sup- 
plies from the whole product, valued at $52. 

But to make the illustration a little clearer, a little more distinct, for 
the benefit of these men who are struggling in these protected indus- 
tries to persuade the wage-earners that their industries will be de- 
stroyed, I take a dollar’s worth of product. Now, whatis the division 
in a dollar's worth of productin Michigan? How is it divided? By the 
term product,“ as I now use it in this illustration I wish it to be un- 
derstood that I do not mean simply the product, but I mean the surplus; 
I mean that portion over and above and after taking out all of the cost 
of material and expense of every kind, as shown by the census re- 

oris. : 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the ceusus report 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I can not yield. One dollar of that combined 
profit is divided as follows: 65 cents of it to the capital and 35 cents 
to the labor. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What does that 65 cents include? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Nothing in the world but profit upon capital. 
It does not include a single penny of expense or material. [Derisive 
laughter on the Republican side. | 

Mr. REED. Sixty-tive cents on the dollar profit? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, sir; but 65 cents of that dollar. 

Mr. REED. What percentage is that? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘Thirty-three and seven-tenths per cent. upon 
the capital. 

Mr. REED. And you believe that? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not know that it is a question of my be- 
lief. The figures show it. 

Mr. REED. But do you believe it? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly I do. 

Mr. REED. Iam very glad to hearit. Iam glad to find one man 
who is willing to admit it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I repeat that the wage-earner gets but 35 cents, 
while the capitalist gets 65 cents out of the dollar of surplus. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. Is the gentleman not aware of the fact that in a 
great many, if not in all of the States, where the lumber interest figures 
conspicuously, the manufacturers are, as a general thing, the owners 
of the lands from which the lumber is taken? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In each instance I have given them the credit 
of the value of the raw lumber. I allow them interest on everything 
they say is capital engaged in the industry, and I do not think they 
were likely to omit putting in anything. I believe they put in their 
timber, not at prices they paid for land, but at the price they now deem 
it to be worth. 

Mr. ROUTELLE. I wish to ask the gentleman this: Will you not 
kindly take a tree standing, cut it down, bring it to the mill, manu- 
facture it, and then show how you arrive at your conclusion? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It would take too long to do so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It would not take me very long. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will have an opportunity to do 
so. I take the figures from the census of the value of the product and 
the cost of the raw material in the State of Maine. The value of the 
product was $7,933,868. How much was there for material and ex- 
penses? Four million nine hundred and fifty-one thousand nine hun- 
dred and fifty-seven dollars. That is their own statement; their own 
presentation of their case. I have first deducted that before I began 
to divide between capital and labor. I have then deducted the amount 


paid in wages; I haye taken out all of that; and I have no doubt there 
is clearly presented the amount of profit to the capitalists in the re- 
mainder. 

Mr. BOUTELLE., You arrive at these results in the same way as 
yesterday, from the annual amount paid to laborers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Exactly so; I speak of the amount of wages 
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during the year. Iam dealing with the facts in the Compendium of 
the Census with regard to sawed lumber. 

Mr BOUTELLE. But you do not see the difference between the 
amount of money paid a man for two or three months’ work in a year 
and the money paid to a man who works a whole year. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I have no proof of what you suggest. You 
have produced none. I am taking the statistics as I find them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Do you not know enough about the lumber busi- 
ness to know that without proof? 

NA ORES ALE I know the saw-mills run nearly all the year 
roun 

[Here the hammer fell, ] 

Mr. ATKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

I presume that one of the reasons for putting timber on the free-list 
is that it will be cheapened in price to the consumer. 

The free-traders claim that this always follows the removal of duties, 
and the decline in the price of quinine since it was put on the free-list 
has often been cited as an example. 

Let us see if tt’ is true? The duty on quinine prior to 1873 was 
45 per cent. In that year it was reduced to 20 per cent., and it was 
placed on the fre-! . in 1879. When the duty of 20 per cent. was re- 
moved it sold for $2.96 per ounce in London; in 1887 its price in the 
London market was 50 cents an ounce, a decline of 83 per cent. 

If this decline of 83 per cent. in the price of quininein London is due 
to the removal of 20 per cent. of duty in the United States, then our 
tariff legislation must have a wonderful effect on prices outside of this 
country. Nobody believes any such thing. It is absurd. 

But I will tell you what reduced the price of quinine. It is a prod- 
uct of cinchona bark, and the cinchona tree was found only in South 
America. This tree grows in remote mountain regions and the demand 
for its bark was so great that it was feared that the supply might soon 
be exhausted. In 1877 quinine sold as high as $4 per ounce in London 
because the exportation of cinchona bark from South America was in- 
terrupted by civil war in New Granada and by low water in the Mag- 
dalena River. 

Owing to the fears entertained that the supply of bark might fail, 
and because it was furnished in uncertain quantities, attempts were 
made to cultivate the cinchona tree, and these experiments have met 
with complete success. The Dutch introduced it into Java and the 
British into the East Indies, and last year more than 15,000,600 pounds 
of bark were sold from their plantations. A remarkable fact connected 
with this enterprise is that the bark of the cultivated cinchona tree 
yields from 8 to 12 per cent. of quinine, while the bark of the native 
tree produces no more than 2 per cent. The decline in the price ot 
quinine is said to be entirely attributable to this new supply of culti- 
vated cinchona and the increased proportion of quinine it bears. 

But besides this, new methods of extracting quinine from the bark 
have been adopted. Under the old process it took from ten to fifteen 
days to exhaust the bark; now it is done in ten hours. The British 
cinchona plantations have become profitable, and private individuals 
have begun the cultivation of the tree. The United States deserves 
no credit for the reduction in the price of this important drug, and 
anybody that claims that putting quinine on the free-list made the 
great reduction in price falls into a grave error. The duty should 
never have heen removed. It does the consumer no good. If the price 
in London is now 50 cents an ounce and the duty of 20 per cent., to wit, 
10 cents an ounce, were added, the increased cost would be lost in the 
course of trade. Few sick men take 100 grains of quinine, but the 
duty on that amount would be only 2} cents, a trifle too insignificant 
to consider. 

But the removal of the duty has made us dependent upon foreigners 
for our supply of quinine. In 1878, before the removal of the duty, we 
imported but 17,549 ounces; in 1879, the duty being off, we imported 
228.348 ounces, and our importations in 1887 were 2,180,157 ounces. 
Only three firms now make qoae in the United States, and its man- 
ufacture is unprofitable. When the American supply was made in our 
own country it came from manufacturers who had a reputation to main- 
tain and who put a pure article on the market. Now no man can tell 
‘whether what he buys is adulterated or not. Experiments must be 
made upon a sick man to determine how much foreign quinine will 
produce a given result. With the pure article made in America no 
such experiments were necessary. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that when 
a man is sick, good medicine, and not cheap medicine, is what he 
wants. [Applause.] ; 

I append a statement of the facts, made by a firm of unquestioned 
character, which shows the truth of the whole matter. 


PHILADELPHIA, December 20, 1887. 
Dran smn: In regard to the assertions respecting the manufacture of 
sulphate of quinine, we can only say that it is seldom so many misrepresenta- 
tions are made in regard to any commodity as to this. 
At the time of the removal of the duty sulphate of quinine ruled high the 
world over. 
It need hardly be told to intelligent and fair-minded persons that prices were 
adjusted in Europe without reference to the United States tariff. 
he duty was removed in 1879. We will submit quotations for the years 1877 
and 1879. . 


AVERAGE PRICES IN THE LONDON MARKET, 1877. 


English, in 1-ounce vials, 13s. 2d. per ounce = $3.16 in London, 
French, in I-ounce vials, 12s, 3d, = ounce = $2.94 in London. 
Italian and German, in tins, lls. per ounce = $2.80 in London, 


AVERAGE PRICES IN THE LOXDON MARKET, 1879. 


English, in Lounge vials, 12s. 4d. per ounce = $2.96 in London. a 
French, in 1-ounce vials, 12s. 4d. per ounce = $2.9 in London. 
Italian and German, in tins, ls. 2d. per onnce = $2.68 in London, 


MAXIMUM PRICES IN THE LONDON MARKET, 1877. 


In the year 1877 the sales of sulphate ues were made in London at fig- 
ures as high as the following, say May, 1877, in large lots: 

English, in I-ounce vials, 16s, 6d. per ounce = $3.96 in London. 

French, in 1-ounce vials, 15s. 9d. per ounce =$3.78 in London. 

Italian and German, in tins, 15s. per ounce = $3.60 in London, 

Taking the shilling at 24 cents, we have as high as $3.96 per ounce paid for 
English quinine in London, 

To say that the duty of 20 per cent. then imposed on foreign quinine by the 
tariff of the United States had any bearing on these quotations would subject 
the assertion to ridicule, It is simply an absurdity. 

In like manner to venture the statement that recent low prices the world over 
have been brought about by the removal of the duty in this country would 
only expose the ignorance or the malicious falsehood of the utterance. 


MINIMUM PRICES IN THE LONDON MARKET, 1887, 


Now we submit the following as quotations named in the London market for 
sulphate of quinine, November, 1887. 

English, in 1-ounce vials, 2s, Id. == 50 cents in London, 

French, in l-ounce vials, 2s, = 48 cents in London. 

German and Italian, in tins, ls. 3d. = 30 cents in London. 

Here we have London prices for foreign makes of quinine: 

Fifty cents in 1887, against $3.96 for English, in vials, in 1877. 

Forty-eight cents in 1887, against $3.78 for French, in vials, in 1877. 

Thirty cents in 1887, against $3.60 for German and Italian, in tins,in 1877. 

As quinine dropped in price the world over (from 80 to 90 per cent. between 
the years 1877 and 1887), and as English, French, German, Italian, and all man- 
ufacturers, irrespective of locality, lowered their figures gradually and We e 
nously—pari ep by step,and with equal pace, it follows logically that 
the controlling influence must have been one and the same 

If, then, that power was the Congress of the United States (and it is to be dis- 
tinctly and prominently kept in view that to Congressional action alone is at- 
tributed the low price of quinine in the Star article), then to our legislators, and 
to them alone, is the whole world indebted. 

Although the Americans never planted a tree in Ceylon and Java, and the 
work was all done by the English and Dutch, does it not seem ungenerous to 
a7 that our own Congress had nothing to do with it? Why not say they had 
all to do with it? 

And why so modestly ask to be credited with only the insignificant amount 
of $50,000,000 saved to the American people, when the pounds sterling of the 
English (who paid $3.96 before the duty was removed and 50 cents since), and 
the francs of the French (who paid $3.78 before the 20 per cent. burden was 
lifted and 48 cents since), and the marks of the Germans and the liras of the 
Italians (who paid $3.60 before the rules were suspended and quinine made free 
and 30 cents since) might be added with justas much propriety and just about 
as little mendacity and effron and make such a snug sum to represent the 
saving to the whole world by striking out a little 20 per cent. duty in the legis- 
lative halls of the United States? 

Absurdity could no further go than to claim this reduction in prices in Europe 
= have been caused by any action whatever of the Congress of the United 

tates. 

But in order to impose upon the credulity of the American people, constant 
reference is made to the fall in prices in this country (while nota word is said 
about the drop from $3.96 to 50 cents for English 1 from $3.78 to 48 cents 
for French, from $3.60 to 30 cents for German and Italian in London), and the 
cause assigned is the removal of the duty, and this is the only explanation 


ven. 
A is indeed to be hoped, not so much for ourselves as manufacturers of qui- 
nine, as for the sake of the good name of OARA joe le, and for the cause 
of justice and truth, that so disreputable a course pry aano by hy and 
vilification may cease, t 
The duty, which was a moderate one (20 per cent.), was removed. The act 
was hurried through, under suspension of the rules, at the very close of the ses- 
sion, with undue hasté, without debate, and it went into immediate operation. 
Special legislation, unlike that applied to all other industries in this country, 
was directed against one single manufacture. Surely that should satisfy the 
most violent opponent, and further injustice might reasonably be expected to 
stop. 
The drug trade of the United States can not be ignorant of the real cause of 
the decline in price of quinine in this country and in Europe, but for the infor- 
mation of others not so well advised we will state that the cause of the decline 
was the reduced cost of cinchona bark, t. e, the crude material employed. 
The reduction in the price of bark was caused by the largely increased supplies. 
This in turn, was veg. a4 about by the action of the British and Dutch Goy- 
ernments in cultivating the cinchona trees in India and Java. 
The United States is conspicuous by its absenee in the whole business of 
bringing down the price of bark and quinine the world over. The American 
ple and the American Government were as innocent of influence as were the 
inese or the Japanese, the Turks or the 
Formerly all cinchona bark came from South America, and the trees were 
not under any system of cultivation. Fearing an eventual failure of ee Ae 
of bark, the European governments named commenced the cultivation of the 
cinchona trees in India, Java, ete. 
After a lapse of years, necessary to the growth of the plants, exports com- 
menced, from India first and then from Java. 
In 3 1861, the first installment of sceds arrived in Ceylon from South 
America, 7 Pans 
In loud the export was but 23 ounces of bark. 
Season 1882-'83, Ceylon, ete., exported 6,925,595 pounds of bark. 
Season 1883-84, Ceylon, etc., exported 11,500,000 pounds of bark. 
“Season 188586, Ceylon, ete., exported 15,225,000 pounds of bark. 
Season 1888-87, Ceylon, eto, exported 14,007,500 pounds of bark. 
The above statistics apply to one of the sources of supply only, namely, East 
Indies (Ceylon, ete.). 
To this is to be added the Java exportation, say 
July 1 to June 30, 883-84, 1,101,534 pounds of bark, 
July 1 to June 30, 1844-85, 1,105,970 pounds of bark. 
July 1 to June 30, 1883-88, 1,531,156 pounds of bark. 
July 1 to June 30, 1886 87, 2,230,275 pounds of bark. 
These sources of supply were unheard-of factors until comparatively late 
years, as South America alone supplied the world prior to the cultivation of the 
cinchona trees in the East, 
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The solution of the question as to why the price of quinine has fallen is a very 
simple matter to those who desire to be htened. The wish must be father 
to the thought in the mindsof such tariff reformers as draw the conclusion that 
the great reduction in the price of quinine all over the world was a natural se- 
quence of the removal of the duty in this country. 

The syllogism is very illogical when the high prices that ruled in pend 
France, Germany, and Italy enter asone of the premises, and without this pre- 
mise it is not the happy illustration of tariff iniquity perpetrated in this coun- 
try,so boastfully proclaimed, but is argumsnt degraded to the level of the low- 
est methods of reasoning—the argumentum ad populum and the argumentum ad 


ranſiam. 
It is an appeal to the prejudices of the multitude and an argument based on 
an adversary's irnorance of facts. . 

As to the prosperous condition of the quinine industry in the United States, 
and as to the increased production, we have only to say tirat the statements are 
so erroneous tbat it would be idle to attempt to answer them in detail. ‘They 
are simply untrue throughout, 

The industry been unprofitable everywhere for a long time past, and this 
is due to excessive competition, 

This country is flooded with foreign quinine, e. g., 2,180,157 ounces received 
from Europe in one year (fiscal year ended June 30, 1887). On the other hand, 
American manufacturers can not hold their home market nor export an ounce. 

The reason of this is that we can not compete with Europeans, who have great 
advantages over us. 

Were the contest an equal one it would be different. To illustrate: The Ital- 
jan manufacturers pay very low wages, their general expenses of doing busi- 
ness, cost of plant, apparatus, maghinery, eto., are far below those in this coun- 
try, and the Italian Government pays a bounty on all Italian quinine exported. 

n every respect we are fighting a very unequal battle. 

‘The Star says that the business is so prosperous that the quinine manufactur- 
ers have had numerous accessions to their ranks. So rapid is the increase in 
the mind of the writerthat twelve becomes fourteen in making up theitemized 


ist. 
The list itself fairly represent the nature of the entire Star article. 
Of the fourteen concerns named we nd 
Three only are now manufacturing quinine, 
Two have relinquished the business, 
Nine never made any. 

Respectfully, 


also be ly stated here that the East India barks are uniformly 
n those heretofore and at present received from South America. 


POWERS & WEIGHTMAN. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] who, taking the census fig- 
ures a few moments ago, undertook to show the profit of lumber-man- 
ufacturing in Maine, and also the attention of other gentlemen who 
have used the census statistics to show the alleged profits of other 
manufacturing industries, to a serious error they have fallen into in 
drawing the inferences they have drawn. 

The gentleman from Ohio has assumed the census statistics, correct 
in every particular, have covered points which they did not undertake 
to include. There are only four elements relating to manufacturing 
in the census figures: First, capital; secondly, the value of the product; 
thirdly; the value of the material; and,fourthly, the wages paid. Now 
the gentleman from Ohio and others who have used the statistics have 
assumed that the census statement of the cost of material gives the 
whole expense of manufacturing in any particular industry. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Mr. Walker so states. 

Mr. DINGLEY. My friend is mistaken. Mr. Walker’s tables and 
comments suggest nothing of the kind. Indeed, his tables show for 
themselves that he does not undertake to cover all the expenses of man- 
ufacturing. I have conversed with the census officials on the matter, 
and they are surprised that any one should soinfer. The materials for 
the manufacture of lumber are mainly the round logs, and the value 
of those is estimated, with a certain sum for tools, chains, ete., requiring 
frequent renewal. For woolen manufactures the material is the raw 
wool and other fiber, with dye-stuffs, coal, etc. Now, given the cost of 
the round logs, tools, chains, etc., is there not something more required 
in producing the manufactured lumber from those round logs than 
simply the labor that is used? 

There must be money hired for the time being in addition to the 
capital to carry on the business for the year which elapses before the 
lumber reaches the mill and is converted into boards and finds a mar- 
ket. Interest—a considerable item—therefore is not included in the 
census cost of manufacturing, Then there are taxes; and do not taxes 
go for something in a manufacturing establishment? They are not in- 
eluded. There is the cost of insurance. 

Mr. GEAR. Four or five per cent. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not insurance cost something—a large item, 
as gentiemen understand who know anything of the lumber-manu- 
facturing industry, because of the combustible character of the mills, 
Then there are repairs, another element which is very large. * And 
after the lumber is manuſactured it must be freighted to the markets 
and commissions paid for its sale. 

Now, as a matter of fact, ascertained after investigation into this 
matter, I want to state to the gentleman that there are extensive ex- 
penses of manufacturing industries, such as those to which I have re- 
ferred, of which the census takes no account, varying from 15 to 30 per 
cent, And when my friend takes the lumber-manufacturing industry 
in Maine, and figures a profit of 274 per cent., because 274 per cent. is 
the difference between the materials and the labor combined, and the 

value of the products, he leaves out of the computation expenses ag- 
gregating not far from 20 per cent. 

It should be borne in mind that the value of the product as given in 
the census is the value in the market. Freight is not deducted, com- 


missions are not deducted, repairs are not deducted, taxes are not de- 
ducted, insurance is not deducted, interest on money borrowed is not 
deducted, many other items of expense are not deducted. Instead of 
the lumberman’s profits being 274 per cent., I want to say to my friend 
from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] that last year the lumber-manulactur- 
ing mills in my State did not make a profit of 6 per cent., and on the 
average for ten years they have made no more than other industries. 

Gentlemen will see that when they use the census figures in this care- 
less way—and those figures have been used in such a way in other manu- 
facturing industries all through this debate—they reach results which 
were never intended by those who presented those statistics. Those 
figures do not include the whole cost of manufacturing; only two ele- 
ments in the cost—materials and labor are included; and, while the 
figures are correct in themselves, when the gentleman adds the labor 
to the cost of materials and says that that is the cost of manufactur- 
ing, the cost of carrying on the industry, and this deducted from the 
value of product in the market gives the manufacturers’ profits, he does 
himself and the manufacturers a great injustice. No such inference 
can be legitimately drawn from the figures of the census. ; 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 1 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I wish to eek the gentleman 
twoquestions. First, Iwant to ask him whether thesés:atistics were not 
furnished by the men themselves who are engaged in these industries ? 

Mr. DINGLEY,. Yes, sir; and they correctly give the facts which 
they undertake to cover. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. And you say now that the figures do not in- 
clude the cost of supplies at the mills? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly not. They include nothing but the round 
logs. i 
Sir. OUTHWAITE. This book says ‘‘value of logs, value of mill 
supplies,” and there are given here thousands upon thousands of dol- 
lars for which they claim credit 

Mr. DINGLEY. But no such items as those which I have enumer- 
ated are included, ‘‘Mill supplies,“ as used in the census, means 
chains and other tools. They do not include insurance, nor taxes, 
nor freight, nor interest, nor repairs, nor commissions. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I move to strike out several words, and I wish 
to ask the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] whether he calls 
insurance and taxes mill supplies ?’’ 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Then what do you mean? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I simply asked the gentleman fram Maine 
[Mr. DINGLEY] if these figures did not include mill supplies, and he 
said they did not, and I showed him that they did. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, he who takes the statements 
made on the free-trade side of this House yesterday and to-day, in- 
cluding that of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] a few min- 
utes ago, seriously must come to the conclusion that the American 
lumberman is the greatest rascal unhung, a veritable pirate, who for 
the last twenty-seven years has unmercifully robbed the people of the 
United States in a most outrageous manner. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. If you choose to put it in that way, putit that 
way; I have no objection. 

Mr. GUENTHER. You want to make the people believe that his 
profits have been excessive, outrageously excessive. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No; I only show what the census shows were 
his profits. 

Mr. GUENTHER. But you want to create the impression upon the 
minds of the members of this House and of the people that the profits 
of the lumber manufacturers have been outrageously excessive, while 
the figures do not bear you out. Now I happen to know better. I 
live among the lumbermen. and I know something about saw-milling, 
and I sav that this cry for free lumber, when not accompanied by some 
offer of just compensation to the people engaged in this industry, is an 
act of gross injustice, a virtual contiscation, at least a partial one, of 
their property and an unjust diminution of their earnings, 

Logs and round unmannfactured timber and ship timber and ship 
planking are now on the free-list. I will accept the definition of the 
revenue reformers or free-traders and call these articles raw material 
for the manufacturer of sawed boards, planks, deals, hubs, posts, last- 
blocks, wagon-blocks, oar-blocks, heading-blocks, staves of all kinds, 
pickets and palings, laths, shingles, clapboards, ete. These articles, 
although certainly not raw material, are all placed on the free-list by 
this Mills bill, while heretofore and now protected by a duty of from 10 
to 20 per cent. It certainly can not have been done under the plea of 
free raw materials. Why, then, I ask, is it done? Why do you take 
away all protection from the manufacturer of lumber and leave other 
industries protected on an average of about 38 per cent. ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Because I want the consumers of Ohio to buy 
it without paying tribute to those people. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Oh, yes, you want the consumers of Ohio to buy 
lumber cheap because you do not produce it in Ohio, and you want to 
pare all the articles that you produce protected, as is done in the Mills 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Fot at ali. What about free wool? 
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Mr. GUENTHER. You probably do not represent much of a free- 
wool district, and you think you are safe. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I live in the district of the greatest wool pro- 
tectionists in this country. , 

Mr. GUENTHER. Then they ought to send somebody else here 
to take care of their interests. [Laughter. ] 
= oe OUTHWAITE. They had the opportunity, but they did not see 

t to do it. 

Mr. GUENTHER. You place a tariff on almost everything the 
Iumberman and the millman uses—on their axes, saws, machinery, 
2 sugar, rice, medicines, ete.— but you exempt the products ot 

s r. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Why, it is the laborer that uses all those things 
that you enumerate, and not the manufacturer. 

Mr. GUENTHER. They are both using them. I want to tell you 
that the wages paid to-day in the woods of Michigan and Wisconsin are 
22 per cent. higher than they were in 1872, while the price of lumber 
is about 22 per cent. less than it was in 1872. 

Why should the lumberman and the millman be singled out? Where 
is your jewel-like consistency? [Laughter.] Placing manùfactured 
timber on the free-list means free trade in all these many manufactured 
articles, for the Canadians with us, while we under this bill receive 
nothing whatever in return. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question 
in good faith. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Well, if it is not too long, you may. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You take your ten dollars of product and di- 
vide it; you know all about that 

Mr. GUENTHER, I do not understand your kind of division. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, Divide it between labor and capital and all 
the other elements—— 

Mr, GUENTHER. I do not understand your kind of division nor 
your addition, butI would like now to have some of your silence for a 
tew minutes. [Laughter. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the gentleman be permitted to proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman for 
his courtesy, and I hope some of my other friends on the Democratic 
side will follow his 3 [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, the lum- 
ber industry of the United States, which is the largest of any, as I will 
show later on, when I will obtain the floor again, can not flourish if 
you place it in unrestricted competition with Canada, with her lower 
stumpage, her cheaper labor, and her lower taxation. 

When I first saw this now so notorious Mills bill, and read the first 
twenty lines, I said to myself (and the person whom I addressed fully 
agreed with me [laughter]; yes, I usually agree with myself when 
I am right [laughter]), ‘‘This is a great scheme; a masterpiece of 
untutored political economy; the veriest raw material of enlightened 
statesmanship; a delightfully cool proposition for the annexation to 
Canada of at least four great States of this Union; in fact the greatest, 
never before precedente somersault of any disciple in either ancient 
or modern political stupidity. As a practical illustration of ‘ heads I 
win, tails you lose,’ it takes the cake.“ [Laughter.] 

Were it not for the serious drawback that we are the fellows who do 
the losing, we could join in the general merriment. Every million 
feet of lumber imported deprives fifty American workingmen of em- 
ployment every year, and thereby directly injures two hundred and fifty 
people in our own country. 

If you are bound to do something for the benefit of Canada, do it at 
least in such a way that we will derive some corresponding benefits. 
Negotiate a just and equitable reciprocity treaty with Canada, some- 
thing like what my genial friend before me [Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] ad- 
vocates, so that those of our citizens living near the Canadian border 
can exchange the products of their labor on equal terms with Canadian 
citizens; but do not give all the advantage to them and nothing to us, 
as you do by this bill. 

The average duty collected on Canadian lumber is less than 16 per 
cent. This percentage is less than the difference of the price of labor 
in the two countries. Wages are at least one-third lower in Canada 
than in the United States. Canadians come over every year to work 
in our mills and lumber camps, while nobody goes to Canada from 
here to get work. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I would like to ask the gentleman, as Canada 
has a protective tariff, why it does not bring up the rate of wages in 
Canada. 

Mr.GUENTHER. Canada has a protective tariff on her exports, 
but I am now speaking of the question of our imports. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Ithought these gentlemen were in favor 
of home industry; yet they allow foreigners to come over and carry 
away our high wage-money, 

Mr. KELLEY. Most of those who come over become citizens of 
this country. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No; the gentleman from Wisconsin 
states that they come over to work and then return. 
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Mr. GUENTHER. I did not state that, although it is so in some 
cases; but that makes no difference with my argument. 

But it is said that many lumbermen in Michigan and Wisconsin are 
advocating to place manufactured lumber on the free-list. Mr. Chair- 
man, I know there are some, but I am glad to say there are not many 
of that class of patriots. I also know that whenever you scratch off the 
thin “‘ free-trade coating’? of such an individual yon at once discover 
the peculiar metal from which he derives his magnetic, free-lumber at- 
tractions. [Laughter.] Asa general rule, he used to be a pine-land 
operator in the United States or a saw-mill owner. He has made 
money—sometimes a good deal. His pine lands in the United States 
are gone. Foranumberof years he has bought standing pine in sleepy 
Canada at a very Tow figure. ‘‘Give me free trade in lumber,” he says 
to his patriotic soul, and I can double and treble the value of my 
Canadian.investment.’’ 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE obtained the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. The Chair hears no objection. 

See BovurELLE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Inasmuch as I propose to make a few 
remarks in answer to the gentleman from Wisconsin, if he is allowed 
to be recognized again, I would prefer to have him go on now. Iam 
willing he should go on and complete his remarks before I take the 


floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has recognized the gentleman from 
Missouri. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not give up my time if he is not 
to proceed. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair can recognize the gentleman later in 
the day if he desires it; but the Chair has now recognized the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. BLAND]. 

Mr. BLAND. Inasmuch as we had aspeech from one gentleman from 
Kansas yesterday [Mr. PETERS] on this lumber question I desire to have 
a few remarks read from what was said by another gentleman from Kan- 
sas in the Forty-seventh Congress. ; 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. ANDERSON. The Legislature of Kansas has passed the following resolu- 
ion: 
That our Senators and . in Congress are hereby requested and 
instructed to use their Lest effort to have the duty upon lumber of every descrip- 
tion removed so that the same may be placed on the free-list.” 
I shall obey these instructions, and [ suppose it is not necessary to make any 
defense of the Republicanism of the State of Kansas, the State of John Brown, a 
State casting from 50,000 to 70,000 Republican majority in Presidential elections, 
I wish to say in this connection that in the votes which I have cast upon this 
bill I have been influenced by a sincere adherence to the principles and prac- 
tice of the Republican party. I have been in favor of lower rates than those 
presented in it, I have been and am in favor of a competitive tariff as a guard 
against monopolies. Iam in favor of reducing the burden of taxation when 
the tariff is a tax. Iam in favor of reducing the surplus. And now upon this 
question I stand upon the national platform of the Republican party of 1830, re- 
affirming that of 1876, which said : x 
“The revenue necessary for current expenditures and the obligations of the 
public debt must be largely derived from duties upon importations, which, so 
far as possible, should be adjusted to promote the interest of American labor and 
advance the prosperity of the whole country.” 
You will find the same thing affirmed in the platform of 1872: 
“And that revenue, except so much as may be derived from the tax upon to- 
baceo and liquor, should be raised by duties upon importations, the details of 
which should be so adjusted as to aid in securing remunerative wages to labor, 
and to promote industry, prosperity, and the growth of the whole country.” 

I stand there to-day, Mr. Chairman. I exercise the right of judging for my- 
self and for those I represent as to what is requisite for the prosperity of the 


whole comey 

Take now this case: You have the lumber region of Maine contiguous toa 
somewhat densely settled country in Canada, You then go West to Michigan, 
Wisconsin, and Minnesota, contiguous to a portion of Canada which is not set- 
tled at all. I admit all that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Horr] has said 
in regard to the development of the lumber industry up to this time, I accept 
his statisties in full. et the question remains in my mind whether in order to 

reserve the present development of the lumber industry of Michigan we would 
Be really promoting the prosperity either of the whole country or even of the 
578 5 ey of the country. 

his is a case in which you are not creating an original material. Whatever 
you do in the manufacture of lumber is based not upon a creative process, but 
upon a destructive process. It is not, as in the case of making cotton fubrics, 
or pen-knives, or steel rails, where you have the original material abounding 
inexhaustibly, so that your product will go to the deve!opment of the propor 
ity of your country. In this case you are stripping off the forests that God 
planted on this continent. 

THe question comes up whether it is rnay for the prosperity of the whole 
country, or even of the larger part of the country, that year after year you shall 
puta premium upon the starting of fires to destroy your forests— 

Mr. Hoar. What is that? 

Mr. ANDERSON. That you should put a premium on the cutting down of your 
forests in order to manufacture lumber. Then in the coming years what will 
be the result? You will have removed the original supply of lumber from your 
continent and placed yourselves inexorably in the hands of Canada. 

The CHarrMAN (Mr. Robinson, of Massachusetts). Thetimeof the gentleman 
has expired. Ag 
Mr. ANDERSON, I would like to have five minute's more time, 

Mr. SPRINGER. I think that should be allowed him. He has to speak for a 
whole State on this subject. His State has instructed her Representatives on 
this question and should be heard. 5 

Mr. BRENTS, He is not representing any timber State. ‘ 
TOR ha If there is no objection, the gentleman will be allowed to 
proceed. 


Mr. BLAND. Now, I want to know from the gentlemen from Kan- 
sas on this floor whether they propose to obey the instructions of their 
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State Legislature, or whether they come here for the purpose of stand- 
ing in not only with the lumber trust but with all the trusts and com- 
bines trying to defeat this bill? 

There is another question in regard to which the farmers not only of 
Kansas but throughout the country feel a deep interest, and that is the 
effect our forests have upon the seasons, upon the rains which descend 
upon the earth, and which are so necessary to the success of agricult- 
ure. It is contended that the destruction of the forests is the occasion 
of the dry seasons year after year throughout the Northwest and West, 
and especially in Kansas, where they have been affected by drought 
which has cut down their crops one-half. I have read in the presence 
ofthe gentlemen from Kansas the views of their constituents, their 
voters on this question, to ascegtain whether they are in harmony and 
sympathy with their people on thissubject. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask by unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] be allowed five minutes in addition. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. HEARD. I have never yet objected to anybody being allowed 
to 13 751 and complete his remarks, [Cries of Then do not do it 
now.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, whenever an American citizen 
invests his money, the money he has made in this country, in a foreign 
one, he ceases to be a reliable counselor where American interests are 
concerned. [Applause.] He becomes an unsafe guide to show us the 
road to American prosperity. [Applause. ] 

He becomes an ally of foreign interests. In this case he joins in the 
cry of free access to our lumber markets, that was started in Montreal 
and by other fellows of his ilk. He bargains away the interests of his 
people, among whom and through whom he became wealthy. 

He becomes another Benedict Arnold, an American Judas Iscariot. 
I have no sympathy whatever with that kind of American citizeus who 
expect to make their investments in foreign countries profitable at the 
risk of injuring, aye, even destroying that industry at home, which, if 
left with the present moderate protection, will prevent them from real- 
izing large profits abroad. 

While I radically differ with the theories of the (out and out’? free- 
trader, I can respect him for his convictions and for his consistency. 
But, taking an inventory of my different kinds of respect, I fail to 
find any for that person who is in favor of the Mills bill, protecting 
almost every home industry, although under vigorous protest, but 
places lumber and wool on the free-list. 

If you insist upon such an unjust course, give us at least something 
to compensate us for this great injury and injustice. Give us at least 
free sugar, free rice, free woolens, and free medicines. 

A MEMBER. And free molasses, 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes, and free molasses. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MACDONALD. And taffy. [Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, there may belumbermen who, 
by reason of their Democratic tendencies, indorse everything dictated 
by their party leaders (and you know what portion of our beloved 
country they hail from), men who would rather be Democrats than 
men of unbiased judgment and ideas of their own; men who from 
sheer force of habitual prejudice oppose everything Republicans advo- 
cate; men who dare not say that their souls are their ownif so decreed 
by modern Democracy; men who delegate their thinking to the pro- 
fessional Democratic whipper-in; men who think more of alittle Fed- 
eral office than of the well-being of their community. I have no harsh 
words for them; it is not anger, but pity I have for them. I even do 
not hold them in contempt, although they seem to be justly entitled 
to it. 

And I have no harsh words to utter. [Great laughter.] But in a 
Christian spirit I commend them and I say, Father, forgive them, 
for they know not what they do.“ [Laughter.] At the same time, 
however, for their own good I want to have a guardian appointed to 
prevent them from squandering that which the Republican protective 
policy gave to them. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They are men who made their wealth under 
a protective tariff. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes, and I trust you did too. 

I want to prevent them from treating the Canadians to our 
things, filling Canadian stomachs with substantial food and choice 
dainties on top of it, while our people have to regale themselyes on 
Democratic free-trade fizz, [Laughter.] And when we complain that 
this kind of windy diet is neither palatable nor nourishing, you free- 
traders say, But it is good old Democratic doctrine, and, besides, it 
does not overload your stomach, and thereby may save you a doctor’s 
bill. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] And then you 
think that this old worn-out chestnut, this stale ‘‘ Democratic doctrine 

hrase,” will fill the vacuum in our digestive organs, [Renewed 

ughter.] You who advocate this lumber schedule, you poor deluded 
innocents, are made to pull the chestnuts from the coals for these un- 
selfish patriots with large investments in Canadian pine. 

But pass this bill, and you will soon learn that by placing manu- 
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factured lumber on the free- list, the consumer in the United States will 
not be benefited, but the owner of that Canadian pine will rake in the 
persimmons, while you, unsophisticated, verdant free-traders will 
seratch your poor little aching heads in pitiable astonishment and 
wonder with months wide open, eyes dilated, and ears turned down, 
why this isso. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wisconsin has 
expired. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Then I move to strike out the last two words. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, was recognized. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman had permission by unanimous 
consent to proceed for five minutes, which time has expired; and the 
gentleman from Minnesota is entitled to the floor. È ; 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this is not a question 


of levity. 

Mr. REED. Oh, no. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. It is a matter which touches the in- 
terests of somebody 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will interrupt the gentleman to state 
that debate upon the pending amendment is exhausted; and if there 
be no objéction it will be considered as withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Then I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that this is not a matter of levity. Somebody 
is suffering from the state of things that now exists, or will suffer from 
the change proposed by this bill should it become a law. Let us see, 
then, what the question before the House really is. 

On yesterday I asserted when I had the floor in debate in the pres- 
ence of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER], who has just 
surrendered the floor, a gentleman who is well informed on this question, 
that within my own personal knowledge there had been in the Jast 
twenty-five years more millionaires who made their fortunes in the 
lumber business than he could point out in all the United States prior 
to that time. 

I said further, Mr. Chairman, that within my own knowledge the 
pine lands of that region of country that he and I have the honor in 
part to represent on this floor had within the last fifteen years risen 
in value from 300 per cent. to 500 per cent., or even, in some instances, 
1,000 per cent. ; 

Mr. GUENTHER. How much is real estate property in St. Paul 
worth now, and what was it worth twenty years ago? How much has 
it risen in value? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That illustrates the argument that 
gentlemen deem it fit to submit in support of a grave question. But 
let us examine this question for a few moments without being distracted 
by suggestions that are hardly relevant. 

As I have said, I stated that as a rule if would not be questioned that 
the pine-land property—the property of the lumbermen—had risen in 
value within the last fifteen years 300 to 500 per cent., and even in 
some cases as high as 1,000 per cent., and I stated in the same connec- 
tion, and before the same gentlemen—— 

Mr. GUENTHER. Well, give me time to reply as you go on. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I stated thatthe property of the agri- 
culturist ina district whose soil isas rich and good as there is to be found 
anywhere (and this statement applies not alone to my State but to the 
Northwestern States generally) during the same time had not risen in 
value 1 per cent. 

The answer of the gentleman to the suggestion was this: That the 
increase of the wealth of the lumber-men has grown out of the rise of 
stumpage, out of the rise in value of the pine lands themselves, and 
not in the manufacture of lumber. Do I quote the gentleman cor- 
rectly ? 

Mr. GUENTHER. Yes, sir, and that is a correct statement of fact. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. These premises being conceded, let 
us for a few moments consider them and the lessons which they teach. 

If pine lands have risen so much in value for that period as is con- 
ceded here, why isit? And if agricultural lands have not risen in 
something like the same ratio, or at all, why is thatso? The answer 
to these questions is not far toseek. When an industry is prosperous 
its plant and property rise in value, and the rise is a fair index of the 
degree of prosperity. When crops are bountiful‘and prices high, agri- 
ye tural lands go up. When crops are poor or prices low, such lands go 

own. 

When mining is profitable, mineral lands go up; when unprofitable, 
they go down. When the products of the dairy go up grazing lands 
coup. This is just as true in all such branches of industry as it is 
that when a bank or a railroad company is earning money rapidly the 
stock goes up, and goes up in proportion to the earnings. This is the 
surest touchstone that can be applied in such case to test the prosper- 
ity of any business. And by this sign it is seen that the lumber in- 
dustry has been exceptionally prosperous for a long time, and that for 
the Jast fifteen years or more agriculture has been unprofitable. 

To the people of that part of the Northwest in which I am acquainted 
it needs no evidence to establish these facts. It will be there conceded, 


as I understand my friend from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] here to 


. ` * 
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concede, that the lumberman and the pine-land owner have been ex- 
ceptionally prosperous, while the agriculturists have been merely able 
to hold their own by industry and economy. F 

Now, I want some man to answer this question: Why should these 
men who are making not one farthing, but are merely holding their 
own, be forced to contribute $2 a thousand feet on any lumber con- 
sumed to an industry which is making millionaires of the men engaged 
in it? [Applause on the Democratic side.] Let somebody answer this 
question, and then he will have touched the nub” of this issue. 
This deserves a serious answer. It will not do to go off and joke 
about this thing. I can well understand why a gentleman who repre- 
sents a constituency who are making fortunes out of that industry can 
joke about it and how his constituents can laugh, but that the con- 
stituents of my friend from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] before me, the con- 
stituents of my friend from Illinois, and of my friends from Kansas 
and Missouri can laugh and joke about it is something I can not un- 
derstand or believe. 

It was shown here but a moment since that a few years ago the Re- 
publicans did not assent to the high-protection theories of to-day. But 
things have changed. The protectionists of this country have got the 
Republican party by the throat. They have the purse and the party 
organization, and no man is in good standing who does not subscribe 
to their creed. 

When they can not meet the argument against that protection which 
compels the weak to protect the strong, the poor to protect the rich, 
they try to distract attention from the real issue. But the issue stands 
out so clear thatit can not be obscured or misunderstood. Itis whether 
the agriculturists and the masses of the people generally shall be com- 
pelled to contribute, not for the support of the Government, but for the 
enrichment of these prosperous protected industries. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. If I am recognized I yield my time to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. ; ‘ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will ask unanimousconsent that the 
gentleman from Minnesota be allowed to continue his remarks for five 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, after this, I hope the gentlemen 
from these great Northwestern States will answer the question why 
poverty should protect? wealth. That is the question that touches 
the masses of the people and which they wouldlike to have answered. 
Says the gentleman, our laborers are benefited. The man that stands 
up to-day and says labor in the lumber industry receives higher wages 
than in other like industries, protected or not protected, makes a state- 
ment that can not be sustained. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. No one said that. 

Mr, WILSON, of Minnesota. Iam glad that you disclaim such a 
position. To say that laborers in the lumber protected industries re- 
ceive higher compensation than in other industries is an absurdity. 

Mr. FUNSTON. No one made that assertion. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman from Wisconsin made 
substantially that assertion, whatever may have been his particular 
words. He said protected labor now received so much per month, 
while years ago it received much less, and he attributed that to the 
protective tariff on the lumber industry. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the labor does not get it, who does? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The millionaires get it. [Applause. ] 

Mr. REED. If it were true that profis of a thousand per cent. were 
made by the imposition of a tariff of 18} per cent., there might be some 
reason for the o ations of the gentleman from Minnesota. But it 
simply needs the statement of it to pierce the absurdity of what the 
gentleman has just said. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. REED. I will if the House will give me ten minutes. 

Many MEMBERS. Yes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Did I say—— 

Mr. REED. Your statement was that the lumber lands had in- 
creased in value a thousand per cent. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. In fifteen years. 

Mr. REED. I do not care in what time it was; but the inference 
which the gentleman would have the House draw from his statement 
was that owing toa tariff of 18} per cent. the value of the forests of 
the United States had been increased a thousand per cent. 

Now, what a preposterous statement that is. Why have values in- 
creased in the United States? It is on account of the prosperity of this 
country. A Kansas friend of mine said to me the other day, ‘‘I bought 
my land for $1.25 an acre only ten years ago.“ I said, ** You will sell 
it to me at the rate at which you got it from the Government?” He 
said, No, I want $10 an acre.” 

How did that land rise in price a thousand per cent? It rose on ac- 
count of the prosperity of this country. Why is it that everything 
in this country has risen in value? It is because the system which has 
been adopted here has made the country prosperous beyond the utmost 
dream of any other land in the past history of the world. 

Mr. BLAND. I wish to ask the gentleman a question. The in- 
creased value of the land that he speaks of has come from improve- 


‘| tleman. 


ments; but I affirm that naked, unimproved lands are not worth as 
much per acre as they were years ago. 

Mr. REED. That is what ihe gentleman from Missouri calls a 
question. [Laughter.] That is his idea of a question. Ihave had 
occasion time and again to point ont the twisted ideus and the twisted 
uses of words which present themselves on the other side, and this is 
a very good illustration. 

Mr. FUNSTON. What the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] 
says may be true of Missouri, but it is not true of Kansas. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, it does not need any argument to show 
that all this talk of gentlemen about ‘‘ lumber kings” and about 
ple who have made money has no relation to this question. This 
question is whether we shall continugto preserve the American market 
for the American people, and the reason we say that it ought to be 
preserved is because the whole history of the country shows such a 
state of prosperity under that system that bright, smart men have suc- 
ceeded in making money, not only in the lumber trade or by the pur- 
chase of lands, but also by the upspringing of great cities, the value 
of the land of which has in some instances increased more that 10,000 
per cent. The great population which has flowed into this country has 
come here because this country is prosperous, What makes land val- 
uable? Did gentlemen even consider what is the foundation of the 
value of land? I have said it here before, and I beg leave to repeat it. 
What is the reason why land in the center of London is worth such 
incalculable sums of money? It is because that land is surrounded by 
five millions of people. Why is it that land is so very valuable in the 
city of New York? It is because it is surrounded by two millions of 
poopie Why is land so cheap in Texas and in the very far West? 
use there are fewer people there. As more people come to occupy 
this country the land of the individuals and the land of the nation in- 
creases in value, and the people come here because the country is pros- 
perous, and we want to keep it prosperous. 

We.want to keep it prosperous by preserving all its industries, by 
keeping them all going. We want to preserve the wealth of this country 
and keep it here to be distributed among our own people. The gen- 
tleman knows, if he knows anything about this matter, that the in- 
troduction of lumber free into this country means an increase in the 
value of timber lands in Canada. My friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
GUENTHER] put it very well. Many of our lumber men have gone 
over to Canada and bought timber lands, and you gentlemen, with your 
outeries against monopoly, are endeavoring to increase the fortunes 
of the very men whom you undertake to denounce by giving them 
greater opportunities in the rise in value of their timber lands in Can- 
ada. Is land any less valuable now in Iowa at $35 or $40 an acre be- 
cause it has risen from $1.25 an acre? 

Mr. GEAR. From 80 cents an acre. 

Mr. REED. Now that thing has happened; that thing has taken 
place; and the question is, land being of that value, what shall we as 
legislators do with regard to it? The gentleman, I suppose, would 
not venture to say that the United States ought to charge for new lands 
from $30 to $40 an acre because in the progress of ten years similar 
land in the State of Nebraska has increased to $30 or $40 or $50 an 
acre. ‘That increase is the result of our prosperity. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS was recognized and yielded to Mr. WILSON, of Minne- 


sota. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to state that the request for 
leave to extend the time of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED] was 
not submitted to the committee. The Chair endeavored to interrupt 
the gentleman in order to submit the question, but did not succeed. 

Mr. REED. I will take my other five minutes later, after the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota gets through. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not wish to interrupt the gen- 
[Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN, Debate on the formal amendment has been ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] if he is through with his remarks. 

Mr. REED. Oh, go right on. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understand that the gentleman is 
through? i 

Mr. REED. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I move to strike out the last two 
words. I beg pardon of the committee for occupying further time, and 
I do not intend to take but a moment. This matter, however, should 
not be permitted to pass without an answer. If I know how to state 
a proposition clearly, I stated that within the last fifteen years the 
property of the lumber-men has risen in value from 300 to 500 per cent. 
and some as high as 1,000 per cent.; that within the same period in 
the section of country to which I referred the property of the farmer 
had not risen 1 per cent. 

Having made those two statements, Iasked somebody to tell me why 
the man who was barely making a living should be compelled to pay 
a tax or tribute for the enrichment of the man whose property had 
risen in this exceptional manner. 
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In reply to that question we have had the to which we have 
just listened. Has the question been answered? I submit to the Com- 
mittes of the Whole whether it has or has not. 

Mr, Chairman, the gentleman [Mr. REED] has not said that my 
penpe were false, but he has placed himself upon assumption. I 

ave spoken here in the presence of gentlemen who know; and they 
have not only tacitly but verbally admitted that the facts are as I stated 
them. I see sitting near the gentleman from Maine the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], one of the most prominent men in this 
House. He lives in one of the finest countries on earth. I would not 
be afraid to ask him whether agricultural property in his district is 
worth more now than it was fifteen years ago. He will not say it is. 
I am not afraid to ask my friend from Iowa whether agricultural prop- 
erty in his district would sell for more to-day than it did fifteen years 
ago. 
Mr. WEAVER. It would not. 

Mr. STRUBLE. In my part of the State there has been a rise. 

Mr. FUNSTON (to Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota). Ask me? 

Mr. REED. Yes, ask a Kansas man. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman from Maine undertakes 
to put on the stand his own witness, and to pat into his mouth just 
what he would have him say. Does the gentleman from Maine mean 
to imply that the testimony of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BUR- 
rows], who does not undertake to contradict my statement, is not 
worthy of tance. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. WILsoN, of Minnesota). Ask a Kansas man. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do not know about Kansas. Iam 
different from the gentleman from Maine. Ido not deal in poetry, 
but in prose. I deal in facts of which I have some knowledge. The 
agricultural property of that great country to which I have referred, 
one. of the richest to-day under the shining sun, has not risen. Now, 
let mestate the exceptions, and I will state them fairly. The gentle- 
man from Wisconsin, to answer me, says, See how property in St. 
Paul and Minneapolis has risen.“ Yes, but who has gotten the advan- 
tage of that rise? The land- speculator and the rich man. The masses 
of the people who buy lumber to build their houses and their fences 
have not enjoyed any of the benefits of that rise. 

Again, go out upon the frontier where the Government gives away 
land for nothing. A man goes there and makes a farm. ‘That is en- 
hanced in value ofcourse. Would you therefore say that property gen- 
erally has risen? Is that a fair argument? Is that meeting a plain 
proposition in fairness? It is as well as gentlemen can meet it. The 
necessity of their case requires such an answer. That is the reason for 
such prevarication. But I stated that where improved property in this 
country is now in the same condition in which it was fifteen years ago 
it is not worth any more than it was then, as a rule, unless you go to 
the suburbs of a city, or to the frontiers, as I have suggested. 

Several MEMBERS. ‘That is true. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, under these circumstances the 
question is, Why this industry which is growing wealthy beyond prec- 
edent should require that these men, who are merely ing a living, 
shall contribute to the support of their wealthier fellow-citizens by 
paying $2 a thousand on lumber? : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ë 

Mr. MILLS. We have now spent nearly all day on these two lines 
that bring to the Government revenue to the amount of $198.80. I 
think we might go on now to the next clause of the bill. 

Mr. REED. I would like to make a few remarks before we leave 
this question. 

Mr. MILLS. Let us go to the next paragraph, and we can continue 
the discussion. I would like to have a vote on these two lines. We 
ought to make a little progress. 

Mr. REED. I would like to say a few words upon these two lines. 

Mr. MILLS. I will yield for the present; but when the gentleman 
from Maine gets through, I must ask that we go into the House to close 
debate on these two lines. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to be recognized when the gentleman from 
Maine has concluded. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota thinks 
I have evaded his question, but as that question as been answered dur- 
ing the general debate more than fifty times Idid not suppose it neces- 
sary to go into general discussion, nor do I intend to do so now. Ihave 
risen for the purpose of pointing out to him what is the fundamental 
error in his remarks. He says there has been a rise of 1,000 per cent. 
in the value of timber land, and he undertakes to insinuate to the House 
that this was on account of a tariff of 18} per cent. He then says that 
he made a comparison between the rise of timber lands and the rise of 
agricultural lands. 

Well, now, does he not know the 3 lands which have al- 
ready had their rise had it beſore the years commenced? If he 
would go back far enough he would find the rise of agricultural lands 
had as large a percentage as the rise of timber lands. I venture to say 
that in the State of Maine the timber lands have actually not risen in 
value at all in thelastten years. They had their rise beforethat. The 
lands when the country getsdeveloped, when railroads are run through 
them, then reach their full value. 


Now the gentleman asks about land in Iowa. He confines himself 
to the last fifteen years. Why there are lands in Iowa to-day that are 
selling and will sell for $50 an acre which were purchased for 80 cents. 

A MEMBER. Under land warrants. 

Mr. REED, A rise greater than the most productive of timber lands, 
allowing him hisown figures. And he attempts to compare the timber 
lands and farm Irmds by taking the timber lands during that period of 
rise and taking the farm lands after they had their value raised. In 
other words, he insists the farming lands must not only rise when itis 
their turn, but they must keep on rising when it is the turn of the 
other class of lands. It seems to me that is an absurdity that needs 
no more demonstration. [Laughter and applause. ] 

8 I move that the committee do now rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 105, noes 89. 

Mr. KELLEY demanded tellers. A 

hirr were ordered; and Mr. MILLS and Mr. BAYNE were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 104, 
noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER, from the Committee 
of the Whole, reported that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in relation to 
the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

Mr. MILLS. I would like when we go into committee the debate 
on lines 6 and 7 shall be closed in twenty minutes. Do the other side 
object to that? 

Mr. McKINLEY. I think the gentleman should not undertake to 
limit debate in committee this evening. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Unien; and pending that motion I 
move that all debate be closed on the pending paragraph and allamend- 
ments thereto in one minute. 

Mr. RANDALL. I desire to say a few words, and hope the gentle- 
man will make it five minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I will move, then, that all debate on the pending par- 
agraph and amendments thereto be closed in ten minutes. 
. I would like to ascertain how that time is to be 

1Vi . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair supposes it will be divided 
equally between the friends and opponents of the measure. 

Mr. MILLS. I demand the previous question on the motion to close 
debate. [Cries of Division !” on the Republican side.] 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 107, noes 69. 

Mr. BAYNE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. MILLSand Mr. BAYNE were appointed. 

2 House again divided; and the tellers reported - ayes 107, 
noes 43. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported - ayes 111, noes 52. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The question then recurred on Mr. MILLS’S motion to close the de- 
bate in ten minutes, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes 44. 

Mr, REED demanded tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, 
the House takes a recess, under the order, until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. ` 

The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o'clock p. m. ) was called 
to order by Mr. MOMILLIN, the Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills under 
the special order. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
(Mr. Dockery in the chair.) 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that we 
may take up bills upon the Calendar in the order in which they ap- 
pear, their titles being read, and if the consideration is not asked for, 
that each bill as it is reached be passed over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar, commencing where we left off on last Friday. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


L. J. M’GOFFIN. 


The first pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1146) granting 
a pension to L. J. MeGoffin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of L. J. McGoffin, late a private in 
Company C, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry. 

The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


Your committee adopt the ut of the Committee on Pensions of the Senate, 
and recommend the passage of the bill, 
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Lemuel J. McGoffin enlisted as a private in Company C, Sixth Regiment 
West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, December 26, 1861, and was discharged with 
8 December 19, 1864, 

On July 8, 1880, he made application for pension, alleging in his declaration 
that on or about June 20, 1862, he received a rupture of eft side of the abdo- 
men, from lifting while building a block-house. 

The Commissioner of Pensions rejected the claim June 23, 1885, on the und 
of there being on record and of the vlaimant's declared inability to furnish evi- 
dence showing incurrence of the alleged hernia in the service. 

The Adjutant-General United States Army furnishes the following military 
history: On muster-rolls from enrollment to April 30, 1863, present; roll to June 
30, 1863, absent building a block-house ; same to August 31,1863; roll to October 
F same to October 31, 1864; mustered out with company Decem- 

r 19, = 

The claimant gives as a reason for his inability to furnish the testimony of 
his captain or lieutenants that they were not present at the time of the incurrence 
of the rupture; that he was detailed with others under charge of Corporal 
Trimbly to build a block-house at Bridgeport, W. Va., in June, 1863, under su- 
pervision of Lieutenant Carnico; that Corporal Trimbly, who had knowledge 
of the fact, is dead; that the addresses of the privates who were in the detail 
are unknown to him; that the surgeon who examined him for re-enlistment is 
dead; he refused to accept me; have had no medical treatment since discharge, 
except liniments and other patent medicines. 

Capt. J. M. Godwin, in an affidavit, swears— 

“The claimant enlisted as a veteran on or about the 20th day of March, 1864, 
and was examined by Surgeon John T. Wharton, and was by him rejected, and 
I understood he was rejected on account of hernia or rupture.“ 

John O, Gartils and wife state that— 

"They have known the claimant over forty years; that he worked for them 
prior to enlistment for about three yea 3; that he worked on the farm, doing 
general work, and in the timber; that during all that time claimant was never 
sick a day or complained of any trouble, but that upon his return from the 
Army on furlough, in 1864, in the summer, he complained of a rupture that he 
claimed to have received while building a block-house in the summer of 1863.” 

The board of examining surgeons at Junction City, Kans., November 12, 1884, 
oe the following report of their examination to the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions: 

We find left oblique inguinal hernia; opening large enough to admit index 
finger; varicose veins of both legs from knee down; skin in poor condition; 
muscles soft and atrophied. In the opinion of the board entitled to a one-half 
rating for disability caused by hernia.” 

Since his discharge his neighbors testify to his sufferings and its continuance, 
and agree that for more than seventeen years past he has been unable to per- 
form one-fourth of a day's manual labor. 

A numerously-signed petition of his fellow-citizens testify to his good char- 
acter and habits, and straitened circumstances, financially. 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


INFANT CHILDREN OF MICHAEL A. MORAN. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked by Mr. PERKINS) was the bill (S. 1037) 
granting a pension to the infant children of Michael A. Moran. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the names of the infant children of Michael A, 
Moran, late of Company K, Seventeenth United States Infantry. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions in the Senate, in their report, submitted March 
6, 1888, make a very full and complete statement of this case. It shows that this 
soldier enlisted March 28, 1861, and for over seventeen years served his country 
faithfully. His death was not directly the result of his service, though it is 
probable that had he notincurred the disability for which he was 5 his 
death would not have occurred at the time and in the manner it did. 

Your conimittee can not believe that there will be any hesitation in placing 
upon the pension-roll the helpless children of this soldier, and, adopting the re- 
purt of the Senate committee, recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


The soldier enlisted March 28, 1861, in Company A, United States Infantry, and 
was discharged 3 22. 1864; re-enlisted January 22, 1864, in Company H, 
Fourth United States Infantry, and was discharged January 22, 1867; re-enlisted 
February 7, 1868, and was discha’ February 7, 1871, by expiration of term of 
service as sergeant in Company K, Seventeenth Regiment United States Infan- 
try; re-enlisted in the same organization February 7, 1871, and was discharged 
February 7, 1876; re-enlisted February 7, 1876, and was d April 2, 1878, 
as a sergeant, on surgeon's certificate of disability on account of var 
of left leg and general debility. 

At the date of his death the soldier was drawing a pension at the rate of $18 per 
month, 

Application for pension for John Francis, Mary Ann, and Louisa Moran, mi- 
nor children of the late soldier, was rejected February 1, 1888, on the ground 
that the cause of the soldier's death originated since his d from the serv- 
ice, and is not shown to haye been the result of the disease for which he was 
pensioned or the service. 

‘The petition praying for the grauting of pension recites that on the morning 
of July 23, 1882, soldier was proceeding with his family to church, and owing to 
the crippled condition o. bis limbs from varicose veins, he had a chair placed in 
his n in order to rest his limbs, and as the wagon proceeded the chair was 
upset, throwing soldier out, causing his death the next day, namely, July 24, 
1882, Owing to the crippled condition of his limbs from v: veins aforesaid, 
having to wear bandages and elastic stockings, it was necessary to have the 
chair in the on. Thus situated he was unable to prevent the fall, which 
was the approximate cause of his death. i 

A claim for pension for the minor children, namely, John Francis, born June 
16,1870; Mary Ann, born July 22, 1874, and Louisa Moran, born October 20, 1878, 
was filed December 28. 1885, and rejected February 1. 1888. on the ground that 
soldier’s death was not due to varicose veins, for which he was pensioned, but 
to a fall from his wagon. 

Dr. D. Frank Etter, of Yankton, Dak., testifies that he was the late soldier’s 
family physician; that said soldier received an injury July 23, 1882, which re- 
sulted in his death; that said soldier, prior to his death, was greatly disabled 
by reason of varicose veins, and that the accident which resulted in soldier's 

denth was due to his crippled and helpless condition. 

Hon. Alexander Huges states that owing to the helpless condition of soldier, 
on account of varicose veins of legs, he was unable to prevent a fall from his 
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wagon, which resulted in his death July 24, 1882; that he was a gallant soldier, 
and the claim of his minor children for pension ought to be favorably considered 
by the Government in whose cause soldier served long and faithfully. 

Your committee believe this to be a meritorious case, and therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MARY E. WOODWARD. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 2167) granting 
a pension to Mary E. Woodward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Woodward, widow of Dr. 
James B. Woodward, late surgeon of the Tenth Regiment Kansas Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The report of the Pension Committee in the Senate sets forth fully the facts 
in this case. Just what the connection was between the disability of the soldier 
and the cause of his death no human power can ever know. The conclusion is 
irresistible that had it not been for his weakened and debilitated condition his 
death would not have resulted from the slight accident, 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT, 


Dr. James B. Woodward, husband of itioner, was surgeon of the Tenth 
Regiment of Kansas Volunteers, and while in service contracted disease which 
compelled him to apply for disc . This was granted on the certificate of 
the medical director of the St. Louis district, of May 20, 1864, which stated that 
the ippica was suffering from 8 and gencral debility of several 
months’ standing; that on account thereof he was unfit ſor duty, and that dis- 
charge from the service was indispensable to his recovery. r. Woodward 
continued an invalid from his discharge to his death; and for three years after 
leaving the service he was unable to practice his profession or attend to busi- 
ness. Gradually he became strong enough to engage in a limited practice, in 
course of which, while performing an amputation, he received a sligut cut, 
hia produced blood poisoning, and which, in his weakened condition, end 

is life. ' 

On application for pension by his widow it was rejected on the ground that 
the fatal disease was not contracted in theservice. That the weak and diseased 
condition of the system, however, enabled the poison to take deathly hold upon 
him, is shown by the fact that the two assisting surgeons in the amputation, re- 
ceiving abrasions also, being healthy men, suffered only with slight sores. Itis 
presumed that if the decedent had died of the simple wasting away of the vital 
forces, such death might logically have been referred to the“ general debility "’ 
in which he left the service; but such“ debility ” having been continuous in a 
greater or leas d to his death, it is difficult to see that the intervention of 
a specific disease, which he was too weak to resist, should deprive his widow of 
the benefit of this original disability. 

3 committee report by bill granting a pension to petitioner, and recommend 
passage. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 

THEODORE F. CASAMER. 

The next business on the Calendar (the consideration of which was 
asked by Mr. PETERS) was the bill (S. 2157) granting an increase of 
pension to Theodore F. Casamer. 

The bill is as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theodore F. Casamer, late of Com- 
5 O, Tenth Michigan Volunteers, and pay bim at the rate of $36 per month, 

lieu of that which he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) is as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2157) 
granting increase of pension to Theodore F, Casamer, submit the following re- 
rt: 


port: 
Your committee, after a careful consideration of the case, adopt the report of 
the Senate committee, and recommend the passage of the bill. 


SENATE REPORT. 


Theodore F. Casamer enlisted in Company C, Tenth Regiment Michigan In- 
fantry, in September, 1861; was discharged February 5, 1864, to re-enlist as a 
veteran, which he did the following day; was shot through the right shoulder 
joint meet. the scapula, at Jonesborough, Ga., September I, 1864; lay in 
hospitals until June 30, 18655 was pensioned, first at $8 per month, and after- 
wards by successive increase at $15 and $18, until, under the act of March 3, 1883, 
it was raised to $24 per month, 8 

The act of August 4, 1886, provides 

“That from and after the passage of this act all persons on the pepoion-rolls 
and all persons hereafter granted a pension who, while in the military or naval 
service of the United States and in the line of duty, * * * shall have lost an 
arm at or above the elbow or a leg at or above the knee, or been totally disabled 
in the same, shall receive a pension of $36 per month.” 

Under this act the pensioner applied for the increase to $35 per month, and at 
his request was examined on the 27th April, 1887, by a board of medical exam- 
iners, who, after giving a technical description of thie nature of the wound, state 
its results to be— 

Complete anchylosis of shoulder-joint, the arm being close to the side, and 
bound and held there by adhesion and contraction of tendons inserted into up- 

r part of humerus; complete atrophy of muscles of the shoulder and of the 
upper third of arm; arm can not be moved out from side, but can be moved a 
little backward and forward by the sliding of the scapula; the right elbow is 
uot anchylosed, but he can not completely flex or extend it on account of atro- 
phy of muscles of arm; the muscles of forearm are also largely atrophied; 
wrist-joint not anchylosed, but flexor tendons on front of wrist and tissues there 
are cont on account of a burn on lower part of forearm on its anterior 
aspect; the little and ring fingers are semi-flexed from the same cause, and tlic 
remaining fingers slightly flexed; the musclesof right hand are also atrophied, 
and movements of fingers are much restricted from above causes; none of fin- 

er or thumb joints are anchylosed; there appears to be no loss of sensation in 
nd or arm; there is almost complete loss of power and great loss of motion 
in the hand and the entire limb, to the extent that he can make no practical 
use of either, and in the opinion of the board, as it understands the term, there 
is total disability of the right hand and of the entire limb,” 
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This testimony, which is official and ample, is supplemented by the evidence 
of near neighbors and intimate acquaintances, who testify that what the doctors 
ay he is not and ought not to be able to perform as a matter of professional 
opinion, he does not und can not perform asa matter of fact. It is difficult to 
conceive a case coming more completely within the plain provisions of the act 
of August 4, 1886, which grants a pension of $36 a month to the soldier who, 
within its limitations, shall have lost an arm at or above the elbow,” “or 
been totally disabled in the same; and it is still more difficult to conceive the 
indifference or the audacity of the official who, when the pensioner, having 
fruitiessly furnished the complete evidence above given, asks the privilege of 
further examination to substantiate his claims, is denied such privilege in the 
terms and for the reason following: 


z DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 


“Washington, D. C., February 15, 1888. 

„Sin: In your pension case above described you are advised that you are not 
entitled to an examination looking to an increase, as the evidence recently filed 
(lay) fails toshow that gon are so disabled by reason of gunshot wound of right 
shoulder that you can do no manual labor, 

“It may be that you can do no manual labor with the wounded arm, but there 
is no reason given why you can do no work with the other hand and arm, 

“Your rating is believed to be correct. 

“Very respectfully, 


“Treo. F. CASAMER, Detroit, Mich.” 


In this impertinent communication to this crippled soldier the Commissioner 
fails to give any reason why he presumes to restrict and render inoperative the 
plain provision of the law enacted for this soldier's benefit. No justifying rea- 
son can be given. The law provides the specific pension for the specific disa- 
bility, which is fully proven to exist, and so proven by all the official and lay 
testimony in the case; the Commissioner assumes the prerogative of disregard- 
ing the law in its application to a point so clear that it can receive no elucidation 
by argument or statement of fact; and in thus refusing to give the pensioner the 
rating to which the law entitles him the Commissioner is guilty of an inexcusa- 
ble violation of its requirements, 

The pensioner is entitled, by virtue of his officially-proved disability, to the 
pension of $36 per month, as provided in the bill, which is hereby reported fa- 
vorubly and recommended for passage. 

Pending the reading of the report, 

Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, this report, so far as read, indicates 
why the pension was granted to this soldier, for the loss of an arm, and 
I ask that its further reading be dispensed with. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think the report had better be read. 

The report was read at length. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, I give notice to the gentleman who 
introduced this bill that I shall demand a quorum upon its passage, in 
view of the unwarranted attack that report makes upon the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions, There are reflections in the report upon a public 
officer, endeavoring to do his duty to the people and to the country, 
that I do not think ought to be sanctioned by this House. 

Mr. MORRILL. I appreciate the criticism of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, but want to say this, that it is a Senate report, and that in- 
8 I should never have used such language in drawing the re- 
port myself. 

Mr. CARUTH. But the committee adopted the Senate report, and 
unless it is withdrawn I shall demand a quorum. Unless the objec- 
tionable features of the report shall be stricken out, I do not propose to 
allow it to go upon the record if I can avoid it, certainly not without 
my protest. 

Mr. NELSON. That report comes from the Senate. It is nota 
House report, and I am myself sorry for some of the statements em- 
bodied in it. This soldier now, although from a Michigan regiment, 
is a constituent of mine; and it is further a case where he is clearly en- 
titled to the relief asked. Evidently there was a mistake here, but to 
hold the Commissioner of Pensions responsible for it we all know is 
unwarranted, because in consequence of the large mass of these letters 
from that Department, they are necessarily written by clerks, and he 
can not take time to read them all, although he must bear the respon- 
sibility. I would not think for a moment of charging it to him. 

Mr. CARUTH. But that report does so. 

Mr. NELSON. But I hope this soldier will not be made to suffer for 
that. 

Mr. CARUTH. Let the report be withdrawn. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the report be not printed in the’Rrc- 


“JOHN C. BLACK, Commissioner, 


ORD. 

Mr: CARUTH. But the House committee adopted the report, and 
as it is I shall object to it. 

Mr. WHEELER. It seems to me that it should be recommitted to 
the committee for a different report. 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope, Mr. Chairman, that will not be done. The 
report can be omitted from the RECORD. 

Mr. CARUTH. I shall oppose, andif I canI shall prevent any such 
report being printed in the RECORD. 

Mr. MORRILL. I desire to explain as to this, that the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions have had all the work that they could possibly do; 
and when we find a case meritorious and have before us a Senate bill we 
usually adopt, as in this case, the report of the Senate. 

Mr. CARUTH. I regard this as a gratuitous insult to a faithful offi- 
cer of the Government; and as long as I can help it I do not propose 
to allow any such charge to go uncontradicted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation, and that the report be not printed in the 
RECORD. 


Mr. FORD. Ipresume the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 
does not want to punish this man because the Senate committee have 
made this comment upon the Jetter from the Pension Office. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. It occurs to me the gentleman from Kentucky 
can obtain the relief he wants by agreeing that the bill shail be recom- 
mitted and shall not lose its place on the Calendar when reported back. 

Mr. MORRILL. That postpones the bill for a week. 

Mr. CARUTH. Ido not care if it should be postponed for a week 
or forever. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. I made that suggestion with the view of compro- 
mising this matter. If you act favorably upon the report you concede 
that the report is correct. Although you keep it from being printed 
in the RECORD, yet you found your legislative action upon it. I make 
the suggestion I have submitted as a means by which the case can be 
prevented from losing its place on the Calendar, and will be sure to be 
considered this session. 

Mr. NELSON. I think this is standing upon a technicality. I think 
this soldier should not suffer because some gentlemen have seen fit to 
criticise a Democratic office-holder. If the gentleman is to be so tech- 
nical as that, we might as well be technical in other directions. We 
have submitted a fair proposition to let this bill pass and not have the 
report printed in the Rxconp. If that is not sufficient, I want to know 
why. I do not want this soldier to be punished because some gentle- 
man thinks there is something here that might possibly reflect upon 
the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. CARUTH. Weare asked to pass an act pensioning this soldier. 
On what ground? On the ground that the Commissioner of Pensions 
of the United States was false and derelict in the discharge of his duty. 
That is the record we are asked to make in this Congress as against 
this officer, whose record would defy any such charge as that. While 
I do not want to punish any soldier, and while the House will bear 
me witness that I have voted as cheerfully for pensions as any man on 
either side, still I do not propose to reward this man at the expense of 
a faithful officer of the Government. I therefore move that this case 
be laid aside with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. LAFFOON. The case not losing its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. CARUTH. Yes. 

Mr. HUNTER. Without unanimous consent the case must lose its 
place on the Calendar if recommitted. 

Mr. RYAN. If the gentleman from Kentucky insists on recommit- 
ting the bill it seems to me he does not accomplish anything about not 
having the report printed in the RECORD. The report has been read, 
and unless we agree by unanimous consent it must go into the RECORD 
and becomes a part of the record of the proceedings of this House. 
That can be avoided by gentlemen agreeing to let the bill pass. The 
course the gentleman from Kentucky is pursuing necessarily gets the 
matter into the RECORD, and it does an injury to an innocent person, 
the beneficiary of the bill. 

Mr. CARUTH. I submit this proposition: The Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions of this House have submitted this report, which has been 
read, and which comés before the House as the action of the entire 
committee. There is no minority report. Upon that report we are 
asked to found this legislation. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask leave by unanimous consent to withdraw 
that report. Then I will ask permission to make a statement of the 
case and will ask the Committee of the Whole to pass the bill on that 
statement. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I wish to say I never joined in a report censuri 
the Commissioner of Pensions. Still, I hope the beneficiary of this pill 
will have a favorable report, and I am glad the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. MORRILL] has proposed to withdraw the report. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the report 
and to be permitted to make a statement of the case. 

Mr. TAULBEE, I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 

Mr. CHIPMAN. He has withdrawn the report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Thatisstill pending. I would like toask the gen- 
tleman from Kansas a question. I see it stated in the report that the 
disability for which this soldier has been pensioned entitles him by the 
examination of the medical board of the office to $24 per month, and he 
seems to be now rated on the pension-roll at $24 per month. ‘The bill 
proposes to give him $36 a month. 

Now, the question I want toask the gentleman from Kansasis whether 
or not, according to the report of this medical board, $24 a month is 
not all that this man is entitled to under the law. 

Mr. MORRILL. Strictly speaking, that is all that the Pension Of- 
fice can give him; but I explained once before to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the act of August 4, 1886, fails to provide for an equiva- 
lent rating. No provision is made by that act for a rating for wounds 
that are equivalent to the amputation of an arm. 

Mr. CARUTH. And yet you blame the Commissioner for doing 


what he was compelled by the law to do. 
Mr. MORRILL. I do not blame him at all. 
Mr. CARUTH. Well, it is in the report. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, the facts stated by the gentleman 
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from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] are correct. He and I had to do with the 
passage of that law, or with the action of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions with reference to it, and I think he will agree with me that its 
failure to provide for an equivalent disability to the loss of an arm was 
due more to an oversight on the part of the committee than to any- 
thing else. 

Mr. MORRILL. I think you are right about that. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman will agree with me also that the 

of special acts giving a rating for disabilities equivalent to the 
3 arm has been frequent in this House. Now there is one 
feature in this case to which I invite attention in connection with state- 
ments of the committee in the Senate report based upon the letter of 
the Commissioner of Pensions which that rt presumes to criticise. 
The point to which I invite attention is that this letter of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions is in perfect keeping with the law, because there 
was no law authorizing him to give a rating for a disability equivalent 
to the loss ofan arm. Hence the criticism in this report is unfounded. 

Mr. MORRILL. Entirely so. I agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. TAULBEE. And I think the statement of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] is correctin his statement as to the adoption of 
the Senate report, a practice which I know to have been common in the 
committee in the Forty-ninth Congress without a close and rigid seru- 
tiny of its language. I think the committee inadvertently adopted 
that Senate report, which contained a reflection upon the Commissioner 
of Pensions, and so far as Iam concerned I am perfectly willing that 

ission shall be given for the withdrawal of that part of the report, 
and that this bill shall be considered upon its merits; but I would not 
be willing to take action based upon a report like that criticising the 
Commissioner of Pensions discourteously and wrongfully, when he did 
all that he could under the law, especially as I feel that I am as re- 
sponsible as anybody else for the failure of that law to provide fora 
proper rating of this pensioner. 

Iam willing to take my part of thatresponsibility, but lam unwilling 
to give any sort of sanction to such criticism as that contained in the 
Senate report (which has now become a House report) upon an officer 
who has discharged his whole duty. Therefore, sir, I hope the request 
of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL | will be granted, that 
the committee will be allowed to withdraw the report, and that we 
shall 9 5 777 the facts as they appear in the case. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I hope the report in this case will be withdrawn, 
and the motion of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 
adopted. I think that is the sense of the committee. 

Mr. NELSON. ‘To recommit the bill? I object to that. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I do not think we do justice to 


this report in speaking of it as a criticism of the Commissioner. It is 
a direct insult to one of the highest officers of the Government. I do 
not know, nor do I care, what Senator prepared the report. Iam as 


anxious to see this claimant receive what the committee seem to think 
is due him and what I believe this House feels is due him, and I do 
not see any necessity forany great delay in grantingit. We can agree 
that when the committee rises to-night this bill shall be recommitted 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back by them this 
evening, and acted upon by the House this evening. By adopting that 
course there will be no necessity for any postponement, or any risk as 
to the case losing its place upon the Calendar, and at the same time 
we shall avoid giving any countenance to this report. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I have no feeling about this matter so far 
as this ion is concerned; but I think a more serious question is in- 
volved than the simple question of a few days’ or afew weeks’ delay in 
considering his case, That this report ought to go back to the com- 
mittee seems to be conceded upon all hands. That the criticism con- 
tained in the report is discourteous, improper, not justified by the 
circumstancés connected with the case is admitted on all sides, and, 
Mr. Chairman, it is due to other pensioners having claims pending that 
such a report as this be not permitted to come into this House to preju- 
dice other pension claimants. f 

If this re stands—if the committee or any member insists on the 

standing without being referred back to the committee and their 
judgment returned that they do not approve of this unjustifiable cen- 
sure of the Commissioner of Pensions—it will certainly have a tendency 
to prejudice the cases of other pensioners whose claims ought not to be 
prejudiced in that way in this House. That this report has gotten in here 
through inadvertenee is, Ithink, manifest. In justice to ourselves, to the 
Commissioner, to the pensioner, and all other pensioners who are seek- 
ing to get bills through here, I think it proper that the report 
committed, and that the committee notonly refuse to adopt the Senate 
report, but actually censure a report which is so utterly without justi- 
fication in the facts of the case. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Chairman, I think there ought not to be any 
difficulty in this matter. Every member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions who has spoken here to-night agrees that the criticism passed 
upon the Commissioner of Pensions in this report of the Senate com- 
mittee is unjust; that it inflicts a gratuitous insult and a great wrong 
upon a faithful public officer. The acting chairman of the Committee 


on Invalid Pensions [Mr. CHIPMAN] agrees with me that this case ought 
to go back to the committee and that a new report should be made. 


I do not want to delay the granting of the pension to this applicant. 
Iwant to treat him fairly; Ido not want him condemned for what is 
the fault of somebody else. But I do want all this obnoxious matt®r 
to be expunged from this record. Ido want the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions set right before the American people. I do not want the House 
to adopt any legislation based upon a report which embraces an allega- 
tion that an officer whom we all know to be faithful in the discharge of 
his duty has neglected that duty. 

I do not care how soon this matter may come up; but I shall cer- 
tainly insist that the case be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, so that this report of the Senate committee may receive the 
disapproval which it deserves. 

Mr. WHEELER, The Committee of the Whole might rise now; 
the House might at once recommit the bill; and it might be repor 
back in a few moments. : 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, to insist on recommitting this bill 
is, as I have already suggested, standing too much on ceremony. It is 
doing injustice to the claims of a soldier in order te gratify a bit of 
sentiment in respect to the Commissioner of Pensions. I think this 
soldier should not be made to suffer in that way. While the Commis- 
sioner was undoubtedly right in this matter as a matter of law, I ask 
gentlemen to read the letter and say whether there is not in it some- 
thing that treats this applicant for a pension in a cavalier manner. 

Mr. TAULBEE. The gentleman from Minnesota should bear in 
mind what he is doubtless well aware of—that it would be utterly im- 
possible for the Commissioner of Pensions to read all the letters that 
isstfe from his office over his signature. 

Mr. MORRILL. He can not even sign them all. 

Mr. TAULBEE. As the gentleman suggests, the Commissioner can 
not even sign with his own hand all such letters, much less read them. 

Mr. NELSON. I have already conceded that the Commissioner is 
not to be blamed personally in this matter, 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention to the 
additional fact that in nine cases out of ten these letters are prepared 
and examined by persons who are not insympathy politically with the 
Commissioner of Pensions. Is that true or is it not? 

Mr, CHEADLE, I think it is not true. I believe the clerks im- 
mediately about him are men of his own party. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Butit should be remembered that the clerks im- 
mediately about him in the Pension Office are not the persons who pre- 
pare and examine these letters; possibly they never see them. 

Mr. NELSON. Assuming that these letters are written by Repub- 
lican or ‘‘ hold-over clerks’? who were connected with the last admin- 
istration—assuming that to be true, why all this *‘ fuss and feathers”? 
about this matter? 

Mr. TAULBEE. Because the Senate has brought this question up. 
I know of no person in sympathy politically with the Commissioner 
of Pensions who has been instrumental in the agitation of this ques- 
tion. We simply propose to stand by the proper administration of the 
Pension Office; and if blame is to be attached to anybody in conse- 
quence of the phraseology of that letter, let the blame rest where it 
ought to rest. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. NEL- 
Sox] insist on his right to the floor? 

Mr. NELSON. I insist on my right to the floor; but I am perfectly 
willing to yield to any gentleman for any question or statement. 1 
simply insist on behalf of this Union soldier that aſter the committee 
has agreed to withdraw this report, his case ought to go on. 

Mr. CARUTH. What right has the committee or any member of 
the committee to withdraw this report without the unanimous consent 
of the House? Will it not go into the permanent record as the report 
of the House committee? 

Mr. MORRILL. Oh, no; not if unanimously withdrawn. 

Mr. CARUTH. No individual member has a right to withdraw it. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. CARUTH] is so terribly anxious to make a fight upon a Union 
soldier, here is an old soldier who is ready for him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I quote from the act of August 4, 1886, as cited in 
the report: 

That from and after the passage of this act all persons on the pensjon-rolls 
and all persons hereafter granted a pension, who, while in the military or naval 
service of the United States, and in the line of duty * * shall have lost an 
arm at or above the elbow, or a leg at or above the knee, or been totally dis- 
abled in the same, shall receive a pension of $36 per month, 

That is the law as quoted in this report. Now, here is this letter of 
the Commissioner; and I want to call attention to its phraseology. 
While as a matter of law perhaps the Commissioner may be techni- 
cally right, I say that the tone of this letter addressed to an old soldier 
seeking an increase of pension is, to say the least, discourteous. 

Mr. CARUTH. Does the gentleman say that the Commissioner him- 
self wrote that letter? 

Mr. NELSON. Well, if it was written by a clerk without his knowl- 
edge, why all this fuss? If, on the other hand, the letter was written 
by the Commissioner, I say that he in his high position, drawing a 
pension of $100 a month and a salary of $5,000 a year, has no right to 
address a wounded Union soldier in this manner. 
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I want to read from this letter what is an insult to this old soldier, 
and it can not be got rid of by raising this tempestin a teapot. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 


EPARTMEST OF THE INTERIOR, PENSION OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 15, 1838. 


Sır: In your pension case above described you are advised that you are not 
entitled to an examination 3 an increase, as the evidence recently filed 
fails to show that you are so disabled by reason of gunshot wound of right 
shoulder that you can do no manual labor. 

It may be that you can do no manual labor with the wounded arm, but there 
is no reason given why you can do no work with the other hand and arm. 

If he can dono manual labor with the wounded arm, that is the lan- 
guage of the law and that is the spirit of the law. The spirit of the 
law was that if a man is disabled in one arm, or disabled to an extent 
equivalent to that, he is entitled to $36 a month. Yet this Commis- 
sioner writes to this old soldier that it may be he can not do any man- 
ual labor with the wounded arm, although he may be disabled from 
doing duty by using that arm, nevertheless it does not follow he is not 
able to do something with the other arm; and for that reason he would 
not grant him the humble privilege of going before an examining 
Is that your idea of courtesy? It is not mine. It is an insult on the 
part of the Commissioner to this old soldier which he had no right to 
indulge in. 

Ar. Car. Is that an insult for the Commissioner to say if you 
ean not work with one arm you may be able to work with the other ? 

Mr. NELSON. It may not be from one equal to another, but for a 
man ing the high position of Commissioner to use such language 
and to assign such reason for not granting the poor privilege to this old 
soldier of going before an examining board, it is an insult. It is not 
pepe nor just for the Commissioner to indulge in any such tone. 

8 . CARUTH. Is it an insult to say he may be able to work with 
the other arm? 

Mr. NELSON. If the gentleman wants to know it, I will say that 
if the Commissioner should address meas a private soldier in that way, 
if I were an applicant and had lost one arm, or was disabled in one 
arm in the late war, and he should tell me, Mr. NELSON, you may be 
disabled in your left arm, but there is no evidence you can not do 
manual labor with your right arm, and therefore I will not allow you 
to go before the examining board,“ by heavens and the eternal God I 
should consider it an insult, and should answer itas itdeserves. [Ap- 
plause.] Are you satisfied? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. CONGER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. ADAMS. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Which one? 

Mr. NELSON. I will yield to one or both. 

Mr. CONGER. I desire to call your attention to the last lines of the 
report of the examination made by the Commissioner’s own board 

Mr. ADAMS, That was my object. 

Mr. CONGER. In which they say— 


There appears to be no loss of sensation in hand or arm; there is almost com- 
plete loss of power, and great loss of motion, in the hand and the entire limb, 
o the extent that he can make no practical use of either, and in the opinion of 
the board, as it understands the term, there is total disability of the right hand 
and of the entire limb. 

As the report of the committee states: 


It is difficult to conceive a case coming more completely within the plain 
provisions of the act of August 4, 1888, which grants a pension of $35 a month 
to the soldier who, within its limitations, shall have lost an arm at or above 
the elbow, or been totally disabled in the same.” 


Take the law which gives a pension for an arm totally disabled; 
take this report of the examining board, made to the Commissioner, and 
it will be seen that he has not followed the law. No man can read the 
law and take that statement of the examining board and say that the 
Commissioner has followed the law. 

Mr. NELSON. The gentleman is correctand Iamimmensely obliged 
to him. I feel like a man at eamp-meeting. We read in the Holy 
Writ of how pions men were carried away by their emotions, and can 
it be expected, then, that we poor mortals in the Fiftieth Congress should 
not occasionally get excited? 

The gentleman from Kentucky standingin the face of this law, stand- 
ing in the face of the facts in this case, merely because the Senate com- 
mittee saw fit to criticise in their report the action of the Commissioner 
in view of his action in going contrary to the report of the examining 
board, and in this matter there is no doubt the conduct of the Com- 
missioner was susceptible of criticism on this account, I say the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky opposed the request of the gentleman from 
Kansas to withdraw this report. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. ; 

Mr. TAULBEE. Do you not know the letter of the Commissioner 
of Pensions as to the rating which he asks in the Pension Office, that 
the Commissioner’s decision as quoted in the letter read was not based 
on the report of the examining board of that office, but is in perfect eon- 
sistency with the rules of that office, the testimony being lay” in 
its nature, which word the gentleman from Minnesota did not read, 
but which he pretended to read to the House; that because it was 
“lay” in its nature the re-examination was unauthorized under the 


rules adopted and carried out for many years in the Pension Office? 
I wish the gentleman in answering that weuld state why he omitted 
to read that portion of the report and attempted to create the impres- 
sion upon the committee that the letter of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions was based on the certificate of the examining board in the Pension 
Office. 

Mr. NELSON. I yield now so much time as he may want to the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CHEADLE]. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Ishall only want two or three minutes. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I would like first to hear an explanation of the 
gentleman as to why he left out a portion of that report. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to answer the gentleman from Kentucky 
this: In the first place, the whole report has been read, and I did not 
undertake to read the whole report myself, but only to call attention 
to the substance of it, to which I wished to address my remarks. The 
report is already public property and before the Héuse. In the next 
place, the private pension bills are passed here upon the theory that 
because of some technicality, because of some Japse in the law, or some 
missing link in the chain of evidence necessary to complete the claim 
it can not come within the strict meaning of the law, and hence the 
applicant must apply before this forum for relief; and if there ever 
was a case where the applicant should come and fairly ask relief, with 
the belief that it would be granted, this is just such a case. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Now will the gentleman indulge me fora moment? 

Mr. NELSON, For a question; but if the gentleman wants to make 
2 speech he must take his own time. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Very well; I will take my own time. 

Mr. NELSON. If the gentleman wants simply to ask a question I 
do not object. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wanted to ask a question which the gentleman 
might construe as a speech, for it is in part a reiteration of my former 
question slightly enlarged. 

Mr. NELSON. Very well; I shall be glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to say that it is not competent for the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota to answer my interrogatory by saying that he 
did not read all of the report. He left out in the reading a part of that 
report, and a very essential part—one word, and one word only; but 
which word singularly enough absolutely changes the entire meaning 
of the letter in which it is embodied, and hence affects the whole re- 
port. Now I ask the gentleman the reason for that omission; and he 
attempts to evade the question by saying that the report is public 

roperty. > 
x Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman yield to me now? 

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Mr. Chairman, I think thereis enongh in this case 
for us not to lose our temper and get outof humor in regard to it; and 
I want to say in the spirit of the greatest charity to the gentleman from 
Kentucky that the answer to the question submitted by him to the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota is contained in the report itself. 

This man was examined, as the report shows, for an increase of his 
pason by the-board of medical examiners; and the report was made 

y the board of the Pension Department, which is embodied in the com- 
mittee’s report also; and notwithstanding the fact that this report of 
the medical board states that there isa total disability of the right hand 
and of the entire limb, no increase was granted to the pensioner, and 
then subsequently—— 

Mr. TAULBEE. Ido not presume the gentleman wants to be mis- 
understood by the committee, or to misunderstand the facts of the case 
himself. If he will reread the report he will find that the Commissioner 
of Pensions denies the claim for an examination which the pensioner 
seeks because the lay evidence filed in support of it does not show the 
disabled condition claimed, and on that very letter denying the exami- 
we the Senate committee makes the criticism of which complaintis 
made. A 

How can it be that the criticism is just when the examination has 
been had, and the report of that board is final, and the Commissioner 
acts upo it? If, then, the gentleman will examine again he will find 
that the examination is one that was had prior to the writing of the 
letter and upon which the Commissioner acted; and the p of that 
letter is to deny the examination, which the rules of the Pension Office 
and the circumstances did not justify or warrant. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Let me say this to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
that he will find on an examination of this report that the act under which 
this man is pensioned is set forth in the report, and provides that any 
person on the pension-rolls, or person hereafter granted a pension, who 
was in the military or nayal service and in the line of duty, and who, 
in the language of the law 


shall have lost an arm at or above the elbow, or leg at or above the knee, or 
have been totally disabled in the same, shall receive a pension of $36 per month, 


Now on the 27th day of April, 1887, a medical board of the Pension 
Department submitted a report, which it is not necessary to read in 
full, but the conclusion is in the following words: 


and in the opinion of the boa 
bility of the right hand and of the entire limb. 
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Subeequently thereto, when this increase was not granted, it is true 
the petitioner submitted lay evidence; but the point the committee of 
the Senate make is that under the finding and the report made by the 
medical board of the Pension Department there would be no question 
of fact that the pensioner is entitled to the rating of $36 a month, and 
because of the fact that on the 15th day of February, 1888, that is 
after the medical board of the Pension Department found he was totally 
disabled in the arm, and notwithstanding that there had been filed 
other lay evidence that he was totally disabled in the arm, and still 
the increase was refused, then this letter referred to here was written, 
and it was because of that fact that the report was couched in this 
language. 

Mr. Chairman, I am very free to admit that there is not full and 
proper courtesy of expression in the report, such as there should be, 
and yet I want tg state the fact that there is perfect heartlessness in the 
ratings of pensions under the law. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I agree with you. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. And I agree with you. 

Mr. CHEADLE. And I say that it is only just that the attention 
of the country should be called to the fact that there is a perfect and 
utter disregard of the ratings under the law. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Where do you locate the heartlessness? 

Mr. CHEADLE. In the fact that when the medical board says a 
man is totally disabled, I say to this committee and the country that 
there ought to be but one thing for the Department to do, and that is 
to obey the law. When it does not, it is open to the criticism I have 
made. 


Mr. STRUBLE. Where does the responsibility lie? 

Mr. CHEADLE. It lies in the Pension Department. I want to say 
a word more. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Wil the gentleman allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I agree with the gentleman there is heartlessness; 


but in my judgment the heartlessness is in the law. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Itis not always in the law; it is in the utter dis- 
regard of the law. The Commissioner of Pensions himself draws a pen- 
sion of $100 a month for physical disability, and in addition thereto this 
House accorded him a salary of $1,000 a year more than was authorized 
by law. The officers of a government by the people and for the people 
ought to be at least liberal in their construction of the laws of the land. 

There are one hundred thousand pensioners of the number who are 
on the rolls to-day, as my colleague stated the other day, rated at from 
3} cents to 13 cents a day. This is a land flowing with milk and 
honey, and its Treasury is groaning beneath its weight of gold and sil- 
ver, and the laws of the land, if liberally and faithfully construed, 
would have given this applicant $36 a month and kept this case out 
of the House. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CHEADLE. Yes, sir. 

Mr, TAULBEE. Of theseone hundred thousand volunteers of whose 
rating the gentleman complains, I would be glad to have him state 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to interrupt this discussion. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I desire to ask just one question. 

Mr. NELSON. I understand the gentleman from Kentucky in- 
tends to make the point of no quorum on this bill. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Not I. s 

Mr. NELSON. I mean the gentleman’s colleague [Mr. CARUTH]. 

Mr. CARUTH. Isay so long as we have this report, with these re- 
flections upon a public officer, I do not propose to allow this bill to 
pass without my protest. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the gentleman intend to insist upon a quorum? 

Mr. CARUTH. I say that without a quorum it shall not pass. 

Mr. NELSON. Do you mean to call a quorum? 
` Mr. CARUTH. I do. 

Mr. NELSON. Under those circumstances, as there are other sol- 
diers whose cases are on the Calendar and other gentlemen who have 
bills for soldiers which they desire to have passed upon, I am unwill- 
ing to stand in the way of those soldiers. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Minnesota yield to me for 
a moment? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. I wish to say that Ido not think the dignity of 
the Commissioner of Pensions if he were here present and could speak 
would demand the call of a quorum as against the sense of the House 
or the call of a quorum as against the sense of a majority of the mem- 

bers present. I do not think he would consider that necessary to vin- 
dicate his dignity. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from 
Minnesota yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORD. Idesire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FORD. What s the regular order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Minnesota has the floor and 
is entitled to yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
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Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I rise for the perp of sug- 
gesting if the gentleman will agree to recommit this bill 

Mr. NELSON. That suggestion has been made before. 

Mr. ADAMS. I ask the gentleman from Minnesota to yield te me. 

Mr. NELSON, I yield to the gentleman from Illinois five minutes, 

Mr. ADAMS. When I read in the report the letter of the Commis- 
sioner I was struck by the word lay,“ which I did not entirely un- 
derstand at the time. I turned to the report and was informed that 
that expression referred to the testimony of neighbors and friends. 
But I wish the gentleman from Kentucky would take notice that the 
board of medical examiners had given the decision that this case came 
within the law; and in this report it is stated that this testimony, 
which is sufficient and ample, is supplemented by the evidence of 
mere neighbors and friends. To my mind the case comes very clearly 
within the law. 

I object to a withdrawal of the report or a withdrawal of the bill. 
I do think we ought to guard ourselves against admitting the princi- 
ple that a committee of either House of Congress has not the right to 
criticise an executive officer for a plain mistake or neglect of duty. 

There is no question that the board of examiners did bring the case 
within the law. There is no question, in my mind, that when the 
Commissioner used that word lay, intimating that the evidence was 
not the evidence of the medical board, as I understand it, he did over- 
look what had taken place in his office. There is no question, in my 
mind, therefore, that he is in some form, and in some phrase amenable 
to cxiticism by either House of Congress that first takes cognizance of 
his action. > 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Will the gentleman permit m 

Mr. ADAMS. Allow me to finish this point. The only question is, 
whether we shall, by our action, admit the theory that the House of 
Representatives or the other legislative body of Congress ought not to 
notice a clear dereliction of duty on the part of an executive officer. I 
am willing to admit there should be a certain decorum of language in 
all such criticisms, but that it should not be criticised and severely 
criticised, I shall never admit. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. ‘The gentleman says he thinks the House 
ought to reserve the right to criticise a public officer, and so do I; but 
does the gentleman think this fair criticism: This impertinent com- 
munication?” Does the gentleman think that is fair and parliament- 
ary criticism when applied to the chief of any division ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me call the gentleman’s attention to the language 
which appears previous to that in the report, and I did not learn from 
the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUrn] which particular phrase 
he objected to. 

The committee criticised the Commissioner in this way: 

It is difficult to conceive a case Mga OTe completely within the pla‘n pro- 
visions of the act of August 4, 1885, which grants a pension of $36 a month to the 
soldier who, within its limitations, “shall have lost an arm at or above the el- 
bow,” “ or been totally disabled in the same; ” and it is still more difileult to con- 
ceive the indifference or the audacity of the official who, when the pensioner, 
having fruitlessly furnished the complete evidence above asks the priv- 


ive 
ilege of further examination to substantiate his claims, is Enid such privilege 
in the terms and for the reason following. 


Now, I will admit that there should be a certain degree of decorum 
in all such matters, but I have not been informed either by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH], or anybody else, exactly what rules 
should be used in a report of Congress criticising an executive officer. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Is it nota fact that if, as you have stated, the med- 
ical board 

Mr. ADAMS. I have stated my impression. I have not pretended 
to perfect knowledge of the subject. 

Mr. TAULBEE. If it is true that the medical board of the Pension 
Office has rated this claimant at $36 per month, is it not a fact that even 
though the Commissioner of Pensions should refuse to place him on 
the roll at that rate, it is perfectly competent for the claimant to ap- 
peal to the Secretary of the Interior, whose duty it then becomes to 
take such jurisdiction of the matter on appeal as the Commissioner of 
Pensions originally had? And is it not true that that remedy has 
never been sought by this claimant? 

Mr. ADAMS. Will the gentleman answer a question in his turn? 

Mr. TAULBEE. If I can; but ask me an easy one. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. ADAMS. Admitting that it is the right of the claimant to ap- 
peal, and even thatin one sense it is his duty to appeal, yet if the medi- 
cal board did bring his case clearly within the law, and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions in his letter to the claimant clearly ignored that rul- 
ing, is not the Commissioner subject to criticism in some form? And 
does the fact that the soldier has the right to appeal take away from a 
committee of Congress the right to criticise the Commissioner? 

Mr. TAULBEE. I will answer that question by stating -—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] has expired. 

Mr. NELSON. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish the gentleman would yield to me to answer 
the question of the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. NELSON. I have not the time. I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] to make a request, and then we will end this 
discussion, 


Y 
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Mr, TAULBEE. Iwould like to answer the question of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. ADAMS], but, not having the time, I of course 
submit to the rule. 

Mr. MORRILL. It is very evident, Mr. Chairman, that we are wast- 
ing valuable time in this discussion and that we are accomplishing no 
good either for the soldiers of the country or for the Commissioner ot 
Pensions. The request I desire to make is for unanimous consent that 
this report shall not be printed in the RECORD, and that all of this dis- 
cussion which has taken place in regard to it shall also be withheld, so 
as to leave the matter as if the report had not been made, and then 
that the bill shall be considered upon a brief statement of the case 
which I will make. I think that ought to be satisfactory to all par- 
ties. It will let us out of this dilemma and let us go on with the 
regular business of the evening. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 
agree to that? 

Mr. CARUTH. No, sir. 

Mr. MORRILL, Why not? It is better for all concerned. 

Mr. CARUTH. I will tell you why. This report is the report of a 
committee of this House. I will state what I want in this case and 
what I propose to stand by, not only now, but hereafter when the case 
comes up for consideration. That is that there shall be a report from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions of this House withdrawing the 
language of this report, which I consider to be an insult to the Com- 
missioner of Pensions. So long as that language remains unwithdrawn 
80 long shall I fight this case. = 

Mr. MORRIL Then I ask unanimous consent to withdraw the 
report. 

Mr. CARUTH. The gentleman can take a vote of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions and bring in a proper report here and I will not 
object to the passage of this soldier’s claim. 

Mr. MORRILL. That seems to be standing on a technicality. 

Mr. CARUTH. It is not standing on a technicality. It is standing 
on right and on justice to a distinguished and faithful public officer. 

Mr. NELSON. I yield one minute to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon]. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to see whether I understand this case. I 
gather the facts to be that it is admitted upon all hands that it is the 
case of a soldier of the late war, honorably discharged and under the 
law probably, and in God’s chancery actually, entitled to the relief 
proposed to be given by this bill. 

Mr. CARUTH. If the gentleman will excuse me, I do not admit 
that proposition. I would like to have the record examined. 

Mr. CANNON. I understand that it has been examined. 

I understood it to be admitted, and it is so claimed on this side. But 
the gentleman says that this case shall not pass until some language in 
a report which he thinks reflects upon the dignity of the Commissioner 
of Pensions is modified by the committee. In the mean time the mer- 
its of the case are thrown aside and the soldier, who is entitled to this 
relief and to whom but for this criticism the relief would be granted, 
goes without the relief. Ifthe gentleman wants to insist on that posi- 
tion, well and good. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam unwilling, Mr. Chairman, to take up further 
the time of the committee, so I move 

The CHAIRMAN. There is a motion pending. 

Mr. NELSON, What is it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] 
will please state his motion. 2 

Mr. CARUTH. My motion is that this bill be laid aside, to be re- 
ported to the House with a recommendation that it be recommitted to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to lose its place on the Calen- 
dar. 

Mr. NELSON. I object. That report, for the gentleman’s satis- 
faction, will be printed in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield the floor? 

Mr. NELSON. I withdraw the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The bill is properly before the Committee of 
the Whole under the order. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. ‘The gentleman can not withdraw the bill; he is 
not on the committee. 

Mr. NELSON. I then call the attention of the gentleman and the 
Chair to the fact that the motion to recommit is not debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is in error. 
The motion is that the bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. WHEELER addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield the 
floor? e 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, I yield the floor. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELSON] does great injustice to the gentlemen on this side of the 
House when he intimates—I might say asserts—that we are unwilling 
to pass the bill which allows a pension to the soldier whose case is now 
being considered. 


The gentleman will remember that when it became apparent thatthe 
dignity of the House demanded that the improper language should be 
eliminated before action was had upon the report I nrged that the com- 
mittee should immediately rise and report the bill to the House with 
the recommendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, coupled with the request that said committee should 


immediately report it back, and that the bill should not lose its place 


on the Calendar. 

I also called attention to the fact that a quorum of that Committee 
on Invalid Pensions was present, and they could make the report almost 
instantly, so that scarcely a minute would be occupied in the entire 
proceedings, and the bill could have been passed in half the time 
which has been consumed by the speech which he has made, and in 
which he will admit he has indulged in reflections from which he might 
with great propriety have abstained. Butas the gentleman from Min- 
nesota [Mr. NELSON] and other gentlemen have spoken on the bill 
some insisting that the language in the report Was entirely proper, 
some endeavoring to justify the objectionable wording of the report, 
and some having gone out of their way to criticise the distinguish 
soldier, General Black, who for three years has efficiently discharged 
the duties of Commissioner of Pensions—it has become necessary for 
us to examine the facts and circumstances which have brought, about 
this unfortunate episode. 

It seems to be admitted that the letter to the claimant was written 
by a clerk who is not in political sympathy with the Commissioner, 
General Black; that this letter, together with thousands of others, were 
placed before another clerk who with a stamp affixed General Black’s 
name thereto, and that General Black never did, and in the nature of 
things, never could have seen the letter. 

I presume every member of Congress knows that it is impossible for 
the Commissioner of Pensions to give his personal attention to this class 
of correspondence. To show the utter impossibility of the Commis- 
sioner signing these letters, I will state that I am informed that from 
3,000 to 8,000 such communications leave the Pension Office every 
day. 

Now, with these well-known and well-established facts before us, 
we are confronted with a report which sets out the letter to the claim- 
ant so as to convey the impression that the letter was written by and 
signed by the Commissioner in person, and that the verbiage was the 
language of his choice. 

The report shows upon its face that the House committee adopted 
the Senate report, and the acting chairman, the distinguished gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN], states that the objectionable lan- 
guage escaped the attention of the members of his committee, and he 
asks that the report be recommitted, so that a proper report may be 
prepared and submitted to the House. This is all that any man on his 
side of the House demands, and they will lend all possible aid in hasten- 
ing this action. 

Could any one ask us to do more for the pensioner, and would it be 
proper for us to do less than that to preserve the dignity of this House? 
Ought the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CHIPMAN] do less than he 
proposes in preserving the dignity of his committee? 

What is the language which some gentlemen call“ mere criticism?” 
No one can deny but that the gentleman who is responsible for the re- 
port knew that, under all the circumstances of the case, General Black 
never could have seen the letter, and yet, immediately following the 
letter purporting to be signed by General Black, he proceeds to char- 
acterize it in these words: 

In this impertinent communication to this crippled soldier. 

Will any gentleman say that such language is in keeping with the 
decorum which should govern Congress in referring to the action of 
prominent officials? 

He then says: 


The Commissioner fails to give any reason why he presumes to restrict and 
neem inoperative the plain provision of the law enacted for this soldier’s ben- 


t. 

The report then proceeds to say that— 

No justifying reason can be given. 

In other words, without any grounds or any evidence to justify it, 
he makes a grave charge against the official integrity of the Commis- 
sioner. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 
What is the question before the committee ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The question pending is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] to lay the bill aside to be re- 
ported to the House with the recommendation that it be recommitted 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Does the Chair entertain debate on that propo- 
sition? 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that debate is in order, 

Mr. WHEELER. It is stated by the acting chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions [Mr. CHIPMAN] that that report was 
adopted inadvertently, and he asks permission to have the report re- 
committed, because it is due to the dignity of the Commissioner and 
the dignity of this House that it be done. 
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Some gentlemen say there is nothing impertinent in this report made 
by a Republican committee of the Senate. 

Mr. LIND. May Lask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. WHEELER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LIND. Is it not a fact that the chiefs of division in the Pension 
Ofiice are in harmony with the Administration? 

Mr. TAULBEE. No, sir. z 

Mr. WHEELER. Someareandsome are not. It is stated and ad- 
mitted by many gentlemen who are better informed of the facts than 
Iam—and I am pretty well informed—that the clerks in the Pension 
Office who prepare these letters are very few of them in harmony polit- 
ically, with the Commissioner of Pensions, This case comes from what 
is called the middle division. I am told that all the clerks and all 
the chiefs of sections in that division belong toa political party not in 
harmony with the administration. 

Mr. LIND. Is it not a rule in all the Departments that every letter 
written by an inferior clerk is read and approved by the chief of the di- 
vision, and his initials marked in the corner of the letter before it is 
allowed to be placed before the head of the Department for his signa- 
tare? . 

Mr. WHEELER. That may be the fact with regard to other De- 

ts, but the gentleman knows that Commissioner Black has 

one more business since his accession to this office than any Commis- 

sioner who ever preceded him, and, besides, Iam informed that the 

chief of the middle division also belongs to a party not in harmony with 
the administration. z 

Mr. LIND. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. WHEELER. He has granted more pensions and done more for 
the soldiers than any Commissioner who ever held the office. The re- 

ts show that he has allowed some 56,000 more pension claims since 

e has been in office than any of his predecessors allowed in the same 
length of time. 

Would gentlemen have a Commissioner who has supervised and di- 
rected this phenomenal amount of work forced to read and sign his 
name to each one of the thousands of letters sent out from his office 
every day? i 

Now, I say placing such a letter as that in a report coming before this 
House as though written by himself, and then criticising it as it has 
been criticised, is neither right nor proper to this officer; nor is it in 
harmony with the dignity and decorum of the House of Representa- 
tives. 

But to return to the objectionable language of the report. After 
stating what the maker of the report asserts the law to he, it proceeds 
in these words: 

The Commissioner assumes the prerogative of disregarding the law in its ap- 
plication to a tso clear that it can receive no elucidation by argument or 
statement of ; and in thus refusing to give the pensioner the rating to which 
the law entitles him the Commissioner is guilty of an inexcusable violation of 
its requirements. 

This is a direct and unequivocal allegation that the Commissioner 
has been guilty of an inexcusable violation of the requirements of the 
law. That is a direct charge against one of the highest officers of the 
Government that he hag been guilty of an offense which is character- 
ized as an inexcusable violation of the law. 

Some gentlemen say it will obviate all objections if it be stricken out; 
but this has gone on the records of the House, and it can not be stricken 
out. Itis a report coming from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
All the House asks is that the reports which are submitted to it for its 


action shall be proper, dignified, and worthy of the House of Repre- 


sentatives. That is all this House asks, They will be glad to be able 
to give the crippled soldier his pension, but it must be donein a regu- 
lar and proper way. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WHEELER. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. Does the gentleman from Alabama propose to allow 
the dignity of this Democratic official at the head of the Pension Office 
to stand between the gratitude of the people of the United States and 
this crippled soldier? 

Mr. ELER. No, sir; and no one here proposes to do so, 

Mr. NELSON. Is he above criticism? Is he the sacred white ele- 
phant? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. No, he is not above criticism. He is not above 
censure, nor does he desire to be so considered; but it is neither right 
nor proper nor just to him or to this House that such imputations as 
deface this report should beindulgedinagainsthim. Toallowanysuch 
report to remain upon record would be adereliction of duty on our part. 
For one I would not consent to it. 

Mr. NELSON. But we will not consent to the old Union soldiers 
of the country being rebuked in the way they have been attempted to 
be in this matter. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentleman knows that in making the state- 
ment he does the gentlemen on this side of the House very great in- 
justice. He is fully aware of the fact that those on this side of the 
Housein sympathy with the Commissioner would be glad to pass this 
bill. All they ask is to have the matter presented in the regular and 


proper way. Wedo not want a report to be brought in this House 
containing charges which are equally uncalled for and unjust. 

That is all we ask, that this officer shall not be insulted in this man- 
ner. If necessary I will move the committee rise so that the report 
may be recommitted to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, so thatthe 
matter may be again reported to the House and we can pass the bill 
to-night. When the committee rises and we get into the Houso we 
can recommit this matter to the committee for immediate action, and 
if I can do so I will move to amend the motion of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. But as the gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] de- 
sires it, I will now yield him two minutes of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman move that the committes 
rise ? 

Mr. WHEELER. I will withdraw that motion, and yield a minute 
to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I hope now, in the interest of peace and the sav- 
ing of time, the report will be recommitted, as seems to be the desire 
on the other side. 

I do not see that anybody is going to alter his position, or that any- 
body here is going to gain anything, by taking the other course. 

If this committee has reflected upon the Commissioner of Pensions 
it is a Democratic committee, and a majority of his own party have 
sanctioned the reflection. I can not see, therefore, why there should 
be any division of party on this question. I do not see why the Re- 
publicans should interfere in this matter where a Democratic commit- 
tee has sanctioned this report. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHEELER. I will yield another minute to the gentleman if 
he desires it, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. A few moments longer. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. If I can be recognized I will yield five minutes to 
the gentleman from Maine, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama has the floor, 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CARUTH. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Yes, if it is not a hard one. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CARUTH. Was it not a Republican memberof the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions who made the report to the committee in this 
case? - 

Mr. RYAN. It is the unanimous report of the committee. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Ido not know whether it is made by a Repub- 
lican or a Democrat; but I will agrée, if the gentleman wants me to do 
so, that it was a Republican. As I understand it the reports that come 
from that committee have to be authorized by the committee as a 
whole; and I do not presume that any member of any committee of this 
House would make a report to the House that was not authorized by 
the committee. 

I have been informed, although I do not know personally whether 
that is correct or not, that this is the unanimous report of the com- 
mittee. 

What I was about to say, however, is this: That I can not see the 
least reason in the world why there should be the slightest partisan 
feeling, which seems to have cropped out on this question. 

If a Democratic committee of this House has made such reflections 
upon a Democratic official as areimprorer, I do not see why we should 
grieve over it. 

I do not see, I repeat, why there should be any division here at all 
on such a question; and I hope that my friend from Minnesota [Mr. 
NELSON] will accept the proposition of the gentleman from Kentucky 
to let the bill be recommitted and a new report made to the House. 

Mr. WHEELER, I now yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. SPRINGER]. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL] who submitted this report to the House from the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions has stated his desire to withdraw it, and I 
think he should he permitted to do so. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. He has no right to doso. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The report is no part of this bill. It is the ar- 
gument of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in support of its action 
in recommending the passage of the bill. If recommitted to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, it will be the duty of the committee to 
report itagain; and they should give their reasons for the action they 
recommend, and in language that would not be objectionable, as the 
gentleman has indicated his desire to do. 

I hope that will be done, but before that action is taken I desire to 
call the attention of gentlemen on the other side to the fact that this 
report is entirely inadmissible in a parliamentary sense, and ought not 
to have come into this House. I hope it was the resultof inadvertence 
on the part of the gentleman who made the report, as I believe it was, 
It was certainly a manifest injustice to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. That committee can not be, and should not be, held responsible 
for the language of the report. The gentleman from Maine seems to 
assume that these reports are all authorized by the committee. 

The factis, as he well knows, that the committee authorizes the mem- 
ber to submit the report for a certain amount. That is agreed to by 


the committee, and the gentleman having charge of the case—— 
` 


1888. 
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Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman permit me—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now; I will complete my statement. The 
gentleman having charge of the case prepares the argument on it and 
brings it in here. That is the course bf all the committees of this 
House, and the Committee on Invalid Pensions can not be held re- 
sponsible for the particular argument which the gentleman supporting 
this case has submitted. That is my observation in all cases. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. SPRINGER. Yes, sir; for information. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Does not the gentleman know, because he has 
been in Congress longer than I have and ought to know, that no mem- 
ber of a committee can make a report to this House without being au- 
thorized by his committee? 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman has asked me a question which 
he can answer as well as I can. Ihad stated that before, and the gen- 
tleman if he had been paying attention to what I was saying would not 
have desired to ask this question. I stated the committee authorized 
the fact to be submitted and the amount to be allowed—— 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But the committee is responsible for every report 
submitted. 

Mr. SPRINGER. And that the argument was supplied by the gen- 
tleman having charge of the case. The gentleman knows that is the 
practice in the House, and it was not necessary for him to interrupt me. 

The report in which this objectionable Janguage occurs is a Senate 
report; and as submitted to that body it was, I may say withont be- 
ing unparliamentary, in the language of the report itself, *‘imperti- 
nent.“ [Cries of Vote!” ‘‘Vote!??] Gentlemen will pardon me. I 
think this is the first time this session that I have addressed the com- 
mittee in regard to pension cases. I desire to address myself to this ease, 
and am serious about it, 

Gentlemen know well enough, every one who has had any experi- 
ence with the Pension Office, that the number of letters from that office 
in a day goes into the thousand frequently, and it is utterly impossi- 
ble for the Commissioner of Pensions to know the contents of the va- 
rious letters that go out of thatoflice. Gentlemen know, also, that cases 
based on rulings of officers of the Department come up to the Commis- 
sioner in a perfunctory way, and his name is signed by a stamp. 

It is well known that it is impossible for the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to understand the rulings upon all these cases. They come up 
from those constituted to make these reports, and his signing of them is 
merely official and perfunctory. 

Now, who are the gentlemen in this office who make these decisions 
under the civil-service policy which has been adopted by this Govern- 
ment, and which has been carried out faithfully by this Administration? 
[Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. STRUBLE. Now, you break us up! 

Mr. SPRINGER. The gentleman will please be seated. I hope to 
wake you up. Of the officers in the Pension Office, more than 75 per 
cent. are Republicans, and were there when Commissioner Black took 
possession of the office; and under the civil-service system the Secretary 
of the Interior could turn every one of them out. 

A MEMBER. He could not get along without them. 

Mr. SPRINGER, That is the old cry. There was a similar cry 
three years ago last fall, that we could not run this Government, We 
have proved we can. It is running well, and will continue in the 
ra uang for the next four years. [Applause on the Democratic 

e, 

Under this policy these gentlemen have been retained in the Pension 
Office when thousands of Democrats all over the country were fully 
competent and perfectly willing to take these places. 

If there is any blame to be attributed to General Black it is that the 
subordinates in his office, who appear from this report to be incompe- 
tent, ought to have been removed long ago and competent Democrats put 
in their places. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will my colleague yield to me—— 

Mr. SPRINGER. Not now, but later. ' 

This letter, about which so much has been said, which seemed so im- 
pertinent to the Senate committee, was a ruling in rather forcible lan- 
guage to the effect that the claimant was receiving all the pension to 
which he was entitled. He was not denied an examination, but a re- 
examination. He had already had the examination provided by law. 
The report of that examination is set forth in this report. So it is not 
a case of denying him a hearing and examination. But he asked the 
re-examination of the case when no new evidence was brought forth to 
supportit. That is all there is to it. 

Now, if Lhad been writing the letter, orif the honorable gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL] who brought in this report (a gentle- 
‘man who is always amiable) had been writing it, either of us would 
perhaps have used several more polite phrases than are found in this 
letter; but we would have said substantially the same thing. There 
is really no ground of offense in the letter, and I hold that gentlemen 
are not justified, that this body is not justified, that the Senate is not 
justified in adopting such language toward a judicial officerasis found 
in this report, . 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, can not we haves vote without any 
more talk on this subject? 

Mr. CHIPMAN was recognized, and yielded to Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, it does seem to me that the dis- 
cussion of this question has proceeded to suficient length. The inter- 
ests of other soldiers are to be considered and ought to be considered by 
this committee. Speaking frankly and candidly, I think there is 
nothing here but that can be easily explained and harmonized with 
proper respect to the Commissioner, to the Senate, and to the House of 
Representatives. Ido not agree with some gentlemen who appear to 
find language that they esteem discourteous in the letter of the Com- 
missioner to this claimant. 

Asa matter of fact, however, I donot imagine that the Commissioner 
ever saw that letter. Weall understand that such letters are prepared 
by the clerks in the Pension Bureau, and that it is impossible for the 
Commissioner to have personal knowledge of the contents of all of them, 
But assuming that this is the letter of some clerk, I do not believe it 
warrants the criticism that has been made upon it by the Senate com- 
mittee. But, Mr, Chairman, what is the situation here? 

This is now the report, not of the Senate committee, but of a com- 
mittee of our own body, presented by one of our most estimable mem- 
bers, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MORRILL], who, in my opinion, 
is incapable of intentionally doing an injury or an injustice to any 
whether in public or in private life. I do not believe that the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions intended to reflect improperly upon any- 
body. In other words, I think there is an entire absence of intention 
to wound or to offend anybody, except as it may appear in the report 
of the Senate committee, and of that I shall not speak. 

So far as we are concerned here, I do not think there has been any 
intention to injureor to offendanybody. I do not believe there has been 
any intention, so far as this body is concerned, to reflect harshly upon 
the Commissioner of Pensions or unduly or unnecessarily to criticise him, 
and yet I think that the language of this report is not quite courteous, 
Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in the interest of harmony, and in the interest 
of other pension bills that await consideration, I suggest that this case 
be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, the bill not to 
lose its place on the Calendar, and that the committee return it to the 
House with another report. I think this suggestion, if adopted, will 
settle this matter, and I ask unanimous consent that the bill take that 
course. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say this, that in all this 
debate there is one party who has been lost sight of; that is the soldier 
who wants this pension. I was perfectly astounded when my friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON], a gentleman whom I consider without 
a peer intellectually in this Congress, stood up here and made the re- 
mark which he did. 

The remark made by my legal friend from Ilinois [Mr. ADAMS] did 
not astonish me. I have seen men and I have seen men. [Laughter.] 
But that my friend from Minnesota should forget the soldier and think 
only of making a political point did astound me. It paralyzed me. 
[Laughter.] Heis a man from whom I expect great things; greatthings 
in the enfranchisement of our trade and commerce; great thingsin favor 
of our great West; and I must say that after what took place here to- 
day, when we set up the chaplet of fame, the tribute of a country’s 
gratitude and love, as the last thing upon which the eyes of that great 
hero who now lies dying may look upon, it astounded me that to-night 
any diseusion, any irritation, any difference, should arise here upon 
the rights of the soldier. 

Remember that General Sheridan lies dying, and remember that the 
day will come when General Black will lie dying. 

Mr. NELSON. What about Casamer, this soldier? 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Isay give this man his pension. 

Mr. NELSON. Let us give it to him to-night. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I say give it to him to-night. Ido not care about 
this matter. General Black is so high, so good, so noble, that this re- 
port, which was not made by the majority of the committee or by the 
Democrats of the committee, will do him no harm. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. Give him his pension now. 
But why stop to spit venom on General Black? The day will come 
when you will be ashamed of your course in this matter. The day 
will come when you will stand over this man’s tomb and pronounce 
eulogies on him. 

Gentlemen, let us put this bill through. Do not take this soldier, 
who deserves a pension, and throw him back and forth in your political 
pane to be ground and destroyed. Let us give him his pension to- 
night. 

Mr. WHEELER. I now yield to the gentleman from Tennessce 
[Mr. WASHINGTON]. 

Mr, GUENTHER. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHING- 


I will vote for it. 


TON] has been recognized. 
Mr. GUENTHER. I wish to know what has become of the request 
for unanimous consent. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The request has never been stated, because the 
gentleman from Michigan took the floor. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I thought it had been stated. Can it not be 
stated now? Mr. Chairman [Mr. Dockery in the chair], I renew the 
request that you made when on the floor. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, The request, which will be stated when the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee yields the floor, was that the bill with the re- 

rt be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, not to lose 

ts place on the Cglendar, and that the committee submit another re- 
port in lieu of the one now before the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Before that question is put to a vote, I wish 
to state as a Democratic member of this House, and from what I have 
seen here, that there is no disposition among my brethren on this side 
to fail in doing justice to the soldier. 

A MEMBER on the Republican side. We know all about that. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yon may talk as much as you please; but the 
remark is true. Ithink we proved it pretty conclusively the other day 
when we passed one bill appropriating over $80,000,000 for pensions for 
the next fiscal year. But be that as it may, while the present bill is 
before us I want to enter my protest against its passage, evenif the ob- 
jectionable language which has been used in criticizing the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions be striken from the report. My reason for objecting 
to the passage of the bill is that this soldier has already had his pen- 
sion under the law increased two or three times; and, as this report 
states, he is still entitled under the law, if he can prove a certain amount 
of disability, to a pension of $36 a month, which can be granted to 
him by the Commissioner of Pensions upon an examination by a proper 
medical board. 

Now, if I understand anything-abont our special pension legislation, 
it is the intention that Congress should act specially on such cases only 
as are not provided for by general law. This case is provided for by 
Jaw. This man has his opportunity under the law to have his pension 
in to $36 per month. I say let him go to the Commissioner or 
Pensions and file his proof; let him go before a of medical exam- 
iners; and let his case not be decided here on one-sided testimony or 
upon a sentimentality. j 

Mr. STRUBLE. Does not the gentleman understand that this man’s 
case has already been presented in the Pension Office, and that the 
Commissioner has denied his application? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ido; but that does not put him outside ot 
the law; that does not make this a special case. We had a similar 
case here one week ago—a case which came from this side of the House; 
and we did not find the members on the other side boiling over with 
enthusiasm to override the Commissioner and pass the bill. 

Mr. STRUBLE, In view of a long line of precedents in this and 
prior Congresses, was not this claimant entitled to come here and ask 


for Congressional action? 
While the general law upon the statute-book 


Mr. WASHINGTON, 
allows him an increase? 

Mr. STRUBLE. But his application has been denied at the Pen- 
sion Office. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let him go and perfect his proof. 

Mr. SrRUBLE. A board of medical examiners has already declared 
him entitled to the increase. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, But in the face of a letter of the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions which denies the application for an increase upon 
what seems to the Commissioner very good ground, you ask Congress 
upon this insulting report to override the action of the Commissioner 

Mr. STRUBLE. ‘The point to which I am directing attention is that 
this man has the right to come here to Congress with his application 
for an increase, upon the denial by the Commissioner of the increase 
which he asks. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. He has the right to come; but why should 
he not proceed in the regular way, and by making proof properly get 
the increase to which he may be entitled? Why should we in cases of 
this kind, where a man makes application for an increase, pass a special 
act in his behalf? In this case there is a law giving this man a pen- 
sion of $36 a month, if he can prove a certain extent of disability; and 
upon this question the Commissioner of Pensions, with his able boards 
of examiners all oyer the country, is more competent to form a judg- 
I shall therefore protest 


ment than this committee and this House, 
against the passage of this bill in any shape. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it be recommit- 
ted to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
The motion was agreed to. 
EMMA S. FREE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar (which was called up for 
consideration by Mr, MORRILL) was the bill (S. 431) granting a pension 


to Emma S. Free, widow of Thomas S. Free, late major of the United 


States Army. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-rol!, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emma S. Free, widow of Maj. 


Thomas S. Free, deceased, 
the United States Army, atthe rate of $25 per month, 
by law to her husband at the time of his death. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 431) 


late a major of the Tenth ent of Volunteers of 


e same as was allo 


granting a pension to Emma S. Free, widow of Thomas D, Free, late major of 
the United tes Army, respectfully report: 

The report of the Committee on Pensions of the Senate sets forth fully the facta 
in this case as follows: 

“Your committee, January 31, 1888, made the following report in this case: 

The claimant is the widow of Thomas D. Free, whose rank was first lieu- 
tenant, Eleventh Regiment Colored Infantry. During his life the Pension Office 
allowed hima pension at the rate of $50 a month. After his death the widow 
was pensioned at the rate of $17 a month and $2 a month for each of her three 
children, commencing February 8, 1887. ‘This bill is to pension her at the rate 
of S0a month. It is stated that this amount is needed forthe comfortable sup- 
port of herselfand family, What she is now receiving is the rate fixed by law 
and paid to all widows of first lieutenants. 

The committee is not aware of any reason for a liberal discrimination in 
this case, and believing that as a precedent it would stimulate appeals for legis- 
lation of this kind, the bill is reported adversely, with a recommendation that 
it be indefinitely tponed.’ 

On the 9th of February, however, the bill was reconsidered and recommitted 
by reason of further information received by the committee. 

“ Major Free enlisted asa private in the Tenth Iowa Infantry July 31,1861, 
and by exceptional and meritorious conduct won his way successively to the 
rank of major, which rank he held at the time of his discharge, March 22, 1866. 

“The soldier served as first lieutenant from April 30,1863, to July 20, 1863, 
when he wasappointed major. The disability for which he was pensioned was 
incurred, in the language of the Pension Office, “about one month prior to his 
promotion to major, and while he was serving as first lieutenant and adjutant,” 
so that, although he afterward served three years as major, his widow is only 
entitled under the present law to $17 a month, the pension allowed the widow 
of a first lieutenant. 

** Major Free at the time of his death was drawing a pension of 0 a month on 
the ground of softening of the brain and insanity, consequent upon d of 
the nervous system induced by wounds received at Milliken’s Bend while in the 
line of duty, This loss of his mind occasioned heavy expense to his family for 
medical attendance, etc., and he was much of the time confined in the ota 
Asylum for the Insane. 

“Tho widow is left withont means of support witha family of three children, 
one of which is inan imbecile and helpless condition, the hereditary effect of its 
father’s insanity. ` 

“The Commissioner of Pensions in his Jast report makes the recommenda- 
tion that ‘rank subsequently acquired bona fide should be considered by the 
Commissioner in determining the amount of ceca to be allowed.“ 

“Your committee, in consideration of the long and meritorious service of 
Major Free, who also was inspector-general of Mississippi, adjutant-general 
of the Vickburg district, adjutani-general of Dakota, and who served in the 
Freedman's Bureau under General Howard, and in view of the terrible afflic- 
tion that has been visited upon his child as a consequence of disabilities received 
in the service, and of the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pensions, 
5 the passage of the bill as provided by its terms when originally 

ntroduced. 

Your committee are unable to reach the same conclusions as the Committee 
of Pensions of the Senate and recommends that the bill be amended by striking 
out the word fifty and inserting the words twenty-five,” and as amended 
that it do pass. 


The amendment of the committee was agreed to; and the bill as 
amended was laid aside to be reported to the House with the recom- 
mendation that it do pass. 


MRS, HETTIE K, PAINTER. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
424) granting a pension to Mre. Hettie K. Painter. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
back to the House with the recommendation that it be indefinitely post- 
poned, as a similar bill has been already passed. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 


GEORGE PARK. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the consideration 
of which was asked by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1299) granting a 
pension to George Park. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eté., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the sion laws, the name of George Park, dependent father of 
William C. Park, Company H, Fifty-seventh Massachusetts Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1299) 
granting a pension to Geo Park, submit the following report: 
The report of the Senate Committee on Pensions is adopted and the passage 
of the bill recommended. 
SENATE REPORT. 


The poisons: George Park, alleges that his two sons, H, L. Park and Will- 
am ©, Park, both minors, enlisted in 8 H, Fifty-seventh Massachusetts 
Volunteers. H. L. Park, the eldest, was killed in the battle of North Anna 
River, June 24, 1844, a nineteen years. William C. Park was wounded in 
the battle of the Wilderness; returned to his regiment from hospital; was taken 

risoner at the springing of the mine at Petersburgh, and sent to the prison at 
Danville. N. C., where he died January 6, 1865, aged eighteen years, 

The mother is drawing a pension on account of the death of the eldest son, 
and the petitioner is adv that he can not be allowed a pension under exist- 
ing laws because the mother is receiving a pension on account of the death of 
one of theirdeceased sons, ~ 

Petitioner is seventy-three years old; is unable to support himself withont 
outside-help; is troubled with varicose veins in his limbs and rheumatism in 
his shoulder-joints. The Commissioner of Pensions writes to the chairman of 
this committee in regard to this case: K 

“The nts had two sons, who were killed or died in tbe service. Unless 
the parents are living apart or at variance, the father can not be pensioned un- 
der the laws as they now exist.” 

F. Wessen deposes, August 22, 1886, that William C. Park worked for hin for 
the last two years previous to enlistment, and that deponent paid his wages to 
the petitioner, amounting to about $40 a month, 
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October 13, 1866, said Wessen and one F. F. Hopkins made a joint affidavit: 
Wessen deposing that he employed William C. Park from J wy 1860, to Decem- 
ber, 1863, at which time ho enlisted, and that he, Wessen, pa d the father the 
son's w. z at the rate of $25 to $30 a month, the father being in delicate health 
and nearly dependent on the earnings of his son forthe support of his family of 
wife and four children, 

Hopkins deposes that he has known the fatherand family four years, and that 
the above statement is true in all respects. 

Both deponents also state that the soldier left surviving one sister (Theresa), 
whose age on January 3, 1865, was five years. 

This claim was rejected by the following indorsement : 

May 13,1867, Rejected. The mother alive.” 2 

In view of all the facts in this case, your committee recommend the passage 
of the bill which is herewith submitted. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside tobe reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


VIRTUE SMITH, 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 1957) grant- 
ing a pension to Virtue Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and limi- 
tations of the pension law, the name of Virtue Smith, widow of David W. Smith, 
late a private in Company A, of the First Regiment of Minnesota Volunteers, 
and to pay her a persion from and after the passage of this act. 


The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1957) 
granting a pension to Virtue Smith, submitted the following report: 

The claimant is the widow of David M. Smith, late of Company A, First Reg- 
iment Minnesota Volunteers. She filed an application for pension in 1880, 
which was rejected “on 3 that the soldier's death from disease of 
lungs was nota result of the alleged wound or of the service.” 

The soldicr was pensioned in 1867 at $ per month, for gunshot wound of 
right elbow-joint; increased from November 9, 1872, to $8; increased from Au- 
gust 4, 1875, to $10 per month; gunshot wound of right elbow, right thigh, and 
nervous debility, und prostration resulting from wounds. 

wounds were received in service in Minnesota, and he suffered ly 
in consequence of a nervous shock, not only from his wounds, but from lying 
thirty-six hours in the grass under the fire of the Indians. 

Mrs. Dr, Edson, a respectable physician of Washington, D. C., testifiés to her 
pee ear keg with him for many years prior to his death. His food did not 
assimilate, and he wasted away. There were several medical examinations, 
and the reports all refer to his nervousness, suffering, and physical depreciation 
in consequence of his wounds. There was a special examination had, at which 
Dr. St. Clair testifies that he died of softening of the brain, which was a result 
of his prostration and suffering, and there is a large amount of testimony cor- 
roborating this conclusion, 

The conclusion of the special examiner is that the soldier was not suffering 
from phthisis pulmonalis, but that the death cause was white atrophic soften- 
ing or degeneration of the brain, due primarily to defective innervation, as a 
result of the anchylosis of the elbow, and secondly to age and mental avoca- 
tions of the soldier, 

The report of the health department of Washington, where he died, is: Cause 
of death, wounds in 1 Ae 

Dr. Reyburn says he died of consumption, and this is the basis of the Pen- 
sion Office rejection. 

The committee is at a loss to see how any one, reading a history of his case, 
could come to any other conclusion than that he died in consequence of his 
wounds, after years of suffering. 

The bill is reported favorably, with a recommendation that it do pass. 


There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 


JOHN LINSLEY. 


The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked by Mr. MORRILL) was the bill (S. 2332) grant- 
ing a pension to John Linsley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
timitations of 3 laws, the name of John Linsley; father of Robert 
Harrell, alias Harrid, deceased, late a private in Company E, Eighty-first Reg- 
iment of United States Colored Troops. 

“The report (by Mr. MORRILL) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2332) 
granting a pension to John Linsley, submit the following report: 

The claimant is the father of Robert Harrell, late a private in Company O, 
Eighty-first Regiment United States Colored Troops, who died in service of 
diarrhea December 4, 1864. The father is nearly eighty years of age, almost 
blind, and utterly destitute. The Pension Oflice rejected the claim on the 
ground that it was not shown that the claimant was dependent on the soldier 
at the time of death. He is now dependent, It might be further stated that 
claimant gave three sons to the Union Army. 

Your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 

There being no objection, the bill was laid aside to be reported to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

CHARLES H. ORDWAY. 

The next pension business on the Private Calendar (the considera- 
tion of which was asked by Mr. GALLINGER) was the bill (H. R. 8762) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Ordway, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Charles H. Ordway, late a pri- 
vate in Company H, Seventh New Hampshire Volunteers, from $35 to $50 per 
month, from and after the passage of this act. 

The report of the committee (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read, as fol- 
lows: à 


The Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. Ordway, having considered 


the same, report as follows: 
rles H. Ordway was a private in Company Seventh New Hampshire 


H. 
Volunteers, and was wounded at the charge on Fort Wagner, Charleston Har- 


bor, J — 9 18, 1863, receiving a flesh wound from a shell, and also by being struck 
by a ball which entered the chest and lod; in the right lung, where it still 
remains, That lung is but little used, and the right arm is partially paralyzed, 
the wound remaining open. $ 

Soldier was pensioned at $24 per month, which rate was increased by s 7 
act in 1882 to per month, ive a clear idea of the present condition of 
claimant the following affidavits from two distinguished surgeons are given: 

239 BOYLSTON Street, Boston, Mass., March 15, 1888. 

“Tattended Charles H. Ordway in the Boston City Hospital in October, 1887, 
for two weeks and four days. operated on him for necrosis of a rib and re- 
moved a sequestrum from the pleural cavity. A sinus of 6 or 8 inches in length 
extended up into the lung; air and pus came from it. Iwas obliged to resect 
a sound rib to reach and remove the uestrum. He had exhibited great en- 
durance to have lived through this condition for twenty years. 

No he has a slight necrosis of the edge of the excised rib; much pus still 
flows from the sinus. He holds up well, but the prognosis tor complete re- 
covery is long and indefinite, 

“DAVID W. CHEEVER, M. D. 
“COMMONWEALTH OF MASSACHUSETTS, 
“Suffolk County, ss: 
“Boston, March 16, 1888. 

Then personally appeared the within-named David W. Cheever and made 

oath that the foregoing statement by him subscribed was true. 


fore me, 
“(SEAL.] GEORGE A. SAWYER, 
“* Notary Public.” 


I, Granville P. Conn, of Concord, inthe county of Merrimack and State of New 
Hampshire, on oath depose and say: That I am a physician and surgeon, and 
ave heen in the active practice of the same in the city of Concord aforesaid since 
1863; that I have known Charles H. Ordway, of this city, for more than fifteen 
years; that said Ordway has been under my care and supervision from time to 
time during this period; that said Ordway was wounded in the right side dur- 
ing his service in the United States Army, and now carries a ball in that side; 
that said bullet when it entered the side struck the edge of a rib, which became 
diseased, causing an open sore more than ten years since; that the abcess did 
not heal by reason of the diseased bone; that last October (1887), by my advice, 
said Ordway entered the City Hospital in Boston, Mass., and endured a severe 
and dangerous operation in having a portion of the diseased rib removed; that 
since his discharge from said hospital he has again come under my care; that 
the wound is still open, and, in my opinion, it will remain in substantially the 
same condition so long as he may live; that at present it discharges full 3 ounces 
of pus per diem; that the cavity is so situated that considerable portion of this 
pus must be removed by a tube and pump by his wife or some other attendant, 
and that he has and will require this aid and assistance from some one, not only 
8 ear the wound, but also in many other ways in order to render him com- 

ortable. 

I further depose and say that I have no interest whatever in said Ordway’s 


claim for an increase of pension. 
“GRANVILLE P. CONN, M. D.” 
“ CoxcorD, N. H. 
“MERRIMACK, $$: 

“ Personally 7 before me, register of probate court, the same being a 
court of record within and for said county, Granville P. Conn, and subscribed 
and made oath that the foregoing affidavit by him so subscribed is true accord- 
ing to his best knowledge and belief, aud I further certify that the said Granville 
P. Conn is a practicing physician in good professional standing, and that said 
affidavit is in his handwriting, and that I have no interest, direct or indirect, in 
the prosecution of said claim. 

“Witness my hand and seal of said court this 19th day of March, A. D. 1888. 

“TSEAL. ] JOHN P. NUTTER, 

" Register of Probate Court for Merrimack County, N. H” 


The Pension Office is unable to give relief in this case, as soldier does not re- 
quire the constant attention of another person, which would entitle him to $59 
per month, but he does require attention a portion of the time, for which no 
provision is made in the general laws. Besides this hei s a great sufferer, 
wits Apaia disability, incurable in its nature, and which makes life a constant 

Mont cominittes recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “fifty ” in the sixth line and substituting therefor the words forty-five,” 
and that as amended the bill do pass. 

The amendment was agreed to, and the bili as amended was laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 
Pass. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MORRILL. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker pro tempore having 
taken the chair, Mr. DOCKERY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House having had under consideration the Private Calendar 
under the special order, had directed him to report sundry bills with 
various recommendations. ; 

BILLS PASSED. d 

The bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway, reported from the Committee of the Whole with au amend- 
ment, was considered, the amendment adopted, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading: and being engrossed, it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Senate bills of the following titles, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered to 
a third reading; and being read the third time, were passed; namely: 

A bill (S. 1146) granting a pension to L. J. MeGoflin; 

1 (S. 1037) granting a pension to the infant children of Michael 
A. Moran; . 

A bill (S. 2167) granting a pension to Mary E. Woodward; 

A bill (S. 1570 granting a pension to George Park; 

A bill 18 1957) granting a pension to Virtue Smith; and 

A bill (S. 2332) granting a pension to John Linsley. 

The bill (S. 431) grantinga pension to Emma S. Free, widow of Thomas 
S. Free, late major of the United States Army, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with an amendment, was considered, the amend- 
ment adopted, and the bill as amended read the third time, and passed. 
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The bill (S. 2157) granting an increase of pension to Theodore F. Cas- The bill was read, as follows: 


amer, reported from the Committee of the Whole with the recom- 
mendation that it be recommitted to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, was considered and the recommendation of the committee con- 


The recommendation of the Committee of the Whole that the bill 
(S. 434) granting a pension to Mrs. Hettie K. Painter be indefinitely 
ed was agreed to. 
Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the several votes taken; and 
also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is a motion to go 
into Committee of the Whole, or else a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to make a brief statement before with- 
drawing the demand for the regular order. 

I am, as gentlemen know, a member of the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, and have not asked for recognition during these sessions, 
while a great many gentlemen whose bills I have reported have been 

to get them considered. 

The next bill on the Calendar is in behalf of a woman who is eighty- 
four years of age, and in extreme destitution, and I hope the House will 
allow me to call it up to be considered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the gentle- 
man from Connecticut [Mr. RUSSELL], but will endeavor to recognize 
the gentleman during the course of the evening. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the demand for the regular order. 


GRISWOLD ROGERS, 


Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent to dis- 
charge the Committee of the Whole from the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8984) granting a pension to Griswold Rogers, and put 
it upon its 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the limitations and 
restrictions of the pension laws, the name of Griswold Rogers, late a private in 
Fourth Company, Third Regiment Connecticut Militia, in the war of 1812. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent now to 
make a brief statement embodying the substance of the report in order 
to save the time of the House, and let the report be printed in the 
RECORD. s 

This claimant is ninety-two years of age, and served in the war of 
1812. The records of the War Department do not show service of sufi- 
cient length of time to entitle him tosecure his pension under the gen- 
eral law; but there are affidavits of those who served with him in his 
company and in engagements to show that he did serve the length or 
time required. Thetrouble is that there is some defect in the records. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. How long did he serve? 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. He served seventeen days, and the 
law required only fourteen days’ service. 

Mr. DOCKERY. He can not live long to enjoy it, and I hope it will 
be granted. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut. He isnow.supported by charity. 

The report (by Mr. BLIss), which was ordered to be printed, is as 
follows: 

‘The records of the Departments show that the claimant served in Capt. J. 
Manwaring's Company, Connecticut Militia, war of 1812, and was paid by the 
United States Government fora period of eleven days, from Au 15 to 25, 
1814. He was granted a 8 warrant for 160 acres of land by the Pen- 
sion Bureau, because of his military service. In addition to the above service 
he claims to have been in an engagement with the British at Rope Ferry Bridge, 
near New London, Conn., and to have assisted in the repulse of the enemy when 
an attempt was made to burn the shipping at Essex. 

The Third Auditor, United States riea Department, reports that there is 
no record on file of either of these engagements, but an examination of the files 
of newspapers of that time shows that the engagements took place as alleged, 
and a fuil account of the repulse at Essex is given on and 535 of Con- 
necticut Historical Collections, by John Warner Barber (1836). 

fact that the claimant participated in the battle of Rope Ferry Bridge 
is testified to by Anson Smith, of Circleville, Ohio, who was present and took 
part in the engagement as a volunteer ; ho states that the claimant served with 
tře members of Captain Manwaring’s Company at the time. 

The claimant is now ninety-two years of age, and is in need of assistance. 
He is represented to your committee as a man of credibility and truth, and in 
every way worthy of the assistance of the Government, 

Your committee are of the opinion that the bill should pass, and return it to 
the House with such recommendation. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered and ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Connecticut, moved to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to recon- 
sider be laid on the table. 

+ The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROBERT M’CLEAN. 


Mr. GLASS. Lask unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
of the Whole from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 1069) 
granting a pension to Robert McClean, and put it upon its passage. 


Be it enacted, cte., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension: roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitatious of the pension laws, the name of Robert McClean, late a private in 
Company F, Second Illinois Cavalry Regiment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Lask unanimous consent that the reading of the 
report may be dispensed with, aud that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There was no objection. 

The report (by Mr. HUNTER) is as follows: 

Robert McClean was enrolled July 30, 1861, in 8 F, Second Regiment 
Illinois Cavalry Volunteers, and honorably discharged June 22, 1865. 

On April 28, 1879, he filed application for pension, alleging that he contracted 
bronchitis at La Grange, Tenn., November 30, 1862, and was sent to Coll Hos- 
pital, La Grange, Tenn., where he remained under treatment of Dr. McNeal, 
surgeon in charge, until June 25, 1863; also was in general hospital, Vicksburg, 
Miss., June 1, 1805, until discharge. The claim was rejected by the Pension De- 
partmenton the ground of inability of claimant to furnish medical evidence 
showing treatment therefor in service or soon after discharge, and for the further 
reason that the lay testimony as to origin is unsatisfactory. The medical 
records are very imperfect and many of them are not on file. However, they 
show that he was in general hospital, Memphis, Tenn., Jan 19, 1863, and at 
La Grange, Tenn., December 2, 1862, to June 30, 1863, and at Vicksburg, Miss., 
June 11, 185, and was discharged from service June 23, 1865. 

There is abundance of evidence to show that the soldier was sound at the 
time he enlisted, and that he was sick a considerable of the time during his 
term of service; that he was in bad health at the date of his discharge, and that 
he has been troubled with bronchitis and general debility almost continuously 
ever since. Jones Green testifies that he was in hospital with soldier at Vicks- 
burg; that he had very bad health, constantly possning as though his lungs 
were badly affected. The doctor called his malady bronchitis. 

While the medical evidence as to the disease having been incurred as stated 
is quite meager, yet the committee believe that there is sufficient evidence to 
justify a favorable report, and we therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, ordered to be en- 
grossed fora third reading; and being engrossed, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

Mr. GLASS moved to reconsider the yote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. ANNA BUTTERFIELD. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Task for the present consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 8761) granting a pension to Mrs, Anna Butterfield. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs, Anna Butterfield, dependent 
5 of James A. B. Butterfield, late a lieutenant in the Second Illinois Oav- 
alry. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 

In line 7 strike out “ lieutenant” and insert sergeant.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have myself considered this case, and the en- 
tire committee have acted upon it. It is the case of a dependent 
mother, and I think there can be no objection to it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I ask for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. GALLINGER) was read in part. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I withdraw the request for the reading of the 
report in full. 

The report in full is as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
S761) nting a pension to Mrs.Anna Butterfield, have had the same under 
consideration, and beg leave to submit the following report: 

The beneficiary named in the bill is the mother of James A. B. Butterfield, 
who enlisted August 8, 1861, in Company A, Second Regiment Illinois Cavalry, 
and was discharged August 13, 1864. He remained in Louisiana, as the mother 
is advised, in the service of the Government, until April, 1865, when he took 

ge on the steamer Sultana, and with about1,700 other sick and discharged 
soldiers he lost his life in the explosion of said steamer near Memphis, Tenn., 
April 27, 1865, while under charter by the Government. 
_ In 1870 or 1871 she placed in the bands of Hon. James G. Blaine, letters and 
other papers from the soldier showing her dependence upon him, to be used as 
evidence in a bill he introduced in the House for her relief. Unfortunately 
these papers were lost or misplaced, and although Mr. Blaine and others have 
made search forthe same, they have not been found. She is thus de 
the proof usually uired by Co; 
the existence as well as their loss 
The mother, while a widow, 


ived of 

in the consideration of private bills, but 
shown by letters of Mr. Blaine and others, 
raised and educa: soldier out of her small 
earnings as a mill operative, having no other income from any property or 
otherwise. He contributed to her support while in the Army, and until his 
untimely death. She is now eighty-cight years of age, unable to support her- 
self by labor, and is compelled to subsist on $1.25 a week, her only income from 
a smail amount on deposit, which she laid up from her hard labor in her younger 
days, and which is rapidly Srouring Jase year by year. 

Your committee are of opinion that the long services of the son, and her ex- 
treme old age, coupled with poverty, entitle her to favorable consideration at 
the hands of Congress, and therefore unhesitatingly report favorably on the ac- 
companying bill, and ask that it do pass, amended, however, by striking out 
the word “lieutenant” in line 7 and inserting therein instead the word * sor- 
geant. 


The amendment was adopted. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 
d 


passed. 
Mr. GALLINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. ` ; 
The latter motion was agreed to. 


MRS. JUDITH DEIG. 


Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent to considerat this time 
the bill (H. R. 9364) granting a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interi d ho ishereby, auth 
ized and directed to pean 3 of. Mrs. Tate Dele oe the 8 em 
ject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report (by Mr. HUNTER). 

Mr. NELSON (interrupting the reading). I wish to ask whether 
that report is courteous to the Commissioner of Pensions ? 

Mr. CARUTH. It is. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Let us hear it read. 

Mr. NELSON. I think there is no necessity for that. I donot want 
to punish the soldier in this case in order to punish the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Lask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
farther reading of the report. 

There was no objection. 

The report in full is as follows: 

The Committce on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
9314) granting a pension to Judith Deig, submitted the following report: 

Andrew Deig was a resident of the town of Lebanon, Ky., and joined the 
home-guard company of Lebanon. The rebel general John H. Morgan having 
invaded Kentucky, and threatening Lebanon, the company of which Deig was 
a member was called into action, and while fighting the battles of his country, 


although not regularly mustered into the service. the said Deig was, on the 12th 
ay of July, A. D. 1862, wounded by a gunshot, and from this wound he next day 


The widow, Mrs. Judith Deig, applied fora pension, but her claim was re- 
pe on the ground that, while her husband was killed fighting the battles of 
iis country, he had never been mustered into the Army, consequently there was 
no Jaw under which the claim could be allowed. Congress has been in the habit 
of providing for such cases by special acts. 
his is a meritorious case. The widow is rand needy, and your commit- 
tee report the bill favorably and idan Aet p> passage. 
The bill was ordered to be en and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. CARUTH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 
The latter motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 p. m. having ar- 
rived, it is the duty of the Chair to declare the House adjourned until 
11 o'clock to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. ABBOTT: A bill (H. R. 10283) for the relief of J. Q. St. 
Clair—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELDEN: A bill (H. R. 10284) for the relicf of Mary A. 
Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 10285) granting a pension to Ro- 
becca Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 10286) for the relief of Richard 
Guilliford—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 10287) granting a pension to Sylvia 
C. Dunham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10288) to remove charge of desertion 
against Rufus M. Kinser—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10289) granting a pension to Miss Emily Romine— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10290) directing the Secretary of War to correct 
his records in the case of Lieut. Joseph T. W. Barnitt—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10291) granting a pension to Jane 
Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R.10292) for the relief of John N. Hays— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10293) for the relief of Standwix H. Mayfield 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10294) for the relief of Andrew Deans—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10295) granting a pension to George 
W. Prickett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10296) for the relief of S. S. Stearns 
to the Committee on War Claims. \ 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: A bill (H. R. 10297) for the relief of Will- 
jam B. Smith—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 10298) granting a pension to James 
Radley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10299) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Shirkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS; A bill (H. R. 10300) for the relief of Simon T. 
Irvin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. D. TAYLOR: A bill (II. R. 10301) for the relief of Emily 
Cross—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, E. J. TURNER: A bill (H. R. 10302) granting a pension to 
Luey A. Nicholson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


2 i PETITIONS, ETO, 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of the Clinton Turnverein, relative to 


foreign immigration—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Resolutions of the Missouri State Medical Asso- 
ciation, asking for Federal control of the quarantine stations—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Also, protest of the Merchants’ Exchange of St, Louis, Mo., against 
House bill 4923, to create a national bureau of harbors‘ and water- 
ways—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLEMENTS: Petition of heirs of Fielding Kay, of Gordon 
County, Georgia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers relating to House bill 9817, granting a pension to Will- 
iam H. Reynolds—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRAIN: Petition of M. J. Mulcahy and 69 others, citizens of 
Galveston, Tex., for the investigation of certain charges against officials 
of the United States district court for the eastern district of Texas, ete.— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, letter from M. J. Mulcahy, of Galveston, Tex., relative to the 
alleged murder of John F. Graham by W. R. McCullongh on the high 
seas—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: Papers in the claims of William A. Kel- 
ley, of Robert Milling, of George M. Campbell, of Moody H. May, of 
John M. Leech, of Joseph H. Peples, of Joseph Blake, of John M. 
Hays, of S. H. Mayfield, of Andrew Deans, and of Philip S. Fulford, 
of Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. J. S. HENDERSON: Petition of J. R. Cline and others, cit- 
izens of Catawba County, North Carolina, for the passage of a bill to 
eradicate pleuro-pnenmonia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HOOKER: Petition of Mattie S. Whitney, administratrix, 
for payment of war claim—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petitions of Charles O. Embrey, for estate 
of Tabitha A. Waugh, and of W. A. Bickers and John Bickers, adminis- 
trators of James Bickers, of Virginia, for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition for the relief of Arthur Gunnell—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, petition in favor of House bill 8381—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Charles E. French, of Boston, Mass., con- 
cerning the public debt—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PEEL: Petition of Samuel Foster, of Rogers, Ark., for a 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

-Also, petition of L. C. Moss, of Newton County, and of Mary A. 
Wisenor, of Washington County, Ark., for reference of their claims to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, PHELAN; Petition of John Warren, administrator of James 
Pankey, of Hardeman County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim 
tọ the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of W. T. Beard and others, for the pas- 
sage of the Chace copyright bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. \ 
By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of W. S. Armitage, of Verona; of Mrs. 
A. E, Baron, and of the representatives of M. Coyle, of Croghan; of M. 
S. Wood, of Clinton; of A. Bickford, and of M. Tipple, of Camden; of 
W. H. Nelson, and of O. S. Kenyon, of Taberg; of G. Weldon, of Pros- 
pect; of representatives of S. R. Howe, of Oriskany Falls; of J. H. Wil- 
cox, of Port Leyden; and of Fred. J. Glendale, and of F. J. Crandall, 
of Glendale, N. V., for relief to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

Post-Roads. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON: Paper in the claim of H. C. Worthington 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


The following petition in favor of House bill 9716, for the e ge 
tection of free labor from convict labor, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. RYAN: Of Knights of Labor of Kansas. 


The following petitions for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of 825 levied on druggists were received and severally re- 
ferred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. JACKSON: Of druggists and physicians of Rochester, Pa. 

By Mr. TOOLE: Of sundry citizens of Montana. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agrieult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Of farmers of Montgomery County, Pennsyl- 
vania. 


The following petitions, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
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in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 

By Mr. CON GER: Of L. Gill and 45 others, members of R. L. Clingan 
Post, No. 203, Grand Army of the Republic, of Minburn, Iowa. 

By Mr. PEEL: Of citizens of Newton County, Arkansas. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law providing 
temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of illit- 
eracy, were referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. HALL: Of 180 citizens of Mercer and Crawford Counties, 
Pennsylvania. 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Of 27 citizens of Price County, Wisconsin. 

The following petition for an increase of compensation of fourth-ciass 
Se gabe was referred to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads: 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: Of J. M. Odom and other citizens of Louis- 
iana. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, June 2, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
CENSUS COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER appointed Mr. WASHINGTON on the Select Commit- 
tee on the Eleventh Census to fill existing vacancy. 


FURNITURE OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS. : 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury in relation to the unexpended balance of appropriation 
for furniture and repairs of furniture in public buildings for 1888, and 
transmitting an estimate from the Supervising Architect of appropria- 
tion to he immediately available therefor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


= CREE INDIANS, MONTANA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a letter from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, with inclosures, a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs recommending legislation for the relief of 
the Cree Indians, Montana Territory; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


AGRICULTURAL STATIONS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7222) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to establish agricultural stations in con- 
nection with the colleges established in the several States under the 
provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, and of the act supplement- 
ary thereto,” with amendments by the Senate. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I ask the attention of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture [Mr. HatcH]. The amendments which have 
been made to this bill by the Senate are merely verbal. The Senate 
requests a committee of conference. I think the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, will verify what 
I have said; and, if so, I ask that the amerittments be concurred in. 

Mr. HATCH. This bill is simply to correct an error or an omission 
in the original act in relation to the acceptance of the act known as the 
experimental-station act on the part of certain States whose Legisla- 
tures have been in session since the passage of the act. The original 
act allowed, under certain circumstances, the acceptance to be made 
by the governors of the State. Georgia and perhaps one or two States 
haye had adjourned sessions of their Legislatures, and there has been 
some trouble about the construction of the act. This is simply to cor- 
rect that; and the amendments placed upon the bill by the Senate, as 
the gentleman from Georgia has stated, are simply amendments. I 
hope the House will concur in the Senate amendments. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I move concurrence. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous con- 
sent to concur in the amendments of the Senate. Is the reading of the 
amendnients requested? 

The reading of the amendments was notrequested; and the question 
being put, they were concurred in. 

Mr. BLOUNT moved to reconsider the vote just taken; and also 
moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table, 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE NEAR CHATTANOOGA. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7564) to 
anthorize the construction of a bridge across the Tennessee River at or 
near Chattanooga, Tenn., with amendments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask unanimous consent that the amendments of the 
Senate be concurred in. The bill contains all the usual provisions of 
a bridge bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is the reading of the amendments demanded ? 

Mr. BURROWS. How do the amendments affect the bill? 
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Mr. CRISP, There is no material change. The amendments are 
not long, and if the gentleman desires they can easily be read. 

Mr. BURROWS. I do not care to detain the House. 

The Senate amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE TENNESSEE NEAR GUNTERSVILLE, ALA. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8623) au- 
thorizing the construction of a bridge over the Tennessee River at or 
near Guntersville, Ala., and for other purposes. 

Mr. CRISP. Lask unanimous consent that the amendments of the 
Senate be concurred in. 

Mr. FORNEY. Mr. Speaker, one end of that bridge will be in my 
district. I have examined the bill and itis all right. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Georgia that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in? p 

Mr. BURROWS. What bill is that ? 

The SPEAKER, It is a bridge bill. 

Mr. BURROWS. ‘The same one that was up a few minutes ago ? 

The SPEAKER. Another one. t 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the amendments 
of the Senate were concurred in; and also moved that the motion to 
reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS STATEN ISLAND SOUND. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 5929) to ex- 
tend the time of the completion of a bridge across Staten Island Sound. 

Mr. CRISP. I ask that the amendment of the Senate to that bill be 
read, and I ask unanimous consent that it be concurred in. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line —, after “eighty-six,” insert but this act shall have no other 
effect whatever than to operate as if the time herein mentioned had n em- 
braced in the said act.” 


The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. CRISP moved to reconsider the vote by which the Senate amend- 
ment was concurred in; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House Senate bills of the follow- 
ing titles; which were severally read twice, and referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 287) to quiet the titles of settlers on the Des Moines River 
lands in the State of Iowa, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 2986) to incorporate the American Historical Associa- 
tion—to the Committee on the Library. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 8) providing for the ty so aa of a com- 
mission to select a site for a naval station on the Pacific coast—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BOWDEN, for three days, commencing on Monday next, on 
account of important business. 

To Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana, for three weeks, on account of impor- 
tant business. 

To Mr. ScuLL, for five days, from June 4, on account of important 
business, 2 

To Mr. GLASS, for two weeks, on account of business. 

To Mr. McCLAMMY, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his family. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. GALLINGER, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to extend 

his remarks of yesterday in the RECORD. 3 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 

Mr. WADE, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to withdraw the 
evidence filed by E. R. Shipley, late postmaster in Springfield, Mo., in 
his claim for relief under special bill in the Forty-ninth Congress. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the following ti- 
tles; when the Speaker signed the same: - 

A bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B. Mitchell; and 

A bill (H. R. 4735) for the relief of Douglas Chapman. 

3 PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MICH. 

Mr. DONNELL. I ask unanimous consent to take from the files 
of the House for present consideration the bill (H. R. 8592) for the 
erection of a public building at Jackson, Mich. 

Mr. HATCH. I must call for the regular order. 


JUNE 2, 


I have had a few 


minutes yielded to me for the purpose of calling up the agricultural 
appropriation bill. 


1888. 


0 7 
Mr. O'DONNELL. Ih ask only one minute. 
Mr. HATCH. I would be very glad to yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan and other gentlemen, but I have only a limited time under 
my control, and I am compelled to insist on the regular order. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER, The regular order is the call of committees for re- 

ris. 

Mr. HATCH. Iask to dispense with the morning hour for the pres- 
entation of 4 7 

Mr. WILKINS. I hope the gentleman will also make a request for 
general leave to file reports with the Clerk. 

Mr. HATCH. Task also that members desiring to present reports 
may file them with the Clerk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] asks 
unanimous consent that the morning hour for the presentation of re- 
ports be dispensed with, and that gentlemen having reports may file 
them with the Clerk for reference to the appropriate Calendar. The 
Chair hears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

FILING OF REPORTS. 

The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 

ISSUE AND REGULATION OF A NATIONAL CURRENCY. 

Mr. WILKINS, from the Committee on Banking and Currency, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10303) to revise and consolidate 
the Jaws relating to the issue and regulation of a national currency se- 
cured by United States bonds; which was read a first and second time, 
referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed, 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER AT DECATUR, NEBR. 

Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably the bill (H. R. 8841) toauthorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Decatur, Nebr. ; which was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS TOMBIGBEE RIVER, IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and 
New Orleans Railroad Company to build a bridge across the Tombig- 
bee River, in Alabama; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
favorably the bill (H.R. 9619) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River at some accessible point within 1 mile north 
and 1 mile south and east of the mouth of the Kansas River; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER OF THE NORTH. 


Mr. CRISP also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back, 
with amendments of the Senate, recommending concurrence therein, a 
bill (H. R. 2528) authorizing the construction of a railroad bridge 
across the Red River of the North by the North Dakota and Pacific 
Railway Company; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER, NEBRASKA CITY, NEBR. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 2674) authorizing the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Nebraska 
City, Nebr., and for other purposes; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying 1eport, ordered to be printed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS CUMBERLAND RIVER. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1525) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Cumberland River between Burnside, Ky., and 
Carthage, in Tennessee, or the South Fork of said river between Burn- 
side and Tateville, Ky.; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying re- 
port, ordered to be printed. 5 

COMPENSATION OF CHIEFS OF DIVISION, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 


Mr. HUDD, from the Committee on Expenditures in the Interior 
Department, reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9422) to regulate 
and increase the compensation of chiefs of division in the General Land 
Office; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH MOUNT VERNON ARSENAL RESERVATION, 
ALABAMA. 


Mr, MAISH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
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ſavorably with an amendment the bill (H. R. 8632) granting the right 
of way to the Mobile and Birmingham Railway Company across the 
Mount Vernon arsenal reservation, in Mobile County, Alabama; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


RAILROAD BRIDGE, FORT SMITH, ARK. 


Mr. CRISP, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back favor- 
ably with amendments the bill (H. R. 9816) to authorize the building 
of a railroad bridge at Fort Smith, Ark. ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 

LUCY M. SWINNEA AND MARY E. HANSERD. 


Mr. STOCKDALE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8127) for the relief of Lucy M. Swinnea 
and Mary E. Hanserd; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 

ADVERSE REPORT. 


On motion of Mr. SOWDEN, the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds was discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. 
R. 6100) for the erection of a public building at New London, Conn., 
and the bill was laid on the table. ; 


WILLIAM GAFFER AND OTHERS. 


Mr. MACDONALD, from the Committee on the Public Lands, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 9234) for the relief of William 
Gaffer and his legal representatives and assigns; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HATCH. I now move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering general appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEELE. I demand the regular order, which I believe is the 
hour for consideration of bills called up by committees. 

The SPEAKER. But the rule provides that immediately after the 
first morning hour it shall be in order to make a motion that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills or revenue bills. 
If that motion be not agreed to, then the consideration hour wiil begin. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope the gentleman from Missouri will allow us to 
have this morning hour, which we have not had since February 8. 
There are two or three very important matters from the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman ought to make the request at some 
time when it will not-delay the agricultural appropriation bill, which 
ought to pass at once. 

Mr. STEELE There can only be a delay of one hour. 

Mr. HATCH. I have not an hour at my disposal. S 

Tke SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Missouri that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of appropriation bills. 

Mr. STEELE. If this motion be agreed to, will it dispense with the 
morning hour for the consideration of bills from committees? 

The SPEAKER. It will not, unless the House should again go into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of some other matter. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope, then, we may have the consideration hour 
after the agricultural bill # disposed of. 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The question being taken on the motion of Mr. HATCH, that the House 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
for the consideration of general appropriation bills, it was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. McCreary in the chair) and proceeded 
to the consideration of the first general appropriation bill in order, be- 
ing the bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 


urposes. 
£ Mr. HATCH. I ask unanimous consent that tlie first reading of the 
bill be dispensed with and that all general debate upon the bill may 
be considered as closed. 
There being no objection, the order requested by Mr. HATCH was 


‘made. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will now read the bill by paragraphs 
for consideration under the five-minute rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Laboratory—Chemical division: For chemical apparatus, chemicals, Jabora- 


tory fixtures and supplies, purchase of samples, and necessary expenses in con- 
ducting special investigations, including necessary traveling expenses, labor, 


and expert work in such investigations, $6,000: Provided, That the acconnting 


officers of the United States Treasury are hereby authorized and directed to al- 
low credit to Norman J. Colman, Commissioner of Agriculture, in the sum of 
81.800. 16, on his account for laboratory ” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1885, disallowed by the First Comptroller as per his report of adjustment of lab- 
oratory account numbered 247504, dated December 19, 1855, 
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Mr. BUCHANAN. I move pro forma to amend by striking out the 
last word. I do this for the purpose of asking the gentleman in charge 
of this bill [Mr. HATCH] the reason for the proviso just read. 

Mr. HATCH. My attention was diverted fora moment. What is 
the proviso? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I refer to the proviso giving a credit to the Com- 
missioner of Agriculture, as understand, against the ruling of the First 
Comptroller. It seems to be in the nature of a claim; and I would like 
to know the reason for the provision. 

Mr. HATCH. This is notaclaimatall. A portion of a fand appro- 
priated to one division was expended in another. This is simply a 
transfer of the sum stated from the laboratory fund to another fund in- 
dicated in the decision of the Comptroller. The question is merely one 
of book-keeping; this is not a claim at all. There is not a doubt that 
this money was expended in good faith, though expended in the wrong 
division. The effect of this proviso is to remedy the difficulty which 
has thus arisen in the matter of accounts. 

Mr. BUCHANAN, ' I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. I renew the amendment for the purpose of address- 
ing an inquiry to the gentleman in charge of this bill. I find that on 
page 15 there is noted an increase of salaries to the amount of $9,230. 

would be glad to know what salaries are increased and the necessity 
for such increase. 

Mr. HATCH. There has been an adjustment and rearrangement of 
some of the salaries. If the gentleman will read the report he will find 
that the increase as to a part of these salaries is apparent, and as to an- 
other part actual. 

Mx. CANNON. I have the report in my hand, and have consulted 
it. It states: 

There has been a readjustment and partial equalization of salaries in several 

ofthe divisions, which show an increase on account of salaries of 39,230, a part 


of which is, however, now paid out of the general fund, and is therefore only 
an apparent increase in the actual expenditures. 
The Com- 


Mr. HATCH. I will give the gentleman one instance. 
missioner found that he had an inadequate force in the disbursing di- 
vision of the Department, and he was compelled to transfer a $1,400 
clerk to that division for the purpose of keeping up the work there. 
And in this bill we provide an additional assistant clerk at $1,400, and 
add this to thesalary list, which assistant has been paid heretofore out of 
the general fund. 

But I will state to the gentleman, generally, that there were several 
salaries that in the opinion of the committee ought to be increased, as 
they were two or three hundred dollars lower than similar salaries paid 
to officers doing like service in other Departments of the Government, 
and the committee as far as it could do so, equalized them with the 
amounts paid for similar services in other Departments. 

Mr. CANNON. But the gentleman knows that it has been the policy 
of the Government ever since the Forty-seventh Congress to absolutely 
prohibit—in fact the law prohibits—the payment of any salaries out of 
the contingent or other funds appropriated to the De entsin Wash- 
ington, except where they are specially provided for and where the ap- 
propriation is made specifically; and it does occur to me that this com- 
mittee is entitled to know and ought to know, either from the report 
orby some statement by the gentleman who makes the report and which 
is to go upon the record, what specific salaries have been increased and 
what it is that makes up this aggregate of $9,230 increase. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman had called my attention to this 
matter when that part of the bill which has been gone over was under 
consideration, I could probably have referred to these items in detail 
as we proceeded; but I will state generally as I recollect the matter 
now. The salary of the Commissioner @f Agriculture has been in- 
creased $500, and the committee were unanimous in recommending 
that increase, because the Commissioner of Agriculture is the only head 
of a department or bureau of any consequence or importance in any 

ent of the Government whose salary is less than $5,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Permit me to say further that it was the opinion 
of the committee that it would not last more than three or four months. 

Mr. HATCH. Probably not so long as that. We hope at all events 
that it will not go very far beyond. 

Then the salary of the disbursing clerk has been fixed heretofore at 
$1,800. The present oceupant of the position has been there for a num- 
ber of years, and the amount of money that he now disburses has been 
increased almost tenfold, and his bond has been increased in a corre- 
3 ratio. He has been paid this salary of $1,800 heretofore, which 

e committee think proper to increase to $2,000, which is still $500 
less than salaries paid to officers performing similar duties in any other 

Department of the Government. 

Then we increased by $250 per annum the salary of the superin- 
tendent of the grounds, Mr. Saunders, who has been in charge of that 
Department since its organization and done more to build up and in- 
crease the practical work of the Department of Agriculture, I think, 
than any ten men connected with the Department, and we thought he 
was entitled to this slight increase of $250 of salary. 

That is, as I recollect it, the substantial increases in any salaries, 
except the statement which I have already made, where clerks have 
been 8 1 5 detailed to perſorm this work and who are now upon the 


Mr. CANNON. That, Mr. Chairman, covers about one thousand out 
of the nine thousand and odd dollars of increase. Now I do not want 
to burden the gentleman, but I will ask him, when he comes to revise - 
his remarks in this connection, to be kind enough to give us a detailed 
statement—a tabulated statement—showing the items which go to 
make up this increase. 

Mr. HATCH. I will dothat with pleasure. I will ask the clerk to 
make up a tabulated statement and incorporate it in my remarks. 
will state as it now occurs to me, in the same connection, that the salary 
of the librarian is fixed by a provision in the Revised Statutes at $1,800; 
but for the last few years, for some reason, it has been reported in the 
appropriation bill at $1,400. The committee have restored it to the 
amount fixed by law, because of the importance of the position and the 
efficient and excellent work done by the present incumbent. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwantto say now, Mr. Chairman, a word after what 
the gentleman from Missouri has stated. The other day in consider- 
ing the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill, the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL], bringing that under-jaw of 
his up with the strength that he can exhibit on certain occasions [laugh- 
ter], announced in the presence of the House that this was ‘‘a bad year 
to increase salaries,” and I think the loudest applause that I have heard 
during this session came from gentlemen on thatside of the House, and 
some of us applauded on this side, being glad to know that another 
year was to run around when the officers of the Government. were to 
have substantially the same salary as former officials had. You may 
judge then of my surprise after hearing that statement on taking up 
this bill 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HATCH. I will yield my time to the gentleman from Miinois. 

Mr. CANNON. Judge of my surprise, Mr. Chairman, on taking up 
this bill to discover that these increases mentioned here had been made, 
not set out in the report or in the bill; in fact, sir, I would have missed 
them altogether had it not been that I struck it on the last page of the 
bill. 

Mr. BIGGS. Itis allin the interest of agriculture, my friend. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, Lam glad 

Mr. BIGGS. And I hope you will not make any fight against the 

roducing element. 

Mr. CANNON. 

Mr. BIGGS. They will. 

Mr. CANNON. And the rains will descend, and the refreshing dews 
fall, and the markets will be increased, and we will have peace and 
plenty and prosperity covering the entire country, because we have in- 
creased these salaries which were provided in former years as not only 
sufficient but ample, and especially in view of the announcement the 
other day that it was a bad year to increase salaries. 

I merely wanted to show that your side of the House had been con- 
sistent for two days, but now. the line of consistency is broken. It may 
be in some of these instances the increase was warranted, Then if you 
wanted to do equal and exact justice you ought to wander back to the 
long years past, when you did not appropriate these salaries, for the 
Librarian for instance, and perhaps give him a deficiency. I do not 
know whether that would help agriculture or not. I merely want to 
call attention to the fact that so faras salaries are concerned, notwith- 
standing your former and present professions of economy, it does make 
some difference whose ox is gored. 

Mr. HATCH. Iam not responsible for anything which is stated by 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania, nor for any position taken by the gentleman from Nli- 
nois or any member of the Committee on Appropriations. The Com- 
mittee on Agriculture do not feel themselves bound by any precedent 
established by the Committee on Appropriations of this House; and 
when we think that it is for the best interest of the public service that 
certain salaries should be increased in the Department of Agriculture 
we are not afraid to do it in this year of our Lord 1888, or in any other 


Then I suppose now that the crops will grow bet- 


ear. 

z The Committee on Agriculture have reported this bill to the House 
after a careful investigation and examination of all these questions, be- 
lieving that every single appropriation recommended is for the best in- 
terest of the public service; and we do not stand on two or three hun- 
dred dollars upon the salary of this man or that and try to reduce to a 
minimum the employ¢s of the Government. The fact is that this is a 
great and growing Department, and most of the employés in it have 
been there for a great while. They*have a reputation in the country 
as heads of their respective departments of being the very best men 
that can be employed for the salaries paid. 

I want to state to the gentleman from IIlinois that since the estab- 
lishment of the experimental colleges throughout the United States it 
is difficult for the Commissioner to keep competent men in two or three 
of the divisions upon the salaries authori The States to-day are 
paying 20 or 30 percent. more for chemists, entomologists, pomologists, 
ete., than the Government is paying for the same class of work in the 
Department of Agriculture. And I submit to my friend that the em- 
ployés in the Department of Agriculture are entitled at any rate to 
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such salaries as the States and colleges are paying for the same work 
throughout the country. 

The following will show the increase and additions of salaries for 
the Department of Agriculture as ae e with the appropriation 
for the year ending June 30, 1888, which I submit in reply to the re- 
quest of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]: 

Commissioner of Agriculture x 
Librarian eee ee 

Disbursing officer ........ 
Superintendent of fold 
Fireman and steam-fitter.. 
Assistant microscopist ........ 
Superintendent experimental garden and grounds.. 
Werts cvenar.scess secs civesbsdoscdsenty Saasshbcsensocesngebestesseaness 


$500 
400 
200 
200 
180 
200 
250 


=, 130 
New offices created by reason of the growth of the seyeral divisions in 
the Department of Agriculture: 8 

Assistant disbursing officer ......- 
Assistant botanist . 
Artist pomological division ... 
Assistant pomologist. .... 
Assistant of forestry........ 
Clerk of division of fores 


Wo nere p E O N 9,230 


Mr. WASHINGTON. Idislike very much to disagree with my good 
friend, the chairman of the Committee on Agriculture, Gn any subject 
orany point connected with this bill. But I feel compelled, inasmuch 
as the increase of salaries in the Agricultural Department commences 
with the head of the department and not with the underpaid class of 
employés in the lower divisions, whose services are worth more than 
they are getting, who are perhaps, as the gentleman says, underpaid— 
and I have no objection to their being paid a sum equivalent to the 
services they perform, whether scientific or clerical—but I feel com- 
pelled to make the point of order on the salary of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture. i 

This bill raises his salary $500. When he went into the office his 
salary was fixed. He has performed the service for that salary, and 
we have not heard that he is complaining. I suppose he hasbeen well 
paid. In conformity with rulings of the Chair on other occasions, I 
make the point of order. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that the point of order of 
the gentleman from Tennessee comes too late. The paragraph in which 
the salary of the Commissioner of Agriculture is fixed has been passed, 
and no point of order was made when that was reached. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 
The point of order made by the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr. HATCH], 
that the point of order of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASH- 
INGTON] is now too late, is sustained. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. When the Clerk commenced reading the bill 
I supposed he was reading it the first time. 

The OHAIRMAN, The Chair distinctly stated that the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HATCH] had asked unanimous consent to dispense 
with the first reading of the bill; and there was no objection to that 

uest. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. If I can not make the point of order, I now 
move to amend the bill by reducing the salary of the Commissioner of 
Agriculture $500. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order that we have passed that 

ph, and that the amendment is not in order, 

The CHAIRMAN. | The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to ask, were not all points of order on the 
bill reserved ? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not remember; but if they were, 
3 be made when the paragraphs to which they apply are 
reached. 2 

Mr. HATCH. Points of order were reserved. 

Mr. BURROWS. I understand the bill is all in one section. 

Mr. HATCH. No, sir; not in one section nor in one paragraph. 

Mr. BURROWS. It is all in one section, and the gentleman from 
Tennessee made the point of order against this provision. All points 
of order having been reserved, I do not see why the point of order 
should not be made now. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Iam also loth to disagree with the Chair on 
this matter, but I call attention to the fact that this bill is composed 
of 344 lines, and if 344 consecutive lines withont a break do not con- 
stitute one section, what in the name of common sense does? This 
whole bill is one section. : 

TheCHAIRMAN. The decision of the Chair is not governed by the 
question of sections. This bill is being read by paragraphs, and the 
paragraphs relate to different subjects, and the Clerk has already read 
paragraphs relating to a number of subjects. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. Haren] made the point of order that the point of order of 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] was too late, be- 
cause the paragraph to which it related had been passed, and the Chair 
sustained the point of order of the gentleman from Missouri in accord- 
ance with the uniform rulings in such cases. 

Mr. HATCH. Mr, Chairman, my timeis quite limited, and I trust 
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that the gentleman from Tennessee will not consume any more of it upon 
this point, but will let the Clerk proceed with, the reading of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amendment 
will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk will read. 
“The Clerk read as follows: 


For electing and disseminating information relating to silk-culture; for 
1 and distributing silk-worm and for conducting at some point 
n the District of Columbia experiments with automatic machinery for reeling 
from the cocoon, and for expenses in collecting, purchasing, pre 
ing for transportation, and transporting the cocoons necessary therefor, and for 
n traveling expenses, $15,000. And the Commissioner of Agriculture 
is hereby authorized to sell in open market any and all reeled silk and silk 
waste produced in these experiments, and to apply the proceeds of such sales 
to the payment of the legitimate expenses incur! therein; and the Commis- 
sioner of Agriculture shall make full report to Congress of the experiments 
herein provided for, and also of ali sales and purchases made under this para- 
graph, with the names and residences of all producers of cocoons of whom 
purchases are made. 


Mr. RYAN. Mr. Chairman, I move tostrike out the last word. My 
object is to get some information from the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture, who has charge of this bill. I call his attention espe- 
cially to the language in lines 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, and 169. Pro- 
vision is there made for an appropriation of $15,000 for certain specific 
purposes. What are they? I read, commencing in line 164: 

And for conducting at some point in the District of Columbia experiments with 
automatic machinery for reeling silk from the cocoon, and for expenses inourred 
in collecting, purchasing, preparing for transportation, and transporting the co- 
coons necessary therefor. 

Now that all relates to the purchase, preparation for trausportation, 
and transportation of the cocoons “necessary therefor. N 
for what? For “conducting at some point in the District of Colum- 
bia experiments with automatic machinery for reeling silk from the 
cocoon. ™ $ ; 

Under that provision the Department of Agriculture would not have 
authority to purchase a cocoon for any other experimental station, and, 
as the gentleman well knows, there is in my State—perhaps in his 
Statealso, but certainly there is in mine—an experimental station which 
promises very satisfactory results. If this language will confine the 
purchase of cocoons for experimental purposes to a station in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, of course none can be purchased for the other ex- 
perimental stations, and I therefore suggest to the gentleman that, in 
order to obviate that difficulty, he agree to strike out in line 163 the 
words necessary therefor.’’ That will remove the restriction. 

Mr. HATCH. Ihave noobjection. I will accept that amendment on 
behalf of the committee. I think the gentleman is somewhat particu- 
lar about the point, but rather than take up time in discussing it I 
will move to strike out the words necessary thereſor, in line 168, 50 
that the provision may have the broadest latitude. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. RYAN. Now I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee on 
Agriculture whether there will be sufficient funds to purchase all the 
cocoons necessary for experimental purposes before the commencement 
of the next fiscal year. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill state to the gentleman that a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Agriculture (of which the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. BIdds] was chairman) was appointed to investigate that 
subject. They had a conference with the Commissioner and with the 
superintendent of the sericulture division of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment, and they reported unanimously that no additional appropriation 
was necessary for this fiscal year, because there would be a sufficient — 
amount to pay for all the cocoons that would be ready for market. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, Irenewthe formal amendment. There 
has been no general debate and this bill has not been read in full, and 
therefore I do not think I need to apologize for taking up afew minutes 
in getting some information from the committee, I am interested in 
the subject under discussion, but I am not thoroughly informed. I 
notice that the words in lines 162 and 163 indicating the object towhich 
the appropriation is directed are ſor collecting and disseminating in- 
formation relating to silk culture,“ and I notice that in line 178 the 
language is for the encouragement and development of the culture of 
raising raw silk.” 

Mr. HATCH. The gentleman will notice the difference. The first 
paragraph to which he calls attention makes an appropriation of $15,- 
000 for the Department of Agriculture. The other one is ‘‘ for the en- 
couragement and development of the culture of raising raw silk, $5,000, 
to be expended under the direction of the Woman's Silk-Culture Asso- 
ciation of the United States, located at Philadelphia, which is the 
exact language of the law of the present fiscal year, and, so far as I 
know, the character of the work which that association is doing is very ` 
satisfactory. 

Mr. ADAMS. Is the language in line 162 exactly the language that 
is in the act making appropriations for the current year? 

Mr. HATCH. Itis. 

Mr. ADAMS. And does it, as the more general term, include the 
culture of raising raw silk?’’ I desire that it should be a more gen- 
eral term and should include the more ific term below. 

Mr. HATCH. Itis; and the Commissioner is buying all the cocoons 
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raised in the United States that he can get. That is exactly what he 
is doing. x 

Mr. ADAMS. Alright. - 

Mr. RYAN. The amendment already made renders it necessary to 
strike out the word the“ in line 168. 

Mr. HATCH. Yes; the word the“ in line 168 before the word 
**cocoons’? should be struck out. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, that amendment will 
be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ment and development of the culture of raising raw silk, 
$5,000, to be expended under the direction of the Women’s Silk Culture Associ- 
ation of the United States, located at Philadelphia, and to be paid directly to 
said association; and said association shall make a full and detailed report of 
the expenditures and results obtained under this appropriation, and also under 
the appropriation to said association made for the years 1887 and 1888, as 
provided by law, if not already made, to the Commissioner of Agriculture, who 
shall transmit the same to e e and $2,500 for the same purposes and under 
the same restrictions and conditions, to the California Ladies’ Silk Culture As- 
sociation of California, and for the continuation of the study and experiments, 
by Joseph Neuman and associates, of the wild native silk-worm of California, 

500; and the said Joseph Neumarf shall report the results of such work to 
Congress through the Commissioner of Agriculture on or before the Ist day of 
January, 1889. 


Mr. BUCHANAN. Reserving a point of order on line 192 and the 
following lines to the end of the paragraph, I would like to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture something abont this spe- 
cific appropriation to Mr. Neuman—whether it is a new thing or an 
old one; if an old thing, what is he doing, and if a ew thing, what 
lie proposes to do. The only evidence that I have seen of his activity 
is a room down on Pennsylvania avenue which has a very nice sign in 
front, but which is evidently visited by nobody, cared for by nobody, 
and which interests nobody. I suppose there is more active, intelli- 

gent, and valuable work back of that; but I would like to know some- 
thing about it. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman fiom New Jersey will step into that 
establishment which he has described, down on Pennsylvania avenue, 
he will get a great deal of information. The discovery of this native 
cocoon growing in its natural state in the open air in certain portions 
of California is regarded by the Representatives from that State asa 
very valuable discovery and well worthy of an appropriation of $2,500 
for the purpose of further investigating and reporting to this House at 
the next session or at the end of the next fiscal year, the probabilities of 
making that a great industry of this country. The gentleman from 
California on this side [Mr. Braas] or either of the gentlemen from 
California on the other side can enlighten the gentleman from New 
Jersey on this subject to a greater extent than I can; they have more 
information about it. But I will state that the majority of the Rep- 
resentatives from the State of California were present in our commit- 
tee-room, and it was upon their suggestion that the sum of $5,000 
given to the State of California in connection with this subject was 
divided in this way. As it is entirely satisfactory to the Representa- 
tives of that State, I hope the gentleman from New Jersey will not 
make any objection. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. 
not do so. 

Mr. BIGGS. That is right. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Seed division: For the purchase, propagation, and distribution, as required 
by law, of seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants, and expenses 
of labor, transportation, paper, twine, gum, 8 postal: cards, and all nec- 
essary material and repairs for putting up and distributing the same, and to be 
distributed in localities adapted to their culture, $100,000. 

Mr. LIND. For the purpose of asking a question, I moye to strike 
out the Jast word. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture whether this appropriation of $100,000 includes a suffi- 
cient amount of money to enable the Commissioner of Agriculture in 
the future to make purchases of seed wheat for distribution. 

Mr. HATCH. It unquestionably does. 

Mr. LIND. I will state what my experience was last year—not for 
the purpose of criticising the Commissioner, but simply as a matter of 
fact. As the gentleman is aware, wheat is the great staple of our 
State, and I had probably a thousand inquiries for seed wheat, partic- 
ularly for Russian wheat. Iwent to the Commissioner soon after coming 
to Washington and requested him to procure some Russian seed wheat. 
He complained that the appropriation was insufficient; that he had not 
the means. The commissioner of agriculture of Canada, however, im- 
ported a cargo of Russian wheat, and I wrote to him asking for some. 
He very courteously sent some to me for my own use, and sent some 
to my friends. 

Now, it does seem to me that it is hardly proper or in good taste to 
compel an American citizen, if he wants to get a desirable quality of 
seed, to apply to a Canadian official in order to secure it. If the gen- 
tleman has any doubt about the sufficiency of the appropriation for 
this purpose, I ask to offer an amendment to increase the appropria- 
tion. 

Mr. HATCH. I think the gentleman will not offer his amendment 
when he hears my explanation. I agree with everything he has said. 

It is simply a criticism upon the kind and character of seeds which 


Ihave not made any point of order and will 
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pati been purchased under the direction of our Commissioner of Agri- 
culture. 

Mr. LIND. I did not so intend it. I understood the appropriation 
was insufficient. 

Mr. HATCH. If the gentleman calls again upon the Commissioner, 
and the Commissioner states that $100,000 is not a sufficient sum to 
enable him to carry out the provision of existing law which requires 
him to purchase for distribution rare and valuable seeds, I hope the 
gentleman will suggest to the Commissioner that Russian wheat is a 
rare and valuable seed for distribution throughout the Northwest, and 
will tell the Commissioner to buy less turnip and radish seed and more 
Russian wheat-seed. 

We have simply in this bill to give to the Commissioner the authority 
to carry out the Jaw, as that law on the statute-book requires him to 
buy only rare and valuable seed which will benefit the agriculturists 
and farmers of the United States, and $100,000 is every dollar that 
ought to be appropriated, and a large portion of it should be used in 
the purchase of seed such as the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
LIND] has indicated. 

Mr. LIND. I withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move to amend in line 233 by striking out $100,- 
000 and inserting ‘‘ 850, 000, and I do it for this reason: I under- 
stand the object of establishing the Agriculture Department, but Iun- 
derstand the object for which it was established has been perverted and 
that it has become a sort of political machine for the purpose of elec- 
tioneering in a cheap way by members for their return to Congress. 

A great deal of the time of members of Congress which ought to be 
devoted to public business is taken up in answering requests for garden 
seed such as can be bought in any store of the country. I say itisa 
perversion of the public funds to use them in buying common sced 
which can be purchased anywhere and distributing them all over the 
country for the purpose of securing the return of members of Congress 
to this House. 

If the money should be used as the chairman of the committee sug- 
gests, to buy rare and valuable seed, and new varieties, such as will 
have the effect to promote the interests of agriculture, then I say the 
appropriation would be a proper one. I object to the administration 
of the law asitis administered, and I object to the present use of this 
fund because I believe that it can be applied to better purposes, I 
say, furthermore, if we are not going to reduce the appropriation or 
change the administration of this law, then we ought to increase the 
appropriation, so that every member on this floor can send to each one 
of his constituents a portion of the seed. As it is, a Democratic member 
finds nearly all the good farmers in his district belong to the Demo- 
cratic party, and therefore distributes to them the packages of seed 
which have been sent to him from the Department, and the Repub- 
lican farmers get very few, or none. [Laughter.] And when the Re- 
publican member of Congress comes to distribute his seed he docs not 
find many good Democratic farmers in his district, and he distributes 
nearly all of his packages of seed to the Republican farmers, and the 
Democratic farmers get none. [Laughter and cries of dissent from 
various parts of the House.] 

Mr. HATCH. I do not know how it is with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, but I wish to say that his remarks have no application to 
many members on this side of the House. 

Mr. ENLOE. I am glad I have thrown a rock which has hit some- 
where, and to judge from the effect it has produced itstruck all around. 
(Laughter. ] 

I wish to say that so far as I am individually concerned I have dis- 
tributed seeds to all who applied for them, as long as I had any to dis- 
tribute, regardless of the politics of the applicant, and I am satisfied 
that my experience is the common experience. Mostof those who ap- 
plied were Democrats, and of those sent without application I have 
generally sent them to my friends, who I thought would make proper 
use of them. Soit followed that in my district most of the seeds went 
to Democrats, and I have not a doubt that in Republican districts most 
of the seeds go to Republicans for the very same reasons. They are 
necessarily distributed to a greater or less extent on political lincs; and 
often designedly so. Lam firmly of the opinion that this appropriation 
should be restricted so as to provide only a sufficient fund for the pur- 
chase of such rare, new, and valuable varieties of seeds as are neces- 
sary to the proper tests in different sections of the country, as contem- 
plated in the creation of this Department; or it should be increased as 
I have said, to a sufficient sum to give every citizen an equal showing in 
the distribution of such common varieties of seeds as are used by every 
farmer and gardener inthis country. The present system is a palpable 
fraud on the agricultural interests of the country. If the method of 
administration can not be changed, the law providing for this distribu- 
tion ought to be wiped from the statute-books. 

Mr. BIGGS. I do not like to interrupt the remarks of my friend 
from Tennessee, but I can not permit them to go out without entering 
my protest against them. They do not apply to me in the distribu- 
tion of packages of seed which I receive from the Agricultural Depart- 
ment. I send them to the postmasters of my district, and they are 
distributed by those postmasters amongst the farmers so as to do the 
most good in the promotion of agriculture, Therefore I hope the gen- 
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tleman from Tennessee will withdraw his sweeping charge about these The question was taken on the amendment of Mr. ENLOE, and it was 


3 1 distributed merely for electioneering purposes. 
plause. 

Mr. ENLOE. Iam very sorry I did any injustice to my friend from 
California, It may be different in his State, but I think members gen- 
erally will admit the distribution of these seeds is made throughout 
the country as I have stated. 

Mr. BIGGS. You have no right to impugn the motives of any mem- 
ber upon this floor. 

Mr. ENLOE. I certainly do not intend to impugn the motives of 
any gentleman here, and especially I do not intend to impugn the mo- 
tives of my distinguished friend irom California, for I do not know 
what they doin California; but I do know how the distribution of these 
seeds is generally made. I merely wish to add that, in my judgment, 
if the appropriation is made these seeds should be distributed through 
the commissioners of agriculture in the several States, and not through 
Senators and Members of Congress. $ 

Mr. YOST. I agree to some extent with what was said by the gen- 
tleman who has moved the amendment to reduce the appropriation. 
Some six thousand packages of seed are distributed to each member of 
Congress. There are some fifty thousand families in each district. It 
is necessary for the purpose of accomplishing any good to send six pack- 
ages to each family. These six thousand packages therefore would 
only supply a thousand families, while the other forty-nine thousand 
are left without seeds. Either the system of distribution ought to be 
abolished or the appropriation should be made sufficient to give to every 
member of Congress enough seed to distribute to every family in his 
district, and thereby avoid the discrimination he is now compelled to 
exercise. 

I distribute the seeds allotted me, so far as I can, to the poor people 
in my district. That is the only rule I have, and I do it irrespective 
of politics. I know there are more than one thousand families in my 
district who want these seeds. I know there are more than ten thou- 
sand poor families in my district, as there are in the districts of other 
gentlemen on this floor, and my contention is that a member should be 
enabled to supply the reasonable demand made upon him, or else that 
the present system of distribution be abolished. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit to the mem- 
bers of the committee that the entire theory and purpose of this ap- 
propriation appear to be misunderstood. It is not for the purpose of 
furnishing every man who chooses to apply to the Department with a 
supply of seed for ordinary domestic purposes. 

‘Mr. HATCH. That is right. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is for the purpose of distributing seed of superior 
quality and of different varieties amongst the people in order that they 
may get a foundation or root; and after establishing the value of the 
class of seed that then thereafter they may be distributed generally 
amongst the people from the usual sources of supply—not that the 
Agricultural Department should supply everybody by any means. 

Mr. WARNER. Then, of course, you want to put them in the hands 
of the most intelligent people; and in that way you would send the 
great bulk of them to my Republican constituents. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MORGAN. The theory is to send these seed to such leading 
persons, agriculturists, and gardeners who may understand the best 
mode of using them, and demonstrate their adaptability to the soil or 
climate in which they are used, and not for the special benefit of the 
persons so using them, but as an experiment for the benefit of the 
whole people. 

Now, we send to Russia for Russian wheat, for instance, and get the 
seed here. When that seed has been tested and found to be adapted to 
the climate or soil in which it is to be used, it can be generally dis- 
tributed throughout the land; and so it is with rare and valuable seeds 
of all kinds. 

It is a mistake, then, to come here and say that the purpose of this 
law was for the benefit of individual constituents of any member of this 
House. It is an entire misunderstanding of the pu These seeds 
should be distributed in the manner that will produce the best results 
for all the people and place the seed by actual reproduction in the reach 
of all. 

Mr. HATCH. I hope now, Mr. Chairman, that the committee will 
come to a vote on the amendment of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
I do not want to make a motion to limit debate, but the time I am 
allowed to occupy with this billis limited, and this question has been 
discussed so often that it is scarcely necessary to go over the ground 


[Ap- 


again. 

pe GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will not cut off amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HATCH. 
cut off debate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have an amendment I wish to offer. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I ask unanimous consent that debate be closed 
now, and that we may vote upon such amendments as are offered. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I must object, because I want to offer an amend- 
ment, and will need a minute or two to explain it. 

Mr. HATCH. Then I ask a vote on the pending amendment, 


I do not want to cut off amendments, but simply to 


rejected. 

Mr. BREWER, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word; 
and I make this motion for the purpose of calling the attention of the 
Committee of the Whole, as well as the Committee on Agriculture, es- 
pecially to the fact that we have appropriated already over $500,000 
for the purpose of establishing agricul tural-experimental stations in each 
of the States and Territories of the Union. It has been suggested by my 
friend from Minnesota [ Mr. LIND] that the great desire of the Northwest 
is to experiment with Russian wheat, wheat growing being their great 
industry. : 

It fous seem to me, after we have established these experiment sta- 
tions in each of the States and Territories, that the experiments should 
all be made at the stations themselves. The advantage of such an ar- 
rangementis obvious. Supposethe Commissioner of Agriculture should 
purchase some of this Russian wheat for the purpose of experimenting 
with it in the Northwestern States. He can send this wheat to the ex- 
perimental stations, instead of being distributed generally throughout 
the Northwest among the citizens, where the benefit, if any arises from 
the test, will not become generally known. But by sending it to these 
stations, in Minnesota, for instance, it can there be tested under the 
best conditions, and the results made known to the people generally, 
not for the benefit alone of the State of Minnesota, but for the whole 
Northwest. If it is desired to send a package of it to each of the ex- 
perimental stations that can be done, and the experiment made in dif- 
ferent climes, with different kinds of soil and different modes of treat- 
ment; and so on with every valuable class of seed which is purchased 
and distributed by the Department. This arrangement would save 
this sending out promiscuously of seed all over the country, from which 
the Agricultural Department gets no benefit or return from the experi- 
ments which have been made. 

Mr. STEELE. Why would it not be better to allow the superin- 
tendents of these institutions to exercise their own judgment in buy- 
ing the seeds adapted to their particular localities? 

Mr. BREWER. This question, itseems to me, had better be under 
the guidance of one person, and should all be done from one place here 
in the city of Washington, and by the Commissioner of Agriculture. He 
can procure the seeds and send them where he thinks fit, or as may be 
requested by the experimental stations themselves. i 

These stations, after making experiments, publish their reports of 
all experiments, and, as I have said, the people of Minnesota and all of 
the other States will have the benefit of the experiments made there, 
In this manner we can obtain the advantage of all the tests of every 
new variety of seeds. This is why we have appropriated $500,000, the 
very purpose of which is to secure these experiments, made under the 
most favorable circumstances, in order that everybody may have the 
benefit. That was the plan in view in the adoption of the stations; 
but, as stated here on the floor, we now simply send the seeds ont to poor 
people all through the country, and in the district from which a itep- 
resentative comes to any one who asks for them—I know I do—and the 
result is that not one single report comes in from any one who has re- 
ceived seeds in my district; and I apprehend that the same occurs 
in all districts throughout the country as to the result of the experi- 
ments made in them. Why have we made these great appropri- 
ations except that the people of the whole country should have the 
results of the experiments? It seems to me that it was the inten- 
tion and object of the appropriation of this large sum to enable the 
people to have the benefit of the experiments made at these stations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HATCH. I desire to say to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BREWER] that the Committee on Agriculture are satisfied that proba- 
bly within the next year this amount of $100,000 can be very materi- 
ally decreased because of the work which will be done by the different 
experimental stations; but he will remember they are just established. 
They have not raised any crop, and will not be able to raise any crop 
probably before the expiration of the next fiscal year so as to distribute 
valuable seeds. 

The Commissioner has the distribution of one-third of all the seeds 
provided under this paragraph, and it is his duty, and he will do it, to 
distribute to each of these stations such rare and valuable seeds as may 
come into his possession for trial in different sections and latitudes of 
the country. I am satisfied that in time this appropriation can be 
largely reduced, if not entirely done away with. 

Mr. BREWER. And the experiments made as I suggested ? 

Mr. HATCH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. Have the Committee on Agriculture considered this 
question in the line I have suggested ? 

Mr. HATCH. They have, in every shape of it. I yield the bal- 
ance of my time to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. LAIRD]. 

Mr. LAIRD. I want to make this suggestion to my friend from 
Michigan and the House. Itcan not escape the attention of the House 
that the entire discussion so far which obstructs the passage of this bill 
is addressed to matters of administration alone, and not to matters ot 
legislation. I am bound to say from my investigation of the Depart- 


ment, having been on that subcommittee—and I do so cheerfully—that 


4854 CONGRESSION AL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


` JUNE 2, 


the present. head of it has administered it so practically that he is a 
monument in certain respects and aspects of the administration of the 
office of merit. i 
- Witness the conduct of the business of his Department concerning 
the suppression of diseases among domestic animals. These things can 
not escape Mr. Colman; they do not; they will not. And I submit 
the important thing for the House and the business of the country is 
to proceed to dispatch this business. 

I am perfectly willing to trust my interest and the interests of my 


constituents to the matters exclusively of administration which beleng | 


io the Commissioner of Agriculture. If the country is not satisfied 
with that administration they know how to secure their remedy. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to strike out the last two words for the pur- 
pose of making an inquiry and a suggestion. The object of this dis- 
tribution of seeds throughout the country is tosecure the introduction 


of new and valuable varieties. 


Mr. HATCH. ‘The words of the law are ‘‘rare and valuable varie- 
ties.’ 

Mr. DINGLEY. That object I commend. I do not know any other 
plan can be adopted that will work on the whole more successfully than 
the present one, I wish there could be, because it brings to all of usa 

t deal of inconvenience. 

But I want to call attention to one point in connection with the ad- 
ministration of this office. It is often the case that rare and valuable 
seeds and plants are purchased by the Commissioner and the fact goes 
into the newspapers. Members of Congress are immediately besieged 
by letters calling attention to the fact that the Agricultural Depart- 
ment has such and such seeds and plants and desire they should be sent 
to them, and when the inquiry is made it is found that they have all 
been distributed. 

I call attention particularly to one article, Chapman’s honey plant. 
Early in this session I received letters calling attention to the fact that 
the newspapers had announced that that valuable seed or plant was in 
the Agricultural Department for distribution. Having received several 
letters, I sent them to the Agricultural Department, asking that the 
seeds or plants might be distributed. After a time I received a notice 
that the Department had had such plants, but that they were all dis- 
tributed; and, so far as I can learn, not a single package of that seed 
or plant has gone to the State of Maine, although they have been dis- 
tributed in many other directions. 

Now, my inquiry is, what is the use of those plants if we can not 
receive them? What I particularly object to is that public notice is 
not immediately given that such and such plants are ready for distri- 
bution. When I applied for those plants and received the answer that 
they were distributed, it appeared to me that when there are any seeds 
or plants of a rare character to be distributed they should be distrib- 
uted in a way that will carry them into various parts of the country, 
in order that their value may be tested and the seeds sent to the vari- 
ous localities throughout the various States suitable for their cultiya- 


tion. 

Mr. MORGAN, Iask the gentleman from Maine, can we not effect 
that through agricultural colleges when they come into operation? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Very likely. Iam now speaking of the present 
administration. 

Mr. HATCH. ‘The gentleman from Maine is simply criticising the 
administration of the law; and I submit to him that nothing in the 
world to do with the adoption of this paragraph. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I admit that. 

Mr. HATCH. If there has been any dereliction on the part of the 
Commissioner or any of the authorities there in to the fair and 
equal distribution of seeds under the existing law, the gentleman ought 
simply to make a statement of the facts to the House and send the mat- 
ter to the Committee on Agriculture for investigation, 


Mr. DINGLEY. ‘That is just what I am doing. 

Mr. MORGAN. And I hope that the committee will go the whole 
length with the tleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY withdrew his pro forma amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR was recognized. : 

Mr. HATCH. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. LalbLAWI. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I have the floor to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I ask the gentleman to withhold that for a moment, 
in order that the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAIDLAW] may make 
a brief statement. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. Mr. Chairman, so far as the honey-plant is con- 
cerned, I can give the committee all the light they require on that sub- 
ject. All of that plant that the Department got was obtained from a 

, constituent of mine at my suggestion. The Bee-Keepers’ Association 
of the United States have been canvassing the question of this honey- 
plant, which, in the opinion of bee-keepers, is a plant of very great 
merit, and is indorsed by the Bee-Keepers’ Association of the United 
States. The Department, as I have said, got only a very small quan- 


tity of the plant, and got it from a gentleman in my district, but of 
course the Iiee- Keepers“ Journal immediately announced that the De- 
partment had the plant for distribution, and the consequence was a 
` great multitude of applications for it. I received a number of letters 


myself from my own district asking for the plant, but I knew the Com- 
missioner did not have it to give, and I know that many, many appli- 
cations were denied for that reason. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add at end of line 233 the weap - 

` Provided, ‘That it shall be unlawful for the Commissioner of Agriculture or 
any subordinate of the Department to buy foror furnish to any member of Con- 
gress or other person any seed beyond the regular quota of seed allotted to such 
person or to pack or put up or mail to or for any person any such extra seed ; nor 
shall it be lawful for such Commissioner or any subordinate to act as agent for 
| any seedman or other person either in buying or selling any seed beyond the 
| amount allowed by this bill.” 


| Mr. HATCH, I make the point of order upon that amendment that 
it changes existing law—that it is new legislation, and is not in order 

upon this bill. I do not want to take the gentleman from Ohio off cf - 
the floor or prevent him from making his statement, but I make the 
point of order. , 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill speak to the point of order. Mr. Chair- 
man, does the law of the United States authorize the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to be the agent of a seedsman to buy seeds for members of 
Congress? Is that the point of order? Where is the law which au- 
thorizes the abuse which this amendment seeks to correct? 

Mr. HATCH. The provision of the bill which has just been read 
and is now under discussion is an exact copy of existing law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But it is silent upon this subject. The gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Harc] makes the mistake of supposing 
that because this amendment proposes an enactment, it proposes to 
change existing law. I know of no law upon this particular subject, 
and it seems very strange ta me that the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture seeks to prevent putting into this bill so simple and 
salutary a provision as this. 

Mr. HATCH. I donot want to discuss the merits of the matter, 
but if the gentleman will reflect for a moment, he will see that while 
the law as it stands to-day isas broad and comprehensive and as binding 
on the Commissioner as it is possible to make it, there are cases occur- 
ring between members of this House when an allotment of seeds which is 
made to one member is more valuable to some other member, and there 
are members from city districts, who, from time to time, have quanti- 
ties of seeds allotted to them which they can not use in their districts 
and which are distributed among other members. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwish the gentleman would listen to thisamend- 
ment which I have offered, because it does not affect that matter at all. 

Mr. HATCH. I listened to it very attentively, and I insist upon the 
point of order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not affect that at all. The amendment 
I have offered is intended merely to interdict the matter described and 
nothing else. It does not affect the right of the Department to issue 
to my friend on the other side the quota of myself and as many other 
members as will assign their quotas to him. 

Mr. HATCH, I think there is no necessity for a provision of this 
kind in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule on the point of order. 

The third paragraph of Rule XXI contains this language: 

Nor shall any provision changing existing law be in order in any general ap- 
propriation bill or any amendment thereto. 

The Chair thinks that the amendment sent up by the gentleman from 
| Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] changes existing law. 
| Mr. GROSVENOR. Whatlaw? 

The CHAIRMAN. It adds to the law as it now stands; it qualifies 
, the existing law in such a way as to change it. 

Mr. HATCH. In other words, it makes new law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

Mr. ENLOE. I move to amend by inserting, after the word ‘‘cult- 
ure,” in line 233, the words through the State experimental sta- 
tions,” so that these seeds shall be distributed through the State 
experimental stations instead of by members of Congress. 

Mr. HATCH. I raise the point of order that the amendment changes 
existing law by taking it out of the power of members of Congress to 
distribute these seeds; it changes the whole system of distribution. 

Mr. ENLOE, That is exactly what I have been wanting to do—to 
change the present method of distribution. For that reason I have 
offered this amendment, my first amendment being presented with a 
view of calling attention to the matter, 

I wiil say that I had no intention of making any reflection upon the 
Commissioner of Agriculture in his administration of the law in the 
purchase of seeds, for he purchases what the constituents of members 
of Congress call for and what members want to distribute. I am sat- 
isfied, however, that a stricter adherence to the law would be better, 
and that a distribution through the agricultural commissioners of the 
different States or through these experimental stations would insure a 
much fairer distribution of the seeds, and would tend to promote the 
interests of agriculture. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


An equal rtion of two-thirds of ali seeds, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, 
and plants shall, upon their request, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, 
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and Delegates in Congress for distribution among their ‘constituents; and the 
person receiving such seeds shall inform the Department of results of the ex- 
iments therewith: Provided, That all seeds, plants,and cuttings herein al- 
Potted to Senators, Representatives, and Delegates to for distribution 
remaining uncalled for at the end of the fiscal shall be distributed by the 
Commissioner of ure: And provided , That the Commissioner shall 
report, as provided in this act, the ee RET and price of seeds purchased, 
and the date of purchase. But nothing in this paragraph shall be construed to 
prevent the Commissioner of Agriculture from sending flower, garden, and other 
seeds to those who apply forthe same. And the amount herein appropriated 
shall not be diverted or used for any other purpose but for the pe pro 


gation, and distribution of improved and valuable seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, 


vines, onttings,and plants: But provided, however, That the Commissioner shall 
not distribute to any Senator, Representative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit 
for the climate and localit he represents, but shall distribute the same so that 
each member may have seeds of equal value, as may be, and the best adapted to 
the locality he represents. 

Mr. O’NEILL, of Pennsylvania. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
committee whether that portion of this paragraph from line 246 to line 
249 is not the authority by which the Commissioner of Agriculture is 
enabled to distribute seeds to those who directly apply for them; and 
is it not the authority which enables a member of Congress to have 
seeds sent directly from the Agricultural Department to persons whose 
names he may furnish to the Department? 

Mr. HATCH. The language is just as broad asit can be made. It 
gives the Commissioner power to distribute one-third of all these seeds 
to parties who may apply for them in person or whose names may be 
furnished to the Department by members of Congress, 

Mr, O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. While upon my feet I wish to 
remind members that most of the Representatives here from city dis- 
tricts have not a single acre of agricultural land in their districts. In 
the districts, for instance, represented by my colleague [Mr. RANDALL] 
and myself there is not one acre of such lands; but in each of those 
districts there are persons who have country seats, and persons living 
less expensively who have little gardens adjacent to their humble res- 
idences. ‘These are the persons who apply not only for flower-seeds, 
but for garden and vegetable seeds; and I want to say that no one who 
has applied to me for any kind of seeds has been refused so long as 
there were seeds subject to my distribution. Those who first apply 
get them, just as in the distribution of documents. According to the 
plan of distribution which experience has suggested to me, whoever 
writes to me for a document gets that document, if I have it. 

One word in justice to the Commissioner of Agriculture, upon whom 
there have been some reflections cast here to day. I want to say that 
in all my intercourse with him I have been treated as one gentleman 
should treat another; and I cansay the same in regard to all the offi 
of that Department. Iam glad to have had an opportunity to make 
this statement in justice to the administration of the Department. 

Mr. KERR. When I received, as a farmer, packages of seed there 
was printed on each package a request from the Department to the 
party receiving those packages of seed to make report of his success in 
using those seeds. I notice that none of these packages contain any 
such request at the present time. I ask the gentleman, therefore, why 
that requirement of the Jaw has been discontinued under the present 
administration of the Agricultural Department? 

Mr. HATCH. I have not been advised it had been discontinued. I 
understand that with each package of seeds the Commissioner sends out 
a circular requesting report in reference to the use of the seeds, and 
that in hundreds and thousands of instances such reports had come to 
the Department, and that they have been exceedingly valuable in their 
results, x 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Division of forestry: For investigations into the structural differences of im- 
portant timbers and the factars that influence their quality, their biology; mis- 
Cellaneous reports; expense of experimental grounds; collection, purchase, and 
distribution of forest-tree seeds and seedlings in aid of forest culture; and for 
ascertaining the area, amount, and condition of the remaining white-pine sup- 
plies in the Northwestern States; and for working collection and apparatus, 
traveling and other expenses, $10,000. 

Mr. ADAMS. I move tostrike out the words ‘‘and for ascertaining 
the area, amount, and condition of the remaining white-pine supplies 
in the Northwestern States.” 

The appropriation for forestry this year is $10,000. Last year it was 
$8,000. Iam glad it is increased. I wish it were more. But I should 
be sorry to see a single dollar wasted in work, the result of which, 
as any one familiar with the country knows, will be utterly futile. 
You tan not, byany Government official, with asum of $2,000 or $10,000, 
ascertain the remaining white-pine supplies in the Northwestern States. 
The white-pine tree grows on the same ground with the hard pine, 
and even experienced lumbermen can not tell, until their agentsare sent 
in to cover almost every acre of the ground, what their supplies are. 

The lumber business for the last ten years has been carried on where 
the white pine grows with the hard pine. It is scattered pine. That 
is the most valuable part of the pine product of the Northwestern States. 
A person of great experience, of great aptitude for the work, can only 
tell after a very careful investigation of a forty-acre tract how many 
thousand feet 1 praes are standing on that land. And to suppose 
a Government official can do good to any portion of the people of this 
country by spending any part of that sum in that way is utterly futile. 
An official in that Department might, perhaps, by collating statements 


made by State authority, make a report, but if would not be reliable 
and would have no practical value whatever. And I would rather see 
this appropriation or a larger appropriation devoted to ends which are 
practical than to see a portion of it wasted for a purpose out of which 
there could be no valuable result. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 3 

Mr. HATCH. I would state to the gentleman from Illinois that the 
chief of the division of forestry and the Commissioner asked to have 
additional authority in the use of this appropriation, I am under the 
impression that it is for the collection and collation of local statistics 
on this subject. It is not a large expenditure of money, and is simply 
for information to be used in the forestry report. 

The Treasury Department is so particular about expenditure of pub- 
lic money that unless it comes exactly under the description of the ap- 
propriation there is difficulty about it. When we go into conference 
on the bill, I will tell the gentleman that if I find there is no necessity 
for this appropriation Ishall certainly be in favor of reducing it or strike 
it out altogether. 

Mr. ADAMS, My object is to have the appropriation used for a 
legitimate purpose. p 

Now, I wish to make this further statement. The first part of this 
paragraph reads as follows: Division of forestry: For investigation 
into the structural differences of important timbers and the ors _ 
that influence their quality, their biology,“ ete. In the latter part 
of the paragraph it is for the purpose of enabling the Commissioner of 
Agriculture to experiment and continue. an investigation and report 
upon the subject of forestry. x 

An investigation into the structural differences of important timbers, 
is not a matter which applies to the Department of Agriculture, and I 
would rather see this appropriation, or, as I have said, a much 
appropriation for forestry proper, than to see any portion diverted for 
objects which belong to other departments hereafter to be formed. 

Mr. HATCH. Iagree with the gentleman from Illinois, and when 
the Book of Estimates came in with this provision in it I objected to its 
incorporation in the bill, and had a conference with the Commissioner of 
Agriculture, and received a statement from the superintendent or the 
chief of this forestry division bearing upon this question. The present 
chief of that division is, I am informed by gentlemen who know him 
and are competent to speak of the facts, a man of the very highest rep- 
utation throughout the United States, and eminent in this particular 
branch of science. He is regarded as a very practical man and per- 
haps one of the best that has ever presided at the head of sucha bureau, 
and I yielded to his better knowledge after hearing his explanation. 

If the gentleman from Illinois will read thé report submitted by him, 
which is now in press, and I understand will soon be out, he will find 
that a large portion of it is devoted to information upon this very sub- 
ject. 

Mr. ADAMS. Iwill follow the example of the chairman of the com- 
mittee, and yield to his better judgment. I withdraw the amendment. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I move that the committee now rise and report the 
bill as amended to the House. 

Mr, LAWLER. Before that I wish to ask the gentleman in charge 
of the bill what provision is made for the pay of laborers in the bill ? 

Mr. HATCH. I would be very glad to gratify my friend from Illi- 
nois if I had the list before me, but I can only refer him now to the 
report of the Commissioner of Agriculture for the past fiscal year for a 
detailed statement of such payments. The law compels him to report 
to Congress once a year every single item of expenditure of his De- 
partment. The gentleman is probably as familiar with the labor-roll 
there as Iam. x 

I know one thing, however, that the Government pays its laborers 
there well; indeed, so well in that Department, taken in connection 
with the number of hours they work and the pay, that they are not 
only entirely satisfied with their positions, but every member on “this 
floor has from one hour to three hours of his time every day taken up 
by answering applications for positions in the Agricultural Department; 
and if the gentleman can find one person over there on that roll who is 
dissatisfied and wants to resign, and he will give me his name and 
photograph, I would be very much obliged to him, because I would like 
to have it hung up in the committee-room asa curiosity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LAWLER, I ask the gentleman, before we pass this bill, to 
permit me to offer this amendment, which is in conformity with the 
general provisions of the bill, and I am sure will not be objectionable. 

Mr. HATCH. Iwill hear the amendment read, and reserve the right 
to object. : 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

That the pay of laborers provided for in this act shall not be less than $2a day. 

Mr. HATCH. I make the point of order on the proposed amend- 
ment that it changes existing law. 


Mr. LAWLER.. Iwould like the chairman of the committee to point 
out to me any provision of law that this changes. I have asked the 
2 for information as to the amount paid there. The pay of 

borers and charwomen in this bill is provided for in a lump; and I 
wanted to know before offering the amendment what amount is to be 


- 
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appropriated specifically for this item. Failing to get the answer, I 
offer the amendment. 

Mr. HATCH. I gave the gentleman all the information I had, and 
I hope he will withdraw the amendment and let this bill go through 
without further delay. 8 

Mr. LAWLER. I hope the gentleman in charge of this bill will not 
object to the insertion of this amendment on the bill. 

Mr. HATCH. I have very serious objection to the amendment, be- 
cause it is not in harmony with the existing law; and the gentleman 
knows that the laborers in that Department are paid from time to time, 
at different seasons of the year, for different hours’ work, and all that; 
and I do not propose, as far as I have anything to do with it, to incor- 
porate any provision in this bill that is not strictly in harmony with 
existing law and for the very best interests of that Department. ‘The 
gentleman knows that some of these laborers are already getting over 
$2aday. Nobody is dissatisfied with the compensation, and there is 
a great clamor for places there. “There is no necessity for such an 
amendment even if it was strictly within the rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, that 
thé committee rise and report the bill to the House, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. McCREARY reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had un- 
der consideration the agricultural appropriation bill, had directed him 
to report the same to the House with sundry amendments. 

Mr. HATCH. I demand the previous question on the engrossment 
and third reading of the bill and amendments. I will state that there 
are but two amendments, and they were simply verbal amendments 
adopted in committee, and I presume the vote can be taken on both 
of them at once. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Pending that motion—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The motion is not debatable. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Ido not want to debate it; but pending that 
I move to recommit the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion would not now be in 
order. The Chair will recognize the gentleman hereafter to submit it. 

The previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the amendments were adopted, and the bill as amended ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. HATCH, I demand the previous question upon the passage of 
the bill as amended. 7 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. I now move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, with instructions to strike out in line 10 the 
words five thousand” and insert four thousand five hundred.“ I 
wish to state—— 

Mr. HATCH. Debate is not in order. 

7 = WASHINGTON. Iam only going to make a statement, not 
ebate it. 

Mr. HATCH. But it is not debatable at all. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. All right. 

The motion to recommit was rejected. 

The bill was passed. 

Mr. HATCH moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
poed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. McMILLIN and Mr. STEELE demanded the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Cox). The pending question is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] to limit debate 
on the pending paragraph of the tariff bill and amendments thereto to 
ten minutes. 

Mr. STEELE. I submit that the regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports, followed by a consideration hour. | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas to limit debate. 

Mr. STEELE. As soon as this vote is taken I will call for the reg- 
ular order. 

The question being put on the motion to limit debate to ten minutes, 
there were—ayes 107, noes 75. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the consideration of reve- 
nue measures, 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I desire to submit a couple of conference reports. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Conference reports are privileged. 


ROCK CREEK RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The Clerk read the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House No, 2017, to incorporate 
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ate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 


The previous question was ordered on 


JUNE 2, 


the Rock Creek Railway Company of the District of Columbia, having met, after 
full and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
tive Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
5, 6,7, 8,9, and 10, and agree to the same. 
That the House insist on its pre. to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11; and the Senate o from the same. 
JOHN T. HEARD, 
JONATHAN H. ROWELL, 
BARNES COMPTON, 
Conferces on the part of the House, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
CHARLES B, FARWELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. ADAMS. Is there no statement to be made in explanation of 


this report ? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The rules require a written statement 


to accompany the report. 


Mr. BURROWS. If there be no explanation no one knows what the 


report means. If there be a written statement I ask that it be read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed there is no writ- 


ten statement. The gentleman can withdraw the report and submit it 
at a future time. , 


Mr, ADAMS. I would be content with a verbal explanation. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, My recollection is that the amendments were 


nearly all verbal. 


Mr. ROWELL. All but one. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, I withdraw the report for the present. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. STEELE. I call for the regular order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the motion of the 


gentleman from Tennessee that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of con- 
sidering revenue measures. 


Mr. STEELE. I hope the gentleman will give way for a morning 


hour. 5 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I am sorry I can not yield to the gentleman. I 


regard this as being second to no other matter that can come before the 
House. 


Mr. SOWDEN. I ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having re- 


ports to make may file them with the Clerk. 


Mr. MCMILLIN. I must insist on the regular order. 
Mr. STEELE. My reason for calling for a consideration hour is this: 


I hold in my hand a bill that we would thereby be enabled to bring 
before the House, the bill (S. 671) which provides for the sale of the 


site of Fort Omaha and for the purchase of a new site. The property 


proposed to be sold, I am credibly informed, would bring $300,000 at 


least, and four times as much land could be bought in a more eligible 
location and buildings constructed thereon superior to those at Fort 
Omaha for $200,000. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 


gentleman from Tennessee, that the House resolve itself into Commit- 


tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
The House divided; and there were—ayes-94, noes 87. 
Mr. STEELE. I ask for tellers, 
Tellers were ordered, 33 members voting therefor. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 93, noes 70. 
So the motion was agreed to. 


TARIFF. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair), and re- 
sumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and to 
simpy the laws in relation to the collection of revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the pending amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in lines 6 and 7, namely, these words: 

“Timber, hewn and sawed, and timber used for spars and in building 
wharves.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending paragraph and amend- 
ents thereto is limited to ten minutes. 

Mr. RANDALL. If I understood correctly the effect of the amend- 
ment proposed by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. SrruBLE], it is to 
continue logs on the free-list and to permit them to be sided and 
squared, and in that condition to come in free, remitting unmantfact- 
ured timber further advanced than that to be rated upon the dutiable- 
list. 

I am free to say all my early impressions favored the placing of tim- 
ber on the free-list, both as it related to the destruction of our forests 
and as it related to the enormous consumption of timber in the United 
States. But a principle involved to cover the difference in labor cost 
abroad and the labor cost in the United States checked me in that con- 
nection. The only warrant, in fact, the only necessity, for any tax upon 
foreign lumber is to cover the cost of production in this country and 
Canada, including Nova Scotia and New Brunswick. The present duty 
is $2 thousand feet. Let us try and reach, if we can correctly, 
what is the difference between the cost of lumber in the United States 
and its cost in the places to which I have referred. 

I am, perhaps, not conversant with the wages paid in all sections of 
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the country, butIam apprised, I think correctly, of what has been the av- 
erage rate of payment in Pennsylvania for a number of years. In the 
field or woods the pay is $30 per month and board; while at the mills 
it is about 82 per day. An examination establishes the fact, I think, 
that the wages in Canada for like work are about one-half. I think it 
may be safely assumed that the labor cost of a thousand feet of lum- 
der in the United States is about $6, while the cost in Canada and the 
provinces named is about $3 per thousand. It is natural that the Cana- 
dian should come to this country; first, because he desires work, and 
secondly, because he receives better remuneration on this side of the 
line than on the other. But, after all, what we want to do is to cover 
the difference in labor cost between Canada and the United States. The 
present duty of $2 per thousand feet is not equal to the difference. The 
question whether we should remit this form of lumber to the dutiable 
list, as I propose, at 15 per cent. ad valorem, or, as I understood the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky [Mr. TAULBEE] to propose on yesterday, at 10 
per cent. ad valorem, should be determined by the difference in cost in 
the two countries. 

I think 15 per cent. is a sufficient sum to cover that difference, 
which is at some point between $2 and $3. I shall, therefore, so far 
as my vote on this question is concerned, cast it in favor of this amend- 
ment, hoping to have an opportunity to put lumber farther advanced 
than logs squared and sided on the dutiable list at 15 per cent. ad va- 
lorem, which is a very decided reduction from the present rate of duty. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the reduction 
of the tariff on lumber; first, because it strikes a blow at an important 
industry in my district, and, secondly, because I believe that it strikes 
the same blow, only heavier, at the same industry throughout the 
United States. In the census of 1880—that much-abused, but also 
much-used document since this discussion began—I find that we had 
in my district in that year 307 lumbering establishments, having a cap- 
ital employed of about $1,300,000, and that they furnished employ- 
ment to 1,800 hands, or, in the aggregate, furnished a living to about 
six or seven thousand persons. The yearly payment of wages in that 
single industry in my district amounted to $348,561. 

Now, it is admitted in this discussion so far that our competitors 
in this industry are Canada and British Columbia. It is further ad- 
mitted that the wages paid in the United States in lumbering aver- 
age from 25 to 40 per cent. greater than the wages paid to laborers 
in the same business in Canada and British Columbia. It is safe to 
assume—and here what I have to say is in line with the statement ot 
the gentleman who has just preceded me [Mr. RANDALL I- it is safe 
to assume that we pay an average of 30 per cent. higher wages in the 
United States than they pay in those countries in the lumbering in- 
dustry. In 1880 we paid out in wages in the lumber industry in my 
district $348,561. Reduce that 30 per cent., and you have stricken 
from the labor in this one industry, in that one district in a single 
year, the sum of $104,568. Now, what are you going to give these 
laborers in place of the employment of which you thus deprive them ? 
You say to them, ‘ Go out of the business if you can not stand it; go 
into something better.“ But, Mr. Chairman, where are they to go? 
They will be compelled to go into agriculture, and thus they will 
thenceforth labor to increase the already glutted cereal markets of the 
world. As itis now, they supply a home market for the farmers in 
my district; but drop them out of this business, or transfer the business 
to some other place, and to that extent you take away the farmers’ 
home market. 

Since 1880the lumberindustry has doubled in my district. And now 
just broaden the view a little and look at the same industry through- 
out the United States. By the same census report of 1880 I find that 
there were then in the United States 25,708 lumbering establishments, 
employing 147, 956 men. They had a capital invested of $181,186, 122. 
They paid in wages in that year $31,845,974. They made an annual 
product of $233,268,729. Knock off 30 per cent. of the wages paid and 
you knock off in one year from the laborers employed in that industry 
alone $9,553,792. It is to be presumed that the capital invested in this 
business is not going out of it; it is going to stay, because we have the 
timber from which tomake the lumber. Therefore, if this cut is made, 
who is going to lose it? Where will it be first felt? In a manufact- 
uring establishment you have four elements to consider, the plant, the 
raw material, the cost of labor, and the cost of repairs. Those consti- 
tute the elements of cost in any manufacturing establishment. Now, 
I ask again, where is the cut coming first if the duty is taken off lum- 
ber? Itis coming upon labor. American wages must conform to the 
Canadian standard or-else the American manufacturer must go out of 
the business, They will conform to the Canadian standard. Now, let 
us see whether the existing tariff is too high to make up the difference 
between the American and the Canadian standard of wages. In my 
own district the proportion of wages to the amount of the annual out- 
put is 16 percent. Take it in the whole United States and the pro- 
portion of wages to the amount of annual output is 14 per cent. 

Take the rate of duty at $2 per thousand, which includes the rough 
lumber which is most generally used by lumber consumers, and the 
ad valorem equivalent is 16.18 per cent., and considering all wood prod- 
ucts but 15 per cent.; so that the duty is simply large enough to cover 
the increased cost in labor; and to remove it is to strike a blow which 
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would destroy the home market of our farmers and cut down the wages 
of the laborers engaged in this business to a point that they can not 
stand. 

The plea for free lumber is especially placed upon the ground that it 
would benefit the farmers, and the argument is urged and urged again 
that if we make lumber free it will benefit the farmer very greatly; and 
it is sought by this means to call to the aid of the free-trade view the 
agricultural interest of the nation. I deny the proposition that free 
lumber would greatly benefit the farmer. Let us see, by a close in- 
spection of the-question, the amount of benefit which the farmer could 
obtain under the most favorable condition of affairs. 

No ordinary farmer will use in the course of a lifetime more than 
30,000 feet of lumber. But say for argument sake he may use 60,000 
feet. The duty on this—if he paid it all, which protectionists deny— 
would be $120, at $2 per thousand feet, or an average per year of $4, 
extending the computation over a series of thirty years. Now, to save 
this $4 per year, the farmer is asked to strike down the wages of one 
hundred and fifty thousand laborers—not $4 per year—but at the 
average rate of more than $66 per year. At the same time he is asked 
to kill his home market furnished by this one hundred and fifty thou- 
sand laborers, and the five hundred thousand or more persons depend- 
ent upon theirlabor. Gentlemen of free-trade proclivities are banking 
upon the inability of the farmer to see the point of this attack upon 
the protective system. 5 

They say if we can get the farming clement alienated from the pro- 
tective idea, by holding up to them this immense cost—averaging $4 per 
year—which they are compelled to pay for lumber, because of protec- 
tion, and at the same time conceal from their view the benefits they 
derive from protected wheat, corn, meats, oats, barley, other cereals, and 
wool, we can then induce them to believe that they are abused; and 
we will thus alienate from the ranks of the protectionists a large num- 
ber of their most staunch supporters. But gentlemen thus reasoning 
make a mistake, in that the nine million farmers of America know more 
than they credit them with. 

The farmer knows that to have a diversity of industries and a home 
market, and better wages and a more prosperous country, we must not 
have men all farmers orall anything else. That the system of protection 
makes the nation richer and more prosperous, because it ces the 
advantages and the disadvantages of a tariff in such way as to make 
the average amount to practically the same thing, and thus confines 
the trading of a great nation largely to exchanges between its own citi- 
zens, and keeps the money at home to enrich our citizens instead of 
scattering it in foreign lands to enrich those who neither care for nor 
in any way support our Government. 

The farmer knows that if, by reason of the tariff, he pays $4 per 
year more for lumber, he for the same reason makes $30, $40, or $50 
more per year on his wool, and more than that on his other farm prod- 
uce. 

And gentlemen who are deceiving themselves as to what the farmers 
of America think and feel upon this subject may rest assured that the 
man who buys the American farmer for a fool has dropped his 
money.“ They are not fools. They are not ignorant upon the true 
bearings of this question. They know that this is a blow at their in- 
terests just as truly and certainly as free wool” is shch a blow. 
They realize that when the wage question is assaulted a reduction 
there is to that extent a destruction of their home market and a sure 
increase of the force of farmers and by .just that much a decrease of 
their profits, by increasing the number of farmers and consequently 
the cereal products, and so depressing market prices for cereals. 

Again, why should we not protect and foster this lumber industry? 
Gentlemen say because to do so is to destroy our timber, and we will 
soon have no timber and must then depend upon a foreign’ market for 
our lumber. Well, who should use our present amount of timber sup- 
ply? Shall it be this generation or the next? Shall it be our people 
now living, or shall we save it for those who shall inhabit our country 
a hundred years hence? I take it that should we follow the senti- 
mental cry of Woodman, spare that trée,” rather than the injunction 
cut and use such timber as you now have and need, we would find 
that we have left to our posterity exceedingly high-priced lumber. 
For, sup we take the “free-trade in lumber ” theory, throw down 
our tariff and go to Canada for our lumber until that is exhausted, 
what have we done? Saved a supply of timber to satisfy an export 
demand of a hundred years hence? No! We have only preserved a 
timber supply of limited amounf and of few years’ duration for a few 
thousand Americans of that day, then owning it, to sell to other Amer- 
icans of the same day and generation at a greatly advanced price. The 
true economy is to properly use the timber now while we have it, and 
have it cheap, and trust to new growth and new means of supply for 
the future American. 

Gentlemen say that our protective system in lumber, and generally, 
encourages trusts, and they go into a perfect frenzy of righteous in- 
dignation against trusts.“ Well, they are to be deplored; but the 
trust“ ery, as against the protective system, is a man of straw; and 
it has been set up and knocked down so often that it is like eruelty to 
animals to notice it. Will not gentlemen take counsel of their com- 
mon sense? Will they not let go of their free-trade theory long enough 
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to consult the most common kind of commonly understood- history? 
Do they not know that from the time of the adoption of the Twelve 
Tables of the Roman law down to the present, ‘‘ trusts’? have existed 
at all times and among all peoples in some form or other? They will 
not go out with a protective tariff, because they never came in with it 
or because of it. And if any man is so foolish’ as to think otherwise, 
let Bim ask himself why does the oil trust exist? There is noduty 
on petroleum, and yet we are told an oil trust exists, as deadly, as 
ootopus- like, and as formidable as ever disgraced a people or plundered 
a populace. 

The “‘trust’’ cry is no more a valid argument against a protective 
tariff than is that other silly 3 that men get rich in the lum- 
ber business, and thereſore the duty should be removed. The same, 
or greater, duties on lumber have existed since 1846 as now exist. 
Why has not their tendency to create trusts and “‘ millionaires” 
been discovered before this? I suppose that when enacted by Demo- 
crats and under Democratic rule a tariff on lumber was as obnoxious 
in these as now; then, whyshould the majority of this House 
deny the paternity of the child of their own creation? Men get rich 
in any chosen and properly-followed avocation. We do not want 

it otherwise. It isthe boast of our American life that the opportunity 
of acquiring a competency—and wealth, if you choose—is greater 
among us than with any other people on earth. Let us keep it so. 
Let us stand first for the American citizen and his welfare before all 
the rest of the world. Thus shall we preserve and send down to our 
children’s children this goodly heritage, the founding of which cost so 


much of suffering and hardship, and the preservation of which has, 


since its founding, required such an infinite effort on the part of our 


people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RAN- 
DALL] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. RANDALL. I only wish to add that I do not believe the con- 
sumer will get the benefit if this duty is taken off. I believe the ad- 
vantage will be divided between the lumber-dealer in the United States 
and the Canadian, and that in the end the effect will be to reduee to Cana- 
dian rates the wages of those in the United States engaged in this busi- 
ness. In other words, we can not compete against Canada lumber in 
our common markets except by a reduction of our wages to a price cor- 
responding with those paid in Canada, or one-half now received by our 
field and mill wage-earners. 

I yield the residue of my time to the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. TAULBEE]. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania a question. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I have but a minute, and I must decline to yield. 
I am much obliged to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, but of course 
I can not hope to say much in a minute. 

I regret that the gentlemen having the management of this bill did 
not see fit to allow a fuller discussion on this question, which certainly 
involves the merits of paragraphs which we are subsequently to consider. 
As I announced yesterday, I shall vote for this amendment with the un- 
derstanding that when we reach a subsequent paragraph I shall, if the 
present amendment be carried, move an amendment levying a duty of 10 
per cent. upori the articles enumerated, which will be 50 per cent. of the 
present rate of duty. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is now closed by order 
of the House. The question is on the amendment of the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. StRUBLE] to strike out lines 6 and 7. 

Mr. RANDALL. I did not understand that to be the amendment. 
I understood it was a proposition to strike out and insert. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no proposition to insert. 

Mr. RANDALL, Then I submit as an amendment to the amend- 
ment the proposition which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out lines 6 and 7, and in lieu thereof insert “timber not further man- 
ufactured than hewn, squared, or sided.” + 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is not the amendment submitted by the gentleman 
from Iowa first in order—the amendment to strike out? 

Mr. RANDALL. The object of my amendment is to put on the free- 
list timber which is hewn, squared, or sided, but not timber which is 
sawed, 

Mr. DINGLEY. You pepas to put on the free-list lumber which 
is not farther advanced than hewn, squared, or sided ? 

Mr. RANDALL. Yes, sir; my proposition is that lumber in the con- 

dition of logs hewn, squared, or sided be placed on the free-list. 

Mr. STRUBLE. Is it not in order now to have a vote on my mo- 
tion? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair, after consideration, is of opinion that 
the motion to strike out takes precedence; but if that motion should 
be carried, it will then be in order to insert the words proposed by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. 

Mr. STRUBLE. My theory about this matter differs from that of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania. I seek, as I havealready stated, to 
strike out not only these lines, hut all the following lines in this sec- 
tion relating to lumber. ` 


Mr. RANDALL. We have not reached those. 

Mr. STRUBLE. My purpose is later, when we reach the second 
section of the bill, to move to insert the present lumber schedule with 
the proposed reduction of 50 per cent. I call for the question on my 
motion to strike out. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
from Iowa to strike out lines 6 and 7. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Before the question is taken 
on striking out, is it not in order to perfect the paragraph by way of 
amendment? 

. 1 CHAIRMAN, Any motion to perfect the paragraph would be 
in order. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentncky. I understood such to be the 
motion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. The motion is to strike out the whole clause 
and insert another. The Chair thinks the motion to strike out is first 
in order. If it be carried, it will then be in order to insert the words 
proposed, or if it should not be carried, the motion to strike out and 
insert the words suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania would 
be in order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Would it not be in order, whether the paragraph 
be stricken out or not, to insert the words suggested by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania? I think, according to the gentleman’s statement, 
the words he proposes to insert are as foreign to this paragraph as are 
the subsequent clauses of the bill enumerating different things to be 
put on the free-list. I do not know but his proposition would be ob- 
noxious to a point of order if made. I presume the subsequent para- 
graph, which reads timber squared or sawed,“ is to be regarded as 
an independent paragraph. 

Mr. RANDALL. The object of my amendment is to specify the 
particular class of lumber named in the amendment as a part of the 
free-list. We are now considering the free-list clause. I do not want 
to embarrass those in charge of the bill or to confuse this paragraph 
relating to the free-list. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Let us have a vote. 

The question recurred on Mr. STRUBLE’S amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY demanded a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 84, noes 108. 

Mr. STRUBLE demanded tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. BURROWS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman will state it. 

Mr. BURROWS.* I desire to know, where gentlemen are paired, 
whether they are entitled to vote. To illustrate: Suppose Iam paired 
with the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Norwoop], am I permitted in 
Committee of the Whole to vote under my standing pair which reads 
that we are paired on all political questions until a certain date, and 
that date has not arrived? Now, while that pair is in existence can I 
be permitted to vote? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chairis ofthe opinion that thatis nota par- 
liamentary question. 

Mr. BURROWS. But it is a very important question. 

The CHAIRMAN, That is a matter which is left to each member 
to determine for himself. Each member is to settle it in his own way. 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to know for my own information, and I 
think every member of the committee ought to know, for gentlemen 
are paired pretty generally on the one side and the other, whether they 
are permitted to vote in committee or not? 

Mr. CRISP. The gentleman from Michigan stated, I understand, 
that he was paired with my colleague [Mr. Norwoop]. 

Mr. BURROWS. I used it merely as an illustration. 

Mr. CRISP. I understand my colleague regarded his pair as extend- 
ing to all questions on this bill whether in the committee or in the 

ouse. 

Mr. BURROWS. I merely used it as an illustration. This is an 
important matter. I do not know whether it has ever been decided 
before or not. Are gentlemen who arè paired for a certain time per- 
mitted to vote in committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair thinks there ought to be no question 
about that where a pair has been entered into. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Irise toa point of order. I demand the 
order of business. The gentleman from Michigan certainly knows this 
debate has nothing to do with the matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks that this isan important mat- 
ter. 
Mr. TAULBEE. Will the Chair indulge me? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair has indulged the gentleman, but wishes 
to make a statement now himself. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I wish to make my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman has made his point of order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I was proceeding when interrupted by the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Allow the Chair to make a statement. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Certainly, with pleasure. I can not keep him from 
it. 
The CHAIRMAN. This is an important matter, and if a determi- 
nation can be reached which is satisfactory to both sides of the House, 
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the Chair desires to hear what can have the effect of reaching such a 
determination, and therefore is willing to entertain suggestions on the 
of gentlemen. f 

Mr. KELLEY. Ihave heard this question raised-many times, and 


always with the decision that pairing relates to record votes, unless |. 


when arranging the pair it shall be agreed to cover proceedings in com- 
mittee where no record could be made. Therefore I have always, in 
accordance with that usage, felt myself as complying with my agreement 
to pair in the House as free to vote on any question of which a record 
shall not be taken. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Irise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. My question of order is that there is nothing pend- 
ing before the House which is debatable, and that this debate is out 
of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. I would like to say a word just here, in view of 
what I have known to be the custom in this connection. In my judg- 
ment, and so far as I remember, there has been an unvarying rule 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks a question has arisen which is 
now to be settled. We are about to take a vote, and the gentleman 
from Michigan has asked whether certain gentlemen who are paired 
shall have the right to vote in committee or not. That is the regular 
order, and the ir will hear gentlemen on it. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I hope the Chair will not insist that the gentle- 
man from Michigan has raised a pointoforder. If the gentleman mace 
a point of order when he rose I certainly misunderstood him. 

Mr. STEELE. I rise to a point of order, that the gentleman is out 
of order, ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman raised a question of order, which 
has not been disposed of. 

Mr. TAULBEE. What is the regular order? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Todetermine the question whether certain gentle- 
men are entitled to vote or not in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I believe I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. No, the gentleman from Pennsylvania has the 
floor. 

Mr. TAULBEE. How was I taken off the floor? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman rose to a question of order, and 
the Chair decidedit. The gentleman from Pennsylvania then took the 
floor to speak to the subject-matter before the committee. 

Mr. TAULBEE. Mr. Chairman, I do not understand how the Chair 
decided my point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN Whenever the gentleman from Kentucky is 
ready to allow the business of the committee to proceed we will go on 
with the publie business. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I do not wish to obstruct the business here, nor 
do I wish to be taken off the floor ad libitum. I rose to address myself 
to the point of order which I had raised, and on which I have not yet 
heard a decision of the Chair. If the Chair has not understood the 
point of order I would be glad to be allowed to restate it, and would 
do so briefly. I want to be in order, but I want to be distinctly un- 
derstood at the same time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to hear the point of order of 
the gentleman. í 

Mr, TAULBEE. Then I will restate it. It is this: that the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] did not presenta question or 
order, nor did he assert that he did; but he rose, as he said, to make 
a parliamentary inquiry, which consisted in asking the question as to 
whether or not members who were paired would be allowed to vote in 
committee. He then proceeded to discuss that question in connection 
with other gentlemen. I rose to a point of order, which was this: 
that under the order of the House closing debate, nothing which was 
debatable was then pending before the House except what I had pre- 
sented, and I demanded the regular order. Thereupon the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania rose, as I understood, to address himself to the ques- 
tion raised by the gentleman from Michigan, and the Chair decided 
against my objection to his proceeding, that he was in order, and that 
I did not have the floor. Now, I repeat, my point of order is that I had 
the floor at that time on the only question which was debatable, being 
the point of order I had made. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair can entertain but one point of order at 
atime. The gentleman from Kentucky seeks to make the point of 
order that the point made by the gentleman from Michigan is nota 
question of order at all. ‘The Chair begs leave to state that that isa 
question which should be submitted to the Chair; and for the purpose 
of having a correct understanding on the question, which the Chair 
sre as one of importance, the Chair will entertain it as a question 
of order. 

Mr. TAULBEE. With all due deference to the opinion of the Chair, 
I must submit, because I can not, ofcourse, hope toconvince him against 
his preconceived opinion. Hence I yield the floor. 

Mr. RANDALL. Lonly desire to say in this connection a word as 
to what has been the result of my own experience. The rules, as every 
member of the House well knows, and as I read them, make no pro- 
vision for pairs. They do not regulate pairs; and hence it is a matter 
of personal convenience only to the members themselves, and in that 


manner have been allowed to be matter of record—the rules not fur- 


ues- 
em- 


ther recognizing and do not regulate pairs in any way. It is a 
tion that is remitted necessarily to the individual Representatives 
selyes, and there is, of course, where it should rest. 

Mr. REED. Certainly. 

Mr. BLAND. I concur in the conclusion reached by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, except to the extent that the rules do not recognize 
pairs. It does ize them by providing that they shall be an- 
nounced from the desk after each roll-call. 

Mr. REED. But the rule only recognizes the announcement of the 


Ir. 2 

Mr. RANDALL. And for the convenience of the Houss“ and the 
members themselves. r t 

Mr. REED. It simply substitutes the announcement by the Clerk 
for the annougcement by the individual members, which was here 
tofore the custom. 

Mr. RANDALL. That is correct. 3 

The whole matter, whether in committee or in the House, as to pairs 
must rest upon the understanding and honor of the members who have 
entered into such an agreement. It is a matter which the House has 
no authority to regulate, but must, in the very nature of things, be 
remitted to the individual. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And presents no question of order. 

Mr. RANDALL. And I may add that nobody else has any right to 
interfere, * 

Mr. BURROWS. Upon the question of order I quite agree with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] and others that 
the point I raise may not possibly be a point of order at this time for 
the decision of the House. We have a list of gentlemen who are 

8 
er. TAULBEE. LIhope the gentleman will not make that question. 

Mr. BURROWS. If my friend from Kentucky will not interrupt me 
now. will be obliged to him. 

We have a list of pairs, as I have said, and I might have deferred 
the inquiry until one of the gentlemen on- that list had attempted to 
pass between the tellers and vote, at which time, of course, the question 
could be raised as to his right to vote. But I thought it better to call 
the attention of the committee to it at this time in order that there may 
be an understanding, or, at least, that attention might be drawn to the 
question, because I firmly believe that when two members are paired 
generally, neither member has a right, under that pair, to vote in com- 
mittee, unless, of course, special exception be made. 

Mr. DOCKERY, That is entirely correct, I should say- 

Mr. BURROWS. I find that some of the pairs, as T have examined 
them, announce that the members are paired both in the House andin 
committee. Others read that the members are paired on all political 
questions, and several other forms are used. But I simply call atten- 
tion to this because I believe that when a man is here present who is 
paired with another who is absent, he has not the right to vote in com- 
mittee on any question that is manifestly involved in the pair. 

Mr. KELLEY. I believe the uniform usage allows the vote of a 
member who is paired to be given in committee, unless the written 
pair stipulates, as some of these do, that it covers both the committee 
and business of the House. 

Mr. HOOKER. I desire to say a word upon the subject-matter as 
suggested by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL]. The 
nuiform custom has been to allow pairs, and it has been recognized, 
and pairs are read, for the purpose of indicating to the House that two 
gentlemen have agreed that neither one shall vote in the absence of the 
other. Now, in reference to the point made by the gentleman from 
Pennsyivania on my right, Judge KELLEY, it was very evident, sir, 
that when this tariff bill was a matter of discussion all the voting upon 
it would necessarily be in Committee of the Whole, because it would 
have to be considered by paragraphsin committee; and therefore gentle- 
men would not make a proposition to pair unless it extended to the voto 
in committee as well as in the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. It would be very easy to express that. 

Mr. HOOKER. It would be easy to express it, but if it is not ex- 
pressed it must he assumed that both parties intended to consent and 
did consent there should be a pair, especially on this question, in com- 
mittee as well as in the House itself. If it were restricted to the limit 
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] suggests, then 
there would be a pair when the record would show there was a vote; 
whereas the intention and purpose of gentlemen making pairs is to 
pair on all questions. 

Another point. It will be seen that the pair of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] and the gentleman with whom he is paired 
extends to all political questions. I think the doctrine is well settled 
that each gentleman must determine for himself when paired whether 
the question coming up isa political question or not. If he deter- 
mines it is not he has a right to vote. Jut if he determines in his own 
conscience and judgment that it is a political question, I hold the 
proper ruie is that he can not vote more in committee than he can in 
the House. 

Mr. BLOUNT. I think it is generally received here that there is 
nothing in the Constitution, the laws of the land, or the rules of the 
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House regulating the subject of pairs. The object of pairing is that 
the gentleman’s constituents may suffer no disadvantage or injury by 
his absence. That is the purpose of a pair. There are pairs at that 
desk now between gentlemen on the tariff bill for one week. It is 
well known to us all that this bill is not to be disposed of in that 
time. We can easily tinderstand what was meant by such a pair. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as this matter of pairing has always rested on 
the good faith of honorable Representatives on this floor, I think we 
can safely rest it there, believing that no gentleman on this floor who 
is associated with another gentleman in a pair will permit him to suffer 
under it. I trust we shall do in this matter as we have always done. 

Mr, FELTON, Treat it as a question of personal honor. 

Mr. McCREARY. Pairs are announced in this House under Rule 

VIII, which declares that 

Pairs shall be announced by the Clerk after the completion ofthe second roll- 
call from a written list furnished him and signed by the member making his 
statement to the Clerk, 

They are further recognized by a subsequent portion of the same 
rule, which requires them to be published in the RECORD as a part of 

the proceedings immediately following the names of those pot voting. 

' There was a long time in this House when pairs were not recognized. 
It was not until the Forty-sixth Congress that the rule I have just re- 
ferred to was adopted. s 

Now the question is raised as to how far a member is bound when 
he is paired. I hold that when a member is paired, if he expresses no 
condition about it, heis paired as regards every vote taken in the House 
or in Committee of the Whole; that if he desires any limitation or 
any condition as regards the pair he must state it at the time and in 
writing, and that when a member is paired generally, as expressed in 
Rule VIII. he is paired as regards every vote in the House and in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, standing or passing between tellers. 

Mr. EZRA B. TAYLOR. If he is paired and votes in the committee, 
and anybody seeks to challenge his vote, how can he doit? It rests 
with him alone. It is no} a question to be decided by anybody else. 
Particularly is it a matter Which appeals to his honor and sense of 
right, and nowhere else. 

As regards my own case, and I judge for myself alone, when I and 
another pair generally for a given period, Iam paired everywhere. If 
I pair on those terms with anybody else he is paired everywhere in the 
committee and in the House. But it is a matter between him and me, 
and nobody else has any business with it. I can not challenge his vote 
nor can he challenge mine. But if he votes in the House or in the 
committee once I will never pair with him again, because he will have 
forfeited his honor. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. While it is true, as my friend from Ohio states, 
that the question of faithfully keeping a pair is between the two parties 
and rests on their honor, still it is not improper that there should be 
some general understanding as to what rule should be observed. I 
think the question resolves itself into this, whether you desire to make 

an honest, genuine pair, one that shall take care of your constituents 
when they do not see you as well as when they dosee you, or whether 
you shall amply pair that they may know you are here to vote or that 
you are pai with somebody. They are as much interested in a vote 
that does not go into the Recorpas when it does go in, and when a man 
_ wishes to make an honest pair that will take care of his constituents 
at all times why limit it to those votes that go into the Recorp and 
which they can read at home. If it be an honest and genuine pair it 
will affect a man’s vote as well in committee as in the House, and as 
much where our constituents have no record of the vote to read as well 
as where they have. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that this is a matter rest- 
ing entirely with the members who make the pai”. : 
Upon this question tellers have been ordered. The gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. STRUBLE] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Mc- 
MILLIN] will take their places and act as tellers. 
Mr. MILLS. Will the Chair state the question? 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon striking out lines 6 and 7 
of the bill. 
The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 66, noes 100. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. RANDALL], which will be read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out lines 6 and 7, and insert: Timber not further manufactured than 
hewn, squared, or sided.” 


The question was taken by a rising vote; and the amendment was 


rejected. 
Mr. RANDALL. The last vote makes it unnecessary to insist upon 
a division. 
The Clerk read as follows: a 
Timber, squared or sided, 


[Mr. TAULBEE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. ] 
Mr, BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, the people I represent are not in- 
terested directly to any considerable extent in the manufacture of lum- 
ber. Here and there throughout the district there are mills for the 
manufacture of hard-wood lumber, but the great lumbering interest of 


Michigan is located in the north. I have been waiting for days to 
hear the gentlemen on the other side, my colleagues who are the rep- 
resentatives of that constituency which is more deeply interested in the 
lumbering industry, make some observations upon this part of the bill, 
but up to this time they have remained silent. I therefore feel con- 
strained, sir, to read to the committee a communication which I hold 
in my hand, signed by five gentlemen residing in the Saginaw Valley, 
and of different political affiliations, which presents in a very succinct 
form, and very much better than I could present them, the reasons for 
not placing lumber on the free-list. 

The names appended to this paper are those of Arthur Hill, W. C. 
McClure, P. A. O'Donnell, Max Heavenrich, A. T. Bliss, and F. C. 
Stone, gentlemen of high standing, well known to my colleagues who 
represent the Saginaw Valley and throughout the State. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BURROWS. Not at this time. With the permission of the 
committee I will read this communication. 


Wasurnorton, D, C., March 12, 1888. 
Hon. J. C. Burrows, Washington, D. C.: 

Dear Sm: The Saginaw Board of Trade recently presented to Congress a 
memorial setting forth in general terms the injustice of putting lumber and salt 
on the free-list. 

We had desired, as representatives of that organization, to ym before the 
Ways and Means Committee to present for its consideration ther informa- 
tion which might assist in guiding it to just and intelligent action relating to 
these industries, 

But as we are not to be granted a hearing be haga committee, we place in 
your hands, as the Michigan member thereof, this statement for such use as 
will, in your judgment, best serve these interests. 

One defense of the proposition that lumber should be put on the free-list is 
that the lumbermen of this country are destroying the forests. and that this so- 
called destruction should be stopped in the interest of arboriculture, It is pro- 
posed by a repeal of the lumber tariff to invite Canadian competition to the end 
thatthe American lumbermen shall be driven out of the business and the for- 
ests thus remain uncut. 

We do not believe that the magnitude of the industry that it is proposed to 
strike down is generally understood and appreciated, 

‘The conditions of the lumber industry of Michigan are substantially the samo 
as in 1882 as relates to the amount and cost of production. 


I beg the careful attention of the committee to this statement. 


The annual output of lumber is about 4,000,000,000 feet, valued at $52,000,000. 
Referring to the Tariff Commission Report of 1882, page 956. it will he found 
that in producing this lumber, besides*the timber investment, there is invested 
in saw-mills and lumbering apparatus $40,000,000; that the average number of 
men employed is 28,000; that there is paid annually on account of labor $17,585,- 
500; that there is paid annually for men en; in transporting same $4,000,- 
000; that there is paid farmers annually for produce $6,000,000. 

In addition to these sums are the many millions paid annually to manufact- 
urers and merchants, all of which, with the above, tend to give employment, 
within our borders, both to capital and labor, and swell the tide of State and 
national activity. 

These are the details for lumbering in A alone. Inthe entire country 
there are produced annually not less than 20,000,000,000 feet of lumber, involving 
an investment in mills and lumbering apparatus of at least $200,000,000, 

‘The amount paid labor annually is not less than $90,000,000, and to farmers for 
produce $30,000,000. 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. JOSEPH D. TAYLOR. If I can be recognized I will yield my 
time to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Possibly the Committee of the Whole, by unani- 
mous consent, will grant me a few moments more to complete this state- 
ment. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, I hope that will be done. 


Mr. COX. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time be 
extended. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] asks 


that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] be allowed five 
minutes more. 

Mr. DOCKERY, And I ask that the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox] be allowed a similar extension when he shall take the floor 
to reply to the gentleman from Michigan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The request is that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. Burrows] be allowed five minutes, and that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Cox] when he takes the floor shall be allowed a 
similar extension. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURROWS (reading): 


According to the census report of 1880 but two industries lead lumber in the 
amount of capital employed in manufacturing. 
Here are some of the important industries: 


Da 
per cent. 
Industries, AA vie: 


Iron and steel 


These tables further show that one man for each fifteen 8 in the lead- 
ing industries is now engaged directly in the manufacture of lumber. 

if this plan for transferring the cutting of timber to Canada, by legislation, 
could be effected, it would involve then the destruction of the third largest in- 
dustry in the country and throw out of work one man in fifteen of those em- 
ployed in the trades. 

In the words of our memorial, Where would these losses be made good and 
in what new field would this labor be employed?” 

But, as has many times been pointed out by the forestry experts, even if we 
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stop cutting our white pine and hemlock timber it will not be saved, but rather 
lost, from being consumed by forest fires. 

The Forestry Report of the United States Census of 1880, pages 490 et seq., pre- 
sented maps and statistics illustrating the continual prevalence of and damage 
to timber by these forest fires. > 

Gentlemen may have forgotten that map prepared under the direc- 
tion of my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], showing the extent of 
forest fires in the United States, according to the census of 1880. 

[Mr. Burrows here exhibited the census map of 1880, showing the 
extent of the destruction of American forests by fires. ] 

They sweep through the forest and kill the timber. If cut at once and before 
bored by grubs this burned timber makes good lumber. If left standing fora 
year it is unfit for all but the most common uses, and at the end of, say, five 

ears, is worthless. The testimony of Messrs. Rust, Van Schaik, and Hotchkiss 
Before the Tariff Commission (see report, page 955 and seq.) sets forth very 
fully the manner and extentof these losses from forest fires. 
ith railroads traversing every portion of the State, and homestead settlers 
clearing land in the midst ot pineries, the strictest statutes against the careless 
and criminal burning of our forests have been ineffectual to prevent it. Fires 
prevail every year, and during especially dry years, like 1871 and 1881, they not 
only dar e millions of dollars worth of timber, but destroy the homes and 
even the lives of settlers, arresting the attention and evoking the charity of 
the whole nation. 

It is sometimes claimed that the lumbermen of Michigan buy their lumber for 
$1.25 to $2.50 per acre, and that when they realize $4.50 per thousand for stum 
age the return is exorbitant. Ifthis statement were true the conclusion would 
be sound, but the statement is not founded on fact. 

At least 80 per cent. of the pine timber held by the men engaged in manu- 
facturing lumber in Michigan was originally included in a series of immense 
grants to canal companies and to aid in the construction of railroads and mili- 
tary ronds. These grants were held by Eastern capitalists until the timber had 
been substantially cut from the cheap lands; and to provide in advance timber for 
their mills the lumbermen have been compelled to pay such prices therefor that 
they can not now profitably sell lumber at less that the prevailing prices. 

There is no import duty on saw-logs, and the Michigan lumbermen have never 
asked for one, showing that they do not desire to protect the American timber 
owner, but rather the American manufacturer. 

We have attempted to show that the way to save our forests from destruction 
was to utilize them, and that to compel Jumbermen to cease cutting timber 
would bring great loss to the industrial community. 

We will now present a few facts as to the extent of our forests and the suf- 
ficiency of the home supply of lumber, and the impolicy and injustfte of re- 
moving the tariff from the Canadian product.“ 

I desire to call the attention of Southern Representatives to the 
statement which now follows: 

The forestry statistics of the census of 1880 show that in the States of North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
Texas, and Arkansas there was claimed to be 237,000,000,000 feet of pine, and it 
is stated that these are in fact underestimates. The cut of the Northwest, as 
was developed at the January session of the forestry convention of Michigan, 
0 0 exceed the census estimates by at least 50 Bsns cent., so that we may safely 
tall— 


Feet. 
Pine in above States. . . . , 300, 000, 000, 000 
Cypress (estimated). $ * 50, 000, 000, 000 
Pine and allied woods in States north of the Southern States and 
east of the Rocky Mountains (estimated). . . . . . 100, 000, 000, 000 


In States and Territories west of the Kocky Mountains (census) 350, 000, 000,000 


POL A ccssessnessecvoeqes Caer pas psocdahonsapsyandanoesh vada ee N 800, 000, 000, 000 

It appears, then, that we have in this country to-day 800,000. 000. 000 feet of 

timber belonging to the coniferous family, against only 50,000,000,000 feet ac- 

0 Mg 5 5 accepted estimates (see Tariff Commission Report, pages 1023 and 
1024) in Canada, 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to have five minutes longer, but I 
dislike to trespass so much on the patience of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to permitting the gentleman 
from Michigan to occupy the floor for five minutes longer? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BURROWS (reading): 


A review of the forestry statistics shows that the pino timber supply of Can- 
ada, eastof Manitoba, lies next our border; that the upper waters o the streams 
which supply this timber flow through treeless barrens and morasses with here 
and there a worthless and stunted growth of fir. They further show that the 
Ene timber of Canada, like that in the Northwestern States,does not renew 
tself when cut, other timber taking its place, while the timber from Maine 
down the entire Atlantic coast, along the Gulf of Mexico, and the timber of our 
8 Sop is naturally reproduced after being cut, and will be unless pre- 
vented by fires. 

Our great coast belt, then, suited in soil and favored by humidity, constitutes 
therefore our natural timber preserve, and it will continue to supply building 
material to our people long after the pine forests of Canada and the Northwest 
are swept away. 

With this 250,000,000,000 feet of pine and cypress in the South, and with prob- 
ably 150,000,000,000 feet of deciduous timber valuable for construction, such as 
poplar, gum, ete., why should we turn to Canada for our timber supply? Espe- 
cially why should we do this when we can not find a market in our own coun- 
try for the lumber which we now produce? 

The rexenne tables show that the export of lumber and timber during the last 
fiseal year was 643,000,000 feet, mainly from the Southern States; while the im- 
pon was only 443,000,000 feet from Canada. And this Canadian lumber comes 

nto direct competition with the Southern product. 

At a large government sale of timber berths at Toronto, December 16 last, 
an effort was made by the Canadian lumbermen to have the stumpage dues in 
certain cases reduced. Mr. Charleton, member of the Canadian Parliament, 
publicly addressed the council which has these matters in charge, and urged as 
a reason for such action that the Southern pine and poplar were invading the 
Northern market so that they could not compete with it unless they had relief. 
He claimed that 150,000,000 feet of Southern pine came into New York City in 
direct competition with the Canadian product. 


I have here a letter stating the amount of Southern pine brought into 
New York City, and also the statement of a Canadian official that he 
desired some latitude by which he could reduce certain charges for 
Canadian lumber, so that the Southern product might be driven out of 
this Northern market. $ 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Was he asking for protection 
against Southern pine? 

Mr. BURROWS. I can not yield because I do not want to trespass 
too far upon the patience of the committee. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I am asking for information, 
not to interrupt the gentleman. I wish to know whether that was a 
Canadian request for protection against Southern pine. Did the gen- 
tleman state that a Canadian official asked protection against Southern 

ine? r 

Mr. BURROWS. The paper to which I have just referred asks that 
the stumpage may be reduced in Canada so that the Canadians can fur- 
nish their lumber more cheaply; and the reason assigned is that the 
Southern pine is invading the Northern market, and unless some reduc- 
tion of the stumpage be made so that the Canadians can produce their 
pine more cheaply, the Southern people will control this Northern 
market. The Canadian official to whom I referred desires latitude to 
reduce these charges. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That establishes our superior- 
ity, about which I have had no doubt. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Canadians hope to drive you out of the 
Northern market when there is a duty of $2 a thousand, how easily 
might that hope be realized if the duty was removed? 

[Reading:] * 

We have learned the exact amount of Southern pine arriving in the New 
York market during the year 1887, and we find it to be 220,599,294 feet, besides 
50,000,000 feet of what is known as North Carolina pine. 

This lumber, as well as the poplar, comes North on a very narrow margin of 
profit, not to exceed, sax, Sl per thousand, and it is impossible to stand a reduc- 
tion of $2 per thousand and meet this avowed Canadian competition. 

It is impossible to understand on what principle of tariff legislation lumber 
can be placed on the free-list, unless the proteciive principle is to be entirely 
abandoned, which is not now proposed. 

The lumbermen pay high taxes, employ protected labor, use protected man- 
ufactures, and are as mich entitled to consideration as the iron or steel worker 
or the cotton and woolen manufacturer, 

The lumberman is now protected against Canada lumber by a duty of only 16 
per cent., while his labor costs him 30 per cent. more than in Canada. 

The average duty on our dutiable goods which he uses is over 47 per cent, 
Even under the Walker tariff, from 1546 to 1857, which was called relatively a 
free-trade period, the tariff on lumber was 20 per cent. ad valorem, > 

But what is known as the Mills tariff bill provides in substance that Canada 
shall ory pd export duty on logs in consideration of our letting her lumber 
“This is not a proper consideration. We have alwaysadmitted Canadian logs 
free of duty, and Canada recently placed an export duty thereon of $2 per thou- 


sand. 

We hold that an export duty is an obsolete and indefensible means of raising 
revenue, and considering that it is prohibited by our Constitution, we certuinly 
are not called upon to make concessions to Canada in order that she may aban- 
don an improper practice. 

If lumber were made duty-free, so that logs and lumber would be, as now, on 
the same footing, the logs would be, as now, manufactured in Canada, as the 
are nearer their natural market, which is in the Eastern States, than in Michi- 
gan, asa glance at the map will show. We should compel Canada to repeal 
this export duty. 

As to export duties generally we would respectfully suggest that in all new 
treaties aari should be prohibited, and that Congress should enact legislation 
providing that when an export duty is charged by any nation upon any article 
coming to this country an additional import duty shall be collected upon such 
article, its products, and all manufactures into which it enters, to the extent 
of, say, 30 per cent, ad valorem. 

There is another view of this question of free lumber which can not be over- 
looked by any Representative from Michigan. . 

Hon. Perry Hannah said at the recent forestry convention that the hard 
woods of the State would bring more money to the people than the pine forests, 
and that this money would be distributed 7 3 those who most need it, the 
farmers and settlers, This distribution has only fairly begun, yet the compara- 
tively recent demand for hard-wood lumber has already brought millions of 
dollars into the State. To surrender this trade to Ontario, lying, as this prov- 
ince does, between Michigan and our main market, the East, would compel the 
settler to burn his timber as he cleared his Jands, as he has donein the past, in- 
stead of turning it into lumber at a profit. - 

To conclude. The facts here stated and the evidence referred to we think 
plainly shows— 

First. That if the forests of the Northern States are not cut and utilized they 
will be burned and wasted. 

Second. That on account of the magnitude of the lumber business, serious 
interference with it will give a shock to the entire industrial system. 

Third, That the ultimate forest resources of this country relatively exceed 
those of Canada, and that we are now seeking a market abroad for timber which 
we should be\able to use at home. 

Fourth. That the principal timber supply of this country lies in the South 
comparatively untouched, yielding less than 4,000,000,000 feet in 1880, while it is 
capable, under proper conditions of forest growth, of producing 10,0%,008,000 
feet annually without impairment. 

Fifth. That the present duty on lumber is much less than on any other article 
where labor is employed to a similar extent in its production. 

Recognizing the necessity for the reduction of the current revenue, we poiat 
first to the burden of internal taxes, which bear directly upon our own people, 
as a proper subject for at least a removal. 

To meet the balance of the reduction necessary we stand ready to acceptsuch 
proportionate reduction in the duty on lumber as is made in the entire dutiable ' 
schedule, and we can not in justice or safety be compelled to go further. | 

And in any new adjustment of duties Canada and all other countries should 
be compelled, by some form of retaliatory legislation, to abolish se duties, 
so neg shall be on the same footing as ourselves, who are not permitted to im- 
pose them. 

Yours, respectfully, 
ARTHUR HILL, 
McCLUR 


A. T. 
F. C. 


= Committee. 
Now, I will ask to have printed the balance of the statement, Mr. 
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Chairman, because I feel E S by trespassing upon the attention 
of the committee so long. 
I present this statement not from my district but from the Saginaw 
district, represented by my friend Mr. TARSNEY, and also from the dis- 
trictof my friend Mr. FISHER, neitherof whom Tnow see in the House. 
Mr. TARSNEY. Yes; I am here. 
Mr. BURROWS. My friend from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] will be 
able to state whether these gentlemen are reliable and worthy of the 
fallest confidence, as I believe them to be. 
Mr. TARSNEY. Who are the gentlemen? 
Mr, BURROWS. I will read the names: Arthur Hill, W. C. Me- 
Clure, P. A. O'Donnell, Max Heavenrich, A. T. Bliss, and F. G. Stone. 
Mr. TARSNEY. Yes; these gentlemen are personally known to me, 
and they are respectable gentlemen. 
Mr. GUENTHER. Are they Republicans or Democrats? 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask to have the balance of the statement printed 
in the RECORD. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 


Mr. GUENTHER. Are these men Democrats or Republicans? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Both Republicans and Democrats. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COX. That statement is signed by gentlemen no doubt respect- 
able, as they are indorsed by my friend from Michigan [Mr. TARNSEY]. 
[Laughter.] They are the names of millionaires. They are the names 
of men who have got rich by bringing these forests of Michigan to ut- 
most desolation. They are men who made fine fortunes with the aid 
and hire of 90 per cent. of their labor from Canada, and thereby dis- 
placing American labor. Above all, sir, they are men who got rich at 
the ex of the consumers of this country, for whom I speak more 
than for any other class, 

Why, to hear gentlemen on the other side talk and to see the gentle- 
men from Maine sneer one would sup 

Mr. REED. Did the gentleman refer to me? 

Mr. COX. Iam speaking in my own time. 

Mr. REED. Did the gentleman refer to me? 

A MEMBER. There is another member from Maine. 

Mr. REED... Oh, you referred to Governor DINGLEY. [Great laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. COX. I generally take a man of my own size. [Renewed laugh- 
ter and applause.] The gentlemen make their arguments always in 
favor of the producers. They are for the producer—the producer—the 
poA Noor saree a for the consumer. The statement read by my friend 

- from Michigan 

Mr. BURROWS. Pardon me, statements are made by others who 
are nob producers. 

Mr. COX. I did not interrupt you. We gave yon time. 
gentle about it. 

Where there is one producer of lumber in this country there are at least 
five hundred consumers; and are we to forget the consumers always an 
forever in legislating? Must we ignore always those who have to use 
every form and shape of wood, from a box to a barn, from a fence to a 
desk, from a clothes-pin to a house, everything required for their con- 
venience, comfort, and shelter? Does it come with good grace or fair 
reason for any one, I do not care whether he comes from down East or 
from out West, to sneer at any argumentation on behalf of the great body 
of the people who are consumers, and against the few who do not even 
parcel out to their employés a fair share of their enormous gains? 

Moreover, I may say on this subject that I favor the protective prea 
I want to protect our forests and underbrush in Maine, in Michigan, all 
‘along the Pacific coast, and in the Appalachians and Adirondacks, Let 
us protect them not merely from forest fires, from cattle, and the 
scourge of monopolies, who, by perjury and fraud, absorb our timber 
land, but from all other destructive agencies. Among these agencies 
the worst is the tariff, with its $2 a thousand feet, to which conspir- 
ators have added by their ‘‘ trusts” twice as much more, to fleece the 
consumers of lumber. 

Every one knows that petitions have been filed here from the forestry 
committees and societies and persons interested in the preservation of 
our riversand lands by equable waterdistribution. Thesepetitionsshow 
that our timber lands—70,000,000 of acres in extent—are, under such 
runinous schemes, becoming absolutely waste places moribund 
“ Mr. REED. Moribund! 

Mr. COX. Yes, moribund, sick, dying, almost dead. History, 

hy, and sanitary science show such results, In all ages and in 

all countries where the forests have been denuded climatic disturbances 

affect the desolated lands, as if it were calcined by fire, and render it 

uninhabitable and uncultivable. 

aen ere the hammer fell. ] 

BURROWS. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 

New York be permitted to proceed for the same length of time that 
was allowed to me. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I hope that will be done. 


I was 


The CHAIRMAN, Without objection the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to proceed. 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. COX. I am glad, Mr. PPO ey S C0000 upon the 
other side have emphasized this lumber question. I am glad that 
they have fought this measure of putting lumber on the free-list atthe 
threshold of their contest for projection. Of all the objects next in 
importance to a reduction of the surplus is the reduction of the duty 
or freedom from taxation of lumber. Its tax should be dispensed 
with, as it is among the least dispensable articles of human need and 
comfort. 


I may 8 clothing, which is its analogy, as they are closely re- 
lated. a happy coincidence growing out of the arrangement 
of the Reri bill. 


Gentlemen upon the other side, by their special pleas for delays in 
the consideration of this bill and by objections of all kinds urged in 
general debate against any revision of the tariff, haye antagonized the 
great body of the people in an interest where the logic and facts are 
plain. It makes the demand for revision more imperious from the peo- 
ple who bear the burden. It may, sir, make it urgent for the majority 
ere to so amend the rules as to pass this bill before the hests of Au- 
gust shall come, in despite of this dilatory action of the minority, 
Mr. REED rose. 
Mr. COX. I wait for the gentleman. [Laughter.] 8 
Mr. REED. I have been in the habit of having the gentleman from 
New York yield 
Mr. COX. LI yield to you always. [Langhter.] 
Mr. REED resumed his seat. 
Mr. COX. Now I want to make a protection speech, and I suspect 
I will have to go over on the other side to do it. 
(Mr. Cox here walked across the aisle amidst laughter and applause. ] 
Mr. MILLIKEN. It is needed worse on that side. 
Mr. COX. Oh, well; I will take care of myself. I come over here 
near my distinguished friend from Philadelphia [Mr. O NEL]. He 
comes from the home of the Friends—the Quakers. I speak near him, 
where, I am not in danger of being assaulted [laughter] in order to say 
that Jam in favor of the doctrine of ‘‘ protection’’ as properly used in the 
order of good government. I do not mean the kind of protection re- 
ferred to by Shakespeare when he puts in the mouth of one of his sov- 
ereign Tudors a protest against the practices of his time which took one- 
sixth of all values from the people? 
We must not rend our subjects from our laws, 
And stick them in our will. Sixth part of each? 
5355. 
And 3 N A it with a root, thus hacked’ 
The air will drink the sap! 
I do not believe in the similar protection that you gentlemen have 
been so strenuously advocating here. I would protect our forests— 
every tree lop, bark, and part of the timber, all over the country—not 
only against the inroads made by the unscrupulous selfishness of specu- 
lators, but against a policy which promotes the insatiate greed of a class 
who, under the incentive of high tariffs and monopoly of timber-lands, 
cut down the forests, and after converting them into money, leave 
nothing but charred and hideous, hacked and sapless ruins. 
Let us be warned, sir, against the inevitable. Eventually these 
splendid wooded mountain ranges of our country will be converted 
into arid wastes, unless we cease to give a legal premium and moneyed 
bounty for these ravages. They will become the lair of malaria and 
the abode of desolation. Such has been the fate of all other countries 
in past ages that have been reckless of the priceless blessings of their 
wooded treasures. We will only value our forest riches when we shall 
have lost them. 
Therefore I favor the protection“ of the forests, but not the pró- 
tection which you gentlemen would have, which raises the cost of 
lumber to the multitude for the enrichment of the few. I am for 
the genuine sovereign remedy—not the pretended and specious quack- 
ery. Iam reminded of the difference between the real sovereign and . 
thepretender. Who is the pretender in this matter of protection? The 
wer which would take care of your forests and thereby_promote those 
sanitary and climatic influences and arrangements which give rains to 
our soil and health to our people, or the power which pretends ‘‘ pro- 
tection” by spoliation? It reminds me of the old distich, for as I see 
my friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] listening eagerly, Iam com- 
pelled to quote a little poetry to illustrate the genuine and the pre- 
tended sovereign over these matters of economy: 
God bless the king, who is the faith defender. 
That is our side of the House. [Laughter and applause. ] 
God bless—no harm in blessing the pretender, \ j 
Who that pretender is, and who that king— \ 
God bless us all is quite another thing! — 
[Renewed applause and laughter. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Chairman, in the letter I read I was repeat- 
ing the views of gentlemen familiar with this great branch of national 
industry. The gentleman from New York says in reply that it is sim- 
ply a plea for the interest of the great moneyed kings and millionaires, 
I am very certain he must have lost sight of statements embodied in 
that paper. It discloses the fact that outside of the value of pine lands 
there is invested in mills and appliances for lumbering in the State of 
Michigan $40,000,000. He forgets that we are producing in these 
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mills in the State of Michigan more than 4,000,000,000 feet of lumber 
every year, and that this is not produced without the employment of 

a large amount of labor. 

Mr. COX. Canadian labor. 

Mr. BURROWS. Now do not, my friend, raise any side issue. The 
value of this product is $52,000,000 per annum. The gentleman from 
New York forgets the disclosure in this communication that we em- 
ploy in these mills an average per year of 28,000 laboring men. He 
forgets that this paper discloses the fact that we pay not to million- 
aires, but to the laboring men in the State of Michigan engaged in the 
lumbering industry, every twelve months, $17,585,000. He forgets 
that during the year the farmers of Michigan sell of the products of 
their farms to the men engaged in the lumber camps and mills $6,000,- 
000 worth. 

In the country at large there is invested in saw-mills and appliances, 
as shown by this paper, $200,000,000. It is shown that we are pro- 
ducing in the United States 20,000,000,000 feet of lumber annually, for 
which we pay to labor engaged in its production the sum of $90,000,- 
000 every twelve months. 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. Where do you get that statement? 

Mr. BURROWS. I get these figures from the communication which 
I have just read to the committee, signed by five gentlemen, whose 
statements my colleague affirms gre entitled to the fullest credence, 

More than that, the farmers of the United States sell annually to the 
men working in the mills and lumber camps $30,000,000 worth of the 
products of their farms. It will not do to say that if you destroy this 
industry you affect no other interests. It will not do for the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Cox] to say that the millionaire is the only 
one to be affected, Besides the destruction of the farmers’ market for 
$30,000,000 worth annually of the producis of the farm, it will rob 
labor of an annual princely sum of $90,000,000. Let me say, therefore, 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] that the statement to 
which he refers shows that when you sweep away this great industry 
by opening the flood-gates of Canadian importations you not only assail 
the millionaire, but the farmer and laborer go down in the common 
ruin. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] submits figures of the amount of capi- 
tal engaged in the lumber industry and of the number of men employed 
in that industry, and assumes without any demonstration that that 
oran and those men are benefited by and need the existing duty upon 

umber. 

The gentleman states, and doubtless correctly, that there are perhaps 
800,000,000,000 feet of lumber left in this country, or timber suitable 
for ing lumber. I will say to the gentleman that nearly one-tenth 
of that estimate is in the State which I have, the honor in part to rep- 
resent. We have exceeding 70,000,000,000 feet of lumber, or timber 
suitable for making lumber, in my State. Since 1880 there has been 
a remarkable development of this industry with my people. When 
you travel on the railroads the hum of the saw-mills is like the hum 
of the locusts. We sell our lumber under the very shadow of the 
forests of Michigan. We reach out to Chicago, to Omaha, to Iowa, and 
Kansas, and we cover the State of Texas. We sell to Boston and Cin- 
cinnati of selected kinds, and push onr commerce from the Gulf to the 
British line. 

Only on yesterday I saw a statement in regard to additional parties 
from the gentleman’s own State who have come to the growing and 
enterprising little city where I live. They are said to have acquired 
some 200,000 acres of our pine lands and to be about to build 28 or 30 
miles of railroad to add another to the gigantic lumber enterprises we 
have in our State. They are welcome toa condition of equal rights and 
fair play. 

Now, sir, our people are making and selling lumber at eight and 
nine dollars a thousand, and they are making money very handsomely 
upon that basis. As yet, with great skill and energy, they are never- 
theless but partially organized. Profi table as their business is they are 
~till selling lumber at $5 a thousand less than its export price. They 
are almost rioting with joy in the midst of our virgin and splendid for- 
ests. This will not long continue. They will soon come together and 
organize. Our official reports show that at the Southern seaports we 
command $13 a thousand for rough plank and scantling. This is a 
free-trade price. The interior can command this and more by reason 
of natural advantages. These natural advantages we may neither be- 
grudge nor deny capitalists. But shall we add to them? 

Let us inquire into this. What will be the effect of putting up lum- 
ber from $8 and $9 a thousand to $13 a thousand? What will be the 
effect of putting it up from $13 to what the tariff, when by combina- 
tion its benefits are reaped, will make it, which is $15 per thousand feet? 
Both changes make lumber that much dearer to the people of Chicago, 
to the people of Iowa and Kansas, and to millions of others of our 
people. That restricts the consumption of lumber, and that restricts 
the employment of labor. 

The effect of each advance will be oppressive to the farmer, to the 
citizens in the cities, and to the laboring men engaged in the mills in 
my State. 

I have met this question before the people in my State, and I have 
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got without dissent the votes of our laboring people, because they see 
that the continuation of a tariff on lumber is @eislation, it is un- 
just to our toiling millions, and it means an ultimate curtailment of 
the consumption of the products of their labor by high prices of which 
they will receive not one dollar. Moderate profits require a large out- 
put to make material gains upon capital. Here comes a demand for 
many men to speed the mills. A demand for labor to do this makes 
good wages. Our people know this. Nature holds out to us large profits 
yet unreached, and that no country on earth can deprive us of, Our 
capitalists would be foolish indeed to invoke the resentment and wrath 
of a free and high-minded people by asking that their rich and lawful 
advantages be tainted by ill-gotten gains. 

These, sir, are the truths about lumber, If a duty be desirable to 
some it is obnoxious to us. We have a fair and easy mastery of the 
situation, and you gentlemen have the same within all reasonable, con- 
siderate, and humane limits. Let us not seek to corrupt our capital- 
ists or to corrupt or deceive our workingmen, or to oppress our good 
people seeking shelter and homes for purposes that make decay alike 
for society and the state. 

Mr. BURROWS. I would like to ask the gentleman from Arkansas 
a question. 

Here the hammer fell. þ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
expired. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. MILLIKEN] is recognized. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I yield time to the gentleman from Michigan to 
ask a question. 

Mr. BURROWS. What explanation does the gentleman make of the 
statement of Mr. Charlton, of Canada, when he desires to have author- 
ity to lower the price of stumpage that the lumber may be produced 
more cheaply on the theory that Southern pine has invaded the North- 
ern market; and what would be the effect in addition of taking the 
duty of $2 off when to-day Canada can put her lumber in Chicago 
cheaper than we in Michigan can put ours in Buffalo? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman mistakes the 
necessity for an explanation. He is the one who needs to explain the 
statement which he has cited and which is so contradictory of his own 
position. It shows that we have the mastery. You say they need that 
to keep us out of the market. If they are weak and need help to keep 
us out, we, who are the stronger, certainly do not need help to keep 
them out. : 

Mr. BURROWS. Thatis under the existing tariff of $2 per thou- 
sand. Now, if you take that off, will they not drive you out of the 
New York market? They expect to doso and say they will do so. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Very well; let us look at that. 
Weare nowselling near by at ö land $5 less than Canadian near-by prices. 
We can advance two and threedollars with the duty off. Doyou insist 
that we shall charge the farmers $5 more than now? Look at the export 
tables. We have nothing to fear from them. Look at the exports 
from the Southern States exposed as we are, not along the seaboard. 
We are-meeting the Canadians in England, France; we have driven 
them from Spain; and we ask them no odds in the North Sea, the Bal- 
tic, the Mediterranean, or in any part of the world. We are meeting 
them on a free-trade basis and have been for many years without any 
diminution of our exports. Can we not meet them also in Boston and 
New York? Of course we can oppress our people. We have cheaper 
access. We are the masters of the situation, All we ask for Amer- 
ican nerve and American energy and American skill and our natural 
advantage is to get a fair chance at the half-breeds of Canada. We 
can run the year around; they can not. Neither can you, but you are 
better fixed than they are. We are the ones you need to fear in com- 
petition; but you can not have a tariff against us. If times get hard, 
come down and join in with us. 

Mr. BAYNE. Do you refer to lumber? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. I do. 

Mr. BAYNE. We are exporting lumber to Europe largely. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BAYNE. Do you refer also to sugar? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, We are talking about lumber 
now, but I am perfectly ready to discuss sugar with you when the 
proper time comes. 

Mr. BAYNE, The things we produce in abundance you do not want 
any protection on; but the thing which we produce in insignificant 
quantity you want protected. A z 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, we will take up the sugar 
question in due time, and I will help you to hurry on to that schedule. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, there have been a good many rea- 
sons given here why lumber should be put on the free-list; and I have 
certainly been surprised at some of them. My friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] desires it to be done because he says that if the 
tariff remains, the manufacturer, where he now gets $9 for his lumber, 
will then get $15, and that will crush the workingman who is engaged 
in producing the lumber. 

By what logic the gentleman argues that the laborer who works for 
an employer who receives $15 per thousand for his product is not to get 


as large an advantage as when he works for an employer who receives, 


but $9 per thousand, I can not understand. There is no doubt, sir, 


} 


4864 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 2, 


that as between labor and capital the laboring man in this age of the 
world is going to get his fair share of the profits, and if the profit on the 
product be $5 instead of $2 a thousand, the laboring man is going to 
get more money out of the $5 than he would get out of the $2; while, 
on the other hand, if there is no profit at all, there will be none for 
either the employer or the workman. 

My friend from New York [Mr. Cox] desires to have lumber put on 
the free-list as a protective“ measure. In his great generosity of 
heart—for he is generous toward nature as well as toward man—he looks 
with sadness upon the slaughter of American forests. Well, sir, if the 
picture which he painted had any real foundation in truth, I certainly 
would shed tears with him; but I desire to ask the gentleman, of what 
utility are these forests ofoursif we make no use of them? And if Canada 
has but fifty billions of lumber now, where are we going to get lumber 
for use in this country when, by putting lumber on the free-list, the 
Canadian forests shall have been exhausted? Are we to go houseless 
and barnless? Are we going without shelter rather than touch these 
great American forests that are being destroyed by fires and by maturity 
and decay as well as by the act of man? He says that there are fifty 
times as many consumers as there are producers to be regarded in deal- 
ing with this question. Let me remind the gentleman with reference 
to sugar, upon which this bill leaves a dutę of more than 60 per cent., 
that there are sixty millions of consumers of that article while there 
are but two thousand producers in this country. 

My friends on the other side who are so anxious to protect the con- 
sumers of this country seem to be entirely blind to the enormous duty 
of 78 per cent. now existing upon an article which goes into the con- 
sumption of every family in this land. My friend from New York 
wants to provide shelter and clothing for the consumer; but does not 
the consumer want food as well? We may live with very poor shel- 
ter, we can get along with ragged clothes, but we must fare very badly 
indeed when our food is interfered with. Yet here isan article of prime 
necessity, an article used by every person as food, and it pays a duty 
of 78 per cent. While our friends on the other side are so anxious to 
protect the consumer they forget this matter altogether. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Inow ask that debate on the pending clause be closed. 
I think we had better go on with the next paragraph. Iask unani- 


‘mous consent for that purpose. 


Mr. BAYNE. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise to close debate. 

The motion was agreed to—ayes 89, noes 70. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union had had under considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the laws in 
ee to the collection of the revenue, and had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House again resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole for the further consideration of House bill No. 
9051; and pending that motion I move that all debate in Committee 
of the Whole on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto be 
closed in ten minutes. On this motion I call the previous question. 

The question being taken on ordering the previous question, there 
were—ayes 99, noes 1. 

Mr. BAYNE. No quorum. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will appoint tellers. 

Mr. BAYNE. I wish to suggest to the gentlemen on the other side 
that it is very bad policy to undertake to apply a gag rule to the dis- 
cussion of the propositions in this bill. Thus far we have been debat- 
ing these propositions upon pro forma amendments. But gentlemen 
desire to offer substantial amendments and to support them in debate. 
It would be very unfair towards this side of the House to cut off de- 
bate in explanation of such amendments. 

Mr. MILLS. We have now spent two days on this bill, and have 
made no progress whatever. Gentlemen have insisted on speaking and 
speaking and speaking all the time. We have been liberal with them. 
Here is this lumber schedule, embracing a number of lines, I think 
now, toward the close of the second day, we have reached-about the 


eighth line. Some one submitted the other day in a newspaper a math- 


ematical problem, which I think a very good one—if it takes one day 
not to pass two lines of this bill, how long will it take to pass one 
thousand lines? Our friends on the other side should treat us fairly 
in this matter. We want to be liberal in regard to debate, but we 
want to make a little progress. Since disposing of the agricultural bill 
this morning, we have spent the entire time on one or two lines; we 
have not even passed them, 

Mr. McKINLEY. Will the gentleman agree to allow forty minutes 
for the discussion upon the pending paragraph? 

Mr. MILES. I will accept the gentleman’s proposition. 

Mr. REED. The gentleman from Texas will allow me to say that 
he has. been long enough a member of this House to understand that a 
bill of this character is very sure to elicit in the early stages of its con- 
sideration a great deal of discussion, discussion covering a great deal of 
general ground; but the time spent in discussing these earlier proposi- 
tious is no indication whatever of the length of timeit will take to pass 
the bill. Members have their ideas on the general subject fresh in 


22 


their minds, and desire to discuss them. I think the gentleman will 
really make quite as much progress by allowing the House to go on its 
own way as he will in any other manner. In discussing the lumber 
question we are also disposing of the general question. 

Mr. MILLS.” I appreciate the suggestion of m friend from Maine. 
But I want to remind the House that we have spent this day in dis- 
cussing a clause involving in revenue to the Government the sum of $3. 

Mr. ADAMS, The discussion is worth a great deal more than $3. 

Mr. MILLS. Yesterday was spent in discussing a clause involving 
revenue to the amount of $198.80. Let us continue the discussion on 
the next clause of the bill, which relates also to lumber. We have not 
yet reached the important part of the lumber question. I ask unani- 
mous consent that debate in Committee of the Whole on the pending 
paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to forty minutes. 

Mr. MACDONALD. I object. 

Mr. MILLS. I move, then, to limit debate in Committee of the 
Whole to forty minutes on the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto; and on that motion I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion of Mr. MILLS to limit debate in Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to. 

The question recurring on the motion of Mr. MILLS that the House 
again resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of House bill No. 9051, it was 
agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the tariff bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, and all debate on the pending paragraph by 
order of the House has been limited to forty minutes. Debate on the 
pending amendment is exhausted, but if there be no objection the 
amendment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I make the usual pro forma amendment in order 
to submit a few observations touching the proposition to admit lumber 
free of duty, 

Mr. Chairman, the most distinguished of all the leaders of the Re- 
publican party (Mr. Blaine) in the course of debate in this Hall, June 
10, 1868, used the following language in opposition to the policy of 
laying an internal tax on lumber. I quote from the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD: 

Mr. BLAINE. I moye to amend the amendment by striking out the last word. 
I desire to discuss briefly the amendment which the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means so vigorously opposes. And in the first place let mo 
say that during the entire war, when we were seeking everything on the earth 
aud in the skies and in the waters under the earth out of whichdaxation could 
be wenog: it never entered into the conception of Congress to tax breadstuffs— 
never. uring the most pressing exigencies of the terrible contest in which we 
ae engaged neither breadstuffs nor lumber became the subject of one penny 

axation. 
8 What was the reason of this? Let me tell my friend from Ohio that it was not 
heeause of the influence of the rich grain-dealers at Chicago, or Toledo, or Mil- 
waukee. It was because if anything be universal breadstuifs are universal, for 
they constitute literally “the staff of life." If you impose on them a tax ever so 
small in amount it will be made a pretext by the very speculators of whom gen- 
tlemen talk for adding an appreciable amount to the cost of a barrel of four, I 
do beseech this House not to sanction the principle of subjecting such an article 
to Tear for the sake of the paitry amount that is to be gained from this source. 

Mr. WELKER. Does the gentleman expect to secure an exemption for lumber 
by advocating an exemption for breadstuffs? [Laughter.] 0 

Mr. BLAINE. I am referring to breadstuffs, because it illustrates a principle. 
I beseech this House not to sanction a tax on breadstuffs which will simply build 
up a mountain of prejudice for the sake of a mole-hill of revenue. 

But, sir, I have suid enough on that point. Now, as to the article of lumber. I 
again remind this House that there has never been a tax upon this article. The 
gentleman from Ohio may talk of this question as he pleases, but I say that 
wherever the Western frontiersman undertakes to make for himself a home, to 
till the soil, to carry on the business of life, he needs lumber for his cabin; he 
needs lumber for his fence; he needs lumber for his wagon or cart; he needs 
* for his plow; he needs lumber for almost every purpose in his daily 

e š 

Mr. KERR. Let me ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave bnt five minutes and can not yield to the 
gentleman. 

Sir, there is no point in the effective argument of Mr. Blaine in op- 
position to an internal-revenue tax on lumber that does not apply with 
equal force to a tax on imported lumber. I submit, Mr. Chairman, 
that when a great party throws itself like a lion in the path of a prop- 
osition to strike the tax from this article of almost universal consump- 
tion, there ought to be some subStantial reason given for the faith that 
is in them. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PETERS] opposes the ‘“‘ free-lam- 
ber” clause of this bill although he admits that it will strike off $20 
from the cost of every car-load of lumber, but justifies his opposition 
by the statement that his constituents will not get any part of the re- 
duction.. If the gentleman will get out of the way of the passage of 
this measure I will guaranty that the Kansas farmer will get his share 
of the $20 in the scramble. [Laughter. ] 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], it seems, differs 
somewhat from the gentleman from Kansas, and rests his opposition 
upon the declaration that it will destroy the lumber industries. In 
this view of the case it is evident that he is of the opinion that the 
consumer will get a large share of the $20 and that the effect will be 
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to reduce the price to the men who need lumber for the construction 
of houses, fences, and barns. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to attempt to reconcile the 
conflicting views of the opponents of this just measure, but will pro- 
eeed briefly to notice the labor question as it relates to the lumber in- 
dustries; but before doing so will say that the people of the West and 
many States of the Northwest, without party distinction, have for many 
years favored free lumber. The great Republican State of Kansas 
prior to the revision, so called, of 1883, instructed her Representatives 
upon this floor in the following terms: 

Resolved, That our Senators and Representatives in Congress are hereby re- 


quested and instructed to use their best effort to have the duty upon lumber 
“3 every description removed so that the same may be placed on the free- 
ist, : 


Mr. Chairman, this is the vbice of a great State whose Representa- 
tives, in part, refuse to obey the request, on the assumption that such 
action would imperil the interests of labor. 

Sir, where lies the real interest of labor in this connection, and what 
policy will most certainly contribute to its prosperity? The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] asks that the duty on lumber 
be made sufficiently high to cover the increased cost of fabor in this 
country as against foreign countries. 

Mr. BURROWS. The argument used on your side of the House is 
that if lumber is put on the free-list we will save our forests. We 
would save our forests if we went out of business. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Michigan only states our po- 
sition in part and notin its entirety; and I may also add favors a pol- 
icy the effect of which is to bring Canadian labor in competition with 
American Jabor, and drive it from the field with lower wages. 

Let me come to the labor question, because you insist that you are 
the special friends of the workingman. I desire to read your confes- 
sion as it appears in the RECORD of yesterday’s proceedings. Here it 
is, wrung from you in a colloquy with the very able gentleman from 
Minnesota: 

Mr. WILso, of Minnesota. Now, after this, I hope the gentlemen from 
these great Northwestern States will answer the question why poverty should 
protect?“ wealth. That is the question that touches the masses of the people 
and which they would like to have answered. Says the gentleman, our labor- 
ers are benefited. The man that stands up to-day and says labor in the lumber 
industry receives higher wages than in other like industries, protected or not 
protected, makes a statement that can not be sustained. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. No one said that. 

Mr, Witsox, of Minnesota, I am glad that you disclaim sucha position. To 
say that laborers in the lumber protected industries receive higher compensa- 
tion than in other industries is an absurdity. 

Mr. Funston. No one made that assertion. 

Mr. Wirson, of Minnesota. The gentleman from Wisconsin made substan- 
tially that assertion, whatever may have been his particular words. He said 
protected labor now ved so much per month, while years ago it received 
much less, and he attributes that to the protective tariff on the lumber industry. 

Mr. Dockery. If labor does not get it, who does? 

Mr. Witsox, of Minnesota. The millionaires get it. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. And they did not answer that ques- 
tion. : 

Mr. DOCKERY. They did not. : 

Mr. Chairman, I was surprised for the moment at the admission, 
and was curious to hear an explanation from some of our Repub- 
lican friends, who were willing to concede that those laborers received 
no higher wages than those employed in the non-protected industries. 
But when I heard the statement to-day by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox], made as it was on the authority of reputable gentle- 
men from the Northwest, that 90 per cent. of the laborers employed 
in the lumber industries were Canadians, I began to understand why 
it was that they did not receive any greater compensation. The same 
result that is manifest in the lumber industry appears along the whole 
line of protected avocations. American labor has been driven out by 
cheap foreign labor until to-day 33 per cent. of the employés of the 
manufacturing industries of the United States are foreigners, the larger 

r cent. of them imported to compete with the laborers of America. 

Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURROWS. Can my friend state the rate of wages paid to lum- 
bermen in Michigan ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I can not; I made the statement that I did on the 
authority of a gentleman from your own State. 
one BURROWS. Do you know what amount is paid to a single la- 

rer? 

Mr. DOCKERY, No, sir, I do not; do you? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir, I do, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Well, then, you have the advantage in that re- 
spect. I have not assumed to have any personal knowledge of the 
wages paid, but have stated that 90 per cent. of the laborers employed 
in lumber industries are Canadians; and that in debate yesterday it 
was conceded that their wages were notin excess of the non-protected 
avocations. 

Mr. BURROWS. I know that as high as $4 a day is paid there. 

Mr. FULLER. Mr. Chairman, I regret that this bill, known as the 
t Mills bill,“ has not the same merit throughout as is shown by 
placing lumber on the free-list. If it had I should feel like congratu- 

ting the other side on the measure presented. 
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In my judgment, the true theory of protection is not involved 
when it comes to this question of lumber. Why do I say this? Be- 
cause the supply is limited. I will admit that a tariff of from two to 
three dollars per thousand will temporarily stimulate the industry, but 
the more you stimulate the sooner you destroy your supply. If we 
had the timber, which is so desirable for building purpeses, in unlim- 
ited quantities, I should feel very differently on this question. We 
know as a matter of fact that we have only a limited supply of white- 
pine timber—the timber so essential for building purposes. 

In this country it is estimated that we destroy 2,500 square miles of 
timber each year. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
tells us that the output is 20,000,000,000 of feet annually. IIe tells 
us that they have $40,000,000 invested in lumber mills in the State of 
Michigan. I ask him how long it will be, if this condition of things ex- 
ists, before they have succeeded in killing the goose that lays the golden 
egg in the State of Michigan? I want to call the attention of the gen- 
tlemen who represent the timber kings of Northern Wisconsin and North- 
ern Michigan to the fact that there is the great State of Illinois, the State 
of Iowa, Southern Minnesota, Dakota, Nebraska, and Kansas, forming 
the very garden spot of this country, susceptible of a greater popula- 
tion than any other portion of the United States, that are now using 
this lumber millions upon millions each year in making permanent im- 
provements; and this lamber must be paid for by the people through 
agriculture; and there is no question, and no well-informed man will 
dispute the proposition, that 75 per cent. of this protection on lumber 
goes to the Jumber kings who own four-fifths of the white pine of our 
Northern region east of the Rocky Mountains. [Applause.] 

The day is not far distant when we shall be obliged to seek other 
sources than our own for pine lumber. We should not forget the in- 
terests of the people who have to pay an increased price by reason of 
the tariff on lumber. It is ashort-sighted policy to hasten the destruc- 
tion of these forests. I have not the time to discuss the question from 
a climatic standpoint. Iwill simply say that our scientific men inform 
us that large areas of forest are necessary from an agricultural point of 
view as well as climatic. Our Government has recognized the a, 
tance of looking out for a timber supply in the passage of the timber- 
culture act. The fact is that the day is near at hand when we shall 
be obliged to take steps in the direction of systematically renewing our 
forests or be forced to use other material than lumber in the erection 
of buildings. 

And then again the benefit derived from the tariff on lumber goes 
into the hands of comparatively a few men. A few hundred men own 
about all the valuable pine lands of the North. They have become 
immensely wealthy, and the factis beyond dispute that the protection 
of $2 and $3 per thousand is largely the cause of their fort hes, the 
value of the stumpage being increased nearly to the amount of the tariff, 
There are some branches of industry which are not materially stimu- 
lated by a tariff; for instance, sugar. We have demonstrated that no 
amount of protection will develop the sugar industry from cane proper. 
Hence sugar should be free. Protection will stimulate the lumber in- 
dustry temporarily, but in the end yoursupply is exhausted and industry 
destroyed. We have not enough white-pine timber in this country to 
last many years at the present rate of destruction; and it is admitted 
by statisticians that in Lower Canada, taking the entire white-pine 
lumber district of the entire province, it will afford asupply to last this 
country not more than ten years. 

Gentlemen talk about markets, I admit if we had a permanent in- 
dustry in this business as now carried on, there would be something in 
the argument. But at most it is temporary, and in a few years what 
will become of the laborers employed? You will have destroyed the 
industry, and they will be forced into other channels. We should 
look at this question in a business way and from a business stand- 
point. If we do it seems to me that the conclusion will be reached 
that the time has come to place lumber on the free-list. [Applause. 

[Mr. TAULBEE withholds his remarks for revision. See APPENDIX. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Mr. Chairman, my friend, Judge WILSON, of 
Minnesota, who followed me on yesterday, replied to my remarks by 
asking a number of questions that have already been answered fully 
and well by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REEÐ]. There is one 
point, however, to which I wish to call the attention of the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

With remarkable pertinacity he insists upon it that the rise in the 
value of pine lands in the last fifteen years is due to the tariff on lum- 
ber. Then it follows that had we had free trade no such advance in 
the value of pine lands would have occurred. 

Now, I know that ever since the Mills bill was introduced specula- 
tors of the American species, whom I described yesterday, rushed to 
Canada to buy more pine lands in anticipation of the passage of the 
Mills bill; forests advanced by the President's message, and the price per 
acre has doubled, trebled, quadrupled, and I am credibly informed in 
some instances is now fivefold from what it was a year ago. Forties 
then selling for $400 now bring $2,000. Now I presume, if my good 
friend Judge WILsoN happened to live in Canada, seeing that free trade 
in lumber with the United States, even only threatened, had the re- 
sult of raising the value of pine lands 500 per cent. and make these 
speculators rich, fervently and eloquently (as he always does) he would 
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pray that lumber should be stricken from the American free-list. How 
much would they rise if free trade in lumber actually takes place? 
Now, I, for my part, advocate that kind ofa tariff that will benefit Amer- 
icans in America, rather than Canadians or Americans in Canada, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I have the highest regard for the sincerity of the 
gentleman from Minnesota. I can not say less, especially as he has 
assured me of the same state of feeling on his part. It is a pleasant 
instance of mutuality of respect between two antipodes on the tariff. 

I am firmly of the opinion that while you, my free-trade friends, are 
go sanguine that the result of this wonderful bill will be to strew our 
path with roses and compel prosperity to enter every hut, put a stop to 
all trusts (perhaps with the only exception of the Democratic public 
trust) the result will be the very contrary from what you anticipate. 

It will be free trade and universal distress and lumber at the same 

old rate, but less money to buy it with. You will then have to solace 
yourselves with that last resort of people who are the opposite of wise 
men, that your intentions were good. That perhaps will then call to 
your troubled brain the picture of a certain place where we are sure to 
go if you do not mend your ways and defeat this bill, a place that is 
not renowned as s favorite summer resort, the road to which is paved 
with that kind of material you call good intentions. That is the place 
where we will land with swiftness and dispatch if you pass this bill. 
There you will behold large forests of pitch pine; but these trees are 
not felled for the purpose of converting them into free lumber, Every 
branch and every knot will be used for fuel, not for the purpose of 
raising revenue, but to raise the temperature to at least 600 degrees 
above zero, Fahrenheit. You will then consent not only to a revenue 
duty on wood, but you will even vote for a prohibitory tariff on that 
article of commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, I yesterday paid my compliments to these unselfish 
American capitalists who have invested in Canadian pine and are now 
ready for free trade. 

Mr. i there is another class of American capitalists, and 
these I commend to the favorable consideration and respect of the 
American people. They are the men who by their enterprise and en- 
ergy have made the United States a beehive of industries; men who 
have utilized the bountiful resourees with which kind Providence has 
blessed our beautiful country. 

Northern capital has lately been largely invested in pine Jands in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, Florida, and Texas, 
and on the Pacific coast. I have here a notice from the market re- 

of the Chicago Times, May 24, 1888. Under the heading Lum- 
ed epee the following: 


consi. to the Pacific coast, the imme- 


Henry Hewett, jr., of Menasha, Wis., one of the pine-lumber barons of Wis- 
in, has just returned g 
diate result of which is the purchase by hi anda few others of 160,000 acres 


of Wi gton Territory fir and spruce timber, every acre of which Mr. Hew- 
ett, who is an experien d-looker, says will cut 100,000 feet of timber, It 
the intention of the buyers to begin developing this property at once. 
Complaints of the yellow pine is in the Southwest upon 
the trade of the jobbers wood, who, not long si found good cus- 
tomers there in plenty, prove, sa ber, that the ground it is gaining is such 
that it can ently hold. The market there for lumber and bill 
timber of all sorts cally controlled by the Southern ucers, and in 
flooring and ceiling, and largely in inside finish they have the advantage. 


Mr. Chairman, I rejoice over the flattering prospects of the people 
of the Southern States. Let them enter into a vigorous competition 
with their Northern fellow-citizens; let them utilize what nature 
gave them; let them devote their energies to build up their lumber as 
well as all other industries. They are part and parcel of this great 
country; their interests are ours; their ity benefits the whole 
country. They are not foreigners to us, like the Canadians. We in 
the North ask no protection against theSouth. We welcome your com- 
ing, my Southern friends, into a great industrial race, and we will 
cheerfully submit if an impartial jury awards you first prize. 

The forest resources of the United States are ample for all times to 
come for our le. 

There are two hundred and thirty-five thousand millions of pine 

standing in the Southern States. Develop this immense source of raw 
material by protecting those who engage in this industry against Ca- 
nadian invasion of our markets. The Canadians, even now under pro- 
tection, ship about one-half of their lumber product to the United 
States to compete with the home supply. 

Do not allow your free-trade theories to elope with your practical 
sense. For every million feet of lumber imported to this country you 
will ultimately sell 1,000,000 feet less, and nobody but foreigners will 
reap any advantage whatever. I said some time ago that the lumber 
industry is the largest manufacturing industry in the United States. 
I will not weary your patience by long statistics and many figures. 
A very few will suffice to verify my statement. 

According to the census of 1880 the value of the products of the lum- 
ber industry in 1879 was $542,788,657, employing 326,197 men; the 
Xalue of sawed lumber was 8233, 268, 729. Fully 70 per cent. of the 


/ 


CONGRESSIONAL, RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 2, 


value of sawed lumber is labor. At this low estimate you have an an- 
nual expenditure of $165,000,000 paid in wages for lumber alone. 

A free-trader may consistently say, Place lumber on the free-list 
along with everything else; but he should at least impose a tariff on it 
for revenue. And if are sincere in declaration that you are 
tariffreformers with incidental revenue, then do not take the incident 
away from us. 

Nobody can justly claim that an average of 16 per cent., as it is on 
lumber now, is excessive, especially when the Mills bill carries an av- 
erage of 38 pas cent. Do not proscribe this enormous industry, but in 
the name of equal justice, of political prudence, of enlightened polit- 
ical economy and true Americanstatesmanship, unterrified by the cry 
of foreign pre onna and demagogues and deluded theorists and doc- 
trinaires at home, give the lumber industry something of an 
chance with other American 3 a Bap 8 85 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I certainly beg pardon 
of the committee for taking a moment’s time, but I think there is one 
point that ought to be understood; and I supposed it was. 

I did not say yesterday that the fortunes made lumbermen in 
such a short time were on account of the tariff. I said nothing about 
that. I made a proposition that I thought could not be misunderstood, 
to wit, that lumbermen had within a few years made, and are now 
making, fortunes in their industry. The gentleman from Wisconsin, 
who has just taken his seat, and who is the especial champion of this 
lumber tariff, assents to this. He is familiar with the factsand knows 
this to be the truth. I stated at the same time that in the part of the 
country to which I referred, which is as good a country as there is un- 
der the sun, agriculturists had recently been barcly able to hold their 
own. The gentleman does not question that. I believe no gentleman 
has questioned that.. And I said, these two facts conceded, I wanted 
some man to tell me why we were compelling the poor to pay tribute 
to the rich. 

Mr. REED. That is, you wanted them to tell you why a thing was 
happening which was not happening at all. Of course nobody could 
answer that question. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
REED] himself tried yesterday to answer my proposition, but in just 
such a way as he does it to-day. 

Has any man on this floor answered the question, why is poverty 
continuously compelled to pay tribute to wealth, as the present tariff 
compels it to do? 

Mr. LONG. But we do deny that poverty pays tribute to it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do you deny that we are compelled 
to pay $2 extra per thonsand upon lumber? 

Mr. REED. Yes. 


Mr. LONG. Yes. That is the very point at issue. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Mr. Chairman, these gentlemen say 
they deny that proposition. 

Mr. REED. Nobody here admits it. 

Mr. LONG. You haye not established your proposition. 
your proposition first. 

Mr. REED (to Mr. WILsox, of Minnesota). You do not seem to sea 
that you beg the question and assume a fact which does not exist, and 
then want to know why it is so. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I supposed, Mr. Chairman, that our 
statute settled that question. On every thousand feet of lumber im- 
ported there is imposed a tariff tax of $2. This, of course, raises the 
price of the imported lumber by that amount. And as this lumber 
and that manufactured in the United States are sold in competition in 
the same market, the increased price of that imported enables the domes- 
tic manufacturer to raise the price of his lumber by the amount of the 
tariff. This is why the tariff is called a protective“ tariff. It gives 
the domestic Iumberman protection“ to the amount of the tariff; 
that is, it enables him to raise the price of his lumber in the market 
by that amount, and yet to sellin competition with the imported lum- 
ber. It would be just as reasonable to deny that the price of the gro- 
ceries or dry goods of the merchant is increased to the consumeriby the 
amount of the freight as to deny that this enhanced cost of the lumber 
by reason of the tariffis borne by the consumer. 

It is conceded that the lumbermen have made for a number of years 
exceptionally large profits,, ann the argument of the gentlemen on tho 
other side amounts to this: If you lessen our profits we will go ont 
of business; that is, if they are reduced to a reasonable remuneration 
they will abandon the industry, 

Mr. Chairman, no man can show, nor do I believe that the removal 
of this tariff will makea reduction of 1,000 feet a year in the lumber prod- 
ucts of the United States. The industry will still be a prosperous one, 

Mr. LONG. Do you think that is a fair statement of the argument 
by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] this morning? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I can not answer all these gentlemen 
at once. Iam not answering the gentleman from Michigan now. I 
am answering the other gentleman. When itis argued that the farmer 
is benefited by the tariff because he is enabled to sell his products to 
the lumbermen, it is implied that if the tariff were removed the busi- 
ness of manufacturing lumber would cease. This is an unjustifiable 
assumption. 


Establish 
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Mr. LONG. You are not answering the argument of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS]. : 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Ido not pretend to answer the gen- 
tleman from Michigan. The gentleman from Michigan did not, I be- 
lieve, pretend to make an argument. He read an ex parte statement 
made by a number of wealthy men in their own interest. 

Mr. LONG. He made a very substantial argument, compressed into 
five minutes. That I did not hear. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. LONG was recognized, and offered to yield to Mr. WILSON, of 
Minnesota. : 

On motion of Mr. REED, by unanimous consent, the time of Mr. 
Wusown, of Minnesota, was extended to five minutes. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Now, Mr, Chairman, I hope that no 
gentleman will hereafter misunderstand the proposition I made yester- 
day, and when any gentleman attempts to argue in opposition to it I 
hope he will answer the question which I propounded. 

Mr. REED. Will the gentleman allow me to answer it right here? 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Youknow I have not the time to spare. 
Mr. Chairman, they will not answer that question, but they will answer 
some other question which they propound ves. Iwish they 
would answer, too, whether the repeal of this tariff law will lessen the 

rice of lumber. If it has not that effect it will not injure the lum- 
rmen. 

Mr. Chairman, since this discussion began the statements on the other 
side of the House have been in direct contradiction of eachother. The 
gentleman from Pittsburgh [Mr. BAYNE] has argued that this is a sec- 
tional bill, that it is gotten up for the benefit of the South, and that 
the North will receive no benefit from it, whereas the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] rises this morning and states directly the 
opposite of that proposition, arguing that the South will be greatly in- 
jured by the repeal of this tariff. 

One says that this tariff helps labor, and another that it does not. 
One that taking the tariff off lumber will lessen the price of Jumber 
and injure the laborers employed in the business, while another says, 
on the contrary, that it will not lessen the price. No twoseema 
ently to agree except in prophesying disaster to the country if this bill 


passes. ; 

Mr. REED. If the discourse of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
Witson] did not illustrate a great many more things, I should not feel 
it at all worth while to reply to his oft-repeated question. He wants to 
know why poverty is taxed to pay money to wealth; he wants to know 
why it is so; and he has been unable after two days of consideration 
to comprehend that the question implies a statement, namely, that 
poverty does so contribute. He assumes that it does, and then wants 
to know why. Can he not see the absurdity of asking me to tell him 
why a thing is so when I asseverate with all my voice that it is not so? 
If he believes it is so, he ought to give the reason for it—not I. Ibe- 
lieve itis a lie; and therefore I am unable to give any reason for it. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, rose. 

Mr. REED. Now, I sincerely hope the gentleman from Minnesota 
can comprehend a proposition so plain as that, especially when it is 
dissected into its two parts. But there are some minds that seem to 
be incapable of comprehending that a question may involve an assertion; 
and he has paraded that proposition here, in season and out of season, 
until he actually believes it himself, which is astonishing, he being an 
intelligent man; and he has actually got some of the other le on 
that side to believe it, which is far less astonishing, judging by what I 
have heard from them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. REED. Yes. j 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do yon afirm, or do you not, that the 
tariff increases the price of lumber? 

Mr. REED. If the gentleman will do me the honor to read a dis- 
course which I delivered in this House on the 19th day of May he will 
find a very plain and simple answer to that question; and if he will 
keep quiet I will repeat some of it so that he may be instructed, be- 
eause I perceive that he is one of the class that require not only the 
statement of a proposition but iteration, and ‘‘damnable iteration” at 
that. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Can you not answer that question? 

Mr. REED. Now, will the gentleman keep quiet and peaceful a 
moment? Ido not wonder that he does not like this, but the dissec- 
tion was absolutely necessary to the peace of the country; for he would 
have been still repeating that question day after day if he had not dis- 
covered the answer by the same surgical operation which seems to be 
necessary to get a joke into a Scotehman's head. [Laughter.] 

Now, this famous free-trade dilemma—— 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, rose. 

Mr. REED. Oh, there he is again! 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. The gentleman stated, as I under- 
stood, that he would answer my question—does or does not the tariff 
raise the price of lumber? 

Mr. REED. The question which the gentleman asked me just be- 
fore, which, now that I am about to answer, he seems anxious not to 
have answered, was whether the tariff does not necessarily raise prices, 


and, if it does not, what is the good of it? Now, that is a pet remark of 
gentlemen on the other side. I have heard it as many times as I have 
heard some of the witty remarks of the gentleman from New York. 
[Laughter.] It has the same sanction of universality and antiquity. 

The proposition which we make is that by the encouragement of an 
industry engaged in the production Of a necessary of life, the result in 
a long series of years will be good wages and sein opie. and we prove 
it by facts and digures; we prove it by the gen consensus of man- 
kind; we prove it by the fact that every civilized nation on earth, ex- 
cept one, which is exceptionally situated, is in favor of the principle 
and practice ot protection. Now, if we prove it by figures, if we fab 
it by theory, if we prove it by the common sense of mankind, as shown 
by the general adoption of the doctrine, it seems to me that even the 
gentleman from Minnesota might, by giving days and nights to the 
matter, get some glimmering of the idea connected with it. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph is now closed by order 
of the House. The Chair will assume that the pro forma amendment 
submitted by the gentleman from Minnesota is withdrawn. The ques- 
tion is therefore upon the amendmentsubmitted by the gentleman from 
0 LMr. TAULBEE], to strike out the lines which the Clerk will 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Timber squared or sided. 

The question being taken on the amendment-of Mr. TAULBEE, there 
were—ayes 73, noes 70. 

Mr. TAULBEE. I call for tellers, 

pare were ordered; and Mr. TAULBEE and Mr. MILLS were ap- 
poin 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 61, noes 
101. : 
So the amendment of Mr. TAULBEE was rejected. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the next paragraph. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Wood unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for. 


Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out this clause. The 
gentleman from Missouri some time ago cited several questions which 
had been put by the gentleman from Minnesota to our side of the House, 
and remarked that no answers had been given to those questions. That 
statement is hardly fair in view of the fact that under the five-minute 
rule very few gentlemen will submit to interrogatories. But we were 
quite ready to answer the gentleman’s questionsif he insisted upon it. 

‘The allegation has been made that unprotected industries pay as good 
wages as the protected industries. I deny the allegation, and say that 
the protected industries pay better wages as a rule. In connection with 
this, Isay that if in Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, and other States which 
are now shipping their lamber to the Western markets, as high wages 
were paid as are paid in Maine, Michigan, or Wisconsin, you gentlemen 
on the other side would take as good care of the lumber industry as you 
do of your sugar, your rice, and your pig-metal. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The same lumber men who 
work in Michigan are brought down to our country, and they receive 
there the same wages that they do in Michigan. 

Mr. BAYNE. That may be so as to men employed for certain pur- 
poses, where you require a superior order of skill. But the wages that 
are paid for the drudgery, the real hard work, and the wages that are 

1d— 

92 BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Just the same wages are paid 
ere. 

Mr. BAYNE. Are lower than the wages of labor in corresponding 
branches of industry North. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You haye thesame force em- 
ployed, doing the same class of work, and the same wages are paid as 
would be paid in Michigan, The mills largely bring their crews down 
with them. . 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like my friend from Arkansas to produce a 
statement of the wages paid there in that section of Arkansas, which 
is intimately connected with the lumber industry. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Iwill say again that we pay 
as good wages as anywhere. Do you suppose that the same men you 
spoke of would come down there to work for less wages than they got at 
their old homes? 

Mr. BAYNE. Can the gentleman produce a statement of the wages? 
Lwould like my friend to produce such a statement. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Of course I can not recite off- 
hand a table of wages, but I can and do state enough to settle the 
question. Ido know that these same men have been brought down 


there, and that they are satisfied with the wages that are paid them. 

Mr, BAYNE. Well, Isuppose climatic influence has had something 
to do with that. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, you need not bringin the 
question of climatic influences. That is side play. You have run 
against a fact and you are trying to get around it. 

Mr. BAYNE. That was brought up by your own side of the Heuse 
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as one of the reasons and one of the advantages that that country pos- 
sessed. 

Mr. HOOKER. We beat you altogether on the subject of climate. 
Just come down there and we will take great pleasure in showing you 
-what a delightful climate we have. 

Mr. BAYNE. I know that it is a lovely climate, and I know that 
men might be tempted to go down there and work for less wages be- 
cause of that delightful climate. > 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not the question at 
all, and the gentleman should know that it has nothing to do with the 
subject before the committee. 

Mr. BAYNE. But I dosay that the line of wages paid in the States 
producing those things, for instance in mining coal, producing iron 
ore, hauling it, paying teamsters, and the pay of men engaged in these 
various occupations in these States, shows a difference of 25 to 33 per 
cent, higher than the rate of wages paid in Southern States. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is a mistake. Railroad 
men and others requiring the most vigorous Jaborers tell me they have 
to pay higher wages than in the North. Such labor is scarce with us. 

Mr. HERBERT. Let me call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the fact that his colleague, Judge KELLEY, went to 
Alabama last year, and when he came back stated on this floor, if I 
am not mistaken, and if I am he will correct me, that the wages paid 
in Alabama in the iron works compared favorably with wages paid for 
the same character of work in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. Undoubtedly that is skilled labor, you have to pay 
for that; but when it comes down to the men who have to do the 
drudgery, the real workers who do the ordinary labor, which any labor- 
ing man can do, there the rates are different. 

Mr. HERBERT. That is a very different statement from that made 
by the gentleman’s colleague, 

Mr. BAYNE. I think you will find it is not. 

Mr. HERBERT. ‘The gentleman spoke of the industries generally 
in that section, taking all classes of labor engaged in the manufacture 
of iron; and if I am mistaken he will correct me. Butmy recollection 
is he made that statement, and made it very clearly and forcibly. 

Mr. BAYNE. Can the gentleman from Alabama furnish me with 
a list or statement of the wages paid there? I challenge the gentle- 
man to produce the statement of the wages paid to the workmen in 
these different branches of industry, and I will point out to him the 
difference. I say that the men who are engaged in digging coal, in 
working in the mines, driving teams, hauling ore, in all of these 
branches of industry where the cheaper grades of labor can be used, 
are not paid equivalent wages to those paid North. And at the same 
time this class of labor amounts to far more in the aggregate than the 
skilled labor, but which is necessary as anadjunct to the skilled labor. 
Withont it the skilled labor would be valueless. All of those men are 
paid far lower wages than in the Northern States. 

Mr. HOOKER. As a refutation of that, we have never had a strike 
in the whole history of the country from the beginning to this time. 

Mr. LAIDLAW. ‘They are too poor to strike. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. MACDONALD, Let me suggest to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania that we have a tariff against Alabama. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Mr. Chairman, I just want to add one or two 
words in answer to what has been stated by the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. Ever since this tariff debate commenced we 
have heard the same sneers from gentlemen on the other side about the 
wages paid in the South 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no; not sneers. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And in the different industries in the South. 
I want to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I live there and 
know from experience, for I have employed labor myself, and know of 
others who do, that we pay them all they can earn and in proportion to 
what they do. It is the amount of work that a man does that gauges 
the rate of his wages, without regard to locality, whether he lives South 
or North, 

Mx. BRECKINRIDGE, af Arkansas. Permit me to ask the gentle- 
‘manacuestion. Have we any different tariff system in the South from 
that prevailing in Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Nonewhatever. Exactly the same conditions 


apply. 

1 5 BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. And yet one would infer from 
what the gentleman from Pennsylvania says that there is a very differ- 
ent system prevailing; that one section is living under free trade and 
the other under a tariff. 

Mx. WASHINGTON. The amount that our labor produces in a 
given number of hours gauges the amount of the wages of labor, be- 
cause we pay them every cent that they can earn and for everything 
that they produce: and if the amount of the day’s wages in our South- 
ern industries is the gauge of a man’s salary, while it would not be so 
much in dollars and cents as the statistics show to be the case in other 
parts of the country, yet I will venture to assert that when other con- 
siderations are taken into account it is more, because, Mr. Chairman, 
a very different system prevails in that country from what prevails 
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elsewhere. We furnish our laborers with their rations, with their 
houses, with garden spots, and all these things taken into consideration 
afford a higher rate of wages in the aggregate, I will venture to assert, 
than men receive in the same line of industries pursued in Northern 
localities. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me ask—— 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And we have no strikes, no riots. 

Mr. BAYNE. Let me ask the gentleman from Tennessee a question. 
It was stated by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. O'NEALL] that in 
Alabama, Tennessee, and elsewhere in the South you could produce a 
ton of pig-iron for $8. We can not do that our way.. We can not pro- 
duce a ton of pig-iron for less than $12 or $14. Now, how does it 
come that you pay as good wages if the gentleman from Indiana has 
proved that you could produce a ton of pig-metal for $8? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. In answer to the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania, I will say that I do not know precisely what a ton of pig-iron is 
produced for at Birmingham, Ala.; I believe for $9. The reason why 
it can be produced cheaply there is that our coal, our ore, and our 
limestone are almost side by side; and God Almighty has given usa 
protection which your tariff can not give. 

Mr. BAYNE. Therefore you do not want any protection for that 
industry. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Yes. We do not want to add to what God 
Almighty has given as an additional bonus, We can work on that on 
which you fellows would starve. 

Mr. BAYNE. Why then do you keepa tariff of $6 a ton on pig-iron ? 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Simply to keep you gentlemen from starving. 

Mr. BLAND. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia [Mr. BAYNE] to explan to me one point. I understood him to say 
that labor in the protected industries was paid better wages than it was 
in the non-protected industries. 

Mr. BAYNE. I said as a rule that was the case. 

Mr. BLAND. Why is it so? 

Mr. BAYNE. Because the manufacturers are able to sell their goods 
at a good price, and because they have the assurance that in a country 
like our great country, which can supply everything, and can make a 
supply equal to the demand, there is not that fear of overproduction 
which you see to exist when you look abroad. 

Mr. BLAND. You do it because other people are taxed ? 

Mr. BAYNE. Not at all. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word. 

I wish to say in regard to the point that has just been made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. WASHINGTON] that wages are as high 
in the South as they are in the North, that in my town there is pub- 
lished a Democratic paper conducted by a Democratic editor named 
Bly. That gentleman has just returned from a-visit to Tennessee and 
has been in the iron works down there, and he says there they pay boys 
sixteen years of age 50 cents aday. And that has been published in 
the Democratic paper in my own town. 

I am not prepared todispute the gentleman’s proposition, but if the 
statement of that Democratic editor is not true I would like to hear it 
answered from that side. 

I believe there may be some truth in the proposition of the gentle- 
man from Tennessee. I believe that intelligent labor demands a good 
price. In order that laboring men may secure good wages it is neces- 
sary that labor should be made intelligent; and the converse of that 
proposition is true, that by paying labor well you thereby increase its 
intelligence. 

There has been a great deal said by gentlemen on that side of tho 
House about low prices in the West. e heard something about that 
three or four years ago. We heard more about it from the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. BLAND] than from any other man in this House. We 
have had a suggestion a short time ago from a gentleman on that side 
about silver certificates. It was said that the state of the currency was 
considered a sufficient reason why prices of farm produce and farms in 
the West were lower than they were before. The gentleman then argued 
that the prices of farm products, of farms, of everything in the United 
States had been decreased one-half by the demonetization of silver, and 
I think there is some little truth in that statement. . 

Mr. BLAND. And I still argue that farm products have decreased 
greatly in value on account of the lock-up of money in this tariff sys- 
tem 


Mr. KERR. Then let not the gentleman hereafter say that the low- 
ering of the price of farm products and the lowering of the price of 
farms in the West is to be attributed to the protective tariff, as has 
been asserted here in this debate all the time. 

I hold, Mr. Chairman, that the protective tariff—and it has been illus- 
trated over and over again by the gentleman from Maine and other 
gentlemen in this House—that the protective tariff does not increase 
the value ofa single article produced in America in the long run, but 
it secures to American labor all the time a steady, continuous market 
for its products. Itsecures them a protection against foreign labor, 
and in the end secures to us every article in this country cheaper than 
we would get it without this protection. 

I would say, in reply to my colleague from Iowa [Mr. FULLER], that 
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we have to-day as cheap lumber as we ever had. The gentleman from 
Wisconsin says we have abundance of lumber, abundance of trees in 
this country to sustain this country for all time; and this tariff will not 
only benefit Northern lumber districts, but it will benefit the lumber 
districts of the South. 

We want to secure tothe American lumber men, North and South, 
the protecting influence of our American tariff, and then our farms and 
our lumber interests will take care of themselves; then the very fact 
that lumber is a valuable product will induce greater care and caution 
as to the destruction of our forests, and will make every American man a 
friend of the American tree. Ihave myself planted with my own hands 
10 acres of American forest, and the trees that I planted ten years ago 
are now, some of them, a foot in diameter, and protection to American 
forests will develop American forestry. 

Mr. WEAVER. If you let the people of your district know that 
you are opposed to free lumber you will not be ‘‘a foot in diameter“ 
at the next election. [Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. KERR. I will take care of my constituents. Iam not trim- 
ming on this subject. Iam for protection because it is an American 
duty. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. HERBERT. Mr. Chairman, I regret very much that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] is not present in order that I 
might call him as a witness to testify in answer to his colleague from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. My recollection is very distinct thatafter 
a visit to Alabama, in which he examined into the question for him- 
self for several days, nay, even for weeks, Judge KELLEY came back 
and said in the city of Philadelphia, and I think printed in the Manu- 
facturers’ Record, published in Baltimore, his opinion that labor en- 
gaged in the manufacture of iron in Alabama and Tennessee was as well 
paidin all its d tments as in Pennsylvania, and hesaid in addition to 
that—orif he did not say it the gentleman who was with him, and whom 
I saw at Anniston, did say in my presence, and he was an expert, that 
the highest skilled labor was a little better paid there than in Pennsyl- 
vania. 

Gentlemen ask how it is that we can pay the same wages and yet 

roduce iron so much cheaper than they make it in Pennsylvania. 

t me state right here another fact, which, though it may be known to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE], will, I have no doubt, 
astonish other gentlemen imthis House, and that is that in Birming- 
ham, Anniston, and other places in Alabama, and also in Tennessee, 
iron is made and shipped and sold at a profit in Pittsburgh, the gen- 
tleman's own town. My recollection is that during last year over 
100,000 tons of iron were shipped from Alabama and Tennessee to the 
North, some of it to Boston, some to Pittsburgh, some to Philadelphia, 
and much of it to the West. 

The simple fact is that we have superior natural advantages for the 
manufacture of iron. We can make more cheaply than anywhere else 
on this continent. Business men are finding it out, and millions of 
dollars have gone from the North for investment in the South, espe- 
cially in Alabama and Tennessee. Some gentleman a moment ago 
asked whether we wanted any tariff at all. That is not the issue. 
Nobody advocates free trade. What we are advocating here is the 
Mills bill. That is the proposition before us. We say that the $6 a 
ton given fn that bill is protection enough for Alabama, and it is pro- 
tection enough for Pennsylvania also, and as high as the people of this 
country ought to pay. 

The gentleman from Iowa, who has just taken his seat [Mr. KERR], 
wants to know how it is that farm values in this country are continu- 
ally shrinking, as they are in the West, and as they certainly are in 
the North. Only this morning, in the last report on the condition of 
the crops issued officially from the Agricultural Department, I saw 
it stated that farm lands in the State of New York are continually 
shrinking in value, that there are many more farms to rent than there 
are tenants, because agriculture does not pay. Tosome extent that is 
true of the South also. Why is it? The answer is that this boasted 
American market, which gentlemen iterate and reiterate is the best in 
the world, is not sufficient for the farmers. It never can be sufficient 
to take the grain and the provisions of the North and the West and 
the cotton of the South. 

Year after year we are shipping more and more cotton to foreign 
markets; year after year more flour; year after year more wheat; year 
after year more cheese and otherdairy products. Your high tariff has 
existed in this country practically unchanged since 1862; all that time 
you have been prating to us about relying upon the home market pro- 
tection was to furnish us, and yet more and more every year have we 
been forced to rely upon the foreign market. 

The farmers of the North and the farmers of the South are compelled 
to send their products abroad to compete with the products made by 
the pauper labor of the whole world, and all the while we are paying 
high prices on everything that we consume. It is this foreign market 
that regulates the prices of the Wheat and the meats of the West, for the 
merchant who ships abroad is bidding against the merchant who buys 
to sell at home. It is the foreign market that regulates the price of 
the cotton in the South, and yet the farmers are to buy at home and 
pay prices fixed by high tariffs. That is the condition of the Ameri- 
can consumer. 

[Here the hammer fell. j 


The formal amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. ROWELL. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the reasons given for 
and against the provisions of this bill are as varied and contradictory 
as the individ on the two sides of the House. It was said by one 
gentleman on the other side that farm lands do not increase in value, 
while timber lands do; and therefore the conclusion would be that the 


tariff benefits the timber-owners and injures the farmers. Now, in the 


section of country where I live farm lands have increased in value, 
while timber lands have diminished; therefore, by the same method 
of reasoning, the conclusion follows that the tariff benefits the farmer, 
while it injures the owners of timber lands. 

I remember when the prairie lands in my own district, the richest 
lands in all the world, went begging at $1.25 an acre while the timber 
lands adjacent sold for $50 an acre. To-day prairie lands which were 
then worth $1.25 an acre are worth $50 an acre, and the timber lands 
are worth $25 an acre. The reason is that we have ceased to have use 
for the timber as we used it some years ago. Then we split walnut 
trees into rails to make fences; now we make fences out of hedge or 
wire. 


— 


‘The gentleman from Iowa took it ſor granted that trees never grow L 


but once; that when we once exhaust the trees which stood upon the 
lands when this country was discovered we exhaust the supply of tim- 
ber. Yet, sir [Mr. SPRINGER in the chair], the State which you and 
I in part represent has more timber standing upon its soil to-day than 
it had forty years ago; and every year the quantity is increasing. 
So that my friend from New York [Mr. Cox] need not be fright- 
ened about our lands being denuded of their timber. Everywhere in 
all the prairie country the farmers have been and are planting 

not for timber purposes, but with reference to health and ornament; 
so that where once the eye could see nothing but extended prairies 
everywhere, there may now be seen trees and hedges growing upon 
every farm for the purposes of health and beauty. 

Mr. i , in my judgment, the passage of this bill, so far as it 
affects lumber, can have but two results: First, it will diminish the 
amount of revenue that we receive; secondly, it will increase the 
profits of Canadian timber-owners by the amount of revenue that we 
lose. Outside of that I do not believe it will affect anybody. There 
is just about a certain demand for lumber each year, there are just 
so many mills,to cut it, and 5 or 6 per cent. of our supply will come 
in, as now, from Canada. You can not increase the supply immedi- 
ately. Lumber will sell for about the same price. The wages of the 
lumberman must keep pace with the wages of other people. I do not 
believe they will be diminished. Canada will supply in our markets 
about the same amount of lumber that she now supplies, and as we 
shall produce the principal part of our supply we l fix the price as 
we do now, so that you will succeed in taking off a little revenue and 
in enriching a few men who own timber lands in Canada. Is that your 
object ? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, it is stated that the reten- 
tion of the tax of $2 per thousand feeton lumber should be retained in or- 
der to cover the difference in the labor cost of cutting the thousand feet 
and preparing it in some form for the market. It is said the tax should 
be retained for the protection of American labor against the competi- 
tion of the cheaper labor of Canada. The question presents itself to 
me from several points of view. 

I suppose there is some difference, butis it true that there is any such 
pronounced and marked difference in the price of labor in the United 
States and Canada as is claimed by the opponents of freelumber? Do 
the statements made on this floor as to the great difference in labor- 
wages in the two countries rest in fact or assumption? Thegentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] says the labor-cost of a thousand 
feet of lumber in the United States is $6 and in Canada $3, a difference 
of 100 per cent. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BooTHMAN] affirms 
that the wages of laborers employed in the lumber business are 30 per 
cent. higher in the United States than in Canada. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania makes the difference 100 percent. The gentleman from 
Ohio makes it 30 per cent. ` 

Mr. BAYNE. What gentleman makes the difference 100 per cent.? 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Oh, no. 

Mr. RANDALL rose. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
RANDALL] said that the labor-cost of a thousand feet of lumber in the 
United States is $6. : 

Mr. RANDALL. As I am informed, that is about correct as applied 
to my own State. 

Mr. STONE, of Missouri. The difference between these two distin- 
guished gentlemen, both of whom speak with the assurance of perfect 
knowledge, I suspect is greater than the difference in wages between 
Canada and the United States. It is only a small matter of 70 per 
cent. Now, whichofthesetwoiswrong? Both? I so. Where 
do these gentlemen get their figures, and why did they not get them 
from the same source? Is it not true that all this is largely a mere 
phantom of the mind conjured up for the occasion? 

In one breath we are told this tax is to protect American labor against 
Canadian labor, and in the next we are told thatevery year the Canadian 


. 


`‘ 


7 


4870 


cheap laborers pour into New England to supplant American work- 
men. Why do they come? Gentlemen on the other side say, because 
they can get better wages in the United States. But why do you em- 
loy cheap Canadian labor? Why do you gentlemen in Maine allow 
t to displace American labor? Is it not because you get it cheaper? 
- You stand here and shed crocodile tears over the American laborer and 
denounce this bill with a flaming vocabulary as a menace to his pros- 
perity, and then go chuckling from here to turn your back upon the 
American laborer in the forests of New England to welcome and em- 
brace these so-called miserable lazzaroni from Canada. The laborers 
of the United States are displaced at their own home by adventurers 
from abroad, and whatever difference there is in the price is pocketed 
by the employer. . 

In the mean time the consumers of lumber are wholly ignored. There 
are several large prairie counties in the district I represent. The county 
I live in is a fair example of them all. When I went there, less than 
twenty years ago, the county was a wild waste of fertility and beauty. 
The entire population was only about 10,000. The city in which I live 
then had a population of 1,000. Now that city has a population of 
10,000 and the county a population of over 40,000. The greater part 
of this growth has occurred within the lastten years. Homesfor 25,000 

ple have been built in that time. Dwellings, barns, business houses, 
8 improvements of all kinds have been built. Millions have been 
expended in these improvements, and $2 has been paid on each 1, 000 
feet to the lumber kings. 
This fitly illustrates the situation everywhere throughout the West 


and Southwest. It is time this farce was ended. Millionaires are mul- | the 


tiplying, while labor limps along with faltering bending under 
burdens that are ever accumulating. In the name o labor the seed is 
sown from which an ever increasing harvest of millionaires is reaped. 
It is abominable. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Formal amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I move to strike out the last word. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, after considerable investigation and correspond- 
ence I can speak for the State of New York and for the State of Penn- 

lvania that it is exactly an average of $6 of labor that enters into a 

usand feet of lumber. The wages paid in both States are $30 a 
month and board. The general average of mill wages is $2aday. In 
both States the present tariff just about makes the difference between 
the American workingman’s wages and the wages of the Canadian 
workman. 

Mr. RANDALL. Not up to it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. The gentleman from Pennsylvania says not up 
to it, but I think it is within a dollar or a dollar and a half if we take 
competing grades of lumber per thousand. That settles the wage ques- 
tion so far as my State is concerned, or the State of Pennsylvania. I 
have asked gentlemen engaged in the lumber business and they have 
informed me the average in the West is a little more. I have not been 
able to verify that statement. 

Now, the wage question having been settled, one of the ents 
this aſternoon has been a remarkable one to me, and that is this: That 
these millionaires who have made their millions during the last fifteen 
years out of American stumpage are nowsatisfied after they have made 
their fortunes not to come in here and ask more protection, but Demo- 
erats of the House throw open to them the whole of the Canadian 
stumpage for those American millionaires to go in there with all their 

‘plants for another fifteen years to make still further fortunes. It is to 
me a most remarkable thing that after we get rid of those bloated 
millionaires *the Democratic party must now by legislation open to 
them a new field to skin the Canadians as they have skinned the Amer- 
ican farmer. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. DUNN rose. ; 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ifthe House would only extend my time the 
gentleman from Arkansas can ask me fifty questions, and he knows I 
would pleasurably answer if he asked them. 

Mr. Chairman, I am talking business. I have no politics in this mat- 
ter. I represent a district that is wholly business in It is 
more interested in the lumber business than the whole State of Texas. 
It has more money in it—hard cash. 

The average of stumpage in America is $4 at present. I think Iam 
correct in the figure. You may go into Canada, where the average of 
stumpage is $2, but say it is $2.50 or $2.75; you get Canadian labor 
leas 20 per cent., and you get the advantage of the difference of the 
American price of stumpage, I cansee, under this condition of things, 
why American lumbermen would forsake their own forestsand go there, 
It does not need American forestry laws to drive them ont of this 
country. 

Pat good lumber plant costs two hundred or three hundred thon- 

sand dollars. Money placed in Canada does not come back. When 
you establish a lumber plant you establish your village, you establish 
your tramways or railroads, you put your money in there, and the 
American workingman will certainly have to follow the American 
capitalist. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
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Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Will the gentleman withhold that motion fora 
few minutes, as I should be glad to have consent to proceed for a little 
while longer? 

Mr. MILLS. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman from New 
York will be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I wish now, Mr. Chairman, to supplement what 
I have said, and to supplement also the remarks of the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows], by submitting an argument, not my own, 
but I think one intensely practical on this ſree-lumber question. I 
hold in my hand a letter from one of the greatest lumber firms in 
America; and I want to say further that the members may be ac- 
counted as millionaires. That I do not care to discuss. I will say, 
however, that they are divided in politics, as the members of the firm 
are of both parties, and all stand very high as representative men. 
This letter, outside of politics, speaks for itself. I desire to ask the 
attention of the committee for a minute or two while I read it. 


TONAWANDA, N. Y., March 7, 1883. 


men 
8 we to bring to your 
ful consideration several reasons why the bill in ite —.— shape as 


lumber should not pass: 
First, Eve: to procura lambar In Canada is at least 25 per- 
tates. 


cent, cheaper than in the United 
Second. Three hundred million dollars and one million men are copot in 
eee K AAG rata E CSATA a the 


ine-tenths the 
— Ie laboring classes, the duty is not in any sense a burden upon the com- 
munity. 


Fourth. The Canadian lumber milis being situated nearer the Eastern States 
than the mills of the producing pine regions of the United States, they have an 
advantage in the item of freights of at least one-half of the present duty; and if 
such duty were removed it would give to the Canadians control of the markets 
of the Eastern States, whither their product is most largely imported; so that 
the present rate of duty is eee necessary in order Westera pine lum- 
ber may be shipped to Eastern markets, 

Fifth. Careful estimates by practical lumbermen show that there is enough 
standing timber in the States of Michigan and Wisconsin to last twenty years, 
thus showing the Government's forestry bulletins to be entirely erroneous. 

Sixth. There can not bly be any searcity of lumber for a century after 
every tree has been cnt in Michigan aud Wisconsin, for the reason that there 
are la tracts of yellow pine and other timber suitable for building pur 
in the thern States than ever existed of white pine in the Northern States, 
This can all be used where white pine is now used; and the duty on lumber 
should be retained, so that the Southern States may have the benefit of North- 
ern capital to develop this vast industry, which will not be done for years if Ca- 
nadian lumber is admitted free, 


Pennsylvania, Virginia, Mississippi, Georgia, Florida, 
issouri,and North bed South Caroli othe 


V. truly yo! 
12225 Sigir GrArwick, SMITH & FRYER LUMBER Compaxy. 

Hon, Jonx M. Fanguran, . 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the chair 
as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under consider- 
ation the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles, in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 2882) to pay Aaron Friedheim the rebate due him under the 
act of March 3, A. D. 1883; and 

A bill (S. 1580) to amend an act entitled An act to incorporate the 
Capitol, North O Street and South Washington Railway Company.”’ 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the amend- 
ment of the House to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, to the 
bill (H. R. 9788) making an eppropriation to supply a deficiency in the 
appropriation for expenses of collecting the revenue from customs for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the 
bill (H. R. 8565) * appropriation for the current and contin- 


gent expenses of the In Department, and for fulfilling treaty stip- 


ulations with the various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 
1889, and for other purposes. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8565) appropriations for the 
current and C ent and for ful- 

sti i for the fiscal year 


filling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
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ending June 30, 1889, and for other bee 
PEEL, were ordered to be printed wi 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT OTTUMWA, IOWA. 


Mr. WEAVER. I ask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union fronrthe farther 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 9771) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Ottumwa, Iowa, and put it upon its passage. 

j The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 
ection, 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr, WILLIAMS. I object. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MICH. 


Mr. O'DONNELL, I ask unanimous consent to take up for present 
consideration the bill (H. R. 8592) for the erection of a public build- 
ing at Jackson, Mich. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous con- 
sent to discharge the Committee of the Whole from the further con- 
sideration of the bill which he has indicated. The bill will be read 
subject to objection. 

The bill was read at length. 

51 WILLIAMS. I withdraw the objection I made to the other 

Mr. WEAVER. It is now too late; it is near 5 o’clock. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. I ask unanimous consent that the time 
be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. MILLS and Mr. MCMILLIN objected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill which has just been read. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. If there is a report let it be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the report, but before completing it 9 5 
hour of 5 o’clock having arrived) the Speaker pro tempore declared th 
House adjourned. 


; which, on motion of Mr. 
the bill, and referred to the 


Is there objection to the present con- 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED, 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BURNES: A bill (H. R. 10304) granting a pension to J. M. 
Berkey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10305) for the relief of Jacob Mettier—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10306) for the relief of James Nickels—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. ` 

By Mr. CHIPMAN: A bill (H. R. 10307) for the relief of Antoine 
Campan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 10208) for the relief of employés and 
5 employés in the Post-Office Department—to the Committee on 


bor. 

By Mr. DUBOIS: A bill (H. R. 10309) granting to the Oregon Rail- 
way and Navigation Company the right of way through the Nez Percé 
Indian reservation—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10310) authorizing the construction of railroad 
bridges across the Snake River and across the Clear Water River by 
the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10311) grantinga pension to Nancy 
E. Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. By Mr. OSBORNE: A bill (H. R. 10312) granting a pension to Joseph 
Weidel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 10313) granting a pension to Sarah 
Brashears—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: KERE R. 10314) for the relief of S. 
M. Grace—to the Committee on War 

By Mr. YOST: A bill (H. R. 10315) for the relief of Henry Snite- 

man—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10316) to remove the charge of desertion . 
Addison C. Stanton to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTTERWORTH (by request): A bill (H. R. 10317) for the 
relief of J. F. Richardson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McOREARY; A bill (H. R. 10318) granting a pension to 
Mary C. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


\ fp PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and . 8 were laid on the Clerk's desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. A. R, ANDERSON: Petition of Typographical Union No. 2, 
\ of Philadelphia, for the international copyright bill—to the Commit- 
tee on Patents. 
A By Mr. BOUND: Petition of Typographical Union No. 2, of Phila- 
*delphia, favoring the passage of the Chace bill—to the Committee on 
aten 
By Mr. CARLTON: Petition of Alf. Davis, Frank Leverett, and 


others, citizens of Putnam County, Georgia, urging the passage of the 
international copyright law—to the Committee on Patents. 
By Mr. CHIPMAN: Petition of Typographical Union No. 2, of Phil- 


By Mr. COX: Petition of employés of the post-office for compensa- 
tion for extra hours of work, ete.—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. A. C. DAVIDSON: Papers in the claims of Mrs, Martha A. 
Works, of William Wilson, of Martha A. Sherer, of John Sherer, of 
Thomas B. Pierce, of Reuben Price, of Robert M. Martin, of Sarah J. 
Harrison, of Aquilla M. Goodwin, of William B. Gill, of Sarah A. 
English, of James M. C. Ball, of Jasper N. Barnes, and of Benjamin 
Barnes, of Alabama—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. DORSEY: Resolution of the Board of Trade of Stromsburgh, 


Nebr., favoring the Outhwaite bill for the extension of payment of - 


debt of Union Pacific Railway Company—to the Committee on Pacific 
Railways. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of the Buffalo Merchants“ Ex- 
change, favoring the passage of the Nicaragua Canal bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 


By Mr. GALLINGER: Petition of Typographical Union No. 2, of ` 


Philadelphia, in favor of the hace international copyright bill—to the 
Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. D. B. HENDERSON: Petition of Myers, Tice & Co., of Du- 


buque, Iowa, in respect to internal-revenue tax on tobacco—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper from the ‘‘American 8 in relation to immigration, 
ete.— to the Committee on Foreign 

By Mr. HOOKER: Papers in the claim of Elias Unger, of Missis- 
sippi—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. MCCORMICK: Petition of hial Union No. 2, of 
Philadelphia, for the passage of the international copyright bill—to the 
Committee on Patents. 


By Mr. MERRIMAN: Petition of A. Hildebrand ‘and others, asking 


that the duty on flax and hemp may not be reduced—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POST: Petition of Gilbert hes pe of 8 7 and of F. W. 
Latimer, heir of William W. Latimer, of Tennessee, III., for relief 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Memorial of Typographical Union No. 2, of 
Philadelphia, in behalf of the passage of the Chace international copy- 
right bill—to the Committee on Patents. * 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of S. M. W of Franklin 


County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 


to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. ROWLAND (by request): Petition of H. J. Booker, of Osgood, 


5 A 
adelphia, for international copyright—to the Committee on Patents. 


N. C., for relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - - 


By Mr. T. G. TURNER: Petition of Mrs. Sarah O. Wade, for refer- 
ence of her claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. WHITTHORNE: Petition of Thomas J. Whittaker, of Maury 
County, Tennessee, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YARDLEY: Petition of 41 citizens, of 55 ge 25 citi- 
zens, of 56 citizens, and of 51 citizens of Bucks County, P lyania, 
against the admission of Utah so long as Mormonism remains i in the 
Territory—to the Committee on the Territories. - 

By Mr. YOST: Petition of Joseph Welch, for Typographical Union 
No. 2, of Philadelphia, for the passage of the international copyright 
bill—to the Committee on Patents. 


The following petition in favor of H House bill 9716, for the better 
tection of free labor from convict labor, was received and refe to 
the Committee on Labor: s4 

By Mr. FORNEY: Of Knights of Labor Assembly No. 10206. 


The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 


By Mr. LEE (by request): Of physicians and druggists of Virginia.’ 


The following petition for the proper protection of the Yellowstone 
National Park, as proposed in Senate bill 283, was received and referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands: 

By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens of Youngstown, Ohio. 


The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 


ure, by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 
By Mr. WILBER: Of 32 citizens of Schoharie County, New York. 


The following petition, indorsing the per diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines of 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 


in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
By Mr. McKINLEY: Of citizens and soldiers of Ohio. 
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The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the festa of 
_ illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. FLOOD: Of 21 citizens of Tompkins County, New York. 
By Mr. POST: Of 47 citizens of Stark County, Illinois. a 
tk Mr. ROBERTSON: Of Charles Morgan and 45 others, citizens of 

nisiana. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, June 4, 1888. 


Prayer by Rey. E. GRAHAM, of Chico, Cal. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Friday last was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a resolu- 
tion of April 11, 1888, a list of officers of the Army placed on the re- 
tired-list since the creation of that list by the act of Congress approved 
August 3, 1861, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was or- 
dered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secretary 
of the Interior in relation to Cree Indians (British refugees), now in 
Montana Territory; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indians Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of citizens of Gal- 
veston, Tex., praying for an investigation into alleged misconduct of 
officials in the eastern judicial district of Texas; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of citizens of McCook, Nebr., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill 283, for the better protection of 
the Yellowstone National Park; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petitionof the Fairbury (Nebr.) Board of Trade, 
praying for the of what is known asthe Outhwaite Pacific Rail- 
road funding bill; which was referred to the Select Committee on the 
President’s Message transmitting the Report of the Pacific Railway 
Commission. > 

Mr. DAWES. I present a resolution of the Boston (Mass.) City 
Council in favor of the passage over the President’s veto of the joint 
resolution to grant the use of Castle Island to the city of Boston for 
park purposes. I should like to have the resolution accompany the 
veto message. Is it upon the table? I believe the veto message is in 
the other branch. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state that as the 
bill originated in the House of Representatives, the veto message has 
probably been returned to that body. 

Mr. DAWES. ‘Then let the resolution lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made. 

Mr. DAWES presented the petition of H. D. Robinson and 38 other 
citizens of New Bedford, Mass., praying for prohibition in the District 
of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. COKE presented petitions of citizens of Williamson and Parker 
Counties, Texas, praying for certain amendments of the interstate-com- 
merce law; which were reterred to the Committee on Interstate-Com- 
merce. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. pia granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; and 

A bill (H. R. 8496) to increase the pension of Albert E. Magoffin. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2412) granting a pension to Haskell A. Evarts; 

A bill (S. 2850) granting a pension to Harriet M. Smith; and 

A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to George Kin- 
caid. 

Mr, SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Mary M. Shattuck, praying to be allowed a 
pension, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 3076) granting 
a pension to Mary A. Shattuck; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam authorized by the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds to report as an amendment to the sundry civil ap- 
propriation bill the bill (S. 2752) for the establishment of a zoological 
park in the District of Columbia. I move that the amendment be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 


The motion was agreed to. ; 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them each without amendment: 

A bill i R. 2174) granting a ion to Lewis Fichthorn; and 

A bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux. 

Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2662) for the erection of a public 
building at Salt Lake City, Utah, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. DOLPH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 14) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emp- 
tion of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber-culture, 
and for other purposes, reported it adversely, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was referred, 
reported a bill (S. 3077) to repeal all laws providing for the pre-emp- 
tion of the public lands, the laws allowing entries for timber-culture, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. MITCHELL, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2680) releasing the estate of Asher R. Eddy, late 
lieutenant-colonel and quartermaster-general United States Army, de- 
ceased, and George W. Gibbs and R. L. Ogden, sureties on his official 
bond, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed 


to. 

Mr. HALE. I report from the Committee on Appropriations, with 
amendments, the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the con- 
sular and diplomatic service of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1888, and for other purposes; and I give notice that I 
shall endeavor to call it up to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Meanwhile the bill will be placed 
on the Calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3078) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James S. Vaughn; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DOLPH introduced a bill (S. 3079) for the relief of the citizens 
of the State of Oregon and the Territories of Idaho and Washington 
who served with the United States troops in the war against the Nez 
Perces and Bannock and Shoshone Indians, and for the relief of the 
heirs of those killed in such service, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. FARWELL introduced a bill (S. 3080) granting arrears of pen- 
sion to William Foot; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3081) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion against Horace E. Ball; which was read twice by its title, and, 
voa the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3082) for the relief of Thomas Pur- 
cell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3083) restoring to the pension-roll the 
name of Florian Lischewsky; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3084) granting a pension to Joseph H, 
Mason; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3085) restoring to the pension-roll the 
name of James Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3086) grantirg a pension to Victor, 
Gertrude, Margaret, and Helen, minor children of Lient. George R. 
McGuire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3087) granting a pension to Mary A. 
Pfeiffer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3088) granting a pension to Mary 8. 
Carr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. ` 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, introduced a bill (S. 3089) making May 
30 a holiday in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLUMB introduced a bill (S. 3090) authorizing the Secretary of 
War to accept the resignation Maj. D. H. David, of the Fourteenth 
Regiment Kansas Cavalry Volunteers, and for other purposes; which 
22 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3091) granting a pension to John 
Corr; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. SAWYER introduced a bill (S. 3092) granting a pension to Mrs. 
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Augusta Kalb; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3093) for the relief of A. N. 
Kimball and sureties on his official bond as receiver of public moneys; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. CAMERON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 89) amending 
and re-enacting joint resolution approved June 14, 1879, directing the 
erection of a monument to mark the birthplace of George Washington, 
as amended and re-enacted February 26, 1881; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. DAWES introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 90) granting leave 
of absence to certain persons employed in the service of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MCPHERSON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 91) declara- 
tory of the meaning of certain acts of Congress; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (S. 2992) to accept and ratify the agreement submitted 
by the Shoshones, Bannocks, and Sheep-eaters of the Fort Hall and 
Lemhi reservations in Idaho, May 14, 1880, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Ir. SHERMAN submitted sundry amendments intended to be pro- 

by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 

si e to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


STREET PAVING IN WASHINGTON. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the commissioners of the District of Columbia be directed to 
inform the Senate the cost of extending the concrete pavement on each of E, F., 
and G streets to Fifth street east. 

Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia be instructed to in- 
quire into the propriety of inserting an amendment in the District of Columbia 


appropriation bin providing for making an appropriation for paving that por- 
tion of New Hampshire avenue between I and R streets northwest, 


ACCOUNTS OF SUPERVISORS OF ELECTION. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate copies of all correspondence, statements of accounts, and 
inclosures which, during the incumbency of the office of First Comptroller of the 
‘Treasury by the present occupant, such officer, or his deputy, has had with any 
United States commissioner or any chief supervisor of elections, and of all re- 
plies thereto received by said First e finda and also to inform the Senate 
whether the several supervisors of elections iy Son by the res ive circuit 
courts at and for the election of 1886, at which Representatives in Congress were 
chosen, or for any registration held prior thereto and for said election, were paid 
for the respective number of days, not exceeding ten, for which their accounts 
were presented; and if such payments were not made, the reasons therefor, and 
for what number of days they were not allowed and paid; and also to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all correspondence upon such subject-matter had be- 
tween the First Comptroller of the Treasury and the Attorney-General, or any 
United States marshal. 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask for the present consideration of the resolu- 
tion. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The only question is as to calling for a copy of 
the accounts. I do not know how voluminous the accounts may be. 
That might cause a great deal of unn labor when a mere state- 
ment of the amount would be sufficient. I suppose, though, these ac- 
counts are not very long in their form. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think they are not; they are only for ten days 
in each case, I understand. 

Mr. MORGAN. Let the resolution be printed and lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go over under 
the rule, and be printed. : 


NAVAL STEAMER TENNESSEE. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimons consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish to the Senate 
copies of the following records of the Navy Department concerning the United 
States naval steamer Tennessee: All reports of the trial of the mac inery made 
in the year 1866; the report of the trial of the machinery in 1867; the steam-log 
for the first quarter of 1867; all other reports of the performance of the ship or 
machinery inthe year 1887; and all reports or other papers relating to the trial 


at which the maximum speed was made in the year 1875. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 
Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say that on a former day I gave notice 
that I should address the Senate to-day upon the bill (S. 2851) to 


amend an act entitled An act to 8 commerce,“ approved Feb- 
ruary 4, 1887. I find that nearly 


the members of the Committee 


on Interstate Commerce are absent, and I now therefore announce that 
I shali not address the Senate to-day; but on my return from West 
Point I shall ask that the bill be taken up for consideration, at which 
time I shall have something to say. 

BUSINESS OF THE WEEK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning business? 
If there is none, that order is closed and the Calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order. The Secretary will report the first bill on the Calendar. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Order of Businese 1101, a bill (S. 2762) to pro- 
vide for the erection of public buildings for post-offices in towns and 
cities where the post-office receipts for three years preceding have ex- 
ceeded $3,000. f 

Mr. COKE, I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration 
of Order of Business 1393, Senate bill 2929. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of a bill 
the title of which will be reported. s 

Mr. SHERMAN. I'thought the order of business to-day was the 
Calendar under Rule VIII. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair had announced the con- 
sideration of the Calendar under Rule VIII, but the Senator from 
Texas asks unanimous consent to have a bill considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask for the reading of the title of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be reported. 

The Cuter CLERK. A bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choc- 
taw and Little Rock Railway Company to construct and operate a rail- 
way, telegraph, and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. COKE. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As the Senator has got the right of way, after his - 
bill is taken up I shall insist, and I suppose gentlemen upon the other 
side will insist also, upon having the regular order of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill asked for by the Senator from Texas? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill; which was read. J 

Mr. SHERMAN. Before action upon the pending bill, I ask the 
unanimous consent of the Senate that during the remainder of this week, 
unless otherwise ordered, the Senate will proceed to the consideration 
only of bills favorably reported on the Calendar and appropriation bills, 
and that all special orders assigned shall be continued without preju- 
dice until next Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that for the remainder of this week the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of appropriation bills and other bills fayorably re- 
ported upon the Calendar, the special orders assigned tostand-over until 
Monday, the 11th instant. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Without prejudice. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without prejudice. Is there ob- 


jection? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Unless otherwise ordered. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Unless otherwise ordered. 


Mr. SHERMAN. And that appropriation bills shall have the right 
of way whenever reported and their consideration is asked. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is proposed that we shall proceed with the un- 
objected cases on the Calendar, beginning where we left off? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Les, to commence where we left off. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, if there be no 
objection. 

Mr. HALE. Under the five-minute rule? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; under Rule VIII. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I have no objection. Iam certainly in favor 
of the order; but before we proceed with the Calendar I shall ask the 
Senate at the conclusion of the pending bill to take up a House bill 
that is on the Calendar, simply to make Inauguration Day a holiday 
in the District of Columbia. I shall ask the Senate to consider that 
bill, which may be regarded outside of the general rule, it not being 
on the Calendar. : 

RAILROAD IN INDIAN TERRITORY. . 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid 
tion of the bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little 
Rock Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, 
and telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


Mr. COKE, In section 9, line 4, after the word“ built,“ I move to 
insert: 

And it shall not be necessary in such case for a forfeiture to be declared by 
judicial process or legislative enactment. ’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to amend the bill in section 3, by striking out 
after the word ' for,“ in line 47, the words a larger sum than the 
award of a referees,” and inserting the words the complainant;“ 
so as to read: 


If, upon the hearing of said appeal, the judgment of the court shall be forthe 
compiainant, the costs of said appeal shall be adjudged against the railroad conse 
pany. 
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And also, after the word company,“ in line 49, by striking out the 
words: 
n Tee the appellant ‘ifthe Judgment 
e 
of the cour! shail be for a smaller sum t than the awant of a ren User 
costs shall be adjudged against the party claiming dam: ato 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
; = INAUGURATION DAY. 
Mr. MANDERSON. Task that the Senate now consider the bill 
ox R. 8843) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
tates for the District. of Columbia, so as to make Inauguration Day a 
holiday within said District. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
ed to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without “amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its Clerk, 
announced that the House had passed the following bills; in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8 granting a pension to Robert McClean; 

A bill (H. R. 8761) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; 

A bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 


A 4 R. 8810 granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; and 
A bill (H. R. 9314 granting a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the follow- 


ag ay. 
bill (S. 1136) granting a pension to L. J. MeGoflin; 

4 Un S. 1299) granting a pension to George Park; 

A S. 1957) granting a pension to Virtue Smith; 

A bill (S. 2167 granting a pension to Mary E. Woodward; and 

A 8. 2332) granting a pension to John Linsley. 

B. A31) grant a i that the House had passed the bill 

431 


on to Emma S. Free, widow of Thomas S. 
late a 9 of the United States Army, with an amendment in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
The message also announced that the House had concurred in the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 
A bill (H. R. 5929) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across Staten Island Sound; 
A bill (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled An act to establish 
agricultural stations in connection with the colleges established in the 
ares. States under the provisions ol, an act approved July 2, 1862, 
and of the acts supplementary there 
A bill (H. R. 7564) to authorize che 8 of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or near Chattanooga, Tenn.; and 
A bill (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other pur- 


poses. 
Pie n further announced that the Speaker of the House had 
the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
57 ne President pro tempore: - 
LN bill (H. R. 615) for the relief of James B, Mitchell; and \ 
A bill Gl. R. 4735) ſor the relief of Douglas Chapman. 


PUBLIC BUILDINGS FOR POST-OFFICE PURPOSES. 


The PRENDEN habi tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII will 
now be proceeded 

The bill (S. 8. 60 top rovide for the erection of public buildings for 
post-offices in towns ae -cities where the post-office receipts for three 
* preceding have exceeded $3,000 annually was announced as first 


order. 
The Secretary will report the pend- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing amendment to the bill. 

- Mr. COCKRELL. My colleague [Mr. Vest], I believe, is in charge 
of the bill, and is necessarily absent. I think under the circumstances, 

as it will lead to considerable discussion, we had better let the bill re. re- 
tain its place on the Calendar and be passed over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
out prejudice, if Gaeh be no objection. 

THOMAS CONROY, 

The bill (S. 506) to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas 
Conroy, deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Military Affairs reported an amendment to add 
to the bill as of date November 14, 18025 for disabilities received in 
the service in the line of duty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War of the United States be, and he 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
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the N 
as next in order. 


is hereby, directed to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas Conroy, 
late of Company I, ago eater New York Infantry Volunteers, and issue to his 
widow an honorable discharge from the Army of the United States as of date 
November 14, 1862, for disabilities sash; in the service in the line of duty, 

The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to bo engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
COMMANDER GEORGE M. BACHE. 


The bill (S. 1169) for the relief ot Commander George M. Bache, 

ee States Navy (retired), was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

The preamble recites that the United States ganboat Cincinnati 
der the command of Lieutenant George M. Bache, United States Navy, 
while engaged in bombarding the Confederate batteries at Vicksburg, 
on the Mississippi River, during the late war of the rebellion, was struck 
by a shot from the Confederate batteries on May 27, 1863, which caused 
her to immediately sink and become a total loss; that the bombard- 
ment was commenced at the instance and under the order of Admiral 
David D. Porter, then in command of the Mississippi squadron; that 
the conduct of Lientenant Bache on that occasion was highly commended 
in a special letter from the Secretary of the Navy; and that by the 
sinking of the gunboat Lieutenant Bache (now commander) lost his 
entire personal outfit. 

The bill therefore provides that to reimburse George M. Bache for 
the losses incurred by him in the sinking of the gunboat Cincinnati, 
while under his command, the Secretary of the Treasury shall pay to 
him or his legal representatives $1,500. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third tins, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


ALLEGED NAVAL DESERTIONS. 
The bill (H. R. 1508) to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of 
avy and Marine Corps from the charge of desertion was announced 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is quite an important bill, and I have not 


had time to examine the language of it closely and the report; but a 


impression is that it would have the effect to relieve the regular 3 


ors and appointees in the Navy and Marine Corps from the 


desertion— that is, those in the regular service of the Navy. The Hind 
islation in to the soldiers to relieve them of the charge of deser- 


tion has only been made applicable to the volunteers, and not to the 
soldiers in the regular Army, who are sworn in for the period of five 
years. Iam inclined to think it would be proper to let the bill pass 


over until we can have time to examine it, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Tho Senator in charge of the bill [Mr. STANFORD] is 
not present. The object of the committee was to secure a bill cover- 
ing precisely the field contained in the Army provision, which every- 

to. 

CKRELL. I see that. z 
Mr. HALE. It was not intended to go any further than that. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But I am satisfied the language here used would 
make it applicable to the regular sailor, whereas our bills from the 
Military Committee only apply to the volunteer soldier. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill stand in its place until the Senator can 
examine it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over with- 
‘prejudice. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 


The bill (S. 784) to enlarge the powers and duties of the Department 
of Agriculture was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the attention of the Senator from Kansas 
[Mr. PLUMB] to this bill. There is, I believe, a House bill on the 
same subject. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was about to move that the House bill be substi- 
tuted on the Calendar for this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whatis the Order of Business of the 
House bill? $ 

Mr. PLUMB. Order of Business 1422. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, Order of 
Business 1422, being House bill 8191, will be considered in lieu of this 
Order of Business.. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear the other one read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bili (H. R. 8191) to enlarge the powers and 
duties of the Department of Agriculture, and to create an Executive De- 
partment to be known as the Department of Agriculture; and the Sen- 

ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, line 3, after the word Sen- 
ate,” to strike out the word and; so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 2. That there shall be in said Department an assistant secretary of agri- 
culture, to be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent 
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of the Senate, who shall perform such duties as may be required by law or pre- 
_ scribed by the secretary, ` 

The amendment was agreed to. : K 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word shall,“ 
to strike out hereafter; so as to read: 

That the secretary of agriculture shall receive the same salary as is paid to 
the Secretary of each of the Executive Departments, 

Mr. PLATT. I do not know whether there is a quorum in the Sen- 
ate to-day or not, but I should like to record my vote on the yeas and 
nays upon this bill, and if there is nota quorum it had better go over. 

Mr. KRELL. Let it be passed over, retaining its place on the 
Calendar, 


Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall Senate bill 784, on the same 
subject, take the same order, or shall that be indefinitely postponed ? 

Mr. PLUMB. I think it had better not be indefinitely postponed. 
But is there objection to the consideration of the House bill ? 

Mr. PLATT. Ishall desire to have the yeas and nays called. 

Mr.PLUMB. It might as well be done now as any other time. 

Mr. PLATT. I have no objection if there is a quorum. 

Mr. PLUMB. I think a quornm will be found. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on the amendment 
which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Chief Clerk resumed the reading of the bill. The next amend- 
ment of the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was, in section 3, 
line 3, before the word Assistant,“ to strike out First, and in line 
5, before the word Assistant,” to insert ‘‘First;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec, 3. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall receive the same salary as is 
paid to the Secretary of each of the Executive Departments, and the salary of 
the Assistant Secretary of Agriculture shall be the same as that now paid to the 
First Assistant Secretary of the Department of the Interior. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 1, before the word “ re- 
lating,” to strike out law“ and insert ‘‘laws;’’ so as to make the 
section read: 


Sec. 4. That all laws and parts of laws relating to the Department of Agri- 
culture now in existence, as far as the same are applicable and not in conflict 
with this act, and only so far, are continued in force and effect. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 5, as follows: 

Src. 5. That the Weather Service of the United States Signal Service Bureau 
is hereby transferred to the Po ar ye of Agriculture, to take effect July 1, 
1888, and shall consist of one chief and such subordinate officers and employés 
as mn necessary to efficiently manage said bureau. Until otherwise pro- 
vided by law, the present organization of the subordinate force of said bureau, 
including the second lieutenants now in service, shall continue as at present: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed as altering or aff in 
any way nye a eae ee of the commission cers of the Sig- 
i ag — chief of said bureau receive an annual compensation of 
$4,500, an a 


3 flitary duti be assigned to the charge 10 Wreaths 
ym ry duties, e 
Bureau until a chief shall be 0 


Officer shal 


inventory of all pro y now in the control and ion of the Signal Serv- 


ice Bureau, and shall separate and turn over to Department of Agriculture 
such portions of the perty as the said board may determine to be suitable 
for the work of the 1 Service Weather Bureau. The remainder of the 
property shall remain in the control of the Secretary of War. 


The amendment was declared to be agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, Is that amendment to strike out all that provision 
about the Weather Bureau? : 

The PRESIDENT 1 7 5 tempore. The proposed amendment of the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry is to strike out section 5 of the 
bill, being what has just been read by the Secretary. The Chair will 
treat the question as not having been taken. Shall the amendment of 
the committee be agreed to? 

Mr. MORGAN. It occurs to me that the amendment now proposed 
is denying to this measure one of its chief provisions. We have enough 
of bureaus which are practically independent and i ible grow- 
ing up in this Government; and while we are creating a department 
of agriculture, I think it would be very wise, indeed, to congregate or 
assemble some of those outstanding bureaus under the control of that 
department. 

A commission that was presided over by the Senátor from Iowa [ Mr. 
ALLISON] had this subject in charge a few years ago. I had the honor 
of being a member of that commission, and it took a great deal of evi- 
dence and examined the subject very thoronghly indeed. That com- 
mission, as I remember now, reported in favor of taking the Signal 
Service and putting it under the civil department of the Government. 
To characterize that as a branch of the military service of the United 
States is simply a misnomer. The duties to be performed by the Signal 
Service are not in any sense military. They are no more military than 


the Life-Saving Service. They have no relation at all to the military 


service of the United States, except that part of it which General Sheri- ~ 


dan and the Secretary of War have wisely organized out of the Army 
itself and have located at different camps of instruction where large 
bodies of troops are assembled for the purpose of training military men 
in military signals, and that has the slightest possible connection with 
the weather service. 

I remember the report made by General Sheridan and his testimony 
on that subject before that commission. The weather-service ye» of 
this establishment has grown into very much the larger part of it, in 
fact has now become all that there is of it of any use. It hasnot been 
of any benefit to the Army or to the signaling service of the Army; it 
has come to be a mere incubus upon it, something that can not be very 
well controlled by the head of the Army, and that belongs in every 
essential particular to the civil side of the service of the United States. 

Now we have an opportunity here, the House having passed this 
biH, to reform this legislation, and it needs reform. We shall never- 
get a reform of this legislation as long as there is a question of military 
rank tocome in between the Chief of the Signal Service and some civil 
officer to whom he may be made a subordinate. It is very true that 
the Secretary of War is only in name a military officer, and his office 
has more control of civil affairs concerning the Army of the United 
States than it has, I believe, of military affairs; nevertheless the head 
of the Signal Service has always been found opposed to a transfer of 
that service into the civil department of the Government. 

This Signal Service ought really to be reformed from the bottom to 
the top. It ought to have no military feature in it at all. It has no 
military function to perform. It is connected only with the informa- 
tion of the agriculturists of the country and the men engaged in com- 
meree on the seas, and it has no real reference to anything that is mil- 
itary, concerning the management of the Army in battle or in time of 
peace. It is not in any way connected with it, and, as I observed be- 
fore, General Sheridan has made his military si ing service entirely 
independent of this, and does not rely on this for the training of the 
men that is necessary to qualify them for signaling in the Army and 
between different branches of the Army in time of war or in time of 
peace. It has no connection with it at all. 

I was very much in hopes that inasmuch as the other House had 
taken the subject up, and, I believe, discussed it pretty fully and passed 
upon it with considerable unanimity, the Senate would agree to allow 
this feature of the bill to remain. It seems to me it is a matter worthy 
of very serious consideration; and while this is not as great a step as I. 
would like to see taken in the reformation of this peculiar and new 
branch of the service here that has sprung up within the lust few 
years, it is still one step in the right direction, and we ought instead 
of rejecting it to encourage it. Let this service go into the control of 
the Agricultural Department, with which it is most nearly allied. If 
there are a set of people in the United States who derive any advant- 
age at all from this weather service, it is the agriculturists. Next to 
them, I believe it is advantageous to the men who go down upon the 
sea in ships. 

I hope that the Senate will not reject this section. I hope that the 
matter will have farther consideration, and with the view of gaining 
time for further consideration of it—I think the subject ought to be 
carefully inquired into—I ask that the bill shall go over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Alabama object- 
ing, the bill goes over without prejudice, retaining its place on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. PLUMB. Before it goes over, I ask the Senator to withdraw 
his objection for 2 moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PLUMB. I was acting, in reporting the bill with this amend- 
ment to which the Senator -from Alabama objects, as the organ of the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. I sympathize entirely with 
what the Senator from Alabama has said about the propriety of trans- 
ferring the Weather Bureau to the Agricultural Department. I would 
be glad also to have transferred to it the Bureau of the Geological Sur- 
yey. Both of these bureaus belong more properly in the Department 
of Agricniture than anywhere else. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER], who presided for several years over the Department of the 
Interior, knows very well that that Department already has super- 
abundant and widely separated duties, more than any Secretary can 
properly and satisfactorily look over. 

The Signal Service Bureau was made a part of the War Department 
because if was supposed to be connected with the military service. 
Gradually it has grown until it has come to assume public relations 
to agriculture, and it ought to assume very important relations to that 
great interest. I have no doubt myself that the present head of that 
bureau is entirely competent for the position, but he has not been long 
enough in it yet to have thoroughly organized it, and the bureau is not 
rendering the service if ought, and I think myself if it were put under 
the Departmentof Agriculture in the proper way, with the excrescences 
taken away, it would respond readily and usefully to the interests with 
which it is identified. 

As a sample of what gets out of that bureau now in the way of in- 
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formation, or alleged information, I want to read a recent dispatch 
which was sent out to the district composed of Missouri, Kansas, and 
Nebraska, in order that the people there might know what kind of 
weather to expect. This is the dispatch: 

For Missouri, Kansas, and Nebraska: Warmer southerly, shifting to cooler, 
fresh to brisk northerly winds; light rain or snow, followed by fair weather. 

That is about as deceptive as anything could be, and the farmers of 
that section of country who read that would be like the darkey who 
run to the brush. It applies to a section of country embracing 200,000 
square miles, in which as a matter of course every day there are various 
kinds of weather, and the information that it will rain somewhere or 
snow somewhere, and thata brisk northerly wind will blow somewhere 
else, and a brisk southerly wind somewhere else, is of no consequence 
in that area unless a particular kind of weather is located at some par- 
ticular point, The department might be organized a great deal more 
comprehensively than it is now in order to maintain the service. Ido 
not mean to say thatit ought to take any more money; indeed, for some 
years I have been inclined to think that a great deal of money has been 
uselessly expended in that department. 

Certainly, if it is to be the hand-maid of agriculture it ought to be 
a part of the Department of Agriculture. It is a misuse of terms to 
talk about its being a branch of the War Department. It undoubt- 
edly renders some service; but more, it contains a suggestion of great 
service, and it can be made very useful, the people believe, and they 
ask at the hands of Congress, not that it shall be abolished, but that 
it shall be made more perfectly to answer the purpose of its creation. 
One of the first steps to this, in my judgment, would be to putit under 
the charge of the Commissioner of Agriculture, and for similar reasons 
the Geological Survey ought to be there. There are enough duties now 
being performed by what the Senator from Alabama describes as sub- 
stantially independent bureaus, which, while acknowledging a nomi- 
nal authority in the Secretary of the Interior or the Secretary of War, 
practically are not under the authority of those Secretaries, which ought 
to be brought under the Commissioner of Agriculture, and the addition 
of which would make that Department one equal in dignity and au- 
thority and power with any other Department of the Government. 

I shall, I give notice now, at a very early day move that the Senate 
take up this bill, and when it is up shall, as far as I can, insist on its 
being dis of before its consideration is dropped. 

Mr. PLATT. If the Senator from Alabama will still farther with- 
draw his objection, so that I may make a remark or two, I shall be 
obliged to him. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly; I withdraw the objection temporarily. 

Mr. PLATT, It is very probable that when this bill shall come up 
again for consideration I may not be present, and therefore I should 
like at this time to express the reason why I would vote against the 
bill in its present shape. 

I think, Mr. President, that the Chief Executive officer has perhaps 
advisers enough in his Cabinet already, and I have very great doubt 
about the propriety of creating a new executive department with an 
officer at its head, whom we calla Cabinet officer, to be another adviser 
of the President. Perhaps ina multitude of counselors there is safety, 
but it seems to me that thechief executive office is one which a great 
many advisers will only hamper. 

But though I might be willing to forego my objection to a new execu- 
tive department and another Cabinet officer if the emergency required 
it, Ido not think we ought to erect the Department of Agriculture 
alone into such an executive office. Agriculture constitutes, to be sure, 
a great portion of the business of the country, but it does not consti- 
tute the entire business of the country, and other branches of business 
are just as much entitled to be represented in the Cabinet and among 
the executive officers of the United States as is the business of agri- 
culture. If anew department is to be created it ought to be a depart- 
ment which should not be limited, as this is if you create it, to being 
a Department of Agriculture, but it ought to be an executive depart- 
ment which should embrace within its purview all of the great business 
interests of the country. 

There is noreason why those people interested in agriculture should 
be represented in the Cabinet, and those who are interested in manu- 
factures, or mining, or transportation, or commerce, should not be; and 
while I do not wish in any way to disparage the agricultural interests 
of the country, while I would go perhaps a great way in fostering them, 
in protecting them, and in giving them representation in the public 
councils of the nation, I think that any bill which is passed should go 
further than that. 

And when we go outside of what may be called the actual business 
interests of the country there is another greater interest which is as 
much entitled to be represented in an executive office as any of the 
great branches of business of which I have spoken, and that is the labor 
interest of the country. Why should agriculture be promoted to the 
dignity of havinga Cabinet officer, and Jaboremployed in other branches 
of business and in the diversified industries of our people be shut out 
from being represented in the Cabinet? : 

So, as it seems to me, if we are going to have a new executive office, 
it ought to embrace and represent not only agriculture, but all the 
other great branches of business of which I have spoken—manufactures, 


mining, commerce, transportation—and it also ought to embrace and 
represent the interests of labor in this country, of work pure and sim- 
ple as distinguished from capital. It ought to be as well a statistical 
department. It ought to have charge of taking our census, which is 
taken every decade, and to understand that as the new decade ap- 
proached it would be the business of such a department to make ready 
for the taking of the next census, so that when the next census should 
be taken it should be by a deliberate plan and largely from informa- 
tion which had been coilected from time to time during the whole ten 
years; so that the census should be accurate, should be reliable, should 
be something which the people could rely upon, instead of being what 
it is when taken in a hurry and with the lack of preparation with 
which it is now taken. 

It will thus be seen that my objection to this bill is not leveled 
against the agricultural interests of the country by any means. 
would stand by them; I would do everything for those interests; but 
it is that this bill, if another executive office is to be created, does not 
embraceenough. The Department of the Interior is overloaded. Many 
of the things that are done there—some of them have been alluded to— 
would be naturally embraced within this new de ent, 

Possibly it may be replied to this that if the Department of Agri- 
culture is once established it will be easy to add to it these other mat- 
ters of which I have spoken; but it is not easy to add matters to a de- 
partment which has itself been created with special reference to a par- 
ticular interest of the country, and if it is going to be done it seems to 
me it ought to be done at the start. I am sorry that the committee 
to which this bill was referred did not consider the project of embrac- 
ing all these great industries and branches of business and the interest 
of labor, of the workingmen of this country, within the department 


which it was proposed to create. 

Mr. TELLER. Would it be in order to move to recommit this bill 
to the committee? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair thinks it would not. The 


bill having been passed over under objection it is on the Calendar under 
Rule IX, not subject to motion now. 

Mr. TELLER. If the objection is withdrawn can that be done? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That can be done if the objection 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I withdraw the objection for that motion, 

Mr, TELLER. It seems to me that if there is to be a new executive 
department, the name De: ent of Agriculture” is indefinite. 
Some other name should be selected, like the Department of Indus- 
try,” which has been suggested, or the Department of Labor,” or 
some of the other names which have been ; and then we 
should transfer to this new department a great many things that are 
already in the existing Departments, more particularly in the Interior 
Department. 

‘The Interior Department, as everybody knows, is overcrowded with 
various bureaus that do not properly belong to it, and which are not 
particularly appropriate to a mere agricultural department. So great 
is the labor there that it is utterly impossible for any head of that De- 
partment to examine the current business of the ent. It was 
stated here the other day and truly that the Secretary of the Interior, 
day by day, can not read, let alone digest-or consider, all the papers 
that are presented for his signature. He relies almost entirely upon 
the subordinates. He must rely absolutely on the heads of bureaus. 
There could be a number of bureaus of the interior, without infringing 
on the usefulness or impairing the dignity of the Interior Department, 
transferred to this new department when it is created. Therefore I 
move that this bill be recommitted to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry. 

Mr. PLUMB. The chairman of the committee [Mr. PALMER] is 
not here, and I would not like to take responsibility in regard to the 
matter in his absence. I do not like to make objection, but I should 
be glad to have the motion also embrace the proposition that the bill 
when reported back should take the place on the Calendar of Senate 
bill 784, which is Order of Business 1151, so that it will not be put 
at the foot of a large Calendar and possibly not be reached for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. TELLER. I have no objection to that, but I will say to the 
Senator that I do not think there will be any trouble in getting up the 
bill at any time. I think there is a general feeling that another De- 
partment can be created properly and ought to be created, and it 
ought to be made in law equal in importance and dignity with every 
other Department, and to do that we should transfer to it something 
besides what is proposed to be transferred by this bill. 

Again, if we create a department it would not be fair to create a de- 
partment with very little business and leave an overburdened Depart- 
ment like the Interior Department to-day. I do not care about what 
particular bureaus shall be put in this new department. The commit- 
tee can see that many would be in harmony with the general idea and 
purpose of this new department, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] moves that the bill be recommitted to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Does that mean the House bill? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was about to state that 
if that course is pursued the order of substitution had better be recon- 
sidered and both bills referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, the understanding being that when reported back, as sug- 
gested by the Senator from Kansas, they shall resume their numerical 
places on the Calendar. Is there objection? If there is none, it is so 
ordered. $ 

MRS. FRANCES MARSHALL, 


The bill (H. R. 326) for the relief of Mrs. Frances Marshall was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill being adversely reported 
wili be passed over. 


STATUE OF EX-PRESIDENT TAYLOR. 


The bill (S. 2787) for the erection of an equestrian statue of ex- 
President Zachary Taylor was considered as in Committee ofthe Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDINGS FOR POST-OFFICE PURPOSES. 

Mr. SPOONER. What disposition was made of Calendar No. 1101, 
being the bill to provide for the erection of public buildings for post- 
Offices, ete. ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It went over under objection with- 
out prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I stated that my colleague [Mr. VEST] was not 
present. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is all right. I simply wanted to know 
whether the bill had lost its place. : 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had the bill (H. R. 9377) mak- 
ing appropriations fog the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses 
of the Government for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 
2551) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 

- for the District of Columbia, so as to make inauguration day a holiday 
within said District. 

The message farther announced that the House had receded from its 
amendments to the following bills: 

A bill (S. 300) granting a pension to Mrs. Juliet G. Howe; and 

A bill (S. 393) for the relief of Frances Anne Pyne Ricketts. 


JOURNALS OF CONGRESS. 

The bill (S. 2802) to fix the number of unbound and bound Journals 

of the Senate and House of Representatives, and to provide for their dis- 
tribution, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

` Mr. CALL. This subject has been before the Senate several times. 

The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has taken great interest in it, 

and I do not think that the bill ought to be considered in his absence. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I donot think that it will be necessary to post- 
pone iton that account. This matter has been very carefully investi- 
gated by the Committee on Printing, and after this bill was reported to 
the Senate I called the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the 
bill, and it met with his entire approval, and meets the difficulty of 
which he complained. 

3 I would rather he were here when this subject is con- 
sidered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I can assure the Senator from Florida that the 
Senator from Missouri is as anxious for the passage of this bill in this 
form as any member of the Printing Committee. Ifthe Senator desires 
that it shall go over, of course I shall make no objection; but I can as- 
sure him that it meets the approval of the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CALL. Does it reach the difficulties to which he referred? 

Mr. MANDERSON. It reaches those difficulties and reduces the 
number of Journals of both the Senate and House very materially. 

Mr. CALL. I make no objection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator explain exactly what changes 
this bill makes, and whether each Senator will still be furnished with 
a copy of the Journal? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Each Senator will still be furnished with one 
copy of the Journal of both the Senate and the House, and this distri- 
bution is made after consultation with the officers of both the Senate 
and House. It reduces by nearly 1,600 the number of both the Sen- 
ate and House Journals printed. I think perhaps it might be well 
to print in connection with the bill in the RECORD the report of the 
committee. It is quite short and it explains the matter very satisfac- 
torily. 

The report, submitted by Mr. MANDERSON April 26, is as follows: 

The Committee on Printing, having made full investigation into the matter 
stated in the foregoing title, recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 

It was learned by your committee that there were more of the unbound 
Journals of both branches of Congress printed and distributed in signatures or 
Danis semi-monthly, than were needed, and hence the number has been re- 

need. Since the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD has been e so complete by its 
index, there seems to be little demand for the semi-monthly issue of the Jour- 


nals, the former containing the same information in better form. 
Your committee, by correspondence and personal interview, endeavored to 


ascertain the exact number of bound Journals required for the of the pub- 
lic service and to meet every reasonable demand. The result of this investiga- 
tion is presented in the bill. By a mistake in the revision of the United States 
Statutes of 1878, the number of bound Journals was increased 1,550 vopies. 
There being no need of continuing this duplication of the usual number, it was 
deemed in the interest of economy to cut it off. Wherever the committee has 
found it possible to reduce the number of Journals printed under old law or 
custom by fitting the issue to the exact requirements, it has been done. The 


following tables will show in convenient form the distribution of the numberof ` 


copies of the Journals proposed to be printed in the bill: 
Unbound copies in signatures. 


Office of the Secretary of the Senate 
Office of the Clerk of the House. 
Document-room of the House 
Public Printer. . . 
Library of the House (file copies)... 
Library of the Senate (file copies)... 


Office of the Secretary of the Senate (for Senators). — 5 7 78 
Senate library.. . . „ stad 86 36 
Senate document-room. 25 235 
Senate folding-room...... 43 43 
House document-room 337 348 
Department of State. . . 10 10 
Department of the Interior (for States). . 435 435 
Clerk of the House (for governors Of States) . . 13 
Library of Congress (for foreign exchange). 52 52 
Court Of Claims. . . . . ovaa secases 2 2 
Library of the House of Representatives 7 15 

Wall. K EET E 1.124 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska if one 
copy of the Journals will be furnished hereafter to each of the deposi- 
tories? ; 

Mr. MANDERSON. The printed volumes pass in very large num- 


bers—to the extent, perhaps, of 1,500 copies—to the Interior Depart- 


ment; and that is a surplusage beyond what is needed to supply all the 
depositories, the libraries, and the governors of all the States, and 
they seem to accumulate there without demand from any source for 
them. These 1,500 or 1,550 copies that have been printed for some 
years seem to have been printed as the result of a misunderstanding. 
By a change of the law made in 1878 this number in excess of the real de- 
mand of the country was ordered to be printed, and this bill reaches 
to the repeal of that law, and makes a new and better distribution, in 
the opinion of the Committee on Printing, of the Senate and House 
Journals. 


Mr. HOAR. Will the librarian of the Interior Department still 


have charge of the distribution? Has he been consulted ? 

Mr. MANDERSON. That is not changed by any means. The clerk 
of the committee has been in consultation with that officer. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not know particularly about the details of this 
bill; but I am satisfied that the number of public depositories of these 


documents ought to be very largely increased, and that every docu- - 


ment of this kind which relates to the legislative or the administrative 
history of this country should be placed certainly in every considerable 
public library throughout the country. There are to be found in every 
neighborhood, certainly in those parts of the country with which I am 
familiar, and in those parts of the country with which you, sir, are 
familiar, jurists, persons connected with the press, persons in every de- 
partment of public business and political life, who feel an interest in 
keeping up with current politics, and who ought to have access to the 
original sources of history. ; 

There are, I suppose, ten or twelve—I do not remember the exact 
number—of these depositories of public documents in the State. of Mas- 
sachusetts. There ought certainly to be three hundred in that single 
State. There ought to be three hundred copies of the Journals of the 
House and Senate and three hundred sets of the debates placed in the 
public libraries for the reasonable wants of that State alone. The copies 
are almost valueless unless the collections are complete, as the Senator 
knows as well as I do. : 

Mr. MANDERSON. The important document, as it seems to me, 
for the p suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts, is the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD rather than the Journals of the Senate and 
House. Necessarily the Journals of both the Senate and House are 
mere skeletons of their proceedings. The debates referred to by the 
Senator from Massachusetts are to be found, of conrse, iu the Cox- 
GRESSIONAL RECORD, and these have a much more extended distribu- 
tion than either House or Senate Journal. Under the old practice we 
had about as many unbound copies of the Senate aul House Journals 
as we had bound copies, and they were simply wasted. ‘They were 


not needed in that form. The ovly need for unbound copies of the 
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Journals of the two Houses is for use during the progress of the ses- 
sion, and therefore for that purpose, for the purpose of indexing, for 
the use of the clerks and committees, ete., we have reduced the num- 
ber of unbound copies to 50, leaving of the bound copies 1,025 for the 
use of the Senate and 1,124 for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives; and by this method of distribution it will be ascertained that 
there go to the Department of the Interior, to be distributed by the 
superintendent of documents, 435, which number supplies all of the 
depositories allowed by law. In addition to that there go to the Clerk 
of the House for governors of States 125 copies, and to the Library of 
Congre for foreign exchange 62 copies. 

is in addition to the number that are retained in the House 
document and folding rooms, and the Senate document and folding 
rooms, and in the office of the Secretary of the Senate, and in the office 
of the Clerk of the House for distribution to Senators and to members 
of the House. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the number for depositories? 

Mr. MANDERSON. Four hundred and thirty-five, or very near 
that number. 

Mr. HOAR. I believe I shall object to the consideration of the bill 
until I can have further opportunity to inquire into it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CHACE in the chair), Objection 
being made, the bill goes over. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MARY H. PIKE. 

The bill (S. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary 
H. Pike was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to the legal representatives of Mary H. Pike, di late of Lit- 
tle Rock, Ark., $35, for rent of a building in Little Rock, occupied by 
the military authorities of the United States, under contract, from Oc- 
tober 1 to October 30, 1864, and for which vouchers were given her by 
those authorities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNITED PEORIAS AND MIAMIS. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the bill (H. R. 8074) to provide for allot- 
ment of land in severalty to United Peorias and Miamis in Indian Ter- 
ritory may be recommitted to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Tue motion was agreed to. 
ESTATE OF JOSEPH FENNO. g 

The bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Fenno was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the legal 

representatives of Joseph Fenno, deceased, late of Little Rock, Ark., 

$580, for rent of buildings owned by him in Little Rock, which were 

occupied by the military authorities of the United States, under con- 

tract, from July 1, 1864, to January 30, 1865, and for which vouchers 

were given to Busby by those authorities. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT SEDALIA, MO. 

The bill (H. R. 1599).to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Sedalia, in the State of Missouri, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALARIES OF DISTRICT JUDGES. 

The bill (S. 407) fixing the salaries of the several judges of the United 
States district courts at $5,000 per annum, and for other purposes, was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COKE. Let that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, being objected to, will go 
over without prejudice. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT MONEOE, LA. 


The bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a public building at Mon- 
roe, La., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. The first amendment was, in line 4, after 
the woed purchase,“ to insert acquire by condemnation; ’’ so as to 
read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


= top acquire by condemnation, or otherwise procure a suitable 
te, eto. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, in line 22, after the word exceed, to 
strike out one hundred’? and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 
The plans and estimates for said building shall first be prepared, examined, 
and approved as required by section $734 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, and the cost shall not exceed $75,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in line 31, after the words sum of,” to 
strike out ‘‘one hun and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ so as to read: 


And no purchase of site nor plan of said building shall be approved by theSec- 
retary of the Treasury inyolving an expenditure ex ing the said sum of 


$75,000, which sum is hereby appropriated for the same out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair would call attention to the 
fact that there is a verbal amendment necessary in line 27, to strike out 
the word same“ and insert sum.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That correction ought to be made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This amendment will be made, if 
there be no objection. 

The bill tvas reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

s LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY. 


The bill (S. 194) to increase the endowment of the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural College was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. = ; 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands with 
amendments. ' 

The first amendment was, insection 3, line 5, after the word“ entries,“ 
to insert or under any law of the United States;“ and in line 7, after 
the word ‘‘selections,’’ to insert for the purposes of this act;™ so as 
to make the section read: 

Sec. 3. That the provisions of this act shall not apply to any legal subdivision 
of land to which the right of homestead entry or oe shall have attached 
in favor of any person who is entitled to such homestead and pre-emption en- 
tries, or under any law of the United States, and who is occupying and claim- 
ing such subdivision of the public land in Louisiana at the time when such se- 
lections for the purposes of this act are approved by the Secretary of the Interior; 
and in cases where it is found that such claims are superior to the rights of the 
State of Louisiana herein granted, the said State may select other lands in lieu 
thereof, and in like quantity, elsewhere in the said State, from the public lands 


of the United States, so as to make up as nearly as may be the total number of 


acres of land granted in this act to said State. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Is there any report in that case? 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no report, the Chair is in- 
formed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I object, unless some statement can þe 
made of the reasons for the passage of the bill, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hampshire 


makes an objection, and the bill goes over. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Retaining its place on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Retaining its place on the Calendar, 


INAUGURATION DAY. 


Mr. MANDERSON. The Senate this morning on my motion passed 
the bill (H. R. 8843) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States for the District of Columbia, so as to make inaugura- 
tion day a holiday within said District. Since the passage of that bill 
by the Senate the Honse of Representatives have passed a Senate bill 
on the same subject and it has been received here. I therefore move 
that the vote by which House bill 8843 was passed be reconsidered, 
and that that bill be indefinitely postponed. Iask unanimous consent 
that that may be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Nebraska asks 
unanimous consent that the vote by which House bill 8843 making in- 
auguration day a legal holiday in the District of Columbia was passed 
may be reconsidered. If there be no objection, it will be so ordered. 

Mr. MANDERSON. T also move that the bill be postponed indefi- 
nitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator move to take up the 
other bill now? 

Mr. MANDERSON. No, sir; the bill formerly passed the Senate and 
has now passed the House of Representatives. 


BRIDGE ACROSS OCONEE RIVER. 


The bill (H. R. 8279) to authorize the county of Laurens, in the 
State of Georgia, to construct a bridge across the Oconee River at or 
near Dublin, in said county and State, was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT WATERBURY, CONN. 


The bill (S. 2319) for the erection ofa public building at Waterbury, 
Conn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 12, after the words one hundred,” 
to strike out and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

The site and building thereon, when completed upon 7 and specifications 


t iously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treas shall not 
8 the sum of $100,000. z 8 oat 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, inline 21, after the words one hundred, 
to strike out and fifty;’’ so as to read: 

And no purchase of site, nor pan for said building, shall be approved by the 


Secretary of the Treasury involving an expenditure cx the said sum of 
8100, 12 site and building. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was to add as a new section: 

, Src, 2. That the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated, out 
ofany money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to used and ex- 
pended for the purpose provided in this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Ther bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

LIENS OF JUDGMENTS. 

The bill (H. R. 8180) to regulate the liens of judgments and decrees 
of the courts of the United States was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line4, after the word “‘court,’? 
to insert of the United States;’’ in line 5, after the word“ property,” 
to insert throughout such State;’’ in line 6, after the word ‘‘condi- 
pos to insert only; in the same line, after the word “ as, to 

nsert ‘‘if such;” and in line 7, after the word ‘‘decrees,’’ to strike 
ont of the courts of such State“ and insert had been rendered by 
2 court of general jurisdiction of such State;’’ so as to read: 
That judgments and decrees rendered in a cirenit or district court of the United 
States within any State shall be liens on porey throughout such State in the 
e manner and to the same extent and under the same conditions only as if 
puch judgmonts and decrees had been rendered by a court ot general jurisdic- 
tion of such State, 

The amendment was-agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, line 12, after the word ‘‘at- 
tach,“ to strike out such regulations shall apply to the judgments or 
decrees of the courts of the United States“ and insert this act shall 
be applicable therein;’’ so as to read: 


Provided, That whenever the laws of any State require a judgment or decree 
of a State court to be tered, recorded, docketed, indexed, or any other 
thing to be done, in a particular manner, or in a certain office or county, before 
a lien shallattach, this act shall be applicable therein whenever and only when- 
ever the laws of such State shall anthorize the judgments and decrees of the 
United States courts to be registered, recorded, docketed, indexed, or otherwise 
conformed to the rules and requirements relating to the judgments and decrees 
of the courts of the State, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, TELLER. I ask that the bill may go over. It seems to me 
that it establishes quite a new rule. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I hope the Senator from Colorado will not 
object to the consideration or the passage of this bill While it may 
establish a new rule, it is certainly a rule that is very greatly needed, 
particularly throughout the Western States. 
| This is simply the establishing of a principle for which many of us 
have contended for many years, and it seems to reach the remedy that 
is sought very completely. It is that the judgments of the United 
States courts shall not only be of record in the office of the clerks of 
the United States courts, but that there shall also be a record of the 
‘See gages that are liens upon real estate in the counties where the 
land is situated, thus rendering it unnecessary where one seeks to ob- 
tain information as toincumbrances by way of judgment-lien, that, 
being in an interior or outside county, he shall be compelled to com- 
municate, within the Senator's own State, for instance, at Denver, but 
that he can simply go to the records of his own county and ascertain 
the fact whether there is a judgment of the United States court. 

I know that this bill has received the very careful consideration of 
tho Committee on the Judiciary, and that it applies a remedy which 
n is desirable in most of the States in the Union, if not all of 
them. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest that the bill go over so that it may be 
lookedinto. Itisa newideato me. While I have great confidence 
in the committee that reported the bill, I know they worked some 
very disastrous results in a bill which we allowed to pass here in the 
last Congress. I shall take an opportunity to look at it, and the Sen- 
ator can call it up again. It will not lose its place. 
` Mr. MANDERSON. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado objects, 
and the bill goes over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

USE AND SALE OF OPIUM. 

The bill (S. 375) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It provides that every person who, within 
the District of Columbia or any of the Territories of the United States, 
or other place within the exclusive jurisdiction of the United States, 
shall sell, lend, or give away, or offer to sell, lend, or give away, any 
apparatus or device or instrument whereby opium may be smoked or 

in any manner whatsoever, or who shall permit or allow persons 
to assemble upon any premises in his or her control for the purpose of 
smoking opium, or shall lease, hire, or rent any buildings or premises, 
or any part thereof, to be used, occupied, or employed for the purpose 
of smoking opium or of using opium in any manner, shall be guilty of 
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction, shall be sentenced to pay a fine of 
not less than one nor more than five hundred dollars,or be imprisoned 
not exceeding one year. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ASSISTANT ASTRONOMERS, 

The bill (S. 653) defining the positions and salaries of assistant as- 
tronomers at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other pur- 
poses, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
amendments. 

The first amendment was to add to section 1 the following words: 


And such officers to be removable by said Secretary whenever the public in- 
terests may 3 such removal upon the recommendation of the Su 
tendent of the Observatory and a majority of the professors of on 
duty at such Observatory. ‘> 

So as to make the section read: 


That there be, and hereby are, permanently authorized the positions of five 
assistant astronomers at the United States Navahobservatory, who shall receivo 
a compensation per annum of $1,800 during their first three years of service, of 
$2,100 during their second three years of service, of $2,400 during their third 
three years of service, of 32,700 during their fourth three years of service, and of 
$3,000 after twelve years of service, the appointments to-these positions to be 
mado by the Secretary of the Navy; and such officers to be removable by said 
Secretary whenever the public interests may require such removal upon the 
recommendation of the Superintendent of the Observatory and a majority of 
the professors of mathematics on duty at such Observatory. 2 

The amendment was agreed to. ? 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, after the word:“ that,” 
to strike out this act shall take effect upon its passage, and that; 
in line 2, after the word compensation,“ to strike out “*‘ thereafter”? 
and insert ‘‘ after the passage of this act; in line 5, before the word 
section,“ to insert“ the preceding, and after section“ to strike 
out the word one; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 2. That the compensation after the of this act of the three assist- 
ant astronomers now attached to the said Observatory shall be reckoned accord- 
ing to the terms of the preceding section by adding to their terms of service 
under this act their previous terms df service at the said Observatory as assist- 
ant astronomers, assistant observers, or aids, 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 1, after the word “two,” 
to strike out remaining“ and insert ‘‘ additional;’’ in line 2, before 
the word section,“ toinsert ‘‘ the preceding,“ and after ‘‘section’? to 
strike out the word ** one;’’ in line 5, after the words consist of,“ to 
strike out two professors’? and insert one professor; in line 6, 
after the word Navy,“ to strike out who shall at the time be on 
duty at the Naval Observatory, and of;’’ in line 8, after the word 
‘t astronomer,” to insert and one other competent examiner, who 
may be either naval or civilian;’’ in line 22, after the word least,“ 
to strike out one month” and insert two months; !“ and in line 25, 
after the word date,“ to strike out “or dates; so as to make the 
section read: > 

Src. 3. That to fill the two additional positions authorized in the preceding 
section, and to fill any vacancies that may hereafter occur in the positions of 
assistant astronomers, the Secretary of the Navy shall appoint an examining 
board, which. shall consist of one professor of mathematicsin the Navy, one 
assistant astronomer, and one other competent examiner, who may be either 
naval or civilian, and this board shall examine all candidates who est per- 

ion to apose before it, in astronomy, mathematics, astronom: physics, 
and knowledge o and experience in practical astronomy and the said board shall 
report to the Secretary of the Navy the names of such persons as they shall find 
qualified for the position of t astronomer in the order of their standing 
as developed by the examination, and from this number the Secretary of the 
Navy shall fill the vacancies that may exist; and no person shall be appointed 
to fill such vacancy without such favorable report from such examining s 
and the Secretary of the Navy shall cause to circulated to the principal ob- 
servatories, universities, colleges, and schools of technology and engineering 
throughout the United States, at least two months before such e tion, a 
circular announcing the number of vacancies existing, the compensation at- 
tached to the position, and the place and date of the examination to be held. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 2, after the word“ ap- 
propriated,’’ to strike out out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $15,000, or as much,“ and insert 
such sums; and after the word for,“ at the end of line 5, to strike 
out ‘such part of the two fiscal years ending June 30, 1889, as is un- 
expired at the time of the passage of this act, and insert the cur- 
rent fiscal year and for the fiscal year next succeeding.” 

So as to make the section read: 

Src. 4. That, to carry out the provisions of this act, there is hereby pprap 


ated such sums as may be necessary to pay the salaries of the assistant astron 


mers authorized in section 1 for the current fiscal year and for the fiscal year 
néxt succeeding, ‘ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT LYNCHBURGH. 


The bill (S. 2277) to provide for the extension of the public building 
at Lynchburgh, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 3, before the word“ thousand,“ 
to strike out ‘‘fifty’’ and insert ‘‘thirty;’? so as to make the bill 8 


Be it enacted, cte., That the sum of $30,000 be, and the same is hereby, Appro- 
priated, out of any funds in the Treasury not ise appropriated, for the 
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extension of the public building at Lynchburgh, Va., upon such plans and speci- 
fications as may be approved by the Secretary of the Teeni; Any amount 
not necessary for the purpose aforesaid shall be covered into the Treasury. 


The amendment was agreed to. ~ 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the-amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
PENSIONS TO JUDGES. 


The bill (S. 2470) to repeal section 714 of the Revised Statutes, al- 
lowing pensions to judges in certain cases, was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill, having been reported ad- 
versely, will go over under Rule IX. 


ESTATE OF ISAAC P. TICE, 


The bill (S. 987) fer the relief of the administrators of the estate of 
Isaac P. Tice, deceased, was announced as next in order on the Calen- 


dar. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Let thut bill go over. I should like to make some 
inquiry in regard to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Rhode Island ob- 
jecting, the bill will go over. 
PEARSON C. MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 750) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not see why that bill should come from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is evidently a mistake in the 
printed Calendar. The bill vas reported from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
reported by that committee. 

Mr. TELLER. Then it is a mistake in the Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, It is 4 mistake in the Calendar. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know anything about the bill; only I knew 
that it did not belong to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill was reported by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. Pasco] from the Committee on Claims with an 
amendment, 

The amendment of the Committee on Claims was, in line 6, before the 
word thousand.“ to strike out ‘‘fourteen’’ and insert ‘‘three;’’ and 
in line 7, before the word hundred,“ to strike out eight“ and insert 
**two;?? soas to make the bill read: 8 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, State of Tennessee, 
the sum of $3,200. in full compensation for property taken from him for the use 
of and used by the Army of the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 


The bill (S. 2851) to amend an act entitled An act to regulate com- 
merce,’’ approved February 4, 1837, was announced as next in order on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. That, I suppose, should go over, as the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] is not here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine objecting, 
the bill will go over without losin~ its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I do not object t at all. I suppose it is the bill the 
Senator from illinois referred to t:. + morning, stating that he would 
call it up when he returned from West Point. 

` The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will not lose its place on the 
Calendar. 
CLARA B. DAVIDSON. : 

The bill (S. 2852) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. David- 
son was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Clara B. Davidson, widow of John W. 
Davidson, late colonel of the Second Cavalry, at the rate of $70 per 
month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ADDITIONAL ARMY RETIRED-LIST. 

The bill (S. 1100) to retire certain disabled officers of the Army was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The preamble recites that there are about eighty officers now borne 
on the active-list of the Army who, in consequence of wounds received 
in action or exposure in the line of duty, are incapacitated for active 
service; and that the present limitation upon the numberof officers on 
the retired-list will not permit their retirement, although the efficiency 
of the Army would be greatly increased by such a measure. 


‘The bill authorizes the President of the United States to retire those 
officers of the Army who, by retiring boards as now constituted by law, 


have already been recommended for retirement, or may be so recom- 
mended prior to January 1, 1889, and provides that the names of all 
officers retired in accordance with this proposed act shall be placed 
upon an additional retired-list in which vacancies occurring by reason 
of death, resignation, or dismissal shall not be filled. But this addi- 
tional retired-list shali cease to exist and the act shall have no further 
effect when those officers of the Army retired under its provisions shall 
all have died, resigned, or been dismissed from the Army of the United 
States. f 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

ALFRED PLEASONTON. 

The bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and retire 
Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of colonel was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in line 8, after ‘‘ United States,” to strike 
out a brevet major-general in the Army of the United States;“ so as 
to read: 

That the laws u J * ~ 
suspended, and pi bem oul tor the, po oe rune ATE e 
hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, appoint Alfred Pleasonton, late a major-general of volunteers in the 
Army of the United States, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 11, after the words“ grade of,” to 
strike out ‘‘colonel’’ and insert ‘‘major;’’ so as to read: 


And thereupon to place him, the said Alfred Pleasonton, upon the retired 
listof the Army with the rank and grade of major, without re and in ad, 
dition to the number now authorized by law o! said retired-li 

The amendment was agreed to.. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

Mr. PLATT. How does the bill stand? With what rank does it 
retire General Pleasonton ? 

Mr. CAMERON. With the rank of major. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that it 
makes him a major. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I was going to state that there was an oversight 
in reporting the bill. The word major” should be inserted after the 
words United States“ in line 8 to make it correct. è 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, that amend- 
ment will be made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It would then read: 


And the President is hereby authorized to nominate and, by and with the ad- 
vice and cons. nt of the Senate, a int Alfred Pleasonton, late a major-general 
of volunteers in the Army of the United States, a major, and thereupon, eto. 


Mr. CAMERON, That is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be made. 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that the House of Representatives gave 
by the bill the rank of colonel, and I regret very much that our Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs did notsee fit to report it as the House passed 
it. Iunderstand the Senate Committeeon Military Affairs have adopted 
a rule that they will confine these retirements to the rank that the 
officer held in the regular Army when he retired from the Army, and that 
1 understand in this case was major. I should insist, if I believed it 
would do any good, upon passing the bill as it came from the other 
House, but I am pretty well satisfied that it can not be passed in that 
shape from some examination I have made, and believing that a little 
is better than nothing, and that this is an act of justice in part towards 
a gallant officer, which has long been deferred, I shall not make any 
objection to the bill being passed as amended by the committee. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and i 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint and retire Alfred Pleasanton, with the rank and grade 
of major.” 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that a conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives be requested on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. - 

By unanimous consent, the Presiding Officer was authorized to ap- 
point the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. CAMERON, Mr. 
Davis, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 


POTTAWATOMIES OF MICHIGAN AND INDIANA, 


The bill (S. 2176) for the ascertainment of the amount due the Pot- 
tawatomie Indians of Michigan and Indiana was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with 
an amendment, in line 12, after the word Indians,“ to insert the 
words ‘‘nor by the receipt in full given by said Pottawatomies under 
the provisions of said resolution;’’ so as to read: 


That the Court of Claims is hereby authorized to take jurisdiction of and try 
all questions of difference arising out of treaty stipulations with the said Potta- 
watomie Indians, of Michigan and Indiana, and to render judgment thereon; 
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power is hereby granted the said court to review the entire question of differ- 
. ence de novo, and it shall not be estopped by the joint resolution of Con 5 
approved July 28, 1866, entitled Joint resolution for the relief of certain Chip- 
pewa, Oftawa, and Pottawatomie Indians,” nor by the receipt in full given by 
said Pottawatomies under the provisions of said resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This seems to be, from what I can hastily see of 
it, a repeal of the final action had under a former law of Congress, and 
I think probably we had better let the bill pass over. 

Mr. PLATT. Why not let the report be read and then perhaps the 
Senator will be satisfied? 7 

Mr. COCKRELL. The report contains 42 pages. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
ask to have the report read? : 

Mr. PLATT. No, I do not. The Senator who reported the bill is 
not present. However, the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs is present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill will 
go over, without losing its place on the Calendar. 

MICHIGAN CITY BRIDGE. 

The bill (S. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, Indiana, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was to add to section 1 the following additional 

roviso: 
8 also, That if tolls shall be collected for passage or transportation 


across said bridge, the rates thereof shall be subject to the approval of the Sec- 
retary of War, who shall have power to fix said rates at reasonable amounts. 


The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was to add as section 2: 

Src. 2. That if the construction of the bridge hereby authorized shall not be 
commenced within one year from the time this act takes effect, and be com- 
pleted within three years after its commencement, then this act shall be void, 
and all rights hereby conferred shall cease and determine. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and was 
read the third time, and passed. 

LONGEVITY PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 

The bill (H. R. 8809) to provide for the promotion of officers of the 
Army after twenty years’ continuous service in one grade was an- 
nounced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri objects, 
and the bill goes over without losing its place on the Calendar. 

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT HICKMAN. 

The bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky., was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, in section 3, line 2, after the word ‘‘spans,’’ to strike out: 

Having at least one channel span of the width to be prescribed by a board of 
engineer officers constituted to examine and determine the same with the ap- 

roval of the of War, and all other spans over the water way shall 

ve a clear channel way of not less than 650 feet, and a clear head room of not 
less than 85 feet, above extreme high-water mark, as understood at the point 
of location, and the bridge shall be at right angles to, and its piers parallel with, 
the current of the river. 

And to insert: 

Before approving the plans for said hein the Secretary of War shall order 
three engineer officers from the Engineer Bureau to be detailed to the duty of 
examining, by actual inspection, the locality where said bridge is to be built, 
and to report what shall be the length of the main channel span and of the other 
spans: That the main channel span shall in no event be less than 700 
feet in len; or the other spans less than 650 feet each in length; and if the re- 
officers 


pox of sai shall be approved by the Secretary of War, the spans of said 
ridge shall be of the length so requ The lowest part of the superstructure 
of said bridge shall be at least 85 feet above extreme high-water mark, as un- 


derstood atthe point of location, and the bridge shall be at right-angles to and 
its piers parallel with the current of the river, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 
The bili was read the third time, and passed. 
FRANCES ANNE PYNE RICKETTS. 
Mr. DAVIS submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the d ing votes of the two Hi 
the amendment of the House to the bill TEP for the relief of Drage kine 
Pyne Ricketts having met, after full and free conference have agreed to rec- 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its amendment to said bill. 
O. K. DAVIS, 
ALGERNON S. PADDOCK, 
RUFUS BLODGETT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 


. SAWYER, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, Theother House having receded from 
its disagreement, the report requires no action on the part of the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the bill (S. 1241) to pre- 
vent obstructive and injurious deposits within the harbor and adjacent 
waters of New York City, by dumping or otherwise, and to punish and 
prevent such offenses, with amendments, in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 9788) making appropriations 
to supply a deficiency in the appropriation for expenses of collecti 
the revenue from customs for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, anı 
for other purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 
tempore. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills, received from the House of Representatives, were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 1069) granting a pension to Robert McClean; 

A bill (H. R. 8761) granting a pension to Mrs. Anna Butterfield; 

A bill (H. R. 8762) granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
Ordway; 

A bill (H. R. ork granting a pension to Griswold Rogers; and 

A bill (H. R. 9314) granting a pension to Mrs. Judith Deig. 

The bill (H. R. 9377) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1889, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

EMMA $. FREE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 431) granting a pension 
to Emma S. Free, widow of Thomas S. Free, late major of the United 
States Army. N 

The amendment of the House was, in line 6, before the word“ dol- 
lars,’’ to strike out fifty“ and insert “twenty-five,” 

Mr. BLAIR. Imove that the Senate disagree to the amendment of 
the House of Representatives, and ask for a conference thereon, 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. BLAIR, Mr. 
PADDOCK, and Mr. FAULKNER were appointed. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS FORT M'CLARY RESERVATION. 


The bill (H. R. 7509)-granting to the York Harbor and Beach Rail- 
road Company a right of way was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole, It proposes to grant.the right of way, four rods in width, 
across the military reservation at Fort McClary, in the town of Kit- 
tery, Me., tothe York Harborand Beach Railroad Company, a corpora- 
tion created by the laws of Maine, and the company is authorized to 
construct, maintain, and operate its railroad on the right of way, ac- 
cording to the location thereof, as recorded in the office of the commis- 
sioners of the county of York, Maine, and described in the temporary 
revocable license issued by the War Department to the company June 
10, 1887. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF WAY ACROSS MOUNT VERNON ARSENAL RESERVATION. 


The bill (S. 2477) granting the right of way to the Mobile and Bir- 
mingham Railway Company, the successor to the Mobile and Alabama 
Grand Trunk Railroad Company, across the Mount Vernon Arsenal 
Reservation, in Mobile County, Alabama, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 3, after the word hun- 
dred,’’ to strike out ‘‘and fifty,” and in line 4, before the word feet, 
to strike out “‘seventy-five’’ and insert ‘‘fifty;’’ so as to read: 

That a right of way ot 100 feet in width, being 50 feet on either side of the cen- 
ter line of the said railroad as the same was constructed by the Mobile and Ala- * 
bama Grand Trunk Railroad Company, and now maintained and operated by 
the said Mobile and Birmingham Railway Company across the arsenal reserva- 
tion at Mount Vernon, Ala., be granted to the said Mobile and Birmingham 
Railway Company across the reservation aforesaid. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

2 next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the following 
WO 8 

Sec. 2. That the said company, in addition to the right of way for its tracks and 
sidings as above granted, shall also have the right to construct and maintain a 
freight and passenger depot and platform for their n and passengers, and 
also a turntable and“ Y,” at some suitable point on said reservation: Provided. 
That the location of such depot, platform, turntable, and Y,” shall be approved 
by the Secretary of War. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as ameiided, and the amendments 
were concurred in. f 


4882 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 4, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 

time, and passed. . 
PUBLIC BUILDING IN NASHUA, N. H. 

The bill (S. 385) to provide for the erection of a public building in the 
city of Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. i 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 4, after the word “‘ pur- 
chase, to insert or acquire by condemnation;”’ so as to read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase, or cap iy condemnation, a site for, and cause to be erected 
thereon, a suitable building, with commodious fire-proof vaults, for the accom- 
modation of the post-office, internal-revenue office, and other Government of- 
fices, at the city of Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

- The next amendment was, in section 1, line 12, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out one hundred“ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ 
80 as to read: 

The site, and the building thereon, when completed upon plans and specifica- 
tions to be previously made and approved by the Seoretary of the Treasury, 
shall not exceed the cost of $75,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 1, before the word 
„thousand,“ to strike out one hundred“ and insert ‘‘seventy-five;’’ 
so as to make the section read: 

Src, 2. That the sum of $75,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated. out 

of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be used and ex- 

_ pended for the purpose provided in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. s : 

ESTATE OF JAMES L. DAY. 


N 
The bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
the estate of James L. Day, , was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It proposes to pay Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L. Day, deceased, late of Norwich, Conn., $3,041.66 in 
yment and satisfaction of the amount found due from the United 
tates to Nancy E. Day by the Court of Claims upon a reference of her 
claim to that court by the Postmaster-General. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN E. FENIMORE. 


The bill (8. 355) for the relief of John E. Fenimore was announced 
as next in order on the Calendar. 8 y 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill was adversely reported and 
will go to the Calendar under Rule IX. 


WILLIAM SCHAUS. 


The bill (S. 1632) to refund moneys collected from William Schaus 
at the port of New York on an oil painting not subject to duty was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY IN VIRGINIA. 


The bill (S. 515) for the relief of the Protestant Episcopal Theolog- 
ical Seminary and High School in Virginia was announced as next 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That claim has been passed by the House of 
Representatives in another bill, which has been brought over and pre- 
sented to the Senate and referred to the Committee on Claims, with a 
number of other claims included in the same bill. The House bill was 
ordered to be reported favorably by the Senate committee, and it has 
been suggested by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], who is 

ially interested in this Senate bill, that it be passed over, so that 

e claim may be passed in the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over without 
prejudice, retaining its place on the Calendar. 

WEST VIRGINIA MILITIA. 

The bill (S. 1807) to refund to the State of West Virginia the money 

id to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West 

irginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to the State 


of West Virginia $2,019.57, the amount paid by the State to certain 
officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West Virginia 
Militia for services rendered by them in the war of the rebellion, be- 
ing the difference between $13 per month received by them and the 
amount they should have received as such officers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


B. M. PARISH. 


The bill (H. R. 322) for the relief of B. M. Parish was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It to pay B. M. Parish, of Bar- 
= County, Kentucky, $635, for property taken and used during the 

te war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COLLIN ADAMS, 


The bill (S. 2849) for the relief of Collin Adams was announced as 
nextin order on the Calendar. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was adversely reported, 
and will go over to the Calendar under Rule LX. 
DAVID MERIWETHER. 


The bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Claims with an amend- 
ment, in line 6, after the word “appropriated,” to strike out: 

One thousand nine hundred and twenty-nine dollars and forty cents, being 
arrears of his salary as governor of the Territory of New Mexico; also, $3,632.33, 
being the amount due him as g agent of public moneys; also 

And in line 12, after the word “part,” to strike out the words: 

Amounting in all to the sum of 96,096.60, all. 

So as to make the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to pay to David Meriwether, of Louisville, Ky., out of any moneys in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, $525 for loss of public moneys sus- 
tained without fault on his part, as found and set forth b e Court of Claims 
in its findings of fact dated the lith day of December, 1588. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bil! was read the third time, and passed. 


LAND OFFICE AT FOLSOM, N. MEX. 


The bill (S. 2040) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES V. MESLER. 


The bill (H. R. 2695) for the relief of Charles V. Mesler was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Postmaster-General, 
in adjusting the accounts of Charles V. Mesler, postmaster at Gasport, 
N. Y., to allow him a credit of $39.88 for postal-cards, stamps, and 
envelopes stolen from him at the post-office on the night of the 25th 
or 26th of April, 1880, without any negligence or default on the part of 
the postmaster. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MAIL ROUTE IN LOUISIANA. 

The bill (H. R. 8965) to authorize the Postmaster-General to cancel 
mail contract on route No. 30100, and for other purposes, was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALTOONA, PA. 

The bill (S. 1318) for the erection of a public building at Altoona, 
Pa., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

‘The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in line 4, after the word purchase, to 
insert or acquire by condemnation proceedings;’’ so as to read: 
be, and he is „authorized and di- 

mnation and 


d vernment offices, at th 
city of Altoona, State of E eaa raa et orban G9 se eh 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment Was, in line 12, before the word thousand,“ 
to strike out one hundred“ and insert ‘‘seventy-five,’’ and after the 
word dollars,“ in the same line, to insert Which sum is hereby ap- 
propriated;’’ so as to read: 

The plans, specifications, and full estimates for said building shall be pre- 
viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site 
and building complete the sum of $75,000, which sum is hereby appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. r 

LOUISIANA STATE UNIVERSITY. 

Mr. GIBSON. -I ask the Senate to take up the bill (S. 194) to 

increase the endowment of the Louisiana State University and Agri- 


1888. 
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cultural College. When the bill was reached on the Calendar the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] objected to its consider- 
ation, but he is now, I understand, disposed to withdraw his objection. 

Mr, CHANDLER. J am willing to withdraw the objection if the 
Senator will explain the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at length, 
and the amendments of the Committee on Public Lands were 
to. If there be no objection, the bill is again before the Senate as in 
Committee of the Whole. y 
Mr. GIBSON. Mr. President, this is a college which was founded 
mainly upon the act of July 2, 1862, donating public lands to the sev- 
eral States and Territories which may provide colleges for the benefit 
of agricultural and mechanic arts. Its buildings and its apparatus 
were destroyed by fire, and it is to-day supported mainly by the State of 
Louisiana and partially out of the proceeds of the scrip of the public 
lands which were granted by the Government of the United States, 
It now occupies the United States barracks and property at Baton 
Rouge. But the sum derived from the public lands was greatly dimin- 
ished on account of the large indebtedness of the State of Louisiana, 
which was scaled in 1874~’75 40 cents in the dollar, so that this insti- 
tution lost its main source of revenue. 

It is a very good college as conducted to-day. The first president of 
it was General Sherman, and he has always taken very great interest 
in it. It isa meritorious college. 

It has always been the policy of the Government to assist education 
by grants of public land. I had the pleasure a few days ago to visit 
this institution, and I can say to the Senate that it is well conducted. 
The young men are regular in their attendance. The course of study 
is appropriate to such an institution, and it is doing good work. 

This bill has already passed the Senate, I think, once or twice. 
Several other bills of a similar character have passed the Senato, and I 
trust there will be no objection to it. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the bill be read once more. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as amended by 
the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 

That 25,000 acres of the public lands in Louisiana are hereby granted to the 
State of Louisiana, to be applied, as far as may be necessary, to the erection of 
suitable buildings for said university, and to the restoration of the library and 
scientific apparatus heretofore destroyed, by fire, such application to be made 
in s manner as the Legislature of said State may direct, or may empower 
the trustees of snid university to direct: Provided, That the State of Louisiana 
shall pay, the expenses of agents appointed by the goro thereof to select 
such lands, to be reimbursed out of the proceeds of sales thereof. 

Sxec.2. That the governor of Louisiana may appoi one or more nts tose- 
lect the lands granted in this act, from any public lands within said State not 
included in some subsisting grant made by the United States: and such agent 
shall make report of such selection to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, to be approved by the Secretary of the Interior. 

Src. 3, That the — — of this act shall not apply to any legal subdivision 
of land to which right of homestead entry or pre-emption shall have at- 
tached in fayor of any person who is entitled to such homestead pre-emption 
entries, or under any law of tho United States, and whois occupying and claim- 
ing such subdivision of the public land in Louisiana at the time w. such se- 
lections for the purposes of this act are approved by the Secretary of the Interior; 
and in cases where it is found that such claims are superior to the rights of the 
State of Louisiana herein granted, the snid State may select other lands in lieu 
thereof, and in like quantity, elsewhere in the said State, from the public lands 
of the United States, so as to make up as nearly as may be the total number of 
acres of land granted in this act to said State. 

SEC. 4. That when the selections of said lands are so made and are a; ved 
by the Secretary of the Interior, the title to the same shall vest in the State of 
Louisiana, to and for the use and benefit of said Louisiana State University and 
Agricultural College, to be applied to the uses and purposes declared in the first 
section of this act, and then to the endowment of said university, and to no 
other purpose whatever; and ts shall issue to said State for the land so 
selected and approved. And the State of Louisiana shall by law direct the sale 
of such lands, and the gpa arising from such sales shall be paid into the 
treasury of the State of Louisiana; but no expenses that may be ineurred in 
a sale after the selection of lands made under this act are confirmed 
by the 1 of the Interior and entered on the township maps of the proper 
land offices shall be paid by the United States. 3 

Sec, 5. That the of the Interior is e wered to make all needful 
and proper regulations and rules for ing this act into effect, and for the 
decision of all questions that may arise as to the right of the State of Louisiana 
to any lands that may be claimed under the provisions of this act. 


Tho bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PROTECTION OF INDIAN LANDS. 
I ask the Senate to go back to a bill which has been 
pe Order of Business 930, being the bill (H. R. 8393) to protect 
nds belonging to Indians from unlawful grazing, and for other pur- 
poses, This bill was passed in the absence of the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. PLUMB] and myself in the Committee on Appropriations. 
The Senator from Kansas had prepared certain amendments toit. I 
entered the motion to reconsider on my return to the Senate Chamber 
so as to enable the Senator from Kansas to offer his amendments. I 
now ask that the motion to reconsider be acted on so as to give him the 
opportunity. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The vote by which the bill was 
passed will be reconsidered by unanimous consent, if there be no ob- 
jection, and also the vote by which the bill was ordered toa third read- 
ing, and the bill is now open to amendment, 


Mr. DAWES. 


Mr. PLUMB. I move to amend by inserting in line 5, after the 
word ‘‘conveys,’’ the words: 

For pasturage, transit, or other purposes. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move now, in line 6, to strike out the words to 
range and ſeed; soas to read: 

Eve 
EE nay leeks A AN EA ea woe DAE AOE to angie 
dian or Indian tribe. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PLUMB. I move to strike out section 2 and insert what I send 
to the desk. 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

‘The Chief Clerk read the words proposed to be inserted, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior may make and enforee such rules and regu- 
lations concerning the transit of cattle across Indian reservations as he may 
deem necessary to prevent the spread of disease among cattle lawfully on suc 
reservations, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DAWES. I move that the Senate insist on its amendments 
and ask for a conference with the House of Representatives on the bill 
and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. Dawes, Mr. 
MORGAN, and Mr. PLUMB were appointed. 


JAMES L. ALSIP. 


The bill (H. R. 6575) for the relief of James L. Alsip was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension- 
roll the name of James L. Alsip, late of Company A, Third Regiment 
Kentucky Cavalry. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DAYID STRUNK. 


Thebill (H. R. 417) granting a pension to David Strunk was consid- 
ered as m Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of David Strunk, late private in the Eighteenth Bat- 
tery of New York Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


NELLIE PALFREY GOODWIN. 


The bill (H. R. 7913) granting a pension to Nellie Palfrey Goodwin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Nellie Palfrey Goodwin, the invalid, de- 
pendent, and pauper daughter of William H. Goodwin, late of Com- 
pany K, Second New Hampshire Volunteers, at the rate of $18 per 
month, payable to her legally constituted guardian. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES F. WARD. 


The bill (H. R. 6520) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 
Ward was considered as in 1 the Whole. It proposes to 
pay to Charles F. Ward, formerly of the ship Vermont, United States 
2 a pension of 830 a month, in lieu of the pension now received 
by him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANVILLE A. RICKER. 

The bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville A. Ricker was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Danville A. Ricker, father of Henry G. 
Ricker, late private in Company K, Seventh Regiment Maine Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY S. MAYNARD. 

The bill (S. 2459) granting a pension to Mary S. Maynard was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary S. Maynard, mother of George S. Maynard, 
late a member of Company K, Twenty-first Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GERTRUDE K. LYFORD. 


The bill (S. 2500) granting a pension to Gertrude K. Lyford was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 


pension-roll the name of Gertrude K. Lyford, widow of the late Maj. 
and Bvt. Lieut. Col. Stephen C. Lyford, United States Army, at the 
rate of $40 per month, in lieu of the pension which she now receives. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. HOPKINS. 


Mr. CAMERON. I understand that Senate bill 1914, Order of Bus- 
iness 927, was passed over some time since. I should like to have the 
Senate take it up for consideration now. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
roceeded to consider the bill (S. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hop- 
ins. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to Mary E. Hop- 

kins, widow of Alfred Hopkins, late a captain in the Navy, $5,156.64, 
being for the salary of Alfred Hopkins, on leave pay, from the 218st of 
November, 1882, to the 24th of September, 1884. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ELIZABETH DOMM. 


The bill (S. 2451) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pen- 
sion-rolls was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place upon the pension-rolls the name of Elizabeth Domm, widow 
of John L. Domm, deceased, late member of the Eleventh Ohio Bat- 
tery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

bo engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. CHARLOTTE T. ALDERMAN, 


The bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Charlotte T. Alderman, widow of James Al- 
derman, who was a private in Company E, Forty-second Regiment Il- 
linois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN SMITH. 

The bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Ellen Smith was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Ellen Smith, widow of James Smith, late a private in 
Company C, Eighty-eighth Regiment of New York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

INDIANA J. NICHOLS. - 


The bill (S. 2728) to grant a ion to Indiana J. Nichols was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Indiana J. Nichols, widow of Henry II. Nich- 
ols, late private of Company K, One hundred and thirty-third New 
York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIJAH MARTIN. 

‘The bill (H. R. 5522) for the relief of Elijah Martin was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Elijah Martin, late a private in Lient. James Whelpley’s 
company of the Twenty-sixth Regiment United States Infantry in the 
war of 1812, at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. . 

MARY M. SWEET. 

The bill (H. R. 955) granting a pension to Mary M. Sweet was con- 
sitlered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Mary M. Sweet, widow of George W. Sweet, late 
a private in Company A, Seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE E. OLIPHANT. 

The bill (H. R. 2167) for the relief of George E. Pe nee was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George E. Oliphant, late a private in Company 
I, Seventeenth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MAJ. GEN. W. W. AVERELL. 

Mr. CAMERON. Task the Senate to consider Order of Business 
683, which was passed over without prejudice a few days ago. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1650) for the relief of Maj. 
Gen, W. W. Averell. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments. The first amendment was, in line 10, after the words 
e of,“ to strike out colonel“ and insert captain;“ so to 
read: 

That in view of the long and faithful services of Bvt. Maj. Gen. William 
W. Averell, United States Army, before and during the late war, and of severe 
wounds received by him in battle, the President be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 


int William W. Averell, brevet major-general United States Army and late 
rig dier- general United States Volunteers, to the position of captain in the 
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Army of the United States, and to place him on the retired-list of the Army as 
of that grade, the retired-list being thereby increased in number to that extent; 
and all laws and parts of laws in conflict 
pose only. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of the bill the following 
proviso: 

Provided, That from and after the passage of this act no pension shall be paid 
to the said William W. Averell, nor shall any compensation be paid to him for 
any period prior to his appointment under thisact; but this proviso shall be no 
bar to any claims for pension that the widow or children or other heirs of the 
said William W. Averell may have after his decease, 

The amendment was agreed to. ` 

The bill was reported to the Senateas amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. , 

SIDNEY W. WHITELOCK, 


The bill (H. R. 7490) for the reliefof Sidney W. Whitelock was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Sidney W. Whitelock, late a private in Com- 
pany K, Eleventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry. 

5 bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 


erewith are suspended for this pur- 


JACKSON CHAPMAN. 


The bill (S. 2721) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Jackson Chapman, late a member of Company 
E, Forty-fifth Regiment of Iowa Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN E. ALGER. 


The bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Commissioner of Pensions 
to examine the claim of Susan E. Alger, of Worcester, Mass., fora pen- 
sion on account of the death of her son, Warren A. Alger, late of Com- 
pany D, Fifteenth Regiment of Massachusetts Volunteers, and to allow 
or reject the claim as if Warren A, Alger had left no widow; and if he 
shall allow the claim, to cause the amount to be paid Susan E, Alger 
which would have been due her if the pension had been granted at the 
time when the widow ceased to receive a pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM S. GROW. 


The bill (S. 2884) granting a pension to William S. Grow was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of William 8. Grow, late of Company I, Second 
Minnesota Volunteers, and deputy provost-marshal of second district 
of Minnesota, at the rate of $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY A. HAWLEY. 


The bill (S. 2885) granting a pension to Henry A. Hawley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Henry A. Hawley, late hospital steward, 
United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH BURR. é 


The bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burr was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Elizabeth Burr, widow of William Burr, late 
of Company F, One hundred and seventy-second Regiment of Ohio Na- 
tional Guards. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read tbe third time, and passed. 

CASPER SEIBEL. 


The bill (H. R. 3922) to place the name of Casper Seibel on the pen- 
sion-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place the name of Casper Seibel, late of Company G, Fourth Regiment 
of Kentucky Calvary, on the pension-rolls. x 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DOLLY BLAZER. š 

The bill (H. R. 3959) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Dolly Blazer, widow of Richard Blazer, deceased, 
late captain of Company A of the Ninety-first Regiment of Ohio Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN WITHAM, 
The bill (H. R. 6845) granting a pension to John Witham was con- 
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sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-rolls the name of John Witham, late a member of Company 
C, Thirteenth Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. CLARISSA G. GREEN. 


The bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of Mrs. Clarissa G. Green was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Clarissa G. Green, dependent mother of 
James F. Green, late of Company D, One hundred and twenty-ninth 
New York Volunteer Infantry, afterward the Eighth New York Heavy 
Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM CLARK. 


The bill (H. R. 5844) to increase the pension of William Clark was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 
pension of William Clark, a veteran of the war of 1812, from $16 per 
month, the amount now allowed him, to $30 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. F 

MRS. LOANDA SHERMAN. 


The bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Loanda Sherman, widow of Urial Sher- 
man, who was a private in Company A, of the One hundred and eight- 
eenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. > 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CANCELLATION OF MAIL CONTRACTS. 

The bill (S. 2647) regulating the practice in certain cases in the Post- 
Office Department was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads reported an amend- 
ment, to add to the bill, and in any case where the contractor is will- 
ing to perform the increased service at pro rata pay;“ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That it shall be unlawful for the Postmaster-General to can- 
cel any valid and subsisting contract between the United States and any of its 
contractors for the performance of mail service over any given route for no other 
reason or upon no other ground save and except the fact that it is for the pur- 
pose of increasing the frequency of the service on such route, and where no 


change in the means of transportation is intended, and in any case where the 
contractor is willing to perform the increased service at pro rata pay. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have some explanation of that 
bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I think it had better go over as the Senator who 
reported it is absent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is a peculiar bill. It prohibits the Postmaster- 
General from rescinding a contract when the service is expedited al- 
though he might get it for a great deal less than the increased rate of 
pay pro rata would be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes over under objection 
and takes ake on the Calendar under Rule IX. 

Mr. PLA The bill does not seem to be very clearly expressed. 

EMILY J. STANNARD. 
The bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Emily J. Stannard, widow of 
the late George J. Stannard, brevet major-general of volunteers, at the 
rate of $100 per month, instead of the pension she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WIDOW OF JOHN SCHAFER. ‘ 

The bill (S. 2710) granting a pension to the widow of John Schafer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-rolls the name of the widow of John Schafer, late private 
in Company H, Ninth Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SETH F. MYERS. 

The bill (S. 2595) to increase the pension of Seth F. Myers was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the pen- 
sion of Seth F. Myers, late surgeon of the Seventy-third Regiment of 
Indiana Volunteers, from $30 to $50 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B, SELLERS. 

The bill (S. 2886) granting increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension. roll the name of Joseph B. Sellers, late of Company I, Twenty- 
seventh Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lien of that 
which he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
ke engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT JACKSON, MISS. 


The bill (S. 785) to provide for an addition to the United States build- 
ing at Jackson, Miss., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT HOBOKEN, N. J. 

The bill (H. R. 7265) for the erection of a public building at Hobo- 
ken, N. J., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT VIRGINIA CITY, NEV. 


The bill (S. 2788) for the erection of a public building at Virginia 
City, State of Nevada, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, in line 11, after the words sum of, to 
strike out one hundred and fifty’’ and insert ‘‘ twenty-five;’’ so as 
to make the bill read: : . 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre f the Treasury be, and he is hereb; 
authorized and directed to p ppa by condemnation, a mig for, 
and cause to be erected thereon, a suitable building, with fire-proof vaults 
therein, for the accommodation of the post-office and other Government offices, 
at Virginia City, State of Nevada, The plans, specifications, and full estimates 
for said building shall be previously made and approved according to law, and 
shall not pees d for the site and building com fete the sum of $25,000, which 
sum is hereby appropriated out of any moneys in the Treaury not otherwise 
appropriated : „ That the site shall leave the building unexposed to 
danger from fire in adjacent buildings by an open space of not less than 40 feet, 
including streets and alleys; and no money appropriated for the purpose shall 
be available until a valid title to the site for said building be vested in 
the United States. 

Mr. BLAIR. Is the amount reduced from $150,000 to $25,000? I 
have no knowledge of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment appears on its face. 

Mr. BLAIR. It strikes me as remarkable that an appropriation of 
$150,000 should be so much reduced. It must have been designed to 
strike out the fifty“ and insert twenty-five, so as to make it 
$125,000. I have no knowledge of the matter, however. Í 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Perhaps the bill had better stand 
over informally until one of the Senators from Nevada appears. The 
Chair will order that di itisn of the bill if there be no objection. 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is now here. The amend- 
ment will be again read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 11, after the word of, it is pro- 

to strike out the words one hundred and fifty’? and to insert 
the words ‘‘ twenty-five.”’ 

Mr. STEWART. Let it go. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT RENO, NEY. 

The bill (S. 2789) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State 
of Nevada, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds with an amendment, which was, in line 11, after the word 
of,“ to strike out the words one hundred” and insert ‘‘sixty;’? so 
as to make the bill read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to purchase, or acquire by condemnation, a site for, and cause to be erected 
thereon,a suitable build ing, with flre- proof vaults therein, for the accommodation 
of the post-oftice and other Government offices, at the city of Reno, State of Ne- 
vada. Ehe pinos poan aons ana full estimates for said building sball be pre- 
viously made and approved according to law, and shall not exceed for the site 
and building compete the sum of $60,000, which sum is hereby appropriated out 
of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: Prov „ That the 
site shall leave the building unexposed to danger from firein e buildings 
by an open space of not less than 40 feet, including streets and alleys; and no 


money appropriated for this purpose shall be available until a valid title to the 
site for said building shall be vested in the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 4 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. f 

TRANSFER OF COAST SURVEY. 

The bill (S. 2487) to transfer the survey of the coasts of the United 
States to the Navy Department, and for other purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. HALE. I object to the consideration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over to the 
Calendar under Rule IX. 


The bill is reported as the amend- 


STATE NATIONAL BANK OF LOUISIANA. 
The bill (S. 205) for the relief of the State National Bank of Louisi- 
ana was announced as next in order. . 
Mr. SHERMAN, I think that had better go over. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
under Rule IX. 


It will be placed on the Calendar 
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CARL M. SCHWANTES. 


The bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It propona to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Carl M. Schwantes, late private Company K, 
Fifty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL MILLER. 


The bill (S. 2707) granting a pension to Samuel Miller was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Samuel Miller, late a private in Company C, 
Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN K. EVANS. 


The bill (S. 2717) granting a pension to John K. Evans was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John K. Evans, late lieutenant Company C, Sec- 
ond Eastern Shore Maryland Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN B. ROSS. 


The bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of John B. Ross, late of Company F, Thirteenth 
Regiment Kansas Volunteers. ' 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTRIX OF WILLIAM WARD, DECEASED. 

The bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and 
executrix of William Ward, deceased, was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole. It provides for the payment to P. L. Ward, executrix of 
William. Ward, deceased, of Norfolk, Va., $2,075.13 in full satisfaction 
of all claim for beef and vegetables furnished by Ward to the United 
States Navy, and in full satisfaction for hay sold to the quartermaster 
of the United States Army. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FORMAN MATHEWS AND DAVID STOUT PARKER. 


The bill (S. 2013) for the relief of Forman Mathews and David Stout 
Parker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides 
that the Court of Claims shall retain jurisdiction of the claim of For- 
man Mathews and David Stout Parker, of Ocean County, New Jersey, 
for recovery of the value of their schooner, the Twilight sunk by 
collision with a public vessel of the United States, and, upon full hear- 
ing of said cause, shall enter such judgment therein as right and justice 
may require. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABEL G. RANKIN, 

The bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
Spar the name of Abel G. Rankin, late of Company F, Tenth 

ine Volunteers, at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RAILROAD PROPERTY IN HANDS OF COURTS. 


The bill (S. 231) to provide that where any railroad pro; is taken 
into the possession of any United States court, and such railroad shall 
not have been completed, the net earnings of said railroad be applied 
to the completion of the same, was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro This bill, being adversely reported, 
goes over to the Calendar under Rule IX. 


WILHEMINA HOSBAND. 

The bill (S. 2260) restoring the name of Wilhemina Hosband to the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to restore to the pension-roll the name of Wilhemina Hosband, 
widow of the late Sandy Hosband, deceased, private in Company K, 
Eighty-second Regiment United States Colored Volunteers, of the city 
of New Orleans, La., and to pay her on pension certificate numbered 
177761 the original amount allowed her from the date her name was 
dropped from the roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH B. BURTON. . 

The bill (H. R. 2151) for the relief of Joseph B. Burton was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides for the payment to 


- Joseph B. Burton of the pay and allowances of a private soldier from 


July 21, 1862, to June 26, 1865, he having served as a private in Com- 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


JUNE 4, 


pany A, Seventy-second Indiana Regiment, deducting therefrom any 
sum of money heretofore paid him on account of his service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


AGRICULTURAL AND HORTICULTURAL INFORMATION. 


The bill (H. R. 1844) to promote agriculture, and for other purposes, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to amend 
sections 1712 and 1713, in chapter 2, under Title III of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relative to consulsand commercial agents, 
so as to read: 

Src, 1712. Consuls and commercial agents of the United States in foreign 
countries shall procure and transmit to the Department of State authentic com- 
mercial information respecting such countries, of such er and in such 
manner and form and at such times as the Department eae Ri time to time 

rescribe; and they shall also procure and transmit to the Department of State, 

‘or the use of the Agricultural Department, monthly reports relative to the 
character, condition, and prospective yields of the agricultural and horticultural 
industries and other fraiteries of the country in which they are ive 
stationed; and the Commissioner of gin hers is hereby req and di- 
rected to embody the information thus obtained, or so much thereof as he may 
deem material und important, in his monthly bulletin of crop reports. 

Sec. 1713. Every consular officer shall furnish to the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, as often as shall be required, the prices current of all articles of merchan- 
dise usually exported to the United States from the port or place in which he is 
situated; and he shall also furnish to the of the Treasury, at least 
once in twelve months, the prices current of all articles of merchandise, includ- 
ing those of the farm, the garden, and the orchard, that are imported through 
the port or place in which he is stationed; and he shall also report as to the 
character of agricultural implements in use, and whether they are imported to 
or manufactured in that country, as to the character and extent of agricultural 
and horticultural pursuits there. That part of the information thus obtained 
which pertains to agriculture shall be transmitted by the of the Treas- 
ury, as soon as the same shall have been received by him, to the Commissioner 
of Agriculture, who shall inelude the same, or so much thereof as he may deem 
material and important, in his annual rts, stating the said prices in dollars 
and cents, and rendering tables of fore’ weights and measures into their 
American equivalents, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ALIEN LABOR ON PUBLIC WORKS, 


The bill (H. R. 8724) to prevent the employment of alien labor upon 
public buildings or other public works and in the various Departments 
of the Government, etc., was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the first section read again. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first section of the bill will be 

in read. 

The Chief Clerk read the first section of the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all advertisements for the erection or construction 
or completion of public buildings or other public works, and in all contracts 
made under or in pursuance of such advert ts, there shall be inserted a 
condition that no person who is not a bona fide resident within the limits of the 
United States, and who is not a citizen, or who has not declared his intention to 
become a citizen thereof, in the manner provided by law, shall be employed in 


the 5 construction, or completion of any public building or other public 
wor 


Mr. PLATT. There ought to be an amendment inserting the word 
‘ tor” there. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The word or“ is in. ' 

Mr. PLATT. It has not been read so. I mean between citizen“ 
and who has not declared his intention.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL, The word ‘‘or’’ is there. I will show it to the 
Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. I see now that it is in the printed bill, which I have 
examined, but it was twice read and not so read. 

Mr. TELLER. I have not read the bill. I only judge from the 
reading at the desk, and as I gather from what I heard, it is to prevent 
er from taking contracts to erect public buildings or doing any work 

ereon. 

Mr. PLATT. It does not prevent them taking contracts, but pre- 
vents them from working. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to inquire if an alien may make a contract 
and be prohibited from doing the work? I suppose if he may make 
a contract, he may contract to have all the stone cut in Canada, all the 
iron made in Belgium, and the wood-work made in some other coun- 
try, and every particle of the labor may be done in foreign lands, and 
all the profits that may arise from the construction of the building, 
except what the contractor himself gets, who may be a Canadian, or an 
Englishman, or a Belgian, or some other foreigner, goes abroad. 

I heard to-day of a public building being erected in the State of 
Kansas, the iron beams for which are being purchased from a Belgian 
firm, transported across the ocean, sent out to Kansas and put into the 
1 I suppose, they could be got somewhat cheaper than 
if they bought the beams from some American manufacturer. 

The House of Representatives is wrestling with the question whether 
American labor is entitled to protection or not. This bill, I suppose, 
is intended to be a sort of tub thrown to the whale. I presume it is 
intended to say to the laborers, ‘‘See what we have done for the Amer- 
ican laborer. We do not intend to let you come in contact with a man 


who is not a citizen of the United States; we are looking out for your 
interests, and when a public building is to be built you shall have the 
privilege of working on it.’’ 

That will not be true if this bill passes in this form. There will be, 
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of course, some labor about a public building in putting together the 
and pieces that may be done by American laborers, but it will 
quite ible in any of the great seacoast cities, or anywhere in 
the United States, to put up buildings upon which there has been no 
American labor, save and except what there may be in handling the 
pieces as they come from the wharf or in putting them 8 

I do not know but that there may be some propriety in this bill; 
but it does not seem to me that there is very much. It does not seem 
to me that a House, a majority of which or the political party that con- 
trols it insists that it is not a wise policy to look after the interests of 
the American laborer, as we should do by giving a preference to Ameri- 
can manufactured goods and giving them an opportunity to make a fair 
profit, cares very much for American labor. It seems to me that they 
are not going to answer the public interest on this subject by passing a 
bill of this kind, 7 

While I do not know that I object to the bill, I simply want to put 
in my tion that this kind of legislation will not answer. The 
American laborers will not be fooled by it. They can not be deceived 
by the House saying, ‘‘ We sent over to the Senate a bill of this kind.“ 
I think it would have been a good thing for the Senate to have legis- 
lated on this subject, if they desired to protect American laborers; it 
they had said when a public building is to be erected in the United 
States it shall be constructed out of material manufactured by Amer- 
ican laborers. If there was opportunity now, I should like to offer 
that amendment, and I ask that the bill be passed over until I can 
prepare such an amendment. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over on the 
suggestion of the Senator. 

Mr. BLAIR, While the Senator is preparing his amendment I wish 
to say, having charge of the bill, that this is a measure which was pend- 
ing in the last Congress. It originated in the Senate the Congress be- 
fore, as I recollect. It has been the habit of the Senate to pass this bill 
and send it to the House, and thé House has heretofore ignored it en- 
tirely. 

I have found, as a member of the Committee on Education and La- 
bor, that the true way to pass a bill that does anything whatever for 
the laboring people of this country is to let the House send it here, and 
then we can passit. A Senate bill goes there to death and destruction, 
just like a pension bill. So for some time I have quietly taken what 
has come from the House and done my best to get it through the Sen- 
a and then, with the concurrence of the President, it could become 
a law. 

This bill in substance went through the Senate at the last session of 
Congress, and went tothe House. It failed to become a law because it 
was received by the Executive too late for consideration, as was said. 
It went to the Executive, I think, on the Ist of March, and here it is 


again. 

There is some little need of this bill. All along the line of Canada, 
wherever it is convenient for aliens or foreigners to cross the line, get 
employment, and go back home at nights, living in Canada, working 
here for American wages and going back there and living on the Ca- 
nadian scale of iture, they do so, and thus take the money of 
the United States. That is done toa considerable extent. Of course, 
so far as the interior of the country is concerned, it is much better that 
there the money derived by taxes from the people of the United States 
should be paid out in the form of wages to citizens, or to those who 
have declared their intention to become citizens. I believe in going 
that far, and the bill does go that far; and that is about all there is in 
it; but that isa good deal, it seems to me. I have thought we had bet- 
ter take the bill and passit and get what we can. Perhaps at the next 
Congress we can get more. 

I wish to say, in regard to the matter of compelling the use of Ameri- 
can materials in the construction of our public buildings and public 
works, that it does not seem to me at least to be so important in reality 
as it at first might appear to be, for all foreign material that gets in 
here comes under the protection of the tariff. There is nothing so far 
as I now recall or know that is used in the construction of public build- 
ings or any form of public work which is not subject to tariff duties. 
All stone work certainly is. Lumber is subject to duty, being manu- 
factured generally. If it comes here as a mere log it is raw material, 
which requires labor before it can be used in a public building or any 
other public work. 

So we have the protection of the tariff upon the materials coming 
from foreign countries and used in and about the work of the public 
precisely the same as though they were employed and applied to some 
private use, and whether on the whole it be not better for the Amer- 
ican laborer that is an American or one who has declared his intention 
to become a citizen, that the foreign materials employed in the public 
works should simply be protected like other material employed in 
private uses, is a question which, it seems to me, may be open to dis- 
cussion, and perhaps there is no real pointin the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Colorado. I should say myself that it would be 
better policy to let this bill pass and letit go to the President and get 
it through, if we can, and then by a separate bill attempt to accom- 
plish the end the Senator has in view. 

The amendment, of course, will raise other questions and send the 


bill back to the House of Representatives, and under the circumstances 
it may prevent any legislation. I should dislike very much to take the 
ibility, on the idea of a tub-throwing business, to defeat the bill; 
but I am not aware that we are engaged in any such business. 
Mr. TELLER. I offer the following amendment, to come in imme- 
diately after the enacting clause: 


That all public buildings or public works, for which an appropriation shall 
have been made by „shall be constructed wholly of material made and 
within the limits of the United States. No bid shall be received or ac- 
cepted for the construction of any such public building or public work from any 
person who is not a resident and citizen of the United States, or who has not de- 
clared his intention to become such, 


Mr. CALL. I hope that amendment will not prevail. There is 
such a thing as carrying any proposition to an extreme point, and 
while I suppose every one will concur in the policy of the Government 
acting for the benefit of our own le and to encourage them in 
every pursuit that it is practicable for them to follow, we may carry 
that idea to an unjustifiable extent. We may goso far as to declare 
by law that we shall use no discovery, no idea, no invention but such 
as is produced on our own soil and amongst our people, and that is 
the character of this proposition. Every people has sought to make 
their public buildings the expression and monument of the highest 
art. 


We regard them as an evidence of civilization, refinement, power, 
and progress, and especially of the architectural progress of the people 
of this generation. Now, to say that nothing that may come from 
abroad, however important it may be as a matter of art, shall be ina 
public building of this country upon the pretext that it is going to 
benefit American labor, when it will not benefit them, when it will 
not increase the compensation of our laborers, but, on the very con- 
trary, will diminish their employment and their wages, for as you di- 
versify the productions of art by the importation of foreign material 
you may give great additional employment and impetus to American 
labor and greater compensation. It does not follow that by excluding 
the ideas and the productions of foreign countries universally and with- 
out discrimination or difference we are going to add to the employment 
of the laborers of our own country. 

But however that may be, upon a public building we should use 
every method of decoration, everything that can increase its architect- 
ural excellence, and while it may be very proper that the policy of en- 
couraging our own labor should be pursued, certainly it is not right to 
say that we shall exclude all the material and all the productions of a 
foreign country, because we may thereby prevent the excellence and 
beauty of the structure either in its exterior or interior decoration. 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, this is not a new idea at all. It has 
been adopted with regard to the building of our naval vessels after 
somewhat deliberate diseussion here in the Senate, with a single modi- 
fying clause, which I think there is no need of, in the matter of the con- 
struction of public buildings; and it will be remembered that in that 
discussion the modifying clause was put in because it was supposed 
there might be some machinery needed which could not at that time 
be produced in the United States. But so far as Iam aware the United 
States is capable of producing every species of material and property 
that is required forthe erection of our public buildings, In the Forty- 
ninth Congress, in the act for the increase of the Navy, on page 593 of 
volume 24 of the Statutes, Congress enacted this: 

That the material usedin all naval structures provided for in this act, and the 


armament for the same shall be, so far as practicable, of American production 
and furnished and manufactured in the United States. 


It is the same idea which is now proposed to be carried into the mat- 
ter of erecting public buildings. 

Mr. CALL. Isay to the Senator from Connecticut that there is an 
edifice in my own State, built by a broad-minded and liberal man, 
not as a matterof private or personal emolument, but that it may 
be transmitted to the future as a specimen of the architectural skill 
and genius of this age in which he has been eminently successful. The 
ancient structures of Greece and Rome exceed it but little if at all 
in beauty. The structure to which I refer, the Ponce de Leon Hotelin 
St. Augustine, Fla., was built by an eminent Northern gentleman of 
great wealth and enterprise and of great intelligence. 

That building contains largely, Iam informed, the productions of 
foreign artists, and gave employment, to a great amount, to American 
labor. Probably more than a million dollars have been expended in 
compensation to American laborers in that building. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator tell us what foreign production 
has gone into it? 

Mr. CALL. I was just going to state that there are in that building. 
specimens of architectural skill in various kinds of material, one of 
them a mantel made of Mexican onyx, a most costly and beautiful 
species of stone, obtained at immense cost, and it adds greatly to the 
beauty and perfection of the building. I remember that especially. 
ooo I wish to say to the Senator that I referred to the 

Mr. CALL. Of course that is a consideration which largely enters 
into the matter and prevents the importation of foreign material ex- 
cept where the artist wishes to produce some special architectural effect 
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in the structure which requires a foreign material. Art is free, and, 
like thought, traverses the universe to find new and original forms of 
expression and material, and ean not be bound to one country nor made 
subordinate to the personal wants and necessities of labor. It gives 
employment and compensation to labor, but can not be made sub- 
servient or inferior to it. To make it so would be to kill it. 

Mr. TELLER. We are not likely to indulge in those fancies in con- 
structing public buildings. There is not anything but what we can 
manufacture on the American soil that needs to go into a public build- 
ing, and I think it would be quite as well to confine the public build- 
ings to the use of the material we can furnish at home. If there is any 
necessity for this bill it should go to its logical result, as we did with 
the shipping. I have no objection if any Senator desires the words 
“ as far as practicable ” to be inserted, but it is certainly not necessary 
with reference to constructing public buildings to go abroad for any- 
thing. They are built of stone, brick, and iron, and wood, and plenty 
can be had in this country, and of workmanship equal to that of any 
in the world. It is not necessary to go abroad for anything of that 


kind. 

Mr. MANDERSON. As this bill is one of very great importance, 
and the amendment that is proposed is one that involves perhaps some 
issues, and deliberation is probably necessary over both amendment 
and bill, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

Mr. TELLER. Let the amendment be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed. 
The Senator from Nebraska moves that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 56 minutes p. m.) 
A Sona te adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, June 5, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, June 4, 1888. 


The House was called to order at 11 o’clock a. m., by Mr. MeMiI- 
LIN, who directed the reading of the following communication: 
SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
z Washington, D. C., June 4, 1888. 
Sin: Hon. BENTON MCMILLIN is hereby designated to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at the session of the House to-day. 
. J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, Jr., 

Clerk House of Representatives. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read and approved. 

PRINTING OF CERTAIN TESTIMONY. 

On motion of Mr. FORD, by unanimous consent, leave was granted 
to the Committee on Military Affairs to have printed the testimony 
taken in the Fort Brown investigation. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. PENINGTON, until the 6th instant, on account of sickness, 

To Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Ezra B. TAYLOR, indefinitely, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This being Monday, the first business 
in order is the call of States and Territories for the introduction of bills 
and joint resolutions, etc. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, LA. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 10319) to authorize the 
Natchitoches Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge 
across the Red River, in Louisiana; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

H. B. KEFFER. 

Mr. WILKINS submitted the following resolution; which was read, 

and referred to the Committee on Accounts: 


Resolved, That H. B. Keffer be paid from the date of ä and dur- 
ing the remainder of the Fiftieth Congress the difference between his present 
compensation as folder at the rate of $720 per year and that of messenger at the 
rate of $1,200, and that the said difference in compensation be paid out of the 
contingent fund, 


COFFEE. 
Mr. BOUND submitted the following resolution; which was read and 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 


Whereas it is well known that nearly all the coffee used in the 989 
u 


gether, to the duty imposed 
Whereas it is lu like manner well known that an 


the latter Government, in consequence of which the farmers and millers of this 
country are greatly injured; and 

Whereas it is currently reported that English capitalists have been, and are 
now, engaged in the erection of extensive mills at Rio Janciro for the manufact- 
ure of flour by and with, as it is believed, the aid and encouragement of the Bra- 
zilian Government; and 

Whereas it is also well known that a very small duty, if any, as compared with 
that upon flour, is imposed upon wheat and other grain imported into Brazil by 
said Government; and 

Whereas it is well known that the soil and climate of Brazil are not adapted to 
the cultivation of wheat—a product in which the farmers of this country are so 
largely interested—and that when the extensive flouring mills heretofore al- 
luded to are completed they will be mainly supplied with wheat and other 
cereals from the Argentine Confederation, a country whose soil and climate are 
well adapted to wheat-raising, to be manufactu: into flour to the at dis- 
advantage of American millers and American farmers, and to the serious detri- 
ment of our trade and commerce with Brazil: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be instructed to inquire into 
these things, and if found to be true to report the same to the House in order 
that the injustice complained of may be speedily remedied. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD, ETC. 


Mr. LEE introduced a bill (H. R. 10320) to prevent the sale, manu- 
facture, or transportation of adulterated articles of food, drink, or drugs, 
manufactured or made in one State and intended to be sold in another 
or intended for export or sale in the District of Columbia or any Terri- 
tory or reservation of the United States, and to prevent the exportation 
or importation of adulterated food, drink, or drugs, and for creating a 
pure-food division; which was read a first and second time, referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and ordered to be printed. é 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. This completes the call of States and 
Territories for the introduction of bills and resolutions. In the absence 
of objection the Chair will recognize gentlemen who wero not in their 
seats when their States were called. 


PAGE FOR ENROLLING-ROOM. 


Mr. BURNES (by Mr. DOCKERY) submitted a resolution authoriz- 
ing the Clerk of the House to appoint a page for the enrolling-room; 
which was referred to the Committee on Accounts, 


COMMERCE. 


Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (H. R. 10321) to amend an act 
entitled An act to regulate commerce; which was read a first and 
second time, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to 
be printed. 

IMMIGRATION OF FOREIGNERS. 

Mr. OATES introduced a bill (H. R. 10322) to restrict the immigra- 
tion ciforeigners into the United States; which was read a first and sec- 
ond time, referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

RELATIONS WITH CANADA. 

Mr. DINGLEY submitted the following resolution; which was read, 
and referred to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries: 

Whereas the treaty of Washington, between the United States and Great 
Britain, provides that “citizens of the United States shall have the use of the 
Welland, St. Lawrence, and other canals in the Dominion of Canada on terms 
of equality with the i itants of the Dominion,” in return for which citizens 
of the Dominion of Canada were given the use of the Sault Ste. Marie Canal at 
the foot of Lake Superior on the same terms of equality: Therefore, 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the House (if compatible 
with the public interest) whether any order has been issued by the authorities 
of the Dominion of Canada and is now in force, by which vessels from ports of 
the United States laden with wheat or other merchandise for export, or other- 
wise, are required to pay aless toll in passing through the Welland Canal when 
they pursue their yoyago by the way of the St. Lawrence and Montreal than 
when they pursue their voyage by way of Lake Ontario and American ports; 
and if so, what steps have been taken to secure the removal of such discrimi- 
nation against American ports in violation of the spirit of the treaty of Wash- 
ington; and whether any further legislation is required to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the 88 im tolls upon vessels passing through the Sault Ste. 
Marie Canal and bound for Canadian ports, in case the Dominion authorities 
should continue to discriminate against vessels passing through the Welland 
Canal and bound to ports of the United States, 


AMERICAN HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION. 


Mr. PHELAN introduced a bill (H. R. 10323) to incorporate the 
American Historical Association; which was read a first and second 
time, referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be 
printed. 

INAUGURATION DAY. 


Mr. LEE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for consideration at 
this time the bill S. 2551. It is in identically the same language 
with the bill which the House some days ago. It proposes to 
make inauguration day a legal holiday in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (S. 2251) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States for the District of Columbia so as to make inauguration day a holiday 
within said District. 3 

it enacted, d f the Unit 

Kirke to e r aaa 8 onesha eby i amended by 

adding to the days therein declared to be holidays within the said District that 

day u which the President of the United States is inaugurated, otherwise 
salted tna ration day,and that such day shall be a holiday for all the pur- 
poses mentioned in said section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the gentleman from Virginia to bring this bill before the House for 
present consideration? ; 
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There was no objection. i 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. LEE moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed ; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be Jaid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


SENNIE D. RICE. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I ask unanimous consent to take from the Private 
Calendar for present consideration the bill which I send to the desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, au- 
thorized and directed to pay to Jennie D. Rice, sole surviving daughter of Rich- 
ard T. Lurvey, late a private in Company K, Thirteenth Regiment of Maine 

Volunteer Infantry, the amount of pension which had accrued to the said Rich- 
ard T, Lurvey, deceased, at the time of his death, December 30, 1882, by virtue 
of certificate numbered 34553, restoration and reissue, dated July 5, 1887, subject 
to deduction for any amount that may have been paid for reimbursement of 
the expenses of the sickness and burial of the deceased, the said Jennie M. 
Rice having had the care and contributed to the support of her father, the said 
Richard T. Lurvey, who was totally blind, from July 1, 1877, to the time of his 

December 30, 1882, 


Mr. OATES. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R, 3722) for the 
relief of Jennie D. Rice, having considered the same, report: 

The claimant is the surviving daughter of Richard T. Lurvey, late a private 
in Company K, Thirteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, deceased, and 
she claims arrears of pension due her father at the time of his death, by reason 
of having devoted her time and means to his care and support for more than 
five years prior to his death, during which time said soldier was totally blind, 
in co: uence of a sun-stroke received in the service. 

From the evidence presented to the committee it appears that Lurvey was 

ioned in 1864 for disability contracted in the service, and that subsequently 

e was dropped from the pension-rolls—improperly, as it was afterwards de- 
cided by the Pension Office. Lurvey appl for restoration and increase of 
pension, and this application was pending when he died, December 30, 1882, from 
a fall occasioned by a misstep on account of the fact that he was then and had 
been totally blind from the sun-stroke received in the service since July 1, 1877. 

During these five years and a half the daughter had the entire charge of her 
father, gave her whole time to his care, and spent what little means she had, 
leaving her in penury. 

r the decease of her father, measures were taken to satisfy the Pension 
Office that a wrong had been done the soldier in dropping him from the 
rolls and rejecting his application for increase, and on investigation that de- 
1 recognized this by issuing to said Lurvey on the 5th day of July, 1887, 

our years and a half after his death, certificate numbered 34553, restoration and 
reissue, granting a pension at the rate of $2.66} per month from April 10, 1862, 
and $10.66} per month from September 16, 1881, to the time of death, for disease 
of eyes as'the result of sun-stroke and chronic bronchitis, former payments dur- 
ing any portion of the time before he was dropped from the rolls to be deducted, 
Justice was done to the poor soldier at last, but not until he had died. 

There being no widow, or child under sixteen years of age, living to receive 
the arrears of pension allowed the soldier, the daughter, who had cared for 
him during five long years and spent her little all, applied for reimbursement 
for her expenses and services in supporting the soldier during these years, sup- 
posing that she would be entitled to the few hundred dollars of pension arrears 
due her father, but was informed by the proper officers that the law allows the 
person who cared for a deceased soldier to whom arrears of pension were due 
only the expenses of the last sickness and burial out of such arrears; and it 
must be held that, inasmuch as the soldier died from a fall, the mses of 
taking care of him during his five years of total blindness up to the time of his 
fall could not be allowed, notwithstanding the fall was the result of his blind- 
ness. An offer was made to pay the ex of the soldier’s burial, but it is 
stated that kind 3 came forward and contributed the burial expenses, 
so that this has not n drawn. 

While the decision of the proper officers is technically correct under the law, 
yet it seems so clear to your committee that justice and patriotism demand that 
Congress, as an ultimate tribunal not bound by merely technical rules, should 
make the only restitution possible in this case by paying to the daughter who 
so heroically and self-sacriticingly gave all of her little means and five years of 
her life to the care of the blind soldier who lost his eye-sight from injuries re- 
ceived in the service of his country, the few hundred dollars of arrears of pen- 
sions which it is confessed oughtto have been paa while the soldier was living. 

1 committee therefore report back the bill with a favorable recommen- 

on. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maine to discharge the Committee of the Whole House 
from the consideration of this bill, and that it be considered in the 
House. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read s third time; and be- 
ing engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
3 ; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman to withhold that mo- 
tion for a moment to give me a chance to ask unanimous consent to 
take up a bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I will yield to the gentleman. 


DEPOSITS IN NEW YORK HARBOR. 


Mr. COX. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be di from the further con- 
sideration of Senate bill 1241, to prevent obstructive and injurious de- 


posits in the harbor and adjacent waters of New York. A similar bill 
has been reported from the Committee on Commerce of this House, 
and I now ask unanimous consent that the Senate bill be substituted 
for the House bill and be put upon its passage. í 

The Senate bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 2 , discharging, or depositing, by any process 
or in any manner, of refuse, dirt, ashes, cinders, mud, sand, dredgings, sludge, 
acid, or any other matter of any kind, other than that flowing from streets, 
sewers, an ing therefrom in a liquid state, in the tidal waters of the harbor, 
of New York, or its adjacent or tributary waters within the limits which shall 
be prescribed by the supervisor of the harbor, is hereby strictly forbidden, and 
every such act is c a misdemeanor, and every person engaged in or who 
shall aid, abet, authorize, or instigate a violation of this section, shall, upon con- 
vietion, be punishable by fine or imprisonment, or both, such fine to be not less 
than $250 nor more than $2,500, and the imprisonment to be not less than thirty 
pays nor more than one year, either or both united, as the judge before whom 
conviction is obtained shall decide. f 

Sec. 2. That any and every master and engineer, or person or persons acting in 
such capacity, respectively, on board of any boat or vessel, who shall know- 
ingly engage in towing any scow, boat, or vessel loaded with any such prohib- 
ited matter to any point or place of deposit, or discharge in the waters of the 
harbor of New York, or to any point or place elsewhere than within the limits de- 
fined and permitted by the supervisor of the harbor hereinafter mentioned, shall 
be deemed guilty of a violation of this act, and shall, upon conviction, be omy 
able as hereinbefore provided for offenses in violation of section 1 of this act, 
and shall also have his license revoked or suspended for a term to be fixed by 
the judge before whom tried and convicted. 

Sec. 3. That in all cases of receiving on board gay scows or boats such for- 


ty 
board ofany tow-boat towing such scows or boats, shall be equally gat 2 such 


dirt, sand, dredgings, and material of every kind and 
description whatever taken, dredged, or excavated from any slip, basin, or 
shoal in the harbor of New York, or the waters adjacent or tributary thereto, 
and placed on any boat, scow, or vessel for the ARA PPS of being taken or tow: 

upon the waters of the harbor of New York to a place of deposit, shall be de- 
posited and discharged at such place or within such limits as shali be defined 
and specified by the supervisor of the harbor, as in the third section of this act 
prescribed, and not otherwise. Every person, firm, or corporation being the 
owner of any slip, basin, or shoal, from which such mud, dirt, sand, dredgings, 
and mate: shall be taken, dredged, or excavated, and every person, firm, or 
8 in any manner engaged in the work of dredging or excavating any 
such slip, basin, or shoal, or of removing such mud, dirt, sand, or dredgings there- 
from, shall severally be responsible for the deposit and d of all such 
mud, dirt, sand, or dredgings at such place or within such limits so defined and 
prescri ee supervisor of the harbor; and for every violation of the pro- 
visions of this section the person offending shall be guilty of an offense nst 
this act, and shall be punished by a fine equal to the sum of $5 for every cubic 
yard of mud, dirt, sand, dredgings, or material not deposited or discharged as 


required by this section. 
Src. 5. ta suitable office for the meetings of the board shall be provided 


in some building of the General Government in New York City or its vicinity. 

Sec. 6. That aline officer of the al Guerre be designated by the President of 
the United States as su rof the harbor, to act under the direction of the 
Secretary of Warin ee the provisions of this act, and in detecting offend- 
ers nst the same. This officer shall receive the none ine oE his grade; and 
shall have the personal charge and supervision under the tary of War, and 
shall direct the patrol boats and other means to detect and bring to punishment 
offenders against the provisions of this act, 

Sxc.7. That the sum of $30,000is hereby appropriated to carry out the provis- 
ions of this act; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to pay 
that sum from moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the point of order, for the 
purpose of trying to learn something about this bill. I do not want 
to object at this time, but I would like to know what committee re- 
ported this bill. 

Mr. COX. A bill for this purpose has been reported by my colleague 
[Mr. Bryce] from the Committee on Commerce, Several times in sev- 
eral Con this measure substantially has been reported. The Sen- 
ate bill which I ask to have substituted is almost identical with the 
House bill reported by my coll e. A bill almost similar with this 
introduced by myself—passed 

It was upon a river and harbor bill, and was eliminated from 
it in the Senate as being rather incongruous upon that bill. 

Mr. ROGERS. Has it passed the Senate? 

Mr. COX. It has. 

Mr. ROGERS. What committee reported it there? 

Mr. COX. The Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ROGERS. Let me make another inquiry: What court has juris- 
diction of the offenses described in the bill? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Any district court of the United States. 

Mr. COX. I will state for the information of the House that a Fed- 
eral bill, like this, is rendered necessary, because these waters come 
within the jurisdiction of two States—New Jersey and New York; 
and unless we have Federal jurisdiction over them we can never pro- 
tect the harbor from the continual dumping that is shoaling it to its 
ruin. The-Committees on Commerce of the Honse and of the Senate 
have approyed and reported this bill. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. In what respect does the Senate bill, which the 
gentleman proposes to substitute, differ from the House bill? 

Mr. COX. It does not differ except in the situation—the Senate has 


passed the bill and we have not. 


is House in the Forty-seventh Con- 
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Mr. FARQUHAR. Does it not differ also in respect to the commis- 
sion? ‘The original bill proposed a commission, ‘The Senate bill puts 
the matter under the control of the supervisor of the harbor. 

Mr. COX. The House bill introduced by myself struck out the 
commission, and left the matter under the control of the supervisor of 
the harbor. He is to be under the control of the War Department, 
because the engineers have control of harbor improvements, and har- 
mony of action is a desideratum. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, the object of this bill is undoubtedly 
very laudable, and I am in favor of it so far as I understand the meas- 
ure; but I think this is a most important matter and that we ought to 
hear the Senate billread. I make that suggestion because of the great 
confusion that was in the Hall while the bill was being read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It was the Senate bill that was read. 

Mr. ROGERS. Then I bave got the wrong bill. I still reserve the 
ee) of order until I can hear further from the gentleman from New 

or) 

Mr. REED. What is the meaning of section 5? 

Mr. SPINOLA. Section 5 is wrong in the Senate bill. 

Mr. REED. Section 5 can not mean anything. 

Mr. COX. I desire to have the Senate bill pass. 

Mr. REED. But the Senate bill has a section, section 5, providing 
— the meetings of a board, and there is no board provided for in the 


Mr. COX. That has been stricken out in the Senate. It has no place 
in the bill before us. It is a mistake. 
asi BLAND called for the regular order, but subsequently withdrew 

e call. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I ask that section 5 of the Senate bill be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That a suitable office for the 8 of the board shall be provided in some 
building of the General Government in New York City or its vicinity. 

Mr. COX. That has been stricken out. ` 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Let the amendment relating to that section be 


read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk informs the Chair that there 
is no amendment relating to that section. 

Mr, COX. What we want is the Senate bill in its entirety. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Does section 5 provide for a commission? 

Mr. COX. It does not. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then what is the meaning of the language which 
has been read? 

Several MEMBERS. It ought to be struck out. 

Mr. COX. I desire to move to strike out section 5 if it is in the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not before the House. 

Mr. COX. Iam aware of that. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate bill and this amendment be considered as pending. 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, what I am most interested in with 
reference to this bill is a point which has recently come before the Ju- 
diciary Committee of the House and has had a most careful considera- 
tion by it. It is the question whether or not Congress has constitu- 
tional power to confer upon the courts of the United States criminal 
jurisdiction over the inland waters of the country. If we have com- 
plete jurisdiction it must extend, I take it, to every navigable river of 
the United States upon which there is any interstate commerce. It 
certainly goes this far, if it does not extend to all the navigable waters. 
Now, I regard this as an ex ingly doubtful power. Our Govern- 
ment has now been in existence a hundred years, and we have never 
until the present Congress undertaken to exercise criminal jurisdiction 
over the Great Lakes. 

Mr. COX. ‘This bill has reference to maritime cases—to Federal 


waters. 

Mr. ROGERS. I am referring to criminal jurisdiction. The mari- 
time jurisdiction of the United States extends over the Great Lakes, of 
course, 

Several MEMBERS. No doubt of that. 

Mr. COX. This bill only proposes to extend jurisdiction over tide- 
water. 

Mr. ROGERS. But you say the harbor of New York or its adja- 
cent or tributary waters or those of Long Island Sound.’’ ; 

Mr. COX. Those are tide-waters. The tide runs nearly a hundred 
miles up the Hudson, certainly as far as Poughkeepsie. 

Mr. ROGERS. 1 do not to be very familiar with the geog- 
raphy of that of the country, and upon the assurance of the gen- 
tleman from New York I withdraw my objection to the consideration 
of the bill. 

Pera no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the b s 

Mr. COX. I move to amend by striking out section 5. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Several amendments to this bill have 
been reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce were read, 
as follows: 
ee ee “ waters,” in line 8, section 1, insert or in those of Long Island 


At the end of section 1, add “ one-half of said fine to be paid to the person or 
persons giving information which shall lead to conviction of this misdemeanor.” 

After the words “ harbor of New York,” in line 6, section 2, insert “or in its 
adjacent or tributary waters or in those of Long Island Sound,” 

The SPEAKER pro foo dra If there be no objection, the question 
on these amendments be taken in gross. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I move to amend the fourth section by adding the 
provision which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Any bost or vessel used or employed in violating any poraa of this act 
shall be liable to the pecuniary penalties imposed thereby, and may be pro- 
ceeded against summarily by way of libel in any district court of the United 
States having jurisdiction thereof. 

Mr. COX. Ihave no objection to that amendment. It strengthens 
the bill. It gives it a vigorous penalty which will assist its enforce- 
ment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. And makes it more clear. 

The amendment was to. 4 

Mr. SOWDEN. I move to amend by inserting after the word *‘dol- 
lars,” in line 1, section 7, the words or so much thereof as may be 
necessary.’? 

Mr. COX. There is no objection to that amendment. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. That is correct. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. My observation has been that the eee 
of minimum terms of imprisonment very often prevents conviction. 
therefore move to amend section 1 by striking out, in line 17, the words 
less than thirty days nor;’’ so that the clause will read and the 
imprisonment not to be more than one year,’’ ete. 

Mr. ROGERS and others. That is right. 

“The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COX. I now call the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COX moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was ed; 
and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, House bill 
No. 8947, now on the Calendar, and similar in substance to the Senate 
bill just passed, will be laid on the table. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

POST-OFFICE, ETC., FOR WASHINGTON, D. o. 

Mr. HEMPHILL, by unanimous consent, introduced (by request) 
a bill (H. R. 10324) authorizing the purchase of square 489 in the city 
of Washington, for the purpose of erecting thereon a building for the 
accommodation of a city post-office and offices of the District of Co- 
lumbia; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE, 


Mr. HALL, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10325) 
amending the interstate-commerce act, approved February 4, 1887; 
which was read a first and second time, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed. 


LAND OFFICE AT FOLSOM, N. MEX. 


Mr. CONGER, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
10326) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the Territory of New 
Mexico; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent to take from 
the Private Calendar and have passed at this time the bill (H. R. 7776) 
to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River in 
the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and in the county of Burt, 
State of Nebraska, and to make the same a post-route. 

The bill was read. 

e being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration of 

e 

The following amendments reported by the Committee on Commerce 
were read and agreed to: 


Insert after the word “river,” in line 25 of section 2, the words “and the 
bridge itself at right angles thereto.” 

At the end of section 5 add “and equal privileges in the use of said bridge 
shall be granted to all telegraph companies.” 


The following amendment, reported by the Committee on Commerce, 
was also read: 


Add to the bill the following as a new section: 
“Sec. 8. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the bridge 


| herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed within 


three years from the date thereof.“ 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. I move toamend the amendment just 
read by striking out the word one and inserting ‘‘two,’’ and by 
striking out“ and inserting ‘‘ four.” 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas, Ihope the gentleman will explain the 
effect of this amendment. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. It simply extends the time in which 
to commence the bridge from one year to two years, and the time in 
which to complete it from three years to four years. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

d. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, moved to reconsider the vote by which 
thë bill was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


PROPOSED EVENING SESSIONS. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and pass the 
resolution I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House will, on the days mentioned below, take a recess at 
5 o'clock p. m. until 8 o’clock p. m., and that the evening sessions shall be de- 
voted usively to bills and measures reported from the committee indicated 
in the order to be designated by such namely: 

On Saturday evening, June 9, to the Committee on Public Lands. 

On Monday evening, June 11, to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

On Tuesday evening, June 12, to the Committee on Pacific Railroads, 

On Wednesday evening, June 13, to the Committee on the Territories. 

On Thursday and Saturday evenings, June 14 and 16, to the Committee on 


Commerce. 


On Tuesday evening, July 10, to the Committee on the Territorles. 

And that, if at the adjournment of the House on either of the evenings indi- 
cated any bill called up should remain un of, such bill shall be consid- 
ered in the House on the succeeding legislative day, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, and, after one hour's debate thereon—except on Wednes- 
day, June 13, when three hours’ debateshall be allowed—to be equally divided 
between those in favor of and those opposed to the bill. The House shall 

to vote upon all pending amendments and on the final passage of the 

ill without any intervening motion or business. 


Mr. CANNON. Before demanding a second, I ask the gentleman 
from Texas to withhold the resolution a moment, in order to permit an 
amendment giving two days to the Committee on Invalid Pensions for 
the consideration of general pension bills, 

Mr. MILLS. Regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a second. demanded? 

Mr. CANNON. I demand a second. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker 

[Cries of Regular order! 1 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The pending question is on ordering a 
second on the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I want to ask a question 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Let a second be considered as ordered by unan- 
imous consent. 

[Cries of “ Regular order! ”] 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to know if this resolution proposes to fix 
any days for the consideration of general pension legislation. [Cries 
of ‘‘ Regularorder!’’] 

Mr. HATCH. It is not the fault of Representatives present that 
the gentleman was not in his seat. If he had been he would have 
heard the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The resolution having been read once 
it can only be read a second time by unanimous consent, and the de- 
mand for the regular order cuts that off. 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to ascertain, if possible, if the resolution 
fixes any day for general pension legislation. [Continued calls of 
Regular order! 

Mr. BUCHANAN. The resolution does not provide any time for 
pension legislation, and they seem determined that we shall not make 
that fact known. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Debate is not in order. The Chair 
will appoint as tellers the gentleman from Texas, Mr. MILLS, and the 
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. CANSON. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 95, noes 2. 

Mr. CANNON. No quorum. 

Mr. MILLS, I withdraw the resolution. 


JULIET G. HOWE. 
Mr. CHIPMAN. I desire to submit a privileged report from a com- 


mitteé of conference. 
e SPEAKER pro tempore. The report will be read. 


he Clerk read as follows: 
` The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill &. 300) granting a pension to Mrs, Ju- 
liet G. Howe, having met, after full and free conference have to recom- 
mend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
‘That the House recede from its amendment to the said bill. 
J. LOG CHIPMAN, 
CARLOS FRENCH, 
ie E. N. a eee 
lanagers on the part louse, 
A. S. PAD: 
C. K. PADDOCK, 
DAVID T 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
Mr. HOLMAN, Has the statement accompanying the report been 
filed? . 


7 

The spr@er pro tempore. The only report submitted by the con- 
ference committee has been read. 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which the 
report was adopted. 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the yote by which the a eae 
was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 1 


MRS. FRANCES ANNE PYNE RICKETTS. 


Mr. CHIPMAN. I desire to submit a further conference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill of the Senate No. 393 for the relief 
of Mrs. Frances Anne Pyne Ricketts, having met, after full and free conference 
ere agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 

‘ollows: 

That the House recede from its amendment to said bill. 

J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
JOHN LYNCH 


A. S. PADDOCK, 
RUFUS BLODGETT, 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 

Mr. CHIPMAN. I demand the previous question on the adoption 
of the report. 

Mr. ROGERS. I think there should be in all of these cases a writ- 
ten statement accompanying the report, as required by the rule. I 
make no point on it in this ease, but hope the statement will be made 
to go into the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the rules re- 
quire such a statement to be submitted. 

The report of the conference committee was adopted. f 

Mr. CHIPMAN moved to reconsider the vote by which the confer- 
ence report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider 
be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House now resolve itself into Com- 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of House bill No. 9051; and pending that I move that all 
debate on the paragraph under consideration and amendments thereto 
be closed in ten minutes, on which I demand the previous question. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to make an inquiry before proceeding 
with the consideration of this question. When the resolution offered 
by the gentleman from Texas s few moments ago 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That has been withdrawn. [Cries of 
Regular order! 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to submit a question in reference to that 
matter beſore proceeding 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it is not in 
order pending this motion, on which the gentleman has demanded the 
previous question. That cuts off all debate, and the resolution men- 
tioned by the gentleman from Ohio is not before the House. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Ido not rise to debate the question, Mr. Speaker. 
[Cries of Regular order!“ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
ade MCKINLEY. I ise to propo 

. Mc LI rise to und a parliamen’ inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The eee will peal it Z 

Mr. McKINLEY. And it is in the interest of the orderly business 

of this body. If, when the resolution offered by the gentleman from 


Texas is di — 
That has been disposed of. [Loud 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
calls of Regular order!’ 

Mr. McKINLEY. I desire to inquire of the Speaker if, when that 
is disposed of, he will recognize some gentleman to offer a resolution 
fixing a day for the consideration of general pension legislation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is not a parliamentary inquiry. 
The Chair will decide questions of recognitions as they arise. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I wish to get a statement from the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does not think the gentle- 
man presents a parliamentary inquiry. k 

Mr. McKINLEY. The Chair, then, declines to say that he will rec- 
ognize any gentleman for the purpose of moving to fix a day for the 
legislation I have suggested ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will decline to answer what 
is nota parliamentary inquiry when propounded as a parliamentary 
inquiry. 

57 McKINLEY. I move to amend the motion by making it forty 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr, REED. Irise to a parliamentary inquiry. 


The regular order is the demand for 


of—— 
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> 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will stafe it. 
Mr. REED. if this proposition of the gentleman from Texas to go 
into Committee of the Whole is yoted down, will it then be in order 
for the Chair to recognize some gentleman for a motion to suspend the 
rules and fix days for the consideration of pension legislation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The recognitions of this day are within 
the discretion of the Chair, the subjects upon which the recognition 
will be given and the time of the recognition, and the Chair states that 
on this Say it is in order under the rules to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole, which motion is now pending. 

Mr. REED. Will it be in order for the Chair, if the Chair is so dis- 
posed, to recognize a motion to suspend the rules and fix a day for pen- 
sion legislation ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has already answered the 
gentleman. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair answer that parliamentary inquiry 
squarely and fairly? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has answered the gentle- 
man’s inquiry. The question is on ordering the previous question on 
the motion of the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. REED. Will the Chair answer a parliamentary inquiry? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on ordering the pre- 
vious question. a 

The question being put, the Speaker pro tempore stated that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kansas. I call ſor a division. 

Mr. REED. I desire to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House is dividing. 

Mr. REED, The House is dividing because the Chair is overriding 


parliamentary law. E 
Mr. DUNN. But the gentleman from Maine can not override the 
Speaker. 


The question being taken, there were—ayes 97, noes none. 

Mr. McKINLEY. No quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays: 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 115, nay 1, not vot- 
ing 208; as follows: 


YEAS—115. i 
t, Dibble, Lawler, Russell, Mass. 
Anderson, Miss, Dockery, Lee, Sayers, 
khead, Dunn, ch, Seney, 
Barry, Enloe, onald, Shaw, 
Biggs, A ish, th, 
Blanchard, Foran, Martin, Sowden, 
Buses ; Foon MeMill Soringe: 
orney, © in, jpringer, 
Blount, . French, McRae, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grimes, McShane, Stewart, Tex. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hall, Stewart, 
Burnett, Montgomery, Stockdale, 
Bynum, Hatch, oore, Stone, Ky. 
Carlton, Heard Morgan, Stone, Mo. 
Caruth, Hem: bm, orse, Tarsney, 
Catchings, H. „N. C. Neal, Taulbee, 
Chipman, Herbert, Newton, Thompson, Cal. 
Clardy, Holman, Oates, Tillman, 
Clements, Hooker, Outhwaite, Tracey, 
Cobb, Hopkins, Va. Peel, ‘Townshend, 
Cothran, Howard, Perry, Turner, Ga. 
Cowles, Hutton, Phelan, Walker, 
Cox, Jones, Randall, Weaver, 
Crain, Kil v Rayner, Wheeler, 
Crisp, Tedoon, Rice, Wilkins, 
Culberson, Lagan, Richardson, Wilkinson, 
Dargan, Landes, Robertson, Wilson, Minn. 
Davide; Ala. Lane, Rogers, Wilson, W. Va. 
Davidson, Lanham, Rowland, ` 
NAY—1. 
Goff. 
— NOT VOTING—208. 
Brumm, Davenport, Guenther, 
Allen, Mass. Bryce, vis, Harmer, 
Allen, Mich Buchanan, De Lano, Haugen, 

n, Buckalew, Y, Hayden, 
Anderson, Iowa Bunnell, rsey, Hayes, 
Anderson, rnes, Dougherty, Henderson, Iowa 
Anderson, Kans. urrows, s? Henderson, III. 
Arnold, Butler, Elliott, ermann, 
Atkinson, Butterworth, Ermentrout, Hiestand, 
Bacon, Campbell, F., N. Y. Farquhar, Hires, 

Baker, N. Y, Campbell, Ohio Felton, Hitt, 

Baker, I 9 V. Finley, Hogg, 
Barnes, Candler, Fitch Holmes, 
Baio, Cannon, Flood, Hopkins, III. 

den, Caswell, Fuller, Hopkins, N. 
Belmont, Cheadle, Funston, ouk, 

Bing! ~ Clark, Gaines, Hovey, 

Boothman, n, Gallinger, Hudd, 

Boun well, Gay, Hunter, 

Boutelle, Gear, Jackson, 

Bowden, Compton, Gest, Johnston, Ind, 
wen, Conger, Gibson, Johnston, N. C. 

Brewer, per, Glass, Kean, 

Brower, Crouse, Glover, Kelley. 

Browne, T. H. B., Va. Cummings, Granger, Kennedy, 

5 Cutcheon, Greenman, Kerr, 

Brown, Ohio Dalzell, Grosvenor, Ke 

Brown, J. R., Va. Darlington, rout, La Follette, 


JUNE 4, 

Laidlaw, Morrill, Reed, Thomas, III 

ird, Morrow, Rockwell, Thomas, Wis. 
Latham, Nelson, meis, Thompson, Ohio 
Lehlbach, Nichols, Rowell, Turner, 
Lind, Norwood, Russell, Conn. ce, 
Lodge, Nutting, Rusk, ‘Vandever, 

ng, O'Donnell, Ryan, ade, 
a Fe k Sawyer, Warner, 

ffett, O’Neall, Ind Scott, Washington, 
Mahoney, O'Neill, Pa. Scull, Weber, 
Mansur, O'Neill, Mo. Seymour, West, 
Mason, Osborne, Sherman, White, Ind 
Matson, Owen, Shively, White, N. s 
McAdoo, Parker, immons, Whiting, Mich. 
McClammy, Patton, Snyder, Whiting, 
McComas, Payson, Spooner, Whitth 
McCormick, Penington, Steele, Wickham, 
McCullogh, Perkins, Stephenson, Wilber, 
McKenna, eters, Stewart, Vt. Williams, 
McKinley, Phelps, Struble, 
McKinney, Pidcock, Symes, Woodburn, 
Merriman, Plumb, Taylor, E. B., Ohio Yardley, 
Milliken, Post, Taylor, J. D., Ohio Yoder, 
Moffitt, Pugsley, Thomas, Ky. Yost. 


The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions until farther notice: 2 

Mr. CoLLins with Mr. McComas. 

Mr. GLOVER with Mr. ATKINSON. 

. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, with Mr. SAWYER, 

. BACON with Mr. HAYDEN. 

. GIBSON with Mr. PUGSLEY. 

. SIMMONS with Mr. DUNHAM. 

. TIMOTHY J. CAMPBELL with Mr. LAIDLAW. 

. DOUGHERTY with Mr. PETERS. 

. TOWNSHEND with Mr. HENDERSON, of Illinois. 
. GRANGER with Mr. ROCKWELL. 

. Nokwoop with Mr. COOPER. 

. GREENMAN with Mr. Tomas, of Illinois. 

. WHITE, of New York, with Mr. CockRAN. 

. WISE with Mr. BouTELLE. 

. Hupp with Mr. CLARK. > 

. CANDLER with Mr. CUTCHEON (until June 8). 
. MERRIMAN with Mr ARNOLD. 

. SNYDER with Mr. BOWDEN. 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all qnes- 
tions until further notice in the House and in Committee of the Whole: 
. O'NEILL, of Missouri, with Mr. KEAN. 

. ALLEN, of Mississippi, with Mr. WILBER. 

. Scorr with Mr. Tuomas H. B. BROWNE. 

. CUMMINGS with Mr. McCormick. 

. Matson with Mr. OWEN. 

. BARNES with Mr. BAKER, of New York 

. MAHONEY with Mr. SPOONER. 

. McCiamary with Mr. BROWER. 

. SHIVELY with Mr. STEELE. 

. O'NEALL, of Indiana, with Mr. LYMAN (until June 25). 
COMPTON with Mr. WEBER. 

. YODER with Mr. BoorHMAN. 

. VANCE with Mr. WEST. 

Hod with Mr. Post. 

. ELLIOTT with Mr, JACKSON. 

. BURNES with Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 
MCKINNEY with Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan. 
. HAYES with Mr. GEAR. 

Mr. MANSUR with Mr. WARNER (except Oklahoma and Union Pa- 
cific funding bills). 

Mr. ScuLL with Mr. ERMENTROUT (until June 9). 

Mr. GLAss with Mr. Houk. 

Mr. PENINGTON with Mr. YARDLEY (until June 6). 

The following-named members were announced as paired on all po- 
litical questions for this day: 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL with Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. Rusk with Mr. BINGHAM. 

Mr. BELMONT with Mr. DE Lano. 

Mr. LATHAM with Mr. NICHOLS. 

Mr. McAnoo with Mr. HorRINs, of Illinois. 

Moe WHITTHORNE was announced as paired with Mr. HARMER on 
this vote. ° 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Was the gentleman in the Hall when 
his name was called? 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I was not. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Then the gentleman is not permitted 
by the rule to vote. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of North Carolina. I desire to state that if present 
I would have voted ay.“ 

Mr. TOWNSHEND. Iunderstood that another gentleman had been 
substituted for myself in the pair with my colleague General HENDER- 
son. Butin any case it would be proper for me to vote, in order to 
make a quorum; and I have voted. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The yeas are 115, nay 1. A quorum 
has not voted, ~ , 


1888. 
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CALL OF THE HOUSE. 
Mr. MILIS. I move a Ra of the House. 
The motion was 
The Clerk proceeded to call the roll, when the following-named mem- 
bers failed to answer: 


Allen, Mich, Cockran, Hogg, Patton, 

Allen, Miss, Collins, Holman, Penington, 

Arnold, Compton, Hopkins, N. V. Pidcock, 

Atkinson, Cooper, Houk, Post, 

Bacon, Crouse. Hudd, Rockwell, 

Barn Cummings, Jackson, Rusk, 

Belden, Cutcheon, La Follette, S 

Belmont, Davenport, n, Soo 

Bin; m Davis, Lat Scull, 

Boutelle, De Lano, Maffett, Shively, 

Bowden, Dunham, Mahoney, Snyder, 

Bowen, Elliott, Mansur, an 

Browne, Ind. Ermentrout, n, Taylor, E. B., Ohio 

Brown, J. R., Va. itch, Matson, Thomas, Ill, 

Brumm, Gaines, McAdoo, Vance, 

3 Gay, M y t, 

Burn Gibson, McComas, White, Ind. 

Butterworth, Glass, McKinney, hite, N. 

Campbell, F., N. Y. Glover, Morse, Whiting, Mich. 

Campbell, Ohio Greenman, Norwood, Whitthorne, 
Campbell, T. J., N. V. Hayes, ‘ardley, 

Landi ler, Henderson, Iowa O'Neall, Ind Yoder. 

Clark, Hires, O'Neill, Mo. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will now call the roll a second 


time, when gentlemen desiring to present excuses for themselves or for 
other members will have an opportunity to do so. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the absentees, as follows: 

Mr. ALLEN, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Mississippi: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ARNOLD: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ATKINSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Bacon: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BARNEs: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BELDEN: No excuse offered. 


Mr. BELMONT: No excuse offered. 
Mr. BINGHAM. 
Mr. FELTON. Mr. Speaker, General BrncHAm has been called 


away by the death of a very near relative, and I ask that he be ex- 
cused. 


There was no objection, ard it was so ordered. 

Mr. BourzLLx: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BOowDEN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BowEn: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 

Mr. J. R. BROwnN: No excuse offered 

Mr. BRUMM: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Bryce: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Burnes: No excuse offered. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH: No excuse offered. 

Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio: No excuse offered. 

Mr. TBOoTH J. CAMPBELL: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CANDLER: No excuse offered, 

Mr. CLARK: No excuse offered. 

Mr. COCKRAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CoLLINS: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Compron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. COOPER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CrovsE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CON ds: No excuse offered. 

Mr. CUTCHEON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DAVENPORT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Davis: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DE LANO: No excuse offered. 

Mr. DUNHAM. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. DUNHAM, has been 
called away by the death of his wife, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. ELLIOTT. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. ELLIOTT, is ab- 
sent from the city, and I ask that he be excused from further attend- 
ance on the session of the House to-day. 

Mr. ERMENTROUT: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Frron: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GAINES: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Gay: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Giso: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GLAss: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GLOVER: No excuse offered. 

Mr. GREENMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HAYEs. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HAYES, is absent from 
the city on business, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. LYMAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HENDERSON, is un- 
able to be here on account of sickness. I ask that he be excused. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HIRES. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HIRES, has been 
called home by sickness in his family, and I ask that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

Mr. Hoce: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOLMAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. HOPKINS, of New York. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, my colk 
been called home by the very serious illness 
that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. Hour. 

Mr. NEAL. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. Hou, who 
is unwell, be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. Hupp: No excuse offered. 

Mr. JACKSON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LAGAN: No excuse offered. 

Mr. LATHAM. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. LA- 
THAM, be excused on account of sickness. 

There was no objection, and it wasso ordered. 

Mr. MAFFETT. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. MAF- 
FETT, who has been called home on account of sickness, be excused 
and be given indefinite leave of absence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the gentle- 
man will be excused. The indefinite leave of absence can he obtained 
at another time. 

‘There was no objection, and Mr. MAFFETT was excused. 

Mr. MAHONEY: No excuse offered. 

Mr. MANSUR. 

Mr. WARNER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. MANSUR, has been 
called home on business, and, if his leave of absence has expired, I ask 
that he be excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Maso: No excuse offered. 

. Matson: No excuse offered. 

. McApoo; No excuse offered. 

. McCiammy: No excuse offered. 
. McComas: No excuse offered. 

. MCKINNEY: No excuse offered. 
. Morse: No excuse offered. 

. Norwoop: No excuse offered. 

. O'FERRALL, 

Mr. LEE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. O’FERRALL, is confined 
to his bed with an acute attack of rheumatism, and I ask that he be 
excused. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. O’NEALL, of Indiana. 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Speaker, I ask that my colleague, Mr. O’NEALL, 
of Indiana, be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the gen- 
tleman from Indiana, Mr. O’NEALL, has leave of absence. 

Mr. SHIVELY. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SHIVELY, isabsent 
on account of sickness, and I ask that he be excused until Saturday 
next. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Missouri: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PATTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. PENINGTON: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Prpcock: No excuse offered. 

Mr. Post: No excuse offered. 

Mr. ROCKWELL: No excuse offered. - * 

Mr. Rusk: No excuse offered. - 

Mr. SAWYER. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. SAW- 
YER, is absent on account of illness. I ask that he be excused, 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

r. Scorr: No excuse offered. 

. SCULL: No excuse offered. 

. SNYDER: No excuse offered. 

. SPOONER: No excuse offered. 

. EZRA B. TAYLOR: No excuse offered. 

. THOMAS, of Illinois: No excuse offered. 

. VANCE: No excuse offered. 

WSI: No excuse offered. 

. WHITE, of Indiana: No excuse offered. 

. WHITE, of New York: No excuse offered. 
. WHITING, of Michigan: No excuse offered. 
. WHITTHORNE: No excuse offered. 

Mr. YARDLEY: No excuse offered. 


e, Mr. Horxrys, has 
his children, and I ask 


Mr. YODER. 
Mr. BOOTHMAN. Mr. Speaker, Mr. YODER has been called from 


X 
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` i i i Pidcock, Scull, Thomas, Ky. . 
= gy N88 5 important business. I ask that he be excused peace 898 an — 5 Waits, Ind, 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. Peale, Shire = e Onlo Whiting, “Mich 
. MOFFITT. I ask that my colleague, Mr. FITCH. N Snyder, Tho Gal. ting, Mass. 
e ane Saturday next o n 5 eee Spor Je Town nsien a eae 
; The 5 pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, and Rowell ae Stephenson, Vance,’ iMiams, 
eave is gran 2 ussell, Conn, Stewart, t. andever, s 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, does the roll-call. show a quorum pres- | Ryan’ Symes, Warne. Yoana 
ent? Sawyer, ‘aylor, E. B., Ohio Washington, Yoder, 
The SPEAKER pro temproe. The roll-call shows the presence of 233 | Scott, Taylor, J. D., Ohio Weber, Yost, 
members. 7 z The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. MILLS. I move to dispense with further proceedings under the Ir. WITTIxd, of Michigan, with Mr. DUNHAM, on all political ques- 
call. tions, until further notice. 
The motion was agreed to. Mr. O’FERRALL with Mr. LA FoLurrre, for the rest of the day. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now recurs on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS]. 

Mr. MILLS. I withdraw the motion I made to limit debate and for 
the previous question on that motion; and I now demand a vote on the 
motion to go into Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (having put the question) said: The ayes 
seem to have it. 

Mr. REED and others called for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 101, noes none. 

Mr. MORRILL. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
MORRILL] makes the point that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays none, not 


voting 212, as follows: 
YEAS—112. 
Abbott, Davidson, Ala. Lee, Russell, Mass. 
Anderson, M vidson, Fla. Lynch, Sayers, 
Anderson, III. Dibble, onal, Seney, 
Bankhead, Dockery, Maish, Shaw, 
Barry, Dougherty, Martin, Simmons, 
Dunn, McCreary, Smith, 

Blan s Enloe, MeMillin, Sowden, 
Bland, Fisher, McRae, Spinola, 
Bliss, Ford, McShane, Springer, 
Blount, Forney, Merriman, Stahlnecker, 
Breckinridge, Ark. French, Mills, Stewart, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Grimes, Montgomery, Stewart, Ga. 
Buckalew, Hall, Moore, 
Burnett, Hare, Morgan, Stone, Ky. 
Bynum, Heard Morse, Mo. 
Carlton, Hemphill, eal, s 
Caruth, Henderson, N. O. Newton, Taulbee, 
Chipman, Herbert, Oates, Tillman, 

rdy, Hooker, Peel, Tracey, 
Clements, Hopkins, Va. Turner, Ga. 

bb, Howard, Phelan, Walker, 
Cothran, Johnston, N. C. Randall, Meaver, 
Cowles, ones, Rayner, ler, 
Cox, Kilgore, „ Whitthorne, 
Crain, Landes, Richardson, Wilkins, 
Crisp, ` Lane, Robertson, n, 
Culberson, Lanbam, Rogers, Wilson, Minn. 

oF Lawler, Rowland, Wilson, W. Va. 
NAYS— 
None. . 
NOT VOTING—212. 

Adams Caswell, Granger, Lind, 
Allen, Mass. Catchings, Greenman, Lodge, 
‘All — Clark, & t, z4 ppd 

en, row 5 
Anderson, Iowa Cockran. Guenther, Maffett, 
Anderson, Kans, Co well, Harmer, Mahoney, 
Arnold, Coilins, Hatch, Mansur, 
Atkinson, Compton, ies Mason, 
Bacon, Conger, Hayden, Matson. 
Baker, N. Y. Cooper, yes, McAdoo, 
Baker, III. Crouse, Henderson, Iowa y 
Barnes, Cummings, Henderson, III. 
Bayne, Cutcheon, Hermann, McCormick, 
Belden, u, Hiestand, McCallogh, 
Belmont, Darlington, Hires, Mek. 
Bingham, Davenport, Hitt, McKinley, 
Boothman, vis, A McKinney, 
Bound De Lano, Holman, Milliken, 
Boutelle, Dingley, Holmes, offitt, 

wden, rsey, Hopkins, Ill. Morrill, 
Bowen, Dunham, Hopkins, N. Y. Morrow, 
Brewer, Elliott, Houk, Nelson, 
Brower, Ermentrout, Hovey, Nichols, 
Browne, T. H. B., Va. Farq 1 Hud Norwood, 
Browne, Ind. ‘elton Hunter, Nutting, 
Brown, Ohio Finley, Hatton, O’Donn 
Brown, J. R., Va. Fitch, n, o'r i, 
Brumm, Flood, Johnston, Ind, O'Neall, Ind. 
Bryce, Foran, ean, O'Neill, Pa. 
Buchanan, Fuller, Kelley, O'Neill, Mo. 
Bunnell, Funston, ennedy, Osborne, 
Burnes, Gaines, Kerr, Outhwaite, 
Burrows, Gallinger, Ketcham, Owen, 
Butler, Gay, Laffoon, Parker, 
Butterworth, Gear, La Follette, Patton, 
Campbell, F., N. Y.Gest, n, Payson, 
Campbell, Ohio Gibson, dlaw, Penington, 
Campbell. T. J., N. V. Glass, Perkins, 
Gander, Glover, . Latham, Peters, 
Cannon, Goff, Lehlbach, Phelps, 


Mr. THOMPSON, of California, with Mr. MCKENNA, for the rest of the 


day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this question the yeas are 111, the 
nays none. A quorum has not voted. 

Mr. MILLS. Is that point raised? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the opinion of the Chair it is his 
duty to recognize the fact that no quorum has voted. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 88, noes 60. 

Mr. REED and others called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 
114, nays 93, not voting 117; as follows: 


YEAS—i14, 
Abbott, pagan, Lawler, Sayers, 
Anderson, Miss. Davidson, Ala. Seney, 
Anderson, III. Davidson, Fla. L; Shaw, 
Bankhead, Dibble, acdonald, Simmons, 
Berne Douskent eed r 
yne, ugherty, 
Biggs, Dunn, McCreary, Stahinecker, 
Blanchard, Enloe, McMillin, 
Bland, Foran, McRae, Si 
Bliss, Forney, McShane, Stockdale, 
Blount, French, Mills, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Grimes, Montgomery, Stone, Mo. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Hall, Moore, ey, 
uckalew, Hare, Morgan, Taulbee, 
eked Hemphill Neal,” Laine 
ynum, emphill, N y, 
Carlton, Henderson, N. O. Newton, ‘Townshend, 
Caruth, Herbert, Oates, Turner, Ga. 
Catchings, Hooker, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Chipman, Hopkins, Va. Peel, Washington, 
Clardy, Howard, Perry, Weaver, 
Clements, Hutton, P. Wheeler, 
= Johnston, N.C. Randall, Whitthorne, 
Cothran, ones, Rayner, Wilkins, 
Cowles, Kilgore, Rice, Wilkinson, 
Cox, gan, Ro k Wilson, Minn. 
Crain; Landes, Wilson, W. Va. 
Crisp, Lane, Rowland, 
Culberson, Lanham, 
NAYS—93, 
Adams, Ford, Laird, Plumb, 
Allen, Mass. Faller, Lehlbach, Reed, 
Anderson, lowa Funston, Lind, Rowell, 
Anderson, Kans. Gallinger, Lodge, Ryan, 
Baker, III. Zest, Long, Seymour, 
Bound, Goff, Ten, 
Browne, Ind. Grout, n. Stephenson, 
Brown, Ohio, Guenther, MeCullogh, Stewart, V 
Bunnell, Harmer, MeKin} ble, 
Burrows, Haugen, Milllken, Taylor, J. D., Ohio 
Butler, Hermann, Moffit Thomas, Ky. 
Cannon, Hiestand, Morrill, Thomas, Wis. 
Cheadle, Hitt, Morrow, Thompson, Ohio 
Cogswell, Holman, Nichols, Vandever, 
Conger, olmes, Nutting, e, 
Dalzell, Hovey, O'Donnell, White, Ind. 
Darlington, Hunter, O'Neill. Whiting, 
Dingley, Johnston, Ind. Osborne, W: 
Dorsey, Kelley, Parker, Wi 
Farquhar, Kennedy, Patton, Woodburn, 
Felton, Kerr, Payson, Yost. 
Finley, Ketcham, Perkins, 
isher, La Folietie, Pet 
W, Phelps, 
NOT VOTING—117. 
Allen, Mich. Brumm, Davenport, Heard, 
Allen, Miss, Bryce, Davis, Henderson, Iowa 
Arnold, Buchanan, De Lano, Henderson, III. 
Atkinson, Burnes, Dunham, Hires, 
Bacon, Butterworth, Elliott, Hogg, 
Baker, N, Y. Campbell, E., N. Y. Ermentrout, Hopkins, III. 
Barnes, Campbell, Ohio Fitch, Hopkins, N. X. 
Belden, ani eee ouk, 
Belmont, Candler, Gay, Hudd, 
Bingham, Caswell, ear, Jackson, 
Beoothman, Clark, Gibson, Kean, 
Boutelle, Cockran, Glass, Laffoon, 
Bowden, ins, Glover, Latham, 
Bowen, Compton, Granger, Maffett, 
Brewer, Cooper, Greenman, Mahoney, 
Brower, Crouse, Grosvenor, Mansur, 
Browne, T. II. B., Va. Cummings, Hayden, Matson, 
Brown, J. R., Va. Cutcheon, yos, McAdoo, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A895 


MecClammy, Penington, Shively, Warner, 
McComas, Pid Smith, ‘Weber, 
MeCormicix, Post, Snyder, W. 
McKenna, Pugsley, Spinola, White, N. Y. 
McKinney, Ri M, Spooner, 6 Whiting, Mich. è 
M S Rockwell, e, Wilber, 
Nelson, Romeis, Pv Wise, 
Norwood, Russell, Conn, ylor, E. B., Ohio Yardley, 
O'Ferrall Rusk, III. Yoder. 
O’Neall, Ind, Sawyer, Thompson, Cal. 
O'Neill, Mo. Scott, Turner, Kans. 
Owen, Seull, Vance; 

So the motion was agreed to. 

During the roll-call, 


On motion of Mr. WHEELER, by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the names was dispensed with. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. Mason with Mr. O’FERRALL, for the rest of the day. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted in the following 
cases: 

To Mr. LATHAM, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr: SyMes, for one week, on account of illness. 

To Mr. MANSUR, indefinitely, on account of important business. 
The vote was then announced as above recorded. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the following titles; 
when the 8 signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the officials of the United 
States in the Indian Territory; 

A bill (H. R. 5929) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across Staten Island Sound; 

A bill (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled An act to establish 
agricultural stations in connection with the colleges established in the 
several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, 
and of the acts supplementary thereto;’’ 

A bill (H. R. 7564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River, at or near Chattanooga, ‘Tenn. ; 

A bill (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessce River, at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other pur- 


; and 
A bill (H. R. 9788) making an appropriation to supply a deficiency 
in the appropriation for expenses of collecting the revenue from cus- 
toms for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, and for other purposes, 
Accordingly (at 2 o’clock p. m.) the House adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. BURROWS: A bill (H. R. 10327) to amend an act entitled 
“An act granting a pension to Alonzo Higley’’—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHEADLE: A bill (H. R. 10328) granting a pension to Nancy 
E. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10329) granting a pension to Maria Youngs— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CARUTH (by request): A bill (H. R. 10330) for the relief of 
Jane Green, alias Cheatham—to the Committes on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRANGER (by request): A bill (H. R. 10331) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Horace E. Ball—to the Committee on.Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


By Mr. HOVEY: A bill (H. R. 10332) for the relief of George A. 
Linton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LYMAN: A bill (H. R. 10333) for the relief of William H. 
Howell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: A bill (H. R. 10334) to grant a pension to 
Elizabeth O’ Laughlin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. McCREARY: A bill (H. R. 10335) for the relief of James 
D. Bastin—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McKINLEY: A bill (H. R. 10336) granting a pension to 
Almooreen Eidenire—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OUTHWAITE: A bill (H. R. 10337) granting a pension to 
John Ebert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 10338) for the relief of James B. 
Sparks—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 10339) for the relief of Eliz. J. 
Richardson—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10340) for the relief of Mary A. McGinnis—to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10341) for the relief of John Spurlock—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. A. C. THOMPSON: A bill (H. R. 10342) granting a pen- 
son fe J bill (il. K 103 3455 Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

, & bi CR ting a pension to Sarah Perkins—to 

tho Committee on Invalid Paias 


Also, a bill (H. R. 10344) granting a pension to Simon W. Rateliff— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10345) granting a pension to Catherine Ward— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Petition of James E. Keegan and 110 oth- 
ers, citizens of Robeline, Louisiana, for an amendment to the inter- 
state commerce law—to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWER: Petition of Elizabeth Brockwell and William C. 
Mason, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committe on War Claims. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Alexander McClanahan, of Joseph C. 
Sloan, and of William McNish, of Tennessee, for reference of their 
claims to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CARUTH: Petition of Paul Denver, of Michael Denver, and 
of Valentine Ault, of Franklin County, Ohio, and of Mary Leissing, of 
Jefferson County, Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CROUSE: Petition of wire-drawers and man in 
favor of a reduction of duty on wire rods—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of Cullman County, Alabama, 
for amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Petition of citizens of Allen County, Kansas, 
for amendment of the interstate-commerce law to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Petition of the mayor and council of Boston, 
Mass., to pass the bill granting the use of Castle Island for park pur- 
poses notwithstanding the President's yeto—to the Committec on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. Q. A. Brackett and others, citizens of the United 
States, for the passage of the bill for the relief of Nathaniel McKay and 
the executors of Donald McKay, that their claim may be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LANHAM: Petition of citizens of Weatherford, Tex., ask- 
ing an amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of the city government of Boston, Mass., 
in favor of passing Castle Island resolve, notwithstanding the Presi- 
dent’s veto—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MACDONALD: Petition of citizens of Goodhue County, 
Minnesota, in favor of amendment of the interstate-commerce law— 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. NEAL: Petition of Robert Pearce, for pension, to be consid- 
oe in connection with House bill 9193—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. STONE, of Missouri: Petition of Hugh G. Glenn, of admin- 
istrator of John Hammontree, and of E. N. Peyton, of Cass County, Mis- 
souri—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Petition for the relief of George S. Steele—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of Letcher County, Kentucky, for the im- 
provement of North Fork of Kentucky River—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

By Mr. WHEELER: Papers in the claim of Joseph Commons, of 
Huntsville, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition for the relief of Isaac N. Hollingsworth—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 9 

The following petitidh for the repeal or modification of tlie inter- 
nal-revenue tax of $25 levied on druggists was received and referred to 
the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. HAYDEN: Of the Massachusetts Pharmaceutical Associa- * 
tion. 

The following petition, indorsing the diem rated service-pension 
bill, based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and marines 
of the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent a day for each day they were 
in the service, was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Of C. G. Koechlin and others, ex-soldiers 
and sailors, of Westmoreland County, Pennsylvania. 

The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: Of 127 citizens of Adams County, Mli- 
nois. 

By Mr. DINGLEY: Of 93 citizens of Sagadahoc County, Maine. 

By Mr. FUNSTON: Of 139 citizens of Douglas County, Kansas. 

By Mr. GALLINGER: Of Alonzo W. Smith and 14 others, citizens 
of Grafton County, New Hampshire. 

By Mr, LANE: Of 55 citizens of Shelby and Moultrie Counties, Illi- 
nois. s 
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By Mr. MACDONALD: Of 67 citizens of Renville County, Minne- 
sota. 
By Mr. ROMEIS: Of 119 citizens of Sandusky County, Ohio. 


— 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BLANCHARD: Of A. S. Taylor and 55 others, citizens of 
Louisiana. 

By Mr. COBB: Of N. C. Ellis and others, of Good Hope, Alabama. 
By Mr. TAULBEE: Of citizens of Bloomington, Kentucky. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, June 5, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending that an addi- 
tional appropriation be made for clerk-hire for that Department; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
5 He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Attorney- 
General, transmitting, in response to a resolution of March 16, 1888, 
certain information as to the amount due commissioners for examining 
damage from erecting dams in the Fox and Wisconsin Rivers; which, 
with the accompanying documents, was referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
COURT OF CLAIMS REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a communication from the 
Court of Claims, transmitting the findings of law and fact in certain 
spoliation claims; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a memorial of Lone Star 
Grange, at Cedar Ford, Butler County, Kansas, remonstrating against 
the passage of the bill to create a new Bureau of Animal Industry; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

le also presented a petition of citizens of Jamestown, Kans., praying 

that a pension be granted to Robert W. Compton, late quartermaster 

irty-third Regiment Kentucky Volunteers; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented the petition of James M. Miller, a citizen of Kan- 
sas, late of Company H, Third Regiment Missouri Mounted Volun- 
teers, praying for an equalization of pension from June 4, 1862, to June 
4, 1881; which was referred to the committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of William B. Jackson and 
250 other citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the construction 
of a bridge across the Eastern Branch of the Potomac, from the foot of 
South Capitol street to Giesborough, Maryland; which was referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Florida, praying that an 
appropriation be made to deepen and straighten the channel of Indian 
River from Grant’s Farm to Jupiter, in that State; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petition of the Lake Carriers’ Association of 
Buffalo, N. V. und a petition of the Commercial Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for the purchase by the United States of the 
Portage Lake and Lake Superior Ship Canal; which were referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLISON presented the petition of Silas G. Goss and 26 other 

-citizens of Lehigh, Iowa, praying for the passage of the bill for pro- 
hibition in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MANDERSON presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for an extension of the time of the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad to pay its indebtedness to the Government; which was re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on the President’s Message transmit- 
ting the Report of the Pacific Railway Commission. . 

He also presented petitions of posts of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public located at Logansport, Albany, Ossian, and Greentown, in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the establishment of a branch of the Na- 
tional Home for disabled soldiers and sailors at Marion, in Grant 
County, Indiana; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; which 
were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 2943) granting a pension to Henry Chamberlain; 
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A bill (S. on for the relief of Madison V. Boeitnight; and 
at (S. 2676) granting an increase of pension to Capt. Francis M. 


ork. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the petition of Miss Emily Luttrell, praying to be allowed a 
pension, reported adversely thereon, and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the petition. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. oor granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; 

A bill (S. 2945) granting a pension to J. S. May; 

A bill 55 granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 

A bill te R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

A bill 5 R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; and 

A bill (S. 2979) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives. 

Mr. CHACE, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 463) for the relief of Jacob D. Felthousen and the heirs of 
William H. Akins, deceased, reported it without recommendation, 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heint- 
zelman, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2747) for therelief of John W. Keating, submitted 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

He ulso, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them each with an amendment, and submitted 
reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; and 

A bill (S. 2724) for the relief of H. H. Helper. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2861) granting a pension to David A. Hall; 

A bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieutenant Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; and 

A bill (H. R. 5177) ting a pension to Pleman Cook. 

Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A hill (S. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; 

A bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

A bill (H. R. 5 granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 

A bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs. Mercy Knight; and 

A bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase. 

Mr. COKE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or near 
Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, Texas, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of 
the war of 1812, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the fol- 
lowing bills, reported them severally without amendment, and sub- 
mitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball; 

A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 

A bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. Ags granting a pension to David Gibbons; and 

A bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed the following bills; in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice; 

A bill E R. 7776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, and 
in the county of Burt, Stateof Nebraska, and to make the same a post- 
route; and 

A bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department of 
Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 


OSes. 
i ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker pro tempore of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 4920) for the protection of the officials of tho United 
States in the Indian Territory; 


A bill (H. R. 5929) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across Staten Island Sound; 

A bill (H. R. 7222) to amend an act entitled An act to establish 
agricultural stations in connection with the colleges established in the 
several States under the provisions of an act approved July 2, 1862, 
and of the acts supplementary thereto;”’ 

A bill (H. R. 7564) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Tennessee River at or fear Chattanooga, Tenn.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8623) authorizing the construction of a bridge over 
the Tennessee River at or near Guntersville, Ala., and for other pur- 


poses, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. MCPHERSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3094) for the 
relief of Morton C. Warren and Elizabeth C. Torrey; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Patents. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3095) granting a pension 
to Hubert Hendrickson; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. COLQUITT introduced a bill (S. 3096) to amend section 907 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States relating to the District of 
Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3097) to place Henry Zell on 
the retired-list of the Army; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Mr. PLATT. I introduce a bill for an act concerning the settlement 
of the boundary line between Connecticut and Rhode Island, and with 
the bill I present a certified copy of the action of the commissioners of 
the two States appointed to settle the boundary line, and also the ac- 
tion of the Legislatures of the States of Connecticut and Rhode Island. 
I ask that the bill, with the accompanying papers, he referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. gA 

The bill (S. 3098) concerning the settlement of the boundary lines 
between Connecticut and Rhode Island was read twice by its title, and, 
ma the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

Mr. CHACE (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3099) to regulate and 
license pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S, 3100) to correct the mili- 
tary record of David C. Spears; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3101) for the relief of 
William Mackey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3102) granting a pension 
to James Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3103) granting a pension 
to Clara B. Hoyt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3104) granting an increase 
of pension to Albert H. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3105) for the suitable and ade- 
quate protection of American fishing interests; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 92) authorizing 
and directing the Secretary of War to loan tents to the Northwest 
Soldiers and Sailors’ Association of Iowa, for reunion purposes; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


PATENT OFFICE CLERICAL FORCE, 


Mr. HALE submitted the following resolution; which was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed to 
send to the Senate at as early date as is practicable a copy of Order No. 339 of 
the Commissioner of Patents, dated June 26, 1886, and the report made in pur- 
suance of said order; also a copy of a report made to the Commissioner of Pat- 
ents in June, 1887, in regard to the clerical force of the Patent Office, signed by 
the chief clerk and chiefs of divisions of that office. 


ACCOUNTS OF SUPERVISORS OF ELECTION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution coming over from a former day that was objected to yester- 
day by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morcan]. The resolution 
will be read. X : 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
SPOONER, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
transmit to the Senate copies of all correspondence, statements of accounts, and 
inclosures which, during the incumbency of the office of First Comptroller of the 
Treasury by the present occupant, such officer, or his deputy, has had with any 
United States commissioner or any chief parir of elections, and of all re- 
plies thereto received by said First Comptroller; and also to inform the Senate 
whether the several supervisors of el MS a ted by the respective circuit 
courts at and for the election of 1886, at which Representatives in Congress were 
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chosen, or for any registration held prior thereto and forsaid election, were paid 
for the 8 of days, Son exceeding ten, for which their accounts 
were presented; and if such payments were not made, the reasons therefor, aud 
for w number of days they were not allowed 3 and also to trans- 
mit to the Senate copies of all correspondence upon such subject-matter had be- 
tween the First Comptroller of the Treasury and the Attorney-General, or any 
United States marshal. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to offer an amendment to the resolution,» 
but it appears not to have been printed as yet. I move to amend the 
resolution by inserting after the word incumbeney 

Mr. PLUMB. I understood that the resolution was offered by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooNER] who is not now in his seat, 
and I would suggest, if agreeable to the Senator from Alabama, that 
the resolution go over, retaining its place, untit the Senator from Wis- 


consin appears. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, if there be 


no objection. 
Mr. MORGAN. I have no objection to that course. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lie over subject 


to be called up, and will not be placed upon the Calendar. 


ASSISTANT ASTRONOMERS, 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
Senate yesterday passed the bill (S. 653) defining the positions and 
salaries of assistant astronomers at the United States Naval Observa- 
tory, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection the vote by 
which the bill was passed and also the vote by which it was ordered 
to a third reading will be reconsidered, and the bill is open to amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the amendments which I send to the 
desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 2, after the word pre- 
ceding,” it is proposed to strike out the word section“ and insert 
Sections. 

Mr. ALLISON. How will thesection read as proposed to be amended? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The section will be read as proposed 
to be amended. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


That to fill the two additional positions authorized in the preceding sections 
and to fill any vacancies that may hereafter occur in the positions of assistant 
astronomers, the Secretary ofthe Navy shall appoint an examining board, which 
shall consist of one professor of mathematics in the Navy, one assistant astrono- 
a and onc other competent examiner, who may be either naval or civilian, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The nextamendment submitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 4, line 4, it is proposed to strike 
out the word ‘‘sums’’ and insert the word sum,“ and in line 5 to 
strike out the words section one” and insert this act;“ so as to 
make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That, to carry out the provisions of this act, there is hereby appropri- 
ated such sum as may be necessary to pay the salaries of the assistant astrono- 
mers oe in this act for the current fiscal year and for the fiscal year next 
succeeding. 


The amendment was agreed to. - 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 
ness, the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. ` 

Mr. HALE. I move to take up the diplomatic and consular appro- - 
priation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropria- 
tions for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States for 
the fiscal year 1889. 

The bill was reportéd from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be noobjection, theamend- 
ments reported by the Committee on Appropriations will be acted on 
as they are reached in the reading of the bill. It is so ordered, there 
being no objection. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, in 
“Schedule A,” in the appropriations for ‘‘salaries of ministers,” in line 
25, after the name Colombia,“ to strike out“ and;“ in line 26, after 
Turkey,“ to insert! Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden and Norway, and 
Venezuela; and in line 28, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 
“ twenty-two ™ and insert ‘‘ fifty-two; so as to make the clause read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to the Argentine Repub- 
lic, the United States of Colombia, Turkey, Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden and 
Norway, and Venezuela, at $7,500 each, $52,500. 

Mr. McPHERSON. I would be pleased to inquire of the Senator 
from Maine [Mr. HALE], who has charge of the bill, why Portugal was 
not included in that list of envoys extraordinary and ministers pleni- 
potentiary at $7,500 each. It seems to have been transferred to the 
heading ministers resident and consuls-general.”’ 
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Mr. HALE. The only change that the amendment in line 26 covers 
is in transferring the m at Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden and 
Norway, and Venezuela, which are now ministers resident at $7,500 
each salary, to the same class as the Argentine Republic, the United 
States of Colombia; and Turkey, which are termed envoys extraordinary 
and ministers plenipotentiary; but it makes no change in the salary. 
It only does the same by them that has been done by the Senate and 
House of Representatives before with the Argentine Republic, United 
States of Colombia, and Turkey. It does not take Portugal, because 
that is in another class with a smaller salary, and therefore it has not 
been changed. The amendment recommended by the committee 
changes no salary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, to 
strike out the clause from line 29 to line 32, inclusive, as follows: 

Ministers resident in Belgium, Hawaiian Islands, Netherlands, Sweden and 


` Norway, and Venezuela, at $7,500 each, $37,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 32, to insert: 
Minister resident in Hawaiian Islands, $7,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, after line 34, to insert: 
Minister resident and consul-general in Corea, $7,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 39, after the name Bolivia,“ to 
strike out Corea and insert Paraguay and Uruguay;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

isters in Bolivia, z J 
Denmark, Bayi Persia, Portogal: slain, and ARTEMIA S000 cach, ln 88 
(and the minister resident and consul-general in Hayti shall also be aceredited as 
chargé d'affaires to San Domingo). 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out lines 48 and 49, as follows: 

Chargé d'affaires to Paraguay and Uruguay, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘salaries secre- 
taries of legations,’’ in line 73, after the name Chili,“ to strike out 
“and;’? in the same line, after Peru,“ to insert Argentine Repub- 
lic and Venezuela;’’ and in line 75, before the word thousand,“ to 
strike out three and insert six; so as to make the clause read: 

of the legations in Peru, ntine Republic, and 
Payphone | : Oe Chili, Arge p Venezuela, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 76, after the word “legation,” to 
strike out and consul-general;“ so as to make the clause read: 

Secretary of legation at Corea, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. r 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 84. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will call the attention of 


the Senator from Maine to the apparent defect or omission in line 84, 


on page 4. 

Mr. HALE. The blank should be filled by inserting “‘ thousand 
do * so as to read one thousand dollars.“ It is an error of 
the type. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The correction will be made. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, under 
the head of Schedule B,” in the appropriations for “salaries, con- 
sular service,’’ after line 184, to insert: 

Consul-general at Nuevo Laredo, $2,500. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 186, to insert: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $375,000, as fol- 
lows, namely. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I ask the Senator in charge of the bill to yield to 
me fora moment to have a change made in a conference committee. 


” Mr. HALE. Very well. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAY CITY, MICH. 
Mr. SPOONER. ‘The Senate appointed as the conferees on the dis- 


agreeing votes of the two Houses on Senate bill 965 for the erection of 


a public building at Bay City, Mich., among others the Senator from 
California [Mr. STANFORD] who has gone abroad. The conference 
committee is ready to meet, and I ask that the Senator from California 
be excused from further service on the conference, and that another 
Senator who is present be appointed in his place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Who does the Senator from Wis- 


consin desire to have substituted? 


Mr. SPOONER. I ask that the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Mon- 
RILL] be substituted in place of the Senator from California. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. ‘The next amendment of the 
Committee on Appropriations was, in the appropriations ſor Salaries 
consular service, Class V,“ in line 276, after the name “Acapulco,” 
to strike ont ‘fand Matamoras and insert ‘‘ Paso del Norte, and Pie- 
dras Negras; so as to make the clause read: 


Mexico: 

Consuls at Acapulco, Paso del Norte, and Piedras Negras. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘ Salaries con- 
sular service,“! Class VI,” in line 327, after the words ‘‘ consuls at,” 
to strike out Paso del Norte“ and insert Matamoras, Nogales;”’ so 
as to read: 


Mexico: 
Consuls at Matamoras, Nogales, and Tampico. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of Schedule C, Class 
VII,“ at the beginning of line 370, to strike out the word ‘‘ consuls’. 
and insert consul;“ and in the same line, after the name Guay- 
mas,” to strike out Nuevo Laredo, and Piedras Negras; so as to 
read: : s 

Mexico : 

Consul at Guaymas, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, after line 383, to insert: 

And in the estimates for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1890, there shall be 
estimated for s fically, under classified consulates, all consulates and com- 
mercial agencies where the fees collected or compensation allowed for the 
fiscal year ending June 20, 1588, exceed $1,009. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The next amendment was, in the appropriations for ‘‘Allowance for 
clerks at consular offices, in line 401, after the word “consulates,” to 
strike out fifty thousand three” and insert “ fifty-one thousand nine; 
so as to make the clause read: 


For allowance for clerks at eonsulates- general and consulates, $51,920, the sum 
to be allowed at each not to exceed the rate herein ed, ns follows. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 418, before the name ‘‘ Tunstall,’ 
to strike out the word and; after ‘‘ Tunstall,’’ to insert Toronto 
and Brussels;’’ and in line 419, after the word each,“ to strike out 


| * twelve thousand ” and insert ‘‘ thirteen thousand six hundred; so 
| as to make the clause read: 


Antwerp, Bordeaux, Calcutta, Colon, Dresden, Glasgow, Leipsic, Melbourne, 
Nuremberg, Panama, Port au Prince, Sheftield, Singapore, Sonneberg, Tun- 
stall, Toronto, and Brussels, at $300 cach, $13,600. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in line 421, after the name Leith,“ to 
strike out Matamoras“ and insert Nuevo Laredo;’’ so as to make 
the clause read: 

Barmen, Belfast, Dundee, Halifax, Leith, Nuevo Laredo, and Victoria, at 8840 
each, $4,480. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Chief Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Have the committee further amend- 
ments to offer? 

Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations there are no 
further amendments. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [I offer an amendment to come in on page 8. I 
have the assent of so many members of the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations as are ro to the amendment. It is now pending in that 
committee, and rather than postpone the bill by asking the Senate to 
let it go over until to-morrow I will submit the amendment now. I 
have no doubt it will meet with general approval. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
is Cuter CLERK. After line 165, on page 8, it is proposed to in- 


For salaries and expenses of a scientific commission of three persons, to con- 
sist of one officer of the Army or Navy competent for such service, a geologist 
and mineralogist, and a naturalist, to visit and report upon the commercial ro- 
sources of the Upper Congo Basin, its products, its minerals, its vegetable 
wealth, the openings for American trade, and to collect such information on the 
subject of that country as shall be thought of interest to the United States, 
$25,000; and the President may fix the salaries and compensation of the mem- 
bers of this commission at such sum, not exceeding $6,000, as he may deem 
proper; and said commission expire on the 30th day of June, 1889. 


Mr. HALE. Will theSecretary read again that portion of the amend- 
ment which defines the qualifications of the commissioners? I did not 
catch it as it was read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chief Clerk will read as re- 


3 and a naturalist, 
sources of the Upper Congo Basin. 


1888. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


’ * i 


4899 


Mr. HALE. The geologist and mineralogist are one, making three 
commissioners in all? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, three. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 3, line 40, I move to strike out the words Para- 
guay and Uruguay, and to insert after the word San Domingo“ in 
the forty-fourth line, the words: 

For minister-resident and consul-general at Uruguay and Paraguay, $7,500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 

` amendment of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the importance of the countries of Par- 
aguay and Uruguay to the United States in the extension of its com- 
merce requires, I think, that a minister resident should Be there with 
an adequate salary. The incumbent of the office, Mr. John E. Bacon, is 
a man of very remarkable ability and adaptation to the performance of 
the duties of the office. It is within my knowledge that American in- 
terests there to a large amount and of great importance have received 
his attention and have been largely benefited by him; but Iam in- 
formed by those who represent these interests that owing to the fact of 
his inadequate compensation and of the official character he has borne 
of a chargé d’affaires only, he has not been able to have that access to 
the different offices and departments of that government which would 
enable him efficiently to represent American interests there. 

The committee have remedied this difficulty in part by making him 
a minister resident and consul general, but they have left him with the 
small and inadequate salary of $5,000, which although he has a small 
family is not sufficient, within my knowledge, to pay the most econom- 
ical expenses of living in a person required to maintain some degree of 
respectability of appearance and style of living in order not to be con- 
trasted unfavorably with the representatives of other governments, A 
consul of France, or England, or Germany, is provided by his govern- 
ment with the means of making a better impression on the people and 
Government of Uruguay and Paraguay than the minister of the people 
of the United States. / 

If we will consider what those countries are and what their future 
relations to this country may be under a wise and intelligent policy in 
the consumption of American products, both of manufacture and agri- 
culture, we will see the importance of the United States being repre- 
sented there by a person of suitable position in the sense in which rank 
and position are regarded by that people, and with means sufficient to 
live in a style at least equal to that of the representatives of other gov- 
ernments. 

I find the returns of Montevideo made to the Department of State by 
the consul at that place in 1881: 


In a report made to the Department of State, dated February 23. 1881, I gave 
the exports to the United States from the River Plate, i. e., all that part of South 
America, 3 Paraguay, Uruguay, and the Argentine Republic, drained 
by the Rio de la Plata, for the year 1880. In a subsequent report, dated Feb- 
ruary 28, 1882. I gave a similar statement for the year 1881. I now give a table 
of the shipments from the River Plate for boar Aa ending December 31, 1882. 
As heretofore, it has been compiled from the official returns of exports declared 
at the consulates of Montevideo, Paysandu, Rosario, and Buenos Ayres, for the 
first three of which I am indebted to the courtesy of the United States consular 
officers at those places, respectively. 

The table exhibits a shipment of $4,753,925.56 for the year 1882 to 
the United States from the River Plate through Montevideo, the con- 
sularresidence of this minister. The productions of Paraguay are only 
estimated as a portion of this gross amount. 

I find by further reference to these reports that itis one of the richest 
countries in the world. The exports of British cottons to Uruguay during 
the year 1880 were as follows: The total exports, value $3,081,000, an 
increase of over 16,600,000 yards of piece goods and of $1,392,000 on 
the exports of 1879. The exports of cotton goods from France to Uru- 

y amount to $225,000 perannum, the French goods therein amount- 
ing to $170,000. The exports of American cottons to Uruguay during 
the fiscal year 1880 were only $52,524. Our representative there writes 
as follows: 

It can not be questioned that steam communication between New York and 
the River Plate, established and conducted by steamers judiciously constructed 
for the trade, with due regard to cot, ng ca) ity, and passenger ac- 
commodation, would prove a success, Americans coming to this country from 
New York would panay poes to travel under the folds ofan American flag, 
as would also citizens of the United States homeward bound, A “ through 
line,” it is believed, would also invite European travelers in this country to 
make their return voyage via the United States; but on inquiry they learn— 
Americans with mortification, Europeans with surprise—that no steamer car- 
rying the American flag clears from any port of the River Plate. It would also 

ly relieve the postal service of present intermediate hindrances and de- 
ays, and thus greatly promote not only commercial interests, but the social 
comfort for the people of both countries. There is, too, an outspoken prefer- 
ence here for the markets of the States. Farming implements and manufactured 
articles generally are highly appreciated, coming, as they say, from the mother 
Republic. 

We find there a country with an area in one of these states of 45,- 
000,000 acres of land, and with a production already very large and 
capable of being made twenty or thirty times (according to the reports 
of our officers there) its present capacity, with an inclination to favor 
American productions, and we have not made use of the advan 
which we have in the fayorable dispositions of those people. While 


The question is on agreeing to the 


other nations are represented there by men of capacity and with ade- 
quate salaries and with adequate rank, which, whatever we may say 
about it, carries its weight and influence with it and gives efficiency 
and power to our representatives, we have neglected our opportunity 
of improving our advantages, and our export trade to those countries 
has been steadily decreasing to the present time, while the import 
trade to the United States has been growing. 

Mr. President, there came within my observation, as I stated, a very 
large American interest that had been created in those states, and which 
had been in the time of their troubles confiscated by the authority which 


was in power for some years. The American Government made a de- 


mand for compensation to the citizens of the United States who had lost 
their property by the proceedings of the arbitrary government of these 
states. That demand is still pending. 5 

The present diplomatic representative of the United States, Mr. John 
Bacon, now a chargé d’affaires with a salary of only $5,000, in his dis- 
patches to the State Department gave great satisfaction to all those who 
were connected with the American interests that had grown up under 
the commercial relations between the two countries; and the statement 
has been made to me by them that while they complimented him for 
his great ability and efficiency, and the services that he had rendered, 
he had been embarrassed all the time in the representation of these Amer- 
ican interests and the protection of American citizens by the niggardly 
salary which he received, disabling him from extending the courtesies, 
and living in the style, not of extravagance, but of ordinary respect- 
ability and comfort of well-to-do persons in that country. 

I was requested to ask of Congress the adoption of this amendment 
in behalf of this trade growing up between these states of Paraguay 
and Uruguay, which are to be very soon rich and populous states, hav- 
ing a delightful climate, one of the most fertile soils in the world, and 
a capacity for the most diversified agricultural productions, with a 
commerce now of between $3,000,000 and $4,000,000 with the United 
States, and differing from the Argentine Republic less than a million 
dollars in the total amount of their exports to this country in 1880. 

While we give to the Argentine Republic a full minister with a large 
salary, and give to Corea a salary of $7,500 and a minister, and to various 
other countries which are absolutely insignificant as compared with the 
future of these two immensely rich states of South America, disposed 
to create a commerce between their people and ours, we give to them 
nothing but a chargé d’affaires, now a minister resident by the favor- 
able provision of this bill, with a salary entirely inadequate to defray 
even his moderate expenses of uane. 

I therefore hope, Mr. President, that there will be no objection to 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL]. 

Mr. HALE. Ifeel constrained to make a point of order on this 
amendment. 

Mr. CALL. I do not see how the Senator can make a point of order. 
The amendment was referred to the Committeeon Appropriations, and 
no objection was made on a point of order heretofore. There was no 
objection made in committee on that ground. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to give my reasons for making the point of 
order. 

TheCommittee on Appropriations considered this subject and rejected 
this proposition. The general statements that the Senator has made 
as to the extent of the trade with the La Plata region do not apply to 
Paraguay and Uruguay. Years ago, after Paraguay was obliterated in 
the sanguinary contest with Brazil, this mission was abolished entirely. 
Again it was thought desirable to have some diplomatic relation there, 
and Paraguay and Uruguay were joined and a chargé d’affaires at $5,000 
was placed there. There has been no complaint from the State Depart- 
ment that this officer had not such magnitude of designation as was 
necessary to attend to what nominal duties come under his eye and 
charge there. They are yery light, as I have occasion to know, because 
the place was at one time filled by an acquaintance and townsman of 
mine. ` 

The commerce of the La Plata that in any way comes either in the 
charge of our minister or our consul there is such that the last year the 
fees collected at the consular office at Montevideo, which is the central 
point in Uruguay, were but $1,119.50. The truth is that our repre- 
sentative there has little or nothing todo. He may search ever so 
closely and he may go forth to stir up business for himself and he can 
find little or nothing to do, and there is no reason why he should be 
placed upon an equality with the minister at the Argentine Republic, 
who lives at Buenos Ayres, where there is a large trade, which is in- 
creasing, and where there is communication that needs the interposi- 
tion of a minister. 

We have a consul at Montevideo, and probably, strictly speaking, 
that is all that is needed there, but we give a minister at that point 
with $5,000 salary, and the committee did not deem it advisable to 
raise this 3 

As the amendment is subject to the point of order that it raises an 
appropriation in the bill, under these cirenmstances, it not being a new 
question, but having been submitted to the committee and voted down, 
I feel constrained to make the point of order. : 


~ ' . s 


Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Maine will withdraw the point 
of order when he considers how entirely wrong hisstatements are, and 
how entirely without any foundation in fact. I am very much sur- 
prised that the chairman of the subcommittee who reported this bili 
should have made such statements. He says that we collect only 
$1,100 in consular fees at Montevideo. What has that to do with it? 
Are our foreign affairs to be conducted upon propositions of that char- 
acter? 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has made a pretty broad statement that I 
do not think is customarily made on the floor of the Senate. Does he 
deny my statement that the consular fees are $1,119? 

Mr. CALL. I do not, but I deny the inference drawn that that sig- 
nifies that no great American interest is there. 

Mr. HALE, Whatestatement did I make which justifies the Sena- 
tor in declaring that it is without ground? 

Mr. CALL. The statement that there are no great American inter- 
ests and no large commercial interests there. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing that the point of order 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order is not debatable. 

Mr. HALE. Iam willing that the Senator from Florida should go 
on and discuss it if he wants to do so. I do not withdraw the point of 
order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Debate may proceed by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. CALL. The committee has refused to consider it, and therefore 
the argument is that the Senate must refuse to consider it. I do not 

ropose to discuss the point of order; it has been so often discussed. 
Tt seems when the Senate is disposed to consider a thing it is in order, 
and when it is not, following the lead of the committee, it is not in 
order; but, as I have said, the whole proposition of the Senator from 
Maine on this point isa mistake. I understand him to state that there 
are no American interests, either present or prospective, of sufficient 
importance in Uruguay and Paraguay or the river La Plata which re- 
quire a representative—from the United States. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is entirely mistaken. Isaid nothing what- 
ever about there being no interests of importance on the river La Plata. 
I say that when you come to Uruguay and Paraguay the business that 
in any way comes there under our minister or consul is so small that it 
does not justify the increase of the salary of the minister. 

Mr. CALL. And you read the receipt of $1,100 fees by the consul. 

Mr. HALE. That applies to the consulate at Montevideo, I do not 
go into the question. I, in fact, stated that the case of the Argentine 

` Republic is entirely different, There we have a minister who is made 
an envoy extraordinary. We have a consul, and we have other Gov- 
ernment officers there, because there is something there to foster. I 
was confining my remarks to this particular region. 

Mr. CALL. Youwhave said that at Uruguay and Paraguay American 
interests needed no representation. You contrasted these with the Ar- 
gentine Republic. Now I propose to show that the interest at Uruguay 
and P; y is very nearly equal to that at the Argentine Republic, 
and that there is exactly the same necessity for a ministerand a repre- 
sentative in those countries that there is at the Argentine Republic. 
That is the point I make. This arrangement by the Committee on 
Appropriations for the development of American interests and their 
representative abroad has nothing whatever in point of fact to justify 
it. Now let us see. 

In the consular report, made on the 23d of February, 1881, we find 
the following: 


Shipments from the River Plate to the United States during the year 1880. 


Montevideo. Paysander. Buenos Ayres. Rosario. 


We find from Montevideo $5,456,891.62 of total value. We find 
from Buenos Ayres $5,994,169.07, being a difference between Monte- 
video and Buenos Ayres of $500,000 in round numbers. 

What justification is there, when the commerce of this country in 
productions imported from Uruguay and Paraguay to the United States 
is very nearly equal to that of the Argentine Republic, for giving an 
envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary to that country and 
sending to Uruguay and Paraguay, as the Senator says, no representa- 
tive whatever? It is true it is one of the regions recently opened to 
American immigration, enterprise, manufacture, and investment; and 
they exhibit the most favorable disposition towards our people and 
our productions under the influence of our present able and accom- 
plished diplomatic representative there. It was at one time madea 
desolation by arbitrary, cruel usurpation and tyranny, but they are 
recovering from it under institutions like our own. There are Amer- 
icans resident there, and with its fertile soil and ingenious people it 

promises a commerce for which we pay annually five million four hun- 
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dred-odd thousand dollars, nearly the same amount that we pay the 


Argentine Republic in money and exports, while we export to Uru- 
guay and Paraguay in return little or nothing. 

United States interests require protection by a representative of our 
Government there. Our people have so requested, and the Department 
of State has recommended $10,000 fortwo ministers—one to Paraguay 
and one to Uruguay—but I think the evidence shows that it will be 
much better to give this one able and accomplished minister, who has 
done so much and made so favorable an impression, $7,500, instead of 
$10,000 for two representatives asked for by the Department of State. 

Then, again, why should we send representatives anywhere? Of 
what use are they? Because Americans are going there and commerce 
always seeks extension and they want protection. They want this Gov- 
ernment visibly and ably represented there. They want some person 
armed withthe authority, the dignity, and the power of the Govern- 
ment, and with the right of access to the foreign government to protect 
them and their business interests, or how can they trade? Enterpris- 
ing peoplein my own State from the ports of the Gulf are seeking trade 
towards and in Central American and South American ports. 

We have lines of steamers established by Northern gentlemen, Mr. 
H. B. Plant and his associates, and we have brave and hardy South- 
ern sailors from Pensacola to Key West brave and enterprising as any 
in the world—trading in their small vessels, who are increasing our 
trade between the Gulf ports and these countries, and they desire that 
we should have a representative there; and are we to sit still here 
with bills like this affording no adequate support for our foreign rep- 
resentatives, with niggardly salaries, forbidding men of character and 
enterprise to continue to represent and forward this promise of a great 
commerce, and really disgracing and discouraging the American busi- 
ness men who seek to carry their money and their enterprise into 
these ports. This is a case in point which has come within my obser- 
vation from people in my own part of the country, men with money, 
and brave and hardy sailors without money, who are building up 
trade and commerce with that country. I know the facts. They are 
certified by the statements in consular reports here, the last that we 
have. These show that as between these two fertile states, with so 
large an area of unoccupied soil, having gone through the throes of 
revolution, American and European intercourse is developing their 
great resources and is making their trade valuable and of great prom- 
ise. They desire increased trade and commercial relations with our 
people. Every year they increase their business largely and they are 
nearly equal in every respect to the Argentine Republic, to which we 
give an envoy extraordinary and minister plenipotentiary at a salary 
of $10,000 a year. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Florida I will not say, as he did, was 
making a false statement, but he was mistaken in the fact. 

Mr. CALL. I never used such language as saying that a Senator 
made a false statement. 

Mr. HALE. We do not give the minister at the Argentine Republic 
$10,000; we only give him $7,500. This isnota question which ought 
to detain the Senate at all, whether the United States should have any 
representative with a fitting and proper rank applied to him in Uru- 
guay and Paraguay. He already stands with the same rank as a min- 
ister resident under this bill with the ministers to Denmark, Hayti, 
Portugal, Bolivia, Siam, and Switzerland, $5,000. The only question 
is whether that shall be raised, as reported in the bill. to $7,500. I do 
not think that is justified. I do not think the situation justifies it. I 
do not go back to 1881 to read reports of that year. The last report 
given out for the year 1887 shows all the business that came under the 
control of our consul there to have been such that the feesonly amounted 
to $1,119 and some odd cents. That is the whole question, whether 
this position shall be raised in salary above what is reported in the bill. 
Under the facts, I feel constrained to make the point of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iask unanimous consent to make a statement in 
connection with the point of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER. There are many incongruities in the diplomatic 
service, it seems to me, and many irregularities in the pay of the dip- 
lomaticagents of this Government abroad. It comes within my knowl- 
edge that this official at Montevid&@ is very inadequately paid. It is 
getting to be an extremely important diplomatic office. The tendency 
is to enlarge the trade and commerce with the country, and the present 
diplomatic officer of the United States has been instrumental in cre- 
ating a favorable impression on the people, and I trust that his pay will 
be something like equal to the responsibilities of the position he occu- 
pies. His position has been changed in this bill from chargé d'affaires 
to minister resident and consul-general, with a salary of $5,000. I find 
in the same bill an amendment offered by the Committee on Appropri- 
ations of the Senate: 

Minister resident in Hawaiian Islands, $7,500. 
Minister resident and consul-general in Corea, $7,500. 
Then I find in the bill: 


Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to 3 Repub- 
lic, the United States of Colombia, Turkey, Belgium, Netherlands, Sweden and 
Norway, and Venezuela, at $7,500 each, 


It seems to me that the countries of Paraguay and Uruguay are ces- 
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tainly as important in any aspect of the question, whether commercial 
or otherwise, to the United States as some of those I have just men- 
tioned, and I can not understand, I confess, why it is that the minister 
resident at the Hawaiian Islands should be given $7,500 s_lary, and 
the minister resident and consul-general at Corea $7,500, and the min- 
ister resident to Uruguay and Paraguay only $5,000. Corea is almost 
terra incognita. It is of very recent date that the outside world has had 
any transaction whatever with the Corean Islands. I can not for the 
life of me see the consistency or the wisdom or the propriety of giving 
the resident minister and consul-general to Paraguay and Uruguay 
$5,000, and giving those others $7,500. ‘The city of Montevideo is one 
of the most expensive cities for residence certainly in South America, 
and the salary is entirely inadequate for the support of the minister 
there in anything like a respectable position in the position he occupies. 
I trust, therefore, that the Senator from Maine will withdraw the point 
of order and permit the minister at Uruguay and Paraguay to be paid 
as similar officers to the Hawaiian Islands and to Corea and the Neth- 
erlands, and Sweden and Norway, and Venezuela. 

I see that these officials are graded from the four first-class missions 
at $17,500 each to the missions to Austria, Brazil, China, Italy, Japan, 
Spain, and Mexico at $12,000 each; and then come Chili and Peru at 
$10,000; Costa Rica, Honduras, Nicaragua, and San Salvador at $10,- 
000. And yet it is proposed to pay the minister resident at Uruguay 
and Paraguay but $5,000. 

I take it for granted, of course, if the point of order is insisted upon 
itis fatal to this amendment. It will be remembered that at the last 
session of Congress, when it was proposed to make this salary $7,500, 
the point of order was raised then; but I trust my friend from Maine 
will not insist on the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. If I had my way, if this was left in accordance with 
the real needs of a minister there, I would strike it out entirely. There 
is no reason in the world why this minister should receive any more 
than the minister to Bolivia, Denmark, Hayti, Portugal, Siam, or Swit- 
zerland. It is not to be compared with the mission to the Hawaiian 
Islands. Our relations with that people are delicate, liable at any time 
to involve the whole question of annexation, a people that is sensitive 
about the representatives that are sent there. Everybody for years 
has understood that at the Sandwich Islands it was proper that we 
should keep an important minister, an able man, in view of what may 
arise at any time involving questions there. There are no such ques- 
tions in relation to Paraguay and Uruguay. 

Perhaps itis because I have not the same personal interest in this 
man who is there that the Senator from South Carolina and the Sen- 
ator from Florida have that it follows that I do not believe his place 
is of such extravagant importance. There is not, in my judgment, 
any need of a minister there at all; but I am willing that he should 
remain at $5,000. I am not willing for one that he should remain 
there with any more. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is not a question about personal interest in re- 
gard to the incumbent of the place; but I am conscientious and clear 
in my belief that he is inadequately paid. I think the Senator from 
Maine belittles the importance of the post. I think he is entirely mis- 
informed geographically and commercially. 

Mr. HALE. It is a curious thing that until the change was made 
and the present minister went down there nobody ever heard of the 
importance of this place and the necessity of increasing his salary. Just 
as soon as a new man gets in he can not wait until the old man is put 
out; he not only wants to have the place with the old salary, but he 
wants the salary increased, wants more money, wants to get more out 
of the Treasury. We have had a ministerthere for years who wascon 
tent with $5,000, and nobody was hurt when the place was abolished. 
But now there is a new man in who has gone down there in hot haste, 
turning the old man out, and his salary must be raised. I am opposed 
to it not only on the point of order, but as a matter of principle. 

Mr. BUTLER. The old man was not turned ont, and I do not think 
the present minister ought to be responsible for the sins of somebody 
else. The new man has been there now for two years, and I take it 
that, like everybody else, he wants to do the best he can. But apart 
from that I really and sincerely think he is inadequately paid. He 
has been there as chargé d’affaires up to this time, and the salary has 
been $5,000. Now the committee have raised him to a minister res- 
ident. They have thought the position of sufficient importance to 
make him minister resident and consul-general, and yet the Senator 
says the post might be abolished. 

Mr, HALE. That was done on the request of his friends, because 
it would give him a better chance to get audience with whatever gov- 
ernment there is there. It was done as a matter of favor to him, that 
he might have the title of minister resident, so that he should not have 
to get a special dispensation foran audience with a minister of foreign 
affairs, if there is any such officer in this place. But now, because 
that has been done as a matter of favor to increase his accommodation, 
not in any way adding a penny to his expenses, it is argued from that 
that he ought to have the increased salary. 

The committee would have done better to have left him where he 
was, but it was willing to make him minister resident as is our repre- 
sentative to Portugal, to Siam, and to Bolivia, and other countries in 
order to give him a chance to see * the powers that be” and not have 


to get a dispensation in order to have a personal interview; but it does 
not add a cent to his ex 

Mr. BUTLER. I take it for granted that this very additional op- 
portunity he has to receive this special dispensation from somebody—I 
do not know who; I did not know these things had to be disbursed 
by * dispensation, if I may use the expression, but if that be true 

d he now has access within a circle to the presence of royalty, as he 
has to wear royal robes, ete., I take it for granted his expenses are in- 


Mr. HALE, He could get there before, but he had to go a round- 
about way. This carries him straight. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then it would require, asa matter of course, some 
additional expense to buy these royal robes and so on. 

Mr. HALE. No. The Senator must know that our ministers abroad, 
unlike those of other countries, do not wear royal robes. That was 
settled years ago. They appear in a very plain, modest, and non- 
picturesque garb; and whether they are chargés d’affaires, ministers 
resident, or of the higher grade of envoys extraordinary and ministers 
plenipotentiary, they wear the same clothes exactly and are not al- 
lowed to wear royal robes. That is a matter fixed by regulation, and, 
for aught I know, by statute. 

Mr. BUTLER. lam aware of that, butI had supposed that by reason 
of what the Senator from Maine said some additional paraphernalia 
was necessary in order to get into the presence of royalty. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. BUTLER. I did not know but that that might be true, and 
hence I made the suggestion of additional expenses. It is very true 
that our ministers abroad find it very difficult to distinguish themselves 
from the head-waiter of a hotel or of a royal house. I have no doubt 
about that. They go in very simple garb; they are republicans. Ihave 
no quarrel tomake with them on that account; but there are certain ex- 
penses which it seems have to be incurred by this gentleman, and which 
ought to be allowed by the Government. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
draw the point of order? 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the Senator 8 

Mr. MORGAN. I bad hoped that opportunity would be furnished 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations to examine this bill before it 
was brought before the Senate foraction. The bill was brought in here 
from the House of Representatives on the 22d of May, which was on a 
Tuesday, when it was ordered to be printed and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations. That was two weeks ago to-day, Since that 
time, owing to the absence of Senators, we have not been able to havea 
quorum of the Committee on Foreign Relations; in fact there has been 
no meeting of the committee since that time and no quorum attending. 

I desired to bring up before that committee the subject of our diplo- 
matic relations with the South American states. We have had the 
matter before the committee during the present session of Congress, 
and reported a bill, which has become a law, providing for a conference 
with the South American and Central American states, I believe next 
spring, for the purpose of looking over the general field of our relations, 
monetary and commercial, and political as well, and arriving or at- 
tempting to arrive at some general line of policy by which the inter- 
course and trade between the United States and the Central and South 
American states may be increased. The proposition which is made 
here to increase the salary of the minister resident to Uruguay and 
Paraguay is in that direction, and it is really a proper part of that 
movement, 

I understand—I am perhaps not very accurately informed about it— 
that the estimates sent in by the Secretary of State were for two mis- 
sions, one to Uruguay and the other to Paraguay, at 55,000 each. I 
ask the Senator from Maine if I am correct about that. 

Mr. HALE. There have been several estimates of that kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. Sent in at the present session? 

Mr. HALE. There are several estimates for increasing missions and 
salaries. None of them were incorporated in the House bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. That does not affect the question of order, The 
House bill combines the two missions into one, and I take it that, equita- 
bly at least, the estimate of $10,000 for the two missions would cover 
$7,500 when they are consolidated and put into one mission, and the 
point of order probably would not be well taken if that be true. 

Mr. HALE. There has been no consolidation of these missions in 
this bill. The law at present gives a joint mission to Uruguay and 
Paraguay, and the House committee have not consolidated them in this 
bill. That has been the law for some time. I stated that the law at 
one time abolished entirely and then restored the joint mission to this 
place, with a chargé d'affaires at $5,000. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On what proposition does the Sen- 
ator make the point of order? 

Mr. HALE. ‘The proposition of increasing the salary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On what provision of the rule? 

Mr. HALE. It increases the appropriation as reported in the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator insist on the point 
of order because it has not been reported by the committee? 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order that it does increase an ap- 
propriation. 3 
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The PRESIDEN NT pro tempore. It still might be in order. 
1 HALE, It is a fact that it has not been reported by the com- 


he he PRESIDENT pro tempore. It still might be in order although 
if increases an appropriation. 

Mr. HALE. Not unless the committee reported it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If estimated for by the head of a 

ent. 

Mr. HALE. But there is no estimate for increasing this salary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to be informed in 
order that he may know what division of the rule the Senator from 
Maine relies upon in making his point of order. 

Mr. HALE. There is no recommendation either of the Department 
or of the committee that the salary of this minister be raised. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was under a misapprehension about the form in 
which this estimate came here. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
informs me that there is an estimate here for a salary of $10,000 for a 
minister to Uruguay and Paraguay sent in by the State Department. 

Mr. HALE. ‘There is an estimate for two ministers at $5,000 each, 
but there is no estimate for raising the joint mission. That would in- 
volve another question, as of course the Chair sees. 

Mr. MORGAN. There seems to be a great deal of confusion abont 
that. I do not understand now that there are two ministers estimated 
for by the Secretary of State, one to Uruguay and the other to Para- 


guay. > 
Mr. HALE. That is precisely what the Department estimate for. 


Mr. MORGAN. If that is the state of the case, and the House and 


the Senate conclude that it is better to hold to the old arrangement, 
and have the Government of the United States represented by one min- 
ister to both these governments, then I say again, equitably, if not tech- 
nically, the estimate for $10,000 would cover the $7,500 provided for 
in the amendment, the House and Senate disagreeing with the Secre- 
tary of State as to the form of the mission merely, a saving of $2,500 
by cutting down his estimate. 

It seems to me that the point of order comes in rathera peculiar shape. 
I have never seen it before in the Senate in a shape like this. 

I have not any authority to speak for the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations, but knowing the views of that committee, as I think I do, on 
questions of this kind, particularly in reference to the South American 
missions, I feel very confident that we should have their recommenda- 
tion, their very earnest recommendation, for the raising of this minister 
resident to that sortof dignity and that sort of position which is com- 
mon to all ministers representing the United States in South American 
States, none of whom gets less than $7,500, except the minister to Para- 
guay and Uruguay., It would be a very great mistake if we should 
fail to recognize the growing prosperity of the countries along La Plata 
River, that pour their tribute of wealth now with such wonderful 
rapidity into the Bay of Montevideo. That is a port receiving the chief 
products of both these republics, lying one, I believe, on one side and 
one on the other,of this great river. 

There is not any part of the civilized world that now excels the coun- 
tries occupied by the Argentine Republic and Uruguay and Paraguay 
in progress and development of every kind and character. There is no 
country where the German and English Governments seek commerce 
with greater avidity than they do in that portion of South America, 
The capacity of that region for growing stock of every description— 
horses, 8 and sheep—is really unparalleled. It is becoming also 
a very fertile country in the cereals. They are exporting wheat now 
from that region to Buenos Ayres and from Buenos Ayres to Rio de 
Janeiro and to various other ports of South America, of which we have 
had heretofore almost exclusive control as to flour. 

The truth is that the resources of that country are unparalleled. It 
is said to be a country with elevated table-land, very much resembling 
that portion of the United States which covers the area between the 
lakes and the northern boundary of our country, extending from the 
Atlantic Ocean toward the Mississippi River, a region of unexampled 
fertility, into which they are introducing a very large amount of agri- 
cultural machinery from the United States. We happen to excel in 
‘that branch of manufactures, and the people throughout that whole 
region of the world are taking our products in the way of agricultural 
machinery very rapidly, and exchanging for them hides, tallows, and 
other productions ofthat part of the earth. 

The latest statistics I have been able to obtain in regard to 2 
and Paraguay are found in the Statesman's Year Book for 1887. 
have seen a laterand very much better account written by some 8 5 
tleman in Harper’s Magazine, which is a very excellent article. I 
forget his name, but he isa gentleman well known to many persons. 
I extract from this Statesman’s Year Book some data in regard to the 
value of that country. Speaking of Paraguay, it is said— 

An van eps mee by the government in 1857 showed the population to 
number 1,337,439 

It must be — — or perhaps three times that number now, for the 
influx of population by immigration has been very great in all that 
section of country. 

The chief article of foreign commerce of Paraguay is the yerba Aare pe r Pa- 


D the Ilex Paraguayensis tree, dried gad sc 
to powder, which are extensively consumed in all the States of =— 


That is one of these two countries to which we are sending this min- 
ister. I will refer now to some statistics of the other country, Uru- 
guay. The imports in 1885 of Uruguay were „275, 476 and the 
exports $25,253,000. Of the total Great Britain xported to Uruguay 
$7,381,860 in value, while the United States exported to that country 
82. 015,107. The imports of Great Britain from Uruguay during that 
year were 84, 885,456, and of the United States $4,370,591. 

The principal articles of export are animals, 762,000 pesos, in 1885; preserved 
nee and extract, 4,960,000 pesos; skins and hides, 7,760,000 pesos ; tallow, 2,215.- 

000 pesos; wool, 7,333,000 pesos. The total export of animal products (besides 
live animals) in 185 is valued at 23,462,518 pesos, and of agricultural products 
633,797 Nearly the whole of the exportsand eee s 1 0 ine e pass 
through Wee the capital, at the mouth of the 

I need not go any further to present statistics, ERE e our own sta- 
tistical tables are important to be considered in this connection; but 
enough appears from what I have already read to show that we have a 
very important trafiic that we ought to be cultivating with Uruguay 
and Paraguay. 

I understand one of the best ways of arriving at it is, first of all, to 
send an honorable representative in the diplomatic branch to those 
governments whose trade and commerce we desire to cultivate; and in 
order to have a man of proper character, and to have him properly re- 
spected and in proper position, he ought to have a salary sufficient, at 
least, to enable him to live with some degree of comfort. 

Now, let me ask why it is that we should make a discrimination in 
the salary of our minister to Uruguay and Paraguay, as between those 
countries, two of which are combined in this mission, and the other 
republics of South America. Buenos Ayres lies just across the bay 
from Montevideo, perhaps 150 or 200 miles, and across a bay that is 
almost entirely landlocked. The two places have a large cor nd- 
ence in commerce, The number of ships entering the port of Monte- 
video in 1885 is stated as follows: 

There entered at the port of Montevideo in 1885 1,249 foreign vessels of 1,232,- 
962 tons,and cl 1,161 vessels of 1,221,223 tons; over 60 per cent. of the ton- 
nage was British. In the river and coasting trade there entered 3,326 vessels of 
1,163,283 tons, and cleared 3,419 vessels of 1,189,434 tons. 

There were railways of a total length of 271 English miles open for traffic in 
1885. ‘The telegraphic lines in operation at the en 3 were of a total 
length of 1,405 English miles, including 2% miles of coast cables, 

The post- office carried 3,147,370 letters, 28,811 ton, prae 3S and 9,027,200 samples 
and printed papers in the year 188. The ts of the post-oflice in recent 
years were insuflicient to cover the 5 

These statements show a very active state of business, and the facts 
are not given here fully because that country is outgrowing the records 
of the past with great rapidity. What would measure the prosperity 
of that country in 1885 would scarcely be accepted asa fair measure 
of its prosperity in 1888, and we ought to progress in the means through 
which wecommunicate with that country somewhat in a parallel move- 
ment with the progress of the country itself. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like to sug- 
gest to him, speaking of the progress of this section, particularly of 
Uruguay, that the recent improvement there, as shown by the latest 
financial statements from Europe, is that the value of their lands, their 
banking capital, and all that, is three times what it was in 1885. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave no doubt about that, and I was about to ob- 
serve that the city of Montevideo, in which this minister resides, is a 
health resort. It is a place to which the people of Buenos Ayres, who 
are very rich and have an enormous commerce extending with won- 
derful progress and rapidity—the people of Buenos Ayres, where the 
location is not quite so healthy and pleasant as at Montevideo, go up 
there on a line of steamers which run between the two cities in a very 
few hours and spend their winter season (which is our summer season) 
at this place of refreshment and resort, bringing to Montevideo a very 
enlightened and splendid population. I doubt, sir, if you can find on 
the Atlantic coast of this country, outside of our great cities, a popula- 
tion that is superior to that which assembles in Buenos Ayres and 
Montevideo. If we have a minister there at all, that man ought to be 
able to live in something of a style becoming the fact of his being the 
minister resident and consul-general of the United States. This Gov- 
ernment is not so poor that it can not afford to honor a man who is 
sent to a country like this with which we have such growing commer- 
cial connection, by giving to him a compensation the equal at least of 
that of our representatives to other South American republics. This 
is a narrow piece of legislation, it is not worthy of the condition of this 
country, and Iam quite satisfied that if the Committee on Foreign 
Relations had had an opportunity to express themselves on this ques- 
tion, which they have not had, they would present very strong reasons 
to the Senate why thissalary ought to be increased at least to $7,500 a 
year, The bill puts it at $5,000 a year, every other South American 
mission being $7,500. 

Mr. HALE. The ministers resident at Bolivia, Denmark, and Hayti 
receive $5,000. Bolivia is in South America. 


„ 0 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4903 


Mr. MORGAN, TLought to have excepted Bolivia; I remember now 
that mission is $5,000. Ido not know the gentleman whois there. I 
know nothing about him. 1 hope be is a good representative. He 
ought to be if he is not, because he is representing us at a very in- 
teresting country. He is brought into contact with prospects that 
the merchants and agriculturists and manufacturers of this country 
must look to with considerable interest because of the market which is 
there afforded to our people for productions of every kind. 

i may say here that if there is one view of American policy in which 
I feel more interest than I do in all the balance so far as it regards for- 
eign intercourse, it is that we shall cultivate the most amicable and 
intimate commercial relations with the people of South America. That 
is the kitchen-garden of the United States. In almost the entire area 
of South America, except the particular country about which I am 
now speaking, the products are not those which are made in this part 
of the hemisphere. Our products are naturally interchangeable with 
their productions, and commerce with South America can be carried 
on with a Jess use of money for the purpose of paying balances than 
with any other countries that we trade with at all. It is very largely 
a barter trade, almost exclusively a barter trade, and we should have 
in that an advantage which is, I think, very great in all commercial 
transactions. I will illustrate with the case of Cuba. We take from 
Cuba, I believe, bout $80,000,000 of sugar. and we send to Cuba, I will 
say, $15,000,000—I believe not exceeding that—of our own productions. 
The difference of course between what we take from them in sugar and 

~ send to them in our products must be settled in money. It is a very 
great drain upon the finances of any country to have money circulating 
back and forth to pay the balances between us and Cuba. If by some 
commercial arrangement we could interchange productions with Cuba, 
I should say that that would be very greatly to the advantage of the 
people of the United States, and that this money that goes abroad to 
that island for the purpose of paying balances would be enyployed here 
in the activities of industry, and it would be something of immense 
value to our people if this arrangement could be made, or some ar- 
rangement of the kind. 

Well, we are tending in that direction. We are all anxious, I know, 
to get the trade of South America. More than that, these people in 
South America have with heroic purpose adhered to the system of gov- 
ernment established by the United States, which overturned the tradi- 
tional ideas and affections of every Spanish descendant in the world, 
for if there is a natural-born monarchist that manisa Spaniard. But 


these people accepted our example, commencing as far back as 1822 or 
1824, have spread with their independence the republican system of 


confederated states, with a national union all over the whole continent 
of South America excepting Brazil and a few possessions that mainly 
belong to France, Germany, and Great Britain, a very small area in- 
deed. 


They have had very great difficulties, very great struggles to over- 
come theirown prejudicesagainst free constitutional government. They 
have also been loaded down there by constitutional provisions which 
fastened upon them a fixed church polity, while we in the South had a 
constitutional provision that fastened on this country a slave policy. 
They have been warring against it year after year, and their efforts to 
throw it off have been really heroic and entitled to the commendation 
certainly ofall the people of the United States. They have held on to this 
little flickering light of constitutional liberty in the midst of storms and 
darkness, and when a people with less heroism and less determination 
would have given up their purpose and relinquished it and lapsed back 
under the rule of some great monarch or king, who would have made 
the hidalgos rich; but, as I said before, these people have held on to 
their ideas of American constitutional liberty. 

My sympathies for these people are very much akin with that sort of 
sentiment which animated our people in the years 1820 to 1825, when 
we came forward and upheld the hands of Bolivar and other great 
South American patriots and statesmen and soldiers, and enabled these 
people to plant upon that hemisphere in the South two very important 
things—one, republican institutions organized under constitutional 
forms of government, and the other the Christian religion. So I feel 
all the time as if I were willing to spend some money, as if I were 
willing to take a step in advance, although it might not be strengthened 
perhaps by the most practical sort of economy in every instance, in or- 
der to encourage and meet these people in their efforts to build up the 
South American states. I shall welcome them to Washington City 
with perfect joy when they come here next year to participate with us 
in our centennial anniversary of the establishment of the Constitution 
of the United States, which is the foundation after all of their own gov- 
ernments, and I shall be delighted if that shall be the occasion when 
more liberal views shall pervade all these states and unite much more 
closely in commerce and every other way, in all the national affections 
if we may call them such, which ought to characterize the association 
of republics with each other. 

I hope the Senator from Maine will not take the view that the ques- 
tion in this case is so narrow a one that it only relates to the advance- 
ment of some gentleman, whom I do not know, from a smaller toa 
higher salary. If I knew him he might not be a worthy man; but be- 
ing the representative of my country in the states of Paraguay and 


Uruguay, and at the great capital of Montevideo, amongst that enlight- 
ened and splendid population, I should still insist that he should have 
out of the Government of the United States a somewhat decent living 
to maintain the state and dignity of his mission at that very important 

int. f 
mis HALE. Mr. President, I have no question as to the decision of 
the point of order by the Chair, but as the discussion has run largely - 
into the general features of this amendment I want to make a brief re- 
ply to the Senator from Alabama. 

There never is atime in the Senate when it is not pleasant to listen 
to that Senator. His general information on all subjects that he inves- 
tigates—and he investigates almost every subject that comes up here— 
makes his remarks and his views on general subjects of importance and 
well worthy of consideration; and listening to him now as he brings 
up the question of encouraging South American trade and of the growth 
of our trade with those countries, if it were not for the question whether 
that argument applied to this particular case nobody would bave any 
dispute with him. Iam as much in favor of encouraging trade with 
the South American Republics where it is possible to increase it, as any 
member of this body. I have always voted and spoken in that direction 
and taken great interest in the subject-matter. But the question of 
increasing South American trade is not involved in the question which 
now arises on the point of order whether the Senate can increase the 
salary already fixed by law of the minister to Paraguay and Uruguay. 

A few facts which I get from the last report of the Treasury Depart- 
ment on the commerce and navigation of the United States, make a 
complete answer to what has been said by the Senator from Alabama 
and the Senator from Florida as to the increase of our trade with these 
countries, and they show a distinction that I have made all the while 
between the Argentine Republic, equally 8 ſed, and dependent 
upon the La Plata River with Paraguay and Uruguay. The two are 
entirely distinct. 

This report shows that the trade by importation from Uruguay with 
this country has decreased from 1882 to 1887 from $6,800,000 to $2,- 
400,000, and it is running smaller and smaller all the time. These 
are the imports that we receive from that country; Iam coming later 
to the exports. So that instead of the general view which has been 
urged here that it is increasing—the Senator from Alabama says you 
can not tell anything about what there was a few years ago, because 
it is very much more now—itis precisely the reverse in this case. Our 
imports from there have run down from almost 57. 000, 000 to less than 
two millions and a half. Now, turn to the exports. Our exports in the 
last six years to the Argentine Republic, represented largely by Buenos 
Ayres, below the bay, have increased from $2,258,009 to $5,600,000, 
while those to Uruguay have decreased from $1,536,000 to $1,300,000, 
and the trade with Paraguay, which is the other country that is repre- 
sented by this mission, is so insignificant that it is included in all 
other countries in South America,’’ the te of which embraces 
only $106,000, having run down from $700,000 in 1882 to $106,000 
now. — 
Mr. MORGAN. Does the Senator refer to the productions of that 
country ? 

Mr. HALE. I refer to our exports and our imports. 

Mr. MORGAN. I know that there has been a falling off unques- 
tionably. : 

Mr. HALE. But it has not been falling off with the Argentine Re- 
public. Our exports to that country have increased from two million 
and odd up to nearly $6,000,000. The truth is that the trade we have 
or are likely to have, is not with these two countries. The general 
considerations that apply do not apply to Uruguay and Paraguay any 
more than do the considerations that the Senator last mentioned, that 
republican institutions have been planted in South America, and that 
it is our duty to nurse them. There never was a greater violation of 
the whole republican system, never a greater despotism existed on 
either continent than existed in Paraguay when she was almost struck 
from the face of the earth as a nation in the Brazilian contest. It was 
a dictatorship without limit and had been so for years. The planting 
of republican institutions, sowing the seed and encouraging it, water- 
ing it, increasing it, does not apply to these countries. Paraguay and 
Uruguay do not stand to-day with the United States on that mark, 
either by sympathy or by traffic, as compared with the other South 
American states. 

I might go on and amplify upon this and show that the general con- 
siderations urged by the Senator do not apply here. I only give the 
figures as shown by the official reportssubmitted tous by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the annual report on commerce and navigation for 
the very last year that has been reported to us. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suppose the Senator, however, may know that 
Montevideo is situated on the shores of the mouth'of the river La 
Plata, and we have very little intercourse by steamer. 

Mr. HALE. There is a large distance between Buenos Ayres and 
Montevideo. Montevideo lies more directly at the mouthof the river, 
and Buenos Ayres lies across below on the bay. The two countries 
are entirely different. The Argentine Republic is the growing repub- 
lic of the South. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘They are about 150 miles apart, right across the 


mouth of the river; as the two countries are on the opposite sides of 


the river, the Argentine Republic and Uruguay and Paraguay being on 
thé opposite sides of the same river. I want to call the Senator’s at- 
tention to this fact, that the apparent falling away in our commerce 
with Montevideo is due in a considerable degree, as I am informed, to 
the fact that our intercourse with that part of the world through the 
vessels that we have which go there is directly with Buenos Ayres, 
and the commerce that is really absorbed in Uruguay and Paraguay is 
credited to Buenos Ayres, so that there is shown a very large increase 
at Buenos Ayres, while at Montevideo there is a falling away. The 
truth is that our actual interchange of commodities with Paraguay 
and Uruguay has been increasing for the last three or four years; other- 
wise, gentlemen familiar with the country are very incorrect in their 
statements. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know the minister to either of these coun- 
tries by name, and I never did know personally any minister that ever 
was there, and I do not expect to have any personal interest in any 
minister to South America, In fact, I never did have any personal 
acquaintance, I believe, with any man that went to South America as 
a minister of the United States; but I think it is a mistake to suppose 
that we can afford to let go a country like this, growing as it is more 
rapidly perhaps to-day than any other portion of South America, es- 
pecially Uruguay I now speak of having made progress in the last two 
or three years that is phenomenal and astonishing to everybody, and 
treat it as a matter of no concern in its commerce and its interests and 
its welfare and its connection with us. 

‘The Senator from Maine says we are losing some trade. I have not 
looked up the statements very carefully, but I find that in 1887 the ex- 
ports were $1,393,000, I have before me the Statesman’s Year Book, 
published in England, and from that it appears that our exports to that 
country were 1,246,000 pesos. A peso is nearly a dollar—96} cents— 
which may be considered practically a dollar. Their exports to this 
country were something over twice that amount. They furnish, as 
stated by the Senator from Alabama, very many things that we desire, 
These South American regions are large producers of cattle, and we 
have purchased from them a very large amount of hides and a consid- 
erable amount of wool within the last few years. We have a great many 
things that they desire. To-day 48 per cent. of all they buy they buy 
from Great Britain. Sixty per cent. of all the tonnage that goes into 
their ports goes from Great Britain, and I find that of all that went into 
Montevideo 60 per cent. of the tonnage that enters the port is British 
tonnage, and 48 per cent. of all they buy is of British goods, and they 
buy of Great Britain much more than they sell to Great Britain. The 
balance of trade is the other way. There is no reason why we should 
not have trade with these South American countries, and why we should 
not have a considerable amount of trade, excepting the fact that we 
have neglected to secure it. 

A few years ago we sent a commission to South America for the pur- 
pote of determining what we could do, what steps could be taken to 

ring us in closer commercial relations with those countries. That 
commission reported. The report is a very valuable one, and yetsince 
that report was made there has been practically no effort at all made 
by the Government to take advantage of the information furnished. 
We have not increased our diplomatic relations with them in any shape 
that I know of, and without meaning tosay anything about the men who 
have gone there, because, as I say, I do not know them and presume 
that they are all right, we have not sent the class of men we should 
have sent, because we have not paid the proper salaries that would in- 
duce the proper class of men to desire these places, Every consul that 
we send to South America ought to be the agent of the manufacturers 
and producers of this country. There ought to bea close relation with 
every South American and Central American nation. If there had 
been attention directed to this and an effort had been made, we 
might have made our silver dollar the silver dollarof every one of those 
South American, republics without difficulty and without trouble. 
They are a silver-using people, producing but little themselves of that 
metal, and would have been glad to have this arrangement with us 
for trade and commerce and for the interchange of money in that way. 

Mr. President, I find on the same page of this bill— 

Minister resident and consul-general to Greece, Roumania, and Servia, $6,500, 

Will the Senator who has the bill in charge, or anybody else, tell 
me what our trade with Greece is, or what our trade with Roumania 
or Servia is, or what our relations are or are likely to be with those 
countries, that we require $6,500 there to pay the agent of the Govern- 
ment, while $5,000 is sufficient at this place? I doubt whether any 
mun in the Senate can give me a reason why the consul-general to Greece, 
Roumania, and Servia should get $6,500, while in these South Amer- 
ican countries he gets $5,000. Nobody expects to create anye traffic, 
and we have nosuch relations with those countries as requires so much. 
There is no reason why there should be this difference—why the one 
should be pas $5,000 and the other $6,500. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me a word. 
make a speech in the midst of his. 

Mr. TELLER. That might help mine. 

Mr. HALE. All that the Senator says about increasing trade is en- 
tirely true. It never has been said so well as he is saying it now: but 


I do not want to 
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it has been gone over repeatedly before. I have had the honor of mak- 
ing speeches going into this whole question; but trade is not going to 
be built up by increasing the salaries of ministers. They have very 


little to do with trade. The consuls have to deal with trade, and many 
Senators believe that the ministers should be abolished and the con- 
sular feature advanced. Ministers have nothing to do with trade. We 
shall never get any trade with these countries until we take hold of 
other subjects besides increasing the salaries of ministers. We have 
got to do what other nations have done; we have got to give subsidies 
and aids to commercial lines, mercantile ventures, so that we may build 
up a trade, as Great Britain and France and Germany build up their 
trade, It is not in any way, it is not even remotely, connected with 
the question of our diplomatic establishment. So the questions which 
the Senator asks are not pertinent to the consideration of the important 
subject he has in mind. 

Mr. BUTLER, The Senator from Colorado will yield to me a mo- 
ment. The designation of this officer is ‘‘ minister resident and con- 
sul-general.““ 

Mr. HALE. That never has been so until the present time. There 
is no necessity of his being a consul-general. e has nothing to do 
with that. It is put on, and I shall move to strike it off if it be nec- 


essary, 

Mr. BUTLER. It is there. 5 

Mr. HALE. We have a consul there who attends to all the consu- 
lar duties connected with trade. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator is mistaken. Governments like Uru- 
guay and Paraguay of course have assigned to them a consul-general 
in addition to the local consul at Montevideo. 

Mr. HALE. They never have had. 

Mr. BUTLER. This gentleman as chargé d’affaires had charge of 
the diplomatic as well as the consular and business part of the mission, 
and so he hhs now. 

Mr, HALE. He had charge of the diplomatic part, but not the con- 
sular part. 

Mr. BUTLER. Oh, yes, he has. 

Mr. TELLER. I donot agree with the Senator from Maine that 
the ministers have nothing to do with trade. I do not understand, of 
course, that a minister is the agent of our manufacturers or is allowed 
to be; but in establishing good relations between the countries he is 
invaluable. Why do we keep ministers to these countries if they are 
of no advantage? We want to have ministers there who have skill 
and ability and who can live in such a way as will give them standing 
in the community to which they are accredited, in order to bring to 
us the good-will, the respect of these nations. It is their duty to over- 
see and to some extent direct the consuls, to bring about the direct re- 
sults of missions of this kind in the way of trade. 

The trade of this South American country is not very valuable; it 
is worth to us somewhere in the neighborhood of $2,750,000, nearly 
$3,000,000. We buy of them; they sell to us. They have an army. 
This little country has an army of 20,000 men, a national guard armed 
with rifles made in the State of New York. They are not Indians. 
They have at the capital of the country an institution of learning upon 
which they spend a half million dollars a year; they have all the civil- 
ization that belongs to the age; and I repeat again what I said in re- 
ply to a remark made by the Senator from Alabama, I do not think 
there is any country in the world that has made more progress than it 
has in the last three years if published European reports are to be ac- 
credited. They have increased their banking system; they have in- 
creased their commercial relations with the interior of the country and 
with other countries. 

Mr. HALE. The Argentine Republic? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I do not mean the Argentine Republic. I mean 
this little people, less than 600,000 population. They have made a 
progress.and development that are astonishing and almost without 
parallel. I know it is said by some of the European financiers that 
they are going too fast and will break down. Possibly chey may, but it 
shows that they have arrived at a stage where they propose to get their 
part of the world’s progress and the world’s goods; and it is for us to 
see whether these people are to be allied to us, as they ought to be, as 
our neighbors in sympathy with us in form of government and in every 
other way; and to stand and haggle about $2,500 a year seems to me to 
be absurd. 

We ought to make a determined effort to bring every South Ameri- 
can and Central American state in close alliance with us, commercially 
and politically. Their interest ought to be our interest, and our in- 
terest ought to be theirs, and when any nation, whether it be Great 
Britain or any other, moves upon their territory without their consent 
it ought to be the duty, and I believe it to be the duty, of this great 
Government at least to enter a very earnest protest. That would 
bring these people to us in commercial relations, would make a market 
for us that can be had in no other place in the world. 

We talk about a market for our surplus goods. All Europe is closed 
against us to-day either by their tariffs or by their cheap labor. If 
we can send our goods anywhere to find a reasonable market to-day it 
is to the South American and Central American countries, and nowhere 
else; and to haggle over whether we shall give $7,500 or $5,000 a year 
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to a minister is, in my judgment, unworthy of a great nation like ours. 
I would not waste any money on anybody or for any purpose, but I 
would send men to these countries who are capable of representing 
this Government in such a way as to command the respect of all the 
people there, and whose business it should be to bring them to us in 
close alliance, and when the Government of the United States shall 
enter upon that career it will provide markets for the surplus that we 
are producing of our manufactures, and in a thousand other ways that 
will contribute to the prosperity of the whole country. 

Mr. PLUMB. Mr. President, if this were a proposition to really 
strengthen or increase the tradeof the United States, I would very cheer- 
fully vote for it. But itis not such a proposition. In all this matter 
of ministers plenipotentiaries and envoys extraordinary, and so on, 
we simply copy from the pattern set by Great Britain and other Eu- 
ropean countries, and have sent men to foreign posts representing the 
United States, not to promote the trade of the country, but for the pur- 

of keeping up acertain show. Wethink athome that the United 
tates is a good deal of a government; and yet it is a fact that those 
who represent Hayti, San Domingo, and other countries of the pumper- 
nickel kind outrank the minister from the United States. When the 
minister of the United States to London is invited to a dinner hë goes, 
if he goes at all, knowing that he is to sit at the foot of the table, while 
sitting above him are the persons who represent the inferior states, and 
that is because they are dubbed with a greater title; that is to say, 
they have greater rank by denomination or designation than is given 
to the n who goes with the authority of the United States. This 
only shows that all this is simply playing with what may be’called 
the interests of the country. 

We send a minister to London to do what? Simply to dine with the 

other dignitaries that he meets there, to perform a mere social office 
around the august court of Queen Victoria. He does no other thing 
whatever save now and then introduce a person like my friend from 
South Carolina to the Queen or to some of the lords in waiting. But 
when it comes to matters concerning the substantial and material in- 
terests of the United States he is without consequence. Weare simply 
keeping up in the framework of our diplomatic service the pattern which 
we copied from Great Britain. We have done nothing more and done 
nothing less, and all this talk about the minister to Paraguay and Uru- 
guay being of consequence to the commerce of this country is, in my 
judgment, entirely without foundation. 
If instead of a minister to Paraguay, if instead of a minister to Lon- 
don, if instead of a minister to Berlin and to other countries to which 
we now send representatives of this Government, we were to send 
strong, wise, intelligent American business men, with ample salaries, 
we should do something that would return to the people of the United 
States a benefit by increasing their foreign trade. Asitis we send men 
to perform the social service of which I have spoken, and to revolve as 
satellites around the central orb of a monarchy to the effect of casting 
discredit upon republican institutions. 

Whoever will look at our treaties, of which we ratify a half dozen at 
every session of the Senate, will find that they deal not with trade re- 
lations, but with an entirely different class of subjects, in which the 
people of the United States have eee no interest whatever. 
‘There has not been any treaty of trade or commerce with Great Britain 
in thirty years; there has not been a treaty ratified by the Senate for 
the past twenty-five years which has enlarged the trade horizon of the 
people of the United States one single iota. The only treaty I can re- 
call which related to that subject even remotely during my term in the 
Senate is the treaty negotiated with Mexico, which has never been car- 
ried into effect. It is because we have based our entire system of in- 
tercourse with foreign peoples upon a false basis that we have had such 
meager results. 

I do not object to high salaries. I would be glad to pay a consul to 
Liverpool $10,000 a year, and similar salaries to consuls at all principal 
points reached by the trade of the people of the United States or which 
might possibly be reached by it. It is not a question of money. But 
as it is we send to these places decayed, broken-down politicians. 

There is not a man connected with the State Department to-day who 
knows anything about the trade or manufacturing interests of the 
United States. I do not speak of that as a ground of offense at all, 
but as simply an illustration of the fact that in the matter of our in- 
tercourse with foreign people we have got up into what Mr. Conkling 
so felicitously called the upper air and solar walk“ away from the 
every-day affairs of life and away from the business concerns of our 
people, into a domain of society and politics the chief characteristic of 
which is lying and insincerity. The polities of the outside world is 
of little consequence to us, consequently we have no need of sending 
anybody to deal with political relations with those people; but, on the 
contrary, we ought to send men there to deal with relation to our trade 
interests, our manufacturing supplies, the products of our soil which 
are to be exchanged for the products of their soil and the products of 
the loom and the shop. 

This whole bill is based upon a false idea. We give $1,500 for a con- 
sul to animportant point, and if we have occasion for a minister to that 
place we give him, as we have given him here, from $5,000 to $7,500, 
perhaps $10,000 a year. The consul is supposed to do the work. By 


reason of the limited salary we pay him, we can not get the right kind 


ofaman. The work, therefore, is imperfectly done. But nobody ex- 
pects the minister to do anything. No one ever did and no one ever 
will do anything. We never have had a treaty of any consequence 
negotiated with a great foreign power that was not negotiated in Wash- 
ington. Our minister to England undertook a few years ago some ne- 
gotiations about the fisheries business. The moment he got to the 
essential point everything was taken away from him and the negotia- 
tion was carried on by a special commission on the part of both powers 
sitting here in Washington. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not think 
it would have been better to have left the minister to negotiate the 
treaty? Does he not think he would have got along better? 

Mr. PLUMB. Perhaps he might. I think on the whole the steps he 
took indicated that he had a more patriotic comprehension of the is- 
sues involved than those by whom the treaty was subsequently nego- 
tiated. But the fact is that he can not be anything more than a mere 
pawn upon the chess-board. When it comes to close quarters, when it 
comes to that which is important, he will undoubtedly be superseded 
by the agency of the Secretary of State himself, or the President of 
the United States, or some one appointed for the particular purpose in 
view. So when it came to the adjustment of our relations with Great 
Britain after the close of the civil war it was the Joint High Commis- 
sion which made the treaty that resulted in the Geneva arbitration ~ 
which made what is known as the Alabama award. 

What we want is a thorough reconstruction of the entire business of 
our intercourse with foreign peoples. I believe itis wise that we should 
abolish the office of minister to England and minister to all these for- 
eign powers, We should substitute men to be called consuls, or what 
not, but who should have special charge of the material interests of the 
people of the United States among the people to whom they are acered- 
ited. They ought to be men of the highest ability. 

In order to get them, of course we must pay higher salaries. Wemay 
get a good consul at London who can do all our business there for 
$10,000—for less than we pay to the minister whom we send there, 
because the man whom we send as consul, or as trade agent, or as com- 
mercial agent, or hy whatever name he might be known, would not 
be obliged to spend $10,000 or $15,000 a year in entertaining people who 
are of no more consequence to us than the summer fly. It is the mer- 
chants who distribute for the common people, the middle-men gener- 
ally, and all the agencies that relate to the distribution and exchange 
of the productions of one country with those of another whom we want 
to reach. Those people are never reached, they are never seen by the 
men whom we send as ministers to London, Paris, Berlin, Vienna, and 
St. Petersburg. 

We rely upon the underpaid men, the men who are willing to take 
a foreign position at $1,500 or $2,000 a year to do this business for us. 
Of course they are inferior people, and these positions have come to be 
regarded as the rewards cf political service. They are filled naturally 
with a class of inferior persons, with those who are worn out and be- 
lated, of no account at home, because no self-respecting American would 
go abroad for a salary of $1,200 or $1,500 a year; that is to say, the 
salary would be no inducement when he could make more than that 
at home. Consequently we take the valetudinarians, the played-out 
people, and send them abroad at insufficient salaries to perform these 
great and important functions for the people of the United States. : 

Mr. President, if we are to have better trade relations with Para- 
guay and Uruguay, and with South America generally, we do not need 
to send down there men bearing the commission of the United States 
as ministers plenipotentiary with a large salary or with any salary at 
all. We want to abolish that office, and to put in place of it an office 
having a plain, straightforward duty connected with it, in which the 
people of the United States have some interest, and which can be filled, 
as it will be, by some man who is keenly alive to the mterest of the 
people of the United States, thoroughly conversant with them, and not 
some one who is concerned in the mere tinsel, in the frills and furbelows 
of the kind of intercourse which those indulge in whom we send abroad 
as ministers plenipotentiary. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Kansas can not be serious when 
he means to say that we shall dismiss our ministers to foreign countries ` 
and rely upon commercial agents and consuls for all communications 
with those governments. 

Mr. PLUMB. And the telegraph. 

Mr. TELLER. If we have trouble with a foreign power we must 
approach that foreign power according to a regular system which has 
grown upamong civilized people. Wecan get at them in no other way; 
and while it is probably true that some of our ministers are of very 
little consequence (probably the minister to Persia has very little to 
do, and the minister to Greece has very little to do, and so in some 
other regions in the world), yet nobody can say but that the minister 
to Great Britain, ever since we have had a minister there, has not occa- 
sionally had the most delicate and important duties to perform, duties 
that nobody, not even the Senator from Kansas, would think of in- 
trusting toa commercial agent or a business man, duties which are only 
to be handled and treated by either born or trained diplomats—ques- 
tions with which the brightest and best business man would be as little 
qualified to deal as an infant. 

I agree with the Senator from Kansas that trade must be largely - 
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sought, if at all, through the commercial agents and through the còn- 
suls; bat the very minister whose salary it is pro to raise is a 
consul-general. He has to act in the double capacity, performing the 
delicate functions of a minister, if occasion requires, and he has to per- 
form the more important sometimes, and sometimes less important, 
functions of a commercial agent or consul-general. 

The only question is whether the best men in the country can be 
obtained aud can afford to go away from this country, leaving their 
business, and stay for the limited period unfortunately that our min- 
isters and commercial agents have been allowed to stay abroad at the 
salary proposed to be given. 

I wish to say one other thing with reference to what the Senator from 
Kansas said about the class of men we have sent abroad. As a general 
rule the ministers we have sent abroad from this country have been 
men who have beennodiscredit tous. That has been proved. It has 
not been the policy of preceding administrations, whatever it may be 
now, to remove commercial agents and consuls who are business offi- 
cers upon a change of administration. So there had grown up in all 
the great European cities a system of commercial agencies and consul- 
ships that was creditable to the Government. A change in the ad- 
ministration may have made some difference. Undoubtedly it has; 
that is to say, some of them were removed when the terms expired for 
which they bad been appointed, and others filled their places with less 
experience and with less knowledge of the subjects with which they 
were called to deal. The Senator is a member of the subcommittee 
which considered this bill perhaps. 

Mr, PLUMB. Not of the subcommittee. , 

Mr. TELLER. He is a member of the general committee at least 
which passed upon this bill; and I think the committee ought to have 
inquired why we should give to the minister at Corea $7,500 when the 
total exports of that country last year were less than the trade between 
the United States and Uruguay. All that they bought and all that 
they sold was less than the trade both ways between Uruguay and the 
United States. I know of course that it is important to have a man oi 
sense and of ability there, for he may have delicate missions to perform 
in looking after the welfare of American citizens in that foreign land, 
and that is a part of every minister’s business. A ship manned with 
American sailors gets into trouble with some foreign ship, and to whom 
do they apply? First tothe consul. If it is a matter which ought to 
be brought to the attention of the Government the consul applies at 
once to the minister, and the minister to the foreign power. There is 
no waiting to send over to this country. It is worth something that 
an American citizen abroad shall know to whom he may apply—not a 
mere commercial agent, not a mere seller of goods or buyer of wares, 
but a man who understands the law that should govern the treatment 
of the subjects or citizens of another nation. It is worth something 
to them that they can appeal to a man who knows what the law is 
and what the usages and customs have been among civilized nations, 
and what is demanded and what will be demanded not only by his 
Government but by the civilized world of the nation whose citizen it is 
supposed has committed some infraction of international law. 

Mr. PLATT. Have we that kind of representatives abroad? 

Mr. TELLER. A Senator inquires whether we have that kind of 
representatives abroad. I do not know. I am not now speaking of 
what we have, but of the system. I do not know whether the foreign 
offices are filled with the men they ought to be filled with.. Upon that 
point I am not qualified to speak, because I have given no attention to 
it. Lonly speak of what ought to be the rule; of what ought to be 
the character of the men who represent this great nation. 

But I can speak with some degree of pride as to the character of the 
men who have heretofore filled the high offices at least, like ministers 
to these great powers, The Senator from Kansas says that our min- 
ister sits at the foot of the table. Very well; he sits there because we 
will that he shall sit there, because simply three or four words put into 
an appropriation bill creating him an embassador instead of a minister 
would give him rank equal to that of the copper-colored Asiatic who 
goés to the English court as an embassador. 

Ihave propounded the question for ten years to the men who are 
charged with this branch of the public service, and the only reason 
that I have ever heard given was given the other day in another body, 
when it was said that the republican simplicity of this country would 
be embarrassed by receiving a man of so high rank who was in inter- 
national law and theory the immediate representative of the throne. 
If there was ever anything that deserves to be called bosh in a pub- 
lic place like this, that kind of reasoning deserves it. Why should we 
not have an embassador, if the Emperor of Germany should send an 
embassador here? If we had embassadors there, it is said we should 
have to receive embassadors. Why should we not receive embassa- 
dors? Who are more fit and who have a better right to receive em- 
bassadors than the 60,000,000 people in this country? Why should 
we not receive them, and why should we not receive them with the 
American simplicity with which we receive the ministers? Could we 
be expected to put on any extra service or to do anything that we 
had not done when we received the ministers? That is all non- 
sensical. It is barely possible if we gave them this high rank that 
we might be required to spend a little more money in order to be 
equal with the other embassadors. But suppose we did. Can we 


not afford it? If it is worth while to keep a minister to England, 
what difference does it make to us whether we pay him $17,500, or 
$25,000, or $35,000, or $40,000? If it is worth while to keep him 
there at all, it is worth while to keep him there in dignity, so that he 
will command the respect of the people. 

I know it was said by the Senator from Kansas that negotiations are 
usually concluded here. I am free to say that I believe it would have 
been better if the recent negotiations between our country and Great 
Britain had been left to the American minister in London. I have 
looked carefully over every line and every word that he has said on that 
subject, and I have not yet found a single line that any American citi- 
zen need find fault with. Itiscommendable that he at least, whatever 
others may have done, understood the rights of the American people, 
and pro so far as he was concerned, to maintain them. I believe 
that has been the history of our foreign ministers through all time, and 
I think it is as indispensable that we should bave foreign ministers as 
it is that we should have consuls. 

There are very many other things that we ought to have which we 
do not have in reference to the creation of trade, with regard to which 
I do not propose to speak upon this bill, but I may upon some other at 
some future time. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, there are two questions involved in the 
amendment which I have presented. One is the comparative, direct 
importance of Paraguay and Uruguay to the business and commerce of 
this country. I 1ead from the commercial reports of our consuls for 
the year 1881-82. I understood the Senator trom Maine [Mr. HALE] 
to say that as compared with the Argentine Republic, where it is ad- 
mitted that it is advisable to have a diplomatic representative of the 
highest rank except one, and of adequate salary, the business of the 
two countries was largely in favor of the Argentine Republic; that that 
had increased, while that of Uruguay and Paraguay had decreased. The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGANn] has shown by an examination 
of the special facts of the case that that is an illusory statement; that 
the trade of Buenos Ayres has a large portion of the Paraguayan and 
Uruguayan production included in it. 

But the statement is not correct that the trade with the Argentine 
Republic has increased. It has decreased a million dollars. From 
the statement which we have of foreign commerce made to the Treas- 
ury Department on the 30th of June, 1887, we find that the gross 
amouut of trade with the United States of the Argentine Republic for 
1882 was $5,234,000, and in 1887 it was $4,100,000, a decrease of a 
million dollars. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator look at the export trade on page 37? 

Mr. CALL. This is the ag te value of the imports. 

Mr. HALE. Now look at the export trade, which is our own trade, 
which is of much more importance than the import trade, on page 37 
of the same report. Look at the trade of the Argentine Republic and 
also look at that of Uruguay. 

Mr. CALL. I find there is an increase in our exports to the Argen- 
tine Republic from $2,258,000 in 1881, to $5,671,729 in 1887, and that 
in Uruguay there was an export trade in 1886 of $1,536,000, and in 
1887 of $1,393,000, there being a difference of some $200,000. 

Mr. HALE. Did the Senator giye the export trade of the Argen- 
tine Republic? I did not hear. 

Mr. CALL. Yes; I gave that of the Argentine Republic. 

Mr. HALE. There is a very large increase? 

Mr. CALL. Yes; there isa large increase in our export trade. 

Mr. HALE. In our own products? 

Mr. CALL. Yes; in our own products, and there is a decrease of 
$200,000 in Uruguay and Paraguay; but there is a total decrease in - 
the amount of the importations from that country to this, which, of 
course, involves trade of an absolute amount of $1,000,000 since 1881 
by this table. 

Mr. HALE. Taking the aggregate together the increase more than 
balances the decrease. 

Mr. CALL. No; that can not be. è 

Mr. HALE. The amount of decrease in imports from the Argentine 
Republic is about a million dollars. The amount of increase of our 
export trade of our own product, which, of course, is much more im- 
portant, is between two and three million dollars, so that, taking the 
two together, there is an ag te increase of nearly $2,000,000. 

Mr. BLAIR. I should like to inquire if this debate is proceeding 
by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I give notice that upon the vonelusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Florida I shall ask for the regular order. 
I should like first to ask the Senator from Maine whether he proposes 
to withdraw the point of order? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. BLAIR. Then I shall call for the regular order upon the con- 
clusion of the remarks of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL. As I stated, there was a decrease of $1,000,000 in the 
amount exported from the Argentine Republic in that period of time, 
and there was a large decrease also in the importations from Uruguay 
and Paraguay. But what does that import? If it imports anything 
it is that we have neglected, by the absence of any diplomatic efforts, 
the trade of the states of Uruguay and Paraguay, just what we are seek- 
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ing to supply now; and that is vindicated by the fact that in the ab- 
sence of any communication, direct and diplomatic, between this country 
and Uruguay and Paraguay this decrease in our trade and intercourse 
with them has occurred, whil@the total production of these two states, 
with their limited population, was nearly equal to that of the Argen- 
tine Republic, and therefore an object to be sought ſor. 

Of what kind of value is the proposition that we shall make no efforts 
to acquire close relations with a country producing equally as much as 
another country, the importance of whose connections is urged upon us 
because we have some kind of trade with them? The proposition upon 
which this motion to amend the bill is made is that Paraguay and Uru- 
guay are valuable producing states; that they have a population capa- 
ble of consuming and paying for Américan productions; and that its 
capacity is equal to that of the Argentine Republic. That comprehends 
the whole question. II it is so it is an object worthy of seeking to ac- 

uire. 

i ‘I have evidence here by the statements of our consular agents that 
the disposition of those people is favorable to ite What is it? Our 
trade in leather, which is a great American industry with the Argen- 
tine states and with Uruguay and Paraguay, isaboutthesame. Hides 
are imported from Uruguay and Paraguay, and the leather interest of 
this country is largely connected, according to these statistics, with 
making close relations with Uruguay and Paraguay. 

It is said that there is no function for a minister to perform. What 
foundation is there for that idea? Is it reasonable? Is it based upon 
a proper analysis of the necessities which have demanded between civ- 
ilized states various grades of diplomatic representation and inter- 
course? Let us see. General statements are always delusive; they 
import nothing. There can be no reasoning upon a mere general af- 
firmation, which is merely an assertion of opinion by someone. But 
what is the fact? What does a minister do? He has two functions. 
One is to establish definitively the principles of official intercourse, of 
alliance, or of enmity and ‘hostility, the relations which belong to 
peace or war. These are questions which concern the international re- 
lations, the public lawof the world. Youcan not have a business man 
who has never devoted himself to investigating these questions deal 
with diplomatists upon a code of international law which has recogni- 
tion among the nations of the earth as the means of intercourse and of 
peace or war. 

What is the other function? Is it possible that this relation between 
nations and this intercourse for these thousands of years has been based 
upon a fatuity, upon a mere visionary idea, upon a something that has 
no existence? We should revise our ideas upon that subject and see 
what it is that we have been dealing with in governments, in congresses, 
and in nations in all time. 

A citizen of a foreign country finds himself in another country. He 
needs protection; he needs the just administration of the laws of that 
country; his property needs protection. What is the minister sent for 
but to be the representative of the government which accredits him, 


and to speak in their name, and for them to demand that the flag of | pro 


his country shall give that citizen protection, and to inform officially 
and advisedly his own people that a citizen has a right to have the 
power of the government exercised for his protection, and the protec- 
tion of his property? And he must be a man learned in the laws of in- 
tercourse between nations, that he may creditably and intelligently rep- 
resent the interests of his people in respect to persons and property and 
demand recognition for them. 

Mr. President, there can be nothing but barbarism to result from 
these ideas which seek to do away with the means of civil and amica- 
ble intercourse and relationship between nations. The Senator from 
Kansas says, and it is the effect of his argument and proposition, that 
we should have business men. That isa very good title, if other na- 
tions will recognize it, instead of embassador. He proposes to vest all 
the fanctions of a minister in a man called a business man, and to give 
him a good salary. Ihave no objection to that, nor is the argument 
against it, if foreign nations will consent to recognize that title as giv- 
ing a man the right to represent his own nation. But the functions of 
a minister are one thing. He is to represent the country which ac- 
credits him in the protection of the persons and the property of his 
own nation under a foreign flag, to assert and de: their rights in 
the name of his Government, to speak for the people and the property 
interests which by treaty are allowed to go there. 

Now, Mr. President, here are the facts. The states of Uruguay and 
Paraguay have a business of imports from this country of from a mill- 
ion and a half to two million dollars, the amount not being fixed with 
absolute certainty for the past year. They have an import trade which 
is paid for in American money to the United States of something like 
$3,000,000 or $4,000,000. They have a foreign trade of more than 
$7,000,000 or $8,000,000. Other countries are getting the advantage 
of this country. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is twenty-odd million dollars, speaking of the 
imports in the te. 

Mr. CALL. -They have a total foreign trade, as suggested by the 
Senator from South Carolina, of upwards of $20,000,000. That is 
what we ask to be encouraged, to be increased. I have ken here in 
nited States 
to Uruguay and Paraguay, who are building ships to sail from the 


ports of my own State of Florida to the Central Americap states, rep- 
resenting the difficulties under which they have labored for the want 
of proper compensation and a proper rank, which give credit and respect- 
ability even in a republic, and access, according to the laws to te. 


the intercourse of nations, to the authorities of those countries. I have 
spoken in behalfof men actually engaged in the extension of this com- 
merce, investing large sums in the construction of ships, and asking in 
the light of actual experience in that business that this method of re- 
lief should be afforded to American interests now establishing them- 
selves in the states of Urnguay and Paraguay. E 

I agree with much that has been said in regard to this niggardly pol- 
icy in reference to our foreign relations and our foreign ministers. I 
think this bill had better not be passed at all than to leave those who 
represent the majesty of the people and its power in rags, presenting a 
disreputable appearance by contrast with the representatives of a for- 
eign and aristoeratic power. My idea of the dignity of the American 
people is that those who represent them shall be equal in all respects 
to those who represent absolute power, and that they shall not be re- 
quired to present themselves in such a manner as to be discreditable 
to the ple and render them incapable of performing the functions 
with which they are intrusted, which require a certain degree of re- 
spect and a certain degree of dent appearance in the performance of 
their duties. 

Mr. President, I shall not say anything further upon this subject 
except that it appears to me, while I do not propose to discuss the 
question of order, that the amendment is strictly within the rule upon 
the subject. The estimate of the Secretary of State is for an increase 
of $5,000 for this ministry. It is not in exact words for the minister 
to Uruguay and Paraguay. It differs in the one respect of making two 
ministers instead of one of this embassy, but it is to give to the repre- 
sentative of the United States at the states of Paraguay and Uruguay 
$10,000. It is made in pursuance of a resolution, an amendment, an 
act adopted at this session in this bill, which makes the representatjve 
or the embassy at Uruguay and Paraguay minister resident instead of 
chargé d’affaires. Therefore it seems to me to be within the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine insist 
on his point of order? 

Mr. HALE. I do. y 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the point of 
order is well taken. . 

Mr. CALL. I appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Florida appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision of 
the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. PLATT. Let the rule be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The sixteenth rule will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLE, 

1. All general appropriations bills shall be referred to the Committee on A 
riations, except bills making appropriations for rivers and harbors, which 
shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall be 
received to any general appropriation bill the effect of which will be to in- 
crease an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new item of 
appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some existing 
jaw or treaty stipulation, of act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session; or unless the same be moved by direction of a standing or 
select committee of the Senate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the 
hi of some one of the Departments. 

Mr, CALL. Mr. President, I wish to have a little attention to the 
language of this rule, which is, I think, very clear. No increase of an 
appropriation ‘‘already contained in the bill“ is allowed unless it be 
made to carry out the provisions of some existing law.“ That affirms 
thatif there be an existing law establishinga diplomatic function at Uru- 
guay and Paraguay an amendment increasing the appropriation to carry 
out that la may be made. If it does not mean that, what does it mean? 
The rule requires that there shal be an existing law. Is there an ex- 
isting law for a diplomatic funetion at Uruguay or Paraguay? Unques- 
tionably there is. In that event an amendment to increase the a 
propriation in the bill may be made. It seems to me language 4 
be no plainer than that. But what further does the rule say: Or to 
carry out an ‘‘act or resolution previously passed by the Senate during 
that session.” 

What is in this bill? It is an act and a resolution of the Senate to 
establish a minister resident at Paraguay and Uruguay. That can not 
be denied; it is too plain for argument. That is the language of the 
rule, and here is an act or resolution of the Senate passed at this ses- 
sion to establish a minister resident at Uruguay and Paraguay, and here 
is an amendment to increase the appropriation to carry out that act and 
resolution of the Senate. Who shall say that that increase of appro- 
priation to carry out an act or resolution of the Senate shall be of one 
kind or another kind? Whoshalllimitit? What course of reasoning 
are you to find which shall construe that language into some other 
meaning? What other meaning can be given toit? Theaction of the 
Senate already taken has made this a minister resident. That was done 
by agreeing to the amendment of the committee, and that action hav- 
ing been taken by the Senate, my amendment pro to increase the 
salary by giving to the minister resident the usual and customary and 
necessary salary to carry out that act of the Senate. 

Now, instead of assertion, let us have some argumentand reasoning 


— 
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on the subject. Is thers an existing law for a diplomatic function at 
Uruguay and Paraguay? If there is, then the rule expressly affirms 
that an increase of the appropriaties in the bill may be made to carry 
out its provisions. If you wish to answer or avoid this ment, you 
must prove either that there is no law for a diplomatic function at Uru- 
guay and Paraguay or you must prove that the increase of appropria- 
tion will not carry it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
tion? 

Mr. HALE, Ihave no doubt that the amendment is subject to a 
point of order under section 3 of Rule XVI: 


No amendment which proposes general legislation shall be received to any 
general appropriation bill. i 

All of these salaries are fixed by the general law, and aside from the 
question of raising an appropriation in the bill under the second clause 
of Rule XVI, if there is any difference between one point of order and 
another, it is subject to the more serious objection of being general leg- 
islation in changing the general law. 

But I do not suppose that any Senator has any doubt that the ruling 
of the Chair in this case is correct. It is a question whether Senators, 
after the Chair has ruled upon a subject, choose to overrule it because 
they want to vote for the amendmené. That is all there is of it. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the assertion that no Senator has any 
doubt about the correctness of the ruling is not an argument. That 
is more than any Senator can know. The Senator from Maine can not 
look into the hearts of Senators and know it to be true; and evenif he 
did know it, it would not be an argument. If every Senator here had 
no doubt on the subject it would not answer the proposition. The 
question is not whether Senators have doubts or confident opinions 
about it, but what is the truth in reference to it? 

I say there is no law, and the Senator from Maine can not find such 
a law, fixing the salary of the minister resident to Uruguay and Par- 
aguay. In what sense is it true that this whole subject is regulated 
by general law? What is the subject? It isaproposition to give the 
minister resident created by this bill $7,500, and the Senator from 
Maine says that the salary is fixed by general law. 

There is no such law, we know. We need not look at the law-books 
to find it, because this bill has created the minister resident, and it 
has given him a salary, and it is not yet a law; but itis “an act or 
resolution of the Senate.“ So there is not the slightest foundation for 
the proposition of the Senator from Maine. There is no Jaw upon the 
subject; it can not be referred to. The very bill before you shows 
that there is no law, but there is an act or a resolution of the Sen- 
ate,“ which the rule requires, establishing the office of minister resi- 
dent, so far as this bill is concerned, at Uruguay and Paraguay; and 
the question now is as to providing a salary for an office that is created 
by this bill, and which is of course not provided for by law. There 
can be no question about that. There is no law on the subject, and 
this amendment is to create a salary for an office created by this bill 
and not by any antecedent law—an office for which there is now no 
salary. 

The salary provided by this bill is fora minister resident at Paraguay 
and Uruguay. This is an office, and this bill which has been adopted 
by the Senate—by an act or resolution of the Senate—is an act of the 
Senate, not a law, but an act of the Senate. If it is not, let the Sena- 
tor define it and say what is the action of the Senate on ing to this 
amendment; and the rule expressly says that an appropriation to carry 
out an act orresolution of the Senate, not a law, may be increased—and 
this is an increase. Now let the Senator from Maine or others, instead 
of asserting one thing or another, take their several elements of the 
question and deny the mse tely and prove them to be untrue, 

Mr. HALE. I think on the whole I had better make the point of 
order on changing this official from a chargé d’affaires to a minister 
resident, That is clearly new legislation. It is in the bill as reported 
from the committee, but I think I had better make that point of order, 
and send him back to the place where he is now by law as a chargé 
d’affaires. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

to? 

Mr. HALE. The clause has not yet been completed, 

Mr. CALL. The amendment has been agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Isitin order to make one point of order when an ap- 

from the decision of the Chair on another point of order is pend- 


Is the Senate ready for the ques- 


Has not that amendment been 


ing? 

Str. HALE. Undoubtedly it isnot, but I can give notice. He was 
simply made minister resident to help him out and give him the addi- 
tional rank which he wanted. When that is used as an argument why 
we should increase his salary, it shows that the committee were too 
good-natured. They ought to stick to it just as it was, and leave him 


where he has been for years, a chargé d'affaires. 
Mx. COCKRELL. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that the 


point of order can be made when the bill reaches the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I hope it will be made then. 
Mr, HALE, We will put him back where he belongs, 


Mr. BUTLER. It is scarcely worth while, I take it, to argue a 
motion after the judge has decided against you, as has been done in 
this case. I understand the Chair to have decided that the point of 
order is well taken: e 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But an appeal has been taken. 
The question now is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg- 
ment of the Senate? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is debatable ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Itis debatable. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not know that I care to go into that. I must 
say, however, that I think there is a good deal of force in what was 
said by the Senator from Florida; and there is much force in the idea 
that this amendment is taken out of the rule which makes it liable to 
a point of order by reason of the fact that it has been estimated for by 
one of the Departments of the Government. Not in terms, perhaps, 
but for all practical purposes it has been estimated for, so that I reall 
do not think that it is amenable to the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. This item has not been estimated for. . 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand that it has been estimated for. 

I have been misinformed by the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. CALL, Ministers to Uruguay and Paraguay“ have been es- 
timated for separately. 

Mr. BUTLER. Isay the estimate has been made for two places— 
Uruguay and Paraguay—$5,000 each. 

Mr. HALE. On page 89 the Department estimate for minister resi- 
dent in Paraguay, $5,000; minister resident in Uruguay, $5,000. 

Mr. BUTLER. Precisely; that is what I said. 

Mr. HALE. It does not follow, of course, that the Department is in 
favor of this increase. 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a matter of argument. I say that for all 
practical, essential purposes this amount has been estimated for, notin 
terms, it is true, but the two missions have been estimated for at $5,000 
each. To hear this omnipotent, infallible, and amiable committee, for 
which the Senator from Maine speaks, as embracing within its juris- 
diction all of the wisdom and economy and judgment of the Senate, and 
that nobody outside of it shall have an opinion because the Committee 
on Appropriations have said so and so, is somewhat novel. I have great 
respect for the wisdom, judgment, patriotism, honesty, and integrity 
of that illustrious body of American citizens bearing the commission 
of United States Senators, but still I beg and trust that they will per- 
mit some of us who are not within the reach of that circle—that sacred 
circle, I was about to say—to have an opinion at least, and to express 
it upon this floor. 

Mr, HALE. The Committee on Appropriations do not make the 
rules of the Senate. 2 . 

Mr. BUTLER. No, they do not make them; but they seem to re- 
serve the entire right to construe them to suit themselves. 

Mr. HALE. It was rather the construction of the Chair than of the 
committee. The committee have a right to appeal to the Chair. 

Mr. BUTLER. The committee have given us their version, at least, 
in a rather dictatorial manner, in the Sir Oracle style. This is what 
the rule means; it does not mean anything else; it can not mean any- 
thing else. The court has decided against you; take your seat.“ That 
is about the style of the Committee on Appropriations, it seems to me, 
upon this and upon all other subjects. 

Mr. HALE. It isa very novel thing to hear the Senator from South 
Carolina complain of dictatorial ways. 

Mr, BUTLER, I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now here comes my amiable friend from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator should not hammer the Presiding Of- 
ficer of this body under the guise of the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not hammering it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Chair has made this decision. 

Mr. BUTLER, Iam bowing with the utmost respect to the decision 
of the Presiding Officer. 

Mr. HALE. I thought you were going to vote against him. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have notsaid that I was going to vote against him. 
I was going to appeal to the Senator from Maine to permit the Senate 
to settle this question for itself. ‘That would be the fair manner of dis- 
posing of this matter, and not interpose a mere technical point of or- 
der. If a majority of the Senate think it is wise to give this gentle- 
man, or this mission (I am not going to recognize any personalities) 
$7,500, why not let us have the opportunity to do it? 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has a right to overrule the Chair if the Sen- 
ate believe that the decision of the Chair is wrong and that he does not 
know what the rule means. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not prepared to say that the Chair is wrong, 
but I am prepared to say that the Senator from Maine is wrong in mak- 
ing the point of order. There is where I am trying to fasten the fault. 

Mr. HALE. Then clearly the Chair is wrong in sustaining the point 
of order. 

Mr. BUTLER. Not at all. I think the point of order well taken, 
but I do not think the Senator from Maine ought to make it. That is 
the point I make with him. 


If not, 
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Mr. HALE. Iam sorry to disagree with the Senator. 


may be withdrawn, and let the bill be laid aside, so that we may take 


Mr. BUTLER, You see, Mr. President, it was upon that particular | up the Calendar. I do not choose to state the reasons. 


question that I was trying to appeal to the good nature and the amia- 
bility of my friend from Maine; but whilst I am doing that, up rises 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], looking fiercely at me, as if I 
had said something unpleasant to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. He always looks fierce. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. He always looks fierce. So I think the best solu- 
tion of this question would be for the Senator from Maine to withdraw 
the point of order and let the Senate settle it. Notwithstanding the 
opinion of that august body, the Committee on Appropriations, I beg 
leave to differ with them. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould be glad if the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
DAweEs] or the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] would inform me, as 
well as the Senate, whether this is not an act or resolution of the Sen- 
ate” by which this officer is made a minister resident to Uruguay and 
Paraguay, and if it is, whether this amendment is not to carry out that 
existing act or resolution of the Senate“ passed at this session. I 
should like to have those two statements answered for the enlighten- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Let us take the Senator’s own reasoning on that point. 
He says that the Senate having made this man a minister resident 
already, and having put it in the bill, this increase naturally follows. 
If the Senate has done anything, it has made this man minister resi- 
dent and consul-general to P. yand Uruguay at 85,000. If it has 
done anything, it has done that; and if it has made him a minister resi- 
dent at 85,000 it clearly is not carrying out that by putting him up to 
$7,500. I do not think the point is good for anything; but adopting 
the Senator’s basis with whatever logic there is in his point, that is a 
complete answer to it. If the Senate has done anything, it has fixed 
this man’s salary at $5,000 as minister resident. 

Mr. BUTLER. How does the Senator get around the estimate? 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from South Carolina will pardon me for a 
minute. I agree to all that, but does it not still leave it to be an ex- 
isting act of the Senate passed at this session which has done that, and 
does not the rule say expressly if the amendment be to carry out the 
provisions of an act or resolution previously passed by the Senate 
during that session,“ it shall be in order? 

Mr. HALE. What is that act? 

Mr. CALL. Creating a minister resident. 

Mr. HALE. At what? 

Mr. CALL. At Uruguay and Paraguay. 

Mr, HALE, At how much salary? 

Mr. CALL. Giving him $5,000. If we gave him $10,000, would it 
not be carrying out that existing law? 

Mr. HALE. No, sir. 

Mr. CALL. If we gave him $2,000 would it not be still carrying 
out the existing law for the minister resident at Uruguay? The office 
is one thing, and the pay of the officer another. 

Mr. HOAR. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the appeal of the Senator from Florida from the decision of 
the Chair lie on the table. 

Mr. CALL. I ask for the yeas and nays on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. ‘The questſbn is upon laying the appeal on the table? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on laying the ap- 
peal upon the table. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BUTLER (when his name was called). I am paired generally 
with the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CAMERON]. I do not know 
how he would vote on this proposition if here, and I shall withhold 
my vote, for the present at least. 

Mr. CHACE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Ransom]. 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. TURPIE]. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. QUAY]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. 

Mr. VANCE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. PALMER]. If his colleague [Mr. Stock 
BRIDGE], who, however, I believe is absent, thinks I may be per- 
mitted to do so, I will vote to make a quorum, as there is probably 
not a quorum present. This does not seem to be a political question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina desire to have his vote recorded? 

Mr. VANCE. Yes, sir; if it be necessary to make a quorum, I will 
take that liberty. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The want of a quorum is not yet 
developed. — 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland (when his name was called). I am 
paired with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. WILson]. 

The roll-call was concluded. 

Mr, SHERMAN. I hope that by unanimous consent the appeal 


Mr. CALL. Iam entirely willing for that. Ido not want to em- 
barrass the businessof the Senate. I am entirely willing to let the 
bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me the best way to relieve the Senate 
of any embarrassment is to adjourn; and therefore I move that the 
Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not entertain the 
motion while the Senate is dividing. ' 

Mr. BUTLER. I give notice that after the announcement of the 
vote I shall make that motion. 

Mr. BATE. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. HARRIS] 
is paired with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MORRILL]. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I again ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be laid aside so that we may take up the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending proceedings on the bill, and the bill, 
may be informally laid aside. 

Mr. HALE. No, I understand the Senator’s proposition is that the 
appeal shall be withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. I will withdraw the appeal and let the bill go over. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill go over until to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘Then the appeal from the decision 
of the Chair is withdrawn. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let the bill go over until to-morrow, and let us 
take up the Calendar. 

Mr. BUTLER. If that is done, I submit a motion to adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state the attitude of 
the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam informed that there are on the Calendar a 
number of pension bills. $ 

The PRESIDENT pra tempore. The question, then, will stand on the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. CALL. Isuppose that would not prevent me from renewing 
the motion. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Lou can renew it to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair, then, would ask leave, if 
these proceedings are to be submitted to the Senate, to withdraw his 
decision upon the point of order, and submit it to the Senate to be 
voted upon, which will determine the whole question. If there be no 
objection the Chair will withdraw his decision upon the point of order 
and will submit it to the Senate, and upon that the question will be 
taken to-morrow. $ 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to consent to the withdrawal of the de- 
cision of the Chair. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The result will be the same ineither 
event. 

Mr. HALE. Idonot wish to consent to it upon so plain a question. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now, I submit that the Senator from Maine is mak- 
ing an issue with the Chair and is hammering the Chair somewhat over 
the shoulders of Senators. The Chair has withdrawn the decision. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair asks unanimous consent 
to withdraw his decision upon the point of order, and that the same 
may be submitted to the Senate for its decision. 

Mr. HALE. I object. 

Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SHERMAN, A motion to adjourn cannot legally and properly 
be entertained until the result of the vote is announced. I hope that 
by unanimous consent we may go on with the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. hese proceedings have all been by 
unanimous consent, no motion being in order while the Senate is di- 
viding, or while the question is being taken by yeas and nays, 

Mr. HOAR. What has happened by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Nothing has happened. 

Mr. HALE. Nothing is likely to happen. 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the appeal, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further suggestions 
for unanimous consent, theSecretary will announce the result of the vote. 

Mr. CALL. I withdraw the appeal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chairsubmitted the request for 
unanimous consent to withdraw the appeal, and it was refused. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I again ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
that without the announcement of the vote the bill be laid over until 
to-morrow, and that the Calendar be preceeded with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What, then, shall occur to-morrow, 
the resumption of the roll-call? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, the resumption of the roll-call. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resumption of the roll-call on 
the appeal? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Carolina 
objects. The Secretary will announce the st&te of the vote. 
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Mr. MITCHELL (after having voted in the negative). I inadvert- 
ently voted. I now remember that I am paired for the week with the 
Senator from Arkansis [Mr. Joxes]. I ask leave to withdraw my 


vote. 

Mr. VANCE. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
his vote. The result of the vote will be announced upon the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts 51 Hoar] to lay the appeal of 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] upon the table. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS.» 


A message from the President of the United States, b y Mr. O.L 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the 29th of May approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 87) 
authorizing and directing the payment of the salaries of the officers 
and employ¢s of Congress for the month of May, 1888. 

The message also announced that the following acts were presented 
to the President May 18, 1888, and not having been returned by him 
to the House of Congress in which they originated within the ten days 
prescribed by the Constitution, they have become laws without his 
approval, namely: 

An act (S. 38) granting to the Washington and Idaho Railroad Com- 
pany the right of way through the Cœur d’Alene Indian reservation; 
and 


An act (S. 269) to grant to the Fort Smith and El Paso Railway 
Company a right of way through the Indian Territory, and for other 
purposes. 

The message further announced that the President had yesterday 
approved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 2901) granting to the Milwaukee, Lake Shore and West- 
ern Railway Company the right of way through the Lac de Flambeau 
Indian reservation, in the State of Wisconsin; 

An act (S. 325) granting to the Billings, Clark’s Fork and Cooke 
City Railroad Company the right of way through the Crow Indian res- 
ervation; 

An act (S. 339) granting a pension to Eliza Douglass; 

An act (S. 737) granting a pension to Berry Day; 

An act 8 1298) granting a pension to Mary Gammell; 

An act (S. 1300) granting a pension to Cordelia R. Jones; 

An act (S. 1477) granting a pension to Harlow B. Hyde; 

An act (S. 1478) granting a pension to George W. Peavey; and 
An act (S. 626) granting an increase of pension to Andrew Franklin, 
alias McKee. 

-HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 3722) for the relief of Jennie D. Rice was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 7776) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River, in the county of Monona, in the State of Iowa, 
and in the county of Burt, State of Nebraska, and to make the samea 
post-route, was read twice byits title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 10233) making an appropriation for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


The result of the vote on Mr. HoAnr’s motion to lay on the table the 
appeal taken by Mr. CALL from the decision of the Chair was an- 
nounced—yeas 13, nays 13, as follows: 


YEAS—13. 
Aldrich, Dawes, Platt, Sherman. 
Allison, Dolph, Plumb, 
Blair, Hale, Riddleberger, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Sawyer, 
NAYS—13. 
Bate, Chandler, George, Vance, 
Blodgett, Coke, Hampton, 
Brown, Colquitt, Stewart, 
1, Teller, 
ABSENT—50. 
Beck, 8 1 5 — 
A rye, anderson, u 
Blackburn, Gibson, Mitchell, 5 X 
Bowen. Gorman, Morgan, Stanford, 
Butler, Gray, Morrill, Stockbridge, 
m, H Pad Turpie, 

Chace. Hawley, Palmer, Vest, 
Cullom, Hea: Pasco, Voorhees, 
Daniel, x Payne, Wal 
Da 1 Pugh, Wilson of Iowa. 
Edmunds, Jones of Arkansas, Quay, ~ Wilson of Md. 
E Jones of Nevada,. Ransom, 

una, gan, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is not a quorum voting. 


Mr. BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 49 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, June 6, 1888, at 
12 o’clock m. * 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, June 5, 1888. 


The House was called to order at 11 o'clock a. m. by Mr. MCMILLIN, 
who directed the reading of the following communication: 
SPEAKER'S Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 5, 1888. 
Sin: Hon. B N McM isk d ted d E 
eee eee e TAT 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk of the House of Representatives. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


On motion of Mr. LANHAM, the Committee on Claims was dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1935) for the relief 
of Andrew T. McReynolds; and the same was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 


BARRACKS AT FORT SNELLING, MINN. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a modified estimate from the 
Secretary of War of an appropriation for the erection of barracks at 
Fort Snelling, Minn.; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

? PUBLIC BUILDING AT PEORIA, ILL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from. the Su- 
pervising Architect of an additional appropriation for finishing the 
public building at Peoria, III.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 


NEW YORK AND ROCK ISLAND ARSENALS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting an estimate for the erection of a 
set of officers’ quarters at the New York arsenal, and for a hospital 
building at the Rock Island arsenal; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


SANDY HOOK SHIP CHANNEL. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 
the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter from the Chief of En- 
gineers, report upon the work of deepening the Sandy Hook ship chan- 
nel; which was referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, indefinite leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
MCKINNEY, on account of important business. 


STATE NATIONAL BANK, NEW ORLEANS, 


Mr. BLANCHARD. Iask unanimous consent to discharge the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar from the further 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3713) for the relief of the State Na- 
tional Bank of New Orleans, formerly the New Orleans State Bank, 
and put it upon its passage. 0 
i The SPEAKER pro tempore, The bill will be read, subject to objec- 

ion. ; 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. BUCHANAN. This is a very important bill, and should be 
fully discussed when there is a full opportunity. 

Mr. BLANCHARD, Lask the gentleman to withhold his objection 
for a moment, to hear a brief explanation. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam familiar with the facts of the case, as it 
was before a committee of which I was a member. Ihave noobjection 
to its consideration when there is opportunity for full discussion. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Regular order. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports, 

ADDITIONAL MODE OF TAKING DEPOSITIONS. 

Mr. OATES, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 832) to provide an additional mode of taking dep- 
ositions of witnesses in causes pending in the courts of the United 
States; which was referred to the House Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

FORT HALL RESERVATION, IDAHO. 

Mr. 5 from the Committee on Indian Affairs, reported back 
favorably bill (H. R. 8662) to accept and ratify an agreement made 
with the Shoshone and Bannock Indians for the surrender and relin- 
quishment to the United States of a portion of the Fort Hall reserva- 
tion, in the Territory of Idaho, for the purposes of a town site, and for 


Is there objection to the present con- 
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the grant of a right of way through said reservation to the Utah and 

Northern Railway Company, and for other purposes; which was re- 
, ferred to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 

dered to be printed. 

. REBECCA RHODES. 

Mr. CHIPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back with amendments the bill (H. R. 9541) for the relief of Rebecca 
Rhodes; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MRS. SUSAN BATES, 
Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
rted back favorably the bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Mrs. 
usan Bates, widow of ‘Thomas Bates, late private Company A, Twenty- 
sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the ac- 
companying report, ordered to be printed. 
JAMES M'INTYRE. 

Mr. CHIPMAN also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 7713) granting a pension to James 
McIntyre; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 2 

i EUGENE SULLIVAN. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6254) granting a pension to Eugene Sul- 
livan; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARY P. MULLIN. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky, from the Committee on War Claims, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (H. R. 10223) for the relief of Mary P. 
Mullin; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. - 

CENTENARY REFORMED CHURCH, WINCHESTER, VA. 

Mr. LAWLER, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 609) for the relief of the trustees of the Cen- 
tenary Reformed Church of Winchester, Va.; which was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ESTATE OF ALFRED ROBINSON. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin, from the Committee on War Claims, 
reported back favorably the bill (H. R. 114) for the relief of the heirs 
and legal representatives of Alfred Robinson, deceased; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, 
and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

CARL F. KOLBE. 


Mr. CROUSE, from the Committee on War Claims, reported back 


with a favorable recommendation the bill (H. R. 7453) for the relief 


of Carl F. Kolbe; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 


FIRE-ESCAPES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. ROMEIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, re- 
ported as a substitute for the bill H. R. 8860 a bill (H. R. 10346) pro- 
viding for fire-escapes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

; which was read a first and second time, referred to the House 
lendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

The bill H. R. 8860 was laid on the table. 


INAUGURATION OF GEORGE WASHINGTON, 


Mr. OATES. I desire to make a report from the Committee on the 
Judiciary. . ; 

The Clerk read the resolution referred to the committee April 23, as 
follows: 

Whereas the committee on the centennial celebration of the inauguration of 
George Washington as President of the United States, by a memorial this day 
presented by the Speaker, requests the House of Representatives of the United 
ged to pe in the celebration to be held in New York City on April 

: Therefore, 
- Resolved, That this House hereby accepts the invitation tendered, and that the 
Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, directed to inform the committee of 
the said centennial celebration of the action of the House in the premises. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Clerk will read the report sub- 
mitted by the Committee on the Judiciary. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the resolution, sub- 
mitted April 23, 1888, proposing that the House of Representatives accept the in- 

tation of the committee on the centennial celebration of the inauguration of 
George Washington as President of the United States to participate in said cel- 
ebration, having had the same under consideration, report as follows: 

The resolution 8 the acceptance by this House of the invitation ex- 
tended we the committee on the centennial celebration of the inauguration of 
George 1 7 as President of the United States, to be held in New York 
April 30, 1889 four comm) and doubtless every member of this House 
most heartily indorses and applauds the patriotic purpose of the promoters 
of the celebration on the spot where one h years ago occurred one of the 
most notable events in the history of our country, the inauguration of the first 
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President of the United States. It is an occasion which elicits the profoundest 
sympathy and respect of every citizen of our common country. 

But “this House” of Representatives ceases to exist by the expiration of the 
term for which its members were chosen, on the 4th day of March precedin; 
the date of the proposed celebration, which alone prevents the acceptance 
the invitation so generously extended. As we have no rigitto accept the invi- 
tation for the House of Representatives of the Fifty-first Congress, we are con- 
strained reluctantly to report against the adoption of the resolution and the ac- 
ceptance of the invitation. 

This House of Representatives, as such, will at that time be functus cio, 
— — oan not participate in said celebration, though its members may as indi- 
vidua 

The Clerk of the House is hereby 9 to transmit to each member of 
the committee whose names are signed to the memorial a printed copy of the 
resolution and this report thereon. 


Mr. OATES. The report is adverse. I ask that it be printed, and 
that the resolution be laid upon the table. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MARTHA F. WOODRUM. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of California, reported back the bill (H. R. 2805) 
granting a pension to Martha F. Woodrum, widow of James Woodrum, 
deceased, with amendments by the Senate and a request for a commit- 
tee of conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection the amend- 
ments of the Senate will be non-concurred in and the request for a 
committee of conference will be agreed to. The Chair will appoint the 
committee later. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT ALLENTOWN, PA. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I desire to make 4 privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. The committee recommend 
that the bill (H. R. 4357) to erect a public building at Allentown, Pa., 
be passed notwithstanding the objections of the President. 

The bill and report were ordered to lie on the Speaker's table. 

JESSE M. STILLWELL. A 


Mr. CHEADLE. A bill (H. R. 3671) granting a pension to Jesse 
M. Stillwell has been reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
with an adverse recommendation. I ask that the bill and report be 
placed upon the Calendar. : 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message in writing from the President of the United States was 
communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, 
who also informed the House that the President had approved and 
signed bills of the House of the following titles: 

An act (H. R. 2068) authorizing the Sécretary of the Treasury to pay 
certain citizens of Chicago, employés of the custom-house, for extra- 
time service; 

An act (H. R. 8006) to amend section 5388 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, in relation to timber depredations; - 

An act (H. R. 4909) for the relief of the estate of C. M. Briggs, de- 
ceased; 

An act (I. R. 108) for the relief of John C. Weaver; 

An act (H. R. 4908) for the relief of the heirs of A. Gates Lee and 
heirs of B. P. Lee, deceased; 

An act (H. R. 1540) to establish a port of delivery at Grand Rapids, 
Mich. ; 

An act (H. R. 6098) authorizing the construction and repair of the 
roads from the entrance to the reservation of the Presidio at San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., to the national cemetery on the same, and the fencing and 
protection of the said reservation and the cemetery thereon; 

An act (H. R. 8394) to authorize United States marshals to arrest 
offenders and fugitives from justice in Indian Territory; `~ 

An act (H. R. 314) authorizing the Secretary of War to place the name 
of James L. Henderson on the roll of Company B, Sixteenth Kentucky 
Volunteers; 7 

An act (H. R. 2161) for the relief of Thomas J. Taylor; 

An act (H. R. 92) for the relief of Morgan Rawls; 

An act (H. R. 335) granting a pension to General W. E. Woodruff; 


and 
An act (H. R. 8489) granting a pension to Abial G. Chamberlain. 
BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. McSHANE, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 
10347) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River, at or near the city of Plattsmouth, Nebr., and for other pur- 
poses; which was read a first and second time, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. LIND, by unanimous consent, introduced a bill (H. R. 10348 
for a public building at Mankato, Minn., which was read a first an 
second time, referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

TARIFF. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for the purpose of con- 
sidering revenue measures; and pending that I move that all debate on 
the pending paragraph and amendments be limited to ten minutes; and 
upon that motiéh I demand the previous question. 
Sgn I move to amend by making the time thirty 
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Mr. MILLS. I accept that as a modification of my motion. 

The previous question was ordered; and under the operation thereof 
the motion to limit debate on the pending paragraph and amendments 
thereto to thirty minutes was agreed to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Commiitee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair, and re- 
sumed consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and 
simplify the Jaws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the pending paragraph. 

The Clerk read ‘as follows: 

Wood unmanufactured not specially enumerated or provided for. 

TheCHAIRMAN. When this paragraph was under consideration 
the last time the House was in Committee of the Whole a formal 
amendment was pending. In the absence of objection that will be 
considered as withdrawn. By order of the House all debate on the 
pending paragraph and amendments thereto is limited to thirty min- 
utes. . 

Mr. PARKER. I move to strike out the last three words. Mr. 
Chairman, it would seem proper in the consideration of a bill of this 
kind 

[At this point the waving of a red pocket handkerchief in the Press 
Gallery attracted the attention of members and excited repeated man- 
ifestations of applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The Chairman can not see the waving of an ob- 
ject in the Reporters’ Gallery which has been mistaken by gentlemen 
upon the other side for the red bandana handkerchief of Ohio, when, 
in fact, it is a telegram from the State of Oregon. [Laughter and ap- 

plause on the Republican side.] 

N Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I did not expect, in introducing the 

remarks which I have to make this morning, that I should encounter 
the first flutter of that flag which I suppose is to wave in the coming 
campaign. It seems to be perfectly well understood that the man who 
is not yet nominated and who is to be placed at the rear of the ticket 
shall’ be the man who will carry the flag and lead in the campaign. 
{ Laughter. ] If that is a matterofsolace and consolation tothe gentlemen 
who ure cheering the bandana they are welcome toit. I suggest, how- 
ever, to the gentleman in the gallery who flaunts it, that it would be 
in better taste and have a better effect if he would use it for the pur- 

for which it was originally intended. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move that a committee of three be 
appointed to remove the red flag which the Reporters’ Gallery is flaunt- 
ing in the faces of our irritable friends, 

Mr. BLAND. You will have to stand it for the next four years. 
[Langhter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair reminds gentlemen that this is nota 
political convention. The Committee of the Whole is proceeding to 
consider an important bill, and the Chair requests that gentlemen will 
come to order and cease conyersation or else retire to the cloak-room. 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, it is proper that I should say, before 
proceeding with my remarks, that my venerable friend from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. KELLEY], in his remark made just now, did not refer to 
any one upon this side of the House, but did refer to many upon the 
other side. 

Mr. KELLEY. Certainly; red is not gray. 

Mr. PARKER. Now, Mr. Chairman, to come back to the business 
of the occasion, I wish to ask attention to some of the arguments pre- 
sented by my excellent friend from New York [Mr. Cox] the other 
day upon the pending bill. He referred to the complaint which is 
sometimes made that the lumbermen are working in opposition to the 
friends of forestry preservation and forestry culture, and, elaborating 

‘that idea, he said, among other things, this: 
I want to protect our forestsand underbrush in Maine, in Michigan, all along 
the Pacifit coast, in the Appalachians, and the Adirondacks, 


And then he says: 

Every one knows that petitions have been filed here from the forestries 
committees and societies and persons interested in the preservation of our 
rivers and lands by equable water distribution. These tions show that our 
timber lands, 70,000,000 acres in extent, are, under such ruinous schemes, be- 
coming absolutely waste places. 

Then he passes on to other points. Now, in response to that, I wish 
to say that it is well known in our lumber regions that timber lands 
can be recut every fifteen or twenty years; that, as a rule, when the 
cut is originally made—certainly that is the rule in the regions to 
which he refers—only from fifteen to twenty trees per acre are cut, 
The underbrush which the gentleman so feelingly alludes to, and the 
small trees, and all of the hard-wood timber, the great mass that con- 
stitutes the forest, is left untouched, so that a few years after the cut- 
ting over of any of those forests a forester from a city going there would 
be unable to tell that the ground had been lumbered upon at all. It 
would require an expert to ascertain that the country had been cut 
over. Therefore merely lumbering over a region dees not have the 
effect which the gentleman supposes. Nature takes care of that. 
Where a tree is cut down nature replaces it with another, and in a very 
short time the growth of the small trees and the continued growth of 
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the larger ones more than supply what has been taken away and 
leave scarcely a scar to show that the lumberman has struck n blow 
there. I know of a marked case illustrating this where not many 
years ago a cyclone passed over a region in the northern Adirondacks, 
sweeping in its path absolutely every tree, cutting a swath as though 
it had been cut by ascythe. The tress were all taken by the great 
whirl of the air and laid in one direct line, leaving the edges upon 
both sides as straight as though they had been cut by the chopper. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY was recognized, and yielded to Mr. PARKER. 

Mr. PARKER, Iam obliged to the gentleman. Now, Mr. Chair- 
man, a man passing through that region and crossing the whirlwind’s 
path to which I havejust referred, unless he were one familiar with the 
signs and features of the woods, would not know that that forest had 
ever been destroyed there. 

I refer to the cyclone track extending across Jefferson, St. Lawrence, 
and Franklin Counties, and known by all the hunters and sportsmen 
there under the name of the “‘ great windfall.” 

But the gentleman from New York contends that in this matter of 
lumber and forestry protection we are “‘ pretenders,” and he quotes to 
us a bit of poetry which he gave in his own fine style. He says: 

Iam compelled to quote a little poetry to illustrate the genuine and the pre- 
tended sovereign over these matters of economy: 

God bless the king, who is the faith defender,” 


That is our side of the House, [Laughter and applause.] 


God bless—no harm in blessing the pretender ; 
Who that pretender is, and who that kin: 
God bless us all—is quite another thing.’ 


[Renewed applause and laughter.] 


We are not the pretenders in this case, norin any other. We repre- 
sent the interests of the people in this matter, and not those of the king. 
The gentleman from New York, it is well known, represents a city made 
up very largely of men born upon other soils and within other juris- 
dictions, and he may, if he sees fit, say, God bless the king!” and 
have it responded to in his locality in many differentlanguages. But 
as for us who guard American interests, we will personify and treat as 
sovereign our industries; and we will join with Robert Burns, where he 
contrasts the king and the people, saying: 

f Who will not sing God save the king” 
Shall hang high as the steeple; 
But while we sing “ God save the king” 
We'll not forget the people. 

Applause. 

We protect our industries and thus remember the people. 

Mr. Chairman, any bill drawn with even assumed fairness would 
not leave the tariff duty off one item and put it on others which go to 
make up the expense of the very item declared to be free. I call at- 
tention now to some of the items which enter into the cost of lumber. 
These items embrace the cost of supplies, the expenses of the men em- 
ployed, and which go to create the lumber cost. If, as our opponents 
claim, the duty is added to the cost of a thing in making up its price, 
why should not all industries be borne upon alike? 

By this Mills bill, which assumes to make lumber free, I find that 
flannels are dutiable at 40 per cent. ad valorem; blankets, 40 per cent. 
ad valorem; wool hats, the same; and woolen cloths, the same, while, 
upon some theory of free trade, shoddy is admitted free. But shoddy 
does not last long in the forests. Chains, which have to be used of 
course, are dutiable under this bill at from 1} to 1} cents per pound. 
Axes for the lambermen are dutiable at 40 per cent. ad valorem, 
cut saws are dutiable at 8 cents per linear foot. Mill-pit and drag-saws 
are dutiable at 15 cents per linear foot; circular saws, 30 per cent. ad va- 
lorem; files to file the saws, 35 per cent. ad valorem. Iron and steel 
rails, over which the lumber is conveyed, are dutiable at the rate of $15 
per ton under this bill. Leather belting and Spanish sole-leather are 
dutiable at 15 per cent. ad valorem; manufactured leather, 30 per cent. 
ad valorem. Cleaned rice, such as is raised in South Carolina, is duti- 
able, if brought in from abroad, at 2} cents a pound, or 100 per cent. 
Sugar I find dutiable at the rate of about 2 cents per pound, or about 
78 per cent. Imported salt fish is dutiable at 50 cents per hundred 
pounds; and so on through the list. Almost every item that makes 
up the expenses of the more than 90 per cent. of labor of which lum- 
ber is com is taxed under this very Mills bill. And yet the prod- 
uct, when turned out at last, the lumber itself, which may be said 
to be mostly labor in a new form, is declared to be free of duty and is 
made subject to the competition of our Canadian competitors, Hence 
the plain injustice done to the makers of sawed boards and lumber by 
the provisions and discriminations of this Mills tariff bill. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy one minute in reply to my 
honored friend and colleague. He says a forest will be renewed within 
fifteen years after the besom of destruction has swept through it. Nat- 
ure is so prodigal, it so constantly helps civilization 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman does not cite my statement quite 
correctly. I say that where a lumber forest is gone over, taking out 
the trees proper to be cut, the pine and the spruce, that timber can be 
cut again in from fifteen to twenty years. 

Mr. COX. Then why do you want a duty of $2 a thousand feet 
when nature is so kind to you? 
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Mr. PARKER. Because in Canada they can get their land and their 
labor so much cheaper that we can not cut off this little percentage 
that we take away every ten or fifteen years and make it pay to do it. 

Mr. BLAND. Does not Canada protect everything? How does it 
happen that prices are so much cheaper there? 

Mr. COX. Yes, Canada is a protective country. I am in favor of 
reciprocity, like some of my friends on the other side. 

But I desire simply to print in connection with these remarks the 
basis of my former statement. I referred to the memorial of the Amer- 
ican Forestry Congress and other citizens to the Fiftieth Congress. 


Memorial of American Forestry Congress and other citizens to the Fiftieth Con- 
gress, United States of America. 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled : 

Your memorialists, the American Forestry Congress and citizens of the United 
States, respectfully represent: 

Whereas the present laws in regard to the public lands, so far as they relate 
to the disposal of timber lands, or of the timber from the same, are entirely in 
adequate to the requirements of the present state of our civilization, are unrea- 
sonable, pernicious, and prejudicial to the best interests of this country, and 
have a tendency to induce fraud, theft, and perjury ; 

Whereas, especially in the Rocky Mountain and Pacific Slope ragion; the min- 
ing interests, in regard to material supplies, and the agricultural interest, in re- 
gard to a favorable distribution of water supply, are threatened with danger, 
or have already been endangered, by the thoughtless and unnecessary destruc- 
tion of the forests and brushlands on the mountain slopes and hillsides; 

Whereas by ax, by the teeth of cattle, and by fire, many millions of dollars’ 
worth of public property have been destroyed without benefit toany one, owing 
to the neglect on the part of the Government to protect the property of the 


people; 
1 favorable agricultural and climatic conditions ofa country are largely 
dependent upon a proper amount of well-distributed forest areas, and especially 
upon the preservation of the forest cover on the mountains; 

Whereas such preservation can not be had under the existing laws, nor can 
be expected at the hands of private individuals; 

Whereas by the disposal of the timbered areas now in the hands of the United 
States, and by their devastation under present conditions, the power to insure 
proper forest legislation passes from the 3 

Therefore, the undersigned memorialists, imbued solely by a desire to fur- 
ther the best interests of the country at large, most respectfully and urgently 
pray that you will, without delay, give consideration to and enact as a Jaw the 
subjoined bill, which provides for the withdrawal from entry or sale, classifica- 
tion, and proper disposal or administration of public forestry Jands, or that you 

rovide such other legislation in the same direction as may appear best fo your 

uonorable body. 

On behalf of the American Forestry Congress: 

B. E. FERNOW, Secretary. 
On behalf of the Southern Forestry Congress: 
A. O. LANE, President. 
Hon. MOSES HALLETT, 
Professor J. S. NEWBERRY, 
And many others. 


This memorial shows that in the regions where the forests have been 
so large and luxuriant they are being destroyed; and I would not add 
to their destruction by giving an encouragement and premium to itin 
our tariff. At the same time I would cut down items which enter 
into the cost of the lumbermen's living and which the gentleman enu- 
merated. So far as I am concerned I would reduce the tariff on sugar 
and on the other articles which the gentleman mentioned, so far as it can 
be done justly, in view of the reduction which we propose, some $78,- 
000,000. : 

I would also like to have printed in this connection, from the office 
of the corresponding secretary, American Forestry Congress, 1882, 
Washington, D. C., a letter as to what becomes of our timber lands. 

The CHAIRMAN, | The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. COX. It isas follows: 


AMERICAN FORESTRY CONGRESS, 1882, 
OFFICE or CoRRESPONDING SECRETARY, Washington, D. C. 


WHAT BECOMES OF OUR TIMBER LANDS? 


You are pen owners of about 70,000,000 acres of land, more or less stocked with 
timber and not considered agriculturally valuable, held by the General Govern- 
ment and lying mostly on the Western mountains. 

‘There are five ways in which a citizen may acquire either the land or the 
timber on it: 

1. In Catifornia and on the Pacific Slope generally we allow him to get as 
much as 160 acres for his own use,“ at $2.50 per acre, a price from ten to thirty 
times less than the true value. The use to which most owners prt their pur- 
chase is to relinquish it tosome large lumbering corporation, which in fact has 
paid men to perjure themselves in taking up such lands. 

2. Iu the Southern States you can buy at $1.25 per acre, in any quantity, as 
much Government timber land as you may still be able to find, the inost having 
gone at that price to speculators and lumbermen. 

3. Every land-grant railroad, in addition to its share of the land grant of 75,- 
000,000 acres and the right of way, is permitted to cut timber “for first con- 
struction,” “adjacent to the line of its road.” But the railroads donot construe 
“construction” and “adjacent” exactly in the sense in which the lawgivers did, 
and they have cut wherever, whenever, and for whatever purpose er chose. 

4. Those who take up a homestead or pre-emption claim upon timber land are 
also given the right to clear as much timber as is necessary for the development 
of their claim and improvements before they have acquired title. We are told 
that most settlers on such lands do not exert themselves to procure the title after 
they have got the timber off. 

5. Lastly, any resident citizen may cut all the timber he needs for mining and 
domestic purposes upon lands which are designated as “mineral lands.” Oh, 
for the power to know what mineral lands are! 

Shall we pride ourselves on our liberality? Or shall we rather feel ashamed 
of our niggardliness? Not only have we allowed the most valuable part of this 
class of our property to be fooled oway to a few speculators, largely upon fraud- 
ulent entries, but we have criminally permitted the depreciation of the re- 
mainder, and, besides, have compelled the population of two States and seven 
Territories to become trespassers and criminals on accountof taking the timber 
they needed because we would notsellittothem. In the years 1881 to 1887 there 
was reported timber stolen from the public domain to the value of $36,719,852, 
probab Z a small fraction of the actual depredations; there was recovered, 
mostly by compromise, $478,073, and expended for protection, $455,000. To this 
add an annual lossfrom fires valued at $8,000,000. 
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The charity which we have extended to the pioneer settlers in allowing free 


use of our property under certain conditions, has worked more harm than good; 
the settled community would gladly exchange the privilege fora fair bargain in 
which the consumer pays for what he uses. 
The present settlement and 1 laws are the cancers that destroy the 
ublic timber lands, leaving a sick, dying, dead mountain desert, and impair- 
ng the icultural and industrial interests adjoining. 

f you feel an interest in having this property administered in a more reason- 
able manner, for the benefit of the settlers, as well as for the rest of the nation, 
write to E. B. Fernow, secretary of the American Forestry Congress, at Wash- 
8 D. C., for memorial and bill to be presented and urged in the Fiftieth 

ongress. 


To these frauds, perjuries, and spoliations is it not monstrous to add 
the incentive of a tariff for protection. 

Books have been written—they are in the Library—written during 
the last two years by scientific men, about our climatic influences look- 
ing to the safety of our forests. The conclusion of these books, drawn 
from history—drawn from data irrefragable—is this: That unless we 
protect our forests now, as some of the States are doing, by statute and 
police; unless we protect them against the insidious influences by mo- 
nopoly and tariff, which uproot them; unless we give them additional 
longevity, we will become what other nations have become which have 
lost their forests. s 

From my observations in other countries, such as Turkey or Asia 
Minor, or such as Spain—in fact all the countries along the Mediter- 
ranean, who in time have lost their forests, and who sank precisely as 
they have lost them in the scale of nations, I would be derelict if I did 
not warn legislators here to avert the inevitable catastrophe of a tree- 
less land. 

My friend and colleague in front of me [Mr. SPINOLA] says that the 
people of Northern New York, represented by my colleague [Mr. PAR- 
KER], have stolen nearly all of the Adirondacks, Our best men be- 
lieve that the Hudson River, which has its source in those forests and 
mountains, is in process of failure as a stream and as a sanitary element. 
Destroy the underbrush which holds the snows and yon fail in your 
water supply! Those forests in Northern New York are indispensablé 
to the commerce and agriculture, as well as to the health of New Vork. 
All that these gentlemen care for at presentis to kill the goose that pro- 
duces the golden egg. 

Is it not short-sighted to seek present benefit ont of these forests in 
the hurry of getting out their lumber and making it dear at home to 
the consumers because they are aggrandized by the enhanced price? 

Nevertheless, the time will come, sir, when the American people will 
find out when they have lost their forests that they have lost that which 
will take ages to replace. We will never know the value of our forests 
until we shall have lost them. We are fast exhausting these timber 
lands, because of the greediness of a few and against the interest of the 
many. If we continue to do it we will suffer in the long run. 

I do not favor the proposition to cut down our forests simply because 
of the economies of our future, nor of the peril to our land as a health 
resort for the outworn people of the world; but are we not entitled in 
our big cities and little towns, for houses, and fences, and every wooden 
thing, and in whatever form lumber is used—whether for a boat in 
Maine or a toothpick in New York—to lumber as free as the air we 
breathe? x 

God Almighty has planted the forests. He gave the sun to shine 
and the early and latter rain to fall upon them; He has arrayed the 
earth in its garniture of greenery, and He intended it all for the well- 
being of His creatures. It is a beautiful utility as well for their shel- 
ter as for their health. I will never vote in this House to restrict or 
limit His benefactions; I will not vote to add a burden to our people 
by keeping up a selfish tariff on a commodity like lumber, which the 
great body of our people demand should be within the reach of the 
humblest cottager. [Applause] : 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, I suppose this is the last expiring note 
on the subject of the preservation of our forests. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. No; it is just begun. 

Mr. REED. There was a time when a great many people actually 
believed what the gentleman from New York said, and actually thought 
that as we presented the case it was an argument against the preserva- 
tion of the American markets for American lumber. Now, that forestry 
excitement has served its purpose. 
ber of acres of land which could be obtained in the West. It certainly 
has had a good effect in settling the country. Iam glad the gentleman 
from New York has had an opportunity to say the last morsel of ora- 
tory that probably will be dedicated to that subject. [Laughter and 
applause. } : 

Why, what an idea! Think of it for a moment—the forests are to 
be preserved simply on account of the rivers, and they are to be 
served, not at the expense of the community at large, but at the ex- 
pense of the individual owners thereof, who are to be treated differ- 
ently from the rest of the people of this country on that account. 

The great value of our forests is to furnish lumber for the people, 
The gentleman from New York demands cheap lumber for the bene- 
fit of all the people, and then, in one and the same breath, he advo- 


cates not cutting down the trees of the forest on account of the alleged 
injurious effect upon the flow of the rivers ! 

If the gentleman knew anything about the effect of the forests, the 
effect of the breaking up and settling of the country, he would not join 


Its object was to increase the num- ~ 
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in this jeremiad about the rivers drying up and the country becoming 
an arid waste in consequence of cutting down the trees. 

The settlement by human beings of all the new countries of the earth, 
the necessity for their subsistence, their effect upon the soil, their turn- 
ing up the soil, devoting it to the purposes of civilization—to human 
purposes—in themselves by the laws of God promote a rain-fall steady 
and permanent, which gives the rivers their natural flow; and there is 
no more reason to refuse to cut the increase of the forests than to refuse 
to cut the increase of the farms. And I say to the gentleman from 
New York that he is taking up the eloquence of a by-gone time and 
devoting it to the consideration of a present subject. It has no appli- 
cability here. Further facts and further history have shown the ab- 
surdity of this argument, which had its largest currency in order to add 
another section of land to the amount that could be purchased or taken 
up in the growing Western States and Territories. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. REED. Yes, sir. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman state what his experience is in Maine? 
Is it only the increase of the forest that has been taken? 

Mr. REED. Precisely. 

Mr. COX. Only the increase? 

Mr. REED. I say to the gentleman that the timber lands of Maine 
are to-day used in precisely the same fashion as the farming lands; that 
is to say, that the timber lands proper are cut for their increase, and 
the size of the logs cut being limited, it is just as legitimate, just as 
reasonable and proper a business as any on earth; and to refuse to pur- 
sue such an occupation on the idea suggested by the gentlemen here, 
that some day or other these lands will be denuded, the rain-fall checked, 
and our rivers dried up, would be just as appropriate as an argument 
which would refuse to catch whales because we would have to live in 
darkness after we got through with them. [Laughter.] The truth of 
the matter is that the most of the things of this world have been pro- 
vided by God for the happiness of human beings, and for human beings 
to exploit—to increase the riches, the comfort, and the happiness of the 
people of the world. And when people proclaim that it is injurious to 
the world for human beings to reap the riches thereof, as nature pro- 
vided they should, they are doing something for a special purpose, of 
which, when they become better informed, they will be duly ashamed. 
[Applause. ] 

Here the hammer fell.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. The Chair will assume thatthe pro forma amend- 
ment is withdrawn. A 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I doubtif there is a change proposed 
by this bill which is more universally approved by the people than by 
this schedule, which places timber, lumber, etc., upon the free-list. I 
confess that I have been considerably surprised at the opposition to this 
change by Representatives upon the other side, especially those from 
Illinois, Nebraska, Kansas, and Iowa who oppose this provision. It 

occurs to me that, representing constituencies wholly at the mercy of 
the lumber trust, which unquestionably is in copartnership with the 
rtation companies, they would be the last to rise here and de- 
fend a law which enables these monopolies to fleece their constituents 
out of millions of dollars, What are the facts? In Michigan, Wiscon- 
sin, and Minnesota there are large quantities of white pine. It makes 
a valuable lumber. We have but little elsewhere. The pine lumber 
of the Southern States is valuable, but does not come into competition 
with the white-pine lumber of the North. The yellow pine is filled 
with turpentine and resin. The white pine is adapted to all finishing 
purposes. It can be used where you desire to paint. Large quantities 
of yellow pine are shipped all over the world, but is not used for the 
same purposes as the white pine. Consequently there is but little com- 
petition between the pine lumber of the South and that of the North, 
whether they meet in the markets in the North or in the South. 

Much has been said about the wages paid by the lumber manufact- 
urers of Michigan and other States. It is claimed that if lumber is 
placed upon the free-list wages in this industry will be reduced. It 
will require more than mere assertions; it will require more than the 
testimony of interested parties to convince me that wages are higher 
in the lumber regions of Michigan than they are in close proximity in 

Canada. Such a statement the gentleman from Maine Hair. REED] 
wouid say everybody knows is absurd.“ The laborers of Canada 
are not going to work for 30 per cent. less if by crossing an imaginary 
line they can get 30 per cent. more wages. They will come over and 
keep coming until wages have so fallen in the United States and so 
risen in Canada as to be upon an equality. What has the tariff done? 
That it has put one penny into the pockets of the wage-workers no one 
has dared to claim. Every member upon the other side when pressed 
has admitted that the wages paid by the lumbermen are no greater 
than those paid in other avocations in the same locality. Who, then, 
has received any benefit ? 

The price of white-pine lumber has advanced several dollars per 
thousand in the last two years. The price in Saginaw, Mich., in 1876 
was $9.67 per thousand; in 1877 it was $9.73; in 1878 it was $9.66; 
in 1879 it was $9.50; in 1880 the stumpage, that is the timber, had 
been so reduced that the same had come under the control of a few 
men, who, organizing a combination, advanced the price to $11.63. In 


1881 it was farther advanced to $13.92, and in 1882 it was sold as high 
as $14 per thousand, and still sells for about that price; that is, 
common white-pine lumber, This advance was brought about by a 
combination of the owners of the stumpage, who were principally the 
lumbermen. The lumber barons having gotten hold of all the timber, 
advanced the price of stumpage from an average of $1 to an average 
of $4.50 per thousand. This was the cause of the advance in the price 
of timber lands of from 300 to 1,000 per cent., as stated by the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON J. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. REED] attempted to answer this in his usual style, declaring that 
the increase in value was solely on account of the wonderful growth 
and progress that had taken place thronghout thecountry. The truth 
is that the best farming lands in Ohio, Indiana, and the Western States, 
which had been improved, have during this period fallen instead of 
risen in value. 

This argument is upon a par with all the sophistry that has been 
made use of by gentlemen upon the otherside during thisdebate. Why 
should white-pine stumpage have advanced so marvelously, whilethe 
stumpage of all other kinds of timber remained stationary? Why 
should this class of stumpage be worth $4.50 per thousand in the United 
States and only $1.25 per thousand in Canada? The reason is perfectly 
apparent: a few men own the timber in the United States; they have 
combined to realize every dollar they possibly can ont of it. They 
have an advantage over their Canadian competitor of about $1 per 
thousand in the cost of transportation, and $2 per thousand in the 
duty, and these they have added to the value of their timber and esti- 
mate it asa part of the-cost of lumber. Every dollar goes to the 
owners of the stumpage. Let us see what their profits amount to. 
The Government sold the lands upon which the timber stands at from 
$1.25 to $2.50 per acre—a section, at the highest price, costing $1,600. 
These lands according to the lowest estimate contain, upon an average, 
a stumpage of 5,000 feet per acre. A section, therefore, contains a 
stumpage of 3,200,000, which, at $4.50 per thousand, brings $14,400. 

The land, after the timber has been removed, sells for from $2.50 to 
$10 per acre. Upon an average it brings more than the original cost. 
The Inmbermen therefore realize a clean profit off of each section of 
land purchased by them of over $15,000. `- 

Here is where the $2 per thousand duty has gone. Here is where 
your protection protects. It has not gone into the calloused hands of 
the wage-worker, but into the price of the timber, before labor has 
touched it, and afterwards into the bank accounts of the timber or 
lumber barons, Shall we uphold and sustain this monopoly, or shall 
we release the people from its grasp? 

The manufacturers of Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin produce 
about 8,000, 000, 000 feet per annum. The $2 duty per thousand, 
which they have placed upon the value of their lumber in the tree, 
amounts to $16,000,000 annually. Who pays this bonus? The farm- 
ers of the West; the wage-workers in our cities who are struggling by 
the aid of building and loan associations to geta little home of their 
own, from which their families can not be driven when they are out of 
employment. 

Mr. O. R. Bishop, of Chicago, an iron worker representing the Knights 
of Labor before the Tariff Commission upon the subject of lumber, said: 

It was stated yesterday by the lumber interests that they had paid in wages 
to 56,000 workers $17,000,000, Trulya large sum, but if divided by 56,000 it gives 
to each worker the insignificant sum, for a year’s hard toil, amid snow and ice 
in winter, and malarial fever in summer, $304 with which to clothe, feed, and 
educate himself and family, while the few employers cl „ by their own 
figures, nearly $4,000,000 net, and still have $40,000,000 worth of mills and tools 
on hand. Why should they not wish a continuance of the monopoly when it 
pays so well? And your attention is called to the action of the Lumbermen’s 
Exchange (a trade union). The other day they metand raised the price of all 
grades of lumber $1.50 per thousand, which, if made general on the 8,919,500,000, 
will inerease the profits to $8,000,000—a very mild species of robbery. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] talks about the num- 
ber of establishments in this industry, the amount of capital invested, 
and the number of laborers employed as if these were all to be extin- 
guished by the passage of this bill. The numberof establishments will 
not be d the wages of the laborers will not be reduced, nor the 
capital invested be diminished by placing lumber upon the free-list, 
but the power of the trust to extort from. the people $16,000,000 an- 
nually, over and above a fair and legitimate profit, let us hope will be 
forever destroyed. 

The CHAIRMAN. All debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to strike out lines 9 and 10, which the Clerk 
will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Wood unmanufactured, not specially enumerated or provided for. 

The question being taken, the Chairman stated that the ‘‘noes” 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. GUENTHER. I call for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 100. ` 

Mr. GUENTHER. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, and Mr. GUENTHER and Mr. MILLS were ap- 
pointed. 

The committee again 


divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 77, 
noes 96. 
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So the motion to strike out the paragraph was not agreed to. 4 

‘The Clerk read the next paragraph, as follows: 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other articles of sawed lumber. 

Mr. MOFFITT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out the paragraph just read. 

Mr. MOFFITT. Mr. Chairman, representing as I do constituents 
who annually manufacture 150,000,000 feet of lumber I offer thisamend- 
ment in good faith and solely in the interests of those engaged in this 
industry in my district without regard to party. d 

On the 18th day of March last I presented to the House a memorial 
from certain lumbermen in Northern New York protesting against any 
reduction in the duties on lamber, which by unanimous consent was 
peaa in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. As the majority of that committee have failed to favorably 
consider the memorial thus presented, I now send itto the Clerk’s desk 
und ask that it be read in my time for the information of the Committee 
of the: Whole. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of America: 

The undersigned, manufacturers of lumber in the county of Franklin and State 
of New York, respectfully present for your consideration the following state- 
ment in regard to this important industry, with an earnest protest against any 
chango in the existing tariff on lumber. 

We are situated so near to the Canadian frontier that a reduction of the small 
duty now exacted would take away all the profit now enjoyed, unless it could 
be saved by a reduction of the wages paid the laborers engaged in the work. 
Folly four-fifths of the cost of lumber is in the wages paid, and these wages are 
based upon giving a fair return for the labor expended, and are from 50 to 75 per 
cent. in excess of those paid by the Canadian lumbermen with whom we com- 

te, and in the aggregute amount to at least $3 per 1,000 feet more than paid to 
Tie Canadians for the same work. Should the daty be removed and the rates 
of wages in this coun be maintained as at present, we, in common with 
others, would be compelled to shut up cur mills. This would throw out of em- 
ore a vast army of workmen, and drive them into other occupations, 

hereby creating a fresh competition in the labor market, and tending to di- 
minish the income of all wage earners. This in turn would take away their 
purchasing ability and curtail the market for other producers, thus throwing 
still other laborers out of employment, and yet further deranging the entire 
business of the communities, and so of the nation. In time the pangs of hunger 
would compe! a resumption of labor in some field, but at the starvation wages 
id in other lands, and in the distant future, on the basis of lower wages, the 
umber tine Sen 3 might be resumed, but afer a complete demoralization and the 
ruin of hun is of men engaged in it to-day. 

If the reduction in price claimed by the advoeates of the removal of the duty 
should be made, who would get the benefit of it? The Canadians have millions 
of feet of lumber awaiting a favorable time for shipment, and would get the 
opportunity of supplying the immediate demand. That accomplished and the 
home manufacturers being driven from the market, the citizens of our neighbor- 
ing Dominion would hold absolute control, and our builders would be at their 
mercy. Then, with a wasted trade, demolished mills, and lack of properly 


trained laborers, our manufacturers conid again seek to supply the demand 


which a careless act of legislation had taken from them. 

The supply of timber in our Adirondack forests is in no danger of being ex- 
hausted by those who . according to the plan pursued by your petition- 
exs, for they cut only the large timber, leaving the smaller trees for further 

owth. In this way the preservation of the forests as regulators of moisture 

not injured, and the sources of water supply are maintained. The hemlock 
timber on most of the tracts is cut for the use of tanners, and the logs are saved 
for the lumbermen. The spruce supply isin some sections dying in spe y and 
to prevent great loss to the owners this must soon be cut. The supply of pine 
is not large, and the hard word can not be manufactured to any considerable 
extent at a profit with present railroad facilities and at present prices. 

The discontinuance of the lumber businessin our county would entail serious 
consequences on a host of other industries 1 on the consuming power 
of the fifteen thousand people supported by this industry. The store-keepers, 
produce dealers, millers, machinists, farmers, railroads, all depend largely upon 
the prosperity of the lumbermen. Such discontinuance woy!d entail upon the 
manufacturers who have been for years engaged in establishing their business 
and locating preserving their vast forest possessions an almost irretriev- 
able ruin, The cost of the mills in this country is upwards of a quarter of a 
million of dollars, and the value of the timber lan the tariff is maintained, 
is reckoned by millions. 3 

The conditions existing here are pot very different from those in other States, 
and when the great aggregate of laborers employed is taken into account, the 

us effects of a repeal of the present small tariff duty, which is felt by 
no consumer of lumber and yields a comparatively insignificant revenue to the 
Government, are so appalling that we are constrained to enter our vigorous 
protest against so ruinous a measure. 
Hy submitted, February, 1888. 


Annual ca- 
Name. Residence. pacity of 
mills, 
Feet, 

A. B. Parmelee & Son t Malone, N. X. . . 4, 000, 000 
A. A. Wood. St. Regis Falls. 4, 000, 000 
McFarlane & Ross.. sen dOn 9,000, 009 
R. P. Lindsay. do. 1. 000. 000 
J. W. Shanlexy. hanley 5, 000, 000 
The Deecey & Backus Lumber Company... Brandon... | 15, 000, 000 
St. uiver Lumber Company . Santa Clara. 230, 000, 000 
o St. Regis Falls. | 3,000, 000 
C.J. Adams. . Bangor. tel 2,000, 009 
Ladd & Smallmaun. . .. . | Malone. REA 4.000. 000 


Mr. MOFFITT. Iam satisfied, Mr. Chairman, that if the majority 
of the committee who presented this bill will use their honest judg- 
ment.in the matter, and throw aside their set method of figuring the 
profits upon lumber by theory, and examine more carefully this busi- 

8. 


ness from a fair and unprejudiced standpoint that the amendment will 
be agreed to. [Applause. ] 


[While Mr. Morrrrr was delivering thé foregoing remarks his five ` 


minutes expired. By unanimous consent, his time was extended for 
five minutes.] 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, the communication prepared by the 
lumber men of Michigan, and read on the floor of the House the other 
day by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], states that the 
annual output of lumber in that State is 4,000,000,000 feet, which is of 
the value of $52,000,000; that $17,585,500 is paid to labor in its pro- 
duction; that $4,000,000 is paid to labor in its transportation, and about 
86, 000, 000 is paid for farm productions. This statement shows that the 
cost of producing is about $4.25 per thousand feet, and that the value of 
the lumber at the mill is 813 per thousand. Hence, after deducting the 
eost of production from the value of the product, the remainder will show 
the value of the lumber in the tree to be $8.75 per thousand feet. This 
calculation is based upon the statements made in the communication 
read by Mr. Burrows. For, if $17,585,500 of labor will produce 
$52,000,000 in value of Iumber from the stump, then $4.25 of Iabor 
will produce $13 in value of lumber from the stump, which is 1,000 
feet. 

Therefore, for every 1,000 feet of lumber the Michigan lumber- 
man manufactures and sells at the mill at $13 per thousand he re- 
ceives $8.75 per thousand feet for his lumber in the tree. It costs to 
cut down and saw the tree into logs 16 feet long on an average 50 cents 
per thousand feet; the average cost of hauling the logs from the stump 
to the water course is 75 cents per thousand feet; for rafting them to 
the mill 10 cents per thousand feet; and for sawing the logs and piling 
the lumber on the dock at the mill the cost will not exeeed $1.90 per 
thousand feet, making the total cost of production in Michigan of $3.25 
per thousand feet. This gives the manufacturer a profit of $1 per 
thousand for sawing at the mill, and he has the farther profit of 20 
cents per thousand feet on his teams that haul his logs; total profit in 
manufacturing the lumber of $1.20 per thousand feet. Add this sum 
to the enormous price of $8.75 the Michigan lumberman gets per thou- 
sand feet for his lumber in the tree, it will make $9.95 per thousand 
feet which is Ieft in the pockets of the lumberman for every foot he 
manufactures and sells at $13 per thousand. The Michigan lumber- 
men can not go back on these figures, because they state in their me- 
morial read by Mr. BURROWS that the 4,000,000,000 feet annually 
produced in Michigan is of the value of $52,000,000, which is just $13 
per thousand. They further state that the amount paid to labor in 
producing the 4,000,000,000 feet is $17,585,500. This will make each 
thousand feet cost $4.25. But in this labor account of $17,585,500 are 
included the team accountand the mill aceount, with the profits there- 
on, and not more than one-third of that sum goes to the actual laborer; 
the balance is retained by the lumberman himself for the use of his 
teams, mill, and machinery used in the production of the lumber. 

The memorial of the lumbermen of Michigan has served one good 
purpose; it has given the amount of feet of lumber annually produced 
in that State, its value, and cost of production, which has enabled us 
to arrive at the foregoing conclusions by mathematical calculations. 
It is also made apparent that in the production and sale of 4,000,000,000 
feet of lumber in the State of Michigan the lumberman receives for 
the timber in the tree and the profits on its production $39,800,000, 
leaving $12,200,000 for the cost of netion, less the value of the tim- 
ber in the tree; but out of that $12,200,000 the teams are fed, the 
horses are shod, wagons, harness, and sleds kept in repair; fuel and 
oil for the mills are purchased. and the necessary repairs upon all the 
machinery and appliances at the mills are kept up; so that not to ex- 
ceed one-third of the $12,200,000 is paid to the laborer. Vet this is 
the industry our Republican friends tell us will be broken down and 
trampled under foot in the State of Michigan if the tariff of $2 per thou- 
sand feet upon foreign lumber is repealed. Is there a man upon tho 
floor of this House that honestly believes it? $ S 

The repeal of the tariff could possibly do no more than to reduce the 
value of the lumberman's timber in the tree from the enormous sum 
of $8.75 to $6.75 per thousand feet; his profits on the production would 
still remain the same, and he would still have to pay the market value 
for the labor, and the question whether the lumberman is to get $8.75 
or $6.75 per thousand feet for his timber in the tree over the cost of 
production will neither stop its production nor decrease the price of 
Jabor. It has been said during this debate that the average yield of 
lumber per acre in the tree is 5,000 feet. This statement is calculated 
to mislead those not familiar with the method used in arriving at such 
conclusion, In making these estimates the timber belt, comprising 
half of the State (more or less), is taken and the quantity of standing 
timber upon the whole area estimated, and the average per acre is made 
by taking all the land included in that section of the State, when per- 
haps four-fifths of the land embraced in the calculation is not timber 
land at all nor entitled to such appellation. 

The fact is that in the wild timber portions of Michigan the unculled 
forests will average 30,060 feetof lumber per acre if you will count out 
the lakes, swamps, and prairies, if any. This will give to the lumber- 
man for his 30,000 feet of timber on anacre of his ground, after the pro- 
posed reduction of the tariff, $6.75 per thousand feet. Thus we see 
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the lumberman whose land is thus rich with timber—and no one dare 
deny that many thousand acres are—realizes for his timber per acre 
$202.50 besides all the profits he makes upon the manufacturing of the 
lumber. But as the tariff now stands the lumberman will get $60 
more per acre for the timber in the tree, making $262.50. This extra 
$60 per acre the consumer has to pay in the name of protection. This 
is the business (which is making more millionaires than any other busi- 
ness in the United States) we are called upon, in the name of labor, to 
protect, = iL 

The Michigan memorial further states that the annual production of 
Inmber in the United States is 20,000,000,000 feet; that the whole 
amount of timber in the tree in the dominion of Canada is 50,000,000, - 
000 feet. Now, if the United States consumes 20,000,000,000 feet of 
lumber annually, as is stated in the Michigan memorial, Canada, with 
her50,000,000,000 feet, could not supply the United States to exceed two 
and one-half years. The estimated quantity of coniferous timber in the 
United States is 800,000,000,000 feet, of which 350,000,000,000 is west 
of the Rocky Mountains, leaving east of the Rocky Mountains 450,000,- 
000,000 feet. Now, if the United States should in the future only pro- 
duce annually, as she now does, 20,000,000,000 feet of lumber, all the 
timber in the United States east of the Rocky Mountains would be con- 
sumed in twenty-two and one-half years, and the whole quantity in the 
United States would be consumed in forty years. 

Of the 450,000,000,000 feet east of the Rocky Mountains, 350,000,- 
000,000 is in the following-named States: North Carolina, South Caro- 
lina, Tennessee, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, Mississippi, Louisiana, Ar- 
kansas, and Texas, leaving but 100,000,000,000 feet, or one-eighth of the 
whole, in the twenty-six other States of this Union, to wit: Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New 
York, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, West 
Virginia, Kentucky, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Michigan, Wisconsin, Iowa, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, Colorado, and Nevada, with a 
population of over 45,000,000. This statement shows at a glance the 
interest these great barren Northwesten States have in this timber ques- 
tion, and the folly of insisting that there is a necessity for protection to 
our lumber industries by continuing a duty on foreign lamber, when, 
at the rate the United States are now manufacturing lumber, every 
stick of timber now standing in the twenty-six great States last named 
would be consumed in five years. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I renew the amendment, and send 
to the desk the Public Ledger, of Philadelphia, of this date, that the 
Clerk may read the dispatch I have marked, and show the Democratic 
members of the House what wickedness they have aided me in perpe- 


trating. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
MR. SHEARMAN ON THE TARIFF, 
[Special to the Public Ledger.] 


New York, Juned. 
Thomas G, Shearman delivered an address on the tariff question in Brooklyn 
to-night. In beginning his address he said he had received a dispatch from 
Washington, in which it was stated that President Cleyeland had just signed 
the bill of Mr. KELLEY, of Pennsylvania, putting a duty of $12 a ton on all pig- 


iron imported from mapeo 
er, “as we import 2,000,000 tons of pig-iron from Eng- 
t 


“ Now,” said the s 
land every year, and as this duty is absolutely 1 — 3 — 1 let us see how 
ted States. 


will benefit or injure the workingmen of the Un It takes 700 large 
steamers to bring this amount of pig-iron to the United States, and their stop- 
pare will throw the men who handle the pig-iron on board out of employment 
‘or the time being, or say, 10,000 men. It would take 3,000 longshoremen a year 
without a holiday to take the iron from the 700 ships that would bring it across, 
It would take 6,000 men with horses and carts to remove it to the depot to be 
transferred to the different railroads, and, taking into account the sailors, ee 
shoremen, railroad men, molders, stove-makers, and other men engaged in 
IHA MATRES of iron, 150,000 men would be thrown out of employment alto- 
gether. 


Mr. KELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I have had that dispatch read for the 
purpose of illustrating to the innocent gentlemen on the other side of 
the House, who believe all the statements they hear made on this sub- 
ject of the tariff by their leaders and party friends, and to show them 
how dangerous it is to trust the statements of gentlemen like Mr. Shear- 
man or my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], who has just delighted us 
by showing in his cheerful way how the Jumber trade is denuding our 
country of its forests and subjecting its people to the dreadful perils he 
depicted with so much hilarity, or like Augustus Mongredien, who 

some years ago prepared for the Cobden Club a pamphlet addressed to 
the American farmer, of which the club sent 50,000 copies for distribu- 
tion among our farmers. - 

The distribution was begun, but Mr. Mongredien’s statements were 
found to beso wonderfully exaggerated and so much-like the imitations 
of Munchausen contained in Mr. Shearman’s address of Saturday even- 
ing, that it was soon discovered that it would not do to bring them to 
the attention of practical farmers. The pamphiet was therefore with- 
drawn from the agricultural portions of the country for which it had 
been intended, and is now from time to time sent into our manufactur- 

ing towns where the people do not know very much about farming. 
These gentlemen, Mr. Shearman and my friend from New York, are gen- 
tlemen, as was Mr. Mongredien. It has been my privilege to know all 
of them. Mongredien is dead; but with the survivors of the trio he 
had read Bastiat long ago, and, knowing as they all thought they did, 


| that Bastiat uttered nothing but pure philosophic truth, none of them 


ever thought it important to investigate facts. To their minds any- 
thing that harmonizes with Bastiat's theories is true and anything that 
does not is not worth knowing, because, being out of harmony with 
Bastiat’s aphorisms, it can not be true. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Shearman isa gentleman of intelligence. He is the eminent 
lawyer who was said to have shed tears when testimony bearing against 
his client was brought out during the protracted trial of the late Henry 
Ward Beecher. He is eminently pious, too, and he is a most agreeable 
man, as is my friend from New York [Mr. Cox], on all subjects ex- 
cept his lunacy that the facts of history, to be accepted, must square 
with the theories of Bastiat. [Laughter.] Mr. Shearman is a gen- 
tleman in all respects. His home, of the hospitalities of which it has 
been my privilege to partake, is one of the most delightful homes in 
all the City of Churches. He is, as I have said, a very agreeable gen- 
tleman, almost as agreeable, if it were possible, as my distinguished 
friend from New York. [Laughter.] He is, however, more pious 
than my friend from New York. [Renewed laughter.] This is prob- 
ably because he has not been in Congress. I mention his piety to 
show that the misstatements the dispatch discloses, that you gentle- 
men had helped me to put a duty of $12 a ton upon pig-iron, and had 

one up with me, with a brass band before us, to get President Cleve- 

d to sign the bill, are not deliberate attempts to injure usor to mis- 
lead his hearers, Mr. Shearman did not think he was stating what was 
not true a bit more than Mongredien did when he represented our 
farmers: as suffering so terribly that they ought to send over written 
pledges to the Cobden Club that at the next Congressional election they 
would not vote for any candidate who would not promise to favor the 
repeal of the duties that were destroying them and their farms. Let 
us look a little at this statement. The gentleman who made it is 
really a sensible man, an educated man, a leader of prayer mectings, a 
gentleman who is delegated every few years to represent the New 
York and Brooklyn free-traders at the Cobden Club dinners, Yet 
listen to what stuff he utters: 

First. Here is a statement that the President has signed, you gen- 
tlemen having at my instigation passed, a bill to impose a duty of 
$12 a ton—on what? Why, on the 2,000,000 tons of pig-iron which 
he says weimport annually. Just think of it! ‘Two million tons an- 
nually! The duty $12 a ton. 

Now, what have you and the President done by being thus seduced 
and deluded by me? You have thrown out of work 6,000 men with 
horses, each of whom—that is if there are 6,000 men with horses 
employed in distributing those 2,000,000 tons, each of whom with his 
horse lived by handling thirteen tons and a half of pig-iron a year, 

[Here the hammer fell. ] E 

Mr. KELLEY. I trust I may have my time extended a little. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
further time. ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr, 
KELLEY] may be permitted to continue his remarks for five minutes. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. KELLEY. First, we import 2,000,000 tons of pig-iron, and this 
importation requires seven hundred large steamers” to bring it to 
this country, and the awful consequence of stopping those seven hun- 
dred steamers would be to— 

Throw the men Who handle the pig-iron on board out of employment for the 
time being, or, say 10,000 men; it would take 3,000 longshoremen a year with- 
out a holiday to take the iron from the seven hundred ships that would bring it 
across, It would take 6,000 men with horses and carts to remove it tothe depot 
to be transferred to the different railroads, and, taking into account the sailors, 
longshoremen, railroad men, molders, stove-makers— 

You see how intimately Mr. Shearman is informed on all branches 
of business connected with these imports of 2,000,000 tons of pig-iron 
annually— - 


and other men engaged in the manufacture of iron, 150,000 men would be thrown 
out of employment altogether, 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask, what would be the effect on our 
labor market of admitting 2,000,000 tons of pig-iron? How many men 
are employed in digging the ore, quarrying the fluxes, digging the coal, 
cokingitand handlingit? Forty miles is the average that material has 
to be hauled in England. Four hundred miles, upon the highest Brit- 
ish authority, that of Sir Isaac Lothian Bell, is the average that Amer- 
ican ore, flux, and fuel have to be hauled. Look, too, atthe effect upon 
our railroads of drawing our lumber from a British province or our iron 
from Britain herself. Look atthe thousands of American men employed 
on the ships on our lakes, and on our railroads, whose lines are now 
longer on land than Britain’s lines have been on sea since the opening 
of the Suez Canal. But, happily for our wage-earning countrymen, 
Mr. Shearman’s sketch is but a figment of the brain, a pure work of 
imagination. During the four fiscal years closing June , 1887, we 
imported 1,299,530 tons or an average not of 2,000,G00 but of 224,883 
tons, or less than one-sixth of the amount on which Mr. Shearman based 
his appeal for free trade. 

In submitting this extraordinary statement of Mr. Shearman’s, I call 
attention to these vagaries to show gentlemen that they can not rely 
upon the statements of fact which are made by theoretical free-traders 
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who draw their facts from their“ inner consciousness or from practi- 
cal jokers, who probably deceived him and perverted my friend Shear- 
man’s Saturday night address, f 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; - 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
KELLEY] has quoted something in reference to our friend, Brother 
Shearman, and associates me quite pleasantly with him. I find a lit- 
tle quotation about Judge KELLEY — 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, I could furnish the gentieman a volume of 
them. 

Mr. COX. i find a quotation about Judge KELLEY which is very 


Mr. KELLEY. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. COX (reading): 

Judge KELLEY’s talk to the people about the benefit of protection to them 
reminds one of the conduct of the hunter who cut off his dog's tail, roasted the 
tail, picked off the meat from the tail,and gave the bone of the tail to the dog 
for his share. 

(Laughter. 

Mr. KELLEY. Is that from Mr. Shearman? 

Mr. COX. That is perhaps a theoretical exaggeration—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Is it from Mr. Shearman, or is it original? 

Mr. COX. Itis original with a San Francisco paper. 

Now, I want to make one remark, so as toemulate the good temper 
of my friend from Pennsylvania, who is always so kind toward me, as 
he has been, lo! these thirty years. The gentlemen on the other side 
who find fault with this bill, which is brought here really for the pur- 
pose of reducing the surplus—— 

Mr. KELLEY. Oh, no. 

Mx. COX. As the principal idea, with me, it is the surplus; the 
tariff being the incident. Gentlemen find fault with the committee’s 
bill without yet giving us any remedy. They say, ifthey say anything 
at all, Keep to the old tarif.” This is no remedy. It is a contin- 
uance of the mischief; and yet the body of the political followers of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] say in their platforms, 
“ Revise the tariff.” How revise it? Ifyou can not revise it on lum- 
ber, on what can you revise it? 

A MEMBER. On sugar. y 

Mr. COX. On sugar? We propose to do that to some extent. 

A MEMBER. On rice. 

Mr. COX. Well, wait till the vote comes. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, How much do you propose to leave on sugar after 
you reduce it? 

Mr. COX. I want to say a word in reply to the gentleman’s col- 
league from Maine, whom IJ always delight to hear speak on account of 
the music of his voice—I will not mention which one of the gentleman’s 
colleagues, [Laughter.] He gave us a fable the other day—a very 
good fable, which brought down the House. It had some appositeness. 
‘And now I will give a fable to illustrate as well the “antiquity and 
universality” of p’s humor, as the terrible results of fault finding. 
While you gentlemen on the other side clamor for a revision of the tariff, 
you find fault with every proposition looking that way. You find fault 
with placing lumber on the free-list as you find fault with every other 
item in this bill. Isend up the fable to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 
It is full of meaning. Besides, it is an answer to the gentleman from 
Maine who gave us another fable in the general debate. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Jupiter, Neptune, and Minerva (as the son goes) once contended which of 
them should make the most perfect — upiter made a man; Pallas made 
a house; and Neptune made a bull; and Momus—for he had not yet been turned 
out of O 9 chosen judge to decide which production had the greatest 
merit. © began by geared fault with the bull, because his horns were not be- 
low his eyes, so that he might see when he butted with them. Next he found 
fault with the man, because there was no window in his breast that all might 
see his inward thoughtsand feelings. Andlastly he found fault with the house, 
because it had no wheels to enable its inhabitants to remove from bad neigh- 
bors. But Jupiter forthwith drove the critic out of heaven, telling him that a 
fault-finder could never be pleased, and that it was time to criticise the works 
of others when he had done some good thing himself. 

[Applause and laughter. ] 

Mr. COX. Jupiter drove the critic out of heaven; and I do not 
know where he went, but I suspect where he must have gone. I have 
never heard of him since. [Laughter.] 

A MEMBER. He went below. 

Mr. COX. I do not know. I give it up. [Laughterand applause. ] 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. ADAMS. If the amendment is withdrawn I renew it. 

Mr. KELLEY. I will withdraw it if the'gentleman will renew it. 

Mr. ADAMS. I renew the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, so far as we have now gone, it does 
not appear that the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] is correct in 
saying that the particular pu: of this bill is to reduce the revenue. 

I do not know exactly what the total receipts from the lumber duty 
were last year, but I remember very well the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr: MILLS] pointed out the other day that the items we have dis- 
cussed produced only an insignificant amount. Therefore, so far as 
those items are concerned, or the items we haye had the opportunity 
to discuss in this five-minute debate, the main object of the bill ig not 


to reduce the revenue, but to revise the tariff according to certain prin- 
ciples entertained by gentlemen on the other side. They believe it 
will permanently furnish ga a lumber to the American consumer, 


We believe, or at any rate I believe, that although for six months after 
this law takes effect it will produce cheaper lumber, that saving to the 
consumer will not be permanent, : 

But my purpose was not to discuss that question; I wished to point 
ont what I regard to be an exaggeration in the argument of the gen · 
tleman from New York [Mr. Cox]. Whatever good argument may 
be made for the abolition of the lumber duty it can not be found in the 
proposition that the abolition of the duty is necessary to the protec- 
tion of our forests. Yet that argument has been made time and again 
on the floor of the House once or twice by the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DOCKERY], and several times by the gentleman from New 
York | Mr. Cox]. Iam inclined to think the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Cox] on this question does not show his usual accuracy. 
He draws his facts confessedly, or almost confessedly, from his remi- 
niscences of the Orient. 

Mr. COX. I drew them from the report. of the forestry congress. 

Mr. ADAMS. He referred to his experiences of oriental countries. 

Mr. COX. Yes,I did. Iam nota theoretical person; I made prac- 
tical observations, : 

Mr. ADAMS. He seems to be of the opinion the lumber business 
is so carried on that when the lumberman gets through with a certain 
piece of land he leaves it naked Jand; that the sun strikes down upon 
it and dries up the soil; evaporation increases and the climate 
changes. Now, I do not believe that that is true of the lumbering 
business in any part of the United States. It is certainly not true of 
New England. 

Mr. COX. Northern Pennsylvania is almost destitute now because 
the timber was cut off. I remember gangs of sixteen saws running. 

Mr. ADAMS. Where? 

Mr. COX. At Williamsport. 

Mr. ADAMS. When? 

Mr. COX. Thirty years ago. 

Mr. ADAMS. That brings me to what I was about to state. 

Mr. COX. All that lumber went west, west to Chicago, to be used 
on the prairie, but now it all comes from Chicago east. We are de- 
stroying the forests of the Northwest as they were destroyed in Penn- 
Sylvania. 

Mr. ADAMS. We are destroying them in the Northwest. There 
has been a change in the method of carrying on the lumber business 
since the gentleman from New York, who is not a theoretical but a 
practical observer, made his observations in Pennsylvania thirty years 
ago, on which he bases his references of to-day. 

So far as New England is concerned we have the information from 
Representatives of that section on this floor that it is not so. They 
say that they cut only the increase of the forests, and it is farther 
stated that there is more timber standing to-day in New England as a 
result of this system than there was forty years ago. 

So far as the South and Southwest is concerned I am inclined to think 
from information received that the same is true to a certain extent. 

So far as the Northwestern States are concerned, a great change has 
been made in the method of lumbering within the last twenty years. 
Twenty years ago lumbering was carried on upon the lower portions 
of the logging streams exclusively. It was necessarily the case and 
could not then be changed. There were no appliances in use at that 
day to get to the upper waters of the streams and get the logs ont; 
and hence the lumber upon the lower streams which was accessible 
was taken. These forests, which were pine, were exclusiyély con- 
sumed by the business. The argument of the gentleman from New 
ary [Mr. Cox] might fairly apply to lumbering as it was then car- 
ried on. 

There has since that time been a great change, and his argument 
does not so fairly apply. By the use of dams the lumbermen are now 
enabled to reach the upper courses of the streams and take the finest 
pine timber, selecting the best and largest where it grows amongst the 
hard timber, leaving the latter standing. 

The gentleman from New York, therefore, who is a practical and not 
a theoretical observer, will see the difference at once. Yeu may take 
a single pine from a 40-acre tract; it will increase to a certain extent 
the evaporation of the soil, and in a limited way dry up the land; but 
as a practical question it does not have any material effect. It makes 
a great difference whether you take every tree from a 40-acre tract or 
take only the scattered pine standing in such a tract and leave the rest 
of the growth standing; and I think I am in a position to state as a 
matter of fact that a very large part of the lumbering in the Northwest 
is carried on in that way. I have, of course, no practical familiarity 
with the business except in so far as excursions for recreation have made 
me familiar with the country where it is carried on. But I know that 
that is the way it is carried on to a great extent. 

Tam sure that when an argument is made by a gentleman so intel- 
ligent as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], which is based on 
an erroneous impression, he will willingly accept the correction of the 
exaggeration into which he has been betrayed. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, in 1854 we entered into a treaty with 


ls 


- 


4918 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


X 


4 X 


Canada by which tae Canadian lumber was brought into the United 


States free of duty. The Commissioner of Revenue, in 1869, tells us 


that at the expiration of that treaty in 1866, when lumber became du- 
tiable, the price of lumber in Chicago, where my friend [Mr. ADAMS] 
lives, was $14.80 per thousand feet; but as soon as the treaty expired 
and the tariff took effect upon Canadian lumber the price jumped in- 
stantly up to $17.30 per thousand feet. 

‘That was an increase of just about the amount of the duty—cent per 
cent. of the average rate of duty that was placed by the lumber deal- 
ers in the United States upon all lumber. Now that, Mr. Chairman, 
is a very singular fact. 

Mr. WEBER. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. * 

Mr. WEBER. Of course the gentleman wishes to be entirely cor- 
rect, and I would like to ask if this was manufactured lumber within 
the terms of the reciprocity treaty ? 

Mr. MILLS. I will read from the article itself. 

Timber and lumber of all kinds, round, hewed, sawed, and unmanufactured 
in whole or in part 

Mr. WEBER. I thought so, *‘ unmanufactured.”’ 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. That is the classof lumber the Commissioner 

ke of. A 
8 5 WEBER. Then, of course, the gentleman’s argument does not 
apply. 

r 4 MILLS. The gentleman’s argument applies exactly. The Com- 
missioner was recommending Congress to take the duty off of lumber, 
and he said take the tariff off of the Canadian lumber, and it will be 
money in the pockets of the consumers of lumber in this country. 

Now, then, if the tariff has been added to lumber, and it has in a 
great measure—in some localities it has not because every gentleman 
who is posted upon the subject knows that a tariff is inoperafive ina 
locality where the product is exported, for the simple reason that an 
article never comes from one point to another except it goes from the 
point where it is produced at a less cost of production to the point 
where it is produced at the highest, aud therefore when it goes from 
the point where it is produced at the least cost of production to another 
point where it is consumed it has no adyantage from a tariff at the 

of production. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Will the gentleman permit an inter- 
ruption, to ask him how he can reconcile his statement with the state- 
ment of Sir Charles Tupper, who says that if you take the duty off of 
lumber it will be worth one and one-half millions a year to Canada? 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, I do not pretend to reconcile all the statements of 
these high-tariff people. Sir Charles Tupper is a high-tariff man, and 
I do not undertake to make his statement fit with those of other high- 
tariff people. Why, you can not reconcile the statements of your high- 
tariff friends on that side of the House on this very question. The 
venerable gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY ] stated at the 
opening of this debate that the preservation of the Southern forests 
should be one of the great aims of this Congress, and said that this 
bill, instead of preserving these forests, aimed at the destruction of 
Southern interests. That remained until his colleague came along and 
took the other view of the question—that the whole theory of the bill 


was sectional, and it was aimed at the destruction of Northern indus- 


tries. Now I cannot reconcile these; I do not undertake to doit. I 
give the question up. 

Mr. KELLEY. I can reconcile it. 

Mr. MILLS. Oh, yes; you can reconcile impossibilities. [Laugh- 


ter.] 


Mr. KERR. The gentleman from Texas says it was an internal- rev- 
enue officer 

Mr. MILLS. No, I said the commissioner of revenue. 

Mr. KERR, Well, the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
I ask—— 

Mr. MILLS. It was not the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. KERR. I ask if the opposition to the abolition of the internal- 
revenue system does not come almost unanimonsly from the people 
who hold offices under that system ? 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman can determine that question for him- 
self. Itis pnly necessary to say that it was not the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, but the revenue commissioner of whom I spoke. 

Mr. KELLEY. David A. Wells, the Commissioner of Revenue, the 
counsel for the Cobden Club in the United States of America. 

Mr. MILLS. Now, I want to give you a little of what Sir Charles 
Tupper said. Sir Charles Tupper made a speech in the Canadian Par- 
liament a few days ago. As he has been quoted on the other side of 
the Chamber several times in this debate, and his wise sayings have 
been specially recommended to me, I also may quote him. He reminds 
the free-trade people in Canada that they are complaining against the 
measures re in the Canadian Parliament, and that their friends 
on the south side of the line, the Democrats, are doing something for 
free trade. He speaks of the iron interest. He takes this very bill 
and finds that with an existing duty on iron and steel of 43} per cent. 
the bill proposes to reduce it to 41} per cent. And he asks, Do you 
call that free trade?“ Yet gentlemen on the other side do so, and say 
we are trying to ruin the industries of the country. He says Canada 


Now, 


does not impose half the duty that we propose in this bill for the United 


States. Yet his policy in is called a protective policy, because 
it imposes a 23 per cent. duty on iron and steel, when you charge us 
with being free-traders when we propose making it 41 per cent. 

But let us go back to lumber. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
BURROWS], who is well posted on this matter, read an article from some 
friend of his in which he stated there were $250,000,000 worth of do- 
mestic product of lumber in this counti pa annum. He stated that 
there was a product of 4,000,000,000 feet of lumber in Michigan. He 


stated in the whole country it was 20,000, 000, 000 feet and worth $250,- 


000,000. 

Now the average rate of duty on the lumber we import into this 
country, $8,000,000 worth, is something about 18 per cent. Mr. Wells, 
Commissioner of Revenue, said in 1869 it took $16,000,000 out of the 
pockets of the people of the United States. If that wastruein 1869 it 
is true to-day. If the tariff takes 18 per cent. out of the ets of the 
people, that is $35,000,000 taken out of the pockets of the people that 
go into the pockets not of the laborers, but of the timber-owners, The 
laborer works for whatever he can get for the market price of his labor. 

[By unanimous consent the time of Mr. MILLS wasextended for five 
minutes. ] 

Mr. MILLS. Among the strange things which I find impossible to 
reconcile is to see gentlemen standing up all the time, and when pre- 
sented with arguments by gentlemen on the other side, telling us labor 
is 30, 40, or 50 per cent. higher than itis ontheotherside. They have 
a tariff in Canada on sawed lumber of 20 per cent., while ours on an 
average is 18 per cent. If the tariff makes high wages, why does it not 
make high wages in Canada as well as here? I want to know if there 
is something in the atmosphere of Canada, if there is something excep- 
tional in her laws, notional or economic, that paralyzes their system 
and prevents it from protecting their laboring people? 

Mr. WEBER. Does the gentleman want an answer now? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEBER. It is because the current of trade is this way instead 
of going the other way. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman should geta patent for that expression. 
He might claim à monopoly of it. 

Mr. WEBER. If the gentleman will allow me I will demonstrate 
it. From my own personal experience I know there is a less demand 
for the employment of labor in that country. If there was a greater 
demand the labor would be higher. A 

Mr. MILLS. But my friend from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] a few 
moments ago punctured the whole of this bubble with the statement 
that if labor across the line is 30 per cent. less than in Maine a man 
would have nothing to do but go across the border in order to get ad- 
ditional pay. But suppose you say the labor is away up in Canada in 
the pine forests; then your transportation charges protect you, and I 
believe you could put your lumber in the market at a lower price than 
that man can put his lumber, paying transportation charges. 

It is not forthe benefit of the workmen. It is not for the benefit of the 
man who puts his arm to the log and rolls it on the wagon. It is for 
the benefitof the man who wears the leather wallet. The profit which 
comes to him he divides with no one. Such is the truth. You may 
cover it with sophistry as much as you please, but the fact still stands 
that the man who gets the benefit is the man who holds the lumber. 

What means has the laborer of exacting this additional price from 
his employer? What power has he over it? The property has in- 
creased in price, but it is not the property of the laborer. It belongs 
to the owner of the timber. Then why do you say that a man, be- 
cause he has the capacity to pay more, will, out of mere charity, do it, 
when you know that that is not human nature ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. 
labor. 

Mr. MILLS. No, sir. Mr. Chairman, before the tariff can take the 
benefit of this tax out of the pocket of the man who owns the property 
and put it into the pocket of the laborer who performs the work, it 
has got to change the constitution of the human heart, and no legisla- 
tion can do that. Man is to-day what he was when he was created. 
He is governed by the instinct of self. preservation. The moving im- 
pulse, the controlling power that causes him to accomplish anything 
in this world is the motive of self-interest; and in order to take an ad- 
vantage from the employer and give it to the workingman, you must 
have some compulsory power of law to take it out of the pocket of the 
employer and transfer it to the pocket of the employés; just as the law 
now puts its hand into the pocket of the consumer and transfers this 
money from his pocket to the pocket of the protected monopolist. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] “ 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, with becoming modesty I hope, 
I beg to extend to the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means, 
as well as to the assembled St. Lonis convention, the compliments of 
the people of Oregon, and to accompany this expression with this mes- 
sage from her people: Oregon has voted for protection by 3,000 ma- 
jority.” The lumber interests and the wool interests have spoken. 
The producer as well as the consumer in one common voice send forth 
this defiant protest. The wage-earner has spoken. The pending bill 
has been inissue and carefully and intelligently considered. The people 


. = > 


Men do not go around looking for high-priced * 
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are willing for those to have free trade who desire it, but denounce the 
attempt of those who impose free trade on others while retaining pro- 
tection for themselves. : i 

Sir, this is the first signal gun from that great moving column of the 
people, who, realizing the threatened danger to American industries, 
are rising up all over the land to testify their indignation at this mis- 
chievous interference with our onward progress to national as well as 
individual prosperity. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I say—and I sayit with regret—that if the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means or the majority of them had designed with 
malicious intent to injure the best interests of the people of the Pacific 
coast, they could not have done it more effectually than by the pro- 
vision in this bill which is now under consideration. The three great 
industries of that wonderful section of the Union which has made such 
marvelous strides in greatness and prosperity may be said to be wool, 
lumber, and grain, together with fruit. Lumber it is proposed to 
slaughter; wool receives a common fate with lumber. Fruit is also 
placed under the common guillotine, with other industries which affect 
every man, woman, and child upon the shores of the great Pacific. 

Mr. Chairman, coming directly to the paragraph at issue, and speak- 
ing not merely from a general study of the subject, but from some per- 
sonal experience in the business, I desire to say to the gentlemen who 
advocate this provision that, so far as the Pacific coast is concerned, 
there is no industry which is so prtrarious as the lumber industry. 
More failures have occurred among the lumber manufacturers of the 
Pacific coast than gentlemen engaged in any other business. 

Let me say further to those who have taken up the idea of the im- 
mense profits which go to the millionaire lumbermen, that at least 75 

cent. of the proceeds of lumber manufactare, so far as the business 
fas come under my knowledge, goes directly to the laborer, the wage- 
earner. Look for a moment, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, at the ex- 
tent.of that great industry and the corresponding injury which must 
be inflicted npon us by anything which disturbs it, and then you will 
appreciate the indignation which has spread over that land like an im- 
mense cyclone, and brought forth the result which was announced at 
the polis in the State of Oregon on yesterday evening. The lumber 
product of the Pacific coast for the year 1880 amounted to 692,000,000 
feet. So rapid has been the increase of the business, that last year, 
1887, our lumber product amounted to 1,370,000,000 feet. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr. MILLS, unanimous consent was given to Mr. HER- 
MANN to continue his remarks for five minutes longer. 

Mr. HERMANN. I thank the gentleman from Texas for his court- 
esy. Speaking for my own State, which has over 300 miles of coast- 
line bordered by forests for the whole distance, and extending inland 
from 50 to 100 miles, along the western slope of the Cascades, as well 
as the Coast Range, are found the mightiest forests, the most magnificent 
timber that evergrew upon American or anyother soil. In 1880 the prod- 
uct was 177,171,000 feet, whereas last year it had risen to 300,000,- 
000 feet. Twenty-five thousand people upon the shores of the Pacific 
are supported directly by thelumberindustries. Gentlemen speak of 
the effect upon the consumers of combinations among the lumber manu- 
ſacturers. I desire to say that so faras the commodities which makeup 
the ordinary course of the lumber trade on the Pacific coast, the Oregon 
pine, the ash, the sugar-pine, etc., our resources are too immense ever 
to be affected for more than a very brief period.by any combination of 
manufacturers that can possibly be formed. Look at the situation; from 
Monterey, in the State of California, up to the boundary line of British 
Columbia, over 1,000 miles, not including the wonderful timber re- 
sources of Alaska, the forests extend, and through all that vast forest 
region you will find the lumbermen engaged in their busy traffic. I 
differ with the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox], who always en- 
tertains the House with so much information upon every subject of 
which he treats—I differ with that gentleman when he speaks of the 

t danger to the forests of this country from the lumber trade. 
Fao not agree with him that they will be entirely denuded so that 
those who succeed us will have to resort to foreign lands for lumber. 

I can not speak with any definite knowledge as to the character of 
the forests on the Atlantic coast or in the States east of the Rocky 
Mountains; but as for the Pacific coast our forests are reproductive. 
They are very similar to those of Norway, and under our humid atmos- 
phere are constantly being reproduced. Cut off the forests there this 
year, and in a quarter of a century orin thirty years you will find there 
trees of almost the diameter of those which preceded them. So that I 
apprehend that the time will not come in centuries when those forests 
will cease to afford lucrative employment to all the people who may be 
engaged in them. Such is the character of those great forests. As to 
their immensity, I might suggest to gentlemen that the acreage of the 
timber forests of the Pacific coast equals almost one-half of the aggre- 
gate forestry resources of the entire Union. wf 

That recently high prices have prevailed upon the Pacific coast I 
mustadmit. But let me say that these are more to be attributed to 
the great boom!“ in the building industries in Lower California, in San 
Diego, Los Angeles, Pasadena, and other cities which have grown up 
like mushrooms in the night time, than to any combination. That is 
the history of our experience so far as the Pacific coast is concerned. 


Let me ask gentlemen what shall we do with these immense forests? 
If we are to invite the industry into the Canadian bordersand transfer 
our busy traffic from the American shores to the communities of British 
Columbia and what are we to do with these great resources? 
Allow them to lie there unused for generations? Or does not the case 
rather appeal to us in a business point of view that we shall utilize 
those great natural resources, give employment to our wage-earners, 
give markets to our producers and farmers, and offer resources for 
the investment of idle American capital? 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Irenewtheamendment. Mr. 
Chairman, I have listened with attention to the remarks of the gentle- 
man who has just taken his seat [Mr. HERMANN ] because I know he 
is well informed about the lumber question of the Pacific Slope. That 
is his business. He is a large lumber dealer and producer there. Ihave 
had the pleasure of some very interesting conversations with the gentle- 
man on the lumber question, and I have found him well informed. 

Now, in numerous petitions which have reached us from that coast, 
certain reasons have been stated why competition would be feared with 
British Columbia, None of those gentlemen have stated that they 
feared that the lumber of Wisconsin or Michigan or Eastern Canada 
could be transported to the Pacifie coast by railroad or by water to 
successfully compete with them. None of them complain that they 
fear cheap lumber fromany part of Asia. They say they do, however, 
fear cheap lumber from British Columbia, where there is Chinese labor. 
But, sir, in the very papers which they have sent to us they have laid 
particular stress upon the fact that “‘ vigorous.manly labor is required 
for and stimulated by the prosecution of the lumber industry.“ Every 
gentleman on this floor knows that this work requires the most mus- 
cular service. Lask the gentleman who has just taken his seat whether 
there is not a redundancy of Chinese labor on the American side of the 
line, and whether he and other lambermen can not employ that labor 
when they desire it, and whether they do not refuse to employ it be- 
cause it is not profitable, being too feeble for this heavy work? I have 
myself been somewhat in the lumber business; I have worked a solid 
crew of Chinamen, and discharged them as being utterly worthless 
around a saw-mill. Will the gentleman from Oregon reply to my in- 
quiry? 

Mr. HERMANN. With great pleasure. The facts of the case, I think, 
are such as should entirely destroy the erroneous impression which 
seems to prevail in the gentleman’s mind in reference to this matter. 
In the first place, the people in our part of the country are opposed, 
constitutionally, socially, morally, and otherwise, to the employment 
of Chinese labor. While it is true that such labor can be employed at 
from 25 to 50 per cent. less than American labor, and in many depart- 
ments will perform as much service to-day as the white labor, still we 
havc reached the conclusion, in the interest of the white laborer, that 
“the Chinese must go.“ That is the verdict of the people; that is 
the verdict of this Congress; and will forever prevent that class of 
Chinese labor from again obtaining a foothold on American soil. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman with his com- 
ments is taking up a good deal of my five minutes. I only asked a 
statement of facts. He knows that those Chinamenare there. There 
are many thousands of them on that coast; and they are employed. I 
do not believe the gentleman can successfully say that there is any 
more heart, or humanity, or patriotism in the people who are in the lum- 
ber business than there is in any of the other classes of our citizens on 
that coast who to-day are employing the resident Chinese wherever they 
can be profitably employed. If. they could be profitably employed in 
the lumber business, Iam sure the gentleman would employ them just 
as quickly as those who now employ them in other branches of business. 

Mr. HERMANN. Pardon mea moment. I take especial pleasure in 
replying to the gentleman’s last remark. I can say, Mr. Chairman, 
and it is of record in connection with my brief operations in the mill- 
ing business, that I have positively refused at any and all times to 
employ a single one of the Mongolian race, although they offered to 
perform the same service for 50 per cent. less than white laborers, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Precisely. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. ROGERS took the floor, and yielded his time, by unanimous con- 
sent, to his colleague. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Oregon, 
in the remarks which he has submitted to the House, occupied some 
very curious industrial positions, but it must be remembered that he 
is also in polities, and we all know that the Chinaman is not a favorite 
feature in, politis on the Pacific coast. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. Has the gentleman from Arkansas also discovered 


that? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, and I have discovered 
another thing. 

Mr. HERMANN. Isnuppose that was before the gentleman went 
into politics. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes, and I have discovered 
another point, that your people who are in the lumber business do not 
employ Chinamen because that kind of labor dees not pay. It is not 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


` JUNE 5; 


every mill owner who isin politics, and yet noneof them employ Chinese 
crews. The Chinamen who are found in my State are occupied in light 
employment, but when it comes to heavy work on plantations or clear- 
ing up ground, to plowton ty work in the forests, they are utterly un- 
profitable at almost any price. 

Mr. HERMANN. I presume those who have had experience in ref- 
erence to Chinese labor are the best judges of it. The gentleman from 
Arkansas will not pretend to say he is as well acquainted in Arkansas 
with that class of labor as the people upon the Pacific coast. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not what we have in 
hand. But you admit my statement, and my own experience and ob- 
servation further prove it. I am answering the argument put forward 
by gentlemen on the Pacific coast that what they have to fear from 
British Columbia is the cheap Chinese labor which is employed there 
in the lumber business. Iam trying to show that Chinese labor in 
this industry is unprofitable labor, and that this isno just ground of fear 
on the part of those engaged in the lumber business on the Pacific coast. 

Now, sir, there is one other feature about the lumber trade in the 
gentleman’s own section of the country. From that lamber region 
from which he comes there were exported last year over 92,000,000 feet 
of lumber, such as plank and boards alone. It went into the markets 
of the world in competition with the lumber of British Columbia, and 
if it had not gone through profitably it would not have gone at all. 
And yet gentlemen have the effrontery to stand here in the face of this 
immense export trade of lumber from the Pacific coast and of the other 
evidence and say they can not compete with worthless Chinese labor in 
British Columbia. It is a gratuitous putting of high prices on our own 
people for purposes of subsidy and nothing else. 

There is one thing it might affect, however, and that is the profits 


on stum; . ‘Those gentlemen who have bought up the vast areas of 
lumber land and got large profits on stumpage would possibly in some 
cases have to reduce stumpage charges, and that is the feature uni- 


formly left out by you gentlemen in the discussion on this floor. 

Mr. HERMANN. So far as Chinese labor is concerned, is not the 
gentleman aware of the fact that the building of the Union Pacific Rail- 
road and of the Northern Pacific Railroad would have been postponed 
for years if it had not been for the employment of Chinese labor in the 
construction of those roads? Is he not aware that they would not have 
been completed within two or three years of the time they were but 
for the fact of the employment of Chinese labor? 

And now as to the employment of Chinese labor around saw-mills, 
the gentleman certainly must admit there are portions of work in the 
lumbering business where Chinese labor is employed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Yes; I suppose they are good 
for Fee | up chi [Langhter. ] 

„HERMANN. They make good teamsters, and they make ex- 
cellent cooks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. Oh, yes; that may be so. 

Mr. HERMANN. They are preferred to white cooks in the lumber 
cam They are employed to haul sawdust. F 

r. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, Oh, yes; they do very well 

to haul sawdust, pick up chips, and boil soup. [Laughter.] Ex- 
rience has shown that where you do employ them for heavy work it 
is unprofitable in competition with vigorous, manly labor.” You 
admit now that you do employ them for light work wherever it will 

y. I admit their service on the two railroads you cite. It was 

inamen or nothing at that time and under the then existing circum- 
stances. Are they so employed now? No; better and hence cheaper 
labor can be got now. Where else with our 150,000 miles of railroad 
has this been done? You know it was an exception and of dire and ex- 
pensive stress, The world over, railroad men say and show by their 
acts that the vigorous labor they can employ at almost any price is 
the cheapest labor they can get. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell.) 

Mr, MCCORMICK. Mr. Chairman, I understand the pending amend- 
ment to be to strike out lines 11 and 12 of the bill under consideration, 
and that it is not a pro forma amendment. 

The CHAIR: . The pending amendment isa pro forma amend- 
ment, but in the absence of objection it will be withdrawn.+ Debate 
upon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Then I renew the pro forma amendment. 

I do this, Mr, Chairman, for the purpose of discussing briefly the two 
lines constituting the paragraph under consideration. All that has 
gone before in this bill is of minor consideration, and all that follows 
these two lines is likewise of minor importance, as compared with the 
paragraph now before us. This paragraph strikes at the entire lumber 

dustries of the United States. It includessawed boards, planks, deals, 
= all other kinds of sawed lumber and puts them all on the free- 


Under existing law hemlock, white-wood, basswood, sycamore, and 
the chea grades of lumber are admitted upon the payment of a 


duty of $1 per thousand feet, while all other sawed lumber, which 
includes pine and hard wood of all kinds, pays a duty of $2 per thou- 
sand feet. 

Much has been said, sir, in this debate upon the subject of pine 
lumber; but as I recollect it neither in the general debate nor in the 


discussion now taking place upon the several paragraphs of the bill as 
they have been reached and considered has any attention been paid te 
the great hemlock-lumber industry. 

I have the honor to represent a district which comprises a distinct 
hemlock belt representing an area of country averaging in length 250 
miles and in width about 50 miles. There was manufactured in that 
district during the last year some 500,000,000 feet of hemlock lumber 
and more than 300,000,000 of white-pine lumber; and when I heard 
the distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Cox] inform the 
House a few minutes ago that the lumber of Pennsylvania had been 
destroyed by the gang-saws that he saw there in operation more than 
thirty years ago, I inferred, and very naturally, that he intended the 
committee to understand that the lumber regions of Pennsylvania are 
in that condition that he described the other day as the scene of cal- 
cined desolation,” 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, that region of country produced—and I re- 
fer to the district which I represent—nearly one thousand millions of 
feet of lumber last year, and five hundred millions, or about one-half 
of it, was hemlock. Why, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there is no 
proper appreciation, if we may judge from the expression of opinion we 
hear from the other side of the House, of the extent of the lumber in- 
dustry of this country. 

It stands third in magnitude of the great industries of the country, 
and I am surprised that the gentlemen constituting the Ways and 
Means Committee, whose business it is to understand the question, 
should come upon the floor of this House and gravely tell us that the 
lumbering industries of the country are confined solely and exclusively 
to the Pacific coast and the Southern States. A business which pays 
$5,000,000 annually in wages in the State of Pennsylvania alone, it 
strikes me, is a very considerable industry, and one which deserves at 
least a passing consideration at the hands of this committee. 

But it is said, sir, that the wage-earner is not to have and does not 
receive the benefit of the duty which is imposed upon imported lumber. 
I want to say, and I speak within my own knowledge when I assert it 
to he true here, that in the locality which I represent, and in the in- 
dustry of which I speak the difference of wages between and 
in that region is greater than the amount of the duty. It costs the 
manufacturer for every thousand feet of lumber that he manufactures, 
in labor alone, $5.50 to $6. This varies, to a certain extent, according 
to locality, the proximity of the timber to the streams, and other ex- 
isting difficulties in the way of carrying on the business. 

That lumber is worth at the mills about $7 per thousand feet. The 
labor-cost of a thousand feet of lumber in Pennsylvania, as already 
indicated, is from $5.50 to $6, and the labor cost in Canada is about 
one-half of that sum. The statement of my colleague [Mr. RANDALL] 
as to the difference in the wages paid in Canada and Pennsylvania are 
in exactaccord with the facts. The Ways and Means Committee were 
furnishéd with the proofs that such were the facts not only by the pe- 
tition of the West Branch Lumbermen’s Exchange, of Williamsport, 
Pa., but the difference between the wages paidin Northern New York 
and Canada, right on the Canadian border, were proven by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Morritr]'by a like petition to be just as 


great. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania may be permitted to proceed forfive minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. McCORMICK. The lumber product piled up in the rongh at 
the mill is only worth, as I have said, about $7 per thousand feet on 
the average, leaving only $1.50 to 2 the stumpage, the invest- 
ment in plant, etc., and the profit of the manufacturer. The stump- 
age is worth from 50 cents to $1 per thousand feet in the tree, leaving 
to the manufacturer for all of his outlay and investment, after he pays 
his employés and the price of stumpage, but from 50 cents to $1 per 
thousand feet as the margin out of which he is to get his profit. When 
we take into consideration the depreciation of the plant by use, the 
constantly recurring expenses, and the necessary losses in the course of 
trade by reason of bad accounts, I think all will agree that this is in- 
deed a very narrow margin. 

Yet we are told that the lumbermen are getting rich, that their 
profits are simply enormous. I undertake to say here, and without 
fear of successful contradiction, that of every thousand feet of hemlock 
lumber, when it gets to market, not less than 90 per cent. is labor. 
The profits realized by the manufacturer are therefore very inconsid- 
erable. 

Now a word as to the destruction of the forests, which it is said the 
present tariff tends to encourage. Why, Mr. Chairman, so far as the 
hemlock industry is concerned, the matter of tariff or no tariff can have 
no appreciable effect, and for this reason: that not a single hemlock 
tree in Pennsylvania is ever cut by the lumbermen. 

They are cut by the tanners for the bark, and lumbering in hemlock 
is incidental to the tanning business. If you take the duty off lumber 
the cutting of the timber will go right on, but you cripple or destroy 
the business of lumbering because the hemlock of Pennsylvania comes 
into competition with the hemlock and spruce of Nova Scotia and New 
Brunswick in the Eastern markets of this country, The great bulk of 
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the hemlock will be cut down for the bark, and allowed to lie in the 
woods and decay as it did ten years ago, because there was not sufficient 
margin of profit to warrant manufacture of it into lumber. 

Not a single tree has been cut in ten years in the State of Pennsyl- 
vania, so far as I know, for lumbering purposes alone. If you take this 
duty off you wipe out the narrow margin that now exists in favor of 
the American lum , unless he maintains the margin by taking 
that much from wages of the labor employed. You certainly cripple 
and may destroy the whole lumber interest of Pennsylvania. With a 
margin of but 50 cents a thousand feet, and with hemlock in great quan- 
tities in Nova Scotia and elsewhere reaching New York by cheaper trans- 
portation than we can reach it from Pennsylvania, there will not be 
much to encourage the manufacture of hemlock lumber in my State. 
There is not a member of this House from the State which I in part 
represent—and I see some of them listening to my remarks—but will 
agree with me; and I challenge contradiction when I say that the mar- 
gin of profit on hemlock does not exceed the figures I have stated. 

One thing more. I desire to call the special attention of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means to the legal effect of enacting into law this 
provision—putting sawed lumber on the free-list. It goes further, 
perhaps, than the committee intended. The present law provides 
that— 


Sawed boards, planks, deals, and other lumber of hemlock, whitewood, syca- 
more, and basswood, etc. 


Shall pay a duty of $1 per 1,000 feet. 
And the existing law provides further that— 

When lumber of any sort is planed and finished, in addition to the rates 
herein uporno there shall be levied and paid for each side so planed or fin- 
ished 50 cents per 1,000 feet, board measure. 

Now, the paragraph of this bill at present under consideration uses 
this language: ` 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other articles of sawed lumber, 

These are put upon the free-list. 
[Here the hammer fell. ] 
By unanimous consent, the time of Mr. MCCORMICK was extended. 

Mr, MCCORMICK. The point I make is this, that if this para- 
graph is enacted into law it covers not only boards in the rough, but 
boards planed on one side or on two sides as well; the effect of enact- 
ing this paragraph being not only to admit lumber sawed, but lumber 
planed as well. Will not the language ‘‘sawed boards” and all 
other articles ofsawed lumber ’’ cover lumber planed on one side or both 
sides? It is certainly still ‘‘sawed’’ lumber even though it be planed 
in part or in whole. But, in truth, there is no greater reason for pro- 
tecting the labor engaged in planing lumber than that en in saw- 
ing, and hence I assume that it may have been intended to admit it 
all free of duty. 

Mr. MILLS. LI ask for a vote. 
The question was on the motion to strike out lines 11 and 12, namely, 
these words: 

Sawed boards, planks, deals, and all other articles of sawed lumber. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 76. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No quorum. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope my friend from Wisconsin will not insist 
upon the point of no quorum; but I call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN appointed as tellers. Mr. MCKINLEY and Mr. 
MILLS. 

The committee again divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 85. 

So (further count not being called for) the amendment was not agreed 


to. 
The Clerk read the following paragraph: > 
eels, posts, blocks, wagon-blocks, oar-blocks, gun- 6 
ee and all like blocks or sticks, rough, cnr sarie pR a 15 

Mr. BAYNE. I move to strike out the paragraph which has just 
been read. We have heard some very peculiar arguments with rela- 
tion to the tariff bill. One gentleman from the State of Minnesota, 
and a very learned gentleman he certainly is, argued that the tariff 
had resulted in depreciating the value of farm lands, while land pro- 
ducing timber had risen to a very high figure. I recall the period of 
time when the depreciation of the farms in the country was attributed 
to the contraction of the currency by the withdrawal of the greenback 
notes, and at a later period of our history I recall the fact that that 
depreciation was attributed wholly to the demonetization of silver. 

And now we have the spectacle presented of that depreciation in the 
value of farm lands being attributed to the tariff. The depreciation of 
the value of farm lands is thus made to serve so many purposes that 
one becomes rather skeptical whether sufficient reason is presented or 
not. $ 

But the people, I believe, can not be so easily misled as many gen- 
tlemen seem to suppose. I do not know whether our Democratic friends 
have heard tlie news from Oregon or not. 

A MEMBER. What is it? 

Mr. BAYNE. The Representative in Congress is elected by over 
3,000 majority. The Legislature is overwhelmingly Republican. It 
had been said there were dissensions there in the Republican party 
which would probably result in the election of a Democratic Legisla- 
ture and that the present Republican Senator might be superseded. 


There may have been dissensions in the Republican party there, but 
they have not been manifested thus far, because the Legislature is 
overwhelmingly Republican. : 

But let me tell you one fact, that although there may be local dis- 
sensions in the Republican party at different points, when it comes to 
the question of protection there is no dissension. 
this country stand as a unit for the protection of American industry. 
Can the Democratic party say so much for their side of the House? No; 
there are dissensions there that will tell in the fall election. I have 
heard that my friend from Georgia [Mr. CLEMENTS], who had been 
misrepresented to his constituents as being opposed to the Mills b 
received letters of congratulation from his constituents because he 
taken that attitude. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BAYNE. You will have five minutes of your own. IfI can 
have my time extended five minutes I will yield. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, let the correction goin now. [Laughter]. 

Mr. BAYNE. Very well, I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. I wish to say that that is like other rumors 
which have been quoted by gentlemen on the other side of the House. 
I think I have received one letter from a protectionist gentleman, which 
has been magnified in the way illustrated by the remarks of my friend 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAYNE. One letter; well, that showed dissent to some extent, 
and it came, too, from one of the gentleman’s constituents who is able 
to write. [Laughter.] 

Mr. REED. Which was a large proportion. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. And as against that one letter I have received 
dozens taking the opposite view. 

Mr. BAYNE. Iknowmyself of such communications coming from 
Virginia. I meta very intelligent Democratic lawyer the other day 
who had looked into the Mills bill and found great fault with it. He 
thought that it put iron ore on the free-list. Some of the gentlemen 
who prepared the bill have denied that, but he took that view and he 
adheres to it. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] : 

By unanimous consent Mr. BAYNE was allowed to proceed for five 
minutes longer. 

Mr. BAYNE. In addition to that, the Democrats of New York, in 
their State convention, do not seem to be able to swallow the Mills bill, 
They do not seem to be willing to indorse the President’s message, 
and I understand that reports are coming from St. Louis that a strad- 
dling plank is to be prepared for the platform of that convention 

Mr. MACDONALD. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Not just now—not until I have finished my sentence. 
That plank is to be prepared so as to straddle the issue in such form 
that Democratic speakers may go, as they have gone heretofore, into 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, and other States, and represent 
to the people thereof that the Democrats are just as good protectionists 
as the Republicans are. 

Mr. MORSE. That is right. 

Mr. BAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, in my opinion the President has 
made the issue squarely and fairly. He has done it in a manly way, 
for which he is to be commended; and I do not think that even the res- 
olutions of the St. Louis convention will prevent the issue from goin 
before the country in that form. I understand that our distinguish 
friend, Judge Thurman, is forging ahead as the nominee for Vice-Presi- 
dent, and is likely to receive that honor. : 

Mr. MORSE. That is good. 

Mr. BAYNE. And that the shibboleth of the Democratic party is 
likely to be “Cleveland and the Red Bandana.” [Enthusiastic ap- 
plause on the Democratic see) 

Mr. Chairman, I am very glad that my suggestion meets the approval 
of gentlemen. I am glad to see that it causes the hearts of my Demo- 
cratic brethren to rejoice to-day, for I do assure them that within a day 
or two after the election takes place in November they will not clap 
their hands so heartily as they do now. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] Because, with the issue of protection squarely before 
the people, the Republican ticket will carry the day. ere are al- 
ready straws which show how the wind blows, and no stronger mani- 
festation of that character has been seen of late than the result of the 
election in Oregon yesterday. [Renewed applause on the Republican 
side.] In Oregon the issue was plainly made and the battle was fought 
upon the issue of protection to American industries, and Oregon re- 
sponded with no uncertain voice and said, We want the Republican 

to win and the doctrine of protection to American industry to 
survive,” and it is going to do it and ‘‘don’t you forget it. [Renewed 
laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. What has all that to do with hubs, the subject we are 
discussing? 

Mr. BAYNE. Iwill tell you. Ihave insisted all along that this 
Congress should not revise the tariff, because in 1884 my colleague, Mr. 
RANDALL, and other Democrats, went into New Jersey and Pennsyl- 
vania and Connecticut and other States, and insisted before the people 
that the Democratic party was as good a friend of protection as the Re- 
publican party, while you gentlemen down South and in some of the 
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Western States took ground substantially like that which you take 
here in this bill. Now, I say fair play requires that this issue shall go 
to the people next November, and if the people then electa Democratic 
President and a Democratic House of Representatives, and they come 
in here and choose to revise the tariff, I will offer no objection or ob- 
struction to their managing that matter in their own way. 
Mr. COX. I would like to have read a dispatch just received from 
St. Louis. . 
The CHAIRMAN, It will be read as a part of the gentleman’s re- 


marks. 
The Clerk read as follows: $ 
Sr. Louis, June 15, 12.54 p. m. 


_ Cleveland's name, when mentioned by the temporary chairman, took the 
convention by storm, and the applause was deafening. He got another round 
of applause when he referred to tariff reform. 

[Applause on the Democratie side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. I call attention to the fact that the question now be- 
fore the Committee of the Whole is in relation to hubs. ; 

Mr. MILLIKEN obtained the floor and said: [ yield for a moment 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. WEBER], who desires, I be- 
lieve, to read a dispatch. 

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, as campaign enthusiasm seems to be 
the order of business, I wish to read the following newspaper paragraph 
in that connection: 

A SIRIKING DIFFERENCE. 


The Buffalo Sunday News, which was an carnest and enthusiastic supporter 
of Grover Cleveland in 1884, in fact, one of his most persistent and untiring 
newspaper advocates, in great display type, makes this comparison; 

88! - : 

This is the number of Grover Cleveland men Who Marched Behind the 
Band” yesterday afternoon to take the train for St. Louis, 

In 1884 there were s 


Who went to Chicago, clamorous for his nomination. 
wos SEE isn’t it? 
y 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 
Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not rise for the purpose of 
ing the St. Louis convention. If by applause or otherwise 
the Democratic party assembled in that convention will make the issue 
sharply and clearly between protection on the one side and free trade 
on the other, I shall be glad to have the issue thus presented. We wel- 
come that issue. We will go into the campaign and honestly fight it 
out on that line, and as good citizens of the Republic will accept the 
result. ; 

But what I desired to say was this: My friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
MoMiLLIxI the other day—endeavoring, I suppose, to show that the 
duty on lumber does not go to the benetit of the workman but to the 
. manufacturer—asked the question whether Canadians were not im- 
12 into Maine to be employed in the manufacture of Iumber, and 

answered him in the negative. So far as concerned the proposition 
~ he was then making, that answer was correct. It is true, Mr. Chair- 
man, that there are some Canadians who come across the border and 
work as axmen in our woods. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. That is what I had heard. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. They fell the trees and perhaps help to haul them, 
and there the matter ends, so far as they are concerned. 

Mr. McMILLIN. They bring their teams also, I believe. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Now, my friend undoubtedly knows and will not 
` fail to recognize the fact here to-day, that there is no import duty im- 
- posed by the United States on round 1 There is a Canadian duty. 
Canada places an export duty of $2 a thousand feet, if I recollect aright, 
on round logs, in order to keep the manufacture of lumber within her 
own dominions and to give the labor to Canadians, recognizing in that 
way the principle of protection. B 

But so far as the Canadian labor goes in producing the log, that labor 
is not protected at all by the duty upon lumber, for the duty does not 
commence to operate until the manuſacture of the log into finished lum- 
ber has been commenced. And here, Mr. Chairman, is where the Amer- 
ican begins to work. You may go through the millsof Maine, from one 
end of the State to the other, and you will find that the manufacture of 
lumber from the round log into the plank, the deal, the joist, the 
finished stock, up to the form in which it goes into the structures for 
which it is designed, is done by Americans; and this duty upon lum- 
ber protects the American manufacture of lumber, and protects Ameri- 
can labor—no other. : 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McKINLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Maine be allowed five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, Now, Mr. Chairman, with whom does the Ameri- 
can laborer have to contend? Our friends here have very well said that 
on the Pacific coast he has to contend in the lumber business with the 
cheap Chinese labor. In Maine he has to contend with the cheap Ca- 
nadian labor. I know the fact (for I have had the opportunities of ob- 
servation) that the Canadian laborer works more cheaply, works more 
hours a day, and is satisfied with fewer of the comforts of life than the 
American laborer. 


You may ride on the railroad across the State line into New Bruns- 
wick. There is no guide-board set up to tell you when youcross from 
yar own country into Canada; the State boundary is an imaginary 

ine. Yet the least observant traveler sitting at the car window will 
not pass the second station after crossing the State line without notic- 
ing by the character and dress of the people that he sees and by the 
houses along the line that he has gone out of this country of protec- 
tion and into a land whose prosperity is not so great. 

You may ride up the line of ion between the two countries 
and see upon one side the American, on the other the Canadian homes. 
On one side you will see White houses with green blinds, neat, clean 
door-yards, everything tidy, with all the evidence of thrift and com- 
fort abont them. On the other side unpainted houses, broken win- 
dows, shabby surroundings, without any evidence of the thrift and com- 
fort. on this side. 

And Canada, at last recognizing this condition of things, has begun to 
imitate her great neighbor, the American Republic, and protect her 
people by duties on imports. 

It was well said by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RANDALL] 
yesterday, in his remarks on this subject, that the duty should be equal 
to the difference at least of the cost of labor which enters into the 
production of lumber on this side of the Canadian line and the cost of 
labor on the other side, and that while this difference is $3 per thou- 
sand, the highest duty on manufactured lumber is but $2, so that the 
present law hardly protects the American workman in his present rate 
of wages. Do gentlemen on the other side of the House wish to deny 
him this meager protection? Do they desire to reduce the $6 per thou- 
sand which he receives for his work in the manufacture of lumber to 
the pittance of $3 per thousand which the Canadian workmen in New 
Brunswick receive? 

This would be the direct effect of the provision of this bill now under 
discussion. If the Democracy shall sueceed, as it here proposes to do, 
in placing lumber on the free-list, never hereafter let that party pretend 
that it does not favor the reduction of the wagesof American working- 
men to the low standard of poorly-paid foreign laborers. 

Then it should be remembered that the manufacturers of lumber in 
Maine and the other Northern States find their competitors at their 
own doors. The Canadian forests and mills contiguous to our 
own, and dias not the disadvantage of long transportation in reaching 
American markets. Thesugar producer of Louisiana has nocompetitor 
except across the water and in the islands of the sea. The rice growers 
of South Carolina and Georgis contend in the American market against 
those who bring their product from far away Japan, and the coal and 
iron miners, the duty upon whose produet is not reduced in this bill, 
have little cause to fear competition on this side of the Atlantic. 

And yet with these advantages which amount to some degree of pro- 
tection at least, these industries are touched either tenderly or not at 
all by the Milis bill, which stripsthe Northern lumbermen entirely of 
protection. ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Can the gentleman state the amount of wages paid 
in Maine and the amount of wages paid in Canada? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, It was stated the other day by myscolleague | Mr. 
BOUTELLE]. I believe it amounts to a little less than 100 per cent. of 
difference against American manufacturers of lumber. 

Mr. TARSNEY. How much is thata day? How much is the dif- 
ference a month? } 

Mr. MILLIKEN. If the gentleman will refer to the debates he will 
see it fally stated by my colleague in his remarks made a few days ago. 
It averages $2.40 té the American workman in Maine and $1.38 to the 
Canadian in New Brunswick, or about $6 per thousand feet of lumber 
mantfactured on this side of our boundary line, while it is a little 
more than $3 on the other side, while the highest duty is but 83. It 
will be seen, therefore, that the duty does not cover the difference be- 
tween labor on this side and the other. 

[Here the hammer fell. 1 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I have patiently listened to the dis- 
cussions which have taken place upon this important subject, just as 
others have been doing. When the President’s message on the tariff 
question was delivered to Congress our Republican friends on the other 
side said they were willing to go to the country on that issue. After 
carefully considering the President’s message and investigating the 
matter, the Committee on Ways and Means re to the House what 
is known as the Mills bill, and again our Republican friends responded 
that they were willing togo to the country upon that issue. Now, there 
must have been something radically wrong in this country in 1884, 
when this grand old Republican party, in possession of the offices of 
the country and still in possession of the Presidency, induced the peo- 
ple to rise up and drive them out of office by the election of Grover 
Cleveland as President of the United States. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will tell you what was wrong. That was the 
failure to count the votes in the South. That is where the wrong was. 

Mr. LAWLER. Now, I have not interrupted any gentlemen who 
have addressed the committee. Let me go along; I do not interrupt 
anybody. 

It occurred to me, Mr. Chairman, there must be something radically 
wrong with the country when it became necessary to enter into the 
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ſormation of Knights of Labor organizations to prevent combines and 
trusts against the interests of labor. i 

I am a little surprised sitting here to find thata plain proposition to 
business men, such as this presented here, is not taken up and acted 
upon as a business proposition ought to be. I can not sit here quietly 
as a member of this House and allow political matters to come in on a 
question of a bill affecting, as this does, the interests of all classes and 
so important to the people of this entire country. I say it does not 
become us as business men, in the face of the stagnation which is known 
to exist all over the United States, to delay further action upon this 
matter. 

Mr. MASON. Stagnation caused by the pendency of this bill, do 

ou say? 
s Mr. LAWLER. No, sir. We have a large number of Congressmen 
who are professional men in this House on both sides; we have got 
them in all classes of professional life, and this mode of retarding legis- 
lation and avoiding to put it before the people for a vote on the bill as 
a fair, stand-up, open question, is not the way to deal with a great pub- 
lic measure. ‘These gentlemen are very apt to app'y the word dem- 
agogue at times when any person rises here and champions the cause 
of the laboring masses, though you well know that there has been 
hardly a speech made on either side on this question but we hear that 
our hearts are outpouring for the hardships of the toiling masses of the 
country. Mr. Chairman, I would like to see some of the good works 
that these men claim tochampion. The people of this country will be 
very apt to judge of the truthfulness of their statements by the meas- 
ure of the performance. Do you not understand, gentlemen, that the 
trusts have within the past six months, during the pendency of this 
question—the settlement of the tariff question here—suspended in part 
the operations of their industries, throwing laboring men out of em- 
ployment, and the only answer when complaint is made is that they 
were waiting until they see what Congress will do? And yet we hear 
it said by gentlemen here that they are the friends of the masses of the 
people of this country.. = 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I say let us stop this delay and let this bill go 
to the people. Our Republican friends believed that they could beat 
the men who are nominated on the platform of this bill. They be- 
lieved, as they asserted, that Cleveland’s message was just what they 
looked for, a great political issue. They are willing to go to the coun- 
try on that. As business men let us drop this thing [cries of All 
right!” on the Republican side] and continue the work that is before 
us in this session. We have many important matters to bring up here, 
and this question ought to be settled in a business way and in a busi- 
ness view. 

We have on both sides members who would like to be heard on this 
question. They have not taken the time of the House or occupied its 
attention in the debate. But weall know it to be a fact that those who 
took up a great portion of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD with their re- 
markscontinue to come in here day by day and presentspeeches on every 
line of this bill. I say, gentlemen, that that is not a fair way to treat 
the people. It is not a fair way to treat the members of Congress and 
those gentlemen who did not intend and have not taken up any time 
in the debate. I speak for the city of Chicago, representing it as I do 
in part, when I make an appeal to you to press this matter to a con- 
clusion; and the leading Republican newspaper there is in favor of the 
position taken by this side of the House. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROUT was recognized. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent to extend the time of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. LAWLER. I do not ask anything further. I am very much 
obliged to the gentleman. Imerely appeal to this House that we may 
go along and consider this bill as business men and take a vote on It. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, a word on the subject of lumber be- 
fore passing from this part of the bill 

Mr. MASON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment to re- 
spond now to what has been said by my colleague from Illinois? 

Mr. GROUT. Very well. 

Mr. MASON.. My friend and colleague, and my immediate neigh- 
bor at home, says that there is a stagnation of business throughout 
the country which we all know about. No one knows it better than 
he, and if he will stop and think for a moment he will remember that 
every man who is about to enter into a new enterprise of any kind, and 
who is about to invest any of his money in new plans, and even has 
his hand at the plow, whether in the field or manufacturing or other- 
wise, is standing waiting to see what this Congress will doin reference 
to this bill. 

Mr. LAWLER. Then let us do it and do not keep them waiting. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] e 

Mr. MASON. ‘That is just what we propose todo. The only differ- 
ence between us is that we want to do it in the proper way. 

Mr. LAWLER. And do not let us be filibustering about it either. 
1 MASON. Then the gentleman admits he has been filibuster- 

g 

Mr. LAWLER. No, sir; that side is filibustering. 


Mr. MASON. I do not admit anything of the kind. The gentleman 
may be filibustering; Iam not. I have not been engaged in filibuster- 
ing on this bill at all. 

Mr, LAWLER. Well, you are under the lash. It amounts to the 
same thin . : 

Mr. MASON. Nor am I under the lash, I smart under the lash of 
no man or party. If the gentleman feels that he is under the lash, he 
knows how it is; but he can not apply it to this side. 

Mr. LAWLER. No, I do not know how itis. 

Mr. MASON. Now, I represent the city of Chicago, or a part of if, 
I sit here responsible to my constituents, and will submit the matter 
to them—to the people of my district, as my colleague will submit to 
the people of his district in the future; and the people there will deal 
with this question, when it is submitted to them, in such a way as to 
demonstrate the accuracy of the position assumed by either of us. 

The gentleman speaks of ‘ professional men“ sitting here. Now, 
there may be and are professional men sitting here as members of 
Congress. Iam myself a member of a profession. I make my living 
in that way. I ama professional lawyer. I do not know what the 
gentleman’s profession is, nor do I care. I simply say this: that we 
are not measured here by the standard of what we may promise or pre- 
tend to be. We will be measured by our constituents by what we do; 
and when he says that a leading Republican newspaper of Chicago is in 
accord with the sentiments of this bill, and in favor of its passage, 
then I state that the editorials of that paper do not warrant the gen- 
tleman’s assertion. The Chicago Tribune has time and time again 
been standing, just as the Republican party stands, in favor of a tariff 
reform; and still it stands to-day striking at the Mills bill as a direct 
and living monument to the incapacity of the members of the commit- 
tee that produced it, and a standing menace to the best business inter- 
ests of the people of this country. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LAWLER. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAWLER, Has that been the case with the Tribune right along 
since this bill came into the House? 

Mr. MASON. Yes, sir; since the first day the bill came into the 
House it has not had the approval of the Chicago Tribune. While in' 
favor of putting on the free-list certain raw materials it is opposed to 
the Mills bill and to free trade, as you will find out. 

Mr. LAWLER. The four leading Democratic papers are opposed to 
the gentleman’s position on this question. Is not that a fact? 

Mr. MASON. I will say this, that while I am a Republican and 
prima facie can read, I do read the papers, but I do not know what the 
gentleman considers the leading papers in that city. Nor do Igo to 
the editorial columns of any paper for my position on this or any other 
bill. Isay that certain men editing papers if they could be in Con- 
gress could settle up the great questions that agitate the American 
people in fifty minutes, at least to their own satisfaction. 

Mr. LAWLER. It would be well to send one of them here to settle 
this question before the summer is over. 

Mr. MASON. I have a suspicion that they will do so from your 
district, my friend. [Langhter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I move to amend the motion to strike ont. I 
suppose that isin order. I move to amend, in line 15, by striking out 
the word hewn.“ 

Mr. Chairman, although it may bea novelty on the morning’s discus- 
sion, I propose to confine my remarks to the subject immediately in 
hand, The paragraph under consideration provides for placing upon 
the free-list hubs for wheels, as well as gun-blocks, ete., rough, hewn, 
or sawn; and when it is proposed to strike out hubs I favor it for this 
reason, that especially in the matter of hubs for wheels, these blocks 
are sawed, and then they are hewn, and under the provisions of this 
act they will beadmitted into the United States free of duty ready for the 
turning-lathe, ready to be at once made into hubs. Now, sofar we have 
provided simply for the importation into this country of manufactures 
of wood, sawn, but this paragraph goes one step further and provides 
not only that they may be sawn, but also that they may be hewn into 
shape, That involves an additional amount of labor expended upon 
them, and it seems to me that it is one step farther than, upon any 
argument which can be adduced, we ought to go. For these reasons I 
ask that this provision be stricken out. 

Mr. GROUT. I thank the Chair for recognizing me again so soon 
after yielding my time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MASON], , 
who was desirous of replying.at once to his colleague [Mr. LAWLER], 
who it seems is now an ardent champion of this bill, but who before 
the recent Democratic caucus was understood to have been opposed to 
it. It seems the Democratic caucus fixed Mr. LAWLER by agreeing 
not to put glue on the ſree- list, as proposed by the bill, but to leave 
the duty on it undisturbed; and now he sticks by the bill closer than 
a brother. Glue didit. [Laughter. ] 


When I yielded I was about reminding the other side of the House, 
who cheered so lustily over what some have spoken of as the red ban- 
dana, which was hung out from the press gallery a little while ago, 
that really that bandana was more yellow than red, and that in the 
late unpleasantness the yellow flag was always the sign of a hospital. 


[Laughter.] That flag always said, Here somebody is sick or hurt,” 
and sometimes badly hurt. [Laughter.] 
Now, I suppose this yellow flag signifies that the Democratic party is 
sick and in hospital [laughter], and that the leaders are looking to the 
noble old Roman from Ohio as the physician who is to help them out, and 
so cheer hopefully the bandana as the sign of their deliverance. The 
Democratic party may survive its present predicament—it has survived 
many other very sick spells—but it is certain to be marked by the 
American ple next fall as unfit for duty for a very long time. 
Trangia} 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a word with reference to the merits of the bill. 
The fact that we have been now four days, I believe, upon these first 
few lines, which put lumber in its various forms upon the free-list, 
would indicate that this is an important question, as it really is; and 
very good reasons, I think, have been given here why this provision of 
the bill should not be retained. But ever since the first vote in this 
committee upon the proposition of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMs] to extend the time when this first section of the bill should 
take effect, it has been very apparent that argument and reason were 
to have but little to do with the disposition of this bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, every fair-minded man will admit that in jus- 
tice to those business men in this country who have put their money 
into stocks of lumber and wool and the other commodities which by 
this first section will be put upon the free-list, and have done so upon 
the faith of the present duty upon it, that Congress ought not to do 
anything to affect the value of their investment. We have no moral 
right to, without giving the investors reasonable time in which to turn 
themselves and dispose of those stocks so purchased. Thatis what this 
amendment proposed to do. But the other side coolly voted it down, 
and thereby demonstrated not only their willingness to strike down 
these industries, but at the same time to ruin those who may now be 
engaged in them, 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. BYNUM] spoke approvingly this 
morning of the attitude of certain gentlemen from and Iowa 
and other Western States towards this bill. For one, sir, I want to 
say that I like the position of the gentleman from Kansas, Judge PE- 
TERS. I like it because of its intelligence, its fairness, and its consist- 
ency, as the position of a protectionist. 

It must be admitted thatin Kansas, Iowa, and, I presume, in some 

of Minnesota where lumber is scarce, this argument of free 
umber ” is a very plausible and captivating one when addressed to the 
consumer of that article. But the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. PE- 
TERS], who is well acquainted with all the circumstances of the case, 
tells us that he can not understand how the Kansas farmer will be in 
any certain degree benefited by free lumber. But suppose that he 
would be benefited to a slight extent, he certainly could not expect to 
get the full advantage of the dutyremoved, because gentlemen on both 
sides have told us of a transportation trust which has its greedy grip 
on lumber; and it seems to me that they would do better to direct 
their batteries that trust than against the tariff. 

But 22 for the sake of argument, that making lumber free 
would help the Kansas consumer a little, the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. PETERS] sees, and sees clearly, too, that if the lumber camps and 
the saw-mills of this country were broken up and the thousands, nay, 
the tens of thousands, of woodsmen and millmen who are now eating 
the bacon and the beef and the wheat and the corn which the Kansas 
farmer produces, were to go over into Canada, then, to the extent of 
the consumption of these products by this very considerable army of 
men, the Kansas farmer and every other American farmer would lose 
the benefit of his good American market, and their surplus of farm 
products, already forced abroad for a market, would be increased, and 
would have to go to England or some other free-trade country for sale, 
for they can not follow these lumbermen into Canada without first pay- 
ing a high duty for the privilege; and so to the extent of the transfer of 
this business to Canada, where timber-lands are cheap and where labor 
is cheap, as is recognized by all, to that extent the Kansas farmer is a 
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[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. GROUT. I would like a few minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. GROUT] continue his remarks for five minutes? 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. I say that not only would the Kansas farmer and 
every other farmer in the country be injured, but the Canadian farmer 
would be benefited. A home market would be established near by 
him for the sale of his agricultural products, and there would be a 
greater demand for them; they would bring a better price. But every 
American farmer would suffer. 

More than that, Mr. Chairman, every other industry and interest, 
both commerciul and manufacturing, which in any way attends upon 
the lumber interest, would also be injured, because this army of lum- 
bermen have not only to be fed, but they must be clothed, and if in 
the United States clothed with American fabrics. * They must have 
axes which American manufacturers can furnish; they must be fur- 
nished with erosscut saws and cant-hooks and calipers or caliper-com- 
passes, and chains and sleds and expensive mill machinery for cutting 
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out the lumber when once delivered to the mill. Now, to the extent 
that this business would go over into Canada, to that extent all these 
attendant industries would also go there, and thus our people would 
be prevented from supplying them. ‘There would be less employment 
for labor, which would also be unfavorably affected. 

This is the way the gentleman from Kansas looks at the question, 
and though his constituents might be benefited just a little perhaps 
in the price of lumber, he is unwilling to surrender his consistency as 
a protectionist and join hands with gentlemen on the other side of the 
Hall whose philosophy is fashioned according to that Democratic dis- 
covery that the tariff is a local issue, that each man must take care of 
the interests in his own section, and let others take care of themselves. 

But, Mr. Chairman, would this lumber business go to Canada? Be- 
yond all question it would, and toa large extent, too. In the Ottawa 
valley timber lands are worth about one-third what they are in the 
United States. Back from both sides of that great river, the Ottawa, 
which has its rise away in the far North, there extend forests which are 
simply interminable. We were told the other day, and it has been 
reaffirmed several times to-day, and not denied, that the labor cost 
per thousand of lumber in Canada is just about one-half what it is 
here—$3 per thousand. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. That is not conceded or be- 
lieved on this side of the House, 

Mr. GROUT, It has not been contradicted before. The gentleman 
from Texas said that with this lumber two or three hundred miles in the 
interior, the cost of transportation would prevent Canada from absorb- 
ing the business. Let me say that lumber from those vast forests of 
the upper Ottawa, as any one in that country knows, could be brought 
down that river and across the St. Lawrence, through a canal ` 
into Lake Champlain, through the Champlain Canal into the Hudson, 
and so to the Atlantic Ocean, coming every single inch of the way by 
cheap water transportation. And I tell you the lumberman, if frozen 
ont in the United States, would go to Canada. He would not go down, 
into Arkansas, as he now does—a fact upon which the gentleman from 
Arkansas was congratulating himself the other day; but he offered no 
congratulations upon the fact that there is now a duty of $2 a thousand 
on lumber to protect the Arkansas manufacturer, which is all that 
now takes him to Arkansas instead of Canada. 

F of Arkansas. We do not need it, and do not 
want t 

Mr. GROUT. But you are sending your lumber into our country! 
for sale there, and it is protected by this $2duty. The very fact that 
you send it North shows that it yields a better price there than you get 
‘tin the markets of the world,” else, liking them so well, you would) 
certainly go there. I remember the gentleman said the other day that 
they were competing on a free-trade basis with all the world and had 
conquered several countries on this lumber business. Why, then, do 
they send their lumber up into our country for sale? Because, Mr. 
Sharman, it is the best market for it, and they send their surplus 
abroad. 

There is hardly a town in the little State from which I come, which 
is back from the seaboard, in which pine from the South is not used 
every year for building purposes, and it is protected there by the pres- 
ent duty against this influx from the North. I say to the gentleman 
from Arkansas, and to every other citizen interested in the manufact- 
ure of lumber, that the removal of the duty would affect the value of 
his product in our markets, and affect it materially. It would let a 
flood of lumber in from Canada with which Southern lumber could 
not successfully compete, as it now does aided by this $2 duty. 

The removal of this duty would of course affect more unfavorably 
the lumber interests in the whole tier of States bordering on Canada’ 
when timber lands on this side the line abut upon timber lands on the 
other side. The product in my own State would be surely overwhelmed 
by cheap Canadian lumber. The injury to the industry in the North- 
ern States would be greatest, but Southern lumbermen would also very 
soon learn the difference in the value of their yellow pine throughout 
all the Middle and Northern States when met by Canadian lumber 
admitted free of duty. 

One word in reference to the argument advanced by my friend from 
New York [Mr. Cox] in regard to the destruction of our forests, I 
do not know that there is any need of replying to him after the re- 
marks of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. REED]. But I want to say 
that this talk about the destruction of our forests is simply a bugaboo, 
at least in all our northern section of country. The people there have 
learned to husband their forests. They go in and take out the larger 
trees, thus letting in the air and thesunlight, so that there follows a more 
rapid growth of the trees which are left, and within a few years there 
is another crop. There are thousands of acres along the Connecticut; 
valley— lands, too—that stand thick with the growth of saplin 
pine, high and thick, not very large yet, nor can it ever be because o 
the density of the growth, but still valuable as a timber product. 

Another consideration: As our country grows older we are construct- 
ing our buildings more and more of brick and stone and iron, s6 that 
we do not need lumber for such purposes to the same extent as for- 
merly. Brick is now almost as cheap as lumber; so that there is con- 
stantly less demand for lumber. I say, then, the ery which is raised 
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that this wooden country of ours, having millions upon millions of 
acres of forests extending from the Lakes to the Gulf, isin danger of 
being denuded of timber-lands, thus making timber high, and the coun- 
try uninhabitable, is simply preposterous. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that there is 
on the other side of the House a member who is willing to see himself 
so completely written down as an unabridged ass, and I think I am 
using ‘* dictionary language’’ now [laughter], as to say he believes 
that taking off this slight percentage of the profits of the mannfacturers 
of lumber is going to destroy that great and magnificent industry in 
this country. Ido not think any one believes it will have any other 
effect than to slightly reduce the profits of the manufacturer and pos- 
sibly reduce somewhat the pay of the laborer. 

It has been said here frequently during the discussions, this is a sec- 
tional bill, sectional as emanating from theSouth. I holdin my hand 
a petition, the original of which has been sent to the Pacific coast Con- 
gressional delegation, which closes with a paragraph in which I find the 
following language: 

Finally, from a sectional standpoint, ete., we therefore most respectfully beg 
of you that your every effort will be used to the end that no change shall be 
made in the existing duty on manufactured lumber, 

[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

The sectional feature of this discussion comes from the few States 
which are locally interested in this industry, although the discussion 
has spread abroad through the other States. It is this industry, sec- 
tionally distributed, which is chiefly forward in opposing this revision. 

I want it understood that I desire not to injure any industry, and I 
do not believe this reduction of taxes will have the effect of injuring 
this industry. I do believe it would materially injure the percentage 
of its profits. I stated the other day that the statistics, those drawn 
from the Compendium of the Census, showed that the profit which went 
to the manufacturer of lumber in Maine was 28.5 per cent.; in Michi- 
gan, 33.07 per cent. I have since examined and find my own State of 
Ohio in this lumber interest fares a little better than Maine. 

At that time my attention was called to the fact I had given no con- 
sideration to certain other elements which ought to be considered. I 
am frank to say, having taken up the subject while the discussion was 
going on, and made a re-examination of it, having studied further the 
statistics, I have come to the conclusion thata portion of my argument 
is too unfavorable to the State of Maine in this: I discovered the mills 
there which manufacture sawed lumber are in a larger degree water 
power than those in my own State or Michigan. For instance, in the 
State of Maine one-sixth of the power is steam, while five-sixths is 
water power. In the State of Ohio one-twelfth is water, while eleven- 
twelfths is steam power. In the State of Michigan the proportion is 
about one-tenth water and nine tenths steam power. 

But I want to say something as to those other elements which it is 
claimed should be considered in any estimate of the division of net 
profits between the laborer and the capitalist. 

Mr. DINGLEY, in his remarks, said mill supplies, as used in the cén- 
sus, means chains and other tools; that they did not include insurance, 
or taxes, or interest, or repairs, or commission, or freight. I think I 
make a fair statement when I allow 1 per cent. on the entire capital; 
not I percent. on that invested in water saw-mills or in lumber, but 1 per 
cent. on the entire capital for taxes. I defy any man to show these in- 
terests pay for taxes yearly as high as 1 per cent. upon all of their cap- 
ital. Then, there is 1 per cent. disposed of. Takeaway 2.5 per cent. for 
insurance; 2.5, not upon the total capital in mill investments, but the 
total capital, the whole six millions invested in the business, and I 
think that isa liberal proposition—2.5 per cent. off there, and thus you 
have 3.5 per cent. to be deducted from the 28.5 per cent. in Maine, so 
far. 


But the gentleman says we ought to deduct commissions. Commis- 
sions for what? The value of this product is generally estimated at 
the mill, and ifyou will examine the statistics you will find it is given 
as the mill price. Then there is no commission to be deducted. 

Then he says we should make some deduction for interest. Very 
well, I am going to give the benefit of a deduction ſor interest. I will- 
take one-sixth of the capital, $1,000,000 of the $6,000,000 invested in 
this business, I will take $1,000,000 during the year and pay 6 per 
cent. on it; that is 1 per cent. on the whole capital. Will any one 
claim that those manufacturers of sawed lumber in Maine borrow an- 
nually and for the whole year more than one-sixth of thgir entire cap- 
ital, or pay interest upon more than that portion of it? 

Now,ewe have 4} per cent. to take off; nothing for commissions and 
nothing for freight, because there should be no commissions to pay yet 
and there is no freight. The value is taken in the product at the mill, 
hence there is np freight. Butsome gentlemen may say, as Mr. DING- 
\EY does, you must take off something for repairs. Very well; then, 
give the capitalists an amount equal to 3 per cent. on their whole cap- 
ital for repairs, which is nearly as much as they use for mill supplies, 
and Still you have a net result of 20 per cent. to capital, or $200 annu- 
ally upon each $1,000, and $170 to the man who makes the whole of 
this profit by his labor, Thatis the position exactly, and figured out, 


as I think, upon the facts and figures given in the census, and a fair 
estimate of the others. - 

Let me now call attention to something in this connection in regard 
to the farmers. 

Mr. REED. Doyou mean to have us understand that you believe 
now in your revised figures? 2 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Certainly: for they justify me in the belief. 

Mr. REED. Well, there has been an improvement; you come in 
originally with the belief of 28} per cent.; now you have reduced that 
to 20 per cent., and we may be permitted to hope that to-morrrow or 
the next day on further consideration you will be induced to come in 
with something else that is a little less unfair and unreasonable than 
your last figures. [Laughter. } 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Your speech is much more unfair than any fig- 
ures that I may have now presented, because the first figures that I 
submitted were hastily collected and presented in the heat of debate. 

Mr. REED. But you are giving these figures now in the heat of 
debate; and I do not know how we can trust you in the heat of debate 
to-day, when we could not trust you in the heat of debate at another 
time. ; 

Mr. GROUT. But this is deliberate. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. These figure are reliable, Iam convinced, and 
as such they are deliberately submitted here and you can not refute 
them. i 

Mr. REED. Oh, you think so. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am satisfied that they are correct. Gentle- 
men have been requested time and again to come here and present 
figures to show how much is labor, how much is capital, how much is 
protection, and how much is the general result; and you do not pre- 
sent anything in support of your argument but general estimates of 
figures. Now, I have given you in detail the figures that make up 
these items, not estimates. 

I now call attention to some remarks of my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
BoorHMAN ], and I will take his own figures as an illustration and for 
the argument. He has presented us with a statement showing the 
earnings of the wage-workers connected with the lumber industry of 
his district, and he figures up that this industry furnished employment 
to 1,800 hands in 1879, as shown by the census. He shows that the 
yearly payments to be divided among that body of workers is $348,561; 
so that taking his own statement, which any school-boy can figure out, 
we find the average earnings of each worker so employed during that 
year is $194 per annum. 

But, says the gentleman— 


No ordinary farmer will use in the course of a lifetime more than 30,000 feet 
of lumber. But say, for argument sake, he may use 60,000 feet. The duty on 
this—if he paid it all, which protectionists deny—would be $120, at $2 per thou- 
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sand feet, or an average per year of $4, extending the computation over a series 


of thirty years. Now, to save this $4 per year the farmer is asked to strike 
down the wages of one hundred and fifty thousand laborers. 

Four dollars per year for each farmer in this country, taking his own 
figures as the standard, giving the total at seven millions of farmers in 
the country in 1879, would amount to $28,000,000, which is the tribute 
that this industry extorts from the farmers, according to his calculations, 
The farmers, according to this statement, pay the whole of this tribute, 
while the whole wages paid in the sawed-lumber industry itself amounts 
to only about $3,000,000 more than the $28,000,000. 5 t 

But I am going to deal fairly with the gentleman from Ohio. Iin- 
tend to do so. Perhaps the word ‘‘farmers’’ was not what he in- 
tended, but that he intended to use the word farms. Let us see what 
the result will be on that basis, We will say that there are 4,000,000 
farms in the United States, as the census shows, and 4,000,000 
farms, each one paying this annual tribute of $4 to this protected in- 
dustry, makes a total of $16,000,000 so paid, or over one-half the 


whole amount of wages paid in the sawed-lumber industry is paid by 


this tax upon the farms of the country. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Will the gentleman yield for a question for in- 
formation? 5 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. How much per day of the wages in your compu- 
tation are you allowing to the American lumbermen? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In the State of Maine an average of $170 for 
the whole time that he works during the year. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But how many days? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not know, but I assume it to be at least 
six months of the year. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Where do you get your figures from? 
A Mr. OUTHWAITE. From the Compendium of the Census just be- 

ore me. 

~ Mr. MILLIKEN. Do you not know that the lumberman gets more 
than $2 a day on the average? 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido not. I know that the gentleman from 


Michigan [Mr. Burrows] said that he knew of men who got $4 a day. 
I know also that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] said that 
be kuer some men who got one and a half, two and a half, or three 
ollars— 
Mr. BOUTELLE. And $4 a day. 
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Mr. OUTHWAITE. Les, and here is given a report of a manufact- 
urer who states how much he pays to the men in the aggregate and 
how many men he has employed, and it is a mere question of calcula- 
tion to show that for every one of them who gets $4 a day out of that 
total there must be a number who do not get anything like it. 

Mr. REED. That is it exactly. That is just like the rest of the 
argument, [Laughter]. 

. OUTHWAITE, If every man gets $4 a day, and so many men 
are employed, any person can calculate what the total expense of that 
Iabor would be. But if the average wages are but $1 a day, and one 
man gets $4 a day, then of course some men must get less than $1a day. 

Mr. REED. That is it, exactly. [Laughter.] 

Mx. BOUTELLE. Do you know that to be so, or do you suppose it 
to be so? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. 
dispute. 

Mr. BYNUM. A mill-owner in East Saginaw gives a list of the 
wages there, showing an average of only $2 a day. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. If two thousand men get an average of $2 a 
day the year round, whether you compute their wages by the day or the 
month orany other period, and one thousand of these men get the whole 
amount paid in wages, does it not follow that the other one thousand 
could get nothing? ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then you believe that, do you? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Believe it! Do you ask me whether I believe 
that twice two are ſour? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then you believe that half those men work for 
nothing? 

Mr. OUTHWAITITE. I have not said so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is what you are telling the House. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. L have said that, if your claim that one-half 
of them get $2. day is correct, and the average is only $1, then the 
other half get nothing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And if the facts do not square with your per- 
centage, I suppose you think it is so much the worse for the facts. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave not undertaken to state the facts; but 
I do say that if your claim is correct, that the average is $1 a day, then 
for every man who gets more than $1 a day there must be some other one 
who gets less than $1 per day. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Tle trouble with the gentleman from Ohio is 
that he is dealing with generalizations and percentages without regard 
to the actual facts of the case. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I am dealing with figures that you can not 


answer. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I told you the other day what the actual rates of 
wages were, and the statement which I then made ean be substanti- 
ated. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That was the actual wages of some individuals. 

[Here the hammer fel]. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the committee to 
indulge me for five minutes longer, because other gentlemen have oc- 
cupied so much of my time. 

‘There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to a portion of the fb- 
marks of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUENTHER] the other 


day. ji 

Nir. BOUTELLE. I hope that in this second five minutes the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] will proceed to demonstrate that 
the other half of those men work for nothing. [Laughter on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ihave not said that. I have only said thatif 
your claim be true that the average wages is $1 per day, and if a cer- 
tain proportion of those men get $2 per day, their excess over $1 must 
be taken off the others, and I say that if you gave $2 a day to half the 
men who aredoing this work, the other half would have to work for 
nothing. Now, is that plain? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It seems to be to you. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, I have hero in the RECORD a 
statement which was made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
GUENTHER], and I want to show the committee just how figures can be 
juggled with. [Jeers and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

A MEMBER. You have shown that already. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. You people who boast of your greater intelli- 
gence, you people who boast of having the better schoolmasters, had 
better go home, some of you, and take a few lessons in arithmetic. 


That is a statement that is not susceptible of 


Mr. REED. If we are to get them at all we must go home. We 
do not get any here. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUEN- 
THER] says: 


According to the census of 1880 the value of the products of the lumber indus- 
try in 1879 was $542,748,657— 4 


That is not in the census 
employing 326,197 men. 
That is not in the census. 
The value of sawed lumber was $233,263,729. 
That is in the census, page 1163 of the Compendium. 
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At this low estimate 


Fully 70 per cent. of the value of sawed lumber is labor. 
you have an annual expenditure of $165,000,000 paid in wages for lumber alone, 


That is not in the census; but I will tell you what is in the census 


in the same line from which the gentleman from Wisconsin got his fig- 
ures. In the Compendium of the Census you find under the head of 
sawed lumber “ total value of product“ so much, and then across the 
page W d during the year.“ Instead of being 70 per cent. of 
$233,268,729, as the gentleman said; instead of being $165,000,000, as 
he said, they are just one-fifth of that amount, namely, $31,845,974. 
{Laughter on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What payments do those figures cover? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. They come ſrom this book. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What part of the cost of producing Inmber do 
they cover? 

15 OUTHWAITE. Please take the book and look at it for your- 
self. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Ah! But I would rather you would look at it a 
little more carefully before you give us your deductions. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. These figures are from the page giving the 
statistics of sawed lumber, and they show the wages paid. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But those are the wages for doing what? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This shows the number of hands employed, 
males above sixteen years of age, females above fifteen years of age, 
children and youths. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Employed in doing what? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In the industry of sawed lumber. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In sawing lumber? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. In the industry of sawed lumber; the industry 
which the gentleman from Wisconsin said yielded an annual product 
of $233, 000,000. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does not the gentleman understand that that 
statement does not cover the whole cost of producing the lumber? 
Sawing is only one item of the cost. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. This does not say sawing;“ it deals with the 
whole industry. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Oh, you are mistaken about that. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iam not mistaken; but you gentlemen will 
try to make it appear that I am; and the book also. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. You do not count cutting the logs, hauling them 
to the streams, running them down the streams, and thence to the mill. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE, That may be another industry entirely. Now 
do you please keep quiet. [Laughter on the Republican side.] If 
that is another industry, where are the statistics showing that the items 
you mention are to be considered as affecting this question differently 
from the way I have presented it? 

TheCHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Ourn- 
WAITE] has expired. Tho Clerk will report the pending amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 15, strike out the word “hewn.” ~ 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MILLS. I desire to submit a proposition to close the debate on 
this paragraph. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWATTE] has 
made some statements which require a reply. 

Mr. REED, Yes; he has started some new points that ought to be 
answered. 

Mr. MILLS. You can go on with that discussion on the next para- 

h. ¢ 
Mr. REED. We might as well do it on this. 
Mr. n I do not think it would be so lucid on the next 
graph as on this one. 
Ir. REED and Mr. BAYNE. 
side. 

Mr. MILLS. Very well; twenty minutes on each side, and it will 
be understood that then we are to have a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the debate on 
this paragraph and amendments thereto be limited to twenty minutes 
on each side. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. KERR. Mr. Chairman, Isought the floor some timeago todiscuss 
some of the remarks of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] in regard 
to the amount of money paid to labor in thiscountry, The gentleman 
quoted the other day from a Chicago paper a statement in which a man, 
who was represented to be a large owner of timber lands, said that he 
put all the pits into his own pocket. Now, I ask the gentleman from 
Texas whether it is not true that every man on the other side who has 
discussed this question has admit ed that the laboring men in Mis coun- 
try are paid more than they are in other countries? If that be true 
assuming that there is an increase of price arising from the tariff—is it 
not tacitly admitted that a part of this increased price has gone to 
labor? 

But I rose particularly to call attention to some of the gentleman’s 
philosophy. He says that it is a rule of human nature as old qs the 
world that men always get their labor as cheaply as they possibly can. 
That is his proposition. I will admit that, so far as the individual is 
concerned, the proposition is true. But in society the theory of our 


Let us have twenty minutes on each 
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age, the theory of our Government, the theory of our institutions, is 
that the common sense of the many, the general conscience of society, 
is better than the selfish instincts of the individual, and that it is the 
duty of society to concrete and crystallize into the form of law the gen- 
eral sentiment of the masses in order that the selfishness of the indi- 
vidual may be restrained. That is the whole theory of protection.. It 
is the duty of society to take care of all the members of the community 
and to protect them against the selfishness of individuals. 

A number of years ago there existed in this country the institution 
of human slavery. The average man who owned a slave would not 
free him, He insisted that he had the right to get all he could out of 
the slave’s labor. But the great heart of the country revolted against 
that theory. The mass of the people said We believe that slavery is 
wrong;’’ and that sentiment became finally crystallized into the form 
of law, and the selfishness of the individual was restrained in the in- 
terest of society. I ask the gentleman from Texas to take that thought 
into consideration when he is discussing this bill. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] y 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in discussing the merits of 
this bill both sides of the Honse, it seems to me, lose sight of the main 
question involved. Gentlemen on both sides plead for the laborer, the 
workingman; but neither of them has presented any method whereby 
the evils existing may be redressed. ° 

It is trne that under a policy of protection the working classes in 
this country suffer a great many evils; but the next question that comes 
home to us is this: Will achange of policy help us out of this dilemma? 
Will free trade redress the grievances from which the working classes 
now suffer? That is the main question before the people of this coun- 
try; it is the question which confronts this Congress; and this Con- 
gress, or some other in the near future, will have to solve it in the in- 
terest of the working people, or the working people will take the mat- 
ter in hand and solve it for themselves. 

Iam sure there is a method by which the existing evils can be re- 
dressed. I think that if the President had studied the labor problem, 
had studied the interests of the masses of this country as much as he 
has studied the free-trade theories which he has embodied in the mes- 
sage sent to this House, that message would have been more opportune 
and more in keeping with the wants of the people. Of all the meas- 
ures which the President has proposed to Congress in his message, there 
is not one that does not tend to favor thewealthy. I take the ground 
that the prices paid by the working classes of this country, the farm- 
ers, the laborers, and the mechanics, for the commodities required for 
their subsistence and comfort, are not affected one iota by the tariff. 

I do not care what the commodity may be, whether lumber, wool, 
cotton, or any other article, the competition among the manufactur- 
ing interests is such that prices are reduced to so low a point that even 
in the face of the tariff our working people get the articles that they 
require for their subsistence and comfort just as cheaply as they would 
if the tariff were removed. If, then, the tariff be removed, what fol- 
lows? Simply that there is no revenue collected from those commodi- 
ties, and the people of Canada, of Europe, and of Asia pour their products 
into this country. There is simply that much less produced by our 
working people here. They do not purchase the commodities they re- 
quire a particle cheaper, because the competition existing among manu- 
facturers, merchants, and dealers reduces the price of any commodity 
to a minimum, so that even the foreign importation does not lessen the 

rice, 
: Now, a word as to the solution of this labor problem. Why isit that 
the other side, in presenting this bill, has not introduced any feature 
which would remedy the trouble in this respect? Isay they should 
have done it, and it lies with this side to doit if the other side does not. 

I had hoped in this bill that efforts would be made in favor of the 
working classes; that gentlemen would seek to correct some of the 
methods for the protection of labor as well as for the protection of the 

roducts of labor. I mean, sir, I was in hopes that something would 
done in favor of the protection of the wages of the laborer. 

Now, it may be asked how can this be done? Isay it can be brought 
about by legislation just as other results have been brought about; that 
the same means which have been used for the purpose of protecting 
the capitalists can be adopted with the view of the protection of the 
interests of labor. F 

I wish to show why the bill is not exactly formulated to correct that 
evil in reference to labor and the wages of labor. I think myself of 
B a measure with a view of accomplishing that purpose, and 

intend to bring it forward for consideration, and as both sides of the 


House are in favor of the protection of labor, of course I shall expect, 


the assistance of both sides of the House in carrying that measure 
through. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 4 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I hope there will be no objection to the 
extension of my time so that I may add to my remarks a few extracts 
1 I have cut from the journals of the country. They are as fol- 
ows: 

A HUNDRED THOUSAND UNEMPLOYED IN NEW YORK. 
New York, December 8. 
The Daily News, which claims to be the organ of the laboring classes, says: 


“It is estimated that there are 50,000 skilled workers of both sexes out of em- 
ployment in this city, and with the army of common laborersand men who do 
all sorts of odd jobs it is believed that the total number of persons who are 
willing to work, but can not obtain empleyment, is 100,000.— Washington Post, 
mber 6, 1887. 
A PROBLEM FOR LEGISLATORS. 


An exhaustive inquiry into the condition of some 40.000 female workers in 
New York has been made, and this is the melancholy conclusion which it 
reaches: The sewing women of this city do skilled labor for fifteen hours a 
day for so little pay they must accept charity or starve." We hear so much 
glib talk about the pauper labor of Europe, and are treated to so many compara- 
tive tables showing the great superiority of American wages that such a dè- 
cision as this will probably come with the force of a revelation to the majority 
of readers. But any one at all familiar with those who obtain aid from any 
ane oP the numerous charitable organizations of this city will recognize its 

rath, 

Nor does the dangers to society end with the pauperization of so large a body 
of working women. The tenement houses in which they are herded are nests 
of contagion, and no proper precautions are taken to prevent the work which 
they do there from carrying with it the seeds of pestilence. The problem is a 
grave one—perhaps the gravest that the foremost manufacturing city in the 
Union has to face—and it is a service of no small value to have its character 
thus clearly and truthfully set forth.—New York Epoch, March, 1888. 


[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Irise for the purpose, Mr. Chairman, of mak- 
ing a correction. In my remarks I attributed to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] the use of the following language: : 

According to the census of 1880 the value of the products of the lumber indus- 
try in 1879 was $542,788,657, employing 326,197 men; the value of sawed lumber 
was $233,268,729. Fully 70 per cent. of the value of sawed lumber is labor. At 


this low estimate you have an annual expenditure of $165,000,000 paid in wages 
for lumber alone. 


This language was not used by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Burrows], but by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.GUENTHER]. 

Mr. BURRO WS. The remarks thegen leman from Ohio attributed to 
mo hid made in fact by the gentleman from Wisconsin [M@GuEN- 
THER |. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. ‘That is the correction I have made, 

Mr. KERR. I move to strike out the last word. I wish to ask 
gentlemen on that side of the House, why should lumber come in free? 
The lumber manufacturers in the country they say own millions of 
dollars. They pay taxes at the rate of 14 and 2 per cent. on all they 
own. Those taxes are used by the State and national authorities for 
carrying on the Government. They support our schools, our institu- 
tions of learning, and our charitable institutions. Every American in- 
terest is supported in part by taxes on our lumber interests in the 
Northern and Southern States. I ask, then, why should these men 
be taxed and men who do not contribute one cent to support these insti- 
tutions of the Government which do so much to build up the charac- 
ter of our people, that American character of which we are so proud, 
why should these men particularly, who do not contribute a cent, why 
should they take possession of the American market without contrib- 
uting one dollar to the support of our American institutions? Why 
do they call it revenue reform? If they are revenue reformers why 
should they give the advantage to the foreign producer to the disod- 
vantage of the American producer? e 

[Here the hammer fell. ] A 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I was entertained this morning by 
a statement of the value of the pine stumpage in the northern lumber 
regions of Wisconsin by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Bynum]. 
That gentleman estimates the value of stumpage to be $4.50 a thou- 
sand feet, and seems to wish to have it inferred that this value is 
largely the result of the duty on lumber. I wish to compare the valne 
of stumpage in Wisconsin as given by the gentleman with its value as 
considered by the Interior Department of the present Democratic Ad- 
ministration. 

There are some Indian reservations in the northern part of my State, 
and the pine upon those reservations is certainly as valuable on the 
average as is thestumpage in the same vicinity outside the reservations. 
The pine upon them is as accessible to driving streams and has been 
better preserved than the average of pine outside. There is an inves- 
tigation going on at present at the other end of the Capitol to ascertain 
whether or not the present administration has treated the Indians fairly 
and properly guarded their interests in the sale of the stumpage on 
those reservations. We find by the testimony given before the com- 
mittee investigating that matter that the present Secretary of the In- 
terior and his predecessor do not and have not considered that stump- 
ago to be as valuable as the estimate given by the gentleman from In- 

iana. 

Mr. BYNUM. Is that accessible? : 

Mr. HAUGEN. It is considered very desirable by our lumbermen. 
and is undoubtedly as accessible as is pine on the average outside the 
reservations. Lumbermen all understand that the value of stumpage 
varies according to its proximity to driving streams. 

Now, when the gentleman puts the value of stumpage at $4.50 a 
thousand feet I suppose he means the average value. ‘This pine has 


been considered very desirable to the lumbermen up there, as would 
appear from their anxiety to enter into contracts with the Indians. 
The present administration has indorsed contracts made by the lum- 
_| bermen with the Indians whereby the timber has been sold for from 

$1.25 up to $2.50 per thousand feet, the latter price being exceptional. 
I think the gentleman from Indiana oùght to go to the Secretary of 
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the Interior to ascertain whether the Indians under his guardianship 
= been receiving a fair price for their stumpage under this admin- 
tration. 

The Democratic Secretary of the Interior and the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. ByNum] do not seem to fully agree as to the value of 
stumpage in Wisconsin, The lumber has been fully as well preserved 
on these reservations, I repeat, as a rule as it has on the average in the 
lumber regions adjacent, and it is equally as accessible to the streams. 
The present Secretary is somewhat of a lumberman himself, and some 
of tlis lumber, the testimony of the Senate, investigating committee 
shows, has found its way into the mills of a corporation of which he is 
a large stockholder; and it looks a little suspicious on the face of it, if 
the gentleman from Indiana is correct in his statement that the value 
of this stumpage averages $4.50, to find this lumber going to the mill- 
yards of the Ashland Lumber Company, of which I believe Mr. Vilas 
isa large stockholder, the Indians receiving nothing like that price, 
but only from $1.25 to $2 per thousand feet. 

The other gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HOWARD] goes into this 
question of profit to the lumbermen somewhat, and claims that the cost 
of cuttingand hauling the timber to the streams is only $1.50 a thousand 
feet. Now, if that be so, the Secretary of the Interior must be per- 
mitting frauds to be perpetrated upon these Indians, for the testimony 
shows that these lumbermen are permitted to charge them $3 to $3.50 
per thousand feet for this cutting and hauling, and I think it would 
be well for this reform administration to look into the matter if the 
testimony of these Indiana gentlemen is correct, I think it would be 
proper for them to go and see the Secretary of the Interior and get an 
explanation as to why these things are permitted. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been told repeatedly during this discussion 
that th®endeavor of the Committee on Ways and Means has been to 
place raw material on the free-list as far as possible, so that manufact- 
urers could have free raw material, and thereby lessen the cost of their 
product. Logs seem to have been made an exception to the rule that 
no obstacle should be placed in the way of the free admission of raw 
material into this country. Logs and shingle-bolts are at present ad- 
mitted into this country free of duty, and are the only lumber prod- 
uct so admitted; but Canada has an export duty on logs and shingle- 
bolts. This bill would leave that export duty just as it is at present, 
and if would be as much hinderance to free importation of logs as at 
present, We learn also from reliable sources that many of our own 
citizens own timber lands on the Canadian side of the line. If the bill 

in this form it is a direct bid to border lumbermen owning pine 
nds in Canada to transfer their manufacturing plants from the soil 
of the United States to the soil of Canada. 

On page 2, after enumerating the different forms of lumber which 
this bill places upon the free-list, it continues as follows: 

Provided, That if any export duty is laid upon the above-mentioned articles, 
or either of them, by any country whence imported, all said articles imported 
from said country shall be subject to duty as now provided by law. 

Now, as there is no duty provided by law’? on logs imported into 
this country, the result of this proviso would be that the unmanufact- 
ured lumber would be imported here free; but the Canadian export 
duty on the logs—the unmanufactured article—would still continue 
and would not be affected by the passage of the bill, because it is a 
duty imposed by Canada. It would be an inducement to Canada to 
retain her export duty, for that would necessitate the manufacture of 
Canadian pine on Canadian soil in order to avoid the duty which the 
logs would have to pay if shipped in an unmanufactured state. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The twenty minutes allowed on this side have 


expired. 

Mur. WEBER. I ask the chairman of the Committee on Ways and 
Means if I may be allowed to proceed, not perhaps exceeding five 
minutes? i 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman on the 
next paragraph. Debate on the pending paragraph under the order of 
the Hois is exhausted. - 

Mr. BYNUM. Mr. Chairman, I shall occupy the attention of the 
committee but a moment. In giving the value of stumpage I only 
stated the prices fixed by the lumber manufacturers in their state- 
ments before the Tariff Commission in 1882. Mr, J. A. Whittier, of 
East Saginaw, Mich., president of the Saginaw Board of Trade, and 
other gentlemen representing the lumber interests of Michigan, in their 
statement as to the cost of making lumber, gave the stumpage at $4.50 
per thousand, Commissioner Kenner propounded to Mr. Whittier the 
following interrogatory: Are your trees worth $4.50 in the stump ?”’ 
to which he responded, ‘‘ Yes, taking that as the average quality that 
we have adopted.“ 

Whether the lumbermen have succeeded in getting the timber be- 
Jonging to the Indians at a less rate I do not know; but if that is a fact 
it is only another reason for placing lumber upon the free-list. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will my friend advise the committee of the time 
when the transaction took place to which reference has been made in 
this debate, when the lands were bought at $2.50 per acre? 

Mr. B M. For stamps t 

Mr. BURROWS. Les; this occurred some years ago. 
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tone BYNUM. The stumpage sold for less than $1 per thousand in 
0. : 

Mr. BURROWS. That was eighteen years ago. 

Mr. RYNUM. True; but why should the stampage be worth $4.50 
per thousand now as against $1 per thousand eighteen years ago ? 
Either timber is getting scarce or the whole industry is in the hands 
of a trust. If timber is getting so scarce as to run up the price from 
$1 to $4.50 per thousand, we should certainly avail ourselves of tim- 
ber of ; if our timber lands are under the control of a few men, 
and they have combined and put the price up to this enormous rate, 
then we should break ap the trust, and not to do so would simply be 
to stand idly by and see the people robbed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. BUCHANAN] to strike out the word 
“hewn,” in line 15. 

The question being put, there were—ayes 49, noes 96. 

So (further count not being called for) tho amendment was disagreed 


The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE] to strike out the three lines 
which have been read. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 98. 

Mr. CHEADLE. No quorum. 

The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. CHEADEF and Mr. Mr IS. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 53, 
noes 89. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Iwithdraw the point of no quorum. 

So (further count not being called ior) the amendment was disagreed 
to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next paragraph. 

The Clerk read line 16, as follows: 

Staves of wood. 4 

Mr. WEBER. I move to strike out that line, my purpose being 
chiefly to answer the query put by the distinguished gentleman from 
Texas afew moments ago. He asked why the tariff levied by Canada 
does not raise the wages of labor? 

So far as their tariff on lumber is concerned it is not a difficult matter 
to answer that from a practical business standpoint. It is about as use- 
less as the fifth wheel to a wagon. 

The tariff, as I understand, is for the purpose of preventing an in- 
undation of articles from foreign countries. Inasmuch as there is no 
importation of lumber into Canada, they do not need a tariff for the 
purpose of preventing its entering into that country, 

Our friends on the other side have persistently attempted to pose as 
not being free-traders. I ask them whether, so far as this item of 
lumber is concerned, it is not absolutely free trade in that particular 
article. Ido not intend to make any statementin respect of this mat- 
ter simply as an assertion, but I desire to prove my observations by anal- 
ogy and practical business experience. 

Wehave hadabsolu‘e free trade so far as wheat, so far as cattle, and so 
far as flour are concerned. We had that for nearly twelve years dur- 
ing the existence of the treaty of reciprocity between this Government 
and Canada. That treaty was abrogated in 1866 by the action of the 
Republicans, it having been inaugurated by the Democrats, I believe; 
the Republicans taking the earliest opportunity in abrogating that- 
treaty, which worked so injuriously to our interests. 

At that time I was in business in the city of Buffalo, just before the 
abrogation of the treaty and just after. My correspondence westerly 
was almost entirely with Canadians. The business was selling flour 
and wheat. I heard before the abrogation of the treaty some ot the 
same arguments I have been listening to here for weeks and thesame that 
are laid down by the President in his message. It was said by the Ca- 
nadians that the duty would be added to the article and would be paid 
by the consumer, which proposition, plainly enunciated by the Presi- 
dent in his message, has since been amended by the distinguished 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] so as to apply only 
to articles on which there is foreign competition. I heard those same 
arguments day in and day out from my Canadian friends who insisted 
that when the treaty expired we would pay the 20 per cent. duty Jevied 
on flour and wheat. And I want to say to the gentleman from Texas, 
who is honoring me by not giving attention to a practical statement, 
that I bought the same flour just alter the treaty for precisely the 
same amount as before, less the amount of duty. In other words, | 
bought it laid down on our side of the water 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

On motion of Mr. BAKER, of New York, by unanimous consent, 
the time of Mr. WEBER was extended. 

Mr. WEBER. My friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Lone] suggests 
that the statement I have just made was not quite clear to him, 1 de- 
sire to repeat the flour I had been in the hahit of buying at $5.4 barrel I 
bought after the termination of the treaty at $5, less theduty. [bought 
it for $5 laid down on our side. 

A MEMBER. Who paid the duty? 

Mr. WEBER. The Canadians paid the duty. The reason J suh 
mit is that the quantity coming trom Canada is so insignificant tut 
it does not appreciably affect our prices. A little rivnietincs Lag down 
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the mountain side makes no appreciable increase in the volume of the 
great stream into which it empties, but if by any process of art or na- 
ture the larger stream could be turned back into the other it would 
* regulate and control the smaller, And so the great volume of trade 
flowing regularly and irresistibly from West to East is not affected in 
prices by the little stream which in accordance with the natural laws 
of trade flow into it from Canada. 

The same thing is even more true in regard to lumber, because it is 
heavy and bulky compared to its price, and because the cost of trans- 
portation is great in proportion to its value; and our Canadian friends 
aa come over to our market with their lumber whether the duty be 
off or on. 

The same logic conversely applied relates to the article of sugar, be- 
cause the amount produced in this country is relatively so small that 
it does not affect the price to the consumers; and yet our free-trade 
friends have taken the one article which, so far as the duty is con- 
cerned, is purely a tariff for revenue only, and removed the duty off that 
article, while in the case of the other they allow it to remain on. As 
my genial friend from New York, the poet laureate of the New York del- 
egation, stated it a few moments ago, the bill reduces it on sugar 
“pro hac.” 

The trouble is we want a bigger hac“ than the committee gives us. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the tariff is to be revised for the purpose of 
reducing the revenue that reason should not apply to this article of lum- 
ber, because I hold that making lumber free will simply reduce the 
revenue and put the difference in the pockets of the Canadian manufact- 
urers or their laboring men. If the robber barons over there are 
as piratical as ours have been pictured to us by gentlemen on the other 
side, the only possible effect of it will be to transfer millionairism to 
the other side of the line, and, as between a home millionaire and a 
foreign millionaire, I believe in the home product. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 2, line 16, add to the line the words in the rough, as split and not 
shaved.” 

The CHAIRMAN. This being an amendment designed to perfect 
the text, it takes precedence of an amendment, to strike out. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I desire to say a word in support of this amend- 
ment, which, as will be seen by the committee, is a substantial one. 
It will also be observed that it makes a material change in the para- 
graph. The paragraph as it stands proposes to admit to the free-list 
staves of wood. My amendment provides that that shall only be done 
when those staves are in the rough, as split and not shaved.” I 
offer this amendment for these reasons: As soon as you begin to shape 
these staves that moment you put additional labor into their produc- 
tion; and if it be said that this paragraph is designed to save our home 


wood supply, this amendment does not interfere with that object. |, 


These billets, as I may call them, would be admitted free, but if this 
amendment were adopted the moment they were shaped into staves 
they would become dutiable; and in that stage of production, I say, 
they ought to carry some rate of duty, because whatever may be said 
about raw material, whilst we may claim that wooden blocks are raw 
material, no one will claim that the finished stave is raw material. 
To the maker of staves it is his finished 8 and it ought to be 
eliminated from the free-list and put upon the dutiable list at a low 
rate of duty, but at some rate of duty, in order to make things equal. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not suppose this amendment will be 
adopta. I suppose it will meet with the fate of the amendment which 
I offered to the preceding paragraph, against which not one word was 
uttered, against which not one word could be uttered, but which the 
other side, rallying their forces toa man, voted down. They defeated 
it not by reason but by the brute force of numbers; and I want to say 
to those gentlemen and to this House that although ay-and-no votes 
will do very well here, the matter does not end here, and if we can 
not have a dispassionate and calm discussion and vote upon the merits 
of these propositions, there is a forum outside of these walls to which 
we will appeal. 

I now ask that this amendment be considered upon its merits, andif 
any gentleman on the other side has a word to say against its merits, 
I want to hear him. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair must first recognize any gentleman 
who desires to oppose the pending amendment. 

[Cries of Vote !’’ Vote!“ on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
OUTHWAITE] very felicitously suggested to the House a while ago that 
he proposed to show how figures could be juggled with. I have noidea 
that the gentleman intended to deceive the House or to misrepresent 
facts. I know that he has great zeal in this matter, and that he prob- 
ably searches the census reports with a very earnest desire to find there 
things that will make arguments for the side which he advocates, but 
he ought to know, and I think he does know, that there is nothing 
more unsafe than to take figures relating in a general way to any tech- 
nical occupation and make deductions from them, without some famil- 
iarity with the business itself. I do not know how I could illustrate 


this more forcibly than by calling attention to the figures which the 
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ntleman gave us of the aggregate amounts in the business of sawed. 

umber as divided between the manufacturers and the workingmen. 

The gentleman from Ohio takes the proceeds of the product of the 
mill and subtracts from that the amount he finds set forth in this book 
as paid for labor, and then, making what he calls a liberal allowance 
for interest and insurance, he deduces therefrom the inference that a 
very small percentage of that product is paid to the laboring man. I 
want to say to the gentleman and to the House that these census tables, 
except as to certain lines of statistics in which there is little opportu- 
nity for error, are liable to be very misleading, and if the gentleman had 
examined this statement with a little more care I think he would have 
escaped some of the errors into which he has fallen. . 

But even these figures here do not purport to be what I understand 
the gentleman takes them for. They purport to be reports of statistics 
upon the sawed-lumber interest. The heading is, Lumber sawed;““ 
and the different columns embrace a list of the establishments, the 
amount of capital, the number of males, females, and children em- 
ployed, and the wages paid during the year. I undertook to fasten 
my friend down at that point to find out for what the wages to which 
these statistics refer were paid. I find upon examination that the sta- 
tistics refer entirely to just what the caption shows—to the sawed-lum- 
ber interest. The amount of wages paid is the amount paid for sawing 
lumber in the saw-mills. 

Now, how do I know that? I knowit in the first place in a general 
way, and I have the absolute proof of it on this printed page, which 
proof would have made itself obvious to the gentleman from Ohio if he 
had been familiar with the lumber business; because immediately after 
the column showing amount of wages paid during the year I find a 
column devoted to the value of logs. What does that mean? Why, 
sir, it means the greater part of this entire problem. It means that 
in the figures given by the gentleman from Ohiohe made no allowance 
for the great item of eost in producing lumber. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My friend will excuse me. In my figures I 
deducted the cost of the logs, in order to get the wages of the men en- 
gaged in the sawed lumber industry. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How could you get the rate of wages ? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. After taking from the value of the whole prod- 
uct, first, the cost of the logs, some $133,000,000; second, the mill sup- 
plies, and. third, the interest, insurance, and taxes ~ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How did yon arrive at the cost of the logs? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That is a separate thing. I am getting atthe 
sawed lumber industry. Those are the wages paid in that industry. 
The item of wages must have been included in the value of the logs, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How much do you allow for the wages paid? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not allow anything, because in my calcu- 
lation I have included the value of the logs. 

[Here the hammer fell, ] e 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask unanimous consent to proceed for a few 
minutes longer, as other gentlemen have been granted the same in- 
dulgence. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As I have interrupted the gentleman, I hope 
the consent will be granted. r 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any objection to allowing the gentle- 
man from Maine to continue for five minutes longer? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Chairman, the best way 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My friend will allow me to say that perhaps 
the wages earned by the laborers in the logging industry go into the 
value of the logs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly; but do you allow in your statistics the 
whole value ofthe logs? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Yes, Iallowed the whole value of the logs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think not. x 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. My figures show that I did. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman must certainly have made a mis- 
take in his figures, because the first item in the cost of the lumber is 
the value of the tree as it stands in the forest. That varies according 
to locality. In my part of the country stumpage for spruce would be, 
Ishould say, from $2 to $2.25 per thousand; that is what the operator 
pays for the standing tree. When that has been paid men are sent into 
the woods; they cut the tree down; they trim it; they haul it to the 
water. I am not going into the minutix, butgimply state the principal 
operations. They put it in the stream; they make rafts, which they 
drive down the river to the mill. The logs, when they reach the mill 
in my country, will average a value of $9 per thousand. Subtract the 
cost of stumpage and you have something like $7 or $7.50, every penny 
of which has been paid to labor—the labor put upon the log up to the 
time it reaches the mill. 

Mr. McSHANE. Doss the gentleman know how many men are em- 
ployed in Jogging in this country? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Enough to supply all the mills with logs. 

Mr. McSHANE. Does the gentleman know how many? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Forty to fifty thousand, I should say. Ido not 
know what bearing that question has upon the matter I am discussing. 
I am trying to find ont who gets the money that comes. from the sale 
of lumber in the market. 
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We have now carried the log to the mill, where it has assumed a 
yalué of abont $9 per thousand. To-day spruce sawed boards are 
worth at the mills in my State, I should say, from $10 to $11, Of 
course the value varies somewhat with the fluctuations of the market. 
The difference between the cost of the log at the mill and the value of 
the lumber per thousand as it lies at the mill ready for shipping rep- 
resents the cost of milling, which is a very small part of the aggregate 
cost of taking the tree from the forest, carrying it to the mill, and 
making it into lumber. A thonsand feet of lumber, valued at $10 to 
$11 or $11.50, represents to the extent of eight-tenths or nine-tenths 
what has been paid to labor to produce it. 

As to this fabulous amount of profit which gentlemen here have fig- 

- ured up as being realized in the lumber business, it is a very easy 
thing, as has been said here, to juggle with figures; but I suppose 
among practical lumbermen in this country, especially those in the 
Eastern States, and more particularly those in my own State, where 
we are subjected to close and sharp competition with Canadian labor— 
paid, as J said the other day, from 25 to 50 per cent. less than we pay 
our laborers—nothing is better known than that the lumber business 
has been carried on upon the closest possible margin for years, and 
that men engaged in this business are only able to get ont of it with- 
out loss by reason of the advantage which they get in the manufacture 
of what.is known as short lumber, working up the refuse with a care 
and economy unknown in former years—working slabs into pickets, 

ings, laths, and every conceivable form in which this class of lum- 
can be fitted for the market. 

I have been told by an old lumberman, within the last six months, 
that within the past five years he has been simply saved from absolute 
loss by working up all the refuse into this class of what is known as 
short lumber. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask two or three minutes more. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I do not object, but I wish to ask the gentle- 
man a question. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 
man will proceed. 


Mr. OUTHWAITE. You give the price now of the labor in the 
logging industry at from $7 to $7.25 per thousand feet. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have never figured it in that way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. What did you give as the cost? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The entire cost? 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. No, the cost of labor in logging. Did you not 
put it at from $7 to $7.25 per thousand feet. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have not figured itin that way. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The question I was going to ask is this: Do 
ou know as a matter of fact that the cost of the logging multiplied 
y production, the number of thousand feet produced in this country 

at the rate you give would be as much as the whole cost of the logs as 
shown by the statistics, not allowing anything for stumpage ? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know that, and I do not agree to what 
you undertake to prove from a few selected statistics or carelessly gath- 
ered figures in regard to this industry. I wished to say this to the 
gentleman when up, that I do not believe he knows, and I am very well 
satisfied I do not know, the statistics of the lumber interest of this 
country, and he is a bold man who assumes to knowit. I know in 
my State we have established a bureau of statistics recently, and we 
do not know the aggregate statistics of our lumber business. They 
have not been able to ascertain them. They are not given in the 


census. 

But Ido know what is paid in the lumber market. I know what is 
paid men in the camps, There is no doubt about it. I know what is 
paid to the men in the mills. I know it from the men; I know it from 
the pay-rolls of the men who pay it. I know that, and knowing the 
cost of stumpage, and knowing what lumber brings in the market, I do 
not need your censns statistics. You go into indefinite nothingness 
when you attempt to generalize about a business like this of lumber. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Do you know that Mr. Ralph Beaumont, the 
chairman of the executive committee of the Knights of Labor, has 
stated that he visited your district and found men working there in 
the lumber business from 5 o'clock in the morning to 7 o’clock in the 
evening at 95 cents a day? 

Mr BOUTELLE. If Mr. Ralph Beaumont said that I should re- 
gard it as without authority. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. That he found men in the lumber business 
working at from 75 cents to 95 cents per day. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not wish to be led into specific contradic- 
tions of statements made by anybody else. I do not wish to be drawn 
into controversy withanybody. I donot propose to hold acontroversy 


with Mr. Ralph Beaumont or anybody else. I stand here as the rep- 
resentative of a great constituency, and in respect to their business in- 
terest on my responsibility I undertake to give and have given the 
figures as to the average wages paid in my district to-duy to men em- 

ed in the lumber business. There may be some persons connected 
with some portion of the work around the mills who get their board, 


but I have given the regular scale of schedule wages, and these wages 
speak for themselves, 7 
` [Here the hammer fell.] 

The question recurred on Mr. BUCHANAN’S amendment. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 85. 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the present duty on staves is 10 per cent. We im- 
port something over $300,000 worth in valne, upon which duty to the 
amount of $30,000 is collected, and I want to say that I think it ex- 
tremely unfortunate that the Committee on Ways and Means did not 
before reporting this bill permit gentlemen who are familiar with the 
various industries embraced in the bill to be heard before the com- 
mittee. This debate demonstrates the fact that we know nothing 
whatever about this industry with any certainty, certainly not with 
that degree of accuracy with which to formulate legislation. No gen- 
tleman of the House of Representatives asserts that wages are higher 
in the United States than in Canadain the lumber regions but what it 
is denied, and nobody has been able to furnish the proof that the wages 
are higher in the United States than in Canada. And so upon every 
single proposition weare all afloat as to the facts, whereasif we could agree 
upon the facts probably we could arrive at unanimity of opinion upon 
the result. 

Upon this question of staves I know nothing about it personally, 
and I venture to say that other gentlemen are in the same condition; 
and yet I hold in my hand a communication from nine firms engaged 
in the manufacture of staves taken from the National Press of yester- 
day that I would like to have read. It will take but a moment to read 
it. If these gentlemen had been heard before the Committee on Ways 
and Means we would have had some information upon the subject, but 
as ib is we have to rely upon this evidence in Committee of the Whole. 

Before that is read allow me to state that Michigan manufactures 
annually 199,000,000 staves, valued at $50,000,000; and I hold in my 
hand a table embracing thirty-five States and Territories engaged in 
this industry, showing the amount and value of this production upon 
which there is a duty of 10 per cent. I shall be glad if the committee 
will listen to what these gentlemen say who are largely ed in this 
industry. Lask the Clerk now to read the extract I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


If the duty were to be taken from hoops, staves, and heading, we fail tosee 
where (in the end) it would benefit the American people. We think it would be 
a temporary advantage to the American consumers, resulting in the duty re- 
ceived by this gy tues! froma) placed upon the timber in and thus an 
injustice tothe American manufacturer, and tending to drive them from the 


country. 
D. B. & D. C. SWEET, Buffalo, N. T. 
If staves are placed on the free-list we will all be obliged to shut down, asthe 
percentage now on staves is all wo make. Millions of dollars’ worth of property 
would be rendered worthless, and thousands of families would be thrown out 
of work. The pereentage now on stavesisjust enough to keep us alive. Ihope 
Congress will see this; if it does not, disaster will follow. 
HTN R C. SCHUNOR, 
Superintendent Fair Haven (Mich.) Slave Co. 
We think the price of staves is as low as they can be manufactured for, Put- 
ting them on the free-list will, in our opinion, have the effect of driving the 
border manufacturers into Canada, thereby benefiting Canadian labor at the 
expense of labor in the States, and would enable the Canadian manufacturer to 
advanee his prices with consequent greater profits. It is certainly very poor 
policy to drive capital and labor from the country, and by so doing greatly bene- 
fit some foreign country. 
DETROIT STAVE AND Hnapine Works. 
Our opinion is, with the small profit on staves here, by putting them on the 
free-list three-quarters of the manufacturers will have to stop, and many of the 
largest plants along the Detroit River would go to Canada, where labor and 
timber are cheaper. 
' Sr. Lovis (MicH.) Hoor AND STAVE COMPANY. 
We believe the effect would be to putdown the price of mei tage stock in tho 
States. It would be a boom for Canada, but disastrous to timber-owners 
and wood-working interest of the United States. 
E. C. BRADFORD & BRO., 
Detroit. Aich. 
To admit lumber and staves free would lead to the closing up of our mills and 
factories, Canada is now, under the present tariff, flooding our country with 
all kinds of lumber and staves. We are now selling our stock as low as it can 


be made and leave a profit. 
SKIDMORE & THACHER, 
Toledo, Ohio. 
We believe that putting lumber, staves, and salt on the free-list will bea great 
damage to this State, as they are a large product of our State, and we think it 
would have a tendency to prostrate those industries and work injustice to those 
having money invested in machinery and timber. 
BUTTERS & PETERS SALT AND LUMBER Company, 
i Ludington, Mich. 
be ruinous to the manufacturers of cooperage stock 
lants that are now valuable and paying a fair per- 
5 worth 50 cents on the dollar. 
Tue DEWEY STAVE 9 


Mr. BURROWS. Istated that the value of this industry in Michigan 
was $50,000,000 annually. That includes, however, the manufacture 
of shingles and laths as well as staves, these three items combined ag- 
gregating the $50,000,000. I desired to have these letters read in order 
that the majority of the committee might know something of the in- 
dustry they are about to destroy, in addition also to the fact that upon 
this question of lumber, as I intimated in the beginning, but one peti- 


In our opinion it would 
in the United States, and 
centage on cost would not 
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tion was filed before the Ways and Means Committee asking that the 
duty on lumber be disturbed. That petition was read by the chairman 
of the committee, but he did not read all of those which were against 
the bill, sixty in number, which were exclusively on the other side in 
the shape of a firm protest against disturbing this industry. I call at- 
tention to this merely because these gentlemen whose communication 
I have had read are thoroughly familiar with the industry. 

Mr. MILLS. I want to say that the numberof petitions the gentle- 

man speaks of as being opposed to disturbing this duty were by those 

ple who are interested in receiving the tax; and the one [read was 

y gentlemen who were interested in paying the tax. There is just 
the difference between, them. 

Mr. BURROWS. I did not discuss the character of the men who 

signed that petition. 

Mr. MILLS. Well, I am discussing it. 

Mr. BURROWS. T said that but one petition was filed in this 
Congress asking that the duty on Jumber should be disturbed. 

Mr. MILLS. And it is well known that all of these others were 
from gentlemen interested in receiving the tax. 

Mr. BURROWS. But in the line of this cry for free lumber I re- 
peat there has been but one petition, one demand, while sixty petitions 
are filed against it, and the members of the Committee on Ways and 
Means closed their doors against men having knowledge of this indus- 
try, who were told they should not be heard. Now, the course of this 
debate shows conclusively that the committee have not heard men who 
knew something about it. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentlemen on the other side contend, it seems to 
me, that nobody has any right to be consulted about taxation except 
the parties who are putting their hands into the pockets of other peo- 

le and taking the money ont. No one has any right to be consulted 
baie or spoken of on the floor when a law is to be made, except the 
man who is to determine how much of that money he will take from 
the people. The Committee on Ways and Means could not agree to 
the doctrine that the oniy question to be considered when you are tak- 
ing their money is, how much will the people bear? 

We are here, sir, to represent the consuming people, to represent the 
people who are paying the taxes. Weare here under the solemn pledge 
that we will reduce this taxation. We are here with a surplus andan 
excess of $80,000,000 a year coming into the Treasury, and when we 
present a bill to reduce the taxation we are confronted with the de- 
termined opposition of the gentlemen on the other side of the House at 
every stage of its progress. They are constantly refusing to reduce the 
taxation on a single article. Not an item of the bill has yet been read 
on which there has not been a motion to strike it out from the fres-list 
and restore the taxation. 

Weare told nobody is asking for this. I know that one hundred and 
sixty-eight members of this House have pledged themselves to the coun- 
try and to their constituents that they will reduce taxation. And the 
gentlemen on the other side come here with the provision in the plat- 
form of their party at the last national convention pledging themselves 
also to revise the taxation and reduce the surplus, But there are two 
ways of revising taxation. The Democratic way is to revise the tariff 
by reducing taxation; the Republican way is to revise it by raising the 
taxation. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. MILLS] has never 
debated this question in this House without begging the question. His 
whole talk has been for the reduction of taxation with the assertion that 
this side of the House is engaged in an effort to keep taxation up while 
he desires to reduce it. Now the gentleman knows, because he is a 
man of intelligence, that this is an absolutely unfair, unjust, and in- 
correct statement of the case. He knows that this side of the House is 
quite as eager as he is to reduce taxation, only they are not ready to re- 
duce it in his particular way. 

The gentieman has formulated his bill, has brought it into the House, 
and says he desires to reduce taxation by cutting down the duties on 
imports, which would affect the interests of certain sections of the 
country and destroy the industries in those sections. 

Mr. BLAND rose. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. IT I had time I should be glad to give it to the 
gentleman from Missouri to repeat that sameold speech he has made in 
this S any time for the last five years. I always did like that 
speech. 

But what I have to say is that the gentleman from Texas formulated 
a bill to take the duty off lumber, thereby affecting the Northern in- 
dustries; and while the duty on lumber to-day is only 16 per cent. he 
leaves more than 60 per cent. on sugar and more than 100 per cent. on 
rice. Because we will not agree to the injustice to the Northern sec- 
tion of the country, and because we do not agree to take off a duty on 
lumber, which is less than half the revenue duty, he stands up with 
the nir of a Sir Oracle, and says that we are opposed to reducing taxa- 
tion. 

When I rose I intended to speak on another point brought before the 
committee by the very line under consideration. There is nothing in 
this bill which shows its injustice in a clearer light than the attempt 
to reduce the duty u staves. What will be the effect of reducing 
that duty? To-day there are more than twenty vessels carrying staves 
from the Penobscot and adjacent waters of Maine to ports on the Hud- 


son. -While we had the late reciprocity treaty with Canada that indus- 
try did not exist, although it had existed prior to that reciprocity 
treaty. That treaty took away from us the benefit we had hitherto 
enjoyed. That industry under the reciprocity treaty went to New 
Branswick. The staves were manufactured there, and carried from 
there to our ports, and carried by Canadian vessels. Now to take the 
duty off staves would place us right where we were during the reci- 
procity treaty. It would not only destroy the production of staves in 
the State of Maine, but a large portion of the carrying trade. In New 
Brunswiek they build their vessels cheaply, their sailors live cheaper, 
and, as I have said, if this duty is taken off it will not only take this 
industry from us, but will take the carrying trade from us, too. 

Gentlemen on the other side bave shown their willingness to attack 
our domestic carrying trade, and they do it insidiously in this bill when 
they attack those industries which reqnire our vessels to carry their 
products to the places where they are disposed of. For when this in- 
dustry is transferred to New Brunswick by the unpatriotic provisions 
of this bill the American vessels which it employs will be supplanted 
by cheaply built, cheaply manned, and cheaply provisioned Canadian 
craft. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. The gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. MILLIKEN] divides his complaint into two parts—one as to the 
articles that we do strike, and the other as to the articles that we do 
not strike. His complaint as to the articles upon which we reduce 
taxes, viewing the matter, as he does, from a sectional standpoint, in- 
cludes two items. One is the wood products, which we put on the free- 
list. Why, sir, have we not heard the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KELLEY] plead here for the Southern forests, and 
say that this measure would be destructive of the Southern timber in- 
terests? I trust the gentleman will take some occasion to answer his 
protectionist friend, the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Idid not hear that statement, and therefore I do 
not discuss it. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. It was made just as I have 
stated it. You have discussed it in conflict with Judge KELLEY when 
you charged that we thus favored our section. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania said this measure would paralyze the Southern timber 
trade. I trust the gentleman from Maine will pay attention to the 
tears shed by the gentleman from Pennsylvania on behalf of the South- 
ern forests, and will get his bowl ready to catch those tears, and will 
endeavor to reconcile his views and those of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania on that point before he repeats his reckless c 

Then as to wool, does not the gentleman know that since 1875 New 
England and Pennsylvania and New York and Ohio have fallen off 10 
per cent. in the number of their sheep, while the South has increased 
nearly 100 per cent.? Where is the production of wool a growing in- 
dustry? Where is the limit of Southern development? We have more 
territory for wool-growing, sir, in the single State of Texas alone than 
you have in all the States I have enumerated. There is the growing 
industry, there is the infant industry; and yet when we put wool on 
the free-list you fly in the face and teeth of all the facts and say we do 
it to favor ourselves and to hurt you. You would call that a sacrifice, 
only that for partisan purposes you choose to go contrary to the official 
facts. We farnish the wool and your people wear the woolen clothing; 
and yet igre seek to reduce our protection on wool, to give your mills 
cheap wool, as you put it, and your working people cheap, warm cloth- 
ing for winter, you say we are sectional and selfish. Why do you not 
measure your words? 

Then gentlemen talk of staves, and the gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. Burrows] talks about a lot of data which he brings in here from 
gentlemen who speak of industries that exist and express the opinion 
that they will be stricken down, but not one line of argument is even 
attempted in all that miserable rot, either in this House or in the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, and when we ask them to give the bottom 
facts, to measure the taxes we should lay on the people, to prove their 
needs, they gather around them the insolent garb of a subsidized in- 
dustry and say that it is their private business. Now, whatis the fact 
about staves? : 

We have the broad, bottom fact that we are competing successfully 
in foreign markets. From Baltimore we shipped last year $114,600 
worth of staves; from Boston and Charlestown, we shipped $138,000 
worth; from New Orleans, $637,000 worth; from New York, $532,000 ~ 
worth, and from Philadelphia, $142,000 worth. We sent abroad from 
this country over $2,000,000 worth of staves to foreign ports, and we 
are successfully competing with foreigners in the markets of the world. 
If we can do that abroad with difficulties to overcome, we can certainly 
command the market at our own thresholds. It is — vou want 
needless subsidy, at the cost of our own people. These, sir, are the 
facts about these things. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debateon the pending amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BAYNE. I move a pro forma amendment. It will not do, Mr. 
Chairman, to take the position taken by the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means and charge that we on this side of the House 
are not in favor of a reduction of taxation. Weare. [Derisive cheers 
on the Democratic side and cries of Name!!“ Name!“ - 

Mr. BAYNE. I will name what I would do and what I believe the 
majority of this side of the House would do. I would take off entirely 
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the tax on domestic tobacco, amounting to $30,000,000 a year, and I 
would take off three-quarters of the duty on sugar, amounting to $45,- 
000,000. That would make a reduction of $75,000,000; which is as 
much as the revenue of this country ought to be reduced. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas. You are always ready to take 
the duty off articles that do not yield a subsidy. What article that 
yields a subsidy are you willing to take the duties off? 

A MEMBER. How about rice? 

Mr. BAYNE. Ihave named what I will do and what I hope the 
House will do and what I hope will be done, if any tariff legislation is 
to be enacted in this Congress. 

Mr. DUNN. That is not sectional at all. 

Mr. BAYNE. No, it is not sectional, because the sugar industry 
does not come within the legitimate range of protection at all. [De- 
risive laughter on the Democratic side.] 

You may laugh at that, but itis a fact; and for this reason: The idea 
of protection means that we shall supply or be almost able to supply 
the wants of our country by the home production. Anything the 
home production of which falls ten- elevenths short of the wants of the 
country can not be said to fall within the theory of protection. 

Now, gentlemen on the other side of the House have been looking a 
great deal to-day at dispatches; and I am alittle surprised that no 
more enthusiasm is manifested over those dispatches. 

Mr. MACDONALD. May I ask—— 

Mr. BAYNE. I can not be interrupted further. I glanced at some 
of those dispatches and discovered that they come from St. Louis, and 
related to the nomination of President and Vice-President. As those 
dispatches have reference to nominations, I want to read a few dis- 
patches with to an election. [Cries of ‘‘Goon.”] Here is a 
dispatch from the State of Oregon — from a wheat-growing county in 
that State which has been Democratic since the war. The dispatch is 
vcr to the honored Representative from Oregon [Mr. HER- 
MANN]: 

I congratulate you on your election. We probably elected nearly the entire 
Republican ticket in Lane. 
Probably! 


A Democratic MEMBER (derisively). 

Mr. BAYNE. That is from a wheat-growing county, built up by 
farmers whom you gentlemen on the other side are so anxious to relieve 
from the intolerable burdens of taxation.“ 

Here is another dispatch. It comes from Baker County, in Eastern 
Oregon, largely engaged in wool-growing and mining. Two years ago 
it gave 250 Democratic majority. 

A Democratic MEMBER. How much four years ago? 

Mr. BAYNE. They have heard there of the Mills bill and of the 
free-wool clause in that bill, and they send this dispatch to Mr. HER- 
MANN: 

Your majority in this county will reach 150. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

A Democratic MEMBER. Is that all? 

Mr. BAYNE. It is not all. Here is a dispatch from Columbia 
County, a lumber county on the Columbia River, with only 400 voters, 
and which gave 50 Republican majority two yeaxs ago. What majority 
does it give now? 

Columbia County gives you 200 majority. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] e 

The people out in Oregon are against the Mills bill, against free lum- 
ber, free wool, and everything of that kind. They have just voted on 
that question out in Oregon. 

Here is a dispatch from another county , 

Mr. BIGGS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BAYNE. Wait a moment. These are facts. Iam not dealing 
now with problematical questions. Here is another dispatch from 
another county out there—Douglas County. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I would like a minute or two more. 

[Cries of „Go on!!“ 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to allowing the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania to continue his remarks for five minutes? The 
Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. Douglas County is a large wool-growing and lumber- 
ing county in Southern Oregon—the home county of the Represent- 
ative trom that State [Mr. HERMANN]. That county gave 186 ma- 
jority two years ago. What does it do now? 

Your majority in the county 300; over 3,000 in the State. Victory everywhere 
in the State. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what I have asked for and insisted upon all along 
has been that the people of the United States should have a chance to 
vote upon this issue, squarely presented to them in the Mills bill and 
the President’s message. They will have that fair, square opportunity 
this fall; and I have commended the President over and over again for 
his manly, outspoken position on the tariff question. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. And the people are going to sustain him, too. 

Mr. BAYNE. If they do so, all right. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. They will. 

Mr. BAYNE. But until the people shall have had an opportunity 
of voting on this square issue, I insist that the free-traders in this House 


of Representatives ought not to have an opportunity of revising this 
tariff in the interest of free trade and for the destruction of the indus- 
tries of the country. : 

I regret very much, Mr. Chairman, that I have made my friends on 
the other side so happy, for they seem to be enjoying themselves; but 
there was a controversy a short time ago on that side of the House, and 
they were discussing the subject without eliciting facts. Ithought I 
would simply present a few facts which were recorded by the sovereign 
voters of the State of Oregon as bearing upon this question. 

Mr. LAWLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have read a short extract 


from a paper published at Albany, Oregon, bearing upon this very sub- 
ject. 


A MEMBER. What is the date? 
Mr. LAWLER. It is of recent date. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

The high tariff cry of protection to American labor—a cry which is the inspira- 
tion of this delusive bill—is the most offensive piece of humbuggery advocated 
by demagogues in the United States to-day. The purpose of the high tariff is 
not to maintain the high wages of labor, but to maintain the high profits of 
protected man urers. The cry about labor is a mere stalking-horse under 
whose shelter protected interests trust to be able to keep up a fiscal system 
olay is for their exclusive benefit, and which robs everybody outside their 

e. 

Mr. LAWLER. I would ask my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BAYNE] to take that, and put it in his pipeand smoke it, 

Mr. GUENTHER. But have not the people of Oregon been heard 
from since then? It seems to me that er a vote the other day. 


Task the Clerk to read it. 


Mr. MILLS. I hope now that we will have a vote on this line, as 
I want to move that the committee rise. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 


as withdrawn, if there be no objection, and the question is on striking 
out the line, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out line 16: “Staves of wood.” 


The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 59, 
noes 87. 

Mr. GUENTHER. No quorum. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope the gentleman will not insist upon that, as I 
want to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. GUENTHER. With that understanding I will withdraw the 
point of order. 

So (no further count being demanded) the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Line 17: “ Pickets and palings.” 


Mr. MILLS, I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MOMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union having had under 
consideration the tariff bill had come to no resolution thereon. 


VETO MESSAGE— PUBLIO BUILDING, BAR HARBOR. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following mes- 
sage from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: * 

I return herewith without approval House bill 4467, entitled “ An act for the 
erection of a public building at Harbor, in Maine. 

The entire town within which Bar Harbor is situated contained in 1880, 1,639 
inhabitants, as appears by the census of that year. There is no pretense that 
there is any n ofa public building there, except to accommodate the post- 


office. 
This is a third-class office, and the Government does not pay rent for offices 
of that class. The gross receipts of the office for the year ended June 30, 1887, 
are reported by the Postmaster-General at $5,337. The postmaster reports that 
heemploys fiveclerks in the summer and three in the winter. The fact that 
Bar Harbor is a place of very extensive summer resort makes its population ex- 
ceedingly variable, and during a of the year it is quite likely that the in- 
flux of pleasure seekers may make a more commodious post-oilice desirable, 
though there does not seem to be much complaint of present inconvenience. 
The postmaster pays a rent of $500 per annum for his present quarters, 

The amount appropriated by the bill is quite moderate, being only $25,000, 
but the postmaster expresses the opinion that a proper site alone would cost 
from twenty thousand to thirty thousand dollars. 

Iam decidedly of the opinion that if a pens building is to be erected at this 
place, of which at present there appears to be no necessity, it should be done 
under a system which will not give the post-office and the postmaster there an 
advantage over others of their class. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 


Executive MANSION, June 5, 1888. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
the message? 

Mr. MILLS. I move its reference to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The message was accordingly referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, and, with the bill, ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, informed 
the House that the Senate had excused Mr. STANFORD from service as 
a manager on the part of the Senate at the conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
Mich., and that Mr. MORRILL had been appointed in his place, 


What action will the House take with 


„ 
* * 
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The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 385) for the erection of a publie building in the city of 
Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire; 

A bill (S. 785) to provide for an addition to the United States build- 
ing at Jackson, Miss. ; 

A bill (S. 1318) for the erection of a public building at Altoona, Pa.; 

A bill (S. 2277) to provide for the extension of the public building 
at Lynchburgh, Va.; 
ae bill (S. 2319) for the erection of a public building at Waterbury, 

un.; 

A bill (S. 2788) for the erection of a publie building at Virginia City, 
State of Nebraska; 
A bill (S. 2789) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State 
of Nevada; 

A bill (S. 194) to increase the endowment of the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural College; 

A bill (S. 375) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States; 

A bill (S. 506) to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas 
Conroy, deceased ; 

A bill (S. 653) defining the positions and salaries of assistant astrono- 
mers at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 750) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn. ; 

A bill (S. 1100) to retire certain disabled officers of the Army; 

A bill (S. 1169) for the relief of Commander George M. Bache, United 
States Navy (retired); 

A bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Fenno, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (S. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. 
Pike, deceased: 5 

A bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of the 
estate of James L, Day, deceased; 

A bill (S. 1632) to refund moneys collected from William Schaus. at 
the port of New York or an oi) painting not subject to duty; 

A bill (S. 1650) for the relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell; 

A bill (1807) to refund to the State of West Virginia the money paid 
to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West Vir- 
ginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion; 

A bill (8.1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hopkins; 

A bill (S. 2013) for the relief of Forman Mathews and David Stout 
Parker; 7 

A bill (S. 2010) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the Territory 
of New Mexico: 

A bill (S. 2477) granting the right of way to the Mobile and Birming- 
ham Railway Company, the successor to the Mobile and Alabama Grand 
Trunk Railroad Company, across the Mount Vernon arsenal reserva- 
tion, in Mobile County, Alabama; 

A bill (S. 2787) for the erection of an equestrian statue of ex-Presi- 
dent Zachary Taylor; 

A bill (S. 2929) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and 
telephone line through the Indian Territory, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger; 

A bill (S. 260} restoring the name of Wilhemina Hosband to the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman; 

A bill (S. 2451) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pension- 


2 
A bill (S. 2459) granting a pension to Mary S. Maynard; 
A bill i 2500) granting a pension to Gertrude K. Lyford; 

S. 2595) to increase the pension of Seth F. Myers; 

A bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman; 

A bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville A. Ricker; 

A bill (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. Stannard; 

A bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Ellen Smith; 

A bill (S. 2707) granting a pension to Samuel Miller; 

A bill 8 2710) granting a pension to the widow of John Schafer; 

A bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes; 

A bill 18. 2717) granting a pension to John K. Evans; 

A pill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross; 

A bill (S. 2721) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman; 

A bill 2 2728) to grant a pension to Indiana J. Nichols; 

A bill (S. 2852) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Davidson; 

A bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin; 

A bill 8 2884) granting a pension to William S. Grow; 

A bill (S. 2885) granting a pension to Henry A. Hawley; and 

A bill (S. 2886) granting increase of pension to Joseph B. Sellers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
House of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 322) for the relief of B. M. Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 417) granting a pension to David Strunk; 

A bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to Elizabeth Burr; 

A bill (H. R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and ex- 
ecutrix of William Ward, deceased; 

A bill (H. R. 955) granting a pension to Mary M. Sweet; 


A bill (H. R. 1599) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Sedalia, in the State of Missouri; i 

A bill (H. R. 1125 to promote agriculture, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 2151) for the relief of Joseph B. Burton; 

A bill (H. R. 2167) for the relief of George E. Oliphant; 

A bill (H. R. 2695) for the relief of Charles V. Mesler; 

A bill (H. R. 3922) to place the name of Casper Seibel on the pen- 
sion-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 3959) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer; 

A bill (H. R. 5522) for the relief of Elijah Martin; 

A bill (H. R. 5844) to increase the pension of William. Clark; 

A bill (H. R. 8200 granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


ard; 

A bill (H. R. 6575) for the relief of James L. Alsip; 

A bill (H. R. 6845) granting a pension to John Witham; 

A bill (H. R. 7265) for the erection of a public building at Hoboken, 
N: J.; 

A bill (H. R. 7490) for the relief of Sidney W. Whitelock; 

A bill (H. R. 7509) granting to the New York Harbor and Beach 
Railroad Company a right of way; 

A bill (II. R. 7913) granting a pension to Nellie Palfrey Goodwin; 

A bill (H. R. 8266) for the relief of Mrs. Clarissa G. Greea; 

A bill (H. R. 8279) to authorize the county of Laurens, in the State 
of Georgia, to construct a bridge across the Oconee River, at or near 
Dublin, in said county and State; and 

A bill (H. R. 8965) to authorize the Postmaster-General to cancel 
mail contract on route No. 30100, and for other pur 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. 8393) to protect lands belonging to Indians from 
unlawful grazing, and for other purposes, requested a conference on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, and had appointed Mr. DAWES, 
Mr. MorGan, and Mr. PLUMB as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a public building at Mon- 
roe, La.; 

A bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether; 

A bill (H. R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Trail Creek, in the city of Michigan City, State of Indiana; and 

A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, the bill (H. R. 2972) authorizing the President to appoint and 
retire Alfred Pleasonton with the rank and grade of colonel, requested 
a conference, and had appointed Mr. CAMERON, Mr. DAvis, and Mr. 
COCKRELL as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the Senate disagreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 431) grant- 
ing a pension to Emma S. Free, widow of Thomas S. Free, late major 
in the United States Army, asked a conference with the House of Rep- 
resentatives, and had appointed Mr. BLAIR, Mr. PADDOCK, and Mr. 
FAULKNER as conferees on the part of the Senate. 

CONFERENCE COMMITTEE APPOINTED: 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair appoints as conferees on the 
part of the House on the bill S. 2805, Mr. THOMPSON of California, 
Mr. CHIPMAN, and Mr. HUNTER. 3 

VETO MESSAGE— PUBLIC BUILDING AT COUNCIL BLUFFS. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which was read, referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and, with the ac- 
companying bill, ordered to be printed: 

To the House of Representatives: 

I return without approval House bill No, 13%, entitled Sy act authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to purchase additional ground for the accommo- 
dation of Government offices in Council Bluffs, Iowa.“ 

A new publie building at Council Bluffs will be completed in a short time. 
The ground upon which it is located has a frontage of 192 feet and a depth of 106 
feet aud Jo inches. The proposition is to add 30 feettoits depth. The act under 
which this building has been thus far constructed provides that the ground pur- 
chased therefor shall be of such dimensions as to leave the building unexposed 
to fire by an open space of at least 40 feet, including streets and alleys. The 
building is located on land now belonging to the Government, sufficient in size 
to comply with this provision, and in point of fact more than the open space re- 
quired is left on all sides of the same. There is no pretense that any enlarge- 
ment of the building is necessary or contemplated, 

The report of the committee to which the bill was referred in the House 
simply states that “the grounds on which said building is situated are inade- 
quate for its proper accommodation and safety,” 

If this isso I can see noreason why additional und should not be purchased 
for “the proper accommodation and safety” of a large eee of the pub- 
lic buildings completed and in process of erection, since the provision that there 
shall exist 40 feet of open space on all sides is, I think, cobtained in all the bills 
authorizing their construction. In this view the proposed legislation would 
establish a very bad n 

It is provided in the bill that the additional 30 feet mentioned shall be pur- 
chased for a sum not to exceed $10,000. The adjoining 106 feet and 10 inches,lo- 
cated on the corner of two streets, were purchased in the year 1582 by the Gov- 
ernment for $15,000. The permission to purchase this addition at a price per foot 
greatly in excess of that already owned by the Government scems so unneces- 
sary, except to benefit the owner,that I am of the opinion that it should not be 
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JOHN T. HIGGINS." A 
Mr. McCREARY. Iask unanimous consent to take from the Cal- 


endar for present consideration the bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of | velopes 


John T. Higgins. It is a little bill, and carries only $130. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the Sesretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to pay John T. Higgins, of Lincoln County, Kentucky, 
out of any money in the ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $130 
for necessary expenses as gencral storekeeper in the revenue service of the 
eighth districtof Kentucky. 

The bill was reported by the Committee on Claims with the follow- 
ing amendment: 

And a gauger for two months and six days. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Arkansas, called for the reading of the 
report. 

The report (by Mr. LANHAM) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8307) for tho 
relief of John T. Higgins, have had the same under consideration, and make 
the following report: k 

On the Ist day of December, 1885, John T. Higgins was designated by Hon. 
Thomas S. Bronston, collector of the eighth district of Kentucky, to act as gen- 
eral storekeeper and gauger during the necessary absence of B. M. Burdett, a 
general storekeeper and sanger y 

John T. Higgins performed the duties of said position for the paon of two 
months and six days, during which time his necessary traveling expenses 
amounted to $130, which amount he has never been paid, 

The written statement of Collector Bronston shows that he appointed John T. 

Higgins temporary general storekeeper and gauger during the necessary ab- 
sence of General Storekeeper and Gauger B. M. Burdett, and that said John T. 
Higgins faithfully performed the duties required of him for the said period of 
two months and six days, and that his necessary traveling expenses while thus 
engaged amounted to $130,and Collector Bronston recommends the payment 
of said amount. 
B. M. Burdett was not allowed anything for necessary traveling expenses 
during the said period, but if he had discharged the duties performed by John 
T) he would have been allowed, under the law, his necessary traveling 
expenses. At the time that John T. Higgins was designated as temporary gen- 
eral storekeeper and gauger he was not in the revenue service. 

He was paid his per diem during the time that he acted as temporary general 
storekeeper and gauger, and the Department ruled that there was no fund out 
of which his necessary expenses could be paid. 

It is believed that as he lawfully performed the duties of the absent general 
storekeeperand gauger he should receive the pay and expenses that the ab- 
sent storekeeper and gauger was entitled to when performing the same service. 

Therefore the committee recommend that the bill do pass, with the following 
amendment: e bill in line 7, after the word “storekeeper,” byin- 
serting the words “and gauger for two months and six days.” 


The amendment was adopted. 

The biil as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 

sed. 

er McCREARY moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider bo laid on 
the table. i ; : 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

BRIDGE ACROSS ROCK CREEK, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. ROWELL. Lask unanimous consent to concur in the Senate 

amendment to the bill H. R. 1184. It is merely a formal amend- 


ment. 
The title of the bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 1184) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Rock Creek, 
at Woodley Lane road, in the District of Columbia. 


The amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
In line 18, page 1, strike out “six” and insert “eight.” 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I object. 

Mr. ROWELL. It is merely a verbal amendment changing a date 
and inserting ‘1878’? instead of 1876.“ 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. If it is merely a correction of date I shall 
not object, the bill having already passed the House. Iam utterly 
opposed, however, to the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ROWELL moved to reconsider the vote by which the amend- 
ment was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

POSTAL CRIMES. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I rise to present a report of a conference com- 


mittee. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes and 
amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned, having met, after fall and free 
“conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same. 


; ELI SAULSBURY, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
E. K. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The explanatory statement by the managers on the part of the House 
was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 


The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses on H. R. 7052, beg leave to make the following statement: The amend- 


ment of the Senate makes non-mailable all envelopes or postal-cards, on the out- 
side of which ap: 


* libelous, scurrilous, or threatening delineations,”’ or en- 
or posta on which appears language “ reflecting injuriously upon 
the character or conduct of another.” 

8. R. PETERS, 


A. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House, 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the amendment of the Senate? 

The amendment of the Senate was read. 

Mr. SPRINGER. That is all right. 

The report was adopted. : 

Mr. DOCKERY moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the’ motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

SUPREME COURT OF UTAH. 

Mr. CAINE. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee on Ter- 
ritories be discharged from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1507) 
providing for an additional associate justice for the supreme court of 
the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes; and that it be brought 
before the House for consideration. , 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Utah? 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let the bill be read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill, when, the hour of 5 o’clock 
having arrived, the Speaker pro tempore declared that, pursuant to or- 
der, the House stood adjoarned until 11 o’clock a. m. to-morrow. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. G. A. ANDERSON: A bill (II. R. 10349) granting a pension 
to John Ackles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. J. E. CAMPBELL; A bill (H. R. 10350) granting an increase 
of Pension to Eliza J. Alexander—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 10351) granting a pension to 
John W. Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FORD: A bill (H. R. 10352) granting a pension to Sarah J. 
Clayburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10353) granting a pension to Eliza 
Richardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HUNTER: A bill (H. R. 10354) for the relief of Daniel F. 
Gann—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10355) granting a pension to Ruth Jones—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10356) granting a pension to J. T. Vincent—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: A bill (H. R. 10357) for the relief of James 
B. Grooms—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MCSHANE: A bill (H. R. 10358) granting a pension to 
Webber S. Seavey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ROGERS: A bill (H. R. 10359) for the relief of Sarah Ann 
Vaught—to the Committee on War Claims. — 

By Mr. SIMMONS (by request): A bill (H. R. 10360) to place Henry 
Ze on the retired-list of the Army—to the Committee on Military 

TS.. 

By Mr. STONE, of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 10361) for the relief of 
Charles Wilkenson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10362) for the relief of Isaac Spurr—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10363) for the relief of Stephen Williams—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAULBEE: A bill (H. R. 10364) for the relief of Richard 
Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10365) for the relief of John Samuels—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10366) for the relief of Matilda Cody—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER: A bill (H. R. 10367) granting a pension to Joshua 
Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON; A bill (H. R. 10368) for the relief of Sophia 
Fowler to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 10369) to place the name of An- 
thony Grady on the pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10370) for the relief of Edward Heffner—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 10371) for the relief of James S. Sayler—to the 
Committee on Clainis. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 10372) for the relief of John 
Kalbfleisch—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk 


under the rule, and referred as follows: 
By Mr. J, A. ANDERSON: Petition of Samuel Morehead, of Rob- 


w 
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inson, Kans., for relief to the Committee on the Post- Office andPost- 
Roads. < 8 


By Mr. BLOUNT: Petition of Andrew H. Turner, of Alapaha, Ga., 
for relief to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. C. R. BRECKINRIDGE: Petition of John Lacotts, of Mary 
Lowe, of William A. Kimbrough, of Nancy F. Jones, and of B. M. Crab- 
tree, of Arkansas County, Arkansas, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FELIX CAMPBELL: Mem@ial of Eliza J. Alexander, 
widow of Lieut. Francis Alexander, United States Navy, foran increase 
of ion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FARQUHAR: Resolutions of the Merchants’ Exchange, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of the Nicaragua Canal bill—to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. FORNEY: Petition of citizens of Cullman County, Ala- 
bama, for amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of N. A. Tucker, of Deatonsville, Va., for 
relief—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Abraham Miller, of David L. Wood, of Joseph 
Sharp, of Rosa B. Hill, heir of John H. Batte, of A. R. Shands, jr., 
for heirs of Ann C. Wood, of William B. Shands, trustee for M. C. 
Shands’ children, and of Peter W. Anderson, heir of Francis B. Ander- 
son, of Virginia, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Farmvilleand of Petersburgh, Va., forre- 
peal of the internal-revenue tax on tobacco, and setting forth the suf- 
fering of the trade on account of delay by the Fiftieth Congress—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Military Board of Virginia, for the pending 
bill making appropriations for the maintenance of the militia of the 
States of the Union—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HERBERT. Petition of Sophia Stacey and Alice Stacey, for 
relief—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUNTER: Petition of H. E. Jenkins, of T. T. Roup, of 
Joseph Woorley, of James Oller, of J. M. Oller, of G. W. Woorley, 
and of George H. Galloway, administrator of Logan M. Dishman, of 
Kentucky, for reference of their claims to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of Daniel F. Gann, for removal of charge of desertion— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LAIDLAW: Petition of citizens of Chautauqua County, New 
York, relating to protection to American industries—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. LODGE: Petition of William F. Sears and 32 others, of South 
Harwich; of Addie E. Lake and 107 others, of South Brewster; of 
George W. Breed and 35 others, of Lynn; and of S. R. Keith, and 48 
others, of Malden, Mass., for the repeal of duties on sugar and mo- 
lasses—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCREARY: Petition in favor of bill for reliefof Alexander 
Curd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCULLOGH: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of New Alexandria, Pa., for the immediate repeal of the 
internal-revenue tax on liquor—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLS: Petition of Jones Corgrove, of Navarro County, 
Texas, for relief—to the Committee on War Claims. N 

By Mr. MORGAN: Petition of Mrs. M. A. McCracken, widow of 
David J. McCracken, of Tate County, Mississippi, for reference of her 
claim to the Court of Claims—to Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NEAL: Papers in the case of 8. H. Fox, for relief—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PETERS: Papers in the case of George Prescott, for relief— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, petition and papers in the case of Milton Fuson, for relief—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PHELAN: Petition of William L. McLean, administrator of 
Charles D. McLean, of Shelby County, Tennessee, for reference of his 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RANDALL: Petition of A. F. Owens and others, asking aid 
for the colored people's exposition to be held at Atlanta, Ga., in 1889— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. ' 

By Mr. ROGERS: Petition of numerous citizens of Lonoke, Ark., for 
an amendment of the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mrs. Sarah Ann Vaught, for reference of her claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers in the claim of Sarah Ann Vaught, of Crawford County, 
Arkansas—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: Petition of A. J. Packard and 206 others, 
citizens of Manitowoc, Wis., that that city be made a harbor of refuge, 
and to appropriate $100,000 to construct and maintain said harbor of 
refuge—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


By Mr. J. D. STEWART (by request): Petition of C. C. Davis for 
heirs of Larkin H. Davis, Fulton County, and of heir of William G. C. 
Jones, of Fulton County, Georgia, for reference of their claims to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 


“By Mr. TAULREE: Proof to accompany bill for the relief of Arch 
Huffman—to the Committee on War Clai $ 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Brice Shepherd—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Miles M. Ward—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for the relief of Susan Burnett, of 
Prestonburgh, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WASHINGTON: Petition of Sophia Fowler, for relief to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. W. L. WILSON (by request): Petition of Barbara Kropp, 
for relief—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

The following petition for the repeal or modification of the internal- 
revenue tax of 925 levied on druggists was received and referred to the 
Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. DARLINGTON: Of citizens of Spring City, Chester County, 
Pennsylvania. 


The following petitions for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. REED: Of citizens of East Jefferson and of South Liver- 
more, Me. A 
TAN E. J. TURNER: Of W. T. Davis and others of Ellsworth, 


e following petitions, indorsing the per-diem rated service- ion 
sit based on the principle of paying all soldiers, sailors, and saline ot 
the late war a monthly pension of 1 cent u day for each day they were 
in the service, were severally referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: 
Ey Mr. PETERS: Of Nelson Warren Post, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Danville, Kans. 
By Mr. WADE: Of citizens of Fordland, Nebraska County, Missouri. 
By Mr. THOMAS WILSON: Of John A. Myers Post, Grand Army 
of Republic, of Minnesota. a 
The following petitions, praying for the enactment of a law provid- 
ing temporary aid for common schools, to be disbursed on the basis of 
illiteracy, were severally referred to the Committee on Education: 
By Mr. McCORMICK: Of 126 citizens of Sullivan and Potter Coun- 
ties, Pennsylvania. 
By Mr, O’DONNELL: Of 48 citizens of Calhoun County Michigan. 


The following petitions for an increase of compensation of fourth-class 
postmasters were severally referred to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads: 

By Mr. BLOUNT: Of H. F. Barnes and others, of Butts County, 
Georgia. $ 

By Mr. TAULBEE: Of citizens of Canada, Ky. 

Also, of citizens of West Liberty, Ky. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, June 6, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D. D. 
THE JOURNAL. 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the point of order on the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] tothe diplomatic and 
consular appropriation bill was withdrawn. I had some understand- 
ing that the point of order was withdrawn by unanimous consent yes- 
terday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The recollection of the Chair is that 
the condition of business appears fully stated in the RECORD. Does 
the Senator from Massachusetts submit a motion to amend the Journal? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no interest as having any charge of this matter, 
but the RECORD reads in this way: - 


Mr. SuermMan. I hope that by unanimous consent the appeal may be with- 
drawn, and let the bil be laid aside, so that we may take up the Calendar. 
s 


Mr. CALL. Iam entirely willing for that. å > 
Mr. BUTLER. It seems to me the best way to relieve the Senate of any embar- 
rassment is to adjourn, 


and soon. The Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] then says: 


I will withdraw the appeal and let the bill go over. 

Mr. Suermay, Let the bill go over until to-morrow morning. x 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Then the appeal from the aldon of the Chair 
is withdrawn. k 

e * * * * . * 

ai ery eS Iam informed that there are on the Calendar a number of pen- 

on bi 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, then, will stand on the decision of 


e % 
Mr. CALL, I suppose that would not preyent me from renewing the motion, 


So the point of order was withdrawn, and the suggestion was that 
the Senator from Florida might renew his motion this morning. 

The Chair then said: 

The question will stand on the decision of the Chair. 

The Chair then asked leave, if these proceedings were to be sub- 
mitted to the Senate, to withdraw his decision upon the point of order, 
and submit it to the Senate to be voted upon. That is what was ob- 
jected to by the Senator from Maine. 


cake Hate. I do not wish to consent to the withdrawal of the decision of the 
r. è 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The result will be the same in either event. 

Mr. HALE, I do not wish to consent to it upon so plain a question. > 
Mr. BUTLER. Now, I submitthat the Senator from Maine is making an issue 
with the Chair and is hammering the Chair. 
* . 


+. * 


* 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair asks unanimous consent to withdraw 
his decision upon the point of order. Š 


Mr, Hate. I object. 

Mr, BUTLER. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

. As I understand it, the decision of the Chair stands as the decision 
of the Senate, the appeal having been withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The only obstacle to that conclu- 
sion is that subsequently the state of the vote on the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to lay the appeal on the table 
was announced and no quorum was disclosed, whereupon the Senate 
adjourned. 

Mr. HALE. The condition under which the Senate adjourned comes 
up now, does it not? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not. = 
Mr. HALE. Whenever that comes up I have a proposition to make 
which I think will meet with approval. After the morning business 
is completed that will come up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The only question before the Senate 
now is whether the Journal shall be approved. 

Mr. HOAR. I make no objection. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If no objection be made, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved as read. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Before the regular morning business it is neces- 
to have a briefexecutive session. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the consid- 
eration of executive business. After five minutes spent in executive 
session the doors were reopened. 

JOHANNA LOEWINGER—VETO MESSAGE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 
To the Senate: 

I return without approval Senate bill No. 739, entitled “An act granting a 
pension to Johanna Loewinger.” 

The husband of the beneficiary named in this bill enlisted June 28, 1861, and 
was discharged May S. 1862, upon a surgeon’s certificate of disability. He was 

nsioned for chronic diarrhea. He died July 17,1876. A coroner's inquest was 
Reta, who found by their verdict that the deceased came to his death “from 
suicide by cutting his throat with a razor, caused by long-continued illness.“ 

This inquest was held immediately after the soldier's death, and it appears 
that the case was fully investigated, with full opportunities to discover the 
truth. Upon the verdict found, in the absence of insanity caused by any dis- 
ability, it can hardly be claimed that his death was caused by his military serv- 
ice. The attempts afterwards to impeach this verdict and introduce another 
canse of death do not seem to be successful. 

GROVER CLEVELAND, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, June 5, 1888. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the bill pass, the objections 
of the President of the United States to the contrary notwithstanding? 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the message and bill be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the bill be passed now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
that the message and bill be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. Why not take the question on the passage of the bill? 
1s there objection ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senaior from Minnesota moves 
that the bill with the message of the President of the United States be 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR. As it is suggested that there may be a question as to 
a quorum being present, I do not wish to press the matter; but these 
veto messages, as far as I have ever examined any of them, are uni- 
versally unjust. They nevertheless result in the defeat of the bill. It 
occurred to me that it might be well enough to discuss some of these 
cases in open session and take action upon them. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I desire simply to say that I do not believe one 
solitary statement of the Senator from New Hampshire in regard to 
these vetoes being unjust. If the Senator desires to discuss them the 

- ~ legitimate way is for the Committee on Pensions to report them back 
to the Senate and propose to pass them, notwithstanding the veto. 
Then we shall have a fair chance to discuss them upon their merits. 

Mr. BLAIR. It is a matter of indifference to me whether the Sen- 

ator believes my opinion to be my opinion or not. I express it as my 


k $ — 


opinion. In regard to the propriety of referring the bill and message 
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to the committee, I know that is the regular way, but I suggested 
another way which might result in some discussion and the knowledge 
on the part of the country as to whether these cases thus vetoed are 
properly vetoed upon their meritsor otherwise. Itisofno use tosend 
them to a committee; they do not come back here; and they might as 
well be disposed of when they are first received. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. DAvis] that the bill with 
the accompanying message He referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
order. 


Petitions and memorials are now in 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PADDOCK presented a petition of the Board of Trade of South 
Omaha, Nebr., praying for the passage of the Pacific Railroad funding 
measure, known as the Outhwaite bill; which was referred to the Se- 
lect Committee on the President’s Message transmitting the Report of 
the Pacific Railway Commission. 

Mr. CAMERON presented the petition of J. H. Husted, M. D., and 
25 other citizens of the Sixteenth Congressional district of Pennsyl- 
vania, praying for the passage of the Platt prohibition bill for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL presented a petition of citizens of Lane and Benton 
Counties, Oregon, praying for the passage of amendments to the act of 
May 6, 1886, entitled “An act to protect homestead settlers within 
railroad limits, and for other purposes;’’ which was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the State Grange of Oregon, praying 
for an amendment to the Constitution of the United States providing 
for the election of United States Senators by a direct vote of the peo- 
ple; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. MORGAN presented the petition of G. W. Stidham, delegate of 
the Creek Indians, praying that 500 Creeks be paid for the expenses of 
their emigration to the Indian country west of the Mississippi River; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2764) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- 
Gowan, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report there- 


on. 

Mr. SAWYER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
ferred an amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. MITCHELL to 
the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill for the purpose of reim- 
bursing B. F. Bonham, United. States consul-general at Calcutta, In- 
dia, for transit pay for twenty days’ unavoidable detention at San Fran- 
cisco by sickness on his way from his home in Oregon to his post of 
duty, etc., reported it favorably, and moved that it lie on the table; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 3008) for the relief of P. A. Leatherbury, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1077) for the relief of Mrs. Clara Morris, submitted 
au adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 

Mr. WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 610) for the relief of William Lavery, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1257) for the relief of Mrs, Sarah H. Wood, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


PENSIONS TO PRISONERS OF WAR. 


Mr. QUAY. Iam instructed by the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1770) granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
confined in Confederate prisons, to report it favorably. Majority and 
minority reports will be prepared and filed in this case. I make the 
formal report now in order that the bill may take its place on the Cal- 
endar. As it involves the expenditure of a large amount of money, I 
move that it be printed in the Recorp. It is a brief bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar, and the majority and minority reports when received will be 
printed together. The bill will be printed at length in the RECORD, 
if there be no objection. 

The bill is as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to place on the pension-roll the names of such officers, soldiers, 
sailors, and marines who, while in the service of the United States and while in 
the line of their duty, were taken prisoners of war, and as such confined in so- 
called Confederate prisons, between the Ist of May, 1861, and the lst of May, 
1865, as follows: All who were prisoners of war two months and less than six 
mouths, one-half pension; those who were prisoners of war six months and less 
than twelve months, a three-fourths pension; and all such as were prisoners of 
war twelve months and more than twelve months, a total pension; and, fur- 
thermore, such surviving prisoners of war shall receive $2 per day for each and 
every day’s confinement in said Confederate prisons: Provided, That such pen- 
sion shall in each case begin from the date of the passage of this act, and shall be 
paid at the same time and in the same manner as other pensions are now paid: 


sae, 


~- 


Provided Sraa ile E AT nek epo way PIND te Seas alee Se 
one n, but that such survivors of the led Confederate military 
prisons as are entitled to and are 8 a pension at the time of the passage of 
— act shall be entitled to the increase of their pension which this act may grant 

em. 


MINISTER TO PARAGUAY AND URUGUAY. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam instructed by the Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations to report a resolution, which I ask may be read and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. - 

The resolution was read and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations recommend that the an- 
nual salary of the minister resident and consul-general to Paraguay and Uru- 
guay be increased to the sum of $7,500. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 3105) for the relief of W. H. 
Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3107) for the relief of John Kalbfleisch; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

g AMENDMENTS TO BILLS. 


Mr. SHERMAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the bill (H. R. 3859) for the relief of the Sone and Fleming 
Manufacturing Company (Limited), of the city of New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FAULKNER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the agricultural appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER and Mr. TELLER submitted amendments 
intended to be proposed by them respectively to the District of Colum- 
bia appropriation bill; which were referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

ARTHUR KILL BRIDGE. 

Mr. McPHERSON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be, and it is hereby, directed to 
place before the Senate the recent reportand recommendation of the Secretary 
of War, together with a report of the Board of Engineers, in respect to change of 
plan of the bridge now under construction over Arthur Kill or Kill von Kull be- 
tween Staten Island and the State of New Jersey, and that the reports and ac- 
companying papers be printed for the use of the Senate. 

CREEK INDIAN CLAIM, 

Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior send to the Senate a copy of a re- 

rt made by R. L. Owen, United States Indian agent for the Union ageacy, re- 

ting to the claims of the Indians of the Creek tribe for reimbursement of ex- 

penses of travel and for a year’s support when said Indians were emigrated to 

the Indian country west of the Mississippi River, and any other facts shown on 

the records or files of the Indian Bureau bearing upon the justice of such claim. 
JULIET G. HOWE. 

Mr. PADDOCK. I desire to present the report of a conference com- 
mittee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there beno further morning busi- 
ness that order is closed, and the Chair will receive the conference re- 


port. 
Mr. PADDOCK. I present this report simply to perfect the record. 


It will not be necessary to take action upon it as the House has receded | 


from its amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill (S. 300) granting a pension to Juliet G. 
Howe, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

‘That the House recede from its amendment to said bill. 

ALGERNON 8, PADDOCK, 
©. K. DAVIS, 
D. TURPIE, 

Managers on ihe part of the Senate. 
J. LOGAN CHIPMAN, 
CARLOS FRENCH, 

E. N. MORRILL, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action on the 
part-of the Senate. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
the diplomatie and consular appropriation bill, 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6833) making ap- 
propriations for the diplomatic and consular service of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1889. 

Mr. HALE. In order to relieve the Senate from the condition that 
it found itself in last night, without a quorum, I ask that all proceed- 
ings touching the appeal, the decision of the Chair, and the vote which 
was begun upon the same be vacated by unanimous consent. That 
will bring the Senate back to the consideration of the amendment. 
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The PRESIDENT pro The Senator from Maine asks unani- 
mous consent that the motion of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
eae bos lay the appeal made by the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] 
upon the table, the decision of the Chair, and the interposition of the 
point of order by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] may be with- 
drawn. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. The Committee on Foreign Relations at its meeting 
this morning considered the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Florida and reported it to the Senate, which makes it in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question, therefore; recurs upon 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Florida to amend the 
bill. The amendment will be stated. . 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 3, line 40, it is proposed to strike out 


the words Paraguay and Uruguay,“ and to insert after the words 


San Domingo,” in the forty-fourth line, the words: a 
For minister resident and consul- general at Uruguay and Paraguay, $7,500. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Texas [Mr. COKE] desires to obtain 
the floor for a few minutes to call up a bill. I have no objection my- 
self to that being done. 5 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks unani- 
mous consent that the pending order be informally laid aside. The 
Chair hears no objection. 


RED RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. COKE. TI ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the 
bill (S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway 
Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or near Hooks’ 
Ferry, Red River County, Texas. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with amend- 
ments, 


The first amendment was, in section 2, line 25, to strike out Con- 


gress and insert ‘‘Secretary of War;”? and in line 29 to strike out 
Congress and insert Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 
And the said structure shall be at all times so kept and managed as to offer 


reasonable and proper means for the of vessels through or under said 
structure; and the said structure shall be 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, line 13, to strike out Con- 
gress” and insert Secretary of War;’’ so as to read: 

And if, upon such reasonable notice to said railway company to make such 


change or improvements, the said company fails to do so, the Secretary of War 
shall have the authority to make the same, and all the rights conferred by this 


act shall be forfeited; and the Secretary of War shall have power todo anyand _ 


all things necessary to secure the free navigation of the river. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 
Sec, 4. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the br 


herein authorized be not commenced within one year and completed wit 
three years from the date thereof, p 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and. 
consular service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889. 

Mr. HALE. Because of the amendment just adopted, I move, in line 
41, on page 3, before the word thousand,“ to strike out 40 and in- 
sert 35; so as to read: 

At $5,000 each, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 9, after line 200, I move to insert in con- 
sulates of class 3 ‘‘ Austria-Hungary, consul at Prague;“ so as to read: 


CLASS III. 
At $3,000 per annum. 

Austria-Hungary: 
Consul at Prague. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. MITCHELL. Some time since I submitted an amendment 


which was referred to the Committee on Commerce and reported back 


with a recommendation that it be inserted in this bill, I now offerit. 
I ask to have a very brief letter from the Secretary of State read in 


4938 


ness, the Calendar, under Rule VIII, is in order. 


< 
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support of it and then I will appeal to the Senator in charge to per- 
mit the amendment to go on this bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 19, after line 438, it is proposed to in- 
sert: i 

For the purpose of reimbursing B. F. Bonham, United States consul-general 
at Calcutta, India, for transit pay for twenty days’ unavoidable detention at 
San Francisco by sickness, on his way from Tis home at Salem, Oregon, to his 
post of duty at Calcutta, in December, 1885, $271.74. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The letter of the Secretary of State 
will be read, if there be no objection. . 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT or STATE, Washinglon, April 5, 1888. 


Sm: In reply to your letter of the Sist ultimo, inclosing a proposed amend- 
ment to the bill making appropriations for deficiencies in the diplomatic and 
consular service, ete., ſor the purpose of reimbursing B. F. Bonham, United 
States consul general at Calcutta, India, for transit pay for twenty days’ una- 
yoidable detention at San Francisco by sickness, on his: way from his home at 
Salem, Oregon, to his post of duty at Calcutta, in December, 1885, 8271.74.“ I 
have the honor to inform you that on the 21st day of February, 1887, this De- 
partment addressed a communication to the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
88 of the Senate, the terms of which it now re to the effect that 

r. Bonham's statement concerning the delay in reaching his post was satis- 
factory, and that inasmuch as his claim had been disallowed by the Comptroller, 
it unbesitatingly recommended the Opa Congressional action for his relief. 

Returning herewith, as requested, the inclosure in your letter, I have the 

or to be, sir, your obedient servant, 
T. F, BAYARD. 

Hon. Jons H. MITCHELL, 

United States Senate, 


[Inclosure.] 

Bill for relief of B. F. Bonham. 

Mr. HALE. That is a just and proper claim against the Govern- 
ment. I will say to the Senator from Oregon that none of those mat- 
ters ever go on the consular and diplomatic bill, which simply pro- 
vides for the running force of the Department, but it is proper for the 
deficiency bill which will be at no distant day reported. It may be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations as an amendment to that 


bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Upon that statement I will consent to that ar- 
rangement. I sent it at the last Congress to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, but it was not put in the deficiency bill, and that is why I 
offered it now. However, under the statement made by the Senator in 
charge of the bill, I will consent to withdraw the amendment for the 
present, and will offer it as an amendment to the deficiency bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Oregon withdraws 
the proposed amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to make a verbal amendment in order to 
adapt the bill to the amendment adopted a few moments ago. In line 
247 I move to strike out the letter s“ in the word ‘‘consuls,’’ so 
that it will be in the singular number instead of the plural, and in the 
same line to strike ont the words “and Prague,” after Trieste; so 
as to read: 


Consul at Trieste. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE.. In line 188, before the word thousand, I move to 
strike out “three hundred and seventy-nine”’ and insert three hun- 
dred and eighty; so as to read: 

For salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial agents, $350,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further morning busi- 


The first bill on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

The CHIEF. CLERK. Order of Business 1295, being the bill (H. R. 
8724) to prevent the employment of alien labor upon public buildings 
or other public works and in the various Departments of the Govern- 
ment, etc. 

Mr. CAMERON. Task that the Senate take up in advance of the 
Calendar a bill reported from the Naval Committee in reference to the 
cadets at Annapolis. I do that because the graduation will take place 
in a few days, and if the bill is to pass at all it ought to pass now. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam obliged to leave the Chamber, and I ask the 
Senator from Pennsylvania to yield to me to present a conference report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The conference report is in order and 
will be received. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 
Mr. SPOONER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the d ng votes of the two Houses on 


the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R, 7264) for the erection of a public 


building at Bri 
agreed 


Conn., having met, after full and free conference have 
to recommend do 


recommend to their respective Houses as ws: 


That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendments of the Senate 
and to the same. 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
JOHN C. SPOONER, 
. JUSTIN:S, MORRILL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
WM. H. SOWDEN, 
HERMAN LEHLBACH, 
Managers on the part of tha House, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action on the 


part of the Senate. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BAY CITY, MICH. 
Mr. SPOONER also submitted the following conference report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 7263) for the erection of a publia 
building at Bay City, Mich., having met, after full and free conference have 

to recommendand dorecommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate and agree to the same, 

And the Senate agree to the same, 

JOHN ©. SPOONER, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 

Managera on the part of the Senale. 

— SAMUEL DIBBLE, 

C. NEWTON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report requires no action by the 
Senate. 


NAVAL ACADEMY CADETS, 


Mr. CAMERON. I now ask for the consideration of Order of Busi- 
ness 1386, being Senate bill 2925. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the regular order be laid aside and that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2925) in relation to 
cadets at the Naval Academy. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should like to hear that read. 

Mr. BLAIR. I wish to inquire what effect the motion will have on 
the consideration of the pending bill. I do not desire to yield it pref- 
erence for any length of time certainly. 

Mr. CAMERON. Ido not think this will take more than fifteen 
minutes. The reading of the report will be called for I suppose, 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ' The bill will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BLAIR. If there is to be debate upon it I must object. Ihave 
no desire to obstruct theconvenience of the Senator from Pennsylvania. 
Ifit can be passed without debate and withont obstructing the bill 
which is regularly in order, I shall not object; but there is no reason 
why one bill should be preferred to the other, and the bill now pend- 
ing has been partly discussed, and it would be certainly very conven- 
jent to me to have it disposed of now. $ 

Mr. CAMERON. Istated the reason why I asked for its present con- 
sideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of this bill? - 

Mr. HALE. It is a very important hill and I think it had better go 
over. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine objects, 


JOHN A. DOYLE. 


Mr. QUAY. Before proceeding with the Calendar I ask permission 
of the Senate to move to recommit a bill. It is the bill (S. 2596) to 
increase the pension of John A. Doyle. It was reported adversely by 
the Committee on Pensions, and indefinitely postponed. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
that the vote by which the bill was indefinitely postponed may be re- 
considered and the bill be recommitted to the Committee on Pensions, 
It is so ordered, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

SUSAN E. ALGER. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask leave to enter a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the Senate passed the bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. 
Alger, and that a message be sent to the House of Representatives re- 
questing the return of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporc. 
objection. 


Is there objection to the present con- 


It will be so ordered, if thero be no 


ALIEN LABOR ON PUBLIC WORKS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 8724) to prevent the employment of alien labor upon 
public buildings or other public works and in the various Departments 
of the Government, etc., the pending question being on the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr, TELLER to come in immediately after the en- 
acting clause: ; on 

That all public buildings or public works for which an appropriation shall 
have been made by Congress shall be constructed wholly of materials made and 
prepared within the limits of the United States, and no bid shall be received or 
accepted for the construction of any such public building or public works from 
any person who is not a resident and citizen of the United States or who has not 
declared his intention to become a citizen, and 
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Mr. BLAIR. I hope the Senator from Colorado will not insist upon 
pressing the amendment at this time. It seems to be legitimate mat- 
ter for a new bill, and requires consideration independently of the pro- 
visions of this bill. This bill comes from the House of Representatives, 
and as far as it goes I have heard no fault found with it. An amend- 
ment will be considered hostile to the purpose of the bill itself and may 
endanger its passage. I hope the Senator will not insist upon his 
amendment being voted on at this time. 

Mr. TELLER. This is the only bill that has come from the House 
of Representatives for the protection of American laborers from the com- 
petition of alien labor on this continent on public buildings. It is 
equally important that they should be protected against alien labor on 
the other continent. If, on any principle, the bill as it came from the 
House can be defended, the amendment must be sustained. It has 
nothing to do with anything except public buildings and public works. 
That is all the bill deals with as it comes from the House, and it is all 
the amendment deals with. if the one presents a question of policy 
for the protection of American labor, so does the other. If it is worth 
while to protect American labor against foreign labor at all, it is more 
important that we should protect the American laborer against the for- 
eign labor performed abroad than it is against foreign labor performed 
on this continent. 

In order that the Senate may know what the amendment is, I ask 
that it may be read in connection with the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again read. 

The Chief Clerk read Mr. TELLER’s amendment and the bill. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can not imagine that there can be any serious ob- 
jection to the amendment if the bill is to pass, and I hope the Senate 
will make itself aware of the nature of the bill under consideration. 

That in all advertisements for the erection or construction or compl etion of 
publie buildings or other public works, and in all contracts made under or in 
pursuance of such advertisements, there shall be inserted— 

In the advertisoment and in the contract— 


a condition that no person who is not a bona fide resident within the limits 
of the United States, and who is nota citizen,or who has not declared his in- 
tention to become a citizen thereof, in the manner provided by law, shall be 
employed in the erection, construction, or completion of any public building or 
other public work. 


If gentlemen desire to pass that I will submit, butI think it belongs 
to anarrow and illiberal classof legislation unworthy of the great Amer- 
ican Republic. This bill is intended to command that the vigilant 
eye of the great Republic shall be directed to every public work to the 
end that out of the tens of thousands employed, and the thousands 
and you may say millions of money expended, there shall be no dollar 
given and no day’s work offered to any maa from any foreign country 
who happens to be on this shore, just landed, and desiring honestly to 
earn his bread to keep out of the poor-house—not a day’s work and 
not a dollar to be given to such a man! 

He may be at a very considerable distance from some court before 
which to declare his intention to become a citizen. It is no matter; 
he shall not be permitted to earn his daily bread. 

That is not all. The second section proceeds to say that if any con- 
tractor should happen to employ any such man— willfully” to be 
sure it says—he is to be fined $10 or $50 or $100. No, that does not 
satisfy those who have drawn this bill. The employment of a clerk 
by the contractor to perform sculpture or the apprentice of a sculptor 
or a mason’s apprentice who has not declared his intention—the em- 
ployment of any such one out of twenty thousand employed and 
$10,000,000 expended— 
shall constitute a complete defense in bar against any claim or action against 
the United States for the recovery of any sum or sums under said contract; 
and it shall be the duty of the officer letting any such contract, upon being ad- 


vised that any contractor has knowingly violated the terms of such contract, to 
declare the same forfeited, 


The officer in charge of one of these works, of his own sovereign will, 
at five minutes’ notice, shall declare a $500,000 contract forfeited. Is 
that proceeding with any due regard, any reasonable regard, to the pro- 
portions of offenses? Is it possible to imagine the Czar of Russia (who 
is often held up as about the wickedest man) adopting any more severe 
measures against an American who might find himself stranded on 
Russian soil and desire to earn something before becoming or without 
becoming a Russian citizen? 

There is no gradation in the character of the employés. As I said, 
it may be a man who carries a hod for a week or rolls a wheelbarrow 
for a week to getsomething for his family, or it may be a sculptor; it 
may be a man of art and taste; it may be a man like Brumidi, who 
decorated this Capitol. No matter; if he has not declared his intention 
to become a citizen his employment is to be gnarded against, and if by 
any carelessness or oversight the employer does take him, knowing him 
to be such, then the whole contract is by that one single act forfeited. 

I submit that the bill is out of proportion; I submit that it is a cruel 
and unusual measure. Ifthe Senator from New Hampshire desires to 
punish that class of heinous crimes, let him do it by some fine, or, if he 
chooses, imprisonment. I should think some pecuniary penalty of a 
moderate kind would answer the purpose if the crime is one worth 
taking notice of. 


We are all foreigners. We have none of us been in this country a 


very great while anyhow; and I used to think that measures of this kind 


were narrew and bitter, and I took up arms against the Know-Nothing 
party when I was a young politician. I thought it a party unworthy 
to represent any American. I-would keep out any foreign element, I 
would keep out any large body of men whose sympathies were not in 
accord with our Constitution, or who did not come here to be citizens, 
who came to stay a little while and then go away, who were to any ex- 
tent a dangerous element. We have aright to protect ourselves against 
the fraud, if we may call it so, on our liberal laws by sending paupers 
and criminals here. We are trying to do that by our legislation. . 

I think this is an unn „an extreme, an unusual step. I am 
afraid the Committee on Education and Labor did not give it the con-- 
sideration they should have done; otherwise I am sure they would at 
least have moderated the penalty and would have put in, if necessary, 
some of the old-fashioned words about necessity, charity, and mercy in 
employing men, 

Mr. BLAIR. The Senator from Connecticut finds a little fault with 
the bill because it provides that a contractor willfully violating the law 
shall forfeit his contract; and the Senator supposes that for some lesser 
penalty he should be permitted to violate the law, and proposes to have 
the committee consider the matter and decide after careful examination, 
first, what shall be paid by a contractor for the privilege uf violating the 
law of the country. Why should that be? After prosecution fora a 
criminal offense it is a very usual, a universal condition, that attaches’ 
to any willful violation of law in the performance of a contract with the 
Government that the contract shall be forfeited. That is all there is 
about that. And whether it is good theory or is not good theory is 
of course for the Senate to consider. I am not able to see precisely 
how it is that the Senator from Connecticut can expect the country in 
enacting laws to make some definite provision or fix some definite sum 
or fix some definite consideration for which it will permit this contractor 
to violate the provision of an existing law with reference to which his 
contract was specially made. We have put the provision in this bill, 
which is a general law, if it becomes a law at all, and every contractor 
will have notice of it beforehand; and if he refers to it, he will make his 
contract with a view to it, knowing that if he willfully employs a for- 
eigner or person being a foreigner who has not declared his intention 
to become a citizen of the United States, or who does not actually be- 
come one, his contract shall be forfeited. Of course that being the 
law, he would make his contract with reference to it, and it seems to 
me that it is no hardship whatever if with a full knowledge before- 
hand he makes such contract and then deliberately violates it, the con- 
tract at least should be forfeited. 3 

Of course it is not to be supposed that if he inadvertently or carelessly 
employed any one prohibited by law, though he should perhaps have 
exercised greater caution, he is to be deprived of his contract, and the 
bill does not provide that he shall be deprived then of his rights under 
his contract; but if he willfully does it, if he designedly violates this 
law, then the contract with the Government will be forfeited, and he 
will be obliged to appeal to Congress for such equitable adjustment of 
the amount that may be due him, if he had really conferred great ben- + 
efit on the country by the substantial discharge of his contract, in order 
to get what might be equitably allowed him in the judgment of Con- 


Now, upon the main question which the Senator raises, whether 
this sort of legislation is desirable, that of course we shall decide accord- 
ing to our general views. We have indulged in some legislation touch- 
ing foreigners from the Asiatic shores, and I think the general senti- 
ment of this country is that they should not only be excluded from 
employment by the public, but also from employment by private in- 
dividuals, and excluded from the country itself absolutely and totally. 
And yet I do not know any reason that can be in principle applied to 
the Mongolian, so far as employment after he is in the country is con- 
cerned, which we may not properly apply to any other foreigner what- 
soever. 

The principle of legislation by which we exclude foreigners from the 
occupation of our country, carried to its full extent, it seems to me, is 
certainly all-comprehensive of everything that is contained in the pro- 
visions of this bill. I do not say that persons of our own race should 
not be permitted to come here and become citizens of the United States; 
but that they should come here for temporary purposes with no design 
other than for a time to occupy our land and eat up oursubstance, and 
then go away and give to foreign countries the advantages which they - 
may have derived from a temporary residence here, is strictly within 
theargument which has been made from time to time by our friends on 
the Pacific coast with regard to the Mongolian immigration. It is an 
argument which if it is good for anything is good for any foreigner, so 
far as that part of the subject is concerned. 

Those men who come to this country with the design of becoming 
residents of the United States can have no difficulty whatever in mak- 
ing their application early and at once, and they will do so, and it is 
fair to presume that if they come here in good faith they will do so im- 
mediately upon their arrival. So there can be no hardship whatever 
in the principle of the bill so far as it is applicable to any foreigner who 
is here in good faith desiring to become a citizen of the United States, 

ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator has spoken five min- 
u 
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Nr. BLAIR. Is this proceeding under the five-minute rule? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under Rule VIII. 
Mr. BLAIR. We did not so regard it when the bill was up before, 
Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senator’s time be extended. 
os The PRESIDENT protempore. Is thereobjection to the Senator from 
ew Ham 


pshire proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BLAIR. I will not abuse the privilege. 

Mr. MITCHELL, I wish to ask a question about the third section 
of the bill. 

Mr. BLAIR, I will speak of that later. To refer to it now is not 
exactly in the line of the remarks I was making, and I do not wish to 
be diverted. 

The bill itself is not a new bill. We passed it in the last Congress 
through both Houses. Ido not remember whether the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HAWLEY] opposed it at that time or not; butit rec- 
ommended itself to the judgment of Congress. It reached the Exec- 
utive very late, and failed to become a Jaw, as I am informed, because 
the Executive did not have time for action; at any rate for some reason 
he did not act upon it. 

I do not care to argue the provision. These men have plenty ot 
avenues leſt open to them. The simple question is whether the public 
money derived by taxation on everybody and expended on publie build- 
ings and public works shall in being paid out for labor be paid only to 
those who are or who design to be citizens of the United States? 

As I was saying when the bill was up before, this may be of compar- 
atively little consequence so far as public buildings in the interior of 
the country are concerned. Foreigners going there may be supposed 
to intend to become citizens, though some may be imported in viola- 
tion of law; but all along the Canadian border there has been com- 
plaint that in the erection of public buildings and the construction of 
public works foreigners across the line have been invited over to take 
work away from those who are really residents of the United States, to 
a very large degree, and that contractors encourage this sort of thing; 
and thus it comes to be the case that the public money is really made 
use of to encourage competition with American labor. It ought not to 
be so. I submit that it ought not to be so; and this bill is designed to 
reach primarily that practical evil. 

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] calls attention to the 
third section, which provides that— 

person n vernment of the 
NRA FT F 
abroad) who is not a citizen and resident of the United States or who has not 
previously declared his intention to become a citizen of the United States. 

I do not know the point of the Senator's inquiry. 

, Mr. MITCHELL. The declaration that it shall not be lawful. 
Suppose it is done; how is the prohibition to be enforced? 

Mr. BLAIR. If done at all, it should be done by some authority of 
the Government itself, by the Secretary of the Interior, or by some 
subordinate, or by some other Cabinet officer, or by the President. 

Mr. MITCHELL. But suppose the bill becomes a law with the 
third section, and suppose a subordinate officer retains a person who 
is not a citizen and who does not propose to become a citizen, in one 
of the bureaus in one of the Departments, what are you going to do 

about it? What is your remedy? What is your process? 

Mr. BLAIR. Impeachment and removal from office. Sir, this will 
be a law of the United States, and if in violation of it the head of a 
Department wantonly employs a person whois prohibited by law from 
being employed, in such a case, if it could be shown to be a willful vi- 
olation of the law it would be the business of the House of Represent- 
atives to impeach that officer and of the Senate to try him, and, if the 
proof was complete, convict him, for it would be a violation of his oath. 

Mr. MITCHELL. Would it be a high crime and misdemeanor ? 

Mr. BLAIR. It would be a misdemeanor unquestionably, and a 
high crime, because it would be the commission of official perjury. 

Mr. VANCE. Mr. President, will one objection postpone the con- 
sideration of this bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The rule provides that the objection 
may be interposed at any stage of the proceeding. 

Mr. VANCE. I think it is a very important bill, and I am afraid 
it is a departure from the principles of both the great parties which 
prevail in this country and will be attended with very serious conse- 
quences. Inasmuch as there is evidently a very thin Senate, and prob- 
ably the calling of the roll would disclose the absence of a quorum, I 
object to the further consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over under 
Rule IX. 

Mr. BLAIR. I give notice that I will call it up as soon as possible, 
for it is desirable that the bill should be disposed of. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had agreed to the report of the com- 


mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 
A bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia; and 


_ A bill (H. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
Railway Company of the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the amend- 
ments of the Senate to the following bills: 

A bill (H. R. 1184) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Rock Creek at the Woodley Lane Road, in the District of Columbia; 
5 m an R. 1483) for the erection of a’ public building at Monroe, 

; an 

A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky. z 

The message further announced that the House had receded from 
its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate io the bill (H. R. 
7052) relating to postal crimes, and amendatory of the statutes therein 
mentioned, and agreed to the same. 

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2805) granting a pension 
to Martha F. Woodrum, widow of James Woodrum, deceased; agreed 
to the conference asked by the Senate on the bill and amendment, and 
had appointed Mr. THOMPSON, of California, Mr. CHIPMAN, and Mr. 
HUNTER managers at the conference on its part. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. Pike, 
deceased. 

The message also announced that the Honse had passed the bill (S. 
1507) providing for an additional associate justice of the supreme court 
of the Territory of Utah, and for other purposes, with amendments; 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the bill 
(H. R. 8307) for the relief of John T. Higgins; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate, - 

AMENDMENT TO A BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


SUPREME COURT BUILDING. 


Mr. MORRILL, I desire to call the attention of the Senate toa bill 
at this time, as I must leave the Chamber directly. 

Mr. HOAR. I have morning business to present, but I will wait 
until the Senator gets through. 

Mr. MORRILL. I ask for the consideration of a bill among the first 
on the Calendar that will be reached in regular order, Order of Busi- 
ness 1303, Senate bill 2727. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermontasks unan- 
imous consent that the Senate proceed now to consider the bill (S. 2727) 
authorizing the purchase of a site for a building for the accommodation 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. MORRILL. Isupposed it wasgenerally understood when thesite 
for the library was acquired that in due time an effort would be made 
to acquire the squares upon the opposite side of East Capitol street. It 
is obvious that if we delay this the greater will be the cost of the acq uisi- 
tion, and there is an immediate necessity for different accommodations 
for the Supreme Court. Its members, as well as Congress, fully under- 
stand that they must soon be crowded out of the Capitol. The Supreme 
Court is a co-ordinate branch of the Government, and therefore ought 
to haye accommodations of some dignity and propriety. 

This bill only proposes at the present time the acquisition of the three 
squares directly on the east of the present grounds and north of East 
Capitol street. It will be necessary for us to have them in order to com- 
plete the grounds around the Capitol, but we want them for this pur- 
pose, and some members of the other House think they want them for 
some other purposes. At all events, I think there is a general agree- 
ment in favor of the acquisition of these squares at the present time. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds reported this bill 
unanimously. It isin the same terms as were used for the acquisition 
of the ground where the Library is now being constructed. Lask, there- 
fore, for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2727) authorizing the purchase of a 
site for a building for the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. ' 

Mr. STEWART. I move to amend in section 3, line 5, by striking 
out the words nor the prices at which the respective owners shall have 
heretofore consented in writing to sell the same to the United States.“ 

Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not press that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be first reported 
from the desk. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 3, line 5, after the word thereof,” 
it is proposed to strike out: 

Nor the prices at which the respective owners shall have heretofore consented 
in writing to sell the same to the United States. 

So as to read: ` 


Sec, 3. That the Secretary of the Interior shall be authorized to purchase said 
land, or any part thereof, as soon as practicable, at such prices as may be fixed 
by ay ment between the said Secretary and the respective owners, not ex- 
ceeding the actual cash value thereof, and payment therefor shall be made to 
the respective owners, on the requisitions of the Secretary of the Interior, npon 


the release and conveyance of said jands to the United States by good and suf- 
ficient deeds executed in due form of law. 


Mr. MORRILL. I hope the Senator from Nevada will not insist 
upon the amendment, ‘There are some parties who have offered their 
property at reasonable prices on the valuation as estimated some years 
ago. Other parties are asking more, and theirs will probably not be 
taken without condemnation proceedings. That is precisely the con- 
dition. ‘Therefore I hope the Senator from Nevada will not insist on 
the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. It occurred to me that these prices having been 
offered several years ago, values may have advanced, and while per- 
sons would be willing to negotiate on fair terms, they would not take 
the prices fixed years ago. They may have made improvements since. 
It seems to me we might trust the Secretary of the Interior to make 
the contracts where people are willing to sell at the present cash value, 
which is easily ascertained. This provision might force the whole 
proceeding to be at Jaw and require condemnation in all cases. It 
really takes away the ordinary power we haye given to the Secretary 
of the Interior to contract with persons at the present cash value. It 
seems to me that that is an unusual limitation; and as I understand 
the offer was made several years ago, probably it would not be a fair 
price now. It seems to me we should be more likely to get through 
with the business speedily by leaving this to the Secretary of the In- 
terior. I think it would be safe to allow him to contract with these 
owners according to the present cash value. 

Mr. MORRILL. Iam very sure that any proposition of the kind 
giving unlimited power to purchase will meet with objection in the 
other House, and therefore I hope the Senator will not insist on his 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN HALE’S ESTATE. 


Mr. HOAR, Iam directed by the Committee on Claims to report a 
resolution which I ask to have put on its passage. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the petition of Apollos Hale, administrator of the estate of Ben- 
jamin Hale, and Senate bill 877, referring the claim of Apollos Hale, adminis- 
trator, to the Court of Claims, be referred to the Court of Claims to find and re- 
port the facts relating thereto and the facts concerning any laches of petitioner 
or his intestate in presenting said claim or prosecuting the same, or applying 
for relief against the final action of the Court of Claims therein. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution, the Chair will put the question on 
its adoption. ` The Chair hears none, and the question is on agreeing t 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


NAVAL ACADEMY CADETS. 


Mr. CAMERON. I ask now that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of Order of Business 1386, Senate bill 2925. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] withdraws his objection, as I understand, to its 
consideration, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that the bill (S. 2925) in relation to cadets at the 
Naval Academy be now considered. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word than,“ 
to strike out nineteen“ and insert ‘‘twenty;’’ in line 9, after the 
word ‘‘follows,”’ to strike out ‘‘ fourteen ’’ and insert fifteen;“ so as 
to make the section read: 


That the act of August 5, 1882, making appropriations for the naval service 
be, and is hereby, so amended that the number of appointments from gradu- 
ates of the Naval Academy to yon tas in the lower grades of the line and En- 
pas Corps of the Navy and the Marine Corps shall not be less than twenty 

n each year, to be apportioned as follows: Fifteen to the line, four to the En- 
gineer Corps, and one to the Marine Corps. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 6, after the words ‘‘ages 
of,” to strike out seventeen“ and insert ‘‘sixteen,’’ and before the 
word years“ to strike out “‘twenty-two’’ and insert ‘‘twenty-one;” 
so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That cadets shall be appointed one year in advance of the time of their 
admission to the Academy, except in cases where by reason of death or other 
cause a vacancy occurs which can not be provided for by such appointment in 
advance. Appointees shall be admitted to the Academy only between the ages 
of sixteen and twenty-one years. 


The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, line7, after the word years, 
to strike out: 


No cadet who is reported as deficient in either conduct or studies, and recom- 
mended to be from the Academy, shall, unless upon recommenda- 
tion of the academic , be returned or reappointed or appointed to any 
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place in the Navy before his class shall have left the Academy and received 
their commissions. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. > 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. x 

STEWART & CO. i 

Mr. MITCHELL. There was a resolution passed over on the Cal- 
endar the other day in my absence referring a matter to the Court of 
Claims. I ask that it be now considered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was it passed over without preju- 
dice? ‘ 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir; it is Order of Business 789. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution reported by Mr. MITCHELL from 
the Committee on Claims March 21, 1888, to refer the bill (S. 800) for 
the relief of Stewart & Co. to the Court of Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore: The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 800) entitled *A bill for the relief of Stewart & Co.,“ 
now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be, 
and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the 
8 of the fourteenth section of an act entitled An net to provide for the 

ringing of suits against the Government of the United States,” approved 
3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the 
provens of said section of such act and report to the Senate in accordance 
nerewit 


The resolution was agreed to. 
GEORGETOWN BARGE, DOCK, AND ELEVATOR COMPANY. 


Mr. RIDDLEBERGER,. I ask leave to call up Order of Business 
529, being the bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, 
Dock, Elevator, and Railway Company. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to consider the bill. : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Dorn in the chair). The Chair 
calls the attention of the Senator from Virginia to a verbal mistake in 
the printing in line 41 of section 1. The word on“ should be “‘or;”? 
so as to read: 

Duly authorized route or routes, ete. 


The amendment will be made, if there be no objection. 

Mr. RIDDLEBERGER. Let it be made. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar, Mr. President. 

POSTAL CRIMES. 

Mr. SAWYER. I present a conference report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes 
and amendatory of the statutes therein mentioned, baving met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 


ive Houses as follows: 
That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendment of the Senate, 


and agree to the same, 
ELI SAULSBURY, 
PHILETUS SAWYER, 
E. K. WILSON, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


ALEX. M. DOCKERY,, 
S. R. PETERS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The report requires no action on the 
part of the Senate. 
COURTS AT DULUTH, MINN. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Calendar will be proceeded with 
and the next bill in order will be stated. 

The bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms of the 
United States courts in the district of Minnesota was announced as next 
in order, and the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider it. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with an 
amendment to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That hereafter, and until otherwise provided by law, there shall be held an- 
nually, on the second Monday in September, a term of the district court of the 
United States for the district of Minnesota at the city of Duluth, in said district, 
said term to be in addition to the terms now required by law to be held at the 
cities of St. Paul and Winona, in said district; and a grand and petit jury may 
be summoned to serve at said term of court hereby established. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 


An act providing for the holding a term of the United States district cowrt at 
Duluth, in the district of Minnesota. 
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SUBURBAN RAILWAY COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 905) to incorporate the District of Columbia Suburban 
Railway Company was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia with amendments. The first amendment was, in section 1, line 5, 
before the name Page,“ to strike out Frank! and insert Horace;’’ 
in lines 7 and 8, to strike out the words and created into;’’ in line 
21, after the word “along,” to strike out or“ and insert ‘‘a line;”’ 
in line 22, after the word by,“ to strike out the most eligible ” and 
insert “such;™ in line 23, after the word company,” to strike ont 
„under“ and insert with;“ in line 26, after the word “ by,“ tostrike 
out the most eligible ” andinsert ‘‘such;’’ in line 27, after the word 
“thence,” to insert ‘‘ bordering the proposed park;” in line 28, after 
the word to,“ to strike out P street bridge and insert Woodley 
road; and after the word Potomuc,“ in line 31, to insert: 


Thence eastward with and in the vicinity of the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal 
to the head of M street extended in Georgetown. Also beginning with the in- 
tersection of said rondway on Maryland avenue, at Twelfth street northeast, 
and running thence northward on elfth street east to Boundary street, and 


_ thence northward across Boundary street, passing in the vicinity of the National 


Fair Grounds; thence northward—bearing westward to a point northeast from 
the Soldiers’ Home~—where it will intersect the east and west line of said road: 

That all of the routes herein mentioned shall be subject of the ap- 
proval of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 


So as to make the section read: 

That L. G. Hine, Joseph G. Waters, Charles E. Creecy, W. W. Curtis, John T. 
Mitchell, J. W. Denver, Green B. Raum, Horace Page, Gilbert Moyers, Thomas 
J. Myers, Michael Shaughnessy, John W. Childress, D. W. Glassie, and their as- 
sociates, successors, nnd assigns, are erty. created a body corporate by the 
name, style, and title of Thie District of Columbia Suburban Railway Com- 
pany,” and by that name shall have perpetual succession, and shall be able to 
sue and be sued, plead and be impleaded, defend and be defended in all courts 
of law and equity within the United States, and may make and have a common 
seal. And said corporation is hereby authorized to lay out, locate, construct, 
fornish, maintain, and enjoy a continuous railroad with single or doubie track 
wholly or in part in the District of Colambia, with the necessary switches, tarn- 
outs, depots, stations, and other appurtenances, beginning at or near the inter- 
section of Maryland avenue and First street east, in the city of Washington ; 
thence along said avenue northeast to Boundary street; thence along a line 
near to the Columbia or old Bladensburg road to or near the District line; thence 
by such route as may be determined by the company (with the approval of the 
commissioners: of the District of Columbia), and passing east and north of the 
Soldicrs' Home to or in the vicinity of Brightwood; thence by such route to 
Rock Creek; and thence bordering the proposed park along the valley of Rock 
Creek to Woodley road, with a brauch railroad from some point along Rock 
Creek toa point near Tennallytown; thence to the Potomac River, in the vi- 
cinity of Little Falls of the Potomac; thence eastward with and in the vicinity 
of the 8 and Ohio Canal tothe head of M street extended in George- 
town, Also beginning with the intersection of said roadway on Maryland ave- 
nue, at Twelfth street northeast, and running thence northward on Twelfth 
street cast to Boundary street, and thence northward across Boundary street, 
paene in the vicinity of the National Fair Groundsg, thence north ward—bear- 

g westward to a point northeast from the Soldiers’ Home—where it will in- 
tersect the east and west line of said road: Provided, That all ot the routes 
herein mentioned shall be subject of the approval of the commissioners of the 
District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 2, after the word ‘‘lim- 
its,” to insert the words and along Rock Creek valley; in line 3, 
after the word“ power,“ to insert Which may be approved by the 
commissioners of the District of Columbia;’’ beginning in line 12, after 
the word ‘‘railroad,’’ to strike out the words said company shall al- 
ways maintain along its line of route a suitable fence on each side 
thereof at such places as may be designated by the proper authorities 
of the District of Columbia. The company shall maintain a suitable 
protection along their line outside the city limits,” and insert ‘‘at such 
place or places as may be approved by the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and from such place make connection with other 
street railways;’’ so as to make the section road: 

Src, 2. Said company may run and operate their trains and cars within the 
city limits and along Kock Creek valley by means of any motive power which 
may be approved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia other than 
that created by steam in locomotive engines; and they are bereby empowered 
to construct and make all necessary bridges and culverts, and also necessary 
trenches and excavations for cables,and to place and work therein motive ap- 
paratus, tubing, cables, and machinery,and erect the necessary buildings and 
operating engines and other machinery and ara ie pee required in the con- 
struction and operation of their railroad at such place or places as may be ap- 
proved by the commissioners of the District of Columbia, and from such place 
make connection with other street railways. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, to strike out in lines 1, 2, and 
3, the following words, ‘the capital stock of said company shall not 
exceed $1,000,000 and be not less than $250,000,” and insert said 
company is hereby authorized to issue its capital stock to an amount 
not to exceed the actual cost, more than 10 per cent. of the right of 
way, construction and equipment, motive power, and such land and 
buildings as may be necessary to said road;’’ in line 23, to strike out 
the words ‘‘ and the highest bidder shall be taken to be the person who 
offers’? and insert the words and the u who offers; in line 26, 
after the word ‘‘due,’’ to insert “shall be taken to be the highest 
bidder, and such shall be conducted;’’ and in line 30, after the word 
„nid, to strike out body and insert ‘‘corporation;”’ so as to 
make the section read: 

Seo, 3. Said company is hereby 
amount not to ex the actual 


authorized to issue its capital stock to an 

of the tof 
way, constra ings 
as may be necessary to said road, in shares of $50 cach. Said company shall re- 


quire the subscribers to the capital stock to pay in cash tothe treasurer appointed 
by the corporators the amounts severally subseribed by them as follows, namely: 
Ten per cent. at the time of subscribing and 5 per cent. each thirty days there- 
after until 50 per cent. thereof shall have been paid, the balance of such sub, 
scription to be paid at such times and such amounts as the board of directors 
may require; and no snbscription shall be deemed valid unless the 10 per cent. 
thereof shall be paid at the time of subscribing, as hereinbefore provided; and 
if any stockholder shall refuse er neglect to pay any installment as aforesaid 
or as required by resolution of the board of directors after reasonable notice of 
the samme, the said board of directors may sell at public auction, to the highest 
bidder, so many shares of his stock as shall pay said installments, and the per- 
son who offers to purchase the least number of shares for the assesxment due 
shall be taken to be the highest bidder, and such shall be conducted under such 
general regulations as may be adopted in the by-laws of said company ; but no 
stock shall be sold for less than the total assessments due and payable, or said 
corporation may sue and collect the same from any delinquent subscriber in 
any court of competent jurisdiction, ~ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 14, after the word na- 
tional,” to strike ont banking house“ and insert bank;“ so as to 
read: 

Provided further, That nothing shall be received in payment of the 10 per cent. 
atthe time of subscribing except lawful money or certilficd checks from any 
established national bank. 

The amendment was agreed to. s 

Thenextamendment was, insection 4, line22, before the word news- 
papers,“ to strike ont ‘‘public’’ and insert ‘‘daily;’’ so as to read: 

And when the books of subscription to the capital stock of said company shall 
be closed, the corporators named in the first section, their associates, success- 
ors, or assigns, or a majority of them, and in case any of them refuse or neglect 
to act, then a majority of the remainder shall, within twenty days thereafter, 
call the first meeting of the stockholders of said company, to meet within ten 
days thereafter, for the choice of directors, of which public notice shall be given 
for five days in two daily newspapers published in the city of Washington, and 
by written personal notice to be mailed to the address of each stockholder by 
the clerk of the corporation. a 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 31, after the words for- 
feiture of, to strike out all chartered rights and privileges granted 
to said company. That the iron or steel used in the construction of 
said road shall be of American manufacture, and insert“ this charter;’’ 
so as to make the proviso read: - 

Provided, That it shall be unlawful for the company hereby incorporated to 
consolidate with any other road company now in existence or which may 
be hereafter chartered, and any such consolidation shall of itself operate as a 
forfeiture of this charter, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the end of section 5, to add the follow- 
ing proviso: 

Provided, That within the city limits six tickets shall be sold for 2 cents. 

The amendment was agreed to. i 

The next amendment was to strike out section 6, as follows: 

SEC. 6. That the said road and its branches shall be deemed real estate, and 
they, together with other real property and personal property of said body cor- 
porate, shall be liable to taxation as other real estate and personal property in 
the city or District of Columbia as aforesaid, except as hereinafter crowned. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [7] 6, line 10, after the word 
trucks,“ to insert and rails;“ in line 11, after the word “order,” 
to insert ‘‘ with such kind and character of pavement as shall be desig- 
nated by the commissioners of the District of Columbia;’’ in line 15, 
before District of Columbia,” to insert authorities of the;“ and in 
line 17, after the word ‘‘avenues,” to strike out and the average 
thereof, as may be under their authority and control;’’ so as to make 
the section read: 

Sec. 6. Thaf within the city limits the said railway shall be laid in the center 
of the avenues and streets, as near as may be, in the most approved manner 
adapted for street railways, with rails of the most approved pattern, laid uponan 
even surface with the pavement of the street,and the space between the two 
tracks shall not be more than 4 feet,and the gauge to correspond with that of 
other city railroads, and the said corporation shall be bound to keep said tracks, 
and for the space of 2 feet beyond the outer rail thereof. and also the space between 
the tracks and rails, at all times well paved and in good order, with such kind and 
character of pavement as shall be designated by the commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, without expense to the United States or the District of Co- 
lumbia: Provided, That nothing in this act shall prevent the authorities of the 
District of Columbia, at any time, at their option, from altering the grade or 
otherwise improving such streets and avenues; and in such event it shall be 


the duty of said company to change their said so as to conform to such 
grade as may have been established. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [8] 7, line 2, before the word 
„convenient,“ to insert the word ‘‘such;” in line 3, after the word 
„points,“ to insert “as the commissioners of the District may ap- 
prove;’’ and in line 10, after the word ‘‘said,’’ to strike out gruntees 
and insert ‘‘company;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec. 7, That it shall be lawful for said company and its suecessors or assigns 
to erect and maintain, at such convenient and suitable points as the commis- 
sioners of the District may approve, along the line of streets or avenues 
under which wires or cables are placed, steam-engines and boilers of suflicient 

wer, and to connect the same with snid wires or cables, and it shall not be 
awful to opel their cars over said railroad, or any part thereof, at a rate of 
speed exceeding 8 miles per hour within the city limits; and for each violation 
of this provision said company, their successors’or as case may be, 
shall be subject to a penalty.of $50, to be recovered in any court of competent 
jurisdiction at the suit of the commissioners of the District of Columbia, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section [9] 8, line 8, after the word “‘re- 
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quire,““ to insert ‘‘subject to the approval of the commissioners of the 
District;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sec, 8. That the said company shall place first-class cars on said railways, with 
all the modern improvements for the safety, convenience, and comfort of pas- 
sengers, and shall run cara thereon as oſten as the public convenience may re- 

uire. And said company shall also provide such rooms, ticket of- 

„workshops, stables, depots, and necessary bu mre at such points as the 
business of the railrond and the convenience of the public may require, subject 
to the approval of the commissioners of the District; and they are hereby au- 
thorized to lay such rails through transverse or other streets as may be neces- 
sary forthe exclusive purpose of connecting said workshops, stables, and depots 
with the main tracks. The said company is hereby authorized to purchase or 
lease such lands or buildings as may be necessary for said passenger rooms, 
ticket offices, workshops, stables, and depots. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, insection [11] 10, line2, before the words 
board of,” to strike out the” and insert a; in the same line, 
after the words board of, to insert ‘‘nine;’’ in line 3, after the word 
directors to strike out nine in number;’’ in line 5, before the 
word ‘‘duly,’’ to insert until their successors are; in line 6, after 
the word qualified,“ to strike ont “ to take their places as directors; 
in line 15, before the word ‘‘yacancy,’’ to strike out the“ and insert 
“such; ” and after ‘‘ vacancy ’’ tostrike out thus occasioned thereby; 
so as to make the section read: 


Src. 10. That the government and direction of the affairs of the company shall 
be vested in a board of nine directors, who shall be members of the company, 
and who shall hold their office for one year. and until their sucoessors are duly 
elected and qualified; and the said directors (a majority of whom shall be a 
quorum) shall elect one of their number to be president of the board, who shall 
also be president of the company, and they shall also choose a vice-president, a 
secretary, and a treasurer, whoshall each give bonds with surety tosaid company 
in snch sum as the said directors may require for the faithful discharge of his 
trust. In the case of a vacancy in the board of directors by the death, resigna- 
tion, or otherwise, of any director, such vacancy shall be filled by. the remain- 
ing directors. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [12] 11, line 9, after the word 
“condemnation,” tostrike out and also to issue bonds, secured by mort- 
gage of its franchises and property, real and personal, but the amount 
of such bonds shall not exceed $20,000 per mile;*’ so as to make the sec- 
tion read: i 

Sec. 11. That the directors shall have power to make and preseribe such by- 
Jaws, rules, and regulations as they shall deem needful and proper touching 
the disposition and managenient of the stock, property, estate, and effects of 
the company, not contrary to the charter or to the laws of the United States 
and the rasi A Posat of the District of Columbia, and the said corporation shall 
have the right to obtain the right of way for their said railway either by pur- 
chase, lease, gift, or condemnation, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [13] 12, line 6, after the word 
‘t prescribe,” to strike out and the said directors shall annually make 
a report in writing of their doings to the corporation;“ so as to read: 


Sec. 12. That the principal office of the company shall be in Washington 
City, and there shall be an annual meeting of stockholders for choice of di- 
rectors, to be holden there at such time and place, under such conditions, and 
upon such notice as the said company in their by-laws may prescribe. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the end of section [13] 12, to insert: 


That said railway company shall, on or before the 15th of January of cach year, 
make a report to Congress of the names of all the stockholders therein and the 
amount of stock held by-esch, together with a detailed statement of the receipis 
and expenditures, from whatever source and on whatever account, for the pre- 
ceding year ending December the 3lst, which report shall be verified by affidavit 
of the president and secretary of said company; and if said report is not made 
at the time specified, or within ten days thereafter, it shall be the duty of the 
commissioners to cause to be instituted judicial proceedings to forieit this 
charter; and said company shall pay to the District of Columbia, in lieu of taxes 

Ne property, including cars and motive power, each year, 4 per 
cènt. of its gross ngs, Which amount shall be payable to the collector of 
taxes at the times and in the manner that other taxes are now due and payable, 
and subject to the same penalties on arrears; and the franc! and property of 
said company, both real and personal, to a suficient amount, may be seized and 
sold in satisfaction thereof, as now provided by law for the sale of other prop- 
erty for taxes; and said per cent. of its gross earnings shall be in lieu of ali 
other assessments of personal taxes upon its property, used solely and exclu- 
sively in the operation and management of said railway. Its real estate shall 
be taxed as other real estate in the District: Provided, That its tracks and right 
of way shall not be taxed as real estate. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [14] 13, after the word ‘‘dol- 
lars” at the end of line 10, to strike out to said company;’’ in line 
12, before the word liable,“ to strike out remain, andinsert ‘*be;’? 
after liable“ to insert to said company;’’ and in line 16, after the 
word committed.“ to strike out unless the offender is beyond the 
jurisdiction of the courts of the District of Coluinbia;”’ so as to make the 
section read: 

Sec. 13. That said company shall have ut all times the free and uninterrupted 
use of the roadway, and if any person or persons shall willfully, mischievously, 
and unnecessarily or impede the passage of the cars of said railway 
with a vebicle or vehicles, or ise, or in any manner molest or interfere 
with passengers or operatives while in transit, or destroy or injure the cars of 
said railway, or depots, stations, or other y belonging to said company, 
Lost geroes or persons so offending shall forfeit and pay for each such offense 
not than twenty-five nor more than one hundred dollars, to he recovered as 
other fines and penalties in said District, and shall be Hable to said company, in 
addition to said penalty, for any loss or damage occasioned by his or her or their 


act as aforesaid; but no suit shall be brought unless commenced within sixty 
days after such offense have committed, 


The amendment was agreed to, 


The next amendment was, in section [15] 14, in line 6, after the word 
‘Jawful,’’ to strike out ‘‘general;’’ so as to make the section read: 


Sxc. 14. That no person shall be prohibited the right to travel on any part 
of said road, or ejected from the cars by the com y's cmplorés, for any other 
cause than that of being drunk, disorderly, unclean, or contagious! y diseased, 
or refusing to pay the legal fare exacted, or to comply with the lawful regula- 
tions of the company. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section [16] 15, line 7, after the word 
Columbia, to insert and use said tracks in common with such com- 
pany,” and in line 10, after the word District,“ to insert “and upon 
such terms as may be agreed upon by the companies or fixed by the 
supreme court of the District;’’ so as to make the section read: y 

Sec. 15. That the co: ion hereby created shall not have powcr to construct 
any part of their road, or ils extensions or branches, in or upon any of the 
Squares or other reserved lands in the city of Washington, nor in or upon the 
lands of the Soldiers’ Home, or of any cemetery in the District; but they may 
cross, connect with, and coincide with the lines of any other railway company 
within the District of Columbia, and use said tracks in common with such come- 
pany, under such regulations as may be mude by the proper authority of the 

istrict, and upon such terms as may be agreed upon by the companies or fixed 
by the supreme court of the District, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to strike out section 17, as follows: 


Sec, 17. That this act may at any time be altered, amended, or repealed by 
the Congress of the United States. 


The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 
Sec. 16. That if the work of construction is not commenced in one year and 
completed within three years from the passage of this act, such failure shall 
operate as a forfeiture of this charter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as a new section the following: 
Sec. 17, That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act ab 
any time. 

The amendment was agreed to. ` F 

Mr. PLATT. When the bill comes into the Senate I shall reserve 
onè amendment for a separate vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Connecticut 
indicate the amendment upon which he desires a separate vote? 

Mr. PLATT. It is the amendment on page 6, from lines 31 to 34. 

The bili was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be concurred 
in, if there be no objection, except the one indicated by the Senator 
from Connecticut, upon which the question is, Shall the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole be concurred in by the Senate? 
The amendment will be stated. - 

The CHIEF CLERK. After the words “forfeiture of,” the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, struck out the words: 

All chartered rights and privileges granted to said company. That the iron 
orsteel used in the construction of said road shall be of American manufacture, 
And inserted: 
This charter, 
Mr. PLATT. I should like to have the amendment agreed to in- 
serting the words this charter“ in place of the first words stricken 
out, namely. all chartered rights and privileges granted to said com- 
pany.” Then that will leave the remainder of the proposed amend- 
ment to be acted upon, which is to strike out the words: 

That the iron or steel used in the construction of said road shall be of Ameri- 
can manufacture. 
It is upon this question that I wish to take the sense of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The Cuter CLERK. Strike out the words “all chartered rights and 
privileges granted to said company“ and insert this charter; so as 
to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That it shall be unlawful for the company hereby incorporated to 
consolidate with any other railroad company now in existence or which may 
be hereafter chartered, and any such consolidation shall of itself operate as a 
forfeiture of this charter, 


Mr. PLATT. Now, the question being divided, I move that the 
Senate non- concur in so much of the amendment as proposes to strike 
out the words: 


That the iron or steel used in the construction of said road shall be of Amer- 
ican manufacture. 


It is not fifteen minutes since we passed a bill relating to a dock and 
barge company in the District of Columbia in which that clause was 
contained. It seems to me that the Senate ought to be consistent, and 
inasmuch as the parties to this proposed charter have been perfectly 
willing that that clause should remain in the charter, I think it ought 
not to be stricken ont. 
ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair understands the first part 
of the amendment to be agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, inserting the words this charter” in place of 
the words all chartered rights and privileges granted to said com- 

ny.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The first part 


of the amendment 


will be concurred in if there be no objection. The question is on eon- 
curring in the second part of the t. N 
The second part of the amendment was non-concurred in, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimons consent to go to the Calendar of 
pension cases. 

Mr. PLATT. We are almost to them. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The Senator from Iowa asks unani- 
mous consent that the Senate proceed now to the consideration of private 

ion bills upon the Calendar reported favorably and to which there 
is no objection. Is there objection to that course. 

Mr. VANCE. Why can we not take all the bills as they come? 
We are almost upon the pension bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. VANCE. No, I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection. 
first private pension bill on the Calendar will be announced. 

Mr. TELLER. That is simply for to-day, I suppose. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, for to-day. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the remainder of this day, or 
until the private pension cases are disposed of. Order of Business 1315, 
Senate bill 849, is the first pension bill to be considered. 

MORGAN GORDON. 

The bill (S. 849) granting a pension to Morgan Gordon was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Morgan Gordon, late of Company G, One hundred and 
twenty-fourth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE REILLY. 

The bill (S. 2677) granting a pension to Jane Reilly was considered 
as in Commitfee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, after the word 
„Cavalry,“ at the end of line 6, to strike out to date from Decem- 
ber 25, 1861, and otherwise; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll the name of Jane Reilly, 
widow of Alexander M. Reilly, late sergeant of Company M, First New York 
(Lincoln's) Volunteer Cavalry, subject to the limitations and provisions of the 
pension laws, 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; À 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
MINERVA TILLEY. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What wasdone with Order of Business 1312, Sen- 
ate bill 2921? 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was inadvertently omitted in the 
call of the Calendar. It will now be read. 

The Comer CLERK. A bill (S. 2921) granting a pension to Minerva 
Tilley. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is compelled to withdraw 
the admission made by him in response to the Senator from Missouri. 
This bill has never been reported favorably from the committee, but 
it was introduced by the Senator from North Carolinia [Mr. VANCE], 
read twice, and placed on the Calendar without any action by a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then how did the report come to be made? 

Mr. VANCE. The report was made in connection with the peti- 
tion. The petition was adversely reported and the report placed on 
the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill does not come within the 
agreement of the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar does not show that it was an ad- 
verse report. The Calendar states that that bill was introduced by 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] and read twice. Re- 
port No. 1263 on petition of Minerva Tilley.” The Calendar ought to 
show that it was an adverse report. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill does not come within the 
agreement, and will be passed over. 

HARRISON WAGNER. 

The bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner was con- 

ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, after the word 
„Maryland,“ in line 7, to insert and pay him at the rate of $25 per 
month;’’ so as to make the bill read: 4 


elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions and 

on laws, the name of Harrison Wagner, late a nurse in 

o. 1, Frederick, Md., and pay him at the rate of $25 per month, 


The 


Be 
thorized and 
limitations of the 
general hospital 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 


was concurred in. i 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 


time, and passed, 


SOPHIA SCHIMMELFENNIG. `^ 

The bill (8. 2879) increasing the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, 
widow of Alexander Schimmel fennig, late brigadier-general and major- 
general by brevet, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to increase the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, widow of 
Alexander Schimmelfennig, deceased, late brigadier-general and major- 
general by brevet, to $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES E. PORTER. 


The bill (H. R. 6552) to increase the pension of James R. Porter 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on 
the pension-roil the name of James R. Porter, late colonel of the One 
hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CAROLINE R. IAZELTINE. 


The bill (S. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Hazeltine was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Caroline R. Hazeltine, mother of Edward C. 
Hazeltine, late ensign in the United States Navy from New Hamp- 
shire at the rate of $15 per month. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN ST, CYR. 


The bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ellen St. Cyr, widow of Abner St. Cyr, late a 
first lieutenant in Company G, Fourth Regiment Minnesota Volun- 
teers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SAMUEL A. TATE, 


The bill (S. 2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Samuel A. Tate, late of Company I, Fortieth 
Regiment Illinois Volunteers, at the rate of $24 per month, in lieu of 
the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARITY J. TOWNS AND MINOR CHILDREN, 


The bill (S. 2782) granting a petition to Charity J. Towns and minor 
children was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Charity J. Towns, the widow 
of Arthur D. Towns, late private of Company B, Seventy-second Regi- 
ment of New York Volunteer Infantry, and the names of Jessie Mabel 
Towns, born January 20, 1873; Edwin M. Towns, born November 15, 
1875; Nellie B. Towns, born January 20, 1881, and Pearl L. Towns, 
born January 27, 1886, sons and daughters of Arthur D. Towns, late 
a private of Company B, Seventy-second Regiment of New York Vol- 
unteers. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the report be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report of the committee will be 
read, 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. Davis 
May 15, 1888: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S, 2782) grantin; 
a pension to Charity J. Towns and minor children, have examined the same, ani 


report: 

Phe claim covered by the bill is for the widow of a pensioned soldier and four 
minor children, The husband drew a pension for disabilities created by gun- 
shot wounds in the right shoulder and thigh received at the battle of Williams- 
burgh, Va., in May, 1862. He died August 18, 1887, of Bright's disease of the 
kidneys, leaving his wife and children destitute. The widow's application for 
pension was disallowed on the ground voll panne part disconnection between 
the wound for which the soldier was pensioned and the disease with which he 
died, This is probably technically true; but it is also probably true that the 
draining effects of gunshot wounds in the shoulder and thigh, severe enough to 
entitle the soldier to a pension, and suffered during a term of twenty-five years, 
were also severe enough to render his system less able to resist the fatal kidney 
disease, and to hasten his death, if it did not cause it; and in such a case, ona 
question between sustaining a pathological theory, on the one hand, and a pen- 
sioner’s destitute widow and orphans, on the other, the committee, in the spirit 
of the pension laws, vote for the latter. 

The committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. PLATT. Ido not understand this bill. It proposes to put on 
the pension-rolls, according to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws, the name of the widow and five children. It does not 
state the amount which is to be paid to any of them. I should like 
to inquire what the operation of the act would be, whether it would 
be to pension the widow and each of the children at $8 or $12a month, 
as the case may be, or whether it would be one pension to be divided 
between them. From a hasty examination of the bill I am uncertain 
about it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The same point su itself to me, and not 
seeing in the Chamber the Senator from Mi ta [Mr. DAv1s] who 
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sid ak the bill, I will suggest an amendment which will settle tlie 
question. 

Mr. PLATT. I think perhaps it had better be passed over for the 
present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresume the intention of the bill is to give them 
the rate of pension they would have received if the Pension Office had 
decided that they were entitled to a pension under existing law. 

Mr. PLATT. That would give each of the children $2. month un- 
til arrival at the age of sixteen? _ 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, and the widow $12. I suggest that the 
amendment be made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missouri will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to add to the bill: 

And to 1 h pension as they would v e 
pension Aar esas ea be 5 . 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

MARY M. STRONG. 

The bill (S. 2162) for the relief of Mary M. Strong was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Mary M. Strong, widow of Thomas J. Strong, late lieu- 
tenant-colonel of the Sixteenth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEMUEL S. SKINNER. 

The bill (S. 2666) granting a pension to L. B. Skinner was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 5 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, before 
the name Skinner,“ to strike out the initials ‘‘L. B.” and insert 
“ Lemuel S.;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enaeled ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisionsand 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lemuel S. Skinner, late of Com- 
pany I, One hundred and twenty-third New York Volunteer Infantry. 


The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Lemuel S. Skinner.“ 

ISSUE OF COIN CERTIFICATES. 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed to offer a 
resolution at this time to lie on the table and be printed. Let it be 
read. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the resolu- 
tion submitted by the Senator from Nevada will be read. 
The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 


Resolved, That subdivision 3 of Rule XVI be suspended so that the amend- 
ment hereinafter set out shall be in order to House bill 9377, making appropri- 
ations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government 
for the fiscal year ending with June 30, 1889, and for other p the amend- 
ment to be inserted in the bill immediately following the several appropria- 
tions therein contained for the United States mints and assay offices. 


The following is the proposed amendment: 


That any person may deposit at any mint or assay office of the United States 
either gold or silver bullion, or both, in quantities of not less than ö ounces of 
gold or 80 ounces of silver and demand and receive coin certificates therefor at 
the rate of $1 in certificates for 25.8 grains troy weight of standard gold nine- 
tenths fine; and at the rate ot $1 in certificates for 412} grains troy weight of 
standard silver nine-tenths fine. 

The coin certificates issued under the provisions of this section shall be of such 
denominations as the Secretary of the ury shall prescribe: Provided, That 
they shall not be of less denomination than $L or more than $1,000, and that one- 
half of the amount issued shall be in denominations less than $50, and shall be 
redeemable in gold or silver coin at the option of the United States. And the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall cause to be carried from time to time such por- 
tions of the bullion deposited under the provisions of this section as may be nec- 
essary to enable him to furni sh coinfor the redemption of such certificates. 

The coin certificates issued under the provisions of this section shall bea legal 
tender at their nominal value for all dues, public and private, except where 
otherwise expressly stipulated in contracts heretofore made, and when such 
certificates shall be received for public dues they shall be reissued. And asuf- 
ficient sum to carry out the foregoing provisions of this section is hereby appro- 
priated out of ony. money in the Treasury not otherwise a propriated. And the 

rovision in section 1 of the act of February 28, 1875, entitled An act to author- 

ze the coinage of the standard dollar and to restore itslegal-tender character.“ 
which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 1 at the market price 
thereof not less than $2,000,000 worth of silver bullion per month, nor more thau 
$4,000,000 worth per month of such bullion, is hereby repealed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will lieon the table, 
and be printed. 

Mr. STEWART. I give notice that I shall call the resolution up to- 
morrow for consideration. 

Mr. HOAR. For the purpose of addressing the Senate? 

Mr. STEWART, No, for its passage. 

WASHINGTON T. OTEY. ; 
The bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey was 
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considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Washington T. Otey, late a lientenant of Com- 
pany F, of the Sixty-second Regiment Illinois Infantry Volunteers, at 
the rate of $12 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. LOUISA WARD. , 

The bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
pension-roll the name of Louisa Ward, mother of Edgar A. Ward, who 
served as a private in Company H, Twelfth Iowa Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EPHRAIM REYNOLDS. 


The bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynolds was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Ephraim Reynolds, of Monroe, Me., late a 
private in Company F, Twenty-sixth Regiment of Maine Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SMITH V. CAMPBELL. 


The bill (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 
pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place the name of Smith V. Campbell, late assistant surgeon 
of Twenty-third Iowa Volunteer Infantry, on the pension-rol!. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ALPHEUS DYER. 


The bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Alpheus Dyer, of Belfast, Me.; late a private 
in the One hundredth Regiment of Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LINNAEUS W. RISLEY. 


The bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linnaeus W. Risley was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propeses to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Linnaeus W. Risley, late of Company D, Eight- 
eenth Indiana Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SALLY B. WILSON. 


The bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Sally B. Wilson, wife of Franklin Wilson, late a 
private in Company B, Seventy-second Regiment Enrolled Missouri 
Militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANDREW J. FOUST. 


The bill (S. 2683) granting a pension to Andrew J. Foust was con- 
sidered asin Committeeofthe Whole. Itproposes to place upon the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Andrew J. Foust, Company B, One hundred and 
twenty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H. n. WELSH. 

The bill (S. 2842) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
Welsh was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of William H. H. Welsh, late of 
Company F, Thirty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, at the 
rate of $18 per month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M. FROST. 

The bill (S. 2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James M. Frost, late a member of Company 
A, First Regiment of Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EZRA E. ANNIS. l 

The bill (S. 2746) granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to para on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Ezra E. Annis, dependent father of John B. Annis, 
late hospital steward Seventy-second Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HARRIET WELCH. 

The bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch was consid- 

ered as in Committee ofthe Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
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sion-roll the name of Harriet Welch, widow of Cyraneous Welch, late 
a private in Company C, Thirty-eighth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteers. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WARREN OHAYVER. 

The bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver was con- 
-sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
, sion-roll the name of Warren Ohaver, late of Company A, Fifty-third 
Regiment Indiana Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES W. POAG. 

The bill (H. R. 9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag wascon- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James W. Poag, late private Company M, Seven- 
teenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SAMUEL M’CLURE. 

The bill (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Samuel McClure, late a private in Company 
b Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, at $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MRS. THERESE GUELICH. 


The bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Therese Guelich was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Mrs, Therese Guelich, a volunteer nurse 
in the late war, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GEORGE W. WILBURN. 


The bill (S. 1750) granting a pension to George W. Wilburn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of George W. Wilburn, late of Company K, Second 
District of Columbia Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE SIMMONDS. 

The bill (S. 876) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion- roll the name of Catharine Simmonds, widow of William E. Sim- 
monds, late first sergeant of Battery L, First Régiment United States 
Artillery, enlisted under the name of William E. Scott. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DANIEL K. SMITH. 

The bill (S. 2101) granting a pension to Daniel K. Smith was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Daniel K. Smith, dependent father of J. B. 
Smith, late of Company A, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADRIAN C. DODGE. 

The bill (S. 885) to increase the pension of Adrian C. Dodge was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 

on-roll the name of Adrian C. Dodge, late a private in Company 
EN Nineteenth Maine Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu 
cr che pension which he now receives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY O'NEIL. 

The bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O' Neil was consid- 
ered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Mary O' Neil, sister of Thomas C. O’ Neil, late captain 
of Company E, Twenty-fifth Massachusetts Volunteers, and to pay to 
her legally constituted guardian $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


“LYDIA A. HICKS, 


The bill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 
ion-roll the name of Lydia A. Hicks, the widow of John Hicks, 
5 a private in Company I, Sixty-fifth Regiment New York Volun- 


terne bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


. MILTON JUDD. 
The bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd was con- 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It provides that Milton Judd, 
a pensioner of the United States, a soldier in the late civil war, in Com- 
pany B, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, shall be 
allowed a pension at the rate of $45 per month, in lieu of $36 per 
month, as now allowed. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SHADRACH BROWN. 


The bill (S. 2733) granting an irfcrease of pension to Shadrach Brown 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Shadrach Brown, late a private in Com- 
pany F, Seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per 
month, in lieu of the $37.50 per month heretofore allowed him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be ria ees for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


Ww ILLIAM C. SHIMONECK. 


The bill (S. 2947) granting increase of pension to William C. Shimo- 
neck was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of William C. Shimoneck, late prin- 
cipal musician in the Third United States Infantry, at the rate of $24 
per month, in lieu of that which he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BENJAMIN T. BAKER. 

The bill (S. 2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. 
Baker was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
the word late,“ to strike out a seaman ™ and insert a quarter- 
master on the United States steamer Spuyten Duyvil;’’ so as to make 
the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin T, Baker. late a 
quartermaster on the United States steamer Spuyten Duyvil in the United States 
Sevis — pay him at the rate of $72 per month, in lieu of that which he is now 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

JOHN GLENNING. 

The bill (H. R. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of John Glenning, late private Company B, Tenth Regiment Tennessee 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM SCOTT, 

The bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of William Scott, of Kokomo, Howard County, Indiana, a special sur- 
geon*at Hospital No. 14, Nashville, Tenn., and then surgeon of the 
Eighty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, upon the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM COMPTON. 


The bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro: to pay William Comp- 
ton, a soldier in the Regular Army in the hirty-ninth Tennessee In- 
fantry and other regiments, from 1814 to 1819, $25 a month, instead of 
$8 per month as at present allowed and paid him. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSIE M. BARTHAUER. 

The bill (H. R. 8722) granting a paos ion to Jessie M. Barthauer was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Jessie M. Barthauer, widow of William C. 
Barthauer, late private of Company A, One hundredth Regiment New 
York Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

e HENRY L. POTTER. 


The bill (H. R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase the 


pension of Henry L. Potter, late colonel of the Seventy-first Regiment 
of New York State Volunteers, to $50 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LYDIA BURRIDGE. 
The bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 


roll the name of Lydia Burridge, mother of Edwin Burridge, late of 
Company E, Third New Tork Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN SEXTON, 5 


The bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension- roll the name of Ellen Sexton, widow of Daniel Sexton, late a 
private in Company K, Tenth Regiment of Minnesota Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMILY M’CLURE. 

The bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Emily McClure, mother of Thomas J. Me- 
Ulure, late first lieutenant Company L, Seventh Regiment New York 
Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY MINOR HOXEY. 

The bill (H. R. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mary Minor Hoxey, widow of Bvt. 

. Maj. Benjamin W. Hoxey, late of the United States Volunteers, at 
$30 per month, in lieu of the pension which she is now drawing as 
such widow. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ` 


ENOCH WEATHERS. 


The bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Enoch Weathers, late captain of a company of 
Indiana militia during the Mo: raid. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ABIGAIL SULLIVAN. 

The bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place onthe 
pension-roll the name of Abigail Sullivan, widow of the late William 
Sullivan, late of Company G, Twelfth Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ANN V. FERGUSON. 


The bill (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Ann V. Ferguson, of Indianapolis, Ind., a nurse in the United 
States Army during the late war of the rebellion at Hospital No. 1, 
Murfreesborough, Tenn., and other places, upon the pension-rolls, at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JANE BROWN DUNN. 


The bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the 
sion-roll the name of Jane Brown Dunn, daughter of William H. 
Dunn, late a private in Company A, Sixth Regiment Indiana Vol- 
unteers, and Company L, Fourth Indiana Cavalry, at $18 per month, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RAPHAEL FOWLER. 


The bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes that the name of 
Raphael Fowler be placed upon the pension-roll of the United States 
as the dependent father of Raphael S. Fowler, late a private in the Fifty- 
seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEAH ROARK. 


The bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roark was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll the 
name of Leah Roark, widow of Yancy Roark, late a member of T. J. 
Babcock’s company of Missouri independent militia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEVI B. SMITH. $ 

The bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Levi B. Smith, late sergeant of Company B, of the One hun- 
dred and twenty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM M. DEAN. 


The bill (S. 2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of William M. Dean, late a member of Company G, 
Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, at $72 per month, in 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SARAH E. BOULTER. 


The bill (S. 2898) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boulter was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the * 
pension-roll the name of Sarah E. Boulter, widow of Joseph B. Boul- 
ter, late a sergeant of Company D, Fifth New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ELNATHAN MEADE. 


The bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan Meade 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Elnathan Meade, late of Company O, 
Forty-fourth Regiment of New York Volunteers, at the rate of $45 a 
a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CASPAR BLANKE. 


The bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland, 
Oregon, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll the name of Caspar Blanke, of Portland, Ore- 
gon, late of Company C, Fourteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
at the rate of $50 per month. i 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and i 

Mr. MITCHELL subsequently said: I wish to inquire if the bill (S. 
2833) 1 anting a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland, Oregon, was 

assed. g 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been passed. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I move to reconsider the vote by which the bill 
was passed. 

The PRESIDENT pretempore. For what purpose; to recommit? 

Mr. MITCHELL. For the purpose of offering an amendment. I 
was trying to watch it, but it slipped through before I noticed it. I 
wish to call the attention of the chairman of the committee to it, if the 
motion to reconsider prevails. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moves to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill (S. 2833) granting a pension to 
Caspar Blanke, of Portland, Oregon, was passed, and also the vote by 
which it was ordered to a third reading. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. MITCHELL. I wish to say to the chairman of the committee 
that in introducing this bill for this person I made a mistake in pro- 
viding that the pension should be $50 per month where it ought really 
to be $72. This person is to all intents totally blind. I know him 
personally. He was brought to my room last summer; he was led; 
and while he can distinguish light slightly with one eye, he is as far as 
practical purposes are concerned totally blind. I move to strike out 
850 and insert me 

Mr, COCKRELL, did not understand what the motion of the 
Senator from Oregon was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Oregon moved to 
reconsider the vote by which the bill was passed, and also the vote by 
which it was ordered to a third reading b 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. For the purpose of enabling him to 
move to increase the pension from $50 to $72 per month. 

Mr. MITCHELL. On the ground, I will state to the Senator from 
Missouri, that this person is known to me personally, and he is totally 
blind. I made a mistake in introducing the bill at $50. The com- 
mittee simply reported the bill back as introduced, giving him $50 
when he ought to have $72. 

Mr. DAVIS. Ithinkitis perfectly proper tomake the amendment, 
The mistake into which the Senator an Oregon fell was on account 
or coming the previous statute, by which only $50 a month wa 
allowed 5 

Mr. MITCHELL. That is it. 2 

Mr. DAVIS. Overlooking the fact that by a later statute on the 
subject the pension for total blindness is $72 a month. The amend- 
ment is a perfectly proper one, I think. i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In line 8, before the word“ dollars,“ strike ont 
„fifty“ and insert seventy-two;““ so as to read: at the rate of $72 


per month.“ f 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 
Mr. BATE. What does the report say about the case? 
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The AOINE ge 
The Secretary th 
May 29, 1888: `~ 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2833) granting a 
pension to Caspar Blanke, have examined the same, and report: 

This claimant was a private in Company E, Fourteenth Regiment United 
States regular Infautry. He served a term of enlistment from 1876 to 1881, and 
again re-enlisted in 1881, serving until 1885, when he was discharged for disa- 
bility under a surgeon's certificate. The disabilities were described as rheu- 

y 1 paralysis, and loss of sight, or double sight. 

There is no doubt of the serious nature of these disabilities; that they were 
incurred by the claimant during the time of his service. They are called tech- 
nically “locomotor ataxia” and ophthalmia. The patient at present and for 
a long time has been wholly blind in cee eye almost blind in the other—dis- 
cerning light but not objects, and being ui le to walk, except with assistance; 
wholly unabie to perform manual labor, and most of the time requiring the at- 
tendance of a third person. 

The claim has been rejected by the Pension Burean upon the ground that 
Ahese disabilities are the results of vice in the claimant, not incurred or incur- 
rable in line of duty. . 

The medical referee of the Pension Office, after an examination of the papers 
(uot the pe) says: 

“Teould not. therefore, say that syphilis could with safety ke eliminated,” 

We think this rejection a mild one—a conclusion not very well or firmly as- 
sured. On the other side, it is shown that four physicians—Wells, Wheeler, 
Taylor, and Easton—of Portland, Oregon, where the claimant resiges, testify 
upon a; personal examination of the claimant that he is not a syphilitic sub- 
ject; that locomotor ataxia and blindness are the diseases to which he is subject, 
and that his disability therefrom is total.” 

These are shown to be persons of credit and character, specialists in eye dis- 
eases, eminent in ere and profession, totally disinterested. 8 

Your committee think the disabilities mentioned were incurred by the claim- 
ant in the line of duty by reason of his military service, and therefore recom- 
mend passage of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 
LIEUT. JAMES G. W. HARDY. 


The bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of James G. W. Hardy, late second lieutenant 
Company K, Eleventh Regiment of Indiana Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS TODD, ` 


The bill (S. 1002) granting a pension to Thomas Todd was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Thomas Todd, late a member of Company K, Third Regi- 
ment Ohio Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADAM DENNIS. 


The bill (S. 2880) granting an increase of pension to Adam Dennis 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 
the pension allowed Adam Dennis, late private Company G, Seventy- 
ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania Volunteers, to $45 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH B. SMITH. 


The bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B. 
Smith, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United States 
Volunteers, was considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B. Smith, widow of Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, late United States Volunteers, to $75 

month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LIEUT. JAMES R. DURHAM. 

The bill (S. 2675) granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 
Durham, was consid as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension-roll, at the rate of $30 per month, the name of 
James R. Durham, late first lieutenant Company E, Twelfth Regiment 
West Virginia Infantry Volunteers, in lieu of that which he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY CALVERT TRUXTUN. 

_ The bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary Calvert Truxtun, widow of the late 
Commodore William T. Truxtun, of the United States Navy, at 550 

month in lieu of her present pension. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EDMUND RYAN. 
Tha bill (H. R. 7097) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan was con- 


tempore. The Secretary will read the report. 
e following report, submitted by Mr. TURPIE 


sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Edmund Ryan, dependent father of Michael 
S of Company K, Twelfth Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
try. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SARAH E. M’NAMARA. 


The bill (S. 2593) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah MeNamara was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 6, after 
8 Sarah,“ to insert the initial E;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension-roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Sarah E. 3 
widow of the late John McNamara, D. D., late a chaplain of the Wisconsin 
Volunteers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension to 
Sarah E. McNamara.” 

MARY ISABELLA R. CLEMENTS. 

The bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Belle R. Clements was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. F 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with amend- 
ments, in line 4, after the words pension of,“ to strike out Belle“ 
and insert Mary Isabella; and in line 8, after the word act,“ to 
insert ‘‘ in lieu of the pension she is now receiving; so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to increase the pension of Mary Isabella R. Clements, widow 
of the late Bennett A. Clements,surgeon United Siates Army, and pay her a 
pansion at the rate of $50 per month from and after the passage of this act in 

ieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill for the relief of Mary 
Isabella R. Clements.” > 

GEORGE W. PADGETT., 

The bill (S. 2874) granting a pension to George W. Padgett was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name 
of George W. Padgett, late a private in Company B, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment of Illinois Cavalry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ABBIE R. BROWN. 


The bill (H. R. 7642) granting a pos to Abbie R. Brown was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Abbie R. Brown, widow of John A. Brown, late 
a sergeant in the Fifth Battery Maine Light Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JACOB BEHR. 


The bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr ou the pen- 
sion-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension-roll the name of Jacob Behr, late of Company 
B, Second United States Reserve Corps, Missouri. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading. read the third time, and passed. 

MINNIE A, BAILEY. 

The bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Minnie A. Bailey, daughter of Oscar M. 
Bailey, who was a private in Company F, Fifteenth Regiment of Con- 
necticut Volunteers, at $12 per month. ; 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BETSEY A. MOWER. 


The bill (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Betsey A. Mower 
wes considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, be- 
fore the word ‘‘dollars,’’ to strike out one hundred’’ and insert 
‘*seventy-five;’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, elc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of Betsey A. Mower, widow of the 
late Joseph A. Mower, a major-general of the United States Voluntcera ip the 
late war for the Union, to the rate of 875 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for-a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CATHERINE TATE. 

The bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to Catherine Tate was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of Catherine Tate, widow of John Tate, late of Company 
C, First Vermont Heavy Artillery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. ABBA E. JACKSON. 

The bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Abba E. Jackson, late a nurse in 
the Army, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY O. HALL, 

The bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the name of Mary 
O. Hall, widow of Augustus J. Hall, late of Company D, Twelfth Maine 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARTHA LINTON, 


The bill (H. R. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linton was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Martha Linton, widow of Benjamin Linton, 
late private in Company I, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volun- 
tee 


rs. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HEMAN RANKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Heman Rankins was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Heman Rankins, late a private in Company 
B, First Maine Coast Guards Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANK LEWIS. 


The bill (H. R. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
ion-roll the name of Frank Lewis, non compos son of Franklin 
wis, Company B, First Battalion Infantry Maine Volunteers, and to 
pay to his legal guardian a pension of $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 

a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MISS CARRIE A. LUEY. 

The bill (H. R. 6770) granting a pension to Miss Carrie A. Luey was 
considgred as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 

nsion-roll the name of Miss Carrie A. Luey, dependent sister of Will- 
iam B. Luey, late of Company H, Thirteenth New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE TIERNEY. 

The bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catharine Tierney was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Catharine Tierney, widow of Mark Tierney, late of Company 
I, First Regiment of United States Infantry, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. ° 

MRS. FLORA c. ANDREWS. 

The bill (H. R. 8771) to place the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews 
on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews, 
widow of Samuel D. Andrews, deceased, late a private in Company C, 
Forty-fourth Regiment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HENRY T. BRIDGES. 


The bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to grant an 


increase of pension to Henry T. Bridges, late a soldier in the war with 
Mexico, and to pay him $30 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ALBERT E. MAGOFFIN. 
The bill (H. R.-8496) to increase the pension of Albert E. Magoffin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to increase 


the pension of Albert E. Magoffin, late a member of the Eighty-ninth 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, so as to include injury to leg, as set forth in 
original application. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REBECCA E. SHOEMAKER. 

The bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker 
on the pension-roll was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker, widow of David 
R. P. Shoemaker, deceased, late a private of Company E, Eleventh Ohio 
Volunteers, on the pension-roll. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH H. GRANT. 

The bill (H. R. 7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Hannah H. Grant. mother of John Jordan, 
late of Company D, Second Regiment United States Sharpshooters. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY M. SHATTUCK. - 

The bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary M. Shattuck, widow of Merritt Shat- 
3 late a private in Company H, Thirty-fifth Regiment Iowa In- 

fantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

TILLMAN FAUX. 

The bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Tillman Faux, late a private in Company E, Two hundred 
and tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS FICHTHORN. 

The bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Lewis Fichthorn, late a private in Company K, 
One hundred and thirty-first Pennsylvania Infantry Volunteers, and 
in Company F, Twenty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry Vol- 
unteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CARRIE V. MILLER. 

The bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Carrie V. Miller, a volunteer nurse in the late 
war, at $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


J. S. MAY. 


The bill (S. 2945) granting a pension to J. S. May was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of J. S. May, private First Minnesota Infantry, at $25 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES M’DONALD. 

The bill (S. 2938) granting a pension to James McDonald was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of James McDonald, assistant wagon-master, Quar- 
termaster’s Department, whose invalid-pension claim, numbered 163621, 
was rejected in the Pension Office on the ground that applicant was a 
civilian employé when he received the injury which caused the am- 
putation of his leg, and to pay him a pension at the same rate asif he 
had been a regularly enlisted soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS, ELIZABETH STEWART. : 

The bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart, mother of Charles 
Stewart, late a private in Company G, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylva- 
nia Reserves. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

HIRAM M. GOSS. 

The bill (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Hiram M. Goss, late of Company A, Ninety-fourth Regi- 
ment New York Infantry. t 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


, WILLIAM BURK. 


The bill (H. R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roli the name of William Burk, late lieutenant of Company D, Thir- 
tieth Tica eins Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, at $17 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


OREGON STATE CLAIM, 


Mr. DOLPH. I move to discharge the Committee on Claims from 
the further consideration of the bill (S. 2440) for the relief of the State 
of Oregon, and thatit be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Has the bill been referred to the 
Committee on Claims ? 

Mr. DOLPH. It has been referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Committee on Claims will be 
discharged, and the bill will be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


HENRY C. RICHARDSON, 


The bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension-roll the name of Henry C. Richardson, late of Company K, 
Fifth Kentucky Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LAURA J. IVES. 


The bill (S. 2979) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension-roll 
the name of Laura J. Ives, step-mother of George E. Ives, late second 
lieutenant of Company E, First Regiment of Iowa Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET S. HEINTZELMAN. 


The bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 8. 
Heintzelman was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
to place on the penson-roll the name of Margaret S. Heintzelman, 
widow of Maj. Gen. Samuel P. Heintzelman, deceased, at $100 per 
month, in lieu of $50 per month provided for in the act of Congress ap- 
proved December 23, 1880. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHEBE M’LAUGHLIN, 


The bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, after 
the word! Volunteers,“ to strike out to take effect from date of sus- 
pension of claimant from the roll; ’’ so as to make the bill read: 

Be itenacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to restore to the pension-roll the name of Phebe McLaugh- 
lin, widow of James McLaughlin, late soldier in Company D, Seventy-eighth 
Regiment of Ohio Volunteers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
‘was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

DAVID A. HALL. 

The bill (S. 2861) granting a pension to David A. Hall was considered 
asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension- 
roll the name of David A. Hall, late a member of Company C, Fifty- 
fifth Massachusetts Regiment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JESSE DICKEY. 

_ The bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension of Jesse Dickey was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposés to increase the pen- 
sion of Jesse Dickey, late of Captain Johnson’s company Ilinois Mounted 
Volunteers, Black Hawk war, to $12 per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PENELOPE MORTON. 

The bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow 
of Lieutenant Morton, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to place on the pension-roll the name of Penelope Morton, 
Sah pet of James Morton, late lieutenant Company F; Twenty-second 
Regiment Kentucky, Volunteers, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
_ JAMES H. DARLING. : 

The bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of James H. Darling, late of Company G, Sev- 
enty-third Regiment Ohio Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PLEMAN COOK. 

The bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Pleman Cook, late of Company D, Sixth Ohio 
Cavalry Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES J. ESTY. 


The bill (S. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to piace on the 
pension-roll the name of Charles J. Esty, late a private in Company 
H, Tenth New Hampshire Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDNA M. HILDRETH. 


The bill (H. R. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pnt on the 
pension-roll, at $18 per month, the name of Edna M. Hildreth, of Jay, 
Vt., the helpless invalid daughter of William H. Hildreth, a private in 
Company D, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

THOMAS M’GUIRE. 


The bill (H. R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Thomas McGuire, late of Company I, Ninth 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MRS. MERCY KNIGHT. 

The bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs, Mercy Knight was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mrs. Mercy Knight, dependent step-mother of 
Lendall Wright, deceased, late a private in Company D, Fifteenth Regi- 
ment of Maine Infantry Volunteers at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

` MOSES L, CHASE, 

The bill (H. R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L. Chase was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on tho 
pension-rolls the name of Moses L. Chase, a private in Company M, 
First Vermont Cavalry. y 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

LEWIS DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the 
war of 1812, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 7, after 
the word month,“ to insert “in lieu of the pension he is now receiv- 
ing; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and required to place the name of Lewis Davis, of Laclede County, 
Missouri, asoldier of the war of 1812, on the pension-roll, at the rate of $20 per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. * 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FANNIE A, KIMBALL, 


The bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball was con- 
sidered as in Committee ofthe Whole. It proposes to place on the pen- 
sion-roll the name of Fannie A. Kimball, the blind daughter of Charles 
A. Kimball, deceased, late sergeant Battery D, First Rhode Island 
Light Artillery, at $18 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NETTIE ELLICOTT. 

The bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott was con- 

sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon the 


nsion-roll the name of Nettie Ellicott,\widow of George G. Ellicott, 
te a private in the Seventeenth New York Independent Battery. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

COLUMBUS BOSTEDER. 

The bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-rolls the name of Columbus Bosteder, late a private in Com- 
pany B, First Regiment of Missouri Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY F. HARKINS. 

The bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins was 
considered asin Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of Mary F. Harkins, widow of John Harkins, 
late of Company E, First Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DAVID GIBBONS. 

The bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pension-roll the name of David Gibbons, late a private in Company D, 
One hundred and forty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES GLAMANN. 


The bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place upon 
the pension-roll the name of Charles Glamann, late of Company C, 
Ninety-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I believe that is all of the pension bills. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is one that was passed over, 
Order of Business 1497, Senate bill 2724. 

H..H. HELPER. 


The bill (S. 2724) for the relief of H. H. Helper was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, before the word 
dollars, in line 12, to strike out fifty and insert twenty- four; 
sgo as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ele., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized to place on the pension-roll the name of Hardie Hogan Helper, who 
was a private soldier in Company H, and sergeant-major of the Ei Illinois 
Cavalry. also a private soldier of Company H, Second New York Cavalry, and 
who in the interim of that service was totally and permanently disabled whilst 
under military orders of General A. E. Burnside, subject to the provisions and 
limitations of the pension laws, and that he be granted a pension of $24 per 
month instead of $10 per month, his present rating. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendment 
was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 
DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposition of use- 
less papers in the Executive Departments. The bill was passed over 
without objection recently. It was reported by the select committee 
of which I was chairman, and of which the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
HARRIS], the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JONES], the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], and the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOxIL] 
were members. I think it is a very important measure, and there can 
be no objection to the provisions of the bill. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 

ed to consider the bill. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Missouri 
whether within the scope of this bill it would be in the power of any 
of the Departments to destroy the original papers that pertain to the 
conduct of the war? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Not at all. The bill does not give any power to 
the Departments until both the Senate and House have passed upon 
the matter. Under the existing law the Postmaster-General has au- 
thority to destroy all such papers as are described in the bill, which 
have no permanent value or historical interest. He is the sole judge 
of it, and every year he sells whatever papers he chooses of his Depart- 
ment. The Sixth Auditor has the same authority. The other Depart- 
ments have no authority at all to dispose of waste papers, and they 
must accumulate there, valueless as they may be. 

In order that there may be no criticism, the bill provides that when- 
ever the Secretaries, not only the Secretary of the Treasury, but the 
Postmaster-General and all the heads of Departments, have an accu- 
mulation of papers which are deemed not valuable for reference or for 
historical purposes, they shall report that fact to Congress and give 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


an inyentory of the papers. Then the Senate is to appoint two Sen- 
ators and the House of Representatives two members, and they exam- 


ine the papers and the inventory, and if they say that the papers are no 


longer of any value for reference or for historical purposes, the De- 
partment is then authorized to dispose of them. So there can never 
be any disposition of any kind of a document by the Departments until 
first the character of the document has been passed upon by the Sen- 
ate and the Honse through their committees. In the event that thead- 
ministration is one way, the Senate or House the other way, no advan- 
tage can be taken. All branches of the Government will participate in 
the disposition of the documents. 

Mr. MANDERSON. Is the committee, composed of two members of 
the Senate and two members of the other Honse, required to report to 
their ive bodies? 

Mr. COCKRELL, Oh, yes; the bill authorizes them to report to 
their respective bodies that fact. 

Mr. MANDERSON. The bill seems very well guarded. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, so that there is no possibility of evasion. I 
drew the bill after considering all the laws and all the possibilities of 
conflict between the Senate and the House and the Departments, so 
that I do not think anybody can object to it on any ground. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered tó 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, 


Mr. PADDOCK. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1483. ; 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 2662) for the erection of 
a public building at Salt Lake City, Utah, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Publie Buildings and 
Grounds with amendments, which were, in line 14,after the word of, 
to strike out the words “five hundred” and insert one hundred and 
twenty-five,” and in line 23, after the word of, to strike out ‘‘five 
hundred and insert one hundred and twenty-five;“ so as to make 
the bill read: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to perean, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise 3 a site, and 
cause to erected thereon a substantial and commodious building, with fire- 
proof vaults, for the use and accommodation of the Legislature, the governorand 

retary, United States courts, land offices, internal-revenue offices, post-oflice, 
United States marshal’s office, surveyor-general’s office,and for other Govern- 
ment uses at Salt Lake City, Utah Territory. The site and building thereon, when 
completed upon plans and specifications to be previously made aud approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, shall not exceed in cost the sum of $125,000; nor 
shall any site be p until estimates for the erection of a building which 
will furnish sufficient accommodations for the transaction of the public business, 
and which shall not exceed in cost the balance of the sum herein limited after 
the site shail have been purchased and paid for, shall have been approved by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, and no purchase of site nor plan for said buiid- 
ing shall be approved by the Secretary of the Treasury involving an expendi- 
ture exceeding the said sum of $125,000 for site and building; and the sile pur- 
chased shall leave the building unexposed to danger from fire by an open space 
of at least 40 fect, including streets and alleys: Provided, That no part of said 
5 until a valid title to the said site shall be vested in the 

n 


The amendments were agreed to 


The bill was reported tothe Senate asamended, and the amendments 


were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
DAKOTA TERRITORIAL JUDGES. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of Senate bill 1497, Order of Business 1353. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. 1497) to provide for two 
additional asseciate justices of the supreme court of Dakota, and for 
other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on the Judiciary with 
amengments. - 

The first amendment was, in section 11, line 6, to strike out the word 
“subdivision” and to insert ‘‘county;’’ so as to read: 

Src, 1L. Tha asociate justi i 
of the United States district court in each year, in the olty of Grand Forks aed 
grand and petit juries shall be summoned thereto as now provided by law, and 
said associate justice shall hold at least two terms of court in each county of his 
district in each year, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 12, line 3, after the word 
ceeding,” to strike out the words upon which he hasacted judicially” 
and to insert the words decided by him;’’ so as to read: 

Sxc. 12. That nojustice ofthe supreme court of said Territory shall sit as a mem- 
ber of said court in any matter, action, or proceeding decided by him in his dis- 
trict or wherein he has any interest directly or indirectly. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
ane next amendment was to insert the following as an additional 

ion: 

SEC. 14. That all offenses committed before the passage of this act shall be 


8 tried, and determined in the same manner and with the same 
except as to the number of judges) as if this act had not been passed. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
o . HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. 8307) for the relief of John T. Higgins was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT OMAHA, 


Mr. MANDERSON. I move that the Senate take up Order of Busi- 
ness meee House bill 6440, granting permission to build a bridge at 
Oma 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider tlie bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge over the Missouri River at or near the city of 
Omaha, Nebr. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with an 
amendment, to add as a new section: 

Sec. 7. This act shall be null and void unless the construction of the bridge 
hereby authorized shall be commenced within one yearand be completed within 
three years from the date of the approval of this net. 

Mr. MANDERSON. I move to amend the amendment by inserting 
the words two“ and four,“ in the third line of section 7, where 
the words one“ and three occur respectively; so. as to read: 

Shall be commenced within two years and be completed within four years 
from the date of the approval of this act. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amendments 
were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be read 
a third time. . ` 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


FREEDMAN’S SAVINGS AND TRUST COMPANY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of Order of Business 1450, Senate bill 1138. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1138) to reimburse the depositors of the Freedman’s Savings 
and Trust Company for losses incurred by the failure of said company. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Finance with amend- 
ments, A 

The first amendment was, in line 11, after the word representatives, 
to insert as hereinafter provided;’’ so as to read: 


‘That the commissioner of the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Com 


ny, and 
his successors in office, 


be, and the same are hereby, authorized and directed to 
pay, or cause to be paid, under such regulations as said commissioner,with the 
mr eather of the Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe, to all depositors of 
the Freedman’s Savings and Trust Company whose accounts have been prop- 


erly verified and balanced under existing laws, or to their legal representatives, 


~ as hereinafter provided, a sum of money equal to the verified balances due said 


depositors from said company at the time of its failure, less the amount of divi- 
dends which have been or may be declared from the assets of said company. 


Mr. VANCE. I object to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the bill goes 
over. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 30 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, June 7, 1888, at 12 
o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate June 6, 1888. 


FOR PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
First Lieut. Francis Michler, regimental adjutant, to be captain, 
May 23, 1888, vice Price, deceased. 
JUDGE-ADVOCATE GENERAL OF THE NAVY. 
Capt. William B. Remey, of the Marine Corps, to be Judge-Advocate 
General of the Navy, with the rank of colonel in the Marine Corps, for 
the term of four years. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate June 6, 1888. 


JUDGE-ADVOCATE GENERAL OF THE “NAVY. 


Capt. William B. Remey, of the Marine Corps, to be Judge-Advo- 
cate General of the Navy with the rank of colonel in the Marine Corps 
for the term of four years. 


Execufive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 31, 1838. 
CONSUL. 
Laws V. Moore, of Iowa, to be consul of the United States at Lyons. 
POSTMASTER. . 


Joseph D. Lopez, to be postmaster at St. Augustine, St. Johns County, 
Florida. 


~ 
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JUNE 6, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, June 6, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
The House was called to order by Mr. MCMILLIN as Speaker pro 
tempore, who directed the reading of the following communication: 
. SPEAKER’s Room, HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 6, 1888. 
Sm: Hon. Benton MoMILLIN is designated to preside as Speaker pro tempore 
during the sitting of the House to-day. 
JOHN G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 
Hon. Jonx B. CLARK, Jr., 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
Prayer by Rev. Dr. PRICE, of Washington, D. C. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 


JOHN B. REED VS. THE UNITED STATES, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Secretary of War, transmitting a report of the proceedings of a board 
of officers appointed to examine upon the claim of John B, Reed against 
the United States for use of projectiles, rifled ordnance, ete.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

EMMA S. FREE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 431) 
granting a pension to Emma S. Free, widow of Thomas S. Free, late a 
major of the United States Army, the House amendments to which 
were disagreed to by the Senate, with a request fora committee of con- 
ference. 

On motion of Mr. MORRILL, by unanimous consent, the committee 
of conference was agreed to. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will announce the confer- 
ees on the part of the House during the day. 


UNLAWFUL GRAZING ON INDIAN LANDS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
8393) to protect lands belonging to Indians from unlawful grazing, and 
for other purposes, with amendments of the Senate thereto, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, that is a bill reported by the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, and I ask unanimous consent that it lie on the 
Speaker’s table until I can have an opportunity to examine it. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, MONROE, LA. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
1483) for the erection of a public building at Monroe, La., with amend- 
ments of the Senate thereto. 

Mr. NEWTON. Mr. Speaker, that bill as it passed the House ap- 
propriated $100,000. The Senate has amended the bill by reducing 
the amount to $75,000. There is also a Senate amendment authoriz- 
ing the acquirement of a site by condemnation. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that the amendments of the Senate be concurred in. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the Senate 
amendments, after which the Chair will ask for objections. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 1, line 2, after the word purchase,” insert acquire by condemnation." 

Page 1, line 17, strike out one hundred” and insert “seventy-five.” 

Page 1, line 21, strike out the word “same” and insert the word “sum.” 

Page 2, line 3, strike out one hundred“ and insert “seventy-five,” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana? 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the only material 
amendment is a reduction of the amount from one hundred thousand 
to seventy-five thousand dollars. 

Mr. NEWTON. Yes, sir. 

There being no objection, the amendments of the Senate were con- 
curred in. 

DAVID MERIWETHER. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
331) for the relief of David Meriwether, with amendments of the Senate 
thereto. : 

Mr. CARUTH. I ask unanimous consent that the House non-con- 
cur in the Senate amendments and agree to a committee of confer- 
ence. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is informed by the Clerk 
that the Senate do not ask for a conference. The Clerk will report the 
Senate amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 1, line 3, strike out all after the word appropriated” down to and in- 
cluding the word “ also,” in line 7 8 gees 


1, line 9, strike out all after the word “ part down toand including the 
word “all,” in line 10. 

Mr. CARUTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House non-concur in the amendments of the Senate, and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let the bill be read. 

The bill was read. < 

Mr. SPRINGER. What is the effect of the amendments? 

Mr. CARUTH. It strikes out all but the 8500. 


1888. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the requestof the 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CARUTH] ? 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TRAIL CREEK, MICHIGAN CITY, IND. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 2097) to authorize the construction of a bridge across Trail Creek, 
in the city of Michigan City, Ind.; which, with the amendments of the 
Senate, was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI RIVER AT HICKMAN, KY. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. 
R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Hickman, Ky. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
ate with an amendment. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Lask unanimous consent that the House 
concur in the amendment of the Senate. It relates simply to the length 
of the span of the bridge. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. A wish to ask whether this is a high bridge. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. It is a bridge 85 feet high. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I have no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. As I have said, the amendment of the 
Senate relates simply to the length of the span. 
ee CLARDY. Whatis the effect of the amendment proposed by the 

nate ? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. The House bill provides that the length 
of the middle span shall be determined at the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of War. e Senate amendnient provides that three engineers 
shall go there and fix the length of the span. 

Mr. CLARDY. Does the bill contain the same provision that was 
in the Memphis bridge bill? 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARDY. Then I have no objecticn. 

- The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House Senate bills 
of the following titles; which were respectively read a first and second 
time, and referred as indicated: 

The bill (S. 385) for the erection of a public building in the city of 
Nashua, in the State of New Hampshire—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 785) to provide for an addition ¢o the United States build- 
ing at Jackson, Miss.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (S, 1318) for the erection of a public building at Altoona, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2277) to provide for the extension of the public building 
at Lynchburgh, Va.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2319) for the erection of a public building at Waterbury, 
Conn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2788) for the erection of a public building at Virginia 
City, State of Nebraska—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

The bill (S. 2789) for the erection of a public building at Reno, State 
of Nevada—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

The bill (S. 194) to increase the endowment of the Louisiana State 
University and Agricultural College—to the Committee on Education. 

The bill (S. 375) to restrict the use and sale of opium in the District 
of Columbia and the Territories of the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (S. 506) to remove the charge of desertion against Thomas 
Conroy, deceased—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The! pill (S. 653) deſining the positions and salaries of assistant astrono- 
mers at the United States Naval Observatory, and for other purposes 
to the Committee on Expenditures in the Navy Department. 

The bill (S. 750) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of Mem- 
phis, Tenn. — to the Committee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1100) to retire certain disabled officers of the Army to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1169) for the relief of Commander George M. Bache, United 
States Navy (retired)—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. : 

The bill (S. 1190) for the relief of the estate of Joseph Fenno, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF MARY H. PIKE, DECEASED, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 
1191) for the relief of the legal representatives of Mary H. Pike; which 
was read a first and second time. 

Mr. ROGERS. I ask unanimous consent that this bill be now taken 
up and passed. It is a little claim for only $35. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be tt enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, au- 


This bill has been passed by the Sen- 


thorized and directed to pay to the legal representatives of Mary H. Pike, de- 
ceased, late of Little Rock, Ark., out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, the sum of $35, for rent of a building in Little Rock, Ark., 


occupied by the military authorities of the United States, under contract, from 
October 1 to-October 30, 1864, and for which vouchers were given her by said 
authorities. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
eration of this bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the amount involved? 

Mr. ROGERS. Thirty-five dollars. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. All right. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill; w which was ove to a third reading, was accordingly 
read the third time, and 

Mr. ROGERS moved to Susi the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


REFERENCE OF BILLS. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House bills of the 
Senate; which were severally read a first and second time, and referred 
as follows, namely: 

The bill (S. 1245) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix of 
the estate of James L. Day, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1632) to refund moneys collected from William Schaus at 
the port of New York on an oil painting not subject to duty—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

The bill (S. 1450) tor the relief of Maj. Gen. W. W. Averell—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The bill (S. 1807) to refund to the State of West Virginia the money 
paid to officers of the One hundred and thirty-third Regiment West 
Virginia Militia for services rendered during the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

The bill (S. 1914) for the relief of Mary E. Hopkins—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 


Is there objection to the present consid- 


The bill (S.2013) for the relief of Forman Mathews and David Stout 


Parker—to the Committee on Claims. 


The bill (S. 2040) to establish a land office at Folsom, in the Territory 


of New Mexico—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

The bill (S. 2477) granting the right of way to the Mobile and Bir- 
mingham Railway Company, the successor to the Mobile and Alabama 
Grand Trunk Railroad Company, across the Mount Vernon arsenal res- 


ervation, in Mobile County, Alabama—to the Committee on Military _ 


Affairs. 

The bill (S. 2787) for the erection of an equestrian statue of ex-Presi- 
dent Zachary Taylor—to the Committee on the Library. 

The bill (S. 1162) for the relief of Susan E. Alger—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2260) restoring the name of Wilhemina Hosband to the 
pension-roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2439) granting a pension to Charlotte T. Alderman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

The bill (S. 2451) placing the name of Elizabeth Domm on the pen- 
sion-rolls—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2459) granting a pension to Mary S. Maynard—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2500) granting a pension to Gertrude K. Lyford—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2595) to increase the pension of Seth F. Myers—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2604) granting a pension to Mrs. Loanda Sherman—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2646) granting a pension to Danville A. Ricker—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. y 

The biil (S. 2657) granting an increase of pension to Emily J. Stan- 
nard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2705) granting a pension to Ellen Smith—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2707) granting a pension to Samuel Miller—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


The bill (S. 2710) granting a pension to the widow of Jobn Schafer— - 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2716) granting a pension to Carl M. Schwantes—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2717) granting a pension to John K. Evans—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2720) granting a pension to John B. Ross—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2721) granting a pension to Jackson Chapman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2728) to grant a pension to Indiana J. Nichols—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2852) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. David- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Abel G. Rankin—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

The bill (S. 2884) granting a pension to William S. Grow—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


1 


pension to Henry A. Hawley—to the 


The bill (S. 2885) granting a 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. é 
The bill (S. 2886) granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. Sel- 


lers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


WITHDRAWAL OF APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair wishes to state that on yes- 

+ terday conferees were appointed on the bili H. R. 2972, the Chair being 

under the impression that there had been a disagreement in reference 

to the Senate amendments. It appears upon an examination of the 

- record that this appointment was premature, there not being the nec- 

essary action taken on the part of the House, and the appointment will 

be withdrawn. The Chair makes thisstatement in order that the proper 
correction of the Journal may be made. 


ADDITIONAL ASSOCIATE JUSTICE, UTAH. 


Mr. CAINE. Task unanimous consent to discharge the Committee 
on the Territories from the further consideration of the bill (S. 1507) 
viding an additional associate justice for the supreme court of the 
Terrier of Utah, and for other purposes, and pass the same. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill will be read, subject to ob- 
jection. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That hereafter the supreme court of the Territory of Utah 
shall consist of a chief justice and three associate justices, any three of whom 
shall constitute a quorum; but no justice shall act as a member of the supreme 
court in suy action or proceeding brought to such court by writ of error, bill of 
exceptions, or appeal frown a decision, judgment, or decree rendered by him as 
ajo of a district court. 

EC. 2. That it shall be the duty of the President, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, toappoint one additional associate justice of said supreme 
court, who shal! hold his office for the term of four years, and until his succes- 
sor is appointed and qualified. 8 

Sud. 3. That temporarily, and until otherwise ordered by law, the additional 
associate justice to be a inted under this act is hereby assigned to the third 
judicial ict in said Territory of Utah, as an associate of the judge already 
assigned to said district, and each of said judges may bold separate hearingsand 
Sela, oF sit and act together for the expedition of the business of said district, 
as they may deem expedient, and the times and placesas now fixed by the stat- 


gee of Territory for holding court therein shall remain until changed by 
We 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present con- 


sideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. CAINE. I offer the following amendment: 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Strike ovt in the third section all after the word “ act,” in the third line, down 
to and including the word Utah,” in the fourth line; and insert: Shall, from 
time to time, as the business of the courts may require, be assigned by the gov- 
ernor of said Territory of Utah to either of the judicial districts thereof.“ 

Also strike ont the word “said,” before “district,” in the fifth line, and also 
in the seventh line, and insert the word such“ in each place. 

Mr. REED. How does this bill now differ from the Senate bill? 

Mr. CAINE. In this, that the Senate bill assigns the judge to the 
third district, while this provides that the governor may assign the 
judge from time to time, as the business of the court may determine, 
to either district. 

Mr. FORD. The Senate bill provides for one district, and this pro- 
vides that the judge may be assigned to any district. 

Mr. SPRINGER. A bill for this purpose has already been recom- 
mended by the Committee on the Territories at this session, and is 
now pending, providing for associate justices in several of the Territo- 
ries, Bakota Arizona, Wyoming, etc., and I hope that bill for the other 
Territories will receive consideration at an early date. I shall seek 
an opportunity to ask unanimous consent, if practicable during this 
week, to call it up for consideration. 

Mr. WARNER. Why not ask unanimous consent now? 

Mr. HOLMAN. IVish to say to my friend from Illinois that I think 
this bill to which he refers ought to be referred to the Department of 
Justice for a report. While I do not make objection to the present bill 
on account of not having been so referred, I shall insist upon that ac- 
tion before unanimous consent is hereafter granted for the passage of 

‘any of these bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the gentleman from Utah. 

: ‘The ee ee was adopted. 

The Senate bill as amended was ordered te a third reading; and it 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. _ 

Mr. SPRINGER moved to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
passed; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on the 
table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McKINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
up House bill 988 and put it upon its passage. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular or- 
der. : 

ECKINGTON AND SOLDIERS’ HOME RAILWAY. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. As the regular order is demanded, I desire to 
submit. a conference report. z 

The report was read, as follows: 


The commitice of conference on the disagrecing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6899) to incorporate the Eck- 


7 


ington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company of the District of Columbia, hav- 
ing met, afler full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do rec- 
ommend to their respective Houses as follows: - 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Sen- 
ate numbered 1. 2. 3, and 4, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike 
out the word “personal” before taxes,“ in line 18, page 2; so as to read: 

“And said company shall pay to the Distriet of Columbia in lieu of taxes upon 
personal property, including cars and motive-power, each year 4 per cent. of its 
gross earnings,” ete. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 6. 7. 8,9, 10. 11. 12, and 13, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 14, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Amend 
section 8 so that it will read: 

“That the main line of said railway shall be commenced within three months 
and completed within twelve months from thé passage of this act, and the 
branches of the same shall be completed within two years from the time First 
and Fourth streets and New York avenue shall be, respectively, graded; and if 
the said work on the main line shall not be so commenced and completed, then 
the privileges and powers herein granted shall be void.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement to theamendments of the Senate 
numbered 15, 16, 17, and 18, and agree to the same. f 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 19, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: After the 
words“ sell the same” in the Senate amendment insert “after five days’ notice ;” 
so that it will read: 

“Sec. 12. That all articles of value that may be inadvertently left in any of 
the cars or other vehicles of the said company shali be taken to its principal 
depot and entered in a book of record of unclaimed goods, which book shall be 
open to the inspection of the public, and if said property remain unclaimed for 
one year the company shall sel) the same after five days’ notice.” 

That the House recede from its disagreement of the Senate numbered 20, 21, 
22, 23. 24, 25. 26, 27, and 28, and agree to the same. 

‘That the House insist on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 29 and 30, and the Senate recede from the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Senate 
numbered 31, and agree to the same, 


JNO. J. 
= W. H. F. LE 
Conferees on the part of the House. 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
C. B. FARWELL, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate, 
The following statement was submitted under the rule: 


The managers on the part of the House of the conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
6899) to incorporate the Eckington and Soldiers“ Home Railway Company of the 
District of Columbia, submit the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and submitted in the accompanying report. 

The first amendment gives the company the privilege of extending its line 
from one of its termini on Fourth street, northward along said street to the 
Bunker Hill road, within one year after Fourth street shall have been opened 
and graded, which will carry the road to the proposed Catholic University, 

The second amendment requires the company to sell six tickets for 25 cents. 

The third amendment strikes out the words Eckington and Soldiers’ Home 
as surplusage so that the section reads That said rallway company, ete.,” a 
mere improvement on the phraseology. 

The fourth amendment provides that if the said company does not make the 
required report to Congress each year, giving a full and detailed statement of 
the business of the company during the preceding year, within ten days after 
the time specified, the commissioners shall cause to be instituted judicial pro- 
ceedings to forfeit this charter. 

The fifth and sixth amendments of the Senate are merged in one in the con- 
ference report, and the section is amended by the conference committee by 
striking out the word “personal,” in line 18, page 2, and inserting after the word 
taxes in same line the words u nal property, including cars and 
motive power.“ The word “each” year] is substituted forthe words “ the next 
ensuing” in same line; so as to : “ And said company shall pay to the Dis- 
triet of Columbia in lieu of taxes upon personal property, including cars and mo- 
tive power each year 4 per cent. of its gross earnings,” etc. 

The effect of these amendments leaves the bi!l substantially as it passed the 
House, the change in phraseology making the meaning clearer. 

The seventh amendment strikes out the words “‘upon traffic forthe preceding 
year, as shown by said verified statement,” as being unnecessary after the above 
amendments, 

The eighth amendment strikes out provision requiring the company to re- 
duce its fare whenever the net receipts of the company ll for any year ex- 
ceed 10 per cent. of the cost of the road, and provides that the real estate of the 
company shall be taxed as other real estate, except that its tracks shall not be 
treated as real estate, 

The ninth and tenth amendments substitute for the word “ order” the word 
repair,“ a mere verbal amendment. 

The eleventh amendment requires the company in the event of change of 


grade of the streets oceupied by it to change the grade of its road atits own ex- 


pense 60 as to conform to the establ grade. 

The twelfth amendment makes a mere verbal change y 
words "engineer commissioner” and ing the 
the District.” j 

The thirteenth amendment merely perfects the sentence by inserting, after the 
words“ boiler house,” the words or houses.“ 

The fourteenth amendment, as amended by the conference committee, strikes 
out section 8 of the bill and inserts the section set out in the conference report. 
Its effect is to fix the time within which the branches of the said road shall be 
built within two years from the time First and Fourth streets and New York 
eee be respectively graded, (See conference report for amendment 
agreed to. 

The fifteenth, sixteenth, and seventeenth amendments, limiting the increase 
of the capital stock on the branches of the road, above provided for, were ren- 


by striking out the 
words “commissioners of 


dered proper and necessary by the fourteenth amendment, changing section 8 
of the bill, giving such increase for new branches provided for as was thought 
ecessa: 


n ry. 

The eighteenth amendment merely improves the wording of the section, in 
reference to sale of articles left in the cars of the com y. 

The nineteenth amendment provides for the sale of articles of value left in 
the cars of the company, and which are not claimed within one year; thecom- 
pany is required to give five days’ notice of such sale. 

The twentieth amendment requires the corporators to keep their books of 

jubscription to the capital stock of the company open not less than five days, 
Instead of two days, as provided in the bill. 

The twenty-first amendment requires notice of the time and place of the open- 

ing of books of subscription to be given in at least two daily papers. 


The twenty-second amendment provides that nothing but money or certified 
checks from any national bank shall be received in payment of the 10 per cent. 
zagoen to be paid at the time of subscribing. 

ht twenty-third amendment is a mere verbal change of a pronoun to correct 
the . 

The twenty-fourth, twenty-fifth,and twenty-sixth amendments change the 
section 80 as to give the fine for obstructing the passage of cars over the tracks 
to the public Treasury,and provide that the company may maintain a civil 
action in addition to the ty imposed, provided suit is brought within sixty 
days from commission of the act. 

The twenty seventh and twenty-eighth amendments are merely verbal amend- 
ments striking out unnecessary words; using the word said in lieu of re- 
peating the words“ Eckington and Soldiers“ Home.” 

The twenty-ninth amendment proposed to strike out the provision that no 
person should be ejected from the cars of the company for any cause than that 
of being drunk, disorderly, unclean, or con ously diseased, or refusing to pay 
the legal fare, or failing to comply with the lawful regulations of the company. 
The amendment was not agreed to by the conference committee, and it was 
agreed that the Senate recede from the same, leaving the provision as it passed 


The thirtieth amendment was a verbal one suggested by the Senate, but was 
not agreed to by the conference committee, aud in this particular the bill stands 
as it passed the House. 

The thirty-first amendment strikes out section 20, the repeal clause, as being 
unnecessary, | 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to the re- 
port of the committee of conference. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, before that vote is taken I simply de- 
sire to say that the report of the conferees upon this bill, explanatory 
of their agreement, is what every such report ought to be. It is almost 
the first time for a great while that I have seen conferees perform their 
full duty in that particular. If every conference report were accom- 
panied by such an explanation as this, we should find it easier to agree 
to them, and in the end the time of the House would be saved, although 
it would take a little longer to read them. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. Mr. Speaker, after that compliment I call for the 
previous question upon the adoption of the report. 

Mr. STEELE. I notice that there is no penalty provided in case the 
branch lines are not completed, while there is a penalty for the non- 
completion of the main line. Is that intentional? 

Mr. HEMPHILL. That was provided for by the Senate. Unless 
the company go to work and build the main line within a year, they 
can not do anything at all. If they do build that line and fail to build 
the others, Congress can easily charter another company. Of course 
we reserve the right to repeal the charter. The reason we did not put 
in any penalty in regard to the branch linesis that those branchescan 
not be built until the streets are graded, and that depends somewhat 
upon the action of the commissioners. I call for the previous question 
on the adoption of the report. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr. HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
was agreed to; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be laid on 
the table. . 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


ROCK CREEK RAILWAY. 
Mr. HEMPHILL, Mr. Speaker, I also desire to submit another 
conference report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock 
Creex Railway Company of the District of umbia, having met, after fall and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respect- 
ive Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 1, 2, 3, 4,5,6,7,8,9,and 10, and agree to the same. 

That the House insist on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 11, and that the Senate recede from the same. 

JNO. T. HEARD, 
J. H. ROWELL, 
BARNES COMPTON, 
Conferces on the part of the House, 
ISHAM G. HARRIS, 
C. B. FARWELL, 
Con ſerees on the part of the Senate. 


The statement of the House conferees, accompanying the conference 
report, was read, as follows: 


The conferees on the part of the House of Representatives on the disagreeing 
vote of the two Houses on H. R. 2017, to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway 
e gc of the District of Columbia, submit the following explanation of their 
report: 

he first amendment requires the road to be built in the middle of the street, 
instead of the west side. 5 

The second amendment strikes out the provision that whenever the net re- 
ceipts of the company from its business shall for any year exceed 8 per cent. of 
the cost of said road the fare shall be so reduced as to bring the net receipts 
down to the said per centum, 

The third amendment strikes out the words “ engineer commissioner,” and 
inserts the word “commissioners.” z 

The fourthamendmentinserts the words, the line of,” to improve the phrase- 


ory. 

The fifth amendment strikes out the provision prohibiting the company from 
charging or collecting fare from parties not accommodated with seats. 

9477 — 5 amendment strikes out the penalty for the violation of the above 
regulation, 

The seventh amendment inserts, after the word “associates,” the words suc- 
cessors and assigns,” giving them authority to open books of subscription to 
the capital stock of said company. 

The eighth amendment inserts, after the word “ first,” the word “ section,” a 
clerical omission, ¥ 

The ninth amendment inserts, after the word maliciously,” the words “and 


unnecessarily” in the clause providing a penalty for the malicious and unnec. 
essary obstruction of the tracks of the sai company. 
The tenth amendment inserts the word “motive,” omitted by mistake. 


The eleventh amendment pro; was not agreed to, and the conference 
committee to retain the provision that no person shall be ejected from 
the ears for any other cause than that of being drunk, disorderly, contagiously 


diseased, for the use of profane and obscene langunge, refusing to pay the fare, 


or failing to comply with the lawful regulations of the company, 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I wish to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia what motive governed the conferees in 
agreeing to strike from this bill the provision that the company, when 
their profits shall exceed 8 per cent., shall reduce their rate of fare. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The Senate struck that out for two reasons. 
In the first place, the fare as fixed in the bill, with a requirement that 
the company shall furnish six tickets for 25 cents, is the same that gov- 
erns all the railroad companies in this District; and under the law re- 
quiring interchange of tickets among the several railroad companies it 
would be difficult to arrange so that a company selling tickets at a less 
rate could exchange with those charging more. 

In addition to that, one of the Senators on the District Committee of 
the Senate [Mr. SPOONER] is preparing a general tax bill by which it 
is proposed that all railroads making more than a specified rate of 
profit on their business shall be compelled to pay the excess into the 
public Treasury. The Senate thought it better that this excess should 
go into the public Treasury for the benefit of the whole community, 
rather than that the benefit should be confined to the people who may 
ride on the railroad. - It would be unfair to make this railroad com- 
pany sell tickets at a lower price than that charged by other railroad 
companies, while it would be perfectly fair to make all these compa- 
nies pay the amount of their profits over a reasonable sum into the 
Treasury for the benefit of the whole community. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman state briefly why the con- 
ferees struck out the provision of the bill which prohibited the com- 
pany from charging fare after the seats were fall. That is a system of 
restraint upon railroad companies which has been tried in some of the 
large cities and seems to work reasonably well. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. The suggestion was made by some of the Senators 
(and itstruck the members on the part of the House with considerable 
force) that it may be very doubtful whether such a provision would 
not do more harm than good, so far as concerns the convenience of 
the public. For instance, when a man is waiting at-a street corner in 
rainy or snowy or very hot weather, or when he is in a hurry, he may 
prefer to take the first car that comes, although it is erowded, rather 
than wait for another car, because by standing in the crowded car a 
few minutes he may be able to get a seat for the remainder of his ride 
after the car has gone only a few blocks, as people are constantly get- 
ting out. Asa gentleman suggests to me, a man, in order to catch a 
train or meet some important engagement, would much prefer to stand 
in a crowded car rather than wait. 

The report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 

Mr, HEMPHILL moved to reconsider the vote by which the report 
of the committee of conference was agreed to; and also moved that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. PEEL, I aur directed by the Committee on Indian Affairs to 
report back with the amendments of the Senate the bill (H. R. 8565) 
making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian’ Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other pur- 
poses; and to ask that the House non-concur in the amendments of the 
Senate and ask a conference, i 

Mr. BUCHANAN. It seems to me that these amendments are im- 
portant enough to be considered in committee. 

8 Mr. PEEL. T hope the gentleman will not object to this proposi 
ion. 

Tig SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, objection is 
made. : : 
Mr. PERKINS. Perhaps the gentleman from New Jersey does not 
understand that the Serate amendments have already been considered 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs; and the gentleman from Arkansas 

now reports them back. 

TheSPEAKER protempore. Theobjection, then, would carry the bill 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I understand the status of the case. 

TheSPEAKER pro tempore. The bill, with the amendments, will be 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed 
to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, in 1864 four men who re- 
sided in the districtin which I live ent inthe FederalArmy. They 


If there be no objection, the gentleman 


served about six months, and were not mustered into service until the 
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end of that time. Before they were mustered, however, the company 
to which they belonged was consolidated with another regiment. From 
the time of the consolidation these men served as private soldiers until 
the close of the war. They had served as officers of that company up 
to that time. They were not mustered as ofticers at the time of the 
consolidation, from the fact that they were absent on detached service. 
Now, these men from that time to this have never been paid for their 
service during those six months. I ask unanimous consent that the 
House will now pass a bill which will pay those men for that service. 
A bill providing for this has been favorably reported by the Committee 
on War Claims. Two of these men I know to be in suffering eircum- 


stances, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill indicated by the gentleman 
ean only be taken up by unanimous consent. The call for the regular 
order, unless it is withdrawn, cuts off that. 

Mr. STONE, of Kentucky. I ask the gentleman from Texas to 
withdraw the call for this purpose. 

Mr. MILLS. I am afraid if I do it in this case, I shall have to do it 
for gentlemen all around. But I withdraw the call for the present. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object, and call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is called for. 

Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the morn- 
ing hour for the call of committees. 

‘There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. ; 

Mr. MILLS. I now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen having 
reports to make may file them with the Clerk for reference to the ap- 
propriate Calendars. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, that or- 
der will be made. g 

There was no objection. 


FILING OF REPORTS. 
The following reports were filed by being handed in at the Clerk’s 
desk: 


RIGHT OF WAY THROUGH MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. LAIRD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, reported back 
favorably the bill (H. R. 8639) granting the Leavenworth Rapid Transit 
Railway Company the right to construct and operate its railroad 
through a portion of the military reservation at Fort Leavenworth, 
Kans.; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 8 

IRWIN M' ADAMS. 

Mr. WILKINSON, from the Committee on War Claims, reported 
back favotably the bill (H. R. 9989) for the relief of Irwin McAdams; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, MUSCATINE, IOWA. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, from the Committee on Commerce, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 1883) to authorize the construction of 
a railroad, wagon, and foot- er bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Muscatine, Iowa; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSISSIPPI RIVER, CLINTON, IOWA. 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, also, from the Committee on Commerce, 
reported back favorably the bill (S. 1882) to authorize the construction 
of a railroad, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near Clinton, Iowa; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accom- 
panying report, ordered to be printed. 

MRS, MATILDA WILKINS EMORY. 

Mr. LYNCH, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 2547) to increase the pension of Mrs. Matilda Wil- 
kins Emory; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

KATE A. DALZELL. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably with amendment the bill (S. 1338) granting an increase 
of pension to Kate A. Dalzell; which was referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY VON KUSSEROW. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 655) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Von Kusserow; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 


PHILLIPE RAY. 


Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1614) granting a pension to Phillipe Ray; 


which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 
MRS. VIRGINIA GRIER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, re- 
ported back favorably the bill (S. 123) granting a pension to Mrs, Vir- 
ginia Grier; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

MANHATTAN PICKETT. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 2301) to increase the pension of Manhattan 
Pickett; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

TOBIAS BANEY. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 121) granting a pension to Tobias Baney; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with theaccompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

JOHN F. BALLIER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (S. 1613) granting an increase of pension to John 
F. Ballier; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MRS. SARAH R. BLEECKER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6339) for increase of pension to Mrs. 
Sarah R. Bleecker; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hoase on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

SARAH E, ROBERTS. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5253) to restore the name of Sarah E. 
Roberts to the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

ELNATHAN MEADE. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4069) granting an increase of pension to 
Elnathan Meade; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

JAMES MILLER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 528) granting a pension to James Miller; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the Private Cal- 
endar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

FLORIAN LISCHEWSKY, 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5918) restoring to the pension-roll the 
name of Florian Lischewsky; which was referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompany- 
ing report, ordered to be printed. 

MARY KARSTETTER. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 7877) to place Mary Karstetter on the 
pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered 
to be printed. 

MINOR CHILDREN OF GEORGE R. M’GUIRE. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 4038) granting a pension to Victor, Ger- 
trude, Margaret, and Helen, minor children of Lieut. George R. Me- 
Guire; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

JOHN A. GRIFFEY. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 6783) to place the name of John A. Griffey 
on the pension-roll; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, or- 
dered to be printed. 

. JAMES MONOHAN. 

Mr. LYNCH also, from Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 5919) restoring to the pension-roll the 
name of James Monohan, minor child of Richard Monohan, deceased; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
oy Calander, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be 
printed. 

MARGARET STEWART. 
Mr. LYNCH also, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
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back favorably with amendments the bill (H. R. 4716) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret Stewart; which was referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the Private Calander, and, with the accompanying 
report, ordered to be printed. 


EMMA RIDDLE. 


On motion of Mr. LYNCH, the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
discharged from the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 4074) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Emma Biddle, and it was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


C. A. WILLIAMS AND OTHERS. 


Mr. McCULLOGH, from the Committee on Claims, reported back fa- 
vorably the bill (S. 2411) for the relief of C. A. Williams and others; 
which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Pri- 
vate Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of bills raising revenue. 

The motion was agreed to. ‘ 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union (Mr. SPRINGER in the chair) and resumed 
the consideration of the bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and sim- 
plify the laws in relation to the collection of the revenue. 

The pending paragraph was read as follows: 

Pickets and palings, 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I move to amend by‘striking out the last word. 

Mr, Chairman, on yesterday during my temporary absence from the 
House my colleague [Mr. OUTHWAITE] paid some attention to some 
figures which I had submitted upon a former day in the course of this 
discussion, and he made the statement that he desired to be entirely 
fair in the consideration of those figures. In the line of thatstatement, 
and believing the gentleman meant what he said, I wish to take the 
inflation out of some of the figures which, as I had stated, I had used 
only for the sake of argument, in order that we may arrive at some- 
thing near a proper and correct conclusion, 

The gentleman selected that statement of mine in which I said that 
we would call the amount of lumber used on the farm 60,000 feet. 
He is aware, as I am, that the statement is too high, and he will agree 
with me that the average amount of lumber used isnot more than 30,000 
feet for an average farm in the average period of thirty years, that being 
the basis of calculation; that not more than one-half of the lumber 
used in this country is used on the farms, the balance being used in 
cities and villages. It will reduce the amount of the tax paid on ac- 
count of lumber used on the farm which the farmer pays, as we are 
told, to not more than $1 a year. But what does he get for that? 
There are employed 147,000 laborers. It is fair to presume those la- 
borers have three persons in each family besides the laborer. Therefore 
laborers’ families, including three persons besides the laborer, would 
give us 441,000. To this we must add the laborers, 147,000. Thees- 
timated number of manufacturers is 50,000. Their families will aver- 
age three persons each, or 150,000, to be added to the 50,000 manu- 
facturers. The total number of persons to be supplied and supported, 
then, is 788,000. The estimated cost of food for each of these persons at 
25 cents per day would be $197,000. This estimate I believe to be en- 
tirely too low. Per month of 30 days it would amount to $5,910,000, 
or for a year of 360 days to $70,920,000. 

Now, these 788,000 persons who are engaged in the lumber business 
must draw their subsistence from some source, and from what source 
do they draw it? They raise no cereals themselves. They are depend- 
ent upon the farmers for the means of their subsistence. They provide 
this home market to our own farmers to the extent of $5,910,000 a month 
of 30 days, or $70,920,000 a year of 360 days. That being true the 
farmer pays one dollar a year for the advantage of this home market, 
even supposing the free-trade view that the consumer always pays the 
tax—a proposition I utterly deny and repudiate. 

The amount of lumber used, as stated in my former remarks, was es- 
timated too light, and was not seriously stated as a fact, but simply to 
illustrate an argument. More than one-half of the lumber is used in 
villages and towns, as I have already stated. This cuts the statement 
down to $8,000,000 paid by the farmers, supposing my colleague’s ar- 
gument to be correct, and the estimate being twice too high cuts it 
down another half, or to $4,000,000, or to $1 each per year. It will 
thus be seen that each farmer, therefore, gets a home market of $17.50 
worth of produce per year by the payment of $1, and no more. Who- 
ever else may have reason to complain, this calculation will demonstrate 
to every reasonable person that certainly the farmer has no good ground 
to complain, but on the contrary has reason to rejoice in the establish- 
ment of such a system as will bring him such a reliable and remunera- 
tive home market for the sale of his agricultural products. 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is one other question which ought to be con- 
sidered and acted upon by this Congress, That question seems so 
far to have been lost sight of in this discussion of economic principles 
and tariff details. It is a question which ought to be carefully weighed, 


and. for the honor of American historyand American patriotism, justly 


decided. I should not speak of it in this discussion were it not for the 


fact that the application of the rules of this body and the exercise of 
the power given under them bid fair to prevent a majority of the 
House from having any opportunity whatever to otherwise discuss or 
act upon it. $ 

And that majority is forced, too, into that attitude of inaction not- 
withstanding the fact that both dominant parties for more than twenty 
years now have declared in their national platforms in favor of an 
opposite policy. 

I call attention to some of those declarations in order that I may 
“stir up” your pure minds by way of remembrance,” 

NATIONAL REPUBLICAN PLATFORMS, 

1864.—That the thanks of the American people are due to the soldiers and sail- 
ors of the Army and Navy, who have periled their lives in defense of the coun- 
try and in vindication of the honor of its flag; that the nation owes to them some 
permanent recognition of their patriotism and their valor, and ample and per- 
manent provision for those of their survivors who have received disabling and 
honorabié wounds in the service of the country; and that the memories of 
thoes whe have fallen in its defense shall be held in grateful and everlasting re- 

rance, 

888.0 f all who were faithful in the trials of the late war there were none 
entitled to more especial honor than the brave soldiers and seamen who endured 
the hardships of campaign and cruise and imperiled their lives in the service 
of their country; the bounties and pensions provided by the laws for these brave 
defenders of the nation are obligations never to be forgotten; and the widows 
and orphans of the gallant d are the wards of the people—a sacred legacy 
bequeathed to the nation's care. 

1872.—We hold in undying honor the soldiers and sailors whose valor saved 
the Union. Their pensions are a sacred debt of the nation, and the widows and 
orphans of those who died for their country are entitled to the care of a gener- 
ous and grateful people. We favor such additional legislation as will extend 
the bounty of the Government to all our soldiers and sailors who were honor- 
ably discharged, and who in the line of duty became disabled, without regard 
to the length of service or the cause of such d rge. ) 

1876.—The pledges which the nation has given to her soldiers and sailors must 
be fulfilled, and a grateful people will always hold those who imperiled their 
lives for the country’s preservation in the kindest remembrance. 

1880.—That the obligations of the Republic to the men who preserved its in- 
tegrity in the day of battle are undiminished by the lapse of fifteen years since 
their final victory. To do them honor isand shall forever be the grateful priv- 
ilege and sacred duty of the American people. 5 

NATIONAL DEMOCRATIC PLATFORMS. 

1864.—* * è That the pathy of the Democratic party is heartily and 
earnestly extended to the soldiery of our Army and sailors of our Navy, who are 
and have been in the ficld and on the sea under the flag of our country, and in 
the event of its 1 wer they will receive all the care, protection, and 
regard that the brave soldiers and sailors of the Republic so nobly earned. 

1368,—* * + That our soldiers and sailors who carried the flag of our coun- 
try to victory against a most gallant and determined foe must ever be gratefully 
remembered, and all the guaranties given in their favor must be faithfully car- 
ried into execution. 

1872.—* * * We remember with gratitude the heroism and sacrifices of the 
soldiers and sailors of the gy see and no act of ours shall ever detract from 
their justly-earned fame for the full reward of their patriotism. 

1876.—* * * The soldiers and sailors of the Republic, and the widows and 
orphans of those who have fallen in battle, have a just claim upon the care, pro- 
tection, and gratitude of their fellow-citizens. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. Ishall ask consent to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, the gentleman shows by his estimates and 
the figures submitted that a man working in the lumber district to 
which he refers pays the agriculturist $456 each year. How does he 
do it out of the $194 that he is able to earn in the lumber business? 
I ask the gentleman to explain that. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. The calculation made by the gentleman is as 
wild and extravagant as the profits he assigns in his former remarks to 
the manufacturers. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. But Iam taking your own figures. You gave 
one set of figures here which proves conclusively that the lumberman 
gets $194 for his earnings in a year. You show by another set of figures 
‘to-day that he pays $456 each year to the farmer. How does he doit? 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. If you will allow me time E will give the gen- 
tleman a satisfactory explanation. A large portion of this home mar- 
ket comes from the manufacturers, and not from the laborers alone. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be 
permitted to proceed without interruption for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BOOTHMAN. I thank my colleague for his kindness. 

These, Mr. Chairman, are some of the pledges of the people of this 
Republic to the men who passed through the fiery furnace of untold 
suffering in order to preserve the nation’s existence. 

The consideration of any proposition to reduce taxation that might 
prevent the fulfillment of these pledges without first considering the 
righteous demands of the Union soldiers is to that extent a repudia- 
tion of an obligation so sacred that it can only result in lasting dis- 
honor to the whole American people. 

It is proposed by this bill to reduce our yearly revenues to the extent 
of $78,000,000, and yet no one appears to be asking the question, how 
will this affect needed and just pension legislation ? 

Can this be done and still leave us sufficient revenue to pay off the 
$230,000,000 or more of bonds falling due in 1891, and the interest on ` 
the rest of our bonded debt, and the current expenses of the Govern- 
ment, and at the same time enable us to keep with honor these pledges 
of the nation to these soldiers? 3 

Gentlemen say, do we not now pay them $80,000,000 per year, and 


is not that enough? I say no, it is not enough. For, in the first place, 
the Union soldicrs themselves only get about $60,000,000 of it. The 
balance goes to dependent relatives, soldiers of other wars, De ent 
expenses, ete. But of this lam not complaining. Concede that, in 
some sense, the whole amount is paid largely for the soldiers of the 
war of 186165, and then let us ask what are some of the reasonable 
demands they may yet make which the nation should pay ? 

I answer, they are these: i 

1, A service pension. 

2. A pension to their minor children, in case of their decease, 

3. A pension to the physically or mentally afflicted children as long 
as such disability continues. 

4. A pension to their widows during widowhood. 

5. In cases where there are dependent parents, but no widow or mi- 
nor children, a pension to such parents. 

6. That these various pensions shall be large enough to preserve the 

ive classes from want in old age and afiliction. ` 

I believe in the principle of what is known as the ‘‘per diem rated 
service-pension,’’ so modified in cases of “total incapacity’ and half 
tí total incapacity” as that when the pension so calculated would in 
those cases be less than $12 and $6 per month respectively, it shall be 
increased to those amounts. I think also that the amounts paid in the 
cases of minor children should be at least $5 per month, and that sum 
should be continued to imbecile or otherwise helpless children as long 
as the disability continues. 

These are features, Mr. Chairman, which I know the Union soldiers 
feel ought to be incorporated into our pension system, and they feel 
that it ought to be done now. 

I therefore ask attention to a statement of the reasons upon which 
and because of which such relief should be granted, and to a discussion 
of the objections which are or may be urged against granting it. 

The nation never can, in money, fully discharge the debt it owes to 
these men for a preserved and perpetuated existence. But I recognize 
the principle that their just and reasonable demands upon the bounty 
of the people must be measured by the ability of the people to pay. I 
shall therefore try to demonstrate in this argument that this claim of 
theirs is based upon a correct principle; that it is within the ability of 
the nation; that the bill S. 181, now standing upon the Calendar of 
this House, favorably reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
of the Honse, ought not, as proposed by that committee to be amended, 
to be enacted into law, because it is impolitie and unjust. And if we 
are ever permitted to consider or discuss that measure I shall propose 
and hope to have incorporated into it the following amendments in 
place of those proposed by the House committee: 


AMENDMENTS. 


1. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to place on the 
pension-roll of the United States the name of all persons specified in thissection, 
upon satisfactory proof that they respectively formed the service referred to 
below, namely: All officers and enlisted men who served inthe Army, Navy, or 
Marine Corps of the United States, including regulars, volunteers, and all other 
enlisted men in any war. The rate of pension to be paid shall be the aggregate 
sum per month of | centfor each day ofservicesorendered. The date of muster- 
in and of final discharge from the service shall determine the period of service, 
but no discharge given by reason of re-enlistment as a veteran volunteer, or on 
account of motion shall be taken into account, and no pension under this 
section shall be given to any person who deserted after April 1, 1861, and prior 
to May 1, 1865, until such charge shall be removed by lawful authority. The 
pension herein provided shall be paid to the persons entitled for the remainder 
of their natural lives respectively, and is a service pension, and to be paid in ad- 
dition to all other pensions heretofore.or which may be hereafter,granted for dis- 
ability proven to have originated in the said service: Provided, Thatin all cases 
where any person entitled to pension by the terms of this section is so disabled 

physical or mental disease, or injury, not the result of his own vicious acts, 
as to be entitled to be rated as totally incapacitated,” according to the meaning 
of that term as now used and understood by the Pension Department, which 
disability such person may be unable to prove originated in the suid service, 
then in such case such person shall be entitled to receive a pension as long fs 
such d of disability continues at the rate of $12 per month; and in cases 
where the disability is equal in degree to one-half “total incapacity,” as above 
defined, of not less than $6 r month; and upon the disappearance of such de- 
„or degrees, of disability such pension shall then be rated as first hereinbe- 
stated, provided that in cases where the pension computed as first herein- 
before stated would amount to more than $12 per month, or $ per month as the 
case may be, the $12 rate or $6 rate shall not apply. 

2. That if any pensioner has died, or shall hereafter die, leaving a widow, minor 
child or children under eighteen years of age, or in case there be no widow or 
minor child or children, adependent mother or father. such widow, minor child 
or children, or mother or father shall be placed upon the pension-roll at the rates 
established by law for widows, minor children, and dependent parents without 

rd to the cause of death of such pensioner: Provided, That in the case of a 
widow, where the service has been rendered prior to the passage of this act, she 
must have been married to the deceased soldier, sailor, or marine prior to the 
passage of this act. But in onses of service rendered after the passage hereof the 
mar to entitle the widow to the pension herein provided, must have been 
solemnized prior to the expiration of the five years next following the close of 
such service: eee proes further, That no pension granted by this section shall 
date from a period prior to the passage hereof, but in cases of the death of the 
soldier thereafter such pension s 
other cases from the date of the passage of this act; and such minor child or 
children shall hereafter be paid a pension of $5 per month instead of $2 per 
month, as heretofore paid, and in cases of physical or mental helplessness of such 
minor or minors which amounts to “total incapacity’ as in this act defined, 
such pension to a minor child or children so incapacitated shall continue during 
the existence of such disability; and a widow's pension shall be paid only so 
long as she remains the widow of the soldier, sailor, or marine on account of the 
death of whom such pension is originally granted. 


Now, in this discussion, I assume to speak from the standpoint of 
the rank and file—for the lowly home and poverty-stricken abode of 


li date from the day of such death. and in all 
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the private soldier because it is a fact, as undeniable as it is deplor- 
able, that a large number of the private soldiers who served the nation 
faithfully in the hour of its direst necessity are men in moderate, if 
not in necessitous, circumstances. And there are substantial and suf- 
ficient reasons for this, as I will endeavor to show presently. 


WHY GOVERNMESTS ARE INSTITUTED AMONG MEX. 


It is an elemental as well as fundamental proposition that a govern- 
ment owes, by reason of its very existence, certain duties to its people; 
certain general obligations which it will gladly discharge in order that 
it may be called a good government. These obligations are twofold: 

1. The duty of the government to secure for its people, as far as it 
is able, better social and moral conditions. 

2. As a means to reach this end, its duty to secure for them the best 
possible material condition. 

Acting within the scope of the limitations of its power, that gov- 
ernment fails ofits duty which does not, at all times, keep these ends 
in view. 

It is to the second of these general obligations that the subject under 
discussion is to be referred—the bettering of the material condition of a 
most deserving class of our people. ; 

Do you claim that this is class legislation? Ifso, I concede at once 
that it is the duty of the nation, as far as it can, to give all classes of 
its citizens an equal chance in the race of life. But Lhold that where 
the nation has for its own purposes deprived any class of our people ot 
that equal chance it then becomes its duty, just as soon asit is able, to 
reinstate that class in the position it would have occupied but for such 
deprivation. That gives the equal chance. The citizen is called upon 
to make sacrifices to preserve his government. Is not the obligation 
reciprocal? Should not the government, saved by the sacrifices of cer- 
tain of her citizens, in all honor, make sacrifices to preserve those citi- 
zens from hardship and want in their hour of need? 

Recognizing the justice of this proposition, every civilized nation on 
the face of the earth has a service-pension policy of some kind, differ- 
ing in details it may be, but agreeing in the main upon the principle of 
paying an amount reasonably sufficient to preserve from want those 
who have served in their armies. And if this nation shall not pay to 
the Union soldiers of our great war a service pension it will be the 
first considerable body of men ever serving in its armies during a war 
which it will have failed to so reward. 

now THE SOLDIERS OF 1851 REGARD THIS QUESTION, 


The war closed twenty-three years ago. The average age of the Union 
soldiers is calculated, by those best able to determine the question, to 
be fifty-two years. The number now alive closely approximates 900,- 
000 persons. There rests undeniably in the minds of these men 
the conviction that our Government should grant them a service pen- 
sion. Let us ask why this is so. ‘The answer will develop this state 
of facts: 

1. That a service pension has been at some time granted by the Re- 
public to her soldiers of ali prior wars. 

2. That the soldiers of prior wars also received bounty lands, while 
the Union soldiers did not. 

3. That the Union soldiers were paid in a currency on an average 
worth less than 39 per cent. of its face value. 

4. That those who volunteered last received by far the larger com- 
pensation, so that the men who really bore the heat and burden of th 
day received the least for it. s 

5. That those who loaned money to the Government, by legislation 
adopted since the contract of loaning was made, but of course declara- 
tory of that contract, have been or will be paid in coin, or its equiva- 
lent, while these men who loaned their lives to save the nation have 
met with no such generous and honorable treatment. 

6. That when they returned from the Army,in very many in- 
stead of finding themselves better off they found themselves in debt 
for the support of their families; lands gone up to a price far beyond 
their reach; employment gone; business scattered to the four ends of 
the earth, and they were practically compelled to begin life over again. 

7. Many of them who served long and faithfully and in spite of 
diseased conditions which would have sent less resolute men to their 
beds in the hospitals, refused to go there time and again, and now 
they have no hospital record,” and for their very faithfulness can not, 
though justly entitled, obtain a disability pension. 

That this last statement is true, I need only cite the fact of th largo 
number of disability claims which are now daily rejected by the Pen- 
sion Bureau, although present disability is proven, because origin of 
the disability in the service can not beproven. The soldier now finds 
that, although comrades are dead and memories are defective, and for- 
getfulness of the value of his work in the day of our great trouble ig 
engulfing him and his labors with its Lethean waters, yet there is one 
thing which fails not to assert its power—the seeds of disease sown in 
his system by the swamps and malaria-breeding regions of the Sonth, 
when he served in the armies of the Union, now in his age assert their 
power and remind him continually that if his Government does not 
remember him, they do. - 

8. Another and weighty reason they urge for granting this relief, is, 
that the Union soldiers are now very generally broken down in health. 
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The truth of this statement is apparent even to a casual observer who 
will take the trouble to examine the matter. And the reasons why it 
isso require but little eonsidergtion in order to convince the most 
skepti The men were, as a rule, taken from their Northern homes 
at any and all seasons of the year, and being burried from a temperate 
zone to a semi-torrid climate were plunged at once, from regular habits 
of living and employment, into the hard life of a soldier engaged in 
carrying on an aggressive campaign. Coming from the comfort of 
their homes, the men were, before they could be acclimated, com- 
pelled to undertake the hardships of the camp, the bivouac, the march, 
the skirmish line, and the battle-field, while hard fare, irregularly sup- 
plied, scanty medical attendance, insufficient shelter, exposure to win- 
ter's cold and summer's heat in a strange climate, marchings by day 
and watchings by night, overshadowed always and ever by the nervous 
apprehension of a violent death, all contributed to tear down and 
destroy their constitutional vigor, and to plant within their systems 
the seeds of disease that should in after years rob life of its pleasure. 
No wonder that at fifty-two years of age they find themselves physi- 
cally bankrupt when they should be in the tull enjoyment of health 
and strength. 

These reasons the Union soldiers consider substantial and sufficient 
to warrant them in asking this relief, this partial reinstatement in the 
position in life in which but for their service they would now be placed. 
And I submit that no man can dispassionately consider their request 
in the light of our history without subscribing to the opinion. 

And, sir, I submit another observation; it is this, that the men who 
were intelligent enough to comprehend the questions involved in that 
great war, and brave and resolute enough to fight it through to the end, 
are not now unpatriotic nor willing to make or persist in making an 
unjust and unconscionable demand upon the nation they suffered’ to 
save. That if this demand is wrong and unjust, there ought to be and 
will be no serious difficulty in convincing these men that it is so. 

If, however, as they believe, it is based upon a right principle; if it 
is intrenched by precedent, and rests within the ability of the nation, 
then, sir, it will require something more than the demands of a penu- 
rious economy to convince them that they ought nof to make the de- 
mand. Now, the summary statement of the reasons they urge why 
this legislation should be had is that by their service in the armies 
of this Union they lost time, health, opportunity, education, and 
wealth. They were left behind in the race of life. And they feel that 
the nation ought now, in the fulfillment of its pledges then made, and 
since quadrennially repeated by all parties, and out of its present 
abundant prosperity, secured by their efforts, preserve them from want 
in their age and necessity. 

OTHER REASONS WHY A SERYICE PENSION SHOULD BE GRANTED. 

Suppose one desired to find reasons why this demand should be 
granted, instead of searching for an argument to overthrow it. He 
would find but little trouble in seeing that these results would be 
reached, namely: 

1. The pay of the soldiers would be equalized. That he who has 
served longest and got least heretofore would now get most. 

2. That the deserving man and faithful soldier would, in a measure, 
be placed upon an equality with those who remained at home and be- 
came well to do or wealthy by reason of the high prices the war cre- 
ated. 

3. That a demand of the soldiers, by them believed to be just and 
established by precedent, would be satisfied. 

4, That it would preserve the nation against any reasonable charge 
of ingratitude or bad faith towards its preservers. 

5. That, being inherently right, it would commend itself to the peo- 
ple of the nation. — 

6. That it would be a law presuming in favor of the claim of the 
faithful soldier instead of against him. 

7. That it would largely reduce the cost of the present cumbrous 
pension machinery and greatly relieve from special-act legislation. 

8. That in the cases of great disability and poverty it would pre- 
serve the nation from the humiliating and disgraceful charge that by 
its neglect it permits the men who gave up everything to preserve its 
existence to die in its poar-houses. 

THE NATION IS ABLE TO GRANT THIS RELIEF. 

Upon the question as to our ability to grant this relief I call the at- 
tention of the House to the following computation of its probable 
cost. 

A very accurate statistician and distinguished public man, Mr. 
Blaine, states that the whole number of enlisted men upon the side of 
the North in that war was 2,063,000; the number killed in battle or 
who died during the war was 285,545. There were then living at the 
close of the war of these enlisted men 1,777,455. Of this latter number 
the best estimate we can obtain from the pension officials is that 50 per 
cent. have died since the close of the war, so there are now surviving in 
all 888,728. 

And this estinſate of the number of survivors is corroborated by the 
opinion of Adjutant-General Drum, who states the number to be 

000, 


N ow, estimating the average service to be twenty-four months, which 
I think is over rather than under the mark, and the total additional 


annual cost per man, except in cases of total incapacity,” is $87.60, 
or, in all, an additional annual charge in round numbers of $77,000,000, 

ow, this increased cost the nation isamply able to bear. And as- 
sume that it will continue for twenty years yet, which is not at all 
probable, we will then have paid for pensions, all told, a sum less by 
one-half than the amount paid and to be paid on account of the prin- 
cipal and interest of our bonded war debt. It may be claimed that 
this is too great a charge upon our people and that it will bankrupt 
our Treasury. Let us examine that objection, for if it be well taken 
then the soldiers ought not to insist upon the demand; if not well 


taken; then the opponents of their claim ought not to raise the objec- . 


tion. 

The probable arnual Treasury surplus now accumulating is variously 
estimated at from $120,000,000 to $150,000,000. From this surplus 
this just expenditure can be most properly and easily made, and, if 
those estimates be true, still leave a large margin for the reduction of 
taxes. And when we consider that our population is increasing by 
more than 1,300,000 persons yearly, we may reasonably expect that 
even with a large reduction of taxes our revenue will increase with 
the population and still exceed theestimates. Also, when we consider 
that the pension-roll, even though thus increased, would be diminish- 
ing yearly by reason of death, remarriages, and children getting be- 
yond pensionable age, it will be seen how easily the nation can do this 
act of justice. Now, the money paid out on account of pensions does 
not go out of the nation. It is expended here, and remains here with 
our people. It is collected from the whole population, including the 
soldiers themselves, paid into the Treasury, from thence paid out to 
our own people—the soldiers—and remains with the people until again 
collected and again disbursed to the pensioners. 

It is the money which goes out of the nation that makes it poorer; 
not so if it remains with its people. 

So that the payment of pensions, briefly stated, consists in taxing 
our whole people in order to pay a portion of them in part for that which 
years ago that portion gave to the nation to preserve its life. 

If we, as I believe we should, pay the bondholder the last cent due 
him, should we not beequally honest with those other creditors ofthe 
Government, the men of the rank and file who loaned the nation their 
lives to save it from destruction? When that bonded debt is canceled 
this nation will have paid on that account, in principal and interest, 
nearly $6,000,000,000, or more than twice the amount necessary to liqui- 
date this demand of the soldiers. 

We have been swift to preserve our honor in this regard; shall we not 
with greater alacrity hasten still further to save it by the discharge of 
this higher and holier obligation which we owe to the men who loaned 
us, not money, but lives? The Republic can not with honor permit 


itself to be placed in the position of being generous only to its bond- 


holders. It must so act that the American citizen of any number of 
years hence will say we of this day and generation treated the men 
who saved the nation, the soldier and the bondholder alike, justly and 
generously. 


THE ADOPTION OF THE SERVICE-PENSION PRINCIPLE AS NECESSARY YOR THE 
SOUTH AS FOR THE NORTH. 


The adoption of the principle I advocate is, I maintain, as necessary 
and valuable to the Southern citizen of the future as it is just to the 
Northern citizen of the present. Wedo not know what wars the fatare 
may develop. We hope none. But three great wars in the first cen- 
tury of our natioral existence teach that we can not say when our citi- 
zens may be called upon to risk their lives and brave the storm of shot 
and shell in defense of the nation. If the call shall come, we confi- 
dently expect to see the American citizen from the South coming up 
shoulder to shoulder with the man from the North, to the common 
sacrifice of 2 common defense for our common flag—the stars and stripes 
of the United States. And when he shall do this, then for him, as well 
as for the man from the North, I want the history of this nation tosay, 
that neither of them shall ever be sent to the almshouses of the coun- 
try because of the laches of the Government in failing to grant service- 
pension. 

And, furthermore, I want that history also to say that in all cases 
of the wars of the Republic a service-pension shall be granted to her 
soldiers just as soon after a war closes as the nation is able to pay it. 
I want the laws of this commonwealth so constructed in that regard as 
that the Government may not wait until the men to be benefited are 
dead in order that we may be economically generous. — 

OBJECTIONS URGED AGAINST A SERVICE-PENSION POLICY. 

Objections to the principle of the measure I am advocating, or sim- 
ilar measures, come usually from two sources: 

1. From those who opposesuch legislation for these particular soldiers, 

2. From those who oppose a service pension in any form. 

This last class find themselves arraigned against all of the precedents 
in our history, as well as against the universal practice of the other 
civilized nations of the world. ` 

When cited to the policy of other nations on this question as a dernier 
resort they urge that it requires a much longer term of service in the 
armies of civilized Europe to enable a soldier there to secure such a pen- 
sion than would be required by this measure, and that we are propos- 
ing to pay too much ior a short period of service. They forget, how- 
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ever, that in the European systems nearly every able-bodied man is a 

_ soldier by virtue of their military codes all his active life; that when 
not drawing pay as a soldier he is usually drawing a service pension; 

- that in computing the time when this shall commence the years of 
peace as well as of war are taken into the account, while hore we have 
no standing army, or next to none, and base our demand for a service 
pension and our precedents upon actual service in time of war. We 
can pay the amount proposed by this measure, and still pay in the 
twenty-seven years which have gone by since the war began, very much 
less than any one of the first-class powers of Europe has expended in 
the same time upon her armies. 

The Republic can not afford to be less mindful of its soldiers who 
have faithfully served it in war than is France, Great Britain, Austria, 
Germany, and other nations of theirs who haye served mainly in time 
of peace. 

I beg of gentlemen to remember that the ansals of the world record 
no other instance of a war approaching our civil war in the arduous 
and fatally dangerous service required of the soldier. Consider the 
line of battle, a thousand miles Jong, which the Union soldier was re- 
quired to man; the fact that he was almost always the attacking party; 
the two thousand or more battles and skirmishes he was required to 
fight—being more than one for each day of the continuance of the war; 
the great army of those who perished in these engagements; that 
other great army, the maimed and crippled, left at the close of the con- 
flict to drag out their days in painand anguish. Search the history of 
the world and find, if you can, anotherexample of such heroic sacrifice 
and fatal service required of the soldiery of a nation. It does not exist. 

Then we may properly say that the judgment of the civilized world 
has declared in favor of the principle of a service pension. That it 
comes to us as the result of the ripened experience of mankind, And 
certainly our civil war, bloody and costly and dangerous and great as 
it was, should not form an exception to the rule. For if it is ad- 
mitted that my position is right, but argued that this war does not fall 
within the principle, I would ask gentlemen to state one good reason 
why it does not. Certainly it lasted long enough, was cruel enough, 
and costly enough, and bloody enough to rank it as the greatest war 
of modern times. Do gentlemen expect that we will ever again be en- 
gaged in another comparable with it? Butin any event, why ought 
the Union soldiers to be excluded from the benefit of this time-hon- 
ored, righteous, and generous custom of the Republic, and the 1812, 
Revolutionary, and Mexican war soldiers be permitted to profit by it ? 

Sir, the true principle which, in my judgment, we must preserve is 
that in all the wars of the nation those who faithfully serve in its 
armies shall, just as soon as the nation is able to pay it after a war 
closes, receive a service pension commensurate with the service ren- 
dered, and that the disabled shall have a disability pension in addition 
thereto. 7 

Let this principle be enforced, that he who risks most and suffers 
most in the service of our country shall, when the battle is fought and 
won, receive most from the people whose cause he upheld. By so doing 
we shall show that republics are not ungrateful, and that the debt of 
gratitude we owe to the defenders of our flag is not one which we in- 
tend shall be paid in words merely. Do you say this detracts from the 
glory the Union soldier earned by his service, and that itis mercenary? 

<L wer: Praise is poor food fora hungry, unclothed, and poverty- 
strikken man to live upon, or to feed and clothe and educate his family 
w 


ith, 

Why, sir, the mercenary part of this matter is upon the other side of 
this question. The nation that will not and does not provide against 
letting her defenders he sent to the poor-houses, or preserve them from 
want, when she is amply able to do so, is, in my opinion, a stingy na- 
tion, a penurious nation, and a mercenary nation, and can not expect 
either to obtain or retain the respect of her people. 

Now, regarding the objections coming from those who would not 
grant a service pension to these particular soldiers, I have only this to 
say: That the man who can not rise above the clouds and passions of 
that great conflict and see that by this policy the best interests of our 
whole people, both present and future, are subserved—I say the man 
who can not do that would not be convinced by anything that might 
be said upon the subject. The man who will not see can not see, and 
I shall spend no time discussing the subject with him. But I would 
say to him, Go, learn to love your country, its people, its institutions, 
and its flag, and then you will be broad enough in your sympathies and 
liberal enough in your views to appreciate this great boon and blessing 
to humanity of American citizenship, preserved against your murder- 
ous acts by the sacrifices and sufferings of these soldiers. 

There are, however, some objections that may be urged, Which I pro- 
pose to discuss. It may be claimed that if this proposition should be- 
come the law, it will prevent a reduction of taxation, and the people 
demand such reduction. I recognize in such an objector a face that 
has become familiar to the friends of a service pension. It is the face 
of the man who is against all such legislation. He is a pretended 
friend, and a real enemy to the measure. It makes no difference to 
him that his objection has no foundation in fact; that taxes can be 
largely reduced and the revenues still be amply sufficient to meet the 

_ expenditure required. But he will still insist that we can not reduce 


taxes if we pass this measnre; and then after taxes are reduced we will 
find him vehemently arguing that we can not pass the measure with- 
out increasing the taxes, and we must not think of doing that. He is 
of those who look upon the function of a legislator as arising no higher 
than to the plane and level of a trick; gia tala to that class of men 
who are eternally engaged in doing mean little acts in a meen little 
way, and are afterwards in a chronic state of apology toan alleged con- 
science therefor. 

Depend upon it, sir, the men who were able to discriminate between 
real and pretended friends when that great struggle was in progress 
have not lost their power of discrimination. They will not punish 
their friends believing them to be enemies, nor will they reward their 
enemies believing them to be friends. 

Another objection that may be urged is that cases of disability 
among the soldiers are already taken care of by existing laws; and we 
Should not grant a service pension until the men are older, and conse- 
quently in greater need. The answer to the first part of the objection 
is that it is not true. The disabled are not taken care of by existing 
laws. Many, very many, of the men who know they are suffering 
from their army service are unable to procure a disability pension be- 
cause comrades are dead or a hospital record’ is wanting. And 
they are going down in years and want to their gravés; suffering for 
the common necessaries of life, while they see others who did perhaps 
not one-half the amount of service, but who have fortunately secured 
a record in some hospital, for some fancied disease, placed on the in- 
valid pension-roll. It is that state of affairs, sir, that is driving the 
dagger home to the hearts of the men who had most to do in putting 
down the rebellion. And the only remedy that can relieve this, in 
whole or in part, is a service pension based upon the principle of these 
amendments. 

Now, as regards the claim that we must wait until the men are older 
hefore we pass this measure, I undertake to say in answer to that that 
there is no case on record, and one can not be found, where a service or 
any other kind of a pension has ever really benefited a dead man. 

Fitty per cent. of the soldiers are now dead; and to delay this matter 
longer, until the men are older and in greater want, is to court the 
shameful charge that ingratitude marks the action of our nation in , 
dealing with her preservers. 

Whatstronger evidence is necessary that this action is needed now than 
the fact that the States are by taxation moving to the reliefof these men. 

We have in the State of Ohio for two years or more raised money by 
taxation, now amounting to three-tenths of a mill upon all the taxable 
property in the State, for the relief of the ‘‘indigent Union soldiers, 
sailors, and marines, and their widows and orphans,” thus taxing a 
State for a necessity which the General Government should meet, be- 
cause the service was rendered not for the State, but for the United 
States. But, sir, the State of Ohio believes that it is shameful and dis- 
graceful to permit these men to suffer, and she does not intend that it 
shall be truthtully said of her she stood by consenting to it. And yet 
no State ought to be permitted or required to do this when the General 
Government is amply able to prevent it, and I sincerely hope, for the 
honor of our people, it will soon be unnecessary. 

Another objection urged in this case, as in all similar cases, is that 
the measure will only benefit the claim agents. This claim-agent ob- 
jection is what country merchants name an unsalable article of dress- 
goods—a shop-keeper. It is known throughout the Union as the 
cloak which covers up ^ secret opposition to all such legislation. 

No soldier to be benefited by the law makes such a complaint. He 
does not for that reason regard this or similar legislation with disfavor, 
or ask its repeal when passed, or petition for the staying of the legisla- 
tive hand. The objection in question deceives no one and convinces 
no one, because it is not trae. And if it were true it can not apply to 
the principle of these amendments, because the allowance of the pen- 
sion and the amount would depend upon the Army records and mus- 
ter-rolls and medical examinations, and the services of an attorney 
would be as useless and unnecessary as the argument is illogical and 
untrue. 

Another objection is that this antagonizes the wishes of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, which desires other and different legislation. 

My answer to that is, that when that grand body of men formulated 
a demand of what they at the time thought the country ought to do 
for the soldiers they had in mind, not so much the ultimate relief 
which should be asked, but what they hoped to obtain now for the 
most neccessitous. They saw men who had fought valiantly for this 
Union in the county poor-houses, They saw the orphans and widows 
of others begging bread. Theyasked that the most needy be first cared 
for. But now the situation is changed. The per diem rated bill had 
not then been thought of, or at most was under discussion for the first 
time by the committee on pensions of the organization known as the 
Union Veterans’ Union, then in session at Cleveland, Ohio, which, 
acting upon the suggestion of its commander-in-chief, first formulated 
the idea. = 

The soldiers who have favored a service pension have all the time felt 
the injustice of giving as much to the man who served least as to him 
who served longest. But until the principle I am discussing was placed 
before them they had found no measure which adequately set forth their 
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feeling upon the subject. The large and increasing Treasury surplus 
had not then received so much public attention asit has since, and the 
members of the Grand Army did not know then, as they do now, that 
the Government was able todo more than care for the classes they then 
designated. - 

One of the most strongly urged and often repeated arguments against 
the first dependent bill“ was, that the revenues were not sufficient 
to meet its requirements. But since the meeting of the last national 
encampmentof the Grand Army, which indorsed the bill as passed by 
the Senate of this Congress, that organization, as well as all other sol- 
dier organizations, has seen that the plea of insufficient revenues is 
not good as against this demand. And the soldiers everywhere, with- 
out rd to organizations, have overwhelmed the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions of this House with petitions for the passage of a law 
embodying this principle. And the Grand Army itself, acting by State 
departments and post organizations, has been foremost in circulating, 
signing, and forwarding such petitions, until I am certain more Grand 
Army men have in that way signified their desire for the passage of 
these amendments than voted for the bill which the Senate 

The soldiers now feel that they may well ask themselves the question: 
If the Government will not grant this just claim when it is abund- 
antly able, when may we expect it to take such action? They feel 
now when the objection of a want of means is urged that it is only op- 
position under a false pretense of economy coming from men who in- 
tend finally to prevent the legislation. And they demand that the 
issue shall now be made, and that public men shall declare for or 
against the measure. They desire to know who the men are that are 
willing to violate every precedent in our history, and to steel their 
hearts against a just demand in order to prevent giving a service pen- 
Sion to the Union soldier. They believe in the justice aad honesty of 
the claim they make, and they will submit the issue upon that claim 
to the peopie, and abide by the result. But they now demand acts, 
not words. 

Now to the objéction that it is proposed to make this service pension 
additional to disability pensions already granted, or that may be granted, 
I would reply, the reason upon which such proposed action is based 
is that of two men serving the same length of time, one of whom is dis- 
abled, and for which disability he receives a disability pension; that man 
has suffered more from the service to the extent indicated by his dis- 
ability rating than the other, and so should receive more. 

At first view this would seem to work a hardship in the cases of those 
who are really disabled by their service, but can not make proof of that 
fact, in that they would only be receiving aservice pension when their 
condition ought to entitle them to a greater rating. But upon reflection 
it will be seen that it is no reason why a man who is disabled by his 
service, and can prove it, should not receive this treatment because 
some other man who is likewise disabled can not prove it. Withhold- 
ing from the one will not benefit the other; nor will giving to the one 
withhold from the other; and it is difficult to see how justice would be 
done to the man whom we know, beyond question, has been disabled 
by the service, if we refuse to give him the benefit of the consideration 
due to his number of days’ service, plus that due to the fact that he was 
disabled in the service. Absolute justice can not be done in all cases; 
but we can approximate it. And certainly length of service and dis- 
ability combined ought to receive more consideration than length of 
service only. 

OBJECTIONS TO THE MEASURE AS PROPOSED BY THE HOUSE COMMITTEE. 

In the discussion of these objections I do not wish to be understood 
as reflecting improperly upon the committee or upon the individual 
members of the committee. Men honestly differ in their views upon 
this pension question, but it does seem to me that if the recommenda- 
tion of the majority report upon that Senate bill 181 shall be carried into 
law it will be an injustice and a mockery to the men whom it is sup- 
posed to benefit. I do not mean to say that the committee intended to 
attain that result, but the effect is the same as if it had been intended. 

Let us judge of it by a comparison with the treatment given to the 
soldiers of other wars. 

In 1818 the Revolutionary soldier who had served nine months or 
more and was in necessitous circumstances was pensioned at $8 per 
month. 

In 1828 there was added to this roll, at the same rate, all who had 
served through that war. 

In 1832 the Revolutionary roll was further increased by placing upon 
it, at $8 per month, those who had served two years, and all others 
who had served six months and less than two years at a proportionate 


rate. 

In 1871 a service pension of $8 per month was granted to the 1812 
soldiers who had served sixty days or more. In 1878 this roll was in- 
creased so as to include at the same rate all who had served fourteen 
days or more. 

In 1887 a like pension of $8 per month, to begin at age sixty-two or 
sooner if any disability ordinarily pensionable existed, was granted to 
the Mexican war soldiers, and this law required only sixty days’ service, 
or in lieu thereof participation in a battle or battles of that war. 

Now, judging of the action of our nation in these prior years, does 
not the patriotic American, who is honest with himself. earnestly wish 
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that the paymentof those service pensions had commenced at an earlier 
period in the lives of the men, so that it would have benefited more of 
them? Do we now feel that the amount paid was or is too much? 
Do we not excuse the tardiness of the nation in those cases by the re- 
flection that it was unable to act sooner? Does not the lapse of time 
between the rendition of the service and the granting of those pen- 
sions at once excite the inquiry, ‘‘ Why did the nation wait so long 
before granting those pensions?’ I believe, sir, that if we respond 
truly to the promptings of our better natures we will say these pay- 
ments did not begin soon enough. The amount paid is not too much, 
and we wish it could have been made more. If I am correct in this, 
then the argument that a service pension should be paid as soon as the 
nation is able after the close of a war, and should be sufficient in 
amount to preserve its beneficiaries from want, becomes irresistible. 

Judged by this standard and by the amounts heretofore paid by the 
nation, how does the bill reported by the committee commend itself to 
the thinking mind? Why, sir, the number proposed to be benefited is 
entirely too small. It only includes, prior to age sixty-two, the sol- 
diers who are totally incapacitated ’’ for the performance of manual 
labor; in other words, those only whose incapacity is equal to the loss 
of an arm below the elbow, or a leg below the knee, for that is what 
t‘ total incapacity’? means. This would leave a large number of par- 
tially disabled men to drag along for ten or twelve years more, without 
receiving any assistance from the Government, in whose service they 
know they were disabled, and that, too, when the Government all the 
time is abundantly able to grant the needed and well-earned aid. 

Again, the amount proposed to be paid by the bill is entirely inad- 
equate. The man who faithfully served two full years, and is“ totally 
incapacitated,’’ receives only $7.30 per month. Another, in like phys- 
ical condition, whoserved one full year, gets only $3.65 per month; and 
those who served less than a year would receive a pittance per month 
so small as to cause a feeling of shame when it is mentioned. And yet 
each and all of these classes of soldiers can not get any more although 
they are in exactly the same physical condition, namely, totally in- 
capacitated’’ for the performance of manual labor. 

Contrast this with the 14 and 60 day limit as to length of service in 
the prior wars, and the $8 per month service pension granted in them, 
and the absolute injustice and wrong of the measure is apparent, It 
violates all precedent. It violates our sense of justice. It makes an 
invidious and harmful distinction between the Union soldier and the 
other soldiers of the Republic who precede him. It arises out of a too 
close adherence to the idea that length of service alone should deter- 
mine the amount to be paid and disregards the present condition of the 
men, the debt the nation owes to them, the nation’s ability to care for 
them, and the demands of fair play and just treatment. 

Again, the same injustice that marks its provisions in regard to the 
men themselves enters into its terms touching their widows, and it 
makes no provision for the imbecile and helpless minor children. 

Now, amend the bill as I propose and these objections, which seem 
to me to violate every sentiment of patriotic feeling and all sense of jus- 
tice and equality, will disappear, and the perfected measure will stand 
forth a fit monument marking the generosity and gratitude of a great 
nation and a liberal people toward those whose heroism and suffering 
gave a new lease of life tothe Republic. It will give meaning to the 
term debt of gratitude ’’ which the nation owes to its defenders. 

It will constitute a just, liberal, and wise precedent for the futu . 
It will promote a sense of justice and fairness among our people upon 
the pension question, and, above all, it will remove the gaunt specter 
of want, now daily stalking about in the homes of many of these old 
veterans. 

Sir, I have so far considered and argued this subject upon the f cts 
and cold logic of the situation. But I wish to remind the House and 
the country that, rendering homage to a divinely noble sentim2nt 
and truth combined, it becomes us, when we are called upon to con- 
sider such topics, to feel that we should come to their consideration, 
not with hearts steeled against them, not with feelings as hard and 
unyielding as the stone steps of this Capitol. But, before acting we 
should ask ourselves this question: If the men whose statues adorn 
yonder hall, which aforetime was wont to ring with their patriotic 
eloquence, and those others, whosesplendid and costly images of bronze, 
erected by an admiring and grateful people, command attention in the 
public grounds and parks of this city, could arise from their now in- 
animate dust and again counsel us as of old, what would they say is 
the duty ofthe United States Congress upon this question? 

Nay! If the great army of the dead, who fell from our ranks during 
the progress of that terrible war, and now repose in sacred but unfor- 
gotten graves, could again be marshaled in the blue-coated columns as 
of yore, and pass in voiceless review here before us; and if, after that 
long column of speechless heroes had passed by, some Almighty voice 
should make known to us the wish of the soldier dead for his comrade 
living, What think you would that voice declare that wish to be upon 
this question? I ask the members of this House to measure their ac- 
tion upon this matter by a patriotism no less exalted than that which 
required the sacrifice of 285,000 lives offered upin battle, on skirmish 
line, in prison pens, and in the fevered and plague-stricken hospitals 
in order to preserve our nation and our flag. 
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For once I ask you to let justice and generous sympathy speak with 
united voice and command the nation to crown the uncrowned he- 
roes’? who passed through the red sea of trial, and hardship, and suf- 
fering a quarter of a century aoi preserve that nation’s existence. 

Deter action upon this tariff bill until the measure I am advocating 
can be passed. Then bring forward your measure for reducing taxes 
based upon the idea of saving the American market for Americans, of 

tecting our nation’s industries and our labor, and you will have 
8 that for which generations of Americans yet unborn shall rise up 
and bless you, and that which will preserve and establish us as a wise 
and patriotic people among the nations of the earth. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

“A bill that is in the main so moderate.“ Thus is the Mills bill de- 
scribed in the leading editorial of a Democratic newspaper. A bill in 
the main so moderate’’—a bill that, in its initial lines, strikes down 
one of the greatest industries of the United States; a bill that changes 
the policy of nearly half a century in reference to lumber, that would 
crush an industry that amounted last year to over one hundred mill- 
ions of dollars, that would drive our ‘‘ hewers of wood into direct, un- 
protected, disastrous competition with the lower wages of Canada—is 
such a bill, so far as lumber is concerned, moderate? If it is, then ac- 
tion by Congress that would enter and devastate the workman’s cabin 
is moderate; for my friend from Pennsylvania [MR. McCormick], 
during the general discussion of this bill, demonstrated that the duty 
on lumber was a direct benefit to its amount to the lumber workmen, 
that the amount of duty precisely measured the difference between the 
wages of American and Canadian workmen, and demonstrated it soably 
and conclusively that no gentleman on this floor has attempted to 
answer him. 

Moderate to make lumber free from and after the Ist day of July, 
1888? Moderate totake such radical action in such haste as to amount 
almost toa stampede? But why should we take this very moderate 
step? What reasons have our friends on the other side of the Cham- 
ber given us during the discussion of the lumber paragraphs to sup- 
pose the bill in this particular is not extreme? What arguments have 
they advanced to prove not alone the moderation of this section, but 
that it will benefit the American people? All through the general de- 
bate upon the Mills bill they told us they wanted duties removed, a 
reduction of revenue, and now and then one braver than his fellows 
spoke of ‘‘free trade” so as to open the markets of the world“ to all 
American products. 

Pass this bill, they said to us, and the markets of the world“ are 
yours. Pass it, and you will have a ready foreign sale for everything 
you produce, Surely if that argument applies to one article it applies 
to all. And yet hardly is the bill taken up for consideration by sec- 
tions when they tell us they want lumber free. Why? So that the 
markets of the world will be open to American lumber? Oh, no. Free 
trade in lumber, they say, will not open qther markets for our lumber, 
but our markets for others, and thus save our beautiful forests. ‘That 
now seems to be the one idea—excepting ‘‘ trusts,’’ of course—para- 
mount in the Democratic Congressional mind. Our forests must be 
saved. They are being wasted so rapidly, the beauty of the country, 
the health of the people demand that the lumber we need should come 
from other countries. American lumbermen must suffer that our for- 
ests may be saved. 

Let me say, sir, it is not waste to cut trees into lumber. What is 
used for the benefit of mankind is no waste. It is the forest fires, the 
rot, the decay of years that is waste, and this waste is saved where the 
Jumberman is at work. Our forests will never disappear. Certain 
uses for timber grow less as others increase. Coal for fuel, wire for 
fencing, stone and brick for building have largely displaced certain 
uses for timber. I suspect, sir, the Democrats in Congress are not 
sincere on this question. They want lumber free as a part of their 
free-trade crusade work. 

That is the long and the short, the height and depth of their pro- 

moderate action. [ Applause. 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the hammer fell. 

Mr. KELLEY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from New 
York be permitted to occupy the floor for five minutes longer without 
interruption. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN resumed and concluded his remarks as above. 

Mr. MILLS. I hope we will now have a vote on this line. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 
as withdrawn; and the question is on striking out line 17, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Line 18: “ Laths,” 
Line 19: “Shingles.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: * 

In line 19 strike out the final s“ in the word “shingles,” and add the word 
“ bolts;” so that it will read shingle-bolts.“ 

Mr, BUCHANAN. The effect of the amendment, if adopted, will 
be to take shingles off the free-list, where they are placed by this bill, 
and leave upon the free-list the rough material out of which theshingles 


are made. The word that I have suggested is a word that is known 
in many sections of the country, and it means the rough blocks from 
which the shingles are cut. We hear a great deal about the advisabil- 
ity of importing free of duty raw material for the benefit of our peo- 
ple. My amendment does not affect that question in the least. 

It is hurled back to us with derision, almost with disdain, by the 
other side of the House when we say to them that they are free-traders. 
They say, No; we deny it.“ We are revenue reformers,” and we 
want free raw material.“ The effect of my amendment is, as I have 
said, to give them free raw material in this regard; but it goes further, 
3 protects the labor which places the raw material in manufactured 

orm. 

Thess bolts or blocks are either sawed or riven into shingles, The 
shingles themselves after they are riven are shaved and jointed, and 
this is all done by the expenditure of labor. Now if you are not free- 
traders, do not vote against this amendment. If you are free-traders, 
show your faith by voting against the amendment. Come out of your 
camps and place yourselves fairly and squarely on one side or the other 
of this question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Did the gentleman observe that the article of 
lumber to which he refers is included in lines 9 and 10? 

Mr. MORSE. Oh, he does not care about that. Let us have a vote. 
[Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I believe if this bill is the perfect thing it is 
pretended to be, and, as I understand, in a caucus held in this Hall, it 
was held to be, then there was a purpose in p this paragraph, 
“‘shingles,’’ there where we find it. I purpose to meet that question now, 
and say, All right, gentlemen, you want raw material to come in free; 
let it come free. But if you want to protect the labor which puts that 
raw material into manufactured form, then adopt this amendment. 
Now, let us see your faith. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. The gentleman will see that this comes in free 
already, under line 9 of the bill. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Iam not responsible for lined. It did not em- 
anate from my brain or heart. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. It is already a portion of the bill, so far as it 
can be at this time. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman finds redundancy of expression 
in the bill, it is for the framers of the bill to explain, not for me. 

And I am glad to say to the gentleman—— 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then the point you make is that you must put 
in a provision yourself. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, sir; my point is that 
from bonind yonr cry of free raw material, but real 
factured products, and place yourselves fairly and squarely on one side 
or the other. [Derisive laughter on the Democratic side, and cries of 
“Yote!” Vote!“ 

Mr. MORSE. We will not do that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. No, of course you will not. You say one thing 
and vote the other way. [Jeers on the Democratic side.] 

That is all right, gentlemen. Keep up your howling on the other 
side. I havea right asa Representative of the people to express my 
opinion of these paragraphs, and I mean to do it; and in view of the 


ou must come out 
no duty on manu- 


evident preparations for the coming influenza upon the other side 
Janghter], will recite a verse which I happen to find lying upon my 
esk: 


From Oregon, the Pioneer State, 
To the mouth of the Susquehanna, 
The good people will settle the fate 
Of Cleveland and his red bandana, 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
of the gentleman from New Jersey. 
The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Clapboards, pine or spruce. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Some remarks which I made here yesterday in 
regard to the duty upon staves were answered by the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], who said that they were not a North- 
ern product, because staves in great quantities were shipped from the 
South as well as from the North; and, among other things which he 
said, was that staves to the value of $138,000 were shipped abroad 
from my own port of Belfast, Me. 

That statement, I think, must have been a lapsus linguæ upon the 
part of the gentleman, for on looking over the statistics he will findit 
to be entirely incorrect. 

Now, what are the factsabout staves? It is true that large quanti- 
ties of staves are shipped from the South, but that does not prove that 
this provision in the Mills bill is notsectional, because those are hard- 
wood staves which are shipped, many of them to the West Indies for 
the purpose of making molasses hogsheads, and there are no staves 
manufactured in a that compete with them. They do not need 
any duty to protect them, because they have no competition. But the 
staves that are made in Maine are made of soft wood, and are used in 
large measure for cement casks, and are marketed in this country. 
The same kinds of staves are made in Canada, and come in direct com- 
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petition with ours. The statement I made yesterday is correct, that 
during the existence of the reciprocity treaty, when we had no duty 
upon staves, we lost the industry; it went over to New Brunswick; and, 
as I said, the staves were carried from New Brunswick up the Hudson 
and to ports in different parts of this country by vessels built and owned 
in the province of New Brunswick and other of Canada. 

Mr. KERR. Whatwas the final effect of the reciprocity treaty upon 
the price? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Our product was driven out of the market by 
the reciprocity treaty, but our industry in staves revived after that 
pining was abolished; and it exists now in my State in a healthy con- 

ition. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota, Then, as a matter of fact, the putting 
of a tariff on staves raised the price of the staves in the market, while 
the removal of the former tariff put the price down? 

Mr. MILLIKEN, The putting of a daty upon staves unquestiona- 
bly protected the industry upon this side of the line against the com- 
petition of cheaper staves manufactured by cheap labor in Canada. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. And raised the price here? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. It had the same effect that the duty has every- 
where. ‘The gentleman knows what that is. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I do. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I have but five minutes, and I do not believe we 
could go into such an extended discussion of that subject as the gen- 
tleman’s question would lead to in so short a time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to answer a question which was raised 
on the other side yesterday. When I claimed that the Mills bill 
was sectional, gentlemen asked what we had to offer in place of it. 
To that I reply that at the beginning of this session I introduced a bill 
which was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, and was 
undoubtedly buried there deeper than if it had been at the bottom of 
the tomb of the Capulets; at any rate, it never has been heard of since. 
I now send that bill to the desk, and ask the Clerk to read it as a part 
of my remarks, to show what means I would propose of reducing the 
revenue. € 

The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. During the reading the time 
of Mr. MILLIKEN expired, when, on motion of Mr. MAFFETT, by unan- 
imous consent, he was permitted to proceed for five minutes more, 

The bill was read in full, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, etc., That all the laws providing for the assessment and collec- 
tion of internal-revenue taxes upon tobacco and the manufactures thereof be, 
and the same are hereby, repealed. 

Sec. 2. That sugar of all standards, when imported, shall be exempt from 
amy on and after the Ist day of January, A. D., 1888: Provided, That this section 
of this act shall not apply to the sugar product of any country which shal) lay 
an export duty upon such sugar; nor to sugar imported in vessels other than 
those of the exporting country and the United States of America; nor to sngar 
from countries refusing to vessels of the United States of America the same 
treatment in their ports as to light-house and other charges that are granted to 
the vessels of countries in American ports; nor to the sugar of any coun- 
try which shall not make as favorable terms for the entry of the products of the 

nited States in its ports as for the entry of the products of other countries the 
most favored by it in this respect, 

Sud. 3. There shall be paid out of the Treasury, from any moneys not other- 
wise appropriated, to the producers of sugar in the United States of America, in 
lien of the Sitios hereby repealed, within thirty days after the Ist day of Janu- 
ary cach year, a sum equal to the present rate of duty upon their product, hav- 
ing regard to standard and quality, the sum to be paid each producer to be as- 
certained and awarded through the internal-revenue or customs officers under 
such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now will the gentleman explain why there 
should be a bounty paid to sugar-raisers any more than to the raisers 
of any other agricultural product in this country? 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I will. It is because the sugar-producers of 
Louisiana have already got thousands upon thousands of dollars in- 
vested in that industry, and I do not believe that the Government of 
the United States ought to pass any law that would ruin those invest- 
ments. I do not believe that the Government has a right to legislate 
away the accumulations of years out of the hands of its citizens in 
that way. z 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in regard to this bill of mine, I want to sayin 
tke first place that it would be certain to reduce the revenue and the 
surplus in the Treasury, while on the other hand the bill now before 
the House is by no means certain to do that. This Mills bill comes in 
here with flying colors as a measure to reduce thè revenue; it comesin 
with the recommendation of the President of the United States, who 
looks with alarm upon the great surplus that is in the Treasury, and 
warns Congress of the necessity of reducing it. And yet, sir, it is a 
matter of great doubt whether, if this Mills bill becomes a law, it will 
not rather increase than reduce the revenue, whether the greater im- 
portation of goods from abroad, which will result from the lowering of 
the duties, will not increase the revenues to an amount at least equal 
to the reduction made by putting certain articles on the free-list and 
the proposed reduction of the tobacco tax. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to say another thing about the bill which I 
introduced. It attacks no industry in this country. It protects the 
sugar-grower at the same time that it reduces the duty. It harms no 


man in the land. It threatens no interest in this country. Again, it 
would reduce the duty upon one of the prime necessaries of life, an 
article that goes into the consumption of every family in the country. 
Men use sugar in Texas as well as in Maine, in California as well as in 


New York; therefore there is nothing sectional about this proposed 
reduction, and I do not believe there is any way in which you can re- 
duce the revenue of this Government and do no harm. to any industry 
in the country and at the same time carry comfort to so many homes 
in the United States as by passing this bill. 2 

Mr. MILLIKEN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 


to perfect the paragraph. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


At the end of line 20 add, “ not planed nor worked.” 


Mr. BUCHANAN. I offer that amendment for this reason: I do not 
know whether it was the purpose of the Committee on Ways and Means 
to allow the importation free of clapboards planed and wrought or not, 
but I do know that the provision as it stands in the bill would be sus- 
ceptible of that interpretation. Clap oards are sawed, then planed, 
and then some kinds are tongued and rabeted, the planing and tonguing 
and rabeting being of late years performed in one operation by the 
same machine. 

Now, I wish a distinct and authoritative expression by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole, either by accepting or rejecting this amendment, as 
to whether this provision in the bill is intended to include these prod- 
ucts or not. If it is so intended, then it does not merely permit the 
admission free into this country of raw material, but it permits the 
free entry of a manufactured product of the planing-mill. Itseems to 
me that this amendment ought, on principle as well as from consider- 
ations of justice, to be adopted. 

Mr. THOMAS, of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to let 
this subject of putting lumber and its products on the free-list pass 
without saying a word. In the State which I have the honor in pes 
to represent there are thousands of men engaged in the lumbering bus- 
iness whose interests will be affected by this bill. Sir, those men are 
to-day receiving wages ample and sufficient to satisfy them, wages that 
are bringing men from Maine, from New York, from the old country, 
to the pineries of Wisconsin; and to strike down their interests, as i 
believe this bill proposes to do, and place them on a level with the 
pauper labor of Canada is something that is unnecessary, cruel, and 
vicious, something that requires of me a protest, and as long as I have 
a vote in this House it shall be given against such legislation. It is 
claimed here that unless we pass this bill our forests will be denuded, 
although gentlemen on both sides have admitted that it will probably 
not make a difference of 1,000 feet in the cut. But, sir, the practical 
effect will be to strike down the laborer in this industry and make his 
wages less in consequence of the competition of the Canadian laborer. 

Another thing, Mr. Chairman, This bill will strike down the interests 
of the farmers of my State, who now have a large local market, a market 
nearly equal to the supply. They sell to the lumbermen the oats, the 
hay, the corn, the pork, everything that the farm produces. It will 
strike down the merchants; it will strike down every interest. And I 
believe that at the next election you will hear a louder protest from the 
people of Wisconsin against this legislation than you have heard re- 
cently from Oregon, [Applause on the Republican side]. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. BUCHANAN, it 
was rejected—there being ayes 73, noes 84. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move to amend by striking out line 19. 

The CHAIRMAN, Line 19 has been passed; the Committee of the 
Whole is considering line 20. 

Mr. BURROWS. I move, then, to amend by striking out line 20, 

The amendment of Mr. BURROWS was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Logs. : 

Provided, That if any export duty is laid upon the above-mentioned articles 
or either of them, by any country whence imported, all said articles impo 
from said country shall be subject to duty as now provided by law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move to amend by adding to the paragraph just 
read the proviso which I send to the desk. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

And provided further, That all said articles shall be subject to the same duty 
as now provided by law when imported from any country which denies in its 
ports, to fishing or other vessels of the United States authorized to touch and 
trade at foreign ports, the same commercial privileges, including the right to 
buy provisions, bait, and supplies, and to transship any portion of cargo, as are 
granted to similar vessels of such country in the ports of the United States, 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, does a pointof order lie against 
this amendment that it is not germane to this portion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. There is no doubt about its being germane. M 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I hardly think itis. Weare now discussing 
the lumber schedule. This is a provision in to fish. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTH- 
WAITE] make a point of order? : 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Ido. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to be heard on the point of order, if it is 
made seriously. This is simply a further limitation in addition to the 
proviso in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN (after examining the amendment). The Chair is 
of opinion that the amendment is in order. The point of order is over- 
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[Mr. DIxGLEY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 

DIX. : 
Mr. WILSON of Minnesota. The question before the committee, 

Mr. Chairman, is one solely whether the proposed amendment is ger- 
mane to the bill or not. ; 

Mr. LODGE. ‘That question has already been decided. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. But I understand there is an amend- 
ment proposed, and the question is whether that is germane or not. 

Mr. LODGE. The Chair has ruled the amendment in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. What was the decision of the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair decided that the amendment was ger- 


mane. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. As that has been disposed of, then I 
will not occupy the floor longer, as I do not wish to discuss the merits. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have sat here for the last week 
listening with patient attention to the discussion of the different para- 
graphs of this section of the bill and I have so far remained silent. On 

esterday, when the paragraph in lines 11 and 12 was under discussion 

n this House and voted on, myself and the gentlemen from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. SowDEN] were the only two gentlemen on this side of the 
House who voted to strike those lines from the bill. In justice to my- 
self and in justice to my constituency I desire to explain the reason 
why I so voted. I did it for the purpose of moving at the proper time, 
if I could, an amendment to this bill providing that the lumber schedule 
should be reduced annually 33} per cent. until it came upon the free- 
list; but ihe House voted down the motion to strike out those lines. 

I stand here as the representative of one of the largest lumber con- 
stituencies in the United States. The produce of the Saginaw River 
during the last year was 779,000,000 feet of lumber. That section in 
which the principal portion of the entire lumber product of Michi is 
poner is represented on this floor by my colleague [Mr. FISHER] and 

y myself. I could point to you from the bridges at Saginaw to-day a 
continuous line up and down that river as far as the eye can reach of 
smoke-stacks, of mill chimneys, and docks on either side loaded with 
lumber the product of those mills. 

I have been somewhat amused to find prairie chickens from the prairie 
fields of the Northwest, from Iowa oar Kansas, standing up upon the 
floor of this House to protect Saginaw lumber. [Applause.] And I 
have been accused of neglecting the interest I represent. Why, sir, as 
I have said, I have listened to all this conversation (I call it conversa- 
tion) upon this floor, and I have heard of the great benefits that labor 
has received by reason of your protective tariff. But when did you 
ever hear under that system of protection of its ever protecting the la- 
boring man one dollar’s worth in the world? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side of the House.] We employ thousands of men in our lum- 
ber industry, but how are they protected? Within a few miles of the 
Canadian line we have found year after year that our lumbermen, in- 
stead of protecting the American laborer, would go into the province 
of Ontario and bring over cheap Canadian labor, bring them across the 
river and through the lines, and greet them with a good morning as 
they passed out of the custom-house and came into competition with 
American labor whom you pretend to protect. That is the way you 
protect American labor. [Applause on the Democratic side of the 


ouse. } 

Mr. BUCHANAN. You say that has been permitted in your dis- 
trict? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Where is the United States district attorney up 
there that he does not enforce the statute? 

Mr. WEBER. Why did you not apply to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, as I did, to enforce the law and protect your labor? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, sir, while my desire was, and it is my ear- 
nest desire yet, to see this bill so amended that those who have in- 
vested their money upon the basis of this existing but false theory 
and false law should have time in which to adjust their business to 
meet the change proposed, yet, sir, when I come to contemplate the 
fact that all over this country to-day, with an overflowing Treasury, 
we havea pauperized people—— [Cries of Oh,“ and derisive laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] Go on, gentlemen, I repeat the assertion. 
With a tax-list that is bringing into the Treasury of the United States 
over $1,000,000 every day, more than we need by one-half, and when 
I realize the fact that this money, so needed in the business, in the 
commercial interests of the country, is drained like draining the very 
life-blood that flows through the veins, under this vicious system of 
taxation, and is daily being absorbed in this manner, I look forward, 
I must confess, with very fearful forebodings to that condition of things 
which must eventually bring about universal ruin and bankruptcy to 
the people of this land. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

e BURROWS. If I can be recognized I will yield the floor to my 
colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman from Michigan 
will be permitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. BURROWS. I wish to ask a question for information. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. BURROWS. Permit me to ask the question if it is true that 
the lumbermen of your locality go into Canada and hire cheap labor 
and bring it into your district? 

Mr. TARSNEY. They advertise over there and bring laborers in. 
They send agents from Michigan into Canada, and they are continually 
bringing them in. 

Mr. WEBER. I asked the question of the gentleman a few moments 
ago, why he did not invoke the aid of the Secretary of the Treasury to 
stop that, as I did in my district, and succeeded ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I will come to that. I yield now to the gentle- 
man from Iowa. z 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. The gentleman from Michigan says pro- 
tection affords no relief to the laboring men. I ask if in making that 
statement he includes the laboring men who own the mills and timber 
lands? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TARSNEY. Oh, no; that is quite a different question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have heard various opinions expressed about 
the results of this protective law upon the people of this country. Ac- 
cording to my recollection, thelast census shows that there were 44,019 
industries in this country protected under the protective tariff laws. 
Sixty million of people have been paying tribute tothem. If it be 
true, as stated by some of our Republican brethren over there, that the 
removal of the duty on lumber will not decrease its price, then for 
God's sake what do you want of this protection? 

You are not hurting the manufacturer if you place it upon the free- 
list. If upon the other hand it does increase the price of lumber $2 per 
thousand feet by thus fixing it upon the tariff laws, who is the person 
who pays that tribute? Let us take into consideration the tens of 
thousands of people who consume that lumber. We are not to legis- 
late for the benefit of the few at the expense of the great multitude. 

Mr. BREWER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Oh, yes. = 

Mr. BREWER. If that is your opinion, why did you through 
the tellers and vote with us upon the proposition to strike out these 
lines in reference to manufactured lumber? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Idid not. 

Mr. BREWER. I understood you to say that you and Mr. Sow- 
DEN on that side were the only gentlemen who did pass between the 
tellers from that side of the House. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Oh, I did not understand the gentleman’s ques- 
tion. Ihave already explained that I did it for the purpose of pre- 
senting at the proper time such an amendment to the bill as I believe 
ought to be made to enable those who have put their money in the 
business to prepare to meet the change and conform to the changed 
conditions. 

Mr. BREWER. But why did you vote to restore the tariff on lum- 
ber, when, according to your own view, it is prejudicial to the ten 
thousand consumers that you pretend to be speaking for? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Do not ask any questions. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] I say do not ask because I have but a very few 
minutes. 

Now, I desire to send to the Clerk’s desk, to be read for the informa- 
tion of the committee, a table of wages, compiled by the Board of Trade 
of Saginaw in 1886, showing the w: that are paid in the mills upon 
the Saginaw River upon the protective system. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WEBER was recognized. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Michigan, representing an important lumber district, be allowed 
five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

aE TARSNEY. I wish now to suggest a few comments upon that 
table. 

Mr. COX. With the permission of my friend from Michigan, I 
would like to have a little matter read from the desk. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. COX. Ih ask the Clerk to read this dispatch. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Cleveland nominated by acclamation. 

[Loud applause on the Democratic side, followed by counter ap- 
plause and cheers on the Republican side.] 

Mr. TARSNEY. Now, if this interruption will not be taken out of 
my time, let me explain that table a little. This table shows the rate 
of wages paid, the highest and the lowest, and I presume no gentle- 
man will question its accuracy, for it is prepared by the board of trade 
of my city.’ We find the rate of wages running from $1.25, in some 
instances, to $3.25, $3.50, and $4. 

Mr. KEAN. And $5. 
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Mr. 'TARSNEY. I do not think there are any at five. Yes, there 
are one or two, I believe. And these men are skilled sawyers, the 
gang-men and the scientitic engineers who manage the machinery. 
They are the men who receive the higher wages. Now how many of 
these are in one mill? There is one engineer, or two at most; and if 
two, the assistant engineer receives but one-half as much as his supe- 
rior. The sawyer receives a high rate of wages; the foreman receives 
a high rate; but the great masses are working at from $1.25 to $1.50 

day. ‘There is your protection to American labor. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question ? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana, Is that not more than a man gets on 
the railroads and the farms in the Northwest? 

Mr. TARSNEY. No. 

Mr. JOHNSTON, of Indiana. I say it is, and that is all there is of 
it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. TARSNEY. Well, you can settle that to suit yourself. I 


say no. 

itr. BLAND. The lumbermen, I suppose, are more charitable than 
the farmers. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I never knew in all my experience any one of your 
manufacturers that ever paid a workingman a dollar more than he 
was compelled to pay, and you never will find one. Wages of menare 

ted by the law of supply and demand. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Answer this question: Is there a farmer in your 
State that pays a dollar a day to the men he employs? 

Mr. TARSNEY. But he boards the men. 

Mr. WEAVER (to Mr. Funston). Are you opposed to taking the 
duty off lumber? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I say there is not a farmer in the State of Michi- 
gan who pays his farm hands a dollar a day. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. Are you opposed to taking the duty off lumber? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iam for every man being paid what he is worth. 

Mr. ROGERS. Will you answer the question? [Laughter]. 

Mr. FUNSTON (to Mr. Rocers). Have you got a man in your 
State that pays his men 75 cents a day? You do not pay your men 50 
cents per day. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want you to answer my question. Are you op- 

to taking the duty off lumber? 

Mr. OWEN (to Mr. WEAVER). Take your seat until the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] answers the other question. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes, gentlemen; one at a time. 

Mr. WEAVER (to Mr. Funston). Are you opposed to taking the 
duty off lumber. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Go back to Iowa and have your question answered 
next fall by the people of your district. You will have all you can do 
to manage them. : 

Mr. WEAVER. I dare you to answerit. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will answer it in my own way and in my own 
time. There is one thing—— 

Mr. WEAVER. Are you opposed to taking the duty off lumber? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I want to answer you this way— [Jeers on the 
Democratic side.] We can always tell—your side refuse to let me 
answer. 

Mr. WEAVER. Are you opposed to taking the duty off lumber? 
Yes or no? 

Mr. FUNSTON. We can always tell—— [Jeers and loud inter- 
ruptions on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Are you opposed to taking the duty off lumber? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I will answer that question at the proper time and 
in my own way. I say you do not pay your farm hands a dollar a day 
in your State. Either admit my charge or refute it, and I will then 
answer. 

Mr. WEAVER. I challenge you to answer my question. 

Mr. FUNSTON, Stick to the text. You will not finda farmer in 
your State that pays his farm hands a dollar a day. [Great confusion 
in the Hall.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The House will come to order. No business 
will be transacted until order is restored. The time of the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] has expired. 

Mr. TARSNEY, Mr. Chairman, I am not responsible for these in- 
terruptions. 

Mr. BREWER. I hope the time oceupied by these interruptions 
will not be taken out of my colleague’s time. 

Tho CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman had expired before 
the interruption occurred. [Laughter.] Debate upon the pending 
amendment is exhausted. : 

Mr. WEBER. I move toamend the amendment by striking out the 
last word. 

Mr. BREWER. I want to ask my colleague a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WEBER] 
is recognized. 

Mr, BUCKALEW. Mr. Chairman—— 
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TheCHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania rise ? 

Mr. BUCKALEW. Ido not rise for the purpose of taking part in 
the debate, but simply to ask the indulgence of the House to make a 
single observation. I think it would be well to get one of Mr. Edi- 
son's phonographs in order to record such a scene as this for the con- 
templation of posterity. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEBER. I would be glad to have a phonograph put in opera- 
tion here while the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY ] answers 
the question J asked him a few moments ago. He very kindly yielded 
to me for a question and then stopped short. Now, under the rule, I 
have five minutes, and I desire to vield to him so much of that time as 
he requires to give me a straightforward answer to the question I put to 
him, namely, Why do you not apply to the Secretary of the T: 
and invoke his aid to enforce the law relating to contract labor?“ 

Mr. TARSNEY. I am not the district attorney for the district of 
Michigan. 

Mr. FORD. Will my colleague allow me to answer that question? 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no! 

Mr. TARSNEY. We have Jaw officers whose duty it is to do that. 
We have also citizens there who have done it and who are doing it to- 
day, citizens who are interested in this matter, and I thank God that 
the time has gone by when even in the State of Michigan the contract- 
labor law can be violated. ; 

Mr. PERKINS. I thought you said it was violated all the time. 

Mr. WEBER. Mr. Chairman, of the two minutes which I yielded 
to the gentleman to answer my question, about one minute remains, 
and he is still at liberty to proceed to answer the question. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I have answered your question, sir. 

Mr. WEBER. To the best of your ability? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I am hereattending to my public duties as a Rep- 
resentative upon this floor 

Mr. REED. We had not noticed that. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TARSNEY. I have been here for months; I have not been in 
Michigan for six months, 

Mr. WEBER. But when my constituents living upon the border 
called upon me and directed my attention to violations of the law, I 
did not answer them that I was here attending to my duties as a Rep- 
resentative, but I notified the Treasury Departmentand had the abuse 
stopped. [Applause on the Republican side. ] ~ 

Mr, TARSNEY. And in the United States court at Detroit cases 
have been prosecuted, - 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I asked you if these violations were still going 
on, and you said they were. 

Mr. TARSNEY. They were, last winter. 

Mr. WEBER. If the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] 
will devote his great abilities and some of his time to the practical 
solution of the difficulty in that way, instead of wasting the midnight 
oil in writing speeches and posing as a pretended friend of the laboring 
man, he will be of some practical benefit to the laboring man; which 
he is not now. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. BLAND. As I understood the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
TARNSEY], he stated that advertisements for laborers were sent into 
Canada; now, where is there any law to prevent that? 

Mr, WEBER. During this discussion 

Mr. BLAND. I want au answer to that question. 

Mr. WEBER. Iam going to answer it. 

Mr. BLAND. Is there any law to prevent Canadians coming into 
Michigan? 

Mr. WEBER. I am going to answer the gentleman. During all 
the debates it has been iterated and reiterated on this floor that our 
robber barons,” our piratical lumber millionaires’? have been going 
to Canada and bringing into this country this cheap labor under con- 
tract to compete with öur American labor, and it has been affirmed by 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. TARSNEY] this morning more em- 
phatically perhaps than upon any prévious occasion. Now, I want to 
say to the gentleman from Michigan and to the House that there are 
no more Canadian dinner-pails coming across the Suspension Bridge 
since the Secretary of the Treasury has enforced the law, upon my 
calling his attention to it directly atter being requested to do so by my 
constituents. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. The Canadian laborers do not come 
over in the morning and go back at night. They come over and spend 
the winter in oug lumber woods, and there is no Jaw to prevent it. 

Mr. WEBER. ~ If they come here they violate the law. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. They do not violate any law. 

Mr. WEBER. If gentlemen will assist in the enforcement of the 
law where these grievances exist there will be no difficulty. 

Mr. WHITING, of Michigan. There is nolaw to prevent their com- 
ing over. They come over all along the border, work on this side dur- 
ing the winter, and take away the wages which would otherwise be 
earned by American laborers. 

Mr. WEBER. It is suggested to me here that the grievance of which 


_ 


gentlemen on the other side complain may be more useful to them than 


the remedy. 
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Mr. FORD. Mr. Chairman, I arise for the purpose simply of answer- 
ing the question which the gentleman from New York put to my col- 
league [Mr. Tarsney]. 

Mr. REED. And which your colleague did not answer. 

Mr. FORD. I did not suppose the gentleman from New York 
was so unsophisticated as to think the lumbermen undertook to vio- 
late our laws with reference to the importation of contract labor. They 
do not attempt that; but this is the way they operate: They put ad- 
vertisements in the newspapers in Canada saying that a great de- 
mand is now existing in the State of Michigan for men to work in 
the lumber woods. Only last winter an advertisement appeared in 
the Toronto Mail, I think, which read something after this fashion: 
“ Wante l, ten thousand men to work in the lumber woods at Saginaw.” 
One of the Saginaw papers, in copying this article from the Toronto 
paper, said: We advise the men in Canada not to come here; no men 
are wanted here in the lumber woods at all; the market is already 
overstocked; within the last ten years wages have declined 25 to 40 per 
cent.” These lumber operators never undertake, Mr. Chairman, to go 
to Canada and contract for the importation of Canadian laborers; but 
by means of these deceptive advertisements they get them into the 
country, and thus ‘‘flank’’ the law, which is designed to keep such 
laborers out. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. BAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out the 
last word. I rise merely to have the two gentlemen from Michigan, 
both on the same side of the House, reconcile their statements. One 
gentleman [Mr. TARSNEY] said in a very emphatic way that contract 
labor was imported by the lumbermen—— 

Mr. OWEN. By the car-load. 

Mr. BAYNE. Imported by the car-load into Michigan under ad- 
vertisements for contract labor inserted in the Canadian newspapers. 
His colleague [Mr. Forp] denies that there is any violation of the law 
by bringing in contract labor from a foreign country. The question of 
veracity does not arise between any gentleman on this side and a gen- 
tleman on the other side, but the question of veracity seems to lie be- 
tween the two gentlemen from Michigan. Now, I would like very 
much—and I yield the remainder of my time for that purpose—that 
these two gentlemen would reconcile that question of veracity which 
they themselves have raised between themselves as to this matter. 

Mr.McMILLIN. You and your colleague, Judge KELLEY, should 
settle your differences first. = 

“Mr. BAYNE. I have repeatedly said that I am not responsible for 
all the utterances of my friend, Judge KELLEY, [Laughter.] He is 
an optimist. 

A MEMBER. Whatis that? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BAYNE. He looks on the sunny side of everything, and espe- 
cially on the sunny side of the future of the South. Ido not look upon 
the future of the South with such an optimistic view, unless you gen- 
tlemen of the South will reconcile your views with better business ideas 
and better methods. When you come to do that I shall join with my 
colleague in his great expectations respecting your future development; 
but at present I can not take that view, 

But I rose for the purpose of having the two Representatives from 
Michigan reconcile their statements, which are diametrically opposed 
to each other, 

Mr. TARSNEY. Mr. Chairman, there is no contradiction between 
my colleague [Mr. Forp]and myself. Mycolleague’s statements, which 
supplement what I said, simply demonstrate that there is a great deal 
more devilment going on up in that part of the country than I had in- 
formed the House about. And I say to my friend from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BAYNE] that I thank God Judge KELLEY is not responsible for 
the gentleman’s utterances or his conduct. [Laughter on the Demo- 
- cratic side.] 

Now, sir, the rate of wages which I have shown you—and those are 
the mill wages—continues how long?, Our mills generally open about 
the Ist of May and close from the 15th of November to the Ist of Decem- 
ber. That is the extent of the sawing season. Now, take the rate of 
wa, 1.25 a day—and consider that the work continues only six or 
seven months in the year; and how much, under this so-called protect- 
ive system, does a laboring man receive for the support of himself, his 
wife and family? That is the point I want to get at, 

Another question. If one of these laboring men is so prudent and 
thrifty as to be able to save money to buy himself a little lot and to 
build a house, then when he buys from his employer 10, 000 feet of lum- 
ber, the cost to that workingman who produces the lumber is $20 more 
than it wonld be if your theory were correct. 

Mr. BREWER. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BREWER. Are you in favor of placing lumber on the free-list, 
or are you opposed to it? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam in favorofthis, and I supposed you hadcom- 
prehension enough to understand it 

Mr. BREWER. I did not understand my colleague’s position. 

Mr. TARSNEY. With a pertinacity which has been almost imper- 
tinent I have labored night and day with members of the Committee 


on Ways and Means and members of the Honse to have an amendment 
adopted to this bill which would place lumber upon a sliding scale. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] Laugh, will you? You will be 
braying in a little while. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] Why, 
Mr. Chairman, as I look-across the aisle of this House I observe some 
persons who are laughing now, but in my humble judgment their ears 
are too short for the animals they represent. [ Derisive cries on the 
Republican side.] 

I have explained my position on this question—the position on which 
I stand to-day. But I stand here to refute some of the assertions which 
have been made here which I know to be untrue. And Iam willing 
to go before my constituents at home and repeat to them what I say 
on the floor of this House to-day, 

Mr. BREWER. The gentleman has not answered my question. 
Will he answer it—yes or no? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I have told you what I propose to do. 

Mr. BREWER. What are you in favor of? 

Mr. TARSNEY. If the time comes, and come it will, and I shall 
stand here to say whether I shall yield to the amendment or whether 
I shall not, whether I shall vote on this floor in the interest of lower 
taxation for the benefit of the entire people, althongh some of my own 
people may suffer slightly by it, then as a patriotic citizen, represent- 
ing a patriotic constituency, I shall vote in favor of that lower taxation 
for the entire people. In that accomplishment of the general good I 
feel confident my constituency will approve of my course. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman from Michigan 
a question before he takes his seat. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In that connection I should like to ask the 
gentleman this question. We have been told, but we may have been 
wrongly informed, that in the canvass between our late friend on this 
floor, Mr. Horr, and our brother, TARSNEY, the latter was successful 
because he was deemed the better protectionist. 

Mr. TARSNEY. That is not true, sir. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I thought it was; and as the statement 


has been made more than once, I have asked the gentleman from Michi- 


gan. whether it was true or not. 

Mr. TARSNEY. No, sir; it is not true. In the campaignsin which 
I have been a candidate for Congress in that district the question or 
tariff was the leading one. I stood upon the rostrum in every town in 
my district and advocated the doctrine of the reduction of taxation. 
It is only fair to say that in the canvass between myself and Mr. Horr 
the tariff question was the one chiefly involved. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman who was successful per- 
suaded the people of that district that he was a better protectionist 
than his opponent, Mr. Horr. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I wish to say bere on this floor, and it can not 
have been forgotten, that I voted for the consideration of the so-called 
Morrison tariff bili in the Forty-ninth Congress. I went home to my 
people after I gave that vote and I was attacked by high protectionists. 
The gentleman whose name headed the memorial presented by my col- 
league [Mr. Burrows] was at that time the Democratic mayor of the 
city of Saginaw. He is a protectionist. He opposed me. He wrote 
in the newspapers against me. Heplaced upon every door-step of every 
house in that city a flyer, Do not vote fər, Trim TARSNEY; he is a free- 
trader.“ I spoke in that city the night before the election, and I said 
to them that I had been accused of being an enemy of my own sur- 
1oundings. If that were true I was my own enemy, because every- 
thing I had was centered in Saginaw. I told them that I had voted 
for the consideration of the so-called Morrison bill and I told them I 
would doitagain. Idid do it again. Notwithstanding those state- 
ments, not leaving my position in the slightest doubt as to what I was 
for and what I was against, the next day after that speech I carried 
the city of Saginaw by a larger majority than the mayor of the city had 
ever received. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I carried the 
county of Saginaw on that platform by 1,650 majority. 

Mr. BAKER, of New York. Did you tell your people during the 
campaign that if you were elected you would vote to put lumber on 
the free-list? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I did not. 


Mr. KERR. Were you charged with being a free-trader? Are you 
not in fact a free-trader in lumber ? | 
Mr. TARSNEY. I am a fair trader. [Laughter and applause. ] 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. TARSNEY. I wish to ask, by unanimous consent, that I may 
have leave to extend my remarks in the RECORD. There are some 
tables which I wished to present in connection with my remarks which 
Idid not get time to refer to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection and it is ordered 
accordingly. 

Mr. FARQUHAR rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. No amendment is now in order except the one 
moved by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], upon which de- 
bate is exhausted. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, I will move a pro forma amendment. 


1888. ` 
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Mr. Chairman, in the list or scale of wages presented by the gentle~ 
man from Michigan we find the lowest upon the unskilled scale is at 
the rate of $1.25 a day. The highest wages are those of foremen and 
head sawyers and engineers. That skilled labor receives from $3.50 
to $4 a day. 

Now, in this connection, Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask the gentleman 
from Michigan one or two questions. We will between us consume 
the five minutes in a friendly way, without interruption by others. 
Let me ask him whether the engineers and sawyers in his district be- 
long to labor organizations? 

Mr. TARSNEY. As distinct organizations? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Dothey belong to organizations of skilled labor? 

Mr. TARSNEY. If they do, I am not aware of it. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Do the unskilled laborers in your district be- 
long to any labor organizations? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam unable to answer except in this way, that I 
understand there are organizations of labor known as Knights of Labor, 
and I have no doubt they do belong to that o ization. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, That is, generally speaking, then, you think both 
the skilled and the unskilled labor is organized? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam not certain of that. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Well, as to the mill men? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Ido not know that all of them are; I know some 


are. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. I am not quite so well acquainted with that 
district during the last four or five years; prior to that time I was, and 
I would like to get this information. Let me ask if your district is 
subject to many strikes on the scales of wages? 

Mr. TARSNEY. Not many; we had one strike in 1886. 

Mr. FARQUHAR Was that a strike of a single assembly of the 
Knights, or several assemblies helping one out? 

Mr. TARSNEY. I do not know as to that. Iam nota Knight of 


Labor myself 
Mr. FARQUHAR. Certainly. 
Mr. TARSNEY. I could not be if I would, nor would I be if I could. 


Mr. FARQUHAR. But it would seem that you ought to know about 
these things, as you speak in the interests of laborin yourown district. 
Now, as your district has been free from strikes, and as you come here 
as the champion of wages of your people, I want to know if you are 
paying less wages in your district than what others are paying in other 
parts of Michigan or in Wisconsin. 

Mr. TARSNEY. I do not know the rate of wages in Wisconsin. 

Mr, FARQUHAR. Well, is it your opinion that the average rate 
paid in your district is about the same in money value as it is in cor- 
responding industries in Wisconsin ? 

Mr. TARSNEY,. I repeat, I do not know the rates in Wisconsin. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, The presentation of some figures made here by 
Mr. GUENTHER and Mr. BouTELLE seemed to furnish food for consid- 
erable thought in that direction. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Iam only speaking from personal knowledge. I 
am not quoting figures of which I know nothing. 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Your labor, unskilled and skilled, as I under- 
stand it, is organized. Now, I am free to say that all organized labor 
in America is protection labor, and the very fact that any man isa 
Knight of Labor or Trades Unionist indicates that he is a protectionist, 
and the reason that the Knights of Labor are so closely united is that 
it is an acknowledged protection to those who are in these organizations 
of labor. 

Mr. TARSNEY. Protection against capital! 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Ah! protection against a reduction of wages. 
Now, if you are taking eare of your district as I take care of mine in 
these matters, and as every Representative on this floor ought to do, I 
hold that you should be able to speak from information upon these 
points which are essential in the consideration of the present subject; 
you ought to be able to give the rate of wages as compared with other 
districts, and also the fact of the existence of these various organiza- 
tions. 

I do not want men to come here and talk to us of pauperized labor, 
when an intelligent Congressman can go to his own district, where he 
is respected for his opinions, and elevate the unorganized labor to a 
better wage, and thus settle this clamor as to a tariff bill and reduc- 
tion of duty. 

Mr, TARSNEY. It has been settled twice already by a vote of my 
constituents. 

Mr. FARQUHAR, You say, then, that your strikes are stopped, 
and you intimate from your argument that your men aresatisfied; but 
I will tell you they never will be satisfied to take up their little hold- 
ings in the Saginaw Valley and tramp across the Canadian line and take 
20 per cent. less wages for their labor than they can get in protective 
America. [Applause on the Republican side. ] e 

Mr. BLAND. Does a protective tariff prevent strikes? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. Nobody pretends that it does. There areother 
conditions which prevail. 

Mr. BLAND. I believe in laborstrikingagainst injustice and in pro- 
tecting itself. But what I want to get at is whatis the use of the tar- 
iff if it does not protect the labor as you claim? 


Mr. FARQUHAR. Men have to strike in order to secure their rights 
at times. No tariff can prevent the necessity for that. When you had 
slavery you had no strikes; slaves never strike; but men who goSouth 
now may bring abont strikes. ° 

Mr. BLAND. Then protection does not prevent strikes? 

Mr. FARQUHAR. No, sir; protection does not prevent them. 
Protection elevates the condition of the laboring classes and neutralizes 
strikes. As the workman rises in the scale of intelligence he has a 
keener sense of his rights and an increased courage to stand up for 
them, strike or no strike. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will regard the pro forma amendment 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. MILLS. I renew it. 

Mr. Chairman, a few minutes ago my friend from Maine [Mr. DING- 


LEY] admonished us to consider well before we conferred this great 


boon on Canada of removing the duty on lumber to be imported into 
this country. It has always been understood from the time that we 
first read of commercial transactions in history that it requires two 
parties at least to make a trade, and the reasons why trades are made 
is because each party to the trade is benefited thereby. 

Ido not doubt but that Canada will receive the benefit of the re- 


moval of the duties on lumber, nor do I doubt that the people of the 


United States will receive a greater benefit from it than Canada. The 
trade will be beneficial to both people. Iam not at all astonished that 
the people of Canada and the great leader of the protection party in the 
Parliament of Canada is deeply impressed with the importance of the 
action we are taking on this part of the bill. Iam not at all astonished 
at the expressions quoted from his speech by the gentleman from 
Maine. 

If my friend had been a careful and attentive reader of the speech he 
would have found that the speaker said that both countries would have 
been benefited by the removal of the barriers to commercial exchange. 
He said the reciprocity treaty was beneficial to both countries, and more 
to the United States than to Canada; and so of the measure weare now 
discussing. He did not say that we were helping Canada alone by our 
bill, but that we were helping ourselves as well. Let me read a para- 
graph from his recent speech in which he refers to this bill we are now 
considering. He says: 
the Mille DLs bill eg nen T pits eee hope eae 
it will become law during the present session of Congress—I say when we find 
that to be the case, we know at once that it is not for the purpose of furthering 
Canadian interests. It is done simply because in carrying out the policy of the 
Democratic party of the United States,they desire to make that article free in 
the interests of their own country and in the interests of their own people. 

He well represents the Democratic policy on this question. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Who are you reading from? . 

Mr. MILLS. Iam reading from the budget speech of Sir Charles 
Tupper in the Canadian Parliament. They feel the same interest in 
exporting the surplus products of their labor that are injured by the 
prohibitory duties we impose upon them that we feel to-day in this 
country in getting cheaper lumber and getting prohibitory duties re- 
moved from our exports. 

The injury from prohibitory duties on our pork and grain and other 
products by the action of some of the governments of Europe is one 
which has been severely felt in this country; and we would feel to-day 
that we would do almost anything in our power if we could remove 
the barriers that intervene between us and the European people so 
that we could export our wheat, which a few years ago was worth $1.19 
a bushel, but which was worth last year only about 66 cents per bushel, 
if I remember right. 

We feel deeply interested in removing the obstructions to the exporta- 
tion of our pork and our beef, our lard and our cotton. Of course we 
feel on our side of that question that we would be benefited by the 
removal of the duty, but we also know that if the European Govern- 
ments were wise, if they would seek the advantage of all their people 
instead Of the benefit of class interests, they would remove those ob- 
structions so that when our exports went to them we would receive in 
return the things that their labor makes, the surplus above their home 
consumption, and both parties would be benefited by the transaction. 
Commerce is not aone sided affair. Commerce benefits both him that 
gives and him that receives, and that is an inseparable part of the na- 
ture of the transaction. 

No man is injured by commercial exchange. He only sends away 
from home that which is a surplus to him, which he can not consume, 
and he gets in exchange for it the other man’s surplus which the pro- 
ducer can not consume. It goes away from the man that has not the 
want, it goes to the man that has the want, and both are benefited by it. 
So it iswith us to-day. Canada, of course, will be benefited by our re- 
moving the duty on her lumber, but are not the people of the North- 
western prairies to be benefited also, some of whom are now living in the 
ground because they are unable to buy lumber on account of the high 
duty that is placed upon ita duty thatraises the price of the domestie 
produet over $30,000,000 upon an annual output of about $250, 000, 000 ? 

And is not that something worthy of consideration in this House as 
well as the question of the interests of the lumbermen and the syndi- 
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cates? Is it not something worthy of consideration in our councils 
here, and should we not think of the amount of taxes that we are ex- 
tracting in this way from the laboring people and the farmers on the 
prairies of the West? [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FUNSTON was recognized. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Funston] is 

ized. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from Maine later. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, it was not my design to occupy the 
attention of this committee further upon the question of the duty upon 
lumber, but the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] kindly put a 
question to me a few moments ago that I think it proper to answer 
in my own way [laughter on the Democratic side], and I thank him 
for it. He did me a very great kindness in asking me the question, 
which I feel in duty bound to answer. ‘True, I was not addressing the 
gentleman from Iowa at the time, but he was at perfect liberty to ask 
the question, and I am very muchobliged to him. The gentleman put 
the question to me whether I am in favor of placing lumber upon the 
free-list. In asking that question I suppose he intended to follow my 
answer with a reference to the action of the Legislature of the State of 
Kansas in 1883 in passing a resolution instructing their Representatives 
in Congress to vote for free lumber, which had been done by the gen- 
tlemen from Missouri, Mr. DocKERY and Mr. BLAND. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, that the Legislature of Kansas did pass 
such a resolution, but, mark you, sir, after 1883, in March, 1884, I 
went before the people of my district and took up the doctrine of pro- 
tection which had been advocated upon this floor by the distinguished 
and Jamented Haskell. I advocated protection, not merely to such 
things as we produce ourselves, but protection to everything that gives 
employment to American labor or in which American capital has in- 
vested a dollar, and I came here from the second district of Kansas 
with a majority of 6,000. [Applause on the Republican side.] Now, 
I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER] that my 
people, thank God, read newspapers and books; they are an intelligent 
people, and therefore I am not afraid of them, as he is afraid of his 
people in Iowa, and that, too, without any foundation, for I can assure 
him that their intelligence is far above his estimate of them. 

Mr. GEAR. What gentleman from Iowa does the gentleman from 
Kansas refer to? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. I beg pardon of the gentleman [Mr. GEAR]. I 
am referring to the district of his colleague, Mr. WEAVER. [Laugh- 
ter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, in this talk about free lumber the farmer 
has been used by the other side as astalking horse all the way through. 
The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] stated the other day, 
thongh he was very careful not to have it appear in the RECORD, that 
he wanted free lumber in order to give the farmers fencing boards 
[laughter], when in fact he knows, and everybody knows, that almost 
the only material the farmers of the West use for fences to-day is 
barbed wire, and upon that material this Democratic House has put a 
duty of 45 percent. [Laughterand applause on the Republican side.] 
And not only have they put that duty upon barbed wire but they have 

laced a duty of 60 and odd per cent. upon the material from which 

arbed wire is manufactured. Some historical personage once ex- 
claimed, Oh, Liberty! what crimes are committed in thy name,” 
and I say to this House, The farmers ! what crimes are committed 
in their name!“ [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, the people of my district ask to have nothing free 
upon the list as it stands to-day, unless you give them all free. We 
do not ask that those articles which we want to purchase shall come 
in free, while we seek protection on everything else. The farmers of 
my district believe that under our system they are getting a good mar- 
ket for their products, which fully compensates them for every extra 
cent they may possibly have to pay for their lumber. What are the 
facts? Gentlemen have told us that this duty is keeping the benefits 
of cheap lumber from the farmers of the Western States, especially of 
Iowa and of Kansas. 

What are the facts? Icall upon the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] to tell whether there is not a lumber-yard association in his 
State, as there is in mine, which dictates the price of lumber to the 
consumer, without regard to what the dealers purchase it for? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Kansas has ex- 

ired. ~ 
3 Mr. MILLS. I want to correctone statement which the gentleman 
from Kansas made awhile ago. He said that we had increased the 
duty on barbed wire to 45 per cent. We have not done anything of 
the kind. We have not touched it. 

Mr. BAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Kansas be allowed to continue his remarks for five minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask how much benefit will the 
farmer get from the taking off of this duty of $2 a thousand? The 
Democratic party have been tinkering with the railroad question; they 
have appointed a railroad commission, the members of which I pte- 
sume are all Democrats; if not, it is the fault of the Democratic party. 
You have undertaken, gentlemen, to regulate the railroads in regard 


to freight with reference to lumber and other things, and what is the 
result? The result is that lumber is higher to-day in Kansas than it 
was before you appointed your railroad commission. So much for that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Did not you vote for it? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I did; and itis a good law if managed by men who 
understand their business. 

Now you propose to take the duty off lumber, but who will get the 
benefit of that reduction ? 

Mr. McMILLIN. The people of Kansas. 

Mr. FUNSTON. The railroads will get the lion’s share as they are 
getting to-day under your railroad commission. 

And in my State there is a lumber-yard organization controlled by 
a gentleman named S. A. Brown. There is not an independent lum- 
ber-yard in my district to my knowledge unless it is owned by some 
very rich man whom this man Brown can not crush. Near me, a youug 
man started a lumber-yard with a small capital, and this man S. A. 
Brown sat down by the side of him and undersold him, and continued 
to do it until he broke him up; and then, having accomplished that, 
he ran up the price of lumber sufficiently high to get back every dollar 
he had lost while engaged in the process of breaking up his young rival. 
Now I say that if you take off this duty, this same S. A. Brown and his 
associates will get the benefit of it, and the farmers will pay the same 
for lumber as before, 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I have made a can- 
vass of my district, and I have heard Democrats testify (we have honest 
Democrats there) that they believe that the market for their hogs and 
their cattle and their farm products is so much better by reason of the 
protective system as to fully compensate them for what they have to 
pay extra, if anything, upon lumber and other articles which they buy. 
The people of my State believe in the protective principle. They want 
everything that we produce in this country protected, and they want 
everything that we can not produce to come in free. Now, I unswer 
the gentleman’s question by saying, Yes; I am opposed to anything 
coming in free that we produce in this country. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. ] 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the gentleman insist that the protective tar- 
iff on lumber is an advantage to the labor employed in that industry? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Certainly Ido. The gentleman from Michigan 
[Mr. TARSNEY] stated a while ago that the wages paid for labor by 
the farmers of Michigan were as great as those paid in the lumber mau- 
nufactured, but in making that statement I think he will admit himself 
that he was incorrect. I understood the gentleman from New York 
to show by statistics a moment ago that the lumbermen pay from $1.30 
to $1.62 a day to the workers in that branch of business. Now, I 
stand here to-day to defy the gentleman from Michigan to name a sin- 
gle farmer who pays his hands that much; and I will give him time 
to answer. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Then the farm laborer does not derive any ben- 
efit from this protective tariff? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I stand here to-day to say that whenever you 
transfer the industries of this country to a point 3,000 miles away, and 
force the American farmer into a foreign market, where he will come 
into competition with the cheapest labor of the world, you might as 
well pitch the products of our farmers into the sea. It is the markets 
which are created in the West by the protective policy that the farmers 
greet as their best friend. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be considered as withdrawn, 

Mr. DOCKERY,. Mr, Chairman, I renew the pro forma amendment. 
It is not my purpose to attempt a reply toall the statements just made 
by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. Funston]; but before I get through 
with my five minutes I think I can show that the utterance of the gen- 
tleman on a former occasion will be a sufficient answer to one of the 
statements he has just made. I regret that the gentleman is not now 
in his seat. : 

Prior to the so-called tariff revision of 1883 the State of Kansas, by 
her Legislature, passed a resolution, which will be found on page 5210 
of the RECORD, instructing her Senators and requesting her Representa- 
tives in Congress to vote to put lumber on the free-list. In response to 
that expression of the people of Kansas four of the Representatives from 
that State have, during the consideration of the present bill, voted to 
put lumber on the free-list. The gentleman can reconcile his own course 
in this respect as best he may with the action of his colleagues and the 
Legislature of his State. 

He stated a moment ago, in reply to a question, that the tariff on 
lumber did operate to the advantage of the laborer in this industry. I 
ask to read in response to that statement of the gentleman his own 
declaration made on this floor on the 2d of June, to be found on page 
5210 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. He there states in a colloquy 
with the = able gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WIr sON] that the 
laborers employed in the lumber industry receive no greater wages than 
those employed in the non-protected industries, and yet in spite of this 
admission he records himself in opposition to the positive request of 
his own Legislature and insists that lumber shall still pay a tax of $2 
a thousand, If labor gets no benefit from the tariff on lumber, why 
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should the farmers of Kansas and other States be compelled to pay 
tribute on this article of universal necessity? The gentleman can make 
answer to this interrogatory to his own constituents. 

Mr. PETERS. Does the gentleman claim that the farming industry 
in this country is not protected ? ; 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was not talking about farming industries, but 
about lumber industries. 

Mr. PETERS. You were referring to a comparison between labor 
in the lumber industry and labor in the farming industry. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was simply placing the testimony of the gentle- 
man from Kansas [Mr. Funston], given in this Hall on the second day 
of the present month, against his statement made on the floor to-day. 
In order that I may not misrepresent the gentleman I will read from 
the RECORD, page 5210: 

Mr. Witson, of Minnesota. Now, after this, [hope the gentlemen from these 
great Northwestern States will answer the question why poverty should“ pro- 
tect” wealth. That is the question that touches the masses of the people and 
which they would like to have answered. Says the gentleman, our laborers 
are benefited. The man that stands up to-day and says labor in the lumber in- 
dustry receives higher wages than in other like industries, protected or not pro- 

, makes a statement that can not be sustained. 

Several MEMBERS on the Republican side. Noone said that. 

No one said what? That labor in the lumber industries receives 
higher wages than in the non-protectedindustries. Let me read further 
and the position of the gentleman is clearly manifest: 

Mr, WiSo, of Minnesota. I am glad that Ekar disclaim such a position. To 
say that laborers in the lumber protected industries receive higher compensa- 
tion than in other industries is an absurdity. 

Mr. Funstox. No one made that assertion. 

No one made what assertion? Why, clearly the meaning is that no 
one asserted that labor employed in the lumber industry receives higher 
wages than in the non-protected industries. This is the statement of 
the gentleman as it appears in the record of the proceedings of the 2d 
of the present month. 

Mr. GROUT. He was simply stating what had taken place on the 
floor; that is all. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I submit in all fairness, Mr. Chairman, that no 
other construction can be given the language than the one I have sub- 
mitted. ‘‘No one made that assertion. If the assertion“ had not 
been made, and the ‘‘assertion’’ was true, it was proper then for the 

entleman to rise in his place and state that laborers in the lumber in- 
8 do receive higher wages than in the non- protected industries. 
He did not so state. 

A MEMBER. Mr. Funston is not here. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I regret that the gentleman is absent from the 
Hall, as I have no doubt but that he would have honored me with his 
presence had he known of my purpose to reply to his observations. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCREARY. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman’s 
time be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KERR. Was it not the fact that nobody had made the asser- 
tion up to that time? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, that is ing the question. You can not 
afford to masquerade behind such a flimsy technical construction. The 
language of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WILSON ] was too clear 
and explicit to admit of any misunderstanding. I have read the state- 
ment which the gentleman made; and I again submit that it fairly ad- 
mits of no other construction than the one I have given it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Will you please point out what the contradiction is 
between the statement which you are assuming the gentleman from 
Kansas to haye made the other day and something which he said to- 


day ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. When the gentleman addressed the House a few 
moments since I rose in my place and asked him whether labor in the 
lumber industry was protected by reason of the tariff, and he said that 
it was. A 

Mr. ADAMS. That is, it was protected. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do not think there is any misunderstanding 
abont that, and Iam unable to reconcile it with the admission that 
appears in the colloquy with the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
WILSON J. Protection that brings no increase in wages is no protec- 
tion at all. If those mien employed in the protected industries get no 
more wages than men employed in the non-protected industries, where 
does the protection“ to labor come in? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. KERR. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. KERR. Is it not trne that men go from one industry in the 
United States to another in accordance with the rise or fall of wages 
paid in those various industries? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, most certainly. 

Mr. KERR. Is it not true that high wages paid in one industry 
maintain high wages in other industries ? 

Mr. ADAMS. Is that true or is it not? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Is what true? 

Mr. ADAMS. That high prices in one industry tend to raise wages 
in another? 


Mr. DOCKERY. 


It depends on the character of labor, whether the 
labor is skilled or unskilled. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman attempts to evade the force of the 


statement I made by “‘ lugging ” ina general proposition. The ques- 
tion at issue was the relation of the tariff on lumber to the wages paid 
in that industry and the seeming change in the views of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. Funston]. I thought it but right that he should 
be permitted to explain to his people and to the Republican Legislature 
of Kansas why he is not in harmony with four of his colleagues who 
favor free lumber. 

Mr. CHEADLE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Not now. Mr. Chairman, [have no personal knowl- 
edge of the lumber industry in Michigan; but I do know that it is the 
most prosperous Musiness in my section of the country, While it is not 
conducted under the auspices of a trust, yet asa rule I think it may 
be safely stated that the schedule of prices is controlled by local 
‘f pools,” and competition thus avoided. 

Mr. CHEADLE, Will the gentleman pardon me for asking him a 
question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will yield to my colleague. 

Mr. WARNER. What is the lumber interest in your country? Is 
it not the interest of the lumber yard? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WARNER. The sale of lumber? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. The scale of prices is fixed and main- 
tained by agreement, so as to avoid competition, and the profits thus 
made staple, certain, and highly satisfactory. 

Mr. WARNER. Let meask the gentleman another question. Ifyou 
could make more money in the lumber business, that is, if you could 
make larger profits than you could expect to make in the banking busi- 
ness, would you not leave the banking business and go into the lumber 
business; that is, if you understood it? à 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; but that question has no relation what- 
ever to the pointat issue. It trenches in nowise upon the accuracy of 
the statement under discussion. I reassert that many of the dealers 
in lumber in my district, as indeed all over the country, avoid compe- 
tition by ‘‘pooling their issues” and fixing a scale of prices that insures 
a profit in excess of that enjoyed by other industries not so favorably _ 
circumstanced. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. WARNER. I will take the floor and yield my time to my col- 
league; but before he proceeds I would like to ask him whether the 
lumber interest is the only one which has agreed upon a scale of prices? 
Isit not true that the medical profession and the legal profession also 
fix schedules of fees which are to be charged? = 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. WARNER. Do not lawyers and doctors agree to charge the same 
fees for the same services? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; but that does not affect the proposition 
under consideration, for the reason that the medical and legal profes- 
sions do not come to Congress and ask for protection“ as our friends 
of the lumber interest do. [Applause.] The analogy my colleague 
seeks to establish does not hold good at all. In one case the men en- 
gaged in the lumber business ask for legislative aid, while in the other 
ease the sturdy, self-reliant doctors and lawyers depend on their own 
energies and rely upon the resources given to them by the Almighty. 
(Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. KERR. Isis not a sufficient answer to that proposition to say 
that the lawyers and the doctors are not importing goods ? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No; I do not think it is. I can not see that the 
observation of my friend is at all relevant. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, in discussing the tariff 
question and looking over the message of the President in relation to_ 
that question, I am clearly of the opinion that he misunderstands or 
has entirely misunderstood the whole subject. I donot know that he 
is to blame for that, and for the reason that I believe he has not had 
any considerable experience in that direction. Had a legal proposition 
been submitted to him for an opinion probably he would have been 
capable of advising as to the proper way to deal with it. But this is 
a business question, and as his business relations have not been very 
extensive it is not to be expected, of course, that he would be able to 
handle the question with that clearness its importance demands. If 
he had had that training and experience he would never have penned 
the message he sent here to this Congress, because in its conclusions he 
is clearly wrong in the deductions he makes, and I desire briefly to call 
attention to the facts. 

For instance, if you look at page 7 of the message when he takesup 
and discusses this question of the tariff, where he refers to it as being 
vicious, inequitable, and illogical,’’ he goes on to argue that those 
who buy these imports pay the duty charged thereon, and which 
goes into the public Treasury. But let me ask my friends, the mem- 


bers of this House, who it is that buys these imported commodities. 
Is it your farmers, your artisans, your mechanics throughoutthecoun- 
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try? That I would like to know. Mr. Chairman, there is nota mém- 
ber on this floor who represents a constituency of the people who has 
been troubled with that question any time from the first moment he 
came here as a member of this Congress to the present hour. There is 
no complaint from his people as to the tariff on imports. Where, then, 
do these complaints arise? They come from the nabobsof the land, who 
complain about the tariff. They are complaining, for they are the 
ones who buy the foreign importations, the foreign goods, and they 
would be able if the reduction of the tariff was made to be benefited by 
the reduction. They are complaining; not the working classes or the 
farmers of the country. They do not say a word about it. They are 
perfectly satisfied. Nobody is suffering under the present condition of 
things. The country is prosperous; and besides, supposing you do re- 
duce the tariff, how are you going to get any money out of these rich 
ple? How will you raise money from them for the support of the 
Governament? You will not collect any money from them, and why? 
Because they have their money in bonds and stocks. You collect no 
taxes on their bonds. Therefore if you do not collect it in the shape 
of duties from them you can not collect it at all. They are able to 
send to Europe and Asia and other countries for these things which are 
imported. The Government and the people generally reap the benefit 
from the duty which they pay. If that is trne then why remove the 
duty? They can afford to spend their money for these fine goods on 
which the duty is levied, and what object would there be in repealing 
the tariff? The complaint which comes fora change or moditication 
comes from these very people, the rich people of the country. They 
are the ones who want to escape paying the duty. 

Mr. Chairman, I venture to assert that there are not a hundred men 
in any constituency in any district, in the western part of this country 
especially, that have been affected by this tariff in the way that has been 
suggested here, while the other two hundred thousand people, the av- 
erage in a Congressional district, are satisfied with the goods that we 
have in this country. They are good enough for them, and they are sat- 
isfied with our home productions; therefore the tariff does not affect 
them. 

But, furthermore, to justify his views on this position, the President 
goes on to argue what he is in favor of, and so has misled the commit- 
tee, with all due deference to the committee, by telling them that in 
addition to this they pay the duty directly into the public Treasury. 
But he says there is another class of people who pay it indirectly, and 
that this goes into the pockets of the manufacturers. Thatis the grand 
mistake and delusion. If he had beena manufacturer, or if any mem- 
ber of the committee had been a manufacturer, this statement would not 
have gone abroad asa fact. It is a grand fallacy. It can be easily 
demonstrated that 1t is, and if you will wait a moment I will endeavor 
to show you why it is so. Take, for instance, the article of calico. 
There is 3 centsa yard duty; but you can go into the mills and factories 
in Massachusetts and buy it for 2} cents a yard. 

Before the war that calico sold for 12 cents per yard, and of a medium 
quality. ‘To-day you can buy it in the retail stores in the West for 4 
cents a yard. How does it come, then, that the duty would raise the 
price of calico? This goes clearly to show that it has reduced the price 
instead of increasing it. Why? In consequence of the great competi- 
tion among the manufacturing establishments throughout the country. 
So it is, Mr. Chairman, the same principle runs through all these com- 
modities. You can take woolen clothes, if you please, of which so 
much has been said here, and you will find the same principle pre- 
vails. 

Some members of the House, and especially the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS], have advocated the theory that the tariff on wool 
increases the price of the domestic article. That is a clear mistake. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Will the gentleman explain how, if the value 
of calico has been reduced to 3 or 4 cents a yard by the tariff, it has 
enabled the manufacturer to pay his labor higher wages, as has been 
all ? 

5 WHITE, of Indiana. My dear sir, I did not say it made higher 
wages. [Laughter.] 

Mr, OUTHWAITE. - That is the claim over there. e 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. I told you yesterday that your side of the 
House had an opportunity to remedy that difficulty, and that is what 
I propose to do as one member of this side of the House, if I am per- 
mitted to remain and live long enough to doit. That is the future 
question that I propose to attend to. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr, BYNUM. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, as the lum- 
ber schedule is under discussion, whether he is in favor of free lumber? 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. No, sir; I am in favor of free nothing that 
our people can manufacture. I am in favor of haying the benefit of all 
that we can manufacture. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the pro forma amend- 
ment to be withdrawn. 

Mr. WHITE, of Indiana, Let me ask the gentleman a question. 
Are you in favor of free coal ? 

Mr. BYNUM. Of free wool? 

a WHITE, of Indiana. I said free coal, but I will include free 
v 
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Mr. BYNUM.- Certainly I am in favor of free wool. I have noth- 


ing to keep back; I am in favor of free wool and free coal, too. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Maine is exhausted. 

Mr. HOOKER. I move to strike out the last word. Mr. Chairman, 
I find in one of the daily papers of the great metropolis of our coun- 
try a comment on the debate which has been taking place in this 
House upon the subject of the duty on lumber, which expresses v 
well the sentiment I entertain iayself on that subject after having list- 
ened to this discussion. Before calling attention directly to this arti- 
cle, however, I will remark that oae would suppose from the charac- 
ter of the debate here there was no lumber in this country save that 
in Maine and in Michigan. Some of us.upon this side of the House 
who represent the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, and Mississippi come 
from a region of country which is as largely interested as any other, 
perhaps more largely interested in this lumber industry than even Maine 
or Michigan. On the coast of Mississippi, on the Pearl and the Pasca- 
goula, and other streams which drain the interior of the country, there 
are mills as large in extent probably as any in Maine or Michigan. 

Our vast area of pine timber remained in almost a virgin state until 
very recently, when these mills have been erected, and only a few days 
ago there passed through both Houses of this Congress a joint resolu- 
tion to prevent large entries of lands in the South, and of timber lands, 
upon the ground that great monopolies and syndicates were being formed 
for the purpose of getting possession of those lands, which are now com- 
ing into market and are eagerly sought in consequence of the exhaus- 
tion of the timber lands of Maineand of Michigan by use, and their still 
more terrible exhaustion by fires. 

It has been said here at times that this bill is sectional. Why, sir, 
there is no region of the country which will be more affected by the 
provisions of the bill than the timber region of Arkansas, Louisiana, 
and Mississippi. But I agree with the sentiment expressed by my dis- 
tinguished friend from New York [Mr. Cox] a few days ago (which 
excited ironical remarks upon the other side of the chamber), that 
among the prime reasons why the policy of this bill should be adopted 
is the desirableness of preserving our forests and protecting the agri- 
culture of the country from the injury which would result from the 
too rapid drainage of ourrivers. It was said by some gentleman on 
the other side, in reply to the honorable gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Cox], that that was an exploded idea, something that had been 
entertained in the past, but which in this progressive age no man fa- 
miliar with the subject would consider. In connection with that 
point I now ask attention to an extract from the New York Evening 
Post. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


THE TAX ON LUMBER. 


The House has been engaged for three days in Committee of the Whole in con- 
sidering the duty on lumber. The insensate obstinacy of the Republicans, their 
determination to defend every tax that goes to the creation of a monopoly, how- 
ever oppressive it may be to the great mass of the people, and however delete- 
rious to the physical well-being of the country, receives bere its decisive illus- 
tration. During the past ten or twelve years the highest scientific testimony in 
the nation has been regularly and unremittingly presented to Congress to the 
effect that measures should be taken to preserve the remaining forest area from 
the ravages of reckless woodmen in the interest of fertility and public health, 
and in order to prevent the springs and life-giving water courses from drying 
up. arguments which enforce this policy are only in part economic. They 
touch the higher ethical considerations which ought to move the public spirit 
of the nation. They appeal to our love for the beautiful, and bid us preserve, 
while there wt Sos time, the forest-clad slopes of our uplands, with their grateful 
shade, their charming color, their sublimity, their poetry, their religions in- 
spiration. They teach at the same time a most impressive lesson of another 
sort, showing how countries that have allowed their timber to be swept off by 
private greed have become the prey of alternate droughts and freshets, their 
once fruitful iands being either torn from its bedding in the rocks and washed 
away, or dried up and rendered barren to such a degree that population can no 
longer be supported on it. 

Mr. HOOKER. And in confirmation of the views thus expressed, I 
desire to refer to an investigation which was made some years ago in that 
country which has been so oiten alladed to in this debate, Canada, and 
to the testimony given before acommission appointed by the Canadian 
Parliament to make inquiry upon the subject of the value of the timber 
lands and the importance of their preservation. Mr. ‘Bhayne was be- 
ing examined upon that subject, and he said: 

In regard to the duration of timber supply in the North of Europe, a definite 
answer could not be given. Russia is credited with a large forest area that 
might be made available by railroads. Austria likewise possesses some mag- 
nificent forests in the center of Europe, which can only be reached by similar 
means. Whether so bulky an article of timber can bear the expense that such 
transportation in Europe would involve, can only be decided by experience. 
It is true that the European governments are beginning to show a great deal 
of interest in protecting the forests; but this newly-awakened feeling does not 
owe its existence entirely to any desire to promote the exportation of forest 

roducts, but rather to the fact that they are alarmed at the injuries sustained 

y the arable land consequent on stripping the hills and river banks -of their 
wood. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman of Mississippi has 
expired. 2 

On motion of Mr. ROGERS, by unanimous consent, Mr. HooKer’s 
time was extended for five minutes longer. . 

Mr. HOOKER. The same gentleman, speaking on the same sub- 
ject, says further on: 

By a system very different to the one pursued in the older provinces of the 
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Dominion, the forest lands have been treated without dae 
present purposes or for the future wants of the country. ere, however, 
the opinion was universal that the timber was inexhaustible, and that its de- 


struction was 3 to the country. It is only of late years that the fal- 
lacy of this belief has n brought home tothe minds of those who have ex- 
amined the matter. In the Northwest the case is very different; no competent 
authority affects to maintain that the timber supply is equal to the wants of 
such a population as the fertile lands might be expected to support. The ob- 
vious policy of the government would, therefore, be to have the timber-pro- 
ducing regions surveyed at the earliest date, before any vested interests are cre- 
ated, and set apart permanent reserves wherever the adjacent land requires 
shelter, or where a large population is likely to settle. These reserves should 
be under the direct contro! of the government, who might either lease them, 
subject to the condition that the lessees should maintain a regular supply. or bet- 
ter still, according to the system followed in the state forests of Northern 
Europe, a certain proportion of full-grown timber should be disposed of b pub- 
lic competition, the trees to be removed by the purchasers, the number being 
regulated by the requirements of the locality and the yield of the reserve. 

I wish to refer also to a report made by the Secretary of the Interior 
of our own country in 1878-’79 upon this question of the importance 
of preserving our timber lands. I allude to that eminent and dis- 
tinguished incumbent of the Interior Department under a Republican 
administration, Mr. Carl Schurz, who in his report to Congress upon 
this subject said: 

The traditions of a time are still alive when the area covered with virgin forest 
in this country was so great that the settler might consider the trees on the land 
he occupied as a mere difficulty to be overcome and to be swept out of his way. 
But circumstances have very materially changed. We are now rapidly ap- 
proaching the day when the forests of this country will no longer be sufficient 
to supply our home wants, and it is the highest time that the old notion that 
the timber on the E lands belongs to anybody and everybody, to be cut 
down and taken off at pleasure, should give way. A provident policy having 
our future wants in view can not be adopted too soon. Every year lost inflicts 
upon the economical interests of this country an injury which in every part of 
the country will be seriously felt, but in the mountainous regions threatens to 
become especially disastrous and absolutely irreparable. We ought to learn 
something from the calamitous experiences of other parts of the world. If the 
necessity for such a provident policy be not 5 while it is time the neg- 
lect of it will be nfully appreciated when it is too late. Iam so deeply im- 

with the importance of this subject that as long as I remain intrusted 
with my present duties I shall never cease to urge it upon the attention of Con- 


gress. 

The Secretary also says: 

As to the importance of this subject I shall add but little to what I said in my 
Jast annual report. The disastrous consequences which always follow the de- 
struction of the forests of a country are known to every well-informed man. 
These consequences will inevitably come upon us in a comparatively short 
period of time, considering the rapidity with which the timber growth of this 
country is being swept away, unless legislation be adopted systematically to 
arrest this indiscriminate spoliation, In accordance with the suggestions which, 
in this respect, I offered in = last annual report, a bill was introduced in the 
Senate (Senate bill No. 609) which provides that all timber-bearing lands, chiefly 
valuable for the timber upon them, shall be withdrawn from sale or other dis- 
position under existing laws, and be held by the Government with a view to 
preventing indiscriminate destruction and waste, and tothe preservation of the 
young timber and the reproduction of the forests, The bill further provides 
ample means by which settlers on the public lands and miners can procure 
timber and fire-wood to supply their wants, with or without the soil, at mini- 
mum rates. It also provides for the sale of timber at reaso prices for man- 
ufacturing purposes and for export period. It finally provides for the appoint- 
ment of a number of officers to execute its provisions under the direction of this 

ment. 

In another report, made in a subsequent year, Mr. Carl Schurz, the 
same Republican Secretary of the Interior, speaks further upon this 
subject, and says: 

The rapidity with which this country is being stripped of its forests must 
alarm every thinking man. Ithas been estimated ae that, if we 

on at the present rate, the supply of timber in the United States will, in less 
Wan twenty years, fall considerably short of our home necessities. How dis- 
astrously the destruction of the forests of a country affects the regularity of the 
water supply in its rivers necessary for navigation, in the frequency of 
freshets and inundations, dries up springs,and transforms fertile agricultural 
districts into barren wastes, is a matter of universal experience the world over. 
It is the highest time that we should turn our earnest attention to this subject, 
which so seriously concerns our national prosperity. 

“Tbe Government can not prevent the cutting of timber on land owned by 
private citizens. It is only to be hoped that private owners will grow more 
careful of their timber as it risesin value. But the Government can do two 
things: 1, It can take determined and, as I think, effectual measures to arrest 
the stealing of timber from public lands on a large scale, which is always at- 
tended with the most reckless waste; and, 2. It can preserve the forests still in its 
possession by keeping them under its control, and by so ing the cutting 
and sale of timber on its lands as to secure the renewal of the forest by natural 
growth and the careful preservation of the young timber. 
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Moreover, nowhere is a wasteful destruction of the forests fraught with more 
dangerous results than in mountainous regions, The timber grows mostly on 
the mountain sides, and when these mountain sides are once stri 
rain will soon wash all the earth necessary for the growth of trees from the 
slopes down into the valleys, and the renewal of the forests will be rendered 
impossible forever; the rivulets and water-courses, which flow with regularity 
while the forest stands, are dried up for the greater of the year and trans- 
formed into raging torrents by heavy rains and by the melting of the snow, in- 
undating the valleys below, covering them with gravel and loose rock swe 
down from the mountain sides and gradually rendering them unfit for agricult- 
ure, and, finally, for the habitationof men. Proper measures for the preserva- 
tion of the forest in the mountainous regions of the country appear, therefore, 
ot especiully imperative necessity. The experience of parts of Asia, and of 
some of the most civilized countries in Europe, is so terribly instructivein these 
respects that we have no excuse if we do not take timely warning. 


In consonance with the views which other gentlemen have expressed 
on this subject, I wish to say that wherever syndicates are formed, 
whether in Maine, Michigan, Mississippi. Arkansas, or Louisiana, for 
the purpose of raising the price of the product to the consumer, who 
has to shelter himself, his wife, and his little ones by means of this 
timber when manufactured and carried as it is by the billions of feet on 
our railroads and steam-boats to the untimbered lands of Kansas and 


bare, the- 


Nebraska, where you offer a premium for the raising of timber by al- 
lowing land devoted to that purpose to go untaxed, we propose now to 
send you the lumber which is grown cheaper and cheaper every year; 
and I am astounded to hear gentlemen from those regions which pro- 
duce no lumber oppose this proposition to take $2 a thousand feet off 
the cost of lumber. 

But I favor this proposition for another reason. Iam opposed to 
these syndicates and combines whatever form they take and what- 
ever commodity they affect, whether lumber or anything else. That 
distinguished jurist who once adorned the office of Attorney-General 
of the United States, that man of splendid intellect and vast acquire- 
ments, whose memory is still treasured in the hearts of the American 

ple—I allude to the illustrious Jeremiah S. Black, of Pennsylvania 
3 on the Democratic side] —has well described these trusts 
and their effect upon the country when ina periodical published within 
the last few years he said of these trusts and ‘‘ combines” that— 


They are inventions to increase the plunderers’ stealing powers, through 
which his felonious fingers are made long enough to reach into the pockets or 
porosity, lays his lien on property yet un , Anticipates the labor of com- 
ng ages, coins the industry of future generations into cash, and snatches the 
inheritance from children whose fathers are unborn. 


Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma amend- 
ment will be regarded as withdrawn. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, representing as I do a large lumber 
district in the South, and being familiar, I think, with the lumber busi- 
ness, I have been amused at the statements which have been made here 
during the last month—statements made, too, by gentlemen from the 
South who ought to be the representatives of an industry which has 
become within the last few years one of the most flourishing and most 
important to our people. I undertake to say to-day that not a man, 
woman, or child in any of those districts has asked any representative, 
directly or indirectly, to have the tariff taken off lumber—not one. 
What would be the result of removing this duty? Take my district; 
and we ship largely. Lumber is one of our most important industries, 
next to iron. We ship to London; and we ship also to Boston and New 
York. Most of our lumber goes to the two lattercities. When it lands 
there, with what does itcome in competition? With Canadian lum- 
ber. We sell our lumber for $40 a thousand; the Canadians sell theirs 
for the same price. They pay $2a thousand duty, giving them $38 on 
the thousand, while we receive $40. Now, the proposition is to take 
off the 82. Who will get the benefit of it? Why, Mr. Chairman, what 
is the use of talking to sensible people about a matter like this? If 
the duty be removed, the Canadians can either keep the price at what 
it is to-day and pocket that $2, or they can reduce the price $2 thou- 
sand and we shall have to do the same; otherwise we could not sell our 
lumber. > 

What is the argument (and Ihave been amused at it) which is made 
by Representatives on the otherside from the South? How eager they 
are to help these Yankees! They want to give the Yankees cheap homes, 
cheap barns; and they want to give the Northwestern men cheap fences. 
To use the phrase of a Baptist minister down in Arkansas, “ how their 
bowels yearn for these Yankees!” They want to give them cheap lum- 


A statement was made by the gentleman from Arkansas that people 
in his section of the country were selling lumber at $9 a thousand, and 
that if this bill should not be passed, the price would go up to $15. 
How the people down there would murmur at that! How the work- 
men and the owners of the stumps, as we say down there, would be- 
wail such a calamity! How everybody connected with the lumber 
trade in Arkansas would shed tears if lumber should go up from 89 a 
thousand to $15 athousand! I can imagine I see some of these Arkan- 
sas men who cut the trees or haul the logs to the mill, getting together 
and saying, What does this mean? Lumber has gone up from $9 to 
$15. Will not our wages go down?“ 

Mr. Chairman, that sort of claptrap will not do for sensible men, 
even those who cut the trees down in Arkansas. There is no man in 
any business who, when be gets good prices and fair profits, does not 
feel like giving better wages to his workmen. Let me give you alit- 
tle bit of my own history. I have a furnace. When iron, charcoal 
iron of the very best character, went down from $30 a ton to $19 a ton 
(and I had been giving my hands good wages when the price was $30) 
I called my workmen into my office and said. Gentlemen, here is a 
great difference in price. Look at my books, I do not want to deceive 
you. Ishall have to cut down your wages or I muststop the furnace— 
must ‘blow out.’ They said, We do not want you to do that; we 
will submit to such reduction as you see proper.“ Notwithstanding. 
that I said to them, Take your houses; here is plenty of land; go to 
work and raise what you want to eat, but I must stop.“ 

Do you tell me that if the price of lumber advances from $9 to $15 
there is any employer in Arkansas who will not feel like giving to the 
poor men who work for him—his neighbors—better wages than when 
the price was $9 a thousand? 

As I have said, the lumber business is a great Southern industry. 
Since we emerged from the rebellion it has become under the tariff one 
of our greatest industries. Our people are prosperous. The farmer 
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has a ready market for all he can supply. He feeds the people en- 


in this industry. The community is contented. I can say that 

in my own State there is not a single individual connected with the 

lumber business, or a farmer, or a merchant, or a mechanic who has 

meod any Representative of our State to have the tariff taken off lum- 
er. 

Nobody wants it. It was the demagogues who brought about these 
strikes on the part of the workingmen. Gentlemen may talk about 
strikes and combines and trusts, and all that sort of thing. Iwill 
give you my own opinion of that matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I ask by unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee be allowed five minutes longer. 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Now I will give you my opinion about these strikes. 
It is the demagogues of the country who have brought them about. 
In old times the workingmen got their wages, they got them promptly, 
and they were satisfied: but this cry of the rich getting richer and the 
poor getting poorer, and all the talk aboutrailroad magnates have made 
the workingmen dissatisfied. 

When I first came to Congress some years ago I was put on the Com- 
mittee on Labor. Men came before that committee and talked about 
giving the workingmen their share of the profits earned by the capital 
invested in business; thatis, that after the workingmen got their wages 
the profits should be divided up between them and the capitalists. In 
this way these demagogues of the country engendered a feeling of dis- 
satisfaction on the part of the workingmen, who were made to believe 
they had aright to a part of the profits of capital invested in business 
all over the country. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Then your theory is for the Govern- 
ment to protect the rich, and they will take care of the poor? [Laugh- 
ter and applause. ] 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. I understood that to be your argu- 


ment. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will take care of myself. ‘The Southern country 
is prosperous and looking up. Our lumber is doing well; there is no 
doubt about it. The only thing that stands in the way is the dema- 
gogue who has caused strikes on the part of the workingmen as the 
result of the dissatisfaction which he has created on their part. 

But some of our Southern Representatives seem to be anxious about 
furnishing cheap houses to the Yankees who are going down there. 
They seem to be wonderfully careful of them! [Laughter.] Iremem- 
ber the time when these same Yankees were nothing to them but hire- 
lings, who went down there for no other purpose than to steal their 
negroes and everything else they had. [Great laughter and applause. ] 
Now, it would seem they want to furnish them with good houses like 
we have in Tennessee and Arkansas. [Laughter and applause.] Those 
are about the facts in the case. 

If the removal of this tax on lumber makes that article cheap, wh is 
to get the benefit of it? Will it not be the Canadian manufacturer of 
lumber and the Canadian laborer engaged in the production of that 
lumber? If, on the contrary, the removal of the tax does not cheapen 
the cost of the article, then the Government loses the revenue which it 
now gets from that article. If it does not protect those engaged in the 
lumber interest so far as the cost of this article is concerned, and it does 
nat give any revenue to the Government, I should like to know what 
good reason there is or why our people should be anxious to take off 
the duty on lumber? Is it for the purpose of helping these Yankees 
to whom they have referred? [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, so far as my country is concerned I represent a large 
lumber district. Yesterday one of the most intelligent gentlemen from 
Abingdon, in Southwestern Virginia, came here to meet myself and 
Mr. Gorr on business. I asked him about the feeling in reference to 
the removal of the duty on lumber, and hesaid that the people in that 
section of the country were almost unanimously opposed to taking the 
duty off of lumber. He said that every one engaged in the lumber 
trade in Southwestern Virginia was against the proposition contained 
in this bill. 

By unanimous consent, the pro forma amendments were withdrawn. 

Mr. WEAVER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, my question to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
Funston] was propounded for the purpose of having it understood in 
the Northwest just what the issue is. I am opposed to all tax on lum- 
ber, and wish it put on the free-list. I wish the honorable gentleman 
from Kansas to state before the House whether he is opposed to putting 
Iumber on the free-list. That was the only motive I had in propound- 
ing the questionto him. I esteem him highly as a personal friend. 
He had the candor to say a few moments ago that he is opposed to free 
lumber and in favor of keeping the protective duty upon it. 

To use his own language, he is in favor of ‘‘ protecting everything 

that is produced in this country,” and then, strange to say, he accuses 
the gentlemen in charge of this bill of putting a duty of over 40 per 
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cent. on barbed wire, of which he says the fences of Kansas are con- 
structed. I want to say to him that the committee did not put a duty 
on barbed wire at all. They left the duty where it is now under the 
law, fixed at an ad valorenfrate of 23.91 per cent. or about 2 cents per 
pound, and just where it was placed by a Republican House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I know the gentleman does not want to misrepre- 
sent my statement. 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly not; and if the Chair will extend my time 
the gentleman can have as much time as he wants to explain himself. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I did not accuse the Democratic party of keeping 
up the duty on barbed wire; I only stated it as a fact. 

Mr. WEAVER But you stated they had increased the duty to 45 
per cen : 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, you did; you increasad the duty on billets 
from 45 to 65; and you increased it $11 per ton, the equivalent of which 
is about 65 cent. 

Mr. WEAVER. But that is not barbed wire. The material out of 
which barbed wire is made is wire known as No. 10, aud from that to 
we aes never below No. 10 nor above No. 16. That has not been dis- 

urbed. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Did not the chairman 

Mr. WEAVER. Now, Ican not yield any further in the short time 
that I have. 

That duty was placed there, I repeat, by the Republican party, and 
the gentleman has confessed before the House that he is not only in 
favor of that duty of 2 cents per pound upon wire, but that he is also 
in favor of a daty upon lumber. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Let me say that you are mistaken. 

Mr. WEAVER. It is true, as the gentleman says, that very little 
fencing is made in Kansas of lumber; all or nearly all of it is made 
of barbed wire. But Kansas is interested in lumber because the gran- 
aries, the barns, and the houses are made of lumber; so we have the 
issue clearly made here between the gentleman and his constituents. 
He states squarely and openly that he is in favor of a duty on lumber 
and on barbed wire as well. 

Mr. FUNSTON, I did not make any such statement, sir. [Laughter 
and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WEAVER. Did you not say that you were in favor of protect- 
ing everything? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes; everything that America produces, [Laugh- 


ter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. Do we not manufacture wire —barbed wire? [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. I made a statement ; 
Mr. WEAVER. No, no; do not take my time now to explain what 
you meant. Answer my question. Do we not manufacture barbed 

wire? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Yes; but you put a duty on it. Do you favor that? 
[Laughter.] À 

Mr. WEAVER. Notatall. The Republican party put it on, and 
this committee left it just where it was. Now, I will ask the gentle- 
man from Kansas, will you vote with me to put wire on the ſree- list? 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. Now, answer mea question. You say you repre- 
sent the farmers. Why not take the duty off? 

Mr. WEAVER. No; the gentleman must submit to my questions 
or sit down, one or the other. 

Mr. FUNSTON. I am asking you a question. Answer my question 
first and then I will answer yours. [Renewed laughter. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have the floor, and I intend to hold it. Answer 
this question, yes or no. This matter goes into the RECORD for your 
constituents and my constituents to read, and let them decide the ques- 
tion between us. I ask if you will vote with me to put wire No. 10 
and No. 16, out of which barbed wire is made, on the free-list. 
[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr, FUNSTON. Answer my question and I will answer yours, 
[Renewed laughter. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] . 

Mr. DOCKERY. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa be extended. 

Mr. GROUT. I will object unless he allows the gentleman from 
Kansas to ask his question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request to the com- 
mittee. Is there objection to the gentleman from Iowa proceeding for 
five minutes longer? 

There. was no objection. 

Mr. WEAVER. Now, I wish the gentleman to take his seat and 
allow me to proceed. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Will you not answer my question? [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. Not until you have answered mine. 

Mr. FUNSTON I was first. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have the floor, and I will insist that either the 
gentleman shall take his seat or answer the question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. FUNSTON, I want to know why you do not take the duty off 


of barbed wire and billets? 
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Mr. WEAVER. And I have asked you ifyou would vote with me 
to do it. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] Why 
do not you answer? I challenge the gentleman to answer. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Why not take the duty off barbed wire ? 

Mr, WEAVER. Iam not on the committee. [Laughter and jeers 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. FUNSTON. Ifyou represent farmers why not take it off, and 
why donot you take it off of blankets? [Applause and laughter on the 
Republican side.] You dare not answer it. Why donot you take it 
off of blankets and woolen goods? T repeat it. 

Mr. WEAVER. Iam in favor of that. But you want to shift the 
controversy from lumber to blankets. [Applause on Democraticside, ] 
I repeat the question, and challenge an answer. Will you join me in 
voting to take the duty off of wire? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Well, answer the other question first. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. Les, when you come squarely up and answer mine. 
And I want the gentleman to understand that he has no right to in- 
terrupt me when I have the floor, and when I tell him plainly that I 
will not yield unless he answers my question. Now he declines to an- 
swer. He replies with counter-questions, shirking the real issue. I 
arraign the gentleman before this House and the district he represents 
as being opposed to putting barbed wire and lumber upon the free-list. 
[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. FUNSTON. And I arraign you, sir, before your district as being 
opposed to taking the duty off barbed wire. You are a coward and 
afraid todoit. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. I say I will vote to put barbed wire on the free- 
list. Will you do it? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I have said that I am iu favor of protecting every- 
thing that American labor produces, whether it be little or great. 
[Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. WEAVER. DoI understand you to answer that you are op- 
posed to taking the duty off either barbed wire or lumber ? 

Mr. FUNSTON. Certainly; I am opposed to taking the duty off 
both or either, and I appeal to my party friends that they will stand 
by me as they did in 1886. 

Mr. WEAVER. Now, then, I arraign the gentleman before his con- 
stituents and before the Republican of Kansas, as opposing and 
3 under his feet the resolution of his own Republican State 

islature. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Why do you not take the duty off both? 

Mr. WEAVER. I stand exactly where the Republican Legislature 
of Kansas has stood, and the gentleman is here in rebellion against it 
and in favor of the lumber trust and the barbed-wire trust of this 
country. [Applause on Democraticside.] I arraign him also as being 
in opposition to four of his own colleagues, who stood up here like men 
and voted with us on this side of the House for free lumber. 

Mr. PETERS. Oregon has given an increased majority against free 
trade. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WEAVER. There is another wounded duck. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. Six thousand majority in Oregon, according to the 
latest reports. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
WEAVER] has expired. 

Mr. FUNSTON. Iam glad tohear from the gentleman from Iowa, 
but first of all I want to reply to the observations of the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DOCKERY ]. Iwas called out justas I had finished 
my remarks awhile ago by a gentleman from Kansas, but I would not 
have gone at that time if I had known that the gentleman from Mis- 
souri intended to reply to what I had said. The gentleman claimed 
that I had asserted that protected labor in the lumber business was 
better paid than any other industry. What I said was that no one on 
this floor had asserted that. The RECORD reads: 

Mr. Fuxsrox. No one made that assertion. 

That is the only reference I made to the subject, and I repeat now 
that no one did make that assertion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. WEAVER], 
I thanked him a few moments ago for putting a question to me, be- 
cause I delight to answer these questions. I say to him now, as I have 
said before, that I am a protectionist, not merely for the things that 
we produce ourselves, not upon the ground that I-want all things that 
we consume in my State to come in free and a duty to be laid upon all 
things that we produce, That is not the kind of protectionist I am. 
I place myself upon the broad principles of Henry Clay, who so ably 
advocated the doctrines of the protective system. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Now, sir, I stand here to say that the gentleman 
misrepresents even hisown Iowa. He came down into my district last 
fall and made a canvass there. The people of Kansas have learned by 
experience that whenever there is a drought in the Rocky Mountains 
we get the grasshoppers, and whenever there is a failure of crops in 
Iowa we get the cranks. [Laughter.] So they came down and over- 
ran my district, but the gentleman with all his pals did not succeed in 
carrying a single county for his doctrine of free trade. 

Nov, Mr. Chairman, I will say further, so far as barb wire, 
that I am in favor of putting everything we produce in this country 


upon the protective-list. I am consistent; I am in accord with the 
protective system of the Republican party. But you [Mr. WEAVER] 
claim to be a free-trader; you claim to be a friend of the farmer; you 
claim to bea friend of the farmer of Iowa, Mr. WEAVER, of Iowa, and yet 
youstand by the Committee of Ways and Means who propose to put a 
duty of 45 per cent. on barb wire and increase the duty on the material of 
which it is manufactured, so as to make it amount to about 65 per cent. 
You also vote for a duty of about 80 percent. on rice. And at the same 
time you do that you vote for free wool; you vote for free flax; you 
vote for free linseed oil; you vote for making every thing free that the 
farmers in your State produce, and the farmers of your district, if they 
vote for you this coming fall, will make the greatest mistake of their 
lives. 1 and applause on the Republican side.] =n 

Mr. BYNUM. The gentleman states that he is in favor of protect- 
ing everything that we raise. Do I understand him, therefore, as in- 
tending to vote against the proposition which comes from his side of 
the House to put sugar on the free-list? 

Mr. FUNSTON. I want to say to the gentleman that I differ with 
some of my friends on this side, and that I shall stand for protecting 
sugar just as I stand for protecting other things. I am not a little- 
souled man. I hope I do not represent a little-souled people who want 
everything free that they consume and everything that they produce 
8 The gentleman from Indiana can not say as much, [Ap- 
plause, 

Mr. BYNUM. That is all. I just wanted a square answer and I 
have got it. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Debateon the pending amendment is exhausted. 
The amendment being formal, the Chair will presume that it is with- 

wn. 

[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” Vote!“ on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to renew the amendment 
for the purpose of saying a word on this barb-wire question. In regard 
to that there are two points to be taken into consideration: first, the 
effect of the duty upon the material, and, second, the effect of the pat- 
ents upon the profits of the manufacturers. Now, what has the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means done as to the first? In line 161 of this bill 
I find, ‘‘slabs and billets of steel, $11 per ton.“ Wire is made of wire 
rods; wire rods are made or slabs and billets. The present duty on these 
billets is 45 per cent., which a large manufacturer as well as importer 
tells me is equivalent to$8perton. Therefore this bill raises that duty 
from $8 to $11 per ton. Looking farther along in the bill I find that 
iron and steel wire and iron and steel wire galvanized, and all man- 
ufactures of iron and steel wire and of iron and steel wire galvanized 
shall pay the duties now provided by law; provided that no such duty 
shall be in exceess of 60 per cent. ad valorem.” That shows the sym- 
pathy of the committee for the barb-wire-using farmer. 

Now, as to the other point, the effect of the patents. Almost all this 
barb wire is made under a set of patents granted by the Government 
of the United States, and I do not hesitate to say that our patent sys- 
tem needs a thorough revision. I do not hesitate to say that the price 
of barb wire has been raised beyond the normal point because of the 
existence of these patents; and in that connection I want to state that 
bills have been introduced in this House limiting the effect of the patent 
system, and have been referred to the Committee on Patents, of which 
the honorable gentleman from Iowa is chairman; but he has made no 
effort to have those bills considered in this House. 

[Cries of Vote!“ Vote!“ on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will consider the formal amendment 
as withdrawn. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending amendment is that of the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment will be read. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

And provided further, That whenever the said commercial privileges, includ- 
ing the right to buy provisions, bait, and supplies, and totransshipany portion 
, are granted to the fishing and other vessels of the United States by the 
Dominion of Canada, then mackerel, herring, salmon, and other fish smoked, 
dried, salted, pickled, or preserved, except anchovies and sardines, or other fish 
preserved in oil, shall be free of duty. 7 

And provided further, That whenever the Dominion of Canada admits prod- 
ucts, wares, and merchandise grown, produced, or manufactured in the United 
States free of duty, then the products, wares, and merchandise grown, produced, 
or manufactured in said Dominion of Canada shall be admitted free of duty. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. It is admitted by almost 
everybody that there must be some reduction of the revenue. The 
entire amount of revenue now raised annually by means of the duty 
on the various items of lumber, wood, etc., which this bill places on the 
free-list, is a little over $1,000,000—not quite the amount of the revenue 
now received by the Government in a single day, and not quite 14 per 
cent. of the surplus after the payment of all the annual expenditures. 
So that the entire amount of reduction by the schedule which we have 
been discussing for the last four or five days does not equal one day’s 
revenue, and is not quite 14 per cent. of the annual surplus. - 

As it is necessary to reduce revenue, the only way, of course, in 
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~ which it can be done is by an assorting of taxes, by an elimination 
from the tax schedule of some subjects of taxation or a reduction of 
the tax upon subjects which are left. The entire amount of these vari- 
ous articles annually imported has been a little less than seven million 
dollars, the amount exported between twelve million dollars and fif- 
teen million dollars, The schedule reported by the Bureau of Statistics 
is not so classified as to render absolutely certain what is the amount of 
exportation under the classification given in the present tariff law and 
in the ding bill. It is probably about $15,000,000. Thus it ap- 
pears that the schedule which we have been discussing embraces items 
of which the exportation is nearly twice as much as the importation. 
Therefore, it is perfectly clear, as it strikes me, that the contests we 
have witnessed on the part of gentlemen on the other side have not 
been for the purpose of preserving the revenue received from these 
various articles, but simply in defense of protection as protection. 
There is and can be no schedule as to which it can be more absolutely 
certain than in this case that the contest made to prevent the change 
proposed by the Committee on Ways and Means arises from a purpose 
to preserve the system of protection for the sake of protection, and not 
for the sake of the revenue arising from the existing duties. 

The amendment which I propose to attach to the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], so that if his amendment be 
adopted and become law, it may have substantial and fruitful results, 

mts upon the free-list, not only the fish that we may import from the 
ee of Canada, but also those that we may import from other 
countries, A very large part of the lish that we import is not Cana- 
dian fish, Iam informed that the larger part of the imported fish 
used by the foreign population in the Northwest is not Canadian fish, 
but is fish cured or preserved in Norway, Sweden, and other European 
countries. + 

The second branch of the amendment I offer looks to commercial re- 
ciprocity between the Dominion of Canada and the United States. 
Canada has a protective tariff. The cheap Canadian labor, of which 
we have heard so much, is protected by a protective tariff. Along the 
extended border between our country and Canada there are the two 
barriers—the protective tariff of Canada and the protective tariff of the 
United States. The effect of the second branch of my amendment is 
that when the Canadian Government shall see its way clear to give free 
admission to American goods into Canadian markets, when the over- 
supply of manufactured articles which could be produced if labor had 
full twelve-month’s occupation given to it annually, when the over- 
supply of our farmers who now have to seck a market across the ocean 
can find admission info Canada by means of the removal of the protective 
duty which Canada imposes, then we shall give to the Canadians the 
advantage, whatever it may be, of our market. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. DINGLEY. Does the gentleman from Kentucky desire further | 


time? 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. No, I will not trespass further 
upon the attention of the Committee of the Whole. My main purpose 
was to submit my proposition rather than to make any extended re- 
marks upon it. R 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to be recognized to oppose the amendment 
to the amendment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, when, Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, requested 
that the House return to the Senate the bill (S. 1162) for the relief of 
Susan E. Alger. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, the bill 
(H. R. 6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular 
service of the United States for the fiscal year 1889. 

DAVID MERIWETHER. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced the appointment of Mr. 
Saw, Mr. TAULBEE, and Mr. Mason as the conferees upon the part 
of the House on the bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of David Meriwether. 

TARIFF. 


The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 
session. 5 

The amendmentand the amendment to the amendment were read. 

o DINGLEY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 
DIX. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. In view ofthe fact that the gentleman from 
Maine is discussing a question that goes beyond the mere rate of duty 
upon articles imported for use in this country, I trust that the gentle- 


man will be permitted to proceed without the enforcement of the five- | 


minute rule until he has concluded his remarks. 
Mr. COX. I would like to hear from the gentleman from Ohio also. 
Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Oh, well, the gentleman from Ohio knows 


when to 
Mr. CO. Certainly. 


Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I do not wish to be ungracions, 


Mr. Chairman, and deeline the request in ſavor of the gentleman from 
Maine, but in view of the fact that the gentleman has ly occupied 
ten minutes in presenting the amendment and now ten minutes again 
on the amendment this is such a manifest change in the order 
of debate and course of proceedings in committee that it does not seem 
altogether just to other gentlemen. Would the gentleman consent to 
occupy but five minutes more? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have some other words I would like to say in the 
hearing of the House. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope ten minutes, at least, will be al- 
lowed to the gentleman. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will compromise on five 
minutes. I repeat I do not wish to seem ungracious. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. I trust ten minutes will be allowed in view 
of the importance of the question which is presented. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request of the gentle- 
man from Ohio to the committee. 

Mr. MILLS, I want to move that the committee rise early this even- 
ing, because there are other matters, an appropriation bill, which should 
be considered. If the gentleman from Maine will consent to go on in 
the morning, I will move that the committee rise. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will suit mebetter. I would prefer to yield 
for the motion that the committee rise, with the privilege of contin- 
uing in the morning. 

Mr. MILLS. I have no objection to the gentleman haying his ten 
minutes in the morning. 

I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. ; 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Cox having taken the chair 
as §) er pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Committee of 
the ole House on the state of the Union, having had under consid- 
eration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEEL, Mr. Speaker, as is well known, the amendments of the 
Senate to the Indian appropriation bill have been reported back by the 
committee to the House, and my object now is to move that we go into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering those amend- 
ments. But inasmuch as the amendments, of which there are quite a 
number, are none of them of very great importance, I hope the House 
will consent, and therefore I ask unanimous consent to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole from the farther consideration of the bill, 
and that we non-concur in the amendments of the Senate, in accord- 
ance with the unanimous instructions of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, which considered the Senate amendments this forenoon, and ap- 
point a conference on the disagreeing votes thereon. 

It is well known to gentlemen that when a conference report comes 
in the various amendments are set out in full. In addition to that the 
managers upon the part of the House have to make a separate report 
and a statement of the effects of the various amendments for submis- 
sion to the House; and if there is any one point on which any gentle- 
man desires to have a discussion or a separate vote he shall have the 
privilege when it comes before the House. Imake this request, there- 
fore, in order to save time, that we non-concur in the amendments and 
agree to the conference. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas asks 
unanimous consent to non-concur in the Senate amendments to the bill 
(H. R. 8565) known as the Indian appropriation bill, and agree to the 
conference asked thereon. 

Mr. ADAMS. I shall object unless I hear some good reason forsuch 
action. I know of no reason why the House of Representatives should 
not consider Senate amendments. My position in this respect is well 
known. If the gentleman from Arkansas will state some reason for 
making this bill an exception to the general rule, which he must ad- 
mit to be a good one, I may perhaps withdraw my objection. 

Mr. PEEL. It is a well-known fact that the Commissioner of In- 
dian Affairs is now in New York letting contracts which have to be met 
and paid for out of this appropriation. At the end of this month the 
current appropriation expires, and the prompt passage of this bill is 
necessary in order to close up these contracts. If we go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole to consider these various amendments it will un- 
doubtedly take a great deal of time. I assure the gentleman there is 
no principle of legislation involved that will provoke any discussion. 

Mr. BLOUNT. Will the gentleman state how much has been added 
to the bill by the Senate? 

Mr. PEEL. Very little. Really I can not say that they have added 
anything. They claim to have reduced it to some extent and perhaps 
made some increases in one or two places, so that when the two are 
balanced up there is little difference. 

Mr. BLOUNT. There is no new legislation involved ? 

Mr. PEEL. No, sir. 


Mr. ADAMS. to the gentleman that he can now move to 


go into Committee of the Whole to consider the various amendments. 
Mr. PEEL. As a matter of course; and that is what I propose to do 
if objection is made to the request. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Is not my colleague from Illinois willing to trust 
his political associates on this subject? 
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Mr. NELSON, Let me state to the gentleman that this has been 
thoroughly considered by the Committee on Indian Affairs, and they 


are unanimous in this conclusion. 


Mr. ADAMS. Hasit been considered by the Committee of the Whole 
of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. NELSON, And we are simply following out what has been the 
custom here in making this motion. 

Rood ADAMS. Does the gentleman regard it as a good or a bad cus- 

m? 

Mr. NELSON. Iam not here to criticise the action of the House 
in that regard. 

Mr. ADAMS, Then I will criticise it, and say it is a bad custom. 

Mr. SPRINGER. The bill has already been considered in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ? 

Mr. ADAMS. I object. 

Mr. PEEL. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union for the purpose of considering gen- 
eral appropriation bills. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the Indian appro- 
priation bill. 


The amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 were | 
in. 


read, and, by unanimous consent, were co 

Amendments numbered 8 and 9 were read, and non-concurred, in by 
unanimous consent. 

Amendments numbered 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 
22, 23, 24, 25, 26, and 27 were concurred in, by unanimous consent. 

Amendments 28 and 29 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment 30 was read, as follows: $ 

Strike out in lines 817 and 818 of the bill the words: “ For subsistence and ciy- 
ilization of the Assinaboines in Montaun, including pay of employés, $30,000.” 

Mr. PEEL. Iask unanimous consent that that amendment be con- 
curred in. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I would like to know the reason for that. 

Mr. NELSON. The reason is simply this: We have entered into 
a treaty with these Indians for the purchase ofa large portion of their 
reservation, and in pursuance of that treaty they get a large annuity. 
The treaty has been ratified and confirmed by an act passed and ap- 
proved since this appropriation bill passed the House, and the provis- 
ions of the treaty render this appropriation unnecessary. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. j 

By unanimous consent, amendment 31 was concurred in, 

Amendment 32 was read, as follows: 

Strike out lines 854, 855, and 856 of the prines bill, as follows: For support 
7 8 of the Gros Ventres in Montana, and for pay of employés, 

Mr. PEEL. I ask unanimous consent that that amendment be con- 
curred in, for the same reason. The amount to be struck out by the 
Senate in these cases are simply the estimates that were made by the 
Department for these various bands of Indians in Montana. At the 
time this appropriation bill was made up by the committee there was 
a bill pending before the House to ratify an agreement made with the 
Indians last fall, by which, if it became a law, we should acquire from 
them some 17,000,000 acres of land, for which we were to pay them 
$4,300,000 in ten annual installments. Not knowing whether that bill 
would become a law or not, we inserted the usual estimates; but when 
the appropriation bill reached the Senate this other bill of which I 
have spoken had already become a law, so that there was no longer 
any necessity for these various appropriations. Having that contin- 
gency in view, we had inserted a provision in the appropriation bill 
which would have prevented the expenditure of these moneys in case 
the other bill became a law, and the Senate proposes now to strike ont 
these items, and we ask the House to concur. 

The thirty-fifth amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

For continuing the work of constructing ditches and reservoirs for the Navajo 
Indians, and for the 1388 maintenance, and operation of a portable saw- 
mill for the use of said Indians, and for the purchase of nails and such other 
necessary materials as can not be obtained by the Indians for houses to be con- 
structed by them, $15,000, to be taken from the funds now in the Treasury be- 
longing to said Indians.” 

Mr. PEEL. The Committee on Indian Affairs recommend non- 
concurrence in this amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The thirty-sixth amendment was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: - 

The sum of $10,000. or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro- 

riated to enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay the setilers who, in 

ith, made settlement in township 29 north, 14, 15, and 16 west of the 
New Mexico principal meridian, in the Territory of New Mexico, prior to May 
1, 1886, for their improvements and for damages sustained reason of the in- 
clusion of said townships within the Navajo reservation by Executive order of 


April 24, 1886, and such settlers may make their homestead, pre-emption, and 
F entries as if they had never made settlement within said town- 
pa, * © 


Mr. PEEL. T ask that this amendment be non-concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Chairman, while I shall not oppose the re- 
quest of the chairman of the Committee on Indian Affairs that this 
amendment be non-concurred in, I wish to express the hope that the 
conferees on the part of the House will do whatever may be in their 
power to secure in the conference the adoption of both these items with 
reference to the Navajo Indians, the item embraced in the thirty-fifth 
amendment, appropriating $15,000, and the item in the thirty-sixth 
amendment, appropriating $10,000. I am satisfied that this sum ot 
$25,000 ought to be appropriated for the purposes specified. My friend 
from Arkansas understands, of course, the condition of these Indians, 
The Navajoesare one of the very bestand most progressive of our Indian 
tribes, and one of the most capable in the main of self-support. They 
have large herds of sheep, goats, and horses. As a tribe they are in- 
creasing rapidly in numbers and have been for years. I hope, there- 
fore, that the encouragement proposed in this appropriation of $25,000 
for the two purposes named will be readily yielded. 

Allow me to say another word. It was at the instance of the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Arkansas is now chairman and ot 
which I had the honor to be at the time a member that this action by 
the Government extending the boundaries of the Navajo reservation 
was taken. We were not aware at the time of the number of settlers 
on the land which was added to the reservation, but it was very man- 
ifest that on account of the increasing numbers of the Navajoes their 
reservation ought to be enlarged. 

While I will not now ask concurrence in this amendment, I trust 
the committee of conference on the part of the House will not hesitate 
a moment in concurring in the action of the Senate as to both these 
amendments, > 

Mr. PEEL. I fully agree in all that has been said by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. HOLMAN]. I have no authority, of course, to 
anticipate the action which may be taken by the conferees on the part 
of the House, though I feel myself strongly inclined to concur in the 
gentleman’s suggestion; but not understanding this matter thoroughly 
we thought it the safe course to ask non-concurrence, so that we may 
ascertain the reasons which have actuated the Senate in inserting these 


| two amendments. 


Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, in view of the remarks which have 


| just fallen from the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HoLMAN] I move 


concurrence in this amendment, and I wish to 827 

The CHAIRMAN. The thirty-fifth amendment has already been 
non-concurred in. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The two amendments ought to go together; and 


| after the intimation of the chairman of the committee [Mr. PEEL] I 


think we can safely allow them to do so. 

Mr. ADAMS. I do not know that I shall insist on my motion; but 
I most respectfully protest against the reason just given by the chair- 
man of the committee in favor of non-concurrence—that the committee 
want further information. My whole point in opposition to this pro- 
ceeding and the only reason why I have objected to non-concurrence is 
that I deem it the duty of the Committee on Indian Affairs to inform 
the House in regard to questions of this kind. If they can send a mies- 
senger to the Senate to get information, all right; if they can not, let 
them getinformationin some other mode. But let us, at any rate, have 
information in order that we may legislate, and that we may not allow 
the Senate and the House conferees to legislate for us. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Let me say a single word. I would very fully 
concur in the view expressed by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
ADAMS] but for the fact that we have already non-concurred in one of 
these paragraphs, and of course we might as well put the other on the 
same footing. 

Mr: ADAMS. I desire to ask the gentleman from Indiana whether 
on asecond view he sees such a logical connection between these two 
amendments that we can not now concurin this because we have non- 
concurred in the preceding. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Oh, no; they stand on a somewhat different foot- 
ing, but they are for the benefit of the same tribe of Indians. F 

Mr. ADAMS. The pending amendment is for the benefit of the set- 
tlers, not for the benefit of the Indians at all. . 

Mr. HOLMAN, I connect the two measures together, though they 
are somewhat different as to their subject-matter. 

Mr. ADAMS. The gentleman connects them, permit me to say, 
without having any logical reason for doing so. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘There may be no very logical counection except 
that this provision is really for the benefit of both the Indians and the 
settlers, for the difficulties in regard to the lands added to the Indian 
ste Bee haye been a source of trouble between the Indians and the 
settlers, 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the thirty-sixth amend- 
ment will be non-concurred in, 

There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 

The thirty-seventh amendment was read, as follows: 


Insert the following: 

For support and education of the Seminole and Creek Indians in Florida, for 
the erection and furnishing of a school-house, for the employment of teachers, 
and for the purchase of seeds and agricultural implements and other necessary 
articles, $6,000.” 
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Mr. PEEL. I ask that this amendment be non-concurred in. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wish to ask the chairman of the committee why he 
makes that request. 

Mr. PEEL. Simply because there is no estimate from the Depart- 
ment in regard to this item, and we have had no opportunity to hear 
the reasons of the Senate committee and the Senate for putting the 
amendment upon the bill. The gentleman says that we ought to inform 
ourselves in regard to these matters. I do not know any rule of oc. 
liamentary Jaw which would allow a committee of one House to be in 
conference as a body with a committee of the other to hear arguments 
in favor of action which may have been taken. Hence we haye no legiti- 
mate means of ascertaining the reasons which have secured the adop- 
tion of these amendments in the Senate unless we personally interview 
members of that body. When we non-concur an issue is made up be- 
tween the two Houses, and the House has the matter to that extent 
within its control until the question can be examined in conference. 
But if we concur at this stage, without understanding the reasons in 
favor of the amendment, there is no opportunity to remedy any mistake 
‘we may make. 

Mr. ADAMS. Would not that reason require non-concurrence in 
an endment which the Senate might choose to make? 

. PEEL. I did not understand the gentleman’s remark. 

Mr. ADAMS. Does not your argument require you to throw into 
conference any amendment which the Senate may choose to make? 

Mr. PEEL. Not necessarily. Any amendment which we can un- 
derstand, and which appears to us proper, we can readily concur in. 
We have already concurred in quite a number. 

Mr. ADAMS. ‘The gentleman is the chairman of a committee which 
it is supposed ought to be able to investigate these questions and give 
us information. 

Mr. PEEL. It is arash assumption to suppose that the chairman of 
the committee must know all about these matters. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The thirty-eighth, thirty-ninth, fortieth, forty-first, forty-second, 
forty-third, and forty-fourth amendments of the Senate, which are as 
follows, were concurred in: 

Thirty-eighth amendment: Strike out the following: 

“The ous amounts appropriated in this act for the support, maintenance, 
civilization, pay ofemployés, ete., of the Indians in Montana receiving rations at 
Fort Peck, Fort Belknap, and Blackfeet agencies, respectively, shall not be ex- 

id sev agreements made with them by the agents of the 
tes in December, 1856, and 1 and February, 1887, be ratified 
. The first installment stipulated in said agreements to take the 
p. said appropriations,” 


3 : “ Incidental expenses of Indian service in Arizona : For general.“ 
0 


Vall ney.” 
Fo: first amendment: Strike out the following paragraph: 
“For the — paap of salaries of judges of the Indian courts, $5,000.” 


nes amendment: Strike out “twenty-five” and insert ten;“ so it 
Il read: 

For survey and subdivision of Indian reservations and of lands to be allotted 
to Indians, and to make allotments in severalty, in accordance with treaty 
stipulation, to be expended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Interior, $10,000.” 

The forty-fifth and forty-sixth amendments of the Senate were non- 
curred in, as follows: 

Forty-fifth amendment: Strike out the following: : 

For pay of special agents, and necessary expenses to carry out the provisions 
of section 3 of the act approved February 8, 1887, entitled! An act to provide for 
the allotment of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, and 
to extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the Territories 
over the Indians, and for other purposes,” $35,000; $10,000 of which sum shall be 
immediately available.” 

Forty-sixth amendment: Strike out the following: 

For surveys and resurveys under the provisions of the act of Congress ap- 
proved February 8, 1887, to be repaid proportionately out of the proceeds of the 
sales of such lands as may be acquired from the Indians under the provisions 
of said act, $75,000; in all, 8100, 000.“ 


Mr. PERKINS. The forty-seventh, forty-eighth, and forty-ninth 
Senate amendments are more specific and are in lieu of the forty-fifth 
and forty-sixth amendments of the Senate in reference to what is known 
as the general allotment bill. As we have non-concurred in the forty- 
fifth and forty-sixth amendments striking out the House provisions we 
should also non-concur in the forty-seventh, forty-eighth, and forty- 
ninth amendments, and let the whole question go to the conference 
committee. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Will not the gentleman from Kansas admit that 
the Senate provisions are better and more specific? 

Mr. PERKINS. They are. 

Mr. ADAMS. Let me ask whether this is not an instance illustrat- 
ing how unwise it ison our part te concur or non-concur by unanimous 
consent in reference to these amendments, as was proposed in the 
House, and to which I objected. If consent had been granted these 
amendments of the Senate would have been non-concurred in. 

The amendments were non-concurred in. 

The fiftieth amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 
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Insert the following paragraph: 

“To enable the Secretary of the Interior to pay Charles F, Larrabee for sery- 
ices rendered as dis! officer of the commission appointed May 15, 1888, 
to negotiate with certain tribes and bands of Indians in Minnesota, by reason 
5 a — 9 he was required to give a bond and to incur extra responsi- 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The fifty-first amendment of the Senate was read, as follows: 

Insert the following: 

“To pay Shirley C. Ward, of Los Angeles, Cal., for his services to date as 
special attorney for the Mission Indians of Southern California, under sopol 
ene 9 Attorney-General, made at the request of the Secretary of the In- 

Mr. PEEL. The committee recommend non-concurrence, 

Mr. HOLMAN. What information has the chairman of the com- 
mittee in reference to this claim for services as special attorney for the 
Mission Indians of Southern California? 

Mr. DUNN. I happen to know about that, case. Suit was brought 
to dispossess the Indians, and the decision of the lower court was 
against them, but the decision of the Supreme Court reversed that de- 
cision of the lower court and left the Indians in possession. 

I say that fee provided for in this amendment of the Senate was 
earned in a righteous cause, every dollar of it. I have read the de- 
cision of the Supreme Court since I have been here. 

Mr. PEEL. We do notknow whether the amount provided is reason- 
able or not, and therefore we move to non-concur so as to look into if, 
We do not know whether it is too much. 

Mr. DUNN. This attorney was employed by advice of the Attorney- 
General, and the fee is not one-quarter of what it would have been to 
private parties. This land sold for $130,000 while I was there to the 
parties who had brought the action of ejectment against the Indians. 
The fee is $2,500, but it ought to be $10,000. It was honestly earned 
and in a righteous cause. 

Mr. PEEL. That may be all true, but I move to non-concur. 

Mr. DUNN. I do not wish to antagonize the committee, but in my 
n that fee ought to be paid. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

The amendments of the Senate numbered 52 and 53, which are as fol- 
lows, were non-concurred in: 


Fifty-second amendment: Insert the following: 
For payment to Anna Adamson the equivalent of five months’ salary as a 
teacher at the Indian school at the Mission Indian agency, California, $300,” 
Fifty-third amendment: Insert the following: 
Rollins and Otis F. Presbrey, it 


For this amount, to be paid to Wallace V 
being in full payment of the amount of their claim the Eastern band of 
Cherokee Indians in North Carolina, found by the Court of Claims, in Depart- 
mental Case No. 18, Senate Executive Document No. 158, Fiftieth Congress, first 
session, to be due them for services rendered under their contract of May 15, 
1874, with same Indians, $10,176.75.” 


Amendments numbered 54 and 55 were non-concurred in. 
Amendment numbered 56 was read, as follows: , 


For the ec of bape go the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with 
the Cœur d'Alene tribe of Indians for the purchase and release by said tribe of 
such portions of its reservation as such tribe shall consent to sell, on such terms 
and conditions as shall be considered just and equitable between the United 
States and said tribe of Indians, which purchase shall not be complete until rati- 
fled by Congress, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 


Mr. ADAMS. I understand the committee recommend non-concur- 
rence in this amendment. I would ask why this should be non-con- 


curred in. I suggest that the transaction is not to be completed until 
it is ratified by Congress. 
Mr. PEEL. That may be true; but it may be found on an investi- 


gation that it is not necessary to go to this expense at all. There may 
be an experimental expenditure there of this sum without producing 
any good results. 

Mr, ADAMS. But it is subject to the approval of Congress, 

Mr. PEEL. I move to non-concur in this amendment. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendments 57 and 58 were read, as follows: 

Strike out the words "support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for 
es ee Prk nes ae regina see ep Wot oo 2 construction and 
repair o hool bu ngs, and for purchase of horses, cattle, ` X 
and so forth, for schools $725,000" and insert: ee 

For support of Indian day and industrial schools, and for other educatioual 
purposes not hereinafter provided for, $685,000; for the construction and repair 
of school buildings, $55,000; and for purchase of horses, cattle, sheep, and swine 
for schools, $10 000; in all $750,000: vided, That the entire cost of any board- 
ing-school building to be built from the moneys appropriated hereby, incl udin, 
furniture, shall not exceed $10,000, and the entire cost of any day-school build- 
ing to be so built shall not exceed $600.” 


Mr. ADAMS. I rather infer that amendment No. 58 is intended as 
a substitute for what is proposed to be stricken out by the Senate. Be- 
fore that is non-concurred in let us hear the judgment of the committee 
as to whether the substitute is not better than the provision contained 
in the original bill. 

Mr. PEEL. That may be so. It should be remembered, however, 
that this bill only came over to the committee-on Saturday last, and 
we have had little time to consider these matters, and therefore prefer 
to look further into it. 

Mr. ADAMS. Has the gentleman any opinion of his own as to the 
superiority of the amendment numbered 58? 

Mr. PEEL. ‘There is a difference between them, and for the present 
I should prefer to non-concur in the amendments, 

The amendments were non-concutred in. 
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Amendment 59 was read, as follows: 
Strike out the words “and for — of pupils to and from said 
* school” and insert “at not exceeding $167 for each pupil; so that it will read: 

For support of Indian industrial school at Carlisle, Pa., at not exceeding $167 
for each pupil, $80,000.” 

Mr. O'NEILL, of Pennsylvania. Is that the Philadelphia school? 

Mr. PEEL. Noz; that is the Carlisle school. 

Mr. ADAMS. What change does this make? 

Mr. PEEL. I believe it has been the rule, anyhow. I seeno special 
objection to it as amended by the Senate. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 60 was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 61 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 62 was concurred in. 

Amendment No. 63 was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 64 was concurred in. 

; Amendments numbered 65, 66, 67, 68, 69, and 70 were non-concurred 
n. 

Amendment No. 71 was concurred in. 

Amendments numbered 72 and 73 were non-concurred in. 

Mr. MILLS. I osk unanimous consent to non-concur in all the other 
amendments, as I want to move an adjournment. 

Mr. ADAMS. I hope the gentleman will come at once to amend- 
ment No. 76 and let us hear an explanation of why the Senate have 
stricken out this paragraph. 

Amendments numbered 74 and 75 were non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 76 was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words: 
For the support and education of Indian pupils of both sexes at day and in- 


dustrial schools in Alaska, $20,000; this to be expended under the supervision 


and control of the Bureau of Education.” A 

Mr. NELSON. The gentleman from Illinois wants to know the ob- 
ject of the Senate in striking out this paragraph.” We do not know. 
We propose to non-concur to find out. j 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 77 was read, as follows: 

For the purpose of constructing and completing suitable school-buildings for 
an Indian industrial school, to be located at some point in Ormsby County, in 
the State of Nevada, upon lands previously donated to the Government of not 
less than 200 acres in extent, and ot such character and location as shall be deemed 
most suitable for the purpose by the of the Interior, upon plans and 
specifications to be approved by him, $25,000. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent that we non-concur in this 
and all the rest of the amendments. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. I want an explanation first of one of the fol- 
lowing amendments, No. 78, before that is done. 

Mr. HOLMAN, Mr. Chairman, I hope that this amendment, No. 
77, will be concurred in. The appropriation of $25,000 here is for the 
construction of an Indian industrial schoolin Nevada. We have done 
nothing at all for these Indians in Nevada, and quite a large number of 
intelligent and benevolent people are interested in their education. 

Mr. PERKINS. Permit me to suggest to the gentleman that the 
committee have already reported a bill, which is upon the Calendar, 
providing for an Indian school in Nevada. But there are some pro- 
visions in that bill which are not incorporated here; and while we are 
in favor of the school we thought it well to compare that bill with the 
Senate amendments. 

Mr. HOLMAN. In the hope that the committee will yield to that 
amendment, I shall make no objection. 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee have already reported a bill. 

The amendment was non-concurred in. 

Amendment No. 78 was read, as follows: 

That in the expenditure of any money appropriated in this act for any of the 
purposes of education of Indian children, those children of Indians who have 


taken lands in severalty under any existing law shall not, by reason thereof, be 
excluded from the benefits of such appropriations. 


Mr. NELSON. At the request of the gentleman from New Jersey, 
I will briefly explain the nature of this amendment. 

At the instance of the gentleman from New York, who is not now in 
his seat, I was informed that there were certain Indians in New York 
and other places who had lands allotted to them in severalty whose 
children the Department thought were not entitled to the educational 
provisions in the appropriation bill; and this amendment, or the sub- 
stance of it, was suggested to meet that difficulty. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Then you are in favor of it? 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unanimous 
consent to non-concur in that amendment. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. If the gentleman is in favor of this proposition 
why should we not concur? 

Mr. NELSON. Has the chairman of the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs any objection to amendment 78? 

Mr, PEEL. I see no objection to it. 

‘The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent to non-concur in all the 
remaining amendments. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
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Mr. PEEL. I move that the committee do now rise and report the 
bill and amendments to the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported trom 
the Committee of the Whole that they had had under consideration a bill 
(H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, and had 
directed him to report the same to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that certain of the amendments be concurred in and that the others 
be non-concurred in. . 

Mr. PEEL. Lask unanimous consent that the amendments in which 
the Committee of the Whole have recommended concurrence be now 
adopted by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Are separate votes demanded on the 
amendments ? : 

Mr. PEEL. Let them be taken together. ‘ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the adoption of 
the amendments reported favorably from the Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were agreed to. > 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the other 
amendments will be considered as non-concurred in. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. PEEL. I now ask unanimous consent that a conference be re- 
quested on the disagreement of the two Houses on the bill and amend- 
ments. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore appointed as conferees on the part of the 
House, Mr. PEEL, Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi, and Mr. PERKINS. 


BARRACKS AT FORT SNELLING. 

On motion of Mc. TILLMAN, the Committee on Military Affairs was 
discharged from the further consideration of a letter from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, transmitting an estimate from the Secretary of War 
for an appropriation for the erection of barracks at Fort Snelling; and 
it was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


GENERAL PLEASANTON. 

Mr. HOOKER.. Mr. Speaker, thereisa bill upon the Speaker’s table 
which came from the Senate yesterday with an amendment—a bill to 
retire General Pleasanton. I move that the Senate amendment be 
non-concurred in. 


g 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The bill is not on the Speaker's desk, 


but will be here in a few minutes. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 4 o'clock 
and 30 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


PRIVATE BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 


Under the rule private bills of the following titles were introduced 
and referred as indicated below: 

By Mr. GEST: A bill (H. R. 10373) granting a pension to Alex. 
Kelleman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. NEAL: A bill (H. R. 10374) for the relief of John T. Gates— 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. PEEL: A bill (H. R. 10375) granting a pension to S. R. 
Watts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PETERS: A bill (H. R. 10376) granting a pension to Eva 
L. Webp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 10377) to refer the claim of 
Mahala H. Portlock to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. T. H. B. BROWNE: A bill (H. R. 10378) for the relief cf 
William J. Lewis—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


The following petitions and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk, 
under the rule, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. R. H. M. DAVIDSON: Petition of citizens of Citrus County, 
Florida, for the improvement of Homosassa River, Florida—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. i 

By Mr. ERMENTROUT: Memorial of the Boards of Trade of Phila- 
delphia, Pa.; of Portland, Oregon; of Savannah, Ga.; of Mystic Val- 
ley, Conn.; and of the Chamber of Commerce of Duluth, in favor of 
the Nicaragua canal—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of E. Oscar Pegram, of Dinwiddie County, 
Virginia, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEE (by request): Petition of Elias Cooper, of Loudoun 
County, and of J. F. and Charles E. Conrad, executors of J. M. Conrad, 
of Loudoun County, Virginia, for reference of theirclaims to the Court 
of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. PETERS: Copy of discharge and papers in case of Eva L. 
Webb, for a pension —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. G. M. THOMAS: Petition of William Bell, of Fleming 
County, Kentucky, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims 
to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. WADE: Petition of citizens of McDonald County, Missouri, 
for the establishment of a system of Government telegraph—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jesse Keys, of Madison County, 
Alabama, for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 


The following petitions in favor of House bill 9716, for the better 
protection of free labor from convict labor, were received and severally 
referred to the Committee on Labor: 

By Mr. DUNHAM: Of Jerry Scofield and 7 others, members of Lo- 
cal Assembly No. 1597, Knights of Labor, of Lake, Cook County, Illi- 


nois. 

By Mr. PERKINS: Of William J. Needham and others, citizens of 
Cherokee County, 

By Mr. WADE: Of citizens of McDonald County, Missouri. 

The following petition for the more effectual protection of agricult- 
ure, by the means of certain import duties, was received and referred 
to the Committee on Ways and Means: 

By Mr. GROUT: Of William Douglass and other citizens of North 
Concord, Vt. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 7, 1888. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. J. G. BUTLER, D, D, 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


BRIG GEORGE WASHINGTON. 


Tife PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of 
that court in regard to the French spoliation claim in the case of the 
brig George Washington; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of Justin Rittenhouse and 
37 other citizens of Harrison County, West Virginia, praying that the 
interstate-commerce law be amended; which was referred to the Com- 
-mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. MORRILL presented the petition of George Peltier, late a pri- 
vate in Company F, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteers, praying that 
he be allowed arrears of pension; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions, 

Mr. CALL presented a petition of citizens of Jacksonville, Fla., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 1448, to create a national bu- 
reau of harbors and water ways; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of citizens of Indian River, Fla., pray- 
ing that an appropriation be made to deepen and straighten Indian 
River from Grant’s Farm to Jupiter Inlet; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. DOLPH presented a petition of citizens of Washington Terri- 
tory, praying that certain improvements be made on the Skagit River 
at Mount Vernon, in Washington Territory; which was referréd to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. GEORGE presented the memorial of the Board of Trade of Jack- 
son, Miss., remonstrating against the passage of the bill (S. 1448) to 
create a national bureau of harbors and water ways; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of citizens of Clay County, 
Missouri, who respectfully pray that, in view of recent public disclos- 
ures of gross violations under the mterstate-commerce act by the rail- 
way companies of this country, in case of all prosecutions cbmmenced 
and brought after the passage of the interstate-commerce act against 
any person or corporation fora violation of the act passed February 4, 
1887, on the complaint of a citizen of the United States, whether the 
violation of said act complained of occurred prior or subsequent to 
the passage of this act, such citizen shall be entitled to have and receive 
for his own benefit all fines and penalties that may be imposed and col- 
lected for such violation of law. 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce, 

The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Mrs. Aurelia P. 
Hall, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Military Affairs, submitted 
the following report: 


The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1363) for 
the relief of John A. Lynch, have carefully considered the same, and, in accord- 
ance with the resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1884, report as follows: 

That they have referred the same to the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of an act entitled “An act to afford assistance and relief to Congress and the 
Executive Departments in the investigation of claims and demands against the 
Government,” approved March 3, 1883. 


Mr. BLAIR, from the Committee on Pensions, towhom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1960) granting a pension to Willard A. Jackson; and 

A bill (S. 2756) granting a pension to Andrew J. Hadley. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill (S. 
2982) granting a pension to Ellen M. Thornton, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr WILSON, of Maryland, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 436) for the relief of James Barnes, Joab 
Williams, and William Titus, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

JOHN TAYLOR. 

Mr. SAWYER. Task that the bill (S. 2058) granting a ion to 
John Taylor be recalled from the House of Representatives. e House 
of Representatives has passed a bill similar to it, and when the Senate 
bill 1s returned I shall ask its indefinite postponement and the passago 
of the House bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin asks 
that the House of Representatives be requested to return the bill in- 
dicated by him to the Senate. That order will be made; if there be no 
objection. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3108) granting a pension te 
Daniel Hartsook; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3109) granting a pension to D. G. Rum- 


mel; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Pensions. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3110) to amend section 2 of 
an act entitled An act to define more clearly the jurisdiction and 
powers of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 1, 1866; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CAMERON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3111) to incor- 
porate the trusteesof the National Industrial Institute in Washington, 
D. C.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

Mr. STOCKBRIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3112) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Marston; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLAIR introduced a bill (S. 3113) granting a pension to Clara 
H. McIntire; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3114) granting a pension to Joseph H. 
Harwood; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the House had receded from its disagreement to 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills, and agreed to the 


same: j 

A bill (H. R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
Mich.; and = 

A bill (H. R. 7264) for the erection of a public building at Bridge- 
port, Conn, 

The message also announced that the House had non-concurred in 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 331) for the relief of 
David Meriwether, asked a conference with the Senate on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Suaw, 
Mr. TAULBEE, and Mr. Mason managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. : 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to some 
and disagreed to other amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
8565) making appropriations for the current and contingent expenses 
of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for other 
purposes; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. PEEL, Mr. ALLEN 
of Mississippi, and Mr, PERKINS managers at the conference on the 
part of the House. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 
Mr. MORGAN submitted the following resolutions; which were read: 


Whereas in the report of the Committee on Foreign Relations on the treaty 
now ponang ie the Senate between the United States and Great Britain.concern- 
ing the interpretation of the convention of October 20, 1818, signed at Washing- 
ton February 15, 1888, the question is presented whether the President had au- 
ros rand to negotiate such a treaty without the previous consent of the Senate; 
ani 


1888. 
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- Whereas in said re 
pointed by the President without the advice and consent of the Senate as pleni- 


rt the question is also raised whether the persons ap- 


and 


potentiaries to negotiate and sign said treaty were lawfully appoin' 1 
on an 


whether said document is a treaty duly negotiated for the consi 
action of the Senate; and 

Whereas said committee declare in said report that the matters to which said 
treaty relates are not fit subjects for negotiation with the Government of Great 
Britain and that the time for negotiation with that Government on these sub- 
jects has pussed; and 

Whereas the Senate will consider said treaty on its merits, and declines to 
adopt the views of the committee as expressed in their report as to the consti- 
tutional powers of the President in negotiating treaties, and also declines to 
affirm that the time for negotiation with Great Britain on the subject of our fish- 
ing rights or the commercial rights of our fishermen has passed, or that the ex- 

ng difficulties on these subjects are not subjects of negotiation: 

1. Resolved. That, in the opinion of the Senate, the treaty signed by Thomas 
F. Bayard, William L. Putnam. and James B. Angell, as plenipotentiaries of the 
United States, in conjunction with the British plenipotentiaries, on the 15th day 
of February, 1588, and sent to the Senate by the President as a treaty duly nego- 
tiated for the consideration and action of the Senate, is properly authenticated 
as a treaty made by the President of the United States, acting within his con- 
stitational powers, and is lawful and valid as a negotiation. 

2. Resolved, That, in the opinion of the Senate, the time has not passed for ne- 

iation with Great Britain as to the just interpretation of ony Fee of Article 

of said treaty of 1518 upon any point of sincere disagreement between the two 
Governments as to the true meaning of the same,and that no act of Congress 
has declared that such time for negotiation passed; nor has the time for 
such negotiation passed in respect of any commercial rights that may be claimed 
or that may be needed for our fishermen in any of the harbors or ports of the 
British possessions of North America, and that the existing matters of difficulty, 
including the claims of our fishermen, for damages wrongfully sustained, are 


subjects for treaty negotiation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabamaask 
for the present consideration of the resolutions? 

Mr. VANCE. I move the reference of the resolutions to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolutions are subject to objection ? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. They are, under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. As a matter of course, I should like to have them 
printed. I have not read them. I can only see that there is an en- 
deavor to avoid and evade the real issue in regard to the British treaty. 

Mr. MORGAN. I rise to make an inquiry of the Chair. The Sen- 
ator from North Carolina [Mr. VANCE] has moved to refer the resolu- 
tion tothe Committee on Foreign Relations, and I desire to knowif Ican 
not be heard now in opposition to the motion. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair would hold that, under 
the rules, it objection is made to their present consideration the reso- 
lutions will lie over one day and be printed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I rose to make the objection when the Senator 
from North Carolina rose, and I paused because I did not know but 
that he intended to make the objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. ‘The Senator from North Carolina made a motion 
to refer the resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair could not entertain that 
motion until unanimous consent had been asked for the consideration 
of the resolutions, under the rule. 

Mr. MORGAN. I must say, Mr. President, that I am utterly sur- 
prised at that ruling, because it has never been before practiced in the 
Senate, so far as I am aware. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator permit the rule to 
be read? The Secretary will read the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Am I at liberty to ask the Senator from Alabama 
what is his desire in regard to the resolutions ? 

Mr. MORGAN. My desire is to address the Senate on the resolu- 
tions this morning. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This morning? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 5 

Mr. SHERMAN. I must object to that, very decidedly. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not wish to have any action taken on the res- 
olutions this morning, however. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is but proper that I should state that the Sen- 
ator who was the author of the report which is commented upon and 
which is said to make certain allegations is not here. Heis out of the 
city, and I therefore deem it my duty, as a member of the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, to object to the present consideration of the res- 
olutions, The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Epuuxps] wrote the re- 
port, and I am very glad to give him now the credit of it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I propose this morning to make in the Senate the 
speech I made in executive session, every word of which the Senator 
from Vermont heard, or could have heard if he had listened to it. II 


the Senate will give me leave to furnish that speech in print I will. 


print it without delivering it in the Senate. Otherwise I shall find an 
early opportunity to deliver it. 

I desire to say also, Mr. President, if Iam permitted to do so—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection to the 
Senator from Alabama proceeding. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. Reserving, however, the right to object tothe con- 
sideration of the resolutions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has already ruled on that 
point. Will the Senator from Alabama pause one moment to allow 
the rule to be rend? Clause 5 of Rule XIV will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 


5, All resolutions shall lie over one day for consideration unless by unani- 
mous consent the Senate shall otherwise direct. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the Senator 
from Alabama will be allowed to A 8 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have no objection to the Senator from Alabama 
proceeding to explain, but I do object to the consideration of the reso- 
lutions to-day. I will waive my objection for the purpose of allowing 
him to make a statement now. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not understand that the consideration of a res- 
olution is the subject that is up when a motion to refer it to a commit- 
tee is made. The consideration of a resolution implies 

Mr. SHERMAN. Consideration can not be had on the day of pres- 
entation until the consent of the Senateis given by unanimous consent. 
Without the leave of the Senate, the Senator can not discuss the resolu- 
tions at all to-day. 

Mr. MORGAN. If that is so, then the Senate has been out of order 
for at least twelve years under my observation. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a res- 
olution which relates to a mere matter of business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair can not receive any fur- 
ther resolutions except by unanimous consent while the question now 
pending is undetermined. í 

ALLOWANCE OF CLAIMS. 

Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent to offer a resolution, This is 

my only opportunity, as the Senator from Alabama is going to make a 


speech. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, I do not suppose I shall have the opportunity 
to make a speech. 

Mr. CALL. The resolution I wish to offer relates to a mere matter 
of business. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution submitted by Mr. CALL, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to transmit to the Sen- 
ate a schedule of all claims allowed by the accounting officers of the Treasury 
under appropriations the balances of which have been exhausted or carried to 
the surplus fund under the provisions of section 5 of the act approved June 20, 
1874, since the allowance of those which are embraced in Senate Executive Doc- 
ument No. 101, present session. 8 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask the Senator from Florida if there has not 
been already a resolution passed on that question. 

Mr. CALL. Not that I am advised of. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection tothe present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio objects, and 
the resolution lies over under the rule. 

Mr. SHERMAN. _Lobject simply because the Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. EDMUNDS] is absent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be printed. 

THE FISHERIES TREATY. 

Mr. MORGAN. I thought that I had the unanimous consent of the 
Senate to take the floor. Other Senators on this side and on that have 
asked me the courtesy to yield it for a moment for formal business. 

Mr. CAMERON. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsylvania 
moves 2 

Mr. MORGAN. Have Ithe floor? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator had been recognized. 
The Chair understood him to yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MORGAN. I had not yielded. He had not asked my consent 
to yield. 

Mr..CAMERON. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator had yielded. 

Mr. MORGAN, Ido not propose to be taken off the floor at the will 
and pleasure of every gentleman who chooses to claim it. I am rather 
peacefully inclined in this body, but 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to a question of order. What is the pending 
matter? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MORGAN ] offered a series of resolutions, to the consideration of which 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN ] objected. The Chair held that 
the resolutions, being objected to, must lie over one day under the rule 
for consideration. The Senator from Alabama asked unanimous consent 
to be heard on the proposition, and the Chair submitted that to the 
Senate, and there was no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. On what proposition? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whether or not the resolutions, be- 
ing objected to, went over until to-morrow. 

Mr. MORGAN. To make a statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Alabama proceeding ? 

Mr. SHERMAN, I have an objection to his proceeding to discuss 
the resolutions. If he wishes only to state his view of the point of 
order raised, I have no objection to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no rule that the Chair can 
enforce restraining Senators from debate upon any aspect of the ques- 
tion if consent is given. = 

Mr. SHERMAN. I object to any debate on the resolutions until 
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the Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS] is present, and then at any 
time when the Senator from Alabama desires to address the Senate he 
can do so. I have no objection to the proposition that he made a while 
ago, but I think until the Senator from Vermont is here this debate 
ought not to proceed. This wholesubject was postponed by unanimous 
consent till next Monday. 

Mr. MORGAN. I have the floor, Mr. President, by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate, and I do not think the Senator from Ohio has 
the right to object to my proceeding under that consent to say what I 
have to say. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I respectfully enter my objection. I did so from 
the beginning. The very moment the resolutions were read I sent for 
them to look at them, and rose to object; and the Senator from Ala- 
bama can not get the floor in this way. Of course he can hold the floor, 
because nobody would prevent him and pull him down, or anything of 
thatkind. But the Presiding Officer having ruled that the resolutions 
are not now in order, except upon the point of order, I shall say nothing 
further about the matter, except to renew my objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Chair, in stating the attitude of the question 
before the Senate, has omitted one very important fact, which is that 
the resolutions were read, and the Senator from North Carolina [ Mr. 
VANCE] got the floor and moved to refer them to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The resolutions were not before the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. And it wasafter that, a considerable time, when the 
Senator from Ohio interposed his objection to the consideration of the 
resolutions, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator from Alabama will 
pause one moment the Chair will state that under the rules the mo- 
tion to refer could not be made until the question of consideration was 
decided. No disposition could be made of the resolutions while the 
question of their consideration was undetermined, and before they can 
be considered to-day unanimous consent must be given, to which the 
Senator from Ohio objected. The resolutions therefore are not before 
the Senate, unless the Senator from Alabama sees fit to appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is what I was about to do. I was about to 
appeal; and I now take an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The question then is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the Senate? 

Mr. MORGAN. The resolutions have been characterized by the 
Senator from Ohio as an 7 8 to evade an issue brought up by the 
treaty. On the contrary, Mr. President, this is an attempt to present 
the true issue before the country which the treaty presents, separated 
from an issue that the Committee on Foreign Relations have seen proper 
to make in their report,which is simply a political issue and nothing 
else. f 

I maintain that I am in order in the discussion of this question, in 
bringing forward now the attitude of that committee for the considera- 
tion of the Senate and of the country in respect of this very important 
matter, and in showing that they are making a mere political foot-ball 
ofa t treaty and of treaty relations with foreign countries for the 
sake of advancing the interests of certain gentlemen in a convention 
which is about to assemble at Chicago. ` 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iam sorry to do it, but I shonld like permission 
to introduce some morning business. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it can be done without taking me off the floor, 
I will yield. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would not ask it if it did. * 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield for that purpose, retaining the floor? ; 

Mr. MORGAN. Unless the Senator has some urgent reason for be- 
ing absent from tho Senate, I wish he would excuse me. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iwill wait. Idid not notice that the call for morn- 
ing business had been concluded. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the minority of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations had no expectation that the majority would take the 
ground in their report that the time for remonstrance or negotiation 
with Great Britain had with reference to the fishing rights or 
the commercial rights of our fishermen. Nor did they have reason to 
suppose that a majority of the committee would hold that the Presi- 
dent had no right to negotiate a treaty without having first obtained 


the consent of the Senate, or to appoint plenipotentiaries for that pur- 


pose without having first submitted their names to the Senate for con- 
firmation. In this opinion I was confirmed after the resolution declar- 
ing his right to do both these things had been laid upon the table of the 
committee on the motion of a member of the majority. 

The committee having decided without the aid of a single vote of 
the minority against a resolution to discuss this treaty in open session, 
oe minority had the right to suppose that this attitude would be ad- 

ered to. 

On May 14 the Senate, after full debate, voted 3 for and 41 against 
the discussion of the treaty in open session. 

On May 22, after further debate, the Senate by a vote of 28 to 28 

in refused to discuss this treaty in open executive session, Mr. 
Has, of Maine, voting in the negative. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Ohio will state 
his point of order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to state it in all seriousness, because if 
this example set to-day is followed, that is the end of our rules. I raise 
the point of order that the Senator from Alabama is not discussing the 
question before the Senate, but is, in violation of the rules, discussing 
resolutions offered by him, which by the rules can not be discussed 
to-day except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate agreed, by unanimous consent, that the 
matter should go over until next Monday. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And the subject-matter of which has been post- 
poned until Monday next. I raise the point of order simply that the 
Senator from Alabama is not at all discussing the question before the 
Senate, but having the floor upon a point of order he is discussing a 
question which by the rales of the Senate is not now before the Senate, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair holds that under par- 
liamentary practice the Senator from Alabama should confine himself 
to the discussion of the point of order. The Chair, however, has no 
means of enforcing the rule, and it is for the Senate to decide and not 
for the Chair. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Republican party in the Senate held a party 
caucus on May 21 and reached two conclusions, first, that the treaty 
should be discussed in open Senate, thus reversing the action of the 
committee, as I have stated it, in which the opposite result was reached 
alone on the votes of Republicans; and second, that no amendments of 
the treaty should be permitted, at least on the motion of a Republican. 

They were unable to execute the decree of the caucus of the Repub- 
lican party on the 22d of May, because one Republican Senator voted 
with the Democrats against it. 

That honorable Senator was absent from the Senate until after May 
28, when the final vote was taken, and was not paired. 

The Democratic side of the Chamber, rather than resort to the ex- 
pedient of breaking a quorum of the Senate, concluded to permit the 
Republican side of the Chamber to execute the mandate of their caucus, 
even in the absence of the Senator from Maine, who was still absent 
without a pair. 

It was under these circumstances that the debate proceeded on Fri- 
day 25th and Monday 28th of May. On stating his position on the 
question of an open discussion of this treaty, the Senator from Ver- 
mont announced that his convictions, often expressed in the Senate here- 
tofore, and alsoin this debate, were not changed in the least, but that 
he would vote for the open session because he yielded his convictions 
to the superior wisdom of his party associates. 

It will never be forgotten by the members presentin the Senate how 
ably and eloquently the Senator from Vermont had presented his views 
against the discussion of this treaty in open session on the 14th May, 
1888. Many ofthe Democrats in the Senate had made up their minds 
to vote in favor of open sessions on this treaty, until they heard the 
argument and impassioned appeal of the Senator from Vermont ou that 
day. Many of them yielded their preference for an open session to the 
force of his argument, as they then and afterwards stated. 

This fact accounts for the vote of 41 to 3 against the resolution for 
an open discussion of this treaty, including the vote of the houvrable 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], who offered the resolution, 
and the honorable Senator from Vermont [Mr. EDMUNDS], who had 
so powerfully opposed it. No pairs were announced, and neither of 
the Senators from Maine voted. ' 

The following was the vote on that resolution: 

Those who voted in the affirmative were Messrs. — 


Dawes, Sherman, Teller. 

Those who voted in the negative were Messrs.— 
Aldrich, Cullom, Hiscock, Saulsbury, 
Allison, Davis, Hoar, Sawyer, 
Bate, Dolph, Jones of Arkansas, Spooner, 
Berry, Edinunds, Morgan, Turpie, 
Blair, Zvarts, Palmer, Vance, 
Brown, Faulkner, Pasco, Walthall, 
Butler, eorge, Pugh, Wilson of Iowa, 
Call, Gray, Quay, Wilson of Md. 
Chandler, Hampton, Ransom, 
Cockrell, Harris, Reagan. 
Coke, Hawley, Sabin, 


The sudden revolution in the attitude of the Senate between the 
14th and 22d of May, which produced a tie vote on the same proposi- 
tion, was the result of caucus mandate. It reconciled the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] to the support of his own resolution, 
which he had so recently assisted in killing, and swept the Senator 
from Vermont so far from his base that it placed his vote in tho afirm- 
ative and left his convictions on the negative side with the Democrats, 
many of whom he had so recently converted to his views on this sub- 
ject. When I was convinced that the unbroken usage of the Senate 
for a hundred years would be violated in the discussion of this treaty 
in open executive session I could not forego the last opportunity I 
would have to present to the Senate in confidential session my views 
of the situation in which we would place the United States by the 
adoption of the report of the majority of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, < 
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I was the more compelled to do this because the minority of the 
committee had not had any opportunity to answer what we think is 
a very dangerous and indefensible attitude in which the assertions and 
arguments of the majority of the committee in their report will place 
the country. 

Announcing to the Senate that I had prepared a written statement 
of my views in reply to the report of the majority, which I had never 
seen until it had heen reported to the Senate, I proceeded in execu- 
tive session to read what I will presently again read to the Senate in 
open session. 

I stated then that I had written out what I desired to say by way of 
reply to the majority report, and that I would repeat it in the open 
Senate if the vote of the body should open the doors, in order to pre- 
sent properly the issue between the reports of the majority and the mi- 
nority. In consequence of interruptions by other Senators, I answered 
orally upon questions submitted while I held the floor, and those epi- 
sodes in the discussion I have not attempted to recall. I could not do 
so without giving my version of remarks and statements made by other 
Senators, which might not be just to them. 

When the argument was afterwards progressing in open executive 
sessions several allusions and statements were made by the Senator 
from Maine and others as to what I had said in the remarks I am now 
about to repeat. 

I shall not now attempt, as I will do at a later period in this debate, 
to show that my remarks, made in executive session, were misunder- 
stood by the Senators from Maine and Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

I wish first to put into the RECORD what I did say, and further to 
say that nothing was said by me in any oral remarks during that de- 
bate that was at all in conflict with or different in sentiment or state- 
ment from my written remarks, which I will now proceed to read: 

It may be correct in practice, but in nearly twelve years’ service in 
the Senate I have never known an instance in which the report of the 
majority of a committee has been withheld from the minority until it 
was laid before the Senate, in any matter of real controversy. 

In this case the report was printed and laid before the Senate with- 
out the minority having been informed of a word that it contained. 

This statement is made now, not as a complaint that the minority 
were not advised as to the facts relied upon by the majority, or of the 
general course of the argument they would follow, but as an explana- 
tion of the reasons why the minority did not essay to answer, as I now 
propose to do, the argument that has been presented in the report of 
the majority, but relied Solely upon the strength of the treaty for the 
vindication of the views they entertained in favor of its ratification. 

It was as well known to the committee then as it is now to the Sen- 
ate that the majority did not agree in their opposition to the treaty 
upon at least two very important points: x 

First. As to the pomer of the President to negotiate this treaty, 
through the agents he selected, without the advice or consent of the 
Senate; and 

Second. As to the importance of the delimitations in the treaty of the 
beys and harbors from parts of which the treaty excludes our fisher- 
men. 

These disagreements, which were known to the committee, disappear 
in the report. 2 

It was also obvious that in the main the provisions of every article in 
the treaty except the fifteenth were acceptable to at least one member or 
the majority. 

It was therefore a surprise to the minority that the attack upon the 
treaty made in this report of the majority should have been made upon 
these grounds, along with others. 

It was a startling surprise to me, as it must have been to my col- 
leagues on the committee, to find, as we did, on yesterday, by acknowl- 
edgments of no uncertain sort on this floor, that a caucus decree had 
preceded the discussion of the treaty, which forbade the allowance of 
any amendments by its friends or the friends of any sort of negotia- 
tion, by which it could be in any way improved or made more accept- 
able to the country. That caucus edict has crushed an amendment 
that was presented in committee by a very distinguished Senator of 
the majority, and has silenced other Senators on that side who said 
that they had amendments to offer. 

I am glad to know that no political party ever before attempted thus 
to impose upon a question of foreign policy the embarrassments of do- 
mestic party politics, It rejoices me to find that the party that would 
attempt to do such a thing makes this broad confession that all its other 

licies have failed to engage the confidence of the people. In its wild 

istress it thus addresses itself to the task of doing what it hopes 
will enable it to regain power by a united appeal to a supposed restless 
desire of our people for strife and war and to old resentments towards 
Great Britain, recently intensified amongst our Irish population by 
the conduct of that Government towards their friends in Ireland. The 
party that made this decree in its caucus, that this treaty should neither 
be amended nor ratified, feels the sad need of a new issue for its cam- 


gn. 
They neêd another issue where prejudice can set free the tongue of 
clamor until the voice of reason can not be heard. 
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If they get it they will need a new rider for this Pegasus, Mr. 
Blaine, Mr. EVARTS, Mr. SHERMAN, and Mr. Gresham were all mem- 
bers of cabinets, and two of them were Secretaries of State, while dis- 
cussion, which always implies negotiation, was being conducted on 
these same questions. The wrongs went on; the people suffered; the 
diplomats quarreled, as lovers do, only to prove the depths of an inner 
love that no surface storm can reach, but they still mildly discussed a 
treaty and hid away all thoughts of war from their peaceful contem- 
plations. Their repose, which argued an indifference to the wrongs 
then existing, is in strange contrast with their present wild and sudden 
fury, excited by those wrongs. 

They were in power then and were not so mad as they are now with 
the Queen of Great Britain. They are very mad now, but their anger 
is so sudden and unexpected to the people concerned in promoting 
good feeling with the Canadians that no responsive growl has come 
back from the masses. ‘The only answer yet made from a convention 
comes from the State of Maine. 

It was confidently expected by this caucus of treaty-makers that the 
people of that State would follow the caucus pell-mell and that the 
treaty and its friends would be pushed into the sea. Instead of that 
we see the people on the Bay of Fundy courageously supportingatreaty . 
that is honorable and just. 

It was a cooling douche upon this hot expectation that the caucus 
could not compel a Senator from Maine to throw open the doorsof the 
Senate and invite the galleries to assist us in treating with Great Brit- 
ain or in forcing us to go to war with that power. 

But the firm Democracy of Maine, who will also become at no distant 
day the Democracy triumphant, have utterly flattened out this brill- 
iant hope of the Senator from Ohio and the Senator from Virginia. 
In their State platform they expressly indorse this treaty, and they 
put at the head of their ticket for governor Hon. Mr. Putnam, one 
of the ‘‘plenipotentiaries’’ who negotiated it, and one of its ablest sup- 
porters, whom this committee try to disparage as the usurper of a high 
office. There will be open debate in Maine, and before we hasten to 
reject this treaty it would be wise for the Senate to hear the result. 
Their bold resolution in favor of this treaty must cause the people ot 
the other States to give thoughtful consideration to its provisions. 

None of the great names I have mentioned could be safely trusted 
on a war platform about a matter that so long encouraged their com- 
fortable and peaceful slumbers. With the new issues the caucus has 
made they must find a new candidate. Who can so well play the 
austere rôle of the offended friend of the fisherman as the distinguished 
Senator from Vermont? No drowsy dolce far niente of a Cabinet couch 
has ever closed his vigilant eyes on the fishermen’s wrongs. Alert, 
powerful, adroit, and modest, he fills the character that is needed for 
the occasion. He is no summer friend, and is willing to suffer the 
cold severity of own self-condemnation to let the world know how 
he loves the fishermen. 

When the Senator from Virginia [Mr. RippLEBERGER] hauled his 
venerable form into the Senate, a captive draggled in the dust of his 


‘chariot wheels, I felt indignant that such a prisoner should grace such 


a triumph; but when I discovered that the venerable Senator fiom 
Vermont was happy in the recent discovery of his ability to change his 
vote without changing his convictions my grief was modified. The 
gentle composure of this lofty and irascible spirit in its new cage has 
led me to believe that he is content, and that the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. RIDDLEBERGER], instead of capturing a prisoner of war, 
has captured a new candidate for the Presidency—and a big one at 
that. . : 

The minority of the committee found no objection to this treaty or 
to the manner of its negotiation. They found not only an open field 
for negotiation, but one that could not be honorably retired from by 
the United States while Great Britain manifested a desire for an ami- 
cable arrangement of our disputes. This duty, we thonght, was made 
imperative by the fact that our retaliatory legislation was directed * 
against Canada, and the treaty we relied upon was a treaty with Great 
Britain. They were of one mind in support of the entire document,“ 
as it is ironically styled in the report. 

They believed that the President had served his country with wis- 
dom and patriotic fidelity in resorting to negotiation, that he might 
find a just and honorable way by which to avoid the necessity of em- 
barrassing the trade of our own people along the whole northern bor- 
der and at our great seaports on both oceans, with retaliatory non- 
intercourse, in order to obtain a fair settlement of disputed questions 
with Great Britain. They looked over the wide field of disputation, 
filled for most of the time during seventy years with dangerous inci- 
dents and violent contentions, and they found that only two of our 
statesmen, Mr. Seward and Mr. Bayard, had ever attempted to settle 
these troubles by a conference and mutual agreement with Great Brit- 
ain. They found that of more than four hundred cases of seizures of 
our ships not one had been made the occasion of a demand by our 
Government for redress for the violation of the treaty of 1818 until 
Mr. Bayard came into office as Secretary of State. 

They looked over our statute-books and saw that Congress had never 
declared that any of these seizures of our ships were violations of any 
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treaty with Great Britain, or of any commercial rights or privileges 
that our fishermen were entitled to enjoy under any agreement with 
Great Britain, tacit or express. 

They found that the Committee on Foreign Relations, in 1886, had 
declared that Great Britain had violated the treaty of 1818, but no 
measure was enacted, or even proposed, which followed up that decla- 
ration with the moral support of a legislative act, or a declaratory reso- 
lution, which asserted that such a violation of that treaty had ever, in 
fact, occurred. I will read an extract from that report, in which I par- 
ticipated, and to which I still adhere: 


It will be seen, from the correspondence and papers submitted by the Presi- 
dent in his message on the sul ject, of the Sth of December last (Ex. Doc. No. 19, 
Forty-ninth Congress, second session), and from the testimony taken by the com- 
mittee, that some of these instances of seizure or detention, or of driving ves- 
sels away by threats, ete., were in clear violation of the treaty of 1818, and that 
others were on such slender and technical grounds, either as applied to fishing 
rights or commercial rights, as to make it impossible to believe that they were 
made with the large and just object of protecting substantial rights against real 
and substantial invasion, but must have been made either under the stimulus 
of the cupidity of the seizing officer, sharpened and made safe by the extraor- 
diuary legislation to which the committee has referred, whereby the seizing of- 
ficer, no matter how unjust or illegal his procedure may have been, is made 
practically secure from the necessity of making substantial redress to the party 
wronged,or of punishment, or else they must have arisen from a systematic 
disposition on the of the Dominion authorities to vex and harass Amer- 


` ean fishing and other vessels, so as to produce such a state of embarrassment 


and inconvenience with respect to intercourse with the provinces as to co- 
wate the United States into arrangements of general reciprocity with the Do- 
minion, 


Our whole complaint was just to the extent that we stated it; but 
we were cautious to make it general, not specifying particular cases. 
We were using pressure to gain justice and future peace, and were not 
stating any case upon which to formulate a demand for redress, or to 
invite hostilities. We had a good case for redress, but we had no de- 
sire to make it capital. 

That committee did not impute to Great Britain—the power respon- 
sible to us—any complicity in the violation of the treaty. It com- 
plained of wrongful acts of the Canadians, and the legislation that was 
recommended by the committee did not relate to British commerce or 
British ships, but to Canadian commerce and ships. The wrongs im- 
pron to Great Britain were not those of aggression on our treaty rights, 

ut of permission in allowing Canada to do so. 

The act of Congress, passed in full view of all that had been said by 
committees in both Houses, mounted this high, and no higher than 
this, in the heroic work of predatory retaliation on the goods, wares, 
e and ships coming from the Dominions. I read the act, 
as follows: 


An act to authorize the President of the United States to protect and defend the 
rights of American fishing vessels, American fishermen, American trading and 
other vessels, in certain cases, and for other purposes, 


Beit enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That whenever the President of the United States 
shall besatisfied that American fishing vessels or American fishermen, visiting or 
being in the waters or at ej Hee or places of the British dominions of North 
America, are or then lately have been denied or abridged in the enjoyment of 
any rights secured to them by treaty or law, or are or then lately have [been] 
8 vexed or harassed in the enjoyment of such rights, or subjected to un- 
reasonable restrictions, regulations, or requirements in respect of such rights; 
or otherwise unjustly vexed or harassed in said waters, ports, or places; or 
whenever tho President of the United States shall be satisfied that any such 
fishing vessels or fishermen, having a permit under the laws of the United 
States to touch and trade at any port or ports, place or places, in the British do- 
minions of North America, are or then lately have been denied the privilege of 
entering such port or ports, place or places, in the same manner and under the 
same regulations as may exist therein applicable to trading vessels of the most 
favored nation, or shall be unjustly vexed or harassed in respect thereof, or 
otherwise be unjustly vexed or harassed therein, or shall be prevented from 
purchasing such supplies as may there be lawfully sold to trading vessels of 
the most favored nation; or whenever the President of the United States shall 
be satisfied that any other vessels of the United States, their masters or crews, 
so arriving at or being in such British waters or pona or places of the British 
dominions of North America, are or then lately have been denied any of the 
pavi therein accorded to the vessels, their masters or crews, of the most 

pbinar, aripa or unjustly vexed or ha in respect of the same, or unjustly 

vexed or therein by the authorities thereof, then, and in either or all 
of such cases, it shall be lawful, and it shall be the duty of the President of the 
United States, in his discretion, by proclamation to that effect, to deny vessels, 
their masters and crews, of the British dominions of North America, any en- 
trance intothe waters, ports, or places of, or within the United States (with 
such exceptions in to vessels in distress, stress of weather, or needing 
supplies as to the President shall seem proper), whether such vessels shall 
have come directly from said dominions on such destined voyage or by way 
of some port or place in such destined voyage elsewhere; and, also, to deny 
éntry into any port or place of the United States of fresh fish or salt fish or any 
other product of said dominions, or other s coming from said dominions to 
the United States. The President may, in his discretion, apply such proclama- 
tion to any part or to all of the foregoing-named subjects, and may revoke, 
qualify, limit, and renew such proclamation from time to time as he may deem 
necessary to the full and just execution of the purposes of this act. Every vi- 
olation of any such proclamation, or any part thereof. is hereby declared illegal, 
and all vessels and goods so coming or being within the 3 or places 
of the United States contrary to such proclamation shall be forfeited the 
United States; and such forfeiture shall be enforced and proceeded upon in the 
same manner and with the same effect as in the case of vessels or goods whose 
importation or coming to or being in the waters or ports of the United States 
contrary to law may now be enforced and proceed e upon. Every person who 
shall violate any of the provisions of this act, or such proclamation of the Presi- 
dent made in pursuance hereof, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and, 
on conviction thereof, shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $1,000, or by 
imprisonment for a term not exceeding two years, or by both said punish- 
ments, in the discretion of the court. 

Approved, March 3, 1887. 


Why was the word“ authorized“ used in the title of the act, and 
why was not the word required put into the body of this act, if 
conn intended to limit and not to enlarge the powers of the Presi- 

ent? : 

Was this all thatit was expected that the President would do, or was 
permitted by Congress todo, under this law, to choke the Dominion to 
its knees by choking down its commerce? Was he forbidden even to 
ask Great Britain, the treaty power whose treaty obligations were al- 
leged to have been violated by the Dominion Government, whether it 
avowed or disavowed these wrongs, before he should declare a blockade 
of our ports against Dominion vessels? Such an attitude taken by 
Congress would have been unworthy the character of any nation. å 

There is no hintin this act of Congress that the time for negotiation 
had passed. 

The President was bound, according to the plainest dictates of jus- 
tice and propriety, tọ lay this matter before the British Government, 
and it was done, and that firmly, 

If Alabama should do a wrong, under State authority, to a Cuban 
ship in the Bay of Mobile, what would we do if Spain should prohibit 
any ship from that State to enter a Spanish port, without having first 
informed the United States of the wrong which led to the act of retalia- 
tion? Congress never expected the President to do such an absurd 
act. 

On the contrary, Congress, in the act of March 3, 1887, instead of 
declaring that any wrong had been done to our fishermen, enacted that 
whenever the President of the United States shall be satisfied ” that 
our fishermen and fishing vessels ‘‘are or then lately have been denied 
or abridged in the enjoyment of any rights secured to them by treaty . 
or law,” that he should have the power to retaliate as to certain priv- 
ileges of commerce enjoyed by the Canadians in our country, and might 
cut them off by his proclamation. 

The minority of the committee searched in vain to find any declara- 
tion made by any competent authority to the effect that the time had 
passed for *‘ negotiation and unavailing remonstrances“ in relation to 
our fishing and commercial rights or privileges or their denial or abuse 
by the British Government. 

The emphatic and very remarkable statement made on pages 24 and 
25 of the report of the majority of the committee that Congress, on 
March 3, 1887, had reached this conclusion, and had expressed it in the 
retaliation act of that date, has affected me, as I think it must have 
affected other Senators of the minority of the committee, with painful 
surprise. I will read it: : 

This condition of things became so intolerable that, at Inst, the remonstrances 


of the Executive became vigorous and urgent, and on the 8th of December, 1886, 
the President sent to Congress the following message on the subject: 


“ To the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States: 


"I transmit herewith a letter from the Secretary of State, which is accom- 
ied by the correspondence in relation to the rights of American fishermen 
n the British North American waters, and commend to your favorable consid- 
eration the suggestion that a commission be authorized by law to take perpetu- 
ating proofs of the losses sustained during the past year by American fixher- 
men, owing to their unfriendly and unwarranted treatment by the local au- 
thorities of the maritime provinces of the Dominion of Canada. 
“Imay have occasion hereafter to make further recommendations during the 
present session for such remedial legislation as may become necessary for the 
protection -f the rights of our citizens engaged in the open-sea fisheries of the 


orth Atlantic waters, 

“GROVER CLEVELAND. 

"EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

“ Washington, December 8, 1896." 

Justly influenced, doubtless, by this message and by the state of affairs shown 
in the documents accompanying it and by the evidence taken by, and the report 
of the Senate Committee of Foreign Relations on the same subjeet made on the 
19th of January, 1887 (Report No, 1683, Forty-ninth Congress second sess on), 
Congress came to the conclusion that the period of negotiation and unavailing 
remonstrance had passed, and with almost absolute unanimity and withoutany 
party division enacted the actof March 3, 1487, hereinbefore mentioned, by which 
the duty was imposed upon the President of withdrawing from British North 
American vessels, etc,, those liberties and advantages which by the pre-existing 
laws Sior woro enjoying in the harborsand portsof the United States, whenever 
and as often as it should appear to iim that similar rights and liberties were 
denied the United States fishing vessels, ete., in the ports, etc.,of British North 
America, or whenever it should appear to him that American fishing vessels 
should have been subjected to outrageous or unjust treatment in the exercise of 
the rights secured to them by the treaty of 1818, 

All that remained unprovided for according to the sense of self-respect and of 
fust policy on the part of the United States was to obtain indemnity from the 
British Government for the injuries that had thus far been committed, 


The utter want of any rational foundation for this statement, and 
the very serious attitude in which it places Congress and the United 
States towards Great Britain, demand of this body a careful considera- 
tion under circumstances of the least possible embarrassment to indi- 
vidual expression of opinion, before the Senate shall yield its assent to 
the situation in which it will place the country. 

When the Senate has indorsed this statement, what must it be held 
to mean by so grave a declaration? 

After so many disputes and conflicts of opinion between two great 
governments, many of them existing for more than half a century, and 
all of them attended with much bitterness of feeling, one of the gov- 
ernments declares that the Parliament, or the Congress, has reached 
the conclusion that the time has passed for negotiations or unavail- 
ing remonstrances,’’ and that the next step, the first and dighteststep 
towards redress, shall be retaliation. - 
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What does that mean but the ing of the door to a new plan of 
redress which it may be impossible to close until war has filled the 
land with slaughter? Congress refused to open that door, and the Sen- 
ate now proposes to tear it open. 

If Great Britain had followed up her many complaints as to the vio- 
lation of the treaty of 1818 by our people with, a declaration of her 
Parliament stating that it had reached the conclusion that the time 
had passed for negotiation and unavailing remonstrance,” our people 
would not have stopped to inquire whether she intended to fight us 
with non-intercourse or with arms. They would have instantly ac- 


cepted such a declaration as one pregnant with war, and would have |- 


defied her to take the first step in a march towards redress, the last 
step of which would be halted upon the battle-field. 

Does the committee mean that, in following up this alleged solemn 
conclusion of Congress, we should attack British commerce and our 
own with non-intercourse proclamations, and, these failing to secure 
our rights, that we will then abandon our rights; or that we will in that 
contingency advance to blows when words have failed? We would 
thus interpret such a declaration by Great Britain, and how shall we 
expect that Government to regard such a declaration on our part? 

If the United States has really been put into this attitude by any 
“ conclusion ’? that Congress has reached about our fishery or commer- 
cial rights, the rejection of this treaty will place the Senate in the posi- 
tion of being the first branch of the Government to declare the fact, 
the first to act upon that declaration, and the first to assume any re- 
‘sponsibility that it may create. 

If this is done for the purpose of forcing conclusions with Great Brit- 
ain by commercial retaliation, wherever that may lead, we should be 
certain of support from the co-ordinate branches of our Government and 
from the people, at least, before we assume this heroic attitude, lest the 
solitude of our glory should become painful. 

It is certain that the President has been entirely unconscious of the 
‘feonclusion ’’ to which the Senate is now required to give recognition 
through the rejection of this treaty, that the time for negotiation had 
passed.“ The Congress must have been equally unconscious of the fact, 
and equally ignorant of the situation when it was left to the President 
to first become satisfied“ as to the facts on which, alone, such a con- 
clusion could rest, and then to make proclamation of non-intercourse, 
in his discretion.” 

The Senate, in the effort to sit in supreme judgment upon the situa- 
tion of the country, and to force itinto an attitude that no other branch 
of the Government recognizes, should find some safe and undeniable 
ground for its lofty isolation and some more cogent reason than the 
political solicitudes and aversions that have marked all the proceed- 
ings thus far upon this treaty, and that are so obvious in the critiques, 
the irony, the disparagement, the bad temper, and the scarcely-con- 
cealed contempt which the report unjustly loads upon the President. 

If we reject the treaty, we adopt the report of the majority of the com- 
mittee as settling the ground upon which this part of our treaty-mak- 
ing power refuses either toamend or ratify it. The report, if it is not 
amended, will constitute the irreversible ground upon which the United 
States, represented by the Senate in these high and sovereign powers, 
will solemnly place these great contentions over the fisheries, with all 
their varied aspects of strife. 

When the Senate has adopted this rt by rejecting the treaty, as 
itwill be held to have done, this résumé by the committee of this his- 
tory of the questions in dispute, and the declaration founded on that 
statement, must be considered as the decision of the Senate, as it is 
found in the report, in the following language: 

In view of the plain history of these transactions and of the matters herein- 
before stated, it does not seem tothe committee that the existing matters of dif- 
ficulty are subjects for treaty negotiation; and such appears to haye been the 
opinion of the Senate by its action and by the remarks of many of its members 
of both poe ical parties and by the action of the House of Representatives upon 
and in the passage of the act of March 3, 1887, and its approval by the President. 

This shuts the dóor upon all further negotiation. It removes the 
entire subject of our disputes trom the category of unsettled questions; 
settles them by our sole deeree, which cuts up further discussion or 
them by the roots and burns the bridges behind us. No treaty, no 
negotiation, and no surrender’’ is written on our banners by the Sen- 
ate, and, in its impotence to take a single step to carry its flag into ac- 
tion, it becomes the subject of universal amazement. 

If this report is to be adopted as stating the grounds and reason of 
our action, I very much regret that it was ever written and laid before 
the Senate, It hedges in the country with arbitrary and unreasonable 
barriers by dismissing negotiation as a means of coming to a proper and 
satisfactory understanding with Great Britain, so that no branch of the 
Government can resort to anything but force for the settlement of these 
serious disputations. 

The only door of escape from the dilemma was the fact stated by the 
Senator from Virginia that the issue presented on this treaty is only 
political; as he expressed it, ‘* politics and only politics,” He advised 


the Republicans to use the open discussion of this treaty as the means 
of getting the votes of foreign-born people. 

Hereafter, when further steps are to be taken wiih reference to these 
troubles, the country will claim, as the Senator from Virginia claims, 


that the Senate turned aside from the proper consideration of this 
treaty on its merits and used the occasion for the purpose of gratilying 
its desire to obtain a political victory over a Democratic President. 

The foreign vote that the Senator from Virginia avowed that it was 
the purpose of this opposition to the treaty to capture for the Repub- ° 
lican party, that he has led with such distinguished success recently, 
may turn out to be a potent factor in the election now approaching. I 
doubt, however, if it will more than fill the gap that will be created by 
the desertions from his own party of those Americans whose honorand 
interests will be put at hazard by this political exploit. 

How all this may turn out we do not know, but we do know that the 
Senator from Virginia has possibly relieved the Senate, whose organiza- 
tion he holds in his grasp, by attributing its action to the inconsiderate 
heat and passion of a political campaign instead of its being a solemn 
judgment upon matters of great and vital interest. 

This Senate never saw a more dangerousday than this to its own in- 
fluence and the welfare of the country, when the chairman of thiscom- 
mittee, who is an avowed and very prominent candidate for the Presi- 
dency, resorts to a party caucus to force the Senate to violate all its 
wise and time-honored practice in order to promote the political ends 
that the Senator from Virginia has so boldly and honestly avowed. 

This report of the majority, signed by the chairman of the commit- 
tee and a very distinguished following of his party associates—all the 
Republicans on the committee—was published to the world on his 
motion, and must have received his hearty concurrence. Its doctrines 
are his doctrines, its conclusions are his conclusions, after most mature 
consideration. I can not but regret that he can not have the support 
of my vote in the public exhibition of the pride he must feel in launch- 
ing this report and the treaty it is intended to crush into the great 
campaign about to open. Should he fail in this, however, no one can 
deprive him and the Senator from Virginia of the distinction of hav- 
ing compelled two at least of the great statesmen of the country to 
yield to him their votes and everything but their convictions in con- 
verting this treaty and the interest involved in it into a target for cam- 
paign practice, 

If the President believed, as the report more than intimates, that this 
treaty, or any treaty on the topics to which it relates, was attempted 
to be forestalled and forbidden by Congress in the act of March 3, 1887, 
his assertion of his constitutional powers against such usurpation and 
attempted destruction will forever distinguish him as among the most 
intrepid defenders of the constitutional powers of his great office, and 
will mark him as being worthy of the gratitude of the people. y 

This report places Congress in a most humiliating attitude. Con- 
gress was not satisfied on March 3, 1887, that such wrongs had been 
inflicted on our fishermen as to demand any conclusive measures which 
the President would be compelled to execute. Committees of both 
Houses had declared the facts that would justify such measures, but 
Congress avoided the responsibility. Instead of making the final de- 
cision and acting upon it, Congress left it to the President to take ac- 
tion, by retaliation on Canadian commerce, when he should be satisfied 
that the occasion had arisen, and then to act according to his discre- 
tion—a most remarkable and peculiar duty in a matter of such moment- 
ous importance, and attended with the most serious difficulties and 
responsibilities. 

If he should follow the opinions of the two committees and was ‘‘sat- 
isfied’’ with their finding of the facts, he would thereby advance far 
beyond the ground taken by Congress, which refused to declare that 
non-intercourse should be enforced upon those very facts. Such con- 
duct would have been offensive to Congress, as well as extremely rash. 
Congress had made no provision of military or naval forces with which 
to capture ships or men that might attempt to break such a paper block- 
ade. Forfeiture and confiscation of ships or fine or imprisonment of 
men, provided they were caught, was as far as Congress was willing to 
go in backing up this mock heroic policy which the President was re- 
quired, in his discretion, to inaugurate and enforce. 

This act undertook to compel the President to decide what Congress 
refused to decide, and thus to assume a responsibility that Congress 
refused to incur. If he could not agree with the committees, and acted 
in harmony with Congress, he would do precisely what Congress had 
done, which was nothing, as to the redress of wrongs ‘‘then lately“ 
sustained by our fishermen. 

As to future wrongs that might happen there was no need of this 
law, for the act of September 20, 1850 (Rev. Stat., section 3129) gave 
all the power of-retaliation that was needed; but imposed the duty of 
retaliation on the Secretary of the Treasury, with the approbation of 
the President. 

The minority of the committee saw that this law had never been en- 
forced; that Congress had never complained that it had been a dead 
letter on the statute-books for more than thirty years; and that no one 
ever had supposed that this law compelled retaliation as the only means 
of expounding our fishing rights under the treaty of 1818, or of secur- 
ing to our fishermen commercial rights or advantages. 

The treaties of 1851 and 1871, relating both to fisheries and commerce, 
were made in the face of this retaliatory law; and noone ever sup 
that the great publicists who made those treaties or the Presidents who 
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sent them to the Senate, were forbidden by that statute from negotiat- 
ing with Great Britain for the liberalization of our fishing rights under 
the treaty of 1818 or for commercial privileges. 

The minority of the committee did not believe that Congress had the 
power, or that it ever had the intention, to prescribe to the President 
and to limit him to the exercise of the power of retaliation under the act 
of March 3, 1887, as the only way in which he should employ his ‘* dis- 
cretion ™ in securing justice, immunity, or redress for our fishermen. 

The minority of the committee did not suppose, until they saw the 
report of the majority in print, after it had reached the Senate, that 
this act was construed as conferring the power of retaliation on the 
President as the only means of removing the cause of our troubles about 
the fisheries, and that the resolution of the Senate, which I will read, 
was construed as destroying or interfering with his constitutional 
power to negotiate a treaty for the same purpose: 

Resolved, That in the opinion of the Senate the appointment of a commission, 
in which the Governments of the United States and Great Britain shall be rep- 
resented, with the consideration and settlement of the fishing rights of 
the two Governments on the coasts of the United States and British North 
America, ought not to'be provided for by Congress. 

That resolution is such an absurd basis for such a conclusion that 
we never supposed that it would be considered by the committee as 
placing any limit upon the President in his power to negotiate treaties, 
or even as an expression of opinion that the existing matters of dif 
ficulty’’ are not ‘‘subjects for treaty negotiation,’’ as the majority of 
the committee assert. 

With all these and many other considerations in view, the minority 
of the committee saw that the majority, who were divided in opinion 
on the merits of the treaty, united in an adverse report, and that, when 
united, their lines coincided ‘‘ with the lines of political parties.“ I 
use the language of the majority in stating this fact. 

In the report of the minority of the committee no allusion is made 
to party lines. They had no place in our estimate of the treaty. But 
the majority, with an evident purpose of uniting as a political party 
against the treaty, point out the coincidenceof the minority with party 
lines, and read a lecture to us that is utterly without justification in 
the history of these transactions. They say in their report: 

The committee ts that these conclusions do not meet the approval of all 
its members, It hoped, as has been the case generally hitherto, that no in- 
fluences or divisions of a nature coincident with the lines ot political parties 
would enter into a matter of this character, and that, as was the case only a 
little more than a year , all Senators of all political ies would unite in 
standing firmly in the attitude taken in the winter of 1 187, and culminating 
in the act of March 3, 1887, and in declining, at whatever cost, to enter into an 
new engagements with the Brithish Government that should leave any Ameri- 
can citizen, engaged in whatever occupation or business, deprived of any right 
or privilege, other than pent in any British North American or other waters, 
that is or may be granted to citizens of the United States engaged in any other 
occupation, and that have been and are fully and freely granted by the United 
States to every British subject, whatever may be his occupation. 

They also attempt to support this unjust statement by allusions to 
opinions expressed in debate by Senators in the discussions on the 
measures of retaliation. 

I well understand this reference, and will answer it before I have 
closed my remarks on this treaty. I allude to it now for the purpose 
of denying that any memberof the minority on that committee has ever 
taken the ground that the time for negotiation had passed, or that the 
President was ever informed by Congress or the Senate that such a con- 
clusion had been reached by any branch of Co 

Availing myself of this the first opportunity to discuss the attitude 
of the majority of the committee towards this treaty, and the great 
and serious questions, past and future, to which it relates, I will examine 
their report in some of its leading features. 

The leading view they take of the situation is that negotiation is an 
unfit and even humiliating means of securing our rights from Great 
Britain; that such a resort is condemned in advance by the action of 
Congress; that ‘‘all that remains unprovided for (within the duty of 
the President) according to the sense of self-respect and just policy on 
the part of the United States, was to obtain indemnity from the Brit- 
ish Government for the injuries that had thus far been committed;’’ 
and that on the 19th of January, 1887, Congress came to the conclu- 
sion that the period of negotiation and unavailing remonstrance had 

~passed, and enacted the act of March 3, 1887, for the purpose of re- 
taliation.”’ : 

This is a bold statement, and, if it were sustained by the facts, would 
be extremely derogatory to Congress. If Congress had sedately reached 
the conclusion that the period of negotiation and unavailing remon- 
strance had passed,” as to what subject do the committee mean to as- 
sert that this period had passed? 

On page 23 of the report the committee say: 

And the treaty of 1818, formed on that basis, was not intended to and did not 
in any way touch the question of any trade or commercial right whatever, and 
of course made no distinction in these respects between fishing and other 
American vessels. 

It could not, therefore, be in reference to any trade or commercial 
rights under the treaty of 1818 that the period of negotiation and 
unavailing remonstrance had passed.” It must have been in relation 
to fishing rights, if at all. 

All the commercial rights we have in any Canadian port exist only 
by the permission of the British Government, which it may rightfully 


withdraw at any moment. This is expressly conceded in the report of 
the majority. (Pages 5 and 6.) 

The right (except in the cases before stated) of the British to exclude such 
vessels and all others of the United States from See ge in British North Amer- 
ica, as the matter stood until 1830, is fully conceded, and it is aiso conceded that 
during that time the only right of any vessel of the United States to enter the 
waters of British North America depended upon the treaty of 1818 alone, and in 
order to obtain the benefit of that treaty for such purposes, the American yessel 
must have been a fishing vessel, and must have resorted to those particular 
waters for some one of the purposes mentioned in the treaty, and no others, 

The matter, then, under the treaty of 1818 was a very simple one, and can be 
restated thus: 

1. No American vessel had any right toresort to British North American ports 
for any commercial or other purpose, and no British North American vessel 
had any right to resort to any port of the United States for such purposes. 

2. But American fishing vessels had a right to resort to certain of the coasts, 
bays, harbors, and creeks of that part of British North America described in the 
treaty of 1818 for all purposes of fishing which they had anciently enjoyed. 

3. But American fishing vessels, and fishing vessels only, had also a right to 
resort to all other British North American waters for the special purposes 
named in the treaty. 

4. The general result of this was as to American fishing vessels that they had, 
on aji the British North American coasts and in all her bays and harbors, the 
right to shelter, to repair damages, and to obtain wood and water, but on cer- 
ag merase parts of the same coasts, etc., they had not the right to take or cure 

an 

5. As a consequence of the situation embraced in the British laws and in that 
treaty, the matter of resorting to British North American ports either by Amer- 
oa aa fishing 8 other vessels was entirely outside of and unaffected either way 

y treaty. 


The period of negotiation ’’ as to commercial rights for our fisher- 
men never commenced until this treaty was agreed upon, and there- 
fore it had not passed in 1887. 

The period of remonstrance ’’ for the denial of commercial rights to 
our fishermen passed in 1850, if the passage of a retaliatory law is held 
to conclude and forbid all such remonstrances. 

But how could we remonstrate against the denial of a right that is 
one of mere permission and not of agreement? ~ 

So the period of remonstrance and negotiation that Congress con- 
cluded had passed in 1887 must have related only to the wrongs we 
had suffered under the treaty of 1818. And yet those wrongs were as 
fiagrant in 1871 as they were in 1887., 

Negotiation and remonstrance being thus ended, nothing remains to 
be done, in the view the majority of the committees take of the sub- 
ject, but to obtain indemnity from the British Government for the 
injuries that [have] thus far been committed,’’ and by retaliation to 
secure commercial privileges to our fishermen. 

The committee advise the country that ‘‘the sense of self-respect 
and just policy ’’ forbid us to negotiate or remonstrate, and that Con- 
gress has thus concluded; and, therefore, all we can do is to retaliate. 

The issue is thus made that we must have no further treaty, no 
further remonstrance, nothing further except retaliation and indem- 
nity. à 

This is the conclusion that the committee assert that Congress had 
reached in 1887 and expressed in the act of March 3. 

If that was the conclusion reached by Congress it unjustly threw 
upon the President the responsibility of deciding for the country that 
which Congress had already decided but had not the honesty to avow, 
and made him responsible for the exercise of a discretion that was so 
hedged in with conclusions already reached and determinations already 
fixed that it was not attended with any moral liberty of choice or ac- 
tion. 

If this plan, attributed by the majority of the committee to Con- 
gress, is true, instead of its having been the purpose to relieve the coun- 
try of troubles, by the act of March 3, 1887, it had only a design to 
entrap the President, or else to force the country into an attitude of 
hostility to Great Britain. 

To the imputation, made in the report of the majority, that the mi- 
nority of the committee, for party reasons, had abandoned the ground 
that retaliation is the only means that self-respect can now permit the 
United States to employ for the redress of our wrongs, we may justly 
reply, that the effort made to confine the country to this narrow ground 
for the settlement of a great dispute has developed into a mere design 
to throw a responsibility upon the President that Congress should have 
assumed, and to leave him after he had been forced to embroil the two 
countries, and after he had been forced to greatly damage our country 
by crippling its commerce, without any right to declare war, or any 
means with which to commence war. 

If Congress had used the lan eso boldly stated by the committee, 
even as a whereas or recital of its conclusions as a précis to the act 
of March 3, 1887, no one could have doubted that the United States 
had reached the last ditch and that Congress had determined to try 
conclusions with Great Britain, first with a blockade and embargo on 
commerce, and, that failing, then with armies and navies. 

The argument of the majority of the committee is all centered upon 
the propositions which I will now read: 


Our Government remonstrated at first mildly, and later on with something of 
the vigor that should belong to those intrusted with the defense of clear Ameri- 
can rights. But remonstrances, unaccompanied or followed by any fur- 
ther steps, were unavailing. 

The President, in his annual message of December, 1885, in view of these cir- 
cumstances, recommended to Congress the meeps J provision for a commission 
to adjust and settle the difficulties and disputes thus arisen, but Congress did 
not see fit to do it, and the Senate, on the 13th of April, 1886, adopted a resolue 
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tion by a majority of 25 declaring that, in its judgment, no such commission 
ought to be established; and by a resolution of the 24th of July, 1886, po 
ceeded to order an investigation by its Committeé on Foreign Relations into 
the fishery question and into the unjust treatment of our fishermen and the 
circumstances connected therewith, with a view, as it may be presumed, to tak- 
ing such measures on the report of its committee as the interests and honor of 
the United States should require. 

So far as is known to the committee, nostep whatever was taken by the Presi- 
dent to put this law into execution, but negotiations were initiated and contin- 
ued tothe 5 end of accomplishing What Congress had thought it unfit to 
undertake in such way, an adjustment of these difficulties by the diplomatic 
course of securing a part of American rights at the expense of yielding other 
and the most fundamental and important of them, 


On pages 24 and 25 of the report they say: 


Justly influenced, doubtless, by this message and by the state of affairs shown 
in the documents accompanying it and by the evidence taken by and the re- 
port of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations on the same subject made 
on the 19th of January, 1887 (Report No. 1683, Forty-ninth Congress, second ses- 
sion), Congress came to the conclusion that the period of negotiation and unavail- 
ing remonstrance had passed, and with almost absolute unanimity and without 
any party division enacted the act of March 3, 1887, hereinbefore mentioned. by 
which the duty was imposed upon tho President of withdrawing from British 
North American vessels, etc., those liberties and advantages which by the pre- 
existing laws they were enjoying in the harbors and ports of the United States, 
whenever and as often as it should appear to him that similar rights and liberties 
were denied the United States fishing vessels, etc.,in the ports, ete., of British 
North America, or whenever it should appear to him that American fishing 
vessels should have been subjected to outrageous or unjust treatment in the 
exercise of the rights secured to them by the treaty of 1818. 

All that remained unprovided for according to the sense of self-respect and of 
8 policy on the part of the United States was to obtain indemnity from the 

tish Government for the injuries that had thus far been committed. 
Page 34: 

In view of the plain history of these transactions and of the matters herein- 
before stated, it does not seem to the committee thit the existing matters of dif- 
ficulty are subjects for treaty negotiation; and such appears to have been the 
opinion of the Senate by its action and by the remarks of many of its members 
of both political parties, and by the action of the House of Representatives upon 
und in the passage of the act of March 3, 1887, and its approval by the President. 

No new event or situation of affairs arisen since that time, and the only 
real questions subsisting between the two countries in respect of the subject 
were those of reclamations by the United States for outrages upon its citizens, 
for which this treaty makes no provision, and the question of whether the mut- 
ual arrangements of 1830 and the mutual rights of transit under the treaty of 
1871 shall continue, 


After these distinct statements there can remain no doubt of the 
purpose of the committee to close forever the door of negotiation against 
all efforts to reach an amicable settlement of these vexed questions with 
Great Britain. 

No other branch of this Government and not one of our diplomatists, 
amongst whom are numbered Adams, Monroe, Calhoun, Webster, Clay, 
Cass, Marcy, Everett, Seward, Fish, EVABTS, and Frelinghuysen, have 
ever intimated that the United States had even approached the point 
where this committee so broadly places our Government, in the attitude 
of open hostility to Great Britain, at least in a commercial warfare. Such 
contests between adjoining countries must soon result in more serious 
collisions. a 

The Senate can not declare war or make war or peace, but it can, 
by the use of its lofty powers as an obstruction to a peaceful solution 
of international disputes, make war necessary, as I am afraid we are 
doing on this day in this Chamber. 

The declarations I have read from this report and the adoption of 
the report by the Senate close the door to amicable arrangement, and 
that in the end means war. Where nations refuse to negotiate in ref- 
erence to great interests that are sincerely in dispute some sort of force 
is necessary to bring about a settlement. 

What I have just read is what the committee declare that Congress 
meant in March, 1887, and no doubt is left in the majority report that 
this is the alternative they prefer to any negotiation or remonstrance. 

If Congress meant to force the country to so sharp an alternative it 

shamefully devolved the responsibility of the choice of the horns of the 
dilemma, that it had created and had fled from, upon the President. 

If this is what the committee mean to assert is our only self-respect- 
ing way to deal with these alleged wrongs, nothing can excuse the ma- 
jority from a duty that their self-respect now plainly demands, to bring 
in a bill to declare our wrongs, to demand their redress, and to pro- 
vide the means for enforcing that demand. 

You have the power, at least in the Senate, to enforce your views 
and to vindicate your motives, 

The legislative power of this country is supreme over the treaty- 
making power. It can override the treaty now under consideration, if 
it should be ratified by a two-thirds majority of the Senate, by the 
power of a bare majority in each House of Congress. It can force the 
President to execute any degree of retaliation upon British commerce 
that it may require. It can declare war and provide men and means 
for its prosecution. 

With all this power in our hands, what must we do if this treaty is 
rejected? What do we mean to do in that event? What does the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations advise that we should do? 

It is declared in this majority report and the report of the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations (page 15), made on. the 13th of April, 1886, 
that the treaty of 1818 has been violated, that we must have redress 
and indemnity, and that retaliation is the only remedy that self-respect 
will allow us to demand. 

Jt is also declared in this report that ‘‘our Government remon- 


strated, at first mildly, and later on with something of the vigor that 
should belong to those intrusted with the defense of clear American 
rights, But these remonstrances, unaccompanied by other steps, were 
unavailing.” 

The wrongs remain, but the further steps not having been taken, 
they remain to be taken. 

Does this committee propose to take even the first of these further 
steps? No bill has been introduced in either House to promote this 
heroic purpose. There is no intimation of any such intent in the re- 
port, or in anything that Congress has done on this subject. 

The committee, forgetting the blood of our own race, rely upon 
British pusillanimity. They expect Great Britain to wilt under the 
sham threats of their report. 

This committee, and those who oppose the treaty, do not permit 
their indignation towards Great Britain or their contempt for that ‘‘ill- 
advised negotiation’’ (as they advise Her Majesty that it is, in their 
concluding address to the British crown) to materialize ina law that 
is adequate to their high conceptions of duty and their resolute pur- 
poses, They provide no substitute for the treaty; they suggest none. 
Nevertheless, it is but the demand of justice and truth that I should 
admit that they are making some preliminary preparation, so that 
when the worst comes to the worst,” they will have enlisted the 
sympathies of disaffected subjects of Her Majesty, and will be better 
prepared to protect American rights and American honor, with the as- 
sistance of foreign levies, against British wrongs. 

Having once voted in favor of and once against the Riddleberger 
resolution“ for open sessions in committee, and having once voted for 
and once against that resolution in the Senate, they content themselves 
with making of this great question, and of the interests, honor, peace, 
and prosperity of the American people, a political foot-ball to be kicked 
about by politicians in the approaching Presidential election. They 
use these great questions to make war on the Democracy, and forget ` 
to make war on Great Britain in view of the greater prize of the Presi- 
dency. 

I am not averse to open discussion of this treaty, because I know 
that the immense interests of the great populations contiguous to Can- 
ada and along the Great Lakes will considerately weigh every fact that 
bears on this controversy. Their vote will be that peace, cultivated 
under honorable agreement with a kindred people in the Dominion, is 
better than votes that politicians may win by vociferous abuse of the 
Government of Great Britain to help them to geter to retain offices 
through their party alliances, 

Now, what is the actual situation? 

Congress, in the act of March 3, 1887, asked the President to satisfy 
himself, first, whether any rights had been recently denied or were 
thereafter denied to our fishermen, and then, in his discretion, to pro- 
claim total or partial non-intercourse with Canada and Newfoundland. 

The President finding, as he believed, in his diplomatic powers a 
means of settling these troubles, resorted to that method of composing 
them. If the Senate rejects that settlement, the law of 1887 still oper- 
ates. If the President is still not satisfied that the wrongs we have 
sustained should be redressed by the expensive, disturbing, and dan- 

rous further steps“ that the committee demand that he should 

ve taken and shall take, who will take these further steps? 

The way will be open when this treaty is rejected to all the further 
steps that the Committee on Foreign Relations, the Senate, or Con- 
gress may wish to take. It is open now to them, and has been open 
for nearly seventy years. Fifty years ago, and every day since, the 
wrongs were as great in their nature as they are now; the demand upon 
Presidents and upon Congress for decisive further steps“ was as great 
then as now; it is as great now as it was in 1887. Yet no shadow of an 
approaching host of intrepid patriots, coming to occupy this open way 
and to sacrifice themselves in this just cause, has flitted across these 
legislative halls. Congress has been dead to its duty, if it has been any- 
body’s duty, to retaliate on British commerce for their denial of rights 
to our fishermen. . It is yet dead to that duty, and gives no sign of life. - 

This committee comes into the Senate sounding melancholy funeral 
notes for the President, who is supposed to have died in the pit which 
Congress dug for him, without being conscious that they furnish in 
their own wasted remains the corpse for the funeral. 

Congress gave to the President the power, which all the Presidents 
had possessed since 1850, to wage a paper war on British commerce. 
It then stood by to see whether he would push this paper war into the 
category of real war. Had he done this the country would have cried 
out for his impeachment for a reckless abuse of power that was attended 
with a full and responsible discretion expressly given him in the act of 
March 3, 1887. Failing to do this, he is charged, in this report, with 
usurpation and abuse of constitutional powers, because he sought to 
find a peaceable and just way to get our rights and to suppress future 
troubles on the fishery question; and a threat is made by the commit- 
tee of a future dealing with the President, held“ in reserve for the 
time-being’’ on account of such abuses. See page 17 of the report, as 
follows: 


But holding in reserve, for the time-being, these grave questions touching 
usurpations of unconstitutional powers, or the abuse of those that may be 
thought to exist on the part of the Executive, the committee thinks it sufficient 
for the present occasion to deal with the document itself. 


1986 


Congress commands the President that he will satisfy himself, and in 
his discretion, and on his own responsibility for the exercise of that 
discretion, to make a paper war on Great Britain, which, it is prophe- 
sied in the Senate, would never lead to a conflict of arms. He prefers 

to exercise his constitutional powers to secure a wiser, safer, and better 

settlement. He brings the result to the Senate and asks that it be rat- 
ified, if two-thirds of this body concur; and what I have just read is 
the insulting, unjust, incriminative, and threatening answer they have 
to make to a President who is as honest, true, and patriotic as any of us 
in his devotion to the country. $ 

The supposed offense that the President has given to the Senate in 
this document,“ as it is derisively styled by the committee, is (1) 
that he presumed to negotiate when Congress had commanded him to 
pe satisfied?“ that wrongs had been done us, and then to make war, 
on paper, with British commerce, and that, therefore, he must not ne- 
gotiate; (2) that he presumed to enter upon any negotiation without 
the consent of the Senate; and (3) that he chose agents to conduct and 
conclude the negotiation whose names were not first submitted to the 
Senate. The country will not fail to see the injustice and the spirit of 
usurpation which led the committee into the following criticisms upon 
the President and the plenipotentiaries: 

These plenipotentiaries, thus created. began their real work at Washington 
while both Houses of Congress were sitting, and without any communication 
by the President in his annual message on the meeting of Congress, or other- 
wise, of the fact that such importantand extraordinary operations were in pro- 
gress, or that very grave interests of the United States had been placed in the 
custody of gentlemen whose names had not even been communicated to it. 

These plenipotentiaries came to a conclusion of their labors on the 15th of 
February, 1888, and the offices of ** plenipotentiaries”’ terminated, and the re- 
sult was reached without the advice and consent of the Senate having been 
asked or taken concerning the selection of these public ministers, and without 
any communication to either House of Congress concerning this most impor- 
tant subject. 

it mace difficult to see that, in evil times, when the President of the United 
States may be under influence of foreign and adverse interests, such a course of 
procedure might result in great disaster to the interests and even the safety of 
our Government and people. 

It is no answer to this suggestion to say that an arrangement thus concluded 
can not be valid or effectual without the advice and consent of the Senate, for 
the rights and interests of the people of the United States might be so neglected, 
misunderstood, abandoned, or sold by President's plenipotentiaries as to 
greatly embarrass, if not defeat, their ultimate reassertion in better times and 
under better administrations, though it is hoped that such will not be the case 


in respect of these negotiations. 
‘The docutnent submitted to the Senate by the President as the outcome of 


these negotiations may, it is thought, well illustrate the dangers of such meth- 
ods, 


These complaints, accusations, and threats are rested upon an as- 
sumption that has no other foundation than mere arrogance. 

The history of the country, and the practice of Presidents and of the 
Senate, utterly overthrow this pretension, which is, that theSenate has 
the right to permit or to refuse to permit, any negotiation, on any sub- 
ject, to take place, without the consent of two-thirds, or at least of a 
majority, of that body is given in advance. — 

In more than ſour hundred cases the President has appointed nego- 
tiators whose special powers were not first communicated to the Sen- 
ate, to make and sign treaties. Washington, Jackson, and Grant, and 
other Presidents not so conspicuous in their services to the country, 
tore up by the roots this parasitic growth of presumption that has 
sometimes flourished in the atmosphere of party zeal, and oftener in 
the jealousies of political] rivalry, that are sometimes found even inside 
the walls of this Chamber. 

To illustrate how far this assumption of anthority over negotiations 
is carried by the committee, and the want of consistency in their con- 
tention that no negotiation or remonstrance is now allowable because 
the time has passed for such weak remedies, I will read the concluding 
appeal—the doxology and final prayer—of the committee, made in their 
report. It is addressed to Her Majesty’s Government, the Queen of 
Great Britain. It is not a prayer for the forgiveness of the sins of Con- 
gress, or of the Committee on Foreign Relations, for having neglected 
to exercise their powers in the interests of peace to be manifested by a 
sudden blow administered upon her crowned head in a fit of sudden 
anger at wrongs that are now more than half a century old. Neither 
Congress nor the committee were guilty of that sin, and had no for- 

iveness to ask. The burden of the petition is that President Cleve- 
a having the power, if he saw fit (as Congress had not seen fit) todo 
all these sudden things, with a sudden effect, missed his opportunity 
and entered into these ill-advised nevotiations,’’ The humble prayer 
is that the Queen will not mistake the Senate as being in any way 
responsible for such follies, ‘* which, as is known to all the world, can 
not properly commit the United States in any degree.“ Then the 
prayer concludes with a devout appeal for full commercial reciprocity 
for our fishermen. 

The committee having notified Her Majesty that this treaty would 
be rejected, and that the President having made this ‘ill-advised ne- 
gotiation,’’ his protection would not be claimed, and that the commit- 
tee were not willing longer to intrust the subject of retaliation in the 
hands of the President, who preferred negotiation to unfriendly contro- 
versy, they with one accord besought Her Majesty Queen Victoria in 
the following plaintive petition: 

The committee can not but hope * * * that if these ill-advised negotia- 
tions * + shall fail [that] Her Majesty's Government will take measures to 
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secure justice and fair treatment in her North American dominions to Amer- 
ican vessels and American citizens in all respects and under all circumstances, 


This may be claimed to be a covert threat to Great Britain that we 
will go to war if she fails todo us justice. If that is what is meant, 
who has empowered this committee to flaunt a threat and to declare 
the ultimatum of the United States to Great Britain on this or any 
other question? That is a diplomatie subject, in dealing with which 
the President has the constitutional power and responsibility, If a 
committee can do this, it can force the country into war. 

But this is no threat. Itis a petition, a prayer. It does not de- 
mand justice, but invokes justice, forbearance, and leniency for re- 
ciprocal considerations and for the sake of peace. 

We have traditions that reach back to our first war for Independence 
that the poorest and weakest citizen who would claim ‘British pro- 
tection’? was disgraced before the American people. 

Yet here is a committee of the Senate praying the British Govern- 
ment to take measures to secure justice and fair treatment * * 
to American vessels and American citizens.“ 

This case had been hauled before the country in the period of an 
eager canvass for the Presidency, doubtless with a view to exciting the 
antagonism of Irish voters against the present Administration, because 
of its alleged subserviency to British influence, and it is asserted this 
treaty proves the fact. This is a charge that rankles with injustice, 
But how does the alleged subserviency to British influence, which this 
treaty is made to express, hy a false construction, compare with this 
imploration of the committee for British protection? An Irish patriot 
in a British dungeon would grow to the walls of his prison betore he 
would turn his back on the League and implore “ Her Majesty’s Gov- 
ernment’? to ‘‘ take measures to secure justice and fair treatment in 
her prisons even to her wronged Irish snbjects.” 

But the committee go still further. Having closed their prayer for 
British protection in lieu of these ‘‘ill-advised negotiations,” they rise 
to their feet and begin to negotiate. They state, in a previous part of 
their report, already quoted, that the period of negotiation and un- 
availing remonstrance had passed,“ and yet they proceed toremonstrate 
and negotiate in their report. The President’s “ time’? is up, and the 
committee assume the function of negotiators. It is not very strange 
they should do this, when they had just closed a tirade against the 
President, which I haye read from their report, for having presumed to 
enter upon this negotiation without the consent of the Senate, and for 
having appointed negotiators whose names had not been submitted to 
the Senate for their judgment upon their fitness for the place. 

Contrary to the statutes and to all proper usages, and in a spirit of 
usurpation that the Senate by a vote has never sanctioned, the com- 
mittee address their remarks directly to the British Government: 


The committee can not but hope that * * * Her Majesty’s Government 
* + * will see the justice and propriety of according to American vessels en- 
gaged in the business of fishing all the comercial rights anc facilities in her 
North American ports that are freely and cheerfully accorded to her own inthe 
ports of the United States, and that thus the friendship and good feeling which 
2 to exist between neighboring nations may be finally established and se- 
cured. 


The Senate has never empowered this committee to send ont this 
diplomatic missive to the British Government. Itisa pnrely gratuitvus 
offer of a reciprocal agreement with Great Britain for equal commer- 
cial privileges to their fishermen and ours, which no Senator has a right 
to make, 

In the fifteenth article of this treaty Great Britain proposes the larg- 
est commercial privileges to our fishermen whenever Congress shall 
repeal the duty on fish. This offer of the committeeis the same recip- 
rocal agreement without the proposed equivalent of free fish. If the 
committee flattered themselves that Her Majesty, Queen Victoria, 
would accord these blessings to their prayerful importunity, or that 
Her Majesty’s Government would accept the fifteenth article of the 
treaty without the equivalent of free fish, it was their plain duty, as 
the advisers of the President, to propose through himan amendment 
of the treaty to that effect. 

How can Senators excuse their deliberate refusal to offer to amend 
the fifteenth article of the treaty by striking out the condition as to free 
fish and then make imploration and give advice to Great Britain to 
the effect that these concessions should be granted, and that such con- 
cessions would establish and secure ‘‘the friendship and good feeling 
which ought to exist between neighboring nations? 

If there is any meaning or significance in the extraordinary address 
to Her Majesty’s Government made by the committee, they must have 
believed that it would excite the sense of justice and propriety” of 
that Government to thedegree of according to American vessels ” the 
commercial rights and facilities ’? claimed for them in the report. 

Believing this, was it not as well worthy of the committee to amend 
the treaty as it was to soiten British obstinacy by prayer, or to inform 
British judgment by suggestion as to a policy that would smooth out 
all our troubles? 

Yet, in the face of these hopeful expressions in favor of ‘‘ friendship 
and good feeling,“ this treaty comes from the committee as a ‘‘docu- 
ment“ that is not worthy of amendment, and British forbearance and 
British fear are relied upon for the security of this friendship by the 
committee, who declare that the time for negotiation and remonstrance 
has passed. 
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In my opinion the President and the Senate and the Congress of the 
United States are still a better reliance than the implorations or the 
threats of the Committee on Foreign Relations to secure justice at the 
hands of the British Government. 

As I am endeavoring to reply to the report of the majority of the 
committee, which was never laid before the minority for examination, 
and as the minority of the committee have presented in their report 
the facts upon which they are willing to rest their support of thetreaty, 
I will not undertake to repeat what we have said in that report. My 
purpose on this occasion, I repeat, is to define the real issues that are 
involved in our differences of opinion as they appear in the two re- 


8. 

vorne broadest issue thus presented is this, that the President seeks 
to amend the treaty of 1818 so that it shall be understood as to all dis- 
puted points hitherto in controversy; and to add to it commercial 
rights and navigation privileges fixed by mutual agreement, so that we 
can live under it without the harassing controversies that have at- 
tended the whole period of its existence. The committee refuse to 
amend the treaty; insist upon the execution of its provisions in accord- 
ance with all our constructions of the instrument; and further demand 
full commercial privileges for our fishermen to be obtained by retalia- 
tion on Canadian commerce. To emphasize this policy they declart 
that Congress, on the 3d of March, 1887, ‘* came to the conclusion that 
the period of negotiation and unavailing remonstrance had passed.” 
This alleged ‘‘conclusion’’ was applied in that act of Congress to fish- 
ing rights and commercial privileges alike, so that, if Congress did 
come to that conclusion, it has shut the door finally and forever, until 
that act is repealed, against any negotiation with Great Britain about 
fisheries or commerce with their North Atlantic possessions. 

If this position taken by the committee is not well founded on the 
facts, or if it is, the question of entering upon an effort at negotiation 
on either of these subjects before proceeding to exercise his discretion- 
ary power of retaliation was one of expediency and personal duty on 
the part of the President, of which he was the sole judge under the 
Constitution. 

If the committee are correct in saying that Congress had come to such 
a conclusion, and that it operated as an instruction to the President, 
that he should not negotiate or remonstrate, but should proclaim non- 
intercourse with Canada, then Congress puts words and phrases into 
that act that have no meaning. The act says that the President shall, 
ttin his discretion,” make proclamation, and it shall be Jawfal’’ for 
him to do so whenever“ he shall be satisfied’? that certain things 
have been done to our commercial and fishing rights that are referred 
to descriptively in the statute. 

These words are yain and idle expletives if the President must be 
“satisfied ° without further conference with Great Britain as to the re- 
dress or indemnity they are willing to give for such wrongs; or as to 
what provision that Government will make against their repetition; or 
what sincero constructions they may have placed upon the treaty of 
1818; or the true meaning of the so-called reciprocity of 1830, as affect- 
ing our rights; or as to what humble apology and reparation they will 
make if our rights have been flagrantly abused. 

To require the President to be satisfied on subjects of this char- 
acter, without the privilege of remonstrance and the advantage of a re- 
ply, is a palpable absurdity. But it is not less absurd than the other 

conclusion“ which the committee impute to Congress, that the Presi- 
dent, in the exercise of his ‘‘ discretion ’’ which this act gives him, 
should be required to abdicate his constitutional power to negotiate 


ties. 

It would be altogether unprofitable to consume further time in dis- 
cussing a matter that is so entirely plain. The absurdity” of such 
a construction of this act could not be ‘‘overlooked by any intelligent 
8 to use the language that the committee employ towards the 

ident. 

The minority of the committee are much surprised at the effort of 
the majority to commit the Senate and the country to the statement 
that the twenty-ninth article of the treaty of Washington is any way 
affected by the treaty now before the Senate. It is true this assertion 
is made with reserve and tentatively in the report, but in any form 
it is misleading and unjust. 

The committee do not assert, and can not say, that the present treaty 
would in the slightest manner affect the twenty-ninth article of the 
- treaty of Washington. If that article ever gave any commercial rights 
to our fishermen, as such, these rights remain, wholly unaffected by 
anything contained in this treaty. That question was settled by the 
Halifax commission. In that controversy, the United States’ agents 
distinctly asserted, and it was so decided by the commission— 

That the various incidental and reciprocal advantages of the treaty, such as 
the privileges of traftic, purchasing bait and other supplies, are not the subject 
of compensation, because tlie treaty of Washington coniers no such rightson the 
inhabitants of the United States, who now enjoy them merely by sufferance, 
and who can at any time be deprived of them by the enforcement of existing 
laws or the re-enforcement of former oppressive statutes, 

After this decision of the very.question here raised against the 
British contention, before the Halifax commission, the committee re- 
py that claim, and in support of it make no other argument than 

is: 

That the proceedings before that commission distinctly demonstrate that un- 


der article 29, the right to transship fish was understood by the British to be in: 
cluded, and without any conditions depending upon the force of any other arti 
cles of the treaty. . 

If that was true then, it will be equally true after this treaty israti- 
fied. The committee find no difficulty in adopting this British con- 
tention, adverse to the United States, when it is supposed to help theiz 
argument. 

Why should the committee state and rely upon the alleged British 
understanding of Article X XIX without giving any expression as to 
their own understanding of it? Why bring this subject into contro- 
versy in the face of the declaration of the committee ‘‘ that the fisheries 
articles of that treaty (1871) contained no provision either in — 15 
of any commercial rights in Canadian ports or in respect of transship- 
ments, and that the reciprocal transshipment article of the treaty 
was entirely separate from any question of fisheries or fish as such?“ 

Throughout this report there is an evident seeking for occasion to 
condemn the President, and to place him in the light of a usurper of 
authority to enter upon negotiations with Great Britain without the 
consent of the Senate and against the conclusion“ of Congress, as 
is alleged, that the time had passed for negotiation. 

This strained, indefinite, and obscnre allusion to Article X XTX of the 
treaty of Washington is brought from a very far distance to aid in the ar- 
ray of surmises with which to meet the array of facts that have made 
negotiation indispensable, unless we have resolved upon hostilities 
with Great Britain, and to condemn the President for what he has not 
done. 

A criticism upon the language of Article XI of the treaty suggests the 
inquiry, why did not the committee present to the Senate an amendment 
that would relieve that article of all doubt and obscurity as to its mean- 
ing if there is, in fact, any such difficulty? The answer is that the 
committee hold to their main ground as to our relations with Great 
Britain, that the time for negotiation has passed. No treaty that 
could have been made would have met the demand of the committee 
unless it had abrogated the treaty af 1818 as to its effects upon the 
commercial rights and privileges of our fishermen. 

If that treaty is in our way we should find some means of getting it 
out of our way, and not allow it to remain an incubus on our pros- 
perity, if it is such, or as a pretext to justify constant interference with 
our people. 

Congress alone has the power to open the road to this result if the 
people desire it and will support Congress with men and money. 

The majority of the committee are not willing that the treaty of 1818 
should be improved by a new negotiation, and hence they decline to 
amend Article XI of the present treaty so as to make the meaning clear 
as to clauses that are a great improvement upon the former treaty. 

There is no real obscurity in Article XI, and it does confer on our 
fishing vessels, on all occasions, the right to purchase needful or casual 
supplies for their voyages, whether or not they are homeward bound. 
It is not the present destination of the ship, but the occasion that creates 
the necessity for the supplies that controls the privilege of purchase in 
the Canadian ports. Needful provisions and supplies“ aud casual 
provisions and supplies“ are such as necessity or casualty has made 
reasonably necessary for the support of the ship's company or the pur- 
poses of the voyage. They are not such as are required for the mere 
purposes of commerce or economy in conducting a fishing venture. 

Believing this article of the treaty to be clear, I did not have occa- 
sion to try to improve it by amendment. But I am quite willing to 
vote for its amendment, if any one who is in doubt prefers to change 
the language of this or any other article in the treaty. If the privi- 
lege intended to be provided foris valuable, it should not be thrown 
away by a refusal to amend the language of this article. 

I will not go further now in making answer to the objections and 
criticisms of the majority as to the several articles of the treaty. I be- 
lieve they are all fully answered in the views presentetl in the minority 
report. 

The allusions in the report to the language of Senators give to their 
utterances in debate on other issues a significance that is not due to 
their intrinsic importance, and are very embarrassing to their freedom 
of action when they represent the Senate in committee. 

If the minority had thought it proper to array before the country 
the utterances of Senators in respect to the fisheries question they 
could have brought together a jumble of wild and excited declarations 
that would have shocked the common sense of mankind. They never 
thought of holding the country responsible for either the animus or 
the forms of these expressions of opinions, nor did anybody else. 

So far as my expressions in debate are concerned, or my votes on 
questions, I have no trouble in reversing them at any moment I may 
find it right to reversethem. But I have uttered no opinion, nor have 
I given any vote on these questions that I find it necessary now to re- 
verse. In speaking on these topics in the Senate, in advance of diplo- 
matic or other effort to secure justice and peace to our country, I have 
spoken and voted with the reserve that every Senator must feel in the 
open discussion of matters that can only be properly considered when 
we are in confidential session. I did not, therefore, speak of the reme- 


dies that bore upon my mind with great weight as being the just, 
patriotic, and most beneficial method of settling our fisheries disputes. 
I have always felt that the treaty of 1818 wasa disgraceful surrender 
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of an important part of the independence we won from Great Britain 


A bill (H. R. 6520) granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 


in the war of the Revolution, and was conceded to us in our treaty of | Ward 


peace. Iam prepared to advise and vote for a demand that shall be 
nothing but an ultimatum that all those rights shall be restored to us, 
and.to sustain that demand with any exercise of power that may be 
necessary. But I could not afford to say this in the open Senate, as I 
have said it in committee, for I would have been ridiculed for makinga 
vainglorious effort to gain notoriety; yet every Senator here feels that 
this is the true measure of American duty to American honor and his- 


tory. 

I did not say in the Senate, as I say now, that every trouble that 
had arisen, or will arise, under the treaty of 1818, would disappear the 
moment Congress shall repeal the duty on fish. In this opinion I am 
sure I must have the concurrence of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE]. Why did Inot then speak out on that question? It was because 
we were then dealing in the Senate with Great Britain, and not with 
differences of opinion on domestic questions, and I thought it hardly 
fair to add even my feeble influence to stimulate the hope of Great 
Britain for a free market for fish. I want that duty repealed for many 
reasons, the chief one being that it will lower the price and increase 
the supply of food to the great body of our industrial classes. 

I could advance and prove another reason, as I believe, for the sup- 

rt of this conviction to which I give great weight. It is that the 
Kao on fish does not increase the wages of the fishermen, while it does 
increase the cost to the consumer. It enables the Fisheries Union,” 
the “Halibut Syndicate,” the trusts and other monopolies to make 
great profit at the expense of 75 5 0 to the poor. It enables the own- 
ers of fleets of fishing vessels to hire Canadians to man their ships and 
to drive the American fishermen into other pursuits by their low ca- 
28 to live and thrive on low wages. Thus has been stolen from the 

nited States by private monopoly and cupidity the hope of training 
hardy mariners for our fleets for which we have paid enormous sums in 
bounties to our fishermen. 

I did not think that, as a Senator, I could afford to bring into any 
discussion respecting the conduct of so great a government as Great 
Britain towards our people, a domestic question, even if I felt, as I do, 
that the repeal of the duty on fish imported from Canada and New- 
ſoundland would forever settle this whole fisheries question. 

I will reserve any further remarks until the treaty is taken up by 
articles for consideration by the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, I withdraw the appeal which I took from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The appealis withdrawn. The res- 
olutions go over under objection. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. CLARK, its 
Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the House had signed the follow- 
ing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed by the President pro 
ten e: 

"A bill S. 300) granting a pension to Mrs. Juliet G. Howe; 
A bill (S. 393) for the relief of Frances Anne Pyne Ricketts; 
A bill (S. 1037) granting a pension to the infant children of Michael 
A. Moran; 

A bill (S. 1146) granting a pensign to L. J. McGoftin; 

A bill (S. 1299) granting a pension to George Park; 

A bill (S. 1948) to authorize the Fort Smith and Choctaw Bridge 
Company to construct a bridge across the Poteau River in the Choctaw 
Nation, near Fort Smith, Ark.; 

A bill (S. 1957) granting a pension to Virtue Smith; 

A bill (S. moll granting a pension to Mary E. Woodward; 

A bill 8 2332) granting a pension to John Linsley; . 

A bill (S. 2551) to amend section 993 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States for the District of Columbia, so as to make Inauguration 
Day a holiday within said District; 

A bill (H. R. 322) for the relief of B. M. Parish; 

A bill (H. R. 417) granting a pension to David Strunk; 

A bill (H. R. 488 ting a pension to Elizabeth Burr; 

A bill 25 R. 611) for the relief of Mrs. P. L. Ward, widow and ex- 
ecutrix of William Ward, deceased; 

A bill 22 R. 955) granting a pension to Mary M. Sweet; 

A bill (H. R. 1483) for the erection of a public building at Monroe, 


La,; 
A bill (H. R. 1184) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
Rock Creek at the Woodley Lane road, in the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R. 1599) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Sedalia, in the State of Missouri; 
A bill 5 R. 1844) to promote agriculture, and for other purposes; 
A bill (H. R. 2151) for the relief of Joseph B. Burton; 
H. R. pew for the relief of George E. Oliphant; 
H. R. 2695) for the relief of Charles V. Mesler; = 
3922) to place the name of Casper Seibel on the pen- 


R. 
R. 3959) granting a pension to Dolly Blazer; 
PA A 8844 for the relief of Elijah Martin; 
bill (H. R. 5844) to increase the pension of William Clark; 


2 ‘ 
A bill (H. R. 6575) for the relief of James L. Alslip; 
A bill (H. R. 6845) granting a pension to John Witham; 
A bill (H. R. 7052) relating to postal crimes and amendatory of the 
statutes therein mentioned; 
185 bill (H. R. 7265) for the erection of a public building at Hoboken, 
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A bill 12 R. 7490) for the relief of Sidney W. Whitelock; 

A bill (H. R. 7509) granting to the New York Harbor and Beach 
Railroad Company a right of way; 

A bill (H. R. 7913) granting a pension to Nellie Palfrey Goodwin; 

A bill l. R. pac for the relief of Mrs. Clarissa G. Green; 

A bill (H. R. 8279) to authorize the county of Laurens, in the State 
of Georgia, to construct a bridge across the Oconee River, at or near 
Dublin, in said county and State; and 

A bill (H. R. 8965) to authorize the Postmaster-General to cancel 
mail contract on route No, 30100, and for other purposes. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8565) making appropriations for the current and contingent ex- 
penses of the Indian Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations 
with various Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30, 1889, and for 
other purposes, and asking a conference with the Senate on the disa- 
greeing votes of the two Houses thereon. > 

On motion of Mr. DAWES, it was 

Resolved, That the Senate insist on its amendments to the said bill disagreed 
to by the House of Representatives, and agree to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

By unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the conferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the 
President pro tempore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. DAWES, Mr. PLUMB, 
and Mr. CALL, 

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. MORRILL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator yield to meto make another motion, 
which is that the Senate do now adjourn until Monday? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The motion of the Senator from 
Massachusetts takes precedence. The Senator from Massachusetts 
moves that the Senate do now adjourn until Monday next. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, June 11, 1888, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, June 7, 1888. 


The House met at 11 o’clocka, m. The House was called to order 
by Mr. MCMILLIN, as Speaker pro tempore, who directed the reading 
of the following communication: 


Hobbs or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., June 7, 1888. 
Sr: I hereby designate Hon. Benton MCMILLIN to preside as Speaker pro 
tempore at the session of the House to-day. 
J. G. CARLISLE, Speaker. 


Hon, Jonx B. CLARK, : 
Clerk House of Representatives. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and approved. 
STEAMER CHAMPION. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House a letter from the 
Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of a letter from 
the Fish Commission, submitting an estimate of an appropriation to 
pay damages sustained by the steamer Champion by collision with the 
steamer Fish Hawk; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House a letter from 


the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting conclusions of 
fact and of law in certain spoliation claims; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. KERR, 

until the 26th instant, on account of important business. 
DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
6833) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular service of 
the United States for the fiscal year 1889, with amendments of the Sen- 
ate thereto; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
and the amendments ordered to be printed. ` 
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UNLAWFUL GRAZING ON INDIAN LANDS. : 


The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
8393) to protect lands belonging to Indians from unlawful grazing, and 
for other purposes, with the amendments of the Senate thereto, 

Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, that is the bill that I asked yesterday 
should be allowed to lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

The a ina pro tempore. In the absence of objection it will be 
so orde 


PARIS, CHOCTAW AND LITTLE ROCK RAILWAY COMPANY. 


TheSPEAKER protempore also laid before the House the bill (S. 2929) 
to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock Railway Company to 
construct and operate a railway, telegraph, and telephone line through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes. 

Mr. CULBERSON, Mr. Speaker, a bill which is substantially a copy 
of that Senate bill has been reported favorably by the House Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and I ask unanimous consent that the Senate bill be 
considered at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? à 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Iobject. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to state to the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. ANDERSON] that a bill, which issubstantially this Senate bill, has 
been recommended unanimously by the House Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and I appeal to the gentleman to withdraw his objection. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa, I object. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill lie on the Speaker’s table for the present. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

SUSAN E. ALGER. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore also laid before the House the following: 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, June 6, 1888. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Representa- 
1 dice I se to the Senate the bill of the Senate No. 1162 for the relief of Susan 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
will be complied with. 
There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE TOMBIGBEE RIVER IN ALABAMA, 


Mr, DAVIDSON, of Alabama, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Committee of the Whole be discharged from the further consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 9610) to authorize the Birmingham, Selma and New 
Orleans Railway Company to build a bridge across the Tombigbee 
River in Alabama, and that the bill be now put upon its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Alabama? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I object. 


PUBLIC BUILDING, BRIDGEPORT, CONN. 


Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a privileged report 
from the committee of conference. 
The report was read, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 7264 for the erection of a 
pon building at Bridgeport, Conn., having met, after fulland free conference 

ave agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate, and agree to the same. 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 


WILLIAM H. SOWDEN, 
HERMAN LEHLBACH, 
fanagers on the part of the House. 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 
J. C. SPOONE 
Managers on the part of the Senate, 


The following is the accompanying statement under the rule sub- 
mitted by the House conferees: 


The managers on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the House bill 7264, for the erection of a public 
building at Bridgeport, Conn., beg leave to submit with the conference report 
the following statement: 

The limit of cost in the bill is $100,000; and this, by the Senate amendment, 
is increased to $150,000. ‘The conference report recommends the latter amount. 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 

WM. H. SOWDEN, . 

HERMAN LEHLBACH, 
5 Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr, DIBBLE. I move the adoption of the conference report. 

The report was adopted. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 


The latter motion was agreed to. 
PUBLIC BUILDING, BAY CITY, MICH. 
Mr. DIBBLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present another conference 
report. 
The report was read, as follows: 


The committee of conference on the d 


If there be no objection, this request 


ing votes of the two Houses on 


isagree 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill of the House 7263 for the erection of a 
publie building at Bay City, Mich., having met, after full and free conference 


have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as 
follows: That the Honse recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate, and agree to the same, 

SAMUEL DIBBLE, 


C. NEWTON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
J. C. SPOONER, 
JUSTIN S. MORRILL, 


z Managers on the part of the Senate, 
The conferees on the part of the House submitted under the rule the 
following: 
The mai rs on the part of the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 


Houses on House bill 7263, for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
Mich., beg leave to submit with the conference report the following statement; 
The limit of cost in the bill is $150,000; and this, by the Senate amendment, is 
increased to „000. The conference report recommends the latter amount, 
SAMUEL DIBBLE, 
C. NEWTON 
Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. DIBBLE. I move the adoption of the report. 

The conference report was adopted. 

Mr. DIBBLE moved to reconsider the vote by which the conference 
report was adopted; and also moved that the motion to reconsider be 
laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 


MINING DEBRIS IN CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. BIGGS. IL ask unanimous consent that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of House bill No. 1216, providing for the investigation of the 
mining-débris question in the State of California. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Let us have the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is the call of com- 
mittees for reports. 


LIGHT-HOUSES AT LUBEC NARROWS, ETC. 


On motion of Mr. LONG, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Appropriations was discharged from the further consideration of a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy of the communi- 
cation from the Light-House Board relative to additional appropriations 
to complete the construction of light-houses at Lubec Narrows, Deer 
Island, and Crabtree Ledge; and the same was referred to tho Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

W. J. BLACKBURN. 

On motion of Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Elections was discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of W. J. Blackburn, for pay as a Representative in the Fortieth Con- 
gress from the State of Louisiana; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

SAMUEL M’KEE. 


On motion of Mr. CRISP, by unanimous consent, the Committee on 
Elections was discharged from the further consideration of the petition 
of Samuel McKee, formerly of Montgomery County, Kentucky, now 
of Louisville, Ky., asking to be paid expenses of contest for a seat in 
the Fortieth Congress; and the same was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

J. EDWIN PILCHER. 


Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back with amendment the bill (H. R. 10340) for the relief of J. Edwin 
Pilcher; which was referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

COMMISSIONS IN THE DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. 

Mr. SENEY, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported back 
favorably the bill (S. 143) to provide for the issuing and recoyding of 
certain commissions in the Department of Justice; which was referred 
to the House Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to 
be printed. 

NATIONAL ACADEMY OF DENTAL SCIENCE. 

Mr. SENEY also, from the Committee on the Judiciary, reported 
back adversely the bill (S. 2941) to incorporate the National Academy 
of Dental Science; which was referred’to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar, and, with the accompanying report, 
ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT STERLING, ILL. 

Mr. NEWTON, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, reported back with amendment the bill (S. 1940) to provide 
for the construction of a public building at Sterling, III.; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

REAR-ADMIRAL CARTER. 

Mr. WHITTHORNE. The Committee on Naval Affairs have di- 
rected me to report back favorably the bill (S. 71) for the relief of Rear- 
Admiral Carter, and to ask leave that a minority of the committee have 
leave hereafter to file their views on this bill. The committee has also 


* 


instructed me to ask that they be discharged from the further consid- 
eration of House bill No, 572, on the same subject, and that it be laid 
on the table. 

The bill (S. 71) for the relief of Rear-Admiral Carter was referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with 
the accompanying report, ordered to be printed; and the bill H. R. 
572 was, by unanimous consent, laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. inthe absence of objection, a minority 
of the Committee on Naval Affairs will have leave to file their views 
upon Senate bill No. 71, just reported. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER. 


Mr. PHELAN, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (H. R. 10063) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw 
and Little Rock Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red 
River at or near Hooks’ Ferry, Red River County, Texas; which was 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calen- 
dar, and, with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

RAILROAD BRIDGE ACROSS SNAKE RIVER, ETC, 


Mr. PHELAN also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported back 
with amendment the bill (S. 2607) authorizing the construction of rail- 
road bridges across the Snake River and across the Clear Water River 
by the Oregon Railway and Navigation Company; which was referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, 
with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS LAYOU D’ ARBONNE. 


Mr. PHELAN also, from the Committee on Commerce, reported 
back with amendment the bill (S. 2199) authorizing the Little Rock 
and Alexandria Railway Company to maintain and construct a bridge 
across Bayou D' Arbonne, in Louisiana; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the Private Calendar, and, with the 
accompanying report, ordered to be printed. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. MILLS. Imove that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of bills raising revenue. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope the gentleman from Texas will allow us to 
have the morning hour to-day for business of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. MILLS, there were— 
ayes 75, noes 57. 

Mr. STEELE. No quorum. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. STEELE and Mr. MILLS were appointed. 

Mr. McKINLEY. I hope the gentleman from Texas will allow the 
Committee on Military Affairs to have the consideration hour for their 
business. 

Mr. MILLS. The chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
is not here; and I am unwilling to consent to this proposition except 
on his request. 

The House proceeded to divide by tellers; but before the result of the 
count was announ 5 

Mr. MILLS said: We lack so many of a quorum at present that I am 
indisposed to press my motion just now. I withdraw it in order to al- 
low the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] to bring up the busi- 
ness of the Committee on Military Affairs in the consideration hour. 

Mr. STEELE. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, my object being the considera- 
tion of business of the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LANHAM. I desire to state that in the consideration hour we 
have already entered upon the consideration of a bill which I now un- 
derstand to be pending in that hour—the bill (H. R. 3255) to author- 
ize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay the claim of the 
State of Florida on account of expenditures made in suppressing In- 
dian hostilities, and for other purposes. I do not remember that the 
Committee on Military Affairs has the right of way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Ifthe bill to which the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. LANHAM] refers has not been finished, it would be first 
entitled to consideration. 

Mr. LANHAM. I have no objection to the Committee on Military 
Affairs occupying this morning hour, provided it does not interfere 
with the status of the bill to which I have just referred. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the bill to which the gentleman 
from Texas refers is the unfinished business it can only be postponed 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. STEELE. I ask unanimous consent that that be done. 

Mr. BYNUM. I object. 

Mr. STEELE. I think an examination of the Journal will sustain 
my supposition that the business of the Committee on Military Affairs 
is now in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will have the Journal ex- 
amined, and will afterward make the proper announcement, 

Mr. STEELE. I hope my colleague [Mr. Bynum] will withdraw 
his objection. The bill which the Committee on Military Affuirs de- 
sires to bring up is a publie bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion of the 


gentleman from Indiana that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to., 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, Mr. Cox in the chair. 

Mr. STEELE. I call up Senate bill 

Mr. BYNUM. What is the unfinished business before the commit- 
tee. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. LANHAM. I will state to the gentleman from Indiana that 
the bill to which I referred a few moments ago, with reference to the 
claim of the State of Florida, is the unfinished business; but I ask 
unanimous consent that that bill be passed over informally, not to lose 
its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. OATES. I join in that request for the reason that neither of 
the gentlemen from Florida is present. It is a claim of the State of 
Florida as I understand. ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The regular order is the consideration of the bill 
the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: : 

A bill (S. 3255) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to settle and pay 
the claim of the State of Florida on account of expenditures made in suppress- 
ing Indian hostilities, and for other purposes. 

Mr. BYNUM. Can the committee pass over this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be done by unanimous consent. The 
gentleman from Texas asks unanimous consent, Does the gentleman 
from Indiana object? 

Mr. BYNUM. I call for the regular order; and I make the point 
that this can only be passed over by the House in the regular way. 

Mr. LANHAM. It can be done by unanimous consent in the com- 
mittee, and I have asked that consent be given. 

Mr. BYNUM. And I object. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Objection being made to the consideration of the 
bill, the committee must rise and report the objection to the House. 

Mr. KERR. I move that the objection be reported to the House 

Mr. LANHAM. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry first. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. In the event that the committee should now rise, 
I desire to know if the bill will still retain its place on the Calendar ? 
It has been considered during a part of one morning hour, and is, as I 
understand it, the unfinished business. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is up for consideration now, and the commit- 
tee must either consider it, or if objection is made to its consideration, 
it is for the House to determine whether it will pass it over or not. 

Mr. LANHAM. Butif the committeeshould rise now it would still 
come up for consideration hereafter when the committee again resumes 
its session ? 

The CHAIRMAN. So the Chair thinks. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to know whether or not this bill would lose 
its place if that order were made; and in the event that the bill was 
ordered to be passed over, whether it would be in order then to call 
the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. LANHAM. I have no objection to the Committee on Military 
Affairs taking up such bills as they desire during this morning hour, 
provided that the bill for the relief of the State of Florida may go over 
without prejudice, to be taken up in the next morning heur. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not desire to prejudice that bill. I think it 
ought to be considered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will submit the request to the com- 
mittee. Is there objection to passing over this bill informally? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr, BYNUM. I did not hear the statement of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair put the question to the House for 
unanimous consent that the Florida bill go over without losing its 
place on the Calendar. 

Mr. BYNUM. Ihave already objected to that. I did not suppose it 
was necessary to rise and interpose an objection every fifteen minutes, 

SME KERR. I make the point of order that it is now too late to 
object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman as not in- 
sisting upon the objection; but on the statement that he did not with- 
draw it, the Chair must recognize that objection. 

Mr. BAYNE. I rise to makea parliamentary inquiry. Can the ob- 
jection of the gentleman be obviated by asking that the committee rise 
and report to the House for action? 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Chairman, it is evidently impossible for gentle- 
men to reach the consideration of business from the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs this morning. I therefore move that the committee rise, 
with a view to resuming the consideration of the tariff bill. 

Mr. BAYNE. And I move to amend that motion, if amendable, by 
reporting the objection to the House, so as to reach the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. SPINOLA. Before that motion is submitted I desire to ask 
unanimous consent to make a statement not exceeding one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman from New 


York making a brief statement? 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. SPINOLA. I would ask, Mr. Chairman, before the committee | 80 (no further count being demanded) the motion of Mr. MILLS was 
i agreed to. 


Mr. BURROWS. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is on the floor by 
unanimous consent. A 

Mr. BURROWS. I understood the Chair to ask if there was objec- 
tion. Objection to what? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asked unani- 
mous consent to occupy the floor for a minute. 

Mr. MILLS. My motion is pending, I believe, 

The CHAIRMAN. The pending motion is that the committee rise. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HOLMAN. ‘The Chair had recognized the gentleman from New 
York; unanimous consent had been given him, and it was so announced 
by the Chair, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has half a minute in which he 
proposes to make a statement by consent. 

Mr. SPINOLA. I understood the Chair to rule 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe the motion to rise is not debatable. 

Mr. REED. But the gentleman from New York asked unanimous 
consent to make a brief statement. * 

Mr. SPINOLA. I have but a word. 

I understood, sir, that the measures reported to this House by the 
Committee on Military Affairs would be taken up this morning. I 
hold in my hand a resolution reported unanimously by that committee, 
asking for a small appropriation to pay some legitimate expenses to be 
incurred by the reunion of the two armies who fought the great battle 
of Gettysburgh. It comes to our committee and this House recom- 
mended by every soldier who fought in that great battle belonging to 
the Union arms. They have extended a cordial invitation tothose who 
fought against them on the other side to meet there on the Fourth of 
July to indicate the positions occupied on those three terrible days by 
the Confederate forces. Both armies will come there together, and our 
side has already, asis well known to every member of the House, clearly 
defined the positions occupied by them during those three days. I 
would therefore ask unanimous consent 

Mr. McMILLIN. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks this is not in order pending the 
motion that the committee rise. 

Mr. LANHAM, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LANHAM. Suppose the committee will rise now, not having 
entered upon the consideration of the Florida bill, would that bill lose 
its place on the Calendar? . 

Mr. BURROWS. But its consideration has been entered upon. It 
has been called up. 

The CHAIRMAN. It was the unfinished business before the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LANHAM. But its consideration has not been entered upon. 

Mr. BURROWS. It has been called up. 

Mr. LANHAM. I assume that it would be the unfinished business 
hereafter when the committee in resumes its session. 

Mr. BURROWS. I think that would bea question to be determined 
by the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not determine that matter now. 
It would be for the House to determine. 

The motion of Mr. MILLS was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Cox reported that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 3255, had come to no resolution thereon, 
objection having been made to its consideration. 


TARIFF. 


Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union to further consider the 
tariff bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore decided that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. STEELE, I demand a division; but pending that I desire to 
know if this bill goes over—this bill for the relief of the State of Flor- 
ida—if the Committee on Claims has the morning hour when we next 
reach the consideration of business in that hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks it would. 

Mr. STEELE. I would like to kıfow if the Military Committee 
would follow that committee. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state for the informa- 
tion of the House that when the Committee on Military Affairs was 
reached an agreement was entered into that it should be passed over 
informally, its call not being lost, and that being the case the Commit- 
tee on Claims was called and this bill was reached as the unfinished 
business from that committee. 

Mr. STEELE. With that understanding on the part of the Chair I 
withdraw the demand for a division. 


The House accordingly resolved itself into, Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, Mr. SPRINGER in the chairs 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of a bill the title of which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9051) to reduce taxation and simplify the lawsin relation to the 
collection of the revenue. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose yesterday lines 22 to 
25 of this bill were under consideration, and the question before the 
committee was on the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] to the amendment submitted by the 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. Debate upon the amendment 
to the amendment was exhausted, but unanimous consent had been 
given for the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] to continue his 
remarks upon this amendment for ten minutes. 

p: DINGLEY withholds his remarks for revision. See APPEN- 

DIX. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECK- 
8 to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DING- 
LEY]. : 

The amendment of Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, was read. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I would like to say a few words on this 
proposition, 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I move to strike out the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is already pending an amendment in the 
second degree. If there is no objection, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BUTTERWORTH ] can proceed. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky, I hope consent may be given 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH] may occupy five 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the difference between the 
proposition submitted by my friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and 
the first proposition embraced in the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky is this: It is proposed in the pending bill to admit into the 
markets of the United States all classes of lumber free of duty, In 
response to that the gentleman from Maine suggests that as an equiva- 
lent certain rights which we have claimed and which have been con- 
ceded to us practically for more than half a century should be guar- 
antied to us by Canada; that is. that there should be this reciprocal 
recognition and guaranty for the granting and yielding of the privileges 
proposed by the Mills bill in reference to lumber, The proposition of 
my friend from Kentucky is, that in consideration of a bare recognition 
by Canada of a right which we not only çlaim but have substantially 
enjoyed for more than halfa century with hardly a protest from Can- 
ada or the English Government, we shall open our markets to the prod- 
uce of their seas and lakes and rivers with the few exceptions men- 
tioned. In other words, the effect of the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kentucky is to compel us to acknowledge practically the right 
of the Canadians, under the treaty of 1818, to exclude our fishing ves- 
sels from their ports; we are to concede that they have been right in 
this controversy and we have been wrong; and in consideration of our 
abandoning our position and recognizing the soundness of theirs, we 
are, in addition to our humiliation, to accord to them certain rights 
and privileges, to wit, the admission into’ the United States of the 
product of their fisheries free of duty. : 

Now, I favor the proposition of the gentleman from Maine, because if 
we concede to the Canadians these privileges we have a right to exact 
of them at least that they shall acknowledge rights which we demand 
as a fair equivalent. I oppose the proposition as submitted by my 
friend from Kentucky because it does what I have already suggested 
makes a tacit or implied admission that we have been wrong all these 
years, and places us in the position of tendering Canada a considera- 
vor E recognizing that which we have asserted all along to be our 
right. 

As to the other proposition submitted by the honorable gentleman 
from Kentucky, which looks in the direction of reciprocal trade with 
our neighbors on the north, my attitude is well known to this House, 
for in that regard I have done nothing and said nothing in a corner. 
His proposition, however, has not been well considered, nor is it in any 
wise guarded; nor would it even tend to the consummation of that 
which many of us desire in the matter of extending our commercial re- 
lations with our neighbors upon the north. There is no provision here 
which would protect us against the importation into the United States 
of goods manufactured outside of Canada and in Europe and which 
might seek admission into our ports. It is true, the letter of the prop- 
osition provides that it shall apply only to articles manufactured or 
produced in Canada; but there is no provision in the amendment look- 
ing to the enforcement of the letter or spirit of the proposition. More 


than that, there is no provision with reference to our internal-revenue 
system; none whatever. It will be observed that under our internal- 
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revenue law high taxes are imposed upon spirits. Not so in Canada. 
The result would be the shipment of the products of the stills and vine- 
yards of Canada into the markets of the United States and then sale in 
the markets at less than the tax our producers pay. 

The proposition is not well advised or well considered, and hence I 
am constrained toopposeit; and in all this, I submit to my friend from 
Kentucky, I am perfectly consistent. I would make the tariff system 
continental, and place at the feet of my countrymen wealth enongh to 
enrich a thousand million of people. But it can not be done in this 
way. This measure, it seems to me, has not had that considerate 
thought and attention which my friend from Kentucky usually be- 
stows upon propositions which he submits to this House. 

Now to recapitulate, for I have not time in five minutes to discuss 
the whole aspect of the question presented by the second clause of the 
proposition before the House. My friend from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] 
proposes simply to say to the Canadians, ‘‘If you want to bring into 
the United States your lumber free of duty, you shall at least bestow 
upon the fishermen of this country the right to go into your harbors, 
the right they have hitherto enjoyed, at least in practical experience, 
for more than half a century.” In addition to that, he says, We 

` will not concede that we have been wrong in insisting upon this right, 
and pay you for the privilege of enjoying that which is already our 
own, though you interfere temporarily with its enjoyment by our fish- 
ermen, 

As to the other branch of the proposition of the gentleman from 
Kentucky, it is only necessary that attention should be called to it to 
see that it needs enlarging, changing, modifying, before it eould properly 
meet with the acceptance of any one here, however thoroughly devoted 
to the policy of the widest and fullest commercial relations between 
ourselves and our neighbors on the north. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I wish to make a formal motion and 
to ask recognition on this question. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is nowan amendment in the second de- 
gree, and noothęr can be entertained until the amendment to the amend- 
ment is dis of. After that the Chair will recognize the gentleman. 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will proceed. 

Mr. PARKER. I wish to know whether it is in order to ask a vote 
upon the last portion of this proposition separately. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is; the amendment can be divided. 

Mr. PARKER, Then I propose to ask for a division of this ques- 
tion, and I wish to submit to this House whether it desires to vote, 
after half an hour’s discussion, upon a proposition which seems to be 
the most outrageous that has been presented during the last four Con- 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. PARKER] 
having called for a division, the first question will be on the first branch 
of the, proviso; afterward on the second part. 

Mr. PARKER. Lask unanimous consent that debate upon this ques- 
tion be allowed to run on without objection for the present. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Parker], if he desires to speak, be allowed to 
do so. 

Mr. PARKER. Let the debate run on for, say, one hour. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I trust my friend from Kentucky will al- 
dow my friend from Illinois and some other gentlemen to submit ob- 
servations on this question. ; 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, ‘of Kentucky. So far as I can, I am willing 
that this five-minute debate proceed for a time without objection; but 
I would not like to commit myself to its continnance for any specific 
time. 

Mr. REED. This is a serious question, which ought to be fully de- 
bated. I suggest to the gentleman from Kentucky that he can permit 
the debate to proceed by withdrawing his amendment and allowing it 
to be renewed afterward by some other member seeking the floor. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I have no objection to that. 
If it be understood that my amendment shall be renewed, I withdraw 


it. . 

Mr. REED. The amendment can be renewed from time to time, as 
the time allowed by the rules for debate upon it is exhausted. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection the arrangement sug- 
gested will be carried out; and gentlemen will be permitted for the 
present to speak upon this question without reference to the pendency 
of the amendment. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, here are two propositions, two amend- 
ments offered, both relating to the commercial privileges of our vessels 
in Canadian ports, and we have to consider them ther; but how 
different! The gentleman from Maine [Mr.DINGLEY ], like a careful 
statesman, proposes that inasmuch as the Democratic majority of this 
House has voted to take the duty off of the principal Canadian products 
coming to this country, by which they will receive a great boon, we 
now simply add this condition to that boon that they shall not enjoy 
all these great advantages if they continue to abuse our vessels and fish- 
ermen, refuse them the commercial privileges of coming into port and 
buying . granted by us to them and by all civilized 
nations except them. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BREcKIN- 


RIDGE] humbly proposes that after we give Canadians the advantage of 
all these articles, like lumber, which they sell, being admitted without 
paying duty, after giving this gratuitously, we shall propose to them 
that whenever they will grant to us the commercial privileges we 
claim and all Christendom recognizes, then their fish also shall come 
in without paying duty. Such humiliation of our nation and admis- 
sion of the wrong on our part is new to our ears. 

The proposition of the gentleman from Maine to make sensible use 
of the enormous concessions by the United States to Canadian interests 
already voted by this House, amounting toa trade of many millions of 
dollars, in order to get something in return, is a business method and 
procedure so common in conducting international affairs, requiring 
some concession in return for every valuable advantage granted, that 
all he has said, and ably said, in the way of argument in support of it 
has only shown its self-evident merit, has only illustrated, not proven, 
the manifest good sense and wisdom of the proposition. I have before 
me the statement of a leading Tory paper of Canada, rejoicing over the 
hope of the passage of this Mills tariff bill, which estimates the advan- 
tages to the trade of Canada that will accrue from it at over $9,000,- 
000. This is urged by the Tory newspaper, inspired by English inter- 
ests, and opposing the movement in Canada now going on friendly to 
enlarging commerce with us by taking away all barriers on their side 
as well. Wait, he says, and the Mills bill will do the work for us, 
and we will get every advantage without granting anything to the 
Americans.” 

Mr. Chairman, the privileges demanded in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Maine are our rights now, and for many years they 
have been solemnly asserted and vindicated by our Government—al- 
ways till these last few months, when we have fallen upon different 
men and different times. Why, even during the present Administra- 
tion those rights were at first maintained with vigor. None of our 
statesmen have stated and urged them with more logical clearness than 
Minister Phelps at London, who never was refuted, ner with braver 
spirit than the stout-hearted Secretary Manning; and who of us did 
not feel some humiliation when the gentleman from Kentucky (and 
Kentuckians are generally high-spirited men) proposed that we should 
offer to give the Canadians our much-coveted market for their fish free 
of duty whenever they would grant commercial privileges. Grant“ is 
the word he uses. Sir, they are our rights, and are not to be granted 
under such humble purchase. 

Canada should recognize and admit these long-vindicated rights, 
which all other civilized nations recognize. Not à diplomatist among 
those who have contended over this question for over fifty years, not 
an English or Canadian statesman has ever claimed more in exchange 
far all they have to give than the gentleman from Kentucky now 
wishes to throw into their laps, But we have never yet admitted, and 
I trast this House will not lower the country by admitting, that the 
position we have maintained for so many years was all wrong and un- 
tenable; that we had no rights and should buy the grant of this privi- 
lege of decent treatment by giving them the fish duty. 

Shall we abandon all that was said in the earlier dispatches of Secre- 
tary Bayard and the dispatches of Mr. Phelps in defense of the right 
of our vessels to humane treatment? Iam sorry to know that the words 
of that Department have been followed since by acts that have lost 
much of our vantage ground, and after the unfortunate treaty was ne- 
gotiated lately with Mr. Chamberlain and Sir Charles Tupper the 
President indorsed it in a message, and thus placed us officially in the. 
world’s public opinion as a government in very bad position for any, 
negotiation hereafter, though this treaty may soon be rejected. All 
this I knew, but it should not have been crowned by this complete 
humiliation and purchase proposed by the gentleman from Kentucky. 

He has attached to his amendment a proviso proposing in a few and, 
I think, hasty words complete reciprocity with Canada. I am in favor 
of unrestricted trade with Canada, and, still more, of commercial 
union; and with a hope of such a solution of all our troubles on the 
north, I have thought we should not at this time touch the tariff on 
lumber and the other products of Canada, but keep those duties up 
while they are a motive for an active movement toward us from the 
side of Canada. Besides, this is not proposed seriously by the gentle- 
man, but his whole amendment is contrived as a parliamentary device 
to load down the proposition of the gentleman from Maine. 

When so comprehensive and important a measure as one providing 
for unrestricted reciprocity, to go into immediate effect, is proposed, it 
should be carefully framed and in the form in which we expect it will 
be accepted and actually put into operation, for before long they will 
be ready to accept it. Recently it was proposed and elaborately dis- 
cussed in the Canadian Parliament. That debate, running through 
weeks, was of marked ability and thoroughness, and at the end, de- 
spite the whole power and patronage of the government pressing against 
it, the measure received 66 votes in that parliament. I observed, too, 
that the members voting for it represented the districts of greatest 
wealth and activity in the Dominion. They were in favor of unre- 
stricted reciprocity with the United States. It is therefore our duty 
to treat this vast question as a practical one—not a thing to play with 
as party fencing over amendments to a partisan tariff bill. We will, I 
hope, before long, take it up and frame such a measure as the Cang- 
dians will accept and act upon; and the importance of such legislation 
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ean hardly be exaggerated. I believe the best method would be to 
form a commercial union and extend our revenue system all round the 
north to the Sea 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move that the gentleman’s 
time be extended for another five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and it is so or- 
dered. 

Mr. HITT. I thank the gentleman and the House. 

Such a measure should not be put in a crude, careless form, as it is 
now before us, where no mention is found, or provision made, for the 
different internal-revenue systems of the two countries, which would 
bring on infinite fraud and confasion if the tarifis of the two countries 
were removed and the internal taxes on spirits and tobacco left differ- 

‘ent, A careful measure of this kind was introduced by my friend from 
Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH]. Better still would it be to assimilate the 
tariff and internal taxes of the two countries—make them alike, the 


` . same in rate, and divide the proceeds equitably. This would at once 


give us the full benefit of Canadian trade, which our manufacturers 
have been excluded from. Nor is the problem of assimilating the tarifi 
so very difficult. Itis said that their tariff ig far below ours. Gen- 
tlemen are fond of saying in this debate that our average tariff rate is 
above 47 per cent. That depends on the classes of articles of which 
the trade is composed. The tariff levied last year by the United States 
on articles coming from Canada was far lower than that. Let me give 
yor some new figures. By a careful and laborious computation made 

y the Bureau of Statistics at my suggestion, a comparison has been 
made of the tariff rate of the United States and the tariff levied by 
Canada upon every article imported from the United States into Can- 
ada last year. Iwill not give you the long details, but the final result, 
.to show how near the tariff systems of the two countries are. On 
$30,578,332 of dutiable goods the Canadian Government levied $7, 265, - 
per cent., while the duty on the same articles under 
United States law would have been $8,099,686.92, or 26.49 per cent. 
The difference between the two systems is the difference between 23.76 
and 26.49, or 2.73 per cent.—not quite 2} per cent. So slight is the 
difference to be reconciled in the problem of reconciling the tariffs of 
Canada and the United States and making one common tariff for both. 
It should be considered in connection with the internal-revenue sys- 
tems of the two countries, which ought also to be made alike if we 
‘have commercial union, or excepted altogether as to the articles sub- 
jected to internal taxes if we have unrestricted reciprocity. In a com- 
mercial union we will have to provide an equitable method of divid- 


^ ing the proceeds of the common tariff. 


Now, I would be glad to vote for such a proposition properly and 
carefully framed—either unrestricted reciprocity or commercial union; 
but I can not approve this nor any other when you couple with it this 
proposition to abandon our position so long maintained as to the com- 
mercial privileges of our vessels, and propose to buy for a great price 
what is by right ours now. It is discreditable to us; it is but a step 
from what would be national dishonor. That part of his amendment 
condemns It hopelessly, and I shall vote against it all, as we will vote 


on it altogether. 


It was bad enough to see the principle we had so long contended for 


in our disputes with England frittered away in the Chamberlain treaty, 


by concession after concession, all on our side and all along the line; 


but to have the House of Representatives, who should stand for the 
people themselves, turn back from the stout words of other days, give 


up the whole vantage-ground of our position, all the rights we have 
elaimed, and come in praying to be allowed to purchase from the Cana- 
dians, with the fish trade, the favor tő our vessels of such humane treat- 
ment, such commercial privileges as civilized nations ordinarily extend 
every one, is more than I ever looked for to hear in the Congress of the 
United States, more than the Canadians ever asked and expected, more 
than Mr. Chamberlain or Sir Charles Tupper ever thought possible or 
dared hope for. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Chairman, the Forty-ninth Congress, in both 
branches, with hardly a dissenting voice, took the ground that the true 


policy of the United States, after the outrages committed by Canada 


upon our fishermen, was the policy of vigor and courage, a policy of re- 
taliation. That attitude was assumed by the Congress as I believe 
Congress should always act in regard to foreign matters, without dis- 
tinction of party. They took in that connection a decided stand. How 
far, sir, have we drifted from that position since that time? The atti- 
tude then taken by Congress, expressive as they believed of the pop- 
ular will, has been completely abandoned and disregarded by the pres- 


ent Administration in control of the Government. 


This Administration has passed by the legislation of Congress asif it 
was of but little importance, and they have entered into a treaty that 


gives to us as a boon the rights of humanity which the semi-civilized 
aud barbarous people of the world would not think of refusing and 


would scorn to make a matter of barter and sale. That is what is 
conceded to us as a gracious boon by the emissaries and commissioners 
of England and Canada. 

In that treaty we surrender the claim which we have made from the 
very outset, that we are entitled as of right, under the doctrine of in- 
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ternational reciprocity and under the proclamations of 1830, to the ordi- 
nary commercial privileges, and that they have no business to draw any 
distinction between our fishing vessels and our other vessels in Canadian 
waters. That is conceded by this treaty when we undertake to get these 
commercial privileges by altering our domestic laws in deference to 
Canadian wishes. 

Mr. Chairman, there never has been such an attitude taken by any 
American administration in the history of this country. Noadminis- 
tration hitherto has sought to alter our domestic laws in deference to 
the harassments and bullyings of a British province. But this is not 
all that is given up by us in that treaty. 

For instance, under the delimitation clause we have conceded thou- 
sands of square miles of fishing water of which we have had the free 
use before, and we have admitted, in a large measure, the headland 
theory, which we have always held to be preposterous, and, as 1 think, 
have rightly so held. 

But we have gone even further than that. There is a clause herein 
the treaty by which the United States agree to have the numbers of 
the fishing vessels placed upon the bows of each of such vessels, and 
regulations are to be made by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the 
regulations so made by the American Secretary of the Treasury are to 
be submitted to Her Majesty’sGovernment. That clause is not recip- 
rocal by any means. It stands alone in the treaty. Pending the de- 
lay of this treaty we are offered that precious modus vivendi, by which 
an American fisherman is to be allowed to go into the Canadian port 
and buy for money the right to touch and trade, a right which we con- 
cede to Canada and to all the world—the ordinary commercial adyan- 
tages which we refuse to no one—and our fishermen to-day are obliged 
to buy these rights. In the Senate of the United States, which stood 
up in a solid phalanx only a year ago against such a position as that, 
the Democratic party, under the pressure of post-offices and patronage, 
has been whipped into line until they have accepted this treaty as a 

tty measure, and now the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky 
tr, BRECKINRIDGE] comes into this House and offers an amend- 
ment to this bill which places the Democratic party in the House also 
squarely on the ground of that treaty. 

It is no time, sir, in my judgment, to talk of reciprocity until these 
questions involved in our present relations with Canada are settled in 
accordance with the dictates of national honor. 

And now, sir, I wish to say one further word in regard to some of 
the defenses which have been made of this treaty policy. It is said 
I have read it in the organs of the Administration—that the American 
fishermen or the crews of our fishing vessels are aliens. Why, sir, the 
statistics of the State of Massachusetts of 1886, compiled by Colonel 
Wright, show that 60 per cent. of these men are native born—not simply 
American citizens, but native-born citizens; and Mr. Manning, the late 
Secretary of the Treasury, in his report, said that 75 per cent. of them 
were American citizens. Ina wandering and varying occupation, such 
as the occupation of fishing and following the sea generally, this is an 
exceedingly large percentage of American citizens. But if the crews 
were aliens, they are American ships, owned by Americans, navigated 
by Americans, and they fly the American flag; and our contention 
Mr. Chairman, that every man whom that flag covers in the Uni 
States or elsewhere is bound to be protected, whether it be on the deck 
of a fishing vessel or anywhere else. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. BAYNE, Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will be allowed 
five minutes additional time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LODGE. It is also said, Mr. Chairman, that they are few in 


number. Compared to the great body of this great nation they are few 
in number. There are, I think, thirty-one thousand of them in New 
England 


Mr. DINGLEY. Thirty-seven thousand. 

Mr. LODGE. There are thirty-seven thousand of them in New 
England. That number represents some one hundred and seventy 
thousand people who are directly dependent on this industry for their 
support. But, Mr. Chairman, whether they are few or many, it does 
not touch in the least the duty of the United States to defend them, 
and I think the sneers which have been cast upon them by certain of 
the Administration newspapers come with a very ill grace. The fisher- 
men of New England, the fishermen of my own State of Massachusetts, 
are the men who have been associated with the defense of the country 
from the days of the Revolution. It was the fishermen of Marblehead 
that ferried Washington across the Delaware to the battle of Trenton. 
They manned our ships and they enlisted in our regiments in the war 
of the rebellion. They were with Farragut and Porter. Theg shed 
their blood on every deck and on every battle-field of the Republic, 
They are a bold, hardy, resolute set of men. Our fisheries are the nurs- 
eries of seamen, to which you must turn if you are ever involved in 
war with a foreign country. I lay aside now the economic question 
of a tariff duty. It has always been the policy of a great nation to 
encourage and defend and protect and build up its fishing industries, 
because out of the fishing industry come the men to man its ships of 
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war, and I think’ the question involved in this proposition is some- 
thing far more important than the mere economic question. Itis a 
question of national honor and of national dignity, which has been but 
little understood by the people of this country, and I trust that the 
discussion which is going on upon this treaty in the Senate and which 
is going on in this House will be carried outside and onto every plat- 
form in the country. I believe that it is the feeling of the American 

ple that they want to protect American citizens in their rights, 
whether they live North, South, East, or West. Whether few in num- 
ber or many; whether native-born or adopted citizens, it is the wish 
of the people of this country that all shall be protected; and although 
this treaty has been made in response to outrages heaped upon the Amer- 
ican fishermen, it contains not one line of apology, not one word of 
reparation. * 

To-day you have all seen in the newspapers the case of a vessel which 
is not a fishing vessel, the Bridgewater, which was taken into a Nova 
Scotia port in distress, and the owners of which have been harassed and 
insulted by the Canadian Government. Why should not the Canadi- 
aus treat us as they do? Why should they have any opinion of a country 
which so palters with the rights of its citizens as this treaty does? 
We go to them wich bated breath and whispering humbleness and 
in a bondsman’s key we say, Fair sirs, you spit on us on Wednesday 
Jast; you spurned ns such a day; another day you called us dog, and 
for these many courtesies we will give you free lumber and free fish. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. NUTTING, Mr. Chairman, the question that is now under dis- 
cussion is not a new one. Once or twice before in our history the same 
question practically has been up; but I think that never before has the 
House of Representatives or the National Legislature attempted to enact 
into law a proposition as broad as that which is contained in the last 
part of the resolution offered yesterday by the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BrecKINRIDGE]. 

The part of the resolution referred to is as follows: 

And provided er, That whenever the Dominion of Canada admits prod- 
ucts, wares, and merchandise grown, produced, or manufactured in the United 
States free of duty, then the products, wares, and merchandise grown, produced, 
or manufactured in said Dominion of Canada shall be admitted free of duty. 

It has been charged repeatedly by Republicans during the discussion 
of the tariff bill in the House that the real meaning and intent of the 
movement made under the guise of the Mills bill was free trade. Here 
and there that has been denied in a weak way, andI am glad, for one, 
that the part of this resolution quoted has been introduced by the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, if for no other reason than to show that the 
charge that the Democratic party now, backed up by the Administra- 
tion, is really in favor of free trade. No other construction can be put 
upon the latter part of this resolution than that it means free trade, 
unrestricted, with Canada—4,000 miles of American territory opened 
with four lines of a resolution to free trade with the subjects of Eng- 
land. That is what it means. 

In 1854 the United States entered into a treaty called the reci- 
procity treaty,” in which a few articles were made the subject of 
reciprocal free trade between Canada and the United States. For 
ten years and more that law was in operation between the two coun- 
tries, and what was the result? The result was that the American 
Congress, with hardly a dissenting voice, directed the abrogation of 
that treaty simply because it was found that the Canadians were not 
fair in the administration of it. It was in operation, too, ata time 
which was most favorable for the success of such a scheme if it were 
desirable as an economic measure, because during almost five years of 
the time we were engaged in war. Nevertheless, sir, it was found that 
it was not a success as an economie proposition, and the United States 
abrogated that treaty. And, Mr. Chairman, we did not receive any 
favors or friendships from Canada in return for extending to them in 
this treaty access to our markets. They were unfriendly to us during 
the whole period of the late civil war. If any scheme was to be con- 
cocted for the assistance of the Confederacy it was concocted nine times 
out of ten upon Canadian soil, and they even went so far as to organ- 
ize and carry out raids from Canada across the border into the United 
States. Our vessels. on the Great Lakes were seized. Those raids, or- 
ganized by the agents of the Confederacy, came from Canadian soil, 
and yet, sir, we had opened to them by this treaty our territory and 
our markets when we had from thirty-one to forty millions of people. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this House, you will find that when 
you establish free trade with Canada you are not establishing it with 
the Government of Canada alone. You will find that Canada is merely 
the paw of the lion, The lion lies back of it—the British lion at that. 
And when you propose by six lines of a resolution to throw wide open 
the doors along 4,000 miles of our frontier, so that the British Govern- 
ee id its Canadian subjects, aud by others coming into Canada, 
can Walk into your territory and get the benefit of our markets, you 
do an act which is subversive of the very principles upon which our 
Government is founded. Our Government was founded upon the prin- 
ciple of protection to our products and our labor through a tariff placed 
upon foreign products coming here for a market, and there has been 
no time within the last one hundred years and more when we have not 
had a protective tariff. England has always fought against our policy 
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in that and England now in such resolutions as this is i 
against this national policy. fiting 

Mr. Chairman, in 1871 we made another treaty with Caneda. That 
treaty provided that she should have the privilege of navigaung our 
waters, our inland lakes andourcanals, free. Even thegreat Erie Canal, 
running through the State of New York, Canada, under this treaty, navi- 
gates free of toll. In the same treaty, article 27, it was provided that we 
might navigate the Canadian waters, the Welland Lachine Canals 
and the St. Lawrence, from the forty-fifth degree down. What has 
been the result? Has that treaty been carried outin good faith? Not 
at all. While Canada has navigated our waters freely and without 
charge, let, or hinderance, if an American yessel, loaded with Ameri- 
can ucts from the great West, seeks to-day to pass through the 
Welland Canal into Lake Ontario, aud so on down the St. Lawrence, 
and to an American port, she is charged tolls upon the amount of freight 
which she carries, upon her tonnage. This isa plain discrimination 
against our commerce. This is a plain violation of a solemn under- 
standing. It discriminates against our ports of entry, and discrimina- 
tion against our ports of entry is a discrimination against our Govern- 
ment, and discrimination against our Government is a discrimination 
against every American citizen. 

[Here the hammer fell. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask that the time of my colleague [Mr. NUT- 
TING] be extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. NUTTING. ‘When one of our vessels, loaded with the produce 
of the West, attempts to pass through the Welland Canal into Lake On- 
tario, with its 7,000 square miles of navigable water, or to go down the 
St. Lawrence, she is charged toll upon every bushel of grain or every 
foot of lumber that constitutes her cargo, provided she is bound for an 
American port. If that véssel is to unload at a Canadian port down 
the St. Lawrence, those tolls, when she gets to such port, are paid back; 
but the tolls collected from an American vessel are never paid back. 
This twenty-seventh article, which declares in so many words that the 
American people shall be treated in the same manner as the Canadians 
in the navigation of this canal, is, for the purpose of committing this 
act of injustice, construed by the Canadians in this way: They say that 
in making this discrimination against a vessel which unloads at an 
American port they are not making a discrimination against American 
citizens, but against the American port. No man with the honesty 
which should belong to any one livingin a civilized community would 
put such a construction as that upon a treaty, even for the purpose of 
gaining a suit in a court of iustice. Yet they do it. 

What further? In this twenty-seventh article—and I hope gentle- 
men of the House will read it—we are given the privilege of navigat- 
ing the waters of the Welland Canal free and on the same terms as the 
Canadians. This canal is entirely in Canadian territory. In 18852 one 
of our vessels, carrying the American flag, with American sailors on 
board, loaded with American produce, being carried to an American 
market, was sunk in the waters of the Welland Canal. The vessel 
was in danger, the eargo was in danger, and even the sailors were in 
danger. A telegram was sent to the Canadian anthorities asking that 
an American tug be allowed to come from Buffalo, 22 miles distant, to 
assist this distressed vessel, her cargo and crew. The permission asked 
by telegraph of the Canadian authorities for this purpose was refused. 
They said it must be a Canadian tug and Canadian wrecking appli- 
ances that should go there to take care of that property. They said 
it was in Canadian waters. Then it was that this vessel in distress 
was obliged to wait until Canadian wrecking appliances could come 
from a distance of more than 200 miles. 

By the time the Canadian float could get there the vessel and cargo 
were greatly damaged. This is only one of many instances which 
might be cited where the Canadian Government has violated not only 
the spirit of this treaty, but the rights which ought to be and usually 
are granted by civilized nations without treaty. 

My friend from Iowa who sits near me [Mr. GEAR] asks me whether 
a claim for salvage was made. It seems to me, sir, that the injustice 
of the act itself is enough, without stating the fact, if it were true, that 
the Canadian tug asked salvage. Thisis the kind of treatment we have 
had from Canada. Yet the gentleman from Kentucky to-dgy, by this 
resolution, seeks to allow our farmers, our laborers, our manufacturing 
establishments in the United States to come into competition with the 
products of Canada from across the border. Remember, Mr. Chairman, 
what yon give to Canada you give to England. I will never give my 
vote to such a measure as this; nor will the American people hold any 
man in Congress blameless who may give his vote for it under existing 
circumstances. [Applause. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Mr. Chairman, before entering upon this ques- 
tion I would like to ask, so that some of the gentleman's colleagues 
may answer it hereafter, what the Republican administration then in 
existence did to rectify the injustice which, in the instance he has 
stated, was perpetrated upon an American vessel in Canadian waters. 

Mr. NUTTING. I will answer the gentleman. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Take your own time hereafter and answer the 
question. [Derisive cries on the Republican side.] If I can have my 
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time extended I am willing the gentleman should answer it now. G0 


ons 

Mr. NUTTING. Mr. Evarts, who was at that time Secretary of 
State, sent letter after letter 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Letters! 

Mr. NUTTING. He sent letter aſter letter—he did not go himself; 
he did what any Secretary of State would do- he sent letter after Jet- 
ter to the authorities of Canada asking the privilege that when our ves- 
sels and our sailors were in distress we might go to their assistance. 

Mr. GROUT. In what year was that? 

Mr. NUTTING. It was when Mr. Evarts was Secretary of State. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. As I understand, then, the Secretary of State 

for the permission or the privilege on the part of our citizens—— 
. NUTTING. He demanded it. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. To exercise the same equal rights in regard to 
which your side has been abusing this Administration, which has been 
pursuing just as vigorous, just as straightforward, just as effective 
measures to secure the rights of American citizens as did your Secre- 
tary of State. 

Mr. REED. Your Administration has made a full surrender. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to bring this de- 
bate back to the point from which it stckrted. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. The gentleman will allow 
me a moment. Mr. Chairman, four or five gentlemen on the other 
side have spoken on this question and nobody has interrupted; but 
now when the first gentleman on our side speaks he is met with a se- 
ries of interruptions—— 

Several MEMBERS (on the Republican side). 
to a question. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. I asked that it be answered in your time. 

Mr. NUTTING. But you asked the question in your time. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. A habit has grown up on that side of half a 
— gentlemen interrupting any member on this side who begins to 


Mr. BOUTELLE. The trouble is that the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. By sist ety asks questions which he does not want to have an- 
swered. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Isaid that you could answer in your own time. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. This is simply another evi- 
dence of what I am calling attention to. Four or five gentlemen on 
the other side by the courtesy of the House have had extensions of 
their time—the gentleman from Maine had thirty minutes—and there 
has been no interruption at all; but as soon as a gentleman on our 
side takes the floor to make a reply, he is subjected to repeated inter- 
ruptions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am satisfied that no one desires to interrupt 
the gentleman from Ohio, if he will not invite interruptions in avery 

ve manner. 

Mr, BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. That is just ancther demon- 
stration of what I have been saying. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. OUTHWAITE] 
has the floor. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I may be permitted to 
proceed, I want to repeat, so that it may be emphasized, so far as any 
repetition of mine may emphasize it, that gentlemen here have been 
bristling with patriotic ardor as if they wanted somebody in this coun- 
try to take up arms and march against Canada because certain things 
had been done there during this Administration which were no worse 
than those done inthe preceding administrations which were under the 
control of the Republican party. Itis all for effect. It is not because 
they believe any such proceeding should behad. It is not because they 
believe that, in a tariff debate, it is the proper place to bring in a dis- 
cussion of treaties which have been made and are being considered at 
the other end of the Capitol. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to get this debate back to the point at which 
it belongs. I made the point of order, when the gentleman from Maine 
[Mr. DInGLEy] introduced his resolution, that it was not germane to 
this part of the bill. If the point of order was properly overruled, we 
have an illustration in the tendency of this discussion here that there 
ought to be some limit to it. 

We were discussing, not concessions to Canada, not grants to Canada, 
not grants to this country, but we were discussing the question of the 
reduction of taxes to millions of people. [Applause.] 

I would be inclined to vote for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] if such amendment were in my opin- 
ion proper to this section of the bill and provided simply for free fish. 

There is a proviso which is pertinent to the subject, and that is: 
3 g CE 8 ae) — laid SUR the rangle enoe articles, 

n ence imported, 
from said country shali oe 5 to duty Ang god arorided 3 imported 

This relates to lumber. The gentleman from Maine, by his amend- 
ment, brings in the fish-bait question, and then from that we have the 
fishery question. Now, if it be proposed to consider what shall be 
done in regard to the duty on fish, let us take that subject @p sepa- 
rately and ey from this amendment and in its proper place. I will 
vote to put fish on the free-list, so as to give cheaper food to our peo- 
ple. [Applause on the Democratic side. 


He asked an answer 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. REED. I think the gentleman from Ohio is entitled to an ad- 
ditional five minutes. I hope the House will grant it. That was the 
understanding. 

The CHAIKMAN. 
man will proceed. 

Mr. OUTHWAITE. Now, Mr. Chairman, in the course of this dis- 
cussion we find in the first amendment offered to the lines under con- 
sideration a proposition with regard to including the right to buy pro- 
visions, bait, and supplies, theright to transship any portion of the 
cargoes as are granted to similar vessels of the United States in ports of 
other countries. The gentleman from Kentucky in his amendment 
applies it to other countries, and gentlemen upon that seek to spread 
the impression abroad in this country that this side of the House is 
about to grant or concede great privileges to the Dominion of Canada. 
There is no such intention. Thatis not the proposition. The main 
proposition which must be kept clearly before the minds of this House 
is the question as to the duty or no duty on lumber. 

If it were desirable to reply to the attack made upon this Adminis- 
tration as to its want of vigor, its want of stamina, its want of bold- 
ness in standing up for the rights of American citizens, nothing would 
be necessary except to quote from remarks of gentlemen here showing 
that the Department of State and all the officials of the Department of 
State have done their duty fully and clearly in that particular. Let 
us not forget that among the first acts of this Administration was one 
to vindicate the rights of Americans when some slight disturbance oc- 
curred in Central America, It was not twenty-four hours before the 
Navy Department had in progress movements which had the effect to 
settle, and finally did settle, the question favorably to this Government. 

Let us then vote down both of these amendments, as the one has no 
more business here than the other. ; 

The second has been introduced properly for the purpose of putting 
the matter fairly before this committee and the people. If you begin 
to make concessions of one kind or the other, if you begin to deal ona 
purely revenue bill in a bargain and sale with foreign countries, oneis 
as properly there as the other. 

Mr. Chairman, as to this proposition that is presented by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky, I want it distinctly understood that I am not in 
favor of its adoption. I trust chat it will be voted down with unanim- 
ity, and I trust that the other amendment will be voted down with the 
same emphasis. Let us clear this matter entirely out of the way and 
go on and consider the reduction of the taxes that are provided for in 
this bill. If the subject of free fish is to be considered let it be offered 
as an amendment, so that those on both sides who wish may vote in 
favor of getting free fish from all parts of the world. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. COGSWELL. I suppose, Mr. Chairman, that I represent the 
largest fishing district in this country. This discussion comes up by 
no invitation of mine. I think the discussion of this great fisheries 
question is belittled by bringing it into the discussion of a tariff bill. 

It is not an economic question, nor is it a question upon which the 
great parties of this country should divide politically fora moment, 
It is a question simple in its statement, but far reaching in its conse- 
quence; a question of American rights and of Americanhonor. It is 
not a question of a few fishermen on the Eastern shores of New Eng- 
land, but it is a question interesting and involving the rights of every 
American citizen. Itis purely a question whether we shall have our 
rights which we are entitled to as they exist under international com- 
ity, that comity which prevails amongst all of the civilized nations of 
the world; those rights which are ours under mutual and reciprocal 
proclamations between this country and Great Britain—rights which 
are the commonest rights of humanity. This is the question that pre- 
sents itself to us, and I repeat, it is belittling such a question to bring 
it into debate here and now in the manner it is presented, in my judg- 
ment. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, do you know for the last three seasons in Ca- 
nadian waters thes an American fisherman, falling from the icy rig- 
ging to the deck of his schooner, breaking his bones, could not be landed 
on Canadian shores to seek the services of a surgeon without risk of the 
seizure and confiscation of his vessel? Do you know that? Such is 
the fact. Ido not put the statement too strong, for I use almost the 
exact language and the exact illustration that was used by our minister 
to England, Mr. Phelps, in the discussion of this very question; and 
now I find myself contronted with the question, that this great nation 
shall buy from Canada these rights, instead of our demanding them, 
and demanding them, Mr. Chairman, in a spirit worthy of the patriot- 
ism and the courage of the American people. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. LONG. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague be per- 
mitted to proceed for five minutes longer. 

_Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. 


given, 

‘The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the gentleman will be per- 
mitted to proceed. 

Mr. COGSWELL. Mr. Chairman, the question confronts us nowin 
this debate, shall we buy a recognition of our rights, or shall we de- 
mand them? And let mesay to you, when we do demand these rights 


The Chair hears no objection, and the gentle- 


I hope that consent will be 
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in a spirit which means that we intend to back up that demand they 
will be granted, and granted in an hour. [Applause.] If not granted, 
then in a dignified, manly way let us retaliate in kind by withdrawing 
from them the privileges they withhold from us, and reason will mighty 
soon return to them. 

Mr. Chairman, in this connection I am reminded of and desire to read 
a word from Henry Clay. 

He says: ; 

If (here be any description of rights which more than any other should unite 
all parties in all quarters of the Union, it is unquestionably the rights of the 
person. No matter what his vocation, whether he seeks subsistence amid the 
dangers of the sea, or draws them from the bowels of the earth, or from the 
humbiest occupations of mechanic life, wherever the sacred rights of American 
freemen are assailed, all hearts ought to unite and every 5 braced to vin- 
dicate his cause. 

And, sir, I regret from the very bottom of my heart that so soon there 
should rise from the seat which Henry Clay so honored and so filled 
with American patriotism, an oceupant who would sell or barter away 
American rights and American honor fora paltry kettle of fish. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] I welcome the gentleman 
to the record he is making or trying to make for his party. I dare him 
to make it. And I tell him that next November every Northern State 
will be an Oregon for him and his party if in this way they go back 
upon the rights and honor that flag represents, orought to. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] I welcome the gentleman from Kentucky, I 
repeat, to the record he would make. Add, if you will to add it, to 
that which you have already made, and if you do, gentlemen, thatrec- 
ord will stand as too ignorant to govern, too cowardly to protect Amer- 
iean rights and honor, and only successful in its abject toadyism to 
Great Britain. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, the argument 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CoaswELL] ought to be, 
and I apprehend will be, deeply offensive to my friend from Maine, 
Governor DINGLEY, who introduced into this House the discussion of 
this question, which, he avers, has been belittled thereby. It must 
have been also offensive to my friend from Maine to have the gentleman 
denounce with such vigorous rhetoric the attempt to purchase these 
rights of our fishermen, which he declares it is dishonorable to make 
an object of barter and sale, as my friend from Maine introduced that 
question, and as it was he who desired to purchase those rights by of- 
fering his amendment that they should be purchased with lumber, or, 
I confess, I am unable to see the difference so far as the question of 
honor is concerned in offering to buy these rights with free lumber or 
offering to buy them with free fish, or with both. 

But I leave that question to be settled between the distinguished 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DiNGLEY] and the eloquent and some- 
what passionate gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. CogswELL] who 
has just taken his seat. It will be borne in mind, I hope, that the gen- 
tleman who last took his seat [Mr. CoGsWELL] is wholly mistaken, as 
is thescholarly and literary gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
and other gentlemen who have spoken upon that side, as to the point 
that this question is one which gives up any rights to which American 
fishermen are entitled in Canadian waters, or inany way changes our 
attitude so far as the diplomatic relations of the two countries are con- 
cerned. 
1818, which is the treaty under which we are now probably living, or un- 
der the subsequent commercial treaties which have been made between 
us and Great Britain, still remain, after that amendment is adopted, 
precisely as they do now. All that this does is to provide that if Canada 
accords certain rights and privileges, which even if they are technically 
ours, are not ours practically, we will admit from Canada not only 
lumber but free fish. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to go one step further back. So far as 
our side of the House is concerned, we had not touched that question. 
That was a matter which the treaty-making power had under consid- 
eration. A- majority of the Senate is Republican. Twelve Senators 

from New England it in that body. No treaty, therefore, could possi- 
bly be adopted which was not approved by the Republican majority; 
and it was not from this side of the House that the offer came to inter- 
fere in any way with the diplomatic negotiations that were going on be- 
tween the two countries, and which, so far as we were concerned, were in 
the hands of the Senate, which is itself controlled by a Republican ma- 
jority. So that when the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] intro- 
duced his proposition he introduced the subjectinto the House, I will 
not say with the purpose, but with the effect, that if it was adopted it 
would render the schedule which the Committee of the Whole had 
agreed to absolutely nugatory. : 

The real effect of the proposition of the gentleman from Maine was 
that the schedule embracing free lumber should not take effect, because 
it could not take effect until a certain thing was done, which thing 
would not be done without the consentof the Republican Senate to the 
treaty which is now being discussed by that body. Therefore, I say, 
whether the gentleman meant that or not, the effect of his proposition 
was to adopt an indirect mode of defeating the schedule which had been 

to here. The gentleman’s proposition was based upon the idea 

t the economic c: made in the present tariff by that schedule 

- were made for the benefit of Canada—an assumption wholly unfounded 
and absolutely gratuitous. Those changes were made for the benefit of 


Whatever are the rights of our fishermen under the treaty of 


sixty millions of American citizens. In the assorting of taxes, in the 
elimination of articles upon which duties were laid, the Committee of 
the Whole determined that it would reduce the revenue by $1,000,000 
received from duties upon these various articles of lumber, which is 
just — one day’s revenue and less than 14 per cent. of our annual 
surplus, 

To that determination the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dinairey] 
interposes an objection in the form of a proposition, which, if adopted, 
would have the effect to prevent the reduction of the revenue and indefi- 
nitely postpone the operation of the law. So much with respect to the 
introduction of these questions into this House. 

As to all that has been said about the defense of the fishermen and 
their rights, I have no other response to make than the response which 
was made by the distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. REAGAN] 
in the last House, to which all on this side Cordially agreed, that when- 
ever the American Government was driven by the necessity for the pro- 
tection of any of its citizens to take steps more rigorous than diplomatic 
negotiation it should be sustained in that action by the patriotic and 
willing assistance of everybody on this side of the House, and by every 
form of legislative or personal support that the circumstances then 
arising should require. 

[Here the hammer fell.] ° 

Mr. MILLS was recognized and yielded his time to Mr. BRECKIN- 
RIDGE, of Kentucky. 3 3 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. But, Mr. Chairman, none of 
us contemplate—certainly none contemplate without very gréat sor- 
row—the possibility of a war between Great Britain and America. He 
is indeed a man to be pitied who contemplates without sorrow a war 
between these two great English-speaking peoples, and it is to the 
credit of the Republican administrations which preceded the Demo- 
cratic Administration that with all the subjects of irritation which ex- 
isted between these two great English-speaking peoples, modes were 
found for preserving the peace. 

I do not hesitate to express my profound hope that the Democratic 
Administration, with the assistance of all right-minded and patriotic 
Republicans, as well as that of all Democrats, will find an honorable 
solution of all difficulties between this country and Great Britain and 
her colonies, one consistent with peace and with honor; and hescarcely 
deserves the name of demagogue even who, in a discussion inthis House 
or anywhere else, will attempt, for personal or partisan or temporary 
reasons, to inflame the mind of the American people so as to render the 
continuance of peace with honor doubtful or hazardous. I desire to 
say also, although it is not quite relevant to this discussion, that the 
treaty which was made by the present Administration has seemed to 
me to be a fair settlement of the questions involved. 

Personally I do not care very much whether it is adopted or not, be- 
cause I look forward to a day not far remote when the fishery questions 
on the Pacific Slope and the questions growing out of the purchase of 
Alaska and the Bering Sea and the ownership of the Aleutian Islands 
will be of great importance, and I have felt that this treaty, if adopted, 
might possibly affect the questions arising in connection with those sub- 
jects, I have once before said in an official report, in which my colleague 
from Indiana, General BROWNE, united with me against the majority 
of my colleagues and the majority of his colleagues on the Ways and 
Means Committee, that the questions which would soon confront us on 
the Pacific Slope were of such importance that I hesitated to take any 
step that would settle these questions in a way which would not leave 
us entirely free. = 

Therefore, so far as that treaty is concerned, while I approve its spirit 
and think it a fair treaty, I have not taken the same interest in its 
ratification that most persons on my side of the Honse have felt. 

One more observation. As to all this fishery question in Massachu- 
setts and other Eastern States there are some branches of it which have 
been wholly ignored. That great population in the Northwest who 
use salt fish do not, as a rule, use American or Canadian salt fish. They 
use fish that are cured in the countries from which they come. 

Because of this question between us and Canada we are putting a 
duty upon their food which is wholly unnecessary and absolutely with- 
out justification, and one of the reasons why I introduced these amend- 
ments was that we might emphasize in the sight of the American people 
the fact that no question between us and Canada, no question between 
us and Mexico, no question between us and any other foreign govern- 
ment was capable of a fair, free, and separate discussion and settlement 
without those who advocate protection putting in the economic advan- 
tages which some of their constituents get as heavier than the broader 
and weightier reasons which ought to control in the settlement of those 
questions. à 

As to the reciprocity amendment which I have offered, and which I 
do not expect the House to put on to this bill—for I frankly say that 
while I hope these two amendments will be appended to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], I hope that the 
House will then vote the whole amendment down, so as to leave the bill 
exactly as it came from the Committee on Ways and Means; as to reci- 
procit I say tomy friend from Illinois [Mr. HIT] who offered the joint 
resolution which is now before the Committee on Waysand Means, that I 
am perfectly willing to accept an amendment to that amendment, pro- 
viding that those articles upon which there are internal- revenue taxes 
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shall be excludèd trom the operation of thisamendment. Iam willing 
to go farther and accept an amendment that will allow the adjustment 
of exchanges to be made under regulations made by the Treasury De- 
partment. 

As to my friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], whose love for rec- 
iprocity with Canada has proven this morning to be entirely Platonic 
[laughter], poetic, eloquent, and wholly unprofitable, he is always 
advoeating it where it can do no good and opposing it at the only time 
and place where it is possible to do good, and Ido not know that I can 
do better than put into the RECORD the preamble of the bill which he has 
submitted on that subject. 

And, Mr. Chairman, before the gavel drops I ask leave also to put 
into the RECORD some facts taken from a which my literary 
friend {vom Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] has made heretofore and pub- 
lished in the North American Review, a speech which I beg leave to 
say is somewhat more accurate than the one which he did us the honor 
to submit on the floor this morning, and also some other extracts show- 
ing the extent of this fishing industry and the number of aliens who 
are engaged in it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] includes in the esti- 
mate of the extent of the business the men and vessels engaged in all 
the fisheries of every kind in all of the United States. The deep-sea 
fisheries on our Eastern coast are very much smaller. Mr. LODGE, ot 
Massachusetts, in a late number of the North American Review, wrote: 

The New England fisheries, which are chiefly involved in this contest, em- 
ployed, in 1880, 37,043 men, 2,066 vessels, 14,787 boats, and yield an annual prod- 
uct of $14,270,393, i 

And I accept this statement as correct. What proportion of these 
fishermen are either native or naturalized citizens seems to be a matter 
of dispute. I append two extracts from the testimony reported to the 
Senate in the Forty-ninth Con 

And lately the Boston Post nas been attempting to ascertain the exact 
facts, and the discussion may result in the establishment of the facts 
as to this industry. 

I append extracts from that paper. If the statements in these papers 
are at all accurate, it is another demonstration of the mockery of the 
oft-reiterated plea that protection is for the benefit of the American 
workingmen. The people of Gloucester and New England know what 
the facts are, and they will gradually become known to the public. 
These statements also puncture with fatal accuracy the rhetorical dec- 
lamation that these deep-sea fisheries are the nurseries of the American 
Navy—for much more are they the training-school of the Canadian 
marine. 5 

The gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY ] is unwilling to have free 
lumbex granted to our own citizens unless Canada will recognize certain 
claims made by our fishermen. We meet him on his own ground and 
say we will obtain for our citizens a larger boon than free lumber out 
of this bargain; we will, in addition to free lumber, get an article of uni- 
versal and prime necessity, free from taxation, fish, an article of food to 
the poor and the laboring classes. Because of these unsettled questions 
on our northeastern coast all salted foreign fish are subject to duty. 
If Canada recognizes the claims we make, and thereby these questions 
are settled, then all plausible claim for the retention of tax on foreign 
fish passes away, and this duty ought to be removed. And the amend- 
ment offered by me to the proposition of the gentleman [Mr. DINGLEY] 
will, if adopted, secure this result. 


Satst PAUL, Mixx. 


Str: We, the undersigned, importers, dealeis, and consumers of salt fish, re- 

fally request that your honorable committee will take into consideration 

e matter of placing food-fish on the free-list for the following reasons: 

That the salt fish imported from Norway, Holland, Scotland, Newfoundland, 
and Nova Scotia form a very important part of the food of the farming and la- 
boring population of the Northwest, and the duty, which is now from 25 to 40 
pee on of = first cost of the goods, bears especially hard on the class least 
able to pay it. 

These foreign packed fish do not enter into competition with the fish pro- 
duced on the American coast, being of entirely different quality and cure, being 
cured in a manner that is impossible in this country on account of the climate, 
and as it appears to be the desire of the present Government to relieve the peo- 
ple of any unnecessary taxes, we ask that the food of the people may be among 
the items selected to be free of duty. 

GOLDSMITH & CULLEN and 27 others. 

The CHAIRMAN of the Committee of Ways and Means, 

Washington, D. C. 

Petition of 74 citizens of Michigan and Indiana: The undersigned respect- 
fully ask for the removal of the existing duties on salt fish and that they be 
placed on the free-list.” 

Twenty-two merchants of Memphis say: The undersigned, believing that 
the exaction of duties on fish is detrimental to our interests and a hardship to 
the great body of consumers throughout the country, antl that the settlement of 
the fisheries question is, in the words of the President's message, ‘of much im- 
portance,’ respectfully ask for the appointment of commissioners on the part of 

: =e United States to confer with those of Canada, as recommended by the Presi- 
ent. 

Sixty-two citizens of Michigan ‘respectfully but must carnestly petition that 
fresh fish and frozen fish be imported free of all duties. Or should a reciprocity 
treaty be negotiated, fresh and frozen fish be one of the articles included.” 

One hundred and twenty-six citizens of Minnesota and Wisconsin ask for 
the removal of the existing duties on salt fish and that they be placed on the 


ist. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
tea in Con hat whenever it shall be duly certified to the Presi- 


gress z 
dent of the United States that the Government of the Dominion of Canada has 
declared a desire to establish commercial union with the United States, having 


a uniform revenue system, like internal taxes to be collected, and like import 


duties to be im on articles brought into either country from other nations, 
with no duties upon trade between the United States and Canada, he shall 
point three commissioners to meet those who may be likewise designated 
re t the Government of Canada, to prepare a plan for the assimilation of 
the import duties and internal-revenue taxes of the two countries, and an equita- 
ble division of receipts, iu a commercial union; and said commissioners shsll 
report to the President, who shall lay the report before Congress. 


A bill (H. R. 6668) to extend the trade and commerce of the United States and 
fo- provids for full reciprocity between the United States and the Dominion of 


Whereas certain controversics have arisen and are still pending between the 
Government of the United States and the Government of the Dominion of Can- 
ada, respecting commercial intercourse; and c 

Whereas by reason of the contiguity of the two countries and the similarity 
of the interests and occupations of the people thereof, itis desired by the United 
States to remove all existing controversies and all causes of controversy in the 
future, and to promote and encourage business and commercial intercourse be- 
tween the people of both countries, and to promote harmony between the two 
Governments, and to enable the citizens of each to trade with the citizens of the 
other without unnecessary restrictions: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That whenever, and as soon as the Government 
of the Dominion of Canada sball permit all articles of trade and commerce of 
whatever name or nature, whether the product of the soil or of the waters of 
the United States, all manufactured articles, live-stock of all kinds, and its 
products, and all minerals the produce of the mines of the United Sthtes, to en- 
ter the ports of the Dominion of Canada free of duty, then all articles manufact- 
ured in Canada, and all ucts of the soil and waters, and all minerals the 
produce of the mines of Canada, and all other articles of every name and de- 
scription produced in said Dominion of Canada, shall be permitted to enter the 
ports of the United States free of duty: led, however, That the provisions 
of this act shall not apply to any product or article upon which an internal-rey- 
enue tax is imposed by the laws of the United States. 

Src, 2. That when it shall be certified to the President of the United States by 
the Government of the said Dominion of Canada that by the authority of its 
Parliament it has authorized the admission into the ports of said Dominion of 
all articles of trade and commerce the growth, produce, or manufacture of the 
United States, free of duty, the President shall make proclamation thereof, and 
shall likewise proclaim that all articles the wth, produce, or manufact- 
ure of the said Dominion of Canada shall be admitted into all the ports of the 
United States free of duty, and such articles shall be so admitted into the ports 
of the United States free of duty so long as the said Dominion of Canada shall 
admit the products of the United States, as herein provided, into the ports of 
the Dominion free of duty. 

Src. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, with the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States, and in conjunction with pee eae 
officials of the government of the Dominion of Canada, to make rules and regu- 
lations for the parecee of carrying into effect the provisions of this act, and to 
protect the said respective governments against the importation of foreign 
goods or articles through either into the other without payment of duty; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall furnish to the customs 
officers of the United States all such rules and regulations for the purpose of 
guiding them in the discharge of their duties in the premises. 

Sec. 4. That before making the proclamations or either of them authorized 
by this act the President shall be satisfied that all citizens and subjects of the 
United States may have and enjoy the right of commercial intercourse in all 
the ports, harbors, and places in Canada with the citizens and subjects of the 
Dominion, in as full and ample a manner in all respects as may be had or en- 
joyed by the latterin the ports, harbors, and places of the United States, with 
the citizens and subjects thereof. 

MARINE INTELLIGENCE—¥ISH RECEIPTS AND ARRIVALS AT GLOUCESTER. 
GLOUCESTER, Mass., March 12. 

Schooner Uncle Sam arrived to-day from Pubnico, Nova Scotia, bringing 100 
men whogo fishing from this port. Of late it has been hard to secure crews, 
Schooner Herman Babson, New York, from the Georges, to-day brings 500,000 
pounds of codfish. 


MARINE INTELLIGENCE—BRITISH FISHERMEN TO SHIP FROM GLOUCESTER, 
GLOUCESTER, Mass., March 20, 


British schooner On Time arrived to-day from Liverpool, N. S., bringing 60 
men to go fishing. Among them are several skippers who will command ves- 
sels from here. The Sentinel, from Philadelphia, and the Senator Morgan, from 
New York, bave arrived. 


GLOUCESTER FISHERMEN DO NOT LIKE THE IDEA OF BEING SUPPLEMENTED BY 
NOVA SCOTIANS. 
GLOUCESTER, March 22. 


The exposure of the gigantic halibut monopoly has been the common conver- 
sation among the fishermen on the street corners, around the wharves, and on 
board the vessels, wherever one may chance to go. Well,“ said the spokes- 
man of a crowd of men who were on Parkhurst’s wharf, “ the Post and Herald 
deserve credit for the enterprising spirit they have shown in giving the public 
some light on this halibut pc ol and how it has been using the fishermen,” But,“ 
interrupted another, there are other things which want to beshown up which 
are of yast importance to the fishermen. One is the importing of men from the 
Provinces to man the vessels, That is the worst outrage that has been com- 
mitted upon the rights of the American fishermen,” . 

The reporter, out of curiosity, perambulated the wharves to see what knowl- 
edge could be gained, With the aid of two ex-skippers who volunteered their 
services, nearly every wharf was visited, and it was found that the large fleet 
of vessels which have been hauled up all winter were being rapidly fitted out 
for the various fishing grounds, The first part of the season there was some 
difficulty in procuring crews to man the early fleet for Georges and Western 
Bank, Since the Ist of March a large number of men have arrived here to en- 
gage in fishing from this port, principally from Pubnicoand Argyle, N.S. These 
men are expert fishermen and can be hired cheaper than Americans, conse- 
quently their services are eagerly sought, and they are shipped in preference to 
the men who live here and have families to maintain. 

Among the fleet fitting out, wholly commanded and manned by Provincial 
crews,are the schooners William H. Jordon, Fernwood, John W. Bray, Mar- 
guerite, Epes Tan; Mist, Nellie N. Davis, Druid, Margaret Mather, Piymouth 
Rock, Wildfire, and others too numerous to mention, The owners here who 
so strenuously cry for protection by excluding Canadian fish from the markets 
of the United States, throw their arms wide open and hail with great joy the 
advent of those men, whom they want to man their vessels and whom they 
could not get along without. Now,the way those men are shipped and the 
method that the owners are adopting are worthy of note. 

After the season is over a la majority of the vessels are hauled up, with the 
exception of those which go libuting, haddocking, and to Newfoundland. 
The crews in most cases arc Nova tians, and when the season is over they 


4998 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUNE 7, 


return to their provincial homes, taking what money they have earned with 
them and spending it But before leaving they are engaged for the next 
season, and about the first of March they po: in their appearance, the masters 
who live there coming with them. On their arrival here they go on board, 
when the vessel is for a boarding-house, they in most every case buying 
thei? own food. They take out ballast or put it in, as the case may require; 
put in salt; put the vessel on the railway and clean her, and, in fact, every con- 
ceivable thing is done to make her ready for the voyage. 

Now, this is what our men are claiming is an injustice on the part of the own- 
ers; for the men who brave the storms of winter are often turned on shore to 
make room for the imported foreigners. This work once was all done by the 
fishermen and longshoremen who live here and who have families to support, 
receiving a considerable sum during the season. Said a group of excited fisher- 
men and 3 who stood on the Atlantic wharf and saw the British schooner 
On Time haul jn and land sixty men just from Liverpool, N. S., who had been 

the season before to come here, among them being several who were 
go! obey masters: 

This is what the owners call protecting the fishermen, importing foreign la- 
bor. Is not what they have been preaching a farce?" Well.“ said John F. 
Cunen, it is time this was shown up. Our local papers will not say anything 
about it for fear they would insult some selfish owner who is trying to get up 
a fishing trust. The Boston papers should have a true statement of these facts 
and expose this as well as the halibut pool.” What a pity the investigating 
committee of the Senate was not here now,” shouted out another; they could 
see if what was told them two years ago was true—that there were but few Nova 
Scotians going from here.” 

The American fishermen here say they donot blame the men for coming, but 
they blame the owners for importing fo: labor; and it is the general opin- 
ion that if the men are coming here fish uld be admitted free and make it 
cheaper to the consumer, for the price is such that it is almost impossible for a 
poor man to buy it. ermen say they do not make as much as when there 
was free fish. nd there is not so much money among the laboring class as 
there was in former years. 

It is the opinion of all the fishermen and laboring men that they are being 
treated unjustly by the men who shout for protection by excluding Canadian 
fish from the markets of the United States. Two years ago the testimony was 
0 by those same ardent advocates of protection that they wanted nothing 

Canada, and it was detrimental tothe fishermen to gothere. Atthesame 
time they were importing provincial crews at wholesale, and in many cases pay- 
ing their passage here and feeding them on board the vessels for a number of 
days while getting ready for the voyage—something they would not do for the 


men ` 
In looking over the testimony given in this city before the subcommittee of 
the Unifed States Senate, Mr. EDMUNDS, from the Committee on Fofeign Rela- 
tions, submits his report, and in that document will be found (January 19, 1887, 
No. 1683) the evidence of several parties from this city interested in the fishing 
business; and on page 140 is the testimony of Capt. John Chisholm, who says, 
in answer to questions by Senator EDMUNDS, that he had four Nova tians on 
board his vessel, and he had engaged them to come here, sending them money 
to pay their paman: 
this not importing foreign labor? And what other men in various ports of 
the country have been prohibited from doing? Others testified that not more 
than 1 per cent. of the Gloucester fishermen were foreign born and but few were 
vincial. The statement of things to-day isin contradiction to that story, fora 
— 9 of the vessels are manned by Nova Scotians, and a talk with 
them will reveal the fact that they are the most loyal of British citizens, and 
not a trained reserve for the American Navy, whom the United States can 8 82 
on in time of war, as Capt. Fitz J. Babson and other ardent advocates of a Chi- 
nese war policy are endeavoring to make the ple believe. Some of these 
alleged American fishermen jumped to arms when a call was made for men to 
help to put down the Riel insurrection in the Northwest, Our fishermen need 
tection, but not in the way they are receiving it at the hands of a few self- 
fishing owners, who are trying to keep them from getting a living by en- 
gaging men six months in advance to come from the provinces to man their 
vesse! 


[Boston Post, May 1, 1888.] 


NOVA SCOTIA CAPTAINS COMMAND VESSELS MANNED BY PROVINCIAL CREWS— 
SOME MORE ADDITIONS TO THE LISTS PREVIOUSLY PRINTED IN THE POST—A 
NOVEL SCHEME FOR EVADING THE LAW. 

r GLOUCESTER, April 30, 1888. 


The interest in the Post's articles on alien fishermen continues unabated, The 
resident fishermen rejoice at the exposure of the owners, who, in their turn, 
claim that they aro being persecuted. ts, however, are stubborn thin, of 
the names of non-resident masters already published not one can be found upon 
the voting list used at the last election. In addition to the names of those al- 
ready published, the following masters are residents of Nova Scotia, and are 
not upon the voting list here: 

Isaac Goodwin, schooner Lizzie, owned by Daniel Allen & Son; has a pro- 
vincial crew. 

Benjamin Goodwin, schooner William H. Jordan, owned by James L. Ander- 
son; provincial crew. 

Michael Swim, schooner Carleton, owned by John F. Wonson & Co.; crew 
principally provincial. 

Charles Rudolph, schooner Daniel Marcy, of Beverly; crew brought from the 


nees, 
P Siiman Goodwin,schooner S, P. Putnam, of Beverly; brought his crew from 
the provinces. 
Thomas Cunningham, schooner Everett Pierce, owned by John F. Wonson 


Co. 

All of those mentioned above came from the provinces this spring. Isaac 
Gayton, who is master and part owner of schooner Uarrie and Andie, resides 
here. He went to Nova Scotia last winter and returned this spring with his 
crew, who are, with a few exceptions, stated to be on wages. The crews of 
schooners Wildfire, carrying about twenty men, and H. A. Duncan, carrying 
about fourteen men, are, with the exception of the master of the Duncan, men 
who 1 from Nova Scotia this spring. These two vessels are owned by 


George Steele. 

That the influx of Canadian fishermen has worked injury to local fishermen 
is shown by the following statement of an ex-fisherman: 

“I went fishing for the ten years preceding 1881. In those ten years my great- 
= year’s work was $840, and my lowest 8%; nowan average year's work will 
not ex 3 

Itis said that a method óf evading the law requiring masters to be citizens is 
for a member of the crew who isa citizen to take out the vessel's papers, the 
actual captain taking command when the vessel sails. The vessel-owners are 
— $ at the exposure of their methods, which will affect the securing of pro- 
vincial seamen for the large mackerel fleet that will fit out in May. Interest- 
ing local developments are expected soon. 


Extracts from testimony taken by subcommittee (Senators Ep- 
MUNDS, FRYE, and SAULSBURY) of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


under a resolution of the Senate of inquiry into American Fisheries 
Interests, page 81, testimony of William F. Jones: 

Q. Now state anything else that you want to. 

A. Idon’t know that there is anything else that I have in mind to say, unless 
it is on the question of the nationality of the fishermen. 

Q. Vessel-owners and officers, of course, are all Americans? 

A. A good many of the captains are Americans, asa matter of form, but they 
reside in Nova Scotia, 

Q. But they are American citizens? 

A. They are American citizens; they have been naturalized as a matter of 
form, but a great many of them go home when the fishing season is over and 
live in Nova Scotia. 1 suppose 75 per cent. of the crews of American vessels are 
not natives of the United States. The two counties of Inverness and Cape Bre- 
ton, in the island of Cape Breton, and Shelburne and Yarmouth, in Nova Sco- 
tia, furnish about five thousand men to our fleet. As to what other localities 
furnish I do nut know. Thecry was made last — that the fisheries were a 
training-school for the Navy, but that was so absurd that I thought it worth 
while to mention it. 


Page 93, testimony of Edwin R. De Long: 


Q. State anything else that you desire. 

A. In my dealings with the provinces I have been madeacquainted with the 
nationality of our crews to some extent. We have a great many orders sent us 
from the provinces. These American vessels leave America with a sufficient 
number of men to go the provinces, and there they ship new men, and then 
after the catch they land that part of the crew before returning home. Those 
men that are landed down in the provinces send orders here on the American 
fishing-houses for their shares of the proceeds of the catch, as they fish on shares 
largely. So I know that a large number of men in our vessels, both masters and 
sailors, are simply provincial people. 

Q. How can the masters be so? 

A. They take out papers to become American citizens, but whether they ever 
complete their citizenship I do not know. Some claim to be natives of the 
United States when they are not. I have known a great many masters of ves- 
sels to make that claim when I knew that they came from the provinces, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee rose informally, when 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate requested the return of the bill (S. 2058) to increase 
the pension of John Taylor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with amend- 
ments, in which the concurrence of the House was requested, bills of 
the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 5932) providing for the holding of the terms of the 
United States courts in the district of Minnesota; 

A bill (H. R. 5903) for the relief of Lewis Davis, a soldier of the 
war of 1812; 

A bill (H. R. 6440) to authorize the construction of a bridge over 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Omaha, Nebr. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mrs. Therese Guelich; 

A bill (H. R. 354) granting a pension to Samuel McClure; 

A bill (H. R. 432) granting a pension to Columbus Bosteder; 

A bill (H. R. 600) increasing the pension of Mary Minor Hoxey; 

A bill (H. R. 780) granting a pension to James H. Darling; ` 

A bill (H. R. 809) granting a pension to Ephraim Reynolds; 

A bill (H. R. 1074) granting a pension to Linneus W. Risley; 

A bill (H. R. 2156) granting a pension to Warren Ohaver; 

A bill (H. R. 2174) granting a pension to Lewis Fichthorn; 

A bill (H. R. 2215) granting a pension to Charles Glamann; 

A bill (H. R. 2413) granting a pension to Mrs. Mercy Knight; 

A bill (H. R. 2535) granting a pension to Ellen St. Cyr; 

A bill (H. R. 3016) granting a pension to Mary F. Harkins; 

A bill (H. R. 3690) granting a pension to Penelope Morton, widow ot 
Lieutenant Morton; 

A bill (H. R. 3706) granting a pension to Henry C. Richardson; 

A bill (H. R. 3712) increasing the pension of Milton Judd; 

A bill (H. R. 3745) granting a pension to Mary O'Neill; 

A bill (f. K. 4103) granting a pension to Edna M. Hildreth; 

> bill (H. R. 4864) to place the name of Jacob Behr on the pension- 
roll, 

A bill (H. R. 4891) granting a pension to Alpheus Dyer; 

A bill (H. R. 5177) granting a pension to Pleman Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 5378) for the relief of Tillman Faux; 

A bill (H. R. 5429) to place the name of Smith V. Campbell on the 
pension-roll ; 

A bill (H. R. 5756) granting a pension to David Gibbons; 

A bill (H. R. 5812) granting a pension to Catharine Tierney; 

A bill (H, R. 6245) for the relief of William Burk; 

A bill (H. R. 6531) to pension Leah Roark; 

A bill (H. R. 6545) to increase the pension of Henry T. Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. 6552) to increase the pension of James R. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 6574) for the relief of William Compton; 

A bill (H. R. 6577) granting a pension to Abigail Sullivan; 

A bill (H. R. 6583) granting a pension to Sally B. Wilson; * 

A bill (H. R. — 0 granting a pension to Miss Carrie A. Luey; 

A bill (H. R. 6840) for the relief of Hiram M. Goss; 

A bill (H. R. 6973) for the relief of Enoch Weathers; 

A bill (H. R. 6990) to place the name of Rebecca E. Shoemaker on 
the pension-roll; 

A bill (H. R. 7007) granting a pension to Edmund Ryan; 

A bill (H. R. 7115) granting a pension to William Scott; 


1888. 


A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bil) (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 
A bill (H. 


R. 7466) granting a pension to Hannah H. Grant; 
R. 7471) granting a pension to Moses L; Chase; 
R. 7574) granting a pension to Frank Lewis; 
R. 7642) granting a pension to Abbie R. Brown; 
R. 7688) granting a pension to John Glenning; 
R. 7721) granting a pension to Martha Linton; 
R. 7829) granting a pension to Thomas McGuire; 
R. 7857) to increase the pension of Henry L. Potter; 
A bill (H. R. 7944) granting a pension to Ann V. Ferguson; 
A bill (H. R. 7974) granting a pension to Hannah Rankins; 
A bill (H. R. 8159) granting a pension to Jane Brown Dunn; 
A bill (H. R. 8174) granting a pension to Ellen Sexton; 
A bill (H. R. 8217) granting a pension to Raphael Fowler; 
A bill (H. R. 8260) granting a pension to Lydia A. Hicks; 
A bill (H. R. 8281) for the relief of Lieut. James G. W. Hardy; 
A bill (H. R. 8400) for the relief of Lydia Burridge; 
A bill (H. R. 8496) to increase the pension of Albert E. Magoffin; 
A bill (H. R. 8629) granting a pension to Mrs. Abba E. Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Jessie M. Barthauer; 
A bill if, R. 8771) to place the namé of Mrs. Flora C. Andrews on 
the pension-roll; 
A bill (H. R. 8798) granting a pension to Nettie Ellicott; 
A bill (H. R. 8884) granting a pension to Emily McClure; 
A bill (H. R. 9170) granting a pension to James W. Poag; and 
A bill (H. R. 9682) increasing the pension to Jesse Dickey. é 
The messaze also announced that the Senate had passed bills of the 
following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
A bill (S. 332) granting a pension to Harrison Wagner; 
A bill (S. 849) granting a pension to Morgan Gordon; 
A bill (S. 876) granting a pension to Catharine Simmonds; 
A bill (S. 885) to increase the pension of Adrian C. Dodge; 
A bill (S. 889) granting a pension to Mary O. Hall; 
A bill (S. 1002) granting a pension to Thomas Todd; 
A bill (S. 1307) to increase the pension of Washington T. Otey; 
A bill (S. 1427) granting an increase of pension to Elnathan Meade; 
A bill (S. 1719) granting a pension to Levi B. Smith; 
A bill (S. 1750) granting a pension to George W. Wilburn; 
A bill (S. 2101) granting a pension to Daniel K. Smith; 
A bill (S. 2162) for the relief of Mary M. Strong; 
A bill (S. 2275) granting a pension to Mary Calvert Truxtun; 
A bill (S. 2344) granting a pension to Minnie A. Bailey; 
A bill (8. 2385) granting a pension to Caroline R. Haseltine; 
A bill (S. 2483) granting a pension to Catherine Tate; 
A bill (S. 2549) for the relief of Mary Isabella R. Clements; 
A bill (S. 2593) granting a pension to Sarah E. Me Namara; 
A bill (S. 2639) granting a pension to Mrs. Louisa Ward; 
A bill (S. 2665) granting a pension to Charles J. Esty; 
A bill (S. 2666) granting a pension to Lemuel S. Skinner; 
A bill (8. 2675 
Darham; 
A bill (S. 2677) granting a pension to Jane Reilly; 
A bill (S. 2683) granting a pensign to Andrew J. Foust; 
A bill (S. 2711) restoring Phebe McLaughlin to the pension-roll; 
A bill (S. 2724) for the relief of H. H. Helper; 
A bill (S. 2726) granting an increase of pension to Margaret S. Heint- 
zelman; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
A bill (8. 
children; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 
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A bill (S. 
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Welsh; 
A bill (S. 
A bill (S. 


granting an increase of pension to Lieut. James R. 


2733) granting an increase of pension to Shadrach Brown; 
2746) granting a pension to Ezra E. Annis; 

2750) to increase the pension of Samuel A. Tate; 

2759) granting a pension to James M. Frost; 

2782) granting a pension to Charity J. Towns and minor 


2825) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin T. Baker; 
2833) granting a pension to Caspar Blanke, of Portland, 


2838) granting a pension to Betsey A. Mower; 
2842) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 


2861) granting a pension to David A. Hall; 
2862) granting a pension to William M. Dean; 

A bill (S. 2374) granting a pension to George W. Padgett; 

A bill (S. 2879) increasing the pension of Sophia Schimmelfennig, 
widow of Alexander Schimmelfennig, late brigadier-general and major- 
general by brevet; 

A bill (8. 2880) granting an increase of pension to Adam Dennis; 

A bill (S. 2890) granting a pension to Fannie A. Kimball; 

A bill (S. 2898) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boulter; 

A bill (S. 2899) granting a pension to Harriet Welch; 

A bill (S. 2910) to increase the pension now paid to Elizabeth B. 
Smith, widow of Byt. Maj. Gen. Thomas Kilby Smith, United States 
Volunteers; 

A bill (8. 2945) granting a pension to James McDonald; 

A bill (S. 2945) granting a pension to J. S. May; 

= bill (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to William C. Shimo- 
neck; 

A bill (S. 2995) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Stewart; 
A bill (S. 2979) granting a pension to Laura J. Ives; 
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A bill (S. 3021) granting a pension to Carrie V. Miller; 

A bill (S. 3076) granting a pension to Mary M. Shattuck; 

A bill (S. 905) to incorporate the District of Columbia Suburban 
Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 1497) to provide for two additional associate justices of the 
supreme court of Dakota, and for other purposes; 

A bill (S. 2252) to incorporate the Georgetown Barge, Dock, Eleva- 
tor, and Railway Company; 

A bill (S. 2305) to authorize and provide for the disposition of use- 
less papers in the Executive Departments; 

A bill (S. 2662) for the erection of a public building at Salt Lake 
City, Utah; 

A bill (S. 2727) authorizing the purchase of a site for a building for 
the accommodation of the Supreme Court of the United States; 

A bill (S. 2925) in relation to cadets at the Naval Academy; and 

A bill (S. 2930) to authorize the Paris, Choctaw and Little Rock 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across Red River at or near 
Hook’s Ferry, Red River County, Texas. 


TARIFF. 
The Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union resumed its 


session. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] who has just taken his seat has gotten him- 
self, during the last few werks, into that condition of mind which seems 
to render it exceedingly difficult for him to state a proposition clearly, 
not to say fairly. 

He has never known the time, place, or occasion when the gentleman 
from Ohio would hesitate a moment to declare his conviction in regard 
to reciprocity or any other question which affects the well-being of his 
country. So his statement in that behalf is entirely gratuitous. 

He had no reason to believe that I would hesitate to plainly express 
my views touching the wisdom of a full, complete, and unrestricted 
reciprocity of trade between this country and onr kinsmen on the 
north. There is not a line or syllable I have written or uttered in 
this place or elsewhere which properly authorizes the statement he 
has been pleased to make. : 

I have before me a bill which I introduced, and which under the rules 
of this House was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, pro- 
posing to do that which the statesmen of this nation have advocated 
from the foundation of the Government, and which looks to the fullest 
enlargement of the commercial opportunities of the people of this coun- 
try so far as Canada is concerned. 

But I do not propose to go into the discussion of the question in- 
volved in the bill, and only because I have not the time todo so. The 
measure is one to which I have given not merely a passing considera- 
tion; on the contrary, I have given to it patient study and careful in- 
vestigation, and in that I have but followed in the footsteps of those 
we have been accustomed to account the wise men of this country. 
In the Thirtieth Congress, first session, a bill in the words following 
passed this House without a division: a 

Be it enacted, etc. Section 1. That when the President of the United States 
shall issue his proclamation that the articles hereinafter enumerated, being of 
the growth or production of the United States, are admitted into the province of 
Canada ay law free of duty, that on and after that day the like articles, being 
the growth or production of the said province of Canada, shall be admitted into 
the United States free of duty when imported direct from said province, so long 
as the said enumerated articles are admitted into said province of Canada from 
the United States free of duty, unless otherwise directed by Congress, to wit: 
Grain and breadstuff’s of all kinds, vegetables, fruits, animals, hides, wool, tal- 
low, horns, salted and fresh ments, ores of all kinds of metals, timber, staves, 


wood and lumber of all kinds, seeds, pot and pearl ashes, butter and cheese. 


Passed the House of Representatives July 12, 1848. 

This bill was passed by a House made up as follows: Whigs, 117; 
Democrats, 110; Native American, 1. 

Robert C. Winthrop was Speaker. John Quincy Adams was the 
master spirit in that House. Abraham Lincoln was a member. Mr. 
Grinnell, of Massachusetts, was the author of the bill. Robert C. 
Schenck, Caleb B. Smith, Joshua R. Giddings, Richard W. Thompson, 
and the leading protectionists of that day were members of that Con- 

All New England and the border States on the North were 
present. And so obviousand vast were the blessings that would follow 
in the wake of this commercial alliance no voice was raised against it. 

In my judgment, not only would the prosperity of all otr people be 
enhanced by the enlarged opportunities and increased facilities which 
closer relations between ourselves and our neighbors across the northern 
border would bring, but beyond that I deemed and now deem the ne- 
cessities of the conditions and civilization of the age to demand in as 
large a degree as is possible the unification of the Anglo-Saxon race 
upon this continent, representing as we do the most advanced and en- , 
lightened civilization of the earth, and it was in recognition of this 
demand, as well as from the more sordid level of business or financial 
advantage, that I introduced at the beginning of the session the bill 
which I hold in my hand, and which I shall insert at length in my 
printed remarks, 

But first let me call attention to the fact that in the same line of 
broad and comprehensive statesmanship President Grant and Secretary 
Hamilton Fish negotiated a treaty which embodied in the main, or in 
large part, the substance of the bill I introduced. 

That bill reached the Senate very late in the session, and was not 
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considered. That its consideration was not postponed in the interest 
of the popiera mean the whole people—is certain. What influence 
selfish and sordid interest had in permitting it to slumber I do not 
know. For myself I can say I would rather have had the honor of ne- 
gotiating and carrying that treaty into successful operation than to have 
been the victor at Appomattox. So, gentlemen, I am not ashamed of 
the company I am in, nor do I hesitate to advocate a measure which 
—— such beneficent results in its practical operation. [Applaus.] 

e measure in no wise makes war upon the protective system. 

A tariff deals, as 1 have before asserted, with conditions, and not 
merely with national boundary lines. If it dealt with boundary lines, 
and ‘was useful in the abstract and without reference to competitive 
conditions, every man who is of ordinary reasoning faculties 
could see that our industrial salvation and financial prosperity would 
be best subserved by proceeding at once to carve our country up into 
at least six divisions {the greater number the better), and each division 
get rich by taxing themselves and their neighbors beyond the line 
whenever they attempted to cross it to get to market. [Laughter and 
applause, ] 

The office of the protective system, when philosophically and hon- 
estly applied, is to guard against the influences of a certain kind and 
character of competition which unjustly places the manufacturers and 
workmen of the United States at disadvantage, not only in the mar- 
kets of the world outside, but even in our home market, This hurtful 
influence at present results from the difference in the wages paid work- 
men here and in Europe. I endeavored to point this out in my re- 
marks addressed to this House on the 15th of May. I regret that the 
few moments allowed me now will not permit me again to review the 
subject as pertaining to the amendment now under consideration. 

Touching the amendment submitted by the gentleman from Kentucky 
[Mr. BRECKINRIDGE], which relates to enlarged trade relations with 
Canada, and which he asserts I have hesitated to advocate here and now 
when the opportunity is presented, I submit that I have at all times, 
and do here and now, declare my devotion to full, complete, and unre- 
stricted reciprocal trade and commerce between the United States and 
Canada, subject to such restrictions and regulations as will protect us 
from unfair competition with other foreign countries, And he [Mr. 
BRECKINRIDGE] is not justified in calling in question my advocacy of 
that measure because I refuse to vote for an amendment to the pend- 
ing bill which does not accomplish the result sought, and was not con- 
ceived for that purpose. And that it does not even approximate to the 

roper accomplishment of what is suggested, but not formally proposed 
a it, becomes apparent on a moment’s careful consideration of the 
amendment in connection with the subject-matter of which it treats. 
I pointed out its defects this morning, both as it would affect our in- 
ternal-revenue system and otherwise. 
It is ill-considered and out of place and seemingly intended to direct 
this discussion away from its proper line and apart from its legitimate 
field. [Applause.] 

And if I desired to be as free in my criticism as the gentleman has 
been I might with more propriety charge that itis an attempt to rescue 
the administration of the Government from the embarrassing situation 
into which it has fallen, in that it has apparently been willing to sur- 
render or barter away the rights of American citilens, American fish- 
ermen upon the high seas, and pay a bonusforthe enjoyment of aright 
they have freely enjoyed for generations. [Applause. ] ; 

In saying this I might be unjust to the Administration, and I am 
far from desiring to do such an injustice, for I earnestly sympathize 
with the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] in his dep- 
recation of any unnecessary word or act that could provoke a conflict 
of arms between ourselves and the Canadians. It would be akin to 
barbarism to consider favorably the contingency of war with the peo- 
ple of the Dominion over the border. The words of John Quincy Adams, 
uttered upon this floor during his last term of service here, reflected 
the enlightened civilization of the age, and are even more applicable 
to the conditions of to-day. Standing in his place and replying to 
some gentleman who was shouting for war, he said: 

I neither desire the friendship nor the sympathy of that man who can regard 
with satisfaction the possibility of war between ourselves and our kinsmen of 

or Great Britain. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Lask five minutes more. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I move the gentleman have 
five minutes more, 

There was no objection, and it was ordered accordingly. 

Mr, BUTTERWORTH. These words of the venerable statesman of 
Massachusetts neither involved nor suggested a surrender of any right 
of an American citizen, for it is known that our fathers, as we do, 
knew that the surest way to peace is in the just and honorable main- 
tenance of every right and privilege which belongs to the citizen. And 


Iam in full accord with the honorable gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr. COGSWELL] in his patriotic and earnest protestations against 
any course on the part of this nation which would tolerate brutal 
and inhuman treatment of New England fishermen by the Canadian 
authorities. No right must be surrendered and no wrong tolerated 
without proper redress, is the position, and properly so, of the gentle- 


man from Massachusetts. But í have no tear that our rights will not 
be vindicated and maintained without resort to methods which, al- 
though sometimes inevitable, savor none the less of a ruder civiliza- 
tion and a condition of barbarism. And I do not err in asserting that 
not infrequently jingoism and partisan or personal ambition have more 
to do with kindling the war spirit than any just sense of wrong suf- 
fered or right withheld. 

In saying this, I in nothing lose sight of the fact that national honor 
is inseparable from the maintenance of national right, and that firm- 
ness, with diguity and justice, is the surest road to that security which 
results from peace preserved with honor. Individuals are for a day or 
year. Nations endure, or ought to, for centuries, I deprecate any 
condition and every influence that in any wise tends to separate us from 
the other branch of the English-speaking family on this continent. Our 
social relations should be friendly, onr commercial relations unre- 
strained and intimate, for, I believe, Mr. Chairman, that under a fiat 
above that of congresses or kings our destiny upon these shores is bound 
tobe one. Itis inevitable. The civilization which the Anglo-Saxon 
(and I use the words Anglo-Saxon in their broadest significance) re- 
presents on this continent is bound to dominate through all its border 
or be dominated by worse influences; and I submit that we should 
have little sym pathy with those who can contemplate with serenity 
and favor a condition of things which would lead us into a conflict of 
arms with those who by our side are bound by an inexorable decree 
of Providence to work out with us the great problem of progressive 
civilization, which shall in its unfolding bless the nations with freedom 
and equality. 

My object in calling attention to this bill in the early part of this 
session was that it might be considered fairly as an economic measure, 
not from a partisan or political standpoint, and I discussed it some- 
what throughout the country, because I thought it a question that 
rose far above the low level of partisan politics. Here is the bill. 


A bill to extend the trade and commerce of the United States and to provide 
for full reciprocity between the United States and the Dominion of Canada, 
Whereas certain controversies have arisen and are still pending between the 

Government of the United States and the Government of the Dominion of 

Canada, respecting commercial intercourse; and 
Whercas by reason of the contiguity of the two countries and the similarity of 

the interests and occupations of the people thereof, it is desired by the United 

States to remove all existing controversies and all causes of controversy in the 

future, and to promote and encourage business and commercial intercourse be- 

tween the people of both countries, and to promote harmony between the two 

Governments, and to enable the citizens of each to trade with the citizens of the 

other without unnecessary restrictions: Therefore, 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America ta Congress assembled, That whenever and as soon as the Government 
of the Dominion of Canada shall permit all articles of trade and commerce of 
whatever name or natare, whether the product of the soil or of the waters of 
the United States, all manufactured articles, live stock of all kinds, and its 
products, and all minerals the produco of the mines of the United States, to en- 
ter the ports of the Dominion of Canada free of duty, then all articles manu- 
factu: in Canada, and all the prodacts of the soil and waters, and all minerals 
the produce of the mines cf Canada, and all other articles of every name and 
description produced in said Dominion of Canada, shall be permitted to enter 
the ports of the United States free of duty: Provided, howerer, That the provis- 
ions of this act shall not apply to any product or article upon which an internal- 
revenue tax is imposed by the laws of the United States. 

Sec. 2. That when it shall be certifieg to the President of the United States by 
the Government of the said Dominion of Canada, that by the authority of its 
Parliament it has authorized the admission into the ports of said Dominion of 
all articles of trade and commerce the growth, produce, or manufacture of the 
United States, free of duty, the President shall make proclamation thereof, and 
shall likewise proclaim that all articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of 
the said Dominion of Canada shall be admitted into all the ports of the United 
States free of duty, and such articles shall be so admitted into the ports of the 
United States free of duty so long as the said Dominion of Canada shall admit 
the products of the United States, as herein provided, into the ports of the Do- 
minion free of duty. 

SEC. 3. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized, with the ap- 
proval of the President of the United States, and in conjunction with the proper 
oflicials of the Government of the Dominion of Canada, to make rules and 
regulations for the purpose of carrying into effect the provisions of this act, and 
to protect the said respective Governments against the importation of foreign 
goods or articles through either into the other without payment of duty; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall furnish to the customs 
officers of the United States all such rules and regulations for the purpose of 
guiding them in the discharge of their duties in the premises. 

Sec, 4. That before making the proclamations or either of them authorized 
by this act the President shall be satisfied that all citizens and subjects of the 
United States may have and enjoy the right of commercial intercourse in all 
the ports, harbors, and places in Canada with the citizens and subjects of the 
Dominion, in as full and ample a manner in all respects as may be had or en- 
joyed by the latter in the ports, harbors, and places of the United States with 
the citizens and subjects thereof. 


In its provisions I submit thatitrises clear above that low level, and does 
not sound merely in that advantage which is to be measured in shekels. 
And my object in introducing it early in the session was that it might 
receive at the hands of this House that consideration to which its im- 
portance as a great economic and political measure entitled it to re- 
ceive. 

It will be observed at a glance that it opens up to us the commerce 
of a continent, and, as I have before stated, places at our feet enough 
in kind and quality of rare and varied resources to enrich a thousand 
millions of people. It would make our protective system continental 
in scope and operation, and would thus accomplish a vastly greater good 
than the bill which received the support of the honorable gentlemen 
whose names I have before mentioned, to wit, John Quincy Adams, 
Robert C. Winthrop, Abraham Lincoln, Robert C. Schenck, Caleb B. 
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Smith, Richard W. Thompson, and others whose names were glorious 
in the earth, and whose achievements in behalf of the Republie were 
the boast of that and are the pride of this generation. 

I will be glad when this measure shall come before the House for 
discussion and careful consideration. But, Mr. Chairman, I bide my 
time. I am not concerned as to the future, and the effect that the ad- 
yocacy of this measure will have upon me or my political fortunes. 

I know, sir, that it is of little consequence whether, as an individual, 
I am voted up or voted down; but it is of great consequence whether 
an economic and political measure which enlarges the opportunity of 
all our people, gives to our protective system a broader field, and the 
civilization of our country permanent control upon this continent, shall 
be adopted. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that if the protective policy which we ad- 
vocate is good for half the continent it is good for the whole continent, 
[Applanse. ] 

But, Mr. Chairman, I did not expect when I took the floor to have 
occupied the few minutes allowed me, and I regret that my remarks 
have been somewhat disjointed. Still, since my consistency or candor 
has been called in question, in that I refuse to vote for the amend- 
ment submitted, permit me to say there never will be a time, there 
will be no place, nor any circumstances, when, where, or in the pres- 
ence of which I will be deterred or prevented, whatever the result to 
me politically, from advocating and demanding what I believe to be 
just to my country and in the interest of its people. 

I will not pay the doubtful compliment to my countrymen of saying 
that in every field of industrial endeavor in which they are engaged 
they are not more than the peers of any other people upon earth where 
we hold an equal opportunity with them. [Applause.] Where the 
competition is, as our own, leavened with humanity, and that spirit of 
justice which fairly apportions to the workman his just share in the 
product of his labor, our workmen enter the lists without fear and ask- 
ing no favor. [Applause. ] 

My friend says, why not vote upon a separate item, that is for free 
lumber and free fish? Mr. Chairman, this is a matter of international 
arrangement and adjustment, and invokes an economic policy or system 
asa whole, I have not sought in the bill I introduced to take up the 
matter piecemeal. I have notsought to take it up by reference to single 
items or by sections, but to deal with the great question presented as 
an entirety, unifying, if you please, the Anglo-Saxon race on this conti- 
nent and enlarging the opportunities of our people and removing all 
cause of attrition between us. I insist there are no reasons which can 
be deduced from any sound political or economic philosophy why the 
swelling tide of our commerce should stop at the fortieth parallel of 
north latitude any more than it should stop at the one hundredth 
meridian of west longitude, unless the conditions across that fortieth 
parallel are such as to make the competition we encounter unfair to 
our people and wanting in humanity. 

I must stop here long enough to illustrate the idea presented. What 
is it in the Old World against theinfluence of which we interpose the 
protection of our tariff shield? We say to foreign producers that we 
fear nothing in the field of competition if you temper the character of 
your competition with fairness and humanity; but yon refuse to do it. 

In this country we proceed on the assumption that capital is entitled 
to have its fair share of the profits, but we say and will maintain that 
ade] shall have its fair share as well. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

On the other side of the ocean they say, in practice, in this field of 
competition capital must have its profit whatever the result to labor, 
and in order to meet the competition of American producets and un- 
dersell them in the markets you consent to rob labor of its fair share 
and the laborer of his hire. I repeat, wesay to Europe and the world, 
leaven your competition with the humanity that enabies the workman 
to clothe, to feed, and to educate the children at his fireside; leaven 
it with the spirit of fairness and Christianity, and against you we ask 
noodds. We can not make you humane or just to your workmen, or 
compel you to give them what they are entitled to when their effort, 
united with capital, produces a certain result; but we can, by a tariff, 
shut ont the influence of your inhumanity so it will not reach the 
homes and hearthstones of our American laborers. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] And this we will do if our Democratic friends do 
not prevent it. 2 

But, Mr. Chairman, where these hard conditions do not exist, where 
the competition is free from this inhumanity and is fair and equal, I 
still say that a protective tariff has no proper mission. There is no 
philosophy in the maintenance of the system where these conditions 
do not exist, but wherever they do exist, wherever the line that merks 
the boundary of these hurtful influences, then, inthe interest of Ameri- 
can labor, in the interest of our common humanity, we ask you to erect 
the tariff wall. [Applause.] 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield to me for a 
question ? 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Certainly, Brother WILSON; any number of 
questions. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. Do these conditions to which you have 
referred exist as between Canada and the United States? 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH.. I have already stated that I do not regard 
those conditions as existing in Canada; and therefore I am ready, as we 
hold the coign of vantage against Canada, to throw down the barriers 
that separate us and extend the tariff wall around that country, mak- 
ing us one great country for commercial purposes, and ultimately to be, 
under God’s providence, one great nation, dominating the civilization 
of the world. (Applause. 

Mr. WILSON, of Minnesota. That is, you would do all the good 
yon can in the gross, but not as to the items. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. That is in nowise a fair or true statement 
of my position. Does it follow that because I desire, as a business vent- 
ure, to buy a drug store, that I should as evidence of my désire be 
willing to purchase a mustard plaster? 

This is a subject of arrangement between two nations of the world, 
and there is no other way of getting at the matter except as I have 
suggested—that is, an arrangement that embraces the whole field and 
relation of commercial exchanges and the course of trade. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, in answer to 
what has fallen from the lips of my friend from Ohio, while F express 
my regret that I should have said anything to irritate him, yet I feel 
that I ought to be grateful that it has caused so sound and eloquent 
a speech. I did not mean to put a coal of fire upon his back, but I am 
glad I did so when it produced such good results; and if there has been 
anything either in my remarks or in my manner that tended to irritate 
my friend from Ohio he ought to haye known that nothing was further 
from my desire or intention than to wound or offend him. 

All I meant to say was that his advocacy of reciprocity with Canada 
had always displayed itself where it could do no good, and had failed 
here to-day where it might do some good. Now, I remit to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. NutrinG] the discussion with my friend 
from Ohio as to whether this is absolutely free trade or not, and when 
my friend from New York demonstrates that the Democratic party is 
an absolutely wicked party, given over to a strong delusion to believe a 
lie, because it is willing to have free lumber, I hope he will explain to 
his constituents how my good friend from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH }] 
and my friend from Illinois [Mr. Hirr] can be good Republicans in 
view of the bills which they have introduced into this Honse. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

By unanimous consent, Mr. BRECKINRIDGE’S time was extended for 
five minutes, 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. Iam glad thatthe gentleman 
from Ohio has explained to us why he thinks protection necessary and 
why Canada does not come within his system; for, first, the Canadians 
are an English-speaking people nearer probably to an equality with the 
American people than any other in the world; and secondly, they have 
a co-terminus line of frontier with this country across which no trans- 
portation has to be paid. They have not the burden of freight, which 
is equal to about 10 or 12 per cent. of protection to all American prod- 
ucts as against foreign products from countries beyond the seas There- 
fore, if our relations with Canada are favorable to free trade, why are 
not the conditions favorable to free trade with every other country? 
That is the conundrum which the gentleman’s argument will submit 
to the American people and upon which, having the benefit of his great 
and deservedly distinguished name, they will be set thinking. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I very heartily concur 
in the sentiment expressed by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTER- 
WORTH] when he declares not only his hope but his belief that the 
Anglo-Saxon race, the people of this Republic, will dominate this con- 
tinent. And Iam glad, sir, to note a further fact in connection with 
my friend; that is that he seems to be doctrinally sound, but simply 
drawn to one side and made to deflect from the line of his own doctrine 
by reason of extraneous influences; but my judgment, Mr. Chairman, 
in view of the history and growth of this principle which they call 
protection,“ and which they dub their great American system,“ is 
that the time will never come when, struggle as he may, those extra- 
neous influences will not be sufficient to dominate him and withhold 
him from the practical application of his own doctrine. 

What is the history of this question in this country? Henry Clay, 
who has been referred to here this morning by my friend from Massa- 
chusetts in most eloquent terms, never, in the greatest length to which 
he went on this question, contended that protection to home industries 
ought to exist longer than those industries continued in a condition ot 
infancy. Now, sir, I believe firmly, and that belief is so largely and 
fully developed in me that I am willing to experiment upon it, that 
our American industries are to-day fully grown to the estate of man- 
hood, fally able to open the gates and throw down the gantlet to the 
i ae world and offer a general challenge to all competitors. [Ap- 
plause. 

But, Mr. Chairman, just note the growth of this doctrine of protec- 
tion. We passed some years ago from the Henry Clay doctrine of giv- 
ing protection to our industries in their infancy into another stage when 
they pleaded another condition of misfortune, based upon the misfor- 
tunes of their country. First, their plea was infancy; then, later, in 


the midst of the throes of civil war they came to this House and im- 
plored protection in consequence of the great burdens that were im- 
posed upon manufactured articles by the internal-revenue laws, And 


5002 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


JUN 7, 


in connection with this point I want to read the language of an emi- 
nent tariff Republican of New England, giving a distinct pledge that 
when the necessity disappeared, then these war duties should disappear 
also and these taxes and burdens upon the American people should 
cease. 

Speaking for New England and for its industries in this second con- 
dition of infancy, as it were, Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont, in 1864, when 
the protectionists were exacting this great consideration from the Ameri- 
can people, said here: 

This is intended as a war measure, a temporary war measure, and we must 
give it our support as such. 

Again he said that it was— 


A war measure imposed by the necessities of the Government, the scarcity of 
laborers, and the enormous direct taxation. 


When the stage of ‘infancy’? was passed and that was no longer 
their rallying cry we found them making another pledge; and now 
when both ‘‘infancy ”’ and the direct taxes of the war have passed away 
and the time has come to give relief to the American people from these 
burdens, we find these gentlemen here running the whole gamut of 
subterfuges, saying that the time has not yet come, and attempting to 
` fasten upon this country as a permanent institution this system of tax- 

ing one man in order to support the business of another. 
Here the hammer fell. | 

Mr. DOCKERY was recognized, and yielded his time to Mr. AN- 
DERSON, of Iowa. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Now that the gentleman has additional 
time, will he permit a question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. The gentleman will admit, I take it, that 
while we have eliminated the difficulty and overcome our disadvant- 
ages as to the three factors of capital, plant, and skill, yet where labor 

enters so largely into the production of an article, we can not success- 
fully compete with rivals who do not pay more than 25 or 50 per cent. 
as much wages as we pay. How does the gentleman solve that ques- 
tion ? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will solve that by telling you, as to 
the matter now under consideration, that you bring men across the 
border from Canada into Maine and the other lumber States, and feed 
them upon the high wages that are paid there—that is, conceding that 
there is anything in your argument that wages are increased in conse- 
quence of the tariff. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. But my friend sees that that proposition 

to admitting away his case. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I can not yield further. I have not 
time to say what I want to say. I would like to answer your ques- 
tions. IfI had unlimited time nothing would give me greater pleas- 
ure, because you are struggling in the way. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee 
will award unlimited time to the gentleman from Iowa. He will cer- 
tainly make a very interesting speech if he keeps on in his present line 
of remark, ; 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I thank the gentleman very kindly, but 
I do not ask unlimited time, because I am not loaded in an unlimited 
way. [Langhter.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, in view of the record which our protection friends 
have made, what answer can they make to the people in this country 
who suspect that they have not been dealing with them in good faith? 
First, the plea was infancy; but at the time that plea was made they 
conceded that when they had arrived at the estate of manhood they 
would be able to open the gates and go out and meet all competitors 
upon any field. Yet now they seek to take refuge behind the other 
pleas which I have mentioned. 

A MEMBER. We have learned something. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Yes, you have learned something, and 
you need not criticise those who s t the cause of the great conver- 
sion (to which I want to allude if I have time) that has taken place 
in this country, whichis attributed simply to an enlightened statesman- 
ship and greater scope of view. They passed the stage of infant 
industries; they came on to the stage of war necessities;’’ they 
pleaded the misfortunes of the country; they took a new position be- 
fore the American people, took it in order to ‘‘ go back’? on it directly 
and to prove as recreant to it as they had proved to the pledges which 
they gave the country when in consideration of ‘‘infant industries“ 
the first protective duties were imposed. 

Under these circumstances I ask my friends on this side, Republic- 
ans with whom I have trained all my life, in the face of the distinct 
pledges that have marked the history of this business irom its begin- 
ning—lI ask, how do they account for the wonderful strides they have 
made with reference to this question? Iam a Republican, and always 
have been, I learned all my political knowledge, though it may be 
little, in the Republican household; and while there are those who may 
criticise me with reference tomy party fealty, itdoes not alter the fact 
that I am familiar with the history of the Republican party of this 
country. I know its record not only in my State but in this Union 
with reference to this great economic question, and I want to produce, 
if I am allowed to do so, some authority with reference to this matter. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] ; 


Mr. WARNER. If I can be recognized I will yield to the gentle- 
man from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
asks unanimous consent that the gentleman from lowa be permitted 
to proceed five minutes lon The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. WARNER. Now, if the gentleman will pardon me, I under- 
stood him to avow the doctrine of protection of ‘‘infant industries“ to 
be correct. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Iam a protectionist; and I am willing 
to extend protection wherever in my judgment it is needed, to the 
extent of the requirements of this Government for revenue in connec- 
tion with the taxes it now imposes on whisky and tobacco. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman answer me whether he is in 
favor of protecting infant industries“ and only ‘‘infant industries?“ 

A MEMBER., And the sugar industry. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. No, I am for free sugar. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman tell me whether he believes 
that the rice industry, the sugar industry, the iron industry, or any of 
the industries protected in the Mills bill are infant industries?” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I want to say in answer to all such 
questions that, as for myself, I have made up my mind the tax burden 
upon the people of the country, which is $100,000,000 in excess of what 
it ought to be, should be reduced to that extent. As to matters of de- 
tail, I challenge this side of the House, in spite of all its boasted glee 
in tackling this great question, to bringin a bill on which you can align 
your own forces. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I have agreed in my own mind that areduction should be made. How 
it shall be done is a matter of detail; and while the bill under consider- 
ation does not in many particulars satisfy me, I undertake to say that 
it is a step in the right direction and that it is more reductive; there is 
a less per cent. of protection in it than there would be in any bill now 
pending in this House if the Republican side dominated the House. 
This is, as already suggested, a question of details; and you have not 
during the long months that this question has been here exhibited any 
disposition to get yourselves together upon the matter of details and 
point out the items upon which you will agree to a reduction; but you 
stand here in the way, finding fault with the men whoare making honest 
effort in the direction of reduction of taxation. 

Mr. WARNER. I understood the gentleman to say he is in favor 
of the Mills bill because there is less of protection in it than in bills 
produced by this side of the House. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Iam in favor of the Mills bill, so far as 
I am in favor of it at all, because it is a step in the direction of obedi- 
ence to the commands of all parties in this country, including that 
party with which I have acted all my life. 

A MEMBER. Which is that? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. The Republican party. 

Mr. WARNER. Will the gentleman answer whether he is in favor 
of the Mills bill because there is less protection in it than in any bill 
which could be framed by this side of the House? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I undertake to say that these men who 
are standing here opposing all kinds of reduction of impost duties are 
ontside the pale of Republicanism as it has been known in the State 
where I have lived for thirty years. 

Mr. WARNER. Will you answer my question? Have you not 
stated that you are in favor of this bill because there is less of protec- 
tion in it than in any bill emanating from this side of the House? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Ihave said—and I do not want to be 
misunderstood or misquoted—that in my judgment there is no bill, 
taking it all in all, presented to this House for the reduction of tax- 
ation that is as satisfactory in all particulars as the one under consid- 
eration to-day. By that declaration I am willing to stand; and you 
may make the most of it. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WARNER. I hope unanimous consent will be given for an ex- 
tension of the gentleman’s time. I unwittingly occupied a considera- 
ble part of his time with interruptions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] 
asks unanimous consent that the-gentleman from Iowa may continue 
his remarks for five minutes, Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Now, Mr. Chairman, on what meat do 
these dur modern self-constituted Republican leaders feed, that they have 
grown so great and know so much more than the rank and file and body 
of the party as it has declared time and again the doctrine of the party 
in State and national conventions? 

A MEMBER. How about Oregon? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Oregon! I presume that the lumber 
trusts have got together and declared that they must stamp out this 
principle of reduction of taxation. 

Mr. HERMANN. Let me say that the greater portion of the 7,000 
majority in Oregon is right along the line of the agricultural counties, 
the wheat-growing, wool-growing, and lumber counties. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Ido not doubt the results which can 
be produced by these combinations where their greed prompts them to 
contend for that which will do them the most good. 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. It must be a pretty lively “trast” that could 
create a majority of 7,000. N 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. It is a lively trust; and therein is the 
danger of the principle of protection advocated here, unless it is put 
under the most stringent control. In politics the principle of protec- 
tion is what poison is in medieine; it must be handled in the same 

rded manner, It is the fell influence of this institution, growing 
and widening like a Upas tree, that accounts for the great strides Re- 
publican leaders in certain quarters have taken in reference to this ques- 
tion. They have found this principle not only a politic thing in certain 
quarters, but they have found that it is or may be an exceedingly lucra- 
tive thing. 

Mr. HERMANN. The gentleman will allow me to say that the 
largest product of the people of Oregon is wheat; the next prod- 
uct is wool; and the third largest, lumber; and within the confines of 
that State there is not a single trust,“ lumber, wool, or otherwise. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. You have made your speech, now let 
me make mine. The question which the gentleman said he would put 
to me is less of a question than it is a speech, but I believe I can 
supply a sufficient answer to it by asking the gentleman from Oregon 
whether he was not crushed out of a lumber trust in the State of Ore- 
gon. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. HERMANN. I most emphatically deny that, or anything like 
it, under any circumstances. [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. You make a special denial. You do 
not deny there is a lumber trust in that State, and you will not deny 
it. And you will not deny that you attempted to gain admittance into 
that lumber trust in your State but you could not doit. [Laughter 
and applause on the Democratic side. | 5 

Mr. HERMANN. I do deny that most emphatically, and I deny 
there is any such trust in the State of Oregon. 8 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes; it has been denied there is any 
lumber trast in the State of Iowa, where I have knowledge of its ex- 
istence; where I know it as a fact that there is a lumber trust in the 
State of Iowa; where I know it as an open and a notorious fact, as fully 
as I ean possibly know of any other business arrangements. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. REED. Stick to your Oregon text. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. That is not all. But I do not rely on 
vague statements as to the existence of a lumber trust in the State of 
Iowa, but I refer to the columns of the State Register, which is the 
head and front of protection in that country. That paper in denun- 
ciation of a member of the Legislature of its own party said that he 
should be gotten rid of for the reason he was a member of the Green 
Bay lumber trust. [Laughter and applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. I hope the gentleman will be allowed to 
proceed to the conclusion of his remarks. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I will not object to the ex- 
tension of the gentleman’s time if he is allowed to proceed with his 
remarks, and not subjected toa continued cross-examination by gentle- 
men on the other side. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection, and the gentleman 
will proceed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I will not indulge, gentlemen, any fur- 
ther in cross-examination, but will proceed with the remarks which I 
was submitting. 

Mr. GEAR. I hope my colleague will permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Certainly I will yield to Governor 
G 


EAR. 

Mr. GEAR. My colleague has stated that there is a lumber trust 
existing in the State of Iowa. Let him state who compose that trust, 
if he knows. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Oh, yes, gentlemen, when I say there 
is a lumber trust in the State of lowa—— 

Mr. GEAR. Answer that statement of mine. You say there is a 
lumber trust in the State of Iowa. Now who are the men that control 
that trust? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. It will not do for gentlemen simply to 
ask questions with a sneer, a leer, a jeer, into which gentlemen unwit- 
tingly driftin their questions, and which com at least three-fourths 
of their arguments. [Laughterand applause.| I havestated that there 
was a lumber trust in Iowa and you ask me to prove it, Where there 
is no proof of a trust you all deny its existence until it becomes as pat- 
ent and as open to everybody as the existence of the Standard Oil Trust. 
You denied the existence of the Standard Oil Trust, and you asked who 
composed it, and you would not acknowledge that any such trust as the 
Standard Oil ‘Trust existed until its existence was known to everybody. 
Until the existence of the Standard Oil Trust became palpable to all you 
continued to deny in the face of the country that there was any such 
3 as you deny the existence of any lumber trust in the State 
of Iowa. 

I kave said that there is such a lumber trust in the State of Iowa, 


and if you want to learn all the facts, why do you not go before your 
Congressional committee and make an investigation? The Committee 
on Manufactures has been investigating during this session into these 
very matters; why do you not go before that committee and find out 
whether there is a lumber trust in Iowa or not? 

Mr. REED. Answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. You go before the committees of the 
House; go before the Committee on Manufactures, investigating this 
matter, and they come upon the floor and report to you after they have 
investigated the matter whether there is or not a lumber trast. That 
committee has at its back all the machinery of the House. They can 
send for witnesses. ‘They can examine them as to the facts within 
their knowledge, but frequently fail under these circumstances to elicit 
any reliable information. Yet when I say upon the floorof this House 
that there is a lumber trust in the State of Iowa you sneer and say be- 
cause I do not come here with proof full and complete and palpable in 
every particular, therefore there is no such trust. 

Mr. REED. Now give us the names. 

Mr. GEAR. Lask my colleague who compose that lumber trust in 
the State of Iowa? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I do not know. [Laughter and ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. GEAR rose. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. Wait a moment. 

Mr. GEAR. Doyou know of your own knowledge there is any such 
trust in the State of lowa? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I know of my own knowledge there is 
such a trust in the State of Iowa. I know as well as J possibly can 
know things notoriously proclaimed in the columns of the daily press 
and throughout the community and the State where I have lived for 
thirty years. = 

Mr. GEAR. Who compose it? 

Mr. WEAVER. Iwill answer it. 

Mr. REED. Let your protégé take care of himself. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEAVER. I will tell you who compose it. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. It isimmaterial who compose it. Isay 
there is such a lumber trust, and that is not the way to prove that it 
does not exist. You only ask these questions to divert attention. 
Statutes are not suggested in advance of the presence of the crimes 
they seek to prohibit, and you know that Iowa’s last Legislature enacted 
a statute prohibiting trusts, and that such statute largely grew out of 
the agitation of the lumber trusts of the State. 

The State Register said a member of the Legislature from Polk 
County, Hon. James G. Berryhill, was one of the leading members of 
the Green Bay lumber trust; and he was a member of the Republican 
party holding a position in the State ture for two successive 
terms, and held it by the votes of the Republican party of that State. 

Mr. GEAR. Is that an answer to my question? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Your question is answered now. [De- 
risive laughter on the Republican-side, ] 

His questions, I submit to all sensible, fair-minded men, as to who 
are the individual members of this trust, are so Absolutely and utterly 
immaterial, and he knows it, that they are unworthy of an answer; 
and it is just by that class of immaterial questions and answers 

Mr. McCOMAS. Answers! ILaughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Jowa. That you propose to stave off the reduc- 
tion of the taxes on thé people of this country, that they are now pay- 
ing, of more than one hundred millions of dollars a year. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Would it be fair to ask the gentleman where 
this trust is, as he does not seem inclined to state who are the parties 
composing it 2 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Where the trust is? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Yes. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. It is coextensive with the trade; and 
I know personally that there exist good reasons why anybody in my 
State who enters that business without leave of a given syndicate or 
secret power abiding somewhere, is absolutely driven out of business 
or into bankruptcy. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] Ay! 
you may answer with your laughter, gentlemen, and you may answer 
with your sneers, because those are the most potential arguments you 
have to employ in defense of your views and in opposition to the peo- 
ple on this great question. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will you be kind enough to state, as you are on 
the subject of trusts, the process by which the lumber trusts accom- 
plish this? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Mr. Chairman, I will not be deprived. 
of the time so courteously extended to me by the House by these irrel- 
evant questions. I have already had a considerable extension of the 
time, and have been indulgent in the matter of answering questions, 

Mr. GEAR. You have not answered my question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. And I do not propose to be side-tracked . 
to answer these irrelevant suggestions farther than I have already 
answered them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But this is on the main track. I want to keep you 
on that. [Laughter.] 
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Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. Well, you are from the Maine State 
[laughter] and you want the Maine business well taken care of. It is 
the duty on lumber that you are mainly interested in. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But, I repeat, I want to keep you on the main 
track. Yousay that you do not propose to be side-tracked by irrelevant 
questions. Now, these are pertinent questions to keep you on the track. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. That is the State of Maine, and $2 a 
thousand feet bonus for your people paid by the people of my district, 
and paid by people gencrally not in the business, to those Maine men 
who are in the business, is the main business with you. Now I de- 
cline to be interrupted any further. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But you have had twenty minutes by unani- 
mous consent, and I think the gentleman ought to give us some infor- 
mation upon this subject of which he talks so knowingly. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I want to show, Mr. Chairman, now 
by the record which I propose to quote that I am strictly in the line 
of the party in the position I occupy. 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FELTON, Mr. ADAMS, and others asked unanimous consent 
that Mr. ANDERSON be permitted to proceed five minutes longer. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I ask to be allowed to continue my re- 
marks a little further. .I am nearly through. 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. We have taken up a good deal of the gen- 
tleman’s time by interruptions. 

Mr. REED. But he has not answered any questions. [Cries of 
Regular order !’’] 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have not occupied any 
time in this discussion 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I hope five minutes addi- 
tional time will be given to the gentleman in view of the interruptions. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous 
consent that five minutes additional time be granted to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I object until the committee is in order. 
to anything in this disorder and confusion. . 

The CHAIRMAN, The committee will be in order, and the busi- 
ness of the committee will be suspended until order is restored on the 
floor. 

Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have no objection to extending this courtesy to 
the gentleman from Iowa if he will occupy a portion of it in the way 
of answering fair and proper questions. 

Mr. MORSE. Oh, he will speak for himself on that subject. Do 
not be afraid. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I desire to go on for one moment longer. 
It seems that gentlemen are not only determined that we shall have 
an embargo on trade in lumber, but even free speech; and if you can 
not grant me the time without imposing a duty upon it, I tell you 
frankly, gentlemen, that I do not want it at all. [Laughter and ap- 
plause.] Iwill and have answered all questions material and perti- 
nent to the facts I am discussing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I withdraw any objection I may have made. I 
think the gentleman is doing a pretty reasonable amount of talking on 
his own hook. 

Mr. LAWLER. I object unless the gentleman can proceed in his 
own way. Itiscontrary to parliamentary rules to have the gentleman’s 
time taken up by so many others. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that objection is made. 

Mr. BROWNE, of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I have not been recog- 
nized in this debate, and if I can be recognized I will yield to the gen- 
tleman from Iowa. 5 

Mr. SEYMOUR. I insist that we have order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair will again state that no business will 
be transacted until gentlemen resume their seats. 

Mr. Browne, of Indiana, addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair will again submit the request that the 
gentleman from Iowa be permitted to proceed. 

Mr. LAWLER. I will withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE, of Kentucky. I ask, then, that the gentle- 
man be permitted to occupy five minutes additional time. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr, ANDERSON, of Iowa. I am very much obliged to the com- 
mittee, for I did not expect so muchindulgence. There is one further 
point, however, that I wanted to make, and itis in the trend of the 
argument, if I may call it such, to show what progress, and in connec- 
tion with showing what progress to show what danger there is in this 
principle of so-called protection if it is not properly and carefully 
guarded and restrained. 

Why, my predecessor on this floor, whose loyalty to the country and 
the party has not been questioned by those men who have thought fit 
to differ with me, when he came fresh from the people, with his homely 
virtues, sach as we have upon the prairies, was occupying the position 
as to the question of lumber that would to-day put his standing in the 

rty, as far as the would-be leaders of the party are concerned, in 
jeopardy, and I want to show what his opinion was with reference to 
this subject in some of the debates that took place on this floor some 
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years ago, and which he, nodoubt, entertains to-day, unless, forsooth, he 
has made as much progress as some of his colleagues on this floor. In 
the Forty-seventh Congress, on the 14th day of February, 1883, in his 
place in this Hall, my distinguished predecessor made these remarks, 
and I wish to repeat that his whole political standing in the party, if 
some of those self-constituted bosses are allowed to determine the ques- - 
tion, would be jeopardized. 

ay Hepscen said: It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Wis- 
consin— 


I think he referred to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. GUEN- 


THER] who sits near me— 

as well as the gentleman from Maine, is unnecessarily indignant towards those 
of us who have said something with reference to the preservation of the forests 
of this country. No one has proposed to say that the gentleman from Maine 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin may not destroy their forests as rapidly as 
they choose. It is not the question presented in this paragraph, The question 
is as to whether we will offer them a bonus of ten, fifteen, or twenty dollars an 
acre for the destruction of their forests. That is what they ask us to do. 

He does not put it on the doubtful ground that is suggested here by 
some. He wants to protect the forests by a broad and manly and de- 
fensible plan in the interests of his constituents and of all the people 
of the country. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Verily. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Yon can not go further in indorsing his 
ability than I do. 

Mr. GUENTHER. Why did not his people elect him again? 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Because he had gone into the ranks of 
the monopolistic powers of this country body and breeches. [Laugh- 
ter.] z 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish we had his breeches here. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Yes; and I do not doubt that every 
other member on this floor, who wants to tax somebody else’s business 
in order to keep up his own, would join in the wish. - [Laughter on 
the Democratic side. } 

Mr. Chairman, this is what my colleague said further: 

It is not the question presented in this paragraph. The question is as to 
whether we will offer them a bonus of $10, $15, or $20 an acre for the destruc- 
tion of their forests. That is what they ask us todo, There is no objection to 
these forests being destroyed, perhaps. There is no question of the right of 
these gentlemen who own them to destroy them if they see fit. 

Mr. Chairman, I concur with my predecessor in that, and I put my 
belief in free trade in lumber on no such ground as the protection of 
the forests. . My predecessor went on to say: . 

But they have no right to quarrel with us because we refuse to give them this 
bonus of one, two, three, and three and a half dollars a thousand feet for their 
destruction, which-amounts to from $20 to an acre of the forests. 

Mr. Chairman, I invite attention to the reason which my predecessor 
gives at this point. He says farther: 

Here is a difference, it seems to me, between the position of this now under 
consideration and any of the other protected industries of this country. It is 
claimed that the reason why this protection should be given is to protect the 


laborer, and yet a gentleman speaking by authority for the State of Michigan 
only a few days ago in another place admitted that ten thousand and more la- 


`| borers from the Dominion of Canada each winter cross the river, or an imagi- 


nary line, and become competitors with our people in the forests of Michigan, 
We know that in Maine it is an easy matter to introduce all the cheap labor— 
the pauper labor, if you choose—from Canada. Now, why should we offer this 
bonus to that class of laborers? , 


Mr. GUENTHER. Have you heard from Oregon? [Laughter.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I have. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. GEAR. Mr. Chairman, I have taken no part in this debate, 
having been paired. My colleague from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON] has 
stated in his place here that there is a trust among the lumber manu- 
facturers of Iowa. I deny that. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Prove your denial. 

A MEMBER. Prove a negative. 

Mr. GEAR. I will come as near proving my denial as you have 
come to proving your assertion. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. I want to show the gentleman the ab- 
surdity of the assault he makes. If its putrid carcass was not fully 
exposed so that it isastink in the nostrils of all men I suppose he 
would deny the existence of the Standard Oil Trust. 

Mr. GEAR. I say I will come as near proving my denial as the gen- 
tleman has come to proving his assertion. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
timber interest in my State, while we have no pine timber, is quite a 
large one. The millmen of my State cut 350,000,000 feet of lumber 
annually, amounting to about $4,000,000. Some of them own their 
stumpage, but the majority buy logs which are floated down that great 
artery of commerce, the Mississippi. 

The largest lumber manufacturers in the State of Iowa live in my 
own district. One of those gentlemen is here to-day on the floor of 
this House, and he assures me that as between the lumber manufact- 
urers.there is not, so ſur as he knows, and there never has been, a lum- 
ber trust in the State of Iowa. But there are large dealers who should 
not be confounded with the manufacturers. It is true that these deal- 
ers have had an arrangement by and under which they each have con- 
trol of certain territory, an arrangement of the character of that de- 
scribed by the gentleman from Ka sas [Mr. Funston]. 

But, sir, the Republican party of my State, having ever in mind, as 


[Laughter. ] 
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it has had for the last thirty years, the welfare of the people, has enacted 
a law under which a trust or trade league can not stand on the soil of 
Republican Iowa for one minute [applause on the Republican side]; 
and when my colleague states that there is a lumber trust there, he 
makes a statement which, in my judgment, is not warranted by the 
facts. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. One question. Is it not true the Iowa 
State Register, published by Mr. John S. Clarkson, a member of the 
National Republican Committee, made the charge directly and contin- 
uously that James G. Berryhill, a Republican member of the Legisla- 
ture from Polk County, was a member of a lumber trust, and that the 
case ought to be investigated by the Legislature? 

Mr. GEAR. Ido not know whether it did or not, as I was not a 
subscriber at that time to the State Register. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of lowa. I supposed you could not keep house 
without it. 

Mr. GEAR. But Mr. James G. Berryhill was a member of the Leg- 
islature which enacted the anti-trust law, and he voted for it. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa. Of course he did. You do not deny, 
though, that I state facts, do you? 

Mr. WEAVER was recognized. 

Mr. BLAND, I ask the gentleman to yield to me for a few min- 
utes, in order that I may have read a dispatch sent to the New York 
3 showing why and how Oregon has been carried by the Repub- 

icans. 

The dispatch was read, as follows: 

OREGON GOES REPUBLICAN—RAILROAD INFLUENCES CONTROL WITH A VIEW TO 
THE SENATORSHIP. 
[By telegraph to the Herald. 
PORTLAND, June 5, 1888. 

This State went Republican yesterday by about 4,000 majority. The real issue 
was the Senatorship. The Legislature just elected will choose a United States 
Senator, and the corporation influences—the Northern Pacific Railroad—are 
powerful in the State, and on the Republican side, because the Democratic policy 
about land grants has been bitterly opposed and resented by the railroad. 

Mr, BLAND. Mr. Chairman, here again we find the great monopo- 
lies arrayed against the Democratic party. Gentlemen on the other 
side of the House have claimed to be the friends of the laboring men, 
and of homes for the laboring classes, places to which they can retreat 
when they have been driven from the employ of the monopolies; and 
yet, sir, because the Democratic party in this House has a bill 
forfeiting over fifty million acres of the public lands which had been 
granted to railroads, and forfeiting the land-grant of the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad, the party has been proscribed by that great monopoly, 
and the combine of the tariff monopoly and the railroad monopoly has 
carried Oregon against the Democratic party, which has always been 
fighting those monopolies in the interest of labor and in the interest of 
homes for the people of this country. In that interest the House of Rep- 
resentatives passed the bill forfeiting the land grant of the Northern 
Pacific, and that monopoly has fought the Democratic party in Oregon 
in order to secure a United States Senator for the Republican party. 
That bill, which passed this House in the last Congress, sleeps now in 
the Senate, and hence the importance of the Republicans keeping con- 
trol of the Senate, so as to continue to throttle the interests of labor and 
ok 16 people of this country generally. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

Mr. WEAVER. Mr. Chairman, I was very much astonished at the 
remarks of the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. HERMANN] in reply to the 
questions of my colleague [Mr. ANDERSON, of Iowa]. Now I want to 
ask the gentleman from Oregon a question, and I want him to answer 

es or no. 
7 Mr. HERMANN. Iwill answer you. 

Mr. WEAVER. I want you to answer yes or no. Then you can 
have the floor to say what you please after I get through. 

Mr. HERMANN. Iwill answer you. 

Mr. WEAVER. Now, Iask the gentleman whether it is not true 
that he owned some saw-mills in Oregon. 

Mr. HERMANN. Ido not. 

Mr. WEAVER. I ask whether it is not true that you did own and 
operate saw-mills in that State. 

Mr. HERMANN. Several years ago, probably four or five years ago, 
I did own one small saw-mill. 

Mr. WEAVER. And is it not true that you took your lumber to 
Portland, and that you could not land it or get a man to measure it for 
you unless you paid $500 for the privilege of going into the organiza- 
tion that controlled the wharfage at Portland? And did you not refuse 
to pay that, or rather did you not at first agree to pay it, and then didnot 
they notify you that they had all the members they wanted and refuse 
to let you into the combine; and were you not compelled to sell your 
lumber at a reduced rate and at a heavy loss? I want to ask you one 
other question: Did you not make substantially that statement in the 
peene of four or five gentlemen, members of this House, who are 

ere listening to me while I put these questions? Now, answer that. 

Mr. HERMANN. Do you wish it answered now, or do you propose 
T shall have my five minutes to give the answer ? 
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Mr. WEAVER. . You may answer it now, and afterward you can 
explain in your five minutes. 

Mr. HERMANN. Then I will say no“ now, and I will answer 
more fully in my five minutes. 

Mr. WEAVER. You say no to all those propositions ? 

Mr. HERMANN. I say that in the main the statement is incorrect; 
and as to the exact particulars, I will answer in my five minutes. 

Mr. WEAVER. Did you not make that statement in substance in 
the presence of four or five members of this House? 

Mr. HERMANN. I will answer the gentleman in my five minutes 
fully and completely. , 

Mr. WEAVER. I will yield, and let the gentleman take his five 
minutes now, and I will reserve the residue of my time. [Cries of ‘‘Oh, 
no.“ 

Mr. HERMANN. Say what you desire to say in full now, so that 
I shall have five minutes to answer what you may say. 

Mr. WEAVER. I have said all that I want to say to the gentleman 
from Oregon now. He can take his five minutes, and I will reserve the 
remainder of my time. [Cries of Oh, no.“ ] 

Mr. BAYNE. I object to any reservation. 

A MEMBER. You can not object. 

Mr. BAYNE. I will see whether I can not. 

Mr. WEAVER. Very well; I will yield the floor to the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. BAYNE. That will do. 

Mr. WEAVER. And I will ask to be recognized after he is through. 
(Laughter. ] 

Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not at all surprised thatmy 
friend on the other side [Mr. WEAVER], and those of my friends who 
are near him prompting him, should be very desirous to avail them- 
‘selves of this opportunity to put the questions which haye just now 
been addressed to me. It is proper I should say this: In the first 
place, I was, four or five years ago, the owner of a small saw-mill in 
the State of Oregon, and was shipping lumber from that State. My 
shipments were confined almost exclusively to cedar—white cedar— 
what is called Port Orford cedar, which is grown almost exclusively 
upon the Pacific coast, in the State of Oregon. It may really be called 
a luxury in the lumber business, being used exclusively for the finest 
finishing work. No lumber of that class is produced in Canada, British 
Columbia, or anywhere else, so far as I have knowledge, than where I 
have stated. A few men controlled the business in California, and 
entered there into a combination; so that it became impossible for me 
to place my cedar upon the markets of San Francisco on equal terms 
with theirs. I was refused admittance into their combination. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side; cries of Wait!” “ Wait!“ 
on the Republican side.] 

This species of lumber has no connection with the great bulk of the 
lumber manufactures of the Pacifie coast; it is possibly about the one- 
thousandth part of the lumber manufacture of that coast. It has no 
connection with Canada lumber. You may put it on the free-list or 
leave it off, and it will make no difference. It has no connection with 
any tariff regulation. There was a combination among a few lamber 
manufacturers on our own coast, which existed for about six months, 
and after that was dissolved. That is the history of that “‘ lumber 
trust;’’? and it has now no existence, so far as I understand. That is 
the whole sum and substance of this matter, It had no relation to 
the great lumber production there, which is Oregon pine, of which Ore- 
gon produces to-day 300,000,000 feet and the Pacific coast 1,000, 000, 
600 feet. It has no connection with the great lumber traffic of the 
United States, and the combination to which I have referred existed 
but a short time, but was never in any sense a trust, merely an asso- 
ciation of lumber dealers in San Francisco, not manufacturers, 

This is the matter which I related in ordinary conyersation in con- 
nection with trust combinations to my associates, some of them polit- 
ical opponents, in the Committee on Manufactures. The facts are as 
I now state them, and it is due to them and to me that I should make 
this statement. 

So far as regards putting this lumber upon the Portland market, we 
have no Portland market for it, and there is no combination, no trust 
in the State of Oregon. We all manufacturers there; we are en- 
gaged in the logging business; We are engaged in raising the products 
of the soil for the support and sustenance of the loggers. We have no 
dealers, no combinations, in that State. Our markets are in San Fran- 
cisco; they are up and down the coast; they are in China. We have 
no associations of dealers in our State. Consequently, when the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. ANDERSON], who preceded the gentleman that 
last spoke, charged that trust combinations had exercised some inter- 
ference in the recent election in the State of Oregon, he said that which 
is entirely without foundation; but I will do him the justice to say he 
would not have made so reckless an assertion if he had not been 
prompted by gentlemen on the other side who are now seeking so anx- 
iously to get here the admission on my part of the existence of a cedar 
trust between three or four wealthy firms, which existed only six or 
seven months, and had relation to an article of luxury in the lumber 
business—had no connection whatever with the great body of the lum- 
ber business in the State of Oregon or California or on the Pacific coast 
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Let me repeat that if there was a cedar trust it had no more relation 
to the tariff than has the anthracite trust or the coal-oil trust, which 
seems to figure so conspicuously in the omissions of the gentlemen on 
the other side, or a long list of trust organizations which might b. 
mentioned. It was, let me say, the hay-makers, the hop growers, the 
fruit-growers, the wheat-growers, the laborers, the wage-earners of Ore 
gon who rose up in that State. One-fourth of the Democratic party o! 

Oregon rose up in their might and concluded that now was the time 
. toadministera rebuke to these industry-smashers, these ‘‘sheep-steal- 
ers,“ if I may use the term [laughter], who are seeking to destroy the 
great interests of my State, lumber, wool, fruit, hops, and other indus- 

tries which have pushed that State forward in great strides to a pros- 
piy and greatness which are not equaled among all the States of the 
nion. It was not the Republicans alone who joined in that rebuke, 
but the records show that more than one-fourth of the Democratic party 
arose in their might to administer this rebuke. The consumers of that 
country joined with the producers and the manufacturers in adminis- 
tering this rebuke. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. WEAVER obtained the floor and said: I will yield to the gen- 
tleman if I can afterward be ized. 

Mr. HERMANN. Nothing probably can furnish so strong a confirma- 
tion of what I have been stating; no better proof can be presented oi 
every suggestion I have made than this telegram which I have received 
this morning from the chairman of the Republican State central com- 
mittee of Oregon, who has been receiving returns from all portions oi 
that widely-extended State: 

Your majority will reach about 7,000. Democrats have less than twenty 
members in both houses. 

The aggregate membership being ninety. 

Tariff question did it. 

[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr, BLAND. H nd for the Northern Pacific Railroad land grant ! 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Several MEMBERS. Hurrah for BILL Scorr. [Laughter and ap- 


use, 
Pir WEAVER. I send to the Clerk’s desk, to have read asa part of 
my remarks, a telegram which has just been received by Mr. MILLS. 
The Clerk read as follows: à 
CONVENTION HALL, ST. Louis, June 7, 1888—11.19 a. m. 


greeted with applause, presented from committee on 


Scorr of Pennsylvan 
dorsing and recommending early passage of Mills 


some a resolution 

[Great applause. ] 

Previous question ordered and resolution passed amid great cheering and 
waving of hats. 

[Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WEAVER. Certainly. 

Mr. KELLEY. Did Mr. Scorr or the convention fix the date at 
which the Mills bill will go into effect? [Renewed applause. ] 

Mr. WEAVER. This House will fix that early enough for the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania. [Applause on the Democratic side of the 
House.] 

Mr. BAYNE rose. 

Mr. WEAVER. I do not desire to be interrupted. 

Several MEMBERS. Allow a dispatch to be read. 

Mr. WEAVER.. You can get the floor after I am through. 

Mr. BIGGS. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will yield and allow 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania to havea telegram read. 

Mr. WEAVER. No. When the gentleman from Oregon putin his 

h of confession and avoidance he said it was a smali saw-mill he 
owned [laughter], and that it was a small part of the lumber business 
in Oregon. I want to say that the lumber trust was large enough to 
crush ont his small business it seems, and he could not get in, just as he 
states it. 

The evidence seems to be cumulative in favor of the existence of the 
Jumber trust. Will any sane man say that that lumber trust was con- 
fined to the cedar lumber? I ask the Clerk to read the following ex- 
tract from the New York Tribune of Merch 7 last. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The pine lumber pool has succeeded during the past year in advancing the 
prices of lumber $12 to $15 per thousand, on the ground of high shipping rates 
and increased wages, The grounds for the advance are trivial, as the wages of 
the men are 9 per month and be running expenses of the vessels 
are no ter. The pool, which has adopted all the methods of newly invented 
trusts, simply made the people of California pay about one and a half mill- 


ions into its pocket. It controls ships and milis, and regulates the prices of pine 
Jumber to suit itself. 


Mr. WEAVER The article which has just been read is from the 
New York Tribune, a Republican journal, the services of which they 
can not do without in the coming campaign. 

My honored colleague, Governor GEAR, also denies the existence of 


a lumber trust in the State of Iowa. 
, [Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BUTTERWORTH. Let us hear who has been nominated at 
St. Louis for the Vice-Presidency. 


JUNE 7, 
Mr, Cox sent up the following telegram to be read: 
The Clerk read as follows: : 
Sr. Lovis, June 7. 
Thurman is nominated, 
[Long-continued applause. ] 


Mr. OUTHWAITE stood at the Clerk’s desk exhibiting a large photo- 
graph of Mr. Tharman, which was greeted with applause. 

Mr. BIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I have worked for over thirty years to 
secure the nomination of Mr. Thurman for the first place; I wanted 
him put at the head of the ticket. He has now been put in the second 
place, and I tell you that California will give him a majority at the 
coming election of over 15,000, [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. PETERS, Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Missouri 
refers to the active part taken by the Democratic party in the forfeit- 
ure of the unearned land grant to the Northern Pacific Railroad, I 
wish to say to him that the man who took the most active part in get- 
ting through this House the bill forfeiting those lands and returning 
them to the public domain was not a Democrat at all, but a Repub- 
lican member on this side of the House. I refer to the gentleman from 
j He [Mr. Payson]. [Applause on the- Republican side of the 
House. : 

‘The man who made the strongest speech in opposition to that measure 
was not a Republican, but he was the gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. 
Van Eaton, a Democrat on that side of the House. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] Thestatementofthe gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
BLAND] was in keeping, so far as veracity is concerned, with the plat- 
form adopted by his party in 1884, in which it declared that the Dem- 
ocratic party had forfeited over 100,000,000 acres of land grants in the 
United States. A letter was written to the Commissioner of the 
General Land Office, asking for information upon that subject, and his 
reply was that there were only 8,000,000 acres up to that time which 
had been forfeited. [Laughter.] So that the Democratic party of Mis- 
souri in its platform came within ninety-two millions of the truth; and 
that is pretty near for the Democrats. [Laughter andapplause on the 
Republican side.] 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will you permit a question? 

Mr. PETERS. No; I want to yield one minute now to the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. BAYNE]. 

Mr. MCMILLIN. Let me ask this question 

Mr. BLAND. Let me ask the gentleman what became of that bill 
in the Senate, which was passed by the House but hung upin the Sen- 
ate, forfeiting the entire Northern Pacific land grants? 

Mr. BAYNE. The gentleman from Kansas yields to me, and I desire 
to have read a telegram in that time. I want to have this dispatch read 
for the information of the House; and while it is going to the desk I 
will simply inquire why itis that this enthusiasm is manifested on that 
side of the House over the tail of the Democratic ticket when so little 
was Manifested over the head of it? [Laughter and applause on the 
Remnbliean side.] Task the Clerk to read the telegram. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon, BENJAMIN Burrenvorrn, 
House of Representatives, 


Democratic committee refuse to pay for transportation 


Mr. BUTTERWORTH (interrupting the reading). 
You need not read that telegram. [Laughter. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas has the floor. 

Mr. PETERS. I yield the remainder of the time to the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Telegrams being in order, I have sought the 
floor to enable me only to ask the Clerk to read two, which I think 
will throw some light upon the measures which have been taken look- 
ing to the precipitation of that war amongst the people of this country 
which the gentleman from Kentucky was so eloquent in describing 
this forenoon, I did not know that we had just gone through a war; 
but I discovered that the measures adopted on yesterday to strangle 
ultimately the Committee on Ways and Means by a direct refusal to 
indorse their bill in St. Louis, and then ultimately to come in with a 
supplemental proposition, was worked out through means which are 
described in these telegrams which I now ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Watterson received the following telegram from Washington to-day: 


“ Failure to indorse the Mills bill may defeat it. 
“WILLIAM ©. BRECKINRIDGE,” 
Governor John C, Brown handed the following telegram he had just received 
from Congressman McMILtin to Mr, Watterson: 
Governor J. C. Brown, Southern Hotel: 


Failure to indorse the Mills bill in 5 or separate resolutions may de- 
feat it. We charged bayonets here. ve the convention do its duty. 
“BENTON MeMuILLIN.“ 
[Laughter. ] 


Mr. MCMILLIN. With my compliments, gentlemen. 
and applause, | 

Mr. BLAND. The question is, who stole that telegram? [Derisive 
laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. May not the suggestion of the gentleman from 


í Sr. Lovis, June 7, 1888. 


One moment. 


(Laughter 
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Missouri be born of the spirit that always attributes to somebody else 
that which is prominent in a man's own mind. These telegrams, I 
will state to him, were cut from the current issue of the public press of 
to-day, and were doubtless handed to the press by the gentlemen who 
are thus being called upon to aid the Ways and Means Committee in 
the hour of its distress. : 

Mr. BLAND. The mind and character of the gentleman inspired 
the question. : e 

Mr. KELLEY. Let me state that they are in the New York Tri- 
bune of this morning, both of them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not know what it was that made my 
friend from Tennessee suggest this reference to a charge of bayonets, 
unless it was because of the refusal of the Chair on that day to recog- 
nize anybody on this side of the House to move a suspension of the 
rules and fix a day for the consideration of pension legislation. [Laugh- 
ter.] I suppose it must have been thai, because that was the only 
thing that has recently occurred that did look like a charge of cavalry. 

Mr. KELLEY. Will the gentleman permit me to supplement the 
. telegram of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. MCMILLIN] by add- 

ing the remainder of it? He Fhould have continued: s 

Have the convention do its duty. 

[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. MILLS. That is all right. 

Mr. McMILLIN. And the convention has done its duty, and that 
duty will result, I can tell the gentleman, in no comfort to him and his 
side of the House. 

Mr. KELLEY. Can you inform us whether it gives the date when the 
Mills bill is to go into effect? [Laughter and applause on the Repub- 
lican side. 

Mr. MOMILLIN. This Congress will fix that date, and I will tell 
the gentleman that he will then have less comfort, for the people are 
ing to have relief from oppressive taxation and the gentleman and 

party can not prevent it. [Applause.] All the powers of sophis- 
try, all the interests of monopoly which can be brought to bear in this 
connection will not fortify the gentleman and his side in preventing 
that action, [Renewed applause.] Even filibustering will not do it. 

A MEMBER. We will see. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee rise for the purpose of lim- 
iting debate, unless, by consent, we can come to some understanding 
that this discussion shall terminate. We have had politics enough for 
a time. 

Mr. REED. I should like to make a few remarks myself on the 
amendment. * 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the committee now rise. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 100, noes 92. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. MCMILLIN having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. SPRINGER reported that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
consideration the tariff bill, had come to no resolution thereor. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. McCook, its Secretary, announced 
that the Senate insisted on its amendments disagreed to by the House 
on the Indian appropriation bill, and agreed to the conference asked by 
the House thereon, and had appointed Mr. Dawes, Mr. PLUMB, and 
Mr. CALL conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. FISHER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported that 
they had examined and found duly enrolled bills of the House of the 
following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, namely: 

A bill (H. R. 2017) to incorporate the Rock Creek Railway Company 
of the District of Columbia; 

Sc ( T R. 7263) for the erection of a public building at Bay City, 
ich.; an 

A bill (H. R. 7340) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Hickman, Ky. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union; and pending that I move that 
all debate on the pending paragraph and amendments thereto be lim- 
ited to forty minutes. 

Mr. ADAMS. I should like to have at least ten minutes myself on 
this question. 

Mr. MILLS, We spent all day yesterday on it. 

Mr. ADAMS. That was not my fault. 

5 I suggest that the gentleman allow thirty minutes on 
each side. 

Mr. MILLS. I will accept that, and move that the debate close in 
one hour on this paragraph and all amendments. 

The motion was to. 

The motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
was agreed to, 


1 THE TARIFF. 
e House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the Whol 
on the state of the U Mr. SPRINGER in the chair. pri 


know belong to them? I tell 
fishermen 


The CHAIRMAN.. The House is in Committee of the Whole forthe 
further consideration of the pending bill, all debate upon the pending 
amendment being limited to thirty minutes. The gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. REED] is recognized. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Chairman, before I begin, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may have ten minutes. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. REED. Mr, Chairman, what, with the telegrams from nominat- 
ing conventions and the interesting revelations of private conversations 
upon the floor of the House, we have wandered somewhat from the matter 
under immediate discussion. I desire to call back the attention of the 
House to the amendments on which we are to vote, because I believe 
them to be full of importance not only to my immediate constituency 
but to the country at large. This nation was founded by a union of 
States for the purpose of presenting to foreign powers an unbroken front, 
It was founded upon the basis which is expressed in the constitution 
of the Knights of Labor, that an injury to one was the concern of all; 
and, however remote the northeastern corner of this country may be 
from the southern region represented by the gentleman from Kentucky, 
it is as much the concern of the nation as is the whole region bordered 
by the Mississippi River. This nation has an interest to see that no 
foreign government is allowed to trample upon the rights of our citizens, 

Some years ago we had a treaty by which the. fishery question was 
arranged. That treaty arranged it to our disadvantage, as the factsand 
figures prove. Two years before the advent of the Democratic Admin- 
istration notice was given of the intention to abrogate that treaty, and the 
abrogation took place after the incoming of the present Administration. 
The abrogation of that treaty deprived Canada of one of its richest sources 
of revenue, namely, the American market forthe productofher fisheries, 
Thereupon commenced, in defiance ofall the principles of comity among 
civilized nations, a series of persecutions of American citizens for the 
purpose of so annoying them that the United States might be driven 
again to give to Canada free access to our markets, Those persecutions 
had their origin in no other motive, and the history of no civilized com- 
munity for the last fifty years has been polluted by such outrages. Privi- 
leges which the Barbary states in the times of piracy were forced to 
give us have been denied by a civilized nation to another civilized na- 
tion to such an extent that the President of the United States in a mes- 
sage upon the treaty actually congratulates himself that he has wrested 
from a foreign Christian power the right for our vessels in distress 
to receive the ordinary succor that is universally accorded among 
civilized countries. That is the attitude of Canada towards us. 
Towards her we have maintained an attitude of the most perfect fair- 
ness. Weallow the Canadian fishermen to purchase bait upon ourshores. 
We allow their disabled vessels all the rights which civilized com- 
munities allow anywhere, and in 1887, last year, this Congress solemnly 
resolved that unless the policy of non-intercourse was abandoned by 
Canada the policy of non-intercourse should be adopted by us. In 
coming to that determination the only struggle between the two sides 
of this Chamber was as to which should go farthest, and the Demo- 
cratie side based their opposition to the action of the Senate upon the 
ground that it did not go far enough to satisfy their wishes and their 
desires. Yet here to-day there is presented upon the proposition of my 
colleague [Mr. DINGLEY ] a proposition of surrender, so utter and abso- 
lute that it was followed by silence on the Democratic side for the space 
of half an hour, after which came a complete, but not vigorous, retrac- 
tion on the part of the gentleman from Kentucky himself [Mr. BRECK- 
INRIDGE], who frankly confessed that his amendment was simply a par- 
liamentary device to enable the Democratic party, by voting a worse 
proposition, to vote down a good one, 

Now, then, paying no further attention to the proposition ofthe gentle- 
man fromKentucky, the futility and impropriety of which he himself 
has confessed, which confession was enforced by the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. BUTTERWORTH], I confine myself to the prop- 
osition of my colleague from the State of Maine [Mr. DINGLEY]. We 
are here proposing to give to Canada our markets for lumber. Canada 
is the only nation that is going to be affected by the repeal of the tariff 
upon sawed lumber. She is to have free access to our markets. The 
nation which has refused to our fishermen the common courtesies of 
civilized intercourse, which has refused to our citizens the decencies 
granted by every civilized country, is now to be dowered with the right 
to enter our market free with the products of her forests, a market the 
advantages of which have been forcibly set forth by the gentleman from 
Texas himself. F 

As against this proposition my colleague [Mr. DINGLEY] proposes 
that our markets shall not be open to any nation that refuses to our 
fishermen the same rights which we grant to the citizens of a friendly 
nation, and which all the civilized nations of the world grant from one 
pole to the other; and the question now is what do the Democratic side 
mean to do upon that proposition? Do they mean to stand up to their 
vote of the year 1887? Do they mean to give our fishermen the bene- 
fit of all the powers of this nation for their protection? Do they mean 
to say to the Canadians: Not only shall reciprocity be refused to you 
when you refuse it to us, but you shall not have access to our market 
for your lumber unless you allow our fishermen the rights which you 
you, gentlemen, that the rights of our 
date away back of the treaty of 1818. 
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Years ago we and the Canadians were fellow-colonists of the United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland, and as such colonists we not 
only had a right to participate in these fisheries, butwe did participate 
in them year in and year out, and when we separated from that coun- 
try we separated with ali the rights that we had had as colonisis. It 
is true that for years we struggled in weakness, in disaster, in doubt, 
and that some of our rights were wrested from usin our days of weak- 
ness; but to-day we stand the peer of any nation on earth, able enough 
and strong enough to assert our rights, and nothing can prevent our 
doing it but cowardice in the House of Representatives. [Applause on 
the Republican side.] Now, those who love America and believe that 
it should assert its rights, those who believe in standing by this great 
conntry and in backing up the demands made even by your Democratic 
Secretary of State, will join at once in voting down the pusillanimons 
surrender offered by the gentleman from Kentucky and in voting up 
the rightful proposition of my colleague from the State of Maine. [Re- 
newed applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I do-not under- 
stand that the amendment offered by the gentleman from Kentucky 

Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] is any more pusillanimous in its nature than 

e amendment which was offered by the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
DIxGLEY.] If the House can for a moment throw off the thrall of the 
eloquence of the gentleman who has just addressed us [Mr. REED], I 
wish to say a few words upon the point which he has brought up for 
the second time in this debate. I would state to gentlemen on the 
other side who have heretofore spoken, as well as to the gentleman from 
Maine, that the relations between this country and Canada at the pres- 
ent time are based upon the treaty of 1818, a fact that several speak- 
ers seem to have overlooked; and I can not agree with the gentleman 
in saying that that treaty was wrung from the weakness of this coun- 
try. No, sir; that treaty was made with Great Britain by three com- 
missioners of the United States who could not he called weak orliable 
to be imposed upon. 

if wy memory serves me, these com»... sioners were John Quincy 
Adams, Mr. Rush, and Mr. Gallatin, three of the most distinguished 
men in our history. We had just come out of the second war with the 
greatest power on the earth; we had come out triumphantly, and our flag 
had an equality with the flag of Great Britain on every ocean, upon seas 
where it is now less known than the flags of the least important nations of 
Europe. Those most eminent Americanstatesmen negotiated the treaty, 
under which, since the lapse of the treaty of Washington, we haye been 
living for the last three years, and under which these difficulties with the 
government of the Dominion of Canada have arisen. When the gentle- 
man from Maine says that nothing like the existing difficulty has ever 
been known before in our history, I will remind him that there has 
not been a time when we have been under this treaty, unmodified by 
any other act, that we have not had the same difficulties as now beset 


us. 

From the hour almost of the ratification of this treaty Canada and 
the British Parliament passed laws to render it effective that were 
severe upon our interests in the fisheries. Later on, in the adminis- 
trations of Jackson, Van Buren, Tyler, and Fillmore, vessels were seized 
and condemned without redress, and this continued until the reci- 
procity treaty of 1854. All trouble then ceased until the abrogation of 
that treaty twelve years afterwards, when the difficulties were renewed. 
In 1870, under Grant, many vessels were seized and condemned, but 
as it was under a treaty to which we were contracting parties no cause 
of war was thought to exist by that administration, which only sought 
to make eee negotiation without threat or bluster. 

The treaty of 1818, contrary to the statement made by the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] this morning, never authorized our 
people to go into the ports of Canada to buy bait. 

r. DINGLEY. Secretary Bayard so states. I have his letter here. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Secretary Bayard did not make 
the treaty of 1818. 

Mr. DIN GLE. He states that it gives that authority to our fish- 

vessels, 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. The treaty of 1818, as I stated 
before, was made by diplomats upon whose tombs the moss has long 
since grown. Furthermore, the fishermen of this country did not then 
claim through those commissioners the *‘right™ to enter Canadian 
harbors to touch or to deal there. Or if they did mako such claim it 
was not conceded. They accepted it as a liberty“ given by the 

ple of Canada. That is the word used in the text of the treaty. I 
aes the very words here, having sought for them while the gentleman 
from Maine was speaking: 

American fishermen shall be admitted to enter such bays or harbors for the 


purpose of shelter and of repairing damages therein, of purchasing wood, of 
obtaining water, and for no other purpose whatever. 


It is known that the claim to buy bait was urged on our side, but 
it was strenuously resisted, and the American commissioners did not 
insist upon it. s 

It was the lapse of the treaty of Washington that brought. the treaty 
of 1818 again into operation as the only ground upon which our Gov- 
ernment could stand; and it was to obviate the great difficulties and 


ips arising under this treaty that the present Administration 


appointed a commission to negotiate a new treaty which has been s 
despitetully treated by my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. LopaGE’ 
this morning. | 

it will, [am well aware, be said in answer to me that this treaty 
has been modified by the maritime reciprocity of 1822 and 1830, thr 
reciprocity that was declared by the proclamations of William IV am 
of Andrew Jackson; but, sir, the Canadian people have never allowe 
that vessels engaged in fishing were entitled to the benefits of these 
regulations. hey have looked upon a fishing vessel as sui generis 
and as not included in the maritime reciprocity which we now demand 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. FORD. Task unanimous consent that the gentleman from Mas. 
sachusetts be allowed further time. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the gentleman fron. 
Massachusetts will be permitted to continue his remarks for five min 
utes. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. RUSSELL, of Massachusetts. Iwill occupy but a moment more 
for I do not wish to take the time of the committee. We should b. 
acting uponthese amendments. Ido not propose to vote for the amend 
ment of the gentleman from Maine or the antagonizing amendment o 
the gentleman from Kentucky. But this question of the treaty having 
been raised, and the Administration sharply criticised, I desire to pre 
sent another view and to recall to gentlemen’s minds the facts in thi 
case that they seem to overlook in their eager haste to condemn. 

It has been the duty of the Administration to make a modus vivendi, 
and they have done it to their best ability. In the making of a treaty 
both sides are interested. It is adiplomatic war in which each strives 
to get the better of the other. In this, if we have not succeeded in 
getting everything, we have at least got what we could and as muchas 
our predecessors secured. We have a better way of living. We have 
an arrangement modifying the harsh features of the treaty of 1818, 
upon which we are now standing. If that arrangement fails at the 
other end of the Capitol, What will be the result? Certainly we shall 
not appeal to arms. Such a failure will only lead to the negotiation 
of another treaty. 

If we went to war with Great Britain on this case, what would be 
the result? Incalculable injury and then a treaty. A treaty is made 
at the close of hostilities. We have made a treaty like wise and brave 
men, without bluster or threat, with due regard to the rights of others, 
and I believe that if it is ratified the difficulties of which our fisher- 
men complain will be obviated and we shall have honorable peace and 
content. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Chairman, the amendment of the gentlemar 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] and the amendment to that amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BRECKINRIDGE] stand 
on entirely different ground. When the gentleman from Maine of 
fered his amendment the House in Committee of the Whole had already 
decided to place lumber on the ſree- list. It was a gift to the Dominion 
ofan American market for one of the most important products of Can‘ 
ada. It was an important and valuable gift. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] had said so a day or two hefore. —— 

I do not mean to intimate that in putting lumber on the free: list the 
gentleman from Texas was actuated mainly or at all by good-will te 
Canada. - His motive was to change the tariff policy of the Unitec 
States. It was not toreduce the revenue. The gentleman from Texas 
had himself said in regard to some of the items which we had consid. 
ered that the amount of surplus revenue thereby reduced was insig 
nificant. His motive was to substitute, so far as he could, the systen 
of a tariff for revenue only in place of the existing tariff for protection 
He said, however, only the other day that the effect of the enactmen 
8 27 part of the pending bill would be to confer a benefit upor 

nada, 

What could be more reasonable than to propose, as the gentlemat 
from Maine has proposed, that this benefit to Canada should be grantet 
only on condilion? Even from the standpoint of gentlemen on th 
other side, is it not far better and more patriotic to forego for the pres 
ent the benefit of free Canadian lumber, if free Canadian lumber bein 
deed a benefit, rather than confer even incidentally a pecuniary benefic 
upon a foreign country which has never willingly conferred a benefit*- 
upon ourselves and has even refused to concede to our fishing vessels th 
privileges freely accorded elsewhere in the ports of all civilized nations 
except for the very large and substantial consideration of a free Ameri*.. 
can market for Canadian fish? The amendment of the gentleman fron. 
Maine was therefore not only reasonable, but patriotic, 

It provided that Canada should not receive the benefit of the free 
list which the Committee of the Whole had adopted so long as Can- 
ada denied in its ports to fishing or other vessels of the United State 
the commercial privileges granted to similar Canadian vessels in th: 
ports of the United States. f 

Now, what does the gentleman from Kentucky propose in hisamend 
ment to the amendment of the gentleman from Maine? He propose 
thatif the Dominion of Canada shall comply with the reasonable con 
dition im by the amendment of the gentleman from Maine the 
Dominion shall get the benefit not only of thé American market for 
Canadian lumber, which his side of the House had already decided to 
give to the Dominion without any condition atall, but the additiona 
advantage of a free market in the United States for Canadian fish. 


a 


